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Formation of Multi-Point Singularities of Self-Similar Type
for Burgers Equation

Yiya Qiu’ Lifeng Zhao!

Abstract

In this paper, we constuct the multi-point blowup solutions of self-similar type for the
inviscid Burgers equation. The shape and blowup dynamics are precisely described. Moreover,
the solutions we construct are stable under small perturbations on initial data restricted in a
compact set.

1 Introduction

We consider the inviscid Burgers equation on R,
ug + uty, = 0, (1.1)
u(T — 6, 2) = up(x), '

where u : [T — §,T) x R — R is a real-valued function, 7' > 0 is the time when we expect u
blow up, and 0 < § < 1 is under determined. First introduced by Bateman and Burgers in their
independent works [3] and [6], the equation (II) was studied as the simplest quasilinear model
of conservation laws, nonlinear wave equations and compressible fluid dynamics, describing the
generic blowup dynamics of hyperbolic systems, see for [9] and [12].

It is universally acknowledged that Burgers equation admits singular solutions starting from
small smooth data, as long as its slope has a negative point. This is illustrated by the method of
characteristics, namely the solution becomes singular in finite time once there exist two character-
istic lines getting across, see [I0]. At this time, the gradient of solution grows to infinity instead
of the solution itself. In particular, this type of blow up is called “geometric type”. The study
of geometric type of singularities in generic hypobolic systems is flourishing in past decades. For
example, by using characteristic curves or surfaces, [I] and [2] established shock formation theory
on quasilinear wave equations in dimension two, [I3] on quasilinear wave equations on dimension
three in relativistic scheme, as well as [7] on compressible Euler equation in dimension three.

Among various shock waves, Self-similar phenomena are observed in massive physical researches
and activities, which reveal the processing that scales reproducing themselves smaller and smaller.
In particular, smooth self-similar profiles are always the asymptotic attractors of all smooth and
non-degenerate shocks. The self-similar profile of Burgers equation was studied in [II] as an
important example. And in [§], the authors summarized that (1) admits a family of self-similar
solutions

w=(T—t)% 7, (ﬁ) i €N, (1.2)

where U;(X) is a family of odd, decreasing, analytic profiles in X = . In particular, each
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U, (X) satisfies the self-similar equation

1 2i+1
-
2t * 21

XOxVU; + U,0x0; = 0. (1.3)

Therefore, for every ¢, (I.2) is a singular self-similar solution to (1), blowing up at the single point
2 = 0 and the finite time ¢t = T". There are also several recent works considering singular solutions
of self-similar type, such as [5] on 2d compressible Euler equation with azimuthal symmetry and
[4] on 3d compressible Euler equation without symmetry assumptions.

In this article, our goal is to find a solution blowing up at finite many points at the same time
of the following form:

L
w=Yuts (14)
=1

where

w = (T — 1)1, ((;%) (1.5)

with y1(¢) = 0. £ is a small perturbation whose initial data &g is supported in

1

4 5
supp &g C {ac : 5521'1 <z< 56211 } . (1.6)

u; can be regarded as uj shifting a distance of y;(t), and we assume
yo=y(T —9)=3(1—-1)§71. (1.7)

Now we state the main result roughly and the precise statement is in Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 1.1. There exists § > 0 and an open set of a suitable topology such that if €y is in this
open set, then the equation (LI admits a solution of the form (L4).

We shall explain our main ideas. First, since our task is to construct singular solutions with
finite many self-similar profiles, the interaction between different profiles is of vital importance. So
we introduce y;(t), measuring the distance between the two centers of the first and the I*" profiles,
and figure it out by using characteristic lines. Next, we assume the initial data of disturbance
€p is compact supported, then finite speed of propagation implies that the support of £ will keep
compact during the lifespan, which provides crucial convenience when performing energy estimate.
At last, we apply the weight Sobolev space and the bootstrap framework established in [§] to prove
the main theorem.

Compared with earlier works on formation, persistence and continuation of shocks of conser-
vation laws, this article mainly stresses emphasis on the precise descriptions on the shape and
dynamical behavior. Besides, the initial data is assumed to be smooth and compactly supported,
which is different from the classic Riemann problem. In particular, the solution we construct is
stable under a small perturbation on initial data restricted in a compact set.

Notation In this article, we use “A < B” and “A 2 B” to denote A < CB and A > CB,
where the constant C' may change from line to line and is independent of §.

2 The Evolution of ¢ and Y]

2.1 The Evolution of ¢

Now we introduce the self-similar variables corresponding to Burgers equation.
First welet t € [T — 6,T) and s = —log(T —t), so s € [—logd, +00). Then we define

2+ 1 1
e S

(67 -
21, 21,



then 1 < o < 2. We also define

_ x €T
Xj=——"— Xi=——
P =t (T —t)or’
Y, — yi(t) Y, — yi(t)
(T =)y’ (T -ty
then
X=X L =elamosX gy = elmme)sgg 2.1
A (T , Ox=e %0 (2.1)
We define € by the relation
e(s, X) :=e™%E(s, X), (2.2)

then direct computation shows that

1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _
Opuy + wOpuy =(T — t)(”l b [ Q_Q\Ijil (X1 = Y1) + au(X; — Y1)0g, V5 (X — V1)

1 d L
- D W (X, — ).

+‘I/il(Xl —Yl)a)zl‘I’iL(Xl —Yl) T 1 dt

Note that since Y, = % and y; = e~ 91*Y], we have

dy _dyds _dy 1 Y,

Gt dsdr - asT 1 ¢ s

Combinning with (L3), (L4), 22) and 2.3]), we get that

dy;
Sl — V). (2.3)

—a e %Y = 6_%(

L L
1 _ _ _ _
Ose — g—e + o1 XOxe +edxe + Oxe > el g (X = V) + ey 0x, Vi (X - V)
11
=1 =1

L
—y, )8 Y \/ Y \/ d Y \/
+ Y el (X, - ,)0%, W, (X1, — Vi) + Z(EYZ — a1 Y7)0%,V;, (X, — Y;) = 0.
l1 1o =1
(2.4)

2.2 The Evolution of Y,

Let’s go back to y;(t), which measures the distance between the centers of self-similar parts u; and
uy. Consider two characteristic lines x1(¢) and z;(t) starting from x1(T — §) = 0 and z;(T — J) =
yl(T — (5) = Yi,0, then

yi(t) = o (t) — 21(t)

and
@ dr; dr;

dt — dt dt -

On the other hand, by using the characteristic line of Burgers equation,

d

=T =8 = 8) = (T~ 5,y(T ~ 6) = uouno).
d
% = u(T — 0,0) = up(0),

which implies that h; := % = uo(y1,0) — uo(0) is a constant. Together with ([2.3]), it follows that

dy;
Sl —aY)) =M. (2.5)

e_i(




Integrating it from s = —logd, we get
Yi(s) = e*°6* Y 0 + €*%(0 — e %) hy, (2.6)

where Y, o = Yi(—logd) = y06~* =3(— 1)1 > 0.
About h; we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For anyl=2,....,L — 1, we have hy <0 and 0 > h; > hj4+1
|| < (Sm'm(;inﬁl)7 (2.7)
where iy, = max{iy, ....,i}.

Proof. In order to show 0 > h; > hjy1, it suffices to show that Zlel uy,0 is a strictly decreasing

_1
function in z. Indeed, for any i, ¥, is strictly decreasing, so are u; o = §%1 U((x — y1,0)0~*) and

L
2121 ur,0-

By the definition of h;, we have

hy :uo(yz 0) — uo(0)

—ZUZ' yl0)+€0yzo Z“l' —500)

r=1 =1
L L
= Z uy o(Y1,0) — Z uy 0(0)
r=1 r=1

M=

(ur,0(y1,0) — wr,0(0))
P

<0,

Il
N

where the fact that y; 0, 0 ¢ supp £¢ is used in the third equality.

At last,
L
he =Y (wr,0(yr.0) — wr0(0))
r=1
Lo yz Y0 Y0
— Tiy 0= Jr T !
=3 5T, ( pere 252 i ( 1+2“)
'=1 '=1 L
:le +IQ

For I, as a consequence of (7)) we have

L
B <Y 67 (30 — 1)5~ )T < g,
I'=1

For Iy, we rewrite is as

5 Y1,0 — Yo T Yi,0 = Yr,o
= 2 0T (T )+ D 0T (T,

1
S 2i)/ A (51+ 2iy
10 <y 1y >

noting that <=4 = 3(I — 16~ T T 3 — 1)6~1 = 0 when iy = iy
Fy Z'Ll/
In the sum ), !

Wehaveg——<0 so &

14—l _ :
iy <is? 2~ 2%y > §~1. Therefore when ¢ is small



enough, there holds

= — 14— —l4 A
| § RERL \I/il/(?)(l _ 1)5 24 Zi, 3([/ _ 1)5—1)| 5 E : (5 24 24y, )211,+1 LERL
il/<il il/<il
1
< § § @i+
iy <14
1
<) @im+1D)2im |
1 1

iy >ip W have 5 — %y

BT . .
>0s06 T7 %y < 51, Like above when § is small

In the sum Y
enough, we have

1 I R L 1
| Z 5% \Ijil,(g(l . 1)6 I+35 Ty 3([’ _ 1)5_1)| 5 Z 5% (6—1)2¢l/+1
By >0 By >0
<§ @t 7
In conclusion, || < § @m0
By the above lemma, we get the following estimate

1 1
€55 — e )Ry < Eemsazh : (2.8)

since (§ —e %)y <0 < i5ﬁ when § is small enough and s > —logJé.

3 Some Useful Facts

In this section we will record some properties of ¥; and ¢;, summarized or proved by Collot, Ghoul
and Masmoudi in [8].

Proposition 3.1. We have the asymptotic property of ¥;(X),

—+oo
Ti(X) = =X + X7+ " X as X —0

k=2

and

L X | —o4 3
U, (X) = —sgn(X)| X |7+ + sgn(X)Q,i_’_1 + O(|X| %H1) as | X| — +oo.

1

Moreover, we have

|95(X)] ~ X[+ XN |oxWa(X)] S X700 |03 0(X)| S X772 (3.0

Now we define the linear operators Hy and H x, such that

Hyf = f%lf + anXxf + fOx Wy, (X) + U, (X)0x f



and

L L
fof*—erOélXaXeraXfZ AT (X = Vi) + [y 0%, Wi (Ko — V)
=1 =1
L L
=Hxf+ 6sze(a1—az)sq/il (Xl — YE) + fZ@XL\I/il (Xl — YE) (32)
=2 =2

The spectrum properties of Hx is proved in [§].

Proposition 3.2. The point spectrum of Hx is
) — 211 — 1
T = {% je N} .

j—21 -1
2

In particular,

Hx(¢;) = 5 (3-3)

where

8X¢] 1

6 (X) = | XP(1+|X])5 9, |2 g
7 X[

(3.4)

We will use the function space

u21dX (XOxu)29dX .
N
{ /¢2q X)X /¢§Q<X>|X| D }

as well as an embedding lemma, whose proof can be found in [8].

Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ € N*. Then for any u € Bj 4 one has

2 u21dX (X Oxu)24dX
poy = 0 </ x| v S (X)X] ) | S

4 Bootstrap Argument

u

¢

Since all the preparation of bootstrap have been made, we now state main theorem precisely.

Theorem 4.1. Let j = 2i1 + 2, and there exist 0 < 6,k < 1, ¢ > 1 such that for all 9(X)

supported in X € [35, 35] with

HEO(X)”BzilJqu < 6(%_5)5 (41)

then the solution to equation (Z4) with data g is global, where € is defined in ([22]).
In particular, if we take

L
e Y,0 — Yo —YI,0
- Z o\ Wi | T | W | g
= R § T2y

with y10 = 3(1 — 1)5ﬁ, then the equation (1) admits solutions of the form

L
=N (-t %) + &t ),
=1

where yi(t) satisfies
wlt) = 30— D57 + (5 — (T~ )% i,



and W;,(X;) is the solution 0f—2_1il\11il + aleaXl Wi, 4+ V4,05, V5, = 0 with X, = ela—o)s x
Next we need to estimate the support and weight Sobolev norm of € by bootstrap argument.

Proposition 4.2. (The support of (s, X))For any s > —log§, we have

supp{e(s, X)} C X(s) = {X et <X < 26i6a15} , (4.2)
so that by 28) and (Z38)
§TTeMs, 1> 2,
| X -V ~ (4.3)
e, 1=1.

Next we define the vector field A,

L
A= X0x + Ze(al_al)swiz (X, — Y1)ox
=1

L
=0 XOx + Y _ el 7000 (el =) (X — ¥)))ox.
1=1
Proposition 4.3. (The Ba;, 42,4 norm of (s, X)) There exist constants ¢ € N*, K, K1 > 1 and
0, Kk < 1 such that if the solution e to (24) with initial data 9 = e(—logd) satisfying
07 4 (Agg)* i

RN X < 672(](%7'{6)50 (4.4)
R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|

— )

then the solution € is global and satisfies

€2q qu 1
/ S B N (4.5)
R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|
and )
Ae)2a % ,
( %d}() < Kie~(5=ms, (4.6)
R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|

Corollary 4.4. For s > —logd and X € X(s), with the “<” depending on bootstrap constants K
and Ky, there hold

el S 1XJem (27" (4.7)
and

|0xe| < e (G, (4.8)

4.1 The Evolution of the Support

Before we prove Proposition 4.2, an estimate measuring the lower bound of transport speed of

24) is needed.

Lemma 4.5. For any s > —logd with § small enough and
X € X(s) = {e < X < 20715},

we have

L
X <X + ) elmmoag, (el (X — ¥i(s))). (4.9)
=1



Proof. First of all, note that when X € X(s), the term when indexed by I = 1 is the unique
negative term in the sum, since ¥;, is decreasing odd function in X. So it suffices to prove

1
U, (X)) > ——X,
(X)) > -5

where we note that Y7 (s) = 0.
Then for fixed s, it suffices to show that

1 1
inf {¥;;(X)} > su ———X = ——2¢".
XeX(s){ ( )} XEXFES) { 211 } 211
Indeed by (£2), (£3) and BI), we have

inf {0, (X)} =0, (2677 ™
Lnf {0, (X)) =¥, (257 e))

- c(é‘ieo‘ls)ﬁ

v

1
> _ e§ T @i TD) e(alfl)s

1

_'e‘s,
2’&1

Y]

where 4 is small enough.
O

Proof of Propsition 4.2. Under the self-similar variables, by (@), the support of e(—logd, Xy) is

4 )
= —< < —. .
Xo {Xo 35_X0_35} (4.10)

Next we use Lagrangian trajectories ®X¢(s) defined by

{ ER(5) = 1@ ) 4 L el (el @N(s) i) b

®Xo(—logd) = Xo.
For the lower bound, by [@3) [@2) and [@1), we have

d
5 070(s) 2070 (s) — |27 (5)]|e]
s
>oX0(s) — 20 57T el =3 FR)s,

Integrating from — log d, we have
%0 (5) >[Xo|de® — QCK(SiGS/ el1=3m3 g
—logé
4 s 5 s s—(a1—34k)
de —2CK6%1 e’y 172
4 1.\ s
2(5 —2CKd27")e®

>e’

)

as 0 is small enough.



For the upper bound, by [@2]) ([26]) and B , we have
el om0 (@0(s) = Yi(s))) | el 700N (o5 )
<[Ce(r g, (571 )
< Celor—ane Ttz gler-1)s
<C§Tm @D el (4.12)
where 4,, = max{i1,...,ir}. Then (£I1]) and (@7 implies that

d 1 ) 1 1
d_<I>X°(s) < 1 ®X0(s) + LOSTmmTD (1= D3 | 90 57T elor—5+R)s,
S

Integrate it then we get
X0 (s) Sgéﬁ €M% 4 LOSM TG ¢ 4 90 T T E T e
<2571 e™1°

as 4 is small enough.

Proof of Corollary 4.4. By (&9) we deduce
el + [ X Oxel < [e] + |Ae],

therefore the bootstrap assumption (£3]) and (L) imply that

/ (Xax&') < 67(%7/{)5’
Bty 1o |X| R G5 12( X)X~

According to the embedding lemma (B3) we have || < e~ (27%)%|¢g; o] < e (3755 X|. Similarly,
|Oxel S e™(E7% gy, ol | X[ 1 S e (F7H)5,
(|

4.2 Energy Estimate
The proof of Proposition 4.3 is split into several lemmas.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that u and © are smooth and satisfy
Ug + fixu =0

for s € [~logd,4+00), and q € N* large enough, where Hx is defined in B2). Then there exist
C > 0 independent of q such that for 6 small enough the following energy estimate holds,

2q 2q71
(/ X>§(1€) [ [ 0 iy
ds ¢211+2 )X 2 q) Jr ¢y (X)X ¢211+2( )X



Proof. In this proof, 0 < g < 1, which may change line by line. By (24)

dX
dS <2q/ ¢211+2 |X| ) / ¢211+2 |X|

L

1=2
— axuz G al)s\Pil (Xl — Yl) + @} dX
1=2
=l + 1+ I3+ 14

.. . 1 C w24
For I, by (B3) and the similar lemma in [§], we get I; < — (5 — ?) fR de.
For I, by @21), [E3) and B.1)), we have

aXL\I]iL (Xl — 5_/2) 5 (e(az—a1)s€s)_2il1+1—1 5 €(al_a1+1)(_2i11+1_1)s 5 e(‘;—;—l—ail)s ,S 5, (414)

where % —1- a% < 0 and p > 0 is a proper chosen constant. So

L] < o / X
¢211+2 |X|

For I3, by integration by parts we note that

w219y

¢§Z+2( )IXI

elm—a)sg, (X, — V))dX
/ ¢2“+2 |X| l

ela=alsg, (X, —V)dX

1 i (_F61X¢211+2) (@1=asy, (X, — V))dX — - / (e(al—az)s\hl (X, — 571)) dX

29 Jr ¢2;'11+2( )X ¢2z 4o(X RY
=131 + I3p.

For each [ in the sum of the I3; we use (Z1)), (34) and get

e(alfal)S\I]iL(Xliifl) 56(2_1_1)5|X7}/l|2i1+1
| X RY

We estimate for two cases:

Casel. | X|>|Y] or | X| =~ |Y]|. At this time by [@2]) and (@3] we have

(-1 | X = Y[ < BV x| F < (Vs < g
| X
Case2 .|X| < |Y|. At this time by (2) and (£3) we have
# @18 7,; 1
elar s % < (5 -)s (O7H M)A ey (aa-2)s < gn,
es ~Y ~Y

So by (3.4),
w34
I;1 S 5#/ - dX
R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|

10



The estimate of I3 5 is similar to those of I and I3 ;:

oo (€8T (X = V) | 05, Wi (Ky = YD) e (X V)
¥ X| X| X2 ~o

Thus

T3] < o / X
¢211+2 |X|

1, is trivial. Now we choose proper ¢, C' and obtain the ([I3]).
O

Lemma 4.7. There exists Ko > 1 large enough independent of K1 such that for s > sg we have

1

2q 2q
</ %dX) <=2 Ko e (3=K)s,
R ¢2i1+2(X)|X| 2

Proof. In this proof,

N 2i1 (67} (07

and C is a constant which may change from line to line. We apply [@I3) to ([24) and get

d 1 2q
a4 _/ L ax
ds \ 2q Jr bai, 1o (X)X

1 C)/ £2a / g2 L d L
<(z-%) [~ _ax- Y - anY)0g, ¥y, (X — 1))
<2 q) Jr ¢3¢ o(X)|X| IXI [Z ds L

+ Z €(a1_all)sq/ill (Xh - Yh )8X12 \Ilizz (Xlz - }712) + E@Xa‘}
l1#l2

1 C)/ g2e
(=) o AX (L + L+ Iy).
(2 q) Je 638 L H(X)X|

o o
For I, due to ([ZF5) and (7)), we have |-LY; — a1 Y| = [e%1 " ly| < €71 55T @m0 . Then by
(@I4) and Young’s inequality,

1] S

L
[ e 3 0 (%~ V)X
¢211+2 |X| =1

_1 1 o] 1
(eZir 58 Zim Cim D) e(a_z_l_a_z)s)Qq

CQ/
—————dX+Y C(q / dx,
¢2n+2 )IX| lz; X(s) oty 42 (X)X

where ¢g is a small number. Next we integrate the second term

(e 557D oy ~17a)%)2a
c | ax
X(s) ¢211 +2( )|X|

M=

1

. . ay 1 1
(€71 %8 Tm im0 e(a_zflfa_L)S)Qqém e*1s

] =

S

Il
-

1 ~
< § TG T T3 p20dstans
~ b

where ¢ > 1.

11



For I, by (@12)) and [@I4),
e(aliall)s\llill (Xll - Yll)af(u \Pilz (Xlz - }712) S 5me(alil)se(alz 2 )
so by Young’s inequality and ([£.2)), we have

o1 g1y
12| < / X+ Y Cl / (e el —Dee Sy Ty
- R¢211+2( )|X| 1115 X(s) ¢211+2( )|X|

2q
§C_O/Qq57dX+5m+i62qu+als.
q b, +2(X)|X]

For I5, by (&3],

c2
< /&CLX
Both 12 (X)X

FEIDS

d (1 g2

ds 2_/ 5 x|
9 Jr ¢35, o (X)X

1 C 2q 2 , 2q
< (5 _ _> / 2(15761)(4r (2 +e—(%—n)s)/ - c dXx
q) Jr ¢34 o(X)|X] q R $n;, 4o X)|X]

1 1 -
+ C5im(2im+1)+ﬁ€2qa5+als

2
< (l _ g) / 2€7qu + Cé-m-l‘ﬁqu&erals.
2 q R ¢2?1+2(X)|X|

Then take ¢ large enough so that |C'/q| < k and integrate it, we get

1 €2q
R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|

At last,

2q
/ = iXx Se*?(](%fn)(sfso) #dX + 0672q(%7/{)55p17p27(%7n)
¢2h+2 )X R $25, 42(X)|X]

Se*?(;(%fka 5(1 4 §Pr—P2— —*'{))
2q

o-2a(-r)s Ko~

> 92q ’

where p; = m + ﬁ, p2 = 2qa+ a1 and the last inequality holds by taking K large enough
in terms of § and independently of K.

O
Lemma 4.8. There exists K1 > 1 large enough depending on Kg such that for s > sy we have

2 24
< %M) < Ki--ns
Bor 42 (X)X 2

Proof. In this proof, 0 < v « 1 is a small number and

& = max {(al — ay +1)(

U,l1,l2 297+ 1

whose sign is not important here.

12



Let w =: Ae, and note that A is the linear transport field of (24]), so we have

L
E = (AzaXl\IIiL(Xl — YE)) g,

=1

[A,flx} e =

L
A, Z 9%,V (X, = Y7)
=1

and get

L
ws + Hxw + A Z O, Vi, (Xi — V))e + e0xw + wdxe + €[A, Ox]e
=1

+4 Z e(aliall)s\Pill (Xll - }711)8)?12 \Pizz (Xlz - }712)
li#l2

*AZ YlfozlYl )0%, Vi, (X — Y1) = 0.

By energy estimate (£13),

dX | <—(s- dx
ds </ ¢2“+2 )X >_ < >/¢211+2 X)X|

2q 1
7{ Zaxl i Xl le)E—I—Ean-i-waxE—f—E[A ax]
R G5 42(X)|X|
+A Y elermen)ey, (X, - Yi)0%,, Vi, (X1, — Y1,)

117512

*AZ Yl — nY))dx, Wi, (X, fﬁ)}dX
1 )/ w4
= (z-2) | o dX 4 (L + -+ I).
(2 4/ Jr 637, 12 (X)1X|
For I, by @I12), [@I4), 3I) and (£3) we have

L L
A 05, W (X1 = V)| SlaaX + 3 =005, (X, - ¥1)|0x 0, Wi, (X — )
=1 =1

L
Slan X+ el 0wy, (X = Vi)|el ™03 0, (X; - V)]

=1

1 . 1 N N _ 1
5(52«;1 eY1S + §2Zm Cim T 6(041—1)5)e(al—a1)é(eé+(0¢l Otl)s) 35,712

<omrelmm D =Dt (4.15)
N
where we note that (oq — a1 + 1)(2”Jrl -2ty =-2+% -+ St = -2+ all(ozl —D+a; <

—24 a_§ + 5 <0, since 1 < oy < g, a1 < % Therefore

N

|11

| N

dx
|X| X)X

<5u 2q 1K e—2q(2 R)S
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For I,, we use integration by parts and get

w~! 1 2 1
/qua = xedX = o [ wedx | ——— | dX.
R $o, 42(X)|X| ¢2z 4o |X| qJr ¢211+2( )X
Then by (@), (£8) and (B4), it follows that
1 ’LU2
/ ——————OxwdX 567(57'{)5/ oo dX
¢211+2 | R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|

I3 is similar to I,

2q—1 2q
[ x| g et [ oy
R ¢2i1+2(X)|X| R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|

For I, we first compute

Ag,

L
[A,0x]e = — <Oél + Ox Ze(aﬁal)s‘l’iz (X1 - V)

) a1+ Ox Yo e, (X - V)
axa' = —
=1

1 X+ Ly el o0, (X, - V)

so by [@3), EI2) and [@I4), we have

Ae |Ae|
A,0x)e] < e e P
|[ ] | X(al 4 Zlel elal ; ‘I/il(leyvl)) |X|
In this way,
1 2q
g | [ o e X S 1 [ i —ax st [ ax
¢2z +2 X)X X ¢2z +2 |X| R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|

For I5, direct computation shows

A (e, (%, - Vi,)0x, Wi, (X1, — Vi)

=1
+ e(aliall)sqlizl (Xll - Yll)AaXlZ \IliZZ (Xb - }712)7

by ([@.14), we have

L
= <041X + Z e(al_al)sq/il (Xl - Z)) aXll \Ilill (Xl1 - %1)6)2[2 \IliLQ (Xl2 - 5/22)

L
‘ <051X + Z e(alial)s\lliz (Xl - m)) 8Xl \IJ (Xll E1)8X12 \piLQ (Xlz - }7l2)
=1

1 g1 1 g1
(S -1-gts (G —1-gh)s

<§TT 156 Ol a

1 ES R T S O
<§zi1 6( ey T, ey C*zZ)
~

e(al—azl)slllill (Xll — _11 )Aa)glz \I/ilz (Xlg — }712)

1 1 - 1) (gt —2
<@y elor—Ds gaiy (M2 1T G et o,
S

1 1 — [ S _
<5W+me(a12 a1+1)(21l2+1 2)s+ag, s+(o1 1)5.
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Then Young’s inequality implies that

(5 s T o e&s)Qq

w2
—dX +C
Il < /%W( X)[X] (")/]R o2 (X)X

CO/ dX+C(q)5m+qe(2q&+al)s.
¢211+2 |X|

For Ig, by [2.5), @.15)

L
d -
AE(EYZ — a1 Y))g, ¥y (X1 — V1)
(al—oq-l-l)(ﬁ—Q)s—i-als

< TS f e o
N ) 2im 2im+1) § 201 ¢
< §Tm @i T 21y (1 mon D) (g —D)stoust oy
<5V€ds
Similarly,
& q 1 ~
| < &2 / X + O(q) ety e(2adtan)s,
¢211+2 |X|

At last,

d (1 29
= _/%wid)(
ds \ 2q Jr ¢2i1+2(X)|X|
1 C 2q 2
g(———)/,zqwidxﬂﬂm (3=m)s) /7
2 q/)Je bai, 1o (X)X q ¢211+2 )X

P29 g o—20(3—k)s T D iy p(206401)s
+ 0P K" " Koe +Co e

1 C g4 2g—1 2q(1 ; 2¢6
<l;-—= / —————dX + VKT Kpe 29700 4 O ePatten)s,
2 R ¢2i1+2(X)|X|

Take |C/q| < k, p1 = 2qv + i, p2 = 2q& + 1 and integrate it,

/wihd)(
R 658 1o(X)|X]|

2q
Se—m;(%—n)(s—so)/ 04X CemRatmRsgmpt (o) g 20 e 2a(h s
R¢2i1+2( )|X|

§6—2q( —n)s(1+06p1 p2+(§—ﬁ)+6u 2q 1K0)

K24
<e—2a(3-r)s 21
= b)

22q

C(;mfpzﬂéfﬁ) )
2q—1
K71

as long as K > 229(—t— + 6" Ko +
g K7

O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Assume the conclusion is not true, which means there exists & whose ini-
tial data supported in [35, 36] and satisfying (4] is not global, whose lifespan of ¢ is s.. But
Proposition 4.3 implies that if £(s) is starting from s., ||€(s)||g will keep small for a short time
interval [s., s« + 1), so does Oxe by Corollary 4.4. Then according to the continuation criterion
of hyperbolic equation, £ would not blow up in this time interval, which contradicts with former
claim.

O
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