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Abstract

In this paper, we prove the finite-time shock formation for the compressible Euler equations on the two-
dimensional sphere S?. In contrast to the flat Euclidean case R?, the geometry of S? imposes new difficulties,
and the fluid dynamics are affected by the curved background. To overcome these challenges, we modify the
existing modulation method and employ a set of carefully constructed, time-dependent coordinates that precisely
track the shock formation on S2. In particular, we first perform a time-dependent rotation of S2, then apply the
stereographic projection to the sphere, straighten the steepening shock front, and finally construct shock-adapted
coordinates. In the shock-adapted coordinates, the compressible Euler equations on S? can be recast into a form

Within this framework, we implement a detailed bootstrap argument and

establish global well-posedness for the self-similar system. After transferring these results back to the original
physical system, we thereby demonstrate the finite-time shock formation on S2.
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1 Introduction

One central question in the mathematical theory of compressible fluids is the shock-formation problem for the
compressible Euler equations. While shock formation for the Euler equations has been extensively studied in flat
Euclidean space R™, much less is known about the dynamics of compressible flows on curved manifolds. At the same
time, fluid equations posed on curved surfaces, such as the rotating sphere, are relevant in modeling atmospheric
and oceanic phenomena on planetary scales, where curvature plays an important role in shaping large-scale flow
behavior. One notable example is the tropical cyclone, whose horizontal dynamics can be effectively approximated
by compressible flows on S?. To advance our understanding of the Euler equations on non-flat manifolds, it is
important to develop a systematic framework that accurately captures the curvature effects and clarifies how the



underlying geometry influences the fluid dynamics at each stage of the analysis. As such, the problem addressed in
this paper is both mathematically challenging and physically rich.

In this paper, we prove the first shock formation result for the compressible Euler equations on S?. As pointed
out by Arnold and Khesin in the book [12] (Chapter VI, §2), the isentropic compressible Euler equations on a
Riemannian manifold (M, g) take the form:

Oip+ Vyp+ pdive =0,
Ov + Vv + Y2 =0, (1.1)

P
p=2:p.

Here, ¢ € R denotes the physical time, V,, stands for the covariant derivative on M along the direction of the vector
field v, and Vp is the gradient of the pressure p. The unknowns of the system are the velocity field v € T'(T'M), the
density function p € C*°(M), and the pressure function p € C*°(M). The parameter v > 1 is a physical constant
known as the adiabatic index. We refer interested readers to |12] for a derivation of the above system.

Throughout the paper, for a fixed o > 0, we set M = S? = {# € R® : |&| = 70}, and we use the standard
spherical metric g on S2. Our result below establishes shock formation for system on manifold (S?,g). It marks
the first rigorous result of shock formation for compressible Euler equations on a curved manifold. In addition,
accurate descriptions of the blow-up time, the blow-up location, and the regularity of the resulting shock solution
are provided. Owing to the physical interest and other potential applications, we also independently investigate
shock formation for equivariant Euler equations on S? using different coordinates and modulation variables. The
detailed proofs are provided in Appendix Bﬂ

1.1 Main Results

The rough version of our main theorem is stated below. For the detailed version, readers are referred to Theorem
12.2)

Theorem 1.1 (Shock Formation for Compressible Euler Equations on S?). Consider the isentropic compressible
Buler equations (1.1)) on the 2-dimensional sphere S*

Oip+ Vyp+ pdive =0,
Opv + Vv + 2L =0,
p=1p,

where the adiabatic index v > 1. There exists a family of compactly supported smooth initial data, given as
perturbations around the self-similar Burgers profile, such that the corresponding solutions develop a point shock in
finite time T,.

At the shock point, the first derivatives of p and v blow up at the rate ﬁ, while the fluid variables themselves
remain bounded. In particular, the solution exhibits C/3 regularity at the shock. Moreover, the vorticity is bounded
up to the shock and is allowed to be non-trivial.

Remark 1.2. We obtain detailed information about the shock singularity formed, including precise descriptions of
the blow-up location and time, the blow-up rate, and the reqularity of the shock solution. Compared to the Euclidean
case, the isentropic Euler equations on the sphere contain additional terms arising from the curved geometry, and
the lack of a global Cartesian structure precludes the use of standard translations to construct co-moving coordinates.

1The proofs presented in this appendix are based on Fulin Qi’s Undergraduate Research Opportunities Programme in Science
(UROPS) research project.



Moreover, the natural choice of spherical coordinates can lead to expressions that are prohibitively complicated for
our analysis. To overcome these difficulties, we employ an approach that combines time-dependent rotations with
stereographic projection, thereby establishing a suitable coordinate system well adapted to the shock.

Remark 1.3. Our theorem also fits into the broader perspective that background geometry can strongly influence
shock formation in compressible fluids. In expanding cosmological spacetimes, sufficiently fast expansion induces a
damping effect that suppresses shock formation and yields global reqularity. This stabilization was established for
relativistic Euler equations with the equation of state p = Kp, 0 < K < 1/3, on linearly expanding backgrounds
a(t) = t by Fagyman—Ofner—Oliynyk—Wyatt [32] and was further extended in [31]. Numerical experiments in [30]
suggest a sharp transition between stability and shock formation for general power-law expansions a(t) = t* with
a € (0,1), depending on the competition between the expansion rate and the sound speed: stability is observed when
K < Keig(@) = 1— 2= and shock formation occurs when K > Keig(). The endpoint instability for radiation fluids
(K =1/3) on a(t) =t was rigorously proved earlier by Speck [52]. In contrast, the static geometry of S*> provides no
expansion-induced damping. Our result shows that without cosmological expansion, curvature alone cannot prevent

shock formation.

Owing to the physical interest and other potential applications, we also provide an independent and different
proof of shock formation for equivariant flows on S?. In this case, the fluid variables depend only on the latitude
(i.e., the angle from the symmetry axis) and are invariant under longitude rotations. In this proof, we employ a
different coordinate system on S? and design a different set of modulation variables. The statement of this result is
as follows.

Theorem 1.4 (Equivariant Shock Formation for Compressible Euler Equations on S?). For the isentropic com-
pressible Euler equations (1.1)), there exists a family of equivariant initial data that evolve to solutions ceasing to
be smooth in a finite time T,. At t = T, they develop C'/3 shock singularities equipped with C* blow-up at speed
1

O(ﬁ)

Remark 1.5. Physically speaking, this class of equivariant solutions captures the structure of axisymmetric flows
with no swirl, i.e., flows exhibiting no rotation about the axis of symmetry. Such flows serve as an idealized physical
model for the zonally symmetric motion of atmosphere.

1.2 Related Literature

In this section, we review relevant works on both the mathematical theory of shock formation for the Euler
equations and the study of fluid mechanics on curved manifolds.

1.2.1 Shock Formation for the Euler Equations

In what follows, we provide a brief survey of key results and developments concerning shock formation for the
compressible Euler equations.

In one-dimensional flows, shock formation rests on a well-established theoretical foundation and is extensively
explored via the method of characteristics. The foundational work is due to Riemann [47], who introduced the
powerful method of Riemann invariants for the 1D isentropic Euler equations (a 2 x 2 system); these invariants
remain constant along characteristic curves. Using Riemann invariants, Lax [35] proved finite-time shock formation
for general 2 x 2 strictly-hyperbolic genuinely-nonlinear systems, which in particular covers the small data scenarios
for the 1D isentropic Euler equations. For a comprehensive bibliography and review of the early developments in
the 1D setting, we refer readers to the monograph by Dafermos [2§].

The situation becomes substantially more complex for multi-dimensional flows. In [49H-51], Sideris proved finite-
time blowup of smooth solutions to the compressible Euler equations for certain classes of small initial data. By using



virial-type integral inequalities, Sideris derived upper bounds of the lifespan of smooth solutions, which qualitatively
indicates that breakdown must occur in finite time. In [4L/5], Alinhac developed a more constructive approach to
show shock formation for irrotational flows, for which the compressible Euler equations can be reduced to a single
scalar quasilinear wave equation for the velocity potential. Without any symmetry assumption, Alinhac also proved
that an isolated shock singularity can form from smooth initial data satisfying a non-degeneracy condition via
Nash-Moser iteration.

A significant breakthrough was later achieved by Christodoulou in 23] regarding the 3D irrotational (V x v =
0) relativistic Euler equations, which introduced robust energy methods applicable to a broader class of shock
singularities. For the corresponding non-relativistic result, see Christodoulou-Miao [24]. The key innovation in [23]
was the introduction of a fully geometric framework, which precisely characterizes shock formation via the vanishing
inverse foliation density. For the compressible Euler equations with non-trivial vorticity, Luk and Speck [37] proved
shock formation for the 2D isentropic case with spacetime decompositions. This result was later extended to three
dimensions, allowing for entropy variations, in [39]. Their analysis builds on a reformulation of the compressible
Euler equations developed in [38]55], which features favorable null structures relative to the acoustic geometry
and yields refined regularity properties for vorticity and entropy. For recent developments in this direction, we
refer the reader to Abbrescia-Speck [1H3|, Holzegel-Klainerman-Speck-Wong [34], Luo-Yu [40}/41], Miao-Yu [44],
Speck [53,/54], and Speck-Holzegel-Luk-Wong [56]. For the elastic waves and the ideal MHD system, An-Chen-
Yin [6H10] further employed this geometric shock formation mechanism to establish low-regularity ill-posedness.
We also refer to the ill-posedness works by Bourgain-Li |[13H15] for the incompressible Euler equations.

Meanwhile, an independent and inspiring self-similar framework for proving shock formation was developed by
Buckmaster, Shkoller, and Vicol, which focuses on constructing solutions arising from well-prepared initial data that
are close to the self-similar Burgers blow-up profile. In self-similar variables, their formulation can be viewed as a
renormalized evolution around the Burgers profile, where several modulation variables are used to adjust shifts and
scalings dynamically to track the self-similar dynamics. With this approach, a detailed description of the shock-type
singularity can be obtained: the (first) shock is shown to be asymptotically self-similar. Furthermore, associated
stability properties can also be established (e.g., the construction of stable shocks with C'/3 Hélder continuity).
In [17], they implemented this self-similar approach and proved shock formation for the 2D isentropic Euler equations
under azimuthal symmetry. They subsequently extended the self-similar method to prove shock formation for open
sets of initial data in 3D without symmetry assumptions in [18], and for the full (non-isentropic) Euler equations
in |19]. This self-similar framework has also motivated further developments, including the unstable shock formation
result by Buckmaster and Iyer [16], the works on damped Euler equations by Chen [21], on the fractal Burgers
equation by Chickering-Moreno-Vasquez-Pandya [22] , on the general dispersive or dissipative perturbations of the
Burgers equation by Oh-Pasqualotto [45], on the Euler-Poisson equations by Qiu-Zhao [46|, on the compressible 2D
Euler equations by Su [57], and on the Burgers-Hilbert equation by Yang [61].

1.2.2 Fluid Mechanics on Manifolds

We also review relevant works studying fluid dynamics on curved manifolds.

The validity of the Euler and Navier-Stokes equations, which govern fluid motions, can be extended to the setting
of a curved background. This generalization is motivated by applications in atmospheric and oceanic sciences, where
fluids exhibit spherical dynamics. For example, stationary solutions of the Euler equations on a rotating sphere
provide building blocks for traveling-wave models that describe stratospheric flows on Earth and giant planets such
as Jupiter and Saturn. Constantin-Germain [26] studied such stationary solutions and proved rigidity and stability
results. In addition, Constantin-Germain-Lin-Zhu [27] analyzed the instability of 3-jet zonal flows on a rotating
sphere.

To formulate fluid equations on a manifold, one needs to interpret each term in the fluid equations by its



corresponding analogue on manifolds. In this paper, we adopt the formulation of the compressible Euler equations
for barotropic fluids in [12]:

Jyp + div(pv) = 0,

pOv + pVyv + Vh(p) =0,

where the pressure function h(p) depends on the physical properties of the fluid. For further insights and discussions,
see Schutz [48], Arnold-Khesin [12], and Taylor [60]. Extending this approach to the Navier-Stokes equations requires
choosing an appropriate version of the Laplace operator on the manifold, for which several alternatives exist. We
do not delve into these technical details here, and we refer interested readers to Chan-Czubak-Disconzi [20] and the
references therein.

In a landmark paper by Arnold [11], he observed that the incompressible Euler equations on a manifold M can be
interpreted as geodesic equations. See also the work of Ebin and Marsden [29]. An analogous geometric formulation
for the compressible Euler equations was developed in Guillemin-Sternberg [33] and Marsden-Ratiu-Weinstein [43].
This geometric point of view was also applied by Lin-Zeng [36] in the study of unstable manifolds of the Euler
equations in a fixed bounded domain.

The study of fluid equations on manifolds has also led to intriguing and impactful mathematical discoveries. For
instance, Tao [58459] proved the universality of the incompressible Euler equation on compact manifolds, showing
that any finite-dimensional dynamical system satisfying a certain cancellation property can be embedded within
the incompressible Euler equation.

1.3 Proof Strategy for the Main Theorem

In this section, we present the main ideas behind the proof of Theorem We employ the framework by
Buckmaster-Shkoller-Vicol [18] in Euclidean space and extend it to the setting of S?, which requires new geometric
insights and analytical adaptations. In the following, we outline the key steps of the proof.

Step 1. Construction of geometrically adapted moving coordinates:

To analyze how a point shock forms on the sphere S?, we use the modulation technique. This involves construct-
ing a suitable moving coordinate system that tracks the evolution toward the singularity. This framework enables
us to capture the dynamics near the point of steepest gradient.

Modulation variables. Before giving the coordinates, we first introduce the modulation variables, which trace
various properties of the shock. In the subsequent construction of coordinates, we will appeal to these modulation
variables.

Let w(,p) be a time-dependent scalar function on the sphere S? (in this paper, it will be one of the Riemann
variables defined in Section . Assume that w develops an increasingly steep gradient, indicating the formation
of the first shock. To analyze the behavior of this emerging singularity, it is essential to introduce coordinates that
are centered at the point of maximal gradient ¢(f) and adapted to the level set of w passing through &(f). This
requires tracking several dynamical geometric quantities:

e The predicted shock location £(t) € S?: the point where the gradient magnitude |Vw| attains its maximum.

e The predicted shock amplitude x(t): a time-dependent function () = w(t,£(%)) obtained by evaluating w at
£(f).

e The predicted shock normal n(t) € T, 5({)82: a unit vector at &(#) pointing in the direction of the gradient

Vuw(t,&(t)), perpendicular to the level set T'(f) of w which passes through &(#)



e The level set curvature 1(f): a scalar function quantifying the curvature of the level set I'(f) at the point &(%).
e The predicted blow-up time 7(t):
)=t + |Vwled)!

—_———

current time  ogpimated remaining time

The quantity 7(£) plays a crucial role in the self-similar rescaling.

Construction of shock-adapted coordinates. Our approach integrates the aforementioned time-dependent modu-
lation variables into the construction of a dynamically adapted coordinate system:

1. Co-moving coordinates: We begin by constructing a time-dependent coordinate system that evolves with
the shock formation and is centered at the point where the Riemann variable w has the steepest gradient.

e Time-dependent rotation of the sphere: We apply a time-dependent rotation O(f) € SO(3) to
the sphere, mapping the original Cartesian coordinates # € R3 (restricted to S?) to new coordinates
x = O(t)T#. The rotation is chosen so that the critical point £(f) maps to a fixed reference location (e.g.,

the south pole (0,0, —7¢)), and the normal vector n(t) aligns with a fixed direction (e.g., the (1,0,0)
direction on the tangent plane at the south pole).

e Stereographic projection of the rotated sphere: From the rotated frame x, we then employ
stereographic projection (from the north pole (0,0,7y) onto the tangent plane at the south pole {z3 =
—ro}) to define a planar coordinate system u = (u1, uz). Direct calculation shows

2T0$1 27’0%2

Uy = —- U =

ro — T3 ro — T3

By construction, the origin v = 0 now corresponds to the predicted shock location &(f), and the u;-axis
aligns with the predicted shock normal n(¢). This setup simplifies the spatial derivatives of the Riemann
variable w at the origin:

8%w 0w
_ dw  Ow _ ou? Ouidus 7 (0 0)
Wymp =% ((’“)Tu’ (’“)T,Lg) e (x,0), 8212 0%w —\0 %/
6’&18’(12 8711,% u=0

Here, the symbol * denotes that the corresponding quantity (specifically, w, 9,,w, and 85210 evaluated
at the origin) is not fixed at this stage.

2. Level set straightening: To further adapt the coordinates to the geometry of the shock, we perform a

coordinate transformation (uq,us) ~ (41, Usz), realized by a quadratic adjustment incorporating the curvature
¥ (t) of the level set:
- 1 -
Uy = ug — iw(t)ug, lly = Us.
This transformation flattens the level set geometry near the origin in the % coordinates, achieving full nor-
malization of the second derivatives:

0w 0w
B ow Ow B a2 D110y _(O 0)
wlico =% (g5 a@)‘a_o—“’o% Puw 0w =0 o)
- duduy a2 /) 1.,



The sequence of coordinate transformations described above can be illustrated in the following figure:

rotation stereographic proj.
ANANANAA—> AnA~A—>
O(t) € SO(3)
n(t) = ef

£(1) = (0,0, —rg) &)

straightening
AN~

Figure 1.1: Coordinate transformations

For clarity, the transformation chain can be schematically expressed as follows:

° rotation stereographic proj. straightening level set _  self-similar transformation
T
original co-moving co-moving curved self-similar

For technical convenience, we take the rotation O(#) itself as the modulation variable, rather than separately
tracking the shock location £(t) and normal direction n(t). This choice streamlines the expression of coordinate

transformations, which would otherwise lead to more complicated formulations in terms of £(£) and n(f)

Step 2. Symmetrization and diagonalization of the system:

To match the transport speed with that of the standard Burgers equation, we set a = 77_1, and rescale the
original time ¢ by defining ¢ = HTO‘t

Expressing the Euler equations directly in the co-moving stereographic u-coordinates yields a system
that is not symmetric, risking derivative loss in H* energy estimates. To address this, we introduce an orthonormal
frame E; (see Section , and decompose the velocity field as v = ), V;F;. Denoting P = (Vi,Vs,0), where
o= é p™ is the rescaled sound speed, we obtain a symmetric hyperbolic system:

agp+DPP+AP,U1(9U1P+AP,U23U2P:Fp.

Here, the coefficient of the damping term Dp is given by , the coefficients of the transport terms Ap,, and
Ap ., are given by and , and the forcing term Fp is defined in . We see that Ap,, and Ap,, are
symmetric matrices. This symmetric hyperbolic structure is preserved under the coordinate transformation u ~» .

To effectively analyze shock formation, we further diagonalize the system by introducing Riemann variables
R = (w, z,a) (defined in Section [2.5). In these variables, the system becomes

(i*R + DrR + AR’alaﬁlR + AR@&;QR = FRp,

where the coefficient matrix in the u;-direction is diagonal:

. 1.
Apa, = Jdiag(w + B2z, fow + 2, frw + f12) + (91 — Ag2 — 510“%) Is.

The matrix Ag gz, and the forcing term Fp are given by

ARy = (2819 Vo + g2) I3 + 2630 1 ()18

= O



and
f% VI (= Auz) = Eg i = 2697 Va) + VS

2(ug — ug) — “0(2‘/;;:‘)\)‘/2)% (g5 — 2197 'V;) — 2 2u;V;S

B VO ug) — 2%y (g, — 28,571V

— 2ﬂ1<p YV — aA(A)7ES) + ga] a + Bz HA) LS (w + 2)
+ [ =281 (Vo +aX(A)71S) — gol a — Bz YA LS (w + 2) | (N) 720,
(28107 Vo + g2) 5=

Fr=

—a

+ (N2 —a | a205p.

w—+z

Therefore, The scalar equation for w is

1.
Opw |+ [T (@] + B22) + g1 — Aga — 5bii3]| O, w |+ - = F,

where F} denotes the first component of the vector Fr. The boxed terms coincide with those appearing in the
one-dimensional inviscid Burgers equation and will dominate the dynamics near the singularity. Moreover, we will
see that J = 1 4 o(1) in the bootstrap analysis, and therefore the factor does not interfere with the dominant
Burgers-type dynamics.

Step 3. Self-similar transformation and modulation ODEs:
To analyze the singularity, we employ a self-similar transformation, which dynamically rescales the solution and
effectively “zooms in” on the singularity. The solution is expected to remain regular in the self-similar coordinates.
We define the self-similar coordinates and the self-similar variables as follows:

ol

s=—In(r(t) - 1), = 3%y, Yo = ediy.
W(s,y) = e*(w(t,a) - w(D), Z(s,y) ==z(,a), Als,y) = a(t,a).

This transformation yields a system of three transport-type equations for the variables W, Z, and A in the self-
similar coordinate system:

1 3 1 s
(0. 5) W+ (ot 8eaw 1 0w ) 9, W + (oo - huw ) 0, = Fay — e~ 500,

3
0sZ + < Y1 +ﬁ2ﬂTJW+Gz> 8y1Z+ ( y2+hz) 6y2Z Fy, (12)

2 2

3 1
0 A+ (§y1 + 816, JW + GA) 8y1A + (§y2 + hA) 8y2A = Fy.
For any given variable R € {W, Z, A}, the coefficients of 9,, R and 9,,R in the transport equations are given by

3 1
§y1+5RﬁTJW+GR and §y2+h72,

respectively, where By = 1, 87 = B, and 4 = (1. The term Fr denotes the corresponding forcing term.

10



In our analysis, the shock formation roots in the self-similar type blow-up for Burgers equation of W. To capture
this mechanism, we employ the following self-similar profile W, which solves the two-dimensional self-similar Burgers
equation:

1— 3 — — 1 —
—§W + <§y1 + W) 0y, W + §y26y2W =0.
In particular, we select the following W as the blow-up profile:
W(y1,y2) = (Y2)W1a (<y2>_3y1) )

where (y2) = /1 + y7, and W14(y) is implicitly defined by the relation y = —W14(y) — W1a(y)? for y € R.
In our construction, we normalize W at the origin y = 0 up to its second derivatives such that

O*wW O*wW
LW awy| F )| (0 0)
W‘y:O_Ov (Tylv 87/2) y:O_(_LO)’ 82W 82W - 0 0/

0Y10Yy2 &U% y=0

These values are identical to those of the profile W:

W (s,0) =W (0), V,W(s,0)=V,W(0), ViW(s,0)=V_W(0).
This normalization is a direct consequence of our selection of modulation variables. These constraints, in turn,
enable the derivation of the evolution ODEs for the parameters k, 7, ¥, and O. These equations are enumerated in
(2.46]) (2.47)) (2.49) (2.51]) (2.52]).
We now arrive at a system of three PDEs for W, Z, and A, coupled with six ODEs for the modulation variables
K, T, ¥, and O. Provided that the self-similar transformation remains non-degenerate, this system is equivalent to
the compressible Euler’s equations on the sphere S2.

Step 4. Global well-posedness of the self-similar system:

Our aim is to prove the global well-posedness of the self-similar system. Since the self-similar coordinates become
singular in finite time, establishing global existence in this frame implies finite-time shock formation when translated
back to the original physical coordinates.

To achieve this, we employ a bootstrap argument. The bootstrap assumptions are organized into four categories,
asserting that

1. The modulation variables behave similarly to those of the classical Burgers equation.
2. The dominant Riemann variable W remains close to a known blow-up profile W.

3. The secondary Riemann variable Z and the tangential velocity component A stay sufficiently small, allowing
them to be treated perturbatively.

4. The energy of W, Z, and A are appropriately controlled.

In what follows, we outline the main ideas on how to close these bootstrap assumptions.
Step 4a. Estimates for the modulation variables:

We use the bootstrap assumptions to estimate each term on the right-hand side of the modulation ODEs
(2-46)) (2.47) (2.49) (2.51)) (2.52)), thereby improving the assumptions for the modulation variables:

1 3 1
o] 5 (ndybed, ol S Mher, Jow — (202 + 3 o] < 7

7o
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See Section [ for the details.
Step 4b. Estimates for W and W :

This step forms the centerpiece of the analysis, as the behavior of W governs the shock formation process. We
focus on improving the bootstrap assumptions for the dominant Riemann variable W, and its deviation from the
explicit blow-up profile W. The primary goal is to control the perturbation W = W — W, such that the solution
remains close to the known self-similar profile. .

Our method centers on a detailed analysis of the transport equations for W, W and their derivatives. Indeed,

for R € {W, W} and v > 0, we can systematically write that

B0)R + DR + Vyw - V,0)R = Fy.

Since these transport equations share the same transport coefficients, it is convenient to define the Lagrangian
trajectories (or characteristics) @y :

{55‘I’W(5; Slvy(]) = VW(S, ‘I’W(S; Slvy()))a
Py (s1551,90) = Yo-

By integrating along these characteristics, we establish pointwise bounds on "W or OW. An important property
of @y is that if the starting point (s1,yo) is slightly away from the origin, i.e. |yo| > ! for a small constant
I = (InM)=5, then |®w (s;s1,y0)| grows exponentially:

s—s1

|y (s551,90)] > |yole s

This enables us to carry out analysis separately in two distinct spatial regions, distinguishing the dominant dynamics
near the origin (y = 0) from those farther away:

e Estimates in {|y| < [}: In this neighborhood of y = 0, the choice of modulation variables ensures that W
remains close to W by enforcing the constraints

W(s,0) =W(0), V,W(s,0)=V,W(0), ViW(s,0)=V_W(0).
Furthermore, the damping term for D*W admits a positive lower bound:
™) 1 _
D (s,y) > 3 for |y] =4 and |y| <,

which contributes to maintaining this closeness. We show that the derivatives YW remain close to 97W for
all multi-indices |y| < 4, enabling us to improve the bootstrap assumptions in this region.

e Estimates in {|y| > {}: In the far-field, we perform weighted L* estimates for R € {W, W} by employing a
weighted function of the form ¢ = 17“(7)8;/ R, which satisfies a transport equation

0sq+ Dgq+ Vw - Vyq = F,.

Solving q along the Lagrangian trajectories @y, we find

WO WIORs )| < 1) R Gss ) exp ([ Dyl (551, mm))as)

contributions from the initial data or the boundary valus at {|y| =}

12
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contributions from the forcing term

Here, (s1,y0) is the starting point of the trajectory @y (s';s1,%0), and ®(s;s1,y0) = y. Due to the property
of ®yy, we can require either s = sg or |yo| = I. The critical insight is that the smallness of W in the
inner region {|y| <[} is propagated outward along these trajectories. The exponential growth of |y | then

converts the spatial decay of the forcing terms \Fé{j)| into rapid time decay, ensuring their contributions
remain dominated by boundary values at |y| = . This behavior contrasts with the estimates for Z and A,
where the bootstrap assumptions are primarily determined by the magnitude of the forcing terms themselves.
Consequently, the main analytical task reduces to establishing sharp, pointwise estimates for these forcing
terms F‘SJ). As detailed in Section [4 these forcing terms are complicated functions of the primary variables
and the geometric quantities, and controlling their derivatives is a crucial part of the process.

By systematically combining the estimates from both the inner and outer regions, we successfully improve the
bootstrap assumptions and for W and W, respectively. The rigorous derivations for these bounds are
presented in detail in Section
Step 4c. Estimates for Z and A:

In contrast to the dominant variable W, the secondary Riemann variable Z and the tangential velocity component
A are treated as perturbations that are expected to remain small throughout the evolution. The primary strategy
for controlling these variables and their derivatives is to analyze their respective transport equations, as given in
system ([2.22]).

The main idea of this step is to integrate the equations for 9jZ and Jj A along their Lagrangian trajectories.

As in Step 4b, the main task is to estimate the forcing terms, F 9) and FX’). This is detailed in Section This
approach successfully establishes bounds on Z, A, and all of their derivatives required by the bootstrap assumptions,
with the exception for 9, A.

However, an exception occurs for the normal derivative of the tangential velocity 9,, A. For this term, direct
analysis via using the transport equation fails to close the bootstrap argument. Additionally, one of the bootstrap
assumptions—specifically the estimate of the tangential velocity derivative 91 A (where A denotes the tangential
velocity component, and 9 indicates differentiation in the normal direction ; )—cannot be closed via directly using
transport estimates and the main energy estimates. To overcome this, we analyze the evolution of the wvorticity.
Following [60], we define the vorticity scalar w on the sphere S? as:

w = xdv” = eV, vy, (1.3)

Here, * is the Hodge dual operator, d denotes the exterior derivative, and b : T'M — T* M is the musical isomorphism
induced by the metric g. The tensor €, represents the volume form associated with g. Then we derive that w
satisfies the evolution equation:

Opw + Vyw +wdive = 0. (1.4)

This equation indicates that vorticity is not merely transported by the flow, but is also affected by compressibility
through the divergence term. In contrast, the specific vorticity, defined as ( = w/p (where p is the density), satisfies
a pure transport equation:

0i( +V,(=0. (1.5)

To effectively utilize the vorticity equation, we need to express the vorticity w in terms of the variables we are
working with. We derive the following key identity:

w = 2 [p(A\)0a,a — da,(vV1)],
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where a is the tangential velocity component, V; is the velocity component in the E; direction (aligned with 1),
and ¢, (\) are auxiliary quantities determined by the coordinate system and metric, which are explicitly defined in
Section

This identity connects the vorticity w (whose associated specific vorticity ¢ satisfies a favorable transport equa-
tion) to the term 0z, a, which corresponds to 91 A under self-similar scaling. By exploiting the transport structure
of equation (L.F]), we gain control on (||, and hence |lw||r via using bounds on p). Together with the above
identity and estimates on additional terms like 9z, (©V4), we can finally close the problematic bootstrap assumption
for 0, A.
Step 4d. Energy estimates:

As mentioned above, most bootstrap assumptions impose L™ -type bounds on the solution and its derivatives,
which are typically closed via transport equations. However, since

-2 0 1
A -1,
_% 0

Ap,a, = (28197 Vo + g2) I3 + 2839~ 1 (N) 'S

W= O

which is not diagonal, the equation of w includes the term 2830 ~1(\) “100z,a. This term involves the derivative of
a, resulting in a loss of derivatives in the L™ estimates. To address this difficulty, we supplement the L°° analysis
with H* energy estimates:

Wy + 1213 + AN, S M¥5e.

Tk~
Hy

Step 5. Recovering the physical variables and proving the main theorem:
With the bootstrap argument successfully completed in self-similar coordinates, the final step is to translate the
resulting estimates in the original physical coordinates, thereby proving the main theorem. Specifically, we have:

8u1w|u:0 = 8ﬁ1w|ﬂ:0 = 688y1W|y:0 = —e° = — ~ ——= =,

where T, is the blow-up time. This computation highlights that the shock formation roots in the singularity of the
self-similar coordinate transformation. The full procedure for this translation, together with the final argument, is
detailed in Section [3.3

1.4 Organization of the Paper

The rest of the paper is structured as follows:

e In Section [2| we perform a sequence of coordinate transformations, deriving the governing equations at each
step. Then, we introduce the Riemann variables, and define the self-similar transformation. Finally, we
present the blow-up profile and derive the modulation ODEs that govern the evolution of its parameters.

e In Section [3] we specify the initial data, including the initial values of the modulation variables and the
initial data for self-similar Riemann variables. We then state the main theorem, formulate the bootstrap
assumptions, and outline the strategy for closing the argument.

e In Section [4] we employ the bootstrap assumptions to establish estimates on various terms appearing in the
transport equations. These estimates lay the groundwork for subsequent analysis.
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e Sections[f] [6] and [7] are devoted to improving the L>°-bounds in the bootstrap argument. Specifically, Section
[l focuses on the estimates of modulation variables. Sections [6] and [ address the estimates for self-similar
variables Z, A, and W, respectively.

e Section [§ completes the argument by establishing energy estimates that allow us to prevent derivative loss
and complete the analysis.

1.5 Notation

For the reader’s convenience, we record below the key notation that will be employed repeatedly in the remainder
of this work:

e The Greek indices u,v, ... range over 1,2, 3, while the Latin indices a, b, ¢, 1, j,... range over 1, 2.
e Physical constants: o = %_1 >0, /1= 1-&-%’ Ba = %’ B3 = 1545

e Rescaled sound speed: o = épa; steady-state value outside its support: oq.

e Original time-space coordinates: (£, %) € R x R3; rescaled time: ¢ = 1+7at

e Stereographic projection coordinates: u;; Shock-adapted coordinates: ;.

e Metric factor: ¢(u) = ; sphere metric: gg2 = p(u)? Y, du; ® du;.

e Modulation variables: O(%), 1(t), 7(f), k(t).
e Time derivatives: 805 = (9;); (for fixed &), 97 = (8;)p.. (for fixed x,u), 9; = (8;)q (for fixed @).
e Auxiliary quantities: A = iig, (\) = V1 + A2, J = |Viiy| = o~ 1(\).

e Vector fields: N = Ela;E?, T = /\E<1)\+>E2 with F; = go’laui.

e Multi-index notations: for v = (y1,72) € Z%, we denote |y| = 71 + 72 and define 9] = 7' 97> In self-similar
coordinates (y-coordinates), we set 97 = 9719)2 = ] 7253;{ . For brevity, we also adopt the notation

5 Y1 7Yz
812 = 8y18y2, 811 = 8y1, etc.

o Velocity fields: v = v10y, + v20,, = V1 E1 + Vo Es.

e Riemann variables: w=v-N+4+o,z=v-N—-0og,a=v-T.

e Self-similar coordinates: s = — In(7(f) — 1), y1 = e2%0y, yo = €2 1is.

e Self-similar variables: w = e 3 W + k(f), 2= Z,a= A;and o0 = S.

e Vector notation: P = (V1,Vs,0) = (V4, V3, 5), P = (V1,Va,0 —0s0) = (V1, Vo, 8 — 00), R = (w, 2,0a).
e We use calligraphic letters (e.g., R) to represent a generic self-similar variable among W, Z and A.

e Superscript “0” denotes evaluation at y = 0, for example: Z° := Z(s,0), G% = Gw(s,0), 1 Fy =
o1 Fw (s,0), etc.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the equations, coordinate systems, and transformations used throughout the paper.
We begin with the Euler equations in their original form and introduce a sequence of coordinate transformations—as
illustrated in Figure[L.I}-to track shock formation. These include a time rescaling aligned with the Burgers equation,
a rotation of the sphere, a stereographic projection, an adaptation to shock geometry. We then define the Riemann
variables, apply a self-similar ansatz to capture the blow-up structure, and identify the modulation parameters to
formulate the transformed system.

2.1 Rescaled Time and Sound Speed

First, we introduce the rescaled time and the sound speed variable, and rewrite the system with respect to them.
Setting o = 77_1, we define the rescaled time t by t = H'T“t, which yields 9; = %8; = 1%‘85 = ﬁ@g. To simplify
the notation, we also define the following three constants

1 11—« o

“1Tra Bo B3 =

& Tira 14+a’

(2.1)
After rescaling time, the Euler equations take the form

1
—8:p+ V, dive = 0,
25, 0+ Vop + pdive
1
25
1

p=—-p"
gl

o+ Vv + % =0, (2.2)

Similarly, we introduce the rescaled sound speed o = é p™ to rewrite the above equations as follows:

1
261
1
261

0;0 + Vo + aodive =0,
(2.3)
0zv + Vv + acVo = 0.

2.2 Rotation and Stereographic Projection

In this section, we first perform an appropriate rotation of the sphere and then apply stereographic projection
to construct the time-dependent coordinates. Suppose the original spatial variables of R? are #, and consider the
sphere S? = {& € R3 : |#| = ro} C R®. We introduce a time-dependent rotation matrix O(f) = (O,,) € SO(3),
which transforms the original coordinates & into z = O(f)”4 (in components, z, = O,,&,). Next, we define the

3 x 3 skew-symmetric matrix @ = O(f)TO(f) (equivalently, Q. = OguOgy), which represents the angular velocity
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of the rotation. This yields the relations 5{$M = Quvx, and 8}% = QW%. Here, we distinguish J; := (0f)&, the
time derivative holding & fixed, from 0; := (0;),, the time derivative holding x fixed.

We then map S? onto the plane {z € R : 23 = —rg} via stereographic projection from the north pole (0,0, rg).
Specifically, for each p € S?, we define ¢(p) as the intersection of the line connecting p to the north pole with this
plane. By setting u;(p) = z;(¢), we obtain a coordinate chart on S?. Straightforward calculations show that

o .
wy = 0% T i =1,2, (2.4)
ro—z3  p(u)
where
47"8 41"%
= = . 25
lu) |ul2 +4r2  u? + u3 + 4rd (25)
The metric on S? is then given by
gz = Z dz,, @ dz,|rse = o(u)? Z du; ® du;.
n i
Moreover, we deduce
. 1 _
gi = Opu; = —?(Qmm + Qasu2)u; + Qijuj + Qisro(e™' —2), (2.6)
0
and 9 9
Of— = h’L YR
t(’)ui J auj
with )
hi1 = haz = 5,-(Quzu1r + Q23u2), (2.7)
hi2 = —h21 = Q12 + ﬁ(@muz — Qa3u1). '
The operator (ig relates to J; through
. . 0 0
Now, we can express the Euler equations in the u; coordinates as follows:
Ov; _ Op dy 5, Oo
v + hjivj + (2B1v; +gj)67uj + 28197 " QUinaiuj - : ?@ + 2832 o 0, .

do ov; _ 0
00 + (201 + g5) 5~ + 2630 (ﬁ + 20 lvjfj) = 0.
J 7 J

2.3 Reformulation as a Symmetric Hyperbolic System

To avoid loss of derivatives in the energy estimates, we reformulate the system into symmetric hyperbolic form.
At p € S?, we define an orthonormal frame E; = ¢ =19, for the tangent space T}, S®. A velocity vector v € T, S
can then be expanded as v = V;E; = v;0,,, so that

Vi = pu;.
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We also introduce the notation
S=o, P=(Vi,,5)".

The system (2.8) can then be rewritten as

O0;P + DpP + Ap oy, 0y, P+ Ap oy, 04, P = Fp, (2.9)
where
hii her O
Dp=1|hi2 ha 0], (2.10)
0 0 O
0 0 1
Ap’ul = (251(,0_1‘/1 +91)IS + 263¢_1S 0O 0 0], (2.11)
1 0 0
0 0 O
Apuy, = (28197 Vot g2) 5+ 2830~ 'S [ 0 0 1], (2.12)
0 1 0
and o 2]
T Vilgs — 28197 Vi) 52 + 2819 VP 5
Fp=| ¢ 'Va(g; — 261@_1‘6)% + 2ﬁ1<ﬂ_2|V|2§Tﬁ
~2B30 725V, 5
(2.13)

—%UHVP — 5z Viui(g; — 28197 1V5)
= —BulVP = 55 Vau;(g; — 26197'V))
TT%’UJV}S

Here, I3 denotes the 3 x 3 identity matrix, and |V|? = V2 + V.

2.4 Coordinates Adapted to the Shock

To track the evolution of the shock more effectively in the u; coordinate system, we introduce a new set of

coordinates 4; adapted to the shock formation. Let ¥(f) € R be a time-dependent parameter controlling the
curvature of the shock front. The new coordinates are defined by:

. 1 -
Uy =uy — 51/)(75)1@,

Uz = U2Q.

(2.14)

Here, ¥ (t) adjusts the transformation dynamically. The corresponding differential operators become

af = 5‘15 - %1/)17‘%87113
8u1 = 81]17
auz = 8’(22 - wa28ﬁ17

where 0; := (9;)z denotes the time derivative with @; fixed.
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Next, we introduce auxiliary quantities to describe the geometry of the shock. Define (a) = v/1 + a? for a € R,

and set

N=1iy, J=I|Vi|=¢ 1N, N=J1Va =N "E - \E,),

T = (A "YAE, + By).

Note that {N,T} forms an orthonormal frame, with N aligned to the gradient of @; and T orthogonal to it.

Moreover, by defining the 1-form 0(X) = (VxN,T),, one can verify that

VNN =0(N)T, VT =—-0(N)N, VoN=0T)T, VT =—0(T)N,

and
U + Auq A UL — AUg

O(N) = —

;P + DpP + Ap 4,05, P+ Ap3,0u,P = Fp,

where the coefficient matrices are given by

1.
Apay, = Apuy, — AMpu, — §¢U§IS
1. -
= 26107 (Vi = AVa) + (g1 — Ag2) — 503 | Is + 26507 'S

and

Apa, = Apuy, = (28197 'Va + g2) I3 + 285971 S

o OO
= o O

2.5 Riemann Variables

2 e DTy T
Applying these transformations, we rewrite system (2.9)) in the @; coordinates as

o

o = O

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)

(2.18)

(2.19)

Building on the reformulated system in 4; coordinates, we now introduce Riemann variables to diagonalize the

equations. We define the Riemann variables as below:

w=v-N+o=N"1Vi-A\)+S,
z=v-N—0=N\ "1V -\Wh) -85,
a=v-T=N\"AV+W),

or equivalently
R:= (w,z,a)" = BP,

where

B= (W' -

The Riemann variables satisfy the following system:

5{R + DrR + AR,alaalR + ARM&IQR = Fg.
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Here, the damping term is

hin 0 0 0 0 -1
Dr=BDpBt=| 0 hay 0| 4+hia| 0 0 -1
0 0 0 i 10

The transport terms are given by

ARra, = BAps, B™!

1 0 0
1. _
= (268107 (Vi — AV2) + (91 — Aga) — img} Is+2B307 (0S| 0 1 0
0 0 O
. 1.
= Jdiag(w + B2z, fow + 2, frw + B12) + (91 —Ag2 — §¢U§) I3,

- 0 1

AR, = BApg, B~ = (2819 'Va + g2) I3 + 2830~ H(N) 1S (1) /\1 -1

3 —3 0

And the forcing term is
Fr=BFp+ (5{B + AR,ﬂl 87;13 +A37ﬁ28ﬁ2B)P
=0
—a —a
=BFp+ N2 —a |00+ (N 2Apa, [ —a | 0a,A
“E “E
- _
At VI (= duz) = Hoiuy g, = 281071 Vi) + BV
LAV _
= | by VI = Xu) — £ g; = 26167 1V;) — VS
— ey VI v + uz) — £5E82 0 (g; — 281071 V))

—[2B197 (Vo — aA(N)7LS) + go] a + Bz H{A) LS (w + 2)
+ [ =281 (Vo + aX(A)718) — gola — Bz YA "1S(w + 2) | (N) 7205,
(2681071 Vo + go) 3=

—a

+ (A2 o 2071
2

2.6 Self-Similar Transformation

We now introduce the self-similar coordinates to resolve the shock formation. Let 7(¢) > 0 be a modulation
variable representing the expected blow-up time. The self-similar coordinates are defined by

s=—In(r(f) =), y1=e"l, y»=-eiin.
In the self-similar coordinates, the system ([2.21)) becomes

3 s 1 s
0sR+ Bre *DRrR + (§y1 + 5765143,711) O R+ <§y2 + /376_7141%,112) 02 R = Bre” °Fp,
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Next, we define the self-similar Riemann variables as

w=e W + (1),
z=1,
a=A.

Then, we derive the transport equations for W, Z and A:

1 3 1 s
(85 — 5) W + (iyl -I—gw) "W + (§y2 + hw) oW = Fy — Bre” 20k,

07 + <§

1
2y1 JrgZ) 0hZ+ (§y2 + hz> O Z = Fyz,

3 1
0.4+ (S tgn)onat (St ha) A= Fa
Here 3, := 1= a , and 0; := dy,. The transport terms are

9z = /BQ/BTJW + GZ = ﬂ2ﬁ7—JW + /67'6% [J(Z + BQK) + G] )
ga = B1BTIW + Ga = B1BTIW + Bre? [B1J(Z + k) + G,

where 1.
G:=g1—Ag2 — ?ﬁﬁg,
and
hw = Bre” 2 281971 (Vo — ap AN T1S) + go]
hz = Bre % 281071 (Vo + ap ' AN TLS) + g2]
ha=Bre3 (28197 Vo + g2) .

The forcing terms take the form

21

s V|? Vi — AV _
== et [ 2 = )+ T (g 2007Y) - B
i)
—e2(\) 7 [Bre *Opplin A + hyw AD2 X — € Zhy,av - NOo A
— Bre2 [h1(e”2W + k) — h12A] — hwy, 402 A
V|? Vi — \V _
7767- 18| | U2)+172J2Uj (gj *Qﬂlgﬁ 1‘/}) ﬁBuJVS}
— (N7 [Bre ™ Opplin A + hz ADyX — hz av - N0y
— Bre % (hoaZ — h12A) — hz,40-A,
% | AVi+ Vs _
= o™ | SO ) + 20 g~ 26107'V)
— Bre hiov- N — haw0sW — ha 7027 + B, (\)"2e *Onptiav - N,

(2.22)

(2.23)

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)



with .
hw.a = 28380 " (AN 7', hza = —e2hw,a,
1 . (2.27)
haw = §€_ShW,A7 haz =—ezhaw = hza.

For each R € {W, Z, A}, by introducing the notation Vg = (Vi, V%) = (341 + gr, 242 + hr), we can write the
equation of R in a compact form:

OsR+ DrR + Vg - VR = Fr — lp_wpre 20k, (2.28)

where D = —%]lnzw denotes the damping term. Here, the indicator function is defined by

L R=wW,
=0, R=Zor A

For any multi-index v > 0, by applying 87 = 87" 93* to both side of (2.22)), we get

3 -1
(0+ 202 h 4 5 (1 by a) SO ) W 4 Vi - VW =
3
(as p M, 525771J81W> 24V, -NOZ=F (2.29)

3
(88 + % + ﬂlfml,]alw) TA+Va-VOA=F,

with the forcing terms being
F =07 Fy — BrOWW[07, JIW — 738, 11520(JW)OP H1 032 W

— Brliy>3 Z (g) avfﬁ(JW)E)laﬁW _ Z <'V> (avfﬁawalaﬂw + avfﬂhW(%aBW)’ (2.30)
1§|ﬁﬁ|§|’¥|—2 0<B<y
<y

Fy) =0VFz — 70820 1152002 (JW)0] 1052 2

—Babrlppse ) (g O IW) 2 Z — Y (”) (07 PGr0,0°Z + 0 Phy0,0°7), (231)
0<18[<|y]-2 0<B<y
B<y
FXY) :8’YFA _ ’725157]1|7|2232(JW)8?1+18;2_1A
= B2fBr 11 >2 Z (7) TBIW)0,0P A — Z <7> (67*5GA8135A + 3’7*[3]1A323ﬁ14) - (2.32)

0<|BI< ]2 b 0<B<y
B<y
Here and hereafter, we use several different abbreviations for the indicator function. For example, we write

L, =>2,

Liyi>2 = Ligengip>2) (7) = {0 <2,
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For v > 0, the equations for higher-order derivatives of R € {W, Z, A} can be systematically written as follows:
8,0R + DY R + Vi - VO'R = Fy.
Here, we have for any multi-index v > 0 that

%+5T(1|7|>0+711\7\22)J31W/, R=W,
D’gg) = SM% + ﬂ26‘r’lealVVv R = Z7 (233)
Stz 4 8y By JNW, R = A

For v > 0, the forcing terms Fé;}% Fg), and FXY) are defined in (2.30)), (2.31)), and (2.32)), respectively. For the case
v =0, we set

F{E{?’O) = Fy — Bre*%0;x, and Ff-f’o) =Fr for R e {Z A}
We also record the following relations:

1 .
V) = 5<A>*1(e*fw+ K+ Z)+ AN tA,
]. s
Vo = —5/\<>\>*1(e*EW +r+Z)+ (N A,
) (2.34)
S = 5(e*%vv#an),

1 s
v-N =NV - A\W) = 5(e*fWJHHZ),

=e? [N (Vi = AVR) + 5 — ]
NIV = AVR) = S, (2.35)
=N+ V),

along with the equation of P = (Vi, V5, S)T in self-similar coordinates:

3 s 1 s
OsP + B, °DpP + (§y1 + ﬂTGEAp,g1> oW P+ <§y2 + ﬂq-eiiApvﬁl) 0oP = e °Fp. (2.36)

2.7 Blow-up Profile

In this section, we analyze the blow-up profile by closely following the construction introduced in [25]. While our
profile largely builds upon this prior work, we adapt it to suit the self-similar framework developed in the previous
sections and emphasize its relevance to our shock formation scenario.

We first introduce the 1D self-similar Burgers profile

1\ 3 1\ 3
w _(n iyjyf&(iyj)?
W1d(y1)< 2+(27+4 5 T\ ’

which solves the 1D self-similar Burgers equation:

1 3 — —
_§W1d + (5311 + Wld) Oy, Wiaq = 0.
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Then, define W (y1,y2) = (y2)W1a ((y2) “3y1), where (y2) = /1 +y3. One can verify that W is a solution to the
2D self-similar Burgers equation:

1— 3 — — 1 .

and it serves as the shock profile in this paper. From the definition of W, one can verify that

W(0) =0, VIT(0)=(-1,0)7, V2W<0)2(8 8) v?aIW(m:(g g) (2.38)

Furthermore, the profile W satisfies the following estimates:

Proposition 2.1. Let n(y) = 1 +y} + S, then we have

W] <t Jou07] < b, [oui7] < X2 (2:39)
For any multi-index v > 0, it holds that o
W] <y ns— 2% (2.40)

Proof. Note that t = —W14(t) — Wi’d(t). Using this identity, we deduce that [WW14(¢)| < min(|¢, [t/3) and Wlld =
——L . Tt then follows that

14+3W3,
W < (o) min((y2) Iy, (92) "Iyl #) < Jonl ¥ < e,
and L
0,77 = 2yal(ya)t 2l < V3,
143wy, 3
To estimate 9; W, we employ the identity 0,WW = ———2—. Hence, it suffices to show that n% < (y2)? + 3W2,

(y2)2+3W
which is equivalent to 1 + (W14 + W?d)g +yS < (1+93)32(1 + 3W?d)3. Expanding the left-hand side and moving
all terms to the right-hand side, we obtain a polynomial in 32 and W?d with positive coefficients, thus confirming
the inequality. o - o
Using the formula 0, W = 2y, W01 W, one can then show the estimate for higher derivatives |07W| <, né*%’%,
proceeding by first induction on |y| and for each fixed ||, then by induction on ~s. O

2.8 Perturbation Equation

To control the deviation of W from the profile W, we derive the perturbation equation. Let W = W —W denote
the error between W and the blow-up profile W. We can thus deduce the equation of W:

1 N\ — —
(as —5+ BTJ&W) W+ Vi - VW = Fy, (2.41)

where o o o ‘
Fg = Fw + [(1= B /)W — Gw] O\W — hw0o.W — Bre™ 2 9;k. (2.42)
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The higher derivatives of W satisfy

-1 _ — —
{03 + 371% BT (O + W) | W + Vg - VOIW = FD, (2.43)

where

FVLV” =0Fy— > (7) (07 PGw010°W + 0 Phy 0,0°W + B0~ P (Jo, W) 0" W |

0<B<y
- - y O (249)
— 2B (JW)OP T OPTIW = Y Br O IWW = Brlyysa Y ( )87‘5(JW)8185W.
0<|B|< 4] -2
B<y

2.9 Modulation ODEs

In this section, we provide the ordinary differential equations that the modulation variables satisfy. Using
modulation variables, we can match the values of "W and "W (]| < 2) at the origin. Specifically, we impose

W(0,s) = W(0) =0, VW(0,s) = VIT(0) = (=1,0)", V2W(0) = V3T7(0) = (8 8) . (2.45)

The values of modulation variables are determined based on these conditions.

To derive the evolution equations of the modulation variables, we evaluate the equation of 97W, as well as the
auxiliary quantities, at the origin. For convenience, throughout the paper, we adopt the convention that superscript
0 denotes the values of the corresponding quantities at y = 0:

7% :=27(0,s), G =Gw(0,s), 01Fy :=01Fw(0,s)....
In particular, there holds

Proposition 2.2. Aty =0, we have that
da,ul =1, 0g,ul =0, 8§2u(1) =1p, Ogyuy =1, 0z, \0 =1,

9a, (u2)" =0, 02 (1) =2, 0 (1)’ =0, 2., (u})’ =0, 82, (u3)" =0;

By ([u?) =g, (u?)’ =0, 02, (u?)’ =2, 2.4, (u®)’ =0, &2, (luP)’ =2

=00, (07’ =0, () = (0 =g a6 =0

N =1, 95, =0, 85,(\° =v%
1
JO=1, 05,J°=03,J=0, 92J°=—, 0OF

1
0’ =0, 02,0° = — +¢%
7”8’ U U2 ’ U2 27,[2) +¢ )

Q13 QQS ng

g(1) = _TOQ137 aﬂlg? = 03 aﬁ,2g(1) = QlQa a'g g? = —5. 81%117,2 ? = —5. 81_%2 ? = 5

2 2 20

Q2 92 _ g0 — _ Qs 92 0 = Q23 .
2

0 _ 0 _ 0 _ 2 0 _
go = —10Q23, 04,95 = —Q12, 0a,g3 =0, 811192 = ro’ Ty ii 92 = 20 .92 = — )

2T0
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(91 = Ag2)" = —10Q13,  0a, (91 — Ag2)" =0, 9z, (91 — Ag2)® = Qu2 + ¥roQ23,

Q Q Q
92 (g1 — Ag2)’ = _?237 92 (91 — Ag2)? = ¥Q12 — ﬁ, 92 (g1 — Ag2)°’ = Tm;
0 To To
h(1)1 =0, h12 = Q12
We are now ready to derive the evolution equations for modulation variables.
By setting y = 0 in the equation of W, we have that
Ok = ﬂ (G + FY). (2.46)
Evaluating the equation of ;W at y = 0, we deduce that
1
oiT = — (81FW + 81G0 ) (2.47)
In a similar fashion, for ,W, we obtain
Do By + 02GY, = 0. (2.48)
Note that by Proposition we have
02GYy = Bre® (B2022° + 92(g1 — Ag2)")
= BaBre? 022" + Br (Quz + ¥roQas) -
Consequently, the evolution equation of Q12 is
Q12 = _F82F19V — B2e2 0, 2% — proQas | (2.49)
Setting y = 0 in the equation of 9; VW, we get
G?/V3112W0 + h o 22W() (1 1), 0
It then follows that
Gy e 1
(ho ) (V 81W ) Fé[}’l)’o 5 (250)
provided that the matrix V29, W? is invertible. Observing that
Gy = Bre? (BZ° + k — 1oQu3) ,
b= Bre 2 (261V5 +g3) = Bre 2 (281A% — 19Qa3) ,
we get the equation for Q13 and Q23:
23: e ?
Q13 — Par _ _ /5 2G B2(Z0+f-€)
To 77‘0 , To (2.51)
Qa3 = — ho b ==A°
ﬁ’r To To
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Finally, for 0.0 W, we evaluate its equation at y = 0 as below:
G%,(?mWO + h%yagzgwo = F‘E[(,w)’o = 822F8V + 822G3V.

Direct computation yields that

OnsCly = Bret B (027 + (o +07) 7 2°) o (o #1624 DT gy

2rk 2r2 27
Therefore, we derive the equation of :
1 e?
dph — 2Bsk (wQ + 72) =7 (022 Fyy — GOy 0122W O — By 0202 WO) + Bae® 022 2°
0 T ) . 28 (2.52)
K
+(272+77/12>52(Z0+H)+*<Q13* & )
To To To

3 Initial Setup and Main Theorem

In this section, we specify the initial data and formulate the main theorem in detail. The proof of the main
theorem builds on a bootstrap argument, whose resolution is carried out across the subsequent sections.

We introduce two parameters 79 € (0,1) and M > 1. The parameter M is chosen sufficiently large to dominate all
constants arising from the initial data and the subsequent analysis, while the parameter 7y is then taken sufficiently
small so that 7, ! dominates all quantities depending solely on M. This choice yields the following hierarchy:

<M <M< eM < e <l (3.1)
Based on these, we further define two constants:

l=WM) S <1, L= 11 (3.2)

3.1 Initial Data

We now prescribe the initial data that lead to shock formation. These conditions are given by assigning initial
values for the modulation variables, which determine the coordinate transformations, and for the unknowns W, Z, A
in the self-similar coordinates. This equivalence holds since the transformation from the original coordinates to the
self-similar coordinates is entirely governed by the modulation variables.

Initial Data of the Modulation Variables Let us first prescribe initial data for the modulation variables. At
t =0, we set

1 0 0
O(O) = 13 = 0 1 0 5 7'(0) = 70, ISJ(O) = Ko, ’1/1(0) = ’l/)o. (33)
0 0 1

Assume that the constants 79, kg, 1 satisfy

1
0<mKl, ‘H0—0m| STOS7 |’¢0| < 10, (34)
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where 0 = 0 is the background steady state with

- I+a +1
Ooo 2531 = o = % (3.5)

The smallness of 7y will be used to suppress M, kg, 00, Yo, @, B1, B2, B3, and any other constants appearing in
the proof. We also assume that )
ro+ 71yt <100, 04 < (InM)10. (3.6)

Initial Data of the unknowns Suppose the initial data of (2.3)) are given by

a(0,p) = oo(p), ©(0,p) =wvo(p), forpe S

Using the modulation variables, whose initial data have been assigned, we now specify the initial self-similar
coordinates. First, the choice of the rotation matrix O(0) ensures that the co-moving coordinates coincide with the
original coordinates at ¢t = 0. Specifically, we have

27“0331‘ o 27"0.72‘1‘

U; = = o -
To — X3 To — X3

We then introduce the frame E; = 9,,/ = ¢~ 19,,, and expand the vector field v as

vo(p) = Voi(p) Ei(p)-

Next, we define the shock-adapted coordinates by

Ou,

- 1 9
Uy = up — 51#0”2,

Uy = Us.
In addition, we introduce the following auxiliary quantities
Xo =toua, Jo=9¢ (M), N =) (E1—NE2), T={X) '(ANE1+Ey).
Now we define the Riemann variables at the initial time as
wo=v9-N+o, z2g=v9-N—o0, ag=1uvy-T. (3.7)

Subsequently, we set the initial value of the self-similar time as s = — In 79, and define the self-similar coordinates
at the initial time by y; = ale%s() and yo = 71268‘70. Now we prescribe the initial data for the self-similar Riemann
variables W, Z and A by .

wop = 67%WO + Ko, 20 = Z(), ag = Ao. (38)

We then state the initial conditions of W, Z and A, at t = 0, or equivalently, at s = sg. Regarding the spatial
support of these unknowns, we assume at the initial time that

1 3 P
supp,, (V,Wo, V2o, V,Ag) C {|y1| <7ie?’, |ys| < Tfe? } . (3.9)
To state the initial condition for Wy, we define the quantity p(vy) for multi-index v with || < 3 as follows:

371++*17 ] <1
: 2<|y<3,m>0. (3.10)
: 2<Y[<3,m=0

n(y) =

D= W=
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Recall that n(y) := 1+ y$ + 4S. We choose Wy(y) such that
%7 Y= (Oa O),
O Wo(y)| <16, |y =1, (3.11)
InM, |y]=2,3.

For I/IN/O =W, — W, we assume that
WS <75, Vil =3
0" Woll)y <1 < 74 s ) Vvl < 4 (3.12)
nu(v)‘avwomlylgL < 70714+272+Ts7 iyl < 1.

Here, the constants [ and L are defined in (3.2). The notation OVW(? represents GWWO(O), i.e. the value of 9W, at
y = 0. We then assign the initial data of Z and A such that

o (Bu(m)+4)s0 (107(Zo + 0o0)| + 107 Ao]) < 70. (3.13)

Finally, for a fixed integer k& > 34, we assume at ¢ = 0 (equivalently, at s = s¢) that

72 ||DFWo| 2 + | DF Zo| o + | DF Ao . < ME. (3.14)

Iz- Iz2

Remark 3.1. The imposed initial conditions are admissible in the sense that there exist such data that simultane-
ously satisfy all the requirements. In particular, one can construct such initial data explicitly by choosing O(0) = I3,
KO = Oco; ’(/}0 =0, 70> 0, and

Wo(y) = x(Toy1, 7'0% Yy2)W(y), Zo(y) + 00 = Ao(y) = 0.

Here, the bump function x € C°([—1,1]?) satisfies x =1 on [—3, 1], [Vx| < 10, and [97x| < 100 for any || = 2.
One can verify that
Wo()l < no(y), [ Wo(y)l < 1507 3(y),  [02Wo(y)| < 15,
and
O Wo)l Sy n#~FF, for anyy >0,

provided that the parameter g is sufficiently small. For Wo, it holds that
|W0(y)|]1|y\§[/ =0.
The H* norm can be estimated using the pointwise bound, yielding that
ID*Wolle < "% llze S 1< M.

Next, we verify the conditions for the modulation variables. Using (12.46)(2.47) (2.49) (2.51))(2.52), we obtain

2630007 8\ 28300

9;k(0) = T3 9;7(0) = Q12(0) = @23(0) =0, Q13(0) = (1— 122 —
) 263000 ( T ) ( $ )‘1 B3000Td
0 (0) g b 12r3 ! 12r¢ 3

By choosing 1y to be sufficiently small, the initial conditions for the modulation variables can be fulfilled.
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3.2 Statement of the Main Theorem
Now we state the detailed version of the main theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Consider the system [2.3) on S? = {& € R? : |2| = ro}, where the radius satisfies ro +ry ' < 100.

For any background steady state obeying ooo > Bgl = Lo — 2L suppose the initial data (00,v0) satisfies the

o ~—17
following conditions: ’
(1) The modulation variables satisfy the initial conditions (3.3))(3.4), and 70 = To(@, 000) K 1 is sufficiently small.

(2) The functions Wy, Zy and Ao, defined by (3.7) (3.8]) using (00, v0), are subject to the conditions (3.9))(3.11))(3.12])
BI)E).

Then, the following conclusions hold:
(1) Finite time C'* norm blow-up: The solution (o,v) blows up at i = T, :
lim ([|[Vo| e + [V L) = oc.

t—T.

Moreover, there exists a time-dependent position &(t) € S? such that the solution becomes unbounded along its
trajectory:

Vold, 60| + Vol 60)] 2 =

Meanwhile, C* norm of the solution remains uniformly bounded slightly away from &(t). More precisely, for
any ¢ € (0,719/1000), it holds that

IVoll oo By ey T 1V Lo (B5(eE)e) Soero 072+ M.
Here, Bs(£(1)) = {p € S* : d(p,&(f)) < 6}, and d is the distance induced by the Riemann metric on S2.
(2) Blow-up time: The blow-up time T, is characterized by 7(T.) = T, and it satisfies the estimate
Ty = 70+ Og ro(13).

(3) Blow-up location: Let (u1,u2) denote the stereographic projection coordinates relative to the original Cartesian
frame (1,22, 23). Along the trajectory, we have the estimates

- - 7 . 7
uy(§(t)) = 283kt + O(M77 ), u2(8(t)) = O(Mrg). (3.15)
(4) Blow-up direction and C! norm estimates: The normal vector field N fully characterizes the direction of shock
formation. In particular, there holds:
1
[Vnolre + |VNo|Le = 77 [VrollLe + [Vrollr= S 1.
(5) No appearance of vacuum: The density remains strictly positive:
~ 1

inf o(t,p) > =0u0.
(£,p)€[0,T ) xS2 2

(6) Uniform-in-time C'/3 regularity: The Riemann variable w = v- N + o satisfies the following Hélder estimate:

1wl L t0,72 yse1/382)) S 1-
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3.3 Framework of Bootstrap Argument

Recall from Section that the shock formation is attributed to the singularity of self-similar coordinate
transformation. And the problem hence reduces to proving global well-posedness for the system governing self-
similar variables. To this end, we appeal to a bootstrap argument. We begin by stating the bootstrap assumptions.

For the modulation variables, we assume that

1 2083k 1 1
|Q12] < M7y, ‘Qw - fg <My, |Qa3| < M7y, (3.16)
10:k] < M78, |k — wo| <70, |07] < MEe~, (3.17)
1 1
o~ 2ak (v + )| < M, 1o - vl < M (318)
0

Regarding the spatial support of the unknowns, we impose the following condition:
1 1 g
supp, (VW V2, ¥, 4) € { || < 27 3, ol < 27 e } = (). (3.19)

We now proceed to state the assumptions on W:

06 v = (0,0)
VW < {20, B h=1 . (3.20)
3|yl+v2—5
M= —, |y/=2,3
For Z, we assume that
My, ~v=(0,0)
(Butn+3)s197(7 < 3
€ 07(Z + 000)| < . Y =127%=0. (3.21)
M752, |y =1,2,m >0
For A, we require that
1
(u+1)s g1 41 < J M Dl s land =0 (3.22)
BReUs v €{(1,0),(0,2)}

The assumption on W, is that
—~ 1
WO <, k=3
WLy <o < 76 (InM)P, V| < 4 (3.23)

1

N W Ly <, <7077, Wyl <1
Finally, for a fixed integer k > 34, we impose that

s
e 2

D*WI| o + [[D*2]| o + [[DRA]| o < M F e, (3.24)

Provided that all the above bootstrap assumptions (3.16)—(3.24) can be improved, we are able to prove the main
theorem.
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Proof of Theorem[3.3 We proceed by verifying each conclusion of the theorem, leveraging the bootstrap assump-
tions and the definitions provided in the setup.
First, we verify the absence of vacuum:

; 1 s 1
a:SUoo+f(e’§W+(n—aoo)—(Z+aoo)) > —00 > 0.
2\~~~ —_— ———— 2

Next, we estimate the C'* norm of (v,0). We begin by computing the covariant derivatives of the velocity wv.

From , we have
Vv = (vN(v N)— o(N)A)N + (9(]\7)1) N+ VNA)T,

Vv = (Vr(v: N) = 6(T)A)N + (6(T)o- N + VrA)T.
If the bootstrap assumptions hold, by (2.16)), the 1-form 6 satisfies that
0(N)| = 0r,(1), [0(T)] =[] + 07, (1).

Next, we bound the terms involving v - N and A using (2.34)):

J !
Un(- M) = 2o + b0, 2) 4o, (1) 0 2 (5 +0n (D)
J s (13.20) (3.21) (3.32))
|VT(U'N)|:W\82W+€2522| < 10 + 07, (1),
B22)(@332)

VNA[= T3 A= AN 2e80,4] — < M +o5(1),
VA = L ei o, 4] ERESD oy

(A)?
Combining these estimates, for sufficiently small 7y, we obtain:

[Vav| <e®, |Vyo|<e®, |Vru| <11, [Vyo| <11

The blow-up criterion for classical solutions to the Euler equations (see ) then guarantees that the solution in
the original coordinates remains regular as long as s is finite.

Moreover, we claim that if s(f) blows up at ¢ = T, so does the solution. This is shown by establishing a lower
bound for the C! norm of the solution. At the point ¢(f) where @, = iy = 0, we observe that

(.

-~ 1
Vvt €)= ’ - i(es - e%Sale)NO + e%salAOTO‘ 5~ 070(1))65,

o 1 2, B2 /1 .
Vo, ()] = ( — (et + el alzo)‘ = (5 - 070(1))6 .
The following estimates then follow:

1 1
ges < | VNvl[ze <€, 565 < || VNollp= <e€*
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Since {N, T} are orthonormal, there holds
Vol = [Vnol? + Voo, [Vol* = [Vnol* + [Vrol?,
which implies
1 1
ges < ||Vu||pee < 2€°, ges < |IVollpe < 2€°.

This proves the claim and concludes the blow-up of the C' norm and the estimates in (5).
Noting by (3.17)) that (%(T(t) —1) =087 —1< —1, and 7'( )—t =17 >0 at t =0, there exists a finite time
T. > 0 such that lim; 7 7(f) = T,. By the definition s = —In(7(f) — ), we have lim; 7 s(t) = co. Thus, the
solution blows up at a finite time T.. Moreover, we obtain the following estimate for the blow-up time:
~ ~ T. B _s=—In(r(t)—t) [
T, — 70| = |7(T) — 7(0)] < / oS / B, Mie2ds 2 M.
0 S=

(3-17)

At the blow-up location £(%), the following estimates result from the above:

-~ -~ 1
IVau(t,&(0)| + Vot §(t) 2 e® 2 o
We now consider the estimates slightly away from £(£). In this case, any point p € Bs(£(£))¢ satisfies either
ly1| = 6e2* or |ya| = des. For such p, we derive

Vv Sesn 5 + M <672+ M.

The proof of [[V o || poc (g, e(iye) S 072 + M follows similarly.
For the behavior of £(f), we first recall that it corresponds to the origin of the (@, @z) coordinates: iy (£(%)) =

@2(£(f)) = 0. From the coordinate transformations and (2.4)), we find u; (£(2)) = u2(£(f)) = 0, and z1(£(¢)) =
x2(E(F)) = 0, 23(£(f)) = —1p. Since x = O(#)7 (see Sectlon and u; = TZTD*‘ we derive

- 2rg013(t) s 2r9023(t) )

a1 (€(t)) = —m» uz(§(t)) = 1+033( 53

From O = QOT and ( , we have O = I 4+ O(Mr). Invoking O = QOT one more time, we see that

0 o 2=
. To 1
o7 = 0 0 0 +O(MTE).
—2r g

T0
Since O(t) = I + fo t')dt’, we obtain more accurate estimates for O13, Oa3, and Osz using

253/’60{

e OMrl), Ous(i) = OM7F), Os3(i) =1+ O(Mry).
0

O13(t) = —

Therefore, we derive

To

in (1)) = ~2rg (— sl oy é)) (5 +00f)) = 283m08 + OQ7),
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and

~ 7 1 4 7
i (60) = ~2r0 - O(M ) - (5 + O ) = O
Finally, we estimate the C''/3 norm of the Riemann variable w. For any p, ¢ € supp Vw, note that

d(p,q) =~ |u(p) —u(q)| = |a(p) — a(q)]-

Employing this relation, we derive the following (uniformly in #) estimate:

p)) = W(s, y(9))|

+e7(y2(p) — v2(0))?]V/0

: o3V (5,31(0) 92(p) = Wis, 41(a) y2(0))]

y1(p) — 01 (9)]F l92(p) — 2(9) ¥
)~

g y1(p 1+Z
B |y1() y1(q)|s

p,q€supp Vw
<

1.

~

Thus, we have
Il oo g0 72y 52y) S 1

This completes the proof of all conclusions. O

3.4 Outline for closing the bootstrap argument

In the following, we sketch the process to close the aforementioned bootstrap argument.

Most of our bootstrap assumptions are L>°-type bounds for W, Z, A, and W. Improvements of these assumptions
except 01 A) are achieved by solving the unknowns along the Lagrangian trajectories of the transport equations. In
this process, it is crucial to establish estimates for the transport and forcing terms. Typically, the upper bounds
take the form of a linear combination of monomials structured as n?* MP2(In M )Ps7*ePs5. For instance, estimate

(4.9) yields

01 Fw] S (0 M) Mt + (0 M) M3 4 M ¥ om0,

Hence, comparing such “monomials”—terms of the form nP* MP2(In M )P37{*eP55—over the domain X(s) becomes
essential, which motivates the following comparison lemma.

Lemma 3.3. On X(s), the inequality
:Ul MP2 (ln M)PS P4e:l)56 < nlh M9z (ln M)QB ‘J4e<I5é
holds if and only if the following two conditions are verified:
1. ps—gs+3(p1—q)" <0.

2. 2(p1 —@1)" + 15 — a5 — Pa + Q1. P2 — 42,03 — 43) <iex (0,0,0) in lexicographic order.

34



Proof. Tt suffices to determine the necessary and sufficient conditions under which the following inequality
pPLa NP2z (ln M)pz—quéhrtMe(ps—qs)s <1
hold on X (s). Indeed, we have
nP19 VP22 (In M)p37q37_574*q46(p57q5)8]lX(s) <1

& sup PO (y)MPR® (lnM)P3_‘I3Té’4_q4e(p5_q5)s <1
yeEX (3)

Pr‘g@ MP2—22 (ln M)ps—qug4—fI4+(P1—q1)+e[ps—q5+3(p1—q1)+]s <1
& ps—qs+3(p1 — Q1)+ <0 and MP27% (lnM)p37q37'g4_q4+(p1_Q1)+e[PS*tI5+3(p1*fI1)+]so <1
%0 =71 o _ _
& ps—qs+3(p — 1)t <0 and MP29(In M)Ps 98 b pstG 2pi—a)” <1
(3.1)
ps— g5 +3(p1 — @)t <0and (2(p1 — q1)" 4+ p5 — ¢5 — P4 + @4, P2 — G2, 03 — ¢3) <iex (0,0,0).

This concludes the proof.

O

To bound 04 A requires a distinct approach, as it cannot be closed via transport equation estimates. Instead,
its control is closely related to the estimate of vorticity w. In fact, the quantity w/p is purely transported by the
velocity field v, and this conservation along particle paths allows us to close the bootstrap assumption for d; A.

However, pure L*>-type estimates do not close the full bootstrap argument due to a loss of derivatives. To
address this issue, we leverage the symmetric hyperbolic structure of the system and utilize complementary energy

estimates to recover the lost derivatives.

3.5 Immediate Corollaries of Bootstrap Assumptions

The bootstrap assumptions lead to several immediate corollaries. These preliminary results, requiring little
beyond the stated assumptions, form the groundwork for the more delicate estimates developed in subsequent

sections. We begin with establishing the following proposition:
Proposition 3.4. We have that
1
WIS T 10|+ |kl + Qs S (In M)3,

and )
1— 8] S M2e™".

Proof. By (3.4)(3.18)), we deduce that

Employing (3.18)(3.17)(3.16), we obtain
., G369 .
0| + |6 + [Qisl S (L +7g " +rg )0 S (InM)s5.
Finally, by (3.17)), we get

Ol < \oor) < M.

1— B = ——t 1
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Proposition 3.5. On X(s), the inequality n < 1oe3* holds.

Proof. By definition of 7, we observe that = 1 + 3% + y§ < 1+ Crpe3® < 7pe3s.

O

Using Proposition and the assumptions that |[W| < 77% and supp W C X(s), we have the following estimate.

Proposition 3.6. W satisfies the inequality:
1
W[ S 75e>.
Another important property of W is as follows:

Proposition 3.7. The following inequality holds:
|81W| S 1 + 07'0(1)7
where 0., (1) denotes a quantity that vanishes as 19 — 0.
Proof. If |y| < L, we have that
_ — (39323 1
|81W| < |81W| + ‘81W| < 14757,
Note that n(y) > 1(1+ |y[?). If [y| > L, we thus deduce

W] < 20n5 < (1+L2)75 < 1.

We also derive an estimate for the deviation of Z from —«:

Proposition 3.8. If the bootstrap assumptions are verified, the following estimate holds:

1
|Z + k| S 7.
Proof. This follows from
BHEIDE2D .
|Z + ] S1Z 4 0ol + |0 = 0oc| + |k — o S 70 -

For higher order derivatives of self-similar variables, we show the proposition below:

Proposition 3.9. Given the bootstrap assumptions, we have

<j<s
<

|DIW| S Ve

For R € {Z, A}, there holds

o 8<i<s , 2<;j<4 sk 11
|IDIR| < e 10, |DIOR| < M'zemws,
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(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)
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Proof. Since DW is compactly supported, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, for 2 < 7 < k — 1, one
can verify that,

ki1 (20 (329 1 k>34 )
IDW e S IDMWIEEIDWI,ET s A T e,
Here, we utilize the largeness of M in the last inequality.
For R € {Z,A} and 1 < j <4 < k — 2, we obtain
i k—j—2
D7 R L~ < | DF ORI ] R, < (M3ke3)7 (Mem30) 7

11

5M1+76_<% = 2)3 <M1+* R

which implies |D?R| < Me~*. Then, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we deduce that

3<4<5 j—2 k—j—1 Jj—=2 k—j—1

) VS i=2 k=j—1
ID'Rllz~ < ID*RIZPID*RI AT <

~ ~

3

§M3€7(17ﬁ)5 §M3€_(1_62)s <e” 05
O

Next, we estimate the auxiliary quantities associated with coordinate transformations. These quantities are
determined by the modulation variables. To state the resulting inequalities more conveniently, we first define
several operations on sets of multi-indices.

Definition 3.10. For any two sets of multi-indices E, F C Z2%,, we define
cone F = {Z CiV; 1 ¢ € Li>0,0; € E} ,

cone” E = {Zcmi 1 € ZZO,ZCZ- > 0,v; € E} ,
E4+F={vi+ve:v1 € E,us € F}.
We now state the estimates for auxiliary quantities.

Proposition 3.11 (Estimates for auxiliary quantities). Suppose that the bootstrap assumptions are valid, the
following inequalities hold on the region X (s):

—72 2—72
|8’Y ¢u2)| S ]]-'y<2627-0 ¢ InM, |67’1Yu1{ 5 ]]-61 (7) + 7 ¢ ]]"Y§2€2’

V2

o
‘87/\’ N 7_OT2 ]l’YS€27 ‘85()‘2)’ 5 7—0T ]17§2e2,

L 1
107 ()] S Lizer,(1.2),4e03 (V) + 76 |05 (43)] S Laey () + 76,

1 1
|3’Y(U1U2)| S ]1{(1 1), 3e2}( ) + To |63(IUI2)| S ]1{2e17(1,2),2e2,4e2}(’7) +70, (3 32)

1 .
|8W(<P )| S L2er,(1,2),2e0,4e03 (V) + 74
|8’Y((p )| ~Y ]]-cone+{261,(1,2) 262,462}( ) + TOEa
1—(—=1)72
|8’Y(<>\ - 1 | + }a’y - 1)| /S'Y ]]-’Y OTO + ]]-(:one+(ez)( ) ' 3
1-(=1)72 1

|8’Y(J -1 ‘ + |8’Y (BrJ — 1)} Sy L{0,2e1,(1, 2)}+cone(ez))\{0}(7)7_o " +7q-
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Additionally, we have:
1 1
07h11] S (Ley () + 75" )(In M3,

02 h1a] S (Ley () + 76 ) DY + Mr
107 (g1 + roQ13)|
10292 S Leytes () 1nM+M270%,
102 (91 — Ag2 + 10Q13)| S ]1{2e1,262}(7)(1nM)% + M270%~
Here, both 14(y) and 1,ca denote the indicator function, which takes the value 1 when v € A, and 0 otherwise.

S L2y 2001 (1) (I M)S 4 M, (3.33)

Proof. These bounds follow directly from the definitions of u;, ;, ¢, A, (\), J, Br, hi;, and g;, along with the

bootstrap assumptions (3.17)), (3.18)), and (3.16]) for the modulation variables. O

Next, we consider the lower order estimates on the physical variable P = (V;, V5, S)T. We introduce the shifted
variables P = (V1,Va, S — 050)T = (FH,E,E)T = P —(0,0,05)7. Based on the support condition and
the finite speed of propagation property of the system, we have that supp, Pcx (s). This compactly supported
property allows us to use the Poincaré inequality to estimate their L2-norm. The pointwise estimates for the shifted
variables P are given below.

Proposition 3.12. We have the following estimates for P on X(s):

7—067 Y= (070)7
nTEe s, v = (1,0)
6_%, Y= (071)7
n_%M%e_% +M1+%Toée_l?lg, v =(2,0),
n’%M%(f% —|—M1+%7'Oée’%s, v =(1,1),
1 3 s
AR n-sMse 2, v =(0,2), 3.34
|a 1| ~ M1+%6_%S+n_%M%e_%7 v = (370)7 ( )
1 5 s 3k 11
“iMse 2+ MtTZTe S, =(2,1),
7 1486 11 _1..3 _s v=(21)
M 2em st 4n s Mie 2,  y=(1,2),
nTEMieTE 4100, v=1(0,3),
Mbe—%, |v] = 4,
M8e~ %, Iv| =5,
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7—057 7:(0?0)7
1 1 s
n:§T066_§7 Y= (170)7
7-06@_%, v =1(0,1),
nEMErfemd 4 MR = (2,0),
M*Ee R 4 Mirfe s, v =(1,1),
1..3 2 s
n"sMsrfe 2 + Me™?, v =1(0,2),
07V2| S 148k 11 1.1 L s
MYt Ze~ 55t sMarfe 2, ~=(3,0),
M1+%e_%s+n %Mg'roée_gv Y= (271)’
M1+%67%5+’r] %]\4%7'0%67%7 7:(172)a
1 s
NS METSe 3 4 e 10", 7 =1(0,3),
1 s
M6T0T6_§’ |’7| - 47
M3rfe 2, vl =5,
1
7'067 7= (0’0)7
1 s
N se” 2, Y= (170)7
675, Y= (0’1)’
s Mie 3, v=1(2,0),
1 1 s
n 3sMie z, v=(11),
1 3 s
“sMse 2 Y= (0 2)
DN+ (S o)) S 47 T o),
(0 NS = 02Dl S sk “e | arbems, = (3.0).
nTEMEemE + MU Fe W = (2,1),
Ml—&—%e—%s_’_n—%M%e_%’ v = (1,2)7
n_éM%B_% +€_%s, Y= (0,3),
MSe3, vl =4,
MBe~3, 7l =5.

(3.35)

(3.36)

Proof. These inequalities are derived via using (2.34) and (3.20) (3.21)) (3.22)) (3.30) (3.31)) (3.32) . Indeed, from (2.34),

one can observe that

2 1 1 1
V1| S ez [07((NT W)+ [07((N) T H(Z + k)| +[07T(AN) T A)],

|07 V2| e E [N TIW)|+ 07NN THZ + )| + [T (N1 A)]

~Y

and

s
07(w-N)[+]07(S —ouc)l S €72 |TW] 4 Li=,0)|k = 0| +[07(Z + 0o)|.

N——

Using the prior estimates indicated under the brackets yields the desired bounds for Vi, Vo, v- N, and S — 0,,. 0O
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Then, we have the following corollary, which is useful in the top-order energy estimates.

Corollary 3.13. For u=1,2,3, there hold the following estimates:

~ 1 o
1Pl S 76, Pullee <M, |[D?Pl|ps < Me*.

1

~ 1 . N
Proof. First, it follows from Proposition that |P| < 78, and |D?P| < Me~ 21~ 5. These imply |P| < |P|+00 <
In M, and ||D2P||e < Me 3 |n~6||pe < Me 5. 0

In the energy estimates, we also require the following sharper bounds on |9;P| := /3_ , [0; P [?.

Proposition 3.14. Provided that the bootstrap assumptions are valid, it holds on X(s) that

1

max((0Val, 015)) < (5

+ 05, (1))e2, max(|0aVi],|825]) < (10 + 05, (1))e™ 2, |DVa| < or(1)e 2. (3.37)

In addition, we have the following upper bound estimates for the derivatives of P:

|0, P| < (? +0.,(1))e" 2,  |02P] < (10V2 + 05, (1))e” 5. (3.38)

Proof. The upper bounds in (3.37)) can be derived using (2.34]) and the bootstrap assumptions. Then, (3.38) follows
from the definition of the vector norm. O

4 Estimates for Transport Equations

In this section, we estimate each part of the transport equations satisfied by 07R with R € {,V\[/:7 W,Z,A}. A key
observation we make here is that both the transport terms and the forcing terms can be expressed as polynomials
of W, W, Z, A, and certain auxiliary quantities.

4.1 Estimates for Transport Terms

In this section, we estimate the transport terms in the equation of W, Z and A. We begin with a proposition
controlling e~ 3G on X(s).

Proposition 4.1. It holds on X(s) that

0, R=W,
e 3Gr = O(M?7F) — { 4B3k0, R =2, (4.1)
253%0, R = A.

The same conclusion also applies to for e~2gr with R € {W, Z, A}.
Proof. From (3.17)) and Lemma [3.11} we derive that

1.. 1
G=g1— g2 — 5%3 = —283K0 + O(M27'06)-
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Moreover, combining ([3.17))(3.29)) (3.26) and Proposition we obtain
1 1
Z=ko+0(17), k=ko+O0(n), B=1+0Mmn), J=1+0(F).
Then, for any c¢q, ce € R, it follows from direct calculation that
BelJ(e1Z + ek) + G] = (1 + O(M79)) { (1 4+ O(r§))) [ex(— 0 + O(r)) + calro + Or0))| = 2Br0 + O(M?75) }
— (—Cl —+ Cy — 2ﬂ3)l€0 —+ O(Mz’]'og).

Therefore, employing the expression (2.23) of Gz, we obtain the desired result. The behavior of gz then follows
directly from (3.27)). O

For the derivatives of G, we have the following pointwise bounds.

Proposition 4.2. For R € {W, Z, A}, we have the following estimates for higher order derivatives of the transport

terms on X (s):

Iyl—1, 2=lol
5 S

¢ T ° M, 1<|y|<2andy =0,
Ivltye o
G| < IV T 1< | <2 and >0, (42)
e %s 3< |y <5 and vy =0,
M1 s, 3< |1 <5 andm >0,
and g
(InM)iorde 3, 7 =(0,0),
_1 é —s ==
Ohp| < 41T 7 =(1,0), (43)
v =1(0,1),

Proof. Via using ([2.23)), we have

e 3Gr| S |07(JZ)|  +|07T| 4107 (91 — Aga)| + []|07 (a3)] -

(3.21)(3.31) (3.32) (3.17)(3.32)

Using the prior estimates indicated under the brackets yields the desired bounds in (4.2)). For hg, invoking (2.25)),
one can see that
Dhr| S 07 (9™ Vo)l + (07 (072 AN) T1S)| + |07 ga] -

——
Substituting the estimates indicated under the bracket leads to the estimates for |07hg]|. O

e3

To investigate the transport equations, we introduce the Lagrangian trajectory ®(s;s1,yo) originating from
yo € R? at initial time s > s, defined by:

{89¢R(57 S1, yO) = V’R(Sv (I)'R(Sa 51,y0))7

4.4
Pr(s1551,Y0) = Yo- (4.4

We will see that @y evolves outward exponentially, as long as the starting point is slightly away from the origin.
The trajectories @z and ® 4 exhibit different behavior: although they may pass through the origin for certain initial
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data, they generally move away from the origin at an exponential rate. Although the trajectory intersects the origin,
it remains in its vicinity only for a short time, after which the distance increases exponentially.
The following proposition provides a lower bound on the growth rate of |Dyy|.

Proposition 4.3. For any s > s1 > so and |yo| > 1 = (In M)~>, we have |®w (s;51,0)| > \y0|e%

Proof. The proof follows the approach in [19]. For the reader’s convenience, we provide a brief sketch here. From
---, we deduce |Gw| < o0r,(1) + 0, (1)|y| and |hw| < 0r(1), which hence imply y - Vi (s,y) >

or,(1) yl* + 437 — (1 + 05, (1)) |y1W| For [ < |y| < L, noting that W (0,2) = 0, we obtain
W (s, )] < lyal [W (s, )|+l | W (y1,y2) — W(0,32)]
—_——’
(3:23) (38)
<75 (L [yal3 + [yal) + 47 < org (D]yl? + vt

1
Here, we use the condition |y| > [ in the last inequality. If |y| > L = 7, '°, via using (3.20)), we derive that
Y 0 g

< — 1
0 (5, 9)] < aslonl(1+ bl + )

101
<on(1)y; + 1OO|Z/13/2| ( m(1) + ﬁ) yi+ ——

101 2
10072

In both cases, we have y- Vi > L|y|?. Since 8;|®w (s)|*> = (y-Vw)(s, Pw (s)), it follows that |®(s; s1,y0)| > lyole =+
for s > s7. O

The above growth estimate of |®y| implies the following upper bound for the integral of =7 along Py :

Lemma 4.4. For any p € (0,10), s1 > so and yo € R?, there holds

/ 0P (Bor (s 51, 0))ds’ <

51

, = (4.5)

{lnlnM, lyo| > 1,
0 lyo| > L.

Proof. Note that n(y) =1+ y? +y§ > $(1+ |y|?). Setting § = 2In|yo| + Z(s’ — s1), a direct computation yields

/ 0P (@ (s 51, 0))ds’ < 27 / (14 @y (s 51,90)7) P ds’

S1 S1

Pro , —
p@%’/ (1—&-|yo|26%(S _Sl)) " s’

S1

[ee]
<5. 21’—1/ (1+¢°)7Pd3
2

In |yo
1/ 0 o0 S\—p iz
< 52 1(f—101nlnM+~f0 )(1‘1'@8) Pds,  yol =1
B G lenﬂ)(l—"_es)_pdé’ |y0‘ > L

P

—1 P
%705? lyo| > L.

M1 {30.217 Inln M, |yo| >1,
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Next, we control the integral of ™2 along &, and ® 4.

Lemma 4.5. Let R € {Z, A}. Suppose the bootstrap assumptions hold on [so,s| and Bsko > 1. Then, for any
p € (0,10), it holds that

/ N P(Pr(s; 50,90))ds” S, 1. (4.6)

S0

Proof. According to Proposition in the region Q(s) := {y € R? : y; < 2B3k0e2 }, the trajectories move leftward
s 1 s s

with speed bounded by 9s®% (s; 50, yo) < Bskoe? — (2B3ko — O(M?18))e2 < —%Bglﬂoef. By adapting the argument

from [19, Lemma 8.3], we obtain |®x(s; S0, y0)| > 283komin(|e? —eF |, e3) for some s, = 5,(s0,yo). Therefore, we
deduce that

[ rr@rnas < [ s @k e
S0 S0

i 2 s’ Sx s’ —2p
S/ (1+§ﬂ3/{0min(\67—67|,67)) ds’

50

> 2 PR N 2 o\ T
< / max {(1 + gﬁgmo\e? — eT|) , (1 + gﬂgfsoeT) } ds’
S0

> 2 g =\ > 2 N\
5/ <1+ §ﬁ3ﬁ0|67 —67|> ds’—l—/ <1+§ﬁgl€065) ds’

S0 S0

’

%

r=e

0 ) o —2p
< / (1+ gﬁglio|’l’—€7|> T_ld’f‘—‘rTg(ﬂgﬁo)_Qp

1
2
0

Young 0 1io 0 2 .
o I o (P o

2
To — 00

dr + Tg(ﬂgﬁo)_2p

) —(142p)

1 1 1
§ﬂ<7+ )+ <L
O\p = (B3ko)? Bako

4.2 Estimates for Forcing Terms

In this section, we establish estimates for the forcing terms Fy, Fyz, Fa, and their derivatives on X (s). We
follow a unified approach: we apply Leibniz’s rule to expand derivatives of products, control the terms individually
by applying the previously established estimates, and select the maximal terms.

We first give upper bound estimates for the derivatives of Fy, Fz, and Fjy.
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Proposition 4.6. On the domain X (s), the forcing terms Fy, Fz, and Fa obey the following estimates:

(logM)ﬁ(To%e‘é +nte ), v =(0,0),
(In M) (MY Z e 55 4 y-3e), v =(1,0),
(In M) Me™>, v=(0,1),
0" Fy |+ €2|07Fy| < { (InM)Toe 1%, 2< |y <4, 1 =0,
(In M) Mrie™ + (InM)T (s M52 4 MU H e %), =2 7 >0,
(In M)t (M5 e 5% 45 M 5% ), N =3, 71 >0,
(lnM)ILOMGe*S, |7l =4, v1 > 0.
(4.7)
and )
(In M)Toe>, v =(0,0),
|07 Fal S Q078 (In M) M3e™?, v=1(0,1), (4.8)

(M)t (g EMEe™ +e78), 7 =(0,2).
Proof. Starting from the definitions of the forcing terms (cf. (2.26) and (2.27)), we obtain that
|07 Fw| + €207 Fz| Se™ 2 (107((0) VI (w1 — Aua))| + 107 (T (Vi = AVa)uy(g; — 2810 V)| + 107 (u;V;5)])

+e2 [07((N) 2 hw A0 A) |+ |07 (N) P~ o - NOpA) [ +e7 2 (|07 (v - N)| + (07 (hi2A)|)
+07 ("1 (N 7159, 4)],
and
07 Fal Se™ (|07 (N THV2 (M + u2)) | + |07 (T H AV + Va)u; (g5 — 261971 V5))])
+ e %107 (h1av - N)|4+e7% |07 (0 YN LS9, W) | +e7 2 |07 (o 1 (N) 7150, 2)).
E:33) E39)

Next, we can expand each term above using Leibniz’s rule, and bound it by plugging in the corresponding previous
estimates indicated under the braces. As an example, we have

07 (™ N 7188 2)| < > 0 (o™ )] [072((\) 1) (97| [078:2] .
_ N N——
PrtPatfatha=n

This process yields expressions that are “polynomials” in i, M, In M, 7y, and e®, with each “monomial” representing
an individual bound. Finally, we compare these “monomials” on X'(s) using Lemma and discard all non-dominant
terms, thereby arriving at the desired bounds in (4.7) and (4.8)). O

Next, we estimate the full forcing terms F‘S[',Y), F?), and FXY).
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Proposition 4.7. We have the following inequalities for F‘S[;’), Fg), and FX') on the domain X (s):

1 1 s 1
(log M) (17”2 +n5e™?), v =(0,0),
nféM%efer(lnM)%MH%ke*%s, v = (1,0),
17_%7'0% In M, ~v=(0,1),
1 1 1 1 3 1 1 2 11
(In M) MrZe ™ +n 3Mz2e * + 77*6]\/[37—06@*5 + (lnM)ﬁMH%e*TS, v =1(2,0),
_1 1
‘FIEI;Y)|§ n- s Ms 1 ) v=(1,1), (4.9)
n 3M% 4 (InM)Toe” 107, 7 =1(0,2),
nTIMT T emES LT MT 4 (InM)TOM T e v = (3,0),
n_%M%a 7:(271)7
UﬁéM%, 7:(172)7
nTIMT 4 (In M) e 107, 7= (0,3),
1 k
(log M) (15 e ™" + o *), 7 = (0,0),
(lnM)l%(n_%e_%é+M1+%6_%5), v =(1,0),
L. 3, _
O < (In M) Me™ 2, 7= (0,1), (4.10)
~ 1 5 ’
(In M) Mg €T3 I MB35 4 (lnM)TlﬂMlJr%efl?s7 v =1(2,0),
Miem3e v=(1,1),
(lnM)l%e_gs7 v = (0,2),
(lnM)llOe S, = O7Oa
P71 S by pies, v =1(0,1), (4.11)
N S(InM)TOMSe™ + Mt e 5, =(0,2)
Proof. Using the definitions of the forcing terms, we obtain:
B S [0 Fw |+ |00W (07, W] + L]0 (W) 052 W
(4.7 (3-20) (3.30) (3.32)
Flyss Y, [TPIW)PW [+ D (1077 Gw o 0°W | + 07 P hw 0,0° W),
o bso
-
| S (07 Fa| 1y 22 [02(JW)O] 1032 2]
ED
Flpse Y 7P IW)010°Z] + Y (1077PG2000°Z| + |00 Phz0:0° Z)),
SPEN ) e EN EEERD) =0
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(v) 32 +1ay2—1
|Fy7| S [0V Fal 41152 |[02(JW)O T 0327 Al
——

@3)
Flpze Y 7P IW)0P A+ D (107 PGa010° Al + |07 Phatsd” A) .
<P ) B EEE) E3D) <P
We bound each term using the prior estimates noted under the braces. Then, we identify the maximal terms on
X (s) using Lemma producing the desired bounds. O

For convenience, we rewrite the bounds from Proposition [£.7] as the following simplified form:

Corollary 4.8. The following inequalities hold on X (s):

1
070(1)777§a |’Y| S 1’
77#(7)|FISI’/Y)| < A, (4.12)
M~ s gy isln=o vl =23,
- v = (0,0),
F1 S § MR b b,y =12, 7 > 0, (119)
Me~3se— s =12 7 =0,
Mie T3, |y <1, m =0,
IFO) < {n_éMge_s v =1(0,2) Y

4.3 Estimates Near the Origin

Building on the global bounds obtained in the previous section, we refine estimates for the transport and forcing
terms near the origin, particularly in the regions {|y| < L} and {|y| < !}. We begin with improving bounds for G,

and hY derived from (2.50).

Proposition 4.9. The transport terms Gy and hy satisfy the following estimates at the origin:
G|+ 1| < MEe, (4.15)

18,G9 | < (In M) 70 e~ 10°, (4.16)

Proof. First, by (2.50) and (2-38)) (3-23)), we have that 9; V2W? is invertible, and |GY, |+ |hy, | < |F‘S§’O)’O| + |F‘5[}’1)’0\.
For \FIEIE’O)’OL it follows directly from that |F‘55’0)’0| < Mze*. For |FI$’1)’O|, evaluating at y = 0,
there holds F‘g&’l)’o = 04, F), + 04,GY,. Then, using and (4.7), we deduce |F‘$’1)’0| < Mie 5. Combining
these estimates, we obtain |G| + [hdy| < Mie™s,
Finally, from , we conclude

026y | = |02 Fy | < (In M)0e10°,
N——
@7

By integrating from the origin, we have the following upper bounds for Gy near the origin.
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Corollary 4.10. Near the origin, the transport term Gy verifies the following estimates:

1
Liy<2|Gw| S 77 In M, (4.17)
log M)~ %¢~3 = (0,0
1y <i|0"Gw| S (log M) 46 o (0,0), (4.18)
< (log M)~1e~%, 5= (0,1).
Proof. Employing the fundamental theorem of calculus, for |y| < L, we have that
1
Gw| S |Gw|+(10:Gw L= + 0:Gw | =) -L < 7¢° In M.
——
(7)) (4.2)
In a similar manner, for |y| < I, we derive that
10:Gw| < |02y | + (1012Gw || Lo + 022G |[1=) -1 S (In M)~ *e™ 2, (4.19)
(@-16) (14.2)
Gw| S G| +(101Gwll = + 102G w | re=) -1 < (In M) ~Pe 2.
——
@) (7% @.19)
O
Next, we consider the forcing term in the equation of W,
Proposition 4.11. We have the following bounds for 07 Fy; on the region {|y| < L}:
1 L 1 s ;1
n"3In M5 + Mrfe 2 +n 57, v =(0,0),
Ly <|0"Fr| S nfé(lnM)%TOEe’% + 77’%7'0§ 4+ s Mie S ¢ In M7y% + (lnM)llfoMHBTke*%s, ~ = (1,0),
1 1 1 1
n 3lnMrd +n"2InM7)°®, ~v=(0,1).
(4.20)
In addition, on {|y| <1}, we have the estimates:
1
3 <4, v1 15 odd and vy is even,
1y <l Frp | S 970 , hsdm 2 (4.21)
(In M)=578, |y < 4,7 is even or 2 is odd.

Proof. For |y| < L, we have

07 Fig| 107 Fw| + |07 [(1 = 8 YW | + |07 (G 03T)]| + |07 (hw 02T +eF |075] 1y—(0,0)-
&7 @ 17) [2.40) @3} (2.40) (B.17)

Substituting the prior estimates indicated under the braces yields (4.20). For the case |y| < I, notice that for any
multi-index v > 0, we have

(InM)=5, ~; is even or o is odd,

0"W| < { (4.22)

1, ~1 is odd and 7y, is even.
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Subsequently, employing (2.42)), we derive that

v<4

| o _ _
V<0 | S |07 Fw|+ |07 [(1 = B D) WO | + 07 (Guon V)| + |07 by 8 TW]
~—

ED Y

The stated bounds then follow by substituting the brace-marked estimate and applying Lemma [3.3] to compare

monomials.

Building upon the above proposition, we have the following estimates for the full forcing term F,(V%).

Proposition 4.12. On the region {|y| < L}, it holds for F%) that

S S 1
17_%7'015 InM+ Mrfe 2 —|—77_%703, ~=(0,0)
1
FLS ot uanhare e e = ,0)
1
RS 7=(0,1)
While on {|y| <1}, we have that

() 1= 2 3
FO1S (el

Moreover, at the origin y = 0, there holds
[v|=3

|F&7)’0 < e 8.

Proof. For |y| <l and |y| < 4, we note that

W] < |07 + 00T < (In M)~>, ~ is even or 7z is odd,

—_— —— 1, v1 is odd and 7. is even.

O

(4.23)

(4.24)

(4.25)

(4.26)

Then, by (2.44)) and (2.30]), we derive the following expansions, adapted to the cases {|y| < L}, {|Jy| <1}, and y = 0,

respectively:

ly|<L, |v|<1

FLL S 0 Fgl+ Y (Ia”*ﬁGwalaf’Wl+|m*ﬁhwaQaﬁW|+|m*ﬁ(J31W)aﬂ’W|)

N——
gz =T EHEZ)
|07 =B (JW)0,0° W |,

+1y,50 [O2(JW)OP O3 T W 410,50 [OLIWOW| +11y52
N————

o< |B|1<|y|—2
3.20)) (3.23) (3.32) (3-20) (3.19) (3.32)
( ) ( ) ) 8<

ly|<i, |7l

Iyl=4 — — L
PO 0 Fgl+ Y (\3”‘5GW6183W|+|87‘6hW8285W|+\37_5(J81W)83W\)

N——
@) 0SP< @3) B23) (Z-10) (3.52) (3.23)
|07 =B (JW)d,0°W |,

+ Ly0 [02(JW)OP T T W 41y 50 [LTWOW] +1pyse Y
———

20) (3:23) 332) (4.26) (3. 19) (3-32) Ogl'gﬁl%ﬂ_2
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Yy
IEC1 S (07 FY |+ (07, JIW)°| 410,50 02 (JW) 007 Hr o3> 1w
—_— Y——

2-45) (3:32) (£.26)
+ Y [P Iw) 0, 0P WO+ > <|8V‘BG?,V8165W0| + 1872 hY, 0,0° WO )
St 0=F<n

We then bound the corresponding terms with the indicated estimates, and apply Lemma [3.3] to get the stated
results. O

For convenience, we rewrite the bounds of ‘F’(vfj )| in the following simplified form.

Corollary 4.13. The following estimates hold for |F%)|
1
NPy, S n7 3 T In M. (4.27)

5 Estimates for Modulation Variables

In this section, we bound the modulation variables, and improve the corresponding bootstrap assumptions

EIDEDED.

5.1 Estimates on &

By (2.46), we have that

and

5.2 Estimate on 7
Using (2.47), we deduce that

ol
o

M

N |

07| S| FY |+ 101G | S Mie <
N—— N
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5.3 Estimate on
Via using (2.49)), we obtain that

s 1 1 1
|Q12| 5 |62F‘9V| +e§|8220| + |¢’I“0Q23| < 7'3 S *MT03 5.1
&9 6 EIE9ED
Then, it follows from (2.51]) that
< ,5|p0 0 < 3 1 %
Q23| S e2|hiy |+ |A°] S Mmoo+ Mie 2 < S Mg, 5.9
—_ = 2 ( ’ )
&5 €2
and Qﬁ .
3K0 _s 1 1
Qi = S G|+ (20 4n] + il S < M (53)

5 EDEDED 69
5.4 Estimate on ¢
Employing (2.52), we derive that

o — (202 + )&m

Ser | |0aFY |+ |G H5122W0| + |h 10222 WO| | + € |0222°
~—— ——

(4.7 @-21)
1 2033k
+ (g +07) | (24 + o=l + [0 - 220
*,_/
E15) @D € B3

1 1
SEhnM < §M7'06~

Here, we use the facts that |¢)y| < 10 and ( + ¢2> < In M. The above estimate for 934 also implies |0;¢)| < 1n M.
Therefore, for v itself, we have that

S
v 1
[vb — o] §/ InMe *ds' <mglnM < §M’7'0.
50

6 Estimates for Z and A

In this section, we improve the bootstrap assumptions (3.21)) and (3.22) for Z and A. Let R € {Z, A}. We
define

R =

~ Z 00 :Z,
- +o R (6.1)
A, R =A.

From ([2.29)), 'R with ~ > 0 solves the transport-type equation

;0" R+ DY PR+ Vg -VO'R = FY.
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By solving this equation along the characteristic, we get

0" R (s, Br(sisnu0) =0 Rsr)exp (— [ DR 0m(s's51.00))as )

S1

—|—/ Fg)(s',@R(s’;sl,yo))exp (—/ Dg)(s”,@R(s”;sl,yo))ds”> ds’.
S1 s’

Note that by |D (3.20) and ([3.32)), we have Dg) = 371% +0, (77_%), where the notation f = Ov(n_%) means
that |f| < Cyn~3, with constant C, depending on 7. Hence, by invoking Lemma and setting s; = sg, we
obtain

~ ~ _3mitve oo s _B3mitye o o
|07 R (s, Dr (53 50,40))| IO R(s0,90)e™ = T 4 / FR (s, O (s s0,90)) ™ 2 07,
S0
Since the map yo — Px(s;s0,¥0) is a bijection on R?, the above identity implies that
—~ ~ ERi s ORI s 3 1+ 2 (s—s
|07 R (s, e S 107 R(s0,)[oee™ 70 70) 4 sup / ER(s, (s 50,90)) e 7 d,
Yo So
and
DTN T s, Y S [R50, 7o ) 32 60
\—,_/
B-3) <1, see
+e(3“<7)‘%)ssup/ B (s, Br(s's s0,y0))|e 2 = ds’ (6.2)
,STo—!-e(g“(“’) =) sup/ |F (s, Pr(s";50,%0))|e S g
The second term, representing the contribution of the forcing term, is now the primary concern.
Proposition 6.1. We have the following estimates for Z and A:
1 MTOv V= (07 O)a
(TN (Z 4 00)| < 5 x S 7 vl =1,2,m =0, (6.3)
MW‘IW? h/‘ = 172a’71 > 07
T
e(Bu(N+3)s SI9VA| < } Mr™™, |y[ <1 and v =0, ] (6.4)
RS v=(0,2).

Proof. We deal with Z first. From ([6.2)), we deduce that

S , 1
|Z 4+ 000l <To+bup/ |F00)(8 (s 50,y0))|ds’ <To+/ e’ dslf,ToSiMTo,

S0

(4.13)
[v1=1,2 v2=0 i 1 ,
(SN %) |8’YZ‘ 5 To + 6(3“(7)7% sup/ |F('Y) @Z(3/§50,y0))|6’%2s ds’
=1, see (4.13)

s , 2 1 1
§70+/ Me™ 3% ds' S M7p < 5703,
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[v]=1,2 v2>0 3271 3 /
e(3u(v)+%)S|8'yZ| < 7_0_|_e(3u(fy) Butap=t sup/ |F (s s0,90))| e EATEET R ds’
ED

1 3y1+v2-3

S
_ 371+72-3 Ivl+ve 1 _1
St+te z S/ M~7T "85¢ 2z °p 81‘7|=1(<I>Z(s';so,y0))ds’
S0

Lemma [£7] \w|+~r2 1 1 [v[+v2

S To + M §§§M

)

Next, we estimate derivatives of A. Using ([6.2)) again, we obtain

[7]<1,71=0

1 3y +“r 1 31+ ,
6(‘Q'#(V)Jra)ﬂmfu S 7ot e (3u(y) =52 sup/ |F,S17) L Ba(sys0,90)) e 2 dds
=1, see @14
s ’ , , s/ s/
S 7o —|—/ M%e_ﬂsw\ e_\%ls e‘%‘s ds’ < M%TOHM < %MTOHM’
S0
(3 ( l) v=(0,2) (3 ( )_371+72 1 371+725, ,
HOFR) Al S T + B0 2 SHP |F (5", ®a(s";50,90))| € ds
=1, see
s 15 1 ;o Lemma[LB 1
57-0—%-/ M6y~ 5(®4(s580,10)))e " e ds’ < MTe < iM'
S

O

We have now improved the bootstrap assumptions (3.21) and (3.22)), except for the bound on 9;A. This
remaining estimate builds on the analysis of the vorticity w.

Proposition 6.2. The vorticity w satisfies the identity:
W= <P72 [()0<A>8111a - aﬁz (50‘/1)} 5
Furthermore, it admits the estimate:
1
jwl ~ €3°|01 4] + O(73),
where &~ denotes equivalence up to multiplicative constants, i.e.
lw] < egs|81A\ + 7'0% and e%s\alA| < Jw| + 7'0%.
Proof. In terms of the definition of w := ¢'2(V,,, v — V,,v}), we derive that
w=¢€ (VU1U2 vuzvl) 2(8U1U2 - auzvl) = ‘P72(3u1(¢202) — Ou, (902”1)) = @72(8711(90‘/2) — Ou, (V1))
A a w4z A
2
= (- 7) = e =200 (157 + 50
= ¢ 2 [p(N) 0,0 — Day (V1)) -

Recalling the relations 0z, = 63581 and Oz, = €2y, we obtain

w= ¢ 2[p\) e A~ e2y(pVi) ]
~ = ———
, Corollary |3

Wl

I
/N

140 )) [(1+068)) a4+ 0x)
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1 1
which yields |w| < e3°|81 4] + 72 and €351 A| < |w| + 72 O
Now, we are ready to estimate 01 A.

Proposition 6.3. The quantity €391 A is almost conserved. Specifically, we have

1
e [01A(s, ) |1 < 3001 A(s0, )| Lo + 72

~

Proof. From (L.5), we note that = ( ;})i is transported by the velocity field, and hence [| (s, -) ||z = || (s0, ) ||z
e} o

By taking 79 small enough and employing Corollary we have |S| & 0. Therefore, we derive

3 1
e2*[[01A(s, )= S llwls, )L~ + 75

“ :
<ot Yo |G|+
P oo
< (a00) & Jw(s0, )] ! o
~ (o a|W S0,y *)||Lee || —F~ T
* p(SOa') Lo 0

1

< (aooo)i (e%sf)HalA(so,«)HLoo +CT0§) (aooo)*i + 75

~

2 1
< e300 A(s0, )| e + 7

~

Using the above lemma and the initial condition on 0; A, we deduce that

1
101A4(s, |z S 101 A(s0, )| e e 750) 4 rfe 3% < ~Me 3",

1
2

This improves the bootstrap assumption for 9 A.

7 Estimates for W and W

__ This section is devoted to improving the bootstrap assumptions for the Riemann variable W and its deviation

W, ie., (3.20) and (3.23).
Let R € {W,W}. Via using ([2.22))(2.29) (2.41)(2.43)), the equation for 'R can be written in the form

0.0 R+ DY R+ Vi - VOIR = FY,
with DY) = 3142=1 L Op _(n=3).

7.1 Estimates Near the Origin

We begin with the estimates for W at y = 0. By letting |y| = 3 and y = 0 in the equation (2.29)) of YW, we
obtain
DWO + (L +71) (L — Br) 0" WP + G0 "W + By 80" W = F.
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It follows from (3.23) that |9°W°| < [98WO| + [9°W°| < 1 for |B] < 4. Thus, |0,07W°| is bounded as below:
007 WO < [L— Be| + |G| + [y + [F7 S e B,
—_—— — N —
(3-26) (4.15) (4.25)
and |87W0\ is controlled in the following manner:
— —~ s 2z 1 1
0O(s)] < |mW0(so)|+/ 0.WO()|ds' S 7 < rih
—_———

S0

[\)

(3.12)

Here, we use the fact 9,07W0° = 9,07W°. This closes the bootstrap argument for |D3W0).
Next, we deal with W in the region {|y| < I}. For |y| = 4, we derive a lower bound estimate for the damping
term D%) in {Jy| <1}:
43) 371+ 72— 1 —
D%) RS T 272 + 5TJ(81W + 7181W)

371 472 — 1 — ~
= % + Brd (L+7)0 W + 110 W)
~—~

(13-32) (12.39) (3.23)

1 1
> 3 + (1 4+7) —mor(1) > 3
Using Proposition and a contradiction argument, we conclude that |®(s’;s,y)| < for s’ € [sg, s] and |y| < L.
Hence, by solving along trajectories, we obtain for |y| = 4 that

s—

— lyl<t  — . s .
W (s,9)| < |07 (s0. ®(s0:5,9))le” = +/ [ (s, ®(s'; 5,9)) e~ 2 ds’
S0

—~ S s 1
SNTW (0, )| Lo (jy1<t) +/ e~ 2 (InM)*7ids’
B.12) %
< 2 3+ _ 1 4_1
S(nM)*rg < 2(lnM) T -

For |y| =3 and |y| < I, we have
— —~ o~ 1 1 1 1
0W (s, 9)| S 107WO| 41 D Wl <ty S 760 + (M) 77 - (In M) 7" < 5 (In M) rq

For || < 2, since WO = 0, we derive consecutively that

i _ L ,
W (s,9) < 1D eqyrzn S 1 (nM)PHLRE < - (i M)llr,

[\]

7.2 Estimates Away from the Origin

In this section, we continue to improve (3.20) and (3.23) outside {|y| < I}. Recall that p = u(y) was defined in
(3.10). Let ¢ = MR, where R € {W,W}. Then, ¢ solves the equation

0sq + Dgq +Vw - Vq = Fy,
with Dy = DY) — ="V - Vi and F, = p*ES".
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Lemma 7.1. For the damping term, it holds that

_3mtre -

1 _s _1
D, 5 —3u+0(e"2)+04(n"5).

Proof. Since D%Y) = ntne-l g 0., (n~3), it suffices to show that un~ Vi - Vi = 3+ O(e™ %) + O(5~5). Note
that

Gw| S |G|+ 101Gw |l y1| + 102G w || < |y2]
——
(@15) (4.2)
< Me™™ + 70} + M21$ns < Me™"n# + M2rf b,
and that || < e % by ([@.3). Therefore, using the assumption [W| < 1%, we have
-1 1|3 1 5
pn~ Vw - Vi = pn Ut B IW +Gw |2y + | Sz + hw ) - Gy
_ 2 s 5
=" [3n =3+ 0(n%) + O(Me™*n) + or, (1)n¢ ]
=3u+O0(e"2) + 0y s).

Combining the above lemma and (4.5)), one can immediately obtain that

Corollary 7.2. There exists a universal constant C, such that for any s' > s1 > sq and any yo € R?, the following
iequality holds:

s Yit+v2—1 - ’ In M C, > l’
exp (_/ Dq(sﬂ, (I)W(S”; Sl,yo))ds//) < 6(73 +27+3)u,)(sfs ) « ( n ) A |y0| =
s (14+C7°),  |yo| = L.

Next, we consider the cases |yo| > 1 and |yo| > L separately.

7.2.1 Estimates in {|y| > [}

We aim to estimate |¢(s,y)| for |y| > [. By tracing the flow backward in time, we assume y = @y (s;s1, o). In
view of Proposition we further assume that either s; = s or |yo| = I. Solving along the trajectories then yields
the estimate

la(s,9)] < (i M) ma (la(so, )z yiz0» sup la(s1.))
Y

/‘_

s 3y1+y2—1 / (7.1)
A [ IR B (s s1,) e gy
S1
In the following proposition, we control the lower order derivatives of W.
Proposition 7.3. For |y| <1 andl < |y| < L, there holds
o 1 55557
W (s, )| < 57'07” 72 e (7.2)
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Proof. By (7.1), we have

77”(7)(3/)|5”W(s7y)\ < (In M)Cmax ( ||77H(’Y)87W

—~

so: =iz, sup 1010 Wisr, ') )
y'|=

B-23)
HAD® [ POEDN 051 0) I gy
h @.27) =1, see

< (In M)Cry 2 T 4 (In M

~—

s 1
C/ T071+272+157f§(s',<1)(5';sl,yo))ds

S1

ed (th)CTOm < %TO’HT}WM.
O
Next, we prove the following estimates for higher order derivatives:
Proposition 7.4. For |y| > 1 and |y| = 2,3, we have the estimates
1 ol —5
PO W (s ) < SMTE (7.3)
Proof. Direct computation using ([7.1]) leads us to
DN W (s,9)| < (In M) max ( 1“0 W (0, )= 1y120), S, \n”(w)mw(sl,y')\)
@-11) -
WA,
FAC [ @O D 51, )) gy
o T2
< (lnM)C + (lnM)c/ M3m+872_677*%]171:“(37(3712727171+%171:0)(875/)d5/
s1
lv=2,3 C C 4 300 tye—6 s 2 1 1 "N ,
(In M) + (In M)TM 220 / AT IEN IR
s1

(4.5) Y+v2— Yl+v2—=5

2 (In M)C + (In M) 5= < Ly
O

7.2.2 Estimates in {|y| > L}

We proceed to estimates in the region {|y| > L}. According to Proposition we can require either s; = sg or
|yo| = L in this case. Consequently, we gain the bound on ¢(s,y) for |y| > L:

1
la(s, )| < (1+ C75%) max (Jla(so, ) <(yi=n): sup_la(s1,4)])
ly’'|=L
L s 3v14+v2—1 | - ’ (74)
+(1+Cr) / |Fy(s', ®(s', 51, 90)) | el 2 T3 =gy,
s1
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Proposition 7.5. For |y| <1 and |y| > L, we derive the following estimates:

151 _
Mg w| < { 150 v =(0,0), (7.5)
T8, hl=1

Proof. Using (7.4), we compute:

—~

1
DNOW (s,9)| < (1+ Oy max (" DOW (s0, )<y, sup [ VOW (1))

ly’|=L
W=W+W, 239 {23

1 ° 2l Y2 — ’
Ha O [ @OIRPNE B s, u0) el 6 0y
o (4.12) =1, see

3.11})

1 201
< 1 30 (7
< (14 C75°) max 500

+ 1+ 0 / 0y (L)~ (5, (5", 51, 90))ds’

Ty + 1612y, 1 + Toﬁ)

45
1+C 30 (200 = 0+16]l|,y|:1) +O7-0(1)

)
300 +on (1), v =(0,0),
16 + 07, (1),  yl=1.

This yields the desired bounds for n*(")|07W (s, )| O

8 Top Order Energy Estimates

In this section, we conclude our proof by improving the bootstrap assumption (3.24]) on the top order H* norm.
For a fixed integer k > 34, define the energy Ej(s) for the physical variable P = (V, Vs, S)T as

Ei(s) = Y ()2 (107 Vils, )ga + 1107 Va(s, )lIZ2 + 107S(s,)lI7s) -

IvI=k
This energy is equivalent to the H*-norm of the unknowns as follows:
ER < ||PIF = 1107Va(s, )72 + 107Va(s, )z + 1078 (s, )72 < (k)*ER. (8.1)
We will establish the following energy estimate in this section:
Lemma 8.1 (Hk bound). Let k > 34 be a fixed integer. Then, we have the following energy inequality:
E}(s) < M3*=5¢s,

Here, the implicit constant is universal, and the large constant M > 1 depends on k.
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8.1 Equation for P

First, we derive the governing equatlons for the physical variables P. Recall that P = (V1,Vo, 8 — 050)T =
—(0,0,04)T. To derive the equations of P, we note _that the third row of Dp vanishes and 9P = op. Together

With (2.36)), this leads us to the governing equation of P as below:

_ ~ /3 i i _
OsP + B;e *DpP + (§y1 + BTeiAP,fn) O P+ (23/2 + fBre” AP,ﬂ2> 02 P = Bre”°Fp

(8.2)

To facilitate the proof of energy estimates, we analyze in detail the structures of the damping, transport, and

forcing terms. Here, Greek indices p, v range over 1,2, 3, and Latin indices i, j range over 1, 2.

1. From the definitions (2.10) of Dp and ({2.7)) of h;;, the damping term Dp? contains solely linear terms with

the form AP,, where A € {h11, h12}.

2. From the expression (2.18)(2.19) of Apa, and Apg,, the transport terms Ap g, ajF consist of

e Linear terms ADR with A € {g1 — A\g2, g2, %1/11137 28300001, 283000 A0}

e Quadratic terms AELDF,, with A € {28197 1,281 071, 283071, 283 07 L}
3. By (2.13), Fp is composed of

e Linear terms Aﬁ with A € {Q%ujgj, i%oooui};

e Quadratic terms AP P,, with A € {ﬁ2 Uiy 3 uz}

The auxiliary quantities mentioned above obey the bounds: |A| <In M and ||Aljox < M2,

8.2 Useful Lemmas

Before establishing the energy estimates, we present several auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 8.2. Suppose the auziliary quantities A satisfy the estimates ||Al|L(x(s)) < Ao, [|[Allor
yields HD{/AH Lo X(s) < M2e—%s for0<j <k). Then, for1 < u,v <3, we have:

1. k-th order estimates for linear terms:

A Bullzs < A0 Bullis,  |IDAD* Bl % 0 (DER,
which further implies that
0 OBl S A0l0" Plzs + or, (1) B
2. (k4 1)-th order estimates for linear terms:

IADHI-E ., e -3
|D’AD P,z 07, (1)e™ 2 E,.

~
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8. k-th order estimates for quadratic terms:

0<j<k

IDIAB)DY B, 2 Sk (Aot on (1)) In M - By, (3.6)
This implies that L
ID* (APP,) 22 Sk (Ao + 07, (1)) In M - Ey. (8.7)
4. (k4 1)-th order estimates for quadratic terms:
L~ o~ 2<j<k—1 5 1 __2
IDSAB)DM 9B, || S (14 Ag)M e (itats)o g s (8:8)

Proof. (1) The j = 0 case is trivial. For j > 1, noticing the fact that supp P C X (s), we obtain that
IDIAD¥ B, |12 < M2e™ %8 ( de ) B < M8 By = 05y (1)[|D" P, 2.

Thus, (8.4 can be obtained by applying Leibniz rule.
(2)Via direct computation, we arrive at:

k41— 2 15\ k= (k+1=g) 2<j<k+1 .
|DIADMI P, |[ 2 < M2e™2° (TO et ) B T2 e iE,

(3)Employing Hoélder inequality and Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we deduce that

L~ o~ 0<j<k L~ o~
|DY(AB)D*IP, s < IDP(AB)I| e ID B

=Lk ADE 1D IE 1DFD 1= F
Sk AP~ HD (AP 2 Pol £ | D Pyl 2

< (Agln M) ((4g + 0, (1)) E)F (nM)FE,
S (Ag+ 04, (1) In M - Ey.
Inequality (8.7)) hence follows via using Leibniz rule.

(4)Leveraging Corollary and Leibniz rule, one can deduce that || D? (AFM)HLG < (A + 0y (1))Me™2. For
2<j<k-—1, we define

. - i=2 1
N ji—2 1)1 N BB e
)= (g + ) - )= Tl

Tt follows directly that pkl(j) + pk(k-il-l—j) = 4 and ax(j) + ax(k + 1 —j) = 1 — 5%5. By Gagliardo-Nirenberg
interpolation inequality, we have that

|DI(AB,) DM I B, |12 < |DH(AP) | powr [ DY 9B | pocin i
a 1—ap(k+1— A nar(k+1—7
<k IDXAR) |35 D D*(AR) 559 | DB, |5 <) DE B, [ g1 =)
(18.4)

(AO+OT0 1 ay(j (M %)1+3k 8 ((1+AO)Ek)17ﬁ
3

(1+3k 8) Eliﬁ.

5(1+A)M1+3’“ Se k
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Corollary 8.3. Let A, A1, Ay, A3 be auziliary quantities satisfying |A,| < 14 o0r,(1) for some 1 < p <3, |A,] <
0ry (1) for v # p, and ||A|cx + 3, |Au||cr < M2, Then, for any multi-index v with order k, the following estimate
holds:

k=2

1Y 0" (AP) + 0" Al L2 xe(e)) < 107 Pullie + 0ro (1) Ex + 07y (e 7 = (8.9)

Proof. Using Lemma [8.2] we derive that
~ ~ ~ 1
1D 07 (AuP) + 07 Al p2(xe)) < 107 (AP lz + D 07 (A Py)llrz +[107 Al o (s | X ()2
—_——— —_———
v B4 vEH ©.4)
<107 Pull e + 0ry (1) By + M3 e~ 55,
This yields the desired inequality. O

Referring to Lemma [8.2] along with the previous discussion on the structures of the damping, transport, and
forcing terms, we conclude the following inequality:

Corollary 8.4. For any multi-index v with |y| = k, we have the following estimates for the forcing term and the
damping term: N
|07 Fp|lL2 + |07 (DpP)|lr2: SInM - Ey.
Proof. By Proposition for A € {h11, hi2, 572 u;9;, %Jod% %ui7 %uz}, it holds that [A| <InM and ||A[% <
0 0 0 0 “

M?. Hence, the desired result follows from Lemma O

For the transport terms, we prove the following estimates:

Lemma 8.5. Fori=1,2 and |y| = k, there holds that

167 Ap., Fllze <407 Pl1s + 0ry (1) By + 0y (1)e™ 2 *. (8.10)

r2(x(s) = [[107Apa,
Here, (a)lr == (32, ail,)l/2 is the Frobenius norm of a matriz. Moreover, for 1 < j < k — 2, the following
estimate holds:

) o~ 2 R
|D* A, D7 P S M e S0 BT o (e 2By (8.11)

Proof. Employing ([2.18))(2.24) (8.4 and Proposition we deduce that:
_ _ 2 _ _
107 Ap.ay 72 (s)) < 311 [281(07 (9 7'V2) = 07 (A ™' Va)) + OVG|| . + 885 (107 (071 S)II72 + 107 (A0~ ' S)I72)

-
< 1267107 Vil| 22 + 8831107 S22 + 0r (1) ER + 0r, (1)e” 72

< 16]|07P|f32 + 07, (1) E} + 07, (1)e~ 2",
Similarly, by , we obtain that
107 Apay 22 < 1282107 Val122 + 86210722 + 0z, (12 + 07y (e~ =D
< 16107 P2 + 0ry (1)} + o7y (D2,
Then, follows from the elementary inequality (3, a;)1/2 <3, ai /2 for finite sums. To prove (8:11)), note that

Dk_jAP’ﬂiDj-i_l.fI; consists of linear terms Dk_jADj‘HFM with A € {g1 — A\g2, g2, %w&%, 283000071, 283006 A0 1},
and quadratic terms Dk*j(AP#)Dj“P,, with A € {281071,281 071, 283071, 283 01 }. Via applying Proposition

2 :
and (8.5)(8.8)), these terms can be bounded by MHﬁe_%(Hﬁ)sE; 8 4o, (1)e 2 By O
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Lemma 8.6. For any a,b € R? and Latin indices i = 1,2, we have

791 Apabl < (L+0ry () Elallbl,  |a"B2Ap,,b] < (20 + 0 (1)) al B

Proof. According to the definition (2.18)) of Ap4,, by using bootstrap assumptions on Z and A, and Proposition

B-I4 we get
|a”0;Apa,b] < 28107 19;Villa"b| + 2837 119;S]|arbs + asba| + o, (1)e™ 2 al|b]

{516_3 aTb| + Bze~ 2 |a||b] + 05, (1)e~2|al|b], j=1

- 2081e~ 2 [aTb| + 2083e~ 2 |al|b| + 0r, (1)e" 2 |allb], j=2
_ [t on el =1
N (20+070(1))e_§|a||b|, .7 =2

Similarly, by definition (2.19)), we derive that

" 0; Ap.a,b| < 28307110, S|azbs + asba| + o, (1)e” % |al[b]
ﬁge*%|a||b\ + 0T0(1)6*3|a\|b|, ji=1
= 2083~ 2 |al|b| + o, (1)e~2|allb], j =2

_ [ on e Falbl, j=1
= 120+ on () Flalltl, § =2

In both cases, we use the fact that 0 < 3y, 53 < 1. O

8.3 Proof of the Energy Estimate

Now we are ready to prove Lemma [8.1]

Proof of Lemma[8.1. By applying 87 to (8.2), left-multiplying by 9"PT | summing over |y| = k with the weight
(72)72, and then integrating over R?, we arrive at

1d ~ 3 . ~ 1 . .
pacBt Y a7 [P0 | (S buet dna, ) 0P+ (Gun o+ BreE Ans, ) 0P| ay
lv|=k
= ,67675 Z (72!)72/8757187(1‘713 — DPF)dy

Ivl=k

Damping and forcing terms. From Corollary and Holder inequality, the right-hand side is bounded by

Bre™ Y (y2!) 7 / 07"PT9Y(Fp — DpP)|dy S e *Ey, > (|07 Fpllr, + 07 (DpP)] )
IvI=k [vI=k Corollary [8-4]
(31 )

/S OTo(l)Ek

Transport terms. Integration by part yields that

~ 3 ~ 1 ~ k ~
Z (’72!)72/87]3T87 <§y131P+ §y282p) dy = (5 — 1) E,f + Z 71(72!)’2||87PH%2,
[v|=Fk [v|=Fk
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and
~ 1 ~ ~ ~ ~
/ " PTO" (Apa,0iP)dy = <% - 5) / P 9 Apa, 0" Pdy + Y / " PT9; Ap g, 07t Pdy
i

+ > (”) / O PTO P Ap ,0:0° Pdy + / 0"P 9" Ap,g,0,Pdy
1<|BI<k—2 b
By

=L+ 1L+ 15+ 1.
By Lemma we have

Y

L < (vi + 3)e” 2|07 Pl[72 + or (Ve 2R, i=1
~ on(1)EZ, i=2

and
< J67F S0 Pl Pyt on (e 2B, i =1
= o (1)EZ, i=2

By using (8.11)) and the notation § := 5%, we derive that

|I3| < M1+66—%(1+5)5E£—6 + 07—0(1)6_%E£

2
5

2
< ( 1 efQZJSEQ*‘S) 73 n (6,%55M1+5 ]nM)
n

+ 070(1)67%E£
< OTO’M(l)e_%E,% + (In M)gk_SM?’k_Ge_%s.

Here, 0r, a(1) denotes a positive quantity that tends to zero as 79 — 0 and M — oco. Moreover, it follows from
(3-38) and (8.10) that
1| < 10" PT 10" Ap.a | |03 P 2
< |07 Pl 121107 Apa, |l L2]|0: Pl Lo
~ ~ Kea ~
< (|07 P2 (4107 Pl[L2 4 07, (1) Ef, + 07, (1)e™ =) [0 P|| Lo
4e 5|07 P|2, + 0ry (1)e™ 2 B2 + 05y (1)e~B=Ds =1
0ry (1) E} + 07, (1)e~ k=25, i=2"

Recall that 5, = 1+ 0,,(1) (see (3.26)), we obtain

Bre3 Z (72!)_2/67§T37 (AP,ﬁlaIF) dy

|v|=Fk
> = 3 ()0 PlE = D () 2l|07 P 2072 P12

lvI=k [vI=k
- gE;j' — 0y (1) E} — C(In M)3F=8 )3k =67
AM-GM 13 B ~ e s
S (5 onar()) B = 3 ()P0 P — sttt
[vI=Fk
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and

Bre73 Y (72!)_2/6757187 (AP,ﬁzalﬁ) dy > —or n(1)E} — M2,

|v|=k

Invoking all the bounds on transport terms, we arrive at
12 PTey | (3 2 D 1 -3 >3
Z (72" 9P o SU1 + Bre2Apg, | O1P + 52 + Bre” 2 Apg, | 2P| dy
lvl=k

-1
> (k 5 > _ oTU,M(1)> E} — CM3* 5,

Finally, gathering all terms in the energy estimate, we obtain

d

IR+ (k= 15— or ar(1) B < M em,
S

Since k — 15 — o, (1) > 1, via using Gronwall’s inequality, we have

E2(s) < e 30 E2(50) + M3F4e7s,
Plugging in the initial condition (3.14)), we conclude that E?(so) < M7 and E2(s) < M3F~4e=s. O
Closure of bootstrap assumption (3.24]). Notice that HDk?HLZ < Ei(s) S M™% e~ 3, it suffices to show

s
e 2

DkVVHL2 + HDkZHL2 + HDkAHL2 < ”DkﬁnLQ'

By , this is an immediately follows from . Therefore, we obtain
e H | DMW o + [[D* 2| o + (| DA o S MEPeTE <

This completes the proof of the energy estimate. O

A Shock Formation for Equivariant Euler Equations

In the appendixﬂ we present a proof of shock formation for the compressible Euler equations on S? under
equivariant symmetry, that is, under the assumptions vy = 0 and 9gW = 0 for W € {vg, vy, p}. From a physi-
cal perspective, the equations considered in the appendix describe axisymmetric flows without swirl, a regime of
significant physical relevance. While the methods parallel to those in the main text, the coordinate choice and
the modulation variables differ herehere. The appendix also provides a streamlined illustration of the core ideas
developed in the paper.

A.1 Preliminaries

In this section, we derive the Euler equations on S? under equivariant symmetry, introduce the co-moving
coordinates, define the Riemann variables, and perform the self-similar transformations.

2The proofs of this appendix are based on Fulin Qi’s UROPS college research project.
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A.1.1 The Equivariant Euler’s Equations

We begin with the derivation of equivariant Euler’s equations on S2. To capture the equivariant motion of fluids,
we adopt the spherical coordinates on S?, instead of the stereographic coordinates used in the previous argument.
™ T

Setting R := (0, 27) x (—5, 5), the standard spherical coordinates are given by

(¢,0) € R~ (cos ¢ cos 0, sin ¢ cos 0, sin ) € S?.

The isentropic compressible Euler equations can then be written in spherical coordinates as

1 P
Orp + m(&ﬁp)(%) + (Ogp)(vg) + ma(bvﬁj; pOovg — ptanfvg = 0,

0
at7)¢ + (M — VpUg tan 6 + U959U¢) + d 8¢p =0, (Al)

cos 6 cos 6

V00,
at’Ug + ( 0766 + ’U; tan 6 + ’Ugagvg) —+ p’77269p = O,
cos

where v = vgeg + vye4, With ey and ey being unit vectors defined by ey := Jy/ |0y| and ey := 04/ |0y

Assuming that the flow is equivariant (i.e., vg = 0 and 9gW = 0 for W € {vg, vy, p}), we abuse the notation
and write vy as v for simplicity. Denote the rescaled sound speed as o = ipa with av = 7;1 > 0. The system ((A.1])
is reduced to

{atg' + v0po + aodypv = aov tanb, (A.2)

Opv + vOpv + acdpo = 0.

Although the spherical coordinates do not cover the line {¢ = 0} on S?, this poses no issue under the equivariant
assumptions since all unknowns are independent of ¢.

A.1.2 Co-moving Coordinates

In the following, we introduce the co-moving coordinates. To keep track of the shock, we first define three
time-dependent modulation variables. Namely, we use £ € R to trace the location of the shock formation, 7 € R
to track the slope of the Riemann invariant w (defined in (A.4))) at x = £(¢), and k € R to record the value of w
at © = £(f). Since the slope of w is approximately 7+— for some constant ¢ € R, 7 can also be understood as
a variable tracking the time of shock formation. With these modulation variables, we can define the co-moving

coordinates as

- - 1
t:= ta

0:=0— &), St

Under the co-moving coordinates, the governing equations of (v, o) become

{agv +(2B1v — 05€) 9gv + 20810050 = 0, (A3)

0;0 + (2B1v — 0;€) 050 + 2af1005v = 203100 tan (é + f) ,

where the constants 31, 82 and 3 are defined in (2.1)).
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A.1.3 Riemann variables

We define Riemann variables by
wi=vy+0, z:=uvg—o0. (A.4)

The system (A.3) can then be rewritten in (w, z) as

0w + (w + Poz — 05) Ogw = %,63(’[02 — 2%) tan (éJrf) , (A5)
5z + (Paw + 2 — 0;€) gz = 5Ps(2% — w?) tan (0 +€) . '
A.1.4 Self-similar transformations
We now introduce the self-similar coordinates
Y= 56%3, s:=—1In (T(f) — ﬂ ,
together with the corresponding self-similar variables
W(s,y) = et (wt.f) = (D), Z(s,y):==(L.0).
Letting 8, = (1 — 9;7) 7!, we can then reformulate the system (A.5) as
(0s = 2) W+ (59 +9w) O,W = Fiw — fre™ 20y, (A.6)
The transport and forcing terms in the above system (A.6|) are
{gw = B:W + Gw = B W + Bref (5 + B2 2 — 05€), (A7)
9z = Bof5: W + Gz = Bo3- W + Bre? (Bar + Z — 0i€)
Fy = ﬁ’f?’e_% tan(ye_%s—i—«f)((6_3W—l—ﬁ)2—Z2), (A8)
Fy = Lfse_stan(ye_%s—l—f)(Zz—(6_5W+ff)2). .

A.1.5 1D self-similar Burgers profile

The profile we use is the one-dimensional self-similar Burgers profile introduced in Section 2.7} For convenient
reference, we restate some of its key properties here.
First, W satisfies the following estimates:

W] <Iyls < )5, 18,V < ()3, [05W]<(y)~3, (A9)
O3] < 6(y)~5, o] <35(y)~ %, '
where (y) = /1 + y2. At the origin y = 0, we also have
wW(0) = W)= -1
{”g(()) 0. oW =", (A.10)
92W(0) =0, 93T (0) = 6.
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A.1.6 Evolution of unknowns
For k > 1, the evolution equations for (95 W, 95 Z) are given by
(05 + 252 4 (14 Lunok) 8,0, W) OEW + (B, W + 3y + Gw)ok ™' W = Ry,
(0 + % + BoBrk0, Z) 08 Z + (3y + Pofp W + G ) 0812 = FYY,
where 1 is the indicator function, and the corresponding forcing terms take the following form:
F‘%) — 8’;FW — 1p>3B- (25;12 (’;f)al;*jwanglW) _ Zk—1 (k)akij 8ﬂ'+1W
= 0Py — LisaBaBr (Xi—s (oW oit 2) — i) (B)ak—iGy aﬂ+1z
O Fy = Bfre 5 o ()07 tan(ye ¥ 4 €) (9 (e~ 3 W + k)" — 9] 22)
, - s 2
ONFy = 672'83 —s ZI; 0 ( )on—d tan(ye™2° + ) (%Z2 — ) (e72W + k) )

A.1.7 Evolution of W
We define W := W — W, and one can check that W satisfies

(05 — L+ 8,0,W) W + (3y + gw) O,W = Fyp,
Fy = Fiw — Gwo,W + (1 — B, )W, W — e 3 O;r.

For k > 1, the evolution equation of 8’;W can be deduced from (A.11)), (A.12), and (A.13)):

3k — 1 _ /3 o
(as + 5 5 (O + k:ayW)> W + <§y + B W+ GW) oL = P,

where the forcing term is defined by
,(Wf) = OV Fr — 351 — Br 1200,
S = z’f 1( ) (O IHYW W + O—I Gy 05 W ),
3o = Z ()ak JVV@J“W
8’“F~ _ 8kFW “‘Z] 0( ) ((1 —ﬂr)ak W — 3k ]GW) 3J+1W

A.2 Main results

(A.11)

(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)

In this section, we present the the main shock formation result for the 2D equivariant compressible Euler

equations on S2.

A.2.1 Initial conditions

We begin by specifying the initial state. We take the initial time ty to be 0, and we set the initial values of

modulation variables as

Kk(0) =Ko =00 >0, £(0)= 506[ 7(0) =19 > 0.
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Remark A.1. Note that the choice of & here is made for technical convenience. With modified bootstrap arguments,

this interval can be further enlarged.

We now prescribe the initial data of (v, o) in the f-coordinate as below

v(0,0) :=v(F), o(0,0) :=oo(6),

where vy, 0 are to be carefully chosen such that the Riemann variables satisfy the conditions stated in this section.

The initial data of the Riemann variables are denoted as

wo(0) := vo(0) + 00(0),  20(0) := v(0) — o0(H).

Furthermore, we assume at the initial time that
1 1
Suppé(wo — 000,y 20 + Uoo) g _Eg()a Togo 5
which corresponds to
9 11
_ c(2, U .
SUpPy (10 — 0 2+ 0) € (0, 1160 )

The self-similar Riemann variables would initially verify that:

W (s0,9) < (1+ 557" ) W) 5, [0,W (s0,9)] < 12(y)75,
|a§W(50ay) %M§<y>7§7 |82W(801y)| < ngv

< ;
|0W (s0,y)| < 1M T,
W (50, 9) | Ljy<p < 78 ()
10, W (s0,9)| Ly <z <
|5§W(Soay)|]1|y\g <
O8O (s0)| < 7,

b 3oj4— 2 13-k
3§W(50,y)’ Liy<i < %OM2702 ly|*=F + %OTJ ly|” " Lr<s,

INEEENES

3

|Z(507y) +Uoo| < %M7—07 |8yZ(507y)| < iMTOQa
3 3

1022(s0,y)| < 3MErg, (03 Z(s0,y)] < $MO7Z,
3

|8§Z(807y)\ < IMTTg.

The choice of constants M and 7¢ follows Section[3.1} In principle, M is a large constant that dominates all universal
constants and initial conditions on physical variables, while 7y is set to be small enough so that its reciprocal can

suppress the largeness resulting from M.

A.2.2 Main theorem

We now state the main theorem.

Theorem A.2. Consider the equivariant compressible Euler equations (A.3)). Assume that the following conditions

hold:
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1. For any ko satisfying (A.18)), the initial data of (Vg,d) is smooth, and the corresponding self-similar variables
satisfy (IB0-Z)), (IBO-W)), and (IBO-W|);

2. The parameter 1 satisfies 0 < 179 < € for a sufficiently small € € (0,1).

Then, the corresponding solution (Vg,c) to (A.3) blows up at a finite time T* < +oo0. Furthermore, the solution
exhibits the following properties:

1. Blow-up speed: The following estimates for (0509,050) holds:
C

c
— - < max (||05v9 L ||050 < = -. A.19
< mas (ol 07].) < = (A19
2. Blow-up time: The mazimal lifespan T+ satisfies
Iro — T*| < 2M 7. (A.20)

3. Blow-up location: For d € (0,1), there exists a constant C(J) such that

Wi

19570 (Ml 1o (5, ce0y) + 1087 | o (3y(eqeyey <M +2677, (A.21)

while the gradient is unbounded along &(t) as shown in (1). Here, Bs(£(1)) is the ball centered at £(t) with

radius 0, and Bs(&(t))¢ denotes its set complement. Moreover, the limit lim; =, £(t) = &, ewists.

4. 1/3-Holder continuity: The solution admits a uniform-in-time C% bound. More precisely, we have
1
(0g,0) € L°([0,T%)) N Cg. (A.22)

A.3 Bootstrap argument

In this section, we set up the bootstrap argument, by which the global well-posedness in self-similar ansatz can
be established.

A.3.1 Bootstrap assumptions

We first state the bootstrap assumptions. For the modulation variables, we assume that

|k — kol < Mo, |05k < M,
|€ — &0 — 2B3kot| < M?73, |05 — 2Bsko| < Mo, (BA-M)
|7 — 70| < 2M7§, |0;7] < 2Me™*.

For spatial support, we define X (s) := {e%(%‘) —e() <y <eF (e - S(f))} and assume that
supp (0, W, 9,Z) C X(s). (BA-Supp)
For W and W, we impose that

W< (1+725)()E, [9,W] < 15(y)"3,
02W| < M3 (y)=3, |93W| < Mz, (BA-W)
|05W| < M,
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—~ 1 3 _
O W |11y <1 < 10M217 |y|** + 75 [y)** Li<s, (K < 4),

where quantities with a superscript 0 should be understood as their values at y = 0.
For Z, we require that

|Z 4+ 00o| < M7y, [0yZ] < Me™ %5,
02Z] < M5em3%, |932] < MSe™3%,
00Z) < MTe™3°.

A.3.2 Bootstrap procedure

(BA-W)

(BA-Z)

We now state the improved bootstrap inequalities (IB), which will be later deduced from bootstrap assumptions

and initial conditions:

|k — kol < %]\47'07 |0;k] < M3,
|€ — €0 — 2Bskof| < ME7Z, 056 — 2B3k0| < M3,
|7 — 70| < §M73, 07| < Me>.
7
Supp (0,W,0,2Z) C gX(s),
1
W[ < (1+ 372 )3, [9,W] < 13(y)~3,
O2W] < M3 (y)~5,  |3W| < M3,

04W| < $M,

- 1
|02W |111<1 4§ 570 (Y) 3,
\8§W0| < %7‘05,

—~ 1 4 _
W Ly <0 < M27E [y[** + 15 [y " Lrzs, (k< 4).

|Z + 00| < $M7o,  10,2] < LMe 35,
;2] < §M3em 3, [0)7] < GMOem i,

)

022 < LMTe 3>,

A.4 Immediate corollaries of bootstrap assumptions

In this section, we will present some immediate results derived from the bootstrap assumptions.

A.4.1 Relation between (y), &), and X(s)
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We define X(s) := {e%s(%o —&(f),e% (% - §(f))}, on which we assume the supports of 9,W and 9,7 lie.
When y € X(s), by our choice of 79 and &, and the bootstrap assumption (BA-M]) on £ , we derive the following

relationship between (y) and &o:
3 .
() = VI+17 <1+ e < (15 +&o)e?, (A.23)

which immediately implies

3
2

3 s _s 2 _2
(y) < (1¢ + &o)e® S&eds, e SE3(y) 3.

A.4.2 Absence of Vacuum
Using (A.4) and bootstrap assumptions, we estimate the deviation of o from the background state oo:

]. s
S Wl 4+ m—ow] +|Z+0u))
2 N—— N—— ——
1, 1 1
S(& +06)).

o — 000l <

IN

Therefore, it follows from (A.18) that

1 1 1
0> 00— |0 — 00| > —5%—0(702)2f§% > 0.
« 2¢

A.4.3 Estimates of 9} Fyy at y =0

Appealing to bootstrap assumptions, (A.8) and (A.12)), we obtain
Y| < Mie %,
0, Fiy| < Mie,
}8§F8V| S tan(g)e*%S < Mie 3,

A.4.4 Evolution equations of modulation variables

We first derive the equations governing the modulation variables. By evaluating (A.6) and (A.11) at y = 0 for
k = 1,2, and invoking the boundary conditions of W, we have

() = o= (Fy +GR), (A.24)

1
(AT, k=1) = 9 = i (0, Fy + 0,GY) (A.25)
(EID, k=2) = G% = (W) (92FY, + 92GY) . (A.26)
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The last equation, along with 7 gives
0 = K+ 2 2° — ie*% (D2WO) ™ (92K, + 02GY,) . (A.27)
We remark that, since 85’%0 = 0(73/4) and 93W(0) = 6, it follows from that
|G| < M3es. (A.28)

A.4.5 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions on &

Using the estimates obtained and bootstrap assumptions, for all T' € [0, T*], we deduce

—_

|an|< ©(1Fy ]+ (G l) < 20% < 2ar,

DO

T
1
|k — Kol §/ |05k| dt’ < fMT < =M.
0 2 2
A.4.6 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions on 7

Similarly, we can show that

9r| < 5 (\a Fy | +]0,G%|) S (1 +e) (Mie™ +e3(9,2°) < Me™,

w

IT— 70| < / Me™* dt' < ~MT,7y < 2M75,
0

[\

where €, 79 < 1.

A.4.7 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions on £

By direct computation and the previous estimates, we can prove

|07 — 2B3k0| =

1 s _
(= o) + 5a(2° 4 ) = -5 (@) (B3l + a;agv)‘

S,MTO +MTO+6_%

@wO) | (Miemd g mie) s My < MPn,
~ T 3 7
|€ — o — Bakot| < / € — & — Bsko| dt’ < M>T*rg < Mirg < M>73
0
Therefore, we have improved all bootstrap assumptions on modulation variables.

A.5 A priori estimates

In this section, we derive the estimates of transport terms and forcing terms step by step for the equations of
W, Z, and W. These estimates will be used to close the bootstrap arguments on W, Z, and W.
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A.5.1 Estimates on the transport term

We first provide estimates on transport terms and their derivatives.

Lemma A.3. There hold the following estimates for |Gw| and |G z|:

G| S M3e, (A.29)

Gw| g WISL=mn (A.30)
Mé&pez, ye X(s);

e"3Gy = —ABsko + O(M310), y € X(s); (A.31)

Proof. Regarding Gy as a function of y, we obtain

Gw| < |G|+ 9|8, Gw| S Me™ + [y|Me™>.
When |y| < L =17, ™, we have the following estimates:

4
|Gw| < Me™® 4+ 1, 10 e < Me™ 10357'05.
When y € X(s), we derive

s

3 .
|Gw| < Me* 4+ C (5&) — f) e2* (Mefs) < Me*+C ( + |&o —§|) Mez
§ < Meget
The proof of (A.31]) then proceeds in a similar manner as that for Proposition and we omit the details here. [

Lemma A.4. For 1 <k <4, the following estimates on ’8§GW’ and |8§GZ| hold:

|ayGW‘ S Me™s, {agGw| 5 M%efs, (A 32)
|83Gw| < MSe—s, |6;1GW| < MTes, .
and
0,Gz| S Me™?, |35G2’ < Mse™®,
A.
{’65G2| < MSe—s, |8§GZ’ < M7es, (A.33)

Proof. The estimates follow from the relation [0fGw | ~ [05G 7| ~ e2

2] and (BAZ). 0

A.5.2 Estimates on the derivative of forcing terms

In this section, we will provide estimates on derivatives of forcing terms, namely 85FW, 85}7‘ 'z, and 8§Fv~v. We
start by introducing the estimates of several recurring terms in these three derivatives.
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Lemma A.5. The following estimates hold:

|6_5W—|—f<a| < M1

0, (e 3W + k)| < e 3(y)35, |02 (e 5W + k)| <e 3(y)~3, (A.34)
|03 (e 3W + k)| < Mze™3, |0 (e 3W + )| < MPe 3,
(e72W + /<;)2 < M3
B, (e73W + k)°| <2Mie 3 (y)=3, |92 (e 3W + )7 < M3e 3 (y)~5, (A.35)
93 (e73W + k)% < Mies, 94 (e3W + k)% < Mises
|Z|2 < M,
0,22 S M¥e 3, 0222 < M?e 3%, (A.36)
0322 < MTe35, 0022 < MTHee 2o

Proof. These estimates follow directly from (BA-WJ) and (BA-Z)). O

Then, we prove the estimates for 8§FW and 8§F 7"

Lemma A.6. The derivatives of forcing terms, namely 8§FW and BEFZ, obey the bounds below:

|FW| S M%67%7
|0y Fiv| < M2 + Mse=(y)~3, |02Fw| SM¥e 2 + Mie*(y)~3, (A.37)
|63Fw‘§M3 -5 ’a;Fw|SM16€ s,
|Fz| S Mies,
0,Fz| < M2e™% +M%e—%s<y -3, |02F| < M%e % + Mie % (y)~3, (A.38)
‘83F2‘<M3 _7 ’84FZ‘<M%6 3*;
Proof. Estimates in can be deduced from (A.13] , and lemma A 5| while estimates in (A.38)) follows
directly from and the relation Fy = —e™ 2FW O
We now proceed to estimates of | Fy;;|, which will be carried out in two regions {|y| <1} and {|y| < L} separately.

We also present an estimate for ‘ajFW‘, which is crucial for closing the bootstrap argument on W later.
Lemma A.7. For 1 <k <4, we have for 6’;Fw that

| |1|y\<L§M6 2+10M

4 s
0,F | 1< < 2M2%e 5y -4
[0y F| Ly S 2 ”g W, (A.39)
|0, FN| Ly<r S Mie s (y)~ 3 + 75 ()5,
4 11

|05 F| Ljy<r S MOFse™ 75 ()~ %
0 P | 1yt S M (A.40)
‘33 ‘ < M%ee. (A.41)
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Proof. Notice that by (|A.16]), the equation of 6’“F~ contains [‘)kFW, OFW, and 0O ,Gw, which are controlled in

(1A.9), (A.30), (A. 327 an A 37) respectively. Wlth these estlmates (A.39) can be verified. For 1 < k < 4 and
ly| <, we employ (A.9), (A.30) and (A.32)), and (A.37) to get

1

k
04| 1 < ( [olA] + 3 \ (5) (@ =W o) 037 ) 105 2005
=0

where the last inequality holds because all terms decay with respect to s for y being small. For the last inequality

(A1), it follows from (A:29), (A33), and (BA-M) that

02FG | < |03 | + |05G | +9103Gh | + 18 |G| +128- 1057 S M ¥ e,

A.5.3 Estimates on forcing terms
In this section, we estimate the forcing terms in the evolution equations of self-similar Riemann invariants.

Lemma A.8. For 0 < k <4, we have estimates for ‘Fgf)‘ in the following sense:

s

|Fy| < Mie 3,
Fy| S M ses(y) -3, | < MPe(y)~3, (A.42)
F‘ES) SM6+i675+M1—52<y>7%7 (4) <M7+1675+M6< )=

w\t\:

Proof. From the expressmn of F in (A.12]), we observe that FIEV) only depends on 6"”'FW, 8kGW, and (’“)kW which

are controlled in , (1A.29) and (A.32)), and ( - The estimates in follow then O

Lemma A.9. For 0 < k <4, the following estimates for ’Fé ' hold:

|Fy| < Mies,
Pyl S MPemi p Mbeiry) 8, [P S M it MiemEe(y) 8, (A.43)
Fé3) < Mzem 5%, Fgl) < M2em35 4 MSHs(y) =3¢ 7.

Proof. From l) the expressmn of F, (k) only 1nvolves 8’“F 7z, 8kG Z (‘3’“W and akZ whose estimates have been
obtained in (A.38)) and (A.33), -, and (BA-Z] ~This then leads to the desired estimates. O

Lemma A.10. There holds for Fﬁ/]f)‘ that:

R 1
| F| Lyj<r S Me™2 + 10M7¢ (y)~
Fv%) Liy<z S M%e*5<y>*§ +(y)~

1
FO\ 1,100 7 ()5 + MEes(y)~4 M%nf <y>-%,

~

1
FO Lyt S MU

Proof. Invoking (BA-W|), (BA-W)), -, m, m, and into the expression of F in (A.16]), we
O

)

w\»#— wb—‘
.z:.‘\'

2
7o

(A.44)

co

obtain the above estimates of ‘F'(m“/ |,
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A.6 Estimates on Lagrangian Trajectory

In this section, we define the Lagrangian trajectories ®y and ®z, and establish their lower bound estimates.
We also compute the boundary values of higher-order derivatives of W.
A.6.1 Lagrangian trajectories

We first define Lagrangian trajectories. For a general transport equation
OsR+ DgrR + VRayR = FRg, (A.45)

with R depending on s, y, and Dg, Vi depending on s, y, and lower order terms, given an initial point yy and an
initial time s1 > sg, we can define the Lagrangian trajectory ®g(s;s1,yo) by

{iws;sl,yo) = V(s Dr(s; s1,0)),
D r(s1551,%) = Yo-

Then, the solution to (A.45)) is given by
Ro ®p(s;s1,y0) =R(s1,Y0) exp (—/ Dr(s', ®r(s'; 51,0)) dS') (A.46)
S1
+/ Fr(s', ®r(s';51,90)) exp <—/ Dr(s", ®r(s";51,10)) dS”> ds’.
S1 s’

A.6.2 Lower bound of &y

Recall that Vi = 2y + g in (A45). We now state a lower bound estimate for @y (s;s1,yo) (Lemma [A.11)),
in the region |yo| > I, together with its corollary (Lemma |[A.12)). These propositions will be used to improve the

bootstrap assumptions on W and W later. Since the arguments are analogous to those in Proposition and
Lemma [4.4) we omit the details and refer the reader to the proofs given there.

Lemma A.11. If |yo| > 1 and so > —lne, then we have for all s > sg that

|Dw (551, 0)| > [yole = (A.47)

1

Lemma A.12. For any p € (55,

10), s1 > so, and yo € R, the following estimate holds:

v

(y) P oPw(s'ss1,y0)ds’ << »
/ ’7'0117 |y()| 2 L

51

{—4lnl, lyo| > 1,

A.6.3 Lower bound of ®»

In this section, we derive a lower bound for ® 5, where Vg is V; = %y + gz. The derivation is based on Lemma
8.3 in |18], and we reproduce it here for completeness.

Proposition A.13 ( |18], Lemma 8.3). If ®z(s;51,%0) < fB3koe?, then it holds that %@Z(s;sl,yo) < —%ﬁgl’ioe%.
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Proof. By (A.18) and (A.31]), we compute

d 3
—®z(s551,90) = =Pz(s551,%0) + B2-W o @z(s;51,90) + Gz 0 Pz(s;51,%0)

ds 2
3 : )i o Lo
< 553’% + B28f —4Bsko + O(1F) ) ez < —553%62-
This leads us to the desired conclusion. O

Proposition A.14 ( [18], Lemma 8.3). For all yo € Xy and s; > So, there exists s.(s1,y1) > So such that

s sx
ez —e?2

|® (s 51,Y0)| > Bakomin (

ea) . (A.48)

Proof. We first notice that if ®z(s;s1,y0) < 0 for all s € [sg, 00), then Proposition suggests that

1 - s s
Pz (s551,90) < Pz(s1381,%0) — 55350/ e7 ds’ < —fsko (e§ - 671) , (A.49)

s1
which yields the desired result by taking s, = s1. Therefore, we can assume ®% (s) > 0 for certain s € [sg, 00).
Consider the set
S% = {s € [s0,00) : Dz (s;51,50) < ﬂgl{()e%}.

If S% is empty, then (A.48) holds trivially. Thus, we can assume S¥’ is nonempty.
Since S% is nonempty and bounded below, the quantity 5 := inf S%° is well defined. We then have:

5

1. 0< ®4(5;81,90) < Bakpe? by continuity of & and the assumption that @z is not always non-positive.
S

2. Dy(s;81,Y0) > Bakpe2 for all s € [sg, 5).

3. D(s581,90) < ﬂ;;/{oe% and %@Z(s; s1,%0) < 0 for all s € (5,00) by Proposition

We note that the interval [s, §) might be empty. From 1 and 3, by continuity of % (s), there exists a unique s, > 3
such that ®%(s,) = 0. Consequently, in view of Proposition we obtain for s > s, that

S
Pz (s351,90) = Pz (54551, %0) +/ Dz(s's51,50) ds’ < —PBsko (6% B e%) ,
Sx

and for 5 < s < s,

5

*d 52 s
D2(s;51,50) = Pz(s451,%0) —/ %(I)Z(S/;SlayO) ds’ < —Bsko (6 2 —62)~

We therefore conclude the estimate (A.48)). O

The above proposition results in the following estimate for the integral of (y) P along ®z, which plays a crucial
role in improving the bootstrap assumptions on Z. As the proof closely follows that of Lemma we omit it here
for brevity.

1

Lemma A.15. For any p > 15,

s1 > Sg, and yo € R, the following estimate holds:

/ (y) P o®z(ss51,50) ds’ $p 1. (A.50)

50
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A.7 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions on W and w

In this section, we provide improved bootstrap estimates for W, W, ‘and their derivatives. Since the transport
terms in the equation for W' coincide with those in the equation for W, one can verify that ®w = ®3;. For

notational convenience, we will therefore use ®yy only.

A.7.1 Estimates of ’a;jﬁo‘

We first improve the bootstrap assumption on ‘GSWO‘.

Lemma A.16. There holds the following inequality:

o~ 1 3
'83W0’ S 57’05.

Proof. We first derive a “good” equation satisfied by 82W By directly computing 1 k=3)aty=0, we get

WO = 0,00W° = 03 Fyy, + 0,Gyy — Gy 0, W0 — 30, Gy, 05 W0 — 4(1 — B-)05 WP,

which, by (BA-W)), (A.29), (A.32), and (A.37)), implies

|0:0,W°| < < M?e T 4 MPem" 4 MPet 4 BM2MPe " + 4B, |9 WO S M7 e
Hence, we can conclude that
‘63W0 ‘ ‘83W0 50) +C/ \6 83W0 ’ ds’ < 1—070 +CM 7 70 <
where the last inequality holds for a sufficiently small 7.

A.7.2 Estimates of 8§W1\y\§l
We proceed to establish the improved bootstrap bounds for 8§W in the region {|y| <I}.

Lemma A.17. For 0 < k <4, the following estimate holds:
N 1 a _
08T (s5,9)| T1y1<0 < M5 Iyl + 76 9P~ Lo,

Proof. When k = 4, by setting D%«) = 171 + B (0,W + 49,W), we obtain

(A.51)

1
DY > -8, (5+4") = 2.
Hence, from (A.46]), by setting R = 3;%, we derive
IB;W(s,y)‘ ]l\y|§l < ‘8;1/W/ (yo0, 50)| € =/, 3 ds’ -/ 1 ds’ / efq 1 gs” %)‘ ]lly‘gl o @%(S/; 505 40) ds’
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s—sq

< | 94757 —sts0 ® s 2, 3 /
S |0,W(s0,y0)|e” & +e 3 e 3 (M lTO) ds
s0

1 1 1 1
< EMQTOZ + 100M317¢ < MP75.
For the case of k = 3, it follows that
—~ —~ —~ 4 1 1 3
O3 (5.9) | L1t < [037°0)| + 4 W]|_ dppalyd < 76 + MPrf ] < 1003w |y + 7

The case of 0 < k < 2 follows recursively by employing

04T (5,9 i< < [0 0, + [ [0 37| 1| _ o

together with the fact that dFW(0,s) = 9FW(0,s), i.e.,

a;jW(o,s)‘ —0,for 0 <k <2. 0

A.7.3 (y)“-weighted estimates

In this section, we derive weighted estimates for W and . Notice that the equations of R € {85 W, 35%} take
the form of

3
OsR+ DgrR + <§y + gw) ayR = Fg.
Defining ¢ := (y)* R with p being a constant, we have

3 3
0.0+ Dra+ (Su+ow ) 00— (Su-+aw ) (O, 0)") R= ()" Fr.

Namely, g satisfies the system:

9sq+ Dgq+ (3y + gw) 0yq = Fy,
Dy =Dgr — (3y+ gw) (9y(y)*") (y)*, (A.52)
Fq = (y)“FR.

We start by controlling the transport term Dg.

Lemma A.18. The transport term D, satisfies the following estimate:
3 _1
Dy > Dp— S 6lul(y)~*.
Proof. Via direct computation, one can rewrite D, as
D,=D <3+ )(81((}“))D (3+ >(y>
= — — n = — — _—
q R 2y aw Y Y R— M 2?1 aw 1442

3 3
= Dr = 5p— pgwyly) > + Suly) >
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It remains to estimate D, := y(y) 2gw. Using (BA-W)),([A.29), and (A.32)), we deduce
1Dyl < lyl{y) =2 (B-IW| + |G | + 10,Gw| lyl)
<yl 2 (B (14757 ()F + M¥e™ 4+ Me*Jy|) < ()%,

which yields the desired inequality as (y) =2 decays faster than (y)‘é. O
This immediately implies the following estimate for ¢:

Corollary A.19. The quantity q is bounded from above as follows:

ats.0)1 <latss. ol exp (= [ (Dr— Gu—6lultr) ) o B () ) (A53)

S S 3 1
+ [l Fno ewssiule (= [ (Dn=Ju—olult) ) o w(s”ss1.0) as") as

Proof. One can verify that &, = ®y . The corollary then follows from Lemma and (|A.46) for R = q. O

In the following sections, we will make use of this corollary to derive weighted estimates for R € {9f W, 8% W} in
the regions {l < |y| < L} and {|y| > L}. For the region {I < |y| < L}, in view of the trajectory estimates in Lemma
if we start from a point (s,y) and trace the flow backwards in time, there are two possible scenarios. First,
the trajectory may reach (sg,yo) with |yo| > I. Second, before the time reaches sy, the trajectory may intersect the
boundary |yo| = I. Consequently, when performing estimates in the region {l < |y| < L}, we assume either s; = s
or |yo| = I. Similarly, when estimating in the region {|y| > L}, we assume either s; = sg or |yo| = L.

A.7.4 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions on ’8§’Wv‘ Ty <z

Since we have improved the bootstrap assumptions on ‘0’;%‘ 1}y|<i, we only consider the region {l < |y| < L}.

Lemma A.20. For |yo| > I, it holds that:

<y>7%|W(57y)|1\y|§L < %Toé,
<y>%|ayw(svy)|]l\y|§lz < %Tozu
1

() 31O2W (s, y)[1}y1<1 < 275

-

Proof. When k =0, D = —% + B,0,W. Let q = (y)_%|W(s,y)|]l|y|§L. Employing (A.9), (A.44), Lemma
and Corollary [A719]leads to

()3 W (s, 9)|Ljy1<r

< (yo) ™3 W(sl,yo)‘ exp (—,BT/ OyW oy (s'ss1,90) ds’ + 2/ (y) "% o D (s's 51, 90) ds’)
S1

S1

S

+ [ [P ol e (<8 [ 00 @w(ssi) as” 42 [ ) o du (s ) a5 ) s

S1 s’

lvol2l o o L 00as L
< ITPMErg 4+ Mty < -14.

N =
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When k = 1, Dpg is given by D%) =1+ 3,(0,W + 0,W). Then, for ¢ = (y>%|8yW(s,y)|, using (A.9)), (A.44)),

(BA-W)), Corollary and Lemma we obtain

()30, W (s,9)| < 1* (yo) *

W (s exp (307 [ )7 0 0w (5551.0) 05

s1
+z—8/<>% M)+ 7 )

<AS7F 41 8(M4703 Iy M

[N

+
=

1
ro4e_s<y>_%) o Py (s’ 51,0)) ds’

1 2
< 57’04.

v

In a similar fashion, we derive for k = 2 and ¢ = ()3

yW’ that

W || < s [t (e ) E i T M) ) o dw (s, o) d
S0

1 1 2 9 1
<t s (Mgl g M) <

Ut\»—‘

1
2
We hence conclude the estimates stated in the lemma.

A.7.5 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions on W

To close the bootstrap argument on W, we investigate the estimates of 8’;W, 0 < k < 4, on three regions
{lyl <1}, {I < |yl < L}, and {Jy| = L}:

1. In the region {|y| < I}, since W = W + W, we can directly close the bootstrap argument by combining the

estimates of ’8 W’ 1y« and the estimates of }8’“W|

In the region {I < |y| < L}, the bootstrap assumptions of 5‘5W, ke {0

1,2} can be directly improved by
using the bootstrap assumptions on agW, ke€{0,1,2} and (A.9).

Hence, it remains to address the bootstrap assumptions of 8§W, k € {0,1,2} on {]y| > L} and the bootstrap
assumptions of O5W, k € {3,4} on {|y| > 1}.

Lemma A.21. For OYW, k € {0,1,2} on {|y| > L}, we have the following estimates:

Wl < (14 3735) ()3,
9,W| < 13()3,
02| < M (y)~3.

w

Proof. For the case of k = 0, Dy is given by Dy = f%. Hence, by setting ¢ = <y>*é|W(s,y)|, and combining
(A.42), Lemma and Corollary we get

_1 \y0|ZL 7—L —1 ‘rL °
W) IW(s,y)| < €¥0 (yo) T [W(si,yo)| + €2 022/

S1

<y>_%FW o By (s';s1,y0) ds’

Pt _1 P 3 1 S 1
< €67 (yo) T3 [W(s1,y0)| + €20 Mirg / 5 (y) 7% o Dy (s'; 51, 10) ds’
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33 El 35
< %7 (1+7022) e Miriefe™ <1+ ST

For k = 1, we take ¢ = (y)3 |0,W|, and D‘(,[l,) =1+ (,;0,W. Hence, with a similar approach, we have

1

23 2 s
als.0)| < % ()10, (51,0l exp (8 [ 10,0 @ (s's51,00) )
s1

o Oy (s’ 51,y0) ds’

1 S S
+e47022/ exp (/J'T/ 10, W | 0 @y (s";51,90) dS”) ’<y>%Fv(5)
S1 s’/
2
34

1 1 1 1 s 1
< 1267767 T 4 1T T ME / €5 (y) ¥ 0 Dy (s's 51,90) ds’ < 13.
s1
For k=2 and ¢ = (y)g |8§W|, direct computation yields Dy, — %,u =36, 0,W + % and

D, > = +38,0,W —10(y)"%.

| W

Utilizing (BA-W)), (A.42)), Lemma and Corollary then leads to
L s
la(s,y)| < e <y0>§ |02W (s1,30)] exp (357/ 10, W | o @y (s'; 51,10) ds/> e 850
S1

o By (s'ss1,y0) ds’

+ et / exp (357 |0, W | o @y (s";51,90) ds/) ’<y>%F$)

S1

= o By (' 51, 40) ds’

1
< M5 + M2e*76” o 75 S <y>*é o @y (s';51,90) ds’ < M5,
s1
We therefore conclude our proof of the lemma. O

Lemma A.22. For O5W, k € {3,4} on {|y| > I}, we have the following estimates:

1.1 1
3 5 4
W] < M, (9w < 5.

Proof. For the case of k = 3, we define ¢ = |83W(s7 y)| By (BA-W)), (A.42)), Lemma and Corollary we

derive

[yo|>1 S
|2W (s,y)| < |3§’W(51,yo)\eXp_4(s‘S“eXp(467/ |0, W| o ®w(s";51,90) dS’)

s
+/ 674(575') ‘FISS)
s1

1\ 4 s
1+TO§) +24/
51

1\4 1 % 1 s
wt (1) aour it [t o (o) as #1607 [ )00 (s'on00) a8
s1

S1

S
o Py (s';81,0) exp (4/37/ |0, W] 0 @y (s"; s1,90) ds”) ds’

M e + M (y)~5| o By (s'; s1,90) ds’

IN

IN
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< %M% H16MF I 4 16M T < %M%.
Similarly, for the case of k = 4, we define ¢ = |8§W(s, y)} Direct computation gives
D > % —5(1+4Mo) (1+757) >
Then, using (BA-W)), (A.42)), Corollary and Lemma we get

[yo|>1 s—s S s—s’
W (s,y)| < |0yW(s1,90)|e” 7 + / Ry
S1

1
3

o Py (s';51,90) ds’

s , ) s
< |04W (s1,90)|e” 7 +67%M%9/ e d3/+67§M%/ T (y) 75 0 By (s's 51,50) ds’

S1 S1

—s1

s 4
§|8§W(31,y0)‘e_ 3 +TQM%5091_4+6_

wlw
oo
W=

Me2~ /l_%e_%(s/_sl)"‘% ds’S%M.
s1

This completes our proof of the lemma. O

A.8 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions on 7

In this section, we improve the bootstrap assumptions posed on Z and its higher-order derivatives.

A.8.1 Decay estimates for 8’;2

Lemma A.23. For 1 < k <4, the following decay estimates on 8§Z hold:

e%s(‘);fZ(s, Y| < e~ 8 (k=1)(s=s0) g 350

8§Z(807yo)’+6_%(k_1)5/ e3ks’

S0

k
FF (s

o ®4(s';50,90) ds’. (A.54)

Proof. We define g = e%Sang for 0 < k < 4. It can be verified that ¢ satisfies the system

9sq+ Dgq + (3 + 9z) 0yq = Fy,
F, = e35Fy,
Dy =Dy — % = %(k -1+ k‘ﬁgﬁ-,—ayw

In terms of the equation of Dy, via direct computation and using (BA-W)), we derive
exp (—/ Dy o ®4(s";s0,90) ds”) = e~ 3(k=1)(s=5") exp (—kﬂgﬁT/ OyW o ® (5" s0,90) ds”)

! +OO
< e 3D axp <2<k +1) / (y)~% 0 ®z(5"s 50, 30) ds’)

S0

+oo _1
= e—%(k—l)(s—s ) exp <2(kj + 1)/ (1 + |®2(s'; s0, y0)|2> 3 d3/>

S0

< Qe 3-D(s=)

)

where C}, is a constant only depending on k. The last inequality holds because of (A.50). Combining this with the
general solution (|A.46)), we conclude the desired inequality. O
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A.8.2 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions on Z
We first close the bootstrap argument on Z. When k& = 0, we put u = 0 to get
(Z+0.)(s,0)] <12+ ) noso)| +.C [ drFes as
so

{LBO-Z) 1 3 1
< ZMT()—I-MZTO < §MTO.

The improved bootstrap estimates for the remaining cases are stated in the following lemma.

Lemma A.24. For 1 <k <4, we have the following estimates on

6%8852’:
€0, Z(s,y)l < 5M,  |e2°07Z(s,y)| < M3,
€205 Z(s,y)| < §M*,  |e2°0,Z(s,y)| < g M*™.
Proof. All estimates follow directly from Lemma and the forcing estimates (A.43)). In particular, when k = 1,

we derive

. S0 ,
440,2(5,1)| S ¢4 10, Z(so. o) + [ ¥ |FL()

S0

o0 ®% (s')ds

S

< M3 +M%/ <y>*% o ®% (s) d8/+M2/ e fo®% (s) ds’
So S0
St e argln [ ) oay(s) as
S0

1 1 5,1 1 1
,§M§+M§+M§§TOQ§§M.
When k = 2, we obtain

S
€205 2(s,y)| S e 2070 |9)Z(s0,30) | + e /

S0

FP(s")| 0 ®4(s'; 50, y0)ds’

S

Wl
Wl

A

1 5 °
M —l—M%e_%sess_stg/ <y>—% o P (s's 50, 90) dS/+MZe_%3+3S—%S/ (y) =3 o Dz (s; 80,y0) ds’
S0

»

0

1 un 11 5 4
SM3 + M7T72e8 + M1 < M5,

| —

For the case of k = 3, one can verify that

6%8‘932(5,?/) < g3 sa)e o ‘8§Z(So,yo)| +€_38/ e Fg’)(s/) o ®z(s's 50, y0) ds’
S0

S
9/ 7 3
< M3+ 3*35/ e2® |M2e 2% | o ®y(s';50,10) ds’

S0

SMP e ME (% — %) < M3+ M3 < - M

N | =

Finally, for & = 4, the following estimate can be derived:

35012 (s, )| S e 3= edo0 917 (50,90)| + ¥ / €25 | FA(s')| 0 B2(s'; 50, yo) ds’

50
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SMP+em2" (e —e3 ) M2 S MP + M2 < ~M*,

DO | =

We therefore finish the proof of the lemma. O

A.9 Proof of the main theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem [A-2] To show that the blow-up must happen in finite time, we use bootstrap
assumptions on 7. To demonstrate that vy and ¢ remain bounded, it suffices to verify that W stays bounded near

the origin (6 = 0).

A.9.1 Blow-up speed estimate

Building upon the bootstrap assumptions on modulation variables (BA-M)]), we know that |1 — 9;7| is bounded.
Hence, from the equation 7(f) — t = fET* (1= 037(t")) dt’, we can conclude that

Using (BA-W)), (BA-Z)), and the definition of y, we get
a .
|050] = e |0,W] < (147 )(y) ~Fe* < Cre®, |92 < e |0,2] < M,
which then implies that

° w z ~ o C:
O < |oga] ~1057| < ogH| < o] + 057 < =7

where R € {vg,c}. Here, we use the fact that [0, W| < 2.

A.9.2 Blow-up location estimate

The limit &, exists since by (BA-M)), |9;¢| is bounded. To prove (A.21]), we first notice that close to 6 = &(%),
we have for |8é59| that

1 1) s
nal < Z s - 3
06701 S 5 1e°0W o mgceon) * 5 1202 ey
2 1 1 2
I I
(y)~3 +4M74M+5 3,

<e’

1= ({i2<¥ 5})

provided that & € (0,1). The bound for |9;5| can be derived similarly.

A.9.3 Blow-up time estimate

To establish the blow-up time estimate, since T = T(T*), we have
|7'07T*|:|7'077'(T*)|:/ |05 7| dsS/ 2My ds < 2M73.
0 0
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A.9.4 Proof of 1/3-Hdlder continuity

We first show that w € Ce}/ 3. Via direct calculation, for all z1,22 € R (which makes sense as we can assume w
and Z to be 2m-periodic in 6), we obtain

W (8, (1 —¢&) e%s) -W (S, (29 — &) e%s)

o1 — o)

s
—=e 2

}@ (f,xl) —@(;,xg)‘ .

. L el
< ¥ |oy — o) / 10,W(s,y)|dy
(z1—&)e2®

) |w1—w2\e%S 9
— S5 —_ = &
<ot |z — o) / =% dy
0

_s -1 3s %
<e 2 |xp — x| 3(|x1—x2|e2) =1

~

Similarly, we can conclude that z € C 9}/ ® as below:

Sl 2] |20 -008) -2 (o011
o1 = ol w1 — o]

L plaa—get
< |21 — 2] /( 10, 2(s5, )| dy

z1—§)e2’

35
. |z1—z2|e2” 5
Sk -l | M=% dy
0

1 |m17m2|e%5 s 3 2
<o wré/ Me il (y) Ry < 1.
0

Since vy and o are linear combinations of two C’g/ 3 functions, it follows that they also belong to Ce}/ 8,
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