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Abstract

A fundamental question in fluid dynamics concerns the formation of discontinuous shock waves from
smooth initial data. We prove that from smooth initial data, smooth solutions to the 2d Euler equations in
azimuthal symmetry form a first singularity, the so-called C

1
3 pre-shock. The solution in the vicinity of

this pre-shock is shown to have a fractional series expansion with coefficients computed from the data.
Using this precise description of the pre-shock, we prove that a discontinuous shock instantaneously
develops after the pre-shock. This regular shock solution is shown to be unique in a class of entropy
solutions with azimuthal symmetry and regularity determined by the pre-shock expansion. Simultaneous
to the development of the shock front, two other characteristic surfaces of cusp-type singularities emerge
from the pre-shock. These surfaces have been termed weak discontinuities by Landau & Lifschitz [12,
Chapter IX, §96], who conjectured some type of singular behavior of derivatives along such surfaces.
We prove that along the slowest surface, all fluid variables except the entropy have C1, 12 one-sided cusps
from the shock side, and that the normal velocity is decreasing in the direction of its motion; we thus
term this surface a weak rarefaction wave. Along the surface moving with the fluid velocity, density and
entropy form C1, 12 one-sided cusps while the pressure and normal velocity remain C2; as such, we term
this surface a weak contact discontinuity.
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1 Introduction

We consider the simultaneous development of shock waves and weak singularities (contact and rarefac-
tion cusps) from smooth initial data, for the two-dimensional compressible Euler equations in azimuthal
symmetry. This problem consists of:

• the shock formation process, in which we start from smooth initial data and construct the first singu-
larity, the so-called pre-shock;

• the shock development process, in which the pre-shock instantaneously evolves into a discontinuous
entropy producing shock wave, and two other families of weak characteristic singularities (cusps).
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1.1 The compressible Euler equations

For shock development, it is essential to write the Euler equations in conservation form, so as to ensure the
physical jump conditions (conserving total mass, momentum and energy) are satisfied. The system reads

Btpρuq ` divpρub u` pIq “ 0 , (1.1a)

Btρ` divpρuq “ 0 , (1.1b)

BtE ` divppp` Equq “ 0 , (1.1c)

where u : R2 ˆ R Ñ R2 denotes the velocity vector field, ρ : R2 ˆ R Ñ R` denotes the strictly positive
density, E : R2ˆRÑ R denotes the total energy, and p : R2ˆRÑ R denotes the pressure function which
is related to pu, ρ,Eq by the identity

p “ pγ ´ 1q
´

E ´ 1
2ρ |u|2

¯

,

where γ ą 1 denotes the adiabatic exponent. For smooth solutions, the conservation of energy equation
(1.1c) can be replaced by the transport of (specific) entropy BtS ` u ¨ ∇S “ 0, where S : R2 ˆ R Ñ R
denotes the entropy function, and the pressure has the equivalent form

ppρ, Sq “ 1
γρ

γeS . (1.2)

We consider solutions to the Euler equations (1.1) which start from smooth non-degenerate initial data at
time T0, form a first singularity or pre-shock at time T1, and simultaneously develop a discontinuous shock
wave and surfaces of weak characteristic discontinuities on the time interval pT1, T2s. Solutions on the time
interval rT0, T1q are classical solutions to (1.1), and only the continuation of these solutions past T1 requires
the introduction of the Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions.

Suppose that for t P pT1, T2s, the shock front S Ă RdˆpT1, T2s is an orientable space-time hypersurface
across which the velocity u˘, density ρ˘, and energy E˘ jump. We consider the case where this surface is
given by S :“ tspt, x1, x2, . . . xdq “ 0u with spacetime normal ´p9s,∇xsq|S :“ p´9s, nq. We assume that
pu˘, ρ˘, E˘q are defined in the sets Ω˘ptq Ă R2 separated by the shock front at time t. Let np¨, tq point
from Ω´ptq to Ω`ptq, which is in the direction of propagation of the shock front. In two-dimensions, we let
τp¨, tq “ np¨, tqK denote the tangent vector. We denote rrf ss “ f´ ´ f` where f˘ (sometimes denoted f˘)
are the traces of f along S in the regions Ω˘ respectively, and un “ u ¨ n|n|´1, uτ “ u ¨ τ |τ |´1. The shock
speed is denoted by 9s. The Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions state that the shock speed 9s along with the
jumps of the fields across S must simultaneously satisfy

9s|n|´1rrρunss “ rrρu2
n ` pIss , (1.3a)

9s|n|´1rrρss “ rrρunss , (1.3b)

9s|n|´1rrEss “ rrpp` Equnss , (1.3c)

where we have used rruτ ss “ 0 for a shock discontinuity.

Definition 1.1 (Regular shock solution). We say that pu, ρ,E, sq is a regular shock solution on Rd ˆ
rT1, T2s if the following conditions hold:

(i) pu, ρ,Eq is a weak solution of (1.1) and ρ ě ρmin ą 0;

(ii) the shock front S Ă Rd ˆ R` is an orientable hypersurface;

(iii) pu, ρ,Eq are Lipschitz continuous in space and time on the complement of the shock surface pRd ˆ
rT1, T2sqzS;
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(iv) pu, ρ,Eq have discontinuities across the shock which satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (1.3).

Furthermore, the solution has a weak shock if

sup
tPrT1,T2s

p|rruptqss| ` |rrρptqss| ` |rrEptqss|q ! 1 .

1.2 Prior results in shock development problem for Euler

For hyperbolic systems in one space dimension, existence (and in some cases uniqueness) of global weak
solutions is well understood using either the Glimm scheme or compensated compactness techniques (see
e.g. [8]). Unfortunately, these methods cannot provide a description of the surfaces across which weak
and strong singularities propagate. In multiple space dimensions, Majda [14, 15] establishes the short-time
evolution (and stability) of a shock front. This is a free-boundary problem in which the parameterized shock
surface moves with the shock speed given by the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions. In this problem, the initial
data consists of a shock surface and discontinuous pu, ρ,Eqwhich are smooth on either side of the shock. As
such, this framework does not include the shock development problem, in which the surface of discontinuity
must evolve from a Hölder pre-shock.

There are very few results on the formation and development of shocks. For the one-dimensional p-
system (which models 1d isentropic Euler), Lebaud [13] was the first to prove shock formation and de-
velopment. Following [13], Chen & Dong [4] and Kong [11] also proved formation and development of
shocks for the 1d p-system with slightly more general initial data. However, because entropy is created at
the shock, the use of the isentropic 2ˆ2 p-system cannot produce weak solutions to the 1d Euler equations.1

Yin [16] was the first to consider the formation and development problem for the non-isentropic 3ˆ3 Euler
equations in spherical symmetry. Independently, shock development for the barotropic Euler equations un-
der spherical symmetry was established by Christodoulou & Lisbach [7]. The use of the isentropic model
or the assumption of an irrotational flow in higher dimensions cannot produce weak solutions to the Euler
equations, and as such has been termed the restricted shock development. Christodoulou [6] has established
restricted shock development for the irrotational and isentropic Euler equations in three spatial dimensions
and completely outside of symmetry. Yin & Zhu [17] have recently established shock development in two
dimensions for a scalar conservation law.

As previously noted by Landau & Lifschitz in [12, Chapter IX, §96], at the same time that the dis-
continuous shock wave develops, other surfaces of singularities are expected to simultaneously form. Lan-
dau & Lifschitz termed these surfaces weak discontinuities. In the restricted shock development problem,
Christodoulou [6, Page 3] constructs C1, 1

2 cusp singularities along the characteristic of the fluid velocity
minus the sound speed, emanating from the first singularity (akin to the s1 curve in Theorem 3.2). For
the full Euler system (with or without symmetry, even in one dimension) the analysis of these surfaces
of weak discontinuity has been heretofore nonexistent. In this paper we prove that two such surfaces of
weak singularities emerge from the pre-shock and move with the slower sound-speed characteristic and the
fluid velocity respectively. We shall refer to these two surfaces as a weak contact (s2), respectively a weak
rarefaction (s1). We call the curve s2 a weak contact because it moves with the fluid velocity, and both
the normal velocity and the pressure are one degree smoother than the density and entropy. The curve s1

is called a weak rarefaction because the normal velocity to this curve is decreasing in the direction of its
motion – see Section 7.

1.3 Statement of the main results

The goal of this paper is to prove the following (we refer to Theorems 7.1 and 7.2 for a precise statement):
1We emphasize that the Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions are not satisfied under the isentropic assumption, see Lemma 2.1.

4



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

Theorem 1.2 (Main result for 2D Euler – abbreviated version). From smooth isentropic initial data with
azimuthal symmetry, at time T0, there exist smooth solutions to the 2d Euler equations (1.1) that form a pre-
shock singularity at a time T1 ą T0. The first singularity occurs along a half-infinite ray and the blowup is
asymptotically self-similar, exhibiting a C

1
3 cusp in the angular velocity and mass density, and a C1, 1

3 cusp
in the radial velocity. Moreover, the blowup is given by a series expansion whose coefficients are computed
as a function of the initial data.

Past the pre-shock, the solution is continued on pT1, T2s, as an entropy–producing regular shock solution
of the full 2d non-isentropic Euler equations (1.1). The solution is unique in the class of entropy producing
weak solutions with azimuthal symmetry, with a certain weak shock structure and suitable regularity off the
shock (see Definition 5.3 below). The following properties are established:

• Across the shock curve, all the state variables jump:

rruθss „ pt´ T1q 12 , rrρss „ pt´ T1q 12 , rrBθurss „ pt´ T1q 12 , rrSss „ pt´ T1q 32 .

• Across the characteristic emanating from the pre-shock and moving with the fluid velocity, the entropy,
density and radial velocity all have a C1, 1

2 one-sided cusp from the right, while from the left, they are
all C2 smooth. The second derivative of the angular velocity and of the pressure is bounded across
this curve for t P pT1, T2s.

• Across the characteristic emanating from the pre-shock and moving with sound speed minus the fluid
velocity, the entropy is zero while the angular velocity and density have C1, 1

2 one-sided cusps from
the right, while from the left, they are all C2 smooth. The second derivative of the radial velocity is
bounded across this curve for t P pT1, T2s.

We thereby obtain a full propagation of singularities result for regular shock solutions, capturing both the
jump discontinuity and the weak singularities emanating from the initial cusp in the pre-shock.
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thm:main:soft Theorem 1.2 (Main result for 2D Euler – abbreviated version). From smooth isentropic initial data with
azimuthal symmetry, at time T0, there exist smooth solutions to the 2d Euler equations (1.1) that form a pre-
shock singularity at a time T1 ° T0. The first singularity occurs along a half-infinite ray and the blowup is
asymptotically self-similar, exhibiting a C

1
3 cusp in the angular velocity and mass density, and a C1, 1

3 cusp
in the radial velocity. Moreover, the blowup is given by a series expansion whose coefficients are computed
as a function of the initial data.

Past the pre-shock, the solution is continued on pT1, T2s, as an entropy–producing regular shock solution
of the full 2d non-isentropic Euler equations (1.1). The solution is unique in the class of entropy producing
weak solutions with azimuthal symmetry, with a certain weak shock structure and suitable regularity off the
shock (see Definition 5.3 below). The following properties are established:

• Across the shock curve, all the state variables jump:

rru✓ss „ pt ´ T1q 1
2 , rr⇢ss „ pt ´ T1q 1

2 , rrB✓urss „ pt ´ T1q 1
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2 .

• Across the characteristic emanating from the pre-shock and moving with the fluid velocity, the entropy,
density and radial velocity all have a C1, 1

2 one-sided cusp from the right, while from the left, they are
all C2 smooth. The second derivative of the angular velocity and of the pressure is bounded across
this curve for t P pT1, T2s.

• Across the characteristic emanating from the pre-shock and moving with sound speed minus the fluid
velocity, the entropy is zero while the angular velocity and density have C1, 1

2 one-sided cusps from
the right, while from the left, they are all C2 smooth. The second derivative of the radial velocity is
bounded across this curve for t P pT1, T2s.

We thereby obtain a full propagation of singularities result for regular shock solutions, capturing both the
jump discontinuity and the weak singularities emanating from the initial cusp in the pre-shock.

Figure 1: The images represent values of the density written in polar coordinates ⇢pr, ✓, tq, and plotted for r P r1, 2s. The image
on the left represents the smooth data at time T0. The center image shows the pre-shock formed at time T1, at one specific value of
the angular coordinate; we marked the corresponding line in red. The image on the right represents the density at time T2, where
we have represented in red the line along which the shock discontinuity occurs, in blue the line containing the weak contact, and in
green the line corresponding to the weak rarefaction. fig:headache

5

Figure 1: The images represent values of the density written in polar coordinates ρpr, θ, tq, and plotted for r P r1, 2s. The image
on the left represents the smooth data at time T0. The center image shows the pre-shock formed at time T1, at one specific value of
the angular coordinate; we marked the corresponding line in red. The image on the right represents the density at time T2, where
we have represented in red the line along which the shock discontinuity occurs, in blue the line containing the weak contact, and in
green the line corresponding to the weak rarefaction.
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Remark 1.3 (Anomalous entropy production). In analogy with Onsager’s conjecture on anomalous dissi-
pation of kinetic energy by weak solutions of incompressible Euler, entropy can be anomalously produced by
singular inviscid solutions of the compressible Euler equations. Theorem 3 of [9] establishes the following
L3-based Onsager-criterion: if u, ρ,E P L8p0, T ; pB1{3`

3,8 X L8qlocpRdqq then there is no entropy produc-
tion. Our Theorem 1.2 provides an example of an entropy producing weak solution resulting from continuing
past a finite time singularity. In fact, the solution we construct lies in u, ρ,E P pBV XL8qloc Ă pB1{p

p,8qloc,
for every p ě 1, illustrating the sharpness of the Onsager criterion in this context.

Remark 1.4 (Uniqueness and entropy). With regards to the question of uniqueness, the recent work [10]
established that infinitely many entropy-producing weak solutions emanating from 1d Riemann data exist
(see also the references therein for the rich history of such convex-integration constructions going back
to [5]). The solutions in [10] break the 1d symmetry and are in general just bounded, and show that the
usual entropy condition cannot ensure uniqueness in the class of bounded weak Euler solutions. By con-
trast, we establish uniqueness in a class of weak solutions with azimuthal symmetry, exhibiting weak shock
structure, and which have regularity consistent with the fact that they emanate from a C

1
3 pre-shock (see

Definition 5.3).

2 Jump Conditions and Entropy Conditions

2.1 The Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions for the Euler equations

We now return to the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (1.3). The weak shock regime is relevant to the develop-
ment of a discontinuous shock wave from Hölder continuous data (the pre-shock). A key feature of a regular
shock solution to the Euler equations is the production of entropy along the shock surface.

In order to best exemplify this entropy production, we shall set

S` “ 0 . (2.1)

We then define
v “ un ´ 9s . (2.2)

Then noting that u2
n “ pv ` 9sq2 “ v2 ` 29sv ` 9s2 and 9sun “ 9sv ` 9s2, the jump conditions (1.3) become

0 “ rrρv2 ` pss , (2.3a)

0 “ rrρvss , (2.3b)

0 “ rrv2 ` 2γ
γ´1

p
ρ ss , (2.3c)

From (2.3b), we know that the mass flux is continuous ρ´v´ “ ρ`v` “: j. For a shock discontinuity j ‰ 0
implying the tangential velocity is continuous across the shock rruτ ss “ 0. In our setup, mass is crossing the
shock from the ‘`’ phase to the ‘´’ phase, so the shock is traveling from ‘´’ to ‘`’. With our choice of
orientation for the normal, this fixes j ă 0, which implies that

u´ ¨ n ă 9s, u` ¨ n ă 9s. (2.4)

Thus, the shock speed is greater than the normal velocity of the fluid on both sides of the shock, consistent
with that mass flux being negative j ă 0. We will refer to ‘´’ state as behind the shock and the ‘`’ state as
the front.

6
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2.2 Second Law of Thermodynamics and the physical entropy condition

We now explain the meaning and consequences of the physical entropy condition. The motion of a viscous
compressible fluid in d-spatial dimensions is, to good approximation, governed by the Navier-Stokes system.
In that system, any non-trivial state has the property that net entropy is increasing

d

dt

ż

Ω
ρS dx ą 0, (2.5)

provided u is tangent to Ω (and the boundaries BΩ are insulating if the thermal diffusivity is non-vanishing).
Namely, the second law of thermodynamics holds. For the Euler equations, the entropy satisfies

BtpρSq `∇ ¨ pρuSq “ 0 (2.6)

and is thus has conserved average for smooth solutions. We recall here the following classical result

Lemma 2.1. Let pu, ρ,Eq be a weak shock solution. Then, entropy is produced (2.5) if and only if rrSss ą 0.
Moreover, provided that the specific volume V :“ 1{ρ and enthalpy h “ p

ρ ` e when viewed as a functions
of pressure and entropy are C4, then the following leading order description of the entropy jump holds

rrSss “ 1

12

1

T`

ˆB2V

Bp2
`

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss3 `Oprrpss4q. (2.7)

The notation “fpxq “ Opxq” means, as usual, |fpxq| ď pconst.q|x| for all sufficiently small x. An
immediate implication of equation (2.7) is that entropy variation is produced once a shock is formed, even
if the flow was initially isentropic.

Remark 2.2 (Equations of State). Although we only require finite regularity in Lemma 2.1, away from
phase transitions, all thermodynamic functions are smooth in their arguments. Thus, the specific volume
V :“ V pρ, Sq and the enthalpy h :“ hpρ, Sq which are used in the subsequent proof are smooth functions
of p and S. As such, our assumption physically is that our medium is far from criticality. Moreover, strict
convexity B2V {Bp2 ą 0 is a material property. For example, for a ideal gas (the family we consider) we
have explicitly

ˆB2V

Bp2

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

“ p1` γ´1qV
p

2

ą 0 (2.8)

which can be obtained by differentiating the relationship pV γ “ pconst.q (equation (1.2)). The thermody-
namic temperature appearing in (2.7) can also be explicitly related to ρ and p in this setting. Specifically, for
the ideal gas law T “ e{cv where the internal energy e “ p

pγ´1qρ , we have the following explicit formula
1
T “ cvpγ´1qρ

p .

Remark 2.3 (Correlations in jumps). One consequence of Lemma 2.1 is that, if V is a strictly convex
function of the pressure (as it is for the ideal gas), then positive entropy production implies positivity of the
jumps rrpss ą 0, rrρss ą 0 and rrunss ą 0. This conclusion is simply the well known fact that pressure and
mass density trailing the shock exceed their values at the front, due to compression. See Landau and Lifshitz
[12], Chapter IX for an extended discussion.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Integrating the entropy balance (2.6) over the domain one finds

9srrρSss ´ rrρuSss “ ´jrrSss . (2.9)

Thus we must have ´jrrSss ą 0, to be consistent with the second law of thermodynamics (2.5) imposed,
for example, by the effects of infinitesimal viscosity. Recalling that, with our conventions the mass flux

7



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

j “ ρv is negative (mass is passing the shock from ` to ´), we see that the physical entropy condition (2.9)
is equivalent to the condition

rrSss ą 0 . (2.10)

We now derive the consequences of (2.10) for weak shocks. In what follows, we will show that rrSss “
Oprrpss3q. In the calculations below, we anticipate this result in our expansions. It is convenient to work
with the enthalpy h “ p

ρ ` e. We regard h “ hpp, Sq and Taylor expand to obtain

rrhss “
ˆ Bh
BS`

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

rrSss `
ˆ Bh
Bp`

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss

` 1

2

ˆ B2h

Bp2
`

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss2 ` 1

6

ˆ B3h

Bp3
`

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss3 `OprrSssrrpss, rrpss4, rrSss2q.

Recalling the first law of thermodynamics in the form

dh “ TdS ` V dp, (2.11)

where V :“ 1{ρ is the specific volume, we find that
ˆ Bh
BS

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

“ T,

ˆBh
Bp

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

“ V. (2.12)

Thus, the Taylor expansion of the enthalpy becomes

rrhss “ T`rrSss ` V´rrpss ` 1

2

ˆ BV
Bp`

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss2 ` 1

6

ˆB2V

Bp2
`

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss3 `OprrSssrrpss, rrpss4, rrSss2q. (2.13)

Recalling that the mass flux j is continuous across the shock, we note that by (2.3a) that

rrpss “ ´rrρv2ss “ ´jrrvss “ ´j2rrV ss, (2.14)

which implies j2 “ ´rrpss{rrV ss. Moreover, from (2.3c), we have

rrhss “ ´rr12v2ss “ ´j
2

2
rrV 2ss “ 1

2
rrpss rrV

2ss
rrV ss “ rrpssVave, (2.15)

where Vave “ 1
2pV´ ` V`q. Combining with (2.13), after some manipulation we find

T`rrSss “ 1

2
rrV ssrrpss ´ 1

2

ˆ BV
Bp`

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss2 ´ 1

6

ˆB2V

Bp2
`

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss3 `OprrSssrrpss, rrpss4, rrSss2q. (2.16)

Finally, Taylor expanding the specific volume yields

rrV ss “
ˆ BV
Bp`

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss ` 1

2

ˆB2V

Bp2
`

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss2 `Oprrpss3, rrSssq. (2.17)

Upon substitution into (2.16), we obtain the relation (2.7). Note that provided B2V {Bp2 ą 0, for weak
shocks rrpss ! 1, equation (2.7) shows that rrpss ą 0. Hence, by (2.14), we have rrρss ą 0 and rrunss ą 0.

8
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2.3 Lax geometric entropy conditions and determinism of shock development

In this section, we show that the entropy condition implies that the shock discontinuity is supersonic relative
to the state ahead (‘`’ phase) and subsonic relative to the state behind (‘´’ phase)

u` ¨ n` c` ă 9s ă u´ ¨ n` c´ , (2.18)

where c´ and c` are the sound speeds behind and at the front of the shock. In this way, the tt “ 0u
hypersurface is the Cauchy surface for the state ahead p`q whereas tt “ 0u together with the shock front
serve as the Cauchy surface for the state behind p´q. The region behind the shock is thus determined by
the initial conditions together with data along the shock front which are determined by enforcing Rankine-
Hugoniot conditions.

Equations (2.18) (together with (2.4)) are called Lax’s geometric entropy conditions. We now show that
the Lax geometric entropy conditions are equivalent to the physical entropy condition (2.10), at least for
weak shocks.

Lemma 2.4. In the setting of Lemma 2.1, the physical entropy condition (2.5) holds if and only if the
geometric Lax entropy conditions (2.18) and (2.4) hold.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. Conditions (2.4) hold since the mass flux j ă 0. Using u˘ ¨ n ´ 9s “ jV ˘, (2.18)
becomes

c`

V `
ă ´j ă c´

V ´
. (2.19)

Thus, when the jump conditions, the Lax geometric conditions hold provided

rrc{V ss ą 0. (2.20)

We now show how this is implied by rrSss ą 0 in the weak shock regime. Letting w :“ V 2{c2, we have

rrwss “
´

1
pc{V q´

` 1
pc{V q`

¯

rrV {css “ ´
´

1
pc{V q´

` 1
pc{V q`

¯

rrc{V ss
pc{V q´pc{V q`

. (2.21)

Thus, verifying condition (2.20) and thus (2.19) is equivalent to showing rrwss ă 0. To verify this note first,
that viewing ρ :“ ρpp, Sq, as an application of the chain rule we have

1

c2
“

ˆBρ
Bp

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

“ ´ 1

V 2

ˆBV
Bp

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

, (2.22)

which yields w “ ´
´

BV
Bp

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S
. Appealing to the leading order entropy jump (2.7) of Lemma 2.1, we obtain

rrwss “ ´
ˆB2V

Bp2
`

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

S

rrpss `Oprrpss2q “ ´12T`

rrpss2 rrSss `Oprrpss2q. (2.23)

Thus, we see that rrSss ą 0 if and only if rrwss ă 0 which in turn implies the Lax conditions (2.18), (2.4).

Remark 2.5 (Determinism of shock development and entropy conditions). We now discuss an interpre-
tation of the Lax geometric inequalities as they pertain to the issue of determinism of the shock development
problem. To simplify ideas, we specialize to 1D setting in which the spacetime shock curve is given by
tx “ sptqu. The spacetime normal to the shock curve is n “ p´9s, 1q. With the notation ∇t,x “ pBt, Bxq, the
transport operators for the Riemann invariants are

p1, u´ cq ¨∇t,x, p1, uq ¨∇t,x, p1, u` cq ¨∇t,x. (2.24)

9
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See equations (3.5b), (3.5c) and (3.5a) respectively. In the front of the shock (` phase), the Lax inequalities
(2.18) read

u` ´ c` ă 9s, u` ă 9s, u` ` c` ă 9s (2.25)

all of which follow directly using the fact that the sounds speed is positive. Geometrically, these translate to

n ¨ p1, u` ´ c`q ă 0, n ¨ p1, u`q ă 0, n ¨ p1, u` ` c`q ă 0, (2.26)

showing that all the associated characteristics in front of the shock (` phase) impinge on the shock front,
carrying with they Cauchy data from the tt “ 0u hypersurface. This ensures that the front of the shock is
causally isolated from shock and determined solely from initial conditions. On the other hand, behind the
shock (´ phase) we have from (2.18) and (2.4) that

u´ ´ c´ ă 9s, u´ ă 9s, u´ ` c´ ą 9s (2.27)

which has the geometric meaning of

n ¨ p1, u´ ´ c´q ă 0, n ¨ p1, u´q ă 0, n ¨ p1, u´ ` c´q ą 0. (2.28)

Unlike the situation in the ` phase, we see that two of the characteristics corresponding to wave speeds
u´ ´ c´ and u´ are “exiting the shock”, carrying with them data from along shock hypersurface. Only
one of the characteristics corresponding to u´` c´ is impinging on the surface, carrying Cauchy data from
tt “ 0u. The significance of this is the following: the data along the shock front for the Riemann invariants
carried by characteristics leaving the shock are free and will be chosen to enforce two out of the three
jump conditions for mass, momentum and energy. The third invariant whose characteristics impinge on the
shock enjoys no such freedom – rather the speed of the shock will be designed to arrange for the last jump
condition to be satisfied. Simultaneously ensuring these constraints hold define a free boundary problem for
the shock development. If additional characteristics were to lack this freedom, the problem would become
overdetermined and no solution could be found in general. As such, the entropy condition is precisely what
is required for the shock development problem to be “deterministic”.

Remark 2.6 (Shock speed near formation). From the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions, it follows that the
rate of propagation of weak shock waves (relative to the fluid) is the sound speed, 9s « un ` c. This follows
from the fact that, at the pre-shock, v´ “ v` so

v´ “ v` “ v “ jV “ ´a´V 2pBp{BV q|S “ ´
apBp{Bρq|S “ ´c, (2.29)

which follows from the identity j2 “ ´rrpss{rrV ss. Since 9s “ un ´ v, the claim follows.

2.4 The Euler system in terms of entropy, velocity, and sound speed

In preparation for reducing the equations to a symmetry class and deriving equations of motion for the
Riemann variables, we reformulate the two-dimensional non-isentropic compressible Euler equations. First,
for classical solutions the energy equation can be replaced by the transport of entropy

Btpρuq ` div pρ ub uq `∇ppρq “ 0 , (2.30a)

Btρ` div pρuq “ 0 , (2.30b)

BtS ` u ¨∇S “ 0 , (2.30c)

where S : R2 Ñ R is the (specific) entropy. If the initial entropy is chosen to be a constant S0 P R, then
the entropy function satisfies Sp¨, tq “ S0 as long as the solution remains smooth. The formulation of Euler

10
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given in (2.30) is equivalent to the usual conservation law form (see (1.1)) up to the pre-shock, and will be
used for the shock formation process.

We introduce the adiabatic exponent
α “ γ´1

2

so that the (rescaled) sound speed reads

σ “ 1
α

a

Bp{Bρ “ 1
αe

S
2 ρα . (2.31)

With this notation, the ideal gas equation of state (1.2) becomes

p “ α2

γ ρσ
2 . (2.32)

The Euler equations (2.30) as a system for pu, σ, Sq are then given by

Btu` pu ¨∇qu` ασ∇σ “ α
2γσ

2∇S , (2.33a)

Btσ ` pu ¨∇qσ ` ασ div u “ 0 , (2.33b)

BtS ` pu ¨∇qS “ 0 . (2.33c)

We let ω “ ∇K ¨ u denote the scalar vorticity, and define the specific vorticity by ζ “ ω
ρ . A straightfor-

ward computation shows that ζ is a solution to

Btζ ` pu ¨∇qζ “ α
γ
σ
ρ∇

Kσ ¨∇S . (2.34)

The term term α
γ
σ
ρ∇

Kσ ¨∇S on the right side of (2.34) can also be written as ρ´3∇Kρ ¨∇p and is referred
to as baroclinic torque.

2.5 Jump formulas for ideal gas equation of state

In this section, we perform some manipulations of the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (1.3a)–(1.3c) which
will be used later in the paper. Combining (2.3) together with (2.1), we find that

rrpss “ ´ 2ργ`
pγ´1qρ´´pγ`1qρ`

rrρss . (2.35)

We can also compute the jump in pressure as

rrpss “ 1
γ peS´ ´ 1qργ´ ` 1

γ rrργss . (2.36)

Equating (2.35) and (2.36), we see that

ργ´peS´ ´ 1q “ ´ 2γργ`
pγ´1qρ´´pγ`1qρ`

rrρss ´ rrργss , (2.37)

where we recall that S´ “ rrSss. In order to simplify (2.37), we introduce

Q “ ρ`
ρ´

(2.38)

which we expect to be close to 1 on the shock curve, for a short time after the pre-shock. Then, (2.37) reads

eS´ ´ 1 “ pQ´1q3

pγ´1q´pγ`1qQ

´

γpγ´1qp1`γq
6 ´ pQ´ 1qBγpQq

¯

, (2.39)

11
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where BγpQq is a smooth function in the neighborhood of Q “ 1, with Bγp1q “ 1
12pγ´ 2qpγ´ 1qγpγ` 1q

and B1γp1q “ ´1
40 pγ ´ 3qpγ ´ 2qpγ ´ 1qγpγ ` 1q.

When γ “ 2 and α “ 1
2 , the above formulae simplify. First we note that B2pQq “ 0 for all Q, and in

that case, (2.39) becomes

eS´ ´ 1 “ pQ´ 1q3
1´ 3Q

“ rrρss3
ρ2
´p3ρ` ´ ρ´q

. (2.40)

From (2.31) and the fact that S` “ 0, we have that

ρ´ “ 1
4σ

2
´e
´S´ , ρ` “ 1

4σ
2
` ,

from which it follows that
rrρss “ 1

4e
´S´

`

σ2
´ ´ eS´σ2

`

˘

.

This allows (2.40) to be rewritten as

peS´ ´ 1qσ4
´p3σ2

`e
S´ ´ σ2

´q “
`

σ2
´ ´ eS´σ2

`

˘3
. (2.41)

3 Azimuthal symmetry

3.1 The Euler equations in polar coordinates and azimuthal symmetry

The 2D Euler equations (2.33) take the following form in polar coordinates for the variables puθ, ur, ρ, Sq:
`Bt ` urBr ` 1

ruθBθ
˘

ur ´ 1
ru

2
θ ` ασBrσ “ α

2γσ
2BrS , (3.1a)

`Bt ` urBr ` 1
ruθBθ

˘

uθ ` 1
ruruθ ` ασr Bθσ “ α

2γ
σ2

r BθS , (3.1b)
`Bt ` urBr ` 1

ruθBθ
˘

σ ` ασ `1
rur ` Brur ` 1

rBθuθ
˘ “ 0 , (3.1c)

`Bt ` urBr ` 1
ruθBθ

˘

S “ 0. (3.1d)

We introduce the new variables

uθpr, θ, tq “ rbpθ, tq , urpr, θ, tq “ rapθ, tq , σpr, θ, tq “ rcpθ, tq, Spr, θ, tq “ kpθ, tq . (3.2)

The system (3.1) then takes the form

pBt ` bBθq a` a2 ´ b2 ` αc2 “ 0 (3.3a)

pBt ` bBθq b` αcBθc` 2ab “ α
2γ c

2Bθk (3.3b)

pBt ` bBθq c` αcBθb` γac “ 0 (3.3c)

pBt ` bBθq k “ 0 . (3.3d)

For simplicity of presentation we shall henceforth focus2 on the case

γ “ 2 and α “ 1
2 .

2The pre-shock formation for general γ ą 1 in (3.3) was already done in [2] for an open set of smooth isentropic initial data.
Using the arguments in [3], the same result may be obtained also for the non-isentropic problem. The more detailed information
required for shock-development can be obtained in analogy with the analysis in Section 4. The shock development problem for
general γ ą 1 is conceptually the same; see the outline of the proof in Section 3.4. One of the main differences is that the slightly
more complicated Rankine-Hugoniot condition (2.39) must be used in place of (2.40). Another difference is that for general γ ą 1,
in the formation part the subdominant Riemann variable is not transported and thus cannot be taken to equal a constant up to the
pre-shock; this issue was already addressed in [1–3].

12
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The Riemann functions w and z are defined by

w “ b` c , z “ b´ c , (3.4a)

b “ 1
2pw ` zq , c “ 1

2pw ´ zq . (3.4b)

It is convenient to rescale time, letting Bt ÞÑ 3
4Brt, and for notational simplicity, we continue to write t for rt.

With this temporal rescaling employed, the system (3.3c) can be equivalently written as

Btw ` λ3Bθw “ ´8
3aw ` 1

24pw ´ zq2Bθk , (3.5a)

Btz ` λ1Bθz “ ´8
3az ` 1

24pw ´ zq2Bθk , (3.5b)

Btk ` λ2Bθk “ 0 , (3.5c)

Bta` λ2Bθa “ ´4
3a

2 ` 1
3pw ` zq2 ´ 1

6pw ´ zq2 . (3.5d)

where the three wave speeds are given by

λ1 “ 1
3w ` z , λ2 “ 2

3w ` 2
3z , λ3 “ w ` 1

3z . (3.6)

We note that (3.3c) takes the form

Btc` λ2Bθc` 1
2cBθλ2 “ ´8

3ac . (3.7)

Finally, we denote the specific vorticity in azimuthal symmetry by

$ “ 4pw ` z ´ Bθaqc´2ek , (3.8)

which satisfies the evolution equation

Bt$ ` λ2Bθ$ “ 8
3a$ ` 4

3e
kBθk . (3.9)

We supplement (3.5) with initial conditions

w0pθq “ wpθ, T0q , z0pθq “ zpθ, T0q , a0pθq “ apθ, T0q , k0pθq “ kpθ, T0q , $0pθq “ $pθ, T0q .
We shall study the shock formation process for solutions to (3.5) on the time interval T0 ă t ď T1,

where T1 denotes the time of the first singularity, also known as the pre-shock. One of our main objectives is
to provide a detailed description of the pre-shock wp¨, T1q. We shall provide the fractional series expansion
of wpθ, T1q for θ in a neighborhood of the blowup location θ˚.

For the shock formation process, we choose initial data3

k0pθq “ 0 , z0pθq “ 0 ,

which is preserved by the dynamics so that kpθ, tq “ 0 and zpθ, tq “ 0 for all time t up to the time time of
the pre-shock. Thus (3.5) is reduced to a coupled system of equations for a and w, satisfying

Btw ` wBθw “ ´8
3aw , (3.10a)

Bta` 2
3wBθa “ ´4

3a
2 ` 1

6w
2 . (3.10b)

3This choice is made for the following reason: irregardless of the choice of initial entropy function k0, the Rankine-Hugoniot
conditions guarantee that a jump in entropy must occur at the shock. As such the choice of k0 “ 0 emphasizes the production
of entropy in the clearest possible terms. Similarly, the choice of γ “ 2 and that k0 “ 0 allows the equation (3.5b) to reduce
to a transport-type equation. Just as we did for entropy, we can (in this case) choose z0 “ 0 and up to the pre-shock, the sub-
dominant Riemann variable z will remain zero. Once again the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions ensure that z must experience a jump
discontinuity along the shock, and thus the choice of z0 “ 0 allows us to most easily demonstrate this fact.
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3.2 The Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions under azimuthal symmetry

Under the azimuthal symmetry assumptions and using our temporal rescaling rt ÞÑ 3
4 t, from (3.2) (fixing

γ “ 2), we have that the shock hypersurface is given as the graph tpr, θ, tq : θ “ sptqu. The spacetime
normal to this curve is n “ p´9s, 1

r q. Thus, s satisfies the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (1.3a) and (1.3b)

9s “ 4
3

rre´kc2b2 ` 1
8e
´kc4ss

rre´kc2bss , (3.11a)

9s “ 4
3

rre´kc2bss
rre´kc2ss . (3.11b)

We note that the third Rankine-Hugoniot condition (1.3c) has already been employed to deduce the relation
(2.41).

Let us now convert (3.11) and (2.41) into our azimuthal variables as follows. We denote by w˘p¨, tq,
z˘p¨, tq, k˘p¨, tq the limiting values, from the left (´) and right (`), of the shock curve sptq. We also note
the fact that k` “ 0 and z` “ 0. Now, from (3.4), the system (3.11) becomes

9sptq “ 2

3

e´k´pw´ ´ z´q2pw´ ` z´q2 ` 1
8e
´k´pw´ ´ z´q4 ´ 9

8w
4
`

e´k´pw´ ´ z´q2pw´ ` z´q ´ w3
`

, (3.12a)

9sptq “ 2

3

e´k´pw´ ´ z´q2pw´ ` z´q ´ w3
`

e´k´pw´ ´ z´q2 ´ w2
`

. (3.12b)

We note that the jump conditions (3.12a) and (3.12b) for the mass and the momentum equations are a priori
two different equations for the shock speed. To remedy this, we set the right sides of these equations equal
to each other, and instead work with one evolution equation for 9s, namely (3.12b), and one constraint

´

pw´ ´ z´q2pw´ ` z´q2 ` 1
8pw´ ´ z´q4 ´ 9

8e
k´w4

`

¯´

pw´ ´ z´q2 ´ ek´w2
`

¯

“
´

pw´ ´ z´q2pw´ ` z´q ´ ek´w3
`

¯2
(3.13a)

Also, we have that (2.41) takes the form

pek´ ´ 1qpw´ ´ z´q4
´

3w2
`e

k´ ´ pw´ ´ z´q2
¯

“
´

pw´ ´ z´q2 ´ ek´w2
`

¯3
. (3.13b)

To summarize, we shall first use the system formed by the equations (3.13a) and (3.13b) in order to solve for
z´ and k´ in terms of w´ and w`, and then insert these solutions into (3.12b) and determine an evolution
equation for s, solely in terms of w´ and w`. This is discussed in Section 5.6.

3.3 Main result in azimuthal symmetry

As mentioned in Theorem 1.2, in the formation part of our result, i.e. for t P rT0, T1q, we have that the
solution pw, z, k, aq of the Euler equations in azimuthal symmetry is smooth, so that the notion of solution
is the classical one: the system (3.5) is satisfied in the sense of C1 functions of space and time. On the time
interval rT1, T2s, which covers the development part of our result, the notion of regular shock solution is
used, as defined by Definition 1.1 above. In azimuthal symmetry, this definition becomes:

Definition 3.1 (Regular azimuthal shock solution). We say that pw, z, k, a, sq is a regular azimuthal shock
solution on Tˆ rT1, T2s if

(i) pw, z, k, aq are C1
θ,t smooth, and $ is C0

θ,t smooth, on the complement of the shock curve tθ “ sptqu;
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(ii) on the complement of the shock curve pw, z, k, aq solve the equations (3.5) pointwise, and $ solves
(3.9) pointwise;

(iii) pw, z, kq have jump discontinuities across the shock curve which satisfy the algebraic equations
(3.13a), (3.13b) arising from the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions;

(iv) the shock location s : rT1, T2s Ñ T is C1
t smooth and solves (3.12b).

Our main result for the azimuthal 2D Euler equations (3.5) is stated in detail in Theorems 5.5 and 6;
here we only give a condensed statement:

Theorem 3.2 (Main result in azimuthal symmetry – abbreviated version). From smooth isentropic ini-
tial data with vanishing subdominant Riemann variable at time T0, there exist smooth solutions to the az-
imuthal Euler system (3.5) that form a pre-shock singularity, at a time T1 ą T0. The first singularity occurs
at a single point in space, θ˚, and this first singularity is shown to have an asymptotically self-similar shock
profile exhibiting a C

1
3 cusp in the dominant Riemann variable velocity and a C1, 1

3 in the radial velocity.
After the pre-shock, the solution to (3.5) is continued for a short time pT1, T2s as a regular azimuthal shock
solution (cf. Definition 3.1) with the following properties:

• Across the shock curve s, all the state variables jump

rrwss „ pt´ T1q 12 , rrBθass „ pt´ T1q 12 , rrzss „ pt´ T1q 32 , rrkss „ pt´ T1q 32

for t P pT1, T2s.
• Across the characteristic s2 emanating from the pre-shock and moving with the fluid velocity, the

Riemann variables and the entropy make C1, 1
2 cusps approaching from the right side. Approaching

from the left side, are these variables are C2 smooth.

• Across the characteristic s1 emanating from the pre-shock and moving with the sound speed minus
the fluid velocity, the entropy is zero while the subdominant Riemann variable z makes a C1, 1

2 cusp
approaching from the right. Approaching from left, they all variables are C2 smooth on pT1, T2s.

t

θ

sptqs2ptqs1ptq

t “ T1

t “ T2

t “ T0

θ˚

Figure 2: At time T0 a smooth datum is given, which forms a first singularity at time T1, at a single angle θ˚; this is the pre-shock.
For t P pT1, T2s, we have three curves of singularities emerging from the point pθ˚, T1q: s is a classical shock curve across which
pw, z, k, Bθaq jump, and the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions are satisfied; along the characteristic curve s2 the quantities pw, z, kq
have regularity C1,1{2 and no better, while along the characteristic curve s1, the function z has regularity C1,1{2 and no better.
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3.4 Outline of the proof

The proof of Theorem 3.2 consists of five main steps, which we outline next. For simplicity, in this outline
we focus only on the intuition behind the result, and skip over the technical difficulties which emerge when
we turn this intuition into a complete proof.

Step 1: detailed formation of first singularity, the pre-schock. The formation of the first gradient singu-
larity for the Euler equations, from an open set of smooth initial datum, was previously established in [1–3].
In azimuthal symmetry, [2] shows that that the first singularity is characterized as an asymptotically self-
similar C1{3

θ cusp for the dominant Riemann variable w defined in (3.4); this is the so-called pre-shock.
In order to best illustrate a symmetry breaking phenomenon which occurs after the formation of the pre-

shock, in this paper we consider smooth initial conditions for (3.5) which are both isentropic (k|t“T0 ” 0)
and have vanishing subdominant Riemann variable (z|t“T0 ” 0). Both of these conditions are propagated
for smooth solutions (the interval rT0, T1s in Figure 2), but we shall prove that this symmetry is broken as
soon as the shock forms (the interval pT1, T2s in Figure 2). From such smooth initial data, satisfying in
addition a genericity condition on the initial gradient of the dominant Riemann variable, we construct a first
singularity occurring at a point pθ˚, T1q. For simplicity of notation, this space-time location of the pre-shock
is relabelled as p0, 0q, and the solution pw, z, k, aq|t“T1 is denoted as pw0, z0, k0, a0q. From [2] we have that
at the pre-shock, the solution takes the form

w0pθq “ κ´ bθ
1
3 ` . . . , (3.14a)

a0pθq “ a0 ` a1θ ` a2θ
4
3 ` . . . , (3.14b)

z0pθq “ 0, (3.14c)

k0pθq “ 0 , (3.14d)

asymptotically for |θ| ! 1. We note also that specific vorticity $ (see (3.8)) at the pre-shock is Lipschitz
continuous; we denote it as $0.

While for the schematic understanding of shock development the asymptotic expansions in (3.14) are
sufficient, in order to rigorously capture the formation of higher order characteristic singularities emerging
along the curves s1 and s2 in Figure 2, a much finer understanding of the pre-shock is required. In particular,
we need to show that the equality (3.14a) holds in a C3 sense; by this we mean that w10pθq “ ´1

3bθ
´ 2

3 ` . . .,
that w20pθq “ 2

9bθ
´ 5

3 ` . . ., and that w30 pθq “ ´10
27bθ

´ 8
3 ` . . ., for |θ| ! 1. This information is not provided

by our previous work [2] and is established in Section 4 of this paper; here we combine the information
provided by the self-similar analysis in [2] with a Lagrangian perspective in unscaled variables for (3.10),
and the characterization of the pre-shock as the point in space time where the characteristic associated with
the speed λ1 has a vanishing first and second gradient (with respect to the Lagrangian label).

Step 2: emergence of shock front. By Remark 2.6, for short time 9s « un` c. Accounting for the temporal
rescaling done in Section 3.1 (see paragraph above (3.5)), this says 9s « b ` c “ w close to the pre-shock,
so that from (3.14a) we have

sptq « κt.

Entropy is produced as soon as the shock has developed, cf. Lemma 2.1. However, this contribution is small
at small times, and thus the dynamics of w (cf. (3.5a)) near the pre-shock can be roughly thought of as

Btw ` wBθw “ (small amplitude error involving entropy gradients), (3.15a)

w|t“0 “ κ´ bθ
1
3 ` (small error near pre-shock). (3.15b)
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Note that the characteristics of this equation, the flow of Bt ` wBθ, are to leading order in time tangent to
the shock, if initiated at the pre-shock location. Otherwise, these characteristics impinge upon the shock
from either the left or right sides, since the pre-shock data ensures that the Lax entropy conditions (2.18)
are satisfied. As such, we can view the dominant Riemann variable w as being a perturbation of an inviscid
Burgers solution:

wBpηBpθ, tq, tq “ w0pθq, ηBpθ, tq “ θ ` tw0pθq. (3.16)

A large part of the proof of Theorem 5.5 is indeed dedicated to proving that the errors made in approximating
equation (3.15a) with the Burgers equation can indeed be controlled, in a C1 topology of a suitable space-
time. This part of the analysis uses in a crucial way the specific transport structure of the entropy gradient
present on the right side of (3.15a) or (3.5a), and the evolution equations for the good unknowns qw and
qz defined in (3.29) below, which relate the gradients of entropy to those of the Riemann variables and the
sound speed.

θ

sptq

θ`ptqθ´ptq

t

Figure 3: The shock curve is represented in bold red, while the paths tηBpθ˘ptq, squsPr0,ts are the cyan paths.

The outcome of this analysis is that indeed we may approximate rrwss « rrwBss where

rrwBssptq “ w0pθ´ptqq ´ w0pθ`ptqq, (3.17)

where θ˘ptq “ ηB
´1psptq˘, tq are the locations of the labels of the particles which fell into the shock at

time t. To find how these labels depend on the elapsed time, we use the expression for the Burgers flowmap
(3.16) near the pre-shock

ηBpθ, tq ´ κt « θ ´ btθ
1
3 (3.18)

when ηBpθ, tq “ sptq. This yields θ˘ptq « ˘ pbtq 23 and returning to (3.17) we find

rrwssptq „ t
1
2 . (3.19)

Step 3: jumps of entropy and the subdominant Riemann variable on the shock front. In analogy
to Lemma 2.1, by choosing the smallest root of the system (3.13a)–(3.13b) it can be shown that in the
weak shock regime |rrwss| ! 1 which corresponds to short times after the pre-shock, the Rankine-Hugoniot
conditions imply

´rrzssptq „ rrwss3ptq „ t
3
2 , (3.20)

for the subdominant Riemann variable, and similarly

rrkssptq „ rrwss3ptq „ t
3
2 , (3.21)
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for the jump in entropy along the shock front. As such, entropy and the subdominant Riemann variable are
produced instantaneously along the shock in order to enforce that mass, momentum and total energy are not
lost. This is a manifestation of symmetry breaking associated to physical shocks, and emphasizing this point
is the reason for the choice (3.14c)–(3.14d).

At this point we note that since a is being forced in (3.5d) by both z and w, which themselves jump
across sptq, the function a too exhibits a singularity on sptq. Ordinarily, this singularity might be expected
to appear in a itself, but since the characteristics of a are transversal to the shock, together with the special
structure of the specific vorticity evolution (3.9), we prove that a is continuous across the shock, and that its
derivative exhibits a jump discontinuity:

rrBθassptq „ rrwssptq „ t
1
2 . (3.22)

An extended discussion of this point will appear in the next step.

Step 4: development of weak singularities. We use equations (3.5) to determine the solution away from
the shock curve. In front of the shock (to the right in our case), the solution is determined by its initial data
on the Cauchy surface tt “ 0u. This is because all of the characteristic curves moving with velocities λi,
i “ 1, 2, 3, as defined in (3.6), impinge upon the shock front in that region, since the shock is supersonic
there. As such, in that region z and k are identically zero since they are zero initially and (3.5b)–(3.5c) have
no forcing when z “ k “ 0.

t

θ

s

Figure 4: The characteristic curves of λ1 “ w in front of the shock curve are represented in red, those of λ2 “ 2
3
w are in blue,

and those of λ3 “ 1
3
w are plotted in green.

On the other hand, behind the shock (to the left side in our case), this is not the case. As discussed in
Step 3, along the shock front z and k must be produced in order to enforce the three Rankine-Hugoniot jump
conditions. These values z´ and k´ are propagated off the shock along their characteristics with speeds λ1

and λ2 which are both slower than the speed of the shock 9sptq. As such, the surface tθ ă 0, t “ 0u Y tθ “
sptq, t ą 0u serves as a new Cauchy surface for the z, k, a equations (3.5) once the shock has formed.
Schematically, the initial data on this new Cauchy surface is

rz0pθq «
#

0 on tθ ă 0, t “ 0u
rz0θ

3
2 ` . . . on tθ “ κt, t ě 0u , (3.23a)

rk0pθq «
#

0 on tθ ă 0, t “ 0u
rk0θ

3
2 ` . . . on tθ “ κt, t ě 0u , (3.23b)

ra0pθq «
#

ra0θ ` ra1θ
4
3 ` . . . on tθ ă 0, t “ 0u

smooth on tθ “ κt, t ě 0u , (3.23c)

for some constants rz0,ra0,rk0, and for |θ|, t ! 1. As discussed above, this data is carried away from the
shock surface along characteristics which are slower than the shock. The entropy is simply transported
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cf. (3.5c), whereas the subdominant Riemann variable is transported, self-amplified and forced by the en-
tropy cf. (3.5b), and the radial velocity is forced by a, w, and z cf. (3.5d).

We begin by discussing what happens to the entropy. Since its data (3.23b) is smooth away from the
point θ “ 0, the solution in the domain of influence of this region is likewise smooth. Only across one
single curve can the entropy be non-smooth: the λ2-characteristic curve s2ptq emanating from the pre-shock
location p0, 0q; see Figure 5. Along this curve, one may expect that the 3

2–Hölder regularity of the Cauchy
data rk0 is transported. Since at the initial time we have λ2p0q « 2

3w0, due to (3.14a) at short times we expect

s2ptq « 2
3κt.

The entropy exhibits a C1, 1
2 cusp singularity across tθ “ s2ptqu, taking the approximate form

kpθ, tq «

$

’

&

’

%

0, θ ă s2ptq
3

3
2rk0 pθ ´ s2ptqq 32 , s2ptq ă θ ă sptq

0, θ ą sptq
. (3.24)

Note that along the shock curve sptq (for t ą 0) the entropy k smoothly matches its generated values along
shock given by (3.23b); this is because sptq ´ s2ptq « 1

3κt. We emphasize that equation (3.24) gives quite
an accurate picture of the entropy for short times, even in the fully nonlinear problem; this fact is established
in Sections 5 and 6, and the proof uses a precise understanding of the second derivative of the λ2 wavespeed
in the region between s2 and s.

t

θ

ss2

Figure 5: The entropy k is propagated off the shock curve along the λ2 characteristics represented by blue curves. The subdom-
inant Riemann variable z is also propagated off the shock curve s, but along the λ1 characteristics represented in green. The λ1

characteristics initiated at tt “ 0u, represented in red, impinge on the shock curve from the left side, determining w in terms of w0.

With the structure of the entropy understood, we can study the behavior of w, z and a which evolve
according to (3.5). First note that, since the shock is subsonic relative to the state behind it, the λ3 char-
acteristics impinge upon the shock front, and therefore the initial data for w is determined entirely by the
values on the surface tt “ 0u, i.e. by w0 as given in (3.14a) (see Figure 5). As such, w is smooth away from
the pre-shock and we are able to precisely quantify how the the bounds degenerate as pθ, tq Ñ p0, 0q. On
the other hand, the characteristics of the subdominant Riemann variable and radial velocity are slower than
the shock and thus the solutions in the region s2ptq ď θ ă sptq are determined entirely by their data along
the shock curve. Near the shock curve sptq, approaching from the left, the solution fields z and a smoothly
match their values along the shock (see Figure 5).

Since away from s2ptq the entropy given by (3.24) is smooth, in spite of both w and z being forced by
an entropy gradient, it can be shown that w and z are smooth away from s2ptq; this also uses the fact that
both w0 (see (3.14a)) and rz0 (see (3.23a)) are smooth away from p0, 0q.

The most interesting behavior happens along s2ptq, from the right side. Here, we have determined
that the entropy exhibits a cusp-type Hölder singularity in its derivative; by (3.24) we have that Bθk „
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pθ ´ s2ptqq 12 . This singularity is seen by the Riemann variables w and z and radial velocity a through their
forcing terms pw ´ zq2Bθk which, naively, are just C

1
2 across s2. However, the fact that the entropy has

a specific cusp structure (3.24) near the curve s2, together with the fact that the wavespeeds of w and z
are strictly different from the wavespeed of k, actually provides a regularization effect for w and z. The
situation with the radial velocity a is more challenging because it shares the same wavespeed as the entropy;
here, the evolution for the specific vorticity is used crucially in our analysis.

In order to explain this regularization effect in greater detail, let us denote the λi characteristics by

d
dtηipθ, tq “ λipηipθ, tq, tq, ηipθ, 0q “ θ ,

for every i P t1, 2, 3u (in the proof, we in fact denote by η the characterstic of λ3, but for the λ1 and λ2 we
need to use backwards in time flows, denoted by ψt and φt, see Section 5.7 for details). Since for |θ| ! 1
the wave speeds at the pre-shock are given by λ1 « 1

3κ, λ2 « 2
3κ and λ3 « κ, to leading order in time and

for small values of |θ|, we have that

η1pθ, tq « θ ` λ1t « θ ` 1
3κt , η2pθ, tq « θ ` λ2t « θ ` 2

3κt , η3pθ, tq « θ ` λ3t « θ ` κt .
We are interested in the behavior near the curve s2. Thus, we seek labels θiptq such that ηipθiptq, tq “
s2ptq ` y, where 0 ă y ! 1. Since s2ptq « λ2t, we have θiptq « y ` pλ2 ´ λiqt. The flowmaps are

ηipθiptq, sq « y ` pλ2 ´ λiqt` λ1s, s P r0, ts, i “ 1, 3. (3.25)

Ignoring the integrating factors e
8
3

şt
0 apη3pθ,τq,τqdτ « 1 at short times, the solutions of (3.5a) and (3.5b) take

the form

wps2ptq ` y, tq « w0py ` pλ2 ´ λ3qtq ` 1
24

ż t

0
ppw ´ zq2Bθkqpy ` pλ2 ´ λ3qt` λ3s, sqds, (3.26a)

zps2ptq ` y, tq « z0py ` pλ2 ´ λ1qtq ` 1
24

ż t

0
ppw ´ zq2Bθkqpy ` pλ2 ´ λ1qt` λ1s, sqds. (3.26b)

As discussed above, since λ3 « λ2 ` 1
3κ ą λ2, the characteristic curves of w impinge on s2ptq from the

left, carrying up initial data w0 from tt “ 0u. On the other hand, the characteristics of z impinge from the
right of s2 since λ1 « λ2´ 1

3κ ă λ2. Therefore, the data for z is carried from the shock surface tsptq “ θu.
Although this data is singular at p0, 0q, this point is not sampled by the characteristics above since t ą 0 is
fixed, and thus pλ2 ´ λ1qt ą 0. Regarding the forcing terms appearing on the right sides of (3.26), from
the asymptotic description of k in (3.24), the approximation s2ptq « 2

3κt « λ2t, and the fact that by (3.4)
w´ z equals twice the azimuthal sound speed c, which we expect to remain bounded from above and below
in terms of κ, we obtain that

ż t

0
ppw ´ zq2Bθkqpy ` pλ2 ´ λiqt` λis, sqds „

ż t

t` y
λ2´λi

py ´ λipt´ sqq 12 ds „ y
3
2 , (3.27)

for 0 ă y, t ! 1. Thus, the forcing gains one derivative, expressed above by an extra power of y, due to
the fact that it is integrated along curves which are transversal (since λi ‰ λ2) to the characteristics of the
entropy (namely, the flow of Bt`λ2Bθ). Thus, from (3.26) and (3.27), we expect that w and z are both C1, 1

2

across the curve s2ptq, rather than just C
1
2 which is the naive expectation.

Turning this intuition into a proof requires a C2-type analysis of the characteristics of tλiu3i“1, including
an understanding of the times at which the λ1 and λ2 characteristics intersect the shock curve s; see for
instance Lemmas 5.24, 6.7, and 6.9. Additionally, in this stage of the proof we need to analyze the time
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integrals of Byw and Byyw (objects which do blow up rather severely as one approaches the pre-shock)
when composed with the flows of λ1 and λ2; here the transversality of these flows with respect to s plays
a crucial role, along with a precise understanding of the function wB in the vicinity of the pre-shock; see
Lemmas 5.11, 5.23, and 6.12. This is one of the principal reasons why the pre-shock obtained in Step 1
needs to be analyzed in a C3 sense.

The intuition behind the gain of regularity for the radial velocity a is less direct. The data for a along the
new Cauchy surface (including the shock curve) is C1, 1

3 due to the formula (3.23c). Thus, such a singularity
would be expected to propagate along its characteristic emanating from the pre-shock location. To see this,
we recall that the specific vorticity at the pre-shock is Lipschitz. Since by (3.9) it is transported by the
velocity λ2, it is forced by Bθk, and because the wavespeed for $ is the same as that of k, we conclude from
(3.9) only that $ is C

1
2 across the curve s2. Since k, z and w are all C1, 1

2 across this curve, by (3.8) we
deduce that Bxa P C 1

2 , and consequently that a P C1, 1
2 across s2. Thus, for positive times t ą 0, the radial

velocity becomes smoother than its initial condition (C1, 1
2 vs C1, 1

3 ). This regularization effect is in essence
a consequence of Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6.

Finally, we discuss the region to the right of s2ptq. In this region the entropy is trivial (k ” 0) since it is
determined solely by its data on the surface tθ ă 0, t “ 0u, see (3.24). The equations reduce to

Btw ` λ3Bθw “ ´8
3aw ,

Btz ` λ1Bθz “ ´8
3az ,

Bta` λ2Bθa “ ´4
3a

2 ` 1
3pw ` zq2 ´ 1

6pw ´ zq2 .
The object z has singular data as in (3.23a), which will be propagated along the λ1-characteristic curve.
Specifically, we have that at the pre-shock λ1 « 1

3w0 « 1
3κ, so that the curve s1 along which z is transported

from the pre-shock is given by

s1ptq « 1
3κt.

The 3
2 -Hölder singularity in the Cauchy data for z (3.23b) is morally speaking transported along these

θ

ss2s1

t “ 0

t “ T

Figure 6: The λ1 characteristics, represented here by the green curves, propagate information about z from the shock curve s into
the region between s1 and s

λ1-characteristics for short times t ! 1, resulting in

zpθ, tq «
#

0, θ ă s1ptq
z0 pθ ´ s1ptqq 32 , s1ptq ă θ ! s2ptq

. (3.28)

The difficulty in showing that the intuitive behavior (3.28) is indeed true lies in the fact that the λ1-
characteristics emanating from the shock curve do spend some time in the region between s2 and s, and
in this region the entropy gradient present in (3.5b) causes the first and second derivatives of z to behave
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badly. By using the transversality of the λ1 and λ2 characteristics, we are nonetheless able to show in
Section 6.6 that (3.28) is morally correct.

Note that in this region, the relevant initial data for w and a is far away from the pre-shock, and so the
fields w and a are as regular as their forcing for short times. This forcing involves the field z, which makes a
C1, 1

2 cusp along s1ptq. However, again the wave speeds for w and a are different than that of z, and as such
their characteristics are transversal to s1ptq. This means that the solution fields gain a derivative relative to
the forcing, similar to (3.27). It thus seems reasonable to conjecture that w, a P C2, 1

2 on the right side of
s1. Establishing this fact would in turn require us to show that (3.14a) holds in a C3, 1

2 sense, a regularity
level which we did not pursue in Step 1. As such, in this paper we only prove that w, a P C2 on s1, which
is nonetheless a better regularity exponent that the naively expected C1, 1

2 .

Step 5: returning to basic fluid variables. There is a certain regularization effect along the curve s2, when
returning to the original fluid variables, as we now explain. A straightforward calculation shows that the
good unknowns

qw :“ Bθw ´ 1
4cBθk, qz :“ Bθz ` 1

4cBθk, (3.29)

satisfy the evolution equations

pBt ` λ3Bθqqw ` pBθλ3 ` 8
3aqqw “ ´8

3Bθaw `
´

4
3ac` 1

6cBθλ2

¯

Bθk, (3.30a)

pBt ` λ1Bθqqz ` pBθλ1 ` 8
3aqqz “ ´8

3Bθaz ´
´

4
3ac` 1

6cBθλ2

¯

Bθk. (3.30b)

The remarkable feature of the system (3.30) is that the second derivatives of k do not appear in the equa-
tions; indeed, if one naively considers the evolution equation for Bθw or Bθz alone, then from (3.5a) and
respectively (3.5b) we note the emergence of the forcing term 1

24pw ´ zq2Bθθk. The unknowns qw and qz ,
and the system (3.30), is useful because it involves only Bθk, and this forcing makes a C

1
2 cusp along the

curve s2. However, since the characteristic speed of k is λ2, and the characteristics of qw and qz are λ3 and
respectively λ1, and are thus transversal, we again have a regularization effect akin to (3.27), and we find
that the (Lagrangian) force is actually C1, 1

2 across s2. Now, the initial data relevant to the behavior of qw

and qz comes from different places. For qw, it originates along the tt “ 0u surface and so it is easy to see
that it is smooth for positive time (away from the pre-shock). On the other hand, the data for qz originates
on the shock curve itself and once again, away from the pre-shock it is smooth. It follows that, for t ą 0

the regularity is set by the forcing, resulting in bounds consistent with qw, qz P C1, 1
2 . Again, in the proof

we only establish the C1 regularity of qw and qz , due to the C3 expansion of the pre-shock; this argument
is made rigorous in Sections 6.5 and 6.6. The outcome is that qw ` qz “ Bθz ` Bθw “ 2

3Bθuθ is smoother
than the naive expectation C

1
2 : we prove that it lies in C1 across s2 (which translates into C2 regularity for

the angular velocity uθ), and conjecture that the sharp regularity is C1, 1
2 . Similarly, the improved regularity

for qw and qz shows that the second derivative of the pressure is bounded on s2, see (7.1).

Summary. In terms of the Riemann variables in azimuthal symmetry, we find

• Across the shock curve sptq, we have

rrwss „ t
1
2 , rrBθass „ t

1
2 , rrzss „ t

3
2 , rrkss „ t

3
2 .

• Across the curve s2ptq, the functions Bθw, Bθa, Bθk, Bθz all behave as C
1
2 cusps approaching s2 from

the right. Approaching from the left, they are all smooth, in positive time.

• Across the curve s1ptq, the entropy is zero, Bθw and Bθa areC1 (expected to beC1, 1
2 ) and Bθz behaves

as a C
1
2 cusp approaching s1 from the right. Approaching from the left, Bθz is C1 in positive time.
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In terms of the physical variables, we find

• Across the shock curve sptq, all state variables jump

rruθss „ rt
1
2 , rrρss „ r2t

1
2 , rrBθurss „ rt

1
2 , rrSss „ t

3
2 . (3.31)

• Across the curve s2ptq, the entropy, density and radial velocity derivatives all make C
1
2 cusps ap-

proaching s2 from the right. Approaching from the left, they are all smooth. The second derivative of
the angular velocity and the pressure are bounded for t ą 0, and are expected to be C

1
2 smooth.

• Across the curve s1ptq, the entropy is zero while the angular velocity and density derivatives make
C

1
2 cusps approaching s1 from the right. Approaching from the left, they are all smooth for t ą 0.

The second derivative of the radial velocity is bounded and is expected to make a C
1
2 cusp.

4 Detailed shock formation

In [2], it was established that for an open set of C4 initial data, solutions to (3.5) form a generic, stable,
asymptotically self-similar pre-shock at time t “ T˚, and that the dominant Riemann variable wp¨, T˚q P
C

1
3 . The primary objective of this section is to provide a precise description of wp¨, T˚q in the vicinity of

the pre-shock. We shall prove the following

Theorem 4.1 (Detailed shock formation). For κ0 ą 1 taken sufficiently large and ε ą 0 sufficiently small,
and for initial data pw, z, k, aq|t“´ε “ pw0, 0, 0, a0q satisfying (4.17)–(4.26) below, there exists a blowup
time t “ T˚, a unique blowup location ξ˚, and unique solutions pw, aq to (3.5) in C0pr´ε, T˚q, C4pTqq X
C4pr´ε, T˚q, C0pTqq such that

wp¨, T˚q P C 1
3 pTq , ap¨, T˚q P C1, 1

3 pTq , $p¨, T˚q P C0,1pTq . (4.1)

Furthermore, there exists a unique blowup label x˚ satisfying

|x˚| ď 20κ0ε
4 such that lim

tÑT˚
ηpx˚, tq “ ξ˚ ,

where η is the 3-characteristic defined by (4.40). The pre-shock wp¨, T˚q has the fractional series expansion

ˇ

ˇwpθ, T˚q ´ κ˚ ´ a1pθ ´ ξ˚q 13 ´ a2pθ ´ ξ˚q 23 ´ a3pθ ´ ξ˚q
ˇ

ˇ À ˇ

ˇθ ´ ξ˚
ˇ

ˇ

4
3 (4.2)

for all θ P ηpBx˚pε3qq, where

κ˚ “ e´
8
3

şT˚
´ε Bxpapηpx˚,rq,rqqdrw0px˚q ,

and

|κ˚ ´ κ0| ď 2εκ0 , ´6
5 ď a1 ď ´4

5 ,
ˇ

ˇa2

ˇ

ˇ ď ε
1
10 ,

ˇ

ˇa3

ˇ

ˇ ď 7
6ε . (4.3)

In fact, the expansion (4.2) is valid in a C3-sense, by which we mean that the bounds
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Bθwpθ, T˚q ´ 1

3a1pθ ´ ξ˚q´ 2
3 ´ 2

3a2pθ ´ ξ˚q´ 1
3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
À 1

ε , (4.4a)
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
B2
θwpθ, T˚q ´ 2

9a1pθ ´ ξ˚q´ 5
3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
À ε´

63
8

ˇ

ˇθ ´ ξ˚
ˇ

ˇ

´ 4
3 , (4.4b)
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ˇ

ˇB3
θwpθ, T˚q

ˇ

ˇ À ε´
151
8

ˇ

ˇθ ´ ξ˚
ˇ

ˇ

´ 8
3 , (4.4c)

hold for all θ P ηpBx˚pε3qq. Moreover, the C4 regularity away from the pre-shock is characterized by

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

max
γď4

`ˇ

ˇBγθ apηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBγθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

˘

ď
#

Cε
`pT˚ ´ tq ` 3ε´3pε` tqpx´ x˚q2

˘´4 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

Cε |x´ x˚| ě ε2
, (4.5)

where Cε ą 0 is a sufficiently large constant depending on inverse powers of ε. Lastly, the specific vorticity
satisfies the bounds

10
κ0
ď $px, tq ď 28

κ0
,

ˇ

ˇBx$px, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 70
κ20ε

, (4.6)

for all x P T and t P r´ε, T˚q.
The proof of this theorem makes use of detailed estimates for the characteristic families and their deriva-

tives. As we will detail below, we let ηpx, tq denote the flow w. Here x denotes a particle label, and ηpx, tq
provides the location of x at time t; specifically we have the formula ηpx, tq “ x ` şt

´εwpηpx, sq, sqds.
Moreover, we see that wpηpx, tq, tq “ e´

8
3

şt
´ε apηpx,sq,sqdsw0pxq and hence that

wpθ, tq “ e´
8
3

şt
´ε apηpη

´1pθ,tq,sq,sqdsw0pη´1pθ, tqq .
It follows that a power series expansion of wpθ, T˚q about the blowup location θ “ ξ˚ requires a series
expansion for the inverse flow map η´1pθ, tq about θ “ ξ˚. The formula for η´1pθ, T˚q requires us to first
compute ηpx, T˚q, and then invert the polynomial equation ηpx, T˚q “ θ for θ in a neighborhood of ξ˚.

We shall write ηpx, T˚q as a Taylor series about the blowup label x˚. To do so, we prove the existence of
a unique blowup trajectory ηpx˚, tq which converges to ξ˚, and study the behavior of Bγxηpx, tq, γ ď 4. Our
analysis makes use of self-similar coordinates only for the purpose of isolating the unique blowup trajectory
ηpx˚, tq, whereas all of our estimates for Bγxηpx, tq, Bγθwpηpx, tq, tq, and Bγθ apηpx, tq, tq are obtained in
physical coordinates. With these bounds in hand, we establish the Taylor expansion for ηpx, tq about the
blowup label x˚, proceed to invert this relation, and then obtain a detailed description of the pre-shock.

4.1 Changing variables to modulated self-similar variables

We shall make use of self-similar coordinates py, sq that rely upon time dependent modulation functions
κptq, ξptq and τptq, which are introduced to enforce three pointwise constraints. Specifically, we map the
physical coordinates pθ, tq to self-similar coordinates py, sq by the following transformations:

sptq :“ ´ logpτptq ´ tq , ypθ, tq :“ θ´ξptq

pτptq´tq
3
2
“ e

3
2
spθ ´ ξptqq .

It follows that

τ ´ t “ e´s , ds
dt “ p1´ 9τqes , (4.7)

and thus

Bθy “ e
3
2
s , Bty “ ´ 9ξ

pτ´tq
3
2
´ 3p 9τ´1qpθ´ξq

2pτ´tq
5
2

“ ´e 3
2
s 9ξ ` 3

2p1´ 9τqyes . (4.8)
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We then transform the physical variables pa,wq to self-similar variables pA,W q by

wpθ, tq “ e´
s
2W py, sq ` κptq , apθ, tq “ Apy, sq . (4.9)

Introducing the parameter

βτ “ βτ ptq “ 1
1´ 9τptq , (4.10)

a simple computation shows that pW,Aq solve

BsW ´ 1
2W ` p3

2y ` βτW ` e s2βτ pκ´ 9ξqqByW “ ´e´ s
2βτ 9κ´ 8

3e
´ s

2βτApe´ s
2W ` κq , (4.11a)

BsA` p3
2y ` 2

3βτW ` e s2βτ p2
3κ´ 9ξqqByA “ ´4

3βτe
´sA2 ` 1

6βτe
´spe´ s

2W ` κq2 , (4.11b)

with initial conditions given at self-similar time s “ ´ log ε by

W py,´εq “ ε´
1
2 pw0pθq ´ κ0q , Apy,´εq “ a0pθq , (4.12)

and

κp´εq “ κ0 , τp´εq “ 0 , ξp´εq “ 0 . (4.13)

For notational brevity, we introduce the transport velocities and forcing functions

VW :“ 3
2y ` βτW ` e s2βτ pκ´ 9ξq , FW :“ ´8

3e
´ s

2βτApe´ s
2W ` κq (4.14a)

VA :“ 3
2y ` 2

3βτW ` e s2βτ p2
3κ´ 9ξq , FA :“ ´4

3βτe
´sA2 ` 1

6βτe
´spe´ s

2W ` κq2 , (4.14b)

so that (4.11) takes the form

BsW ´ 1
2W ` VW ByW “ ´βτe´ s

2 9κ` FW , (4.15a)

BsA` VAByA “ FA . (4.15b)

We shall also consider the perturbation of the stable self-similar stationary solution W pyq of the Burgers
equation4; the function ĂW “W ´W solves

BsĂW ` `´1
2 ` βτByW ` 8

3e
´sβτA

˘

ĂW ` VW ByĂW “ p1´ βτ qWByW ´ 8
3e
´sβτAW ´ e´ s

2βτ 9κ .
(4.16)

4.2 Bounds on the solution

In order to obtain the necessary quantitative bounds on characteristics and their derivatives, we shall make
use of the bounds on W provided by Theorem 4.4 of [2] for the shock formation process. As such, we give
a precise description of the initial data used for the asymptotically self-similar shock formation.

4Recall that W pyq is the solution of ´ 1
2
W ` `

3y
2
`W ˘ ByW “ 0 and has an explicit formula which is obtained by inverting

the cubic polynomial W
3 `W “ ´y.
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4.2.1 Initial data in self-similar variables

It is convenient to describe the initial data in terms of the self-similar variables pW p¨,´ log εq, Ap¨,´ log εqq
defined in (4.12), which may be equivalently written as

w0pθq “ ε
1
2W py,´ log εq ` κ0 , a0pθq “ Apy,´ log εq . (4.17)

We choose w0 P C4pTq so that for all θ P T:
7
8κ0 ď w0pθq ď 9

8κ0 , where κ0 ě 3 . (4.18)

We assume that the initial data pW p¨,´ log εq, Ap¨,´ log εqq has compact support in the set

X0 :“  |y| ď 2ε´1
(

.

In order to obtain stable shock formation, we require that5

W p0,´ log εq “ 0 , ByW p0,´ log εq “ ´1 , B2
yW p0,´ log εq “ 0 . (4.19)

As in [1], there exists a sufficiently large parameter M “Mpκ0q ě 1 (which is in particular independent of
ε), a small length scale `, and a large length scale L by

` “ plogMq´5 , L “ ε´
1
10 . (4.20)

The initial datum of ĂW “W ´W is given by

ĂW py,´ log εq “W py,´ log εq ´W pyq “ ε´
1
2 pw0pθq ´ wεpθqq “: ε´

1
2
rw0pθq ,

where we have defined wεpθq “ ε
1
2W pε´ 3

2 θq ` κ0. We consider data such that for |y| ď L,

p1` y2q´ 1
6

ˇ

ˇĂW py,´ log εqˇˇ ď ε
1
10 , (4.21a)

p1` y2q 13 ˇˇByĂW py,´ log εqˇˇ ď ε
1
11 , (4.21b)

for |y| ď ` (equivalently |θ| ď ε
3
2 `), we assume that

ˇ

ˇB4
y
ĂW py,´ log εqˇˇ ď ε

5
8 ô ˇ

ˇB4
θ rw0pθq

ˇ

ˇ ď ε´
39
8 , (4.22)

and at y “ 0, we have that
ˇ

ˇB3
y
ĂW p0,´ log εqˇˇ ď ε

3
8 ô ˇ

ˇB3
θ rw0p0q

ˇ

ˇ ď ε´
29
8 . (4.23)

For y in the region t|y| ě Lu X X p´ log εq, we suppose that

p1` y2q´ 1
6 |W py,´ log εq| ď 1` ε 1

11 , (4.24a)

p1` y2q 13 |ByW py,´ log εq| ď 1` ε 1
12 , (4.24b)

while for Wy, globally for all y P X p´ log εq we shall assume that
ˇ

ˇByW py,´ log εqˇˇ ď p1` y2q´ 1
3 , (4.25a)

ˇ

ˇB2
yW py,´ log εqˇˇ ď 7p1` y2q´ 1

3 , (4.25b)
ˇ

ˇBγyW py,´ log εqˇˇ À p1` y2q´ 1
3 for γ “ 3, 4 . (4.25c)

For the initial conditions of Apy,´ log εq “ a0pθq, we require that a0 P C4pTq, and that

}a0}C0 ď ε , }Bxa0}C0 ď κ0
14 , }a0}C4 À 1 . (4.26)

5As shown in Corollary 4.7 in [2], the conditions (4.19) on the initial data are satisfied by any data in an open set (within
azimuthal symmetry) in the C4 topology, as long as a global non-degenerate minimal slope is attained at a point.
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4.2.2 Bounds on W and A

The following facts are established in [1]. The spatial support of pW,Aq is the s-dependent ball

X psq :“
!

|y| ď 2ε
1
2 e

3
2
s
)

for all s ě ´ log ε . (4.27)

It follows that
1` y2 ď 40εe3s ô p1` y2q 13 ď 4ε

1
3 es . (4.28)

We have the following bounds for W py, sq for all y P R and s ě ´ log ε:

ˇ

ˇBγW py, sqˇˇ ď

$

’

&

’

%

p1` 2ε
1
20 qp1` y2q 16 , if γ “ 0 ,

2p1` y2q´ 1
3 , if γ “ 1 ,

M
1
3 p1` y2q´ 1

3 , if γ “ 2 .

(4.29)

For the perturbation function ĂW py, sq “W py, sq ´W pyq and for |y| ď L “ ε´
1
10 ,

ˇ

ˇĂW py, sqˇˇ ď 2ε
1
11 p1` y2q 16 , (4.30a)

ˇ

ˇByĂW py, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2ε
1
12 p1` y2q´ 1

3 , (4.30b)

while for |y| ď ` “ plogMq´5,

ˇ

ˇBγĂW py, sqˇˇ ď plogMq4ε 1
10 |y|4´γ `Mε

1
4 |y|3´γ , γ ď 3 , (4.31a)

ˇ

ˇB4
ĂW py, sqˇˇ ď ε

1
10 , (4.31b)

and at y “ 0,
ˇ

ˇB3
ĂW p0, sqˇˇ ď ε

1
4 , (4.32)

for all s ě ´ log ε. With w0 satisfying (4.18), as shown in [2] via the maximum principle, we have that

4κ0
5 ď wpθ, tq ď 5κ0

4 , t P r´ε, T˚q . (4.33)

4.2.3 Bootstrap assumptions on Bγθ a, γ ď 2

Bounds for a and Bθa were previously established in [1]. In this paper, we revisit these estimates and
establish the following sharp bootstrap bounds

|apθ, tq| ď 2κ2
0ε , (4.34a)

|Bθapθ, tq| ď 2κ0 , (4.34b)
ˇ

ˇB2
θapθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď 12es , (4.34c)

for all θ P T and t P r´ε, T˚q. The bootstrap bounds (4.34) are closed in Section 4.6 below.
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4.3 Evolution equations and bounds for the modulation variables

The modulation variables τptq, ξptq, and κptq are used to impose the following constraints at y “ 0

W p0, sq “ 0, ByW p0, sq “ ´1, B2
yW p0, sq “ 0 . (4.35)

Imposing ByW p0, sq “ ´1 in the first derivative of (4.11a) shows that

9τptq “ e´
s
2 8

3

´

κptqAyp0, sq ` e´ s
2Ap0, sq

¯

. (4.36a)

Next, requiring that B2
yW p0, sq “ 0 holds, by taking the second derivative of (4.11a) we obtain

9ξptq ´ κptq “ ´8
3

e´s

Wyyyp0,sq

´

2e´
s
2Ayp0, sq ´ κAyyp0, sq

¯

, (4.36b)

and finally with W p0, sq “ 0 used in (4.11a), we find that

9κptq “ ´8
3

´

κptqAp0, sq ` κ Ayyp0,sq
Wyyyp0,sq

´ 2e´
s
2

Ayp0,sq
Wyyyp0,sq

¯

“ ´8
3κptqAp0, sq ´ esp 9ξ ´ κqptq . (4.36c)

The equations (4.36) are ODEs for the modulation functions. From (4.34), it follows that for ε taken
sufficiently small, for all t P r´ε, T˚q we have

ˇ

ˇ 9τptqˇˇ ď 9κ2
0εe

´s ,
ˇ

ˇ 9κptqˇˇ ď 6κ3
0ε ,

ˇ

ˇ 9ξptqˇˇ ď κ0 ` 8κ2
0ε

2 . (4.37)

For the last bound, we have used that since
şT˚
´εp1´ 9τpt1qqdt1 “ ε, then

|T˚| ď 7κ2
0ε

3 . (4.38)

It follows that

|κ´ κ0| ď 7κ3
0ε

2 , |τ | ď 7κ2
0ε

3 , |ξ| ď 2εκ0 , |1´ βτ | ď 7κ2
0εe

´s . (4.39)

4.4 Characteristics in physical variables px, tq

4.4.1 3-characteristics η associated λ3.

We let ηpx, tq denote the characteristics of λ3 “ w so that

Btηpx, tq “ wpηpx, tq, tq for ´ ε ă t ă T˚ , (4.40a)

ηpx,´εq “ x , (4.40b)

for all labels x.

4.4.2 2-characteristics φ associated to λ2.

We let φpx, tq denote the characteristics of λ2 “ 2
3w so that

Btφpx, tq “ 2
3wpφpx, tq, tq for ´ ε ă t ă T˚ , (4.41a)

φpx,´εq “ x , (4.41b)

for all labels x.
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θ

T˚

ξ˚

pre-shock location pξ˚, T˚q

η

φ

χ˚χx x˚

Figure 7: Characteristic evolution during the pre-shock formation. The blowup point is ξ˚, the blowup time is T˚, and the blowup
label x˚ satisfies ηpx˚, T˚q “ ξ˚. In red, we display the 3-characteristics ηp¨, tq originating from the blowup label x˚ and a nearby
label x, while in blue we display the 2-characteristics φp¨, tq originating from the label χ˚ “ φ´1pξ˚, T˚q and a nearby label χ.

4.4.3 Identities involving the 3-characteristics η

From (4.40) it follows that

ηpx, tq “ x`
ż t

´ε
wpηpx, t1q, t1qdt1 (4.42)

and from (3.5a) that
Btwpηpx, tq, tq “ ´8

3apηpx, tq, tqwpηpx, tq, tq .
We define the integrating factor

Itpxq “ e´
8
3

şt
´ε apηpx,rq,rqdr , (4.43)

Integration yields

wpηpx, tq, tq “ Itpxqw0pxq . (4.44)

We make use of the following identities:

I 1τI
´1
τ “ ´8

3

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr , (4.45a)

I2τ I
´1
τ “

´

8
3

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr

¯2 ´ 8
3

ż τ

´ε

`

a2 ˝ η η2
x ` a1 ˝ η ηxx

˘

dr (4.45b)

I3τ I
´1
τ “ ´512

27

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηx dr

˘3 ` 64
3

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr

˘

ż τ

´ε

`

a2 ˝ η η2
x ` a1 ˝ η ηxx

˘

dr

´ 8
3

ż τ

´ε

`

a3 ˝ η η3
x ` 3a2 ˝ η ηxηxx ` a1 ˝ η ηxxx

˘

dr , (4.45c)

I4τ I
´1
τ “ 4096

81

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηx dr

˘4 ´ 1024
9

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr

˘2
ż τ

´ε

`

a2 ˝ η η2
x ` a1 ˝ η ηxx

˘

dr

` 64
3

`

ż τ

´ε
pa2 ˝ ηη2

x ` a1 ˝ η ηxxqdr
˘2

` 256
9

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr

˘

ż τ

´ε

`

a3 ˝ η η3
x ` 3a2 ˝ η ηxηxx ` a1 ˝ η ηxxx

˘

dr

´ 8
3

ż τ

´ε

`

a4 ˝ η η4
x ` 6a3 ˝ η η2

xηxx ` 3a2 ˝ η η2
xx ` 4a2 ˝ η ηxηxxx ` a1 ˝ η ηxxxx

˘

dr

(4.45d)
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and from (4.42),

η “ x` w0

ż t

´ε
Iτdτ , (4.46a)

Bxη “ 1` w10
ż t

´ε
Iτdτ ` w0

ż t

´ε
I 1τdτ , (4.46b)

B2
xη “ w20

ż t

´ε
Iτdτ ` 2w10

ż t

´ε
I 1τdτ ` w0

ż t

´ε
I2τ dτ , (4.46c)

B3
xη “ w30

ż t

´ε
Iτdτ ` 3w20

ż t

´ε
I 1τdτ ` 3w10

ż t

´ε
I2τ dτ ` w0

ż t

´ε
I3τ dτ , (4.46d)

B4
xη “ w40

ż t

´ε
Iτdτ ` 4w30

ż t

´ε
I 1τdτ ` 6w20

ż t

´ε
I2τ dτ ` 4w10

ż t

´ε
I3τ dτ ` w0

ż t

´ε
I4s ds . (4.46e)

4.4.4 Identities involving the 2-characteristics φ

We write (3.5a) as

Btw ` 2
3wBxw ` 1

3wBxw “ ´8
3aw , (4.47)

and define the Lagrangian variables

W “ w ˝ φ , V “ 2
3w ˝ φ “ Btφ .

Then it follows from the chain-rule that (4.47) can be written as

BtW ` 1
2pBxφq´1BxVW “ ´8

3W a ˝ φ . (4.48)

We multiply (4.48) by pBxφq 12 to find that

Bt
`pBxφq 12W

˘ “ ´8
3

`pBxφq 12W
˘

a ˝ φ ,
and hence that

Bxφpx, tq “ w2
0pxq

w2pφpx,tq,tq
e´

16
3

şt
´ε apφpx,sq,sqds . (4.49)

It follows from (4.18), (4.33), (4.34), and since is ε small enough, that

12
25 ď Bxφpx, tq ď 2 , 1

2 ď Bxφ´1px, tq ď 25
12 , t P r´ε, T˚q . (4.50)

Differentiating (4.41a), we see that BtBxφ “ 2
3Bxw ˝ φ Bxφ and that Bxφpx,´εq “ 1. Hence we have that

12
25 ď e

2
3

şt
´ε Bθwpφpx,sq,sqds ď 2 , 1

2 ď e´
2
3

şt
´ε Bθwpφpx,sq,sqds ď 25

12 , t P r´ε, T˚q . (4.51)

Differentiating (4.49), we have that

B2
xφpx, tq “ e´

16
3

şt
´ε apφpx,sq,sqds w2

0pxq
w2pφpx,tq,tq

´

´16
3

ż t

´ε
Bθa ˝ φφxds` 2

w10
w0
´ 2Bθw˝φ φxw˝φ

¯

“ Bxφpx, tq
´

´16
3

ż t

´ε
Bθa ˝ φφxds` 2

w10
w0
´ 2Bθw˝φ φxw˝φ

¯

. (4.52)
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Using that |w10pxq| ď ε´1, and the bounds (4.18), (4.34), and (4.50), we see that
ˇ

ˇB2
xφpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε `

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ . (4.53)

Finally, differentiating (4.52),

B3
xφpx, tq “ φxx

´

´16
3

ż t

´ε
Bθa ˝ φφxds` 2

w10
w0
´ 2wθ˝φ φxw˝φ

¯

` φx
´

´16
3

ż t

´ε

`B2
θa ˝ φφ2

x ` Bθa ˝ φφxx
˘

ds` 2
w0w20´pw

1
0q

2

w2
0

` 2
´

Bθw˝φ φx
w˝φ

¯2¯

´ 2φx
B2θw˝φ φ

2
x`Bθw˝φ φxx
w˝φ . (4.54)

We will make use of the fact that by (4.7), the change of variables formula, and (4.61),
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t, t1q
ˇ

ˇ dt1 “
ż s

´ log ε

ˇ

ˇByW pΦApy, s1q, s1q
ˇ

ˇβτds
1 .

As we will show in (4.62),
şs
´ log ε |ByW pΦApy, s1q, s1q|βτds1 À 1. Together with (4.19), (4.23), and (4.34),

we see that
ˇ

ˇB3
xφpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε2
` ˇ

ˇw20pxq
ˇ

ˇ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` ˇ

ˇB2
θwpφpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ

`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θapφpx, t1q, t1q

ˇ

ˇdt1 . (4.55)

4.5 Characteristics in self-similar coordinates

4.5.1 3-characteristics in self-similar coordinates

Having defined the 3-characteristics ηpx, tq in (4.40), we now let ΦW py, sq denote the 3-characteristic of the
transport velocity for VW which emanates from the label y so that

BsΦW py, sq “ VW pΦW py, sq, sq for ´ log ε ă s ă 8 , (4.56a)

ΦW py,´ log εq “ y , (4.56b)

where the velocity VW is defined in (4.14a). Before stating the next lemma, we recall from (4.13) that
ξp´εq “ 0 and that particle labels are assigned at t “ ´εô s “ ´ log ε.

Lemma 4.2 (3-characteristics in physical and self-similar coordinates). With particle labels related by

x “ ε
3
2 y , (4.57)

we have that

ηpx, tq “ e´
3
2
sΦW py, sq ` ξptq , (4.58)

or equivalently

ΦW py, sq “ e
3
2
s pηpx, tq ´ ξptqq . (4.59)
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Proof of Lemma 4.2. From (4.56a), we have that

Bs
´

e´
3
2
sΦW py, sq

¯

“
´

e´
s
2W pΦW py, sq, sq ` κ´ 9ξ

¯

βτe
´s .

Using (4.7) and (4.10), we see that

Bt
´

e´
3
2
sΦW py, sq ` ξ

¯

“ e´
s
2W pΦW py, sq, sq ` κ .

Then, from (4.9), we have that e´
s
2W py, sq ` κptq “ wpe´ 3

2
sy ` ξptq, tq, and hence

Bt
´

e´
3
2
sΦW py, sq ` ξ

¯

“ w
´

e´
3
2
sΦW py, sq ` ξptq, t

¯

.

On the other hand, from (4.40a) we have Btηpx, tq “ wpηpx, tq, tq, which then proves the identity (4.58).

4.5.2 2-characteristics ΦA in self-similar coordinates

Having defined the 2-characteristics φ in px, tq coordinates, we now define their self-similar counterparts in
py, sq coordinates. We define the 2-characteristics ΦA by

BsΦApy, sq “ VApΦApy, sq, sq for ´ log ε ă s ă 8 , (4.60a)

ΦApy,´ log εq “ y . (4.60b)

where the transport velocity VA is given in (4.14b). In the same way that we established (4.59), we have that

ΦApy, sq “ e
3
2
s pφpx, tq ´ ξptqq , (4.61)

where x “ ε
3
2 y. The following integral bound was proven in Corollary 8.4 in [1]:

sup
yPX p´ log εq

ż s

´ log ε

ˇ

ˇWypΦApy, s1q, s1q
ˇ

ˇ ds1 À 1 . (4.62)

4.5.3 The unique blowup trajectory associated to 3-characteristics

A basic advantage of the use of self-similar coordinates is that the blowup trajectory can be isolated. In
particular, all but one of the trajectories ΦW py, sq “eventually escape” exponentially fast towards infinity.

Lemma 4.3 (The unique blowup trajectory). There exists a unique blowup label y˚ such that

ΦW py˚, sq “ e
3
2
s pηpx˚, tq ´ ξptqq

is the unique trajectory which converges to y “ 0 as sÑ8. Moreover,

|ΦW py˚, sq| ď 20κ0e
´ 5

2
s for all s ě ´ log ε , (4.63)

and

|y˚| ď 20κ0ε
5
2 ô |x˚| ď 20κ0ε

4 . (4.64)
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Proof of Lemma 4.3. Using (4.56a), we can write the evolution equation for ΦW as

BsΦW py, sq “ VW ˝ ΦW “ 1
2ΦW py, sq `GΦpy, sq ` hpsq , (4.65)

where

GΦ “ G ˝ ΦW , (4.66a)

G “ `

W ` y˘` p1´ βτ qW ` βτĂW , (4.66b)

h “ e
s
2βτ pκ´ 9ξq . (4.66c)

The particular form of GΦ in (4.66b) is chosen to make use of the fact that for all y,
ˇ

ˇy `W pyqˇˇ ď |y|3 , (4.67)

which follows from the identity |y `W pyq| “ |W pyq|3 and the bound |W pyq| ď |y|.
Hence, we integrate (4.65) to obtain

ΦW py˚, sq “ e
s
2 ε

1
2 y˚ ` e s2

ż s

´ log ε
e´

s1

2

`

GΦpy˚, s1q ` hps1q
˘

ds1 . (4.68)

If e´
s1

2 pGΦpy˚, s1q ` hps1qq is integrable on r´ log ε,8q then, we can rewrite (4.68) as

ΦW py˚, sq “ e
s
2

ˆ

ε
1
2 y˚ `

ż 8

´ log ε
e´

s1

2

`

GΦpy˚, s1q ` hps1q
˘

ds1
˙

´ e s2
ż 8

s
e´

s1

2

`

GΦpy˚, s1q ` hps1q
˘

ds1 .

(4.69)

Together with (4.32), (4.34), and (4.90), the identity (4.36b) shows that
ˇ

ˇ 9ξ ´ κˇˇ ď 38κ0e
´3s , (4.70)

so that using (4.66c) and (4.70), we have the bound

|hpsq| ď 39κ0e
´ 5

2
s , (4.71)

so the integrability of e´
s1

2 GΦpy˚, s1q will be of paramount importance.
We additionally note that since the first term on the right side of (4.69) is a constant multiplying e

s
2 , in

order for ΦW py˚, sq Ñ 0 as sÑ8, this constant must vanish, and thus, we must insist that

y˚ “ ´ε´ 1
2

ż 8

´ log ε
e´

s1

2

`

GΦpy˚, s1q ` hps1q
˘

ds1 , (4.72a)

which then implies

ΦW py˚, sq “ ´e s2
ż 8

s
e´

s1

2

`

GΦpy˚, s1q ` hps1q
˘

ds1 . (4.72b)

Notice that (4.72) implies that as long as e´
s1

2 GΦpy˚, s1q is integrable,

ΦW py˚,´ log εq “ y˚ , and lim
sÑ8

ΦW py˚, sq “ 0 .
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We shall now establish the existence of a unique trajectory ΦW py˚, sq solving (4.72b). We define the set

T “ tϕ P C0pr´ log ε,8qq : |ϕpsq| ď 20κ0e
´ 5

2
su ,

with norm given by
›

›ϕ
›

›

T :“ supsPr´ log ε,8q e
5
2
s |ϕpsq|, and consider the map Ψ, which maps ϕ P T to ϕ,

given by

ϕpsq “ Ψpϕpsqq :“ ´e s2
ż 8

s
e´

s1

2

`

Gϕps1q ` hps1q
˘

ds1 .

We note that for ϕ P T , |ϕ| ď ακ0ε
5
2 ď ` for ε small enough, so that we may apply the bounds (4.31a) to

the function Gϕps1q. Doing so, we see that the bounds (4.67), (4.31a) and (4.39) show that for ε taken small
enough,

|Gϕpsq| ď |ϕpsq|3 ` p1` 6ε2q
´

plogMq4ε 1
10 |ϕpsq|4 `Mε

1
3 |ϕpsq|3

¯

` 6εe´sϕpsq
ď p20κ0q3e´ 15

2
s ` ε 1

12 ε3αp20κ0q4e´10s ` 120κ0εe
´ 7

2
s ď 122κ0εe

´ 7
2
s .

Together with (4.71), we have that

e´
s1

2

`ˇ

ˇGϕps1q
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇhps1qˇˇ˘ ď 40κ0e
´3s1 .

By the fundamental theorem of calculus, s ÞÑ ϕpsq is continuous, and satisfies the bound

|ϕpsq| ď 18κ0e
´ 5

2
s for all s ě ´ log ε .

Therefore, Ψ : T Ñ T .
Let us now prove that Ψ is a contraction. Suppose that ϕ1 “ Ψpϕ1q and ϕ2 “ Ψpϕ2q. We then have

|ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq| ď e
s
2

ż 8

s
e´

s1

2

ˇ

ˇGϕ1
ps1q ´Gϕ2

ps1qˇˇ ds1 . (4.73)

From (4.67), we have that
ˇ

ˇW py1q ` y1 ´W py2q ´ y2

ˇ

ˇ ď ˇ

ˇy3
1 ´ y3

2

ˇ

ˇ ,

so that
ˇ

ˇ

`

W pϕ1psqq ` ϕ1psq
˘´ `

W pϕ2psqq ` ϕ2psq
˘ˇ

ˇ ď ˇ

ˇϕ3
1psq ´ ϕ3

2psq
ˇ

ˇ

ď ˇ

ˇϕ1psq2 ` ϕ1psqϕ2psq ` ϕ2psq2
ˇ

ˇ |ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq|
ď ε2e´s |ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq| , (4.74)

where we have used that both ϕ1 and ϕ2 are in T . Next, since
ˇ

ˇW py1q ´W py2q
ˇ

ˇ ď |x´ y|, by (4.39),

|1´ βτ |
ˇ

ˇW pϕ1psqq ´W pϕ2psqq
ˇ

ˇ ď 6εe´s |ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq| , (4.75)

and finally, employing the mean value theorem together with the bound (4.31a), for some a function s ÞÑ
αpsq P p0, 1q and

|βτ |
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ĂW pϕ1psq, sq ´ĂW pϕ2psq, sq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ByĂW pp1´ αpsqqϕ1psq ` αpsqϕ2psq, sq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
|ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq|

ď 2
´

plogMq4ε 1
10 p20κ0q3e´ 15

2
s `Mε

1
3 p20κ0q2e´5s

¯

|ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq|
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ď ε4e´s |ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq| . (4.76)

Combining the bounds (4.74), (4.75), and (4.76), and taking ε sufficiently small, we have that
ˇ

ˇGϕ1
ps1q ´Gϕ2

ps1qˇˇ ď 7εe´s |ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq| ,
and thus from (4.73), we see that

e
5
2
s |ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq| ď e3s

ż 8

s
e´

1
2
s1
ˇ

ˇGϕ1
ps1q ´Gϕ2

ps1qˇˇ ds1

ď 7εe3s

ż 8

s
e´

1
2
s1
ˇ

ˇϕ1ps1q ´ ϕ2ps1q
ˇ

ˇ ds1

ď 14ε sup
sPr´ log ε,8q

e
5
2
s |ϕ1psq ´ ϕ2psq| ,

so that

}ϕ1 ´ ϕ2}T ď 14ε }ϕ1 ´ ϕ2}T ,

which shows that Ψ is a contraction. By the contraction mapping theorem, there exists a unique trajectory
ϕ P T such that for all s ě ´ log ε,

ϕpsq “ ´e s2
ż 8

s
e´

s1

2

´

`

W pϕpsqq ` ϕpsq˘` p1´ βτ qW pϕpsqq ` βτĂW pϕpsq, sq ` hps1q
¯

ds1 ,

or equivalently

e´
s
2ϕpsq “ ´

ż 8

s
e´

s1

2

`

ϕpsq ` βτW pϕpsq, sq ` hps1q
˘

ds1 .

Differentiating this identity in self-similar time shows that

Bsϕ “ VW ˝ ϕ .
Setting

y˚ “ ´ε´ 1
2

ż 8

´ log ε
e´

s1

2

´

`

W pϕpsqq ` ϕpsq˘` p1´ βτ qW pϕpsqq ` βτĂW pϕpsq, sq ` hps1q
¯

ds1 ,

we see that ϕp´ log εq “ y˚ from which it follows that

ΦW py˚, sq “ ϕpsq for all s ě ´ log ε ,

and ΦW py˚, sq is a solution to (4.72). Clearly
ˇ

ˇy˚
ˇ

ˇ ď 20κ0ε
5
2 and by (4.57), it follows that

ˇ

ˇx˚
ˇ

ˇ ď 20κ0ε
4.

We next show that y˚ is the only blowup label. From (4.14b) and (4.56), we have that

BspΦW py˚, sq ´ ΦW py, sqq “ 3
2pΦW py˚, sq ´ ΦW py, sqq ` βτW pΦW py˚, sq, sq ´ βτW pΦW py, sq, sq .

Suppose that y˚ ě y. By the mean value theorem and the bound (4.39), we have that

|βτW pΦW py˚, sq, sq ´ βτW pΦW py, sq, sq| ď p1` 6εqpΦW py˚, sq ´ ΦW py, sqq .
Here we have used the global bound |ByW py, sq| ď 1 and the fact that characteristics cannot cross so that
ΦW py˚, sq ´ ΦW py, sq ě 0. Therefore,

BspΦW py˚, sq ´ ΦW py, sqq ě p1
2 ´ ε

3
4 qpΦW py˚, sq ´ ΦW py, sqq ,

and then

ΦW py˚, sq ´ ΦW py, sq ě ε
1
2 ep

1
2
´ε

3
4 qspy˚ ´ yq .

If y ě y˚, in the same way we, we obtain ΦW py, sq ´ ΦW py˚, sq ě ε
1
2 ep

1
2
´ε

3
4 qspy ´ y˚q.
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4.6 Bounds for Bγxa, γ ď 4

4.6.1 Improving the bootstrap bound for a

We note here that from (3.8) and (3.9), the specific vorticity $ “ 16
w2 pw ´ axq solves

Bt$ ` 2
3wBx$ “ 8

3a$ , $px,´εq “ $0pxq ,
and hence

$pφpx, tq, tq “ e
8
3

şt
´ε apφpx,t

1q,t1qdt1$0pxq . (4.77)

We also have from (3.10b), that

apφpx, tq, tq “ a0pxq `
ż t

´ε
p´4

3a
2 ` 1

6w
2q ˝ φds (4.78)

so that assuming the bootstrap bound
ˇ

ˇapθ, tqˇˇ ď 2κ2
0ε and using (4.26) and (4.33), we find that for ε taken

sufficiently small,
›

›ap¨, tq››
L8
ď 3

2κ
2
0ε , t P r´ε, T˚q , (4.79)

which improves the bootstrap bound (4.34a).

4.6.2 Improving the bootstrap bound for Bθa
From (4.50), we see that φp¨, tq is a diffeomorphism with a well-defined inverse map, so that for each
t P r´ε, T˚q and for ε small enough, the identity (4.77) and the bound (4.79) show that

p1´ εq$0pθq ď $pφpθ, tq, tq ď p1` εq$0pθq , t P r´ε, T˚q , (4.80)

From (4.18), 7
8κ0 ď w0pθq ď 9

8κ0. Since $0 “ 16
w2

0
pw0 ´ Bθa0q, by (4.26), we then have that for ε

sufficiently small,
101

10κ0
ď $0pθq ď 27

κ0
,

and by (4.80), for ε small enough,

10
κ0
ď $pθ, tq ď 28

κ0
, θ P T, t P r´ε, T˚q . (4.81)

Again using that

Bθa “ w ´ w2

16$ , (4.82)

we then have that
ˇ

ˇBθapθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ “ ˇ

ˇw ´ w2

16$
ˇ

ˇ ď 3
2κ0 , θ P T, t P r´ε, T˚q , (4.83)

which improves the bootstrap bound (4.34b).
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4.6.3 Improving the bootstrap bound for B2
θa

Differentiating (4.77), we have that

Bθ$pφpx, tq, tq “ pBxφpx, tqq´1e´
8
3

şt
0 apφpx,t

1q,t1qdt1
ˆ

Bθ$0pxq ` 8
3$0

ż t

´ε
Bθapφpx, t1q, t1qBxφpx, t1qdt1

˙

“ pBxφpx, tqq´1$pφpx, tq, tq
ˆ

Bθ$0pxq
$0pxq

` 8
3

ż t

´ε
Bθapφpx, t1q, t1qBxφpx, t1qdt1

˙

. (4.84)

It follows from (4.50), (4.80), (4.83), and (4.84) that for ε small enough,
ˇ

ˇBθ$pφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 51
24

ˇ

ˇBθ$0pxq
ˇ

ˇ` 500ε . (4.85)

Using the formula
Bθ$0 “ 16

w2
0
pBθw0 ´ B2

xa0q ´ 32
w3

0
pw0 ´ Bθa0qBθw0

and the bounds (4.18), ´1
ε ď Bθw0pxq, and (4.26), we estimate that

ˇ

ˇBθ$0pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 34
κ20ε

, (4.86)

and hence from (4.85),
ˇ

ˇBθ$px, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 70
κ20ε

, x P T, t P r´ε, T˚q . (4.87)

We shall use the fact that

B2
θa “ Bθwp1´ 1

8w$q ´ w2

16 Bθ$ , (4.88)

so that combined with the above estimates,
ˇ

ˇB2
θapx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď 7
2

ˇ

ˇBθwpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ` 7
ε , (4.89)

and hence by (4.9), we have that

ˇ

ˇB2
yApy, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 7
2e
´2s

ˇ

ˇByW py, sq
ˇ

ˇ` e´ 3s
2 7
ε ď 23

2 e
´2s , (4.90)

where we have used that |ByW py, sq| ď 1 as proven in [1]. This then implies that
ˇ

ˇB2
θapx, tq

ˇ

ˇ “ e3s
ˇ

ˇB2
yApy, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 23
2 e

s , x P T, t P r´ε, T˚q (4.91)

which improves the bootstrap bound (4.34c).

4.6.4 A bound for B3
θa

We next differentiate (4.84) to obtain

B2
θ$pφpx, tq, tq “

`

φ´1
x Bθ$ ˝ φ´ φ´3

x φxx$ ˝ φ
˘

ˆ

Bθ$0
$0

` 8
3

ż t

´ε
Bθa ˝ φ φxdt1

˙

` φ´2
x $ ˝ φ

´

$0B
2
θ$0´pBθ$0q

2

$2
0

` 8
3

ż t

´ε

`B2
θa ˝ φ φ2

x ` Bθa ˝ φ φxx
˘

dt1

loooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooon

Rpx,tq

¯

. (4.92)
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We first bound the integral R. By (4.50), (4.53), and (4.89), we have that

ˇ

ˇRpx, tqˇˇ À
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθa ˝ φ
ˇ

ˇp1
ε `

ˇ

ˇBθw ˝ φ
ˇ

ˇqdt1 . (4.93)

We note that by (4.61),

Bθwpφpx, tq, tq “ esWypΦApy, sq, sq .
The identity (4.7) then shows that dt “ βτe

´sds so that by the change of variables formula, we have that
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇdt1 “
ż s

´ log ε

ˇ

ˇWypΦApy, s1q, s1q
ˇ

ˇβτds
1 À 1 , (4.94)

where we have used (4.62) for the last inequality. Hence, with (4.34) and (4.93), we have that
ˇ

ˇRpx, tqˇˇ À 1 . (4.95)

With (4.95), the formula (4.92) and the bounds (4.34) and (4.86) allow us to estimate B2
θ$˝φ in the following

way:
ˇ

ˇB2
θ$pφpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À 1` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇφxxpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θ$0pxq

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε2
` 1

ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θ$0pxq

ˇ

ˇ (4.96)

where we have used (4.53) for the last inequality.
Differentiating (4.88) yields the identity

B3
θa “ B2

θwp1´ 1
8w$q ´ w2

16 B2
θ$ ´ 1

4wBθwBθ$ ´ 1
8$pBθwq2 (4.97)

so that
ˇ

ˇB3
θapx, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ˇ

ˇB2
θwpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θ$px, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ

À 1
ε2
` ˇ

ˇB2
θwpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θ$0pφ´1px, tq, tqˇˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ (4.98)

where we have used (4.96) for the last inequality.
Restricting the identity (4.97) to t “ ´ε, we see that

w2
0

16 B2
θ$0 “ ´B3

θa0 ` B2
θw0p1

8w0$0 ´ 1q ´ 1
4w0Bθw0Bθ$0 ´ 1

8pBθw0q2$0 , (4.99)

and so
ˇ

ˇB2
θ$0

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε2
` ˇ

ˇB3
θa0

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θw0

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε2
` ˇ

ˇB2
θw0

ˇ

ˇ (4.100)

since we assumed that
ˇ

ˇB3
θa0pxq

ˇ

ˇ À 1 in (4.26). Using the bound (4.100) in (4.98) shows that
ˇ

ˇB3
θapηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ

À 1
ε2
` ˇ

ˇB2
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θw0pφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, tqˇˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ . (4.101)

By (4.25b), we have that for x P T,
ˇ

ˇB2
θw0pxq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´
5
2 and therefore

ˇ

ˇB2
θw0pφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, tqˇˇ À ε´

5
2 . (4.102)

Using this bound in (4.101), for all t P r´ε, T˚q,
ˇ

ˇB3
θapηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´
5
2 ` ˇ

ˇB2
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ . (4.103)
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4.6.5 A bound for B4
θa

As we will now explain, the bound for B4
θapx, tq does not depend on B4

xη, B4
xφ, or B4

θw, and as such is merely
a consequence of the bounds that have already been established.

To obtain this bound, we make one final differentiation of (4.92) and obtain that

B3
θ$pφpx, tq, tq
“ `

φ´1
x B2

θ$ ˝ φ` 3φ´5
x φ2

xx$ ˝ φ´ φ´4
x φxxx$ ˝ φ´ 2φ´3

x φxxBθ$ ˝ φ
˘

ˆ

Bθ$0
$0

` 8
3

ż t

´ε
Bθa ˝ φ φxdt1

˙

` `

2φ´2
x Bθ$ ˝ φ´ 3φ´4

x φxx$ ˝ φ
˘

´

$0B
2
θ$0´pBθ$0q

2

$2
0

` 8
3

ż t

´ε

`B2
θa ˝ φ φ2

x ` Bθa ˝ φ φxx
˘

dt1
¯

` φ´3
x $ ˝ φ

´

$2
0B

3
θ$0´3$0Bθ$0B

2
θ$0`2pBθ$0q

3

$3
0

` 8
3

ż t

´ε

`B3
θa ˝ φ φ3

x ` 3B2
θa ˝ φ φxφxx ` Bθa ˝ φ φxxx

˘

dt1

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

Spx,tq

¯

.

(4.104)

Our goal is to bound
ˇ

ˇB3
θ$pφpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ using the identity (4.104). The time integral in the first line is Opεq
due to (4.34) and (4.50). The time integral in the second line is the term Rpx, tq in (4.92), which was
estimated in (4.95). It thus remains to establish the bound for the integral term Spx, tq on the third line. We
write S “ S1 ` S2 ` S3, where

S1px, tq “
ż t

´ε
B3
θa ˝ φ φ3

xdt
1 , (4.105a)

S2px, tq “
ż t

´ε
3B2
θa ˝ φ φxφxxdt1 , (4.105b)

S3px, tq “
ż t

´ε
Bθa ˝ φ φxxxdt1 , (4.105c)

and we shall first estimate the integral S3. The key idea in estimating S3 is to use the identity (4.54) for φxxx
and isolate the term

B2
θw ˝ φ φ2

x ` Bθw ˝ φ φxx “: BxpBθw ˝ φ φxq ,
and estimate its integral in a very careful manner.

The identity for φxxx in (4.54) and the bound (4.55), together with the estimates (4.89) and (4.94), and
the integral bound (4.62), we conclude that

ˇ

ˇS3px, tq
ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε ` ε

ˇ

ˇw20pxq
ˇ

ˇ`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 ` ˇ

ˇS4px, tq
ˇ

ˇ , (4.106)

where the term S4 contains the important term on the last line of (4.54), and is given by

S4px, tq “
ż t

´ε
Bxpa ˝ φqpw ˝ φq´1BxpBθw ˝ φ φxqdt1 . (4.107)

We now rewrite the evolution equation (4.47) as Btpw ˝ φq ` 8
3pawq ˝ φ “ ´1

3pwBθwq ˝ φ which yields

Bθw ˝ φφx “ ´3φx pw ˝ φq´1Btpw ˝ φq ´ 8a ˝ φφx .

39



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

Differentiating this equation, we have that

Bx
`Bθw ˝ φφx

˘ “ ´3φx pw ˝ φq´1BtpBθw ˝ φφxq
´ 3φ2

x
Bθw˝φ
w˝φ

`

8
3a ˝ φ` 1

3Bθw ˝ φ
˘` φxxBθw ˝ φ´ 8Bθa ˝ φφ2

x .

We can then write the term S4 in (4.107) as S4 “ S4a ` S4b, where

S4apx, tq “ ´3

ż t

´ε
Bxpa ˝ φqφx pw ˝ φq´2BtpBθw ˝ φφxqdt1 ,

S4bpx, tq “ ´
ż t

´ε
Bxpa ˝ φq

´

3φ2
x
Bθw˝φ
pw˝φq2

`

8
3a ˝ φ´ 1

3Bθw ˝ φ
˘´ φxx Bθw˝φw˝φ ` 8Bθa˝φw˝φ φ

2
x

¯

dt1 .

The term S4apx, tq requires a careful analysis; meanwhile, the bounds (4.18), (4.33), (4.34), (4.38), (4.50),
(4.94) together with (4.53) show that

ˇ

ˇS4bpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε `

ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθw ˝ φ
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 .

To estimate S4apx, tq we integrate by parts and obtain that

S4apx, tq “ 3a10w
´2
0 w10 ´ 3Bxpa ˝ φqφ2

x pw ˝ φq´2Bθw ˝ φ
` 4

ż t

´ε
Bxpa ˝ φqpw ˝ φq´2pBθw ˝ φq2 φ2

xdt
1

` 3

ż t

´ε
Bxp´4

3a
2 ˝ φ` 1

6w
2 ˝ φqφ2

x pw ˝ φq´2Bθw ˝ φdt1

` 16

ż t

´ε
Bxpa ˝ φqφ2

x pw ˝ φq´2a ˝ φBθw ˝ φdt1 .

From the above identity and the bounds (4.18), (4.33), (4.34), (4.50), (4.94), we obtain that

ˇ

ˇS4apx, tq
ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε `

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 .

Using the above bound in (4.106) shows that

ˇ

ˇS3px, tq
ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε ` ε

ˇ

ˇw20pxq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 . (4.108)

Having estimated S3 in (4.105), it remains to bound S1 and S2.
For S1, we return to the identity (4.88) and write

B2
θa ˝ φ “

`Bθw ˝ φφx
˘

φ´1
x p1´ 1

8w$q ˝ φ´ w2˝φ
16 Bθ$ ˝ φ ,

so that after differentiation in x

B3
θa ˝ φφx “ Bx

`Bθw ˝ φφx
˘

φ´1
x p1´ 1

8w$q ˝ φ´
`Bθw ˝ φφx

˘

φ´2
x φxxp1´ 1

8w$q ˝ φ
´ 1

8

`Bθw ˝ φφx
˘ Bθpw$q ˝ φ´ w2˝φ

16 B2
θ$ ˝ φφx ´ 1

8w ˝ φ Bθw ˝ φφxBθ$ ˝ φ . (4.109)
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Due to (4.109), the integrand B3
θa ˝ φφ3

x in S1 has the same structure to the integrand in S3, with one
additional type of term in the form of ´w2˝φ

16 B2
θ$ ˝ φφx, which requires us to use the already established

bounds (4.96) and (4.100). We therefore can show that S1 is bounded as

ˇ

ˇS1px, tq
ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε ` ε

ˇ

ˇw20pxq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 . (4.110)

The integral S2 in (4.105) is relatively straightforward to bound. We use the inequalities (4.53) and (4.89)
together with (4.62), and find that

ˇ

ˇS2px, tq
ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε `

ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 . (4.111)

Combining the bounds (4.108), (4.110), and (4.111), we have shown that the Spx, tq integral in (4.104)
satisfies

ˇ

ˇSpx, tqˇˇ À 1
ε ` ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θw0pxq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 .

It thus follows from (4.53), (4.55), (4.89), and (4.104) that
ˇ

ˇB3
θ$pφpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε3
` ˇ

ˇB3
θ$0pxq

ˇ

ˇ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θw0pxq

ˇ

ˇ` 1
ε2

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2

` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θwpφpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpx, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 .

Therefore, we have that
ˇ

ˇB3
θ$pηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε3
` ˇ

ˇB3
θ$0pφ´1pηpx, tq, tqqˇˇ` 1

ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θw0pφ´1pηpx, tq, tqqˇˇ` 1

ε2

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, t1q, t1qˇˇ2dt1 .
(4.112)

In order to bound the first term in the above inequality, we differentiate (4.99) to obtain

w2
0

16 B3
θ$0 “ ´1

8w0Bθw0B2
θ$0 ´ B4

θa0 ` B3
θw0p1

8w0$0 ´ 1q ` 1
8B2
θw0Bθpw0$0q

´ Bθp1
4w0Bθw0Bθ$0 ` 1

8pBθw0q2$0q .
With (4.100), we see that

ˇ

ˇB3
θ$0pθq

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε3
` 1

ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θw0pθq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB3
θw0pθq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB4
θa0pθq

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε3
` 1

ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θw0pθq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB3
θw0pθq

ˇ

ˇ , (4.113)

where we have used that
ˇ

ˇB4
θa0pxq

ˇ

ˇ À 1 by (4.26). From (4.25c), for all x P T,
ˇ

ˇB3
θw0pxq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´4, so that
ˇ

ˇB3
θw0pφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, tqˇˇ À ε´4 ,

and hence by (4.113),
ˇ

ˇB3
θ$0pφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, tqˇˇ À ε´4 .

With this bound and using (4.102), estimate (4.112) becomes
ˇ

ˇB3
θ$pηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´4 ` 1
ε2

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2
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` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇB2
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, t1q, t1qˇˇ2dt1 . (4.114)

Having established a bound for the third derivative of $, we are now ready to estimate the fourth
derivative of a. We differentiate the identity (4.97) and obtain

B4
θa “ B3

θwp1
8w$ ´ 1q ` 1

8B2
θwBθpw2$q ´ w2

16 B3
θ$ ´ 1

8wBθwB2
θ$ ´ 1

8Bθ
`

2wBθwBθ$ ` pBθwq2$
˘

,
(4.115)

so that
ˇ

ˇB4
θapθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ˇ

ˇB3
θ$pθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB3
θwpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ` `

1
ε `

ˇ

ˇBθwpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ

˘`

1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θwpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θ$pθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ

˘

,

and with (4.114), we have that
ˇ

ˇB4
θapηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´4 ` 1
ε2

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` ˇ

ˇB3
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ

` `

1
ε `

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

˘`
ˇ

ˇB2
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB2
θ$pηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ

˘

`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, t1q, t1qˇˇ2dt1 .

We observe that by (4.96), (4.100), and (4.102),

ˇ

ˇB2
θ$pηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´
5
2 ` ε´1

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ ,

and thus
ˇ

ˇB4
θapηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´4 ` ε´ 5
2

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` ε´1
ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` ε´1
ˇ

ˇB2
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ

` ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇB2
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇB3
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ

`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, t1q, t1qˇˇ2dt1 . (4.116)

4.7 Bounds on derivatives of 3-characteristics

4.7.1 Identities for Bγθw ˝ η
With the integrating factor Itpxq defined in (4.43), the equation (4.44) is written as w ˝ η “ Itw0, and
differentiation yields

Bθw ˝ η ηx “ Itw
1
0 ` I 1tw0 , (4.117a)

B2
θw ˝ η η2

x “ Itw
2
0 ` 2I 1tw

1
0 ` I2t w0 ´ Bθw ˝ ηηxx , (4.117b)

B3
θw ˝ η η3

x “ Itw
3
0 ` 3I 1tw

2
0 ` 3I2t w

1
0 ` I3t w0 ´ 3B2

θw ˝ ηηxηxx ´ Bθw ˝ ηηxxx , (4.117c)

B4
θw ˝ η η4

x “ Itw
4
0 ` 4I 1tw

3
0 ` 6I2t w

2
0 ` 4I3t w

1
0 ` I4t w0

´ 6B3
θw ˝ ηη2

xηxx ´ 4B2
θw ˝ ηηxηxxx ´ 3B2

θw ˝ ηη2
xx ´ Bθw ˝ ηηxxxx . (4.117d)

4.7.2 Bounds for Bxη
We shall now obtain the precise rate at which Bxηpx˚, tq Ñ 0 as t Ñ T˚, as well as a global bound for
Bxηpx, tq.
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Lemma 4.4. For ´ε ď t ď T˚, at the blowup label x˚ “ ε
3
2 y˚,

1´ε
ε e´s ď Bxηpx˚, tq ď 1`ε

ε e´s , (4.118)

and for all labels x, we have that

sup
tPr´ log ε,T˚q

Bxηpx, tq ď
#

11ε |x´ x˚| ď ε2

3 |x´ x˚| ě ε2
. (4.119)

and

Bxηpx, tq ě 1
4ε for |x´ x˚| ě ε2 . (4.120)

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Step 1. Bounds at the blowup label y˚. From (4.57) and (4.58), we have that

Bxηpx, tq “ ε´
3
2 e´

3
2
sByΦW py, sq , y “ ε´

3
2x . (4.121)

We will use the identity

ByΦW py, sq “ e
3
2
sε

3
2 e

şs
´ log ε βτByW pΦW py,rq,rqdr , (4.122)

We consider the blowup trajectory ΦW py˚, sq. For this, we decompose βτByW as

βτByW “ ByW ´ p1´ βτ qByW ` βτByĂW . (4.123)

By (4.64), |y˚| ď 20κ0ε
5
2 and by (4.63), |ΦW py˚, sq| ď 20κ0e

´ 5
2
s and as such, this unique trajectory

stays in the Taylor region |y| ď ` for ε sufficiently small. Using the Taylor remainder theorem, we have that
ByW pyq “ ´1`b2y2, where b2 “ 1

2B3
yW pyq for some y between 0 and y, so that

ˇ

ˇb2´3
ˇ

ˇ ď ε2. Substitution
of this expansion into (4.123) gives

βτByW “ ´1` b2y2 ´ p1´ βτ qByW ` βτByĂW . (4.124)

Hence,

e
şs
´ log ε βτByW pΦW py˚,rq,rqdr

“ 1
εe
´seb2

şs
´ log ε ΦW py˚,rq

2dre
şs
´ log εpβτ´1qByW pΦW py˚,rq,rqdre

şs
´ log ε βτBy

ĂW pΦW py˚,rq,rqdr . (4.125)

From (4.31a), (4.39), the fact that
ˇ

ˇByW
ˇ

ˇ ď 1, and (4.63) we have that for ε small enough,

1´ ε ď eb2
şs
´ log ε ΦW py˚,rq

2dre
şs
´ log εpβτ´1qByW pΦW py˚,rq,rqdre

şs
´ log ε βτBy

ĂW pΦW py˚,rq,rqdr ď 1` ε ,
and therefore

1´ε
ε e´s ď e

şs
´ log ε βτByW pΦW py˚,rq,rqdr ď 1`ε

ε e´s . (4.126)

The bound (4.126) and the identity (4.122) then shows that for ε sufficiently small,

p1´ εqε 1
2 e

s
2 ď ByΦW py˚, sq ď p1` εqε 1

2 e
s
2 (4.127)

It follows from (4.121) that (4.118) holds.
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Step 2. A bound for Bxη with |x´ x˚| ď ε2. The identity (4.46b) together with (4.45a) show that

ηx “ 1`
ż t

´ε
Iτdτw

1
0 ´ 8

3w0

ż t

´ε
Iτ

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdrdτ . (4.128)

From (4.34),

|apθ, tq| ď 2κ2
0ε and |Bθapθ, tq| ď 2κ0 . (4.129)

Therefore, for ε taken sufficiently small, we have that

1´ ε ď Iτ pxq ď 1` ε . (4.130)

By (4.31a), for ε taken sufficiently small,

´1
ε ď w10pxq ď ´1´4ε

ε for |x´ x˚| ď ε2 , (4.131a)
ˇ

ˇw10pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 1
ε for |x´ x˚| ě ε2 , (4.131b)

From (4.38), (4.128)–(4.130), we have that for ε taken sufficiently small,

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ηxpx, tq ď
#

1´ 1´4ε
ε ¨ p1´ εqpε` 6ε3q ` 7ε2κ2

0 suptPr´ε,T˚q ηxpx, tq |x´ x˚| ě ε2

5
2 ` 6ε2κ2

0 suptPr´ε,T˚q ηxpx, tq |x´ x˚| ď ε2

and hence

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ηxpx, tq ď
#

11ε |x´ x˚| ď ε2

3 |x´ x˚| ě ε2
, (4.132)

which proves (4.119).
Notice also from (4.128) that with the bound (4.25a), for all |x´ x˚| ě ε

1
2 and for ε taken small enough,

ˇ

ˇw10pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď p1´ ε
2qε´1, and hence for all t P r´ log ε, T˚q, we have the lower bound

Bxηpx, tq ě ε
4 ,

which gives the bound (4.120).

4.7.3 Bounds for B2
xη

We establish the rate at which B2
xηpx˚, tq Ñ 0 as tÑ T˚, and obtain bounds for B2

xηpx, tq for all labels x.

Lemma 4.5. For all ´ε ď t ď T˚, we have the decay estimate
ˇ

ˇB2
xηpx˚, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď 62κ0e
´s (4.133)

and for any label x, we have the bound

ˇ

ˇB2
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď
#

8ε´1 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

8ε´
3
2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2

. (4.134)
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Proof of Lemma 4.5. Step 1. A bound for B2
xη along the blowup label x˚. Since ηx “ e

şt
´ε Bθw˝ηdr, we

have that

ηxxpx, tq “ ηxpx, tq
ż t

´ε
B2
θwpηpx, t1q, t1qηxpx, t1qdt1

“ ηxpx, tq
ż s

´ log ε
e

3
2
s1βτWyypΦW py, s1q, s1qηxpx, t1qds1 , (4.135)

where we have used the change of variables formula together with the identity (4.7) which shows that
dt1 “ βτe

´s1ds1. By Lemma 4.3,
ˇ

ˇΦW py˚, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď 20κ0e
´ 5

2
s and |y˚| ď 20κ0ε

5
2 , so that together with

(4.31a), we have that for ε taken small enough and for all ´ log ε ď s1 ď s,
ˇ

ˇβτWyypΦW py˚, s1q, s1q
ˇ

ˇ ď 122κ0e
´ 5s

2 . (4.136)

Hence, with (4.118) and the identity evaluated at the label x˚, we have that

|ηxxpx˚, tq| ď 62κ0e
´s ,

which proves (4.133).

Step 2. A bound for B2
xη for all labels x. Using the identity in (4.46c) and (4.45b), we have that

B2
xη “

ż t

´ε
Iτdτw

2
0 ´ 16

3 w
1
0

ż t

´ε
Iτ

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdrdτ

` w0

ż t

´ε
Iτ

ˆ

´

8
3

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr

¯2 ´ 8
3

ż τ

´ε

`

a2 ˝ η η2
x ` a1 ˝ η ηxx

˘

dr

˙

dτ . (4.137)

From (4.89) and (4.117),
ˇ

ˇa2pηpx, tq, tqˇˇ ď 7
2

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` 7
ε ď 7

2pItw10 ` I 1tw0qη´1
x ` 7

ε . (4.138)

It follows from (4.132) that

ˇ

ˇa2pηpx, tq, tqη2
x

ˇ

ˇ ď 7
2

ˇ

ˇItw
1
0 ` I 1tw0

ˇ

ˇηx ` 7
εη

2
x ď

#

42 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

74
ε |x´ x˚| ě ε2

. (4.139)

By (4.25b) and (4.31a), for ε small enough,

ˇ

ˇw20pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

7ε´2 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

7ε´
5
2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2

. (4.140)

It follows from (4.18), (4.129)–(4.132), (4.137)–(4.140) that

p1´ 7κ2
0ε

2q sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB2
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď
#

15
2 ε
´1 `Opε2q |x´ x˚| ď ε2

15
2 ε
´ 3

2 `Opεq |x´ x˚| ě ε2
,

and thus taking ε sufficiently small,

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB2
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď
#

8ε´1 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

8ε´
3
2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2

,

which proves (4.134).
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Remark 4.6. We have shown in the proof of Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5 that for ε taken sufficiently small,
ˇ

ˇItpxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 1` ε , (4.141a)

ˇ

ˇI 1t
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

50κ0ε
2 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

14κ0ε |x´ x˚| ě ε2
, (4.141b)

ˇ

ˇI2t
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

40κ0 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

40κ0ε
´ 1

2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2
. (4.141c)

4.7.4 Bounds for B3
xη

Lemma 4.7. For all ´ε ď t ď T˚, we have that

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB3
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď
$

&

%

p6`ε
1
6 q

ε3
|x´ x˚| ď ε2

C
ε4

|x´ x˚| ě ε2
, (4.142)

and for |x´ x˚| ď ε2,

pε`tqp6´ε
1
6 q

ε4
ď B3

xηpx, tq ď 6`ε
1
6

ε3
. (4.143)

Proof of Lemma 4.7. We first note that the bounds (4.119) and (4.134) show that for labels x satisfying
|x´ x˚| ď ε2, we have that

|ηxpx, tq| ď
#

11ε |x´ x˚| ď ε2

3 |x´ x˚| ě ε2
and |ηxxpx, tq| ď

#

8ε´1 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

8ε´
3
2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2

. (4.144)

The identities (4.45c) and (4.46d) give

B3
xη “ w30

ż t

´ε
Iτdτ ` 3w20

ż t

´ε
I 1τdτ ` 3w10

ż t

´ε
I2τ dτ

` w0

ż t

´ε
Iτ

´

´512
27

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηx dr

˘3 ` 64
3

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr

˘

ż τ

´ε

`

a2 ˝ η η2
x ` a1 ˝ η ηxx

˘

dr

´ 8
3

ż τ

´ε

`

a3 ˝ η η3
x ` 3a2 ˝ η ηxηxx ` a1 ˝ η ηxxx

˘

dr
¯

dτ . (4.145)

From (4.117), we have that

B2
θwpηpx, tq, tq “ η´2

x pItw20 ` 2I 1tw
1
0 ` I2t w0 ´ η´1

x pw10It ` I 1tw0qηxxq . (4.146)

From (4.103), (4.117), and (4.146),
ˇ

ˇB3
θapηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´
5
2 ` ˇ

ˇB2
θwpηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

2 ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

À ε´
5
2 ` η´2

x pItw20 ` 2I 1tw
1
0 ` I2t w0 ´ η´1

x pw10It ` I 1tw0qηxxq
` ˇ

ˇη´1
x pItw10 ` I 1tw0q

ˇ

ˇ

2 ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇη´1
x pItw10 ` I 1tw0q

ˇ

ˇ . (4.147)

We will use (4.131), (4.140), and the fact that by (4.23) and (4.25c),

6´ε
1
4

ε4
ď w30 pθq ď 6`ε

1
4

ε4
for |x´ x˚| ď ε2 , (4.148a)
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ˇ

ˇw30 pxq
ˇ

ˇ À ε´4 for |x´ x˚| ě ε2 . (4.148b)

Then, with (4.140), (4.141) and (4.147), we have that

ˇ

ˇa3pηpx, tq, tqη3
x

ˇ

ˇ À
#

ε´2 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

ε´
5
2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2

. (4.149)

With these bounds, and with (4.141), (4.144)–(4.147) applied to (4.145), we have that

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB3
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď
$

&

%

pε` ε2q p6`ε
1
4 q

ε4
` C

ε ` 7ε2κ2
0 suptPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB3
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ |x´ x˚| ď ε2

Cε´4 ` 7ε2κ2
0 suptPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB3
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ |x´ x˚| ě ε2
.

(4.150)

It immediately follows that for ε small enough,

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

|ηxxxpx, tq| ď
$

&

%

p6`ε
1
6 q

ε3
|x´ x˚| ď ε2

C
ε4

|x´ x˚| ě ε2
, (4.151)

which establishes (4.142).
For labels

ˇ

ˇx´x˚
ˇ

ˇ ď ε2, we can easily see that B3
xηpx, tq is positive. With (4.148), we have that the first

term on the right side of (4.145) has the lower bound

pε`tqp6´ε
1
5 q

ε4
ď

ż t

´ε
Iτdτw

3
0 .

Thus, with (4.131), (4.140), (4.141), (4.144)–(4.147), in the same way that we obtained (4.150), we find that

pε`tqp6´ε
1
6 q

ε4
ď B3

xηpx, tq ď p6`ε
1
6 q

ε3
,

which establishes (4.143).

4.7.5 A sharp bound for Bxη and B2
xη

Proposition 4.8. For |x´ x˚| ď ε2, we have that

1´ε
1
2

ε pT˚ ´ tq ` pε`tqp3´ε
1
8 q

ε4
px´ x˚q2 ď Bxηpx, tq ď 1`ε

1
2

ε pT˚ ´ tq ` p3`ε
1
8 q

ε3
px´ x˚q2 , (4.152)

and

´7ε´2pT˚ ´ tq ` pε`tqp6´2ε
1
8 q

ε4
px´ x˚q ď B2

xηpx, tq ď 7ε´2pT˚ ´ tq ` 6`2ε
1
8

ε3
px´ x˚q for x ě x˚ ,

(4.153a)

´7ε´2pT˚ ´ tq ` 6`2ε
1
8

ε3
px´ x˚q ď B2

xηpx, tq ď 7ε´2pT˚ ´ tq ` pε`tqp6´2ε
1
8 q

ε4
px´ x˚q for x ď x˚ .

(4.153b)

Proof of Proposition 4.8. By Lemma 2.1 in [2], there exists a short time T ě ´ε, such that pw, aq is a
unique solution to (3.10) with initial data pw0, a0q and

pa,wq P C0pr´ε, T s;C4pTqq X C1pr´ε, T s;C3pTqq . (4.154)
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By the local existence and uniqueness theorem for ODE, η P C1pr´ε, T s;C3pTqq X C2pr´ε, T s;C2pTqq.
Given the uniform bounds (4.142) and (4.144), the standard continuation argument shows that

η P C1pr´ε, T˚s, C3pTqq X C2pr´ε, T˚s, C2pTqq .
By the Taylor remainder theorem, there exist a point x1 between x and x˚ and a point t1 between t and T˚
such that

Bxηpx, tq “ BtBxηpx˚, T˚qpt´ T˚q ` 1
2B3
xηpx1, t1qpx´ x˚q2 ` 1

2B2
t Bxηpx1, t1qpt´ T˚q2

` BtB2
xηpx1, t1qpt´ T˚qpx´ x˚q . (4.155)

Note that we have used (4.118) and (4.133) which give

Bxηpx˚, T˚q “ 0 , B2
xηpx˚, T˚q “ 0 . (4.156)

From (4.46b), we have that

BtBxηpx, tq “ Itpxqw10pxq ` I 1tpxqw0pxq . (4.157)

We use the bounds (4.38), (4.129)–(4.132) to find that for ε small enough,

´1`ε
3
4

ε ď BtBxηpx˚, T˚q ď ´1´ε
3
4

ε . (4.158)

Differentiation of (4.157) with respect to Bx yields

BtB2
xη “ Itw

2
0 ` 2I 1tw

1
0 ` I2t w0 ,

while differentiation of (4.157) with respect to Bt gives

B2
t Bxη “ I 1t w

1
0 ` I2t w0 .

We again use the bounds (4.38), (4.129)–(4.131), (4.140), and (4.141) to obtain that
ˇ

ˇB2
t Bxηpx1, t1q

ˇ

ˇ ď 50κ2
0 , (4.159)

ˇ

ˇBtB2
xηpx1, t1q

ˇ

ˇ ď 8ε´2 . (4.160)

From (4.143), we have that

pε`tqp3´ε
1
7 q

ε4
ď 1

2B3
xηpx1, t2q ď p3`ε

1
7 q

ε3
. (4.161)

Since t ď T˚,
ˇ

ˇx ´ x˚
ˇ

ˇ ď ε2, and pT˚ ´ tq2 ď 2ε2, the bounds (4.158)–(4.161) used in the identity
(4.155) show that for ε taken sufficiently small,

1´ε
1
2

ε pT˚ ´ tq ` pε`tqp3´ε
1
8 q

ε4
px´ x˚q2 ď Bxηpx, tq ď 1`ε

1
2

ε pT˚ ´ tq ` 3`ε
1
8

ε3
px´ x˚q2 ,

which establishes (4.152).
We can again apply the Taylor remainder theorem to find that for a point x̊1 between x and x˚ and a

point t̊1 between t and T˚,

B2
xηpx, tq “ B3

xηp̊x1, t̊1qpx´ x˚q ` BtB2
xηp̊x1, t̊1qpt´ T˚q .

It then follows from (4.160) and (4.161) that (4.153) holds.
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4.7.6 Bounds for Bθw
Lemma 4.9 (Bound for Bθw). For t P r´ log ε, T˚q,

|Bθwpηpx, tq, tq| ď
#

2
pT˚´tq`3ε´3pε`tqpx´x˚q2

|x´ x˚| ď ε2

5ε´2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2
. (4.162)

Proof of Lemma 4.9. From (4.117), we have that

Bθwpηpx, tq, tq “ pItpxqw10pxq ` I 1tpxqw0pxqqη´1
x px, tq . (4.163)

Using the bounds (4.18), (4.120), (4.131), (4.141), and (4.152), obtain the bound (4.162).

4.7.7 Bounds for B4
xη

In order to obtain a bound for the fourth derivative of η, we shall appeal to the identity (4.46e). Before
estimating the terms on the right side of (4.46e), we first record a useful estimate:

Lemma 4.10. For |x´ x˚| ď ε2 it holds that

η4
xpx, tq

ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, t1q, t1qˇˇ2dt1 À ε´1η2
xpx, tq . (4.164)

Proof of Lemma 4.10. Fix a label xwhich is within ε2 of x˚, and a time t P r´ε, T˚q, throughout the proof.
In order to estimate the integral in (4.164) we use the bound on Bθw obtained in (4.162). Note however that
this estimate is obtained when we compose with the flow η; as such we first define the label

χpx, tq “ φ´1pηpx, tq, tq , (4.165)

and then for each t1 P r´ε, ts, we also define the label

qpx, t1q “ η´1pφpχpx, tq, t1q, t1q . (4.166)

θ

T˚

ξ˚

pre-shock location pξ˚, T˚q

qpx, t1q χpx˚, T˚qχpx, tqx x˚

t1

t

Figure 8: The identity (4.167) is explained. The 3-characteristics η are shown in red and 2-characteristics φ are shown in blue.
The worst case scenario is depicted: the label x is to the left of the blowup label x˚. For each such label x and each t P r´ε, T˚q,
χpx, tq denotes the label which satisfies φpχpx, tq, tq “ ηpx, tq. For each t1 P r´ε, ts, we define the label qpx, t1q such that
ηpqpx, t1q, t1q “ φpχpx, tq, t1q. As t1 Ñ t, qpx, t1q Ñ x. A particle moving up the dashed blue curve is equivalent to that particle
moving by the 3-characteristic but emanating from the moving label qpx, t1q.

The definitions (4.165) and (4.166) show that

Bθwpφpφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, t1q, t1q “ Bθwpφpχpx, tq, t1q, t1q “ Bθwpηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q . (4.167)
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Therefore, qpx,´εq “ χpx, tq, qpx, t1q Ñ x from the right as t1 Ñ t, while from (4.162) we have that

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

2
pT˚´t1q`3ε´3pε`t1qpqpx,t1q´x˚q2

|qpx, t1q ´ x˚| ď ε2

5ε´2 |qpx, t1q ´ x˚| ě ε2
. (4.168)

We will assume first that x˚ P rx, χpx˚, tqs. The proof is based on decomposing the interval r´ε, tq into
three different sets

Istart “ tt1 P r´ε, tq : |qpx, t1q ´ x˚| ě ε2 or t1 ď ´1
2εu (4.169a)

Imiddle “ tt1 P r´ ε
2 , tq : |qpx, t1q ´ x˚| ă ε2 and x˚ ´ 1

2px˚ ´ xq ă qpx, t1q ă x˚ ` ε2u (4.169b)

Iend “ tt1 P r´ ε
2 , tq : |qpx, t1q ´ x˚| ă ε2 and x ď qpx, t1q ď x˚ ´ 1

2px˚ ´ xqu . (4.169c)

From (4.168) we immediately have that

ż

Istart

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 ď

ż ´ 1
2
ε

´ε

4

pT˚ ´ t1q2dt
1 `

ż T˚

´ε

25

ε4
dt1

ď 4

T˚ ` ε
2

` 25pT˚ ` εq
ε4

ď 50ε´3 (4.170)

since T˚ “ Opε3q and ε is sufficiently small.
For the remaining two time intervals, since 1

2ε ď t1 ` ε ď 2ε, and |qpx, t1q ´ x˚| ă ε2, we will use that

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ ď 1

Gpx, t1q , where Gpx, t1q :“ pT˚ ´ t1q ` 3
2ε
´2pqpx, t1q ´ x˚q2 . (4.171)

The second important fact that we will use frequently is that (4.152) implies

1
3εGpx, t1q ď pBxηqpqpx, t1q, t1q ď 3

εGpx, t1q . (4.172)

The third important ingredient is an estimate for the time derivative of the label qpx, t1q. Using that η´1

solves the transport equation pBt1 ` wBθqη´1 “ 0, upon differentiating (4.166) with respect to t1 we obtain

Bt1qpx, t1q “ Bt1η´1pφpχpx, tq, t1q, t1q ` Bθη´1pφpχpx, tq, t1q, t1qBt1φpχpx, tq, t1q
“ Bt1η´1pηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q ` 2

3Bθη´1pηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1qwpηpqpx, t1q, t1qq
“ ´1

3Bθη´1pηpqpx, t1q, t1qqwpηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q
“ ´wpηpqpx, t

1q, t1q, t1q
3ηxpqpx, t1q, t1q . (4.173)

From the above identity, using the bounds (4.33) and (4.172) we conclude that

εκ0

20Gpx, t1q ď ´Bt1qpx, t
1q ď 2εκ0

Gpx, t1q . (4.174)

With (4.171), (4.172), and (4.174) in hand, we return to the two remaining cases described in (4.169).
First, we note that (4.174) shows that the function qpx, t1q is strictly decreasing, as a function of t1, and thus
when ε is sufficiently small there exists a unique time t7 P r´1

2ε, tq such that

qpx, t7q “ x˚ ´ 1
2px˚ ´ xq .
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As such, Iend “ rt7, ts, and Imiddle Ă r´1
2ε, t

7s. Since qpx, tq “ x, the fundamental theorem of calculus,
(4.174), and the definition of Iend show that

1
2px˚ ´ xq “ qpx, t7q ´ qpx, tq “

ż t

t7
p´Bt1qpx, t1qqdt1

ď
ż t

t7

2εκ0

Gpx, t1qdt
1 ď 2εκ0pt´ t7q

pT˚ ´ tq ` 3
8ε
´2px˚ ´ xq2 ď

8εκ0pt´ t7q
Gpx, tq .

The purpose of the above estimate is to provide the lower bound

t´ t7 ě 1

16εκ0
px˚ ´ xqGpx, tq . (4.175)

With (4.171), (4.174) and (4.175), since Imiddle Ă r´1
2ε, t

7s we may then estimate
ż

Imiddle

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 ď

ż

Imiddle

1

Gpx, t1q2dt
1

ď 1

T˚ ´ t7
ż

Imiddle

´20Bt1qpx, t1q
εκ0

dt1

ď 20

εκ0
¨ px˚ ` ε

2q ´ px˚ ´ 1
2px˚ ´ xqq

pT˚ ´ tq ` 1
16εκ0

px˚ ´ xqGpx, tq
ď 30ε

κ0
¨ 1

pT˚ ´ tq ` 1
16εκ0

px˚ ´ xqGpx, tq

ď 30ε

κ0

#

1
Gpx,tq , if Gpx, tq ě 24κ0ε

´1px˚ ´ xq
400κ20
Gpx,tq2

, if Gpx, tq ă 24κ0ε
´1px˚ ´ xq

ď 12000εκ0

Gpx, tq2 ď 108000κ0

εηxpx, tq2 , (4.176)

where in the second-to-last inequality we have used that 0 ă Gpx, tq ď ε, and in the last inequality we have
appealed to (4.172). Lastly, since Iend “ rt7, ts, a similar argument and the bound (4.172) shows that

ż

Iend

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 ď

ż

Iend

1

Gpx, t1q2dt
1

ď 1

pT˚ ´ tq ` 3
8ε
´2px˚ ´ xq2

ż t

t7

´20Bt1qpx, t1q
εκ0

dt1

ď 40

εκ0Gpx, tq
ˆ

px˚ ´ 1

2
px˚ ´ xqq ´ x

˙

ď 20px˚ ´ xq
εκ0Gpx, tq ď

60px˚ ´ xq
ε2κ0ηxpx, tq ď

60

κ0ηxpx, tq . (4.177)

Combining (4.170), (4.176), and (4.177), we arrive at

η4
xpx, tq

ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, t1q, t1qˇˇ2dt1 À ε´3η4
xpx, tq ` ε´1η2

xpx, tq ` η3
xpx, tq ,

and then by appealing to the first case in (4.119), concludes the proof of the lemma in the case that x˚ ą x.
For the other case, x˚ ă x, we have that pqpx, t1q ´ x˚q2 ě px´ x˚q2, and then we simply have

ż

r´ε,tqzIstart

ˇ

ˇBθwpηpqpx, t1q, t1q, t1q
ˇ

ˇ

2
dt1 ď

ż t

´ε

1

ppT˚ ´ t1q ` 3
2ε
´2px˚ ´ xq2q2dt

1
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ď 1

pT˚ ´ tq ` 3
2ε
´2px˚ ´ xq2

ď 3

εBxηpx, tq (4.178)

in light of the definition of G and of (4.172). The estimate (4.164) follows as before (it is in fact better in
this case).

Lemma 4.11. For labels x, we have that

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB4
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď

$

’

&

’

%

3ε´
31
8 |x´ x˚| ď ε3

363ε´4 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

Cε´
9
2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2

, (4.179)

where Cε denotes a positive constant that depends on inverse powers of ε.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. We shall first consider the case that the label x satisfies |x´ x˚| ď ε2. The identity
(4.117) shows that

B3
θwpηpx, tq, tq “ η´3

x pItw30 ` 3I 1sw
2
0 ` 3I2t w

1
0 ` I3t w0q

´ 3η´4
x ηxxpItw20 ` 2I 1tw

1
0 ` I2t w0 ´ η´1

x pw10It ` I 1tw0qηxxq
´ η´4

x ηxxxpItw10 ` I 1tw0q . (4.180)

We next use the inequality (4.116) together with the identities (4.163), (4.180), and (4.146),
ˇ

ˇB4
θapηpx, tq, tq

ˇ

ˇ À ε´4 ` ε´2
ˇ

ˇη´1
x pItw10 ` I 1tw0q

ˇ

ˇ` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇη´1
x pItw10 ` I 1tw0q

ˇ

ˇ

2

` 1
ε

ˇ

ˇη´2
x pItw20 ` 2I 1tw

1
0 ` I2t w0 ´ η´1

x pw10It ` I 1tw0qηxxq
ˇ

ˇ

` ˇ

ˇη´1
x pItw10 ` I 1tw0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇη´2
x pItw20 ` 2I 1tw

1
0 ` I2t w0 ´ η´1

x pw10It ` I 1tw0qηxxq
ˇ

ˇ

` ˇ

ˇ η´3
x pItw30 ` 3I 1tw

2
0 ` 3I2t w

1
0 ` I3t w0q

ˇ

ˇ

` 3
ˇ

ˇη´4
x ηxxpItw20 ` 2I 1tw

1
0 ` I2t w0 ´ η´1

x pw10It ` I 1tw0qηxxq
ˇ

ˇ

` ˇ

ˇη´4
x ηxxxpItw10 ` I 1tw0q

ˇ

ˇ

`
ż t

´ε

ˇ

ˇBθwpφpφ´1pηpx, tq, tq, t1q, t1qˇˇ2dt1 . (4.181)

By (4.22) and (4.25c), for ε sufficiently small, we have that
ˇ

ˇw40 pθq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2ε´
39
8 for |x´ x˚| ď ε3 , (4.182a)

ˇ

ˇw40 pθq
ˇ

ˇ ď 361ε´5 for |x´ x˚| ď ε2 , (4.182b)
ˇ

ˇw40 pxq
ˇ

ˇ À ε´
11
2 for |x´ x˚| ě ε2 . (4.182c)

Using the identity (4.45c) together with (4.139), (4.142), (4.144), (4.149)

ˇ

ˇI3t
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

7ε´2 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

Cε´3 |x´ x˚| ě ε2
. (4.183)

Then, with (4.141) and (4.131), (4.140), (4.148), (4.164), and (4.181), we have that for ε taken suffi-
ciently small,

ˇ

ˇB4
θapηpx, tq, tqη4

x

ˇ

ˇ À
#

ε´4 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

ε´7 |x´ x˚| ě ε2
. (4.184)
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Using the identities (4.45d) and (4.46e), we have that

B4
xη “ w40

ż t

´ε
Iτdτ ` 4w30

ż t

´ε
I 1τdτ ` 6w20

ż t

´ε
I2τ dτ ` 4w10

ż t

´ε
I3τ dτ

` w0

ż t

´ε
Iτ

˜

4096
81

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηx dr

˘4 ´ 1024
9

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr

˘2
ż τ

´ε

`

a2 ˝ η η2
x ` a1 ˝ η ηxx

˘

dr

` 64
3

`

ż τ

´ε
pa2 ˝ η η2

x ` a1 ˝ η ηxxqdr
˘2

` 256
9

`

ż τ

´ε
a1 ˝ η ηxdr

˘`

ż τ

´ε
pa3 ˝ η η3

x ` 3a2 ˝ η ηxηxx ` a1 ˝ η ηxxxqdr
˘

´ 8
3

ż τ

´ε

`

a4 ˝ η η4
x ` 6a3 ˝ η η2

xηxx ` 3a2 ˝ η η2
xx ` 4a2 ˝ η ηxηxxx ` a1 ˝ η ηxxxx

˘

dr

¸

dτ .

Notice that from (4.152) and (4.153), for |x´ x˚| ď ε2, we have that

η´1
x η2

xx ď 100ε´3 .

Then, together with the bounds (4.138), (4.139), (4.141), (4.144)–(4.149), (4.152), (4.153), (4.182)–(4.184),
and with (4.141), (4.144)–(4.147), we find that for ε sufficiently small,

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB4
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď

$

’

&

’

%

5
2ε
´ 31

8 ` 7ε2κ2
0 suptPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB4
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ |x´ x˚| ď ε3

362ε´4 ` 7ε2κ2
0 suptPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB4
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ |x´ x˚| ď ε2

Cε´
9
2 ` 7ε2κ2

0 suptPr´ε,T˚q
ˇ

ˇB4
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ |x´ x˚| ě ε2

, (4.185)

and hence

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

ˇ

ˇB4
xηpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď

$

’

&

’

%

3ε´
31
8 |x´ x˚| ď ε3

363ε´4 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

Cε´
9
2 |x´ x˚| ě ε2

, (4.186)

which proves (4.179).

4.8 C4 regularity away from the blowup

Lemma 4.12. For labels x, we have that

sup
tPr´ε,T˚q

max
γď4

`ˇ

ˇBγθ apηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇBγθwpηpx, tq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

˘

ď
#

Cε
`pT˚ ´ tq ` 3ε´3pε` tqpx´ x˚q2

˘´4 |x´ x˚| ď ε2

Cε |x´ x˚| ě ε2
, (4.187)

where Cε denotes a generic positive constant depending on inverse powers of ε.

Proof of Lemma 4.12. We use the identities (4.117) for Bγθw ˝ η. The bounds on the initial data (4.131),
(4.140), (4.148), (4.182), the bounds on derivatives of η given in (4.119), (4.134), (4.142), (4.152), (4.153),
and (4.179), the bounds on It and its derivatives given in (4.141) and (4.183) prove the stated bound for
Bγθw ˝ η in (4.187).

The additional inequalities (4.34), (4.138), (4.147), and (4.181) then proved the stated bound for Bγθ a ˝ η
in (4.187).
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Proposition 4.13 (Taylor expansion for ηpx, tq). The 3-characteristics η satisfy

η P C1pr´ε, T˚s, C4pTqq ,
and at the blowup time, ηpx, T˚q has the Taylor expansion about x˚ given by

ηpx, T˚q “ ηpx˚, T˚q ` 1
6B3
xηpx˚, T˚qpx´ x˚q3 ` 1

6B4
xηpx, T˚qpx´ x˚q4 , (4.188)

for some x between x˚ and x.

Proof of Proposition 4.13. By Lemma 2.1 in [2], there exists a short time T ě ´ε, such that pw, aq is a
unique solution to (3.10) with initial data pw0, a0q and

pa,wq P C0pr´ε, T s;C4pTqq . (4.189)

for any open set U which does not intersect ξ˚. By the local existence and uniqueness theorem for ODE,
η P C1pr´ε, T s;C4pTqq. Given the uniform bounds (4.119), (4.134), (4.142), and (4.179), the standard
continuation argument shows that

η P C1pr´ε, T˚s, C4pTqq .
The Taylor remainder theorem provides the expansion (4.188).

4.9 Newton iteration to solve quartic equations in a fractional series

We wish to invert the polynomial equation ηpx, T˚q “ z. As given by (4.155), this requires inversion of
a quartic polynomial. We shall derive the root that yields a Hölder-1

3 solution for η´1p¨, T˚q and satisfies
η´1pξ˚, T˚q “ x˚.

Lemma 4.14 (Quartic inversion). If

fpx, yq “ ´x` a3y
3 ` a4y

4 ,

and a3 ą 0, then the solution ypxq to fpx, yq “ 0 such that yp0q “ 0 is given by the fractional power-series

ypxq “ a
´ 1

3
3 x

1
3 ´ 1

3a4a
´ 5

3
3 x

2
3 ` 1

3a
´3
3 a2

4x`Op|x| 43 q . (4.190)

Proof of Lemma 4.14. We will first obtain an approximate solution using the Newton polygon method.
Each term of the polynomial fpx, yq is written as cxayb, and the Newton polygon for fpx, yq is constructed
as the smallest convex polygonal set that contains the points be1 ` ae2. This polygon consists of a finite set
of segments, and we consider the segment Γ1, such that each of the points pb, aq “ be1`ae2 is either above
or to the right of this segment.

We will construct a fractional-series solution to fpx, yq “ 0 as

ypxq “ c1x
γ1 ` c2x

γ1`γ2 ` c3x
γ1`γ2`γ3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ . (4.191)

The first fractional power γ1 is chosen as minus the slope of Γ1. For´x`a3y
3`a4y

4 “ 0, the points pb, aq
are given by p0, 1q, p3, 0q, and p4, 0q, and thus it is easy to see that the two lower segments of the Newton
polygon have slopes ´1

3 and 0, but that the segment with slope 0 exists only if c4 ‰ 0. We first consider the
segment Γ1 with slope ´1

3 , in which case γ1 “ 1
3 . We thus factor x

1
3 from (4.191), and write

ypxq “ x
1
3 pc1 ` y1pxqq , y1pxq “ c2x

γ2 ` c3x
γ2`γ3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ .
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We compute

fpx, x 1
3 pc1 ` y1qq “ ´x` a3xpc1 ` y1q3 ` a4x

4
3 pc1 ` y1q4 .

The coefficient of the monomial x must equal to zero, so we can determine c1:

xp´1` a3c
3
1q “ 0 ùñ c1 “ a

´1{3

3 .

We next define f1px, y1q “ x´α1fpx, x 1
3 pc1 ` y1qq where α1 is the intersection of the segment Γ1 and the

vertical a-axis, so that α1 “ 1. We have that

f1px, y1q “ x´1fpx, x 1
3 pa´1{3

3 ` y1qq
“ a4a

´4{3

3 x
1
3 ` 3a

1{3

3 y1 ` 4a4a
´1
3 x

1
3 y1

` 3a
2{3

3 y2
1 ` 6a4a

´2{3

3 x
1
3 y2

1 ` a3y
3
1 ` 4a4a

´ 1
3

3 x
1
3 y3

1 ` a4x
1
3 y4

1 .

The Newton polygon for f1px, y1q “ 0 shows that the segment Γ2, whose slope is equal to minus the
exponent γ2, connects the points p0, 1

3q and p0, 1q, so that γ2 “ 1
3 . We next write

y1pxq “ x
1
3 pc2 ` y2pxqq , y2pxq “ c3x

γ3 ` c4x
γ3`γ4 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ .

We compute f1px, x 1
3 pc2 ` y2qq and cancel the coefficients in the lowest-order term to find that c2 “

´1
3a4a

´ 5
3

3 . We then define

f2px, y2q “ x´α2f1px, x 1
3 pc2 ` y2qq “ x´

1
3 f1px, x 1

3 p´1
3a4a

´ 5
3

3 ` y2qq ,
where α2 “ 1

3 is the a-intercept for the segment Γ2. A computation reveals that

f2px, y2q “ ´a2
4a
´ 8

3
3 x

1
3 ` 3a

1
3
3 y2 ` op|x| 13 q ,

and the Newton polygon for f2px, yq shows that the exponent γ3 “ 1
3 , which in turn shows that y2pxq “

Cx
1
3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨. Continuing one more step in the iteration to f3px, y3q (whose details we omit), we find that

C “ 1
3a
´3
3 a2

4. We thus determined the first two non-trivial terms of this fractional series expansion (4.190).
The result follows by an application of the implicit function theorem to the approximate solution that we
have just determined.

We now return to the case in which the first fractional power uses the segment of the Newton polygon
with slope 0. In this case, we begin the iteration with γ1 “ 0, we find that ypxq “ ´a3

a4
´ a24

a33
x ` Opx2q.

Note however that yp0q ‰ 0 in this case.

4.10 Proof of Theorem 4.1

Having established the expansion for ηpx, T˚q we can now prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We consider labels x satisfying |x ´ x˚| ď ε3. By Proposition 4.13, we have that
ηpx, T˚q has the Taylor series expansion (4.155), which we write again as

ηpx, T˚q “ ξ˚ ` 1
6B3
xηpx˚, T˚qpx´ x˚q3 ` 1

24B4
xηpx, T˚qpx´ x˚q4 , (4.192)
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where ξ˚ “ ηpx˚, T˚q, and x is a point between x˚ and x. By (4.143), the coefficient for the cubic monomial
cannot vanish:

1
6B3
xηpx˚, T˚q ě 6´ε

1
6

ε3
ą 0 . (4.193)

Setting ηpx, T˚q “ θ, we find that

1
6px´ x˚q3B3

xηpx˚, T˚q ` 1
24px´ x˚q4B4

xηpx, T˚q “ θ ´ ξ˚ .
We define the constants6

α1 “
`

6
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

˘
1
3 ą 0 , (4.194a)

α2 “ ´ 1
24B4

xηpx, T˚q
`

6
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

˘
5
3 , (4.194b)

α3 “
`

6
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

˘3`B4xηpx,T˚q
24

˘2
, (4.194c)

where clearly the positivity condition (4.194a) is merely a restatement of (4.193). Using Lemma 4.14, we
have that

x´ x˚ “ α1pθ ´ ξ˚q 13 ` α2pθ ´ ξ˚q 23 ` α3pθ ´ ξ˚q `Op|θ ´ ξ˚| 43 q (4.195)

We define the function

Ipxq “ ´8
3

ż T˚

´ε
apηpx, rq, rqdr .

Taylor expanding w0pxq about x˚ in the identity (4.44), we have that

wpηpx, tq, T˚q “ eIpxqw0pxq
“ eIpxq

´

w0px˚q ` Bxw0px˚qpx´ x˚q ` 1
2B2
xw0px˚qpx´ x˚q2

` 1
6B3
xw0px˚qpx´ x˚q3 ` 1

24B4
xw0pxqpx´ x˚q4

¯

, (4.196)

for some x between x˚ and x.
By Proposition 4.13, a ˝ η P C4, so we can apply the Taylor remainder theorem to the function eIpxq,

expanding about about x˚, and obtain

eIpxq “ eIpx˚q
´

1` I 1px˚qpx´ x˚q ` 1
2pI 1px˚q2 ` I2px˚qqpx´ x˚q2

` 1
6pI 1ppxq3 ` 3I 1ppxqI2ppxq ` I3ppxqqpx´ x˚q3

¯

, (4.197)

where px is a point between x˚ and x. To simplify notation, we define the constants

b1 “ I 1px˚q , b2 “ 1
2pI 1px˚q2 ` I2px˚qq , b3 “ 1

6pI 1ppxq3 ` 3I 1ppxqI2ppxq ` I3ppxqq , (4.198)

6Note that, as defined by (4.194), α2 and α3 actually depend on x through the intermediate point x, and thus are not truly con-
stants. Nevertheless, in our proof we need only upper and lower bounds on α2 and α3 which are independent of x; no information
on the regularity of these functions in x is needed. The same comment applies to b3 defined in (4.198). It is however crucial that
α1, b1 and b2 are independent of x. We emphasize that if the initial data pw0, a0q is taken to be C5 smooth instead of just C4, then
the expansion (4.192) can be developed to fifth order, making α1, α2, b3 constants in x. We omit these computations which are
straightforward but involved.

56



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

and write (4.197) as

eIpxq “ eIpx˚q
´

1` b1px´ x˚q ` b2px´ x˚q2 ` b3px´ x˚q3
¯

. (4.199)

From (4.196) and (4.199), we have that

wpηpx, tq, T˚q “eIpx˚q
´

1` b1px´ x˚q ` b2px´ x˚q2 ` b3px´ x˚q3
¯´

w0px˚q`Bxw0px˚qpx´ x˚q
` 1

2B2
xw0px˚qpx´ x˚q2 ` 1

6B3
xw0px˚qpx´ x˚q3 ` 1

24B4
xw0pxqpx´ x˚q4

¯

“ eIpx˚q
´

w0px˚q `
`

b1w0px˚q ` Bxw0px˚q
˘px´ x˚q

` `

b2w0px˚q ` b1Bxw0px˚q ` 1
2B2
xw0px˚q

˘px´ x˚q2
` `

b3w0px˚q ` b2Bxw0px˚q ` 1
2b1B2

xw0px˚q
` 1

6B3
xw0px˚q

˘px´ x˚q3
¯

`Op|x´ x˚|4q . (4.200)

We define the constants

B1 “ b1w0px˚q ` Bxw0px˚q , (4.201a)

B2 “ b2w0px˚q ` b1Bxw0px˚q ` 1
2B2
xw0px˚q , (4.201b)

B3 “ b3w0px˚q ` b2Bxw0px˚q ` 1
2b1B2

xw0px˚q ` 1
6B3
xw0px˚q , (4.201c)

and

κ˚ “ eIpx˚qw0px˚q ,
and thus

wpηpx, tq, T˚q “ κ˚ ` eIpx˚q
´

B1px´ x˚q `B2px´ x˚q2 `B3px´ x˚q3
¯

`Op|x´ x˚|4q . (4.202)

With θ “ ηpx, T˚q as before, it follows from (4.195) that

wpθ, T˚q “ κ˚ ` eIpx˚q
´

α1B1pθ ´ ξ˚q 13 `
`

α2B1 ` α2
1B2

˘pθ ´ ξ˚q 23

` `

α3B1 ` 2α1α2B2 ` α3
1B3

˘pθ ´ ξ˚q
¯

`Op|θ ´ ξ˚| 43 q , (4.203)

We can now define the constants a1, a2, and a3 in (4.2) as follows:

a1 “ eIpx˚qα1B1 , (4.204a)

a2 “ eIpx˚qpα2B1 ` α2
1B2q , (4.204b)

a3 “ eIpx˚qpα3B1 ` 2α1α2B2 ` α3
1B3q . (4.204c)

We note that by Lemma 4.7,

9
10ε ď α1 ď 11

10ε , |α2| À ε
9
8 , |α3| ď ε

5
4 . (4.205)

Furthermore, since by (4.19), w0p0q ´ κ0 “ 0, and we assume the inequality (4.23), we see that since
ˇ

ˇx˚
ˇ

ˇ ď 2κ0ε
4, we have that

κ0 ´ 2ε
5
2 ď w0px˚q ď κ0 ` 2ε

5
2 , (4.206)
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and from (4.136)

´1`ε
ε ď Bxw0px˚q ď ´1´ε

ε , |B2
xw0px˚q| ď 7ε

1
2 . (4.207)

From (4.198) and (4.26), we see that b1, b2, and b3 are Opεq. Using (4.201) together with (4.206) and
(4.207), we find that

´1`ε
ε ´ ε 9

10 ď B1 ď ´1´ε
ε ` ε 9

10 , |B2| ď 4ε
1
2 .

Together with (4.204) and (4.205), we have that for ε taken small enough,

´6
5 ď a1 ď ´4

5 ,
ˇ

ˇa2

ˇ

ˇ À ε
1
8 ď ε

1
10 ,

ˇ

ˇa3

ˇ

ˇ ď 7
6ε .

Let us now follow the same argument that we used above to produce an expansion for wxpηpx, T˚q, T˚q.
We see that

wxpηpx, tq, T˚qηxpx, T˚q “ eIpxq
`

w10pxq ` I 1pxqw0pxq
˘

“ eIpxq
´

Bxw0px˚qpx´ x˚q ` B2
xw0px˚qpx´ x˚q ` 1

2B3
xw0px˚qpx´ x˚q2

` 1
6B4
xw0pxqpx´ x˚q3

¯

` eIpxqI 1pxq
´

w0px˚q ` Bxw0px˚qpx´ x˚q
` 1

2B2
xw0px˚qpx´ x˚q2 ` 1

6B3
xw0px˚qpx´ x˚q3 ` 1

24B4
xw0pxqpx´ x˚q4

¯

,

(4.208)

where x lies between x and x˚. In addition to (4.199), we shall need the expansion of eIpxqI 1pxq and we
continue to use b1, b2, b3 defined in (4.198) and write

eIpxqI 1pxq “ eIpx˚q
´

b1 ` 2b2px´ x˚q ` 3b3px´ x˚q2
¯

, (4.209)

We can then write

wxpηpx, tq, T˚qηxpx, T˚q
“ eIpx˚q

´

b1w0px˚q ` Bxw0px˚q `
`

2b2w0px˚q ` 2b1Bxw0px˚q ` B2
xw0px˚q

˘px´ x˚q
` 1

2

`

6b3w0px˚q ` 6b2Bxw0px˚q ` 3b1B2
xpx˚q ` B3

xw0px˚q
˘px´ x˚q2 `Op|x´ x˚|3q

¯

. (4.210)

With the expansion ηxpx, T˚q is written as

ηxpx, T˚q “ 1
2B3
xηpx˚, T˚qpx´ x˚q2 ` 1

6B4
xηp̊x, T˚qpx´ x˚q3 (4.211)

for some x̊ P px, x˚q. Therefore, with (4.210), we have that

wxpηpx, tq, T˚q “ eIpx˚q
´

b1w0px˚q ` Bxw0px˚q `
`

2b2w0px˚q ` 2b1Bxw0px˚q ` B2
xw0px˚q

˘px´ x˚q
` 1

2

`

6b3w0px˚q ` 6b2Bxw0px˚q ` 3b1B2
xpx˚q ` B3

xw0px˚q
˘px´ x˚q2 `Op|x´ x˚|3q

¯

ˆ
´

1
2B3
xηpx˚, T˚qpx´ x˚q2 ` 1

6B4
xηp̊x, T˚qpx´ x˚q2

¯´1
. (4.212)

Another expansion of the right side of (4.212) gives

wxpηpx, tq, T˚q “ eIpx˚q
´

d´2px´ x˚q´2 ` d´1px´ x˚q´1 ` d0

¯

`Op|x´ x˚|q , (4.213)
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where

d´2 “ 2pb1w0px˚q`Bxw0px˚qq
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

,

d´1 “ 2
`

2b2w0px˚q`2b1Bxw0px˚q`B2xw0px˚q
˘

B3xηpx˚,T˚q
´ 2

`

b1w0px˚q`Bxw0px˚q
˘

B4xηp̊x,T˚q

B3xηpx˚,T˚q
2 ,

d0 “ 6b3w0px˚q`6b2Bxw0px˚q`3b1B2xw0px˚q`B3xw0px˚q
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

´ 2
`

2b2w0px˚q`2b1Bxw0px˚q`B2xw0px˚q
˘

B4xηp̊x,T˚q

3B3xηpx˚,T˚q
2

` 2
`

b1w0px˚q`Bxw0px˚q
˘

B4xηp̊x,T˚q

9B3xηpx˚,T˚q
3 .

By substituting (4.195) into (4.213), we obtain that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
wxpθ, T˚q ´ eIpx˚qα´2

1 d´2z
´ 2

3 ´ eIpx˚q`α´1
1 d´1 ´ 2α´3

1 α2d´2

˘

z´
1
3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2eIpx˚q
´

d0 ´ α´2
1 α2d´1 ` p3α2

2 ´ 2α1α3qα´4
1 d´2

¯

. (4.214)

Notice from (4.194a), (4.201a), (4.204a) that since

a1 “ eIpx˚q
`

6
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

˘
1
3
`

b1w0px˚q ` Bxw0px˚q
˘

,

and since

eIpx˚qα´2
1 d´2 “ 2eIpx˚q

`

6
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

˘´ 2
3

´

b1w0px˚q`Bxw0px˚q
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

¯

“ 1
3e

Ipx˚q` 6
B3xηpx˚,T˚q

˘
1
3
`

b1w0px˚q ` Bxw0px˚q
˘ “ 1

3a1 ,

A similar computation shows that

eIpx˚q
`

α´1
1 d´1 ´ 2α´3

1 α2d´2

˘ “ 2
3a2 .

As such, we have established the inequality
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Bθwpθ, T˚q ´ 1

3a1pθ ´ ξ˚q´ 2
3 ´ 2

3a2pθ ´ ξ˚q´ 1
3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Cm , (4.215)

where

Cm “ 2eIpx˚q
´

d0 ´ α´2
1 α2d´1 ` p3α2

2 ´ 2α1α3qα´4
1 d´2

¯

,

satisfies
ˇ

ˇCm

ˇ

ˇ À 1
ε . The inequality (4.215) and the bound for Cm establishes (4.4a).

From (4.208), we see that

B2
θwpηpx, T˚q, T˚qη2

xpx, T˚q “ ´Bθpηpx, T˚q, T˚qηxxpx, T˚q
` eIpxq`w20pxq ` 2I 1pxqw1pxq ` I2pxqw0pxq

˘

. (4.216)

In addition to the expansion (4.211), we shall also need the fact that

ηxxpx, T˚q “ B3
xηpx˚, T˚qpx´ x˚q ` 1

2B4
xηp˚̊x, T˚qpx´ x˚q2

for some ˚̊x P px, x˚q. After a lengthy computation, we find that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
B2
θwpθ, T˚q ´ 2

9a1pθ ´ ξ˚q´ 5
3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Cmpθ ´ ξ˚q´ 4

3 , (4.217)
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where
ˇ

ˇCm

ˇ

ˇ À ε´
63
8 ,

which establishes (4.4b).
Finally, from (4.216), we see that

B3
θwpηpx, T˚q, T˚qη3

xpx, T˚q “ ´3B2
θwpηpx, T˚q, T˚qηxpx, T˚qηxxpx, T˚q ´ Bθwpηpx, T˚q, T˚qηxxxpx, T˚q

` eIpxq`w30 pxq ` 3I 1pxqw2pxq ` 3I2pxqw1pxq ` I3pxqw0pxq
˘

. (4.218)

We make use of one further expansion given by

B3
xηpx, T˚q “ B3

xηpx˚, T˚q ` B4
xηp̊ ˚̊x, T˚qpx´ x˚q

for some ˚̊x̊ P px, x˚q. A final lengthy computation shows that

ˇ

ˇB3
θwpθ, T˚q

ˇ

ˇ À ε´
151
8

ˇ

ˇθ ´ ξ˚
ˇ

ˇ

´ 8
3 , (4.219)

which establishes (4.4c).
The estimates (4.5) are established by (4.187). The bounds (4.6) for the specific vorticity are established

in (4.81) and (4.87). From (4.79) we have that supr0,T˚q }ap¨, tq}L8 ď 3
2ε. From (4.2), we have that

wp¨, T˚q P C 1
3 pTq; therefore, since Bxa “ w2

16$ ´ w, by (4.33) and (4.81), we have that ap¨, T˚q P C1, 1
3 pTq

which gives the regularity statement in (4.1). The bounds for $ are given in (4.81), and for Bx$ in (4.87).

5 Shock development

In this section we consider the system (3.5)–(3.6), with pre-shock initial datum as obtained in Section 4, and
consider the associated development problem. The main result is Theorem 5.5 below.

5.1 Initial data for shock development comes from the pre-shock

Theorem 4.1 guarantees the finite time formation of a first singularity for the pw, z, a, kq system (3.5) at
pθ, tq “ pξ˚, T˚q; more precisely, the first Riemann variable w forms a C

1
3 pre-shock as described in (4.2),

z and k remain equal to 0 (their initial datum), while the function a retains C1, 1
3 regularity at the time that

the pre-shock forms.
The initial data for the development problem is provided by Theorem 4.1. For the remainder of paper,

it is convenient to change coordinates so that the pre-shock occurs at θ “ 0 (instead of ξ˚), at time t “ 0
(instead of T˚). The initial condition for the first Riemann variable thus is w0pθq “ wpθ ´ ξ˚, T˚q, with the
latter function being given by (4.2). In particular, we have that w0 satisfies the quantitative estimates

w0pθq ď m (5.1a)

w0pθq ě 1
2κ (5.1b)

ˇ

ˇw0pθq ´ κ` bθ
1
3 ´ cθ

2
3

ˇ

ˇ ď m |θ| , (5.1c)
ˇ

ˇw10pθq ` 1
3bθ

´ 2
3 ´ 2

3cθ
´ 1

3

ˇ

ˇ ď m , (5.1d)
ˇ

ˇw20pθq ´ 2
9bθ

´ 5
3

ˇ

ˇ ď m|θ|´ 4
3 , (5.1e)

ˇ

ˇw30 pθq
ˇ

ˇ ď m |θ|´ 8
3 , (5.1f)
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for all θ P T, where κ,m ě 1, b ą 0, and c P R are suitable constants given as follows. In light of (4.2)
and (4.4), we identify κ “ κ˚, b “ ´a1, c “ a2, while the constant m is taken to be sufficiently large, in
terms of the large parameters κ0 and ε´1 from Theorem 4.1. Note however that (4.2) and (4.4) only give the
bounds (5.1c)–(5.1f) for θ in a ε-dependent ball around 0 (of radius ε4, recall that we have mapped ξ˚ ÞÑ 0),
whereas in (5.1) we require that these bounds hold for all θ P T. We note however that for |θ| which is at
a fixed positive distance away from 0, the bounds (5.1c)–(5.1f) follow once m is chosen to be sufficiently
large with respect to κ0 and ε´1; this is because the bounds (4.5) imply uniform C4 regularity once a fixed
distance from the pre-shock is chosen. Indeed, (4.5), (4.119), (4.120), and (4.152) show that for |θ| ě ε4,
there exists a constant Cε ą 0 such that |Bγθw0pθq| ď Cε for 0 ď γ ď 4.

We also note that by (4.37) and (4.3) the coefficients in (5.1) satisfy the conditions

|κ´ κ0| ď ε3 , 1
2 ď b ď 2 , |c| ď ε

1
2 ,

where we recall that κ0 ą 1 was chosen sufficiently large. In order to simplify our argument we shall
frequently use the relations

|c| ! b ď 2 and 4 ď κ ! m . (5.2)

In particular, we shall use that m sufficiently large with respect to κ: if C ą 0 is a universal constant
(independent of κ, b, c,m), then κC ď m

1
10 . Similarly, we shall use that |c| is sufficiently small with respect

to b, so that Cb|c| ď 1.
The initial conditions for the second Riemann variable and the entropy function are given by

z0pθq ” 0 , and k0pθq ” 0 . (5.3)

Lastly, in view of Theorem 4.1 we identify a0pθq “ apθ´ξ˚, T˚q P C1, 1
3 and$0pθq “ $pθ´ξ˚, T˚q P C1.

In particular, due to (4.79) and (4.83),

}a0}W 1,8pTq ď 3
2κ , (5.4)

and due to (4.6), we have that

10
κ ď $0pθq ď 28

κ and
ˇ

ˇ$10pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď m , (5.5)

for all θ P T.

Remark 5.1 (The small parameter ε and the large constant C). Throughout Sections 5 and 6, we shall
denote by C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ě 1 a generic constant, which only depends on the parameters κ, b, c, and m,
which appear in (5.1), and which may increase from line to line. We shall also denote by ε “ εpκ, b, c,mq P
p0, 1s a sufficiently small constant, which only depends on the parameters κ, b, c, and m. Note that the
parameter ε is not the same as the parameter ε in Section 4.

5.2 Definitions

Definition 5.2 (Jump, mean, left value, right value, domain). Given a smooth curve s : r0, T s Ñ T, we
shall denote

DT “ pTˆ r0, T sqzpsptq, tqtPr0,T s (5.6)

the space-time domain which excludes a shock curve. Given any function f : DT Ñ R we denote the left
and right values of f at s as

f´ptq “ lim
θÑsptq´

fpθ, tq and f`ptq “ lim
θÑsptq`

fpθ, tq . (5.7)
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We denote the jump of f across s by

rrf ss “ rrfptqss “ f´ptq ´ f`ptq , (5.8)

and the mean of f at s by

xxfyy “ xxfptqyy “ 1
2 pf´ptq ` f`ptqq , (5.9)

for all t P r0, T s. The dependence of f´, f`, rrf ss, and DT on the curve s is not displayed.

Next, we define a space XT which will be used for the construction of unique solutions.

Definition 5.3 (Functional space for shock emanating from C1{3 pre-shock). Let m ą 1 be as in (5.2).
Given T ą 0 and a curve s : r0, T s Ñ T, define the norm

|||pv, z, k, aq|||T “ sup
pθ,tqPDT

max
!

t´1p50m2q´1 |vpθ, tq| ,m´3
`

b3t3 ` pθ ´ sptqq2˘ 1
6 |Bθvpθ, tq| ,

m´1t´
3
2 |zpθ, tq| ,m´1t´

1
2 |Bθzpθ, tq| ,m´ 1

2 t´
3
2 |kpθ, tq| ,

m´
1
2 t´

1
2 |Bθkpθ, tq| , p4mq´1 |apθ, tq| , p4mq´1 |Bθapθ, tq|

)

(5.10)

where DT is as defined in (5.6). For T ą 0 we also define

XT “
!

pw, z, k, aq P C1
θ,tpDT q : pw, z, k, aq|t“0 “ pw0, 0, 0, a0q , |||pw ´ wB, z, k, aq|||T ď 1

)

, (5.11)

where wB is the solution of the 1D Burgers equation in DT with datum w0, which jumps across the shock
curve s (see Proposition 5.7 for its precise definition).

In order to state the desired properties for s, in terms of the parameters κ and b appearing in (5.1c), we
define two time-dependent subsets of T. The first set, Σ, will be shown to contain the location of the shock
front for w at time t, while the second set, Ω, contains the labels of the two particle trajectories associated
with the flow of w, which fall into the shock at time t.

Definition 5.4 (Regular shock curve). For every t P r0, κm´4s, we define

Σptq “ “

κt´ 1
2m

4t2, κt` 1
2m

4t2
‰

(5.12a)

Ωptq “ “´5
4pbtq

3
2 ,´3

4pbtq
3
2

‰Y “

3
4pbtq

3
2 , 5

4pbtq
3
2

‰

(5.12b)

extended periodically on the circle T. For a given T P p0, κm´4q, we say that t ÞÑ sptq : r0, T s Ñ T is a
regular shock curve if it s satisfies

sptq P Σptq , |9sptq ´ κ| ď m4t , |:sptq| ď 6m4 , (5.13)

for all t P p0, T s.

5.3 The shock development problem in azimuthal symmetry

We defined a solution to the development problem in Definition 3.1. The main result of this section is to
establish the existence and the uniqueness of such solutions.

Theorem 5.5 (Azimuthal shock development). Given pre-shock initial data pw0, z0, k0, a0q and $0 sat-
isfying conditions (5.1)–(5.5), there exist:
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(i) ε “ εpb,m, c, κq ą 0 sufficiently small;

(ii) a C2 regular shock curve s : r0, εs Ñ T, in the sense of Defintion 5.4; in particular, s solves the
ordinary differential equation (3.12b), corresponding to Rankine-Hugoniot jump condition;

(iii) a unique solution pw, z, k, aq P Xε to the system (3.5), in the sense of Definitions 3.1 and 5.3;

(iv) two C1 smooth curves s1, s2 : r0, εs Ñ T, with s1p0q “ s2p0q “ 0 and s1ptq ă s2ptq ă sptq for
t P p0, εs, such that si is a characteristic curve for the λi wave-speed, i P t1, 2u;

such that the following hold:

(v) letting Dk
ε “ tpθ, tq P Dε : s2ptq ă θ ă sptqu we have that k ” 0 on pDk

ε qA with kpθ, tq “ Oppθ ´
s2ptqq 32 q in Dk

ε , cf. (5.215), and Bθkps2ptq, tq “ 0;

(vi) letting Dz
ε “ tpθ, tq P Dε : s1ptq ă θ ă sptqu, we have that z ” 0 on pDz

εqA with zpθ, tq “
Oppθ ´ s1ptqq 32 q in Dz

ε , cf. (5.218), and Bθzps1ptq, tq “ 0;

(vii) on sptq, the function wp¨, tq exhibits an Opt 12 q jump, cf. (5.63), while the functions zp¨, tq and kp¨, tq
exhibit Opt 32 q jumps, cf. (5.69), and solve the system of algebraic equations (3.13a)-(3.13b);

(viii) the specific vorticity $ (see its definition in (3.8)) solves (3.9) in Dε, is uniformly bounded with
Opκ´1q upper and lower (see (5.223)), and is continuous across the shock curve sptq;

(ix) the function ap¨, tq is continuous across sptq, while Bθap¨, tq exhibits an Opt 12 q jump.

5.4 A given shock curve determines w, z, k, and a

The goal of this subsection is to show that given a regular shock curve tsptqutPr0,εs, as in Definition 5.4, we
may compute a solution pw, z, k, aq of the system (3.5)–(3.6) with initial datum as described in Section 5.1,
and which exhibits a jump discontinuity across the curve sptq. This statement is summarized in Proposi-
tion 5.6 below. Note that at this stage we do not assume that s satisfies the ODE which corresponds to the
jump conditions in Section 2.1; this will be discussed in Section 5.10.

With the above notation, the main result of this section is:

Proposition 5.6 (Computing w, z, k, and a, in terms of s). Consider initial datum pw0, z0, k0, a0q which
satisfy conditions (5.1), (5.3), and (5.4). Let T0 ą 0 be given, and assume that s : r0, T0s Ñ T is a given
regular shock curve, as in (5.13). Then, there exists ε P p0, T0s, which is sufficiently small with respect the
parameters κ, b, c,m, such that the following hold on r0, εs:

(i) There exist functions pw, z, k, aq which belong to the space Xε defined in (5.11).

(ii) On the spacetime region Dε, defined in terms of s in (5.6), the functions pw, z, k, aq solve the azimuthal
Euler equations (3.5)–(3.6).

(iii) The function w has a jump discontinuity on psptq, tqtPp0,εs which satisfies (5.63).

(iv) There exist C1 smooth curves s1, s2 : r0, εs Ñ T which are the λ1 and λ2 characteristics through the
point shock. They satisfy s1p0q “ s2p0q “ 0, s1ptq ă s2ptq ă sptq for all t P p0, εs, and we have the
bounds |9s1ptq ´ 1

3κ| “ Opt 13 q, and |9s2ptq ´ 2
3κ| “ Opt 13 q.

(v) The function z has a jump discontinuity on psptq, tqtPp0,εs which satisfies (5.69a). Moreover, for every
t P r0, εs we have that zpθ, tq “ 0 for θ P Tzrs1ptq, sptqs.
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(vi) The function k has a jump discontinuity on psptq, tqtPp0,εs which satisfies (5.69b). Moreover, for every
t P r0, εs we have that kpθ, tq “ 0 for θ P Tzrs2ptq, sptqs.

(vii) We have that pw´, w`, z´, k´q satisfy the system of algebraic equations (3.13a)-(3.13b), arising from
the Rankine–Hugoniot conditions.

The proof of Proposition 5.6 is the content of Sections 5.5–5.8, and is summarized in Section 5.9.

t

θ

ss2s1

t “ 0

t “ ε

Figure 9: The curves s1, s2, and s discussed in Proposition 5.6 all originate from the pre-shock

5.5 Computing w when a “ z “ k “ 0

In light of (5.10) and (5.11), it is natural to treat z and k as a perturbation of 0. As such, it convenient to
first look at the evolution (3.5a) for w, in the case that a “ k “ z “ 0. In this case (3.5a) and the definition
of λ3 in (3.6) show that w solves the 1d Burgers equation; to distinguish this solution from the true w, we
denote it as wB.

Proposition 5.7 (Burgers solution with a prescribed shock location). Let w0 be as described in (5.1),
and assume that s : r0, T0s Ñ T satisfies (5.13). There exists ε P p0, T0s and a function wB : Dε Ñ R which
solves

BtwB ` wBBθwB “ 0 , in Dε , (5.14a)

wB “ w0 , on Tˆ t0u , (5.14b)

which is C2 smooth in Dε, and has a jump discontinuity across the curve psptq, tqtPp0,εs, with jump across s
and mean at s bounded as

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
rrwBptqss ´ 2b

3
2 t

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď t , |xxwBptqyy ´ κ| ď 1

3m
4t , (5.15a)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dt rrwBptqss ´ b

3
2 t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 2m4 ,

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtxxwBptqyy

ˇ

ˇ ď m4 , (5.15b)
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
rrwBptqss ` 1

2b
3
2 t´

3
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 2m4t´1 ,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
xxwBptqyy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď m4t´1 . (5.15c)

In Proposition 5.7 we use the notation from Remark 5.2 and Definition 5.2. Prior to the proof of Propo-
sition 5.7, it is convenient to establish an auxiliary result for the derivatives of w0 (cf. Lemma 5.8), and a
result (cf. Lemma 5.9) which concerns the invertibility of the usual flow map for the Burgers equation:

ηBpx, tq “ x` tw0pxq , (5.16)

which is well-defined for every x P T.7 We first record a few estimates for w0, which follow from (5.1):
7Here and throughout the remainder of the paper we shall denote the Eulerian variable by θ, while for the corresponding

Lagrangian label we use x.
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Lemma 5.8. There exists ε P p0, 1s such that for every t P p0, εs we have
ˇ

ˇw0pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď m , x P T , (5.17a)
ˇ

ˇw10pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2
5 t
´1 , 4

5pbtq
3
2 ď |x| ď π , (5.17b)

ˇ

ˇw20pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 1
3b
´ 3

2 t´
5
2 , 4

5pbtq
3
2 ď |x| ď π (5.17c)

ˇ

ˇw30 pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2mpbtq´4 , 4
5pbtq

3
2 ď |x| ď π (5.17d)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

w10pxq
1`tw10pxq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 2

3 t
´1 , 4

5pbtq
3
2 ď |x| ď π . (5.17e)

Proof of Lemma 5.8. For simplicity, we only give the proof for x ą 0. The bound (5.17a) follows directly
from (5.1a) since (5.1b) implies that w0 is nonnegative. In order to prove (5.17b) we use assumption (5.1d),
which gives

ˇ

ˇw10pxq
ˇ

ˇt ď 1
3b

`

4
5

˘´ 2
3 pbtq´1t` 2

3 |c|
`

4
5

˘´ 1
3 pbtq´ 1

2 t`mt ď 1
3

`

4
5

˘´ 2
3 ` Ct 12 ď 2

5

upon choosing ε (and hence t) to be sufficiently small, in terms of κ, b, c, and m. The proof of (5.17c) is
similar to the one of (5.17b), except that we appeal to assumption (5.1e) and derive

ˇ

ˇw20pxq
ˇ

ˇb
3
2 t

5
2 ď 2

9

`

4
5

˘´ 5
3 ` Ct 12 ď 1

3 (5.18)

once ε (and hence t) is small enough. The bound (5.17d) immediately follows from (5.1f) and (5.2). Lastly,
the estimate (5.17e) is a direct consequence of (5.17b).

Second, we discuss the invertibility of ηB:

Lemma 5.9 (Local inversion of the Burgers flow map). Let w0 be as described in (5.1), assume that s
satisfies (5.13) on r0, T0s, and let ηB be defined as in (5.16). Then, there exists a sufficiently small ε P
p0, T0s, which only depends on κ, b, c,m, such that for t P p0, εs the following holds. There exists a largest
xB,` “ xB,`ptq ą 0 and a smallest xB,´ “ xB,´ptq ă 0 such that

sptq “ ηBpxB,˘ptq, tq (5.19)

and moreover we have
ˇ

ˇxB,˘ptq ¯ pbtq 32
ˇ

ˇ ď m4t2 ñ 4
5pbtq

3
2 ă |xB,˘ptq| ă 6

5pbtq
3
2 . (5.20)

We also define xB,˘p0q “ 0. Note that xB,˘ptq P Ωptq for all t P r0, εs. Moreover, defining the set of labels

ΥBptq “ TzrxB,´ptq, xB,`ptqs
we have that the map ηBp¨, tq : ΥBptq Ñ Tztsptqu is a bijection satisfying the bounds

|BxηBpx, sq ´ 1| ď 2
5 (5.21a)

|ηBpx, sq ´ spsq| ě 4
5b

3
2 t

1
2 pt´ sq . (5.21b)

for all s P r0, tq and x P ΥBptq. The above estimate implies that the trajectory tηpx, squsPr0,ts can not inter-
sect the shock curve prior to time s “ t, for every x P ΥBptq. Lastly, the inverse map ηB´1p¨, tq : Tztsptqu Ñ
ΥBptq satisfies the estimates

5
7 ď BθηB´1pθ, tq ď 5

3 (5.22a)
4
5pbtq

3
2 ` 1

2 |θ ´ sptq| ď ˇ

ˇηB
´1pθ, tqˇˇ ď 6

5pbtq
3
2 ` 2 |θ ´ sptq| (5.22b)

for all pθ, tq P Dε.
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sptq
t

t “ 0

t “ ε

xB,´ptq xB,`ptq θηB
´1pθ, tq

Figure 10: Several Lagrangian paths tηBpx, squsPr0,ts are represented by cyan paths. The extremal points xB,˘ptq are the two
labels which are colliding into the shock curve precisely at time t. All the labels in between them have collided with the shock
curve at some time s P r0, tq.

Proof of Lemma 5.9. It is convenient to denote

g0pxq “ w0pxq ´ κ` bx
1
3 ´ cx

2
3 (5.23)

so that in view of (5.1) we have that |g0pxq| ď m|x| and |g10pxq| ď m. For t ą 0 we let

τ “ pbtq 12 , y “ x
1
3 τ´1, ζ “ psptq ´ κtqτ´3 . (5.24)

Note that the condition sptq P Σptq in (5.13) together with (5.2) imply that |ζ| ď b´2m4τ ! 1, an in
particular |ζ| ď 1

10 . With this notation, for any t ą 0 the equation (5.19) is equivalent to

τ3ζ ` κt “ τ3y3 ` t `κ´ bτy ` cτ2y2 ` g0pτ3y3q˘ .
After collecting terms, and dividing by τ3, we obtain that the above equality is equivalent to

0 “ ´ζ ` y3 ´ y ` cb´1τy2 ` τ´1b´1g0pτ3y3q
loooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooon

“:Gpy,τq

. (5.25)

In view of the aforementioned properties of g0, we have that for all |y| ď 10 and all 0 ă τ ď ε, with ε
sufficiently small in terms of κ, b, c,m, we have that

ˇ

ˇGpy, τq ´ cb´1τy2
ˇ

ˇ ď Cτ2 (5.26a)
ˇ

ˇBτGpy, τq ´ cb´1y2
ˇ

ˇ ď Cτ (5.26b)
ˇ

ˇByGpy, τq ´ 2cb´1τy
ˇ

ˇ ď Cτ2 (5.26c)

where C ą 0 only depends on κ, b, c, and m.
Returning to (5.25), we next claim that for every fixed ζ P r´ 1

10 ,
1
10 s and any τ sufficiently small, there

exists a unique most negative root y´ “ y´pζ, τq and a unique most positive root y` “ y`pζ, τq of the
implicit equation

y3 ´ y `Gpy, τq “ ζ . (5.27)

The key observation is that in view of (5.26a), when when τ “ 0, the equation in the above display becomes
ζ “ y3 ´ y. For every ζ P p´ 2

3
?

3
, 2

3
?

3
q Ą r´ 1

10 ,
1
10 s we introduce two functions Z`pζq and Z´pζq which

are the largest (positive) root and respectively the smallest (negative) root of the equation

ζ “ Z3 ´ Z . (5.28)
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The power series of these functions is given by

Z˘pζq “ ˘1` 1
2ζ ¯ 3

8ζ
2 ` 1

2ζ
3 ¯ 105

128ζ
4 ` 3

2ζ
5 `Op|ζ|6q (5.29)

and is valid for |ζ| ! 1. In particular, we have

Z`pζq ` Z´pζq “ ζ ` ζ3 ` 3ζ5 `Op|ζ|7q . (5.30)

For later purposes, it is also convenient to note here that

|Z`pζq ` Z´pζq ´ ζ| ď 6
5ζ

3 and |Z`pζq ´ Z´pζq ´ 2| ď ζ2 (5.31)

for all |ζ| ď 1
5 . With this notation, we have thus obtained the desired roots of (5.27) when τ “ 0, namely

Z3
˘pζq ´ Z˘pζq `GpZ˘pζq, 0q “ ζ .

The proof is then completed by an application of the implicit function theorem. This is possible since

By
`

y3 ´ y `Gpy, τq˘ |py,τq“pZ˘,0q “ 3Z2
˘ ´ 1 ‰ 0 .

In fact, for every |ζ| ď 1
10 , one may verify that 3

2 ď 3Z˘pζq2 ´ 1 ď 5
2 , since Z˘ are explicit functions. The

implicit function theorem guarantees the existence of an ε ą 0, such that if τ P p0, pbεq 12 s and |ζ| ď 1
10 , the

equation (5.27) has a most negative root y´pζ, τq which is Opτq-close to Z´pζq, and a most positive root
y`pζ, τq, which is Opτq-close to Z`pζq. Upon unpacking the definitions in (5.24), we have thus identified

x
1
3
B,˘ptq “ pbtq

1
2 y˘

˜

sptq ´ κt
pbtq 32

, pbtq 12
¸

, (5.32)

for all t P p0, εs, which solves (5.19).
Note however that |ζ| ď b´2m4τ , and that τ ď pbεq 12 is taken to be small. In this τ -dependent range

for ζ we may obtain a sharper estimate than the |y˘pζ, τq ´ Z˘pζq| ď Cτ claimed above. Indeed, since the
bounds (5.26b)–(5.26c) are available, from the Taylor theorem with remainder applied to (5.27), we may
deduce that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

y˘pζ, τq ´ Z˘pζq ` τcb´1 Z˘pζq
3Z2
˘pζq ´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cτ2

if ε is sufficiently small, for a constant C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0. Taking into account the power series
expansion of Z˘ in (5.29), and ε to be sufficiently small (hence τ sufficiently small), we deduce that

ˇ

ˇy˘pζ, τq ¯ 1´ 1
2ζ ˘ c

2bτ
ˇ

ˇ ď Cτ2 , for all |ζ| ď b´2m4 and τ ď pbεq 12 . (5.33)

In particular, keeping in mind (5.24) and (5.32), we deduce from (5.33) the estimate
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

xB,˘ptq 13 ¯ pbtq 12 ´ sptq ´ κt
2bt

˘ ct

2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Ct
3
2 , (5.34)

for all t P p0, εs, where C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0 is a computable constant. The bound (5.20) is an immediate
consequence of (5.34), the working assumptions (5.2) and (5.13), upon taking ε to be sufficiently small.

The bound (5.21a) is a direct consequence of (5.17b), (5.20), and the fact that by (5.16) we have
BxηBpx, sq ´ 1 “ sw10pxq. Therefore, the map ηBp¨, tq is a strictly increasing function on the label x P T,
thus being injective from ΥBptq ÞÑ Tztsptqu. Surjectivity follows from the intermediate value theorem,
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and fact that by (5.19) we have limxÑxB,´ptq´ ηBpx, tq “ sptq “ limxÑxB,`ptq` ηBpx, tq. In order to show
that for every x P ΥBptq the trajectory ηBpx, ¨q does not meet the shock curve prior to time t, by the
monotonicity property of ηB in the x variable, we only need to show that ηBpxB,´ptq, sq ă spsq and that
ηBpxB,`ptq, sq ą spsq. These two statements are established in the same way, so we only give the proof for
the label xB,´ptq. By appealing to (5.19), the 9s assumption in (5.13), the w0 assumption in (5.1), and the
previously established estimate (5.34), we have that

spsq ´ ηBpxB,´ptq, sq “ ´
ż t

s
p9spτq ´ pBtηBqpxB,´ptq, τqq dτ

“
ż t

s
pw0pxB,´ptqq ´ κq dτ ´

ż t

s
p9spτq ´ κq dτ

ě
ˆ

´bx
1
3
B,´ptq ´ 2|c|bt

˙

pt´ sq ´ 1
2m

4pt2 ´ s2q

ě 4
5b

3
2 t

1
2 pt´ sq

for any s P r0, tq, with t ď ε which is sufficiently small.
The proof is concluded once we establish (5.22). The bound (5.22a) is an immediate consequence of

(5.21a) and the inverse function theorem. For the proof of (5.22b), let us first consider a point θ which is to
the left of sptq. Then, by the mean value theorem and (5.19), we have that

ηB
´1pθ, tq ´ xB,´ptq “ ηB

´1pθ, tq ´ ηB´1psptq, tqq “ pθ ´ sptqqpBθηB´1qpθ, tq

for some θ P py, sptqq. The above identity, combined with (5.22a) and the first inequality in (5.20) implies
(5.22b), upon taking ε sufficiently small. The proof in the case that y is to the right of sptq is identical.

Next, we discuss the solution wB to (5.14) and its properties.

Proof of Proposition 5.7. By Lemma 5.9, for all pθ, tq P Dε we may define

wBpθ, tq “ w0pηB´1pθ, tqq . (5.35)

By the of construction ηB and the properties of w0, the above defined wB is C2 smooth in Dε and solves
(5.14) in this region. Indeed, differentiating the relation wBpηBpx, tq, tq “ w0pxq and using the definition of
ηB we have the identities

BθwBpθ, tq “ w10pηB´1pθ, tqq
1` tw10pηB´1pθ, tqq (5.36a)

B2
θwBpθ, tq “ w20pηB´1pθ, tqq

p1` tw10pηB´1pθ, tqqq3 (5.36b)

for all θ P Tztsptqu. In particular, combining (5.36a) with (5.22b) and (5.1), gives that

|BθwBpθ, tq| ď 4
5bppbtq3 ` |θ ´ sptq|2q´ 1

3 (5.37a)
ˇ

ˇB2
θwBpy, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď 2bppbtq3 ` |θ ´ sptq|2q´ 5
6 (5.37b)

for all pθ, tq P Dε such that |θ ´ sptq| ď ε
1
2 , as soon as ε is sufficiently small.

Next, we we discuss the mean and the jump of wB at the shock curve. We have that

rrwBptqss “ w0pxB,´ptqq ´ w0pxB,`ptqq
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“
ˆ

x
1
3
B,`ptq ´ x

1
3
B,´ptq

˙ˆ

b´ cx
1
3
B,`ptq ´ cx

1
3
B,´ptq

˙

` g0pxB,´ptqq ´ g0pxB,`ptqq

where we recall the notation from (5.23). Using (5.34), (5.1c), and (5.2), we deduce that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
rrwBptqss ´ 2b

3
2 t

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 8b|c|t ď t

upon choosing ε to be sufficiently small with respect to κ, b, c, and m. This proves the first bound in (5.15a).
Similarly,

xxwBptqyy “ 1
2 pw0pxB,´ptqq ` w0pxB,`ptqqq

“ κ´ 1
2b

ˆ

x
1
3
B,´ptq ` x

1
3
B,`ptq

˙

` 1
2c

ˆ

x
2
3
B,´ptq ` x

2
3
B,`ptq

˙

` 1
2 pg0pxB,´ptqq ´ g0pxB,`ptqqq .

From (5.34), (5.20), and (5.1c) we deduce that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

xxwBptqyy ´ κ` sptq ´ κt
2t

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Ct
3
2 .

The second inequality in (5.15a) now follows from (5.13).
Appealing to the definitions (5.19), (5.16), and (5.35), we arrive at

d
dt

`

wBpsptq˘, tq
˘ “ d

dt pw0pxB,˘ptqqq “ w10pxB,˘ptqq ddtxB,˘ptq “ w10pxB,˘ptqq
9sptq ´ w0pxB,˘ptqq
1` tw10pxB,˘ptqq

.

Therefore, using (5.1c), (5.17e), the asymptotic description (5.34) for xB,˘ptq, and the assumption on 9s from
(5.13), after a tedious computation we obtain

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dt

`

wBpsptq˘, tq
˘˘ 1

2b
3
2 t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

bxB,˘ptq 13 w10pxB,˘ptqq
1` tw10pxB,˘ptqq

¯ 1
2b

3
2 t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` t|w10pxB,˘ptqq|
1` tw10pxB,˘ptqq

˜

m4 ` κ´ w0pxB,˘ptqq ` bxB,˘ptq 13
t

¸

ď 5
6m

4 ` b|c| ` Ct 12 ď m4 .

From the above estimate, it is clear that (5.15b) follows. Differentiating once more, we obtain

d2

dt2

`

wBpsptq˘, tq
˘ “ :sptq w10pxB,˘ptqq

1` tw10pxB,˘ptqq
` w20pxB,˘ptqq

p9sptq ´ w0pxB,˘ptqqq2
p1` tw10pxB,˘ptqqq3

´ 2pw10pxB,˘ptqqq2p9sptq ´ w0pxB,˘ptqqq
p1` tw10pxB,˘ptqqq2

and therefore, after an even more tedious computation, we arrive at
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2

`

wBpsptq˘, tq
˘¯ 1

4b
3
2 t´

3
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď `

1
3m

4 ` 3b|c|˘ t´1 ` Ct´ 1
2 ď m4t´1 .

The claim (5.15c) now follows, thereby completing the proof of the proposition.
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5.5.1 Lagrangian trajectories for velocity fields that are close to wB

For future purposes, see Section 5.7, at this stage it is convenient to consider velocities λ3 : Dε Ñ R which
are close to the wB we have constructed in Proposition 5.7, in the sense that λ3 P C1

θ,tpDεq, and we have the
pointwise bounds

|λ3pθ, tq ´ wBpθ, tq| ď R1t` Ct 32 (5.38a)

|Bθλ3pθ, tq ´ BθwBpθ, tq| ď R2ppbtq3 ` pθ ´ sptqq2q´ 1
6 ` Ct 12 (5.38b)

for all pθ, tq P Dε, for positive constants R1,R2, C which only depend on κ, b, c, and m; see (5.142) for the
values of R1,R2 which are used in the proof, namely R1 “ R2 “ m3.

Note that in view of (5.35) and (5.37a), assumptions (5.38) imply that λ3 is C1 smooth on the comple-
ment of the shock curve. In particular, this means that for every label x P Tzt0u, we are guaranteed the
short time (x-dependent time) unique solvability of the ODE

Btηpx, tq “ λ3pηpx, tq, tq , ηpx, 0q “ x . (5.39)

In view of the assumed regularity of λ3, for a given label x the path ηpx, tq can be continued on a maximal
time interval r0, Txq, where the stopping time Tx is defined as

Tx :“ min
 

ε, suptt P r0, εs : |ηpx, tq ´ sptq| ą 0u( . (5.40)

That is, if the trajectory ηpx, ¨q intersects the shock curve prior to time ε, then we record this stopping time
in Tx, and in this case we have ηpx, Txq “ spTxq. Note that since s P C1, and since λ3 is C1 smooth on the
complement of the shock curve, the stopping time Tx is continuous in x.

Next, for every t P p0, εs, in analogy to (5.19), we wish to define in a unique way two extremal labels
x˘ptq with the property that

sptq “ ηpx˘ptq, tq . (5.41)

By (5.40) we have that the above definition is equivalent to Tx˘ptq “ t, which then motivates

x´ptq “ inftx P r´π, 0q : Tx ě tu , x`ptq “ suptx P p0, πs : Tx ě tu , Υptq “ Tzrx´ptq, x`ptqs .
(5.42)

By the continuity of Tx in x, the above inf { sup are in fact min {max. Moreover, for every x P Υptq, we
know that Tx ě t. One of our goals will be to show that ηp¨, tq : Υptq Ñ Tztsptqu is a bijection, for every
t P p0, εs.

As mentioned above, Tx P p0, εs if x ‰ 0. Now for fixed x and t P r0, Txq, by Lemma 5.9 we may
define

qptq “ ηB
´1pηpx, tq, tq , (5.43)

and note that qptq P Υbptq and that qp0q “ x. Since ηB´1 solves the transport equation with speed wB, and
η solves (5.39), we have that

d
dtq “ pBtηB´1q ˝ η ` pBθηB´1q ˝ ηBtη “ pλ3 ´ wBq ˝ ηpBθηB´1q ˝ η .

Thus, by also appealing to (5.38a) and (5.22a), we have that
ˇ

ˇηB
´1pηpx, tq, tq ´ xˇˇ “ |qptq ´ qp0q| ď R1t

2 (5.44)
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whenever t ă Tx, upon taking ε to be sufficiently small. By (5.42), we note that (5.44) in particular holds
for all t P p0, εs, and all x P Υptq. Note that from (5.19), (5.41), (5.44), and continuity, we have that

|x˘ptq ´ xB,˘ptq| “
ˇ

ˇx˘ptq ´ ηB´1pηpx˘ptq, tqq
ˇ

ˇ ď R1t
2

for all t P p0, εs, and thus similarly to (5.20) we have that

ˇ

ˇx˘ptq ¯ pbtq 32
ˇ

ˇ ď t2pm4 ` R1q ñ 4
5pbtq

3
2 ă |x˘ptq| ă 6

5pbtq
3
2 . (5.45)

upon taking ε to be sufficiently small.
If Tx ă ε, and t P r0, Txq, the bound (5.44) and the identity (5.36a) allow us to estimate

ż t

0
|BθwBpηpx, sq, sq| ds “

ż t

0

|w10pqpsqq|
1` sw10pqpsqq

ds

ď
ż t

0

|w10pxq|
1` sw10pxq

ds` R1

ż t

0
s2 sup
|x´x|ďR1s2

|w20pxq|
p1` sw10pxqq2

ds

ď |w
1
0pxq|

w10pxq
log

`

1` tw10pxq
˘` 8

5b
´ 3

2R1

ż t

0
s´

1
2ds .

At this stage we recall that the values of x that we are interested in satisfy |x| ě pbtq 32 ´ t2pm4 ` R1q ě
9
10pbtq

3
2 . We distinguish two cases: 9

10pbtq
3
2 ď |x| ď b

3
2 t, and b

3
2 t ď |x| ď π. Using assumption (5.1d), in

the first case we deduce that

0 ą tw10pxq ą ´1
3btx

´ 2
3 p1` 3|c|t 13 q ą ´1

3p 9
10q´

2
3 p1` 3|c|t 13 q ą ´ 7

19 .

In the other case, we we use that t ď ε ! 1, and thus

t|w10pxq| ď 1
3bt

1
3 ` 2

3 |c|b´
1
2 t

2
3 `mt ď ε

1
3 .

From the above three inequalities, and the fact that sgn prq logp1 ` rq ď logp19
12q for all r P p´ 7

19 , ε
1
3 q, we

deduce that
ż t

0
|BθwBpηpx, sq, sq| ds ď logp19

12q ` 16
5 b´

3
2R1t

1
2 ď 19

40 , (5.46)

since t ď ε ! 1. As before, we note in particular that (5.46) holds for all t P p0, εs, and all x P Υptq. We
note that using (5.36b), (5.44), and (5.17c), in addition to (5.46) we have

ż t

0

ˇ

ˇB2
θwBpηpx, sq, sq

ˇ

ˇ ds ď
ż t

0

|w20pηB´1pηpx, sq, sqq|
p1` tw10pηB´1pηpx, sq, sqqq3ds ď 3pbtq´ 3

2 (5.47)

whenever x P Υptq. Here we have used that |ηB´1pηpx, sq, sq| ě |x| ´ R1s
2 ě 4

5pbtq
3
2 for s ď t ď ε.

With (5.46) in hand, and appealing also to (5.38b), for every x P Υptq we may now have

Bxηpx, tq “ exp

ˆ
ż t

0
pBθwBqpηpx, sq, sqds

˙

exp

ˆ
ż t

0
pBθλ3 ´ BθwBqpηpx, sq, sqds

˙

, (5.48)

and thus

1
2 ď expp´1

2 ´ 4R2b
´ 1

2 t
1
2 q ď Bxηpx, tq ď expp1

2 ` 4R2b
´ 1

2 t
1
2 q ď 7

4 (5.49)
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since ε is sufficiently small with respect to κ, b, c, and m. This shows that the map ηp¨, tq is strictly mono-
tone (thus injective) on either side of the shock curve; combined with (5.41) and the intermediate function
theorem (ensuring surjectivity), we obtain that ηp¨, tq : Υptq Ñ Tztsptqu is a bijection, as claimed ear-
lier. Moreover, (5.49) shows that for every x P Υptq, the curve ηpx, sq does not intersect the shock curve
prior to time t; in fact, by the monotonicity of η we have that |spsq ´ ηpx, sq| ě |spsq ´ ηpx˘ptq, sq|, and
analogously to (5.21b), using (5.45) we have that

spsq ´ ηpx´ptq, sq “ ´
ż t

s

9spτq ´ λ3pηpx´ptq, τq, τqdτ

“
ż t

s

`

w0pηB´1pηpx´ptq, τq, τqq ´ κ
˘

dτ

`
ż t

s
pκ´ 9spτqq ` pλ3 ´ wBqpηpx´ptq, τq, τqdτ

ě pw0px´ptqq ´ κqpt´ sq ´ 1
2pm3 ` 4R1qpt2 ´ s2q

ě 4
5b

3
2 t

1
2 pt´ sq (5.50)

for all s P r0, tq, and all x P Υptq. This bound shows that Υpsq Ą Υptq for s ă t.
Recalling the ηBpx, tq is defined by (5.16) for all x P T, and in particular for x P Υptq, from (5.45) and

(5.49) we immediately deduce that
ˇ

ˇηpx, tq ´ ηBpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 3
2R1t

2, for all x P Υptq , (5.51a)
ˇ

ˇBxηpx, tq ´ BxηBpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď p16R1b
´ 3

2 ` 8R2b
´ 1

2 qt 12 , for all x P Υptq , (5.51b)

for all t P p0, εs. The bound (5.51a) follows from (5.44), the mean value theorem, and the fact that by
(5.17b) we have that |BxηBpx, tq ´ 1| ď 9

20 for all x P Υptq (in analogy to (5.21a)). In order to prove the
bound (5.51b), we use

BtpBxη ´ BxηBq “ pBθwBq ˝ η pBxη ´ BxηBq ` pBθλ3 ´ BθwBq ˝ η Bxη
` ppBθwBq ˝ η ´ pBθwBq ˝ ηBq BxηB ,

and the fact that Bxηpx, 0q ´ BxηBpx, 0q “ 0. First, we note that due to (5.17c), (5.21a), (5.36a), (5.44), and
the mean value theorem, we have that

ˇ

ˇppBθwBq ˝ η ´ pBθwBq ˝ ηBq BxηB
ˇ

ˇ ď 2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

w10pηB´1pηpx, tq, tqq
1` tw10pηB´1pηpx, tq, tqq ´

w10pxq
1` tw10pxq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4R1b
´ 3

2 t´
1
2 . (5.52)

Second, by the assumption (5.38b) and the bound (5.49) we know that
ˇ

ˇpBθλ3 ´ BθwBq ˝ η Bxη
ˇ

ˇ ď 2R2pbtq´ 1
2 . (5.53)

Combining the above two estimates with the evolution equation for Bxη´BxηB and (5.46), we obtain (5.51b).
The results in this section may be summarized as follows:

Lemma 5.10. Let η be defined by (5.39), with λ3 satisfying (5.38). Then, by possibly further reducing the
value of ε, solely in terms of κ, b, c,m, the following hold. With the definition of Υptq in (5.42), we have that
ηp¨, tq : Υptq Ñ Tztsptqu is a bijection. For x P Υptq, the curve tηpx, squsPr0,ts does not intersect the shock
curve, and by (5.49), (5.51a), (5.51b), we have the estimates

1
2 ď Bxηpx, tq ď 7

4 (5.54a)
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1
3κ ď Btηpx, tq ď 3

2m (5.54b)
ˇ

ˇηpx, tq ´ ηBpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 3
2R1t

2 (5.54c)
ˇ

ˇBxηpx, tq ´ BxηBpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď p16R1b
´ 3

2 ` 8R2b
´ 1

2 qt 12 (5.54d)

The inverse map η´1 : Dε Ñ Tzt0u is continuous in space-and-time, with bounds

4
7 ď Bθη´1pθ, tq ď 2 (5.55a)

´3m ď Btη´1pθ, tq ď ´1
4κ (5.55b)

for all pθ, tq P Dε. Lastly, from (5.46) and (5.47) we have that
ż t

0
|BθwBpηpx, sq, sq| ds ď 19

40 (5.56a)
ż t

0

ˇ

ˇB2
θwBpηpx, sq, sq

ˇ

ˇ ds ď 3pbtq´ 3
2 (5.56b)

for all x P Υptq, and all t P r0, εs.
Proof of Lemma 5.10. The only estimates which were not established in the discussion above the lemma
are (5.54b) and (5.55). In order to prove (5.54b), we appeal to (5.39), (5.38a), (5.35), (5.1a), (5.1a), and take
ε to be sufficiently small:

Btηpx, tq “ λ3pηpx, tqq “ wBpηpx, tqq `Optq “ w0pηB´1pηpx, tq, tqq
looooooooooomooooooooooon

Prκ
2
,ms

`Optq P rκ3 , 3m
2 s .

The bound (5.55a) follows from (5.54a) and the inverse function theorem. Lastly, in order to prove (5.55b),
we use that η´1 solves the transport equation dual to the ODE (5.39), namely Btη´1 ` λ3Byη´1 “ 0. As
such, from (5.55a), (5.38a), (5.35), (5.1a), (5.1a), we obtain that

Btηpθ, tq “ ´wBpθ, tqBθη´1 `Optq “ ´w0pηB´1pθ, tqq
looooooomooooooon

Prκ
2
,ms

Bθη´1
loomoon

Pr 4
7
,2s

`Optq P r´3m,´κ
4 s

upon taking ε to be sufficiently small.

5.5.2 Estimates for derivatives of wB along flows transversal to the shock

In analogy to Lemma 5.10, we also have an estimate for the time integral of BθwB along any flow which is
transversal to s. More precisely, we have:

Lemma 5.11. Fix t P p0, εs and 0 ď θ ă sptq. For some t1 P r0, tq, assume that we are given a differentiable
curve γ : rt1, ts Ñ Dε which does not intersect the shock curve s, such that γptq “ θ, and such that
9γpsq ď µκ for all s P rt1, ts, for some µ P r0, 1q. Then, we have that

ż t

t1
|BθwBpγpsq, sq| ds ď 13b

p1´µqκ
2
3
t
1
3 (5.57a)

ż t

t1

ˇ

ˇB2
θwBpγpsq, sq

ˇ

ˇ ds ď 9b
p1´µqκ

´

1
2 |γpt1q ´ spt1q| ` 4

5pbt1q
3
2

¯´ 2
3 (5.57b)

ď 11
p1´µqκ t

1´1 (5.57c)

where C “ Cpκ, b, µq ą 0 is an explicitly computable constant.
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Proof of Lemma 5.11. As in the proof of Lemma 5.10, the goal is to understand the evolution of xpsq :“
ηB
´1pγpsq, sq. First, we note that since γ lies on the left side of s, the point xpsq is well-defined, and satisfies

xpsq ď ´4
5pbsq

3
2 . Next, from the definition of ηB and its inverse, we have that

9xpsq “ pBtηB´1qpγpsq, sq ` 9γpsqpBθηB´1qpγpsq, sq “ 9γpsq ´ pBtηBqpηB´1pγpsq, sq, sq
pBxηBqpηB´1pγpsq, sq, sq

“ 9γpsq ´ w0pxpsqq
1` sw10pxpsqq

. (5.58)

Due to the aforementioned lower bound on |xpsq| and the estimate (5.17b), the denominator of the fraction
on the right side of (5.58) lies in the interval r12 , 3

2 s. Furthermore, since t ď ε and ε is sufficiently small, we
have that |xptq| “ |ηB´1py, tq| is sufficiently small to ensure via (5.1c) that |w0pxptqq ´ κ| ď 2b|xptq| 13 ď
1´µ

4 κ. Also, from (5.58) we may deduce that | 9xpsq| ď 4m which implies |xpsq| ď |xptq| ` 4mt; therefore,
since t ď ε is sufficiently small, we may show that |w0pxpsqq ´ κ| ď 1´µ

2 κ for all s P rt1, ts. We then
immediately obtain from (5.58) that

´p3´ µqκ ď ´w0pxpsqq
1` sw10pxpsqq

ď 9xpsq ď µκ´ w0pxpsqq
1` sw10pxpsqq

ď ´p1´ µqκ
3

. (5.59)

Then, using (5.36a) and the fact that xpsq is strictly negative, we obtain that
ż t

t1
|BθwBpγpsq, sq| ds “

ż t

t1

|w10pxpsqq|
1` sw10pxpsqq

ds ď b

ż t

t1
pxpsqq´ 2

3ds

ď ´ 3b
p1´µqκ

ż t

t1
9xpsqpxpsqq´ 2

3ds

“ 9b
p1´µqκ

´

xpt1q 13 ´ xptq 13
¯

ď 9b
p1´µqκ |xptq|

1
3 “ 9b

p1´θqκ |ηB´1pθ, tq| 13 ď 9b
p1´µqκp3κtq

1
3 (5.60)

In the last inequality we have used that since 0 ď θ ă sptq we have that |ηB´1pθ, tq| ď |ηB´1p0, tq| ď 3κt
for all t ď ε, which is sufficiently small.

The proof of (5.57c) is nearly identical, but instead of (5.36a) we appeal to (5.36b), arriving at
ż t

t1

ˇ

ˇB2
θwBpγpsq, sq

ˇ

ˇ ds ď 9b
p1´µqκ

´

xpt1q´ 2
3 ´ xptq´ 2

3

¯

ď 9b
p1´µqκ

`

xpt1q˘´ 2
3 (5.61)

In order to obtain (5.57b)–(5.57c), we use the above bound and (5.22b), which implies that |xpt1q| “
|ηB´1pγpt1q, t1q| ě 1

2 |γpt1q ´ spt1q| ` 4
5pbt1q

3
2 ě 4

5pbt1q
3
2 .

5.6 z and k on the shock curve

For every t P p0, εs, let us assume that we are given a left speed w´ “ w´ptq “ wpsptq´, tq and a right
speed w` “ w`ptq “ wpsptq`, tq at the point psptq, tq. Furthermore, let us assume that w´ and w` behave
similarly to the solution of the Burgers equation computed in Proposition 5.7; by this we mean that the jump
and the mean at psptq, tq, defined by

rrwss “ rrwssptq “ w´ptq ´ w`ptq , xxwyy “ xxwyyptq “ 1
2 pw´ptq ` w`ptqq , (5.62)

satisfy the bounds
ˇ

ˇrrwssptq ´ 2b
3
2 t

1
2

ˇ

ˇ ď Rjt and |xxwyyptq ´ κ| ď Rmt , (5.63)
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for all t P p0, εs, for two constants Rj ,Rm ą 0 which only depend on κ, b, c, and m. These bounds are
consistent with (5.15a) and (5.145a) (to be established below).

The variablesw´ andw` are the same as those in equations (3.13a)–(3.13b). Our goal in this subsection
is to solve the coupled system of equations (3.13a)–(3.13b), for the jumps of z and k at the fixed point
psptq, tq, as a function the left speed w´ and right speed w`, at this point. Since z and k are equal to 0 on
the right side of the shock curve, we note that the jumps of z and k are equal to their values on the left of
psptq, tq; as such, we work with the unknowns

z´ “ z´ptq “ rrzssptq , k´ “ k´ptq “ rrkssptq . (5.64)

In fact, because we expect k´ to be close to 0 (see (2.7)), and since (3.13a)–(3.13b) contain the variables
e´k´ and ek´ , which are thus close to 1, it is more convenient to replace k´ with the unknown

e´ “ e´ptq “ ek´ptq ´ 1 . (5.65)

Then, with this notation the equations (3.13a)–(3.13b) may be rewritten as the system

E1pw´, w`, z´, e´q “ 0 (5.66a)

E2pw´, w`, z´, e´q “ 0 (5.66b)

where

E1pw´, w`, z´, e´q
“ `pw´ ´ z´q2pw´ ` z´q2 ` 1

8pw´ ´ z´q4 ´ 9
8p1` e´qw4

`

˘ `pw´ ´ z´q2 ´ p1` e´qw2
`

˘

´ `pw´ ´ z´q2pw´ ` z´q ´ p1` e´qw3
`

˘2 (5.67a)

E2pw´, w`, z´, e´q
“ e´pw´ ´ z´q4p3w2

`p1` e´q ´ pw´ ´ z´q2q ´
`pw´ ´ z´q2 ´ p1` e´qw2

`

˘3
. (5.67b)

We view (5.66) as a coupled system of equations for the unknowns z´ and e´ (or alternatively, k´), with
w´ and w` given. The correct root of (5.66) is given by:

Lemma 5.12 (Existence and asymptotic formula for z´ and k´). Assume that w´ and w` are such that
their jump and mean at psptq, tq satisfy (5.63). Then, the system of equations (5.66) has a smallest (in
absolute value) root pz´, e´q, such that z´ and k´ “ logpe´ ` 1q satisfy the bounds

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
z´ptq ` 9rrwssptq3

16xxwyyptq2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C0t

5
2 . (5.68a)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
k´ptq ´ 4rrwssptq3

xxwyyptq3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C0t

5
2 , (5.68b)

where C0 “ C0pκ, b, c,mq ą 0 is an explicitly computable constant. In particular, in view of (5.63) we
have the estimates

ˇ

ˇz´ptq ` 9b
9
2

2κ2
t
3
2

ˇ

ˇ ď Ct2 ñ |z´ptq| ď 5b
9
2

κ2
t
3
2 (5.69a)

ˇ

ˇk´ptq ´ 32b
9
2

κ3
t
3
2

ˇ

ˇ ď Ct2 ñ |k´ptq| ď 40b
9
2

κ3
t
3
2 (5.69b)

for all t P p0, εs, assuming that ε is sufficiently small.
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Proof of Lemma 5.12. Throughout the proof, we fix t P p0, εs, and omit the t dependence of the unknowns.
In view of (5.63), we view rrwss as a small parameter, thus suitable for asymptotic expansions, and xxwyy as
an Op1q parameter. As such, in (5.67) we replace

w´ “ xxwyy ` 1
2 rrwss , w` “ xxwyy ´ 1

2 rrwss .
Because we expect |z´|, |e´| ! 1, we first perform a Taylor series expansion of (5.66), and identify only the
linear terms with respect to z´ and e´. This becomes

1
16 rrwss4p12xxwyy2 ´ rrwss2q ´ 1

8 rrwssp32xxwyy4 ` 8xxwyy2rrwss2 ` 6xxwyyrrwss3 ´ rrwss4qz´
´ 1

64 rrwssp48xxwyy5 ` 40xxwyy3rrwss2 ´ 48xxwyy2rrwss3 ` 3xxwyyrrwss4 ` 4rrwss5qe´ “ Op|z´|2 ` |e´|2q
´ 8xxwyy3rrwss3 ` 12rrwss2p2xxwyy3 ` xxwyy2rrwssqz´
` 1

32p64xxwyy6 ` 240xxwyy4rrwss2 ´ 512xxwyy3rrwss3 ` 60xxwyy2rrwss4 ` rrwss6qe´ “ Op|z´|2 ` |e´|2q .
By dropping the higher order terms in |rrwss| ! 1, this motivates our definition of the approximate solutions
zapp
´ and eapp

´ as the solutions of the linear system

ˆ

4rrwssxxwyy4 3
4 rrwssxxwyy5

24rrwss2xxwyy3 2xxwyy6
˙ˆ

zapp
´

eapp
´

˙

“
ˆ

3
4 rrwss4xxwyy2
8rrwss3xxwyy3

˙

. (5.70)

This system is uniquely solvable, and yields

zapp
´ “ ´ 9rrwss3

16xxwyy2Q1

ˆ rrwss
xxwyy

˙

, Q1pxq “ 1

1´ 9
4x

2
, (5.71a)

eapp
´ “ 4rrwss3

xxwyy3 Q2

ˆ rrwss
xxwyy

˙

, Q2pxq “ 1´ 9
16x

2

1´ 9
4x

2
. (5.71b)

In order to apply the implicit function theorem, we at last introduce the variables

Z “ z´ ´ zapp
´

rrwss5 and E “ e´ ´ eapp
´

rrwss5 (5.72)

and substitute in the system (5.67) the ansatz z´ “ zapp
´ ` Zrrwss5 and e´ “ eapp

´ ` Errwss5. After some
algebraic manipulations, the system of equations (5.67) is rewritten as system

0 “ F1prrwss, xxwyy, Z,Eq
“ rrwss´6E1pxxwyy ` 1

2 rrwss, xxwyy ´ 1
2 rrwss, zapp

´ ` Zrrwss5, eapp
´ ` Errwss5q (5.73a)

0 “ F2prrwss, xxwyy, Z,Eq
“ rrwss´5E2pxxwyy ` 1

2 rrwss, xxwyy ´ 1
2 rrwss, zapp

´ ` Zrrwss5, eapp
´ ` Errwss5q (5.73b)

for the unknowns Z and E. Defining

Pw “ p0, xxwyy,´27
64xxwyy´4,´15xxwyy´5q ,

we observe that

F1pPwq “ 0 , BZF1pPwq “ ´4xxwyy4 , BZF2pPwq “ 0 ,

F2pPwq “ 0 , BEF1pPwq “ 0 , BEF2pPwq “ 2xxwyy6.
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Thus, the Jacobian determinant associated to pF1,F2qp¨, ¨, Z,Eq evaluated at Pw equals to ´8xxwyy10 ‰ 0.
Here we are using that by (5.63) we have that |xxwyy ´ κ| ď κ

2 , and thus xxwyy ‰ 0. Thus, by the implicit
function theorem, there exists a J0 “ J0pxxwyyq ą 0, such that for all |rrwss| ď J0, we have a unique solution
Z “ Zprrwss, xxwyyq and E “ Eprrwss, xxwyyq of (5.73), with Zp0, xxwyyq “ ´27

64xxwyy´4 and Ep0, xxwyyq “
´15xxwyy´6. To conclude, we note that since J0 depends only on xxwyy, it may be estimated solely in terms
of κ; and since by (5.63) we have that |rrwss| ď 3b

3
2 ε

1
2 with ε which is sufficiently small in terms of κ and

b, we deduce that the condition |rrwss| ď J0 is automatically guaranteed.
As a consequence, from the above discussion we deduce that for all t ď ε, we have

ˇ

ˇz´ ´ zapp
´

ˇ

ˇ ď C0rrwss5 , and
ˇ

ˇe´ ´ eapp
´

ˇ

ˇ ď C0rrwss5 , (5.74)

where C0 ą 0 is a constant which only depends on κ.
The proof of the bounds (5.68a)–(5.68b) are now essentially completed, upon combining (5.63), (5.71),

and (5.74). To see this, note that the rational function Q1 appearing in the definition (5.71a) satisfies
|Q1pxq ´ 1| ď 3x2 for all x ď 1

10 . Thus, we obtain that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

zapp
´ ` 9rrwss3

16xxwyy2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C0rrwss5

since xxwyy ě κ
2 when ε is sufficiently small. The bound (5.68a) follows from the above estimate, (5.63),

and (5.74). Similarly, by using that the rational function Q2 appearing in the definition (5.71a) satisfies
|Q2pxq ´ 1| ď 2x2 for all x ď 1

10 , we obtain the bound
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

eapp
´ ´ 4rrwss3

xxwyy3
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C0rrwss5 ,

which may be combined with (5.63) and (5.74), to establish
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

e´ ´ 4rrwss3
xxwyy3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C0rrwss5 (5.75)

with C0 ą 0 a constant which depends only on κ and b. The bound (5.68b) now follows because k´ “
logp1` e´q, and |logp1` e´q ´ e´| ď 2e2

´ for |e´| ď 1
2 ; clearly, |e´| “ Opt 32 q ď 1

2 in view of (5.75).
The bounds (5.69a)–(5.69b) follow from (5.68a)–(5.68b), (5.63), and the fact that t ď ε, which in turn

may be made arbitrarily small with respect to κ and b.

Let us further assume that w` and w´ are differentiable with respect to ξ and t for all pξ, tq P Ωε. By
implicitly differentiating (5.66a)–(5.66b), we may then deduce:

Lemma 5.13 (Lipschitz bounds for z´ and k´). For t P p0, εs, assume that w´ and w` are such that
their jump and mean at psptq, tq satisfy (5.63), and further assume that xxwyy and rrwss are differentiable with
respect to t. Then, the smallest roots of the system of equations (5.66) are such that z´ and k´ “ logpe´`1q
satisfy the pointwise estimates

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtz´ptq ` d

dt

´

9rrwssptq3

16xxwyyptq2

¯
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C0t

2
´

| ddt rrwssptq| ` | ddtxxwyyptq|
¯

(5.76a)
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ek´ptq ddtk´ptq ´ d

dt

´

4rrwssptq3

xxwyyptq3

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C0t

2
´

| ddt rrwssptq| ` | ddtxxwyyptq|
¯

(5.76b)

where the constant C0 ą 0 only depends on κ, b, and m.
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Proof of Lemma 5.13. From the definition k´ “ logp1` e´q we obtain that d
dtk´ “ e´k´ d

dte´, and thus,
in order to prove the lemma it is sufficient to obtain derivative bounds for z´ and e´.

Implicitly differentiating (5.66) we arrive at

d

dt

ˆ

z´
e´

˙

“ ´
ˆBz´E1 Be´E1

Bz´E2 Be´E2

˙´1 ˆBw´E1 Bw`E1

Bw´E2 Bw`E2

˙

d

dt

ˆ

w´
w`

˙

, (5.77)

pointwise for t P p0, εs, where we recall that the functions E1 and E2 are defined in (5.67). In order to
evaluate these Jacobi matrices, we resort to the notation in (5.62) and rewrite w´ “ xxwyy ` 1

2 rrwss and
w` “ xxwyy ´ 1

2 rrwss; furthermore, we write z´ “ zapp
´ `Oprrwss5q and e´ “ eapp

´ `Oprrwss6q as justified
by (5.72), with zapp

´ defined by (5.71a), and eapp
´ given by (5.71b). We emphasize that the implicit constants

in the Oprrwss5q and Oprrwss6q symbols only depend on κ and b, since the bounds on the solutions Z and E
of (5.73) only depend on κ and b. After some tedious computations, we arrive at

´
ˆBz´E1 Be´E1

Bz´E2 Be´E2

˙´1 ˆBw´E1 Bw`E1

Bw´E2 Bw`E2

˙

“
¨

˝

´ 27rrwss2

16xxwyy2
` 9rrwss3

16xxwyy3
27rrwss2

16xxwyy2
` 9rrwss3

16xxwyy3

12rrwss2

xxwyy3
´ 6rrwss3

xxwyy4
´12rrwss2

xxwyy3
´ 6rrwss3

xxwyy4

˛

‚`Oprrwss4q ,

(5.78)

where the implicit constant only depends on κ and b. From (5.63), (5.77), (5.78), and recalling that d
dtw´ “

d
dtxxwyy ` 1

2
d
dt rrwss and d

dtw` “ d
dtxxwyy ´ 1

2
d
dt rrwss, we deduce that there exists a constant C0 ą 0, which

only depends on κ and b, such that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtz´ ` d

dt

´

9rrwss3

16xxwyy2

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
`
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dte´ ´ d

dt

´

4rrwss3

xxwyy3

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C0rrwss4

´

ˇ

ˇ

d
dt rrwss

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇ

d
dtxxwyy

ˇ

ˇ

¯

(5.79)

The bounds (5.76) follow from (5.79), upon recalling that rrwss “ Opt 12 q.
A direct consequence of Lemmas 5.7, 5.12, and 5.13 is the following statement, which will be useful in

the proof of Proposition 5.6.

Corollary 5.14. In addition to the assumption of Lemmas 5.7, assume that rrwss and xxwyy satisfy the bounds
(5.63). Let z´ptq and k´ptq be as defined in Lemma 5.12. In addition, suppose that there exists R “
Rpκ, b, c,mq ą 0 such that for all t P p0, εs we have

ˇ

ˇ

d
dt rrwssptq ´ d

dt rrwBssptq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2R,
ˇ

ˇ

d
dtxxwyyptq ´ d

dtxxwByyptq
ˇ

ˇ ď R . (5.80)

Then, assuming that ε is sufficiently small with respect to κ, b, c and m, we have that

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtz´ptq ` 27b

9
2

4κ2
t
1
2

ˇ

ˇ ď Ct ,
ˇ

ˇ

d
dtk´ptq ´ 48b

9
2

κ3
t
1
2

ˇ

ˇ ď Ct , (5.81)

for all t P p0, εs, where C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0 is a constant.
In addition to (5.80), if we are also given that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
rrwssptq ´ d2

dt2
rrwBssptq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 2R˚t´1,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
xxwyyptq ´ d2

dt2
xxwByyptq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď R˚t´1 , (5.82)

for a constant R˚ “ R˚pκ, b, c,mq ą 0. Then, by possibly further reducing the value of ε we also have the
estimates

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
z´ptq ` 27b

9
2

8κ2
t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇ ď C ,
ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
k´ptq ´ 24b

9
2

κ3
t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇ ď C , (5.83)

where C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0 is a constant.
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Proof of Corollary 5.14. Recall that by assumption the bound (5.63) holds, and thus by Lemma 5.12 we
have the estimate (5.69). The assumption (5.80) and the bound (5.15b) imply that

ˇ

ˇ

d
dt rrwss ´ b

3
2 t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇ

d
dtxxwyy

ˇ

ˇ ď 3m4 ` 3R , (5.84)

and thus the right sides of (5.76a) and (5.76b) are Opt 32 q. For the bound on the time derivative of z´, we
appeal to (5.76a), which gives

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtz´ ` 27rrwss2

16xxwyy2
d
dt rrwss ´ 9rrwss3

8xxwyy3
d
dtxxwyy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ct

3
2 .

Incorporating into the above estimate the bounds (5.84) and (5.63), we arrive at the z´ bound in (5.81). The
time derivative of k´ is bounded by appealing to (5.76b), which yields

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ek´ d

dtk´ ´ 12rrwss2

xxwyy3
d
dt rrwss ` 12rrwss3

xxwyy4
d
dtxxwyy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ct

3
2 .

Using (5.84), (5.69b), and (5.63), the k´ bound in (5.81) now follows.
In order to prove (5.83), we first note that assumption (5.82) and the bound (5.15c) imply that

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
rrwss ` 1

2b
3
2 t´

3
2

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
xxwyyˇˇ ď 3

`

5m4 ` R˚
˘

t´1 . (5.85)

Next, we implicitly differentiate (5.66) a second time, to obtain

d2

dt2

ˆ

z´
e´

˙

`
ˆBz´E1 Be´E1

Bz´E2 Be´E2

˙´1 ˆBw´E1 Bw`E1

Bw´E2 Bw`E2

˙

d2

dt2

ˆ

w´
w`

˙

`
ˆBz´E1 Be´E1

Bz´E2 Be´E2

˙´1 ˆBw´w´E1 Bw´w`E1 Bw`w`E1

Bw´w´E2 Bw´w`E2 Bw`w`E2

˙

¨

˝

p ddtw´q2
2 d
dtw´

d
dtw`

p ddtw`q2

˛

‚

“ ´
ˆBz´E1 Be´E1

Bz´E2 Be´E2

˙´1 ˆBz´z´E1 Bz´k´E1 Bk´k´E1

Bz´z´E2 Bz´k´E2 Bk´k´E2

˙

¨

˝

p ddtz´q2
2 d
dtz´

d
dtk´

p ddtk´q2

˛

‚

´ 2

ˆBz´E1 Be´E1

Bz´E2 Be´E2

˙´1 ˆBz´w´E1 Bz´w`E1 Bk´w´E1 Bk´w`E1

Bz´w´E2 Bz´w`E2 Bk´w´E2 Bk´w`E2

˙

¨

˚

˚

˝

d
dtz´

d
dtw´

d
dtz´

d
dtw`

d
dtk´

d
dtw´

d
dtk´

d
dtw`

˛

‹

‹

‚

. (5.86)

By appealing to (5.78), (5.76), and (5.63), similarly to (5.79) we deduce that the right side of (5.86) equals
˜

3xxwyy
16rrwss

d
dtz´

d
dtk´ ` xxwyy2

16rrwssp ddtk´q2
0

¸

`O
´

`| ddtz´| ` | ddtk´|
˘2
¯

`
¨

˝

´ 8
xxwyy

d
dtxxwyy ` 2rrwss2´2xxwyy2

xxwyy2rrwss
d
dt rrwss 27rrwss2´12xxwyy2

32rrwssxxwyy
d
dt rrwss ` 3

8
d
dtxxwyy

´24rrwss

xxwyy3
d
dt rrwss ´ 21rrwss

2xxwyy2
d
dt rrwss ´ 12

xxwyy
d
dtxxwyy

˛

‚

ˆ

d
dtz´
d
dtk´

˙

`O
´

rrwss2 `ˇˇ ddt rrwss
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇ

d
dtxxwyy

ˇ

ˇ

˘ `| ddtz´| ` | ddtk´|
˘

¯

. (5.87)

Similarly, one may verify that the sum of the last two terms on the left side of (5.86) is given by
¨

˝

27rrwss2

16xxwyy2
d2

dt2
rrwss ´ 9rrwss3

8xxwyy3
d2

dt2
xxwyy

´12rrwss2

xxwyy3
d2

dt2
rrwss ` 12rrwss3

xxwyy4
d2

dt2
xxwyy

˛

‚`
¨

˝

9rrwss

4xxwyy2
p ddt rrwssq2 ` 27rrwss2

2xxwyy3
d
dt rrwss ddtxxwyy

´24rrwss

xxwyy3
p ddt rrwssq2 ` 72rrwss2

xxwyy4
d
dt rrwss ddtxxwyy

˛

‚
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`O
´

rrwss3 `ˇˇ ddt rrwss
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇ

d
dtxxwyy

ˇ

ˇ

˘

¯

(5.88)

where the implicit constants only depend on κ, b, c, and m.
To conclude we use the bounds (5.63), (5.84), (5.85), (5.69), and (5.81) in the equality given by (5.86),

(5.87), and (5.88), to arrive at
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
z´ ` 27rrwss

16xxwyy2

´

2p ddt rrwssq2 ` rrwss d
2

dt2
rrwss

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C (5.89)

and by also appealing to d2

dt2
k´ “ e´k´ d2

dt2
e´ ´ p ddtk´q2 we obtain

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ek´ d2

dt2
k´ ´ 12rrwss

xxwyy3

´

2p ddt rrwssq2 ` rrwss d
2

dt2
rrwss

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ct

1
2 , (5.90)

where C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0. To conclude, we combine (5.89)–(5.90) with the precise estimates for rrwss
and its first two time derivatives, cf. (5.63), (5.84), and (5.85) and arrive at (5.83).

5.7 Transport structure, spacetime regions, and characteristic families

5.7.1 A new form of the w and z equations

We first observe that using (3.5c) and recalling that c “ 1
2pw ´ zq, we can write the system (3.5) as

Btw ` λ3Bθw “ ´8
3aw ` 1

4cpBtk ` λ3Bθkq , (5.91a)

Btz ` λ1Bθz “ ´8
3az ´ 1

4cpBtk ` λ1Bθkq , (5.91b)

Btk ` λ2Bθk “ 0 , (5.91c)

Bta` λ2Bθa “ ´4
3a

2 ` 1
3pw ` zq2 ´ 1

6pw ´ zq2 , (5.91d)

Our iteration scheme will be based on (5.91), and in particular on the estimates for Bθw that the specific
form of the equations (5.91a) and (5.91b) provide. It will be convenient to introduce the vector of unknowns

U “ pw, z, k, aq (5.92)

5.7.2 Characteristic families, shock-intersection times, spacetime regions

Recalling the definition of the wave speeds (3.6), we let η denote the 3-characteristic which satisfies

Btηpx, tq “ λ3pηpx, tq, tq , ηpx, 0q “ x , (5.93a)

for t P p0, εq. We also define the 1- and 2-characteristics as

Bsψtpθ, sq “ λ1pψtpθ, sq, sq , ψtpθ, tq“ θ , (5.93b)

Bsφtpθ, sq “ λ2pφtpθ, sq, sq , φtpθ, tq“ θ , (5.93c)

for s P p0, tq. We note that η has a prescribed initial datum at time 0, while φt and ψt have a prescribed
terminal datum, at time t. Moreover, note that as opposed to η, the characteristics φt and ψt may cross the
shock curve psptq, tqtPr0,εs in a continuous fashion; this will be shown to be possible because λ1 and λ2 have
bounded one-sided derivatives on the shock.
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Definition 5.15. For pθ, tq P T ˆ r0, εs consider the integral curves ψtpθ, sq and φtpθ, sq defined by the
ODEs (5.93b)–(5.93c). If the curves pψtpθ, sq, sqsPr0,ts and pspsq, sqsPr0,ts, respectively pφtpθ, sq, sqsPr0,ts
and pspsq, sqsPr0,ts, intersect then we define the shock-intersection times Tpθ, tq and Jpθ, tq as the (largest)
time at which

ψtpθ, Jpθ, tqq “ spJpθ, tqq , and φtpθ, Tpθ, tqq “ spTpθ, tqq . (5.94)

If the curves pψtpθ, sq, sqsPr0,ts and pspsq, sqsPr0,ts, respectively pφtpθ, sq, sqsPr0,ts and pspsq, sqsPr0,ts, do not
intersect, then we overload notation and define Jpθ, tq “ ε, respectively Tpθ, tq “ ε.

Implicit in the above definition is the assumption that if the characteristics ψtpθ, ¨q or φtpθ, ¨q intersect
the shock curve, then they do so only once; we will indeed prove this holds, due to the transversality of
these characteristics.

ss2s1

t “ 0

t “ ε

t

θspTpθ, tqq

Tpθ, tq φtpθ, sq

x

ηpx, sq

spJpθ, tqq

Jpθ, tq
ψtpθ, sq

Figure 11: Fix a spatial location pθ, tq, just to the left of the given shock curve s, which is represented in red. The flow ηpx, sq
defined in (5.93a), and the label x such that ηpx, tq “ θ, are also represented in red. The flow φtpθ, sq defined in (5.93c), its
associated shock-intersection time Tpθ, tq from (5.94), and the curve s2 from (5.95), are represented in blue. The flow ψtpθ, sq
defined in (5.93b), its associated shock-intersection time Jpθ, tq from (5.94), and the curve s2 from (5.95), are represented in green.

Definition 5.16. Define θ̊1, θ̊2 P T implicitly by the equations Jpθ̊1, εq “ 0 and Tpθ̊2, εq “ 0. For all
t P r0, εs we define

s1ptq “ ψεpθ̊1, tq , and s2ptq “ φεpθ̊2, tq . (5.95)

In particular, s1p0q “ s2p0q “ 0, and Jps1ptq, tq “ Tps2ptq, tq “ 0. The spacetime curves s1ptq, s2ptq, and
sptq, divide the spacetime region Dε into four regions with distinct behavior. We also define the sets

Dz
ε “ tpθ, sq P Dε : s1psq ă θ ă spsq , s P p0, εsu ,

Dk
ε “ tpθ, sq P Dε : s2psq ă θ ă spsq , s P p0, εsu .

Implicit in the above definition is the assumption that the points θ̊1 and θ̊2 exist, and are uniquely defined;
we will indeed prove that this holds, due to the monotonicity of ψtpθ, sq and φtpθ, sq with respect θ, and the
the regularity of these curves with respect to y and s.

Definition 5.17. It is convenient to define the vectors

U “ pw, z, k, c, aq and ULptq “ pw, z, k, cqpsptq´, tq “ pw´, z´, k´, c´qptq . (5.96)
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Remark 5.18 (Notation for derivatives). Throughout the remainder of manuscript we shall interchange-
ably use the following notations for the derivatives of various functions f with respect to the Lagrangian
label x or the Eulerian variable θ: Bxf Ø fx, B2

xf Ø fxx, Bθf Ø fθ, B2
θf Ø fθθ. Similarly, we shall

sometimes denote time derivatives as Btf Ø ft. Derivatives for function restricted to the shock curve, shall
be denoted as d

dtpfpsptq, tqq “ 9f |psptq,tq; this notation for instance shall be used for the function UL defined
in (5.96).

5.7.3 Identitities up to the first derivative for w, z, k, and a

There are particularly useful forms of the equations for w, z, k, and a and their first derivatives. These
identities will be used both for designing a simple iteration scheme for the construction of unique solutions,
and also for second derivative estimates in Section 6.

Identies for w. Equation (5.91a) can then be written as

d
dtpw ˝ ηq “ 1

4c ˝ η ddtpk ˝ ηq ´ 8
3pawq ˝ η . (5.97)

Differentiating this equation, we find that

d
dtpwθ ˝ η ηxq “ 1

4c ˝ η ddtpkθ ˝ η ηxq ` 1
4cθ ˝ η ηxpkt ` λ3kθq ˝ η ´ 8

3Bθpawq ˝ η ηx
“ 1

4
d
dtpc ˝ η kθ ˝ η ηxq ´ 1

4pct ` λ3cθq ˝ η kθ ˝ η ηx
` 1

4cθ ˝ η ηxpBtk ` λ3Bθkq ˝ η ´ 8
3Bθpawq ˝ η ηx

“ 1
4
d
dt

`pckθq ˝ η ηx
˘` 1

6

`

ckθpzθ ` cθ ` 4aq˘ ˝ η ηx ´ 8
3pawqθ ˝ η ηx . (5.98)

To obtain the last equality, we have used that (3.7) can be written as

Btc` λ3Bθc “ ´2
3cBθz ´ 8

3ca ,

and that Btk “ ´λ2Bθk with the fact that λ3 ´ λ2 “ 2
3c. Integrating (5.98) in time, we obtain that

wθ ˝ η “ w10
ηx
` 1

4pckyq ˝ η ` 1
ηx

ż t

0

´

1
6ckθpzθ ` cy ` 4aq ´ 8

3Bθpawq
¯

˝η ηxdt1 . (5.99)

We wish to emphasize that although (3.5a) appears to have derivative loss on the right side, the structure of
(5.91a) leads to the identity (5.99) which shows that there is, in fact, no such loss incurred.

Notice that by expanding the time derivative in (5.97) and using (5.91c), we find that

Btw ˝ η “ ´wθ ˝ η λ3 ˝ η ` 1
6c

2kθ ˝ η ´ 8
3aw ˝ η

It follows that

pBtw ` 9sBθwq ˝ η “ p9s´ λ3 ˝ ηqwθ ˝ η ` 1
6c

2kθ ˝ η ´ 8
3aw ˝ η

“ w10
ηx
p9s´ λ3 ˝ ηq ` 1

4pckθq ˝ ηp9s´ λ3 ˝ ηq ` 1
6c

2kθ ˝ η ´ 8
3aw ˝ η

` p9s´λ3˝ηq
ηx

ż t

0

´

1
6ckθpzθ ` cθ ` 4aq ´ 8

3Bθpawq
¯

˝η ηxdt1 . (5.100)

Identies for z and k. Equation (5.91b) can then be written as

d
dspz ˝ ψtq “ ´1

4c ˝ ψt ddspk ˝ ψtq ´ 8
3pazq ˝ ψt . (5.101)
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Differentiating (5.101), a similar identity to (5.99) holds for Bθz. The analogous computation to (5.98)
shows that

d
dspzθ ˝ ψtBθψtq “ ´1

4
d
ds

`pc kθq ˝ ψtBθψt
˘´

´

1
12ckθpwθ ` zθ ` 8aq ` 8

3Bθpazq
¯

˝ψt Bθψt , (5.102)

and thus, upon integration in time from Jpθ, tq to t, we find that

zθpy, tq “
´

`

zθpspJq, Jq ` 1
4pckθqpspJq, Jq

˘ BθψtpspJq, Jq ` FzθpU,ψt, Jq
¯

py, tq , (5.103a)

FzθpU,ψt, Jq “ ´1
4pckθqpθ, tq ´

ż t

Jpθ,tq

´

1
12ckθpwθ ` zθ ` 8aq ` 8

3Bθpazq
¯

˝ψt Bθψtdt1 . (5.103b)

Again, the identity (5.103) shows that no derivative loss occurs for Bθz as well. This formula is not yet in its
final form. We shall view the given shock curve psptq, tq as a Cauchy surface for both z and k. As such, we
shall write the first term on the right in (5.103) in terms of the differentiated data on the shock curve, which
we now make precise.

The transport equation (5.91c) allows us to write d
dspk ˝ φtq “ 0, so that integration from Tpθ, tq to t

shows that for all pθ, tq P Dk
ε ,

kpθ, tq “ kpspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqq . (5.104)

Differentiation then gives

d
dspBθk ˝ φt Bθφtq “ 0 , (5.105)

and integration using (5.93c) and (5.94) shows that

Bθkpθ, tq “ BθkpspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqq BθφtpspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqq . (5.106)

Letting 9k´ptq :“ d
dtk´ptq denote differentiation along the shock curve, from (5.91c) we have the coupled

system

9k´ptq “ Btkpsptq, tq ` 9sptqBθkpsptq, tq , (5.107a)

0 “ Btkpsptq, tq ` λ2psptq, tqBθkpsptq, tq . (5.107b)

We see that

Bθkpsptq, tq “
9k´ptq

9sptq ´ λ2psptq, tq , (5.108)

and thus with (5.94),

BθkpspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqqq “
9k´pTpθ, tqqq

9spTpθ, tqqq ´ Bsφtpθ, Tpθ, tqq . (5.109)

Substitution of (5.109) into (5.106) shows that for all pθ, tq P Dk
ε ,

Bθkpθ, tq “
9k´pTpθ, tqqq

9spTpθ, tqqq ´ Bsφtpθ, Tpθ, tqq BθφtpspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqq . (5.110)

Once again, we let 9z´ptq denote differentiation along the shock curve so that using (3.5b), we obtain the
coupled system

9z´ptq “ Btzpsptq, tq ` 9sptqBθzpsptq, tq , (5.111a)
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p1
6c

2Bθk ´ 8
3azqpsptq, tq “ Btzpsptq, tq ` λ1psptq, tqBθzpsptq, tq . (5.111b)

Thus,

Bθzpsptq, tq “ 9z´ptq ´ 1
6pc2Bθkqpsptq, tq ` 8

3pazqpsptq, tq
9sptq ´ λ1psptq, tq , (5.112)

and hence with (5.108),

BθzpspJq, Jq “
9z´pJq ´ 1

6

c2´pJq
9k´pJq

9spJq´λ2pspJq,Jq
` 8

3a´pJqz´pJq
9spJq ´ Bsψtpθ, Jq , (5.113)

where J “ Jpθ, tq. We can now substitute (5.109) and (5.113) into (5.103) to conclude that

Bθz “
¨

˝

9z´pJq ´ 1
6

c2´pJq
9k´pJq

9spJq´λ2pspJq,Jq
` 8

3a´pJqz´pJq
9spJq ´ BsψtpspJq, Jq ` 1

4

c´pJq 9k´pJq
9spJq ´ λ2pspJq, Jq

˛

‚BθψtpspJq, Jq ` Fzθ , (5.114)

for any pθ, tq P Dz
ε . We define

HzθpUL, 9UL, ψt, Jq :“
¨

˝

9z´pJq ´ 1
6

c2´pJq
9k´pJq

9spJq´λ2pspJq,Jq
` 8

3a´pJqz´pJq
9spJq ´ BsψtpspJq, Jq ` 1

4

c´pJq 9k´pJq
9spJq ´ λ2pspJq, Jq

˛

‚BθψtpspJq, Jq ,

(5.115)

so that (5.114) is concisely written as

Bθz “ HzθpUL, 9UL, ψt, Jq ` FzθpU,ψt, Jq , (5.116)

with Fzθ and Hzθ given by (5.103b) and (5.115), respectively.

Identies for a. We next obtain identities for Bθa, first in Dε. We write (5.91d) as Bta ` λ2Bθa “ ´4
3a

2 `
1
6pw2 ` z2q ` wz. We consider this equation along the characteristics φt and integrate from time s P r0, ts
to t to find that

apθ, tq “ apφtpθ, sq, sq `
ż t

s

´

´4
3a

2 ` 1
6w

2 ` 1
6z

2 ` wz
¯

˝ φtdr . (5.117)

Differentiation shows that

Bθapθ, tq “ Bθapφtpθ, sq, sqBθφtpθ, sq `
ż t

s
Bθ
´

´4
3a

2 ` 1
6w

2 ` 1
6z

2 ` wz
¯

˝ φt Bθφtdr . (5.118)

5.8 Construction of solutions by an iteration scheme

5.8.1 Wave speeds, characteristics, and stopping times

For each n ě 1, the three wave speeds are given by

λ
pnq
1 “ 1

3w
pnq ` zpnq , λ

pnq
2 “ 2

3w
pnq ` 2

3z
pnq , λ

pnq
3 “ wpnq ` 1

3z
pnq . (5.119)

For n ě 1, we define ψpnqt and φpnqt as flows solving

Bsψpnqt pθ, sq “ λ
pnq
1 pψpnqt pθ, sq, sq , ψ

pnq
t pθ, tq“ θ , (5.120a)
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Bsφpnqt pθ, sq “ λ
pnq
2 pφpnqt pθ, sq, sq , φ

pnq
t pθ, tq “ θ . (5.120b)

We next define ηpnq to be the solution of

Bsηpnqpx, sq “ λ
pnq
3 pηpnqpx, sq, sq , ηpnqpx, 0q “ x . (5.121)

Using the characteristics φpnqt and ψpnqt , we define the shock-intersection times T
pnqpθ, tq and J

pnqpθ, tq as
in Definition 5.15. Similarly, the curves spnq1 ptq and s

pnq
2 ptq and the spacetime regions Dz,pnq

ε and Dk,pnq
ε are

defined just as in Definition 5.16. The rigorous justification of these definitions is provided in Lemma 5.24.

5.8.2 Specification of the first iterates

We begin by defining the first iterate ηp1q associated to the 3-characteristic and wp1q as follows. First, we set

ηp1qpx, sq “ ηBpx, sq “ x` sw0pxq , (5.122)

and then define

wp1qpθ, tq “ wBpθ, tq “ w0pηp1qinvpθ, tqq , zp1q “ 0 , kp1q “ 0 , ap1q “ a0 , (5.123)

where ηp1qinv :“ pηp1qq´1 “ ηB
´1. We also define ψp1qt and φp1qt via (5.120a)–(5.120b) as the characteristic

flows of the velocity fields 1
3wB and respectively 2

3wB.

5.8.3 The iteration scheme for wpn`1q

We can now state the iteration scheme for all n ě 1. We set

cpnq “ 1
2pwpnq ` zpnqq ,

and define wpn`1q as the solution to

d
dtpwpn`1q ˝ ηpnqq “ ´8

3papnqwpnqq ˝ ηpnq ` 1
4c
pnq ˝ ηpnq ddtpkpnq ˝ ηpnqq , (5.124)

with initial condition wpn`1q ˝ ηpnqpx, 0q “ w0pxq. Integrating in time shows that

wpn`1qpηpnqpx, tq, tq “ w0pxq ´ 8
3

ż t

0
papnqwpnqqpηpnqpx, t1q, t1qdt1

` 1
4

ż t

0
cpnqpηpnqpx, t1q, t1q ddt1

´

kpnqpηpnqpx, t1q, t1q
¯

dt1 . (5.125)

It follows that for all pθ, tq P Dε, wpn`1q is the solution to

Bswpn`1q ` λpnq3 Bθwpn`1q “ ´8
3a
pnqwpnq ` 1

4c
pnq

`Btkpnq ` λpnq3 Bθkpnq
˘

, (5.126a)

wpn`1qpx, 0q “ w0pxq . (5.126b)

In terms of the restrictions of wpn`1q on the left and right sides of shock curve, i.e. w
pn`1q
´ ptq “

limθÑsptq´ w
pn`1qpθ, tq and respectively wpn`1q

` ptq “ limθÑsptq` w
pn`1qpθ, tq, via Lemma 5.12 we define

the functions zpn`1q
´ ptq and kpn`1q

´ ptq as the solutions of the system of equations (5.67)

E1pwpn`1q
´ , w

pn`1q
` , z

pn`1q
´ , e

pn`1q
´ q “ E2pwpn`1q

´ , w
pn`1q
` , z

pn`1q
´ , e

pn`1q
´ q “ 0 (5.127)

and kpn`1q
´ “ logp1` e

pn`1q
´ q.
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5.8.4 The iteration scheme for apn`1q

For all n ě 1 and pθ, tq P Dε, we define apn`1q to be the solution of the Cauchy problem

Btapn`1q ` λpnq2 Bθapn`1q “ ´4
3papnqq2 ` 1

3pwpnqq2 ` 1
3pzpnqq2 ` wpnqzpnq , (5.128a)

apn`1qpx, 0q “ a0pxq . (5.128b)

In view of (5.117), this function is explicitly given by

apn`1qpθ, tq “ a0pφpnqt pθ, 0qq `
ż t

0

´

´4
3papnqq2 ` 1

6pwpnqq2 ` 1
6pzpnqq2 ` wpnqzpnq

¯

pφpnqt pθ, sq, sqds .
(5.129)

5.8.5 The iteration scheme for zpn`1q

For all n ě 1, and for all pθ, tq P Dz,pnq
ε we define zpn`1q to be the solution of the ODE

d
ds

`

zpn`1q ˝ ψpnqt

˘ “ ´8
3

`

apnqzpnq
˘ ˝ ψpnqt ´ 1

4c
pnq ˝ ψpnqt

d
ds

`

kpnq ˝ ψpnqt

˘

, (5.130a)

for all s P pJpnqpθ, tq, ts, with Cauchy data defined on the shock curve by

zpn`1qpψpnqt pθ, Jpnqpθ, tqq, Jpnqpθ, tqq “ zpn`1qpspJpnqpθ, tqq´, Jpnqpθ, tqq “ z
pn`1q
´ pJpnqpθ, tqq (5.130b)

where the function zn`1
´ is defined on the shock curve psptq, tqtPr0,εs as the correct root of (5.127) given by

Lemma 5.12. In Eulerian variables, we note that the equation (5.130a) is merely

Btzpn`1q ` λpnq1 Bθzpn`1q “ ´8
3a
pnqzpnq ´ 1

4c
pnqpBtkpnq ` λpnq1 Bθkpnqq (5.131)

for pθ, tq P Dz,pnq
ε . On the other hand, for pθ, tq P pDz,pnq

ε qA, we simply define

zpn`1qpθ, tq “ 0 (5.132)

which corresponds to the solution of (5.130a) with kpnq ” 0, and Cauchy data at t “ 0 given by z0 ” 0.

5.8.6 The iteration scheme for kpnq

Having definedwpn`1q and zpn`1q, we solve for φpn`1q
t using (5.120b). In turn, this defines the curve spn`1q

2 ,
the shock intersection times T

pn`1qpθ, tq, and the region Dk,pn`1q
ε .

For n ě 1 and pθ, tq P Dk,pn`1q
ε , we define kpn`1q to be the solution of

d
ds

`

kpn`1q ˝ φpn`1q
t

˘ “ 0 , (5.133a)

for all s P pTpn`1qpθ, tq, ts, with Cauchy data defined on the shock curve by

kpn`1qpφpn`1q
t pθ, Tpn`1qpθ, tqq, Tpn`1qpθ, tqq

“ kpn`1qpspTpn`1qpθ, tqq´, Tpn`1qpθ, tqq “ k
pn`1q
´ pTpn`1qpθ, tqq (5.133b)

where the function kn`1
´ “ logp1 ` e

pn`1q
´ q is defined on the shock curve psptq, tqtPr0,εs as the correct root

of (5.127) given by Lemma 5.12. In Eulerian variables, we note that the equation (5.133a) is the same as

Btkpn`1q ` λpn`1q
2 Bθkpn`1q “ 0 (5.134)

for all pθ, tq P Dk,pn`1q
ε . On the other hand, for pθ, tq P pDk,pn`1q

ε qA, we define

kpn`1qpθ, tq “ 0 , (5.135)

which is the solution of (5.133a) with Cauchy data at time t “ 0 given by k0 ” 0.
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5.8.7 Alternative forms of the iteration for wpn`1q, zpn`1q, and cpn`1q

Using that Btkpnq “ ´λpnq2 Bθkpnq, we can also write (5.126a) and (5.131) as

Btwpn`1q ` λpnq3 Bθwpn`1q “ ´8
3a
pnqwpnq ` 1

6pcpnqq2Bθkpnq , (5.136a)

Btzpn`1q ` λpnq1 Bθzpn`1q “ ´8
3a
pnqzpnq ` 1

6pcpnqq2Bθkpnq , (5.136b)

and therefore

Btcpn`1q “ ´1
2λ
pnq
3 Bθwpn`1q ´ 1

2λ
pnq
1 Bθzpn`1q ´ 8

3a
pnqcpnq , (5.137)

which has the equivalent forms

Btcpn`1q ` λpnq2 Bθcpn`1q ` 1
2c
pnqBθλpn`1q

2 “ ´8
3a
pnqcpnq , (5.138a)

Btcpn`1q ` λpnq3 Bθcpn`1q ` 2
3c
pnqBθzpn`1q “ ´8

3a
pnqcpnq , (5.138b)

Btcpn`1q ` λpnq1 Bθcpn`1q ` 2
3c
pnqBθwpn`1q “ ´8

3a
pnqcpnq . (5.138c)

Although it is not necessary to obtain any estimates, we record at this stage the evolution equation for the
specific vorticity given according to (3.8) by $pnq “ 4pwpnq ` zpnq ´ Bθapnqqpcpnqq´2ek

pnq
. By combining

(5.128a), (5.134), (5.136a), (5.136b), and (5.138a), we obtain

Bt$pn`1q ` λpnq2 Bθ$pn`1q ´ 8
3

cpnq

cpn`1qa
pnq$pn`1q ´ 4

3

´

cpnq

cpn`1q q
¯2 Bθkpnqekpn`1q

“
´

8
3a
pnq ` Bθλpnq2

¯

cpnq

cpn`1q

´

$pn`1q ´$pnq
¯

`
´

8
3a
pnq ` Bθλpnq2

¯

cpnq

pcpn`1qq2
$pnqek

pn`1q
´

cpn`1qe´k
pn`1q ´ cpnqe´kpnq

¯

`
´

cpnq

cpn`1q ´ Bθkpn`1q
¯

$pn`1qBθ
´

λ
pn`1q
2 ´ λpnq2

¯

´ 16
3

cpnq

pcpn`1qq2
ek
pn`1qBθ

´

cpn`1q ´ cpnq
¯

` 4 1
pcpn`1qq2

ek
pn`1qBθλpnq2

´

apn`1q ´ apnq
¯

. (5.139)

At this stage we only remark that if pw, z, k, a,$qpnq were to equal pw, z, k, a,$qpn`1q, then the right side
of (5.139) vanishes, as is natural.

5.8.8 The iteration space

We will prove stability under iteration n ÞÑ n` 1 of the following bound

|||pwpnq ´ wp1q, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq|||ε ď 1 (5.140)

where the norm ||| ¨ |||ε is as defined in (5.10). For convenience of the reader, we recall that (5.140) means
ˇ

ˇwpnqpθ, tq ´ wp1qpθ, tqˇˇ ď R1t (5.141a)
ˇ

ˇBθwpnqpθ, tq ´ Bθwp1qpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď R2

`

b3t3 ` pθ ´ sptqq2˘´ 1
6 (5.141b)

ˇ

ˇzpnqpθ, tqˇˇ ď R3t
3
2 (5.141c)

ˇ

ˇBθzpnqpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď R4t
1
2 (5.141d)

ˇ

ˇkpnqpθ, tqˇˇ ď R5t
3
2 (5.141e)
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ˇ

ˇBθkpnqpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď R6t
1
2 (5.141f)

ˇ

ˇapnqpθ, tqˇˇ`
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Bθapnqpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď R7 , (5.141g)

for all pθ, tq P Dε, where

R1 “ 50m2 , R2 “ m3 , R3 “ R4 “ m , R5 “ R6 “ m
1
2 , R7 “ 4m . (5.142)

Lemma 5.19. Assume that pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq P Xε. Then for all pθ, tq P Dε,

ˇ

ˇBtwpnqpθ, tq ´ Btwp1qpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 3m4
`pθ ´ sptqq2 ` t3˘´ 1

6 . (5.143)

Proof of Lemma 5.19. Using the identity (5.136a) and the fact that Btwp1q `wp1qBθwp1q “ 0, we have that

Btwpnq ´ Btwp1q “ ´λpn´1q
3 pBθwpnq ´ Bθwp1qq ´ pλpn´1q

3 ´ wp1qqBθwp1q
´ 8

3a
pn´1qwpn´1q ` 1

6pcpn´1qq2Bθkpn´1q , (5.144)

Now from (5.37a) and (5.141), we have that for ε taken sufficiently small,

ˇ

ˇpλpn´1q
3 ´ wp1qqBθwp1q

ˇ

ˇ ď R1 ,
8
3

ˇ

ˇapn´1qwpn´1q
ˇ

ˇ ď 3mR7 , and 1
6

ˇ

ˇpcpn´1qq2Bθkpn´1q
ˇ

ˇ À t
1
2 .

Then from (5.141b) and with ε taken even small, we have that

ˇ

ˇBtwpnq ´ Btwp1q
ˇ

ˇ ď 2mR2

`

b3t3 ` pθ ´ sptqq2˘´ 1
6 ` 3mR7 `R1

ď 3m4
`

b3t3 ` pθ ´ sptqq2˘´ 1
6 ,

where we have used (5.2), and that t ď ε. Hence, we obtain the bound (5.143).

5.8.9 The behavior of wpnq, zpnq, and kpnq on the shock curve

Lemma 5.20. Assume that pwpn´1q, zpn´1q, kpn´1q, apn´1qq P Xε and that wpnq P Xε. Then for all t P p0, εs
we have

ˇ

ˇrrwpnqptqss ´ rrwp1qptqssˇˇ ď 2R1t ,
ˇ

ˇxxwpnqptqyy ´ xxwp1qptqyyˇˇ ď R1t , (5.145a)
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dt rrwpnqssptq ´ d

dt rrwp1qssptq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 2R1,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtxxwpnqyyptq ´ d

dtxxwp1qyyptq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď R1 , (5.145b)

where R1 is as defined in (5.142). In particular, in view of (5.15a) and (5.15b), we have that

ˇ

ˇrrwpnqssptq ´ 2b
3
2 t

1
2

ˇ

ˇ ď 3m3t ,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
xxwpnqyyptq ´ κ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 1

2m
4t , (5.146a)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dt rrwpnqssptq ´ b

3
2 t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 3m4,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtxxwpnqyyptq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 2m4 , (5.146b)

for all t P p0, εs.
Proof of Lemma 5.20. By assumption, wpnq satisfies the bound (5.141a), and so the inequalities in (5.145a)
follow. In order to prove (5.145b), we shall use that

ˇ

ˇrrwpn´1qptqssˇˇ ď ˇ

ˇrrwp1qptqssˇˇ`ˇˇrrwpn´1qptq ´ wp1qptqssˇˇ,
and hence by (5.15a) and (5.141a),

ˇ

ˇrrwpn´1qptqssˇˇ ď 21
10b

3
2 t

1
2 ` 2R1t ď 11

5 b
3
2 t

1
2 (5.147)
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where we have taken ε sufficiently small for the last inequality. Next, we have that from (5.144),

d
dt rrwsspnq ´ d

dt rrwp1qss
“ rrBtwpnq ´ Btwp1qss ` 9srrBθwpnq ´ Bθwp1qss
“ `

9sptq ´ wp1q˘rrBθwpnq ´ Bθwp1qss `
`

λ
pn´1q
3 ´ wp1q˘rrBθwpnq ´ Bθwp1qss ´ rrλpn´1q

3 sspBθwpnq ´ Bθwp1qq
´ pλpn´1q

3 ´ wp1qqrrBθwp1qss ´ rrλpn´1q
3 ´ wp1qssBθwp1q ´ 8

3a
pn´1qrrwpn´1qss ` 1

6 rrpcpn´1qq2Bθkpn´1qss .
By (5.1c), (5.13), and (5.20), we see that wp1q “ wB evaluated on the shock curve,

ˇ

ˇ9s´wp1qˇˇ “ Optq. Thus,
using the bounds (5.141) and (5.147) shows that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dt rrwsspnq ´ d

dt rrwp1qss
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď ˇ

ˇrrλpn´1q
3 ´ wp1qssBθwp1q

ˇ

ˇ` Ct 12 ď 2R1 ,

for ε taken sufficiently small. This proves the first bound in (5.145b), while the second follows similarly.

Having established Lemma 5.20, the conditions of Lemmas 5.12, Lemma 5.13, and Corollary 5.14 are
satisfied, which together yield

Lemma 5.21 (zpnq´ and kpnq´ on the shock curve). Let wpnq be as in Lemma 5.20. Applying Lemma 5.12,

on the shock curve we define zpnq´ and kpnq´ as the solutions of (5.127) with n replacing n` 1. In particular,

z
pnq
´ and kpnq´ are explicit functions of rrwpnqss and xxwpnqyy and satisfy the following bounds:

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
z
pnq
´ ptq ` 9rrwpnqssptq3

16xxwpnqyyptq2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C0t

5
2 . (5.148a)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
k
pnq
´ ptq ´ 4rrwpnqssptq3

xxwpnqyyptq3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C0t

5
2 , (5.148b)

where C0 “ C0pκ, b, c,mq ą 0 is an explicitly computable constant. Moreover,
ˇ

ˇz
pnq
´ ptqˇˇ ď 5b

9
2κ´2t

3
2 ,

ˇ

ˇk
pnq
´ ptqˇˇ ď 40b

9
2κ´3t

3
2 , (5.149a)

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtz

pnq
´ ptqˇˇ ď 8b

9
2κ´2t

1
2 ,

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtk

pnq
´ ptqˇˇ ď 50b

9
2κ´3t

1
2 , (5.149b)

for all t P p0, εs, assuming that ε is sufficiently small.

5.8.10 Existence, uniqueness, and invertibility of characteristics

The following lemma follows from (5.39)–(5.45) and Lemma 5.10.

Lemma 5.22 (Bijection set of labels). Assume that pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq P Xε. Then, for each t P p0, εs,
there exists a largest xpnq` ptq ą 0 and a smallest xpnq´ “ x´ptq ă 0 such that

sptq “ ηpnqpxpnq˘ ptq, tq (5.150)

where

´6
5pbtq

3
2 ă x

pnq
´ ptq ă ´4

5pbtq
3
2 and 4

5pbtq
3
2 ă x

pnq
` ptq ă 6

5pbtq
3
2 . (5.151)

Furthermore, there exists a set of labels

Υpnqptq “ Tzrxpnq´ ptq, xpnq` ptqs ,

such that ηpnqp¨, tq : Υpnq Ñ Tztsptqu is a bijection, and the inverse map ηpnqinv : Dε Ñ Tzt0u is continuous
in spacetime.
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Lemma 5.23 (Bounds for 3-characteristics). Assume that pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq P Xε. Then, we have

1
2 ď Bxηpnqpx, tq ď 7

4 , for all x P Υpnq , (5.152a)
ˇ

ˇηpnqpx, tq ´ ηp1qpx, tqˇˇ ď 3
2R1t

2, for all x P Υpnq , (5.152b)
ˇ

ˇBxηpnqpx, tq ´ Bxηp1qpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď p16R1b
´ 3

2 ` 8R2qt 12 , for all x P Υpnq , (5.152c)

and
ż t

0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Bθwp1qpηpnqpx, sq, sq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ds ď 19

40 . (5.153)

Proof of Lemma 5.23. From Lemma 5.22, all of the conditions of Lemma 5.10 hold, so the stated inequal-
ities are thus obtained.

Lemma 5.24. For n ě 1, assume that wpnq and zpnq satisfy the bounds (5.141a)–(5.141d).
Then, for every pθ, tq P Dε there exists a unique Lipschitz smooth integral curve ψpnqt pθ, ¨q : r0, ts Ñ Dε

satisfying (5.120a). There exists a unique point θ̊pnq1 P T such that ψpnqε pθ̊pnq1 , 0q “ 0, which allows us to
define as in Definition 5.16 the curve s

pnq
1 and the space-time region Dz,pnq

ε . For every pθ, tq P Dz,pnq
ε , there

exists a unique shock-intersection time 0 ă J
pnqpθ, tq ă t satisfying (5.94). Moreover, for pθ, tq P pDz,pnq

ε qA,
the characteristic curve pψpnqt pθ, sq, sqsPr0,ts does not intersect the shock curve pspsq, sqsPr0,ts.

Similarly, for every pθ, tq P Dε there exists a unique Lipschitz smooth integral curve φpnqt pθ, ¨q : r0, ts Ñ
Dε satisfying (5.120b). There exists a unique point ẙpnq2 P T such that φpnqε pθ̊pnq2 , 0q “ 0, which allows us to
define as in Definition 5.16 the curve s

pnq
2 and the space-time region Dk,pnq

ε . For every pθ, tq P Dk,pnq
ε , there

exists a unique shock-intersection time 0 ă T
pnqpθ, tq ă t satisfying (5.94). Moreover, for pθ, tq P pDk,pnq

ε qA,
the characteristic curve pφpnqt pθ, sq, sqsPr0,ts does not intersect the shock curve pspsq, sqsPr0,ts.

Lastly, we have the estimates

ψ
pnq
t pθ, sq “ 1

3κs` pθ ´ 1
3ktq `Opt 43 q “ 1

3κs` pθ ´ s
pnq
1 ptqq `Opt 43 q , pθ, tq P Dz,pnq

ε , (5.154a)

φ
pnq
t pθ, sq “ 2

3κs` pθ ´ 2
3ktq `Opt 43 q “ 2

3κs` pθ ´ s
pnq
2 ptqq `Opt 43 q , pθ, tq P Dz,pnq

ε , (5.154b)

and

sup
sPr0,ts

ˇ

ˇBθφpnqt pθ, sq ´ 1
ˇ

ˇ ď Ct
1
3 , sup

sPr0,ts

ˇ

ˇBθψpnqt pθ, sq ´ 1
ˇ

ˇ ď Ct
1
3 , pθ, tq P Dε , (5.155)

where the constant C ą 0 only depends on κ, b, and m.

Proof of Lemma 5.24. We prove the lemma for the 1-characteristicsψpnqt , the proof for the 2-characteristics
φ
pnq
t being exactly the same.

We begin with the existence and uniqueness of 1-characteristics passing through any point pθ, tq P Dε.
Using the definition (5.120a), we see that

Bsψpnqt pθ, sq “ λ
pnq
1 pψpnqt pθ, sq, sq

“ 1
3w

p1qpψpnqt pθ, sq, sq `
´

1
3pwpnq ´ wp1qq ` zpnq

¯

pψpnqt pθ, sq, sq , (5.156a)

ψ
pnq
t pθ, tq “ θ , (5.156b)
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where we recall cf. (5.123) that wp1q “ wB and zp1q “ 0. The bounds (5.37a), (5.141b), and (5.141d) show
that λpnq1 is Lipschitz continuous in Dε; moreover, as long as ψpnqt pθ, sq P Dε, we have the explicit estimate

ˇ

ˇBθλpnq1 pψpnqt pθ, sq, sqˇˇ

ď 4
15

´

pbsq3 ` ˇ

ˇψ
pnq
t pθ, sq ´ spsqˇˇ2

¯´ 1
3 ` 1

3R2

´

pbsq3 ` ˇ

ˇψ
pnq
t pθ, sq ´ spsqˇˇ2

¯´ 1
6 `R4s

1
2

ď 1
3b

´

pbsq3 ` ˇ

ˇψ
pnq
t pθ, sq ´ spsqˇˇ2

¯´ 1
3 ` 2m3 . (5.157)

Hence, by the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, for each such pθ, tq P Dε, there is a unique local in time solution
time to (5.156). Using (5.157) and the bound |λpnq1 | ď 1

2m, this solution ψpnqt pθ, sq may be maximally
extended as a Lipschitz function of s on the time interval rs˚, ts, where ψtpθ, s˚q P BDε. In our case, this
means that either rs˚, ts “ r0, ts (if pψpnqt psq, sq does not intersect the shock curve pspsq, sq for s P p0, ts),
or rs˚, ts “ rJpnqpθ, tq, ts, where we have denoted by J

pnqpθ, tq P r0, tq the largest value of s at which
ψ
pnq
t pθ, sq “ spsq. Of course, if t ă ε the solution ψtpθ, sq may also be similarly maximally extended to

times s past t, up to the time s˚ at which ψtpθ, s˚q reaches BDε.
In order to complete the existence and uniqueness part claimed in Lemma 5.24, we need to show that if

J
pnqpθ, tq P p0, tq, then the integral curve may be uniquely continued as a Lipschitz function of s also on the

time interval r0, Jpnqpθ, tqs. We note that in this case the limit limsÑJpnqpθ,tq` ψ
pnq
t pθ, sq is well-defined, and

so to ensure continuity we let ψpnqt pθ, Jpnqpθ, tqq equal this limit. The desired claim follows once we prove
the following two statements: first, that the shock surface pspsq, sqsPr0,ts is a non-characteristic surface for

the ODE (5.156), so that ψpnqt pθ, Jpnqpθ, tqq “ spJpnqpθ, tq may serve as Cauchy data for the transversal
characteristic ψtpθ, sq with s ă J

pnqpθ, tq; second, that the curve ψtpθ, sq does not intersect the shock curve
for s P r0, Jpnqpθ, tqq, thereby ensuring the uniqueness/well-definedness of J

pnqpθ, tq implicitly assumed in
Definition 5.15.

The transversality of ψpnqt and the shock surface is established as follows. We first carefully estimate
λ
pnq
1 in the vicinity of the shock curve. By (5.35), (5.22b), (5.141a), and (5.141c), for any rθ such that
|rθ ´ spsq| ď κt we have that

ˇ

ˇλ
pnq
1 prθ, sq ´ 1

3κ
ˇ

ˇ ď 1
3

ˇ

ˇw0pηB´1prθ, sqq ´ κˇˇ` 1
3R1s`R3s

3
2 ď 3

2bpκtq
1
3 , (5.158)

since ε, and hence s ď t, are sufficiently small. Note that if |rθ´ spsq| ď κs, then in the upper bound (5.158)
we may replace t

1
3 by s

1
3 . Next, we note that the vector normal to the shock curve is given by

`´1, 9spsq˘

while the tangent vector to the characteristic curve is given by
`Bsψpnqt pθ, sq, 1˘ “ `

λ
pnq
1 pψpnqt pθ, sq, sq, 1˘.

Computing the dot-product, and appealing to (5.13) and (5.158), we obtain that
`´1, 9spsq˘ ¨ `Bsψpnqt psq, 1˘ “ 9spsq ´ λpnq1 pψpnqt pθ, sq, sq “ 2

3κ`Ops 1
3 q ě 1

2κ , (5.159)

since ε is small enough, and s “ J
pnqpθ, tq. Therefore, the characteristic curveψpnqt intersects the shock curve

transversally, and the crossing angle is bounded from below uniformly for on r0, εs. As mentioned above,
this means that we can use the values of the flows ψpnqt on the shock curve as Cauchy data, and continue the
solutions in a Lipschitz fashion for s ă J

pnqpθ, tq. The fact that the angle measured in (5.159) has a sign,
and the smoothness of s, also ensures the uniqueness of the shock-intersection time Jpθ, tq P p0, tq, so that it
is a well-defined object. This concludes the proof of existence, uniqueness, and Lipschitz regularity for the
characteristic curves ψpnqt pθ, ¨q : r0, ts Ñ T.

Next, we turn to the proof of the bound (5.155). Differentiating (5.156) shows that

Bθψpnqt pθ, sq “ e
şt
spBθλ

pnq
1 qpψ

pnq
t pθ,s1q,s1qds1
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“ e
1
3

şt
s Bθw

p1qpψ
pnq
t pθ,s1q,s1qds1e

şt
sp 13 pBθwpnq´Bθwp1qq`Bθzpnqqpψpnqt pθ,s1q,s1qds1 . (5.160)

For s1 P rs, ts such that |ψpnqt pθ, s1q ´ sps1q| ě κt, from (5.157) we deduce that |Bθλpnq1 pψpnqt pθ, s1q, s1q| ď
1
3bpκtq´

2
3 ` 2m3 ď 2

3bpκtq´
2
3 , and thus the contribution from such s1 to the integral on the right side of

(5.160) is bounded from above by expp2bκ´ 2
3 t

1
3 q. On the other hand, s1 P rs, ts such that |ψpnqt pθ, s1q ´

sps1q| ď κt, we may appeal to (5.158), so that Bsψpnqt pθ, s1q ď 1
2s
1; this allows us to apply Lemma 5.11

with γ “ ψ
pnq
t pθ, ¨q and µ “ 1

2 , for these intervals of s1, and together with the bounds (5.141) we deduce
that the contribution from such s1 to the integral on the right side of (5.160) is bounded from above by
expp30bκ´

2
3 t

1
3 q. Combining these estimates we deduce that for all s P r0, ts and t P p0, εs,

ˇ

ˇBθψpnqt pθ, sq ´ 1
ˇ

ˇ ď 40bκ´
2
3 t

1
3 , (5.161)

when ε is sufficiently small. This proves (5.155) for the flow ψ
pnq
t , which implies that ψpnqt is continuous on

Tˆ r0, ts, and is uniformly Lipschitz continuous both with respect to θ and with respect to s.
The bound (5.161) does not just provide regularity with respect to θ of the flow ψ

pnq
t pθ, sq, but it also

shows that it is a monotone increasing function of θ. This allows us to show the existence and uniqueness of a
point θ̊pnq1 P T such that ψpnqε pθ̊pnq1 , 0q “ 0. Existence follows by the intermediate function theorem, applied
to ψpnqε pθ, 0q : T Ñ T: indeed, from (5.158) (applied with t “ ε) and (5.13), we see that for spεq ă θ we
have ψpnqε pθ, 0q ě 1

4κε ą 0; on the other hand, for θ ă spεq ´ 3
4κε, we have ψpnqε pθ, 0q ď ´1

8κε ă 0. The

uniqueness of θ̊pnq1 follows by the monotonicity in θ guaranteed by (5.161). Note that the above argument
gives the rough bound spεq ´ 3

4κε ď θ̊
pnq
1 ď spεq.

Thus, as in Definition 5.16 the curve spnq1 and the space-time region Dz,pnq
ε are now well-defined. The fact

that for pθ, tq P pDz,pnq
ε qA the curve pψpnqt pθ, sq, sqsPr0,ts does not intersect the shock curve pspsq, sqsPr0,ts,

and the fact that for pθ, tq P Dz,pnq
ε intersection does indeed occur at a unique time J

pnqpθ, tq, now follows
from the monotonicity of ψpnqt pθ, sq with respect to θ, the definition of spnq1 , the transversality (5.159), and
its consequences discussed earlier.

In order to conclude the proof, it remains to establish (5.154). From the aforementioned rough bound
on θ̊pnq1 , appealing to the definition s1psq “ ψ

pnq
ε pθ̊pnq1 , sq, the bound (5.13), integrating (5.158) with rθ “

s
pnq
1 psq, and using that spnq1 p0q “ 0 “ sp0q, we see that

ˇ

ˇspsq ´ s
pnq
1 psq ´ 2

3κs
ˇ

ˇ ď ˇ

ˇs
pnq
1 psq ´ 1

3κs
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇspsq ´ κsˇˇ
ď 3

2bκ
´ 1

3 s
4
3 `m4s2 ď 2bκ´

1
3 s

4
3 for all s P r0, εs . (5.162)

More generally, for any pθ, tq P Dz,pnq
ε , we may integrate (5.158) with rθ “ ψ

pnq
t pθ, sq and deduce that

ψ
pnq
t pθ, sq “ θ ´

ż t

s
λ
pnq
1 pψpnqt pθ, s1qqds1 “ θ ´ 1

3
κpt´ sq `Opt 43 q , (5.163)

which proves the first equality in (5.154). The second equality follows by combining (5.163) with (5.162),
which in turn shows via (5.13) that spnq1 ptq “ 1

3κt`Opt 43 q.
The arguments for the 2-characteristic φpnqt pθ, sq are identical, except that 1

3κt must be replaced with
2
3κt because λpnq2 contains 2

3w
p1q instead of 1

3w
p1q. We omit these redundant details.
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5.8.11 Stability of the iteration space

Proposition 5.25 (Xε is stable under iteration). Let ε be taken sufficiently small with respect to κ, b, c,
and m. For all n ě 1, the map

pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq ÞÑ pwpn`1q, zpn`1q, kpn`1q, apn`1qq
maps Xε Ñ Xε. In particular, the iterates pwpn`1q, zpn`1q, kpn`1q, apn`1qq satisfy the bounds (5.141).

Proof of Proposition 5.25. In the course of the proof, we will repeatedly let ε, and hence t, to be sufficiently
small with respect to κ, b, c,m.
Estimates for wpn`1q. By Lemma 5.22, for any pθ, tq P Dε, there exists a label x P Υpnqptq such that
ηpnqpx, tq “ θ.

By the triangle inequality,
ˇ

ˇ

`

wpn`1q ´ wp1q˘ ˝ ηpnqˇˇ ď ˇ

ˇwpn`1q ˝ ηpnq ´ w0

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇwp1q ˝ ηp1q ´ wp1q ˝ ηpnqˇˇ
“ ˇ

ˇwpn`1q ˝ ηpnq ´ w0

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇw0 ˝ ηB´1 ˝ ηpnq ´ w0

ˇ

ˇ .

By the fundamental theorem of calculus,

w0 ˝ ηB´1 ˝ ηpnq ´ w0 “
ż t

0

d

dt

`

w0 ˝ ηB´1 ˝ ηpnq˘ds

“
ż t

0
w10 ˝ ηB´1 ˝ ηpnq

´

pBtηB´1q ˝ ηpnq ` pBθηB´1q ˝ ηBtηpnq
¯

ds

“
ż t

0
w10 ˝ ηB´1 ˝ ηpnqpλpnq3 ´ wp1qq ˝ ηpnq `ηxpηB´1 ˝ ηpnqq˘´1

ds .

The bounds (5.17b), (5.152a) and (5.141) show that
ˇ

ˇw0 ˝ ηB´1 ˝ ηpnq ´ w0

ˇ

ˇ ď 1
2R1t . (5.164)

Next, using the identity (5.125), we have that

ˇ

ˇwpn`1q ˝ ηpnq ´ w0

ˇ

ˇ ď 8
3

ż t

0

ˇ

ˇ

`

apnqwpnq
˘ ˝ ηpnqˇˇds` 1

4

ż t

0

ˇ

ˇcpnq ˝ ηpnq dds
´

kpnq ˝ ηpnq
¯

ˇ

ˇds.

The bounds (5.141) with ε taken sufficiently small,
ˇ

ˇwpn`1q ˝ ηpnq ´ w0

ˇ

ˇ ď 3mR7t .

Together with the bound (5.164) and the fact that ηpnqpx, tq is a diffeomorphism for each label x P Υpnq, we
have that for all pθ, tq P Dε,

ˇ

ˇwpn`1qpθ, tq ´ wp1qpθ, tqˇˇ ď 3
4R1t ,

as long as 12mR7 ď R1. This inequality holds due to the choices in (5.142).
Let us now show that the estimate (5.141b) holds. Following the procedure we used to obtain the identity

(5.99), we differentiating (5.124), use (5.138a), and obtain that

d
dt

`

w
pn`1q
θ ˝ ηpnq ηpnqx

˘ “ 1
4
d
dt

`pcpnqkpnqθ q ˝ ηpnq ηpnqx

˘` F pnqwθ
˝ ηpnq ηpnqx , (5.165)
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where

F pnqwθ
“ k

pnq
θ

´

1
6c
pnqc

pnq
θ ` 1

6c
pn´2qz

pnq
θ ` 2

3a
pn´2qcpn´2q ` 1

4pλpn´2q
3 ´ λpnq3 qcpnqθ

¯

˝ ηpnq ηpnqx

´ 8
3Bθpapnqwpnqq . (5.166)

An equivalent form of (5.165) is given by

Btwpn`1q
θ ` λpnq3 w

pn`1q
θθ ` Bθλpnq3 w

pn`1q
θ “ 1

4

´

d
dt

`pcpnqkpnqθ q ˝ ηpnq ηpnqx

˘`

ηpnqx

˘´1
¯

˝ ηpnqinv ` F pnqwθ
,

(5.167)

Therefore,

d
dt

´

pwpn`1q
θ ´ wp1qθ q ˝ ηpnq

¯

` wpnqθ ˝ ηpnqpwpn`1q
θ ´ wp1qθ q ˝ ηpnq

“ ´wp1qθ ˝ ηpnqpwpnqθ ´ wp1qθ q ˝ ηpnq ´ pwpnq ´ wp1qq ˝ ηpnqwp1qθθ ˝ ηpnq

` 1
4
d
dt

´

pcpnqkpnqθ q ˝ ηpnq ηpnqx

¯

`

ηpnqx

˘´1 ` F pnqwθ
˝ ηpnq .

For 0 ď s ď t, let us define the integrating factor Is,t “ e
şt
s w

pnq
y pηpnqpx,rq,rqdr. Then, we have that

pwpn`1q
θ ´ wp1qθ q ˝ ηpnq

“

I1
hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

ż t

0
´It,s

´

w
p1q
θ ˝ ηpnqpwpnqθ ´ wp1qθ q ˝ ηpnq

¯

ds`

I2
hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

ż t

0
´It,s

´

pwpnq ´ wp1qq ˝ ηpnqwp1qθθ ˝ ηpnq
¯

ds

` 1
4

ż t

0
It,s

´

d
dt

´

pcpnqkpnqθ q ˝ ηpnq ηpnqx

¯

`

ηpnqx

˘´1
¯

ds
looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

I3

`
ż t

0
It,sF pnqwθ

˝ ηpnqds
looooooooooomooooooooooon

I4

. (5.168)

From (5.141b),
ˇ

ˇw
pnq
θ ´ wp1qθ

ˇ

ˇ ď R2t
´ 1

2 and thanks to (5.153), we have that for ε small enough,

ˇ

ˇIs,t
ˇ

ˇ “ e
şt
s

ˇ

ˇpw
pnq
y ´w

p1q
θ qpηpnqpx,rq,rq

ˇ

ˇdre
şt
s

ˇ

ˇw
p1q
θ pηpnqpx,rq,rq

ˇ

ˇdr ď 17
10 .

Let us now estimate each integral I1, I2, I3, and I4 on the right side of (5.168). First, we have that

|I1| ď 17
10R2

ż t

0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
w
p1q
θ ˝ ηpnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

b3s3 ` `

ηpnqpx, sq ´ spsq˘2
¯´ 1

6
ds . (5.169)

The Burgers characteristic satisfies Btpsptq´ηBpx, tqq “ 9spsq´w0pxq. Integration from s to t for 0 ď s ď t

together with the inequality (5.13), the fact that |x| ě 3
4pbtq

3
2 , and taking ε sufficiently small, shows that

spsq ´ ηBpx, sq ě sptq ´ ηBpx, tq ` pt´ sqpκ´ w0pxq ´ Ctq
ě sptq ´ ηBpx, tq ` p3

4q
1
3 b

3
2 t

1
2 pt´ sq ´ Cpt´ sqt .

Using that that θ “ ηpnqpx, tq, (5.1c) and (5.152b), and taking ε even smaller if necessary, we see that

spsq ´ ηpnqpx, sq ě sptq ´ θ `
?

3
2 b

3
2 t

1
2 pt´ sq ,

and hence

b3s3 ` `

ηpnqpx, sq ´ spsq˘2 ě `

θ ´ sptq˘2 ` 3
4b

3tpt´ sq2 ` b3s3 .
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The function 3
4b

3tpt´ sq2 ` b3s3 has a minimum at s “ t
2 and takes the value there of 5

16b
3t3, so that

b3s3 ` `

ηpnqpx, sq ´ spsq˘2 ě 5
16

´

`

θ ´ sptq˘2 ` b3t3
¯

. (5.170)

Thus, with (5.170), the integral I1 in (5.169) is bounded as

|I1| ď 17
10p 5

16q´
1
6R2

´

`

θ ´ sptq˘2 ` b3t3
¯´ 1

6

ż t

0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
w
p1q
θ ˝ ηpnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ds

ď 19
40

17
10p 5

16q´
1
6R2

´

`

θ ´ sptq˘2 ` b3t3
¯´ 1

6
, (5.171)

the last inequality following from (5.153). It is important to note that 19
40

17
10p 5

16q´
1
6 ă 99

100 .
For the integral I2 in (5.168), the estimate (5.37b) shows that

|I2| ď 217
10R1b

ż t

0
s
´

pbsq3 ` |y ´ spsq|2
¯´ 5

6
ds .

Using (5.170) and that p 5
16q´

5
6 ď 3, we then have that

|I2| ď 317
10R1b

´

pbtq3 ` |θ ´ sptq|2
¯´ 5

6
t2 ď 6R1b

´

pbtq3 ` |θ ´ sptq|2
¯´ 1

6
.

Thus, wpn`1q satisfies (5.141b) as soon as we choose 1200R1b ď R2. In view of (5.2), this inequality is
ensured by the choice of R2 and R1 given in (5.142).

To bound I3, we integrate-by-parts and find that

I3 “ 1
4It,s

´

pcpnqkpnqθ q ˝ ηpnq
¯

´ 1
4

ż t

0
pcpnqkpnqθ q ˝ ηpnq ηpnqx

d
dt

´

It,s
`

ηpnqx

˘´1
¯

ds .

Since BtI0,t “ I0,tw
pnq
θ ˝ ηpnq and Bt

`

η
pnq
x

˘´1 “ ´`ηpnqx

˘´1Bθλpnq3 ˝ ηpnq, using the bounds (5.141), we
obtain

|I3| ď Ct
1
2 .

Finally, using the definition of F pnqwθ in (5.166) and the bounds (5.141), we also find that

|I4| ď Ct
1
2 .

By combining the bounds for I1, I2, I3, and I4, we taking ε sufficiently small so we have shown that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
w
pn`1q
θ pθ, tq ´ wp1qθ pθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 999

1000R2 ,

for all pθ, tq P Dε, thus establishing that (5.141b) holds.

Estimates for zpn`1q. Let pθ, tq P Dz,pn`1q
ε . We integrate (5.136b) from J

pnqpθ, tq to t and obtain

zpn`1qpθ, tq “ z
pn`1q
´ pspJpnqpθ, tqqq ´

ż t

Jpnqpθ,tq

`

8
3a
pnqzpnq ´ 1

6pcpnqq2Bθkpnq
˘ ˝ ψpnqt ds1 , (5.172)
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Having shown that wpn`1q P Xε (continuity will be established below), then wpn`1q satisfies the criteria of
Lemma 5.20 and thus we can appeal to Lemma 5.21 for the bound of zpn`1q

´ pspJpnqpθ, tqqq. It follows from
(5.141) and (5.149a) that

ˇ

ˇzpn`1qpθ, tqˇˇ ď p5b 9
2κ´2 ` 1

8κ
2R6qt 32 ,

which shows that (5.141c) holds for zpn`1q if 5b
9
2κ´2 ` 1

8κ
2R6 ď R3. Using (5.2), this inequality holds

due to the definition of R3 and R6 in (5.142).
Next, integrating (5.130a) from J

pnq to t and using the definitions of Fzθ and Hzθ given by (5.103b) and
(5.115), respectively, for all pθ, tq P Dz,pn`1q

ε ,

Bθzpn`1q “ HzθpUL
pnq, 9UL

pnq
, ψ
pnq
t , Jpnqq ` FzθpU pnq, ψpnqt , Jpnqq . (5.173)

It follows from (5.57a), (5.141), (5.149b), and (5.155) that for t sufficiently small,
ˇ

ˇBθzpn`1qpθ, tqˇˇ ď 2κ´3p8b 9
2 ` 50b

9
2 qt 12 ` κ

2R6t
1
2 ď R4t

1
2 , (5.174)

which proves that (5.141d) holds for Bθzpn`1q whenever 116κ´3b
9
2` κ

2R6 ď R4. Using (5.2), this inequality
holds by defining R4 and R6 as in (5.142).

Estimates for kpn`1q. We have shown that wpn`1q and zpn`1q satisfy the bounds (5.141), and we will prove
below that both functions are continuous on Dε and hence are in the set Xε. For each pθ, tq P Dpn`1q, we then
have existence of unique characteristics φpn`1q

t pθ, sq and shock-intersection times T
pn`1qpθ, tq satisfying the

properties in Lemma 5.24.
Let pθ, tq P Dk,pn`1q

ε . We integrate (5.133a) from T
pn`1qpθ, tq to t and obtain that

kpn`1qpθ, tq “ k
pn`1q
´ pspTpn`1qpθ, tqqq . (5.175)

Again, appealing to Lemma 5.21, the bound (5.149a) then gives
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
kpn`1qpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 40b

9
2κ´3t

3
2 , (5.176)

which shows that (5.141e) holds for kpn`1q if 40b
9
2κ´3 ď R5. The condition (5.2) justifies the definition of

R5 in (5.142).
In the same way that we obtained (5.106) and (5.109), we also have that

Bθkpn`1qpθ, tq “ 9Kpn`1q
pTpn`1qpθ,tqqq

9spTpn`1qpθ,tqqq´Bsφ
pn`1q
t pθ,Tpn`1qpθ,tqq

Bθφpn`1q
t pspTpn`1qpθ, tqq, Tpn`1qpθ, tqq , (5.177)

and thus from (5.149b), and (5.155) that for t sufficiently small,
ˇ

ˇBθkpn`1qpθ, tqˇˇ ď 200b
9
2κ´4t

1
2 , (5.178)

which shows that (5.141f) holds for Bθkpn`1q if 200b
9
2κ´4 ď R6. The condition (5.2)justifies the definition

of R6 in (5.142).

Estimates for apn`1q. We consider any point pθ, tq P Dk,pnq
ε . By Lemma 5.24, the characteristic curve

φ
pnq
t pθ, sq exists for all s P r0, ts. From (5.128a), we have that

d
dt

`

apn`1q ˝ φpnqt
˘ “

´

´4
3papnqq2 ` 1

6pwpnqq2 ` 1
6pzpnqq2 ` wpnqzpnq

¯

˝ φpnqt , (5.179)
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and hence

apn`1qpθ, tq “ a0pφpnqt pθ, 0qq `
ż t

0

´

´4
3papnqq2 ` 1

6pwpnqq2 ` 1
6pzpnqq2 ` wpnqzpnq

¯

˝ φpnqt ds . (5.180)

Using (5.1a), (5.4), and (5.141), we find that
ˇ

ˇapn`1qpθ, tqˇˇ ď m` Ct ď 2m . (5.181)

Differentiating (5.179) gives

d
dt

`Bθapn`1q ˝ φpnqt Bθφpnqt
˘ “ Bθ

´

´4
3papnqq2 ` 1

6pwpnqq2 ` 1
6pzpnqq2 ` wpnqzpnq

¯

˝ φpnqt Bθφpnqt ,

and so

Bθapn`1qpθ, tq “ a10pφpnqt pθ, 0qqBθφpnqt py, 0q
`
ż t

0
Bθ
´

´4
3papnqq2 ` 1

6pwpnqq2 ` 1
6pzpnqq2 ` wpnqzpnq

¯

˝ φpnqt Bθφpnqt ds .

Employing the bounds (5.1a), (5.57a), (5.141), and (5.155), we find that

ˇ

ˇBθapn`1qpθ, tqˇˇ ď m` Ct 13 ď 2m ,

which together with (5.181) shows that (5.141g) holds for apn`1q given that R7 is defined by (5.142).

Continuity of wpn`1q, zpn`1q, kpn`1q, and apn`1q. Composing (5.125) with ηpnqinv , we see that

wpn`1qpθ, tq “ w0pηpnqinv pθ, tqq ´ 8
3

ż t

0

´

apnqwpnq
¯

pηpnqpηpnqinv pθ, tq, t1q, t1qdt1

` 1
4

ż t

0
cpnqpηpnqpηpnqinv pθ, tq, t1q, t1q ddt1

´

kpnqpηpnqpηpnqinv pθ, tq, t1q, t1q
¯

dt1 .

By Lemma 5.22, ηpnqinv is continuous on Dε, and hence by the definition of the set Xε given in (5.140), we see
that wpn`1q is then continuous on Dε.

Continuity of the shock-intersection time Jpθ, tq follows from the continuity of ψt on Dε and the conti-
nuity of sptq. From (5.149b), we see that zpn`1q

´ ptq is continuous. Therefore, the identity (5.149b) together
with the definition of Xε shows that zpn`1q is continuous on Dε. Continuity of kpn`1q follows in the same
way from the identity (5.176). The identity (5.180) together with the (5.140) and the continuity of a0 shows
that apn`1q is also continuous on Dε.

5.8.12 Contractivity of the iteration map

We set

δwpnq :“ wpnq ´ wpn´1q , δzpnq :“ zpnq ´ zpn´1q , δkpnq :“ kpnq ´ kpn´1q ,

δcpnq :“ cpnq ´ cpn´1q , δλi :“ λ
pnq
i ´ λpn´1q

i ,

for i P t1, 2, 3u.
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Proposition 5.26 (The iteration is contractive). The map

pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq ÞÑ pwpn`1q, zpn`1q, kpn`1q, apn`1qq : Xε Ñ Xε

satisfies the contractive estimate

max
sPr0,ts

´

›

›δwpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δzpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δkpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δapn`1qp¨, sq››
L8

¯

ď 3
4 max
sPr0,ts

´

›

›δwpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δzpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δkpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δapnqp¨, sq››
L8

. (5.182)

Proof of Proposition 5.26. From (5.126a), we see that for any pθ, tq P Dε,

Btδwpn`1q ` λpnq3 Bθδwpn`1q ` δλpnq3 Bθwpnq

“ 1
4c
pnq

´

Btδkpnq ` λpnq3 Bθδkpnq
¯

` 1
4δλ

pnq
3 cpnqBθkpn´1q

` 1
4δc

pnq
´

λ
pnq
3 ´ λpn´1q

2

¯

Bθkpn´1q ´ 8
3a
pnqδwpnq ´ 8

3δa
pnqδwpn´1q ,

and thus for all x P Υpnqptq,

Bt
´

δwpn`1q ˝ ηpnq
¯

“ 1
4c
pnq ˝ ηpnqBt

´

δkpnq ˝ ηpnq
¯

` pδwpnq ` 1
3δz

pnqq
´

1
4c
pnqBθkpn´1q ´ Bθwpnq

¯

˝ ηpnq

` 1
8pδwpnq ` δzpnqq

´

λ
pnq
3 ´ λpn´1q

2

¯

Bθkpn´1q ˝ ηpnq ´ 8
3δw

pnqapnq ˝ ηpnq ´ 8
3δa

pnqwpn´1q ˝ ηpnq.

Using (5.137) and integrating by parts in time,

1
4

ż t

0
cpnq ˝ ηpnqBs

´

δkpnq ˝ ηpnq
¯

ds “ 1
4c
pnqδkpnq ˝ ηpnq

` 1
8

ż t

0

´

λ
pn´1q
3 w

pnq
θ ` λpn´1q

1 z
pnq
θ ` 64

3 a
pn´1qcpn´1q

¯

δkpnq ˝ ηpnqds ,

and thus, we have that

δwpn`1q ˝ ηpnq “ ´
ż t

0
w
p1q
θ δwpnq ˝ ηpnqds´

ż t

0
pwpnqθ ´ wp1qθ qδwpnq ˝ ηpnqds` 1

4δk
pnqcpnq ˝ ηpnq

` 1
8

ż t

0
δkpnq

´

λ
pn´1q
3 w

pnq
θ ` λpn´1q

1 z
pnq
θ ` 64

3 a
pn´1qcpn´1q

¯

˝ ηpnqds

` 1
8

ż t

0
δwpnq

´´

2wpnq ´ 2
3z
pnq ´ λpn´1q

2

¯

´ 64
3 a

pnq
¯

Bθkpn´1q ˝ ηpnq

` 1
24

ż t

0
δzpnq

´

p4wpnq ` zpnq ´ 3λ
pn´1q
3 qBθkpn´1q ´ 8Bθwpnq

¯

˝ ηpnqds

´ 8
3

ż t

0
δapnqwpn´1q ˝ ηpnqds . (5.183)

Appealing to (5.56a) and (5.141), we find that

max
sPr0,ts

›

›δwpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
ď p1

2 ` Ct
1
2 q max

sPr0,ts

›

›δwpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` C max

sPr0,ts

›

›δkpnqp¨, sq››
L8
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` p1
6 ` Ct

1
2 q max

sPr0,ts

›

›δzpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` Ct max

sPr0,ts

›

›δapnqp¨, sq››
L8

. (5.184)

Using the evolution of zpnq given by (5.130a), in the same way that we obtained (5.183), we find that for
any pθ, tq P Dz,pnq

ε ,

δzpn`1qpθ, tq “ δz
pn`1q
´ pspJpθ, tqqq ` 1

4pδkpnq´ cpnqqpspJpθ, tqqq ´ 1
4δk

pnqcpnqpθ, tq
` 1

4

ż t

Jpθ,tq
δkpnq

´

pλpnq1 ´ λpn´1q
1 qcpnqθ ` 2

3c
pn´1qw

pnq
θ ´ 8

3a
pn´1qcpn´1q

¯

˝ ψpnqt pθ, sqds

`
ż t

Jpθ,tq
δwpnq

´

´1
3z
pnq
θ ´ 1

12c
pnqk

pn´1q
θ ` 1

3c
pn´1qk

pn´1q
θ

¯

˝ ψpnqt pθ, sqds

`
ż t

Jpθ,tq
δzpnq

´

z
pnq
θ ´ 1

4c
pnqk

pnq
θ ` 1

3c
pn´1qk

pn´1q
θ ´ 8

3a
pnq

¯

˝ ψpnqt pθ, sqds

´ 8
3

ż t

Jpθ,tq
δapnqzpn´1q ˝ ψpnqt pθ, sqds .

Using this identity together with (5.57a), (5.141), and (5.148) shows that

max
sPr0,ts

›

›δzpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
ď Ct max

sPr0,ts

›

›δwpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
` Ct 32 max

sPr0,ts

›

›δwpnqp¨, sq››
L8

` C max
sPr0,ts

›

›δkpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` Ct max

sPr0,ts

›

›δzpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` Ct 52 max

sPr0,ts

›

›δapnqp¨, sq››
L8
.

(5.185)

Next, the identity (5.175) together with the bound (5.148) provides us with the estimates

max
sPr0,ts

›

›δkpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
ď Ct max

sPr0,ts

›

›δwpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8

,

max
sPr0,ts

›

›δkpnqp¨, sq››
L8
ď Ct max

sPr0,ts

›

›δwpnqp¨, sq››
L8

. (5.186)

Finally, using (5.128a), we find that for pθ, tq P Dk,pnq
ε ,

δapn`1qpθ, tq “
ż t

0
δwpnq

´

1
3δw

pnq ` zpnq ´ 2
3a
pnq
θ

¯

˝ φpnqt ds

`
ż t

0
δzpnq

´

1
3δz

pnq ` wpn´1q ´ 2
3a
pnq
θ

¯

˝ φpnqt ds´
ż t

0
δapnqδapnq ˝ φpnqt ds ,

and therefore

max
sPr0,ts

›

›δapn`1qp¨, sq››
L8

ď Ct max
sPr0,ts

´

›

›δwpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δzpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δkpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δapnqp¨, sq››
L8

¯

. (5.187)

Summing the inequalities (5.184)–(5.187) yields

max
sPr0,ts

´

›

›δwpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δzpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δkpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δapn`1qp¨, sq››
L8

¯

ď 1
2 max
sPr0,ts

›

›δwpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` 1

6 max
sPr0,ts

›

›δzpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` Ct max

sPr0,ts

›

›δwpn`1qp¨, sq››
L8

` Ct 12 max
sPr0,ts

`
›

›δwpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δzpnqp¨, sq››
L8

˘` Ct max
sPr0,ts

`
›

›δkpnqp¨, sq››
L8
` ›

›δapnqp¨, sq››
L8

˘

.

Choosing ε sufficiently small, we obtain the bound (5.182).
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5.8.13 Convergence of the iteration scheme

We define y “ θ ´ sptq and

wpy, tq “ wpθ, tq , zpy, tq “ zpθ, tq , kpy, tq “ kpθ, tq , apy, tq “ apθ, tq .
The space-time gradient is denoted as ∇y,t, and it is convenient to introduce

Dε “ pTzt0uq ˆ p0, εq .
The contractive estimate (5.182) shows that pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq Ñ pw, z, k, aq uniformly in Dε, and

in particular we have that

lim
nÑ8

›

›w ´ wpnq
›

›

L8pDεq
“ 0 . (5.188)

Let us now describe the bounds on derivatives. According to (5.141b) and (5.143), for all y ‰ 0 and
t P r0, εs, we have that

›

›

›

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 ∇y,tpwpnq ´ wBq

›

›

›

Dε
ď C .

By the Banach–Alaoglu theorem, there exists a limiting function f and a subsequence such that

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 ∇y,tw

pn1q á `

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 f ,

the convergence in L8pDεq weak-*. Let us show that f “ ∇y,tw, the weak derivative of the uniform limit
w, and that the convergence holds for any subsequence. For test functions ϕ PW 1,1

0 pDεq,

lim
nÑ8

ż

Dε

`

w ´ wpnq
˘By

´

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 ϕ

¯

dydt “ lim
nÑ8

1
3

ż

Dε

`

w ´ wpnq
˘

y
`

t3 ` y2
˘´ 5

6 ϕdydt

lim
nÑ8

ż

Dε

`

w ´ wpnq
˘

´

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 Byϕ

¯

dydt .

It follows that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

lim
nÑ8

ż

Dε

`

w ´ wpnq
˘By

´

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 ϕ

¯

dydt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď lim
nÑ8

›

›w ´ wpnq
›

›

L8pDεq

´

1
3

›

›ϕ
›

›

L8pDεq

ż

Dε

y´
2
3dydt` 2

ż

Dε

Byϕdydt
¯

“ 0

by (5.188). Similarly, if we replace By with Bt, then the integral 1
3

ş

Dε
y´

2
3dydt is replaced with 1

2

ş

Dε
t´

1
2dydt

- 1
3

ş

Dε
9sptqy´ 2

3dydt, and the same conclusion holds, since again both integrals are bounded (using (5.13)).
This shows that8

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 ∇y,tw

pnq á `

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 ∇y,tw in L8pDεq weak-*,

and hence we have by lower semi-continuity that w satisfies (5.141a), (5.141b), and (5.143). The weak
convergence for pByzpnq, Bykpnq, Byapnqq á pByz, Byk, Byaq in L8pDεq weak-* is standard. We conclude that

pw, z, k, aq P Xε . (5.189)

8In fact,
`

t3 ` y2
˘ 1

6 wpnq á `

t3 ` y2
˘ 1

6 w in W 1,8pDεq weak-*.

100



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

Let ϕ P C80 pDεq. Integration of (5.136a) shows that
ż

Dε

´

Btwpn`1q ` `

wpnq ´ wB

˘Bywpn`1q

` `

1
3z
pnq ` wB ´ 9sptq˘Bywpn`1q ` 8

3a
pnqwpnq ´ 1

6pcpnqq2Bykpnq
¯

ϕdydt

“

I1pwpnqq
hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

ż

Dε

´

Btwpn`1q ` `

wpnq ´ wB

˘Bywpn`1q
¯

ϕdydt

`
ż

Dε

`

1
3z
pnq ` wB ´ 9sptq˘Bywpn`1q ` 8

3a
pnqwpnq ´ 1

6pcpnqq2Bykpnq
¯

ϕdydt
loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

I2pwpnq,zpnqq

.

Its clear that I2pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq Ñ I2pw, z, k, aq. Let us show that I1pwpnqq Ñ I1pwq. We have that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
I1pwq ´ I1pwpnqq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Dε

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6
`Btw ´ Btwpn`1q

˘

ϕ
`

t3 ` y2
˘´ 1

6 dydt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Dε

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6
`Byw ´ Bywpn`1q

˘

ϕ pw ´ wBq
`

t3 ` y2
˘´ 1

6 dydt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` ›

›w ´ wpnq
›

›

L8pDεq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Dε

`

t3 ` y2
˘

1
6 Bθwpn`1qϕ

`

t3 ` y2
˘´ 1

6 dydt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Since
`

t3 ` y2
˘´ 1

6 P L1pDεq, we see that the first two summands converges to 0 by weak-* convergence in
L8pDεq, while the second term converges to 0 by the strong convergence (5.188). It follows that w satisfies

ż

Dε

´

Btw ` λ3Byw ` 8
3aw ´ 1

6c
2Byk

¯

ϕdydt “ 0 ,

and together with the standard weak convergence argument for the other variables, we have that pw, z, k, aq
are solutions to (5.91) in Dε.

Thanks to the uniform convergence pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq Ñ pw, z, k, aq in Dε, it follows that the time
derivatives Bspηpnq, φpnqt , ψ

pnq
t q Ñ Bspη, φt, ψtq uniformly, and that ηp¨, tq : Υptq Ñ Tztsptqu is a bijection,

and the inverse map ηinv : Dε Ñ Tzt0u is continuous in spacetime, where the set of labels Υpnqptq Ñ Υptq
in the sense that Υptq “ Tzrx´ptq, x`ptqs and xpnq´ ptq Ñ x´ptq and xpnq` ptq Ñ x`ptq uniformly.

Moreover, the uniform convergence pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq Ñ pw, z, k, aq in Dε, combined with the def-
initions (5.127) and the continuity of E1 and E2, implies that E1pw´, w`, z´, e´q “ E2pw´, w`, z´, e´q “
0. Thus, the equations relating z´ and k´ to w´ and w` hold on the given shock curve.

5.9 Proof of Proposition 5.6

The analysis given in Sections 5.5–5.8 completes the proof of Propoisition 5.6, here we just summarize our
findings. Given a regular shock curve s satisfying (5.13), we have shown that there exists ε ą 0 sufficiently
small (solely in terms of κ, b, c,m) such that the iteration described in Section 5.8 produces a limit point
pw, z, k, aq P Xε (see (5.189)), which solves the azimuthal form of the Euler equations (5.91) in Dε; this
proves items (i), and (ii). From the last paragraph of the above section, we have that pw´, w`, z´, k´q
satisfy the system of algebraic equations (3.13a)-(3.13b), arising from the Rankine–Hugoniot conditions,
and by passing nÑ 8 in (5.146) and (5.148), we have that rrwss, rrzss, and rrkss satisfy the bounds claimed
in (5.63) and respectively (5.69); this proves items (iii), (v), (vi), and (vii). The stated bounds on s1 and s2,
which are uniform limits of spnq1 and s

pnq
2 , follow by passing nÑ8 in Lemma 5.24, proving item (iv).
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5.10 Evolution of the shock curve

Proposition 5.6 shows that given a shock curve psptq, tqtPr0,εs which satisfies assumptions (5.13), we may
compute a solution pw, z, k, aq of the azimuthal form of the Euler equations (3.5)–(3.6) on the spacetime
region Dε “ pT ˆ r0, εsqzpsptq, tqtPr0,εs; moreover, this solution exhibits a jump discontinuity from the
pw`, 0, 0q state on the right of the shock curve to the state pw´, z´, k´q on the left of the shock curve, and
this jump is consistent with the system of algebraic equations (3.13a)–(3.13b) arising from the Rankine–
Hugoniot conditions. Throughout this section we shall implicitly use that we have a map

ps, w0, a0q Proposition 5.6ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ pw, z, k, aq . (5.190)

Since at this stage of the proof uniqueness has not yet been established (this is achieved in Section 5.11
below), in the map (5.190) we select any one of the solutions guaranteed by Proposition 5.6.

We note that throughout the proof of Proposition 5.6, the shock curve itself is fixed, and does not solve
an evolutionary equation. The goal of this section is to provide an iteration scheme whose fixed point s is a
C2 smooth curve which solves the equation (3.12b) (recall that in view of Lemma 5.12 the jump conditions
(3.12b) and (3.12a) are equivalent), which we recall is

9sptq “ Fsptq , sp0q “ 0 , (5.191)

where

Fsptq “ 2

3

pw´ptq ´ z´ptqq2pw´ptq ` z´ptqq ´ w`ptq3
pw´ptq ´ z´ptqq2 ´ w`ptq2 (5.192)

and we have implicitly used the notation (5.7) to denote the limits from the left (indicated by a´ index) and
the limit from the right (indicated by a ` index) at the shock point psptq, tq for the functions pw, z, kq. We
emphasize however that the pw´, w`, z´, k´q appearing in (5.192) do not just depend on s because they are
one sided limits of their respective functions pw, z, kq on the curve psptq, tq; they also depend on s because
the functions pw, z, kq themselves arise from the mapping (5.190) given by Proposition 5.6; this mapping is
implicit and nonlinear. Moreover, we note that due to Lemma 5.12 the z´ and k´ appearing in (5.192) are
themselves smooth functions of w´ and w`, so that Fs is truly a function that depends solely on w´ and
w`, or alternatively, rrwss and xxwyy.

5.10.1 Properties of Fs

Before giving the iteration scheme used to construct a solution to (5.191), we establish a few useful proper-
ties of the function Fs defined in (5.192).

Lemma 5.27. Assume that s satisfies (5.13), let pw, z, kq be defined via (5.190), and Fs be given by (5.192).
We then have that

|Fsptq ´ κ| ď 1
2m

4t , (5.193a)
ˇ

ˇ

d
dtFsptq

ˇ

ˇ ď 5m4 , (5.193b)

for all t P p0, εs.
Proof of Lemma 5.27. First we note that the function w satisfies (5.63) with

Rj “ 1` 2R1 “ 1` 100m2 ď m3 and Rm “ 1
3m

4 `R1 ď 1
3m

4 `m3 . (5.194)
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This holds in view of (5.15a), (5.141a), and the definition of R1 in (5.142).
Due to (5.68a), in order to approximate the function Fs it is natural to insert´ 9

16 rrwss3xxwyy´2 in (5.192),
instead of z´. Using the identities w´ “ xxwyy ` 1

2 rrwss and w` “ xxwyy ´ 1
2 rrwss, this gives us the leading

order terms in Fs defined by

Fapp
s “ 2

3

pw´ ` 9rrwss3

16xxwyy2
q2pw´ ´ 9rrwss3

16xxwyy2
q ´ w3

`

pw´ ` 9rrwss3

16xxwyy2
q2 ´ w2

`

. (5.195)

Furthermore, since the formula in (5.195) is explicit, using (5.63) we obtain that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Fapp
s ´ xxwyy ` 7rrwss2

24xxwyy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Ct
3
2 (5.196)

since t ď ε, and ε is sufficiently small; hereC “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0. The error we make in the approximation
(5.195) may be bounded using the intermediate value theorem and the bounds (5.63), (5.68a), (5.69a) as

|Fs ´ Fapp
s | ď 2

3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

z´ ` 9rrwss3
16xxwyy2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1` rrwsspxxwyy ´
1
2 rrwssq

prrwss ´ z˚q2 ´ xxwyy
2 ´ 1

4 rrwss2
p2xxwyy ´ z˚q2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Ct
5
2

˜

1` 3b
3
2κt

1
2

pb 3
2 t

1
2 ´ 5κ´2b

9
2 t

3
2 q2

` κ2

4pκ´ 5κ´2b
9
2 t

3
2 q2

¸

ď Ct2 (5.197)

since t ď ε is sufficiently small; here z˚ lies in between z´ and´ 9
16 rrwss3xxwyy´2, and C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą

0. Combining (5.196)–(5.197) and (5.63) — with Rj and Rm as determined by (5.194), we arrive at

|Fsptq ´ κ| ď
`

1
3m

4 `m3 ` 2b3κ´1
˘

t ď 1
2m

4 ,

thereby proving (5.193a). In this last inequality we have also appealed to (5.2).
In order to prove (5.193b), we first differentiate (5.192) with respect to t, to arrive at

3

2

d

dt
Fs “

˜

1` rrwsspxxwyy ´
1
2 rrwssq

prrwss ´ z´q2 ´ xxwyy
2 ´ 1

4 rrwss2
p2xxwyy ´ z´q2

¸

d

dt
z´

` rrwss
3 ´ 2rrwss2z´ ` rrwssz2

´ ` z´p2xxwyy ´ z´q2
2prrwss ´ z´q2p2xxwyy ´ z´q

d

dt
rrwss

`
˜

1` pxxwyy ´ 2rrwssqpxxwyy ` 1
2 rrwss ´ z´qprrwss ` z´q

2prrwss ´ z´qpxxwyy ´ 1
2z´q2

¸

d

dt
xxwyy (5.198)

By combining (5.198) with the bounds the derivative bounds (5.84) (which holds due to (5.145b) with
constant R “ R1 ď m3 as defined in (5.142)), (5.81), and the amplitude estimates (5.63) (with (5.194)) and
(5.69a), we arrive at

3

2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d

dt
Fs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď κb´
3
2 t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d

dt
z´

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` 2b
3
2κ´1t

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d

dt
rrwss

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`
ˆ

3

2
` 2b3κ´2t

˙ ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d

dt
xxwyy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď κb´
3
2 t´

1
2

´

8b
9
2κ´2t

1
2

¯

` 2b
3
2κ´1t

1
2

´

2b
3
2 t´

1
2

¯

` 2
`

3m4 ` 3m3
˘

ď 7m4 . (5.199)

In the second inequality above we have used that t ď ε is sufficiently small with respect to κ, b, c, and m,
while in the third inequality we have used (5.2). This concludes the proof of (5.193b).
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5.10.2 The shock curve iteration

In view of (5.191) and (5.193a)–(5.193b) we note that the inequalities (5.13) are stable (since 1
2 ă 1 and

5 ă 6). Upon integrating in time, the condition |9sptq ´ κ| ď m4t present in (5.13), automatically implies
sptq P Σptq.

Next, we define a sequence of curves spiq for i ě 0, as follows. For i “ 0, we let sp0qptq “ κt. This
curve trivially satisfies the conditions in (5.13). Next, given a curve spiq defined on r0, εs which satisfies
(5.13), we first compute via (5.190) a tuple pw, k, z, aqpiq associated to spiq:

pspiq, w0, a0q Proposition 5.6ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ pwpiq, zpiq, kpiq, apiqq . (5.200)

Then, according to (5.192), from pwpiq´ , wpiq` , zpiq´ q, which are one-sided restrictions on spiq, we may uniquely
define a velocity field Fspiqptq, which may be in turn integrated to define

spi`1qptq “
ż t

0
Fspiqpsqds (5.201)

for all t P r0, εs. Since spiq satisfies (5.13), by Lemma 5.27, we have that Fspiq satisfies the bounds in
(5.193a)–(5.193b). Using (5.201) and Lemma 5.27, we in turn deduce that spi`1q satisfies (5.13), on the
same time interval ε. Thus, under the above described iteration spiq ÞÑ spi`1q, the set of inequalities (5.13)
is stable.

The sequence of curves tspiquiě0 is uniformly bounded in W 2,8p0, εq, in light of the bounds (5.13), and
for i ě 0 it satisfies (5.201). From the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we may thus deduce that there exists at least
one sub-sequential uniform limit s, of the family tspiquiě0, which inherits the bounds (5.13). However, in
order to show that this limit point s solves (5.191), we would need to show that Fspiq Ñ Fs when spiq Ñ s.
This continuity of Fs with respect to s is addressed in the next section, where we in fact show that the
sequence tspiquiě0 is in fact Cauchy in W 1,8p0, εq.

5.10.3 Contraction mapping and convergence of the shock curve iteration

By (5.192), in order to compare Fspi`1q and Fspiq , it is obviously sufficient and necessary to compare the
tuples pwpi`1q

´ , w
pi`1q
` , z

pi`1q
´ q and pwpi`1q

´ , w
pi`1q
` , z

pi`1q
´ q. Note however that these tuples represent restric-

tions of the functions pwpi`1q, zpi`1qq and pwpiq, zpiqq, which are themselves defined on different domains;
thus in order to compare pwpi`1q, zpi`1qq and pwpiq, zpiqq, we need to re-map them of a fixed domain, by
shifting y “ θ ´ spi`1qptq, respectively y “ θ ´ spiqptq.

As such, for every i ě 0, and for py, tq P pTzt0uq ˆ r0, εs, we define

pwpiq, zpiq, kpiq, apiqq py, tq “ pwpiq, zpiq, kpiq, apiqq
´

y ` spiqptq, t
¯

, (5.202)

where sp0qptq “ κt, and for i ě 1 the curve spiq is defined recursively via (5.201) . Since Proposition 5.6
and the bound (5.189) guarantee that pwpiq, zpiq, kpiq, apiqq P Xε are well-defined and differentiable on the
spacetime domain Tˆr0, εsztpspiqptq, tqutPr0,εs, the new unknowns pwpiq, zpiq, kpiq, apiqq are all well-defined
and differentiable on the i-independent domain pTzt0uq ˆ r0, εs with bounds inherited from the space Xε
defined in (5.140), allowing us to compare them to each other. Note that due to the shift (5.202), we have

w
piq
´ ptq “ lim

yÑ0´
wpiqpy, tq , wpiq` ptq “ lim

yÑ0`
wpiqpy, tq , zpiq´ ptq “ lim

yÑ0´
zpiqpy, tq , kpiq´ ptq “ lim

yÑ0´
kpiqpy, tq ,
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the system of equations (5.66) (which encode the jump conditions) are satisfied for every i ě 0, t P r0, εs,
and Fspiq may be expressed in terms of the above variables. Moreover, by (5.91) we have that for each i ě 0
the unknowns in (5.202) solve the system of equations

´

Bt ` pλpiq3 ´ 9spiqqBy
¯

wpiq “ ´8
3a
piqwpiq ` 1

4c
piq

´

Bt ` pλpiq3 ´ 9spiqqBy
¯

kpiq , (5.203a)
´

Bt ` pλpiq1 ´ 9spiqqBy
¯

zpiq “ ´8
3a
piqzpiq ´ 1

4c
piq

´

Bt ` pλpiq1 ´ 9spiqqBy
¯

kpiq , (5.203b)
´

Bt ` pλpiq2 ´ 9spiqqBy
¯

kpiq “ 0 , (5.203c)
´

Bt ` pλpiq2 ´ 9spiqqBy
¯

apiq “ ´4
3papiqq2 ` 1

3pwpiq ` zpiqq2 ´ 1
6pwpiq ´ zpiqq2 , (5.203d)

in the interior of pTzt0uq ˆ r0, εs, where we have denoted cpiq “ 1
2pwpiq ´ zpiqq, and have use the usual

notation for the three wave speeds at level i.
Since we have seen earlier that for all i ě 0 the curves spiq satisfy (5.13), by the proof of Lemma 5.27

(see the first line of estimate (5.199)) and the mean value theorem, for all i ě 0 we have that

|Fspi`1q ´ Fspiq | ď 2
3κb

´ 3
2 t´

1
2

ˇ

ˇz
pi`1q
´ ´ z

piq
´

ˇ

ˇ` 4
3b

3
2κ´1t

1
2

ˇ

ˇrrwpi`1qss ´ rrwpiqssˇˇ
` `

1` 3b3κ´2t
˘
ˇ

ˇxxwpi`1qyy ´ xxwpiqyyˇˇ , (5.204)

holds uniformly for t P p0, εs. Thus, it remains to estimate the right side of (5.204).
For this purpose, we fix an i ě 0, and denote

pδw, δz, δk, δa, δc, δ 9sq “ pwpi`1q, zpi`1q, kpi`1q, api`1q, cpi`1q, 9spi`1qq ´ pwpiq, zpiq, kpiq, apiq, cpiq, 9spiqq .
(5.205)

We note that pδw, δz, δk, δa, δcqpx, 0q “ 0. We subtract from (5.203) at level i` 1, the equations (5.203) at
level i, in order to estimate the increments defined above, via the maximum principle, to obtain

• From (5.203c) we have that
´

Bt ` pλpi`1q
2 ´ 9spi`1qqBy

¯

δk “ ´Bykpiq
`

2
3δw ` 2

3δz ´ δ 9s
˘

.

Since Proposition 5.6 guarantees that kpiq P Xε, the function kpiq satisfies the bound (5.141f), and so
similarly to (5.186) we may obtain

sup
r0,ts

}δk}L8 ď m3t
3
2

˜

sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ` sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8 ` sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s|
¸

(5.206)

where the L8 norms are taken over the domain Tzt0u.
• Similarly, from (5.203d) we have

´

Bt ` pλpi`1q
2 ´ 9spi`1qqBy

¯

δa “ ´Byapiq
`

2
3δw ` 2

3δz ´ δ 9s
˘´ 4

3papi`1q ` apiqqδa
` 1

3pwpi`1q ` wpiq ` zpi`1q ` zpiqqpδw ` δzq
´ 1

6pwpi`1q ` wpiq ´ zpi`1q ´ zpiqqpδw ´ δzq .
Using that pwpiq, zpiq, kpiq, apiqq P Xε, and since |wp1qpθ, tq| “ |wBpθ, tq| ď m, similarly to (5.187)
we obtain

sup
r0,ts

}δa}L8 ď m3t

˜

sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ` sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8 ` sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s|
¸

` 3m3t sup
r0,ts

}δa}L8
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`
´

mt`m3t2 `m3t
5
2

¯

˜

sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ` sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8
¸

and thus, taking into account (5.142),

sup
r0,ts

}δa}L8 ď 4m3t

˜

sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ` sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8 ` sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s|
¸

(5.207)

since t ď ε ! 1.

• Next, we turn to (5.203a), which gives
´

Bt ` pλpi`1q
3 ´ 9spi`1qqBy

¯

δw “ ´Bywpiq
`

δw ` 1
3δz ´ δ 9s

˘´ 8
3a
pi`1qδw ´ 8

3w
piqδa

` 1
4c
pi`1q

´

Bt ` pλpi`1q
3 ´ 9spi`1qqBy

¯

δk

´ 1
4c
pi`1q

´

δw ` 1
3δz´ δ 9spiq

¯

Bykpiq ` 1
4δc

´

λ
piq
3 ´ λpiq2

¯

Bykpiq

Recalling that cpi`1q solves pBt`λpi`1q
3 Bθqcpi`1q “ ´8

3a
pi`1qcpi`1q´2

3c
pi`1qBθzpi`1q, see e.g. (5.138b),

we obtain from the above that
´

Bt ` pλpi`1q
3 ´ 9spi`1qqBy

¯´

δw ´ 1
4c
pi`1qδk

¯

“ ´Bywpiq
`

δw ` 1
3δz´ δ 9s

˘´ 8
3a
pi`1qδw ´ 8

3w
piqδa

´ 1
4δk

´

8
3a
pi`1qcpi`1q ` 2

3c
pi`1qByzpi`1q

¯

´ 1
4c
pi`1q

´

δw ` 1
3δz´ δ 9spiq

¯

Bykpiq ` 1
6c
piqBykpiqδc .

Following (5.183), the above equation is composed with the flow of λpi`1q
3 ´ 9spi`1q, which of course is

just ηpi`1q´spi`1q, and then integrated in time. Note that Bywpiq˝pηpi`1q´spi`1qq “ pBθwpiqq˝ηpi`1q

and (5.56a) holds. Thus, using that pwpiq, zpiq, kpiq, apiqq P Xε and pwpi`1q, zpi`1q, kpi`1q, api`1qq P Xε
similarly to (5.184) we may deduce that

sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ď m
`

1` 4m3t
˘

sup
r0,ts

}δk}L8 `
`

19
40 ` 4m3t

˘

sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 `
´

1
6 ` 2m4t

3
2

¯

sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8

` 3mt sup
r0,ts

}δa}L8 `
´

19
40 `m4t

3
2

¯

sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s| .

Upon taking ε to be sufficiently small with respect to m, taking into account (5.142) we deduce

sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ď m3 sup
r0,ts

}δk}L8 ` 1
2 sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8 ` 2m3t sup
r0,ts

}δa}L8 ` p19
21 ` 8m3tq sup

r0,ts
|δ 9s|
(5.208)

• Lastly, from (5.203b) and (5.138c) we similarly deduce
´

Bt ` pλpi`1q
1 ´ 9spi`1qqBy

¯´

δz` 1
4c
pi`1qδk

¯

“ ´Byzpiq
`

1
3δw ` δz´ δ 9s

˘´ 8
3a
pi`1qδz´ 8

3z
piqδa

` 1
4δk

´

8
3a
pi`1qcpi`1q ´ 2

3c
pi`1qBywpi`1q

¯

` 1
4c
pi`1q

´

1
3δw ` δz´ δ 9spiq

¯

Bykpiq ` 1
6c
piqBykpiqδc

and then similarly to (5.208) we have

sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8 ď m3 sup
r0,ts

}δk}L8 `m6t
3
2 sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ` 3m3t
5
2 sup
r0,ts

}δa}L8 `m6t
3
2 sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s| . (5.209)
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Combining the estimates (5.206)-(5.209), and defining

Niptq :“ sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ` t´
3
4 sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8 ` t´1 sup
r0,ts

}δk}L8 ` t´
1
2 sup
r0,ts

}δa}L8 , (5.210)

where we recall the notation in (5.205), we arrive at

Niptq ď 3p1`m3qt 14Niptq ` p19
21 ` 6m3t

1
2 q sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s|

and thus upon taking t ď ε to be sufficiently small in terms of m, we deduce

Niptq ď 20
21 sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s| “ 20
21 sup
r0,ts

ˇ

ˇ9spi`1q ´ 9spiq
ˇ

ˇ . (5.211)

Recalling the definitions (5.201) and (5.210), from the bounds (5.204) and (5.211) we deduce that

sup
r0,ts

ˇ

ˇ9spi`2q ´ 9spi`1q
ˇ

ˇ “ sup
r0,ts

|Fspi`1q ´ Fspiq |

ď 2
3κb

´ 3
2 t´

1
2 sup
r0,ts

›

›

›
zpi`1q ´ zpiq

›

›

›

L8

`
´

1` 3b
3
2κ´1t

1
2 ` 3b3κ´2t

¯

sup
r0,ts

›

›

›
wpi`1q ´ wpiq

›

›

›

ď 2
3κb

´ 3
2 t

1
4Niptq `

´

1` 8
3b

3
2κ´1t

1
2 ` 3b3κ´2t

¯

Niptq
ď p1` t 15 qNiptq
ď 20

21p1` t
1
5 q sup
r0,ts

ˇ

ˇ9spi`1q ´ 9spiq
ˇ

ˇ

ď 41
42 sup
r0,ts

ˇ

ˇ9spi`1q ´ 9spiq
ˇ

ˇ (5.212)

upon taking ε, and hence t, sufficiently small with respect to κ, b, c, and m. Note that 41
42 ă 1, and so we

have a contraction. Since sp0q “ κt, and all the sequence of iterates satisfy (5.13), we deduce that

sup
r0,ts

ˇ

ˇ9spi`1q ´ 9spiq
ˇ

ˇ ď `

41
42

˘i
sup
r0,ts

ˇ

ˇ9sp1q ´ κˇˇ ď `

41
42

˘i
m4t . (5.213)

The bounds (5.212)–(5.213) have as consequence the fact that the sequence of shock curve iterates
tspiquiě0 defined in (5.201) is Cauchy in W 1,8p0, εq, and thus has a unique limit point

s “ lim
iÑ8

spiq in W 1,8p0, εq , (5.214)

which inherits the bound (5.13). The bound (5.212) moreover shows that Fspiq Ñ Fs as iÑ8 in C0p0, εq,
and by (5.201) we obtain that s solves shock evolution equation (5.191), as desired.

Lastly, in view of (5.190), associated to this limit point s, which satisfies the bound (5.13), Propo-
sition 5.6 determines a unique solution pw, z, k, aq P Xε of the azimuthal form of the Euler equations
(3.5)–(3.6) on either side of the shock curve, which also satisfies the Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions
(3.13a)–(3.13b), and the shock speed 9s is given by (3.12b), as desired.
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5.11 Uniqueness of solutions

The uniqueness of solutions holds in the following sense. Consider w0 which satisfies (5.1), and a0 which
satisfies (5.4). For i P t1, 2u, assume that spiq is a C2 smooth shock curve defined on r0, T s for some T ą 0,
which satisfies (5.13) on r0, T s. Assume that pw, z, k, aqpiq are C1

x,t smooth solutions of the azimuthal form
of the Euler equations (3.5)–(3.6) on the spacetime domain DT , i.e., on either side of the shock curve s,
with initial datum pw0, 0, 0, a0q. Moreover, assume that the restrictions of pw, z, kqpiq satisfy the Rankine-
Hugoniot jump conditions (3.13a)–(3.13b), and that the shock speed 9s is given by (3.12b). Lastly, assume
that pw, z, k, aqpiq P Xε, as defined in (5.141)–(5.140). Then, if ε ď T is sufficiently small (in terms of the
constants κ, b, c,m), we have that sp1q ” sp2q on 0, ε, and pw, z, k, aqp1q ” pw, z, k, aqp2q on Dε.

The proof of this statement is a direct consequence of the contraction mapping established in Sec-
tion 5.10, and of the fact that zpiqp¨, tq ” 0 on Tzrspiq1 ptq, spiqptqs, and kpiqp¨, tq ” 0 on Tzrspiq2 ptq, spiqptqs.
More precisely, for i P t1, 2u use the definition (5.202) to remap the two sets of solutions to the same
space-time domain, and then use (5.205) (with i “ 1) to denote their difference. As in (5.210), define

Nptq :“ sup
r0,ts

}δw}L8 ` t´
3
4 sup
r0,ts

}δz}L8 ` t´1 sup
r0,ts

}δk}L8 ` t´
1
2 sup
r0,ts

}δa}L8 .

Then, as in (5.211) and (5.212), we may show that the bounds

Nptq ď 20
21 sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s|

and

sup
r0,ts

|δ 9s| ď p1` t 15 qNptq

hold for all t P r0, εs, whenever ε is chosen to be sufficiently small with respect to the aforementioned
parameters. This shows that Nptq “ 0 “ δ 9sptq for all t P r0, εs. Since spiqp0q “ 0, it follows that δs ” 0,
and thus also that N ” 0, thereby concluding the uniqueness proof.

5.12 Proof of Theorem 5.5

The proof of Theorem 5.5 is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.6, of the contraction mapping established
in Section 5.10, and of the uniqueness in Section 5.11, as described next.

The parameter ε ą 0 in item (i) is chosen to be possibly smaller than what is required in Proposition 5.6,
as required by the estimates in Sections 5.10 and 5.11. The existence of the regular shock curve s and of the
solution pw, z, k, aq P Xε to the azimuthal form of the Euler equations (3.5), follows from the contraction
mapping in Section 5.10. Note that in view of (5.191), the shock curve s obeys the correct ODE, while
the desired properties for pw, z, k, aq follow from Proposition 5.6 applied to this limiting shock curve. The
uniqueness of the solution ps, w, k, z, aq such that s satisfies (5.13) and pw, z, k, aq P Xε, is established in
section 5.11. Taking into account Proposition 5.6, we have thus established items (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), (vii),
and along with the support properties for k and z claimed in items (v) and (vi).

In order to complete the proof of the theorem, it remains to establish the following: the precise bounds
for k near s2 (as claimed in item (v)), the precise bounds for z near s1 (as claimed in item (vi)), the specific
vorticity bounds (and its continuity across s) claimed in item (viii), and the continuity of a, respectively
the jump for Bθa across s, as claimed in item (ix). These properties of the solution are established in
Subsections 5.12.1 and 5.12.2, below.
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5.12.1 Improved bounds for z and k near s1 respectively s2

The information pw, z, k, aq P Xε does not directly provide estimates for zpθ, tq and kpθ, tq which vanish as
θ Ñ s1ptq`, respectively θ Ñ s2ptq`. Such bounds may however be easily obtained, as follows.

From (3.5c), the definitions of the stopping time T and of the flow φt, and the estimate (5.69b), we obtain

ˇ

ˇkpθ, tqˇˇ “ ˇ

ˇk´pspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqq
ˇ

ˇ ď 40b
9
2κ´3

Tpθ, tq 32 (5.215)

for all pθ, tq P Dk
ε . Similarly, from (5.110), (5.81), and (5.155) (with nÑ8) we deduce that

ˇ

ˇBθkpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 4
κ

ˇ

ˇ

d
dtk´pTpθ, tqq

ˇ

ˇ ď 200b
9
2κ´4

Tpθ, tq 12 (5.216)

for all pθ, tq P Dk
ε . Since Tpθ, tq « 3

κpθ ´ s2ptqq, see e.g. (6.144a) below, the above two estimates give a
precise order of vanishing for k and ky as y Ñ s2ptq`.

Next, let us consider the behavior of z near s2ptq. For pθ, tq P Dk
ε , from (3.5b) we obtain

zpθ, tq “ zpspJpθ, tqq, Jpθ, tqqe´ 8
3

şt
Jpθ,tq a˝ψtds ` 1

6

ż t

Jpθ,tq
pc2kθq ˝ ψte´ 8

3

şt
s a˝ψtds

1

ds . (5.217)

Using (5.69a), (5.141a), (5.141g), and (5.216), we deduce that

ˇ

ˇzpy, tqˇˇ ď 5b
9
2κ´2

Jpθ, tq 32 ` 40m2b
9
2κ´4

ż t

Jpθ,tq
Tpψtpθ, sq, sq 12ds .

In order to estimate the integral term in the above estimate, we use (5.154) to bound 5
2κ
´1pθ ´ s2ptqq ď

Tpθ, tq ď 7
2κ
´1pθ ´ s2ptqq for all s2ptq ă θ ă sptq, for ε sufficiently small. As such, it is natural to define

γpsq “ ψtpθ, sq ´ s2psq, and note that due to (5.158), we have 9γpsq “ λ1pψtpθ, sq, sq ´ 9s2psq P r´κ
2 ,´κ

4 s.
Hence,
ż t

Jpθ,tq
Tpψtpθ, sq, sq 12ds ď 2κ´

1
2

ż t

Jpθ,tq
γpsq 12ds ď ´8κ´

3
2

ż t

Jpθ,tq
9γpsqpγpsqq 12ds

“ 6κ´
3
2

´

γpJpθ, tqq 32 ´ γptq 32
¯

ď 6κ´
3
2 pspJpθ, tqq ´ s2pJpθ, tqqq 32 ď 2Jpθ, tq 32 .

Combining the above two inequalities we arrive at

ˇ

ˇzpθ, tqˇˇ ď 12b
9
2κ´2

Jpθ, tq 32 (5.218)

for all py, tq P Dk
ε . For pθ, tq P Dz

εzDk
ε , the same bound as in (5.218) holds. Indeed, for s P rJpθ, tq, ts

such that ψtpθ, sq R Dk
ε , we have that kθpψtpθ, sq, sq “ 0, so that the integrand in the second term in (5.217)

vanishes for such s. On the other hand, for s P rJpθ, tq, ts such that ψtpθ, sq P Dk
ε we again appeal to (5.216),

and to the fact that Jpψtpθ, sq, sq “ Jpθ, tq. Estimate (5.218) and the bound 5
2κ
´1pθ ´ s1ptqq ď Jpθ, tq ď

7
2κ
´1pθ ´ s2ptqq, which holds for s1ptq ă θ ă s2ptq and ε sufficiently small, gives the rate of vanishing of

zpθ, tq as θ Ñ s1ptq`. Moreover, since zps1ptq, tq “ 0 by using the definition of the derivative as the limit
of finite differences, from (5.218) we immediately deduce also that

pBθzqps1ptq, tq “ 0 . (5.219)
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5.12.2 Bounds for the specific vorticity, the radial velocity, and its derivative

The continuity of the radial velocity a on T ˆ r0, εs is a consequence of the construction: the continuous
initial data a0 (see (5.4)) is propagated smoothly along the characteristic flow of λ2 (which is continuous,
in fact Lipschitz continuous in space and time) in the domain pDk

ε qA, and in particular a limiting value for a
from the right side of the shock curve is obtained; these values of a on the shock curve then serve as Cauchy
data for the region Dk

ε , using that the flow of λ2 is transversal to the shock curve. In detail, from (5.129),
the the Lipschitz regularity of φpnqt pθ, ¨q with respect to both θ and t (see Lemma 5.24 and its proof, the
boundedness of Btφpnqt follows in the same way as (5.155), since Btφpnqt solves the same equation as Bθφpnqt
except with datum 0 instead of 1 at pθ, tq), the continuity of a0, and the bounds (5.141), inductively imply
that apnq is continuous on Tˆ r0, εs, and thus so is its uniform limit a. In particular, rrap¨, tqss “ 0.

Concerning the specific vorticity, we note that from the uniform bound (5.140) and the lower bound on
w0 in (5.1b), we have that the sequence of specific vorticities t$pnquně1, where $pnq “ 4pwpnq ` zpnq ´
Bθapnqqpcpnqq´2ek

pnq
, is uniformly bounded in L8pDεq, by 300mκ´2. Thus the weak-* limiting vorticity $

also lies in L8pDεq, and inherits this global bound. By repeating the argument in Section 5.8.13, since the
right side of (5.139) vanishes as n Ñ 8 (when integrated against smooth test functions), we obtain that $
is a L8x,t weak solution of (3.9) in Dε. Since pw, zq P Xε, we have that λ2 is Lipschitz, giving uniqueness of
weak solutions to (3.9), and thus $ can be computed classically by integrating along the characteristics of
λ2 (see (5.221) below).

In order to obtain a sharper estimate for the limiting specific vorticity $ we recall that from (5.5) that

10κ´1 ď $0pθq ď 28κ´1 (5.220)

for all θ P T. Integrating the evolution (3.9) along the characteristics φtpθ, sq, for s P r0, ts, we obtain that

$pθ, tq “ $0pφtpθ, 0qqe 8
3

şt
0 apφtpθ,sq,sqds

`
#

4
3

şt
Tpθ,tq e

kpφtpθ,sq,sqpBθkqpφtpθ, sq, sqe 8
3

şt
s apφtpθ,s

1q,s1qds1ds , for pθ, tq P Dk
ε

0 , for pθ, tq P pDk
ε qA

. (5.221)

Then, for all pθ, tq P Dε, using the bounds (5.141g), (5.141e), and (5.141f), we deduce that

|$pθ, tq ´$0pφtpθ, 0qq| ď 3R7t |$0pφtpθ, 0qq| e3R7t `R6pt 32 ´ Tpθ, tq 32 qe3R7t`R5t
3
2 ď Ct . (5.222)

Since t ď ε ! 1, it follows from the above estimate and (5.220) that

9κ´1 ď $pθ, tq ď 30κ´1 , (5.223)

for all pθ, tq P Dε.
The continuity of the specific vorticity across the shock curve s follows from (5.221), the continuity

of $0 (see (5.5)), the continuity of a established earlier, the Lipschitz continuity of φtpθ, ¨q in both space
and time (which holds in light of the argument in Lemma 5.24 and the uniform convergence λpnq1 Ñ λ1),
the transversality of the flow φtpθ, ¨q to the shock curve, the bounds (5.141), and the fact that by definition
Tpθ, tq Ñ t as y Ñ sptq´.

It only remains to consider the behavior of Bθa near the shock curve, claimed in item (ix). From (3.8)
we have that Bθa “ w ` z ´ 1

4$c
2ek and thus, using the continuity of $ across the shock curve, for every

t P p0, εs we deduce that

rrBθass “ rrwss ` rrzss ´ 1
4$|psptq,tqrrwssxxcyyxxekyy ` 1

4$|psptq,tqrrzssxxcyyxxekyy ´ 1
4$|psptq,tqxxc2yyrrekss
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“ rrwss
´

1´ 1
4$|psptq,tqxxcyyxxekyy

¯

loooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooon

“:Ja,1

`rrzss ` 1
4$|psptq,tqrrzssxxcyyxxekyy ´ 1

4$|psptq,tqxxc2yyrrekss
looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:Ja,2

.

Using the fact that pw, z, k, aq P Xε, the precise information on wB provided by Proposition 5.7, that the
specific vorticity satisfies (5.223), and that the jumps in z and k (hence also the jump in ek) satisfy (5.69),
we obtain

ˇ

ˇJa,2ptq
ˇ

ˇ ď Ct
3
2

and that

Ja,2ptq “
´

2b
3
2 t

1
2 `Optq

¯

`

1´ 1
8$|psptq,tqκ`Optq˘

(5.223)ÝÝÝÝÑ ´ 3b
3
2 t

1
2 ď ´11

4 b
3
2 t

1
2 ´ Ct ď Ja,2ptq ď ´1

4b
3
2 t

1
2 ` Ct ď ´1

5b
3
2 t

1
2

for all t P p0, εs. By combining the above three displays we arrive at

´4b
3
2 t

1
2 ď rrBθassptq ď ´1

6b
3
2 t

1
2

since ε, and hence t, is sufficiently small. The above estimate concludes the proof of Theorem 5.5.

6 A precise description of the higher order singularities

The goal of this section is to establish:

Theorem 6.1 (Shocks, cusps, and weak discontinuities). Let ε ą 0, s P C2, s1, s2 P C1, pw, z, k, aq P Xε
be as in Theorem 5.5. For t P p0, εs, we have the following upper bounds on higher order derivatives:

ˇ

ˇwθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ À

$

’

&

’

%

t´
5
3 , if θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt

3

t´
5
2 ` Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 if s2ptq ă θ ă sptq
t´

5
2 if sptq ă θ ă sptq ` κt

3

, (6.1a)

ˇ

ˇzθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ À
#

Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 , if s2ptq ă θ ă sptq

Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 if s1ptq ă θ ď s2ptq

, (6.1b)

ˇ

ˇkθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ À Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 if s2ptq ă θ ă sptq , (6.1c)

ˇ

ˇaθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ À

$

’

&

’

%

t´
2
3 , if y ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt

3

t´1 ` tTpθ, tq´ 1
2 if s2ptq ă θ ă sptq

t´1 if sptq ă θ ă sptq ` κt
3

, (6.1d)

ˇ

ˇ$θpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ À 1` 1pθ,tqPDkε
pt´ Tpθ, tqq Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 , (6.1e)

where the implicit constants in À only depend on m, cf. (6.8)–(6.13), and (6.14). In particular, for every
t ą 0, the first and second derivatives of pw, z, k, aq are bounded on both sptq´ and sptq`.

Moreover, s1ptq and s2ptq are C1 smooth curves of weak characteristic discontinuities in the following
precise sense:

(i) The spacetime curve s2ptq is a weak contact discontinuity with the property that second derivatives of
pw, z, k, aq blow up on s`2 ptq; in particular, for generic constants c and C,

cpθ ´ s2ptqq´ 1
2 ď wθθpθ, tq,´zθθpθ, tq, kθθpθ, tq,´t´1aθθpθ, tq ď Cpθ ´ s2ptqq´ 1

2 (6.2)
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for s2ptq ă θ and θ ´ s2ptq ! t. The sum wθθ ` zθθ remains bounded on s2ptq and
ˇ

ˇwθθpθ, tq ` zθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ À t´
1
2 , (6.3)

for s2ptq ă θ ă s2ptq ` κt
6 . Lastly, the functions pwθ, zθ, kθ, aθq form C

1
2 -cusps along s2ptq`.

(ii) The spacetime curve s1ptq is a weak discontinuity such that only zθθ blows up on s1ptq`,

cpθ ´ s1ptqq´ 1
2 ď ´zθθpθ, tq ď Cpθ ´ s1ptqq´ 1

2 , (6.4)

for s1ptq ă θ with θ ´ s1ptq ! t, while second derivatives of pw, k, zq remain bounded in terms of
inverse powers of t. The function zθ forms a C

1
2 -cusp along s1ptq`.

Initial data at time 

Formation of pre-shock

Development of shocks and cusps 

most negative slope

w

a
k
z

1/3 cusp
1/3 cusp

jump t

jump t

jump t

one sided 
1/2 cusp

jump t

one sided 
1/2 cusp

one sided 
1/2 cusp

one sided 
1/2 cusps

1/2

÷
.

Figure 12: Schematic of the tuple pw, z, k, aq at t P p0, εs. On the left, we have sketched w in red, z in green, k in blue, and a in
orange. On the right, we have sketched the derivatives wθ in red, zθ in green, kθ in blue, and aθ in orange.

The proof of Theorem 6.1 is the subject of the remainder of this section: in Section 6.1 we give the
bootstrap assumptions which yield (6.1), Sections 6.2–6.6 are dedicated to closing these bootstraps, while
Sections 6.7 and 6.8 are dedicated to the analysis of the weak singularities emerging on s1 and s2. The
summary of the proof is given in Section 6.9.

We note that the bounds for the second order derivatives of pw, z, k, aq claimed in Theorem 6.1 greatly
differ according to the location of the space-time point pθ, tq where they are evaluated: while far away from
s1, s2, s all information concerning w and a is propagated smoothly from the initial datum, for pθ, tq near
the space-time curves s1, s2, s, obtaining upper bounds and matching lower bounds for second derivatives is
a delicate matter, which requires a region-by-region analysis. Accordingly, we shall consider three separate
cases:

• pθ, tq P Dk
ε , the region between s2 and s. Here, for all t ą 0 the second derivatives of pw, z, k, aq are

bounded as θ Ñ sptq´, but they all blow up as θ Ñ s2ptq`, due to the presence of the entropy.

• pθ, tq P Dz
εzDk

ε , the region between s1 and s2. In this region k ” 0, and this implies that the second
derivatives of w remain bounded as θ Ñ s2ptq´; nonetheless, the second derivative of a still develops
a singularity here, highlighting the two-dimensional nature of Euler in azimuthal symmetry model.
On the other hand, approaching s1ptq from the right side, only the second derivative of z develops a
singularity.

• pθ, tq P DεzDz
ε , the region which is either to the left of s1 or the the right of s. In this region we have

that z ” 0 and k ” 0, and thus the analysis reduces to the study of w and a alone. We show that
for all t ą 0, these quantities have bounded second derivatives, uniformly in this region, essentially
because they are determined solely in terms of the initial data.
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Remark 6.2. Naturally, the further away pθ, tq are from s1ptq (to the left) or sptq (to the right), the further
away we are from any singular behavior, and so the bounds for B2

θw and B2
θa become better. As such,

for simplicity of the presentation we only give proofs of estimates for second derivatives at points pθ, tq P
DεzDz

ε which are close to s1 or s: either s1ptq ´ ε 1
2 ď θ ď s1ptq, or sptq ă θ ă sptq ` ε 1

2 . In particular, the
closeness considered is t-independent, and thus on the complement of this region it is not hard to establish
bounds for B2

θpθ, tq and B2
θapθ, tq which are uniform in time for t P r0, εs; these bounds only depend on ε,

which is a fixed parameter.

Remark 6.3. By the uniform convergence of our iteration scheme and (5.154), we have that

ψtpθ, sq “ 1
3κs` pθ ´ 1

3ktq `Opt 43 q “ 1
3κs` pθ ´ s1ptqq `Opt 43 q , pθ, tq P Dz

ε , (6.5a)

φtpθ, sq “ 2
3κs` pθ ´ 2

3ktq `Opt 43 q “ 2
3κs` pθ ´ s2ptqq `Opt 43 q , pθ, tq P Dz

ε . (6.5b)

Remark 6.4 (Bounds on wave speeds 1 and 2). Recall that φt and ψt are the flows of the wave speeds
λ2 and λ1, which are the identity at time t. Throughout this section we shall use the following fact: for all
t P r0, εs, and all y P rs1ptq ´ ε 1

2 , sptq ` ε 1
2 s, we have

ˇ

ˇBsφtpθ, sq ´ 2κ
3

ˇ

ˇ “ ˇ

ˇλ2pφtpθ, sq, sq ´ 2κ
3

ˇ

ˇ ď 4b|φtpθ, sq ´ spsq| 13 ` 4b
3
2 s

1
2 (6.6a)

ˇ

ˇBsψtpθ, sq ´ κ
3

ˇ

ˇ “ ˇ

ˇλ1pψtpθ, sq, sq ´ κ
3

ˇ

ˇ ď 4b|ψtpθ, sq ´ spsq| 13 ` 4b
3
2 s

1
2 (6.6b)

for all s P r0, ts, where C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0 is a constant. The proofs of (6.6a) and (6.6b) are identical,
and rely on the fact that zp¨, sq “ Ops 3

2 q, and that for y P tφtpθ, sq, ψtpθ, squ we have

|κ´ wpθ, sq| ď |κ´ wBpθ, sq| `R1s

ď |κ´ w0pηB´1pθ, sqq| `R1s

ď 2b|ηB´1pθ, sq| 13 `R1s

ď 3b
3
2 s

1
2 ` 4b|θ ´ spsq| 13 `R1s

The aforementioned restriction on θ not being too far to the left of s1ptq or too far to the right of sptq was
used in the third inequality above, because in light of (5.1c) this allows us to bound |w0pxq ´ κ| ď 2b|x| 13 ,
since x “ ηB

´1pθ, sq satisfies |x| ď ε
1
4 ! 1. Note that a direct consequence of (6.6a)–(6.6b) and (5.13), we

have that
ˇ

ˇsptq ´ s2ptq ´ κt
3

ˇ

ˇ ď Ct
4
3 and

ˇ

ˇs2ptq ´ s1ptq ´ κt
3

ˇ

ˇ ď Ct
4
3 (6.7)

holds uniformly for all t P r0, εs, for a suitable constant C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0.

6.1 Second derivative bootstraps

The core of the proof of Theorem 6.1 is to obtain suitable second derivative estimates for the unknowns
pw, z, k, aq, and on the first derivative of $, consistent with (6.1). We achieve this by postulating a num-
ber of bootstrap bounds — see (6.8), (6.10), (6.12) below — and then show that these same bounds hold
with a constant which is better by a factor of 2. Note that the $θ and aθθ estimates are direct conse-
quences of these bootstrap bounds, see Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, they are not part of the bootstraps themselves.
Rigorously, the bounds (6.8), (6.10), and (6.12) need to be established iteratively for the sequence of ap-
proximations pwpnq, zpnq, kpnqq which were considered in Section 5.8; then, these estimates hold for the
unique limiting solution pw, z, kq by passing n Ñ 8. When n “ 1 the bounds (6.8), (6.10), and (6.12)
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are trivially seen to hold in view of the definition given in (5.123). Then, assuming the bootstraps bounds
hold for pwpnq, zpnq, kpnqq, the analysis in Sections 6.2–6.6 below, shows that they hold for the next iterate
pwpn`1q, zpn`1q, kpn`1qq defined in Section 5.8, and that they in fact hold with a better constant. In the proof
in this section, instead of carrying around the super-indices ¨pnq and ¨pn`1q (as was done in Section 5.8), we
write the proof as if we had already passed nÑ8, and work directly with the limiting solution. This abuse
of notation is justified as described above in this paragraph.

6.1.1 Bootstraps for the cone Dk
ε

For all pθ, tq P Dk
ε , we suppose that

ˇ

ˇB2
θwpθ, tq ´ B2

θwBpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ďM1

`

Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 ` t´2

˘

(6.8a)
ˇ

ˇB2
θzpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ ďM2Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 (6.8b)

ˇ

ˇB2
θkpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ ďM3Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 , (6.8c)

where

M1 “ 10m4 , M2 “ 10m3 , M3 “ 2m2 . (6.9)

6.1.2 Bootstraps for the cone Dz
εzDk

ε

For all pθ, tq P Dz
εzDk

ε ,

ˇ

ˇB2
θwpθ, tq ´ B2

θwBpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď N1t
´ 2

3 (6.10a)
ˇ

ˇB2
θzpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď N2Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 (6.10b)

where

N1 “ 5m4 , N2 “ 8m3 . (6.11)

6.1.3 Bootstraps for DεzDz
ε

For all pθ, tq P DεzDz
ε .

ˇ

ˇB2
θwpθ, tq ´ B2

θwBpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

N4t
´ 2

3 , if θ ď s1ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt
3

N5t
´2, if sptq ă θ ă sptq ` κt

3 ,
(6.12a)

where

N4 “ 5m4 , N5 “ 10m4 . (6.13)

6.1.4 Bounds for $θ and aθθ

We first show that the bootstrap for the second derivative of k implies a good estimate for the derivative for
the specific vorticity.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that pw, z, k, aq P Xε is such that (6.8c) holds. Then, for all pθ, tq P Dε, we have

ˇ

ˇ$θpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2m` 1pθ,tqPDkε
4m2 pt´ Tpθ, tqq Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.14)
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Proof of Lemma 6.5 . We differentiate the equation for the specific vorticity (3.9) with respect to θ and
obtain

pBt ` λ2Bθq$θ `
`Bθλ2 ´ 8

3a
˘

$θ “ 8
3aθ$ ` 4

3e
k
`

k2
y ` kθθ

˘

.

For any fixed pθ, tq P Dε, we compose the above identity with φtpθ, sq and arrive at

d
ds

`

$θ ˝ φt
˘` `Bθλ2 ˝ φt ´ 8

3a ˝ φt
˘p$θ ˝ φtq “

`

8
3aθ$ ` 4

3e
kpk2

θ ` kθθq
˘ ˝ φt .

Denoting the integrating factor associated to the above equation by

I$θ “ I$θpθ, t; sq “ ´
ż t

s

`Bθλ2pφtpθ, rq, rq ´ 8
3apφtpθ, rq, rq

˘

dr

“ ´2
3

ż t

s

`Bθwpφtpθ, rq, rq ` Bθzpφtpθ, rq, rq ´ 4apφtpθ, rq, rq
˘

dr , (6.15)

and using that φtpθ, tq “ θ, we then obtain

$θpθ, tq “ $10pφtpθ, 0qqeI$θ pθ,t;0q `
ż t

0

`

8
3aθ$ ` 4

3e
kpk2

θ ` kθθq
˘pφtpθ, sq, sqeI$θ pθ,t;sqds . (6.16)

First, we estimate the integrating factor in (6.15), for a fixed pθ, tq in the region of interest, as described
in Remark 6.2. Using (6.6a) and (5.13), we have that the curve φtpθ, sq is transversal to the shock curve s, in
the sense that Bsφtpθ, sq ď 2

3κ`Opε 1
3 q ď 3

4κ ă 9s. Hence, we may apply Lemma 5.11 with γpsq “ φtpθ, sq,
separately on the intervals rt1, ts ÞÑ rTpθ, tq, ts and rt1, ts ÞÑ rs, Tpθ, tqs, with the second case being of course
empty if Tpθ, tq ď s. In this way, from estimate (5.57a), (5.141b), (5.141d), and the triangle inequality, we
deduce that

|I$θpθ, t; sq| ď 40bκ´
2
3 t

1
3 ` 2R2b

´ 1
2 t

1
2 `R4t

3
2 ď 50bκ´

2
3 t

1
3 .

As such,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
eI$θ pθ,t;sq ´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 60bκ´

2
3 t

1
3 (6.17)

uniformly for s P r0, ts, since t ď ε ! 1.
Second, we appeal to the bounds (5.141e), (5.141f), (5.141g), and (5.223), to deduce that

ż t

0

ˇ

ˇ

8
3aθ$ ` 4

3e
kpk2

θq
ˇ

ˇpφtpθ, sq, sqds ď 12κ´1R7t`R2
6t

2 ď Ct (6.18)

for a suitable C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0.
Third, we use (5.141e), (6.17), the bound (6.8c), and the fact that k ” 0 on rDk

ε sA to deduce that for all
pθ, tq P Dk

ε , we have
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

Tpθ,tq

`

ekkθθ
˘pφtpθ, sq, sqeI$θ pθ,t;sqds

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4m2 pt´ Tpθ, tqq Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 (6.19)

for a suitable C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0. Here we have implicitly used that Tppφtpθ, sq, sqq “ Tpθ, tq.
Finally, by appealing to the $10 estimate in (5.5), we deduce from (6.16), (6.18), and (6.19) that

ˇ

ˇ$θpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď mp1` 60bκ´
2
3 t

1
3 q ` Ct` 1pθ,tqPDkε

4m2 pt´ Tpθ, tqq Tpθ, tq´ 1
2

ď 2m` 1pθ,tqPDkε
4m2 pt´ Tpθ, tqq Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 ,

which completes the proof of (6.14).
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The previously established estimate for the derivative of the specific vorticity, (6.14), immediately im-
plies a bound for the second derivative of the radial velocity a:

Lemma 6.6. Assume that pw, z, k, aq P Xε is such that (6.8), (6.10), and (6.12) hold. Then, for all pθ, tq P
Dε we have

ˇ

ˇaθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď

$

’

&

’

%

N3t
´ 2

3 , if θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt
3

M5pt´1 ` tTpθ, tq´ 1
2 q , if s2ptq ă θ ď sptq

N7t
´1 , if sptq ă θ ă sptq ` κt

3

(6.20)

where the constants N3, M5, and N7 are defined as as

N3 “ m3 , M5 “ m4 , N7 “ m3 . (6.21)

Proof of Lemma 6.6. The proof directly follows from the bounds on the derivative of the specific vorticity
contained in the bootstrap estimates (6.14), (6.14), and (6.14). We rewrite the definition (3.8) as aθ “
w ` z ´ 1

4c
2e´k$, and upon differentiating we see that

aθθ “ wθ ` zθ ´ 1
4cpwθ ´ zθqe´k$ ` 1

4c
2e´kkθ$ ´ 1

4c
2e´k$θ

“ ´1
4c

2e´k$θ ` wθ
´

1´ 1
4ce

´k$
¯

` zθ
´

1` 1
4ce

´k$
¯

` 1
4c

2e´kkθ$ .

By using that pw, z, k, aq P Xε and the bound (5.223), it follows that for all pθ, tq in the region of interest,
we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
aθθ ` 1

4c
2e´k$θ ´ BθwB

´

1´ 1
4ce

´k$
¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ct´

1
2 (6.22)

for a suitable C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0. For BθwB estimates we refer to (5.37a), $ is bounded via (5.223),
while for bounds on Bθ$ we refer to (6.14), (6.14), and (6.14). We deduce

ˇ

ˇaθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď m3 ` 1pθ,tqPDkε
m4 pt´ Tpθ, tqq Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 `m2
`pbtq3 ` |θ ´ sptq|2˘´ 1

3 (6.23)

The bound (6.23) now directly implies (6.20), as follows.
For θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt

3 , we have that |θ ´ sptq| ě κt
3 ´ Ct

4
3 , and also pθ, tq R Dk

ε . As
such, the first bound stated in (6.20) follows from (6.23) as soon as N3 ě 2m2pκ{4q´ 2

3 . This condition
motivates the choice of N3 “ m3 in (6.21). Similarly, the third bound in (6.20) follows from (6.23) as
soon as N7 ě 2m2b´1; this condition holds since N7 “ m3 as in (6.21). Lastly, we consider the case that
s2ptq ă θ ă sptq, case in which (6.23) implies

ˇ

ˇB2
θapθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď m3 `m4pt´ Tpθ, tqqTpθ, tq´ 1
2 `m2pbtq´1 ď m4pt´1 ` tTpθ, tq´ 1

2 q . (6.24)

The bound (6.24) then clearly implies the second bound in (6.20) as soon as M5 ě m4; a condition which
holds in view of the definition of M5 in (6.21).

6.2 Second derivatives of the three wave speeds

6.2.1 Improved estimates for derivatives of η ´ ηB
Lemma 6.7. Given pθ, tq P Dε, define the label x P Υptq by x “ η´1pθ, tq. Then

|Bxηpx, tq ´ BxηBpx, tq| ď
#

50mt
4
3 , if θ R ps2ptq, sptq ` κt

3 q
10mt, if θ P ps2ptq, sptq ` κt

3 q ,
, (6.25a)

ˇ

ˇB2
xηpx, tq ´ B2

xηBpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

10mt
1
3 , if θ R ps2ptq, sptq ` κt

3 q
20mt´

1
2 , if θ P ps2ptq, sptq ` κt

3 q
. (6.25b)
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Proof of Lemma 6.7. We first record a few bounds for the derivatives of the Burgers flow map ηB. Using
(5.17c)–(5.17d), we have that for all s2ptq ă θ ă sptq ` κt

3 and with x “ η´1pθ, tq
ˇ

ˇB2
xηBpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď ˇ

ˇtw20pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 1
3b
´ 3

2 t´
3
2 ,

ˇ

ˇB3
xηBpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď ˇ

ˇtw30 pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2mb´4t´3 . (6.26)

The above estimates hold since |x| ě 4
5pbtq

3
2 For the case that θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt

3 , similarly to
(5.50) we may show that

|ηpx, sq ´ spsq| ě |ηpx, tq ´ sptq| ` 4
5b

3
2 t

1
2 pt´ sq ě κt

4 (6.27)

and so |x| “ |ηpx, 0q ´ sp0q| ě κt
4 . It follows from (5.1) that for labels x such that |x| ě κt

5

ˇ

ˇw10pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď bκ´
2
3 t´

2
3 ,

ˇ

ˇB2
xηBpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď ˇ

ˇtw20pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 4bκ´
5
3 t´

2
3 ,

ˇ

ˇB3
xηBpx, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď ˇ

ˇtw30 pxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 80mκ´
8
3 t´

5
3 ,

(6.28)

upon taking ε small enough.
In order to prove (6.25a), we appeal to the identities

ηBxpx, tq “ 1`
ż t

0
BθwB ˝ ηBηBxds , ηxpx, tq “ 1`

ż t

0
pwθ ` 1

3zθq ˝ ηηxds . (6.29)

In anticipation of subtracting the two identities above, we first derive a useful identity for Bθw ˝ ηηx. To do
so, we return to (5.98), which we rewrite as

d
dt

`pwθ ´ 1
4ckθq ˝ η ηx

˘` `p8
3a´ 1

12ckθq ˝ η
˘ `pwθ ´ 1

4ckθq ˝ η ηx
˘

“ `

1
48ckθpckθ ` 4zθq ´ 8

3waθ
˘ ˝ η ηx . (6.30)

At this stage it is convenient to introduce the w-good-unknown qw via

qwpθ, tq “ wθpθ, tq ´ 1
4cpθ, tqkθpθ, tq , (6.31)

the integrating factor in (6.30) as

Ipx, s, tq “
ż t

s

8
3apηpx, s1q, s1q ´ 1

12pckθqpηpx, s1q, s1qds1 , (6.32)

and the forcing term in (6.30) by

Qw “ 1
48ckθpckθ ` 4zθq ´ 8

3waθ . (6.33)

With this notation, integrating (6.30) and using that k0 “ 0, we arrive at

qwpηpx, tq, tqηxpx, tq “ w10pxqe´Ipx,0,tq `
ż t

0
Qwpηpx, sq, sqηxpx, sqe´Ipx,s,tqds (6.34)

Upon recalling the fact that BθwB ˝ ηB ηBx “ w10, from (6.29), (6.34), and the definition

Q1 “ 1
4ckθ ` 1

3zθ , (6.35)

we obtain

Btpηx ´ ηBxq “ wθ ˝ η ηx ´ BθwB ˝ ηB ηBx
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“ w10pxq
´

e´Ipx,0,tq ´ 1
¯

`Q1 ˝ η ηx `
ż t

0
Qwpηpx, sq, sqηxpx, sqe´Ipx,s,tqds (6.36)

which is the main identity relating the derivatives of η and ηB.
We will frequently use that the integrating factor I defined in (6.32) satisfies

ˇ

ˇIp¨, s, tqˇˇ ď 8
3R7pt´ sq ` 1

18mR6pt 32 ´ s 3
2 q ď 12mpt´ sq , (6.37)

a bound which is a direct consequence of (5.141) and (5.142).
In order to prove (6.25a), we integrate (6.36) on the interval r0, ts, use that ηxpx, 0q “ 1 “ ηBxpx, 0q,

and the fact that pw, z, k, aq P Xε (expressed through the bounds (5.141)), and obtain that

ˇ

ˇηxpx, tq ´ ηBxpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď |w10pxq|
ż t

0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
e´Ipx,0,sq ´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ds` Ct 32 ď 8mt2|w10pxq| ` Ct2 . (6.38)

In the case that θ “ ηpx, tq R ps2ptq, sptq` κt
3 q, since |x| “ |η´1pθ, tq| ě 4

5pbtq
3
2 , from (5.17b) and (5.142),

we obtain the second bound in (6.25a). On the other hand, for θ “ ηpx, tq P ps2ptq, sptq ` κt
3 q, from (6.27)

we have |x| ě κt
4 and so from (6.28), (6.38), and the working assumption (5.2), we obtain that the first

bound in (6.25a) holds.
We next estimate ηxx ´ ηBxx. Notice that by differentiating the identity (6.36), factors of ηxx appear

in both the integral term, which at first leads to non-optimal bounds. Instead, we twice differentiate the
equations Bsη “ λ3 ˝ η and BsηB “ wB ˝ ηB, to find that

Bspηxx ´ ηBxxq “ wθθ ˝ η η2
x ´ wBθθ ˝ ηB ηB2

x ` wθ ˝ η ηxx ´ wBθ ˝ ηB ηBxx
“ `

wBθθ ˝ ηB ˝ pηB´1 ˝ ηq ´ wBθθ ˝ ηB
˘

η2
x

looooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooon

K1

`pwθθ ´ wBθθq ˝ η η2
x

looooooooooomooooooooooon

K2

` wBθθ ˝ ηB pη2
x ´ ηB2

xq
loooooooooooomoooooooooooon

K3

`pwθ ˝ η ´ wBθ ˝ ηBqηBxx
loooooooooooooomoooooooooooooon

K4

`wθ ˝ η pηxx ´ ηBxxq . (6.39)

We shall first provide bounds for the terms K1, K2, K3, and K4 on the right side of (6.39) in the regions y
far from sptq and y close to sptq, and then apply the Grönwall inequality to estimate ηxx´ηBxx in these two
regions. To sharpen the bounds in the region close to sptq, we then return to (6.36) and differentiate it in x.

The case θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt
3 . We recall that x “ η´1pθ, tq and define the label x “ ηB

´1pθ, tq. As
earlier, from (6.27) and (5.44) we have |x|, |x| ě κt

5 . Using the mean value theorem, and estimates (5.17b),
(5.36b), (5.22a), (5.44), and (6.28), we obtain that

ˇ

ˇη´2
x K1px, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 2000R1mκ
´ 8

3 s´
2
3 ` Cs´ 1

3 ,

so that using (5.54a), (5.142), and (5.2)
ˇ

ˇK1px, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď m4s´
2
3 . (6.40)

Then, using (5.54a) and (6.10a) and (6.12a), we have that
ˇ

ˇK2px, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď 4pN1 `N4qs´ 2
3 . (6.41)

In the above estimate we have implicitly used the fact that ηpx, sq R Dk
ε , which is a consequence of the

assumption on θ being sufficiently far from sptq and of the bound (6.27). Next, by (5.36), the s-independent
lower bound on x provided by (6.27), and the w0 estimates (5.1) and (5.17b), we have

|BθwBpηBpx, sq, sq| ď 5
3 |w10pxq| ď 2bpκtq´ 2

3 , (6.42a)
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ˇ

ˇB2
θwBpηBpx, sq, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď p5
3q3|w20pxq| ď 16bpκtq´ 5

3 , (6.42b)

for all s P r0, ts, and so by (5.54a) and (6.25a)
ˇ

ˇK3px, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď Cs
4
3 t´

5
3 ď Cs´

1
3 , (6.43)

for a suitable C “ Cpκ, b,mq ą 0. Lastly, in order to bound K4, we write

pwθ ˝ η ´ wBθ ˝ ηBq “ pwθ ˝ η ´ wBθ ˝ ηBqηxη´1
x ,

and

pwθ ˝ η ´ wBθ ˝ ηBqηx “
`

wθ ˝ η ηx ´ BθwB ˝ ηB ηBx
˘´ BθwB ˝ ηB

`

ηx ´ ηBx
˘

.

Using the second equality in (6.36), similarly to (6.38) but with t replaced by s, we have that
ˇ

ˇwθ ˝ η ηx ´ wBθ ˝ ηB ηBx
ˇ

ˇ ď 4R7s|w10pxq| ` Cs
1
2 ď 20bκ´

2
3mst´

2
3 ď Cs

1
3 ,

where in the second inequality we have also appealed to (6.28). Hence, by combining the above three
displays with (5.54a), (6.25a), (6.28), and (6.42), we have that

ˇ

ˇK4px, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď Ct´
2
3

´

s
1
3 ` t´ 2

3 s
4
3

¯

ď Cs´
1
3 , (6.44)

for a suitable C “ Cpκ, b,mq ą 0.
Finally, using the bounds (6.40)–(6.44), and the estimates (5.56a) and (5.141a) we apply Grönwall to

(6.39) and find that

ˇ

ˇηxxpx, tq ´ ηBxxpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď e
1
2
`2R2b

´ 1
2 t

1
2 16pm4 `N1 `N4qt 13 ď 30pm4 `N1 `N4qt 13 , (6.45)

in the case that y R ps2ptq, sptq ` κt
3 q.

The case s2ptq ă θ ă sptq` κt
3 . We shall first use (6.39) to provide a (non optimal) bound for the difference

ηxx ´ ηBxx. Once we have such a bound, we will then return to the differentiated form of (6.36) to obtain
the optimal bound.

Recall the definitions of the labels x “ ηB
´1pηpx, tq, tq and x “ η´1pθ, tq. At this stage it is convenient

to introduce s “ ν7px, tq P r0, tq, the largest time at which either ηpx, sq “ s2psq “ spsq ´ κs
3 `Ops 4

3 q or
ηpx, sq “ spsq ` κs

3 . This time νpx, tq exists in view of the intermediate function theorem since, |ηpx, 0q ´
sp0q| “ |x| ě 4

5pbtq
3
2 ą 0, and is unique since as in (5.50) and in Lemma (5.24), we have that the flow η is

transversal to both s2 and to s. In fact, we recall from (5.50) that

|ηpx, sq ´ spsq| ě |y ´ sptq| ` 4
5b

3
2 t

1
2 pt´ sq (6.46)

and therefore, by also taking into account (6.7), we have that

ν7px, tq ě b
3
2κ´1t

3
2 (6.47)

uniformly for all x “ η´1pθ, tq, and θ P ps2ptq, sptq ` κt
3 q.

Next, we return to bounding the terms on the right side of (6.39). Then by (5.21a), (5.36b), the mean
value theorem, (5.44), and using (5.17b), (5.17c), (6.26) we obtain

ˇ

ˇK1px, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď 4
ˇ

ˇηB
´1pηpx, sq, sq ´ xˇˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p1` sw10prxqqw30 prxq ´ 3spw20prxqq2
p1` sw10prxqq4

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
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ď 4R1s
2p5

3q4
`

4mb´4t´4 ` 16b´3st´5
˘

ď m4s2t´4 . (6.48)

Here we have use that rx lies in between x and ηB´1pηpx, sq, sq, and thus satisfies |rx| ě 4
5pbtq

3
2 . Next, by

(5.54a), (6.8a), (6.10a), and (6.12a),

ˇ

ˇK2px, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď 4pM1 `N5q
´

s´2 ` 1s2psqăηpx,sqăspsqTpηpx, sq, sq´
1
2

¯

. (6.49)

Next, using (5.36b) and the fact that |x| ě 4
5pbtq

3
2 , combined with the estimates (5.17b) and (5.17c) we

obtain that |wBθθpηBpx, sq, sq| ď 3b´
3
2 t´

5
2 . Hence, by also appealing to (5.54a) and (6.25a), we deduce

ˇ

ˇK3px, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď Cst´
5
2 . (6.50)

Finally, by (5.52), (5.141b), (5.142), and (6.26),

ˇ

ˇK4px, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď
´

4R1b
´ 3

2 s´
1
2 `R2pbsq´ 1

2

¯

s|w20pxq|
ď

´

4R1b
´ 3

2 s´
1
2 `R2pbsq´ 1

2

¯

s1
3b
´ 3

2 t´
5
2 ď m4s

1
2 t´

5
2 . (6.51)

Summing up the estimates (6.48)–(6.51), we obtain
ˇ

ˇK1px, sq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇK2px, sq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇK3px, sq
ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇK4px, sq
ˇ

ˇ

ď `

4pM1 `N5q ` 2m4
˘

s´2 ` 4M11s2psqăηpx,sqďspsqTpηpx, sq, sq´
1
2 . (6.52)

Let rνptq “ b
3
2κ´1t

3
2 be the lower bound in (6.47). With (6.52) in hand we apply the Grönwall inequality

to (6.39) on the time interval rrνptq, ts, which in view of (6.47) is slightly larger than rν7px, tq, ts. The point
here is that due to (6.47) we know that either ηpx, rνq ă s2prνq, or ηpx, rνq ą sprνq` κrν

3 , and thus (6.45) holds
at the time rν. We thus deduce that
ˇ

ˇηxxpx, tq ´ ηBxxpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ

ď 30pm4 `N1 `N4qrν 1
3 ` p4pM1 `N5q ` 2m4q

ż t

rν
s´2ds` 4M1

ż t

rν
1s2psqăηpx,sqďspsqTpηpx, sq, sq´

1
2ds

ď Ct
1
2 ` p4pM1 `N5q ` 2m4qκb´ 3

2 t´
3
2 ` 4M1

ż t

rν
1s2psqăηpx,sqďspsqTpηpx, sq, sq´

1
2ds . (6.53)

Note that if θ ą sptq, then tηpx, squsPr0,ts does not intersect Dk
ε , and so the integral term in the above is

vacuous. We thus are left to consider the case θ P ps2ptq, sptqq.
In order to bound the integral term on the right side of (6.53), for every x P rη´1ps2ptq, tq, η´1psptq, tqq

we define the intersection time s “ ν2pxq at which the 3-characteristic ηpx, sq intersects the curve s2psq.
Just as we showed that φtpθ, sq is transverse to the shock curve in the proof of Lemma 5.24, by the same
argument, for all labels x P Υptq, the curve ηpx, sq is transverse to the characteristic curve ps2ptq, tq, and so
there exists an s2ptq-intersection time ν2pxq such that

ηpx, ν2pxqq “ s2pν2pxqq . (6.54)

Note that for these values of x, we have that ν2pxq “ ν7px, tq, as was previously defined above (6.46). When
x R rη´1ps2ptq, tq, η´1psptq, tqq we overload notation, and define ν2pxq “ ε, to signify that ηpx, ¨q does not
intersect s2.
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For future purposes, for every x P rη´1ps1ptq, tq, η´1psptq, tqqwe define the intersection time s “ ν1pxq
at which the 3-characteristic ηpx, sq intersects the curve s1psq, i.e.

ηpx, ν1pxqq “ s1pν1pxqq . (6.55)

The existence and uniqueness of ν1pxq is again justified by the transversality of the 3-characteristic and the
1-characteristic. Again, for x R rη´1ps1ptq, tq, η´1psptq, tqq, we set ν1pxq “ ε.

ss2s1

t “ 0

t “ ε

t

θx

ηpx, sq ν1pxq
ν2pxq

Figure 13: Fix a point pθ, tq which lies in between s1 and s2, and let x be the label such that ηpx, tq “ θ. The intersection time
of ηpx, sq with s2 is denoted by ν2pxq, while the intersection time of ηpx, sq with s1 is denoted by ν1pxq.

With this notation, we return to the integral term in (6.53), and recall that 2κ´1pθ ´ s2psqq ď Tpθ, sq ď
4κ´1pθ ´ s2psqq. This justifies defining the curve γpsq “ ηpx, sq ´ s2psq. Note that in view of Remark 6.3
and 6.4, we have that 9γpsq “ λ3pηpx, sq, sq ´ 9s2psq ě 1

4κ. Hence,

ż t

rν
1s2psqăηpx,sqďspsqTpηpx, sq, sq´

1
2ds ď

ż t

ν2pxq
Tpηpx, sqq´ 1

2ds

ď κ
1
2

ż t

ν2pxq
pηpx, sq ´ s2psqq´ 1

2ds

ď 4κ´
1
2

ż t

ν2pxq
9γpsqpγpsqq´ 1

2ds

ď 8κ´
1
2γptq 12 “ 8κ´

1
2 pθ ´ s2ptqq 12 ď 8t

1
2 . (6.56)

In the last inequality above we have used that |θ ´ s2ptq| ď sptq ´ s2ptq ď κt
2 . From (6.53) and (6.56), we

deduce the non-sharp upper bound
ˇ

ˇηxxpx, tq ´ ηBxxpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 4pM1 `N5 `m4qκb´ 3
2 t´

3
2 , (6.57)

for x “ η´1pθ, tq, when y P ps2ptq, sptq ` κt
3 q.

Note that (6.57) is weaker than the bound claimed in the second line of (6.25b). This rough bound (6.58)
may now be used to establish an optimal bound for ηxx´ηBxx as follows. Estimate (6.57) is combined with
(6.26) and (6.28), together with the bound (6.45), to show that for ε taken sufficiently small we have

ˇ

ˇηxxpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

12bκ´
5
3 t´

2
3 , if θ R ps2ptq, sptq ` κt

3 q
8pM1 `N5 `m4qκb´ 3

2 t´
3
2 if θ P ps2ptq, sptq ` κt

3 q
, (6.58)
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for t P r0, εs where x “ η´1pθ, tq P Υptq. Moreover, by the definition of the time ν7px, tq appearing in
(6.47), upon letting pθ, tq ÞÑ pηpx, sq, sq in (6.58), we obtain that

ˇ

ˇηxxpx, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

12bκ´
5
3 s´

2
3 , if s ď ν7px, tq

8pM1 `N5 `m4qκb´ 3
2 s´

3
2 if ν7px, tq ă s ď t

, (6.59)

where we have overloaded notation and have defined ν7px, tq :“ t whenever ηpx, sq ă s2psq or ηpx, sq ą
spsq ` κs

3 for all s P r0, ts.
Next, differentiating (6.36), we arrive at

Bspηxx ´ ηBxxq “ w20

´

e´Ip¨,0,sq ´ 1
¯

´ w10e´Ip¨,0,sqBxIp¨, 0, sq
` BθQ1 ˝ η pηxq2 `Q1 ˝ η ηxx
`
ż s

0

`BθQw ˝ η η2
x `Qw ˝ η ηxx ´Qw ˝ η ηxBxIp¨, s1, sq

˘

e´Ip¨,s
1,sqds1 (6.60)

where we recall that I, Qw andQ1 are defined as in (6.32), (6.33), and (6.35). From (5.56a), (5.141), (6.8c),
and (6.56) we deduce

ˇ

ˇBxIp¨, s1, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď 24ms` 1sąν2pxqpm
1
2 `mM3qs 1

2 (6.61a)
ˇ

ˇQ1p¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď m2s
1
2 (6.61b)

ˇ

ˇQwp¨, sqˇˇ ď 12m . (6.61c)

Moreover, differentiating (6.33) and (6.35), using (5.141) we also obtain

ˇ

ˇBθQ1p¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď pmsq 12 ˇˇwθp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ` m
4

ˇ

ˇkθθp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ` 1
3

ˇ

ˇzθθp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ` Cs (6.62a)
ˇ

ˇBθQwp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď m3s
1
2

ˇ

ˇkθθp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ`m2s
1
2

ˇ

ˇzθθp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ` 3m
ˇ

ˇaθθp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ` 12m
ˇ

ˇwθp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ` C . (6.62b)

These bounds are used to estimate the three lines on the right side of (6.60) as follows. Using (6.37) and
(6.61a), we obtain

first line on RHS of (6.60) ď 24ms|w20pxq| ` 2pm 1
2 `mM3qs 1

2 |w10pxq| . (6.63)

Next, using (6.61b) and (6.62a), combined with (5.54a), (6.8b), (6.8c), (6.10b), and (6.59), we estimate

second line on RHS of (6.60)

ď m2s
1
2

´

12bκ´
5
3 s´

2
31sďν7px,tq ` 8pM1 `N5 `m4qκb´ 3

2 s´
3
21sąν7px,tq

¯

` 4pmsq 12 ˇˇwθp¨, sq
ˇ

ˇ

` pmM2 ` 2M3qTpηpx, sq, sq´ 1
21sąν2pxq ` 2N2Jpηpx, sq, sq´ 1

21ν1pxqăsăν2pxq ` Cs . (6.64)

The estimate for the third line of (6.60) is more delicate, and proceeds in several steps. By using (6.59),
(6.61a), (6.61c), and (6.62b), combined with (5.54a), (5.56a), (5.141b), (6.8), (6.10), and (6.12), we have

third line on RHS of (6.60)

ď C ` C
ż mints,ν7px,tqu

0
ps1q´ 2

3ds1 ` 1sąν7px,tq96pM1 `N5 `m4qκb´ 3
2m

ż s

ν7px,tq
ps1q´ 3

2ds1

` 4pm3M3 `m2M2 ` s 1
2M5q1sąν2pxqs

1
2

ż s

ν2pxq
Tpηpx, s1q, s1q´ 1

2ds1
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` 4m2N21sąν1pxqs
1
2

ż mints,ν2pxqu

ν1pxq
Jpηpx, s1q, s1q´ 1

2ds1

` 12m

˜

pM5 `N7q1sąν2pxq
ż s

ν2pxq
ps1q´1ds1 `N3

ż mints,ν7px,tqu

ν1pxq
ps1q´ 2

3ds1

¸

. (6.65)

Next, by using (6.56), and the fact that in view of the relations Jpθ, sq « κ´1pθ´s1psqq and λ3pηpx, sq, sq´
9s1psq ě 1

2κ the same argument used to prove (6.56) also establishes
ż t

ν1pxq
Jpηpx, sqq´ 1

2ds ď Ct
1
2 , (6.66)

and so from (6.65), (6.47), (6.56), and (6.66) we obtain that

third line on RHS of (6.60) ď C ` 1sąν7px,tq200pM1 `N5 `m4qκb´ 3
2mpν7px, tqq´ 1

2

ď C ` 1
sąb

3
2 κ´1t

3
2
200pM1 `N5 `m4qκ 3

2 b´
9
4mt´

3
4 . (6.67)

Finally, using the bounds (6.63), (6.64) (which needs to be combined with (5.56a), (5.141b), (6.47), (6.56),
(6.66)), and (6.67), we integrate (6.60) on r0, ts, use (6.26), and arrive at

pηxx ´ ηBxxqpx, tq ď 12mt2|w20pxq| ` 2pm 1
2 `mM3qt 32 |w10pxq| ` C log

t

ν7px, tq ` Ct
1
2

` 200pM1 `N5 `m4qκ 3
2 b´

9
4mt

1
4

ď 12mt2|w20pxq| ` C log t

ď 5mb´
3
2 t´

1
2 (6.68)

for x “ η´1pθ, tq with θ P ps2ptq, sptq ` κt
3 q. This concludes the proof of the second inequality in (6.25b).

The case θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt
3 revisited. In order to prove the Lemma, we note that the constant

claimed in the first inequality in (6.25b) is different than the one previously established in (6.45); this issue
plays an important role proof of Lemma 6.12.

For this purpose we combine (6.60) with the bounds (6.63), (6.64), (6.67) (the first line of this inequality
is used here), and use the fact that for y as above we have that ν7px, tq, ν2pxq ě t ą s, to arrive at

ˇ

ˇBspηxx ´ ηBxxq
ˇ

ˇ ď 24ms|w20pxq| ` 2pm 1
2 `mM3qs 1

2 |w10pxq|
` 24bκ´

5
3m2s´

1
6 ` 4m

1
2 s´

1
2 ` 2N2Jpηpx, sq, sq´ 1

21ν1pxqăsăν2pxq ` C .
Integrating the above estimate on r0, ts and appealing to (6.28) and (6.66) we obtain

ˇ

ˇpηxx ´ ηBxxqpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 12mt2|w20pxq| ` 2pm 1
2 `mM3qt 32 |w10pxq| ` Ct

1
2

ď 48mbκ´
5
3 t

1
3 ` Ct 12 .

Taking into account (5.2) and the fact that t is sufficiently small with respect to κ, b,m, the above estimate
proves the first inequality in (6.25b).

6.2.2 Derivatives of the 1- and 2-characteristics

Lemma 6.8. For any pθ, tq P Dε,

sup
sPr0,ts

|Bθφtpθ, sq ´ 1| ď 60bκ´
2
3 t

1
3 , sup

sPr0,ts
|Bθψtpθ, sq ´ 1| ď 30bκ´

2
3 t

1
3 . (6.69)
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Proof of Lemma 6.8. For any pθ, tq P Dε and s P r0, ts, BsBθφt “ Bθλ2 ˝φt Bθφt, and since Bθφtpθ, tq “ 1,
we see that

Bθφtpθ, sq “ e´
şt
s Bθλ2˝φtdr “ e´

2
3

şt
s BθwB˝φtdre´

2
3

şt
s Bθpw´wB`zq˝φtdr .

Similarly, for s P r0, ts, BsBθψt “ Bθλ1 ˝ ψt Bθψt, and since Bθψtpθ, tq “ 1, so that

Bθψtpθ, sq “ e´
şt
s Bθλ1˝ψtdr “ e´

1
3

şt
s BθwB˝ψtdre´

şt
s

`

1
3
Bθpw´wBq`Bθz

˘

˝ψtdr .

By combining the above two identities with the bounds (5.2), (5.141), and (5.57a) (with µ “ 3
4 for φt and

µ “ 1
2 for ψt), and using that ε is sufficiently small, the bound (6.69) follows.

We next derive second derivative identities and bounds for these characteristics. As we noted above,
the bounds differ, depending on the spacetime region. In order to state these bounds, we first define the
2-characteristic s1ptq-intersection time. Just as we showed that φtpθ, sq is transverse to the shock curve in
the proof of Lemma 5.24, by the same argument, the curve φtpθ, sq is transverse to the characteristic curve
ps1ptq, tq, and there exists an s1ptq-intersection time T1pθ, tq such that

φtpθ, T1pθ, tqq “ s1pT1pθ, tqq .

ss2s1

t “ 0

t “ ε

t

θ1

t

θ

Tpθ, tq φtpθ, sq
T1pθ1, tq

φtpθ1, sq

Figure 14: Fix points: pθ1, tq which lies in between s1 and s2, and pθ, tq which lies in between s1 and s. The intersection time of
φtpθ1, sq with s1 is denoted by T1pθ1, tq, while the intersection time of φtpθ, sq with s is denoted as usual by Tpθ, tq.

Lemma 6.9. Let pθ, tq P Dε. Then, for all pθ, tq P Dk
ε we have

sup
sPrTpθ,tq,ts

s
ˇ

ˇB2
θφtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 3m2κ´3 , sup
sPrJpθ,tq,ts

s
ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď m
1
2κ´

3
2 , (6.70)

while for all pθ, tq P Dz
εzDk

ε it holds that

sup
sPrT1pθ,tq,ts

s
2
3

ˇ

ˇB2
θφtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 4bm2κ´3 , sup
sPrJpθ,tq,ts

ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď m
1
2κ´

3
2 Jpθ, tq´1 . (6.71)

Lastly, for pθ, tq P DεzDz
ε we have

sup
sPr0,ts

ˇ

ˇB2
θφtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 3m2κ´3t´1 , sup
sPr0,ts

ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď m
1
2κ´

3
2 t´1 , sptq ď θ ď π , (6.72)

sup
sPr0,ts

s
2
3

ˇ

ˇB2
θφtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 3m2κ´3 , sup
sPr0,ts

ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď m
1
2κ´

3
2 t´

2
3 , ´π ď θ ď s1ptq . (6.73)
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Proof of Lemma 6.9. It is convenient to introduce the (temporary) variablesC “ c˝φt,B “ Bsφt “ λ2˝φt
and A “ a ˝ φt so that using the chain-rule, the equation for c given by (3.7) can be written as

BsC ` 1
2CpBθφtq´1BθB “ ´8

3AC .

It follows that
pBθφtq 12 BsC ` 1

2CpBθφtq´
1
2 BθB “ ´8

3pBθφtq
1
2AC ,

and hence
Bs

´

pBθφtq 12C
¯

` 8
3ApBθφtq

1
2C “ 0 .

For pθ, tq P Dk
ε , and letting s P rTpθ, tq, tq, we integrate this equation from s to t and find that

Bθφtpθ, sq “ e
16
3

şt
spa˝φtqpy,s

1qds1 c2pθ, tq
c2pφtpθ, sq, sq . (6.74)

Differentiating (6.74), we find that

B2
θφtpθ, sq “ 2e

16
3

şt
s a˝φtds

1 cpθ, tq
c3pφtpθ, sq, sq

´

8
3cpθ, tqcpφtpθ, sq, sq

ż t

s
paθ ˝ φt Bθφtqds1

` cpφtpθ, sq, sqcθpθ, tq ´ cpθ, tqcθpφtpθ, sq, sqBθφtpθ, sq
¯

. (6.75)

In essence, the two worst terms in the above identity are cθpθ, tq and cθpφtpθ, sq, sq, so that in view of (5.37)
and (5.141) the bounds will be determined by how close y is to sptq, respectively φtpθ, sq to spsq.

A similar argument can be used to obtain a formula for Bθψt. To do so, we make the observation (see
also (5.138c)) that (3.7) can be written using λ1 as the transport velocity in the special form

Btc` λ1Bθc` 2cBθλ1 “ 2cBθz ´ 8
3ac .

We again introduce temporary variables C “ c ˝ ψt and B “ λ1 ˝ ψt “ Bsψt, so that

BsC ` 2CpBθψtq´1BθB “
`

2Bθz ´ 8
3a
˘ ˝ ψtC .

Then,
Bs

`pBθψtq2C
˘´ `

2Bθz ´ 8
3a
˘ ˝ ψt pBθψtq2C “ 0 ,

and for any pθ, tq P Dz
ε and s P rTpθ, tq, tq, we integrate this equation from s to t and find that

Bθψtpθ, sq “ e
şt
sp 43apψtpθ,s1q,s1q´zθpψtpθ,s1q,s1qqds1 c

1
2 pθ, tq

c
1
2 pψtpθ, sq, sq

. (6.76)

Differentiating (6.76) once more yields

B2
θψtpθ, sq “ 1

2e
şt
sp

4
3
a´zθq˝ψtds

1 c
1
2 pθ, tq

c
1
2 pψtpθ, sq, sq

ˆ
´

ż t

s
p8

3aθ ´ 2zθθq ˝ ψt Bθψtds1 ` Bθcpθ, tq
cpθ, tq ´ Bθcpψtpθ, sq, sq

cpψtpθ, sq, sq Bθψtpθ, sq
¯

. (6.77)

As before, the worst terms in the above identity are cθpθ, tq and cθpφtpθ, sq, sq, but in order to justify this
heuristic we need to estimate the time integral of zθθ ˝ ψt.
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For pθ, tq P Dk
ε , we shall need a good bound for

şt
Jpθ,tq zθθpψtpθ, sq, sqds, and to this end, we employ an

argument which is very similar to the one we used to obtain (6.56). Let us define γpsq “ ψtpθ, sq ´ s2psq.
Since λ1pψtpθ, sq, sq ´ 9s2psq ď ´ 3

10κ, we obtain 9γpsq ď ´ 3
10κ. Moreover, using (6.5) we have that for ε

sufficiently small, Tpθ, tq ě 5
2κ
´1pθ ´ s2ptqq for all s2ptq ď θ ď sptq. Hence,

ż t

Jpθ,tq
Tpψtpθ, sq, sq´ 1

2ds ď 3
5κ

1
2

ż t

Jpθ,tq
pψtpθ, sq ´ s2psqq´ 1

2ds

ď ´2κ´
1
2

ż t

Jpθ,tq
9γpsqpγpsqq´ 1

2ds

“ 4κ´
1
2

´

γpJpθ, tqq 12 ´ γptq 12
¯

ď 4κ´
1
2 pspJpθ, tqq ´ s2pJpθ, tqqq 12 ď 5

2Jpθ, tq
1
2 (6.78)

From (6.78) and the bootstrap assumption (6.8b), we get
ż t

Jpθ,tq
|zθθ ˝ ψt| ds ď 3M2Jpθ, tq 12 . (6.79)

First consider pθ, tq P Dk
ε . Combining (6.75) and (6.77), with the bounds (5.37), (5.141), (6.69), (6.79),

and taking ε sufficiently small, we see that
ˇ

ˇB2
θφtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 3m2κ´3s´1 and
ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď m
1
2κ´

3
2 s´1,

which are the bounds stated in (6.70). Here we use that Tpθ, tq and Jpθ, tq are the shock intersection times
for trajectories φtpθ, sq and ψtpθ, sq.

We next consider the case pθ, tq P Dz
εzDk

ε . From (6.75), by using (5.141), (5.37a), and (6.69), we obtain

ˇ

ˇB2
θφtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 4bm2κ´3s´
2
3 ,

for all s P rT1pθ, tq, ts, which establishes the first bound in (6.71). Using the bootstrap assumption (6.10b)
and the bound (6.79) for s such that ψtpθ, sq P Dk

ε , respectively (6.10b) and the fact that Jpψtpθ, sq, sq “
Jpθ, tq for ψtpθ, sq P Dz

εzDk
ε , we obtain

ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇzθθpψtpθ, sq, sq
ˇ

ˇds ď tN2Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 ` 3M2Jpθ, tq 12 .

Therefore, the identity (6.77) together with (5.37), (5.141), (6.69), (6.75), (6.77), and the above estimate,
show that

sup
sPrJpθ,tq,ts

ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď m
1
2κ´

3
2 Jpθ, tq´1 ,

for all pθ, tq P Dz
εzDk

ε , which establishes the second bound in (6.71). Note that this bound is only sharp
when s is very close to Jpθ, tq.

For the case that pθ, tq P Dε such that θ ą sptq, we have that z “ 0, and so the identities (6.75) and
(6.77) show that second derivatives of these characteristics are largest at points pθ, tq which are very close to
sptq. Using that |φtpθ, sq ´ spsq|, |ψtpθ, sq ´ spsq| Á κt for s P r0, t{2s, using (5.37) and (5.141) it follows
from (6.75) and respectively (6.77) that

sup
sPr0,ts

ˇ

ˇB2
θφtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 3m2κ´3t´1 , sup
sPr0,ts

ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď m
1
2κ´

3
2 t´1 ,

which establishes (6.72) for sptq ď θ ď π.
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For the case that pθ, tq P Dε such that ´π ď θ ď s1ptq we again have that z “ 0. Using (5.37), (5.141),
(6.69), it similarly follows from (6.75) and (6.77) that

sup
sPr0,ts

s
2
3

ˇ

ˇB2
θφtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď 3m2κ´3 , sup
sPr0,ts

ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď m
1
2κ´

3
2 t´

2
3 , (6.80)

which is the stated bound (6.73). This improved growth rate of second derivatives makes use of the fact that
for ´π ď θ ď s1ptq, one the one hand we have |ψtpθ, sq ´ spsq| ě |ψtpθ, sq ´ s2psq| « |θ ´ s2ptq| Á κt
for all s P r0, ts, while on the other hand |φtpθ, sq ´ spsq| ě |s1psq ´ spsq| « κs for all s P r0, ts.

6.3 Second derivatives for w along the shock curve

Lemma 6.10. Assume that the shock curve s satisfies (5.13), that pw, z, k, aq P Xε (as defined in (5.141)–
(5.142)), and that the second derivative bootstraps (6.8)–(6.12) hold. Then we have that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
wpsptq˘, tq ´ d2

dt2
wBpsptq˘, tq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď p4b3M1 `m5qt´1 (6.81)

where M1 “ M1pκ, b, c,mq ą 0 is the constant from (6.8a). In particular, the bound (5.82) holds with the
constant R˚ “ 4b3M1 `m5, which in turn implies (5.83).

Proof of Lemma 6.10. First, we note that from (3.5), Lemma 5.8, and the fact that pw, z, k, aq P Xε
cf. (5.141)–(5.142), we have that

|Bθwpθ, tq| ď |BθwBpθ, tq| `R2pbtq´ 1
2 ď 9

11 t
´1 `R2pbtq´ 1

2 ď t´1 (6.82a)

|Btwpθ, tq| ď pm`R1t` 1
3R3t

3
2 qt´1 ` 8R7

3 pm`R1tq ` R6
24 t

1
2 pm`R1t`R3t

3
2 q2 ď 2mt´1 (6.82b)

|Btzpθ, tq| ď p1
3pm`R1tq `R3t

3
2 qR4t

1
2 ` 8

3R7R3t
3
2 ` 1

24pm`R1t`R3t
3
2 q2R6t

1
2 ď m3t

1
2 (6.82c)

|Btapθ, tq| ď 1
2pm`R1t`R3t

3
2 qR7 ` 1

2pm`R1t`R3t
3
2 q2 ď m3 (6.82d)

for all pθ, tq P Dε, and in particular as θ Ñ sptq˘.
From the chain rule, we obtain that

d2

dt2
wpsptq˘, tq “ :sptqpwθqpsptq˘, tq ` p9sptqq2pwθθqpsptq˘, tq ` 29sptqpwtθqpsptq˘, tq ` pwttqpsptq˘, tq .

(6.83)

From the evolution equations (3.5) and the definition of the wave speeds in (3.6) we have the identities

wtθ “ ´pw ` 1
3zqwθθ ´ pwθ ` 1

3zθqwθ ´ 8
3pawqθ ` 1

12pw ´ zqpwθ ´ zθqkθ ` 1
24pw ´ zq2kθθ (6.84a)

wtt “ ´pw ` 1
3zqwtθ ´ pwt ` 1

3ztqwθ ´ 8
3Btpawq ` 1

12pw ´ zqpwt ´ ztqkθ ` 1
24pw ´ zq2ktθ

“ pw ` 1
3zq

`pw ` 1
3zqwθθ ` pwθ ` 1

3zθqwθ ` 8
3pawqθ ´ 1

12pw ´ zqpwθ ´ zθqkθ ´ 1
24pw ´ zq2kθθ

˘

` `pw ` 1
3zqwθ ` 8

3aw ` 1
3p1

3w ` zqzθ ` 8
9az ´ 1

18pw ´ zq2kθ
˘

wθ ´ 8
3Btpawq

` 1
12pw ´ zqpwt ´ ztqkθ ´ 1

36pw ´ zq2 ppw ` zqkθθ ` pwθ ` zθqkθq (6.84b)

pointwise for pθ, tq P Dε. We shall in fact use (6.84) only for θ Ñ sptq˘, so that the relevant bounds on sec-
ond derivatives of w are given by (6.8a), the second branch in (6.12a), and from the estimate |B2

θwBpθ, tq| ď
11
4 b´

3
2 t´

5
2 , which follows from Lemma 5.8 and (5.36b); together, these bounds and the fact Tpsptq´, tq “ t,

imply that

|B2
θwpsptq˘, tq| ď 11

4 b´
3
2 t´

5
2 ` Ct´2 ď 3b´

3
2 t´

5
2 .
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Similarly, for the second derivative of k we appeal to (6.8c), which gives

|B2
θkpsptq´, tq| ďM3t

´ 1
2 .

From the above two estimates, the bounds (6.84), the fact that pw, z, k, aq P Xε cf. (5.141)–(5.142), we
deduce that at psptq˘, tq:

ˇ

ˇwtθ ` wwθθ ` pwθq2
ˇ

ˇ ď 1
3 |zwθθ| ` 8

3 |awθ| ` Ct´
1
2

ď pR3b
´ 3

2 ` 3R7qt´1 ` Ct´ 1
2

ď 1
2m

3t´1 (6.85a)
ˇ

ˇwtt ´ w2wθθ ´ 2wpwθq2
ˇ

ˇ ď |w| ˇˇwtθ ` wwθθ ` pwθq2
ˇ

ˇ` 1
3 |zwtθ| ` 8

3 |awwθ| ` 8
3 |aBtw| ` Ct´

1
2

ď 1
2m

4t´1 ` 3R3mb´
3
2 t´1 ` 10mR7t

´1 ` Ct´ 1
2

ď m4t´1 (6.85b)

upon taking ε, and hence t, to be sufficiently small, and using (5.2). Combining the s bounds in (5.13) with
(6.83) and (6.85), we thus deduce that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2
wpsptq˘, tq ´ p9s´ wpsptq˘, tqq2wθθpsptq˘, tq ` 2p9s´ wpsptq˘, tqqpwθpsptq˘, tqq2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 1

2m
5t´1 .

(6.86)

In a similar fashion, we may show from (5.14) that BtθwB “ ´wBB2
θwB ´ pBθwBq2 and that BttwB “

wB
2B2
θwB ` 2wBpBθwBq2, and thus, as in (6.83), we have that

d2

dt2
wBpsptq˘, tq ´ p9s´ wBpsptq˘, tqq2wBθθpsptq˘, tq ` 2p9s´ wBpsptq˘, tqqpwBθpsptq˘, tqq2 “ 0 .

(6.87)

That is, for the Burgers solution we have (6.86) without the Opt´1q error term. In order to prove (6.81) it
remains to subtract (6.86) and (6.87). We obtain that

d2

dt2

`

wpsptq˘, tq ´ wBpsptq˘, tq
˘

“ 1
2

`p9sptq ´ wpsptq˘, tqq2 ` p9sptq ´ wBpsptq˘, tqq2
˘ B2

θpw ´ wBqpsptq˘, tqq
` pw ´ wBqpsptq˘, tqq

`

9sptq ´ 1
2pw ` wBqpsptq˘, tqq

˘ B2
θpw ` wBqpsptq˘, tqq

´ 2
`

9sptq ´ 1
2pw ` wBqpsptq˘, tqq

˘ Bθpw ´ wBqpsptq˘, tqqBθpw ` wBqpsptq˘, tqq
´ pw ´ wBqpsptq˘, tqq

`pwθpsptq˘, tqqq2 ` pwBθpsptq˘, tqqq2
˘`Opt´1q (6.88)

where the Opt´1q term is bounded by the right side of (6.86). The estimate (6.88) is now combined with
the working assumption (5.2), the 9sptq ´ κ bound in (5.13), the wB estimates established in the proof of
Proposition 5.7, the estimates (5.141a)–(5.141b), and the bootstrap assumption (6.8a), to arrive at

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d2

dt2

`

wpsptq˘, tq ´ wBpsptq˘, tq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď pb 3
2 t

1
2 ` p2m4 `R1qtq2p2M1t

´2q `R1tpb 3
2 t

1
2 ` p2m4 `R1qtqp6b´ 3

2 t´
5
2 q

` 2pb 3
2 t

1
2 ` p2m4 `R1qtqR2pbtq´ 1

2 p2t´1q `R1t
`

2t´2
˘`m5b´

3
2 t´1

ď p4b3M1 ` 9m3 ` 1
2m

5qt´1 . (6.89)

This completes the proof of the lemma, upon appealing to (5.2).
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6.4 Improving the bootstrap bounds for kθθ
Lemma 6.11. For all pθ, tq P Dk

ε we have that
ˇ

ˇB2
θkpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď m2
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.90)

This justifies the choice of the constant M3 in (6.9) and improves the bootstrap assumption (6.8c).

Proof of Lemma 6.11. Differentiating (5.105), we have that

d
ds

`B2
θk ˝ φt pBθφtq2 ` Bθk ˝ φt B2

θφt
˘ “ 0 , (6.91)

and integrating in time from Tpθ, tq to t, we have that for each pθ, tq P Dk
ε ,

B2
θkpθ, tq “ B2

θkpspTq, Tq
`Bθφtpθ, Tq

˘2 ` BθkpspTq, TqB2
θφtpθ, Tq , T “ Tpθ, tq . (6.92)

It follows from (5.109) that

B2
θkpθ, tq “ B2

θkpspTq, Tq
`Bθφtpθ, Tq

˘2 ` 9k´pTqq
9spTqq´Bsφtpy,Tq

B2
θφtpy, Tq , (6.93)

where T “ Tpθ, tq. Next, by differentiating the system (5.107), a lengthy computation reveals that

B2
θkpsptq, tq “

:k´ptq
p9sptq´λ2psptq,tqq2

´
´

:sptq ´ `Btλ2psptq, tq ` p29sptq ´ λ2psptq, tqqBθλ2psptq, tq
˘

¯

9k´
p9sptq´λ2psptq,tqq3

. (6.94)

Substitution of (6.94) into (6.93) shows that for all pθ, tq P Dk
ε ,

B2
θkpθ, tq “

´

:k´
p9s´λ2q2

´
´

:s´ `Btλ2 ` p29s´ λ2qBθλ2

˘

¯

9k´
p9s´λ2q3

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pspTpθ,tqq,Tpθ,tqq

`Bθφtpy, Tpθ, tqq
˘2

` 9k´pTpθ,tqqq
9spTpθ,tqqq´Bsφtpy,Tpθ,tqq

B2
θφtpy, Tpθ, tqq . (6.95)

Given the bounds (5.141) together with (5.2), (5.13), (5.37), (5.81), (5.83), (6.6), (6.7), (6.82), (6.69), and
(6.70) we find that

ˇ

ˇB2
θkpθ, tq

ˇ

ˇ ď p1` Ct 13 q2
´

16
κ2

ˇ

ˇ :k´pTpθ, tqq
ˇ

ˇ` 64
κ3

`

6m4 ` κ
3 Tpθ, tq´1

˘
ˇ

ˇ 9k´pTpθ, tqq
ˇ

ˇ

¯

` 9m2

κ4

ˇ

ˇ 9k´pTpθ, tqq
ˇ

ˇTpθ, tq´1 ` C
ď 50b

9
2κ´5p1` 10m2κ´2qTpθ, tq´ 1

2

ď m2
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2

for all pθ, tq P Dk
ε . See the details in the proof of (6.152) below for a sharper bound than the one given

above. The estimate (6.90) thus holds, concluding the proof.

6.5 Improving the bootstrap bounds for wθθ
Lemma 6.12. For all pθ, tq P Dε, we have that

ˇ

ˇwθθpθ, tq ´ wBθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď

$

’

&

’

%

1
2 mintN1, N4ut´ 2

3 , θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt
3

1
2M1pt´2 ` Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 q if s2ptq ă θ ă sptq
1
2N5t

´2 if sptq ď θ ă sptq ` κt
3

, (6.96)

129



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

where M1 is as defined as in (6.9), N1 is given by (6.11), while N4 and N5 are defined in (6.13). In
particular, we have improved the bootstrap bounds (6.8a), (6.10a), and (6.12a). Moreover, we have

ˇ

ˇwθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď

$

’

&

’

%

15bκ´
5
3 t´

5
3 , if θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt

3

3b´
3
2 t´

5
2 ` 5m4

Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 if s2ptq ă θ ă sptq

3b´
3
2 t´

5
2 if sptq ď θ ă sptq ` κt

3

. (6.97)

Proof of Lemma 6.12. Throughout this proof we will take ε, and hence t, to be sufficiently small with
respect to κ, b, c and m. For any pθ, tq P Dε, we define x P Υptq by x “ η´1pθ, tq.

Recall that the good unknown qw is defined in (6.31), and it satisfies (6.34). Differentiating (6.34) with
respect to the label x, we obtain the identity

Bθqwpηpx, tq, tq η2
xpx, tq “ ´qwpηpx, tqqηxxpx, tq

` Bx
ˆ

w10pxqe´Ipx,0,tq `
ż t

0
Qwpηpx, sq, sqηxpx, sqe´Ipx,s,tqds

˙

. (6.98)

Taking into account the definition of qw in (6.31) and the identity B2
θwB ˝ηB ηB2

x`BθwB ˝ηB ηBxx “ w20pxq,
we thus obtain that

Bθqw ˝ η η2
x ´ B2

θwB ˝ ηB ηB2
x

“ w10pxqηB´1
x pηBxx ´ ηxxq `

`BθwB ˝ ηB ´ Bθw ˝ η ` 1
4pckθq ˝ η

˘

ηxx

` w20
´

e´Ip¨,0,sq ´ 1
¯

´ w10e´Ip¨,0,sqBxIp¨, 0, sq

`
ż s

0

`BθQw ˝ η η2
x `Qw ˝ η ηxx ´Qw ˝ η ηxBxIp¨, s1, sq

˘

e´Ip¨,s
1,sqds1 . (6.99)

The key observation is that second line in (6.99) is precisely the first line in (6.60), while the third line in
(6.99) is precisely the third line in (6.60); we will use this fact to avoid redundant bounds.

Bounds in the region s2ptq ă θ ă sptq` κt
3 . By taking into account (5.54a), (6.25b), (5.52), (6.26), (5.141)

and (5.142), we obtain that

the first line on RHS of (6.99)

ď 40mt´
3
2 `

´

8R1b
´ 3

2 t´
1
2 `R2pbtq´ 1

2 ` 1
4mR6t

1
2

¯´

1
3b
´ 3

2 t´
3
2 ` 20mt´

1
2

¯

ď m3pbtq´2 , (6.100)

since t is sufficiently small. Next, since second line in (6.99) equals the first line in (6.60), from (6.63),
(6.26), and the fact that t ą ν7px, tq, we obtain

the second line on RHS of (6.99) ď 24mt|w20pxq| ` 2pm 1
2 `mM3qt 12 |w10pxq| ď 10mpbtq´ 3

2 . (6.101)

Similarly, since third line in (6.99) equals the third line in (6.60), from (6.67), (6.26), and the fact that
t ą ν7px, tq, we obtain

the third line on RHS of (6.99) ď Ct´
3
4 . (6.102)

By adding (6.100), (6.101), and (6.102), since t is sufficiently small we deduce that
ˇ

ˇBθqw ˝ η η2
x ´ B2

θwB ˝ ηB ηB2
x

ˇ

ˇ ď 2m3pbtq´2 . (6.103)
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Next, by recalling the definition of qw in (6.31), and appealing to (5.141), (5.142), and (6.90), we deduce
ˇ

ˇwθθ ˝ ηpηxq2 ´ wBθθ ˝ ηBpηBxq2
ˇ

ˇ ď 3m3pbtq´2 `m3
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.104)

With (6.104) in hand, we use the notation introduced in (6.39) to rewrite

wθθpθ, tq ´ wBθθpθ, tq “ η´2
x

`

wθθ ˝ ηpηxq2 ´ wBθθ ˝ ηBpηBxq2
˘´ η´2

x K3 ´ η´2
x K1 , (6.105)

and thus we may combine (5.54a), (6.48), and (6.50), to arrive at
ˇ

ˇwθθpθ, tq ´ wBθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 5m4t´2 ` 2m3
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 (6.106)

since m is large compared to b. The above estimate proves the second and third bounds in (6.96) once we
ensure that 1

2M1 ě 5m4 and 1
2N5 ě 5m4. These conditions hold in view of the definitions (6.9) and (6.13).

Bounds in the region θ ď s2ptq or θ ě sptq ` κt
3 . In order to estimate the first line on the right side of

(6.99), we rewrite

wθ ˝ η ´ wBθ ˝ η “ η´1
x pwθ ˝ η ηx ´ wBθ ˝ ηB ηBxq ´ η´1

x wBθ ˝ ηB pηx ´ ηBxq (6.107)

so that from the second equality in (6.36), (5.54a), (6.37), (6.61b), (6.61c), and (6.25a), we have
ˇ

ˇpwθ ˝ η ´ wBθ ˝ ηqpx, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 40mt|w10pxq| `m2t
1
2 ` Ct` 200m|w10pxq|t

4
3

ď 50mt|w10pxq| ` 2m2t
1
2 . (6.108)

Thus, analogously to (6.100), using (5.54a), (6.25b), (6.28), and the fact that kpθ, tq “ 0, we have

the first line on RHS of (6.99) ď 20|w10pxq|mt
1
3 `

´

50mt|w10pxq| ` 2m2t
1
2

¯´

4bκ´
5
3 t´

2
3 ` 10mt

1
3

¯

ď Ct´
1
3 . (6.109)

Next, similarly to (6.101) we have that

the second line on RHS of (6.99) ď 24mt|w20pxq| ` 2pm 1
2 `mM3qt 12 |w10pxq|

ď 96mbκ´
5
3 t´

2
3 ` Ct´ 1

6 . (6.110)

As in (6.102), but this time using that ν7px, tq ě t, we obtain from the first line in (6.67) that

the third line on RHS of (6.99) ď C . (6.111)

By adding (6.109), (6.110), and (6.111), using that kpηpx, sq, sq “ 0, since t is sufficiently small we deduce
ˇ

ˇwθθ ˝ ηpηxq2 ´ wBθθ ˝ ηBpηBxq2
ˇ

ˇ ď 20mt´
2
3 . (6.112)

Here we have also used (5.2). Finally, using the decomposition (6.105), and appealing to the bounds (6.40)
and (6.43) we deduce that

ˇ

ˇwθθpθ, tq ´ wBθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2m4t´
2
3 . (6.113)

The above estimate proves the first bound in (6.96) once we ensure that 1
2 mintN1, N4u ě 2m4. This

condition holds in view of the definitions (6.11) and (6.13).
In order to complete the proof of the lemma, we note that (6.97) follows from (6.96), the triangle

inequality, and (5.37b) .
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Lemma 6.13. Recall the definition of qw in (6.31). For all pθ, tq P Dk
ε such that s2ptq ă θ ă s2ptq` κt

6 , we
have that

ˇ

ˇqwθ pθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 3bpκtq´ 5
3 . (6.114)

Proof of Lemma 6.13. Combining (6.103) with (5.1), (5.36b), (5.54a), (6.46) (with s “ 0), and (6.7) we
deduce that |η´1pθ, tq| ě κt

7 and thus
ˇ

ˇqwθ pθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2
ˇ

ˇwBθθpηBpη´1pθ, tq, tq, tqˇˇ` 2m3pbtq´2

ď 10
ˇ

ˇw20pη´1pθ, tqqˇˇ` 2m3pbtq´2

ď 3bpκtq´ 5
3 . (6.115)

The bound (6.114) is thus proven.

6.6 Improving the bootstrap bounds for zθθ
Just as we defined the function qwpθ, tq in (6.31), we introduce the function

qzpθ, tq “ zθpθ, tq ` 1
4cpθ, tqkθpθ, tq . (6.116)

Using this unknown, we rewrite the equation (5.102) as

d
dspqz ˝ ψtBθψtq “ ´Qz ˝ψt Bθψt , (6.117)

where

Qz “ ckθp 1
12wθ ` 1

12zθ ` 2
3aq ` 8

3Bθpazq . (6.118)

Differentiating (6.117), we have that

d
dspqzθ ˝ ψtpBθψtq2 ` qz ˝ ψtB2

θψtq “ ´BθQz˝ψt pBθψtq2 ´Qz˝ψt B2
θψt , (6.119)

which may be integrated on rJpθ, tq, ts to obtain that

qzθpθ, tq “
`

qzθpBθψtq2 ` qzB2
θψt

˘
ˇ

ˇ

pspJq,Jq
´
ż t

Jpθ,tq

´

BθQz˝ψt pBθψtq2 `Qz˝ψt B2
θψt

˘

ds . (6.120)

for all pθ, tq P Dz
ε . Here we have used that ψtpθ, Jpθ, tqq “ spJpθ, tqq and the fact that ψtpθ, tq “ θ, which

implies Bθψtpθ, tq “ 1 and B2
θψtpθ, tq “ 0. In order to estimate the right side of (6.120), we first establish:

Lemma 6.14. For pθ, tq P Dz
ε ,

ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
BθQz˝ψt pBθψtq2 `Qz˝ψt B2

θψt
ˇ

ˇds ď 3m3
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.121)

Proof of Lemma 6.14. We decompose BθQz “ Q1 `Q2, where

Q1 “
Q1a

hkkkkikkkkj

1
12ckθwθθ `

Q1b
hkkkkikkkkj

1
24kθwθwθ `

Q1c
hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

ckθθp 1
12wθ ` 1

12zθ ` 2
3aq ,

Q2 “ ckθp 1
12zθθ ` 2

3aθq ` 8
3pazqθθ ` 1

24kθzθwθ .
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ss2s1

t “ 0

t “ ε

t

θ

J1pθ, tq

Jpθ, tq
ψtpθ, sq

Figure 15: Fix a point pθ, tq which lies in between s1 and s2. The intersection time of ψtpθ, sq with s2 is denoted by J1pθ, tq,
while the intersection time with s is denoted as usual by Jpθ, tq.

For pθ, tq P Dz
εzDk

ε , is convenient to introduce a time J1pθ, tq, which is defined as the time at which the curve
ψtpθ, ¨q intersects the curve s2; recall that Jpθ, tq is the time at which ψtpθ, ¨q intersects the shock curve s.
From (6.7), (6.69), and the definitions of J and J1, we note that

J1pθ, tq “ 2Jpθ, tq `OpJpθ, tq 43 q . (6.122)

When pθ, tq P Dk
ε , we abuse notation and write J1pθ, tq “ t, emphasizing that ψtpθ, ¨q does not intersect s2.

By definition, note that for s P pJ1pθ, tq, ts, all the terms in Q1 ˝ ψt and Q2 ˝ ψt vanish.
Let us thus consider first the case pθ, tq P Dk

ε . From (5.216) we have that
ˇ

ˇkθpψtpθ, sq, sq
ˇ

ˇ ď 200b
9
2κ´4

Tpψtpθ, sq, sq 12 . (6.123)

for all s P rJpθ, tq, ts. Thus, using (6.123) together with (5.57c), (6.8a), and the fact that Tpψtpθ, sq, sq ď
Jpψtpθ, sq, sq “ Jpθ, tq, we have that

ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQ1a ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇpBθψtq2ds ď 1
4p1` Ct

1
3 qm

˜

ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇkθpwθθ ´ wBθθq ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇds`
ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇkθwBθθ ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇds

¸

ď 60mb
9
2κ´4

˜

ż t

Jpθ,tq

`

M1 ` Jpθ, tq 12 s´2
˘

ds` 20κ´1
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2

¸

ď 40mJpθ, tq´ 1
2 . (6.124)

In the last inequality we have taken t to be sufficiently small, and have used (5.2).
Next, using (6.82a), (5.141b), (6.69), (5.57a), and (6.123), we have that

ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQ1b ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇpBθψtq2ds ď CJpθ, tq´ 1
2

ż t

Jpθ,tq
pˇˇpwθ ´ wBθq ˝ ψt

ˇ

ˇ` ˇ

ˇwBθ ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇqds

ď Ct
1
3 Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 (6.125)

and with (5.141), (6.8c), and (6.78),
ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQ1c ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇpBθψtq2ds ď 2m
´

1
12Jpθ, tq´1 ` 1

12R4t
1
2 ` 2

3R7

¯

ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇkθθ ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇds

133



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

ď 1
3mM3Jpθ, tq´1

ż t

Jpθ,tq
Tpψtpθ, sq, sq´ 1

2ds

ď 2m3
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.126)

In the last inequality we have taken into account the definition of M3 in (6.9),
Note that if θ P ps1ptq, s2ptqq then the integrals in (6.124), (6.125), and (6.126) range from Jpθ, tq up to

J1pθ, tq ă t, but this has no effect on the bounds established in (6.124), (6.125), and (6.126).
Returning to our decomposition of BθQz as Q1 `Q2, we note that by the same bounds and arguments

as above, and by appealing also to (5.218), we also have that
ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQ2 ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇpBθψtq2ds ď 2

ż t

Jpθ,tq

´

3R7

ˇ

ˇzθθ ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇ` CJpθ, tq 32 ˇˇaθθ ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇ` C
¯

ds

ď CJpθ, tq 12 ` CtJpθ, tq´ 1
2 ` CJpθ, tq 32 log t

Jpθ,tq ` Ct
ď CtJpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.127)

We note that for the bounds (6.124)–(6.127), we have taken ε sufficiently small.
Lastly, from (6.70) we have that for pθ, tq P Dk

ε we have
ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď Cs´1 so with the definition of
Qz in (6.118) and the bounds (5.57a), (5.141), and (6.123),

ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQz˝ψt B2
θψt

ˇ

ˇds ď Ct
1
3 Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.128)

On the other hand, for pθ, tq P Dz
εzDk

ε , we have that
ˇ

ˇB2
θψtpθ, sq

ˇ

ˇ ď CJpθ, tq´1 for s P rJpθ, tq, J1pθ, tqs and
hence using (6.122)

ż t

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQz˝ψt B2
θψt

ˇ

ˇds ď
ż J1pθ,tq

Jpθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQz˝ψt B2
θψt

ˇ

ˇds`
ż t

J1pθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQz˝ψt B2
θψt

ˇ

ˇds

ď CJpθ, tq´ 1
6 ` Ct 13 Jpθ, tq´ 1

2

ď Ct
1
3 Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.129)

Combining the bounds (6.124)–(6.128), and taking ε sufficiently small, we obtain the inequality (6.121).

Lemma 6.15. For all pθ, tq P Dz
ε we have the bounds

ˇ

ˇzθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď
#

1
2M2Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 , if pθ, tq P Dk
ε

1
2N2Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 if pθ, tq P Dz
εzDk

ε

, (6.130)

where M2 and N2 are defined in (6.9), respectively in (6.11). Thus, the bootstrap assumptions (6.8b) and
(6.10b) are improved. Moreover, the quantity qz defined in (6.116) satisfies the bound

ˇ

ˇqzθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 4m3
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 (6.131)

for all s2ptq ă θ ă s2ptq ` κt
6 .

Proof of Lemma 6.15. Using (6.120) and the definition of qz in (6.116), we see that for all pθ, tq P Dz
ε and

with J “ Jpθ, tq, we have

zθθpθ, tq “
H1

hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

`

zθθpBθψtq2 ` zθ ˝ ψtB2
θψt

˘
ˇ

ˇ

pspJq,Jq
`

H2
hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

1
4

`

ckθθpBθψtq2 ` cθkθpBθψtq2 ` ckθB2
θψt

˘
ˇ

ˇ

pspJq,Jq
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´ 1
4pckθθ ` cθkθqpθ, tq
looooooooooomooooooooooon

H3

´
ż t

Jpθ,tq

´

BθQz˝ψt pBθψtq2 `Qz˝ψt B2
θψt

˘

ds . (6.132)

In order to get a good bound for the term H1 in (6.132) on the shock curve, it remains for us to express
zθθpspJpθ, tqq, Jpθ, tqq in terms of derivatives of functions along the shock curve. Differentiating the system
(5.111), taking into account the identity d

dtpfpsptq, tqq “ ppBt ` 9sBθqfqpsptq, tq, and the formulas

Btpc2kθq ` λ2Bθpc2kθq “ ´2pBθλ2 ` 8
3aqpc2kθq ,

Btθz “ ´λ1zθθ ´ Bθλ1zθ ´ 8
3pazqθ ` 1

6Bθpc2kθq
which are direct consequences of (3.5b), (3.5c), and (3.7), after a straightforward but lengthy computation
we arrive at

:z´ “ pBt ` 9sBθq2z ´ pBt ` 9sBθqpBt ` λ1Bθqz ´ pBt ` 9sBθqp1
6c

2kθ ´ 8
3azq

“ p9s´ λ1qztθ ` 9sp9s´ λ1qzθθ ` zθp:s´ Btλ1 ´ 9sBθλ1q ` pBt ` 9sBθqp1
6c

2kθ ´ 8
3azq

“ p9s´ λ1q2zθθ ´ p9s´ λ1q
`Bθλ1zθ ` 8

3pazqθ ´ 1
6Bθpc2kθq

˘

` zθ
`

:s` 1
3λ3wθ ` λ1zθ ´ 2

9c
2kθ ` 8

9aw ` 8
3az ´ 9sp1

3wθ ` zθq
˘

´ 1
3pBθλ2 ` 8

3aqpc2kθq ` 1
6p9s´ λ2qBθpc2kθq

´ 8
3a

`p9s´ λ1qzθ ´ 8
3az ` 1

6c
2kθ

˘´ 8
3z

`p9s´ λ2qaθ ´ 4
3a

2 ` 1
6pw2 ` z2q ` wz˘

“ p9s´ λ1q2zθθ ` 1
3

`

9s´ 1
2w ´ 5

6z
˘

c2kθθ

` 1
3

`p9s´ 5
6w ´ 1

2zqckθ ´ p29s´ 4
3w ´ 4

3zqzθ
˘

wθ `Rzθθ (6.133)

where we have denoted the remainder term Rzθθ by

Rzθθ :“ zθ
`

:s` 2pλ1 ´ 9sqzθ ´ 1
6p29s` 1

3w ´ 3zqckθ ´ 8
3ap29s´ 3λ1q

˘

´ 8
3a

`

1
2c

2kθ ´ 8
3az

˘´ 8
3z

`p29s´ λ2 ´ λ1qaθ ´ 4
3a

2 ` 1
6pw2 ` z2q ` wz˘ (6.134)

At this stage we note that the reason we call the term Rzθθ a remainder term is as follows; from (5.13),
(5.141), and the properties of wB, we may directly show that

ˇ

ˇRzθθpsptq, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď Ct
1
2 (6.135)

for a suitable constant C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0. In comparison, the remaining terms in (6.133) will be shown
to be Opt´ 1

2 q, so that Rzθθ is negligible.
The identities (6.133) and (6.134) are valid at any point psptq, tq on the shock curve, so in particular at

pspJq, Jq. Hence, we see that

zθθpspJq, Jq “ :z´ ´ 1
3p9s´ 1

2w ´ 5
6zqpc2kθθq ´ 1

3

`p9s´ 5
6w ´ 1

2zqckθ ´ p29s´ 4
3w ´ 4

3zqzθ
˘

wθ

p9s´ λ1q2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pspJq,Jq

´ Rzθθ

p9s´ λ1q2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pspJq,Jq
. (6.136)

By combining (6.136) with (5.109) (in which we replace T with J), (5.113), (6.94) (with t replaced by
J), and the estimates (5.69), (5.81), (5.83), (5.15), (5.141), (6.69), (6.90), and taking ε sufficiently small, we
find that
ˇ

ˇzθθpspJq, JqBθψtpspJq, Jq2
ˇ

ˇ ď 3κ´2p4b 9
2κ´2 ` κ3m2 ` pκ2R6 ` κR4qqJ´ 1

2 ` CJ
1
2 ď 6κm2

J
´ 1

2 . (6.137)
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On the other hand, from (5.141) and (6.70),
ˇ

ˇzθpspJq, JqB2
θψtpspJq, Jq

ˇ

ˇ ď R4J
1
2m

1
2κ´

3
2 J
´1 ď m2

J
´ 1

2 . (6.138)

Combining (6.137) and (6.138), we have thus bounded the first term H1 on the right side of (6.132) as
ˇ

ˇH1

ˇ

ˇ ď 7κm2
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.139)

Next, we turn our attention to the second term, H2, in (6.132). Using (5.141), (6.69), (6.70), (6.71),
(6.90), and the fact that TpspJpθ, tqq, Jpθ, tqq “ Jpθ, tq, we similarly obtain that

ˇ

ˇH2

ˇ

ˇ ď κm2
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 `R6Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 ` κ´ 1

2R6m
1
2 Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 ` C
ď 2κm2

Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 . (6.140)

Since the integral term in (6.132) was previously estimated in Lemma 6.14, it thus remains to bound the
term H3 on the right side of (6.132). Note that if pθ, tq P Dz

εzDk
ε , then k vanishes, and so H3 “ 0. In the

case that pθ, tq P Dk
ε , by appealing to (5.141), the bound κ

5 ď cpθ, tq ď m, and (6.90), we obtain

ˇ

ˇH3

ˇ

ˇ ď 1
4m

3
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 ` 1
8pt´1 `R4t

1
2 qR6t

´ 1
2

ď 1
4m

3
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 `mt´
1
2

ď m3
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.141)

In the last inequality of (6.141) we have used that Tpθ, tq ď t.
By combining the identity (6.132) with the bounds (6.139), (6.140), (6.141), (6.121), we have that

ˇ

ˇzθθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 9κm2
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 ` 3m3
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 `
#

m3
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 , for θ P Dk
ε

0 , for θ P Dz
εzDk

ε

. (6.142)

Taking into account that for pθ, tq P Dk
ε by (6.5) we have that Tpθ, tq ď Jpθ, tq, and we have 9κ ď m,

the above bound completes the proof of (6.130), once we ensure that 1
2M2 ě 5m3 and 1

2N2 ě 4m3. This
justifies the choices of M2 and N2 are defined in (6.9), respectively in (6.11).

In order to complete the proof of the Lemma, we need to establish the bound (6.131), which is useful later
in the proof. For this purpose, note that in view of (6.120), (6.132), the fact that qzθpθ, tq “ zθθpθ, tq `H3,
and of the bounds bounds (6.139), (6.140), (6.121), we have that

ˇ

ˇqzθpθ, tq
ˇ

ˇ ď 9κm2
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 ` 3m3
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 (6.143)

which thus concludes the proof of (6.131), and of the lemma.

6.7 Lower bounds for second derivatives

In this section we prove that various second derivatives of the solution blow up as we approach the curves
s1 and s2 from the right side. Throughout this section we fix t P p0, εs and shall make reference to the
following asymptotic descriptions:

lim
θÑs2ptq`

θ ´ s2ptq
Tpθ, tq “ κ

3
(6.144a)

lim
θÑs2ptq

Jpθ, tq ě t

3
(6.144b)
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lim
θÑs1ptq`

θ ´ s1ptq
Jpθ, tq “ κ

3
. (6.144c)

Here we have implicitly used that φtps2ptq, sq “ s2psq, and ψtps1ptq, sq “ s1psq. The bounds are a conse-
quence of (6.5), (6.69), and the definitions of s1, s2, φt, and ψt. For example, in order to prove (6.144a),
note that by the mean value theorem we have

spTpθ, tqq ´ s2pTpθ, tqq “ φtpθ, Tpθ, tqq ´ φtps2ptq, Tpθ, tqq “ pθ ´ s2ptqq Bθφtpy, Tpθ, tqq
looooooomooooooon

“1`OpT
1
3 q

while by (6.7) we have

spTpθ, tqq ´ s2pTpθ, tqq “ κ
3 Tpθ, tq `OpTpθ, tq 43 q .

The proof of (6.144c) is similar. Lastly, in order to prove (6.144b), we use that one the hand

spJpθ, tqq ´ s2pJpθ, tqq “ κ
3 Jpθ, tq `OpJpθ, tq 43 q ,

while on the other hand

spJpθ, tqq ´ s2pJpθ, tqq “ ψtps2ptq, Jpθ, tqq ´ φtps2ptq, Jpθ, tqq
“

ż t

Jpθ,tq
pBsφt ´ Bsψtq
looooooomooooooon

“κ
3
`Opr

1
3 q

ds “ pt´ Jpθ, tqq
´

κ
3 `Opε 1

3 q
¯

.

By combining the above two estimates, it follows that Jps2ptq, tq ě tp1
2 ´Opε 1

3 qq ě t
3 , proving (6.144b).

6.7.1 Singularities on s2, from the right side

Note that the second derivative upper bounds established in (6.8) blow up as θ Ñ s2ptq`; the purpose of
this subsection is to obtain lower bounds which are within a constant factor of these upper bounds, and thus
also diverge as θ Ñ s2ptq`.

In this proof we shall frequently use the following facts. First, that κ5 ď cpθ, tq ď m for all pθ, tq P Dε.
This follows from the identity cpθ, tq “ 1

2wBpθ, tq ` 1
2pw ´ wB ´ zq, which in view of (5.35), and (5.141)

implies cpθ, tq “ 1
2w0pηB´1pθ, tqq `Optq; the desired bound now follows from (5.1a) and (5.1b). Second,

we note that a slightly sharper bound is required for BθwB on the shock curve (when compared to (5.37a)).
From (5.34) we note that ηB´1psptq´, tq “ ´pbtq 32 ` Opt2q. By appealing to (5.1d) we then obtain that
w10pηB´1psptq´, tqq “ ´1

3 t
´1 `Opt´ 1

2 q as tÑ 0. We then conclude from (5.36a) that

BθwBpsptq, tq “ ´1
3 t
´1 `Opt´ 1

2 q
1` tp´1

3 t
´1 `Opt´ 1

2 qq
“ ´ 1

2t `Opt´ 1
2 q (6.145)

as for 0 ă t ď ε.
Lower bound for |kθθ| on s`2 . The desired lower bound turns out to be a consequence of (6.95).
We first consider the second line of (6.95). Let θ ą s2ptq with θ ´ s2ptq ď κt

6 . Note in this range
of θ, due to (6.144a) and the fact that t ď ε, we have Tpθ, tq ď t

3 ď ε. We claim that for a constant
C “ Cpκ,m, b, cq ą 0 we have

B2
θφtpθ, Tpθ, tqq ě κ2

100m3 Tpθ, tq´1 ´ Ct´ 2
3 ě κ2

100m3 Tpθ, tq´1 ´ CTpθ, tq´ 2
3 ě 0 (6.146)
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for s2ptq ă θ ă s2ptq ` κt
6 , once ε is sufficiently small. In order to prove (6.146), we consider the formula

(6.75) with s “ Tpθ, tq. We note that the largest term in (6.75), the one containing cpθ, tqcθpspTq, TqBθφtpθ, Tq,
is positive. Indeed, from the bounds κ

5 ď cpθ, tq ď m, (6.145), the bound (6.69), (5.141b), and (5.141d), we
obtain that

cpθ, tqcθpspTpθ, tqq`, Tpθ, tqqBθφtpθ, Tpθ, tqq
“ 1

2cpθ, tqBθφtpθ, Tq
`BθwBpspTq`, Tq ` Bθpw ´ wB ´ zqpspTq`, Tq

˘

“ 1
2cpθ, tqp1`Opt 13 qq

´

´1
2T
´1 `OpT´ 1

2 q
¯

ď ´ κ
40Tpθ, tq´1

since Tpθ, tq ď t
3 ! 1. The remaining terms in (6.75) may be estimated from above by

2e16mt
´

80m2

κ2
R7t` 25m

κ2

´

4b
5 pκt6 q´

2
3 `R2pκt6 q´

1
2 `R4t

1
2

¯¯

ď Ct´
2
3

for a constant C “ Cpκ,m, b, cq ą 0. The above two estimates then imply

B2
θφtpθ, Tpθ, tqq ě 2e´16mt κ

5m3
κ
40Tpθ, tq´1 ´ Ct´ 2

3 ,

and (6.146) follows.
Next, we return to the second line of (6.95), from (5.81) we have

9k´pTpθ, tqq “ 48b
9
2

κ3
Tpθ, tq 12 `OpTpθ, tqq ě 0 (6.147)

since Tpθ, tq ď t is small. Moreover, from (6.6a) and (5.13) we have κ
4 ď p9s ´ Bsφtqpθ, Tpθ, tqq ď κ

2 . As a
consequence, from (6.146) and (6.147), we obtain

second line of (6.95) ě 2
κ

ˆ

48b
9
2

κ3
Tpθ, tq 12 ´ CTpθ, tq

˙

´

κ2

100m3 Tpθ, tq´1 ´ CTpθ, tq´ 2
3

¯

ě 48b
9
2

50κ2m2 Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 ´ CTpθ, tq´ 1

6

ě b
9
2

2κ2m2 Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 as θ Ñ s2ptq` . (6.148)

Next, we consider the terms on the first line of (6.95). From the definition of λ2 in (3.6) and the evolution
equation (3.5a), we obtain that

pBtλ2 ` p29s´ λ2qBθλ2q ´ :s “ 2
3Bθwp9s´ λ2 ` 9s´ w ´ 1

3zq
` 2

3p29s´ λ2qBθz ` 1
2Btz ` 2

3

`

1
24pw ´ zq2Bθk ´ 8

2aw
˘´ :s .

Taking into account the bound (5.13), Proposition 5.7, and the fact that pw, z, k, aq P Xε (in particular, that
(6.82) holds), we obtain

pBtλ2 ` p29s´ λ2qBθλ2q pspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqq ´ :spTpθ, tqq
“ 2

3BθwBpspTpθ, tq, Tpθ, tqq
`

29spTpθ, tqq ´ 5
3wBpspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqq

˘`OpTpθ, tq´ 1
2 q (6.149)

as θ Ñ s2ptq`, or equivalently, as Tpθ, tq Ñ 0`. Next, from (5.81) and (5.83) we note that

:k´pTpθ, tqqq “ 1
2Tpθ,tq

9k´pTpθ, tqqq `Op1q (6.150)
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as Tpθ, tq Ñ 0`. By combining (6.149), (6.150), the bound κ
2 ě 9spTpθ, tqq ´ λ2pspTpθ, tqq, Tpθ, tqq ě κ

4 ,
and (5.81), we deduce

first line of (6.95)

“
´

Bθφtpθ,Tpθ,tqq
9spTpθ,tqq´λ2pspTpθ,tqq,Tpθ,tqq

¯2
9k´pTpθ, tqq

´

1
2Tpθ,tq ` 2

3BθwBpspTpθ, tq, Tpθ, tqq
¯

`Op1q (6.151)

as Tpθ, tq Ñ 0`. At this stage we appeal to (6.145) with t replaced by T “ Tpθ, tq Ñ 0`, which is the
relevant regime for θ Ñ s2ptq`. From (6.151), (6.145), (6.69), and (5.81) we finally conclude that

first line of (6.95) “
´

Bθφtpθ,Tpθ,tqq
9spTpθ,tqq´λ2pspTpθ,tqq,Tpθ,tqq

¯2
9k´pTpθ, tqqq 1

6Tpθ,tq `Op1q

ě 3
κ2

48b
9
2 Tpθ,tq

1
2

κ3
1

6Tpθ,tq ´ C
ě 24b

9
2

κ4
Tpθ, tq´ 1

2 (6.152)

as Tpθ, tq Ñ 0`.
Lastly, by combining (6.148) with (6.152), we obtain that

lim
θÑs2ptq`

B2
θkpθ, tqTpθ, tq

1
2 ě 24b

9
2

κ4
. (6.153)

In view of (6.144a), the above estimate and (6.8c) thus precisely determines the blowup rate of B2
θkpθ, tq as

θ Ñ s2ptq`: this rate lies within two constants of pθ ´ s2ptqq´ 1
2 .

Lower bound for |zθθ| on s`2 . Next, we show that the upper bound (6.8b) also has a corresponding
lower bound which blows up as θ Ñ s2ptq`. We start by recalling the function qz defined in (6.117), and
the formula for its derivative in (6.120). As above, we let s2ptq ă θ ă s2ptq ` κt

6 and denote J “ Jpθ, tq.
From estimate (6.131), and by appealing to (6.144a) which yields Jpθ, tq ě 1

4 t in the range of θ considered
here, we arrive at

ˇ

ˇzθθ ` 1
4ckθθ ` 1

4cθkθ
ˇ

ˇ pθ, tq “ |Bθqzpθ, tq| ď CJpθ, tq´ 1
2 ď Ct´

1
2 ,

for all θ ą s2ptq which is close to s2ptq. Furthermore, since (5.141) and (6.82a) imply that |cθkθ| pθ, tq ď
1
2pt´1 `R4t

1
2 qR6t

1
2 ď Ct´

1
2 , the above estimate implies

ˇ

ˇzθθ ` 1
4ckθθ

ˇ

ˇ pθ, tq ď Ct´
1
2 , (6.154)

for a suitable constant C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0.
Lastly, since κ

5 ď cpθ, tq ď m, we see that the blowup rate for kθθ as θ Ñ s`2 ptq, given by (6.153), is
immediately transferred to zθθ, and we have

lim
θÑs2ptq`

B2
θzpθ, tqTpθ, tq

1
2 ď ´1

4 lim
θÑs2ptq`

cpθ, tqB2
θkpθ, tqTpθ, tq

1
2 ď ´b

9
2

κ3
. (6.155)

Here we have used the fact that limθÑsptq` Tpθ, tqt´ 1
2 “ 0. The estimate (6.155), and the upper bound

(6.8b), show that B2
θzpθ, tq Ñ ´8 as θ Ñ s2ptq`, at a rate which is proportional to ´pθ ´ s2ptqq´ 1

2 .
Lower bound for |wθθ| on s`2 . The argument is nearly identical to the one for the second derivative of

z. We recall that the variable qw defined in (6.31) satisfies the derivative bound (6.114). By appealing to
the fact that pw, z, k, aq P Xε, the estimate (5.37b) for the second derivative of the Burgers solution, and to
(6.114), we arrive at

ˇ

ˇwθθ ´ 1
4ckθθ

ˇ

ˇ pθ, tq ď 1
4 |cθkθ| pθ, tq ` |qwθ pθ, tq|
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ď 1
8pt´1 `R4t

1
2 qR6t

1
2 ` 3bpκtq´ 5

3

ď Ct´
5
3 (6.156)

for all θ P ps2ptq, s2ptq ` κt
6 q, for a suitable constant C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0. This estimate is the parallel

bound to (6.154) for the second derivative of z. It implies, in a similar fashion to (6.156), that

lim
θÑs2ptq`

B2
θwpθ, tqTpθ, tq

1
2 ě b

9
2

κ3
. (6.157)

The estimate (6.157), and the upper bound (6.8a), show that B2
θwpθ, tq Ñ `8 as θ Ñ s2ptq`, at a rate

which is proportional to pθ ´ s2ptqq´ 1
2 .

Lower bound for |aθθ| on s`2 . As before, consider θ P ps2ptq, s2ptq ` κt
6 q. By combining (5.37a),

(5.141e), (5.223), and (6.22), we arrive at the bound
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
aθθ ` 1

4c
2e´k$θ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ct´

2
3 ` Ct´ 1

2 ď Ct´
2
3 . (6.158)

The desired lower bound on aθθ is thus inherited from $θ, which we recall is given by (6.16). The principal
contribution is due to the term containing the time integral of kθθ. Indeed, using the same argument used to
prove (6.14), we have that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

$θpθ, tq ´ 4
3

ż t

Tpθ,tq

`

ekkθθ
˘pφtpθ, sq, sqeI$θ pθ,t;sqds

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C . (6.159)

The analysis reduces to establishing a lower bound which is commensurate with the upper bound (6.19).
The main idea here is as follows. From (6.148) and (6.152), as in (6.153) we have that B2

θkpθ, tq ě
24b

9
2κ´4

Tpθ, tq´ 1
2 , for all θ sufficiently close to s2ptq, i.e. s2ptq ă θ ă s2ptq ` κt

6 . Therefore, if the
point pθ, tq is replaced by the point pφtpθ, sq, sq, which in view of Remark 6.5 and estimate (6.7) is such that
φtpθ, sq is sufficiently close to s2psq, we have that

B2
θkpφtpθ, sq, sq ě 24b

9
2κ´4

Tpφtpθ, sq, sq´ 1
2 “ 24b

9
2κ´4

Tpθ, tq´ 1
2

uniformly for all s P rTpθ, tq, ts. In particular, B2
θk ˝ φt ą 0, and so by combining (6.158)–(6.159), with

(5.141f), (6.17), and with the estimate κ
5 ď c ď m, we arrive at

aθθpθ, tq ď ´1
4c

2e´k$θ ` Ct´ 2
3

ď ´κ2

75

ż t

Tpθ,tq
kθθpφtpθ, sq, sqds` Ct´ 2

3

ď ´ b
9
2

4κ2
pt´ Tpθ, tqqTpθ, tq´ 1

2 . (6.160)

The above estimate implies

lim
θÑs2ptq`

Tpθ, tq 12aθθpθ, tq ď ´ b
9
2

4κ2
t , (6.161)

which may be combined with the upper bound (6.20) show that aθθpθ, tq Ñ ´8 as θ Ñ s2ptq`, at a rate
which is proportional to tpθ ´ s2ptqq´ 1

2 .
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6.7.2 Singularities on s1, from the right side

Passing to the limit θ Ñ s1ptq` in the estimates (6.10), we obtain that

lim
θÑs1ptq`

|wθθpθ, tq| ď Ct´
5
3 , and lim

θÑs1ptq`
|aθθpθ, tq| ď Ct´

2
3 ,

for a suitable constant C “ Cpκ, b, c,mq ą 0, which shows that these quantities do not blow up as θ
approaches s1 from the right side. The only quantity that does indeed blow up is the second derivative of z.

Here we establish a lower bound for |B2
θzpθ, tq| which is commensurate with (6.10b) as θ Ñ s1ptq`;

more precisely we claim that

lim
θÑs1ptq`

Jpθ, tq 12 zθθpθ, tq ď ´1
4b

9
2κ´4 , (6.162)

which shows the precise rate of divergence of B2
θz towards ´8 as θ approaches s1 from the right side. The

proof of (6.162) is quite involved, and will be broken up into several parts, which correspond to estimating
the various terms in (6.120). We rewrite this identity as

zθθpθ, tq “ B1 ` B2 ` B3 , (6.163)

where we define

B1 :“ qzθpspJpθ, tqq, Jpθ, tqqpBθψtq2pθ, Jpθ, tqq ` qzpspJpθ, tqq, Jpθ, tqqB2
θψtpθ, Jpθ, tqq “ B11 ` B12

(6.164)

B2 :“ ´
ż t

J1pθ,tq

´

BθQz˝ψt pBθψtq2 `Qz˝ψt B2
θψt

˘

ds (6.165)

B3 :“ ´
ż J1pθ,tq

Jpθ,tq

´

BθQz˝ψt pBθψtq2 `Qz˝ψt B2
θψt

˘

ds (6.166)

and J1 is the time at which ψtpθ, ¨q intersects the curve s2; as given by (6.122), see also Figure 15. Since
θ Ñ s1ptq` is equivalent in view of (6.144c) to Jpθ, tq Ñ 0, our goal is to extract the leading order term in
B1 with respect to J ! 1, and then to obtain sharp estimates for B2 and B3 with respect to J. In this direction
we claim:

Lemma 6.16. Fix t P p0, εs and s1ptq ă θ ă s1ptq ` κt
6 . Then we have that

´86
16b

9
2κ´4

Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 ď B1 ď ´85

16b
9
2κ´4

Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 , (6.167)

where the term B is as defined in (6.164).

Lemma 6.17. Fix t P p0, εs and s1ptq ă θ ă s1ptq ` κt
6 . Then we have that

B2 ď t
1
4 b

9
2κ´4

Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 , (6.168a)

B3 ď 9
2b

9
2κ´4

Jpθ, tq´ 1
2 ` CJpθ, tq´ 1

6 , (6.168b)

where the terms B2 and B3 defined in (6.165) and respectively in (6.166). Note that the sum of the estimates
in (6.168) gives an improvement over (6.121), in the sense that the constant is sharper.
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Proof of (6.162). We note that the bound (6.162) follows from (6.163), (6.167), (6.168a), (6.168b), and the
inequality

9
2 ` Ct

1
4 ` CJ

1
3 ´ 85

16 ď ´1
4 ,

for ε, and hence t and J, sufficiently small. Thus, in order to complete the proof of the (6.162), it only
remains to prove Lemmas 6.16 and 6.17. These proofs occupy the remainder of this subsection.

Proof of Lemma 6.16. We recall that qz is defined in (6.116) as zθ ` 1
4ckθ. The easiest term is the sound

speed. From (5.1c), (5.20), (5.141a), and (5.141c) we note that

cpspJq, Jq “ 1
2wBpspJq, Jq ` 1

2pw ´ wB ` zqpspJq, Jq
“ 1

2w0pxB,´pJqq `OpJq
“ κ

2 ´ 1
2b

3
2 J

1
2 `OpJq , (6.169)

as J Ñ 0. The next term we consider is the y derivative of k, restricted to the shock curve. This term is
given by (5.108), with t replaced by J. The denominator of this fraction is given by 9spJq ´ λ2pspJq, Jq “
9spJq ´ 4

3cpspJq, Jq ´ 4
3zpspJq, Jq “ 1

3κ ` OpJ 1
2 q , by appealing to (5.141c) and (6.169). By combining the

above estimate with the identity (5.81), we arrive at

kθpspJq, Jq “
48b

9
2

κ3
J
1
2 `OpJq

1
3κ`OpJ 1

2 q
“ 144b

9
2κ´4

J
1
2 `OpJq , (6.170)

as J Ñ 0. The last ingredient needed to compute qz on the shock curve is to obtain a leading order term for
the derivative of z. For this term we appeal to identity (5.112) with t replaced by J. As above, we may show
that 9spJq ´ λ1pspJq, Jq “ 2

3κ`OpJ 1
2 q, and we may appeal to the estimate (5.81) and the already established

(6.169) and (6.170), to deduce

zθpspJq, Jq “

´

´27b
9
2

4κ2
J
1
2 `OpJq

¯

´ 1
6

ˆ

pκ2 `OpJ 1
2 qq2 144b

9
2

κ4
J
1
2 `OpJq

˙

2
3κ`OpJ 1

2 q
“ ´153

8 b
9
2κ´3

J
1
2 `OpJq .

(6.171)

We then combine the definition of qz in (6.116) with (6.169)–(6.171) and arrive at

qzpspJq, Jq “ ´9
8b

9
2κ´3

J
1
2 `OpJq , (6.172)

as JÑ 0. In order to have a complete asymptotic description of the second term on the right side of (6.164),
we need to determine B2

θψtpθ, Jq. For this purpose, we use (6.77) with s replaced by J “ Jpθ, tq, and we
recall that we are interested in the region s1ptq ă θ ă s1ptq ` κt

6 . By using (5.37a), (5.141), (6.69), (6.79),
(6.145), (6.169)

B2
θψtpθ, Jq “ 1

2e
şt
Jp

4
3
a´zθq˝ψtds

1 c
1
2 pθ,tq

c
1
2 pspJq,Jq

´

ż t

J

p8
3aθ ´ 2zθθq ˝ ψt Bθψtds1 ` Bθcpθ,tq

cpθ,tq ´ BθcpspJq,Jq
cpspJq,Jq Bθψtpθ, Jq

¯

“ 1
2e

Opt´Jq pκ2`Opt
1
3 qq

1
2

p
κ
2`OpJ

1
2 qq

1
2

´

Opt´ Jq `OpJ 1
2 q ´ Opt´

2
3 q

κ
2
`Opt

1
3 q
´ ´

1
4J
´1`OpJ´

1
2 q

κ
2`OpJ

1
2 q

p1`OpJ 1
3 qq

¯

“ 1
4κJ

´1 `Opt´ 2
3 q `OpJ´ 1

2 q (6.173)
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for J ă t ! 1. From (6.172) and (6.173), and using that J ď t, we finally obtain that the second term in
(6.164) is given by

B12 “ ´
´

9
8b

9
2κ´3

J
1
2 ´OpJq

¯´

1
4κJ

´1 `OpJ´ 2
3 q
¯

“ ´ 9
32b

9
2κ´4

J
´ 1

2 `OpJ´ 1
6 q . (6.174)

It remains to consider the first term on the right side of (6.164). We recall that qzθ “ zθθ` 1
4cθkθ` 1

4ckθθ.
Thus, in view of (6.169) and (6.170), we need to estimate separately three terms on the shock curve: cθ, kθθ,
and zθθ. First, similarly to (6.169), we have from (6.145) and (5.141) that

cθpspJq, Jq “ 1
2pBθwBqpspJq, Jq ` 1

2Bθpw ´ wB ` zqpspJq, Jq “ ´1
4J
´1 `OpJ´ 1

2 q , (6.175)

as J Ñ 0. Next, we turn to B2
θk, which is given by (6.94). By appealing to (6.149), (6.145), (5.81), (5.83),

and (5.141), we obtain

kθθpspJq, Jq “ :k´pJq
p9spJq´λ2pspJq,Jqq2

`
´

`Btλ2pspJq, Jq ` p29spJq ´ λ2pspJq, JqqBθλ2pspJq, Jq
˘´ :spJq

¯

9k´
p9spJq´λ2pspJq,Jqq3

“
24b

9
2

κ3
J´

1
2`Op1q

pκ
3
`OpJ

1
2 qq2

`
´

´κ
9 J
´1 `OpJ´ 1

2 q
¯ 48b

9
2

κ3
J
1
2`OpJq

pκ
3
`OpJ

1
2 qq3

“ 72b
9
2κ´5

J
´ 1

2 `Op1q (6.176)

as J Ñ 0. Lastly, we turn to B2
θz, which is given by the expression (6.136). By using (5.13), (5.141), and

(6.134), we first rewrite

zθθpspJq, Jq “ :z´ ´ 1
3pκ´ 1

2wqpc2kθθq ´ 1
3

`pκ´ 5
6wqckθ ´ p2κ´ 4

3wqzθ
˘

wθ

p9s´ λ1q2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pspJq,Jq
`OpJ 1

2 q . (6.177)

Then, by appealing to (5.83), (5.141), (6.145), (6.169), (6.170), (6.171), (6.175), and (6.176), from the above
formula we obtain

zθθpspJq, Jq “ :z´ ´ 1
3pκ´ 1

2wBqpc2kθθq ´ 1
3

`pκ´ 5
6wBqckθ ´ p2κ´ 4

3wBqzθ
˘ BθwB

p2κ
3 `OpJ 1

2 qq2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pspJq,Jq
`Op1q

“
´27b

9
2

8κ2
J
´ 1

2 ´ 1
3
κ
2
κ2

4
72b

9
2

κ5
J
´ 1

2 ´ 1
3

ˆ

κ
6
κ
2

144b
9
2

κ4
J
1
2 ` 2κ

3
153b

9
2

8κ3
J
1
2

˙

p´ 1
2Jq

p2κ
3 `OpJ 1

2 qq2
`Op1q

“ ´81
16b

9
2κ´4

J
´ 1

2 `Op1q , (6.178)

as J Ñ 0. Using the definition of qzy , upon combining (6.169), (6.170), (6.175), (6.176), and (6.178) we
obtain

qzθpspJq, Jq “ ´81
16b

9
2κ´4

J
´ 1

2 `Op1q ` 1
4

´

´1
4J
´1 `OpJ´ 1

2 q
¯´

144b
9
2κ´4

J
1
2 `OpJq

¯

` 1
4

´

κ
2 `OpJ 1

2 q
¯´

72b
9
2κ´5

J
´ 1

2 `Op1q
¯

“ ´81
16b

9
2κ´4

J
´ 1

2 `Op1q . (6.179)

Lastly, by combining (6.69) with (6.179), and using that J ď t, we obtain that the first term in (6.164) is
given by

B11 “
´

´81
16b

9
2κ´4

J
´ 1

2 `Op1q
¯´

1`Opt 13 q
¯2 “ ´

´

81
16b

9
2κ´4 `Opt 13 q

¯

J
´ 1

2 `Op1q . (6.180)

Adding the bounds (6.174) and (6.180) completes the proof of the lemma.
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Proof of Lemma 6.17. Recall from (6.118) that Qz “ ckθp 1
12wθ ` 1

12zθ ` 2
3aq ` 8

3Bθpazq. As in the proof
of Lemma 6.14, we write BθQz “ Q1 `Q2, where

Q1 “
Q1a

hkkkkikkkkj

1
12ckθwθθ `

Q1b
hkkkkikkkkj

1
24kθwθwθ `

Q1c
hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

ckθθp 1
12wθ ` 1

12zθ ` 2
3aq ,

Q2 “ ckθp 1
12zθθ ` 2

3aθq ` 8
3pazqθθ ` 1

24kθzθwθ .

We first give the proof of the more difficult bound, (6.168b). Several times in this proof we require a
bound on

şJ1
J
|kθθwθ| ˝ ψt. In order to obtain a suitable estimate, we recall the bound of J1 in (6.122), and

introduce the time which lies half way in between J and J1, namely J2 “ J` 1
2pJ1 ´ Jq “ 3

2J`OpJ 4
3 q. The

reason is as follows. For s P rJ, J2s, from Remark 6.3 we may deduce that Tpψtpθ, sq, sq ě 1
5Jpθ, tq; this

lower bound is useful when combined with (6.8c), (6.69), (5.141b), and (5.57a) for γpsq “ ψtpθ, sq:
ż J2

J

|kθθwθ| ˝ ψt pBθψtq2ds À J
´ 1

2

ż J2

J

p|BθwB ˝ ψt| ` s´ 1
2 qds À J

´ 1
6 . (6.181)

On the other hand, for the contribution coming from s P rJ2, J1s, the trick is to use that |ψtpθ, sq´spsq| ě κs
8 .

Then, we may appeal to the bound (6.78), to (5.141b), and to the estimate (5.37a), which in this region gives
that |BθwBpψtpθ, sq, sq| ď 4

5b|ψtpθ, sq ´ spsq|´ 2
3 À s´

2
3 À J

´ 2
3 , concluding in

ż J1

J2

|kθθwθ| ˝ ψt pBθψtq2ds À J
´ 2

3

ż J1

J2

Tpψtpθ, sq, sq´ 1
2ds À J

´ 1
6 . (6.182)

Combining the above two bounds, and the fact that κ5 ď c ď m, we conclude that

ż J1

J

|ckθθwθ| ˝ ψt pBθψtq2ds À J
´ 1

6 . (6.183)

The remaining contribution to Q1c is bounded as
ż J1

J

ˇ

ˇckθθp 1
12zθ ` 2

3aq
ˇ

ˇ ˝ ψtpBθψtq2ds À J
1
2 . (6.184)

Next, let us estimate´ şJ1pθ,tq
Jpθ,tq Q1b˝ψt pBθψtq2ds. From (6.122), we see that J1pθ, tq “ 2Jpθ, tq`Opt 43 q.

Hence, using the bounds (5.57a), (5.141b), (6.123), and (6.145), we have that
ż J1

J

`

kθpwθq2
˘ ˝ ψtpBθψtq2ds À J

´ 1
2

ż J1

J

`ˇ

ˇwθ ´ wBθ

ˇ

ˇ ˝ ψt `
ˇ

ˇwBθ

ˇ

ˇ ˝ ψt
˘

ds À J
´ 1

6 . (6.185)

Next, in order to bound the contribution from Q1a, we define

A “ ´ 1
12

`

ckθwθθ ` cwθkθθ
˘

G “ 2
3cwθkθθ ` 1

3ccθpkθq2 ` 1
6c

2kθθkθ ´ 8
3pawqθkθ ´ kθpwθq2 ` kθwθzθ .

A straightforward computation shows that the product kθwy solves the equation

Bspkθwθq ` λ1Bθpkθwθq ` 2pkθwθqBθλ1 “ 48
3 A` G . (6.186)

We now obtain an explicit solution to (6.186). In order to solve (6.186), we set

χ “ pkθwθq ˝ ψt , F “ p48
3 A` Gq ˝ ψt ,

144



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

and by employing the chain-rule, we write (6.186) as

Bsχ` 2χpBθψtq´1BspBθψtq “ F .

It follows that

d
ds

`pBθψtq2χ
˘ “ pBθψtq2F ,

and integration from J to J1 yields the identity

pkθwθqps2pJ1q, J1qpBθψtpθ, J1qq2 ´ pkθwθqpspJq, JqwθpspJq, JqpBθψtpθ, Jqq2

“
ż J1

J

p48
3 A` Gq ˝ ψt pBθψtq2ds

“
ż J1

J

`

G ´ 4
3cwθkθθ

˘ ˝ ψt pBθψtq2ds´ 48
3

ż J1

J

`

1
12ckθwθθ

˘ ˝ ψt pBθψtq2ds . (6.187)

First, we note that since Tps2pJ1q, J1q “ 0, the estimate (5.216) implies that kθps2pJ1q, J1q “ 0, and so the
first term on the left side of (6.187) vanishes. The first term on the right side of (6.187) is estimated using
(5.37a), (5.141), (6.8c), (6.69), (6.78), (6.123), (6.183), and (6.185) as

ż J1

J

ˇ

ˇG ´ 4
3cwθkθθ

ˇ

ˇ ˝ ψt pBθψtq2ds À J
´ 1

6 . (6.188)

Moreover, the estimates (5.141b), (6.69), (6.145), and (6.170) show that

´pkθwθqpspJq, JqpBθψtpθ, Jqq2 “
ˆ

144b
9
2

κ4
J
1
2 `OpJq

˙

´

1
2J
´1 `OpJ´ 1

2 q
¯´

1`OpJ 1
3 q
¯2

“ 72b
9
2

κ4
J
´ 1

2 `OpJ´ 1
6 q . (6.189)

By using (6.187), the observation kθps2pJ1q, J1q “ 0, and the bounds (6.188) and (6.189) we obtain that

´
ż J1

J

`

1
12ckθwθθ

˘ ˝ ψt pBθψtq2ds “ 9b
9
2

2κ4
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 `OpJ´ 1
6 q . (6.190)

Combining (6.183), (6.184), (6.185), (6.188), and (6.190), we have proven that for ε small enough,

´
ż J1pθ,tq

Jpθ,tq
Q1˝ψt pBθψtq2ds ď 9b

9
2

2κ4
Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 ` CJpθ, tq´ 1
6 . (6.191)

In addition to the bounds (5.37a), (5.141), (6.8c), (6.69), (6.78), (6.123), by also appealing to (6.8b) and
(6.79), we deduce that

´
ż J1pθ,tq

Jpθ,tq
Q2˝ψt pBθψtq2ds À Jpθ, tq 12 . (6.192)

Moreover, by using the identity (6.77) for B2
θψt, we see that the integrand Qz ˝ψt B2

θψt is estimated in the
identical fashion as the term Q1b in (6.185), and hence we have that

´
ż J1pθ,tq

Jpθ,tq
Qz˝ψt B2

θψtds À J
´ 1

6 . (6.193)

145



Buckmaster, Drivas, Shkoller, Vicol Shock development for 2D Euler

Together, the bounds (6.191), (6.192), and (6.193) establish the desired inequality (6.168b), for Jpθ, tq ! 1.
The proof of the lemma is completed once we establish (6.168a). These estimates are however simpler

because by the definition of the time J1pθ, tq, for all s1ptq ă θ ă s1ptq ` κt
6 , and for all s P pJ1pθ, tq, tq, we

have that pψtpθ, sq, sq P Dz
εzDk

ε , and k ” 0 in this region. In particular, this means that in this region we
have that Qz “ 8

3Bθpazq, and BθQz “ Q2 “ 8
3B2
θpazq; there are no dangerous k terms. As such the bounds

we seek directly follow from (6.127) and (6.128):

B2 ď
ż t

J1pθ,tq

ˇ

ˇBθQz ˝ ψt
ˇ

ˇpBθψtq2ds`
ż t

J1pθ,tq

ˇ

ˇQz˝ψt B2
θψt

ˇ

ˇds ď Ct
1
3 Jpθ, tq´ 1

2 (6.194)

for a suitable constant C. The bound (6.168a) follows since t ď ε ! 1. This completes the proof of
Lemma 6.17.

6.8 Precise Hölder estimates for derivatives

Here we combine the upper bounds established in Section 6.1, with the lower bounds proven in Section 6.7,
to precisely characterize the behavior of pwθ, zθ, kθ, aθq as θ Ñ s1ptq` and θ Ñ s2ptq`.

We first consider the behavior of these derivatives on s1ptq. Note that on the left side of s1ptq, by (6.12)
and (6.97) we have that the order second derivatives of w and a are finite for every t P p0, εs, but that the
bounds are not uniform in t as t Ñ 0` (as should be expected, since w0, a0 R C2). On this left side of
s1ptq, we moreover have that k ” z ” 0. Similarly, on the right side of s1ptq, the second derivative of w
is bounded due to (6.97), the second derivative of a is bounded in light of (6.20), these bounds not being
uniform as t Ñ 0`, while k ” 0. It remains to consider the behavior of zθpθ, tq as θ Ñ s1ptq`. From
(5.219) we know that zθps1ptq, tq “ 0, so that using (6.10b) and (6.144c)

sup
0ăhăκt

6

ˇ

ˇzθps1ptq ` h, tq ´ zθps1ptq, tq
ˇ

ˇ

hα
ď sup

0ăhăκt
6

h1´α

ż 1

0

ˇ

ˇzθθps1ptq ` λh, tq
ˇ

ˇdλ

ď N2 sup
0ăhăκt

6

h1´α

ż 1

0
Jps1ptq ` λh, tq´ 1

2dλ

ď 2N2κ
´ 1

2 sup
0ăhăκt

6

h1´α

ż 1

0

ˇ

ˇλh
ˇ

ˇ

´ 1
2dλ

“ 32m3κ´
1
2 sup

0ăhăκt
6

h
1
2
´α . (6.195)

The right side of (6.195) is finite whenever α ď 1
2 . Thus, from (6.10b), (6.144b), and (6.195), we deduce

that z P C1, 1
2 in Dz

εzDk
ε . The remarkable fact is that due to (6.162), this upper bound is sharp: for any

α ą 1
2 , z R C1,α near s1. Indeed, by (6.162), we have that for h sufficiently small but positive,

zθps1ptq ` h, tq ´ zθps1ptq, tq
hα

“ h1´α

ż 1

0
zθθps1ptq ` λh, tqdλ

ď ´1
8b

9
2κ´4h1´α

ż 1

0
Jps1ptq ` λh, tq´ 1

2dλ

ď ´ 1
16b

9
2κ´

9
2h1´α

ż 1

0
pλhq´ 1

2dλ

ď ´1
8b

9
2κ´

9
2h

1
2
´α . (6.196)
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For α ą 1
2 , the right side of (6.196) converges to ´8 as hÑ 0`, proving that zθ R Cα in the vicinity of s1.

Next, we consider the behavior of derivatives on s2ptq. On the left side of s2ptq we have that k ” 0,
while the second derivatives of w, z, and a are bounded in terms of inverse powers of t in view of (6.10b),
(6.144b), (6.20), and (6.97). On the right side of s2, the situation is different. Similarly to (6.195), we may
use (6.97), (6.8b), (6.20), and (6.144a) to show that wθ, zθ, kθ, aθ P Cα near s2, for any α ď 1

2 . Indeed,
the only difference to (6.195) is that Jps1ptq ` λh, tq´ 1

2 is replaced by Tps1ptq ` λh, tq´ 1
2 ď 2κ´

1
2 pλhq´ 1

2 .
Moreover, for any α ą 1

2 , similarly to (6.196), we may use (6.153), (6.155), (6.157), and (6.161) to prove

kθps2ptq ` h, tq ´ kθps1ptq, tq
hα

ě 12b
9
2κ´

9
2h

1
2
´α (6.197a)

zθps2ptq ` h, tq ´ zθps1ptq, tq
hα

ď ´1
2b

9
2κ´

7
2h

1
2
´α (6.197b)

wθps2ptq ` h, tq ´ wθps1ptq, tq
hα

ě 1
2b

9
2κ´

7
2h

1
2
´α (6.197c)

aθps2ptq ` h, tq ´ aθps1ptq, tq
hα

ď ´1
8b

9
2κ´

5
2 th

1
2
´α , (6.197d)

for h ą 0 sufficiently small. The estimates in (6.197) show that kθ, zθ, wθ, aθ R Cα for any α ą 1
2 .

6.9 Proof of Theorem 6.1

The bounds in (6.1) are merely a restatement of the bootstrap bounds stated in (6.1) for pwθθ, zθθ, kθθq. The
bounds for aθθ and $θ follow as shown in Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6. These bootstrap estimates were closed
(i.e., improved by a factor of 2) by the analysis in Sections 6.2–6.6. As discussed in the first paragraph
of Section 6.1, this analysis should formally be carried out at the level of the approximating sequence
pwpnq, zpnq, kpnqq, but we have not chosen to do so for simplicity of the presentation. One remark is in order
at this point: when dealing with the approximating sequence pwpnq, zpnq, kpnq, apnqq the identities (6.75) and
(6.77) for the second derivatives of φt and ψt are not available; this is because the structure of the equation
for the sound speed at cpn`1q, given in (5.138a)–(5.138c), lacks a necessary n Ñ n ` 1 symmetry; in this
case, estimates for B2

θφ
pnq
t and B2

θψ
pnq
t are obtained simply by differentiating (5.120a) and (5.120b) twice

with respect to y and appealing to the bootstrap bounds for B2
θw

pnq and B2
θz
pnq; the resulting bounds are

however exactly the same as the ones given in Lemma 6.9.
The bounds in (6.2) follow from (6.1) on the one hand, and (6.144), (6.153), (6.155), (6.157), (6.161),

on the other hand. The estimate (6.3) follows by adding the bounds in (6.154) and (6.156), observing that
the terms 1

4ckθθ cancel. The characterization of the singularity formed by pwθ, zθ, kθ, aθq as θ Ñ s2ptq` as
being precisely a C

1
2 cusp is given by Section 6.8, estimate (6.197). The estimate (6.4) is implied by bounds

(6.1) and (6.162). The characterization of the singularity formed by zθ as θ Ñ s1ptq` as being precisely a
C

1
2 cusp is given by Section 6.8, estimate (6.196). This concludes the proof of Theorem 6.1.

7 Shock development for 2D Euler

In view of the transformations puθ, ur, σ, Sq ÞÑ pb, c, k, aq ÞÑ pw, z, k, aq described in (3.2) and (3.4), the
results obtained in Sections 4–6 for the azimuthal variables pw, z, k, a,$q imply the following results for
the usual hydrodynamic variables pu, ρ,E, pq. First, from Theorem 4.1 we deduce:

Theorem 7.1 (Shock formation for 2D Euler with azimuthal symmetry). There exists κ0 ą 1 sufficiently
large, and ε ą 0 sufficiently small, such that the following holds. Consider initial data at time ´ε given by

pur, uθ, σ, Sq pr, θ,´εq :“ `

rapθ,´εq, r2wpθ,´εq, r2wpθ,´εq, 0
˘

,
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with pw, aqp¨,´εq satisfying conditions (4.17)–(4.26). In particular, the initial data is smooth and has
azimuthal symmetry. Then, there exists T˚ ą ´ε (explicitly computable), and a unique solution pu, σ, Sq P
C0pr´ε, T˚q;C4pR2zt0uqq of the Euler equations (2.33), which has the azimuthal symmetry (3.2). The
associated density is ρ “ 1

4σ
2e´S “ 1

16r
2w2, and the total energy is E “ 1

2ρ |u|2` 1
2ρ

2eS “ 1
32r

4w2pa2`
5
16w

2q. Moreover, at time blowup time T˚ we have Spθ, T˚q “ 0, and there exists a unique angle ξ˚ P T
(explicitly computable) such that an azimuthal pre-shock forms on the half-infinite ray tpr, ξ˚, T˚qurPR` .
The azimuthal pre-shock is described by the fact that for |θ ´ ξ˚| !ε 1 we have

uθpr, θ, T˚q “ 1
2r

´

κ˚ ` a1pθ ´ ξ˚q 13 ` a2pθ ´ ξ˚q 23 ` a3pθ ´ ξ˚q `Oppθ ´ ξ˚q 43 q
¯

urpr, θ, T˚q “ r
´

a10 ` a11pθ ´ ξ˚q ` a12pθ ´ ξ˚q
4
3 `Oppθ ´ ξ˚q 53 q

¯

ρpr, θ, T˚q “ 1
16r

2
´

κ2
˚ ` 2a1κ˚pθ ´ ξ˚q 13 ` pa2

1 ` 2a2κ˚qpθ ´ ξ˚q 23 `Opθ ´ ξ˚q
¯

Epr, θ, T˚q “ 1
32r

4
´

κ2
˚pa120 ` 5κ2˚

16 q ` a1κ˚p2a120 ` 5κ2˚
4 qpθ ´ ξ˚q

1
3 `Oppθ ´ ξ˚q 23 q

¯

where κ˚, a1, a2, a3, a
1
0, a

1
1, a

1
2 are suitable constants which may be computed in terms of the data. Moreover,

in view of (4.4) we have that these asymptotic descriptions are valid (to leading order), for the first three
derivatives of the solution, and for |θ ´ ξ˚| !ε 1. For angles θ which are at any fixed distance away from
ξ˚, the functions pu, ρ,Eqpr, θ, T˚q are C4 smooth. Lastly, the specific vorticity and its derivatives remain
uniformly bounded up to T˚.

The above result, which establishes the formation of the pre-shock and gives its detailed description,
is nothing but a rewriting of Theorem 4.1 in terms of the usual fluid variables. This is possible in view
of the mapping pur, uθ, σ, Sq “ pra, 1

2rw,
1
2rw, 0q, valid on r´ε, T˚s, and the above mentioned formulas

for the density and energy. The series expansion for the radial velocity rapθ, T˚q is not explicitly stated in
Theorem 4.1, but it immediately follows from the fact that a has regularity precisely C1,1{3 and no better,
and from the bounds on a ˝ η obtained in Section 4.

For the development part of our result, for simplicity of notation it is convenient to re-label the pre-shock
location pr, ξ˚, T˚q ÞÑ pr, 0, 0q. Moreover, the fields at which we arrive at the end of the formation part,
namely pu, σ, Sqp¨, T˚q, are re-labeled as pu0, σ0, S0q. Then, from Theorems 5.5 and 6.1 we obtain:

Theorem 7.2 (Shock development for 2D Euler with azimuthal symmetry). Given pre-shock initial data

pur, uθ, σ, Sq|t“0 :“ pra0,
r
2pw0 ` z0q, r2pw0 ´ z0q, k0q,

with pw0, z0, a0, k0q satisfying conditions (5.1)–(5.5), there exist:

(i) ε ą 0 sufficiently small;

(ii) a shock surface S :“ tpr, θ, tq P R2 ˆ r0, εs : θ “ sptqu with s P C2pr0, εsq;
(iii) fields pu, ρ,Eq with ρ “ 1

4σ
2e´S and E “ 1

2ρ |u|2 ` 1
2ρ

2eS , such that the pu, ρ,E,Sq is a regular
shock solution of the compressible Euler equations (1.1) on the time interval r0, εs, in the sense of
Definition 1.1;

(iv) two C1 smooth functions s1, s2 : r0, εs Ñ T, with s1p0q “ s2p0q “ 0 and s1ptq ă s2ptq ă sptq for
t P p0, εs, such that Si :“ tpr, θ, tq P R2 ˆ r0, εs : θ “ siptqu is a characteristic surface for the λi
wave-speed, where λ1 “ uθ ´ 1

2σ and λ2 “ uθ;

such that for any t P p0, εs all fields are twice differentiable at points pr, θq with θ R ts1ptq, s2ptq, sptqu, and
the following hold:
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(v) letting Dp2qε “ tpr, θ, tq P R2 ˆ p0, εs : s2ptq ă θ ă sptqu we have that

• S P C1,1{2pDp2qε q, S ” 0 on pDp2qε qA, and 1
C ď pθ ´ s2ptqq 12 B2

θSpr, θ, tq ď C as θ Ñ s2ptq`,

• p, uθ P C2pDp2qε q, |B2
θuθpr, θ, tq| ď Crt´

1
2 and |B2

θppr, θ, tq| ď Cr4t´2 as θ Ñ s2ptq`,

• ur P C1,1{2pDp2qε q and ´rtC ď pθ ´ s2ptqq 12 B2
θurpr, θ, tq ď ´ 1

C rt as θ Ñ s2ptq`,

• ρ P C1,1{2pDp2qε q and ´r2C ď pθ ´ s2ptqq 12 B2
θρpr, θ, tq ď ´ 1

C r
2 as θ Ñ s2ptq`,

for a suitable constant C ą 0;

(vi) letting Dp1qε “ tpr, θ, tq P R2 ˆ p0, εs : s1ptq ă θ ă s2ptqu, we have

• Spr, θ, tq “ 0 on Dp1qε ,

• uθ P C1,1{2pDp1qε q and 1
C r ď pθ ´ s1ptqq 12 B2

θuθpr, θ, tq ď Cr as θ Ñ s1ptq`,

• ur P C2pDp1qε q and |B2
θurpr, θ, tq| ď Crt´1 as θ Ñ s1ptq`,

• ρ P C1,1{2pDp1qε q and ´r2C ď pθ ´ s1ptqq 12 B2
θρpr, θ, tq ď ´ 1

C r
2 as θ Ñ s1ptq`,

for a suitable constant C ą 0;

(vii) on S, the functions uθpr, ¨, tq and Bθurpr, ¨, tq exhibit Oprt 12 q jumps, the density ρpr, ¨, tq exhibits an
Opr2t

1
2 q jump, the entropy Spr, ¨, tq exhibits an Opt 32 q jump, the total energy Epr, ¨, tq exhibits an

Opr4t
1
2 q jump (cf. (5.63) and (5.69)), while urpr, ¨, tq does not jump.

Moreover, this solution is unique in the class of entropy producing regular shock solutions (cf. Definition 1.1)
with azimuthal symmetry, such that the corresponding azimuthal variables pw, z, k, aq belong to the space
Xε (cf. Definition 5.3).

The above theorem directly follows from our previous two Theorems 5.5 and 6.1, by taking into account
the relation between the fluid variables and the azimuthal variables in (3.2), and in turn to the Riemann
variables in (3.4). The bounds on second derivatives are all a consequence of Theorem 6.1. In the region
Dp2qε , the bounds for the entropy S and radial velocity ur follow from (6.2). Since uθ “ r

2pw`zq, the bound

for the second derivative of uθ in the region Dp2qε , which does not blow up as θ Ñ s2ptq` in positive time,
follows from (6.3). Since ρ “ r2

4 c
2e´k, the claimed bound for the second derivative of the density follows

from (5.11), (6.2), (6.114), and (6.131) since we may write

16
r2
B2
θρ “ ce´k p2cθθ ´ ckθθq ` pterms which are bounded as θ Ñ s2ptq` in terms of powers of t´1q
“ ce´k

`

qwθ ´ qzθ ´ 1
2ckθθ

˘` pterms which are bounded as θ Ñ s2ptq` in terms of powers of t´1q
“ ´1

2c
2e´kkθθ ` pterms which are bounded as θ Ñ s2ptq` in terms of powers of t´1q .

and so the singularity of kθθ on s2 carries over to ρ. Lastly, the claimed estimate for the second derivative of
pressure, which does not blow up as θ Ñ s2ptq` in positive time, follows from the identity p “ 1

32r
4c4e´k

and a similar computation as above

32
r4
B2
θp “ c3e´k p4cθθ ´ ckθθq ` pterms which are bounded as θ Ñ s2ptq` in terms of powers of t´1q
“ 2c3e´k pqwθ ´ qzθq ` pterms which are bounded as θ Ñ s2ptq` in terms of powers of t´1q
“ pterms which are bounded as θ Ñ s2ptq` in terms of powers of t´1q . (7.1)
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The dependence of the bound on t´1 follows from (5.11), (6.114), and (6.131).
In the region Dp1qε , we have that wθθ is bounded in terms of inverse powers of t and zθθ satisfies (6.4),

which gives the bounds on uθ and ρ. The bound for the radial velocity appears in (6.1a).
The size of the jumps along the shock curve, and the uniqueness statement, follow directly from Theo-

rem 5.5. To avoid redundancy we omit further details.

Acknowledgments

T.B. was supported by the NSF grant DMS-1900149 and a Simons Foundation Mathematical and Physical
Sciences Collaborative Grant. T.D. was supported by NSF grant DMS-1703997. S.S. was supported by NSF
grant DMS-2007606 and the Department of Energy Advanced Simulation and Computing (ASC) Program.
V.V. was supported by the NSF CAREER grant DMS-1911413.

References
[1] T. Buckmaster, S. Shkoller, and V. Vicol, Formation of point shocks for 3D compressible Euler, arXiv e-prints (December

2019), arXiv:1912.04429, available at 1912.04429.

[2] T. Buckmaster, S. Shkoller, and V. Vicol, Formation of shocks for 2d isentropic compressible Euler, Communications on Pure
and Applied Mathematics (2020), available at https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/cpa.
21956.

[3] T. Buckmaster, S. Shkoller, and V. Vicol, Shock formation and vorticity creation for 3d Euler, arXiv e-prints (June 2020),
arXiv:2006.14789, available at 2006.14789.

[4] S. Chen and L. Dong, Formation and construction of shock for p-system, Sci. China Ser. A 44 (2001), no. 9, 1139–1147.
MR1860832

[5] E. Chiodaroli, C. De Lellis, and O. Kreml, Global ill-posedness of the isentropic system of gas dynamics, Comm. Pure Appl.
Math. 68 (2015), no. 7, 1157–1190. MR3352460

[6] D. Christodoulou, The shock development problem, EMS Monographs in Mathematics, European Mathematical Society
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