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Formation of point shocks for 3D compressible Euler

Tristan Buckmaster™ Steve Shkoller’ Vlad Vicol*

Abstract

We consider the 3D isentropic compressible Euler equations with the ideal gas law. We provide
a constructive proof of shock formation from smooth initial datum of finite energy, with no vacuum
regions, with nontrivial vorticity present at the shock, and under no symmetry assumptions. We prove
that for an open set of Sobolev-class initial data which are a small L™ perturbation of a constant state,
there exist smooth solutions to the Euler equations which form a generic stable shock in finite time. The
blow up time and location can be explicitly computed, and solutions at the blow up time are smooth
except for a single point, where they are of cusp-type with Holder C'/* regularity. Our proof is based on
the use of modulated self-similar variables that are used to enforce a number of constraints on the blow
up profile, necessary to establish global existence and asymptotic stability in self-similar variables.
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1 Introduction

A fundamental problem in the analysis of nonlinear partial differential equations concerns the finite-time
breakdown of smooth solutions and the nature of the singularity that creates this breakdown. In the context
of gas dynamics and the compressible Euler equations which model those dynamics, the classical singularity
is a shock. When the initial disturbance to a constant state is sufficiently strong, created for example by
explosions, supersonic projectiles, or a kingfisher shot out of a cannon, violent pressure changes lead to a
progressive self-steepening of the wave, which ends in a shock.

Our main goal is to give a detailed characterization of this shock formation process leading to the first
singularity, for the isentropic compressible Euler equations in three space dimensions. Specifically, we shall
give a precise description of the initial data from which smooth solutions to the Euler equations evolve,
steepen, and form a stable generic shock in finite time, in which the gradient of velocity and gradient of
density become infinite at a single point, while the velocity, density, and vorticity remain bounded. In the
process, we shall provide the exact blow up time, blow up location, and regularity of the three-dimensional
generic blow up profile. Away from this single blow up point, the solution remains smooth.

Let us now introduce the mathematical description. The three-dimensional isentropic compressible
Euler equations are written as

Oi(pu) + divg(pu @ u) + Vip(p) =0, (1.1a)
o + divg(pu) =0, (1.1b)
where x = (x1,X2,x3) € R? and t € R are the space and time coordinates, respectively. The unknowns are

the velocity vector field u : R? x R — R3, the strictly positive density scalar field p : R3 x R — R, and
the pressure p : R? x R — R, which is defined by the ideal gas law

p(p)=%p",  v>1.

The sound speed c(p) = +/%/ap is then given by ¢ = p® where o = 77_1 The Euler equations (1.1) are
a system of conservation laws: (1.1a) is the conservation of momentum and (1.1b) is conservation of mass.
Defining the scaled sound speed by o = é p%, (1.1) can be equivalently written as the system

o+ (u- Vy)u + acVio =0, (1.2a)
00 + (u-Vyx)o +aocdivyu =0. (1.2b)

We let w = curly u denote the vorticity vector and we shall refer to the vector { = % as the specific vorticity,
which satisfies the vector transport equation

at<+(u'vx)g_(C‘vx)u:0- (1.3)

Our proof of shock formation relies upon a transformation of the problem from the original space-time
variables (X, t) to modulated self-similar space-time coordinates (y, s), and on a change of unknowns from
(u, o) to a set of geometric Riemann-like variables (W, Z, A) in the self-similar coordinates. The singularity
model is characterized by the behavior near y = 0 of the stable, stationary solution W = W (y1,y2,y3)
(described in Section 2.7 and shown in Figure 1) of the 3D self-similar Burgers equation

— W+ By1 + W) 0y, W + $y20,, W + 3y30,, W = 0. (1.4)

For a fixed T, the vector v = (v, v2,v3) given by

vl(XbXQaX?)at):(T_t)%W 1 3 x2 19 13 1 , V2 =0, 1)350,
(T—t)2 (T'—1t)z (T —1)2
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is the solution of the 3D Burgers equation in original variables, dyv + (v - Vx)v = 0, forming a shock at a
single point at time t = 7". An explicit computation shows that the Hessian matrix 0y, VZW|y:0 is strictly
positive definite. This property ensures that the blow up profile W is generic in the sense described by
Christodoulou in equation (15.2) of [6]. This genericity condition, in turn, provides stability of the shock
profile for solutions to the FEuler equations as we will explain in detail below.

A precise description of shock formation necessitates explicitly defin- A
ing the set of initial data which lead to a finite-time singularity, or shock. '
Additionally, from the initial datum alone, one has to be able to infer
the following properties of the solution at the first shock: (a) the geom-
etry of the shock set, i.e., to classify whether the first singularity occurs
along either a point, multiple points, a line, or along a surface; (b) the
precise regularity of the solution at the blow up time; (c) the explicitly
computable space-time location of the first singularity; (d) the stability
of the shock. For the last condition (d), by stability, we mean that for
any small_, smooth, and ge_neric (meaning outside of any symmetry class) Figure 1: The stable generic shock
perturbation of the given initial data, the Euler dynamics yields a smooth  profile (shown in 2D).
solution which self-steepens and shocks in finite time with the same shock
set geometry, with a shock location that is a small perturbation, and with the same shock regularity; that is,
properties (a)—(c) are stable.

As an example, the solution W shown in Figure 1 is stable: the shock occurs at a single point, and any
small generic perturbation of W (as we will prove) also develops a shock at only a single point, and with
the same properties as those satisfied by WW. On the other hand, a simple plane wave solution of the Euler
equations that travels along the x; axis and is constant in (X2, x3) produces a finite-time shock along an
entire plane, but a small perturbation of this simple plane wave solution can produce a very different shock
geometry (any of the sets from condition (a) are possible). Our main result can be roughly stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Rough statement of the main theorem). For an open set of smooth initial data without vac-
uum, with nontrivial vorticity, and with a maximally negative gradient of size O(1/e), for e > 0 sufficiently
small, there exist smooth solutions of the 3D Euler equations (1.1) which form a shock singularity within
time O(¢). The first singularity occurs at a single point in space, whose location can be explicitly computed,
along with the precise time at which it occurs. The blow up profile is shown to be a cusp with C /s regularity,
and the singularity is given by an asymptotically self-similar shock profile which is stable with respect to the
HF(R?) topology for k > 18.

A precise statement of the main result will be given below as Theorem 3.1

1.1 Prior results on shock formation for the Euler equations

In one space dimension, the isentropic Euler equations are an example of a 2 x 2 system of conservation
laws, which can be written in terms of the Riemann invariants z = u — ¢/a and w = u + ¢/a introduced in
[28]; the functions z and w are constant along the characteristics of the two wave speeds A\; = u — ¢ and
X2 = u + c. Using Riemann invariants, Lax [20] proved that finite-time shocks can form from smooth data
for general 2 x 2 genuinely nonlinear hyperbolic systems. The proof showed that the derivative of w must
become infinite in finite time, but the nature of the proof did not permit for any classification of the type of
shock that forms. Generalizations and improvements of Lax’s result were obtained by John [17], Liu [21],
and Majda [23], for the 1D Euler equations. Again, these proofs showed that either a slope becomes infinite
in finite time or that (equivalently) the distance between nearby characteristics approaches zero, but we note
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that a precise description of the shock was not given. See the book of Dafermos [12] for a more extensive
bibliography of 1D results.

For the 3D Euler equations, Sideris [29] formulated a proof by contradiction (based on virial identities)
that C'* regular solutions to (1.1) have a finite lifespan; in particular, he showed that O(exp(1/¢)) is an
upper bound for the lifespan (of 3D flows) for data of size €. The proof, however, did not reveal the type of
singularity that develops, but rather, that some finite-time breakdown of smooth solutions must occur.

The first proof of shock formation for the compressible Euler equations in the multi-dimensional setting
was given by Christodoulou [6] for relativistic fluids and with the restriction of irrotational flow, and later
by Christodoulou-Miao [9] for non-relativistic, irrotational flow.! This geometric method uses an eikonal
function (see also [8], [18]), whose level sets correspond to characteristic surfaces; it is shown that in finite
time, the distance between nearby characteristics tends to zero. For irrotational flows, the isentropic Euler
equations can be written as a scalar second-order quasilinear wave equation. The first results on shock
formation for 2D quasilinear wave equations which do not satisfy Klainerman’s null condition [19] were
established by Alinhac [1, 2], wherein a detailed description of the blow up was provided. The first proof
of shock formation for fluid flows with vorticity was given by Luk-Speck [22], for the 2D isentropic Euler
equations. Their proof uses Christodoulou’s geometric framework and develops new methods to study the
vorticity transport. In [6, 9, 22], solutions are constructed which are small perturbations of simple plane
waves. It is shown that there exists at least one point in spacetime where a shock must form, and a bound
is given for this blow up time; however, since the construction of the shock solution is a perturbation of
a simple plane wave, there are numerous possibilities for the type of singularity that actually forms. In
particular, their method of proof does not distinguish between these different scenarios. To be precise, a
simple plane wave solution of the 2D isentropic Euler equations that travels along the x; axis and is constant
in X9 produces a finite-time shock along a line, but a small perturbation of this simple plane wave solution
can produce a very different singular set, with blow up occurring on different spatial sets such as one point,
multiple points, or a line.

In our earlier work [3], we considered solutions to the 2D isentropic Euler equations with O(1) vorticity
and with azimuthal symmetry. Using modulated self-similar variables, we provided the first construction of
shock solutions that completely classify the shock profile: the shock is an asymptotically self-similar, stable,
a generic 1D blow up profile, with explicitly computable blow up time and location, and with a precise
description of the C''/* Holder regularity of the shock. Azimuthal symmetry allowed us to use transport-type
L* bounds which simplified the technical nature of the estimates, but the proof already contained some of
the fundamental ideas required to study the full 3D Euler equations with no symmetry assumptions.

1.2 The variables used in the analysis and strategy of the proof

We now introduce the variables used in the analysis of shock formation. For convenience we first rescale
time t — ¢, as described in (2.1). Associated to certain modulation functions (described in Section 1.3 be-
low), are a succession of transformations for both the independent variables and the dependent variables. In
order to dynamically align the blow up direction with the e; direction, a time-dependent rotation and trans-
lation are made in (2.5) which maps x to Z, with u, o, and ¢ transformed to %, &, and E via (2.6) and (2.8).
Fundamental to the analysis of stable shock formation, we make a further coordinate transformation = — x
given by (2.15); this mapping modifies the Z; variable by a function f (¥, %3,t) = ¢, (t)¥, 2, which is
quadratic in space and dynamically modulated by ¢, (t). The parameterized surface (f(Z2,Z3,t), 22, 23)
can be viewed as describing the steepening shock front near z = 0, and provides a time-dependent or-
thonormal basis along the surface, given by the vectors the unit normal vector N(Z,¢) and the two unit

"For the restricted shock development problem, in which the Euler solution is continued past the time of first singularity but
vorticity production is neglected, see the discussion in Section 1.6 of [7].
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tangent vectors T2(&, ), and T3(&,t) defined in (2.14) and (2.13). Together with the coordinate transfor-
mation Z — z, the functions u, o, and E are transformed to u, o, and C using (2.16) and (2.20). Moreover,
the Riemann variables w = 4 - N + ¢ and z = @ - N — &, as well as the tangential components of velocity
a, = u - 1Y are introduced in (2.22).

Finally, we map (z,t) to the modulated self-similar coordinates (y, s) using the transformation (2.25).
The variables u, ¢, and C are mapped to their self-similar counterparts U, .S, and €2 via (2.32a), (2.32b), and
(2.35), while w, z, and a,, are mapped to the self-similar variables e 3W + K, Z,and A, in (2.26).

As a consequence of this sequence of coordinate and variable changes, the Euler equations in the original
variables (1.2) for the unknowns (u(x,t), o(x, t)) become the self-similar evolution (2.34) for the unknowns
(U(y, s),S(y, s)). Of crucial importance for our analysis is the evolution of the self-similar Riemann type
variables (W (y,s), Z(y,s), A(y, s)) in (2.28), which encode the full Euler dynamics in view of (2.33).
The key insight to our analysis is that the self-similar Lagrangian trajectories associated to the W equation
escape exponentially fast towards spatial infinity if their starting label is at a fixed (small) distance away
from the blowup location y = 0, whereas the Lagrangian trajectories for Z and A escape towards infinity
independently of their starting label, spending at most an O(1) time near y = 0. This exponential escape
towards infinity is what allows us to transfer information about spatial decay of various derivatives of W into
integrable temporal decay for several damping and forcing terms, when viewed in Lagrangian coordinates.
As opposed to our earlier work [3], these pointwise estimates for (W, Z, A) do not close by themselves,
as there is a loss of a V derivatives when the equations are analyzed in L. This difficulty is overcome
by using the energy structure of the 3D compressible Euler system, which translates into a favorable H*
estimate for the self-similar variables (U, S), for k sufficiently large (e.g. & > 18 is sufficient).

Coupled to the (W, Z, A) evolution we have a nonlinear system of 10 ODEs which describe the evolution
of our 10 dynamic modulation variables k, 7, no,ns, &1, &2, €3, @22, P23, P33, Whose role is to dynamically
enforce constraints for W, VIV and V2W aty = 0, cf. (5.1).

For all s < oo, or equivalently, ¢ < T, the above described transformations are explicitly invertible.
Therefore, our main result, Theorem 3.1, is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.4, which establishes the
global-in-self-similar-time stability of the solution (W, Z, A), in a suitable topology near the blowup profile
(W,0,0), along with the stability of the 10 ODEs for the modulation parameters. In turn, this is achieved
by a standard bootstrap argument: fix an initial datum with certain quantitative properties; then postulate
that these properties worsen by a factor of at most K, for some sufficiently large constant K; to conclude
the proof, we a-posteriori show that in fact the solutions’ quantitative properties worsen by a factor of at
most K /2. Invoking local well-posedness of smooth solutions [23] and continuity-in-time, we then close
the bootstrap argument, yielding global-in-time solutions bounded by K /2.

The global existence of solutions (W, Z, A) in self-similar variables, together with the stability of the
W, leads to a precise description of the blow up of a certain directional derivative of w. For the dynamic
modulations functions mentioned above, the function 7(¢) converges to the blow up time T}, the vector &(t)
converges to the blow up location &, and the normal vector N(¢, -) converges to N, as t — T. Moreover,
we will show that

(N(t, &(1), &5(1)) - V) w(E(t), 1) = €30, W(0,8) = —=t— — —0 as t— Ty. (1.5)

Thus, it is only the directional derivative of w in the N direction that blows up as t — T, while the tangen-
tial directional derivatives (T2 (¢, &2(t), &3(1)) - Vi)w(&(t), t) and (T3(¢, £2(¢), &5(2)) - Vi)w(£(¢), ) remain
uniformly bounded as ¢ — T. Additionally, we prove that the directional derivative N(¢, &2(t), £3(t)) - Vi
of z and a remain uniformly bounded as ¢ — T. Thus, (1.5) shows that the wave profile steepens along the
N direction, leading to a single point shock at the space time location (&, T%).



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

1.3 Modulation variables and the geometry of shock formation

The symmetries of the 3D Euler equations lead to dynamical instabilities in the space-time vicinity of the
shock, which are amplified when considering self-similar variables [14]. Our analysis relies crucially on the
size of this invariance group. We recall that the 3D Euler equations are invariant under the 10 dimensional
Lie group of Galilean transformations consisting of rotations, translations, and rigid motions of spacetime,
as well as the 2 dimensional group of rescaling symmetries. Explicitly, given a time shift ty € R, a space
shift xo € R3, a velocity shift (Galilean boost) vy € R?, a rotation matrix R € SO(3), a hyperbolic scaling
parameter A € R, a temporal scaling parameter ;. € R, and a solution (u, o) of the 3D compressible Euler
system (1.2), where as before o = (1/a)p®, the pair of functions

1 R(X—XU —t’U()) t—1ty
new (X, :*RT s
Unew (X, 1) . u( 3 Y + v

1 <R(x—xo — tvg) t—t0>

new(X,t) = — )
Onew (X, 1) ua 3 v

also solve the 3D Euler system (1.2), and hence, these transformations define the 12 dimensional group of
symmetries of the 3D Euler equations. For simplicity we sacrifice 5 of these 12 of these degrees of freedom:
we fix a temporal rescaling since we choose to prove that an initial slope of size (negative) 1/c causes a
blowup in time ¢ + O(g?) (just as for the 1D Burgers equation); we discard the degree of freedom provided
by hyperbolic scaling since it is not necessary for our analysis to fix the determinant of 0, V;W to be
constant in time; we also only utilize two of the three degrees of freedom in the rotation matrix R € SO(3)
since we choose a particular basis for the plane orthogonal to the shock direction; lastly, we discard two
Galilean boosts as we do not need to modulate A, (0, s) to be constant in time. This leaves us with a 7
dimensional group of symmetries which we use at the precise shock location. Additionally, since in self-
similar coordinates our blow up is modeled by the shear flow in the x; direction, using a quadratic-in-2
shift function, we are also able to modulate translational instabilities away from the shock in the directions
orthogonal to the shock.

A fundamental aspect of our analysis is to show that there is a correspondence between the instabilities
of the Euler solution and the symmetries discussed above. Thus, in order to develop a theory of stable
shock formation, it is of paramount importance to be able to modulate away these instabilities. This idea
was successfully used in [24-26] in the context of the Schrodinger equation, and in [27] for the nonlinear
heat equation. We also note here recent applications of modulated self-similar blowup techniques in fluid
dynamics: [10, 11, 13] for the Prandtl equations and [5, 15, 16] for the incompressible 3D Euler equation
with axisymmetry.

In the aforementioned works, the role of the modulation variables is to enforce certain orthogonality con-
ditions which prohibit the self-similar dynamics from evolving toward the unstable directions of a suitably
defined weighted energy space. Rather than enforcing orthogonality conditions, we shall instead employ
a generalization of the idea that we previously introduced in [3] in the setting of the 2D Euler equations
with azimuthal symmetry, in which the modulation functions are used to dynamically enforce pointwise
constraints at precisely the blow up location for a Riemann-type function W. For the 2D Euler equations
with azimuthal symmetry, we required only three modulation functions to enforce constraints on W and its
first two derivatives. In the 3D case considered herein, for which no symmetry assumptions are imposed, the
7 remaining invariances of 3D Euler correspond to 7 modulation functions x, 7 € R, £ € R3, 71 € R?, whose
role is to enforce 7 pointwise constraints for a 3D Riemann-type function W (y, s) and its first-order and
second-order partial derivatives at y = 0. We describe the one-to-one correspondence between symmetries
and pointwise constraints at y = 0 as follows:

* The amplitude of the Riemann variable W is modulated via the unknown «(t) by a Galilean boost of the
type (k(t),0,0), whose role is to enforce the constraint W (0, s) = 0.
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The time-shift invariance of the equations is modulated via the unknown 7(t), which allows us to pre-
cisely compute the time at which the shock occurs. This modulation function enforces the constraint
51W(0, S) =—1.

The invariance of the equations under the remaining two dimensional orthogonal rotation symmetry group
is modulated via the modulation vector 72(t) = (na(t), n3(t)), allowing us to precisely compute the direc-
tion of the shock and its orthogonal plane. This modulation vector enforces the constraint VyW(O, s) =0.

The space-shift invariance of the equations is modulated via the vector £(¢), thereby allowing us to pre-
cisely compute the location of the shock. Dynamically, the modulation vector £ enforces the constraint
81VWy(O, S) = 0.

The remaining 3 modulation functions ¢92(t), ¢23(t), ¢33(t) € R which correspond to (z2, z3)-dependent
spatial shifts, are used to enforce the constraint VjW(O, s) = 0. Geometrically, these 3 functions modulate
the second fundamental form of the shock profile in the directions orthogonal to the shock direction.

1.4 Outline

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows:

In Section 2, we describe the changes of variables which transform the Euler system from its original
form (1.1) to its modulated self-similar version in Riemann-type variables (2.28). Certain tedious aspects
of this derivation are postponed to Appendix A.2. Herein, we also introduce the self-similar Lagrangian
flows used for the remainder of the paper, we define the self-similar blow up profile W and collect its
principal properties, and we record the evolution equations for higher-order derivatives of the (W, Z, A)
variables.

In Section 3, we state the assumptions on the initial datum in the original space-time variables and then
state (in full detail) the main result of our paper, Theorem 3.1. We emphasize that the set of assumptions
on the initial datum stated here is not the most general. Instead, in Theorem 3.2, we show that the
set of allowable initial data can be taken from an open neighborhood in the H'® topology near that
datum described in Theorem 3.1. In this section, we also state the self-similar version of our main result,
Theorem 3.4.

In Section 4, we state the pointwise self-similar bootstrap assumptions which imply Theorem 3.4, as
discussed above. Note that these bootstraps are strictly worse than the initial datum assumptions discussed
in Section 3. We also state a few consequences of our bootstrap assumptions, chief among which is the
global in time H* energy estimate of Proposition 4.3, whose proof is postponed to Section 12.

In Section 5, we show how the dynamic constraints of W, VW and V2W at (0, s) translate precisely into
a system of 10 coupled nonlinear ODEs for the time-dependent modulation parameters k, 7,7y, £, Qups
given by polynomials and rational functions with coefficients obtained from the derivatives of the func-
tions (W, Z, A) evaluated at y = 0, cf. (5.30) and (5.31).

In Section 6, we improve the bootstrap assumptions (4.1a) and (4.1b) for our dynamic modulation vari-
ables. The analysis in this section crucially uses the explicit formulas derived earlier in Section 5.

In Section 7, we collect a number of technical estimates to be used later in the proof. These include bounds
for the y; velocity components (g, gz, gu) defined in (2.29), the y, velocity components (hy, hz, hy)
given by (2.30), the (W, Z, A) forcing terms from (2.31), and also the forcing terms arising in the evolu-
tionof W =W —W.

In Section 8, we close the bootstrap on the spatial support of our solutions, cf. (4.4). Additionally, prove
a number of Lagrangian estimates which are fundamental to our analysis in L* or weighted L* spaces
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for the (W, Z, A) system. We single out Lemma 8.2 which proves that trajectories of the (transport
velocity of the) W evolution, which start a small distance away from the origin, escape exponentially fast
towards infinity. Additionally, Lemma 8.3 proves that the flows of the transport velocities in the Z and U
equations, are swept towards infinity independently of their starting point, and spend very little time near
y=0.

* In Section 9, we establish pointwise estimates on the self-similar specific vorticity ( and the scaled sound
speed S. The bounds on C rely on the structure of the equations satisfied by the geometric components
C-N,¢-T2 and ¢ - T3,

* In Section 10, we improve the bootstrap assumptions for Z and A stated in (4.11) and (4.12). The most
delicate argument required is for the bound of 1 A; we note in Lemma 10.1 that this vector may be
computed from the specific vorticity vector, the sound speed, and quantities which were already bounded
in view of our bootstrap assumptions.

* In Section 11, we improve on the bootstrap assumptions for W and W, cf. (4.6) and (4.7a)—(4.9). This
analysis takes advantage of the forcing estimates established in Section 7 and the Lagrangian trajectory
estimates of Section 8.

* In Section 12, we give the proof of the H* energy estimate stated earlier in Proposition 4.3. As opposed to
the analysis which precedes this section and which relied on pointwise estimates for the (W, Z, A) system,
for the energetic arguments presented here, it is convenient to work directly with the self-similar velocity
variable U and the scaled sound speed S, whose evolution is given by (2.38) and whose derivatives
satisfy (12.3). It is here that the good energy structure of the Euler system is fundamental. In our proof,
we use a weighted Sobolev norm to account for binomial coefficients, and appeal to some interpolation
inequalities collected in Appendix A.3.

* In Section 13, we use the above established bootstrap estimates to conclude the proofs of Theorem 3.4,
and as a consequence of Theorem 3.1. Herein, we provide the definition of the blow up time and location,
establish the Holder 1/3 regularity of the solution at the first singular time, and show that the vorticity
is nontrivial at the shock. Moreover, we establish convergence to an asymptotic profile, proving that
limg o0 W (y,s) = W _4(y) for all fixed y, where W 4 denotes a stable stationary solution of the self-
similar 3D Burgers equation. The ten-dimensional family of such solutions, parameterized by a symmetric
3-tensor A, is constructed in Proposition A.1 of Appendix A.1. Additionally, we give a detailed proof of
the statement that the set of initial conditions for which Theorem 3.1 holds contains an open neighborhood
in the H'® topology, as claimed in Theorem 3.2.

2 Self-similar shock formation

Prior to stating the main theorem (cf. Theorem 3.1 below), we describe how starting from the 3D Euler
equations (1.1) for the unknowns (u, p), which are functions of the spatial variable x € R3 and of the time
variable t € I — R, we arrive at the equations for the modulated self-similar Riemann variables (W, Z, A,)),
which are functions of y € R3 and s € [~ loge, o0). This change of variables is performed in the following
three subsections, with some of the computational details provided in Appendix A.2.

2.1 A time-dependent coordinate system

In this section we switch coordinates, from the original space variable x to a new space variable T, which is
obtained from a rigid body rotation and a translation. It is convenient for our subsequent analysis to perform
and a-dependent rescaling of time, by letting

t— o=t (2.1)
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Throughout the rest of the paper we abuse notation and denote the time variable defined in (2.1) still by ¢.
In order to align our coordinate system with the orientation of the developing shock, we introduce a time
dependent unit normal vector’

n=n(t) = (ni(t), na(t), n3(t)) = (na(t), (1)),

with [72)* = |ng|® + [n3|* « 1, s0 that ny = /1 —n2 —n2 = 4/1 — [|2 is close to 1. Associated with
these parameters we introduce the skew-symmetric matrix R whose first row is the vector (0, —ng, —n3),
first column is (0, n2, n3), and has 0 entries otherwise. In terms of R we define the rotation matrix

1—e1-n(t) () 2.2)

R=R(#t)=1d + R
(t) + (t)+’elxn(t)|2

whose purpose is to rotate the unit vector e; onto the vector n(¢). Since R € SO(3), we have that the
vectors {R(t)e1, R(t)ez, R(t)es} form a time dependent orthonormal basis for R3, and for convenience we
sometimes write &; = Re; for i € {1,2, 3}. Geometrically, the vectors {€2, €3} span the plane orthogonal to
the shock direction n, and we will for ease of notation denote n = €.

It is convenient at this stage to record the formula for the time derivative of R(¢). One may verify that

R(t) = na(t) R (t) + i () RP)(¢) (2.3)

where the matrices R(?) and R are defined explicitly in (A.14) and (A.15). For compactness of notation
it is convenient to define the skew-symmetric matrix () = RT R, written out in components as

Qij = RiiRij = iaRY) Ry + 3R Riyy = 12QS7 + 3 QLY 2.4)

where the skew-symmetric matrices Q® and Q®) are stated explicitly in (A.16) and (A.17), respectively.
In addition to the vector 72(t), which determines the rotation matrix R(t), we also define a time dependent
shift vector

§=&(t) = (&u(t),&2(1),&3(1)) = (&1(1),&(2)) -

The point £(t) € R3 dynamically tracks the location of the developing shock.
In terms of R(t) and £(¢) we introduce the new position variable

¥ =R'(t)(x — £(1)) 2.5)
and the rotated velocity and rescaled sound speed as
(%, t) = RT(tu(x,t),  &(F.t) = o(x,1). (2.6)

From (2.5) and (2.6), after a short computation detailed in Appendix A.2.1 below, we obtain that the Euler
equations (A.18) are written as

L0y — Qi+ (04 ) - V3 )T + aVa& = 0 (2.7a)
Lo+ ((5 ) vg)(} + adival = 0 (2.7b)

where _ .
?(F,t) = QF — RT¢,

“Frequently we will use the notation 7 to denote the last two coordinates of a vector n = (n1,n2,n3), i.e. 7 = (nz2,n3).
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the matrix Q is given by (2.4), and the matrix R(t) and vector §(t) are yet to be determined.
Similarly, defining the rotated specific vorticity vector ¢ by

(@, t) = RT(t)¢(x, 1), (2.8)

we have that E is a solution of
Begl - QC+ (@ +1) Vx)¢ - (C- V3 )a—o. 2.9)
Deriving (2.9) from (1.3) fundamentally uses that Q is skew-symmetric.

Remark 2.1 (Notation). It will be convenient to denote the last two components of a three-component
vector v simply as ©. For instance, the gradient operator may be written as V = (01, 82, d3) = (01, V) and
the velocity vector as @ = (%1, 2, U3) = (%1, ). Moreover, for a 3 x 3 matrix R, we will denote by R
the matrix whose first column is set to 0. We will also use the Einstein summation convention, in which
repeated Latin indices are summed from 1 to 3, and repeated Greek indices are summed from 2 to 3. We
shall denote a partial derivative 0z, F' by F\; and 0z, will be denoted simply by F,,. We note that the -,;

derivative notation shall always denote a derivative with respect to .

2.2 Coordinates adapted to the shock

We shall next introduce one further coordinate transformation that will allow us to modulate é—dependent
shifts, and simultaneously parameterize the steepening shock front by a quadratic profile. Specifically, co-
ordinates  will be transformed to new coordinates x, so that with respect to x, the local parabolic geometry
near the steepening shock is flattened. The new coordinate satisfies & = z.

In order to understand the geometry of the shock, we define a time-dependent parameterized surface
over the Zo-T3 plane by

(f(%%%?nt)a%?a%fi) (2.10)
where the function f: R? x [-5,T%) — R? is a spatially quadratic modulation function defined as
F@1) = 30 (DT, T, . @.11)

The coefficients ¢, (t) are symmetric with respect to the indices  and -y, and their time evolution plays a
crucial role in our proof. A derivative with respect to t is denoted as as

F@ 1) = Lo, (0)7,7, . (2.12)
Associated to the parameterized surface (2.10), we define the unit-length tangent vectors

2_ f7 (f? )2 _f7 f7 3_ fu _f7 f? (f7 )2
™= ( J2’1_ﬁ’J(J7<2H)3> ’ = (TS’ J(J~2H)3 - J(Jil)) g 2.13)

and the unit-length normal vector
N :J_l(lv_f727_fa3)7 (2.14)

where )
J= (1+‘f)2|2+‘f73|2)§‘

It is easy to verify that (N, T2, T?) form an orthonormal basis and that N x T2 = T2 and N x T3 = -T2
With respect to the parameterized quadratic surface (f(Z), Z), the second fundamental form is given by the

10
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2-tensor J~ !¢, (t), and hence the modulation functions ¢, (t) are dynamically measuring the curvature of
the steepening shock front.

Using the function f(Z2,Ts,t) we now introduce a new transformation that we call the sheep shear
transform. The new space coordinate x is defined as

x1 =1 — f(Z2,73,1), To = To, x3 = T3, (2.15)

so that the surface defined in (2.10) is now flattened. Note that we are only modifying the Z; coordinate,
and since N, J, T are independent of Z1, these functions are not affected by the sheep shear transform. We
write f(&,t) instead of f(Z,t) and the similar notation overload is used for N, J, and T.

In terms of this new space variable x, the velocity field and the rescaled sound speed are redefined as

(7,t) = U(xy + f(x2,23,1), 72, 23,1), (2.16a)
(%, t) 5‘(1’1 + f(1‘2,1‘3,t),$2,1‘3,t) . (2.16b)

u(x,t)

Il
Q.
Il

o(x,t)

Before stating the equations obeyed by  and &, which involve many «-dependent parameters, for the sake
of brevity, we introduce the notation

Bl = Bl(a) = 1_‘_%7 52 = BQ(Q) = %a ﬁ?) = B3(a) = 1_?.%5 (217)

where §; = [;(«) are fixed parameters of our problem. Note that for « > 0 (i.e. 7 > 1) we have

0< 1,582,603 <1
With the notation introduced in (2.16) and (2.1), the system (2.7) may be written as

Orit — 261Qit + 261 (— g + Jo- N+ Jia- N)ari + 261 (v, + 0,)0, + 2636 (NS + 676,6) = 0,
(2.18a)

00 + 251(—% + Ju-N+Ja-N)o1o + 261 (vy + 1y)0,6 + 2630 (01 - NI+ d,u,) =0,  (2.18b)
where in analogy to (2.16) we have denoted
v(z,t) =0(2,t) =0(x1 + f(xg,x3,1), 22, 23,1) . (2.19)

In particular, note that v;(z,t) = Qﬂ(:cl + f(&,t) + Qivzy — Rjiéj. Similarly, we define the sheared
version of the rotated specific vorticity vector by

((a,t) = (&, t) = ((x1 + flaa,m3,1), 22,73, 1), (2.20)

so that the equation (2.9) becomes

0:C —26:QC + 251(—% + Ju - N+ Ji - NYOLC + 281 (vy + 1,)0,C — 2B1IN - (v — 2816,0,0 = 0.
(2.21)

2.3 Riemann variables adapted to the shock geometry

The Euler system (2.18) has a surprising geometric structure which is discovered by introducing Riemann-
type variables. For this purpose, we switch from the unknowns (1, ) to the Riemann variables (w, z, a)
defined by

w=u-N+7, z=u-N—og, a, =u-TY (2.22)

11
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so that
a-N=3w+z), o=3w-2). (2.23)
The Euler sytem (2.18) can be written in terms of the new variables (w, z, az, a3) as

orw + <261(—ﬁ +Jv-N) + Jw + Bng) Aw + (2ﬁlvu + wN,, — B22N,, + 261aVTZ) Opw
= —2B36 T, 0uan + 2810, TYN; + 281Qi5a, TYN; + 251 (v + 4 - NNy, + a, T%) ay T/ N;
—2B30(a, T}, , +u-NNy,), (2.24a)
Otz + (251(—ﬁ +Ju-N) + B2Jw + Jz) 012 + (2B1vy + PowNy + 2Ny + 2610, T,) Oz
= 2836 T4 0uan + 2810, TYN; + 281Qi5a, TYN; + 281 (v + i - NNy, + a, T4) ay TIN;
+2836(a, T, + 1NNy ,), (2.24b)
Oray, + (261(—2—21 +Jv-N) + S1Jw + ,81Jz> ora, + 251 (’UM + %(w + 2)N, + aVTZ) Opy
— —2856T40,6 + 281 (i - NN; + a, T)) TV + 28, Qs ((a NN + aWT].> TV
+ B1 (v + @ NNy +2a,T)) (@ - NN; + a, T7) TY . (2.24¢)
At this stage we comment on the temporal transformation (2.1): its purpose is to ensure that the coefficient
of wdyw in (2.24a), when evaluated at & = 0, is equal to 1, in analogy to the 1D Burgers equation.
2.4 Modulated self-similar variables

In order to study the formation of shocks in the Riemann-form of the Euler equations (2.24), we introduce
the following (modulated) self-similar variables:

s =s(t) = —log(r(t) — t), (2.25a)
3! 3s
v =yi(en,t) = ———5 =ze?, (2.25b)
(7(t) —t)2
yj = yj(z;,t) = Ll = zje3 for j€{2,3}. (2.25¢)
(r(t) — 1)z

Note the different scaling of the first component y; versus the vector of the second and third components 7.
We have the following useful identities:

_ . 3 3(1—7 E s
T—t=¢€¢", % =(1—17)e*, Op,y1 = €2°, Oy = %yles, Oz, Yv = €20y, Opyy = 17Ty,,e$.

2.5 [Euler equations in modulated self-similar variables

Using the self-similar variables ¢ and s, we rewrite the functions w, z and a, defined in (2.22) as

w(z,t) = e 2W(y, s) + k(t), (2.26a)
z(z,t) = Z(y, s), (2.26b)
ay(z,t) = Ay(y,s), (2.26¢)

where £(t) is a modulation function whose dynamics shall be given below. We also change the function v
defined in (2.19) to self-similar coordinates by letting v(x,t) = V(y, s), so that

. 7373 _ 75 . .
Vi(y,s) = Qa (6 2y + e s¢uuyuyu) +e 2Qiyy — Rji; (2.27)

12
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Next, we derive the system of equations obeyed by W, Z, and A. We introduce the notation

Br = Br (t) = 1%7(,5) .
With the self-similar change of coordinates (2.25)—(2.26), the Euler system (2.24) becomes

(s — W + (9w + 3y1) AW + (Bfy + Ly,) 0.W = Fiy — e 25,k (2.28a)
0sZ + (g7 + 3y1) 1 Z + (Ry + 3yu) 0uZ = Fy (2.28b)
OsAy + (gu + 3u1) 1Ay + (RY; + Ly,) 0,40 = Fay (2.28¢)
where we have introduced the notation
gw = BrIW + Bre2 (—f + (K + BoZ + 2B,V - N)) = B IW + Gw (2.29a)
97 = BoBrIW + Bre3 (—f‘ + 3 (Boki + Z + 281V - N)) — BB IW + G (2.29b)
gu = BBIW + Bred (—f 4+ J(Bik+ BiZ + 28,V -N)) = BBIW + G (2.29¢)
for the terms in the y; transport terms,
iy = Bre *NW + Bre™2 (281V, + Npuk — BoNLZ + 281 A, T7) (2.30a)
hly = BrBae N W + Bre™2 (281V,, + BoNuk + Ny Z + 281 A, T7) (2.30b)
hy = BBre N W + Bre 2 (281V,, + BiNyuk + BiINLZ + 261 A, T) (2.30c)

for the terms in the ¢ transport terms, and the forcing terms are written as
Fyy = =283, ST} 0, A, + 2B18re 2 A TYN; + 281 Bre 2 Qi AL TYN;
+2B18re72 (Vy + NJU N+ A, TY) A TING, — 2B3B-e2S (A, T, + U -NN,,,) (2.31a)
Fz = 2BsBre 2 ST}0, Ay + 281 Bre *A, TYN; + 281 B¢ * Qi A, TYN;
+2B1B8r¢ % (Vi + NLU - N+ A TH) Ay TINg , + 2838r¢°S (A, T4, + U -NN, ) (2.31b)
Fay = =283 28T50,8 + 2B18r¢* (U - NN; + A, T)) TY + 281 8¢ Qi (U - NN; + A, T)TY
+2B1B8r¢ % (Vu + U NN, + A T)) (U -NN; + A, T)) TY,. (2.31c)

Here and throughout the paper we are using the notation ¢, = 0z, ¢, and J,p = Jy,¢.
In (2.31) we have also used the self-similar variants of 7 and ¢ defined by

'&(CL’, t) = U(ya S) ) (232&)
o(z,t) = S(y,s), (2.32b)

so that
U'NZ%(K-FE_%W-FZ) and S=%(/€+e_%W—Z>, (2.33)

From (2.18), (2.25), (2.32a), (2.32b) we deduce that (U, S) are solutions of
0sU; — 2818 *QiUj + (gu + 3y1)0y, Us + (R4 + 24,)0,Us
+ 28, 83JN;e2 8015 + 28,8367 e 250,5 =0, (2.34a)
0sS + (gu + 3y1)01S + (W4 + 14),S + 2B, 832 801U - NJ + 2B, 83¢7250,U,, = 0. (2.34b)

Finally, we defined the self-similar variant of the specific vorticity via

°

C(x,t) = Qy, s). (2.35)

13
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2.6 Transport velocities, vorticity components, and Lagrangian flows

Upon writing the 3D transport velocities in (2.28) as the vector fields

Viw = (9w + Su1, hiy + 3u2, hiy + us) (2.362)
Vz = (92 + Sy1, 1% + Sz, b + Sys) (2.36b)
Vu = (gu + 31, hir + Sy, by + 3u3) (2.36¢)

the system (2.28) may be written as

OsW — AW + Vw - V)W = Fyy,
057+ (Vg -V)Z = Fy,
a5141/ + (VU ’ V)Al/ = FAV7

where the gradient is taken with respect to the y variable. The system (2.34) takes the form
0sUs + (Vy - V)Us + 25,535 (JNieg(?ylS n 5"”6—%&%5) = 2B, B1eQu;U; (2.38a)
0.5 + (Vy - V)8 + 28,555 (e%ale NJ o+ e*%ayyUy) ~0. (2.38b)

Having defined the transport velocities, we now define associated Lagrangian flows by

asq)W(yv 3) = VW(q)W(ya S)? 8) ) aSq)Z(y? 5) = VZ(q)Z(ya 5)7 S) ) 33@U(y, S) = VU(@U(Z/, 8), S) , (2.39a)
Dy (y,50) =y, ®z(y,5) =y, Pu(y,s0) =y. (2.39b)

for so = —loge. With ® denoting either &, ., or &, we shall denote trajectories emanating from a
point yg at time sg by

DY (s) = ®(yo, s) with D(yo, So) = Yo - (2.40)

2.7 The globally self-similar solution of 3D Burgers
We recall (cf. [4]) that

1 1
1\ 3 1\ 3
Y1 1y} Y1 1 y?\2
4% =|-=+(=+2 —|=+({=+2 2.41
1a(y1) <2+<27+4> 5 Tl t7) , (2.41)

is the stable globally self-similar solution of the 1D Burgers equation. We define

1 1

B(y) = s =
L+ 1+y3+ 93

= B(y27y3) .

Then, as done in two dimensions by Collot, Ghoul, and Masmoudi [11], we have that

— 1 1 3 _
W(y) = ———Wwa(B(y)2y1) = ————Wia(B(y2,y3)2y1) = W(y1,92,93) (2.42)
B2 () B2 (y2,3)

is an example of a stable self-similar solution to 3D Burgers equation

(NI

D=

—IW+ By + W) oW + y,0,W =0, (2.43)

with an explicit representation given by (2.42). As will be explained in Section 13.4, in order to establish
the asymptotic profile for W (y, s), a solution to (2.28a), we shall construct the ten-dimensional family of
stable self-similar solutions to 3D Burgers of which (2.42) is one example.

14
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2.7.1 Properties of W

We will make use of the fact that the Hessian matrix of 0; W at the origin y = 0 is given by

o 6 0 0
Vo w(0)=10 2 0 (2.44)
0 0 2
and that the bounds o o
~1<HW <0, 0<|VIV|<E,
hold. We introduce the weight function
n(y) =1+yf+19°, (2.45)

which has the property that 77% (and its derivatives) accurately captures the asymptotic growth rate of W
(and its derivatives) as |y| — oo. For the ¢; W estimate the Taylor series at the origin has to be analyzed
more carefully, and for this function we use the modified weight function

Ay) =1+yi+ 19>+ 19°. (2.46)

With this notation, we note that the function W satisfies the weighted L* estimates

75 W e < L W50 W] o < 1, VW] < 3. 30V < 3, 0oV

W, . <32 247

2.7.2  Genericity condition
In view of (2.44), the matrix V20, W (0) is positive definite and satisfies the genericity condition
V20, W (0) > 0. (2.48)

The condition (2.48) is equivalent to the non-degeneracy condition (15.2) described by Christodoulou in [6],
and so W is an example of a generic shock profile. In particular, Proposition 12 of Collot-Ghoul-Masmoudi
[11] proves that the linear operator obtained by linearizing the self-similar 2D Burgers equation about the
2D version of W is spectrally stable.

2.8 Evolution of higher order derivatives

2.8.1 Higher-order derivatives for the (W, Z, A)-system

We now record, for later usage, the equations obeyed by 07 applied to W, Z and A, when |y| > 1. For a
multi-index v € N3, we write v = (71,%) = (71,72,73). Then, for |y| > 1, applying 07 to (2.28), we arrive
at the differentiated system

(as 4 3nEaTl 4 g (1 4y 1, 50) J&1W) OW + (V- V)W = F (2.492)
(00 + DB 4 B W) 372+ (V2 V) 2 = FYY (2.490)
(as + Sutpag 616771J81W> DA, + (Vy-V)aTA, = FQ) (2.49¢)

where the forcing terms are given by

Ry =aFy - Y ('V) (av—ﬂc;walaﬁw + m—ﬂhg‘vauaﬁw)

0<B<y

15
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Bl D (7) DIUW)NW — Brlpse D) <7> P IW) "W

1<|8|<|y|-2 |B]=|~-1
B<y B<y,Bi=m
(2.50)
for the 0YW evolution, and by
F) =k~ ) <7> (70G2010°2 + 10,072
Z 4 ZU1 70u
0<B<y
— BoBrlpze ) <7> W00 Z — BaBr D <W> P (IW)a10°Z
0<|Bl<(vl-2 8l=[v]-1
By B<y,fi=m
(2.51a)
FO = aFy - <7> (77Gua107A4, + R 0,0°A, )
0<B<y
- Blﬁ‘rl|'y|>2 Z <’Y> aw_B(JW)alaﬂAu — B1Br Z (7) a,Y_IB(va)alaﬁAz/
0<|BI<vl-2 18]=]v|-1
By B<v,B1=m1
(2.51b)

for the 07Z and 07 A, evolutions. In (2.49) we have extracted only the leading order damping terms on
the left side of the equations. Indeed, note that the forcing terms defined above contain terms which are
proportional to 07 (W, Z, A). However, because the factors in front of these terms decay exponentially in s,
we have included them in the force.

2.8.2 Higher-order derivatives for %

Additionally, it is useful to consider the evolution of
W(y.s) = W(y,s) - W(y) (2:52)

and its derivatives. For the case of no derivatives, we have

OIW + (B IOW — HW + (Vy - V)W
= Fw — e 284+ (B, — )W — Gu)a W — b0, W =: Fyy . (2.53)

For |y| > 1, applying 0" to (2.53), we obtain that the function W obeys
(0, + 2058t 4 8,3 (AW + W) ) W + (Vi - V) W = B (2.54)

)

where the forcing terms ﬁé; are given by

B =oFy - (7> (m*ﬁc;walaﬁﬁf + PR 6,08 + BB (J@1W)aﬁw’7)

0<B<y
Bl D <7> AW W Y (7> BUW)PTW . (2.55)
1<[B|</7| -2 18171 -1
By B<y,.B1=m1
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3 Main results

3.1 Data in physical variables

We set the initial time to be tg = —e, which corresponds to ty = _1%@ and we first define the initial
conditions for the modulation variables. We define

I
S¢
—
|
Q)
N~—
I
o
pSH
o

Koi=K(—), To:i=7(—)=0, &:=&-)=0, fio: = d(~2), G
ko>1, |¢o| <e. 3.2)

We note that xq is a given parameter of the problem, while ¢y will be chosen suitably in terms of the initial
datum via (3.24). Next, we define the initial value for the function f as

fo(i) = %QSOUuXVXM?

and according to (2.13) and (2.14), we define the orthonormal basis (N, T%, Tg) by

_ 1
No =Jo (1, —foo, —fos),  where  Jo = (1+ [fo,|*+ |fo,.l*)2, (3.32)
) fo, (fo,5)2  —fo,y fo, 3 [ fos —fo,fo, (fo,3)2
To= <T02 1= 500 JO(J§+S> »and - Tp= (Tf’ ToGort) 1~ JO(J03+1>) - (33b)

As a consequence of (3.2) and (3.3), we see that
INo—e1] <e, |Tg—e,<e. (3.4)
From (3.1), (2.5), and (2.15), we have that at { = —¢, the sheared variable x is given by
x1=x1 — fo(X), w2 =2X2, x3=X3. (3.5)

The remaining initial conditions are for the velocity field and the density (which yields the rescaled
sound speed):
up(x) :=u(x,—¢), po(x):=p(x,—¢e), op:= %0.
According to (2.16) and (2.22) (see also (A.20)) we introduce the initial datum for our Riemann-type vari-
ables in both the x and the x variables:

wWo(x) = up(x) - No(X) + o9(x) =: wo(x), (3.6a)
Zo(x) := uo(x) - No(X) — o0(x) =: z0(z) , (3.6b)
Gy (x) 1= up(x) - T"(X) =: agu(z) . (3.6¢)

It is more convenient (and equivalent in view of (3.6)) to state the initial datum assumptions in terms of the
functions (o, 2o, ao ), instead of the standard variables ug and oy.

First, we assume that the support of the initial data (W — ko, 20, do ), defined in (3.6), is contained in the
set xg, given by

1.1 . 1
xo = { x| < et x| <28} 37

This condition is equivalent to requiring that ug - Ng — %, o0 — %, and ug - T are compactly sup-

ported in xg. In view of the coordinate transformation (3.5) and the bound (3.2), the functions of x de-

. . o 1 , 1
fined in (3.6), namely (wy, 20, ag), have spatial support contained in the set {|:1:1| < ie? te B <eb } c
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{|:1c1\ <e?, || < es } This larger set corresponds to the set X'(0) (defined in (4.4)) under the transforma-
tion (2.25).
The function wy(x) is chosen such that

the minimum (negative) slope of Wy occurs in the e direction (3.8a)
Ox, Wo attains its global minimum at x = 0, (3.8b)
and
Vi 0Ox, Wp(0) = 0, 3.9
and moreover that
Wo(0) = ko , O, Wo(0) = =1,  Vi@o(0) = 0. (3.10)

Additionally we shall require that w satisfies a number of weighted estimates, and that it is close to a
rescaled version of W. For this purpose, we introduce the rescaled blow up profile with respect to the
coordinate x, defined by

we(x) 1= e W (a_%xl,e_%i’> , (3.11)
and we set
Wo(x) := wo(x) — We(x1 — fo(X),X) = wo(x) — We(z) = 55%(% —loge) + Ko .

.

€~ 10, the following bounds hold:

[\

3 1
We assume that for x such that f(e_ixl, €72xX)| <

1

I®o(x) — 0| < £T0 (53 e |5<|6) - (3.12a)
|05, Wo(x)| < Tt (53 T |5<|6)§ , (3.12b)
ViWo(x)| < Letz . (3.12¢)
Furthermore, for x such that |(57%X1, 57%5()| < 1, we assume the fourth-derivative estimates
|07 Ro(x)| < Les 20BNt for 5] =4, (3.13)
while at x = 0, we assume that
1600 (0)] < L' 30N —mE  for |y] = 3. (3.14)
For x € x such that ‘(8_%X1, E_%X)f = %5_% we assume that
|@o(x) — kol < (1+¢e11) (e3 +x3 4 |>z|6>é , (3.15a)
|6, @o(x)] < (1 +e12) (e?’ +x2 |5<|6)"1” , (3.15b)
Vilo(x)| < 2 + 5. (3.15¢)
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Finally, we assume that for all x € x(, the second derivatives of wy satisfy

-

|62 @o(x)| < 2 <g3 Fx |>'<|6)_g , (3.16a)
|0x, Vxo (x)| < %575 <€3 +x3+ \>'<|6>_é , (3.16b)
[Vido(x)| < % (53 +x2 + y>z|6>_é , (3.16¢)
and moreover at X = (0 we assume that
[V2wo(0)| < 1. (3.17)

For the initial conditions of Zy and @y we assume that

~ ~ < 1
Bl <e,  1aREI<T,  [Vd()| < gez,
~ _3 < 1 W
‘631z0(x)| <e 2, |0, ViZo (x)| < te7z, ’vXQZ()(X)| <3, (3.18)
and?
N - . 1 <o~
lag(x)] < e, |0x,a0(x)] <1, Vydo(x)| < 3e2, |V2ao(x)] < & (3.19)

For the initial specific vorticity, we assume that

curly ug(x)

e <1. (3.20)

L®©

Lastly, for the Sobolev norm of the initial condition we assume that for a fixed k£ with £ > 18 we have

~ 2 ~ 12 ~ 12 7_ .
Z e?| o3| . + |7 %] 2 + |07G0] 2 < 3e2 Gl (321
Iv[=k
We note cf. (3.5) that the map =z = x — (fo(X),0,0) is an O(e) perturbation of the identity map, and that
for any n > 0, by (3.2) and the support property (3.7) we have || fo| o < | fol o2 < 2. Additionally, from

the previous assumptions we have |@ol 2(xy) + 120l £2(x,) + (@0l f2(x,) < £2. Thus, by appealing to the
definition (3.6), the Faa di Bruno formula, and Sobolev interpolation, we deduce from (3.21) that

. elodunls + [a2z0] . + a7, < 37D (3.22)
IvI=k

holds, upon taking ¢ to be sufficiently small in terms of k.
At this stage it is convenient to define the coefficients ¢q,,, from (3.1). From the change of variables,
(3.5) and the fact that V fp(0) = 0, we have that

axU&meO(O) = f}XU&XMUN)o(O) + ax1w0(0>¢0Vu . (3.23)

In order that our initial data at the blow up location behaves just as the blow up profile W (in self-similar
coordinates) at the blow up point, we shall insist that V2w (0) = 0. From the identity (3.23) and using the
second equality in (3.10), we achieve this by setting

Povp = €0x, Ox, Wo(0) . (3.24)

3The bound for dx, ao in (3.19) can be replaced by a bound that depends on ko, thus permitting arbitrarily large initial vorticity
to be specified.
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Hence, the condition (3.17) automatically implies (3.2).
We note that in view of (3.6), (3.7), (3.15a), (3.18), the fact that ‘W(y)‘ < n%(y), which implies
[we ()| < (€3 + 22 + |£!6)%, and the identity 2p§ (x) = o + (@Wo(x) — ko) — Zo(x), we have that

p8(x) = ko — (1 +e11) (% + 22 + |2[%)6 — e > ko — (1 +£11)(3)5 — € > Ko — 3e6

Qv

for all x € R3; that is, upon taking ¢ to be sufficiently small in terms of kg, we have that the initial density is
strictly positive.

3.2 Statement of the main theorem in physical variables

Theorem 3.1 (Formation of shocks for Euler). Let v > 1, a = 7771 There exist a sufficiently large

ko = ko(a) > 1, and a sufficiently small ¢ = €(a, ko) € (0, 1) such that the following holds.
Assumptions on the initial data. Let uo(x) and po(x) denote the initial data for the Euler equations (1.1),

let o9 = % and wg = curly ug. The modulation functions have initial conditions given by (3.1), where ¢g
is given by (3.24). Define (No, T2, T3) by (3.3) and (@, 2o, doy) by (3.6). Assume that (Wy — ko, 20, do)
are supported in the set xq defined (3.7), and that ug € H* and py € HF for a fixed k > 18. Furthermore
suppose that the functions Wy, 2o, Go, and wy satisfy the conditions (3.2)—(3.21).

Shock formation for the 3d Euler equations. There exists a time T, = O(e?) and a unique solution
(u,p) € C([—¢,Tx); H*) n CY([—¢,Tx); H*1) to (1.1) which blows up in an asymptotically self-similar
fashion at time T, at a single point &, € R3. By letting (N(t), T?(t), T3(t)) be defined by (2.13) and (2.14),
with the new space variable T = T (t) defined by (2.5), and with (U, &) given by (2.6), where o = 2% e let

o’

w=u-N+5, Z2=u-N—-5, a,=u-T", (3.25)
as functions of (T,t). Then, the following results hold:

s The blow up time Ty = O(c?) and the blow up location &, = O(g) are explicitly computable, with T,
defined by the condition Sj_ﬂ*;(l — 7(t))dt = € and with the blow up location given by &, = lim;_,7, £(t).
The amplitude modulation function satisfies |k« — Ko| = (’)(53) where ks = limy_,7, k().

o Foreacht e [—e,Ty), we have ’N(%,t) — No(¥)| + ’T”(%,t) —Tyx)| = O(e).

* We have supye(_. 1, ([T N = 550] o0 + T T 1o + |7 = 550] oo + [wlre) S 1.

* There holds lim;_,7, N - Vzw((t),t) = —o0 and m <N - VW (- 1) poo < % ast — Tk.

* At the time of blow up, W(-,Ty) has a cusp-type singularity with C '3 Holder regularity.

» We have that only the Oy derivative of u - N and p blow up, while the other first order derivatives remain
uniformly bounded:

lim N- V(@ N)(E@),6) = lim N - V3p(E(t),£) = —o0, (3.26a)
t—Ty t—T
s [TVl 1T Vool + N Vo T Dle S G260
te 7€,T*

o Let 0, X (x,t) = u(X(x,t),t) with X (x, —¢) = x so that X (x, t) is the Lagrangian flow. Then there exists
constants c1, ¢z such that ¢y < |V X (x,t)| < o forallt € [—e, Ty).

» The density remains uniformly bounded from below and satisfies

p°6) - Sl <0 foral e [~ Ti].
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o The vorticity satisfies Hw(-, t) HLoc < C’OHw(~, _5)HL00 forallt € [—e,Ty] for a universal constant Cy, and
if |w(-, —€)| = co > 0 on the set B(0,2e°*) then at the blow up location &, there is nontrivial vorticity,
and moreover

w( Tx)| = & onthe set B(0,e).

V

We note that the support property (3.7) on the initial data as well as the conditions (3.8)—(3.10) preclude
the set of initial data satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 3.1 from containing a non-trivial open set in the
H* topology. However, using the symmetries of the Euler equations, these conditions may be relaxed in
order to prove the following:

Theorem 3.2 (Open set of initial conditions). Let F denote the set of initial data satisfying the hypothesis
of Theorem 3.1. There exists an open neighborhood of F in the H topology, denoted by F, such that for
any initial data to the Euler equations taken from F, the conclusions of Theorem 3.1 hold.

The proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 are given in Section 13. We remark that Theorem 3.1 is a direct
consequence of Theorem 3.4, stated below, which establishes the stability of the self-similar profile W under
a suitable open set of perturbations.

3.3 Data in self-similar variables

The initial datum assumptions in the x variable made in Section 3.1 imply certain properties of the initial
datum in the self-similar coordinates y. In this subsection, we provide a list of these properties.

First, we see that at the initial self-similar time, which is given as s = —loge since by (3.1) we have
To = 0, the self-similar variable y is defined by (2.25) as

X (3.27)

N

Y1 =e 2z =2 (x1 — fo(X)) and §=¢ 2i=c¢

Second, we use (2.26), (3.1), and (3.6), to define W (-, —loge), Z(-, —loge), and A, (-, —loge) as
1 ~ ~ ~
W(y,—loge) = e 2 (Wp(x) — ko) , Z(y,—loge) = Zp(x), Ay(y,—loge) = ap,(x). (3.28)

Next, from (3.2), (3.5) and the fact that (Wy — Ko, 20, ao) are supported in the set x( defined in (3.7), we
deduce that the initial data for (W, Z, A) is supported in the set X)), given by

Xo = {!yl\ <e Lyl 6‘%} : (3.29)

The factor of % present in (3.7) allows us to absorb the shift of x; by fo(X).
Next, let us consider the behavior of W at y = 0, which corresponds to x = 0. By (3.9), (3.10), (3.23),
(3.24), and (3.28) we deduce that

W(0,—loge) =0, W (0,—loge) =—1, VW(0,—loge) =0, V2W(0,—loge)=0. (3.30)

These constraints on W at y = 0 will be shown to persist throughout the self-similar Euler evolution.
At this stage, we introduce a sufficiently large parameter M = M («, ko) = 1. In terms of M and e, we
define a small length scale £ and a large length scale £ by

¢ = (log M)~ (3.31a)

1

Jp— (3.31b)

21



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

Note that M is independent of €. The region |y| < ¢ denotes a Taylor series region, where W is essentially
dominated by its series expansion at y = 0, while the annular region ¢ < |y| < £ denotes a region where
W and VW closely resemb}gW and VIW.

For the initial datum of W = W — W given, in view of (3.28), by

W (y, —loge) = W(y,—loge) — W(y) = e % (Wo(x) — ro) ,

it follows from (3.12), along with (3.2), (3.5), (3.7), and (3.27) that for |y| < £ we have

0 (y ‘W y, —loge) ] £ (3.32a)
% ‘aIW “loge) ’ et (3.32b)
‘VW y, —loge) ‘ et (3.32¢)

where we recall that n(y) = 1+ y% + ]y|6, and the partial derivatives are taken with respect to the y variable.
Similarly, we have from (3.13), the chain rule, and the fact that ¢ « 1, that for |y| < ¢,
1

‘mﬁf(y, “log e)‘ <ed  for |y =4, (3.33)

while from (3.14) we deduce that at y = 0, we have

1 4

W (0, —loge)‘ <e T for |y = 3. (3.34)

For y in the region {|y| = L} n X}, from (3.15), (3.27), and (3.28), we deduce that

15 (y) Wy, —loge)| < 1+ eTi (3.352)
N3 (y) |01 W (y, —loge)| < 1 + 12 (3.35b)
VW (y, —loge)| < 3 (3.35¢)

while for the second derivatives of W, globally for all y € Ay we obtain from (3.16), (3.27), and (3.28) that

03 (y) W (y, —loge)| <1 fory; = land |y = 2 (3.36a)

1

s (y) [V2W (y, —loge)| < 1. (3.36b)
Remark 3.3. A comment regarding the introduction of the parameter £ is in order. By (3.32) we know that
W and VW closely track W and VW for all y such that |y| < £ = 1. But the functions W and VIV
do not decay as |y| — oo (we only have the bounds (2.47) available), and thus neither do W and V. At
first sight this may seem contradictory with the fact that (3.29) imposes that W is supported in the set X'(0).
However, no contradiction ensues: we have chosen L to be a sufficiently small power of e ! exactly in order

to leave enough distance from the boundary of the set {y: |y| < L} to the boundary of the set X'(0)¢, so
that W and VW have enough room to attain their compact support.

For the initial conditions of Z and A we deduce from (3.7), (3.18), (3.19), (3.27), and (3.28) that

3
2y, —loge)| < {50 T =land =12 (3.37)
e, ify;=0and |y =0,1,2
3 . .
Ay, —loge)| < 45 Tn=Lland =0 (3.38)
e, ify;=0and |y =0,1,2
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For the initial specific vorticity in self-similar variables, we have that
190> < 1. (3.39)
Lastly, for the Sobolev norm of the initial condition, we deduce from (3.22), (3.27), and (3.28) that
aHW(-, - logE)HiIk + HZ(-, - loga)HiIk + HA(~, —loga)sz <e (3.40)

forall k > 18.

3.4 Statement of the main theorem in self-similar variables and asymptotic stability

Theorem 3.4 (Stability and shock formation in self-similar variables). Let v > 1, a = %1 Let kg =
ko(a) > 1 be sufficiently large. Consider the system of equations (2.28) for (W, Z, A). Suppose that at
initial (self-similar) time s = —loge, the initial data (Wy, Zy, Ag) = (W, Z, A)|s——10gc are supported
in the set Xy, defined in (3.29), and satisfy the conditions (3.30)—(3.40). In addition, let the modulation
functions have initial conditions which satisfy (3.1)—(3.2).

Then, there exist a sufficiently large M = M (a, ko) = 1, and a sufficiently small € = (o, ko, M) €
(0,1), and unique global-in-time solutions (W, Z, A) to (2.28); moreover, (W, Z, A) are supported in the
time-dependent cylinder X (s) defined in (4.4), (W, Z, A) € C([—loge, +0); H*)nC' ([~ loge, +o0); HF1)
for k = 18, and we have

HW(, S)H?{k + e£||z(.’ s)“qu + eSHA(-, s)”?{k <\ hemsloge 4 (1-— e_s_loga)M4k,

for a constant A = \(k) € (0,1). The Riemann function W (y, s) remains close to the generic and stable
self-similar blow up profile W, upon defining the weight function n(y) = 1+ y? + |y 6 we have that the
perturbation W = W — W satisfies

L

‘VNV(y, S)’ <etini(y),

1

O (y,s)| < 75 (y).

L

?W(y,S)’ <en,

Sorall |y| < £71 and s > —loge. Furthermore, YW (0,5) = 0 forall |y| < 2, and the bounds (4.8) and
(4.9) hold. Additionally, W (y, s) satisfies the bounds given in (4.6) and (4.16).

The limiting function W 4(y) = lims_, o W (y, s) is a well-defined blow up profile, with the following
properties:

o W4 is a C® smooth solution to the self-similar 3D Burgers equation (1.4), which satisfies the bounds
(4.6) and (4.13b).

o W 4(y) satisfies the same genericity condition as W given by (2.48).
o W 4 is uniquely determined by the 10 parameters: A, = limg_,q, 0°W (0, s) with |a| = 3.

The amplitude of the functions Z and A remains O(g) for all s = —loge, while for each |y| < k,
0"Z(-,s) »> 0and VA(-,s) — 0as s — 400, and Z and A satisfy the bounds (4.11) and (4.12).
The scaled sound speed S(y, s) in self-similar variables satisfies

HS(',S) — ’;—OHLOO <ed forall s > —loge,
and for a universal constant Cy, the specific vorticity Q(y, s) in self-similar variables satisfies
2
& 190(0) | < 1A (5), ) < Co [0 (w0)*

where ®7° is defined in (2.40).

23



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

4 Bootstrap assumptions

As discussed above, the proof of Theorem 3.4 consists of a bootstrap argument, which we make precise in
this section. For M sufficiently large, depending on xg and on «, and for ¢ sufficiently small, depending
on M, ko, and a, we postulate that the modulation functions are bounded as in (4.1), that (W, Z, A) are
supported in the set given by (4.4), that W satisfies (4.6), W obeys (4.7)—(4.9) and Z and A are bounded as
in (4.11) and (4.12) respectively. All these bounds have explicit constants in them. Our goal in subsequent
sections will be to show that the these estimates in fact hold with strictly better pre-factors, which in view
of a continuation argument yields the proof of Theorem 3.4.

4.1 Dynamic variables

For the dynamic modulation variables, we assume that

263, |g(t)] < M%, (4.1a)
223, |g(t)] < M2, (4.1b)

<M, |e(t)] < Mie,  [a(t)
<Me™,  [E@)] < M3, At

sko < K(t) < 2k0, |T(1)]
()] < M?e™2, [#(1)]
forall —e <t < Ti.

From (2.4), (A.16)—(A.17), and the bootstrap assumptions (4.1), we directly obtain that

Q)| < 2M2e2 (4.2)

for all —e < t < T,. Moreover, we note that as a direct consequence of the 7 estimate in (4.1b), we have
that

7]

- < 2Me ® < 2Me 4.3)
1—171

‘1 - BT| =
since € can be made sufficiently small, for all s > —loge.

4.2 Spatial support bootstrap

We now make the following bootstrap assumption that (W, Z, A) have support in the s-dependent cylinder
defined by

X(s) := {|y1\ < 2ezes”, 9| < 25%63} forall s > —loge. (4.4)
Recall from (2.45) and (2.46) the definition of the weight functions

~

ny)=1+yi+[9° and  F(y) =nly) + 9.

Using these, for y € X'(s), we have the estimate

(y) < 43¢’ (4.5)

W=

n(y) < 40ee3® = n

for all y € R3, which allows us to convert temporal decay to spatial decay.
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4.3 1V bootstrap

We postulate the following derivative estimates on W

((1+ 205 (y), if |y =0,
~_ 1 _1 . -
775 (%) Yyeo + 2073 (Y)1ysz, ifyi = Land |§] =0,
"Wy, s)| < § 1, ifyy =0and |§] =1, (4.6)
M5 T (y), ify, >1and |y| =2,
\Mn_%(y)a if’yl=0and |’v}/’=2

Next, we assume that the solution W (y, s) remains close to the self-similar profile W (y) in the topology
defined by the following bounds. For this purpose, it is convenient to state bootstrap assumptions in terms
of W, as defined in (2.52). For |y| < £, we assume that

Wy, 5)| < efni(y), (472)
W (y, )| < T 5 ), (4.7b)
)VVT/(y, 8)‘ <eis, (4.7¢)

where the parameter £ is as defined in (3.31b). Furthermore, for |y| < ¢ we assume that
’(37ﬁ7(y,5)‘ < (log M)*e10 [y|*~" + Mt yP~ 11 < 2(log M)*eto 640! forall |y <3, (4.8a)
]am’vf(y, s)‘ < 75 (log M) | forall [y| =4, (4.8b)
while at y = 0, we assume that
’(WW(O, 3)‘ <et, forall  |y| =3, (4.9)

for all s = —loge. In (4.8a) and (4.8b), the parameter £ is chosen as in (3.31a). Note that with this choice
of £, the bounds (7.25), (11.28), and (11.32) hold.

Remark 4.1. In the region |y| < £, the first three bounds stated in (4.6) follow directly from the properties
of W stated in (2.47), and those of W in (4.7). The bounds 1ior w ancll vv}/ are immediate. The estimate
for ;W is a bit more delicate and uses the explicit bound 7775 () + 12173 (y) < 7~ Y3(y/2).

Lemma 4.2 (Lower bound for Jo; W).
JouW (y,s) = —1 and J0,W (y,s) = —1 forallyeR>,s > —loge. (4.10)
Proof of Lemma 4.2. By the definition of J and the bootstrap assumption (4.1a) and (4.4), we have

21 1 _s _s —5 |~
0<d—1= 5 = 77 (Goei) + (Gue3u)?) < e gl <=

Moreover, using (2.47) for the function ¢;W and (4.6) for 9, W, we deduce that

: T ~ 1 |9/
1+0W,1+0Wt=>1-— H> —————
mln{ 1 1 } ns (2) 20(1+|g|2)

for all y € R3. The last inequality follows from an explicit computation. To conclude, we write
min{l + J@lW, 1+ J51W} = Hlin{l + 81W, 1+ 51W} — |J — 1|
lgI*
20(1 + [5]*)
thereby finishing the proof. O

—ee > =0,
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4.4 7 and A bootstrap

We postulate the following derivative estimates on Z and A:

1+]9] 3

M™2 =35, ifyy > 1and |y = 1,2
Oz <V Ly Ty e h @1
Me = e 2° |ifyy=0and |§]=0,1,2,
3
Me™ 2%, ifyy =1and |¥| =0
A < S i 4.12)
Me2 e 2° ify =0and |5 =0,1,2.

4.5 Further consequences of the bootstrap assumptions

The bootstrap bounds (4.1), (4.5), (4.6)-(4.9), (4.11), and (4.12) have a number of consequences, which we
collect here for future reference. The first is a global in time L?-based Sobolev estimate:

Proposition 4.3 (H* estimate for W, Z, and A). For integers k > 18 and for a constant A = \(k),

|z (., S)quk +|AC, 3>H§-{k <2A7Fe 4 et (1 —e e M (4.13a)
Wi, s) %, <20 Fele™ + (1 — e s )M, (4.13b)
(9| ( )

forall s = —loge.

The proof of Proposition 4.3, which will be given at the end of Section 12, relies only upon the initial
data assumption (3.40), on the support bound (4.5), on L™ estimates for 07T and 07 Z when || < 2, on
07 A pointwise bounds for |y| < 1, and on V2A bounds. That is, Proposition 4.3 follows directly from
(3.40) and the bootstrap assumptions (4.1), (4.5), (4.6), (4.11), and (4.12).

The reason we state Proposition 4.3 at this stage of the analysis is that the H* estimates and linear
interpolation yield useful information for higher order derivatives of (W, Z, A), which are needed in order
to close the bootstrap assumptions for high order derivatives. These bounds are summarized in the following

Lemma 4.4. For integers k > 18, we have that

“G-25) ify > land || = 2,3
e , Ify1=1land |y =2,
0T A(y. s)|l <1 _q_p . u (4.14)
e ( 2k_7)s7 lf |f>/’ = 374757
“Geaoe _
e , fm=land |y =3
07Z(y, )| <4 _ 1 ni= . (4.15)
e UTHT L if 7| =3.4.5,
25 _1 .
Wy, s)| < e W Fm#0and p =3 (4.16)
e?=Tn~5(y), ify1=0and |y]=3.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. First, we consider the case y; > 1 and || € {2,3}. By Lemma A.3 (applied to the
function 01 A), (4.12), and Proposition 4.3,

2|y|—2 2k—3—2|| 2|v|-2 2k—3—2]y|

12 — 3_2[v[=2
Ha’YAHLoo S HAH[;};—E) HalAHLOCQk—S S (Mle—g) 2k—5 (Me—gs) 2k—5 S M2ke—(§_ 2’1275 )s
< M*emse B-H5)s < o~ G-F5)s (4.17)
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where we have taken ¢ sufficiently small for the last inequality. Similarly, for |y| € {3,4,5} we apply
Lemma A.3 to V2A4; together, (4.12) and (4.17) provide bounds for V2 A, and hence we find that

2k—3—2|y| 2ly|-4 2k—3—2|4]

—2|y _
HaA/AHLOC < HAH 2k 7 HVQ HL 2k 7 < (M2ke—%) 2k—7 (Me—s) h—7 < M2k€f(17|2“/k‘7?)s‘

For the estimate of 077, in the case 7y; > 1 and |¥| = 3, we have that

-9 _2 2k—
2l < NZIET V21 < (e 8) T (Mem3e) BT g prthem i

3__3 3__3
< M2k52k—76_(§_2k—7)5 < e_(E_zk—7)5

where we have again absorbed M 2k using sTlf?. The second estimate for 07 Z in (4.15) for the case that
|7 € {3, 4,5} is completely analogous to the corresponding estimate for 07 A.

We next estimate |07 W| for |y| = 3. To do so, we decompose v = 7' + ~” such that |[4'| = 1 and
|7"| = 2, and further assume that 7 = min(+,2). In order to apply the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,
we rewrite

P OW = gV W = & (n“ m”w) o g W
;_\/__J
7 =11
and we set ;1 = 1/6 for the case 91 = 0 and p = 1/3 otherwise. Since |01n#| < n‘“% and ‘vn“‘ < n’“%, it
immediately follows from (4.6) that

11| < M.
Now we apply Lemma A.3 to the function @Y W, appeal to the estimate (4.6), and to the Leibniz rule to
obtain

_2
2k—7
k-2

2k—9
HEs Hn oW :k; oW s MHn“m W

Y

where we have used that & > 18 for the last inequality as is required by Proposition 4.3. We next estimate
the H*~2 norm of 7@ W. To do so, we shall use the fact that W (-, s) has support in the set X (s) defined
in (4.4). From the Leibniz rule and (A.25), we obtain

raw| s 2 DF=m2 () DT W

m=0 L2
k—2
S Dk_m_2 (77#)‘ 2(k—1) HDm&W"W‘ 2(k—1)
m=0 LE—2—m (_)(‘(3)) L m+1
k—2 m+1 1

< 3 0] ey IVWILT W,
LE=2=m (X(s)

3
I
o

Using (4.6) and Proposition 4.3, the I/ terms are bounded as

[un

-5 = 2k
VW™ Wt s M
for all m € {0,. ..,k — 2}. Moreover, applying (4.5), and using that k > 18 we have

2(k—1) < ghedrs

e
LF=m=2 (X(s))
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with the usual abuse of notation L*m-2 = L* for m = k — 2. Combining the above estimates, we obtain
the inequality

|| < M3k (5“63“5)% < 626’::57

for € sufficiently small, since p > %. From the above estimate the bound (4.16) immediately follows. O
Finally, we note that as a consequence of the definitions (2.33), the following estimates on U - N and S.

Lemma 4.5. Fory € X(s) we have

M, if [v|=0
M5 eSnTiy),  ifn > Land |y| = 1,2

N+ 8 48 T fn =0and 3] =1 (@.18)
Me™2n75(y), if 1 =0and || =2
e(féﬂki?)sn_%(y), ifv1 # 0and |y| =3
TS i (y), ify = 0and |y] =3

while for |y| < £ and |y| = 4 we have
07U -N| +[07S| < e 2.

Proof of Lemma 4.5. We consider the estimates on 07U -N. The estimates on 07 S are completely analogous.
By definition (2.33)

07U - N| < |K| 110 + €72 [OYW| + |07 Z] .

Here we used |x| < M 7. Now we simply apply (4.6), (4.8b), (4.11), Lemma 4.4 and (4.5) to conclude. [J

5 Constraints and evolution of modulation variables

5.1 Constraints

The shock is characterized by the following ten constraints on W, which we impose throughout the evolu-
tion, by suitably choosing our dynamic modulation variables

W(0,s) =0, o1W(0,s)=—-1, VW(0,s)=0, V*W(0,s)=0. (5.1)
These constraints are maintained under the evolution by suitably choosing our ten time-dependent modula-
tion parameters: na, 13,1, &2, &3, K, T, P22, P23 and @33.
5.2 Evolution of dynamic modulation variables
The ten modulation parameters at time ¢ = —¢ are defined as

r(=e) = ko,  T(=e) =&(=e) =nu(=2) =0, duu(=¢) = bop, (5.2)

where kg is as in (3.10) and ¢q is defined by (3.24). In order to determine the definition for the time
derivatives of our seven modulation parameters, we will use the explicit form of the evolution equations for
W, VW and V2W. These are ten equations, consistent with the fact that we have ten constraints in (5.2).
For convenience, we first state these evolution equations.
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5.2.1 The evolution equations for VIV and V2W

From (2.49a) we deduce that the evolution equations for VW are

(05 + 1+ BJOAW) 1W + (B IW + Gy + 2o W + (% + hie )0, oW = F™”
(05 + BrIOW) W + (B IW + Gy + )01 W + (% + 1l ),02W = Fyp ™)
(s + B-J01W) 05 W + (BIW + Gy + 21)013W + (% + htt,)0,03W = Fiyp™Y

where we have denoted

FIS[}’O’O) = 01 Fw — 0,Gw oW — 01y, 0, W
" = 03By — 0sGwar W — ahlfy 0, W
FV([?’O’I) = 03Fw — 03Gw o\ W — d3hiy, 0, W .

Applying the gradient to (5.3a), we arrive at the evolution equation for ¢, VW, given by

(05 + 3 + 38, J01W) W + (BIW + G + 3o W + (% + hli)on, W = Fip ™
(65 + % + 2,37—J§1W) 019W + (BTJW + Gw + 3%)&112W + (% + hﬁ/)alzﬂw = Fé{}’l’o)
(0 + 3 +28:J0W) 013W + (B W + Gw + 3)o113W + (% + by )ors, W = Fip™V

where

FIE;%’O’O) = ol — ouGwaW — ouhiy0,W — 20,Gw oW — 2011y, 01, W

F{St}l’o) = 012Fw — 012Gw 1 W — 012hiy 0 W — 01Gyy 012W — 01 hyy 02, W
— aQGWaIIW — th%éluw - BTaQ(JW)allw

F&}’O’l) = O13Fw — O13Gw W — Q13N 0, W — 01Gw O13W — O1hyy 03, W
— 83Gwa11W — agh/‘j[/aly,w - BT&S(JW)allW .

(5.3a)
(5.3b)
(5.30)

(5.4a)
(5.4b)
(5.4¢)

(5.5a)
(5.5b)
(5.5¢)

(5.6a)

(5.6b)

(5.6¢)

Lastly, differentiating in the V direction equations (5.5b)—(5.5¢c) we obtain the evolution equation for VW

(0 + & + B I01W) 05 W + (BIW + Gy + )01 W + (% + Bly) 0o, W = Fip ™)
(05 + L + BrJOIW) 003 W + (BAIW + G + 22)0123W + (% + hly,) o3, W = Figgl’l)
(0s + L + B, INW) 033W + (B IW + G + 21)0133W + (% + bl dsa, W = F0%?
where
F{EVO’ZO) = OnFw — 02Gw LW — O22hyy O W — 20,Gw 012W — 2021ty 02, W
= 2B:0:(JW) 01 W

Fv(g’l’l) = 03Py — O3Gw LW — Oashiy, 0, W — 03Gw 012W — Oshyy 02, W
— 023Gy O13W — Gy O3, W — B3 (JW) 012 W — Br02(JW) 015 W

F{E{?’OQ} = O33Fw — 033Gw 1 W — O33hyy 0, W — 203Gw O13W — Ohiy 05, W
—2B3,03(JW)013W .

29

(5.72)
(5.7b)
(5.7¢)

(5.8a)

(5.8b)

(5.8¢)



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

5.2.2 The functions Gy, hyy, Fyy and their derivatives, evaluated at y = 0

Throughout this section, for a function ((y, s) we denote (0, s) simply as " (s).
From (2.11)—(2.12) evaluated at £ = 0, the definition of V in (2.27), the definition of Gyy in (2.29a),
and the constraints in (5.1), we deduce that*

B%G?/V = e% (R + ,BQZO — 251Rj1§:j) (5.9a)
3-01GYy = Bre20,2° (5.9b)
3-0,GYy = B2e20,2° + 281Qu, + 281 Rjn b (5.9¢)

ﬁ—ljnG?,V = 526551120 (59d)

L01,GYy = ae 1,20 — 26167 F Qurdaw (5.9¢)

$03, Gy = €78 (=dy + Bae’ 03 2° 261G ' Rj &N ~5 Gl J0

B, Owlw = v 2€ Oy b1 (QC’yd)CV + QCVQSC’Y + ]1£j 1,711) te Br 2V ) *
(5.91)

Similarly, using (2.11)—(2.12), (2.30a) and the constraints in (5.1) we have that’
LR = 28107 (4D - Ry - (5.10)
Then, using (5.4), (5.6), and (5.9), for any v € N3 with |y| = 1 or |y| = 2 we have that

PO = 7FY + G,

Lastly, appealling to (2.11)—(2.12), (2.31a), we have the explicit expressions®

FFy = —Bs (k= 2°) 0,40, + 2617 2Qu, A, — ﬁ%h‘ﬁ}oquu

+ 3B3e7 2 (k — Z°) (1 + Z°)(¢22 + ¢33) (5.11a)
LoFy =6 (e*% + alzo) A — By (5 — 7°) 01, A% + 28175 Q1,01 A

- (ﬁ%h‘v‘l}oﬁlAg + 28175 (1A + e—%QM)Ag) b

— 1B3e”* ((1 +e201 2%k + 2% + (k — 2°)(1 — 653120)) (22 + #33) (5.11b)
0, Fyy = —Bs((k — Z2°)0,u A, — 0,2°0,A0) — 2B1e™* AL by, + 281”2 Q1,0 A

— 281 Quc ALy — Be”22°0,2° (¢a2 + ¢3) — Bae™* (k — Z2°) ALTSS,

_9Bie3 ((e—%QW + 0, A% — 175 (i + Zo)gbw)AQ/) o — 100, A0, (5.11¢)
LonFy = B (e*% + alzo) 0 A — By (k= 7°) 01, A% + 28173 Q1,00 A

- (2B16_% + B%h;;o) 1AL, —ABre3 (0140 + e~ 5 Q1) 01 A%,

— Bae72 (202" — e (1= e*(012°)°)) (22 + 33) (5.11d)
Lo, FY = —ps ((K — Z%)01, A — 01, 2°0,A% — 0,7°01, A% — (73 + alzﬁ)a,,ﬂAg)

*Here we have used the identities: N(l),l, =0, and N?W = —duv, N%W =0.
SHere we have used the identities: Ng =0, TZ’O = dyu, TZ’,S =0, Ngw =0, and T&SW =0.
%Here we have used the identities: Ng_# = —¢ao — ¢33, TZ(L =0,N} =0, N(l)’u =0, Nﬂ,u = —Puv T;:B = ¢,
,0 ,0 '
TZV N?’/L =0,T/ Ng,;w =0, N?ww =0, and N¢,uy = 0.
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— 281 O AN by + 28167 2Q1 010 AT — 2816 Qe ALy
— B3e72(012°0,2° + 2°01,2°) (¢22 + ¢33)

— Bse* ((k— Z°)01A2 — (e72 + alZO)A2> T

— 2B1e 2 ((e_%QW + OZ,Ag)&lA?/ + (6_%Qu1 + 91142)51/143 + A251VA2> Pyu

= 0000, A6+ Bre (54 200040 (€75 = 01 2°)A3) b (5.11¢)
FlfﬁwFIE)V = —2ﬂ3(8,,7(5’8HAH))0 — B3e (kK — ZO)%AQT,E’,%

— 2160, Ay — 2B1e 0 AL By — Bse 20,2°0,2° (b2 + d33)
+ 2/316_5621“&71/142 - QBle_SQCMaIJA,UﬁbC'y - QBle_SQCMa’yAgd)CV

_ 3s . .
+ 2516 2 Ag (QlC(@//ﬂbC'y + ¢u'\/¢(u + ¢V’y¢u( + TZ’BW) + QluN(l),V'y)

_ _3s
— Bse™® ((k — 2°)0,A2 — 0,Z° AY) TS, — $Bse™ 2 (s — Z°)(k + Z°)NG, .,

—2B1e” (e_%QW&vAg + e 2Quy 0, AL + 0y, AYAD + 0,450, A0 + ayAga#Ag) b

+ 251678 (8,,((U : N)AC)OQbMQf’Cu + 87((U : N)AC)O¢W¢C#) - 2B167%A?A8Tﬁ’,?ry¢m

— W0 ALy + e BT AY (SN L, + G NG L 4 N, (5.11f)

5.2.3 The equations for the constraints

The evolution equations for W, VIW and V2W at y = 0 yield the equations from which we will deduce
the definitions of our constraints 7, x, 1, £ and ¢. In this subsection, we collect these equations. Then we
untangle their coupled nature to actually define the constraints.

At this stage is it convenient to introduce the notation

Po(bi, ... balct, ... cn) and Re (b1, ..., baler, ... cp)

to denote a linear function in the parameters cy,...,c, with (bounded in s) coefficients which depend
on by, ..., b, through smooth polynomial (for Pg), respectively, rational functions (for R), and on the
derivatives of Z and A evaluated at y = 0. In particular, these bounds can depend on the constant M.
Throughout this section, we will implicitly use the bootstrap estimates (4.11) and (4.12) to establish these
uniform bounds on the coefficients, which in turn, yields local well-posedness of the coupled system of
ODE for the modulation variables.

The subscript <> denotes a label, used to distinguish the various functions Py, and R,. We note that all
of the denominators in R¢, are bounded from below by a universal constant. It is important to note that the
notation Py, and R, is never used when explicit bounds are required.

First, we evaluate the equation for W at y = 0 to obtain a definition for £. Using (2.28a) and (5.1) we
obtain that

~GYy = Fy —e 28k = i=ge? (Fy +GY) . (5.12)

Using the above introduced notation, upon recalling the definition (5.11a) we deduce that (5.12) may be
written schematically as

=Py (n,qb Q. eihi, ie%G%J . (5.13)
Once we compute hi,([), and G%V (cf. (5.22a)—(5.22b) below) we will return to the formula (5.13).
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Next, we evaluate th;: equation for ;W at y = 0 and obtain a formula for 7. From (5.3a), (5.4a), and
using that —1 + 3, = == = 7[3;, we obtain that

—(1=B)=aFy+aGy =  F=g (0Fy+aGYy). (5.14)

Using the above introduced notation, upon recalling the explicit functions (5.9b) and (5.11b) we deduce that
(5.14) may be written schematically as

F =P, (r0]eQ 4 ) (5.15)

Once we compute h’V?, and G?/V (cf. (5.22a)—(5.22b) below) we will return to (5.15).

We turn to the evolution equation for VIW at y = 0, which gives that Qlj. Note that once Qlj is known,
we can determine 7 thorough an algebraic computation; this will be done later. Evaluating (5.3b)—(5.3¢c) at
y = 0 and using (5.4b)—(5.4c) we obtain for v € {2, 3} that

FOt0 = 0% 0 = o,FY +0,GY = 0. (5.16)

By appealing to (5.9¢) and (5.11c¢), and placing the leading order term in Q on one side, we obtain

Qu = —€ 2Quu0A) + e QueAlpy + € QAo — eza 7%+ e A
+ 95 (5 = Z2°)0uu A, — 0,2°0,A0) + e 22°, Zo(dm + ¢a3) + gpe " (= 2°) AQTSS

& 1,1
n 67% <(5VA2 _ %67%(:%4‘ Zo)d)uu) >¢7M + 2616 hu,oa AO¢7M (2,3 7 ez h’y’ Ag) ¢7u.
5.17)

We schematically write (5.17) as
Qu = Po (m 6| Leihiy, ed,eQ) . (5.18)

Note that once Ql,, is known, we can determine 7o and ng by recalling from (2.4), (A.16), (A.17) that

2
1+ nang - o\ :
p ] e - [ 619
n1(1+n1) 1 + n1(1+n1) 3 13

where n; = 4/1 — n% — ng Since the vector 7 is small (see (4.1a) below), and the matrix on the left side is
an O(|n|?) perturbation of the identity matrix, we obtain from (5.19) a definition of 7, as desired.

Next, we turn to the evolution of 0; VW at y = 0. This constraint allows us to compute G and h‘lf"/o,
which in turn allows us to express f First we focus on computing G and h“ . Evaluating (5.5)aty = 0
and using (5.6), for i € {1, 2, 3} we obtain

vaémwo + h{;’,oélwWO = 611F‘9V + 8MG%/ . (5.20)
On the left side of the above identity we recognize the matrix
HO(s) := (0, V2W)0(5) (5.21)

acting on the vector with components G, h%,V’O, and h%,[’/o. We will show that the matrix H° remains very
close to the matrix diag(6,2,2), for all s > —loge, and thus it is invertible (see (6.1) below). Therefore,
Wwe can express

GV = (HO) (01 FYy + 01:GYy) (5.22a)
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W = () (0uFy + 0uGhy) (5:220)

Inspecting (5.9d)—(5.9¢) and (5.11d)—(5.11e) and inserting them into (5.22b), we initially obtain the depen-
dence

B = 3R (0 e7Q, e ) = LRI (HO) o, 01,42

Note that although hi,?, appears on both sides of the above, the dependence on the right side is paired with
a factor of e™® < ¢, and the functions ¢, are themselves expected to be < ¢ for all s > —loge (cf. (4.1a)
below). This allows us to schematically write

AR = e R, (m |e0, e*%) . (5.23)

Returning to (5.22a), inspecting (5.9d)—(5.9¢) and (5.11d)—(5.11e), and using (5.23) we also obtain the
dependence

LGl = iRy (1,0]€7°Q,e7H9) (5.24)

Upon inspecting (5.9a) and (5.10), and noting the invertibility of the matrix R in (2.2) it is clear why
(5.22a)—(5.22b) allow us to compute ;. Indeed, from (5.9a), (5.10), (5.22a)~(5.22b), and the fact that
RRT =1d we deduce that

& = Ru(RT€); = Ry, <ﬁ(n 4 52 2°) — ﬁe*%dﬁv) + Ry, (Ag . QBiﬁTe%h/;[’})) (5.25)

for j € {1, 2, 3}. Using (5.23) and (5.24), we may then schematically write

£ =Re; (,i,¢|e*SQ,e*23¢b) . (5.26)

Lastly, we record the evolution of V2W at y = 0. From this constraint we will deduce the evolution
equations for ¢;;. Evaluating (5.7) at y = 0, using the definitions (5.8), we obtain

GO 01 WO 4 1420, WO = 0, Fy + 000Gy
for v,y € {2,3}. Using (5.22a) and (5.22b) we rewrite the above identity as
O Gy = (HO) 33 (01 Fyy + 010Gy )01, WO + (H°), (01 By + 01iGYy ) Oy W — Oy . (5.27)

Note that q‘ﬁw is determined in terms of e2 5WG?,V through the first term on the right side of (5.9f)

by = — 52 (G%Vamwo + B0, WO — awFSV) + Boe®00, Z° — 2B1(Qcybcr + Qevdiy)
+ (B%eigG%/ — K — ﬁ?ZO) N(l),'yy + J?’yuﬂ%eigGO ’ (528)

and (5.22a) is used to determine G%V. In light of (5.11f), (5.24) and of (5.28), we may schematically write

QZ)’W = Rqﬁ,'yy (H, ¢ | eisQa 678(b> - QC’Y(ZSCV - QCV(bC“/ ’

which may be then combined with (5.18) and (5.23) to yield

Py = R </<57 ¢ ‘ e *Q, €_SG5> ; (5.29)

thus spelling out the dependences of d) on the other dynamic variables.
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5.2.4 Solving for the dynamic modulation parameters

The computations of the previous subsection derive implicit definitions for the time derivatives of our ten
modulation parameters, in terms of these parameters themselves and of the derivatives of Z and A at the
origin. The goal of this subsection is to show that this system of ten coupled nonlinear ODEs has a local
existence of solutions, with initial datum as given by (5.2). In Section 6 it will be then shown that the system
of ODEs for the modulation parameters is in fact solvable globally in time, for all s > —loge.

By combining (5.18) and (5.23) with (5.19), and recalling (5.29) we obtain that

¢§w =Ry (m, b, N ‘ e*‘sf@, efsd')) and n, =Ry, (H, o, N ‘ efsh, efscz'ﬁ> .

Therefore, since e™* < ¢, and the functions Py ., and P, ,, are linear in e *n and e*%ﬁ, then as long as x, ¢,
and 7 remain bounded, and ¢ is taken to be sufficiently small (in particular, for short time after ¢ = — log ¢),
we may analytically solve for qﬁ and n as rational functions (with bounded denominators) of «, ¢, and 7,
with coefficients which only depend on the derivatives of Z and A at y = 0. We write this schematically as

by = Ep (Ry b)) and 1, = Eny (K, 0, 70) (5.30)

Here the &; . (K, ¢, 1) and &, ,(k, ¢, ) are suitable smooth functions of their arguments, as described
above. With (5.30) in hand, we return to (5.13) and (5.15), which are to be combined with (5.23), and with
(5.26) to obtain that

Kk = g/{ (’{7 ¢a ﬁ) 3 T = 57‘ (’%7 ¢> ﬁ) and 5] = g{,j (’%7 gba’h) . (531)

for suitable smooth functions &, &-, and & ; of (k, ¢, ), with coefficients which depend on the derivatives
of Zand Aaty = 0.

Remark 5.1 (Local solvability). The system of ten nonlinear ODEs described in (5.30) and (5.31) are used
to determine the time evolutions of our ten dynamic modulation variables. The local in time solvability
of this system is ensured by the fact that £4 ., &n 1, Ex, €7, E j are rational functions of , ¢, no, and ng,
with coefficients that only depend on 07Z° and 07 A° with |y| < 3, and moreover that these functions
are smooth in the neighborhood of the initial values given by (5.2); hence, unique C'* solutions exist for a
sufficiently small time. We emphasize that these functions are explicit, once one traces back the identities
in Sections 5.2.2 and 5.2.3, which will play a crucial role in Section 6, when we prove the bootstrap (4.1).

6 Closure of bootstrap estimates for the dynamic variables
In this section, we close the bootstrap assumptions on our dynamic modulation parameters, meaning that we
establish (4.1a) and (4.1b) with constants that are better by at least a factor of 2.

The starting point is to obtain bounds for G(I)/V and h"j[’,o, by appealing to (5.22a)—(5.22b). The matrix H°
defined in (5.21) can be rewritten as

HO(s) = (0L V2W)0(s) = (A1 V2W)? + (8, V2IW)(s) = diag(6,2,2) + (0, VZW)(s).
From the bootstrap assumption (4.9) we have that ‘(81 VZT/TN/)O(S)‘ <eiforalls > — log €, and thus

(1) H(s)] <1 (6.1)
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for all s > —loge. Next, we estimate 61VF8V. Using (5.11d), (5.11e), the bootstrap assumptions (4.1a)—
(4.3), the bound (4.11)—(4.15), and the fact that |Tf¢’3“,| < |¢|2, after a computation we arrive at

|61VFI(/)V‘ < Mese™ + M2e2(mms)s | ‘hﬁ?} MBee3(mmms)s (6.2)

Moreover, from (5.9d), (5.9¢), (4.1a), (4.1b), the first line in (4.11), the previously established bound (6.2),
and the fact that k > 10, that

VG| + [ VY| $ e [0V 2% + Miete ¥ o7+ 22|
< Me™ 4 22|y 6.3)

The bounds (6.1) and (6.3), are then inserted into (5.22a)—(5.22b). After absorbing the 2 ‘hﬁ(/)’ term into the
left side, we obtain to estimate

1G9 (s)] + ‘h;;v,o(s)‘ < Me™s. (6.4)

The bound (6.4) plays a crucial role in the following subsections.

6.1 The 7 estimate

From (5.14), the definition of é’lG?,V in (5.9b), the definition of 81F8V in (5.11b) , the bootstrap estimates
(4.1a)—(4.3), (4.11), (4.12), and the previously established bound (6.4), we obtain that

’T| < }alG | + |81FW|
< €3]0 20 + 75 [VAY| + M [V A% + M2e3e3 [0, A0 + M2ee™ 2 |A°] + MPee™*
1 1 3 2
< Mze™ + Meze™ + Me 21755)% 4 M3ee?
< %e—s’ (65)

where we have that £ > 10, and have used a power of M to absorb the implicit constant in the first inequality
above. This improves the bootstrap bound for 7 in (4.1b) by a factor of 4. Integrating in time from —¢ to
Ty, where |T| < &, we also improve the 7 bound in (4.1a) by a factor of 2, thereby closing the 7 boostrap.

6.2 The x estimate

From (5.12)—(4.3), the bound (6.4), the definition of FSV in (5.11a), and the estimates (4.11) and (4.12), we
deduce that

|/€|<e2|G |+e2|FW|

<M L = 3.2 —= 4.2, -5 —5,2 2_2y 7 r2
< Me™2 + (ko + Me)Me2e 2 + M3c2e™2 + MAe%e™3 + e 2 (k2 + M?e?) M2
gMe*%.

Upon using a factor of M /2 to absorb the implicit constant in the above estimate, we improve the & bootstrap
bound in (4.1b) by a factor of 2. Integrating in time, we furthermore deduce that

Ik (t) — kol < M2e2 (6.6)

forall t € [—¢,Ty), since | T%x| < €. Upon taking ¢ to be sufficiently small in terms of M and kg, we improve
the x bound in (4.1a).
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6.3 The 5 estimate

In order to bound the { vector, we appeal to (5.25), to (6.4), to the |y| = 0 cases in (4.11) and (4.12), and to
the bound |R — Id | < € which follows from (2.2) and the |72| estimate in (4.1a), to deduce that

€] < w0+ 12°] + e 5G| + 42 + €3

h%ﬂgny+Me+Ah—%gnm 6.7)

upon taking ¢ to be sufficiently small in terms of M and xg. The bootstrap estimate foré in (4.1b) is then
improved by taking M sufficiently large, in terms of , while the bound on £ in (4.1a) follows by integration
in time.

6.4 The ng estimate

Using (5.28), the fact that |N(1),/u/| + |J?W| < |¢]2, the bootstrap assumptions (4.1a), (4.1b), (4.9), the bounds

(4.2), and the previously established estimate (6.4), we obtain

. 2 ; 3 3s 3s
’qﬁw S e? (MEZ@_S + ’au’)/FI?VD +e%|0,, 2% + M'e2 + (Me‘? + Ko + ‘ZOD M*e? + MSe%e™ 7 |

Using the definition of W2F‘9V in (5.11f), appealing to the bootstrap assumptions (and their consequences)

+ INT |+ [l +

from Section 4, the previously established estimate (6.4), and the fact that ‘Ti’gy 1w

0
‘NQWV

< |¢]?, it is not hard to show that

|0, Fly| < ez,
In fact, a stronger estimate holds (cf. (7.11) below), but we shall not use this fact here. Combining the above
two estimates with the Z bounds in (4.11), we derive

3s

s 1 s -3 4_3 —3s 4.2 5.2, -3
sw@km +eﬂ+M+M€H«Me2+m+w0M5+Mse2$M.
(6.8)

b

Upon taking M sufficiently large to absorb the implicit constant in the above estimate, we deduce ](b\ <
M? /4, which improves the d) bootstrap in (4.1b) by a factor of 4. Integrating in time on [—¢, T%), an interval
of length < 2¢, and using that by (3.17) and (3.24) we have |¢(— loge)| < e thus improving the ¢ bootstrap
in (4.1a) by a factor of 2.

6.5 The n estimate

First we obtain estimates on ]Qh, , by appealing to the identity (5.17). Using the bootstrap assumptions
(4.1a), (4.1b), (4.11), (4.12), the estimates (4.2) and (6.4), and the fact that ‘Tﬁ’%y < |#]2, we obtain

< M2e3¢e~5 {8,,/12‘ + Mieses ‘A0| +e3
+(M[F2A0 + [ 2°] [FA%) + Mee 5 |29 [929) + M2 | A°)
te 2 ((WAO| + M3ce™2) |A0|> M?c + M3ce™* |?AO| + M2 (Me*% + |AO|>

o

G2+ M2 | A
ZO

< Mez (6.9)
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upon taking e sufficiently small, in terms of M. Moreover, using the bootstrap assumption |7 < M eg, we
deduce that the matrix on the left side of (5.19) is within ¢ of the identity matrix, and thus so is its inverse.
We deduce from (5.19) and (6.9) that

. 1
n| < Mze2 (6.10)

upon taking M to be sufficiently large to absorb the implicit constant. The closure of the n boostrap is then
achieved by integrating in time on [—¢, T%).
7 Preliminary lemmas

We begin by recording some useful bounds that will be used repetitively throughout the section.

Lemma 7.1. Fory € X(s) and for m = 0 we have

IV f 4+ [V™(N = No)| + [V™(T" — T§)|
+ VU= D]+ |V = )| s eM2e T P S ce 5, (7.1)
’vmf] n ‘va‘ < M%7 g2 g eie 5", (72)

Moreover, we have the following estimates on 'V

(M if [v] =0
M?2e3e™ 38 if|y|=1and vy =1
|07V] < < M2c2e™3 if lv|=1land v =0 (7.3)
MAc3e—s if |7 =2and~y =0
0 else

forally € X(s).

Proof of Lemma 7.1. The estimates (7.1) follow directly from the definitions of f, N, T and J, together with
the bounds on ¢ given in (4.1a) and the inequality (4.5). Similarly, (7.2) follows by using the qb estimate
in (4.1b). To obtain the bound (7.3), we recall that V' is defined in (2.27), employ the bounds on 5 and Q
given by (4.1b) and (4.2), and the fact that |R — Id | < 1 which follows from (4.1a) and the definition of R
in (2.2). O

7.1 Transport estimates

Lemma 7.2 (Estimates for Gy, Gz, Gy, hw, hz and hyy). For e > 0 sufficiently small, and y € X (s), we
have

Me™5 + M3 |yi| e + 3 [g|, i |h| =0
107G | < { M2e3, ify1=0and || =1 (7.4)

s

Me™5, 7 = (1,0,0) or 1| = 2
eres, ifly|=0
Gy +(1— ,Bg)e%m)’ + ‘a’Y(GU + (1= Bi)ezro)| < { M2e3, ify =0and |5|=1 , (1.5
Me™3, ify=(1,0,0)or |y| =2
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e 2, if lv] =0
|0"hw| + |07hz| + |7Thy| < < e75, ify1 =0and |3 =1 . (7.6)
_1 .
e *n7s(y), ify=(1,0,0)o0r |y =2

Furthermore, for |7y| € {3,4} we have the lossy global estimates

1 \7\—1)8

7G| < e 2 a=T) (1.7)
|07hw| S e°, (7.8)
forally e X(s).

Proof of Lemma 7.2. Recalling the definition of Gy in (2.29a), and applying (4.3), (7.1), (7.3) the inequal-
ity k < M, and the fundamental theorem of calculus, we obtain that

|Gw| < Me™2 |§|* + €2 |k + BoZ + 26,V - N|
1 s M e - s
< Me2 || + 2|k + BoZ° — 2B1(RTE| + [y1] €2 |01 Z] oo + 7] €2

vz,
1 _ -
+ M2e3 (e |yi| + [31])
< Me™3 + M2 |yi| e + 5 |j]

where in the second and third inequalities, we have used (4.2), (4.5), (4.11), and (6.4). Thus we obtain (7.4)
for the case v = 0. Similarly, for the case v # 0, we have

7G| < e3 (\mf‘] + M|V + Y2 + |7V - N)y) .
s s 18]
Setee 0L, gter Y (Lo +e)e 20 (]m—ﬁz] + ]av—ﬁv\) . (19
ﬁg"% 51:0
where in the last line we invoked (7.1). Hence (7.4) is concluded by invoking (4.11) and (7.3).
Now consider the estimates on GGz and G as defined in (2.29b) and (2.29¢). We note that

((ko — k) + (1 = Brd)k + Br1Z)
(ko — &) + (1 = Brd)K) + (B2 — B1)Bre2 ) Z .

The bounds in (7.5) now follow directly from (7.4), the s bound in (4.1b), the 5, estimate (4.3), the support
estimate (4.5), the J bounds in (7.1), and the Z bootstrap assumptions (4.11).

Now consider hyy, which is defined in (2.30a). For the case v = 0, applying (4.1b), (4.3), and (7.1), we
obtain that

Gz + (1 - Ba)ezro = Gw + (1 - Ba)e
Gy +(1— ﬁl)eglﬁio =Gw + (1 —pr)e

N (SIS

lhw| < e 2 |[W| + e*%(‘f/‘ +|Z| +|A]) < ebe5 + e*%(Ma% + Me)Se 2

where in the second inequality we have also appealed to (4.5), (4.6), (4.11), and (4.12), and where we have
used the fact that |f/‘ <M £2. This last inequality is obtained using the fact that we need only bound |f/‘

Using definition (2.27), because of the bounds (4.1a) and (4.2), it remains to bound ’Rjuéj‘. Restricting
(2.29a) and (2.30a) to y = 0, and with f given by (2.11) and using (5.1), we find that

281 (R7E), = 26140, — g-e2hly?.
Hence, by (4.12) and (6.4), we see that ‘(RTf)M‘ < Mes.
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Similarly, invoking the same set of inequalities together with (7.3), for the case that v # 0, we obtain
|67h"f[,| < e PlOT(N W)+ ez (|6WV| + M |0"N,| + |07 (N, 2)| + |87(A7T3)|)

[Bl+1 s
< Z e~ 5 (56_5 67_5W‘ +€ ‘87_5Z‘ + (Lg=0 +€) ‘87_5147‘)
ﬁS’Yv 5120
_ D+t [y]+1

+ Mee™ 2 1,0+ M2e2e 2 "1, _g+ M2 21,5 . (7.10)

Finally, applying (4.5), (4.6), (4.11), (4.12) and (4.14) we obtain the estimate on hy,. The estimates on
hz and hy are completely analogous since the only difference between these functions and hyy lies in the
different combinations of /31, 32 parameters.

The estimates (7.7) and (7.8), follow as a consequence of (7.9), (7.10), (4.6), (4.11)—(4.15), and the esti-

2|y|—4 2|y|—4

1—
mate [|07W | 0 < | D*W|| 00" W]z < M?¥ which holds for |y| € {3,4} in view of Lemma A.3,
Proposition 4.3, and of (4.6). ]

7.2 Forcing estimates

Lemma 7.3 (Estimates on 0”7 Fyy, 07 Fz and 07 F4). Fory € X(s) we have the force bounds

3, if |y =0
s 14 2|y[+1 .
Bl + e3 |0 Fs £ {€ 7 VW), i > Land [y = 1.2 (7.11)
M?e=s, ify1=0and [§| =1
CRaE i if 1 = 0and 5] =2
Mzes, if |Iv[=0
OFayl < { (M2 + M2y6)e™, ifyy=0and |7 =1 . (7.12)
| U g gl
R (y), ifn = 0and |7 = 2
Moreover, we have the following higher order estimate aty = 0
‘(mﬁw)o‘ < e (2 mr)s for |y =3 (7.13)
and the bound on F~’W
1 ;
n s (y), if =0
1, 3 . .
‘ayﬁw‘ < MEé n i+2k75 (y)a if m=1land h/‘ =0 (7.14)
n 3 (y), if m=0and |y =1
1, if Il=4 and |y <t

holds for all |y| < L.

Proof of Lemma 7.3. By the definition (2.31a) we have

|07 Fi| < [07(ST40,A0)| + €72 |07 (A, TYNG)| + 72 |07 (A, TYN)]
+e72 |07 (Vi + NuU N+ AST)) A TING )|+ e 3]0 (S (AyTy .+ U NNy

|8]+1 5
< Y et(a

B<7, f1=0

o1=b (st)\ bt

m—ﬁA] te ]m—ﬂ Ve A)‘
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+e|o P (U NAY 4|0 P (A A)| +e |07 (54)| + 2|07 (sU - N)D

where we invoked (4.2), (7.1), and (7.2). Combining the above estimate with (4.12), (4.14), (7.3) and Lemma
4.5 we obtain the bounds claimed in (7.11) for 07 Fyy. Using the same set of estimates we also obtain

|07 Fy| < e 2 (7.15)
for |y| = 3, which we shall need later in order to prove (7.13), and
07 Fyy| < €6 (7.16)

for |y| = 4 and |y| < ¢, which we shall need later in order to prove the last case of (7.14). Comparing
(2.31b) and (2.31a), we note that the estimates on ¢7 Fz claimed in (7.11) are completely analogous to the
estimates ones 0" Fyy up to a factor of e 3.

Now we consider the estimates on Fy. By definition (2.31c), we have

07 Fa,| S €73 |07(STY0,S)| + e* | ((U “NN; + AJ})T;) el ((U NN, + AVT}) T;’)

e (Ve t U NN, + A7) (U NN+ A,T]) T,

_1Bl+2 s
< 3 (e

6<77 Bl:O

aV*ﬁ(S?S)’ + ‘87’ﬁ(U - N)] + \m*ﬁA]

+ D (V1N N+ e A)) (|0 @ - )| + [P ea)) )

asy—p

where we again invoked (4.2), (7.1), and (7.2). Combining the above bound with the estimates (4.12), (7.3)
and with Lemma 4.5, we obtain our claim (7.12).
By definition (2.53) and (4.1b)

‘mﬁw‘ < |0V Fiw| + M2 1o + |07((1 = B TWAT)| + M2 |0 (G 6| + |07 (b, 0,77)|

< |V Fw | + MQe_SIMZO + Me Z e“zﬂs 67_681(W2))
/3<% ﬁl=0
+ Y |fGw P + ol 0o, W)
By
-B
SRl + Mg+ Me Y o Bami-3 - )
6<’77 Bl=0
Ié; -1 8 _n_ -8l
By

where we used (4.3) and (7.1) to bound

’56(1 . w)‘ <(1-8) 85J‘ + \95(1 - J)‘ < Mee 2%,

Finally, applying (4.5), (7.4), (7.6)—(7.8), (7.11), and (7.16), we can bound all the remaining terms in (7.17)
to (lbtain (7.14). Note that in the Gy estimate (7.4) we have used that |y| < £ = g_Tlo, while in bounding
01 Fy, we have used (4.5) in order convert the temporal decay of 01 Fyy to spatial decay, as well as absorbing

.. 1
the M and gaining the extra factor of €5.
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Now let us consider the estimate (7.13). By definition (2.53) and the explicit formula for W (in particu-
lar, even derivatives of W vanish at 0 as well as VI¥) and the explicit formula for J, we obtain

‘V?’Fw ‘ \VSFW O 4+ [(V3((Brd = DWW — Gw))°| + |(V((B- = D)W = Gw))°| + |(Vhw )|
< w)°| + [(VED°| + (1= B+ |(V2Gw)°| + [(VGw)°| + [(Vhw)?|

¢

s

Seh e+ M e GRS 4 [(VGw)"| + ¢
<o Gmm=)s 4 +[(VGw)°|

l

¢

where we used (4.3), (7.1), (7.7), (7.6) and (7.15). Using the indentity (5.16), and applying (7.4) and (7.11)
we obtain
(VGw)?| £ Me™2 +|(VGw)"| < Me 2 + |(VFw)?| < Me™2.

Combining the two estimates above we obtain (7.13). ]

Corollary 7.4 (Estimates on the forcing terms). Assume that k > 18. Then, we have

(3, if |y =0
1 3
esn 2t RS (), ify = (1,0,0)
_1 .
‘FV(;)‘ < W), ifv=(2,0,0) (7.18)
M3n~3(y), ifyn="1and |3 =1
1 1
M?esn~s(y),  ify=0and 5| =1
1 1
| M3y 5757 (), ifyn = Oand [5] =2
e s, if [v[ =0
A F = tand | =1
‘Fg)‘ S I(MY + M26), ifn = land |y| =2 (7.19)
M%*%S, ify1=0and || =1
G if71 = Oand 5] =2
Mzes, if |y =0
FO) < (M3 4+ M2p8)e™s, i = 0and 3] =1 . (7.20)
)5 (), if = Oand |5] =2
Moreover, we have the following higher order estimate
EP e Gm for ]y =3 a21)
and the following estimates on NIE‘;Y)
’ﬁé‘j)‘ < etin2(y) for~y = (1,0,0) and |y| < L (7.22)
’ﬁéy‘ < et2g3(y) form = 0,15 = 1and |y| < L (7.23)
’ﬁé‘j)‘ < es +et0(log MY for |y = dand |y| < £. (7.24)
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Proof of Corollary 7.4. First we establish (7.18). Note that in this estimate || < 2, and thus by definition
(2.50) we have

B0 <0 Ew+ 3 (1 ewad W]+ [0 a0 W) £ 1 Y [0 W)t

0<B<y 18]=|vI-1
B<y,B1=m1

=:|0"Fw|+ 11 + 1.
In order to estimate Z;, we utilize (4.6), (7.4), (7.6), and for |y| < 2 obtain
Ty € My (€75 4 M2} (Lo + Lypopgimn) ) + Me™ (Lgjoppper +070)
S My (€78 425 (yjma + L))

where in the last inequality we invoked (4.5). Next, we consider the Zs term. We first note that Z, = 0 when
71 = 2. From (4.6) and (7.1), using that |y — 8| = 1, and that | 3| = |j| — 1, we have

5]
IQ < 1|"/|:2 Z ‘5155‘/‘/‘ < M%n_% .
|B1=lv|-1
BSFY?Bl:’Yl

Combining the above three estimates with (7.11) and (4.5), we obtain (7.18). Here we have used that for the

v = 1and |y| € {1,2} case of (7.11), 22|Z|j51 < &, which is where the assumption k > 18 arises from.

Similarly, for |y| < 2, from (2.51) we have

PO <l Fs+ Y ([070G20:0° 2] + [0 niy0,0° 7))

0<B<y
+ 1|V|=2|81257(JW)| + Z |57_5(JW)815BZ|
|Bl=]v|-1
Bg'yaﬁl:’)/l
_ Y
=|0"Fz| + 11 + 1‘7‘:2’61%7“%’ + 1.

First, we note that by (7.11) the available estimates for ¢ F'; are consistent with (7.19) since & > 18 and
thus —% + 3> < 0. Second, we note that for || = 2, by (4.6), (4.11) and (7.1), we have

01207 (IW)| < Mie 3¢ (Mn_%l,yl:o + Mgn_%l,yl;l + 56_%) ,

a bound which is consistent with (7.19). Next, in order to estimate Z; we utilize (4.11), (7.5), (7.6), and
(4.5), we obtain

Ty < e 2% (M2 3 + M3e31 Mesn~s
15 e e 2+ €2l551 + Me2n 6 ).

Lastly, we consider Zo. We first note that for |y| < 2, we have Zo = 0 whenever |y| = ~;. For |y| > 1,
from (4.6), (4.11) and (7.1), we have

Iy < Z ’(?1(752‘ < (1|;/|:1M% + 1|7|:2M> 67%‘9 .

|Bl=]vI-1
B<Y,81=m

Upon inspection, we note that the bounds for Z; and 7y obtained above are consistent with (7.19), thereby
concluding the proof of this bound.
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In order to prove the ]Fy)‘ estimate, we use the definition (2.51), with v; = 0 and |¥| < 2, and ignore
the subindex v to arrive at

FO| s Fal+ Y (|87*5GU6165A\ - yaV*ﬂhgauaﬂAy)
0<B<y
+ 10 AUW) + Y [P UW) 8074

[Bl=]v]-1
B<Y,81="71=0

= ]87FA\ + 77 + 1|,\/|:261A6’Y<JW) + 5.

The bounds for 07 F4 previously established in (7.20) are the same as the desired bound in (7.12). Moreover,
for |y| = 2, by (4.6), (4.12) and (7.1),

01407 (JW)| € Me™2° (Mn*% + se*%)

which is consistent with the last bound in (7.20). In order to bound Z;, we appeal to (4.12), (4.14), (7.5),
and (7.6) to deduce

Tis Misieni ¢ 1|v|:2M2€%e_(%_%)s
which is consistent with (7.20) in view of (7.1). Lastly, from the same bounds and using (4.6), we arrive at

3)5

Ty < [VOW)| (L1 [81A] + 12 [ VA]) S LpyogMe™3 4 1y pe a0

which combined with (7.1) completes the proof of (7.20).
Next, we turn to the proof of the Fé;) in (7.21)—(7.24). For |y| = 1 and |y| < L, we consider the forcing
term F’IEI;’) defined in (2.55), and estimate it as

BD| < o B | + 107wl [0 | + 167h | [VT] + |0 02| [I7] + 11510 1070w 77

If |y| = 1 = 1, utilizing (4.7a), (4.7b), (4.7¢), (7.1), (7.4), (7.6), the explicit bounds on W, and the
previously established estimate (7.14), we obtain

L

+elip

1
— — S{fﬁ’]’]_

Sl
Wi
ol

ﬁﬁ) <M€% 7%+%—|—M5‘%5_§ _%-1- %3 -s
wo|~ n n eBe °n

where in the last inequality we invoked (4.5) and the fact that |y| < £ = £~ 10, which yields M 6%772’%5 <

M E%E% < €1t for k > 18, by taking ¢ to be sufficiently small in terms of k£ and M. Similarly for
|7] = |¥| = 1, applying the same set of bounds yields

[NV

’~(7) L R T e

1 _s _1 _1 1 1 _ 1 1 1
—|—511176 (e 27 3—|—77 2)+51277 3(e 7]6+1>$51277 3.

1 X — . . . . .
Here we have use that ‘ n201 VW H < 1, which is a sharper estimate than what we have written earlier
[,©

in (2.47). This concludes the proof of (7.22) and of (7.23).
Consider now the estimate (7.21). Evaluating (2.55) at y = 0, applying the constraints (5.1), the identity
(5.16), and using properties of the function W at 0, we obtain for |y| = 3 that

RO < |0 B + (V6% | o0 + [Vl | [V V2|

< | B+ (0G| +

VE |+ [VaGy|) (|98 + [V °)) .
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Then apply (7.4), (7.6), (7.11), (7.13), and (4.9), we obtain

4
— 3578

N

F‘S;)’O < e 27z 4 Mem3 4 M2 4 = <e

thereby concluding the proof of (7.21).

Lastly, we consider the bound (7.24), which needs to be established only for |y| < ¢. For |y| = 4 we
consider the forcing term defined in (2.55) and bound it using (4.8a), (7.1), (7.4), (7.6), (7.7), (7.8), (7.14),
and the explicit bounds of W as

B < |oBw|+ Y (| few| @ W] + |oohiy | 0,07 | + |ov-f oy )| |71

0<pB<y
_— ‘8W*B(JW)’ ]alaﬁv“v“\ + ) IQV*B(JW)‘ ]alaﬁW]
0<|B8|<|v|—2 18]=|v-1
By B<Y,B1=m1

sMeb+ Y (F[VOW+|PW)) Y @l W]+ Y |ad W
0<B<y 0<[B[<|v[-2 |Bl=|v|-1
By B<y.Bi=m1

where we used W = W + W to bound the terms on the second line of the first inequality, and the exponent

bound % — % < % for k > 18 for the Gy term. Finally, using (4.8a), and (4.8b), we obtain

‘EEJ)‘ < Met + Meb + (log M)*ew 4 + 1|,7‘¢05T10(10gM)|7|_1 < e8 + 10 (log M)TL
where we have used that by the definition of ¢ in (3.31a) we have
¢ < (log M)™5. (7.25)

This concludes the proof of the corollary. O

8 Bounds on Lagrangian trajectories

8.1 Upper bound on the support
We now close the bootstrap assumption (4.4) on the size of the support.

Lemma 8.1 (Estimates on the support). Let ® denote either ®}., ®%° or ®Y. For any yy € Xy defined in
(3.29), we have that

3
e2® (8.1a)
e2 . (8.1b)

forall s = —loge.

Proof of Lemma 8.1. We begin by considering the case that & = @%, and write ® = (®1, ®). Note that by
the definitions of (2.36) and (2.39),

(™25 (s)) = e 2B W + Gyw) 0 @, (8.22)
(7250, (s)) = e 2hly 0 B, (8.2b)
O(—loge) = yo. (8.2¢)
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Applying the estimates (4.3), (4.6), (7.1) and (7.4), we have that

1BAW| + |G| S 05 (y) + Me™3 + M3 |y1| e + €5 ]

Nlw

_s 1 s 1
+ Me 2 +¢c3e2 +c2e

o=
Wl

<e

<e?, (8.3)

(&

N|w

where in the penultimate inequality we have invoked (4.5), and for the last inequality and have taken e
sufficiently small to absorb the implicit constant. Thus, integrating (8.2a) and using the initial condition
(8.2¢) and the bound (8.3), we find that

S

_3 3 _

e QSq)l(s)—sszl‘ <J e ¥ds <e.
—loge

Therefore, for yg € Ay and for ¢ taken sufficiently small,

D=

)

e 2" |®1(s)| < 3e

so that (8.1a) is proved.
Similarly, using (8.2b) and (7.6), we conclude that

S

S /
< f e 7 ’hW o @(s’)’ ds' < f e~ ds' < e,
—loge

—loge

(s) — e

(N1

e~

and hence for yg € A} and for ¢ taken sufficiently small,

S
e 2

o=

P(s)| <

NI

€o,

which establishes (8.1b).
The estimates for the cases ® = ®%°, ®Y° are completely analogous, once the estimate (7.4) is replaced
by the estimate (7.5) in the argument above. O

8.2 Lower bound for ¢,,

Lemma 8.2. Let yo € R3 be such that |yo| = (. Let so = —loge. Then, the trajectory ®} moves away
from the origin at an exponential rate, and we have the lower bound

s—s(

|23 (s)] = |yole s (8.4)
forall s = sq.
Proof of Lemma 8.2. First, we claim that
y-Vw(y) =1 ly?, for ly| > £. (8.5)

From the bootstrap |0;W| < 1, the explicit formula for W which yields W (0, ) = 0, the fundamental
theorem of calculus, and the bound (4.7c) we obtain

L

W) < W (,9) = WO.9)] +|[W(0.9)] < || +=75 |3

for all y such that |y| < L. Together with Lemma 7.2, in which we use an extra factor of M to absorb the
implicit constant in the < symbol, and (4.3), the above estimate implies that

Yy Vw =y (B:W+Gw + 3y1,ho + 2y2, hg + Sy3)
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1 1. 10
24 Lyl — (1 +2M2%) g1 | (jya| + e75 |9]) — [n] M2(e7 + e |y | + &5 [g]) — M2e3 |

>
2
>

(S @

|y

for all ¢ < |y| < L, upon taking ¢ sufficiently small, depending on M and ¢. Similarly, directly from the
first bound in (4.6) we have that

W ()] < (1+e2)m5(y) < (1+2)?|y]

forall |y| > L = 710, and thus

1 1 1
-V =3+ Ly — (1+200%) [yr| (1 +e20)? |y| — Me3 [y|? — MPe3 |y
> Liy[2 — L(1 4+ 2M2%)2(1 + em0) y|? — M3e? [y|> — M3eaL™" |y[?
> Ly?

forall [y| > L = 10 such that y € X(s), by taking ¢ to be sufficiently small.
We now let y = @Y (s) and use the fact that d;®¥(s) = Vi o @4 (s), so that (8.5) implies that

s el > Fewl
which upon integration from sg to s yields (8.4). O

8.3 Lower bounds for ¢,, ®,, and ¢,
We now establish important lower-bounds for %’ (s) or @7’ (s) = ®¥(s).
Lemma 8.3. Let ®(s) denote either % (s) or @ (s). If

3
"0 T max(Br. ) 5.0

then for any yg € Xy defined in (3.29), there exists an s, = — log e such that

|®1(s)] = mln(e2 e e%) . (8.7)
In particular, we have the following inequality:
o0
[ erasfmpar<c. L8
—loge

for0 < o1 <lRand 201 < o9, where the constant C depends only on the choice of o1 and 0.
Proof of Lemma 8.3. We first show that if ®(s) = ®%°(s) or ®}°(s), we have the inequality

d s s

d—q)l( s) < —2e2 if ®y(s) <e? forany se[—loge,0). (8.9)
s

If we set (j, G) = (2,Gz) for the case ®(s) = D (s), and (j, G) = (1, Gy) for the case ®(s) = P’ (s),

then by definition we have that

d
%él =%<I>1~I—5jﬂTJWo<I>+GO<I>.
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Since (1, B2 < 1, by taking ¢ sufficiently small, by (4.3) and (7.1), we have that |3;5,J] < 1for j = 1,2;
therefore, applying (4.6) and (7.5), if ®;(s) < e3 then
d S S S
d—q)l < Sez + 277%(@) — (1 — Bj)koe2 + c3ed
s
; :

where in the last inequality, we have used (4.5) and taken ¢ is sufficiently small. Since 1 — 3; > 0 for
7 = 1,2, then using the lower bound on k¢ given by (8.6), the inequality (8.9) holds.
To prove (8.7), we consider the following two scenarios for yq:

1. Either ®(s) > e2 forall s € [—loge, ©), or yo, < 0.

2. There exists a smallest 5o € [—log e, c0) such that 0 < ®(sg) < e2 and yg, > 0.

We first consider Case 1. If ®(s) > e2 for all s € [—loge, o), then we trivially obtain (8.7). Otherwise,
if ®1(—loge) < 0, then as a consequence of (8.9), we have that

s 1 s 1
Di(s) <yo, —€2+e 2< —e2+¢e 2
for all s € [—loge, ). Thus (8.7) holds with s, = —loge.

We next consider Case 2. As a consequence of (8.9) we have that

d s
—¢ < —e2, for all =50

I 1(s) e ora 5= S0

Thus by continuity, there exists a unique s, > so such that ®;(s,) = 0. Applying (8.9) and then by tracing
the trajectories either forwards or backwards from the time s, we find that for s € s, ©0),

@ (s)| =

Hence, (8.7) holds for s € [sg, 00). Suppose that sy # — log ¢; then, by definition, if s € [—loge, s¢], then
Di(s) = e, and hence we conclude (8.7).

In order to prove (8.8), we first note that since So—ologg e@1=F)s gg < 1, in order to prove (8.8), by
(8.7), it suffices to prove that

0 /
7= J e?1s (1 +
—loge

Applying the change of variables » = ¢, we have that

0 s —0
IzQJ 17“20.171(14-’?”—67*) 2dr
-2

g
201—1—09
> dr <1,

o0]
1 sk
gf 1(7'201 1 024—(1—1—’7’—62
e 2

where we have used Young’s inequality for the second to last inequality. The implicit constant only depends
on o1 and os. ]

s Sk
ez —e2

—on
> ds' < C.

Corollary 8.4. Let ®¥0(s) denote either ®% (s) or ®°(s). Then, for all s > —loge,

S
sup f AW/ o d¥(s)ds" < it (8.10)
Yo€Xp J—loge
S
sup f |O1W | o ®¥0(s")ds' < 1. (8.11)
Yo€Xp J—loge
Proof of Corollary 8.4. Due to the estimates in (4.7a), and (8.8) (with 01 = 0 and 09 = 2/3), we obtain
(8.10). The estimate (8.11) similarly holds with the help of the second estimate in (4.6). ]
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9 L* bounds for C and S

We now establish bounds to solutions C of the specific vorticity equation (9.2) and solutions .S to the sound

speed equation (2.38b). We set So(y) = S(y, —loge).

9.1 Sound speed

Proposition 9.1 (Bounds on the sound speed). We have that

HS('73> — %OHLOO < eF forall s = —loge.

Proof of Proposition 9.1. By (2.33), we have that

S(',S)—% = %_F%(e*%W_Z)'

By (4.1), (4.5), (4.6), and (4.11), and the triangle inequality,

|SC.8) = 5], < es

which concludes the proof.

9.2 Specific vorticity

From (2.21), we deduce that the normal and tangential components of the vorticity satisfy the system

3T + v Vi(C - T2) = Far (€ N) + Fou(C- TH)
S(C- T3 4 v - V(- T3) = Fa(C- N) + Fau(C- TH)

where

VvV = (Vl,VQ,Vg) =2ﬁ1 <—ﬁ—|—J’U'N +Jﬁ'N,’U2+ﬁQ,’U3+&3>

and

For = N-O T2+ 281Qi TiN + v (N T7) + 261N, 0, a2 — 281Ny - T,

Fag =281 T50s,a0 — 268, Tott- T2,

Foy = T2 T2 4 28:Qu T T (T2 - T2) + 281 Th0s,a0 — 261 T - T,
F31=N-0,T3 + 251QijT?Nj + v, (N .T?V) + 261N, 0y, a3 — 281N, - T?u
Faz = T2 0T + 200QuTIT; + v (T2 %) + 21T 0s, 05 — 261 Ty - T,

Fa3 =281 Ty0n,a3 — 281 Tot- T3, .

Proposition 9.2 (Bounds on specific vorticity). We have the estimate

1G] e = 190 8) [0 < 2.

Proof of Proposition 9.2. By Lemma 7.1,

[ON| + [0 TH] + [VuN| + [VaTH| < et

48

©.1D

(9.2a)
(9.2b)

(9.3a)
(9.3b)
(9.3¢)
(9.3d)
(9.3e)
(9.3f)

94

9.5)



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

The transformations (2.22), (2.26c), and (2.32a) together with the bootstrap bounds (4.12), (4.18), Lemma
7.1 and (7.3) we have that

Jitl oo < M3, (00, (- N)| oo S 1, 0r,0] e < Me?, V] o < M.
Together with (4.2), it follows that the forcing functions defined in (9.3) satisfy
| Fijll po <1 for i,je{1,2,3}. (9.6)
Now, from the definitions (2.6), (2.8), (2.16), (2.20), we have that
(a6 (2, )" C(m,t) = p(F,)C(F, 1) = B(F, t) = curlz U(F, ) = curly 4w, 1),
and
curly i - N = T50; 4 T° — T3oz,4 - T2
= T20,,0-T3 - T30, 4 T?
= T20s,a3 — Toi- T3, — Toos,a0 + Toi- T2, 9.7
from which it follows that

_ Toop,a3 —Toa-T5, = Tody,ae + Tpi-T7,

<N (a6 (2, 1)) ©8
By (2.32b) and (9.1), we have that
|6C,t) = 5, <es. 9.9)
Hence, from (3.4), (9.7) and (9.9), we have that
C-N[ses. 9.10)
We let ¢(x, t) denote the flow of v so that
orp(z,t) = v(p(z,t),t) for t>—e, and ¢(z,—c)==x,
and denote by ¢™°(t) the trajectory emanating from xy. We define
Fij=Figod™, Q= Nog™, Q=(CT)o¢™, Qs=(C T)og™,
Then, (9.2) is written as the following system of ODEs:
01Qa = F2;Qj, 0,Q3 = F3,;9,.
Hence,
%% (Q%-I-Q?»,) = FuuQvQpu + Fu19,9:1 - 9.11)

By Gronwall’s inequality on [—¢,t), with ¢t < T} < €, we deduce from (9.6) and (9.10) that there exists a
universal constant Cy > 1 such that

1Q2(t)] + [Qs(t)| < Co (|Qa2(—¢)| + [Qs(—e)|) + €
1
uniformly for all labels zq, for a constant Cy € (1,e*). Since N, T?, T3 form an orthonormal basis, the

above estimate and (9.10), together with the initial datum assumption (3.20) implies that (9.4) holds. The
self-similar specific vorticity bound follows directly from its definition in (2.35). O
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10 Closure of L™ based bootstrap for Z and A

Having established bounds on trajectories as well as on the vorticity, we now improve the bootstrap assump-
tions for 077 and 07 A stated in (4.11) and (4.12). We shall obtain estimates for 077 o ®%° and 07 A o ®}°
which are weighted by an appropriate exponential factor e**.

From (2.49b) we obtain that e#9¢07 Z is a solution of

0:(e"Z) + DS (P 1 Z) + (Vy - V) (!0 Z) = et F
where the damping function is given by
Dg%ﬂ) =+ 3’71+’2yz+'73 + BofBBryi O W .

Upon composing with the flow of V7, from Gronwall’s inequality it follows that

S
010770 88(5) < e+ |22m,~ oge)|exp (- [ DY 0w () a)
—loge

$ !
+ J ets
—loge

Similarly, from (2.49c) we have that e#*07 A is a solution of

R 0w ()

exp (- f poH oq>g°(s”)ds”) ds'.  (10.1)

0s(e"507A) + DI (P A) + (Vy - V) (et A) = et ()

where
ng“) = g+ ORI g3y JOW

and hence, again by Gronwall’s inequality, we have that

e |07 Ao @ (s)| < e [07 A(yo, —loge)| exp <—f

—loge
s
+ f ks’
—loge

For each choice of v € N 8 presentin (4.11) and (4.12), we shall require that the exponential factor y satisfies

DQ’“) o ®Y(s) ds’)

F{ o al(s)

eXp <_J DI(ZM/') o q)?[J]()(S//) dS//> dS/ ) (102)

31472+
po< SRR (10.3)

which, in turn, shows that
DM < 2By |1 W] (10.4)

For the last inequality, we have used the bound |3;J| < 2, which follows from (4.3) and (7.1). Combining
(10.3), (10.4), and (8.11), for s = s’ > —log e we obtain

exp (—f D(Z%“) o ®P(s) ds’) < exp ((u — 37”#) (s — s/)) <1. (10.5)

/

Replacing 52 with 81 in (10.4), we similarly obtain that for s > s’ > —loge,

exp <—J DG o ¥ (s') ds’> <1. (10.6)
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Then as a consequence of (10.1), (10.2), (10.3), (10.5) and (10.6), we obtain

e 072 0 @7 (s)| < e 0" Z(yo, —loge)|

§ /
+ J et?
—loge

S
<02 —loge) + [ e
—loge

Fy) o @%(s)

exp ((,u - W) (s — S/)> ds'  (10.7)

FY) o @ (s)| ds' | (10.8)

and

FO) o d¥(s)| ds' . (10.9)

S
et 107 Ao ®Y (s)] < e |07 Ay, — loge)| + J ks’
—loge

10.1 Estimates on Z

For convenience of notation, in this section we set ® = ®%°. We start with the case v = 0, for which we set
= 0. Then, the first line of (7.19) combined with (10.8) and our initial datum assumption (3.37) show that

S
1Z 0 ®(s)| < 1Z(yo, — loge)| +f e ds’ <.
—loge

This improves the bootstrap assumption (4.11) for v = 0, upon taking M to be sufficiently large to absorb
the implicit universal constant in the above inequality.

For the case v = (1,0,0), we set y = % so that (10.3) is verified, and hence from (3.37), the second
case in (7.19), and (10.8), we find that

S
29 |01Z 0 ®(s)| < e~2 |017Z (yo, — log e)] —i—f e2" ng) o P ()| ds’
—loge

s __2
< 1+f (1+|<I>1(S’)‘2) W5 g
—loge

Now, applying (8.8) with 01 = 0 and 03 = 57— for k > 18, we deduce that

2|01 Z 0 ®(s)| < 1, (10.10)

which improves the bootstrap assumption (4.11) for M taken sufficiently large.
We next consider the case that y; > 1 and |y| = 2. For such v we let u = % so that

_ 3mitre+s
2

N[ =

p =5 N <-—

We deduce from (10.7), the third case in (7.19), the initial datum assumption (3.37), and Lemma 8.3 with
o1 = % and oy = % that

1
(M2 + 2 (14 |1 (s)]°) 6) em2(5=) gy
d

loge
o s s -1
$1+M;+J eée§M2(1+|<I>1(s')|) 3 ds
—loge
13l 1.9 131
<14+ M3 L ednm? < b (10.11)
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for s > —loge and ; > 1 and |y| = 2. This improves the bootstrap stated in (4.11) by using the factor
M to absorb the implicit constant in the above inequality.

We are left to consider  for whichv; = 0 and 1 < || < 2. For |y| = |§| = 1, setting ;1 = 3 (which
satisfies (10.3)) we obtain from (10.8), the forcing bound (7.19), and the initial datum assumption (3.37)
that

s
€2

VZod(s)| < g2 IVZ(yo, —loge)| + MQJ e ds ez (10.12)
—loge

Finally, for |y| = |¥| = 2 we set u = 1. As a consequence of (7.19), (3.37), and (10.8), we obtain

3

5 |vr2 -1 |2 _ B —(2—525)s
e’ |[V?Zo®(s)| <e |V Z(yo, —loge)| + e 2T ds <1 (10.13)
—loge

for k > 18. Together, the estimates (10.10)—(10.13) improve the bootstrap bound (4.11) by taking M
sufficiently large.

10.2 Estimates on A

The goal of this section is to improve on the bootstrap bounds (4.12). The 0; A estimate is more delicate, and
is obtained by considering the vorticity equation; we postpone this estimate for the end of this subsection.
In contrast, the V™ A estimates with 0 < m < 2 are very similar to the estimates of Z, by setting & = ®¥°
and utilizing (3.38), (7.20) and (10.9) in place of (3.37), (7.19) and (10.8). We summarize these as follows:

S
|40 ®(s)| < |A(yo, — loge)| + M2 f e ds' < M2e (10.14a)
—loge
s |« . s 1 s/
ez [VAo ®(s)| < e2 IVA(yo, —loge)| + f_l . (M% + M (1+ [@1(s)]) 3) ez ds

S _1
<ob g ket +M2€;+;f 5 (HRLED) TS g < pr3eh (10.14b)
—loge

~ ~ s 35" 2 _%
e® V240 d(s)| <e ' |[VZA(yo, — loge)| +f e2k=T7 (1 + | P4 ) ds' <1 (10.14¢)
—loge

where we applied (8.8) first with o1 = % and 09 = %, and then with o1 = ﬁ and o9 = % Taking M

sufficiently large, the bounds (10.14) close the bootstrap assumption for 07 A when y; = 0.
It remains to close the bootstrap assumption on 01 A, for v = 2, 3. For this purpose we use the vorticity
estimate given in Proposition 9.2 and the following representation:

Lemma 10.1 (Relating A and 2). The following identities hold:
e 31014y = (@S)7 Q- T+ 4T2 (W + €30,7) — 5N, 0, A
— 3 (/1 +e I W + Z) (curly N) - T3 — Ag(curly T?) - T3 (10.15a)
eF 10145 = —(@8)7 Q-T2 + 4T3 (3, W + €50,2) — €3N0, 43
+1 (n e EW Z) (curly N) - T2 — Ag(curly T3) - T2. (10.15b)

Assuming for the moment that Lemma 10.1 holds, by combining Propositions 9.1 and 9.2 with estimates
(4.6), (4.11), (4.12), (4.5) and (7.1) we deduce that

: 1
e 014, S kG + (1 + a%M%) + (Ko + £t + Me) + Me. (10.16)
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The above estimate thus improves on the bootstrap assumption for 01 A,, by taking M to be sufficiently
large in terms of xg, and then ¢ sufficiently small in terms of M. The estimates (10.14) and (10.16) thus
improve the bootstrap assumptions on A, and it remains to prove Lemma 10.1.

Proof of Lemma 10.1. We note that for the velocity @ and with respect to the orthonormal basis (N, T2, T3)
we have that

curly & = (Orstt- N — Nt - T2) T? — (g2t - N — Oy - T2) T2 + (Op2tt - T3 — Opate - T?) N

Now, from the definitions (2.6), (2.8), (2.16), (2.20), (2.32b), and (2.35), we have that

(aS)"* (y,$)Q(y, s) = (ad(z, 1)) C(x,t) = p(F OC(E, 1) = B(F, t) = curly (T, 1) = curly iz, t) .
In particular,

(@S) Y (y, $)Uy, s) = curly iz, t) = curly (&(%1 — f(E, t),%g,%g,t)) . (10.17)
We only establish the formula for ¢ A3, as the one for 01 Ao is obtained identically. To this end, we write
curly o - T2 = T?&gjﬂ(x,t) N — Nz u(x,t) - T3,
By the chain-rule and the fact that N is orthogonal to T2, we have that
Oz, (@, ) T3 = 00 0TS — fo Oy T + O, 0Ty = IN - T30y, 0 + 0, 4T} = Oa, ti(x, 1) TS .

The important fact to notice here is that no x; derivatives of @ remain. Similarly,

Oz;0(,t)Nj = 0y N1 — [, 02y Ny, + Oz, Ny = IN - N0y, @i + 0, Ny, = J0z % + Oz, u(z, )N, .
Hence, it follows that

curly @ - T2

= T30, a(x,t) - N — Iy, (@ T?) — N, 0y, (w, t) - T

= T30,, (W(x,t) - N) — oy, a3 — Nyoy, (i(w,t) - T) — iz, 1) - Op, N T3 + i(z,t) - 05, TP N,

= T30, (w+ 2) — J0z,a3 — Ny a3 + (3(w+ 2)N +a,T") - (ONT? — 07sN) (10.18)
where we have used (2.23), (2.22), and (A.22). The identities (10.17) and (10.18) and the definition of the
self-similar transformation in (2.25) and (2.26) yield the desired formula for 0 As. ]

11 Closure of L™ based bootstrap for 1/

The goal of this section is to close the bootstrap assumptions which involve W, W and their derivatives,
stated in (4.6) and (4.7a2)—(4.9).

11.1 Estimates for "W (y, s) for |y| < ¢
11.1.1 The fourth derivative

We note that the damping term in (2.54) is strictly positive if |y| = 4. Indeed, for || = 4, we have that

DY i il 4 g J (W + W) = 3+ 1+ B (T + man W)
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+m— (1 +2Me) (1+ )
, (11.1)

VoWV
Wl Nojw

where we have used (4.3) and (4.10).
Using (11.1) and composing with the flow ®%(s) induced by Vi whose initial datum is given at s =
—loge as @Y (—loge) = yo, we obtain from (2.54) that

L (Woate) + (DY) ool) (oW oall) = B ooty

Appealing to (7.24), the Gronwall inequality, the damping lower bound (11.1), and our assumption (3.33)

on the initial datum, we obtain
‘57&[7 o ®Y 1

< &5 4 eTo (logM)m_1 +

YW (yo, —loge)‘ <es + ETIO(log M1 (11.2)

for all |yg| < ¢ and all s > —loge such that |®¥(s)| < £. Using a power of ¢ or the extra log M factor to
absorb the implicit constants, we have thus closed the bootstrap assumption (4.8b): indeed, by Lemma 8.2
we have that given any |y| < ¢ and s > —log €, we may write y = &} (s), for some yo with |yg| < ¢, and
that | @3 (s")| < £ forall —loge < s’ < s.

11.1.2  Estimates for 071/ with |y| < 3 and |y| < ¢

In this subsection we improve on the bootstrap assumptions (4.8a) and (4.9). First we recall that W satisfies
the constraints (5.1), and that the power series for W near y = 0 is given by

W(y) = —y1 + 45 + v1vs + 13 — 3y5 — y1ys — viys — 4055 — 4yiy3 — 2u1y5y3 + O(lyl®) . (11.3)
Based on this information, we have that
W(0,s) = VIW(0,s) = V2W(0,s) = 0. (11.4)

Consider now the bound on 07 derivatives with |y| = 3 at y = 0, with the goal of improving (4.9). Evaluat-
ing (2.54) at y = 0 yields

2(W)° = FD0 — 69, (0,07W)° — ht2(0,07W)° — (1 +71) (1 — B.) (7 W)°.
Using (4.8b), (4.9), (6.4), (7.21), and (4.3) we obtain that

05(67T/T~/)0’ <e Gmmo)s 4 M(log M)*et0e™ + Meie™ < e~ (2 m)s (11.5)

Therefore, upon integrating in time, using that W is independent of s, and appealing to our initial datum
assumption (3.34) we have that

S
\mW(o, s)] < ‘WW(O, ~log 5)) + f 16.(67W)°(s)| ds’ < et (11.6)
—loge
where we have used the bound (11.5) with k£ > 18. In summary, we have shown that
‘mﬁdaglsﬁﬁi (11.7)

for all |y| < 3, and all s = — loge. This closes the bootstrap bound (4.9).

The estimates for 0 < |y| < £ stated in (4.8a) now follow directly from (4.8b), (11.7), (11.4), and the
fundamental theorem of calculus, by integrating from y = 0.

To close the bootstrap bound (4.7a) for |y| < ¢, we note that the bound follows by setting v = 0 in
(4.8a), and using that ¢ is sufficiently small. For (4.7b), the bound in the case |y| < ¢ follows by setting
v = (1,0,0) in (4.8a), and using that M35 « 1. For (4.7¢), in the case |y| < ¢, the desired bound
holds by setting |y| = 1 in (4.8a), and using that (log M)4£38% < £T5.

54



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

11.2 A framework for weighted estimates

In order to close the bootstrap estimates (4.6) and (4.7), for |y| > ¢, we will need to employ carefully
weighted estimates. If R is the quantity we wish to estimate (either "W or 0"W), we will write the
evolution equation for R in the form

OsR+Dr R+ Vw-VR = Fr, (11.8)
where Dr denotes the damping of the R equation, and F'r is the forcing term. If we let
qg=n"R

denote the weighted version of R (we will use exponents p with |u| < %), then ¢ satisfies the evolution
equation

0sq + (DR —n MV - Vn“) g+ Vw -Vq=n'Fr (11.9)
~ ——
=:Dy =Fy

and we can expand the definition of D, as

Dy = Dr — 3+ 3un " —2un " <y1 (B IW + Gw) + 3hyyy \ZJI4> : (11.10)

_/

~~

=Dy

Note that D,, is independent of n. By Gronwall’s inequality, and composing with the trajectories @3 (s)
such that ®}(s) = yo for some sy > — log e with |yg| > ¢, we deduce from (11.9) that

S
g0 0% (5)] < la(yo)] exp (—f Dyo 2L (s) ds')
S
S ° S
+f |Fy 0 @9 (s")| exp (-J Dy o @3 (s") ds”> ds’ . (11.11)
S0 s’

We first note that the 341~ term in the definition of D, in (11.10) satisfies —3un~1 o @4 (s) < 0 whenever
p# = 0, and thus this term does not contribute to the right side of (11.11). Next, we estimate the D,
contribution to the exponential term on the right side of (11.11), as this contribution is independent of x and
is a-priori not sign-definite. Using (4.6) to bound W, (7.2) to estimate J, (4.3) to bound 5., (7.4) for Gy,
and (7.6) to estimate hy we deduce

_ 1 v o
Dyl <7t (4l 0 + 1G] + 3 |hiy| s 191"

_1 _1 _s 1 _s 1. 9 1 _ s
<4n~3 + Mn 2<Me 2+ M2 |y;|e 4¢3 |y\)+6M17 6e” 2

wlw

<5775 +e” (11.12)

for all s > —loge, upon using (4.5) and taking ¢ to be sufficiently small in terms of M.

11.2.1 Thecase ! < |yo| < L

Composing the upper bound for D, in (11.12) with a trajectory @} (s) with |yo| > £, using (8.4), and the
bound 27)(y) = 1 + |y|*, we obtain from (11.12) that

s 0 _1 /
qu D, 0 BY(s)| ds’ < J 10 (1+ 2e36=0) 4 =5 s’ < 65log } + 5 < T0log }, (11.13)
S0

S0

55



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

since sg > —loge, £ € (0,1/100], for all [u| < 5. Combining (11.11) with (11.13), we deduce that

g0 ¥ ()] < 077 |q(yo)| exp (j (3u — Dg — 3#77—1) o @%(3/)d5,>

S0

+ E_mJ |Fq o @%(s’ﬂ exp (f

s
S0 s’

(34— Dr —3un~t) o CI>€8(3”)ds”> ds'. (11.14)
To conclude our weighted estimate, we need information on the size of ¢(yp). We recall that for any s >
—loge and any ¢ < |y| < L, there exists sp € [—loge, s) and yo with £ < |yo| < £ such thaty = D3 (s).
This follows from Lemma 8.2 by following the trajectory ending at (y, s) backwards in time. We also note
that in the situation where sy > — log e, we have |yo| = £. Therefore, ¢(yo) is bounded using information
on the initial datum if sg = —loge, and appealing to bootstrap bounds which hold for all s > —loge,
and |yo| = ¢. The bound (11.14) will be applied in the following subsections for various values of y, with
|| < 1, and with R being either equal to W or w.

11.2.2 The case |yo| = L

The only difference from the previously considered case comes in the upper bound (11.13). In this case, we
have that for |yg| = L >4

! 1

+ ei%dsl < 80£*% +€% < g16 s (1115)

S 0 i
on [ pyeatp)] s < [ 10 (14 prelirw)
50

S0

for sy = —loge, and |u| < % Combining (11.11) with (11.15), we deduce that

1 s
g0 W (s)] < e [a(yo)| exp U (3w —Dr —3un~") o ‘P%’é)(S’)dS’>
S

1S ’ s

+e'° J |Fy o @0 (s")| exp (j

S0 s’

The bound on |g(yp)| will now be obtained from the the previous estimate (11.14) when sy > — log e (since
in this case |yo| = £), or from the initial datum assumption when sy = — log e (since in this case |yg| > £).

(3 — Dr —3un~t) o @%;)(s”)ds”) ds'. (11.16)

11.3 Estimate for W (y, s) for £ < |y| < £

We now close the bootstrap bound (4.7a) for ¢ < |y| < L. Welet R = V[N/', W= —%, so that the weighted

quantity q is given as q := 777%1/1’7. We use the evolution equation (2.53), so that in this case the quantity

3u — Dr — 3un~! present in (11.14) equals to —B;J01W + 4n~1, while the forcing term F equals to
nié ﬁ w-

First we estimate the contribution of the damping term. Since |G;J| < 1 + £2 holds due to (4.3) and
(7.1), and since for |yg| = ¢ we may apply to the trajectory estimate (8.4), by also appealing to the bootstrap

assumption for 01 W in (4.6), and the bound ﬁfé (y/2) < 4777%, we conclude

S S
J Br [Jo1W |0 @R (s') + 4~ 0 @ (s) ds’ < 5f 073 0 ®W(s') ds’ < 40 log 3 (11.17)
S0 S0
asin (11.13), for all s > sp = —loge. Second, we estimate the forcing term in (11.14). Using the v = 0
case in (7.14) we arrive at

ool

s S
J 08 By 0 ®%(s) ds’ < e f 05 o ®Y(s') ds’ < e log } (11.13)
S0

S0
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forall s > sg = —loge, and ¢ € (0,1/10].
Inserting the the bounds (11.17) and (11.18) into (11.14), we deduce that

‘(n—%ﬁ/) o @%(s)’ < 71075 (30) ‘V[N/(yo, 50)\ + Mes 110 ]og ¢ (11.19)

where M absorbs the implicit constant in (11.18). Using the initial data assumption (3.32a) if so = —loge,
and (4.8a) if sg > — log e, we deduce from (11.19) that

n_é(y)‘fﬂv/(y,s’ I Homax{MleE 510}+M58€ HOog =1 < 106% (11.20)

forall ¢ < |y| < Land all s > —loge. Here we have used a small power of ¢ to absorb all the £ and M
factors. The above estimate shows that (4.7a) may be improved by a factor larger than two, as desired.

11.4 Estimate for (%W(y, s)for { < |y| < L

Our goal is to close the bootstrap bound (4.7b) for ¢ < |y| < L. Welet R = 0, W, W= % so that the
weighted quantity g is given as q := 77%81 W. We use the evolution equation (2.54) with v = (1 0,0), s
that the quantity 3y — Dx in (11.14) equals to —3,;J(01W + 0, W), while the forcing term F, = 13 F(1 0 0)

As in the previous subsection (see estimate (11.17)), we have that the contributions to (11.14) due to the
damping term 3y — Dg are bounded as

S
f Br |[J(1W + 0, W)] o @Y2(s") ds’ < 80log 7 . (11.21)
50
On the other hand, the forcing term F, = n%ﬁé[} 00) is estimated using (7.22) pointwise in space as
and thus, similarly to (11.18) we obtain
S
J |Fy| 0 ®¥(s') ds' < 17 log L. (11.22)
S0

Combining (11.21) and (11.22) with (11.14), and using our initial datum assumption (3.32b) when sg =
—log ¢, respectively (4.8b) for sy > — log ¢, we deduce that
1

6 (y) ’81W(y,5)‘ <0 max{MS%E?’,sTll} + Metig150 log ¢~ < 105 12 (11.23)

forall ¢ < |y| < Land all s > —loge. Here we have used a small power of ¢ to absorb all the ¢ and M
factors. The above estimate shows that (4.7b) may be improved by a factor larger than two, as desired.

11.5 Estimate for VIV (y, s) for £ < |y| < £

The proof of the bootsrap (4.7¢) for |y| > £ is nearly identical to the one in the previous subsection, so we
only present here the necessary changes. We let R = VW and p = 0, so that ¢ = VIV. Using (2.54)
with v € {(0,1,0), (0,0,1)}, we obtain that in this case 3u — Dg = —3,;J0,W, while the forcing term is
F, = ﬁé‘;’) The integral of the damping term arising in (11.14) is bounded using (11.17) by 40log /~!. On
the other hand, the forcing term is bounded using (7.23) by 5$77_%. Therefore, as in (11.22), the integral
of the forcing term composed with the flow ®%’(s) is bounded as < e12 log ~1. Combining these two
estimates, with our assumptions on the initial datum (3.32c) and (4.8b), we arrive at
1

‘vﬂw/(y, s)’ < M9 max {M€T10€3,€T12} + Mer2g110 log ™! < T5e13 (11.24)

forall £ < |y| < £ and all s > — loge, thereby improving the bootstrap bound (4.7c).
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11.6 Estimate for "W (y, s) with |y| = 2 for |y| > ¢

Our last remaining W bootstrap bound is (4.6). Recall that W = W + W, and thus, the |7| =0and |y| =1
cases of (4.6) follow directly from the properties (2.47) of the function W, and the previously established
estimates (4.7a)—(4.7c). Thus, it remains to treat the cases for which |y| = 2, which are the third and
respectively the fifth bounds stated in (4.6).

For |v| = 2, we let R = 0"W, and we define y as

_ z for |v|=2 and v; > 1,
a z for |y] =2 and v =0.

According to these choices we define ¢ = n*0YW, and appeal to the evolution equation (2.49a), to deduce
that the quantity 3 — Dx present in (11.14) equals to

=~ (24 — 1)B W f =2and 3 > 1
3# _ D'R _ 2 ( il )BT 1 ) or |7’ and v ) (1125)
—Br IO W, for |7/ =2 and v =0.
We next consider these two cases separately.
The case y; = 0 and |§| = 2 is similar to the cases treated earlier: as in (11.17) we have
S
J Br [J01W| 0 @ (s") ds’ < 401og ¢ (11.26)
50
and similarly to (11.18), by appealing to (7.18), using that —% — ﬁ > —% for £ > 10, we have
1) Yo (oY ! I Yo ( o/ ! s 1
f neFyy’ | o @ (s')ds’ < M3 f n~ 12 0 dyp(s’) ds’ < M log ;. (11.27)
S0 S0
By inserting the bounds (11.26) and (11.27) into (11.14), we arrive at
1 S _ 1 > 5
76 (y) |V2W(y, s)| < 071095 (1) |V2W(yo, so)| + Mog~110 log%
< 07110 max {M%, 2M5%£2} 4 Mag12
for £ € (0, 1/100], where we have also appealed to our initial datum assumption (3.36b) when syp = — log ¢,
and to (4.8a) when s > —loge. Since by (3.31a) we have ¢ = (log M)_5 we have that
M2 < LM (11.28)

by taking M to be sufficiently large, and so we obtain an improvement over the V2I¥ bootstrap assumption
in (4.6).

To conclude, we consider the cases when |y| = 2, with y; > 1. In this case, by appealing to (11.25) and
(11.26), we obtain that

Sl

exp < f (3p — D o (")) ds”) < 0712055 (11.29)

S/

forany s > s’ > sg = —loge. On the other hand, from (7.18) we deduce that

HRY < M (11.30)
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Combining (11.29) and (11.30) with (11.14), for |y| = 2 with 7 > 1 we arrive at

S

151 s'—s
03 () |07W (y, )] < €713 (yo) |7W (yo, s0)| + M5 +oe 10 f ¢’7ds
S0
< 1 max {03 2M e 2| 4+ 20 F 10 (1131)
by appealing to our assumptions on the initial datum assumption (3.36a) if s = — log e, and to (4.8a) when

s > —loge. Since by (3.31a) we have £ = (log M)~>, for M sufficiently large the bound
190 < L (11.32)

holds, and we obtain an improvement over the 07 W bootstrap assumption in (4.6).

11.7 Estimate for W (y, s) for |y| > L

The bounds in this section are similar to those in Section 11.3. We use p = —% and R = W, so that
q = nféﬁ//. From (2.28a), we obtain that 3y — Dg — 3un~! equals to %n_l, while the forcing term F,

equals to 77_% (Fw — e_%ﬁT/%). In order to apply (11.16) similarly to (11.15) we use Lemma 8.2 to estimate

S o0 2/ -1 2 1
J Intodf(s)ds' < f (1 + L2e5( _5°)> ds' < L3 =¢is

S0 S0
while using (7.11) and (4.1b) we derive

S S /
f |qu¢€é]‘(s’)dslgj €T < el

S0 S0

N

Inserting the above two estimates into (11.16), we obtain
1
‘n’%W o <I>Zv’8(8)‘ <e®? <\Q(yo)\ + 5) :

In the case sy > — log e, we have |yg| = L, and so from (4.7a) and the first inequality in (2.47) we have that
lg(yo)| <1+ £17. On the other hand, when sy = — log ¢ we use the initial data assumption (3.35a), so that
lg(yo)| <1+ eil. In summary, from the above bound we deduce that for any |y| > £ we have

1

1
‘n—%W(y,s)| < (et 1 ef) <146t (11.33)
for ¢ sufficiently small, which improves the bootstrap bound in the first line of (4.6).

11.8 Estimate for 0, (y, s) for |y| = L

In order to close the bootstrap for the second bound in (4.6), we proceed similarly to Section 11.4. Letting
q = 77%(91 W, from the evolution equation (5.3a) we deduce that the damping term at the exponential in
(11.16) obeys 3u — Dg — 3un~' < —B,;J0;W, while the forcing term F, equals to n%Fé‘}O’O). Using the
01W bound in (4.6) for |y| > L, and Lemma 8.2 with |yg| > L, similarly to (11.15) we obtain that

S S
f (3u— Dg — 3un_1) o ®¥ (s")ds' < 3J n_% o ¥ (s")ds' < et .

S0 S0
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On the other hand, from the second bound in (7.18) and the fact that £ > 18 we similarly deduce that
S 1 S 7l+ 3 S 1

| IEooplas <<t [ ab bt ooy <t | b o alp(s)as <

S0

S0 S0

Wl
ool
00|

since |yp| = L. Combining the above two estimates with (11.16) we deduce that

1
oW o @t (s)| < ™ (la(yo)| +¢7) .

When sy > — loge we have |yo| = £ and ¢(yp) is may be estimated using the second estimate in (2.47), the
fact that ﬁ_% < n_%, and the bootstrap assumption (4.7b) as |q(yo)| < 77% oW | + 77% ‘61W‘ <1+em.
On the other hand, when sy = — loge we have |yg| > £ and from the initial datum assumption (3.35b) we

also deduce |qo(yo)| < 1 + €1, Combining these bounds with the above estimate along trajectories, we
deduce that

1
N3 W (y, s)’ < 270 (1 teB e%) <3 (11.34)

for all |y| > £ and s > —loge, thereby clsoing the bootstrap bound on the second line of (4.6), in this
y-region.

11.9 Estimate for VW (y, s) for |y| > £

Closing the third bootstrap in (4.6), for |y| > L, is done similarly to Section 11.5. In this region we

have that 4 = 0 and ¢ = VW. From (5.3b) and (5.3c) we deduce that that damping term is given by

3u— Dr — 3un~' = —3,J01W so that we may use the same estimate for it as in the previous subsection.

For the forcing term we appeal to the fifth case in (7.18) which bounds |F;| from above by M 25%77_%, SO
that

S
f |Fy o @1 (s")| ds’ < et
S0
for |yo| = L. We deduce from (11.16) that
~ 1 ~
VW 0 %2 (s)| < e*7™° <‘VW(y0)‘ + 5%) :

For sg > —log e we combine the third bound in (2.47) with (4.7¢), while for so = — log € we appeal to the
initial datum assumption (3.35c¢) to deduce that |VW(y0)| < %. We deduce that

1

VIV (y,s)| <eX™ (3 4e1) <3 (11.35)
VIV (y, 5)| i 6

holds for all |y| > £ and all s > — log €, which closes the bootstrap from the third line of (4.6).

12 H* bounds

Definition 12.1 (Modified H k_norm). For k > 18 we introduce the semi-norm

E}(s) = B[U.SI() = 3, AT (07U 9) e + 1075 () ) (12.1)
lv|=k

where A = A(k) € (0,1) is to be made precise below (cf. Lemma 12.2).

Clearly, E,z is equivalent to the homogenous Sobolev norm H* and we have the inequalities

N ([0 + 181 ) < B < 015 + ST (12.2)
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12.1 Higher-order derivatives for the (U, S)-system

In order to estimate F(s) we need the differentiated form of the (U, S)-system (2.38). For this purpose, fix
v € N} with |y| = k, and apply ¢” to (2.38), to obtain

85(0’7Ui) — QBlﬁTe_sQij(éwU-) (VU . )GWU + D &VU- + ,87-(,83 + ﬁgyl)JNi(?lWé‘”’S

+ 28,858 (JN,ewl(&“’S) L e 56, (mS)) F, (12.3a)
0,(07S) + (Vi - V)78 + Dy07S + Br(Br + B3 ) IN;&7U;0,W
+ 28,539 (e%JNjal(mUj) + e—%ay(mUy)) FO (12.3b)

where the damping function D, is defined as

D, =v(l+dgv) + 31, (12.4)

the transport velocity Vy is given in (2.36¢), and since |y| > 3 the forcing functions in (12.3) are given by

FQ = Fy + B 4 B 4 B, (12.52)
FiY :—25751 (62JNj67Uj61Ui+e szyain)
- > (Z) N BgudPorU; — <7> o1 BhY, 080, U;
18]=|vI-1 18]=lv-1
B<y,B1=m1 B<y
_ D) pl) | pn0)
= FJ0) + FO) + B (12.5b)
D) ( ) (O gud?onUi + PR 0P 0,0 ) — 28,815 [07, IN,[U; 01U
1<|8]<-2
B<y
— FO M L pO L) (12.5¢)

Ui, (1) Ui(2)
FY = 28 83e73670,807S — 28,65 . (g)eiawmﬂsaﬁays

1Bl=h1-1
By
+ BrBae2 INi(1 + 11)01 Z07S — 2B-85 )] <7>eém—ﬁ(smi)aﬁals
|Bl=]vI-1
B<y,81=1
—. F( )—i-F(% )+F(’Y S) +F( S) (12.5d)

U(1) Ui (2) Ui (3) Ui(4) °
F = 0.8 Y <7> <e%m_6(5JNz‘)96515+ 6_%51'”67_/355%”51)

1<16]<hl-2
B<y
— 20, 83¢2[7, IN;]S 015, (12.5¢)
and
F = FgS + FOY B L BN (12.6a)
F9D = 28, (57 SIN; 01U, + eT30S0,U, )
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Y (g) By dPors — <7> o Bh5%,S (12.6b)
181=h-1 181=hl-1
B<y,B1=m B<y
Y - st soU, -2 X (})etorssota
18]=lv]—1
B<y
+ Br(By + B3y1)e2 IN;O1 207U, — 2B-83 ), <7>6;575(5JNJ')5691U3'7
181=pl-1
B<y,B1=m1
(12.6¢)
Fg 9 =-— % (7) (8”’_5%85(915 + 67_5%5551/5) — 26, 83¢2[07, IN;]So1U;
1<[B|<]v[—-2
B<y
—28.6, Y (”) (20 P(SIN)P U, + e 307 P80%,U%)  (1260)
1</|<h| -2
B<y
FOMY) — 28 86507, IN;[U;6,S . (12.6¢)

In (12.5) and (12.6) we have used the notation [a,b] to denote the commutator ab — ba. Here we have
also appealed to the fact that f and V are quadratic functions of g, whereas JN is an affine function of g;
therefore ¢” annihilates these terms.

12.2 Forcing estimates

In order to analyze (12.3) we first estimate the forcing terms defined in (12.5) and (12.6). We shall sometimes
denote a partial derivative 07 with |y| = k as D¥, when there is no need to keep track of the binomial
coefficients from the product rule.

Lemma 12.2. Consider the forcing functions F, (Wi) and F L(qv) defined in (12.5) and (12.6), respectively. Let

k=18 fix0 <6 < %, and define the parameter \ from (12.1) as A = % Then, for ¢ taken sufficiently
small we have

2 3 Al N FQ OU;| < (2 +86)E} + e M (12.7a)
IvI=k

2 Y A y F ms] < (24 80)E2 + e s ML, (12.7b)
[v[=k

Proof of Lemma 12.2. We shall first prove (12.7a), and to do so, we estimate each term in the sum (12.5a).

We first recall the decomposition of the forcing function F[(]?’U) in (12.5b) as the sum F, ((JZ’U) = (?(68 +
F[(Jj(UQ; + F ((J’Z((é%’ and we recall that by definition we have
Uy=U-NN; + ATV = Le 2W + s + Z)N; + A, TY. (12.8)
From (7.1), |J| < 1 + ¢4, and using (4.3)
BBr< (L+et)l <1 (12.9)
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for ¢ taken sufficiently small. Hence, for the first term in (12.5b) we have that

F(77 )

2 Z A )

=k

< 4E?} <(1 +et e%H(?lUHLOO + 673\\7UHL00>

+ 23

VWl

<2E;(1+ a%)(HalWHLw +e2

—I—e_g y . +2€_%

e Zl o + ¢~ Al )
< (2+e7)E}, (12.10)

where we have used (7.1) on the second inequality, and (4.6), (4.11), (4.12) for the last inequality.
Next, for the second term in (12.5b) we have

92 Z A (VU Z f o\l 107U Z <g> ’mfﬁgU’ ‘aﬁalUi
=k R Iyl=k 181=ly|-1
B<Y,B1=m1
LI . 18]
< X 2pE e, > A,
7=k 18]=|vI-1
B<y,f1=m1
where we have used that || — % = %(M + 1). By Young’s inequality, for 6 > 0,
. 2 |5 2 5 2
2 V[ [ o)< Y, ( UL muaﬁal%).
=k R Iyl=k 181=I71-1

B<v,81=m

Note that for each y with |y| = k, and for each § with || = k — 1 and 1 = 1, the term AlA H85+61UH
defines a different summand of E2 Moreover, from the definition (2.29¢), the bounds (4.6) and (7.5) we
obtain that HVgUH Lo S 1.7 Hence

5 14 J FOU)
LA

oo Ui < (M OB (12.11)
Iv|=k

Similarly, from (7.6) (or alternatively, the definition (2.30c) and the bootstrap assumptions (4.1)—(4.12)),
we have HVhUH 1 S € hence, it immediately follows that for ¢ taken sufficiently small the contribution
from the third term in (12.5b) is estimated as

2 S ng

|v|=k

F(’Y?U)

e e3E7. (12.12)

Combining (12.10)-(12.12), and using the definition of X in the statement of Lemma 12.2, we obtain

2 YA
=k R

FY) aWUZ»‘ <2 (1 O+ a%> B2, (12.13)

7

where § is a small universal constant. We emphasize that our choice of A\ only enters the proof in the
transition from (12.11) to (12.13).

"While here for simplicity we appeal to second bound in (7.5), we note that this bound just directly follows from the definitions
(2.29¢) and (2.27), and the bootstrap assumptions (4.1a), (4.1b), (4.5), and (4.11). In particular, none of these bounds rely on
Proposition 4.3, which is proven in this section. The same comment applies for the bound HVhU H Lo SE

63



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

We now estimate the next forcing term FI(JZ_LU) in (12.5¢) which we have decomposed as Fg_l’U) =
F((]'_Yzll)’U) + F, yzzl)’U). Our goal is to split off the A from the W and Z contributions to these terms, since
the bootstrap assumption for A in (4.12) does not include bounds on the full Hessian V2 A. Using (12.8) we
write Fg’zll)’U) as

F 8 =D+ Ty + T, (12.14)
where
I =- ), <g> " PgpdPor (U -NN;),
1<[Bl<|v| -2
B<y
- (g) Py’ (1A, TY),
1<]Bl<y|-2
B<y
Ti=— ) <g> 0 BhY,080,U; .
1<|B[<ly] -2
B<y
First, for the Z; term in (12.14), by Lemma A.4 for ¢ = 6(22kk__13), we have that
< k a k b 2 1—a 2 1-b k
2 ), A7 JR.; T U] 5 | D gu L |D*U e |Dgu |, |D* (@ - NN [P [ DFO . (12.15)
[y|=k ‘

where a and b are given by (A.30), and they obey a + b = 1 — ﬁ. Note by (2.29c¢) that gy does not
include any A term. Thus, using the bootstrap bounds (4.1)—(4.11), or alternatively by appealing directly to
(4.6), (7.1) and the last bound in (7.5), and the definition of X (s) in (4.4) we deduce that

Q=

||D29UHL<I(X(S)) S MHn_éHL‘I(X(s)) +Me 2| X (s)|e < M (12.16)

since g € [%, 6) for k£ > 18. Similarly, from the first four bounds in (4.18) (bounds which do not rely on
any A estimates) and from (7.1) (which only uses (4.1a) and (4.5)), we deduce that

=

s

|D2((U - N < Me—%Hn— + Me % |X(s)|]a < Me 2. (12.17)

1
IN) HLq(X(s)) ¢ ”LQ(X(S))

Moreover, by (2.14), (2.29c¢), the fact that DF annihilates f and JN - V', we have that
Drgy = Bifres DF (J(/ﬂ LeTEW 4 Z)) — 2818, DF (JU - N) = 28, B1¢3 DF(Uy — e 5 by Uy)
so that from (4.1a) and (4.4) we obtain
|D*gu ], < e2 U - (12.18)
By combining (12.16)—(12.18) we obtain that the right side of (12.15) is bounded from above as
D g0 2 D502 0200 D% - NN [ D4

< (6% HUHHk)aHUH;MMlia(Meig)linUHHk
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(a+b 1)s

< Mg_a_b H1+a+b

Recalling from Lemma A4 that 1 —a — b = 51~ € (0, 1), the and using the norm equivalence (12.2), by
Young’s inequality with a small parameter 6 > 0, we have that the left side of (12.15) is bounded as

(a b )s . —k(1+a+b)
2 Y] MJ T, U] < CRM> P AT et

[v|=k
< OE} + e M3, (12.19)

In the last inequality we have used that by definition A = A(k,§), § € (0, 35] is a fixed universal constant,
and C}, is a constant that only depends on k; thus, we may use a power of M (which is taken to be sufficiently
large) to absorb all the k£ and § dependent constants.

Next, we estimate the 7, term in (12.14). First, we note that by (A.25) we have

Talys HD’f gy

20-1) 1 HD (1A, TY )H 2(k=1)
J

7=1
k=2 kol k—1—j
Z lgull 4 ||D£JU||L:>o |01 Ay T”HHk oA T

Then, by appealing to (2.29¢), (4.6), (4.12), (7.1), (7.5), (12.2), (12.18), and (A.26), we deduce

T
[\

k—1— J e E—1—j

(HAHHk + M€67¥5> k=1 <M67%> F—1

Zlie < Y, (3 10l)

since |Dgy |« < 1. By taking e sufficiently small, in terms of M, A = A(k, ¢), and k, we obtain from the
above estimate that

2 ) /\W'J 1To 00| < v B2+ e™* (12.20)
IvI=k

forall s > —loge.
At last, we estimate the 73 term in (12.14), which is estimated similarly to the Z5 term as

k—2 k 1—' k—1—j 1—'

1Zs]2 < D Ihwll ) HDhUHLoc |0 U\Hk Uil =t

From (2.30c¢), (4.6), (4.11), (4.12), (7.1), and the Moser inequality (A.26), we have
1ol e < €2 INU - N| o + ke~ 2 [Ay T o < Me™ 5 |U | i + Mee™ 2 5.

On the other hand, by (7.6) we have | Dhy/| ;. < e™*, while from (4.6), (4.11), (4.12), and (12.8) we obtain
HVU H o S e~ 2. Combining the above three estimates, we deduce that

k—
|Zsl 2 < 2 (Me 2 U)o+ ) F

1-j
-1

el U ET R g Mo U]+ e
eI U ST €T S Me U g +
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from which we deduce
2 ) )\MJ T3 07U;| < e2E2 + ¢* (12.21)
IvI=k

upon taking M to be sufficiently large in terms of k, and ¢ sufficiently large in terms of M. Combining
(12.19), (12.20), and (12.21), we have thus shown that

F('Y LU)

o <(6+er +e2)E2 + M%2c5 (12.22)

2 3 A
=k ®

To estimate the integral with the forcing function F( Us(2 )U) defined in (12.5¢), we first note that due to
the Leibniz rule and the fact that D?(JN) = 0, we have

[67, IN;]U; = Z (g) 7P (IN;)0°U;

|Bl=k—1,8<y

for |¥| = k. Hence, by (7.1) we obtain

W f

where we have used (12.8), together with the bounds (4.6), (4.11), (4.12). By (A.27) applied with ¢ = DU,
which thus obeys [, » < < e 2, and Young’s inequality with § > 0,

L2§£e 3

i| S elat] |01 L | DU

0 2) [DMU] 2

1+

( _LU)
Fi)

B _2
2 YA | <er(e )t UH TS SRR e, (12.23)

3
=k R

where we have used ¢ to absorb all £ and § dependent constants. Hence, (12.22) and (12.23) together yield

2 N A IR 2(5 + et )E} + 2 M2 (12.24)
=k U
Now, we turn to the forcing function F& in (12.5d) which we have decomposed as F 05 _ p l(fvif)) +

F o, ( )) + F [(]763)) + F o, ( )) and bound each of these contributions individually. We first note that the bounds

for the integrals with F; %) and F; (%) are obtained directly from the VS estimate in (4.18) and the 0, Z

Ui(1) Ui(3)
estimate in (4.11), y1eld1ng

9 2 Al
[v|=k

< M2 E2 < erE2. (12.25)

(008) | prS)
» (B + )

The bound for the integral with F; (762)) is obtained in the same way as the bound for ./, (% in (12.12).
Indeed, as far as our bounds are concerned 0°0,.S behaves in the same exact way as oP 8,,5 and by (4.18)
we have [|[VS] ;0 < Me?, which is similar to the bound |[Vhy| < e which was used in (12.12). In order

to avoid redundancy we omit these details and simply claim

F(’Y S)

2 ) A e TR (12.26)

3
ly|=k R
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Similarly, the bound for the integral with F[(Jv_ef)) is obtained in the same way as the bound for .7-"[(]7?]2)) in

(12.11): 980, S plays the same role as 0°0,U, whereas by (4.18) we have HVS’HLOC < 5%, which is better
than the bound vaUH 1o < 1 that was used in (12.11), reason for which we do not even need to appeal
to our specific A choice for this estimate. In order to avoid redundancy we omit these details and state the
resulting bound

, S 1
2 Z A ] F((]1(4)) ;| < E4E13- (12.27)
=k R
The estimates (12.25)—(12.27) together yield
2 3 A FTY a0y < 3¢ B2 (12.28)

3
ly|=k R

The last forcing term in the U equation is F((JZ_I’S) defined by (12.5¢). We first note that the commutator

term may be bounded identically to the commutator term in F; (SV(E;U) since S01.S may be used interchange-

)

ably with U;01U; in terms of our estimates. Similarly, the summation term in F[(]Z_l’s is treated in the same

FI(](SU) for the same reasons which we invoked earlier in the F((]:”S) discussion. In summary, the

integral with the forcing term F, ((JZ_I’S)

way as

is estimated in the identical manner as (12.24), and we obtain that

2 Y Al < 2(6 + ) B2 + 2 M2, (12.29)

oo,
hi=k R

Combining the estimates (12.13), (12.24), (12.28), and (12.29), and choosing ¢ to be sufficiently small
in terms of k£ and §, we obtain we obtain that

2 Y AM

()
FY o,
ly|=F rsl 7 -

< (24 80)E; + e sM¥*L

which proves the inequality (12.7a).

Upon comparing the S-forcing terms in (12.6) with the U-forcing terms in (12.5), we observe that they
only differ by exchanging the letters U and S in several places; hence, inequality (12.7b) is proved mutatis
mutandi to (12.7a). To avoid redundancy we omit these details. O]

12.3 The H* energy estimate

We now turn to the main energy estimate.

Proposition 12.3 (H* estimate for U and S). For any integer k satisfying
k>18, (12.30)

with 6 and A = \(k, d) as specified in Lemma 12.2, we have the estimate
E2(s) < e 2650 B2 (50) + 25 M1 (1 - e—(Ho)) (12.31)

forall s = sy = —loge.
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Proof of Proposition 12.3. We fix a multi-index v € N} with |y| = k, and consider the sum of the L?
inner-product of (12.3a) with N o7U" and the L2 inner-product of (12.3b) with A7197S. With the damping
function D, defined in (12.4) and the transport velocity Vi defined in (2.36¢), using the fact that Q is
skew-symmetric we find that

jJ A (|mU\2 + \mS\?) + A f (2D, — div V) (WUF + ymsﬁ)
R3 R3
+ 28,0 f (B1 + B3 + 2851 JO WSO - N
R3

— 2\ N (F ou; + FS 078) + 48,8321 fRS (e%JNjaVUjals + e*%mUyays) S, (12.32)

We note that the last integral on the right-hand side of the identity (12.32) arises via integration by parts as
follows:

4@53[ (JNie%al(mS) + e*%(siva,,(ms)) SO
R3
+ 45¢ﬁ3f <€%JNJ01(WUJ') + e_%ﬁy(mUl,)> So7S
R3
— 15, [ (30 ON-TUDS) + e E, (0,9)) 8
R3

48,8 J (¢3 ON - U5) 018 + 73 (70,78) 6,5
RS

- —4/3753f (e%JN L U0LS + e*%mUyays) NS
R3

The second and third integrals on the left-hand side of the identity (12.32) can be combined. Using (2.36¢),
given the bounds (4.10), (7.5) and (7.6), the second integral on the left-hand side of (12.32) has an integrand
with the lower bound

(2D, — div Vo) (|07SP + U )
= (Wl =3 +27+@n - D(BAIAW + 01Gy) — ,h") (]075\2 + ]8”U!2)
> (Il =5+ 29 = Br2m — 1) —<3) (17812 + 170?)
while the third integral on the left-hand side of (12.32) has an integrand with the lower bound
2B-(Br + B3 + 2B3m)JOLW 7SOU - N = —B-(B1 + B3 + 2B3m)J |1 W | (1575‘2 + |5VU’2)
> (1 + 28m) (1778 + 1070

where we have again used (4.10), and the fact that by (2.17) we have 51 + 83 = 1. Hence these two integrals
have the lower bound given by

A (=8 +20= 8 = 5, = %) (12787 + U )

Since by (4.3), [8; — 1] < 5%, it follows that for ¢ taken sufficiently small, by summing (12.32) over all
|v| = k, we obtain that

s Bi(s) + (k= ) Ei(s)

68



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

<) ( WJ FO ov, + FY a7s) +45ﬂ83w'f (e%JijUjals+e—%a'YUyays> ms) .
Iyl=k R K
(12.33)

Recalling that S = 3 (e~ 3W 4k —Z), that |J] < 1+ Me from (7.1), and that 8,35 < (1 +z—:i) (1«%) <1
for € taken sufficiently small, we find that

48, B3\ f
R3

21+ M (oW, + e

YUl aes]

Hence, using (4.6), (4.11), and (4.12) we obtain that the second term in (12.33) is estimated as

45,0 33 N [ Jed < (@+ch)Ey.
[v|=Fk
It follows from (12.33), that
LE2(s) + (k—6)E}(s) <2 > Al f (FPov; + FQ as). (12.34)
R3

IvI=k
By Lemma 12.2, for 0 < § < 3—12,
LEX(s) + (k— 6)ER(s) < 2(2+ 85)E} + 2e S M* 1,
and hence, by (12.30) we have that
LE?+ 2B <2e MY
and so we obtain that
E2(s) < e 26750 B2 (50) + 2¢~5 M~ (1 - e*(Ho)) :

for all s > sg = —loge. This concludes the proof of Proposition 12.3. O

In conclusion of this section, we mention that Proposition 12.3 applied with s9 = —loge yields the
proof of Proposition 4.3.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. We recall the identities D*W = e2 D¥(U -N + S), D¥Z = D¥(U - N — S), and
A, = U - T, Therefore, by (7.1), (A.25), using the Poincaré inequality in the ¢ direction, and the fact that
the diameter of X'(s) in the é directions is detes, for any 7 with |y| = k, we obtain

He*%mW ~N-U — WSHLQ +[07Z =N-U + S|z + [07A, =TV - U
2[[07,N] - Ul e + 1107, T°] - Ul 2

kol

< 2 (PN 1) [P0

Z ~% (deved ) U]
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Se|Ulgs -

Summing over all y with |y| = k relates the H* norm of W, Z, A with the H* norm of U and S.
The initial datum assumption (3.40) together with (12.2) thus imply that

FZ(—loge) <e.
Thus, from (12.31) and (12.2) we obtain
N (U ) B+ 1SC,9)I3) < B(s) < e + 20 M1 (1 = e7le)

and the inequalities (4.13a)—(4.13b) immediately follow by combining the above inequalities. O

13 Conclusion of the proof of the main theorems

13.1 The blow up time and location

The blow up time T is defined uniquely by the condition 7(7) = T which in view of (5.2) is equivalent
to

T
f (1— #(t))dt — e (13.1)

—€

The estimate for 7 in (4.1b) shows that for € taken sufficiently small,
T | < 2M?e?. (13.2)

We also note here that the bootstrap assumption (4.1b) and the definition of T} ensures that 7(t) > ¢
for all ¢ € [—¢,T%). Indeed, when ¢ = —¢e, we have that 7(—¢) = 0 > —¢, and the function ¢ —
St (1 —7)dt' — e =t — 7(t) is strictly increasing.

—E&

The blow up location is determined by &, = (7% ), which by (5.2) is the same as
T* .
f* = 5 (t)dt :

—&

In view of (4.1b), for € small enough, find that
64| < Me, (13.3)

so that the blow up location is O(e) close to the origin.

13.2 Holder bound for w
Proposition 13.1. w € L ([—¢,T}); C'5).

Proof of Proposition 13.1. We choose two points y and ' in X" such that y # 3’ and define = and x’ via the

relations
3 S

y1=e2°zy, j=e2i, and y| = egsxll Y =e3d . (13.4)
Using the identity (2.26a) and the change of variables (13.4), we see that

”LU(.’L'l,.’Z',t) - ’U)(I'/l,i'/,tﬂ _ 6_% |W(y17ga S) - W(yia§/>3)| _ |W(ylag7 S) — W(yllvgl78)‘
(Jor — 2P+ 2 =& )% (e 3y =P +es[g—g )% (o —vil* + e g —51?)h
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so that
‘W(.’El,(i',t) - w(xllvjlvt)‘ < ’W(ylvya S) — W(yiayv‘g)‘ + ‘W(yi7g7$> — W(y/hg/?‘s)’ (13 5)
2 - <712 = s, Y. :
(Jor — @y [* + & — &'[*)" lyr — | ei g — /)"
By the fundamental theorem of calculus and estimate (4.6), we have that
. . Y1 2/3\ 1
Ay, lyr — v N T
and similarly for v = 2, 3,
Yv
Wyt yw,s) — Wy, s ; |0, W | dz, . )
sap [0 “ Wl 9 gy BB sy e
7y e3 |y, — vy €3 Yy =y | 1Y)

where we have again used (4.6) which gives the bound |0, W| < 1. Since both y, and y,, are in X'(s), by
4.5)

|y,, - y/y|2/3 < E%oeg

and hence
/ - ’oo
Sup ‘W(y17yz7s> W(iyfl_7y1/7s)| g 1 (137)
Ay es |y, — |
Combining (13.5)—(13.7), we see that
sup lw(xy, &, t) — w(x), &, t)| -
z#! |z —a| '

where the implicit constant is universal, and is in particular independent of s (and thus ¢). This concludes
the proof of the uniform-in-time Holder 1/3 estimate for w.

The fact that @ has the same Holder 1/3 regularity follows from the transformation x to Z given in (2.15),
the transformation from w to w given in (A.22), together with the bound for ¢(¢) given in (4.1a). O

Remark 13.2. A straightforward computation shows that the C* Holder norms of w, with « > 1/3, blow

up as t — T} with a rate proportional to (T}, — t)"" ~**/2,

13.3 Bounds for vorticity and sound speed

Corollary 13.3 (Bounds on density and vorticity). The density remains bounded and non-trivial and satisfies
|57, t) — at2 |, < aes forall te[—e Ty (13.8)
The vorticity has the bound
(- 8) o < Cokg forall te[-eTi], (13.9)
where Cy is a universal constant. In addition, if we assume that
lw(-, =€) =co  ontheser  B(0,2e°%), (13.10)
for some co > 0, then at the location of the shock we have a nontrivial vorticity, and moreover

w(-,T)| > & ontheset  B(0,£7"). (13.11)
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Proof of Corollary 13.3. Using the the identities (2.8), (2.20), and (2.35), we have that

~ w(Z,t)
Qy,S :Cxat):~~ )
(9:5) = p(,t)
and hence from Proposition 9.2, it follows that
CIGL) (13.12)
p('7 t) L®

for t € [—¢, Ty ). Next, using the identities (2.6), (2.16b), and (2.32b), we find that

1

1 ~ 1

(aS(y,s))e = (ao(z,t))> = p(2,t),
so that by Proposition 9.1, the estimate (13.8) immediately follows. Then, with the definition of the trans-
formation (2.6), we have that

1/ 1o
(a(%o - 51/8)) " <pxt) < <a(% + 51/8)) " forall te[—eT,),xeR. (13.13)

The bounds (13.12) and (13.13) together show that (13.9) holds for ¢ taken sufficiently small with respect
to K.
From (2.26¢) and (2.33), U = % (/@ +e W 4 Z) N+ A, TY. By (4.5), (4.6), (4.11), (4.12), and (6.6),

Nl w

[U] 2 < 2¢7

W + 3120 0 + [ Al oo + 3 16 = 0] + 5 0]
< 20 +%M2€% +3Me+ 2 < %+5%.
Let X (x,t) denote the Lagrangian flow of u: 0; X (x,t) = wu(x, X (x,t)) for t € (—e,T) such that
X (x,—¢) = x. Then,

d

10X = (Bguto X)ox, X5 (13.14)

We shall make use of the transformations (2.5) and (2.6) to relate 03 derivates of u(Z, t) with Jx deriva-
tives of wu(x,t). It is convenient to define the normal and tangent vectors that are function of x, so we
set

N(iv t) = R(t)N(ia t) ) TV()VQ t) = R(t)TV(iv t) .

We then have that u - N' = % - N and
Oxi (- NN = 0z, (T - N) R} RNy, = 03, (10 - N)N; . (13.15)
By (13.15) and Lemma A.2 we obtain

Oy (- NNy = divy @ — T3, — (@ - N)O3, N, — 3,0, T (13.16)

Ty e
We then write (13.14) as

d

%axjxi = (O, (- NN + (u- N O N + Oxoan T + a0, ) 0 X 05, X",

and expand
anXk = axJXmNme + &XijTrﬁlﬁcu :
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We then have that
(0, X" T 0 X)

(N V)ay + (- NYN - V)NTH(THT”,M)-N)OX (axjxkkaox)

( +(u N (T VONTE + (T2 + T uy) - T“) o X (axjxk T oX) . (13.17a)
(0%,

(7

Sl

X' Nie X)

Sl +

(w-N) + ay (N - V)Tw-) (axjxk NkoX>
((T“ Vi)(u- N + a, (TH - x)72”/\fz-+(/\'/+/v,yuu)‘T“)oX (aij’“ 7;;‘oX>. (13.17b)

In Lagrangian coordinates, conservation of mass can be written as p o X = (det VxX)~!po. Hence, by
(13.13), there exists C'x > 0 such that

Ci det(Vi X (x,t)) < Cx forall te [—¢,Ty),z e R>. (13.18)

The kinematic identity

% det Vi X = det Vi X divyuo X
leads to
t
det Vx X (x,t) = eXpJ (divx uo X)(x,t")dt’, (13.19)
—e

and hence from (3.26b), (13.18) and (13.19),

Ty
. expj (divxu o X)(x,t')dt' < Cx . (13.20)

Cx
—E&

It is clear from the transformations (2.5) and (2.6) that

T
& < expf (divg o X)(Z,t)dt' < Cx (13.21)

—&

and from (3.26b), (9.5), (13.21), and (13.16),
T
expf (Njox,(u-N))o Xdt' <C'. (13.22)
—€
By possibly enlarging the constant C'in (13.22), by (2.11), (2.13), (2.14), (3.26b), and (9.5), we obtain
T
expf Ot < C, (13.23)
—€
where <> denotes one of the 10 remaining exponential stretchers in (13.17). Consequently, taking the inner-
product of (13.17a) with dx; X k T X and summing this with the inner-product of (13.17b) and 0Jx; X k No

X and applying Gronwall, we find that

k 2 2 2
o, X NkoX] + TV o X| = WX
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since X is the identity map at time ¢ = —e. This implies that the eigenvalues of V X are uniformly bounded
from above on the time interval [—&, T} ), and therefore by (13.18), the eigenvalues are bounded in absolute
value from below by Anin > 0. Using the Lagrangian version of (1.3), which is given by,

C(X(x,t),t) = Vk X (x,t) - (o(x),
we see that on the set that (y(x) = ¢y, we have that

‘C(X(Xat)vt” = )‘minCO ) (1324)

T
—&

Since X (x,Tyx) — X (x, —¢) = {"* u(X (x, s))ds, and |u||p» = |U| o we have from (13.2) that

0ol

| X Th) = X (=€) oo < (Tu + &) ullze < (2M2€® +2)(52 +25) < ek . (13.25)

It follow from (13.13) and (13.24) that if the condition (13.10) on the initial vorticity holds, then (13.11) and
this concludes the proof. ]

13.4 Convergence to stationary solution

Theorem 13.4 (Convergence to stationary solution). There exists a 10-dimensional symmetric 3-tensor A
such that, with W 4 defined in Appendix A.1, we have that the solution W (-, 5) of (2.28a) satisfies

lim W(y,s) = Wal(y)

S§—00

for any fixed y € R,

Proof of Theorem 13.4. We will first show that as s — o0, that the equation (2.28a), converges pointwise to
the self-similar Burgers equation

OsW — W + (W + 3y1) W + 35 - VIV = 0.
To do this, we write (2.28a) as
OW —IW + (W + 3y1) uW + 335 - VW = F.
where
F:=Fy —e 2.0+ (W — gw)oiW + hy - VIV

The aim is to show uniform decay of F'.
From (2.29a), (4.1b), (4.3), (4.6), (7.6), and (7.11), we have that

IF| <e 2+ |Gw| (13.26)

Thus we must show uniform decay of Gyy. Recalling the definition of Gy in (2.29a), and applying (4.1a),
(4.2),(4.3), (6.4), (7.1), (7.3), together with the fact that we are taking x < M, we find that

Gw| < Me™2 |g” + €2 [k + 22 + 26,V - N|
< Me™3 || + eg‘ﬁ + 2" — 251(RT5>1‘ + [V]IIN = eq]
+ ’Qll <€_Sy1 + %6_%%#%3/#)‘ + ‘6265(2 - ZO) + 251@11/%
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e 3yl + 1) + [yl [VVpe +e2 |2 = 2° = V2" | + |01 2]
BBV 205+ 281 Q1

S i1+ [y +[BaeF V20 y+ 28 Qum | (13.27)
The identity (5.17), together with the bounds (4.1), (4.2), (4.3), (4.11), (4.12), and (6.4), shows that
‘ﬁze%zo +281Qu| S €75, (13.28)
and thus, using (13.26), (13.27) and (13.28), we conclude that
IF| S e 5(1+|y)?). (13.29)

With W 4 denoting the stationary solution constructed in Appendix A.1 whose Taylor coefficients about
y = 0 match those of lims_,o, W (y, s) up to third order, we define

Wi=W —Wy,
which satisfies the equation
(O + AW 4 — DWa+ (W + 3y1) 0:Wa + 39,0, Wa = F. (13.30)
In particular, since limg .o, D3W (0, 5) = D3W.4(0), for § > 0, there exists s5 > — log & such that

‘D3W(O, 55)‘ <5. (13.31)

An application of Lemma A.3 to the function D?W and the estimate (4.6) yields

2m—11

DWW, < HWHQ"’ 2T | D2 | 2T < M < M, (13.32)

form > 18. Now fix § > 0 and sg > s5. We also fix a point yy. Using (13.31), (13.32), and the fundamental
theorem of calculus, we obtain that

‘WA(ZUOaSO)‘ <0+ |yol* MO (13.33)

Here, we have made use of the fact that éWI/IN/A(O, sp) = 0 for |y] <2
Next, consider the Burgers trajectory % (s), defined by

0s0% = (W o @Y + 381° 105 1Y) s> s, (13.34a)
¥ (s59) = yo - (13.34b)

From the bootstrap |0;W| < 1 for |y| < L, the explicit formula for W which yields W (0, ) = 0, the
fundamental theorem of calculus, and the bounds (4.6) and (4.7¢c) , we obtain that

~ 1.
W) < W (.5) ~ WO.5)] + [F0.5)] < | + 5 [3] for ly] < £
and therefore y - (W + 3y1, $y2, Sy3) > 2 |ly|? whenever |y| < L. It follows from (13.34), that
05 |9 (s)|* > £ |@%|
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and that
B0 ()| = |yo| €5 (%) . (13.35)

Notice, then, that this trajectory will move at least a distance of length one in the time increment s — sg =
—21log |yo| — o0 as [yo| — 0. Moreover, from (13.35), we have that

|®% (so — 51og |yo| + S log £)| = L. (13.36)

Returning now to the evolution equation (13.30), we shall first consider the case that |y| < £. We use
the fact that the anti-damping term (4 W 4 — %)WA > —%WA since ‘61W ,4‘ < 1. As a consequence of the
forcing estimate (13.29) and the initial condition bound (13.33), we apply the Gronwall inequality on the
time interval s € [sg, so — 2 log |yo| + 5 log £] to obtain that

Wao®¥(s)| < e~ MO (yol* +6) < |yo| % L£3MS(Jyo| + ) < MOLE |yo|7 | (13.37)

where we have assumed that sg > s; is taken sufficiently large so that § < |yg |4.
By continuity of ®¥(s), we see from (13.36) that for any y, such that |y.| € [|yo| , L], there exists
s« € [S0, 80 — 21og |yo| + 5 log L] such that

oo (S*) = Yx,
and hence by (13.37), we obtain that

‘VNVA(y*,s*) < MSL3 yo|7 . (13.38)

By letting |yo| — 0, any point y,. € (0, L] is equal to ®¥° (s, ) for some yo approaching the origin. Hence,
by continuity, taking s — oo and letting |yo| — 0 in (13.38), we have that for any fixed |y| < £,

lim ’WA(y,s)‘ ~0. (13.39)

§—00

Furthermore the convergence in uniform on the interval [0, £].
It remains to establish the convergence as s — oo for the case that |y| > £. We fix 6 > 0. From (13.39),
there exists an sg = — log  sufficiently large, such that

‘WA(yo,SO)’ < 6 for |yo| = L. (13.40)

We again apply the Gronwall inequality to (13.30), but now on the time interval s € [sg, So — % log d]. We
find that

’WA ° @yo(s)’ <305 < 63 (13.41)

For all \y| > L =¢"10,

and so, it follows that

: 1 1
v (W 3un 5y2,598) = 98 + 5 lyl” — [yal (1 + e20)? Jy > 5[y = 31+ em) y* = Syl
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and hence for |yo| = L,
[@%0(5)] > [yo] €507, (13.42)

Thus, for s < s < 59 — %log 0, (13.42) shows that
Y (s) > 615 L. (13.43)

By continuity, we see from (13.43) that for any y such that |y| € [L, 515 L], there exists s € [so, so—3 log 6]
such that
¥ (s) = v,

and hence by (13.41),
'WA(y,s)‘ <4z

~

Thus, for any fixed y, taking § — 0 and s — oo shows that W (y, s) — 0. This completes the proof. U

13.5 Proof of Theorem 3.4

The system of equations (2.28) for (W, Z, A), with initial data (W, Zy, Zy) satisfying the conditions of the
theorem, is locally well-posed. In particular, because the transformations from (1.2) to (2.28) are smooth
for sufficiently short time, we use the fact that (1.2) is locally well-posed in Sobolev spaces and has a well-
known continuation principle (see, for example, [23]): Letting U = (u,0) : R* x R — R3 x R, with
initial data Uy = U(-, —¢) € H* for some k > 3, there exists a unique local-in-time solution to the Euler
equations (1.1) satisfying U € C([—¢,T), H*). Moreover, if [U(:,t)| 1 < K < oo forallt € [—¢,T'), then
there exists 77 > T', such that U extends to a solution of (1.2) satisfying U € C([—¢, T1), H). This implies
that (W, Z, A) are continuous-in-time with values in H k and define a local unique solution to (2.28) with
initial data (Wy, Zo, Zp). Moreover, the evolution of the modulation functions is described by the system
of ten nonlinear ODEs (5.30) and (5.31). This system also has local-in-time existence and uniqueness as
discussed in Remark 5.1. In Sections 6—12 we close the bootstrap stipulated in Section 4, and thus obtain
global-in-time solutions with bounds given by the bootstrap.

In particular, the closure of the bootstrap shows that solutions (W, Z, A) to (2.28) exist globally in self-
similar time, that (W, Z, A) € C([~loge, +0); H*) n C*([—loge, +o0); H*1), and that the estimates
stated in Theorem 3.4 are verified. Theorem 13.4 shows that lim,_, o W (y,s) = W 4, where W 4 is a
C stationary solution of the 3D self-similar Burgers equation described in Appendix A.1. Moreover, W 4
satisfies the conditions stated in Theorem 3.4. The bootstrap estimates (4.1) then show that the modulation
functions are in C'[—¢, T}). This completes the proof.

Let us now provide a brief summary of the closure of the bootstrap given in Sections 6-12, which
consisted of the following five steps:

(A) L™ bounds for W in different spatial regions for |y| < 4;
(B) L* bounds for €;

(C) L* bounds for 77, and 07 A for |y| < 2;

(D) L? bounds for "W, 07 Z, and 07 A for |y| = k, k > 18; and
(E) bounds for the modulation functions.

(A) We split the analysis for W into three spatial regions in the support X(s), required to close the
bootstrap assumptions (4.6)—(4.9). The first region (|y| < ¢) was a small neighborhood of y = 0 where the

77



Buckmaster, Shkoller, Vicol Formation of points shocks for 3D Euler

Taylor series of the solution was used. The second (large) intermediate region (¢ < |y| < L) was chosen
so that W (y, s) and some of its derivatives remained close to W, while the third spatial region (|y| > L)
allowed W to decrease to zero at the boundary of X'(s), while maintaining important bounds on derivatives.

We began our study in the first region |y| < ¢. Our analysis relied on the structure of the equations
satisfied by the perturbation function WN/(y, s) = W(y,s) — W(y) and its derivatives, given by W by
(2.53) and (2.54). As we showed in (11.1), for |y| = 4 the damping term satisfies D‘%) > 1/3 and hence
using the bootstrap assumptions, we obtained the L™ bound (11.2) for all s > — log e, which closed the
bootstrap (4.8b).

The ten time-dependent modulation functions &, 7, 7, §;, ¢uu, solving the coupled system of ODE given

by (5.30) and (5.31), were used to enforce the dynamic constraints WW(O, s) = 0 for |y| = 2. Using these
conditions at ¢y = 0, and the L® bound on VW for ~v = 4, we obtained the bound (11.7) for ‘WMN/(O, s)‘ for

|7] < 3, and this closed the bootstrap (4.9). The fundamental theorem of calculus then closed the remaining
bootstrap assumption (4.8a) for |y| < /.

We next obtained L* estimates for YW in the region ¢ < |y| < L. We relied on our estimates for
trajectories defined in (2.39)—(2.40). In particular we proved in Lemma 8.2 that for any yg € R3 such that

lyo| = £ and sp = —loge, ®%(s) = |yole 5" forall s > so. Thanks to (4.5), we were able to convert
temporal decay to spatial decay so that the exponential escape to infinity of trajectories ®72 provided the
essential time-integrability of forcing and damping functions in (2.53) and (2.54), when composed with
®Y0. Specifically, these equations were rewritten in weighted form as (11.9)—(11.10), and then composed
with @7, to which we applied Gronwall’s inequality. We thus obtained the weighted estimate (11.20) for W
as well as the weighted estimates for VIV in (11.23) and (11.24), which closed the bootstrap assumptions
(4.7), which in turn, as stated in Remark 4.1, closed the first three bootstrap assumption on W in (4.6) for
the region |y| < L

It remained to close the L™ bootstrap assumptions for YW for |y| = 2 in the region |y| > ¢. We
employed the same type of weighted estimates along trajectories ®;p as for the study of v above, and
thus established the bound (11.31) which, in conjunction with our choice of ¢ = (log M)~ satisfying
(11.32), closed the bootstrap assumption in (4.6). Finally, in the third spatial region |y| > L, using the
same type of weighed estimates along trajectories 72, we obtained weighted estimates (11.33) for W and
(11.34)—(11.35) for VW which closed the first three bootstrap assumptions in (4.6) for |y| > L. This
completed the L® estimates for 07 .

(B) The specific vorticity estimates required a decomposition of the vector C into the normal component
C N and the tangential components C T¥ as was done in (9.2). We observed that these geometric com-
ponents of specific vorticity have forcing functions (9.3) which are bounded; therefore, in Proposition 9.2,
we established the upper bound (9.4). For the self-similar sound speed S, we also established the upper and
lower bounds (9.1) in Proposition 9.1.

(C) We then closed the bootstrap assumptions (4.11) and (4.12) for ¢7Z and 07 A with |y| < 2. To do
so, we relied upon Lemma 8.3, wherein we proved that trajectories 3 (s) and ®;?(s) escape to infinity
exponentially fast for all yg € AXp, and also upon Corollary 8.4 which established the integrability (for all
time) of both ;W and &IW along these trajectories. This then allowed us to use weighted estimates for
07 Z to obtain the bounds (10.10)—(10.13) which closed the bootstrap assumptions (4.11). The same type of
weighted estimates for A then yielded the bounds (10.14) which closed the bootstrap assumptions (4.12) for
all || < 2 with 7 = 0. For the latter case, we relied crucially on the previously obtained specific vorticity
estimates. In particular, Lemma 10.1 proved that bounds on geometric components of specific vorticity give
the desired L* bounds on 01 A.

(D) In order to complete the bootstrap argument, we obtained H* -type energy estimates for the (U, .S)-
system of equations (2.34). The evolution for the differentiated system (07U, 07.S) was computed in (12.3)—
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(12.6). The main idea for closing the energy estimate was to make use of the L* bounds for "W and 07 Z
with || < 2 and for 07 A with |y| = 1. Together with the damping obtained when £ is chosen large enough,
the lower-order L* bounds effectively linearized the resulting damped differential inequalities which then
lead to global-in-time bounds. Instead of obtaining bounds for the H*-norm directly, we instead obtained
bounds for the weighted norm EZ(s) = =k MU, 8)|32 + [07S(-,8)[32), where A = %,
0 <d < 32, and k£ > 18. The energy method proceeded in the following manner: we considered the
sum of the L? 1nner—pr0duct of (12.3a) with 797U and the L2 inner-product of (12.3b) with Aovs. we
made use of a fundamental cancellation of terms containing £+ 1 derivatives that lead to the identity (12.32),
obtained the lower-bound on the damping, and employed the error bounds from Lemma 12.2. This lead us
to the differential inequality 7 d E2 +2E; 2 < 2¢7*M**~1 which then yielded the desired H* bound.

(E) Closing the bootstrap assumptlons for the modulation variables used the precise form of the ODE
system (5.30) and (5.31) and relied on the bounds W, Z, A, and some of their partial derivatives at y = 0.
The bounds (6.5)—(6.10) closed the bootstrap assumptions (4.1).

13.6 Proof of Theorem 3.1

The blow up time T is uniquely determined by the formula (13.1); the blow up location is defined by
& = &(Ty). The bounds (13.2) and (13.3) shows that |T,| = O(e?) and |¢,] = O(e), respectively.
Moreover, k(t) satisfies (6.6), and from (3.24) and (4.1a), for each ¢ € [—¢, T ), we have that |N(§, t) —
No(X)| + |T*(z,t) — TH(X)| = O(e).

By Theorem 3.4, (W, Z, A) € C([—loge, +0); H*) and since U = %(e_%W + K+ Z)N+A,T” and
S =1i(e W+ Kk — Z)N + A, TY, then (U, S) € C([—loge, +00); H*). The identities (2.32) together
with the change of variables (2.25) show that (i, 5) € C([—e, Ty); H¥). It then follows from the sheep
shear coordinate and function transformation, (2.15) and (2.16), together with the fact that |¢| = O(e)
from (4.1a) that (U, &) € C([—¢, Ty); H*). Finally, the transformations (2.5) and (2.6) show that (u, o) €
C([~e,Ty); H®). Clearly p € C([—¢,T); H) as well.

From the change of variables (2.15), we have that

03, W(T,t) = Og,w(z,t), 0z W(T,t) = 0y, w(x,t) — O, w(x, )0y, f(Z,1),
so that by (2.14), this identity is written as
Oz, W(T,t) = Opyw(x,t)INj + 05,0z, w(z,t).
Hence, we see that

(N-Va)W(2,t) = Oy w(z,t)) + Npuoe, w(z, t) = e W(y, s)J + N0, W (y, s), (13.44a)
(T" - Va)w(Z,t) = T, 0z, w(z,t) = T,0,W(y,s). (13.44b)

Using the definitions of the transformation (2.8), (2.15), (2.25), (2.26a), the fact that f(0,¢) = 0, and the
constraints (5.1), we see from (13.44a) that

(N - V)@ (E(t), ) = e*aW (0, 8)) + N, W (0, 5) = —e* = =L

and hence lim;_,7, (N - V;z)w(&(t),t) = —oo. Moreover, from (3.2) and (7.1), we have that [J| < 1+ ¢ and
IN,| < 5%, and so from (13.44a), it follows that

2(T* —t) \”N Vw( )HLOO\T ast — Ty.
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By Theorem 3.4, we have that

¥ 1], + P

=

and hence by the transformation (2.25), (2.26b), and (2.26¢),
[Vezl e + [Voal e < M-
Since
03,2(Z,t) = Og, 2(x,t) — Op, 2(x,1) 0y, f(Z,1) and 0z, a(ZT,t) = 0, a(x,t) — Og,a(z, )0y, f(&,1),
and hence

|92 e + Vs o 5 M.

By Corollary pr(yt) — ot H Lo S < aes forall ¢ e [—e,T4], and hence p is strictly positive and
bounded. Now

N=L@+3), p=(2@+2)",
and hence (3.26) immediately follows. Finally, Corollary 13.3 establishes the claimed vorticity bounds.

Remark 13.5. Note that the (W, 2, a) as defined by (3.25) are solutions to the system (A.21). Thus, one

may obtain (u, p) as a solution of (1.1) and define (w, Z, @) by (3.25) or equivalently, one may directly solve
(A.21) with the corresponding initial conditions.

13.7 Open set of initial data, the proof of Theorem 3.2

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let us denote by F the set of initial data (ug, 09)(x), or equivalently (@, 30, do)(x),
which are related via the identity (3.6), which satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.1: the support property
(3.7), the wo(x) bounds (3.8)—(3.17), the Zp(x) estimates in (3.18), the dp(x) bounds in (3.19), the specific
vorticity upper bound (3.20), and the Sobolev estimate (3.21). We will let F be a sufficiently small neigh-
borhood of F in the H* topology. The specific smallness will be implicit in the arguments given below.

A first comment is in order regarding all the initial datum assumptions which are inequalities, namely
(3.12)—(3.21). These initial datum bounds are technically not open conditions, since for convenience we
have written “<” instead of “<”. However, we note that all of these bounds can be slightly weakened by
introducing a pre-factor that is close to 1 without affecting any of the conclusions of the theorem. Therefore,
we view (3.12)—(3.21) as stable with respect to small perturbations.

This leaves us to treat the assumption that (Wy — ko, 2o, ag) are supported in the set x( defined by (3.7),
and the pointwise conditions on wy at x = 0 given in (3.8)—(3.10). We first deal with the support issue, where
we use the finite speed of propagation of the Euler system. After that, we explain why the invariances of the
Euler equation allow us to relax the pointwise constraints at the origin. Due to finite speed of propagation,
these two matters are completely unrelated: the second issue is around x = 0, while the first one is for |x|
large. Thus, in the proof we completely disconnect these two matters.

Let (ug,00) € F and consider a small H* perturbation (uo, ) which decays rapidly at infinity, but
need not have compact support in x. By the local existence theory in H¥, from this perturbed initial datum

(ug + o, 00 + To) =: (Uo,totals 00,total)

we have a maximal local in time CYH% smooth solution of the 3D Euler system (1.2). Let us denote
this solution as (utotal, Ttotal)» and let its maximal time of existence be Ti,ta1. The standard continuation

criterion implies that if Si |ttotal|| o1 < 00, then solution may be continued past 7.
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In addition to the set x defined in (3.7), for n € {1, 2} we introduce the nested cylinders

13 I 1.1
Xn:{|xl|<2n+152;|x|<2756}.

Clearly x3 € x9 € x1 < Xq, and we have
dist(xns1, 4¢) =1,  forall ne{0,1}. (13.45)

Let 1) be a C* smooth non-negative cutoff function, with ) = 1 on x; and ¥ = 0 on xg. Then, we define

(uh, oB) (x) = (uo + 00) + (%) (o, 7o) (%),
(u, ) (x) = (1 — (X)) (T, 7o) () -

By construction, the inner initial value (ug, ag) is compactly supported in X and is a small H* disturbance
of the data (ug, 0¢) on xy. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 3.1 to this initial datum, and the resulting
inner solution (uﬁ, aﬁ) of the Euler system (1.2) satisfies all the conclusions of Theorem 3.1 (with a suitably
defined (wﬁ, 25 aﬂ) defined as in (3.6)). In particular, we have a bound on the maximum wave speed due to
the bound

o] < o, (13.46)

o] e

and (uf, o) € C([—¢, Tx); H*) with T, = O(?) . The key observation is that because (ug, O'g) is identical
to our perturbed initial datum (ug total, 00 total) ON X1 (the cutoff is identically equal to 1 there), by using
the finite speed of propagation and the uniqueness of smooth solutions to the compressible Euler system,
from the bounds (13.45) and (13.46) we deduce that

(u¥, %) (x, 1) = (Utotals Ttotal) (X, t) on X x[—&,Ty). (13.47)

In particular, because Theorem 3.1 guarantees that the only singularity in (u®, o%) occurs at &, = O(e) at
time T, we know that

sup ||(uﬁao-ﬁ)“Hk(X§) < Mk,a (1348)

[—&,T%)

for some constant My, ., which depends polynomially on £~% in view of (3.21).
It remains to analyze the total solution on the set x§. For this purpose, write

(Usotal, Trotal) (X, 1) = (uf, 0?)(x,t) + (v*, 0”)(x, 1) (13.49)

and note that (u”, o) solves a version of (1.2) where we also add linear terms due to (uf, o):

a0 + (0 + ) - V)u' + ao’ Vo’ = (0 - V)ud + a0’ Vo + ao?Vio” (13.50a)
HTO‘&’tUb + (W +ub) - V)0 + ao’ divy !’ = (0 - Vy)ot + ao” dive uf + aot divew”,  (13.50b)
(0" t=—c = (ug, 09) (x) = (1 = $(x)) (W0, T0) (x) - (13.50c)

In particular, the initial condition in (13.50c) has small Sobolev norm, and is compactly supported in x¢, by
the definition of the cutoff function ¢. Additionally, every term in (13.50a) and (13.50b) contains either a
u” or a o” term. Combined with (13.46), the implication is that as long as the maximal wave speed due to
(u”, 0”) is bounded, e.g. O(1), then on the time interval [—¢, T}) the support of the solution (u”, o”) cannot
travel a distance larger than O(g). Hence, due to (13.45), we have that the support of (ub, ab) remains
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confined to x§, again, conditional on an O(1) bound for ||u" H ot Hab” 1 (we have such a bound for short
time, but it may not be clear that it holds uniformly on [—¢, T} )). Next, we recall that using a standard H 3
energy estimate for the system (13.50), we may prove that

2 3 2
i@ s < 1 ) gper + 100 o[, ) g ey

where the implicit constant only depends on « and £ > 18, and we have used the aforementioned sup-
port property of (u”,¢”). Since we have previously established in (13.48) that H(uﬁ, Uﬁ)HHk(XC) < My

2
uniformly on [—¢, T}), we deduce that if T}, obeys

|, 5[ 3nr exp (2(Ti + ) Mye) < 1 (13.51)

then uniformly on [—¢,T}) we have H(ub, ab)H gr—1 S 1; this bound also implies the desired O(1) wave
speed. To conclude the argument, all we have to do is to choose our initial disturbance (g, o) to have a
small enough H k=1 norm (in terms of ) so that (13.51) holds. We combined this O(1) bound on the H k=1
norm of the outer solution with (13.47) and (13.49) to deduce that the total solution (total, Ototal) behaves
extremely tame on x§, and its behavior is given by the bounds in Theorem 3.1 on x3. We have thus proven
that one may indeed remove the strict support condition from the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, as desired.

It remains to show that the pointwise constraints (3.8)—(3.10) on wy can be turned into open conditions.
First, we note cf. (3.2) that Theorem 3.1 allows for kg to be taken in an open set, and by definition ¢ is taken
to be sufficiently small, thus also in an open set. As a consequence the conditions on w(0) and 01wy (0) in
(3.10) are open conditions. It remains to show that by applying an affine coordinate change, we may replace
the assumptions (3.8), (3.9), and the last equation in (3.10) by open conditions.

We start with the last condition in (3.10). We aim to show that if F is a sufficiently small neighborhood
of F,and B « R3isa sufficiently small ball around the origin (with radius depending solely on ¢), then
there exists functions mg, m3 : B x F — (—1/2,1/2) such that if we define the vector

m(X, ug, 0p) := (M1, Mg, m3) := ((1 —m3 - m%)%, mo, m3> , (13.52)
then for any x € B and (ug, 0¢) € F
m; (X, ug, 00) (M(X, up, 00) x Vix)ug; + (M(X,up,00) x Vx)og =0. (13.53)

We denote by (mq, m3) two free variables, i.e. they do not depend on (X, ug, o), and are not to be confused
with the pair (mg, m3). In terms of (mg, m3) we define the vector

m = (my, ma, m3) := ((1 — m% — mg))%,mg,mg) . (13.54)

in analogy to (13.52). Also in terms of (mg, m3) we define the rotation matrix R = R(mg, m3) using the
definition (2.2) with m replacing n; more explicitly, replace (ng, n3) with (mg, m3) in (A.13). Then, using
R we define two vectors which are orthogonal to the vector m defined in (13.54), as

vg := vg(ma, m3) := R(ma, m3)eg for B e {2,3}.

By construction, (m, v9, v3) form an orthonormal basis. Then, for each 3 € {2, 3} define functions
Gg(x,ug, 00, M2, m3) 1= mjvg - Vxug;(X) + vg - Vxoo(x)

where the summation is over j € {1, 2, 3}. Thus one can rewrite (13.53) as

G(X7 Uop, 00, m2(X7 Uuo, 00)7 m3(X7 Uo, UO)) =0 (1355)
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with G = (G2, G3). By (3.10) we have for (ug, 0¢) € F that
G(0,ug, 70, 0,0) = 0. (13.56)

Moreover, employing the notation V,,, f = (O, f, Oms f), for (ug, oo) € F we have by (3.10) that

[ —01(up1 + 00) 0 1|1 0
va(o,uo,ao,o,o)_[ , o <00 = o 1| (13.57)

By (3.9) and (3.17), we have
vXC:(O7 uop, 00, 07 O) = (VX5X2 <U01 + 00)7 V)(&‘XQ (UOI + UO))|X=0

0 0
By Oxa W0 (0) Oy, @o(0) | = O(1). (13.58)
Oy Oxa W0 (0) Oy Oy Wo(0)

Using (3.16), (3.21), and the interpolation Lemma A.3 we also have
W%G(x,uo,ao,mg,mg)’ + Vi Vi G (X, ug, 09, mo, ms)| + ‘VfG(X,uo,ao,mg,mg)‘ <e 7. (13.59)

For every § > 0, if we assume F is a sufficiently small neighborhood of F, then for (ug,00) € F, we
can replace (13.56)-(13.59) with

G(0, ug, 09,0,0) = O(9), (13.60a)

Vi G(0,ug,00,0,0) = e 11d + O(9), (13.60b)

Vi G(0, ug, 09,0,0) = O(1), (13.60c)

V2., G(x,u0, 00, ma, m3)| < e " (13.60d)

For a fixed (ug, 00) € F, now consider the map W, »,: R? x (—1/2,12)? — R3 x R? given by
\IIUO7UO (X, ma, mg) = (X, G(X, Uup, 00, M2, mg)) (1361)
with gradient with respect to x and m given by in block form as

d 0
Duooo = [VXG va]

From (13.60b) and (13.60c), we have det(DV,, ) = €72, for § < 1. Thus, by the inverse func-
tion theorem, for each (ug,00) € F, there exists an 1nverse map \IJUO o, defined in a neighborhood of
(0, G(0,up, 09, 0,0)). Moreover, using (13.60b)-(13.60d), we can infer that the domain of this inverse func-
tion ¥, contains a ball around (0, G(0, ug, 00,0, 0)) whose radius can be bounded from below in terms
of ¢, independently of § < 1. In particular, by assuming ¢ to be sufficiently small in terms of €, as a conse-
quence of (13.56) and (13.60a), we can ensure that the domain of \IluO o, contains a ball B centered at the
origin with radius depending solely on e. In other words, assuming F is a sufficiently small neighborhood

of F, then W' is well defined on B, where B is independent of (ug, 0g) € F. The key step is to define

0,00

(m2,m3) := (Mg, m3)(x, ug, 00) := P!, (x,0),

where Py, is the projection of the vector W
quence of (13.60b)-(13.60d), we obtain

uo o (X, 0) onto its last two components. Note that as a conse-

|Vx(m2,m3)| < |(D\IJU0,U'0)_1| <1 and |vx2(m2’m3)’ < |(D\IIuo,Uo)_1| |VX(D\IIUO,00)| < 5_7
(13.62)
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for all x € B, where we reduce the radius of B if required (dependent only on ¢€). In order to see
the first bound we note that DV, 5, is a lower triangular matrix. Then using (13.60b) we obtain that
det(DWyy.00) = % Moreover, applying (13.60b) and (13.60c), we can bound the entries of the cofactor
matrix by a constant multiple of £ =2, from which we conclude

(Do 00) Y| = |COEDW g 0| |det (DU )| F S 1.

Thus, we have identified the desired functions (ms, m3)(x, ug, og) such that (13.55), and thus (13.53) holds
for all x € B and all (ug, 00) € F.
Next, we turn to relaxing the constraint (3.9). For each (ug, 0¢) € F, we wish for find x € B such that

H(x,u0,00) := ((Vikuo;)(x)m;(x, w0, 00) + (VOroo)(x))mi(x, ug, 09) = 0. (13.63)
Using (3.9), for (ug, 0g) € F we have
H(0,ug,00) =0, (13.64)
where we used the identity m(0, ug, 0g) = e;. Moreover, we have
ViH = (V28ku0j)(x)mj(m,uo,ao)mk(x, up,00) + (Vguo;)(x) ® Vi(m;(z, up, oo)mi(x, ug, 09))
+ (V20r00) (x)my(x, 10, 00) + (Voroo)(X) ® Vimy (X, ug, 00) - (13.65)
For (ug, 0¢) € Fandx = 0, by the definition of W, in (3.11) and the property (2.44) of W, we have

(V25kqu)(O>mj(0, uo, Uo)mk(o, Uugp, 0’()) + (VQak(To)(O)mk(O, Uuop, 0’0)
6= 0 0
= (V201 (uor +00)(0) =] 0 2272 0 [+R (13.66)
0 0 272

where by (3.14) and the fact that k£ > 18, the remainder R is bounded as
Ru|<e 277,  |Rul+|Rual<e 37, |[Ru|<e s 7. (13.67)

By (3.9), (3.16), (3.18), (3.19), (3.21) (which implies by Sobolev embedding an estimate on 83150 and
Vi0x, o, where we also use that £ > 18) and (13.62)

‘(azakuO])(O) Vxe(mj (X, up, O'())mk(o, uo, Uo)) + (&akO’o)(O) Vxemk(O, uo, 00)‘
_ {alvzo<0>|+|alvao(0>|, ifi=1

|V2@0(0)| + |VVZ(0)] + |[VVan(0)|, otherwise
e5 T, ifi=1

< 11 . (13.68)
€ 2710, otherwise

Inserting the bounds (13.66)—(13.68) into identity (13.65) we deduce that
det(ViH) (0, ug, 09) = 7%,

for all (ug, 0g) € F. N
Using a similar computation, whose details we omit to avoid redundancy, for x € B and all (ug, o) € F,
we may use (13.62), (3.13), (3.21), and Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev to show

|VZH|<e™. (13.69)
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Therefore, we have established bounds for H similar to those we have established earlier in (13.60) for G,
which will allow us to again apply the inverse function theorem. More precisely, let us fix (up,00) € F and
assuming again that F is a sufficiently small neighborhood of F, the map @, », : R?> — R3 given by

DPyy,00(x) = H(x,up,00) (13.70)

is invertible in a ball centered at H (x, ug, 0g), with a radius depending solely on &. Due to (13.64) we may
ensure that this ball contains the origin, and by appealing to (13.64)-(13.69) and a similar argument to that
used on to invert the map in (13.61), by assuming F is a sufficiently small neighborhood of F, the map
D, .0, defined in (13.70) is shown to be invertible in a ball containing the origin, whose radius depends
solely on € and so is independent of (ug, 0g) € F. This shows that for each (ug, 0g) € F there exists x¢ in a
ball centered around the origin, such that (13.63) holds.

To conclude, for a given (ug,0¢) € F we construct Xg, ma(Xg, ug, 0g) and ms(xg, ug, 0g) such that
(13.53) and (13.63) hold. That is, we have

m x Vx(m - ug(xo) + 00(xp)) = 0 and Vi(m - V(m - up(x0) + 0o(x0))) = 0.

By the arguments above, we can ensure Xg, mo, m3 are uniquely defined in a small ball around the origin
and they can be made arbitrarily small by assuming that F is a sufficiently small neighborhood of F. Then
replacing (ug, 0g) by

(@0, 70)(x) = (R"uo(R(x + x0), 50(R(x + Xo))

where R is the rotation matrix defined in (2.2) with (m2, m3) replacing (ng, n3); then, we have that (g, o9)
satisfy the conditions

Vx(ﬂgl + 50)(0) =0 and anxl (ﬂm + 50)(0) =0.

i.e. the constraint (3.9) and the last equation in (3.10), which was our goal. To complete the proof, we note
that by construction we have that xg, ms, and m3 are small and F is a sufficiently small neighborhood of F;
thus, the global minimum of dx, (o1 + &) must be attained very close to 0. By the above formula, x = 0 is
indeed a critical point of dx, (up1 + 7¢), and using that the non-degeneracy condition (3.14) is stable under
small perturbations, the minimality condition (3.8) also holds for (@y, 7o) at x = 0. This completes the
proof of Theorem 3.2. O

A Appendices

A.1 A family of self-similar solutions to the 3D Burgers equation

Proposition A.1 (Stationary solutions for self-similar 3D Burgers). Let A be a symmetric 3-tensor such that
A k= M jk With M a positive definite symmetric matrix. Then, there exists a C® solution W 4 to

—%WAJF(?’% +WA) AWA+L-VW4=0, (A1)
which has the following properties:
* Wa(0) =0, 01W4(0) = —1, B2 4(0) =0,
o 0“W 4(0) = 0 for || even,
e 0°W 4(0) = A, for |a] = 3.
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Proof of Proposition A.1. We first construct an analytic solution W = W (y1, ) of the 3D self-similar
Burgers equation (A.1) for |y| < ro with 79 > 0 small, and to be specified below. To constrict such a
solution, we make the following power series ansatz:

A7 'Aa « «a o'
Waly)=—yi+ D) 5%+ 3, aay® =) aay (A2)
|a|=3 |a|=5,0dd a

where y¢ =y ys? y§‘3. We note that the properties listed in the statement of the Proposition are satisfied
by any function with a convergent power series expansion as above.
Inserting (A.2) into (A.1), we deduce that for |o| > 3

—%aa + Z Yiaga~ + %alaa + %(Oég + a3)aq = 0. (A.3)
B+y=a+e1
Using that a., = —1 we obtain the recursive expression for |a| > 3
Ao = 372|a| Z Y1G80- . (A4)
Bty=ater,
Bry#a

To see that the formula provides a recursive definition, we note that since ag = 0, note that no term of the
type a,, for |v| > |a| appears on the right hand side. Also note that the only terms of the type a,, for |v| = |
that appear on the right hand side have the property that || > |&|.
We seek a bound of the type
o < Cy CyCoy D12 (A.5)

for || = 2, where C,, are Catalan numbers. The inequality (A.5) is trivial for the case || = 2 since in that
case we have a, = 0. Note that by choosing D sufficiently large, dependent on A, we obtain (A.5) for all
|oc = 3|. Finally, for || > 4, we may use that a., does not appear in the sum (A.4) to conclude that

2 -3
laa] < la] Z $1C3,Cay+1-5,C, 0042*520530&37531)@
B+vy=a+e1,
By

< %CalmcagﬂcagﬂDlal_g
< Oy CoyCoy D12
where in the second line we used the identity C,,.1 = Z?:o C;Cp—; and in the third line we used that

Chi1 < 4C, and assumed that D > 512.
From (A.5) and the bound C,, < 4™, we conclude that

aq < (4D)ll (A.6)

from which it immediately follows that the Taylor series (A.2) converges absolutely, with radius of conver-
gence bounded from below by g := (8D) 1.

Next, we substitute the partial sum P, (y) := Z|”a|:1 aqy® of the Taylor series in (A.2) into (A.1). We
consider the expression for the nonlinear term, which by appealing to (A.3) becomes

n

n
—1
PoorPy= | D agy” || D) magy Ty
|8l=1 lv[=1
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n 2n
= Z y* Z Y1agay + Z Y~ Z Y1480~
|a|=1

1<|8],lvl<n lal=n+1  1<[Bl|v|<n
B+y=a+e1 B+y=a+e1

2n
- (%Pn ~-Mop, -1 VPH) + Z Y Z Y1a5a -
laj=n+1  1<|B]|yIsn
B+vy=a+e1

=R

.

For the remainder term R, using that |y| < 79 = (8D)~! and (A.6), we have that

& o S (al+2\ ol et
RI< D) Wyl D1 mlasllal < )] ] )7 (4D)

la]=n+1 1<|8],|vl<n laf=n+1
B+y=a+e1
0 i+ )
<4p Y <‘7. >2_]Sn22_"
J

j=n+1

which vanishes exponentially fast as n — oo. This shows that W 4 defined by (A.2) is an analytic solution
of (A.1) for all |y| < ro.
We next extend this solution to the entire domain, and we do so via trajectories. Let ®¥° be the trajectory

2,0 = (4 4+ T, Ly, dg) 0 9, @(0) = g (A7)

Let us choose 0 < § < 3 sufficiently small such that
—1<iWaly) < -1, (A.8)
Y- (3% + W.Aa %x% %xfﬂ) = % ’ (A.9)

for all |y| <
y

0.
)
For an 3

< |yo| < and s = 0, we define
W 40 @Y% = e%WA(yo) . (A.10)

Let D be the domain of W 4. The aim is to prove that W 4 = R3. First we show that the definition (A.10)
assigns a unique value for every y € D. In particular, suppose for a given y, € D, there exists yg, 7o such
that |yo|, [go| < 0 such that

DY (50) = D% (30) = ya

for some sg, 55 = 0. Without loss of generality, assume sg > Sp. Let us denote i := Yo (So — sp) which
satisfies || < d by (A.9) and we have

P (s50) = ®Y¥0(50) = s . (A.11)
From (A.7) and (A.10),we have
DY (s) = €2°(yo, + Walyo)(1 — e ™))
Y (s) = e2°(Fp, + Wa@o)(1 — ™)),
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In particular substituting s = sg into the first two equations and s = 0 in the second equation we obtain

Yo, + Walyo)(1 — ™) = 7o, + Wa(@)(1—e™™) and yo, =7,

Rearranging the first equation, we have

Yo, — Yo, = (WaPo) — W alyo))(1 —e*)

which is impossible by (A.8) and the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus. Thus we must have yy = ¥, and
thus we obtain a unique value for W _4(yx).

Now consider trajectories beginning at a point yo on the ball |yg| = ¢. Then differentiating (A.7) in y;
and solving explicitly along trajectories ¥°, we obtain

51WA(?JO)

oW Yo = — _ >
WA ®R(s) = 3 3 o) + et — o o)

Here we have used that that the hessian of d;W 4 at 0 given by V20, W 4(0) is positive definite, and we
have assumed that ¢ is taken sufficiently small. Indeed, from the above calculation, we further have that

|01 W 4 0 ®¥(s)| < Cre™*

for some C depending on A and 6. Then, by Gronwall’s inequality, we can bound VW 4 along trajectories
by

[V 40 9% (s)| < exp(C1(1 — ™)) [VIW 4(yo)| < Co,

where again (5 depends on A and 9.
Let us now observe that by the fundamental theorem of calculus,

This, in turn, implies that
(DY, 2C5®%°, 2C28%°)| = |(yo,, 2C2¥0,, 2C2y0,)| €7 - (A.12)

By a simple continuity argument, this implies that D = R3.3 O

A.2 The derivation of the self-similar equation

The goal of this appendix is to provide details concerning the derivation of the self-similar equations (2.28),
starting from the standard form of the equations in (1.1). This derivation was described in Subsections 2.1—
2.5, and in this Appendix we include the details that were omitted earlier.

¥Suppose yx € 0D, then there exists a sequences y;, §; € R%, s; > 0 such that we have the following: y; — yx, |;| = § and
yj = oY (s;)- The bound (A.12) implies that the sequence s; is uniformly bounded. Then taking a subsequence if necessary, by
continuity, there exists § satisfying || = & and sy such that ®7(s4) = y4. Thus ys € D and we conclude D is closed. Note that
if y5 € D, then there exists J satisfying || = 6 and s, such that ®(s) = ys. Furthermore, by flowing a small ball around 7 by
the vector field (241 + W 4, 222, 223) one can verify that D contains a small ball around ys. Thus D is open. Since D is open,
closed and non-empty, D = R3.
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A.2.1 The time-dependent coordinate system

The first step is to go from the spatial coordinate x to the rotated coordinate Z. For this purpose, the rotation
matrix R defined in (2.2) may be written out explicitly as

V1=|nf?

ni —N9 —n3 —n2 —n3
n3 n 1— N2 ___nong
R=R(t)=|n2 1— 12 —?iﬁz = 2 14+/1- |72 1++/1-[A2 (A.13)
ns _ nans _ "3 ns _ nang 1— n3
T+n Ttn T+/1- [ Tt/1-[l?
The new basis of R3 given by &; = Re; is thus given explicitly as
~ ~ n2 nans ~ nang n3
€1 = (n1> na, 7'1,3), €2 = | —Nn2, 1- T+ny’ 1+n1 ) and €3 = | —Nn3,— T+ny’ 1- T+ng /) °
The time derivative of the matrix R is given cf. (2.3) in terms of ng, n3 and the matrices
ng _
om (2+2 : 2-2n2) (1O 3+n1) —nz 1 0
2 _n2 n1—ns—2n3 _ n3(1-—n3+ny . 212
R® = 1 ()2 w0z | = 1 —ne = | +O0([a)  (Ald
0 _ng(l—n§+n1) __ monj _% 0
ni(1+n1)? ny(1+n1)?
and
_n3 _
ni 02 (1 12+ ) —ns 0 —1
3 __ non3 _ne\l—nyrrni) 212
R® = 0 ny(1+n1)? ny(1+n1)? = 0 0 _% +0 (|7’L‘ ) (A.15)
1 _nz(l—n%+n1) _n3(2+2n1—2n§—n§) 1 __n2 —ng3
n1(1+n1)2 n1(1+n1)2 2

where we recall that by definition n; = /1 — |72|2. With this notation, the matrices Q) = (R®)TR and
Q® = (R®)TR appearing in (2.4) may be spelled out as

i n2 ]
@) 0 , L+ nl(linl) n1?12-7‘:$11) 0 1 0 ,
— n — _ n3 >
Q L n1(1j—n1) 0 11?11 N ! %3 2 + O(‘n‘ ) ’ (A‘16)
___nang __ng 0 0 -3 0
ni(1+n1) 14+nq |
and
[ o s 14| rooo
3) romis ni(1+n1) n17%+n1) ’ v2
Q( = T ni(l+ng) 0 T 1+ = 0 0 _72 + O(|7"L| ) . (A.17)
_1— n3 ng -1 2 0
B 1 n1(1+ni) 1+n, 0 ] 2

Note that both matrices Q® and Q®) are skew-symmetric, and thus so is Q
Next we turn to the definitions of @ and p in (2.6), which may be rewritten as

p(x,t) = (R (t)(x — £(1)),1) .

From the definitions of Z, @ and p in (2.5)—(2.6) we obtain that

u(x,t) = R(OU(RT (t)(x — £(t)),t)  and

OtZy = Rpyp Rem @ — Rer&e
Ox, T, = Ry,
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e g, = Rijii; + Lo R, o + Rij0z, Ui (R RomT o — Rorée)
6X€ui = Rijagkﬂjng»

L590ip = 520ip + 03, p(Ren ReomTm — Rurée)
Ox,p = O3, PRy -

Using the above identities and the fact that RRT = Id implies RkiRkj = —RkiRkj, we may write the Euler
equations in the basis (€7, €2, €3) as

L0 0y; — RigiRijtly + (RejRomTm — Rej&0) 05, U + 03, + 505,0°% = 0, (A.18a)
1520, (2) + (RejRenm — Rese)s, (5 ) + 0, (B) +a () 0,5 = 0. (A.18b)
The perturbations (A.18) presents over the usual Euler system are only due to the R(¢) and £(¢) terms,
arising from our time dependent change of coordinates. The first term is a linear rotation term, while the
second term alters the transport velocity, to take into account rotation. Using the definitions of @) in (2.4)
and & in (2.6), the system (2.7) now directly follows from (A.18).
A.2.2 The adapted coordinates

We first collect a number of properties of the function f (%, t) defined in (2.11). Due to symmetry with
respect to vy, we clearly have that

frv = ¢uy (1)
so that f(0,t) = f,, (0,¢) = 0, and for the Hessian, we have that
Fovny (@,t) = szfy(t) :
For the derivative with respect to space and time we have
fﬂ/ = ng(tﬁw :
The following Lemma is useful in deriving the equations satisfied by 4, &, w, z, and a,,.
Lemma A.2 (The divergence operator in the (N, T2, T?) basis).
divy i = N;jdz, (W - N) + T70%, (@ T") + (@ - N)0Oz Ny + (T - T")0%, T}, . (A.19)
Proof of Lemma A.2. With respect to the orthonormal basis vectors (N, T2, T3), we have
divzu = onu - N + ovr - T
= N0z, U;iN; + T50z,u; T}
= N;dz; (@-N) + T, (@-T") — UNgNi,g —u; TET] 5
— Ny, (- N) + T405, (- T) — (@- N)N; T4 T — (@ - T)TY (NﬁNi,ﬂ + TgTZB) .
The equation (A.19) then follows from the following identities:

T7 (NN +THT] ) = =Th,uforv = 2,3, and NT5TY 5 = =Ny

For the first identity, we first consider the case that v = 2, in which case

T2 (NﬂNi,ﬁ +T;;Tgﬁ) = NgN, T2 + T3TS T2
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= —NgNiT? 5 — TRTITE 4
— (NgN; + T3T; + T3T)) T
— (NN + T5T7 + T3T3) T3

_ T2 _ _ T2
- TJJ_ Tmu'

and clearly, the same holds for v = 3. For the second identity, note that
NZTETZB = —NZ,BT[V;T;/ = _Nz,B(TET;/ + N5N1> = —NZJ(TJVT;/ + NJNZ) = _Nj,j = _N,u,,u,
which concludes the proof of the Lemma. O

Besides the above Lemma, it is useful to note that under the sheep shear transform (2.15)—(2.16) a term
of the type b - Vg becomes b - Vg + Jb - N &1 ¢g. In particular, for b = TV, the term involving 0, g disappears
and we are left with b - Vg. This is a key identity used in the following computations.

Proving that the Euler system in the T variable (2.7) becomes (2.16)—(2.1) in the x variable, is a matter
of applying the above observation, identity (A.19), and the chain rule. It is also not difficult to prove that
(2.9) becomes (2.21) under this change of variables.

A.2.3 The adapted Riemann variables

We give the details concerning the derivation of the system (2.24) directly from (2.7).
We start from (2.7), in which the space variable is Z, and the time is the original time ¢, i.e., prior to
(2.1). We define the intermediate Riemann variables

G=u-N+5, Z=u-N—&, d,=u-TY, (A.20)

which are still functions of (Z,t), so that

~

WN=L@+2), &F=Li@-2.

~

The Euler sytem (2.7) can be written in terms of the new variables (w, 2, a2, a3) as

20, + (0 + 5(@ + 2)Nj + $(@ — Z)N; + @, TY) 0,
= —ac“ijV(?j&y + &VT;/Ni + Qij&yT;{Ni
+ (U + @ NNy +@,T5) @ TY Ny — a5 (@, T, , + - NN, (A.21a)
220,27+ (0 + 5(@ + 2Nj — §(@ — N, + 3, TY) 0,2
= a&T}’&j&V + ayT;’Ni + QijayT}/Ni
+ (0 + 2NNy +a,T;) @, TiNi y + a5(@, T}, + @ - NN, (A.21b)
B, + (0 + 3@+ 2N, +3,T7) &5
= —adTV8;5 + (- NN; + @, T))TY
+ sz(il NN; + %T})T;’ + (0, +u- NN, + &WTZ)(ﬁ- NN; + aWTZ)TZM. (A2lc)
Next, using the sheep change of coordinates Z — x defined in (2.15), we have that the Riemann variables
defined earlier in (2.22) may be written as

w(r1, T, T3, t) = W(w1 + f(22,73,1), T2, T3, ) = W(T, 1), (A.22a)
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z(w1, w2, 23,1) = Z(x1 + f(22,73,1), 72, 23,1) = 2(T,1), (A.22b)
ay(T1, 2, 23,t) = Gy (71 + f(22,73,1), T2, 73,1) = (7, 1), (A.22c)

in analogy to (2.16). Using the new x variable and unknowns (w, z, as, ag), the system (A.21) takes the
form

Lag,w + (—f‘—i-Jv‘N +3(w+2) + %(w—z)) o1w

+ (v + 2w+ 2)Ny + $(w — 2)N, + a,T}) Opw
= —a6T40uan + ay TYN; + Qijay TYN; + (v + @ - NNy + a, T%) a, TYN;,,

—ac(a,T), , + 1 NNy,), (A.23a)
Bage+ (—f+ 0N+ Jw+2) - Pw-2)) oz

+ (vu + %(w + 2N, — §(w — 2)N,, + aZ,TZ) uz
= a6T40uan + ay TYN; + Qijan TYN; + (v + @ NN, + @, T4) a, TYN;

+aday (T, + 4 NNp,), (A.23b)
120,a, + <—f +Jv-N+3(w+ z)) dray + (vu + 5(w + 2)Ny + a,T)) dua,
= —6T40u6 + (- NN; + ay T)TY + Qi (@ - NNj + a, T])TY

+ (vu + - NNy +a,T)) (@ NN; + a, T))TY . (A.23c)

The system (2.24) now directly follows from (A.23), and by appealing to the notation in (2.17).

A.3 Interpolation
In this appendix we summarize a few interpolation inequalities that are used throughout the manuscript.

Lemma A.3 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev). Let u : R? - R. Fix1 < q,r < o and j,m € N, and
L < a <1 Then, if
— %) + 1l=a

then
| DI e < C|D™ul§r |ul}e® . (A.24)

We shall make use of (A.24) for the case that p = 27’7‘, r = 2, ¢ = 00, which yields

. J _J
[D7¢] 2n < 6l lele™ (A.25)

whenever ¢ € H™(IR?) has compact support. The above estimate and the Leibniz rule classically imply the
Moser inequality

[¢ ¢l gm < 10l lol gm + 10l gm [0l Lo - (A.26)

for all ¢, o € H™(R?) with compact support. At various stages in the proof we also appeal to the following
special case of (A.24)

2k-7
2k—5

2
lolgue S el bl 25 (A.27)

for p € H*~1(R3) with compact support. Lastly, in Section 12 we make use of:
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Lemma Ad. Letk >4and0<1<k—3. Thenfora+b = 1—T1_4€(0,1),andq= %,

[D*6 DF |, < DM D el [ D], | D1 (A.28)
Proof of Lemma A.4. For0 < < k — 3, define ¢ = q(k) = 6(22kk:f’) and p = p(k,l) = %. This

is the only exponent p such that l is an affine function of /, and for [ = 0 we have p = ¢, while forl = k£ —3

we have that p = = By Holder s inequality, we have

HD2+1¢ Dk*l*lgo‘

<[orol, [0l
Lp

L2 L2

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev interpolation inequality,

| <[Pkl 1D%],? (A292)
HD’“‘l—th HD’“ D% (A.29b)
LP P2
where the exponents a and b are given by
111 1_ p=2  k=3-1
11,1 1_p24
_ g9 p 3 _q 2p 3
ATT T k2 b="7— T k2 (A.30)
q 2 3 q 2 3
Then,a+b=1-— € (0,1), and (A.28) is established. O
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