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Gravitational Collapse for Polytropic Gaseous Stars: Self-similar
Solutions

Yan Guo? Mahir HadZi¢! Juhi Jang? and Matthew Schrecker?

Abstract

In the supercritical range of the polytropic indices v € (1, %) we show the existence of smooth
radially symmetric self-similar solutions to the gravitational Euler-Poisson system. These solutions
exhibit gravitational collapse in the sense that the density blows-up in finite time. Some of these
solutions were numerically found by Yahil in 1983 and they can be thought of as polytropic analogues
of the Larson-Penston collapsing solutions in the isothermal case v = 1. They each contain a sonic
point, which leads to numerous mathematical difficulties in the existence proof.
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1 Introduction and the main result

The rigorous description of stellar collapse in the context of Newtonian gravity is a fundamental mathe-
matical problem. It is believed, at least for some classes of initial data, that on approach to singularity a
self-gravitating gaseous star will enter an approximately self-similar regime [19, 25, 27, 29, 14], which
will intertwine the spatial and the time scales in a universal manner dictated by the scaling symme-
tries of the problem. The purpose of this paper is to construct radially symmetric examples of exactly
self-similar imploding solutions for the full range of the supercritical polytropic pressure laws.

A self-gravitating Newtonian star is described using the gravitational Euler-Poisson equations, cou-
pling the isentropic compressible Euler equations to a gravitational potential. In three spatial dimen-
sions, under the assumption of radial symmetry, these equations take the form

2
Orp+ 0 (pu) + ~pu =0, (1.1)

1
p(@tu + ua,,u) +0p+ Zpm = 0, (1.2)

where the principal unknowns p(t,r) and u(t,r) are the density and radial velocity of the star, re-
spectively, and depend only on time ¢ and the radial coordinate » = |z|. Equation (1.1) gives the
conservation of mass and (1.2) is the conservation of momentum with the given pressure law and grav-
itational force. We will assume throughout that the pressure p = P(p) satisfies the polytropic equation
of state

4
P(p)=#p?, 7€ (L 3) k>0, (1.3)

and the mass function m(t, r) is defined by

m(t,r) =4 /T a?p(t, o) do. (1.4)
0

Notice that the term 7 appearing in the momentum equation (1.2) corresponds to the radial component
of the gravitational force field V¢ generated by the gravitational potential ¢, which by definition solves
the Poisson equation
A¢ = 4mp, | llim o(t,xz) = 0.
xT|—00

This is easily checked under the assumptions of radial symmetry.

A natural criticality scale is introduced in the problem by varying the polytropic index ~ in the
pressure law (1.3). It is easily checked that the nonlinear flow associated with (1.1)—(1.3) is invariant
under the scaling transformation

t
p(t,T)H/\_%p( — )
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(1.5)




This scaling is in fact the only invariant scaling for the compressible Euler-Poisson system, by contrast
to the compressible Euler equations which allow for a 2-parameter family of invariant scalings, see for
example [22].

When v > % the problem is mass-subcritical with respect to the scaling (1.5), see [13]. In this
case, under the assumption of finite total mass and energy, it is known that no collapsing solutions can
exist, see [5]. In the mass-critical case, there is a well-known finite-dimensional family of collapsing
stars discovered by Goldreich and Weber [8], see also [21, 7, 6]. The goal of this paper is to prove the
existence of self-similar solutions describing gravitational collapse in the mass-supercritical regime
ve(1,3).

Motivated by (1.5), we define the self-similar variable

r
y = W (1.6)
and formally look for solutions to (1.1)—(1.3) of the form
p(t,r) = (=) ?p(y),
N (1.7
u(t,r) = V(=) Ta(y).
Substituting this ansatz into the continuity equation (1.1) and dropping the tilde-s, we derive
2
p’(qu(Zf’y)y)+pu’+2p+§pu:0. (1.8)
Multiplying through by 32, we simplify to find
/
(4=37)y°p = (yp(u+ (2 =7)y))
which we integrate to get a representation for the self-similar local mass as
Y 2
2 yplut (2 =7)y)
z7p(z) dz = . (1.9)
/0 4—3y
Thus we derive from the momentum equation (1.2) the second self-similar equation
_ m
plut 2=y’ +7p7" 0 + (v = Dpu+ = 3702(u +(2—7)y) =0. (1.10)

It will be convenient in what follows to work with the re-scaled relative velocity, rather than working
directly with the velocity u. The new relative velocity is defined as
_ut+(2-7)y
Y

(1.11)

We therefore arrive at the self-similar ODE system

ywp' +ypw' = (4 = 37)p — 3pw,
., (1.12)

ypuo (v +w = (2 =) + 9" = = (v = Dypw = (v = 1)y = Dwp — pg= P’y
Equivalently we may rewrite the system in the form
v (22 + (7= Dw = $282 + (7 - (2 - 7))
’Yp’yil - y2w2 ’ (1 13)
 d—gy—se (2P (- De— B+ (- D2 -7)
YTy T Y1t — yPw? '



We refer to (1.13) as the self-similar Euler-Poisson system. Clearly, this system has a singularity
aty = 0. However, there is a further singularity which occurs whenever vp7~! — 3%w? = 0. This
is of fundamental importance and the presence of such singularities, as we shall explain below, is
unavoidable in the study of smooth self-similar solutions to (1.13) satisfying physically reasonable
boundary conditions. This motivates the following definition.

Definition 1.1 (Sonic point). Let (p(-),w(+)) be a C'-solution to the self-similar Euler-Poisson sys-
tem (1.13) on the interval (0, 00). A point y, € (0,00) such that

107 (ys) = YR (1) = 0
is called a sonic point.

If 3. is a sonic point, then the hypersurface defined by the relation r(t) = \/ky.(—t)>~" corre-
sponds to the backward acoustic cone emanating from the origin (0, 0) ([1, 22]). It satisfies the relation
7(t) = u(t,r(t)) — cs(t, r(t)), where ¢ is the sound speed ¢ = % =/ kypr~L

We are looking for smooth solutions which are both regular at the (scaling) origin y = 0 and satisfy
suitable decay conditions as y — oo. Taking Taylor expansions at the origin and in the far-field (as
y — 00), we see that we require the initial and asymptotic boundary conditions

43y

=—
2

ply) ~y 77 asy > oo, lim w(y)=2-1. (1.15)

Y—>00

p(0) >0, w(0) (1.14)

From these conditions, it is clear that any continuous solution of (1.13) and (1.14)—(1.15) must have at
least one sonic point y, > 0.

In the isothermal case v = 1, the existence of global solutions satisfying (1.13) and (1.14)—(1.15)
has a long history in the astrophysics literature, primarily relying on numerical methods. In their
seminal works, Larson [19] and Penston [25] independently showed (numerically) the existence of a
globally defined solution satisfying (1.14)—(1.15) and with only a single sonic point present. Subse-
quently, Hunter [15] numerically constructed a full sequence of further solutions, commonly referred to
as Hunter-type solutions, each of which also has a single sonic point (see also the work of Shu [27] and
the later work of Whitworth and Summers [28]). Despite the physically simplifying assumption v = 1,
these families of solutions attracted a lot of attention in the physics literature as possible prototype
models for the behaviour of the core in late stages of gravitational collapse. In fact, the Larson-Penston
(henceforth, LP) solutions were judged to be the more stable solutions under subsequent numerical
analysis [1, 20, 24]. They also play an important role in the Newtonian criticality theory and the reso-
lution of the so-called self-similarity hypothesis, see [14].

However, the assumption that the flow is isothermal received criticism on physical grounds, for
example by Yahil [29], who pointed out that the physical condition of finite energy is violated unless
v > g. The value v = g plays the role of the energy-critical exponent with respect to the scaling (1.5),
see [13]. More importantly, different values of v > 1 allow us to encode stars with different thermody-
namic properties and it is therefore important to understand the space of self-similar flows in the range
v e (1, %) In the range v € (g, %), Yahil [29] constructed a family of numerical self-similar solutions
to (1.13) with finite energy. These solutions share certain characteristics with the isothermal LP solu-
tion. For example, the physical radial velocity remains strictly negative (except at the origin, where it
vanishes) up to the collapse time in both the Yahil solutions and the LP solutions. This property does
not hold for Hunter solutions and has been tied to the possible dynamic instabilities of such solutions
by Maeda—Harada [20]. This leads us to the following definition.



Definition 1.2 (Yahil-type solution). Let v € (1, %) A pair of C! functions (p,w) defined on a
connected interval I C [0,00) satisfying the self-similar Euler-Poisson system (1.13) is said to be
of Yahil-type if

(i) There exists a unique sonic point y, € I;

(ii) Forally € I, p(y) > 0 and forall y € I\ {0}, u(y) < 0.

Recently, the first three authors were able to construct LP solutions in the case v = 1 in [11]. The
main result of this paper is to show that Yahil solutions exist for the full physical range v € (1, %),
including the finite energy range (v > g).

Theorem 1.3. For each v € (1, %) there exists a global, real-analytic, Yahil-type solution (p,w) of
(1.13), (1.14)—(1.15) with a single sonic point y, and satisfying the natural, physical conditions

2
p(y) > 0 forally € [0,00), —3¥ < u(y) < 0forally € (0,00). (1.16)

In addition, both p and w are strictly monotone on their domain of definition:
p'(y) <0 forally € (0,00), w'(y) > 0forally e (0,00). (1.17)

The proof of this theorem is a consequence of a delicate analysis of the nonautonomous dynamical
system (1.13) in the regions separated by the sonic point y., presented in Sections 3 and 4. The
combination of results derived in these two sections gives Theorem 1.3 and the short argument is given
in Section 5.

The most famous class of special solutions to the radially symmetric Euler-Poisson system are the
Lane-Emden steady stars [3], known to be of finite mass and energy if v € [g, 2). Their dynamic sta-
bility is a classical subject, and in the case v > % they are known to be linearly stable and conditionally
nonlinearly stable [26]. By contrast, when v € [g, %) the Lane-Emden stars are unstable [16, 17]. In
the critical case v = %, the Lane-Emden stars are spectrally stable, but nonlinearly unstable. The latter
statement follows by observing that the above mentioned Goldreich-Weber (henceforth GW) collaps-
ing stars can be chosen initially to be arbitrarily close to the corresponding steady Lane-Emden stars.
In fact, due to the mass-critical nature of the problem, the GW collapse is a consequence of an effec-
tive separation of variables in the problem, where the solution corresponds to a time-modulated spatial
profile, which satisfies a Lane-Emden-like equation. By time-reversal, there also exist global-in-time
expanding GW-solutions, whose nonlinear stability was shown in [13].

The solutions constructed in Theorem 1.3 (1 < v < %) are very different from the GW solutions
(v = %), and owe their existence to a subtle balancing of the three dominant forces in the problem:
inertia, pressure, and gravity. A completely different portion of the phase-space is populated by the
so-called dust-like collapsing stars, which have been shown to exist in [12]. The solutions constructed
in [12] do not honour the scaling invariance implied by (1.5), but are instead to a leading order approx-
imated by the so-called dust solutions, which solve (1.1)—(1.2) without the pressure term p.

As explained above, the most exciting physical feature of the self-similar solutions that we construct
is their behaviour in the inner core region, as a possible model of typical stellar collapse scenario.
Nevertheless, for completeness we also discuss some global properties of the solution, in particular the
size of the total mass and total energy. The solutions constructed in Theorem 1.3 have infinite total
mass

Mig) = ix [ plt.r ar
0

as can easily be seen from the asymptotic behaviour (1.15). A short calculation shows that for any fixed
t < 0, asymptotically as » — oo

= 21—
PIET) ~rsoe T, M(ET) ~psoo T 57 GET) ~opsoo T 77 (1.18)




where m(t,r) := 47 [ p(t, s)s* ds is the mass contained in a ball of radius 7. On the other hand, the
total energy

> 1 1 1
E —4 -2 vy _ = ) 2 2d
[, u] W/O <2pu o1 g, |09l )7” r

of the solutions constructed in Theorem 1.3 is finite when y € (£, 3) and infinite for v € (1, 2]. This

can be easily seen from (1.18) and the asymptotic behaviour w (¢, 1), 00 ~ ri‘% for any fixed ¢ < 0,
which is established later in Lemma 3.9.

A further surprising outcome of our work is the provision of a new context within which to con-
sider the above mentioned distinction between the LP- and Hunter-type solution. In the context of the
isothermal problem (v = 1), the demand that the solution be regular produces two possible algebraic
“branches” for the Taylor expansion coefficients at the sonic point. The LP-solution constructed in [11]
belongs to one of them, all the Hunter solutions to the other, and the branches intersect at exactly one
point. When ~ > 1, we will show that there are two analogous branches. Remarkably, in the formal
v — 1 limit one of them converges to two portions of the two isothermal branches that together form
a continuous curve containing both the LP- and Hunter solutions in the isothermal case. We thus term
the solutions coming off this v > 1-branch the Larson-Penston-Hunter- (LPH-) type solutions. We
comment on this further in Section 1.1, while the detailed analysis can be found in Section 2.

1.1 Methodology

Due to the importance that the sonic condition will play throughout all of the subsequent analysis, we
define here a function

Gly; pyw) =707 — yw?. (1.19)

Definition 1.4 (Sonic, supersonic, and subsonic). We say that the flow is subsonic whenever
G(y; p,w) > 0, supersonic when G(y; p,w) < 0, and sonic when G(y; p,w) = 0.

For convenience, we denote by h(p,w) the function

47 pw
hp,w) = 2 + (7 = D = T2+ (7 = D2 =), (1.20)
The system (1.13) may then be written concisely as
,_ yph(p,w)
Gly;p,w)’ (121)
, 4-3y-3w ywh(p,w) '
w' = — .
y G(y; p,w)

There are two known, explicit solutions to the system (1.21), the Friedman solution

43y 1
wr = = —
F 3 0 PPT 6

(1.22)

which satisfies the initial condition (1.14) at the origin, but fails the asymptotic boundary condition
(1.15), and the far-field solution,

28=3y) ) (1.23)

wg=2—7, pr==Fky 77, where k = (27T(2—W)2

which satisfies the asymptotic boundary condition (1.15) but fails the initial condition (1.14) . Note
that the constant & > 0 is well-defined due to v < 4/3.



The Friedman and far-field solutions have sonic points at yz(7), y¢(7), respectively, with

_ 3 gl VA (AT
yr() = =55 Gm)o-D" yf(v)—ﬁ(7> : (1.24)

For all v € (1, %), we see that 0 < y¢(y) < yr(y) < oo. Henceforth, we will drop the explicit
dependence on vy for y; and yr, emphasising that for each vy € (1, %), [ys,yr] is a compact interval.

The system of ODE (1.13) is challenging since, as explained above, the flow must pass through a
sonic point. The requirement of smoothness at such a point then leads to a number of mathematical
difficulties. Generically, if we stipulate that some 3. € (0, 00) be a sonic point, then the flow around
that point will not be global. It is only for special values of y, where the corresponding solution
is in fact globally defined on [0,00). In a recent pioneering study of self-similar solutions for the
compressible Euler system with the equation of state P(p) = p” (v > 1), Merle, Raphaél, Rodnianski,
and Szeftel [22] systematically developed the existence theory for C°°-self-similar solutions of the
Euler flow; the underlying 2 x 2 system of ODE is in this case autonomous (in contrast to (1.13)). The
smoothness of the self-similar solutions across the sonic point is in fact a crucial ingredient in the proof
of their (finite codimension) nonlinear stability [23].

We will seek a solution with sonic point at some ¥, € (ys,yr). Making the formal Taylor expan-
sion around the sonic point y,, we set

p(y) = > vy -y, wly) =D wnly—u)". (125)
N=0 N=0

In order to have a smooth solution through y.., we require that the values pp = p(y.) and wy = w(yx)
are constrained by the two identities

G (y; po,wo) = 0, h(po,wo) = 0. (1.26)

For all y, € [y, yr], we will show below that there is a unique pair (pg,wp) satisfying these two
conditions. When we come to solve for the first order coefficients (p1,w;), however, we see that the
picture becomes more complicated. In fact, there are again two possible branches from which the
coefficients may be chosen. However, as we next explain, it is natural to view the v = 1-case as a
degenerate case. Namely, the possible pairs lie on graphs as shown in Figure 1, parametrised by wg
(equivalently, by y.). In this case, the LP solution constructed in [11] lies in the region of the LP branch
for which wy < % (equivalently 3, > 2) while the numerically constructed Hunter solutions all lie in
the region wqy > g (equivalently y. < 2), compare also [15, Fig. 2].

However, as soon as we increase v > 1, a bifurcation occurs. The picture then looks like one of
the cases in Figure 2. The Hunter and LP solutions in the case v = 1 actually live on the same branch
of the solutions, a feature that is concealed in the isothermal case by the degeneracy that makes the
branches coalesce at this value. For v > 1, the analogue of the isothermal LP solution is the global
solution with a unique sonic point y, such that the first order coefficient p; lies on the joint LP-Hunter
(henceforth LPH) branch, and with maximal y, (equivalently minimal wg) - this is the lower (blue)
branch in Figure 2. Such a solution which will be shown to correspond to the Yahil solution that we are
looking to construct, see Definition 1.2.

Once we have correctly identified the branch of solutions on which the LPH-type solution should
lie, we seek the globally defined Yahil-type solution whose Taylor expansion at the sonic point is of
LPH-type (see Definition 2.12 for the precise meaning). We then proceed in four key steps, as in the
earlier work of the first three authors, [11].
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Figure 1: Plot of possible values R = y..p1/po as a function of wo € [3,1] in case y = 1.

LP-Hunter

Figure 2: Plot of possible values R = y..p1/po as functions of wy € [#52*,2 — 7] fory = 1.01 and 1.3

Step 1: The first step is to complete the Taylor expansion at each potential sonic point . € [y¢, yr]
to obtain a local, analytic solution around y,, denoted by

(P(y; Y ), w(Y5 Y )

When clear from the context, we shall occasionally drop the dependence on y, in the notation above.
In comparison to [11], the convergence of the Taylor series is significantly complicated by the presence
of the term p?~! with its non-integer power. Various technical tricks are employed, using the Faa di
Bruno formula, to control the size of the coefficients arising in the expansion, while interval arithmetic
is employed to control rigorously the sign of three key quantities (see (2.89)—(2.91) and Appendix C.2
below).

Step 2: Second, we show that the local solution arising from each y. € [ys, yr| may be extended
globally to the right, remains supersonic, and satisfies the correct asymptotic boundary condition (1.15).
This is based on the identification of several invariant regions to the right. Compared with the isothermal
case, the key property to show is that the flow remains supersonic, a fact that is no longer trivially true.
The asymptotics follow easily from the global existence and bounds obtained.

Step 3: The third, and key, step, is to show that there exists a critical value y, for which the local

analytic solution extends smoothly up to the singular point at the origin with limit w(y) — % as
y — 0. Similarly to [11], this ¢, is found as the infimum of a fundamental set
) - 4 — 3y ~
Y = {y* € (ys,yr) | there exists y such that w(y; 7.) = 3 for all g, € [y*,yp)}.



It is here that many of the additional complications arising from the choice P(p) = p”, v > 1 make
themselves felt. Many of the invariances that were easily available in the case v = 1 are either sig-
nificantly harder to prove or fail altogether. For example, we no longer have that the region {w > %}
is invariant as y decreases. These losses are due to the non-linear structure of the quantities h(p,w)
and G(y; p,w). Whereas, for v = 1, the sets in phase space in which h or G have a constant sign are
simply half-spaces (parametrised by y due to the non-autonomous nature of the system), for v > 1,
they have a much more complicated structure, with a change in the geometry of the set {h(p,w) = 0}
especially at v = 1—90, see Lemma 2.1. This makes itself felt at a number of levels. For example, the
sets {w'(y) = 0} and {w”(y) = 0} in the (p,w) have an intersection in the region {h < 0,G > 0},
something which cannot happen for v = 1, while there are no obvious invariant regions for G either.

To resolve the difficulties caused by these features, we prove a new and stronger property for the
relative velocity w(y; y«) for all y. € Y: monotonicity with respect to y. By a careful analysis of the
phase plane and a continuity argument, we are able to show that for all y. € Y, the function w(y; y.)
is strictly monotone as long as it remains above the Friedman solution. This property, which is proved
in the key Proposition 4.14 below, allows us to propagate a lower bound for the quantity G to the left,
preventing the formation of additional sonic points and allowing us to extend the solution as far as the
origin, y = 0.

Step 4: The final step in the scheme is to show that the solution (p(y; 7« ), w(y; §x)) connects
smoothly to the origin. More precisely, we show that the solution is analytic on (0, 00) and C'* at the
scaling origin y = 0. With a little extra work, one can show that the solution is in fact smooth at y = 0,
but the argument is not included in this paper, as it is not central to our proof of the existence of Yahil-
type solutions. This is achieved by exploiting again the monotonicity proved for w to demonstrate that
w(+; U« ) attains the boundary condition w(0; Fx) = 47,% and that the density remains both bounded
and monotone. This greatly simplifies the proof of the equivalent step in [11] and removes the need for
a topological upper- and lower solution argument of the kind used in [11].

At three points throughout the proof (twice in the Taylor expansion at the sonic point in Propositions
2.9 and 2.10 and then once more in extending the solution to the right in the technical Lemma 3.4),
we require an understanding of the sign of key quantities depending polynomially on w and . As the
quantities are significantly too complicated to control by hand, we employ rigorous interval arithmetic,
a means of computer-assisted proof that has been used several times recently to resolve open questions
in the theory of PDE, see for example [2, 4, 9]. A useful overview of the method and its applications,
along with a wealth of references to recent applications, can be found in [10]. Unlike in these works,
our use of interval arithmetic is elementary, as we perform most of the analysis directly, only employing
interval arithmetic to find bounds for the maxima and minima of certain explicit polynomial quantities.

The paper is organised as follows. Details of the sonic point expansion, the definition of the LPH-
type solutions, and the local existence of real-analytic solutions in the vicinity of the sonic point are
presented in Section 2. In Section 3 we show that for any y. € [ys,yr]| there exists an LPH-type solu-
tion on [y,, 00) and provide a detailed asymptotic description of the solution as y — oo. Section 4 is
devoted to the existence problem to the left of the sonic point, and contains some of the key conceptual
insights of the paper. In particular, Proposition 4.17 shows that there exists a §. € [ys,yr]| such that
the associated local LPH-type solution extends to the whole interval (0, §.]. The main theorem is then
easily obtained by gluing together the constructed left- and right solutions, and the proof is presented
in Section 5.

Several technical lemmas are stated and proved in Appendices A and B. Appendix A contains the
standard existence and uniqueness argument away from the sonic points, while Appendix B contains
the details of an involved combinatorial argument used to prove the existence of real-analytic solution
in a neighbourhood of a sonic point. Several of our arguments in Sections 3 and 4 involve complicated
multinomial expressions depending on v, wp, and y,. Their signs play a crucial role in the proofs and



we resort to rigorous, computer-assisted proofs by way of interval arithmetic to check the relevant signs.
Appendix C contains all the details of such arguments including the associated interval arithmetic code.
Finally, Appendix D contains a detailed proof of some of the key continuity properties of the LPH-type
solutions, used heavily in Section 4. Such a proof is not standard in the literature, but is quite similar
to a related proof in [11], and the details are therefore moved to an appendix.
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2 The sonic point

As discussed in the introduction, our strategy for constructing a solution to the system (1.13) is to begin
from a sonic point y,, obtain a solution locally around this point, and then to extend to both the left
and to the right. The purpose of this section is to provide the solution locally around the sonic point.
This is a difficult endeavour, as it requires us to first clarify how the condition of smoothness (in fact
analyticity) at the sonic point affects our definition of the solution we seek after. This will lead us to the
notion of the Larson-Penston-Hunter (LPH) branch. The next step involves a combinatorial argument
that shows that locally around the sonic point there indeed exist analytic solutions of the LPH-type.

2.1 The formal Taylor expansion

Any smooth solution to the flow (1.13) must satisfy that, at any sonic point, y., the values py = p(y«),
wo = w(y.) satisfy the constraint

4 po

h(po,wo) = 25 + (v = 1= = ?W)wo +(y-1E2-7)=0. (2.27)
For notational reasons, we define
4—-3
Ailw) = (2’ + (v = D+ (7= D2 = 7)), (2.28)

so that h(p,w) = 0 corresponds to p = f;(w). The structure of the level set h(p,w) = 0, equivalently
p = f1(w), will play an important role, both in solving for the Taylor coefficients at the sonic point (see
Lemma 2.2 below), but also in demonstrating certain crucial invariances along the flow in Section 4.2.

Lemma 2.1. Let v € (1,3) and consider the function f(w) on the domain w € (0,2 — ). On this
domain, f1 is uniformly convex with a global minimum at

w. — W (2.29)

For v € (1, %), the inequality w, < % holds while the inequality is reversed if v € (%, %) and
10

equality holds at v = <.

In particular, f{(w.) = 0 and, if v € (1, ], we have f{(w) > 0 for all w € [4337,2 — ] (with
strict inequality if at least one of v < % orw > % holds). If v € (L2, 2), then for w € [%, W),

fi(w) < 0andforw € (w«,2 — 7], f1(w) > 0. o

10



hip,wj=0 hip,w)=0

o
=]
o
-]

43y 2-y 43y 2-y

hig, w)=0

o
E]

T - oW
43~y 2-y

Figure 3: {h(p,w) = 0} level sets for v = 1.08, &2, and 1.2

> 9>

The proof is by a simple, direct calculation, and so we omit it.
Figure 3 plots the level set h(p,w) = 0 in the (p,w) plane for the cases v = 1.08,1% 1.2 and

’ 9
we [%, 2—~]. The minimum for v > 4 occurs at w = (A’fl)z(sz) > 4_33"’ as stated in Lemma

2.1.

Lemma 2.2. For any y. € [ys,yr), where y;, yr are defined as in (1.24), there exists a unique pair
(po(ys), wo(y«)) with po(y«) > p > 0, where p depends only on v, satisfying

G (Y« po,wo) =0, h(po,wo) = 0. (2.30)
Moreover, the mapping y. — wo(y«) is a strictly decreasing function for y, € [ys,yr| with
4 — 3y

wolyr) =2—7, wolyr) = 3

Proof. We begin by recalling the definition of the function f; (w) from (2.28) and define also a function
fa(w; ys) so that

1) =20 @ 1 (- Dt (- D2 - 7).
1 (2.31)

Pl = (E2) 7.

As discussed above, the constraint h(pg,wp) = 0 is equivalent to pg = f1(wp), while we see easily
that G(y«, po,wo) = 0 if and only if pg = fa(wo;y«). So we seek wp(yx«) such that f1(wo(y«)) =
f2(wo(ys); y« ). This value is then defined to be po(y.). We easily check that

4-3y. 1 43y

Ja( 3 )2@7 fi2—79) = o

Moreover, as y¢, yr are the sonic points corresponding to the far-field and Friedman solutions, respec-
tively, we also know that

4 — 3y
3

4 —3y 1 4 — 3y
=—, f@-my)=hHh2-7)= or

fa( 3 ) = 6

syr) = fi(

11



Noting then that
O f2(W; Yx); Oy, fo(w;ys) > 0, (2.32)

we see that for any y. € (yr,yr), we have

4 —3v
3

4 — 3y
3

4 — 3y
or

JYR) = i, J2(2=7us) > fo(2—7iyp) =

£l 67

;Z/*) < f2(

and so

(fals2) = ) <0 < (i) = F)2 =),

Thus, by the intermediate value theorem, we see that wg(y.) exists as required, and hence so does
p0(yx ). The uniqueness follows from the following observations:

Al = - B =34,
oy 2wyl et Ta ol 2fa(wiys)
5wf2(w7y*)—m( N ) T -
Thus at any point w > 0 such that f5(w;y.) > f1(w), we have
, _2fo(wiys) | filw) 4=3
0. (awin.) = i) = 2 DS 4 (3 )
4
> (T ) = 2 (dw+ (- 1)
244;37(%(2 +(771)+(7_1252_7))7(4w+(771)))

4—3v/, 3-— 1)(2 -
< 7(2w VLo, 1 7)
drw - w

and so the uniqueness follows easily. The monotonicity properties of y. — wp(y.) then follow directly
from (2.32) and f2 o, (wo(Ys), Y«) — f1,0(wo(y«)) > 0 as

0= dfj*ww@(yo;y*) ~ fi(wo(y.)

= (2.0 (@o(Ye), Yx) = f1.0(wo () wo(y) + fary. (Wo(ys), Ys)-

To find the uniform lower bound py > p > 0, we note that pg = f1(wp). Aswy € [%, 2 — ], we

> U302 5 a5 required. O

easily obtain f; (wo) > In

We seek a local solution around a sonic point y, € [ys,yr] via a Taylor expansion. To that end, we
now derive the necessary relations for the coefficients of the expansion. Suppose we have an analytic
solution of system (1.13). Then, after rearranging, we have

2mp
— 2.33
o5 ) (2.33)

(7 = yP?)p = (v = Dyplw +2 =) — 2ypuw(
o 2
:M(Wﬂ*l —y?w?) — (v — Dyw(w + 2 — ) + 2yw( ng )

y 4-—
(2.34)

(’Yﬂ%l -~ y2w2)w’

12



We write the formal power series
=Y on(y—u)N, w@) = wvly—up)". (2.35)
N=0 N=0

By Lemma 2.2, we see that a choice of y, € [y, yr| defines a unique pair of values (po,wp) for the
Taylor series. We define the obvious notation

Z WEWj, pw Z PrWj,

k4j=N k+j=N

(PzW)N: Z PLPjWIL, (Pw2)N: Z PrwW;jwi.

k+j+H=N k+j+l=N

(2.36)

We recall the Faa di Bruno formula for the [V-th derivative of a composition,

dy N! @ A
G = > W) (“ .(y)) , 37
(A, AN)EMN ) j=1

(2.38)

3 (=1) (= (Mg 4+ A))pg - tHAm— ﬁ
Al AN!
(A1 AN)EMN 1l

and thus we have the power series

Y1 i fTNN(pW—l(y))!y:y* Z p (2.39)
P = — NI y y* N 3/ y* . .

Throughout this section, for N < 0, we set coefficients py,wy etc to be zero.

Lemma 2.3. For each N > 1, the power series coefficients satisfy the relations

> (k4 Dpepr (P — 2 (w?); — 250 (w?)j-1 — (w)j-2)
k+j=N
=(y =12 =) (geon +pn-1) + (7 = 1) (g (pw) N + (pw)n-1) (2.40)
47
434
> (b + Dwerr (VP — 12(@?); — 20e(w?) -1 — (w?)-2)

k+j=N

(4 (PN + (P*w)N—1) +2(ye (p®) v + (p®) N 1),

4 4-3y —1)k
Z k (VP; — y2(w?); — 2y ()1 — (w?)j-2) (2.41)
Y k+j=N Ys

13



1\k
_ 2 > wz(ylk)(vpj = Y2 (w?); = 2 (w?)j-1 — (W?);-2)

Y% ktiti=n *
— (=12 =) (ewn +wn-1) = (v = D) (g (@) + (@*)n-1)

(y(p® )N + (pw?) 1) = 2(pu (@) v + (W) N1).

+ 47
4 — 3y

Proof. 'We begin the proof by noting the identities, for a general power series,

by (y —y) = Z (ybn +bn—1)(y — yo)",
N=

M7 10

bv(y —y)™ = D (12bn + 2yby—1 + by—2) (y — y)",
0 N=0

2
Il

where we define by = 0 for any N < 0.
Step 1: Derive (2.40).
We begin by substituting the power series into (2.33). The left hand side of this equation then becomes

(X (P = 2@ = 20w vms = @) -2) (0 = )™ ) ( X2V + Dpwsa (v = 3)")
N=0

N=0

=> ( Z (k+ Dprr1 (VP — v2(w?); — 20 (@)1 — (WQ)J?Q))(@/_:U*)N

N=0 j=N
(2.42)

The right hand side of (2.33) becomes

Yy ( ) (yepn + pn—1) + yu(pw)n + (pW)N—l) (y—y)V

N=0 (2.43)

2
-2 Z (4 _ﬂ?w (v (PN + (P*w)n—1) = (yu(p®) N + (Pw2)N71)) (y—y)™
N=0

Equating the N-th order terms of (2.42) and (2.43), we have the claimed relation (2.40), that is, for all
N e NU{0},

> (k+ Do (VP — y2(w?); — 20 (@)1 — (w?)j-2)

k+j=N
=(v = D2 =N (yepn +pv-1) + (v = D (v (pw)n + (pw)n-1) e
1 47r3'y (y=(PPw)n + (PPw)n—-1) + 2(yu(pw?) N + (pw?)N-1)-

Step 2: Derive (2.41).
To prove from (2.34), we begin by expanding the term

1 — N
- ;E N y—y*)
N=0

*

# (7o' — y2w?) by noting first that




Then we find

4 — 3;— 3w( Pl y2w2)
0o _1\N >
:(i S ( 2 (y—y*)N)(4—3’y—3ZWN(?/_Q*)N)
Y« N=0 y* N=0
X ( Z (’yPN — y*(wQ)N — 2y (W) o1 — (w )N—z)(y — Yx) )
N=0

> _1\k
SN wz(—?ij—yfw?)j—2y*<w2>j_1—<w2>j_2))<y—y*>N.

N=0 k+j+I=N *

Thus, expanding (2.34) and equating terms of the same order, we find

D (ke Dwppr (7P — g2 (@) — 244 (0?) -1 — (w);-2)
k+j=N

_ _1\k
=2 y e Z ( yi) (vP; — y2(w?); — 2y (w?)jo1 — (W?)j—2)
* k4j=N  T*
—1)* 2.45
D I SRR T A MR T
* k4j+i=N *
—(v=DE2-) (i‘/*WN + wal) —(v— 1)(y*(w2)N + (w2)N71)
b (0P + (P)v-1) — 20 + (@),
This is (2.41). 0

Before studying the solvability of this system for the higher order coefficients, we first collect a pair
of identities satisfied by the first order coefficients, (p1,w1).

Lemma 2.4 (First order Taylor coefficients). Let vy € (1, %) and consider the formal Taylor expansion

(2.35). Let
Y« P1

Po
Then the pair (R, W) satisfies the following system of algebraic equations:

R =

and W := y,wi. (2.46)

w
(v = DwiR? — 2woW R+ (v — 1)(wo + 2 — 7) R — 2woW + (y — 1)(2 — 'y)w— =0, (2.47)
0

2wW?2 — (v — w§RW + W ( —2(4 — 3y — 3wo)wo + (v — 1)(2 = 7))
+((5=37)wg + (5—37)(y — Dwo + (v — 1)(2 = 7))wo R — 2(4 — 37 — 3wo)wg =0, (2.48)

with the additional constraint
Rwy+W =4 — 3y — 3wp- (2.49)
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Proof. In the case N = 1, we note that P, = (y — 1),08’72;)1, (w?)1 = 2wy wy ete to find from (2.40)

vy = D20} = 22 prvnwo — 2yuprwi
= (v = (2 =) (W=p1 + po) + (v = 1)(y«pow1 + y=p1wo + powo)

4
Ti—3 (Ypfwr + 2. powop1 + Pawo) + 2(yuprwy + 2ys powow + powg) (2.50)
= (v

(Y« Pow1 + Yxpowopr) + 4yspowow,

47
— l)y*po(JJl m

where we have used (2.27) twice.
From (2.41) we get

wiv(y — Dpg 21 — 2y2wiwo — 2y.wiw?

4 — 3’)/ - 30.)0 _
=——, (0 =1p; 2p1 = 2wiwo — 2g.d) — (v = 1)(2 — 1) (gaw1 + wo)
A
= (v = D@yewowr +wp) + o= 3 ———(yawh p1 + 2y powowr + pows) — 2(3yswiwi + wp)
- 4 — 3’)/ - 30.)0

(v(v = 1)pg % p1 — 2yPwiwo — 2y.wd) + Yuprwf — 2yswiw

47
Yx 4 -3y
+ (v = 1)(2 = 7)yaewn,
(2.51)
where we have used (2.27) again. Rearranging (2.50), we can use (2.27) further to write

0=7(y = 1)pg~*p? — 2y2wowrp1 — 2yswipr — (v — 1)ywpows

——— Y Pow1 + ———YxPowop1 — 4Ys powowr

A A
R -3,
=7(y — 1)pg 2p? — 2y2wowipr + (7 — 1)(wo + 2 — 7)yep1 — 2y powowt
(=12 -y p—owl

2 2
Thus, using also the sonic condition to replace fypg_2 = y*p% and dividing through by pg, we recall

the definitions of R, W and arrive at
2 p2 w
(v = DwiR* — 20woRW + (v — 1)(wp + 2 — ¥)R — 2woW + (v — 1)(2 — y)w— =0, (2.52)
0

that is, we have (2.47).
Working now from (2.51), we rearrange to find

0 =2woW? = (v — Dwg RW + 2wiW + (4 — 3y — 3wp) (v — Dwg R — 2woW — 2wg)
4
mﬂong — 20 W + (y = )2 =)W

=2woW? 4+ W (— (v = 1)wiR —2(4 — 3y — 3wo)wo + (v — 1)(2— 7))
+ (4= 37— 3wo) (7 — Dwg R +wo (2wg + (v — Dwo + (v — 1)(2— 7)) R
—2(4 — 3y — 3wo)wp,

which is exactly (2.48).
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To show (2.49), we work from (1.21). Multiplying the first equation by p, the second by w and
summing, we obtain
4 —3v—3w
S A=
Y
Substituting in the formal Taylor expansion and grouping the terms at order zero, we find
4 — 3v — 3wo

p1wo + powr = TP(}

(pw)' =

Multiplying through by g—; and recalling (2.46) we arrive at (2.49). O

Remark 2.5. The coefficients of the quadratics in (2.47)—(2.48) depend only on ~ and on wy (hence
also on y,).

Our next lemma establishes the key recursive relation that will allow us to compute the N-th order
Taylor coefficients in terms of (pg,wy), 0 <k < N — 1.

Lemma 2.6. Let N > 2 and define the matrix Ay by

_ (Al AL
Ay = ( AN Y ) (2.53)

where the matrix coefficients Af-\j[ , 1,7 € {1,2} depend on N, v, wy, p1 and wy and are given explicitly
by (2.67)—(2.70) below. Then the coefficients (pn,wn ) in the formal series expansion (2.35) satisfy the

algebraic equation
PN FN
= 2.54

where the polynomials F and Gy are given by (2.58) and (2.65) below.

Proof. We begin from (2.40) and group the terms on the left hand side as follows.

Npn (vPy = 2g2wiwo — 25.03) + p1 (VPN — 220Nwo) — prys D> wiwk

Jj+k=N,
Jk#N
- P (zy*(wz)N—l - (WQ)N—2) + Z (k + 1)prsa (’YPj - Z/f(WQ)j - 29*(w2)j—1 - (wz)j—2)
k+j=N
J#0,1,N

—92 -2
=pN (N(v(v —1)pg " p1 — 2yZwiwo — 25.w5) + (v — 1)pg pl) — 2y2 prwown

+ T
(2.55)
where
Fy=—myl Y wiwk—p(2(w’)v-1 — (0)n-2)
j+k=N,
Jk#N
+ Z (k4 Dprs1 (VP — 2 (w?); — 2y (w?) 1 — (0?);-2)
k+j=N
Jj#0,1,N
1= (AfetAn) N
(r=1- (r=Ou+-+Aw)pg ™
tm Z Al A Hpj’
(A1, AN)EMN j=1
AN=0
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and we have applied the definition of P; to isolate the term with a p contribution as

3 (Y= 1) (y = A 4o+ Ay))py Xt 2
Ml

Py =(y— 1)Pg_2/>N +

and also recalled
Pr=(y—1)p) ?p1.
Studying the right hand side of (2.40), we find expand to isolate terms at order NV and then apply (2.27)

to eliminate terms with factors of 42”/ as follows:
(v = 1)@ = e + (7~ Do + (3~ 1) 2 S
- - * - * W - * w — 4 o Yx w - 7 & Yx w
v VY«PN T Y Y«PNWo T Y Y« POWN 4_3,YZUPN 000 4_379001\7
+ 2y pnwp + Ay powown + (v — 1)(2 =) pn-1 + ( ( > prwj + (pw)n— 1)
k+j=N
k£0,N
47
~iTE (y* Z PP+ (PQW)NA) +2(y* Z prwjwi + (pr)Nq)
k+j+l=N k+j+I=N
k,jl#N k,jl#N
— (205 + (v = Dwo + (7 = 1)(2 = 7)) y=pn + 2yspowown — (v = 1)(2 — v)y*%ww +FN
(2.56)
where
FN =(r =12 =7pna+ (v ( > prwj A+ (pw)n— 1)
k+j=N
k#0,N
47
~1 3 (y* > pepjwi+ (,02w)N_1) + 2(y* > prwjwr + (pWQ)N—1)7
v k+j+I=N k+j+I=N
k,j,l#N k,jl#N
where we have applied (2.27). Thus, as (2.55) is equal to (2.56), we rearrange to arrive at
PN (N(v(v — 1)y p1 = 2ylwiwo — 2y.wp)
+ (7 = 1)p3 1 + (205 + (v = Do + (7= 1)(2 = 7)) )
+ wzv( — 22 prwo — 2y.powo + (v — 1)(2 =)y Zz)
=Fi - FL (2.57)
= Fn(po, -5 PN-1,W0, - ,WN—1) (2.58)

Thus we have found

(V1) = DE oy~ 2Ny — 2N = Dy + 3 (3 = Do + (v = (2= 7))

+ wN( — 2y2p1wo — 2y.powo + (v — 1)(2 — 7)y 50)

0
= Fx.
(2.59)
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Considering now (2.41), we expand the left hand side as above as

Nwn (”yPl — 2y%wiwy — Zy*wg) + wy (7PN — QyEwNwo) —wiy? Z W;Wg

J+k=N,
SEEN
— w12y (@)1 — @Wvo2) + Y (B F Dwrpr (VP — 42 (w?); — 20 (@)1 — (?);-2)
k+j=N
JAOLN

=wy (N(v(v —1)pg 2p1 — 2yPwiwo — 2y.wd) — 2yfw1wo) +pny(y = 1)pg 2w
+ 6L,

(2.60)
where
G = —w1 (20 (W) v1 — (W)N2) —wry? Y wjwk
j+k=N,
3, k#N
+ > (bt Dwerr (VP — y2(w?); — 2u(w?) o1 — (w?);-2)
k+j=N (2.61)
j#0,1,N
—1—(A1++An) N
(=1 (= Qut Ay T
W Z Al ! Hpj g
(AL, AN)EMN Jj=1
An=0
where we have applied the definition of P; to isolate the term with a p contribution.
Working with the right hand side of (2.41), we have
4 — 3v — 3wg
— (P - V2 (@?)n) = (v = 1)(2 = y)gaewn — 2(7 = D)yawnwo
dr dT 2.62
+ my*pz\;wg + 24 — 37y*p0wOWN - 6y*w(2)wN (2.62)
+G1,
where
~ 4—3v—3w
G = Z 2 (= 2y (w?)v1 — (W) N—2)
4-3y (=1)F
+ > (0P = (@) — 2 (W) — (@P)2)
Y ktj=N Y
JEN
_3 ﬂp._22._2 2Y. (W), — (v =1)(2 =
Yo wr— (P — i wW?) — 20w = (@P)m2) = (7 = D2 = Ywn
Y prjri=n Y (2.63)
J#EN
4
“0-D(n X eyt @) g (e Y (k) + ()
k+j=N k+j+I=N
k#0,N kg l#AN
20y Y (whwgen) + (@P)v-1)
k+j+l=N
kg l#AN
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Grouping the terms on the first two lines here, we again expand Py to find the contribution

4 — 3y — 3w _
TO(PN’Y(W —1)pg 7 = 2y2wown) + (v — 1)(2 = 1yawn — 2yswiwn
wo 2 4—3y—3wy 4
+ *(2‘”0 +(v—Dwo+(v—1)(2 - ’7))y*PN -V Z Wiwg
po Ye j+k=N
Jk#N
—1- N
L Az3r 3w > (Y= 1) (y = Mg 4+ An))pp T +’\N)H z
Yx 7 Al An! . Pi
(A1, AN)EMN j=1
An=0
(2.64)
where we have again applied (2.27). Setting
=~ 4—3y—3w
e ) S
Yx j+k=N
§,k#EN
- N
ik U (=1 (y=a o aw)pg Y “’”H \
v. Ml L1ri"
Ay AN)EMN j=1
AN=0

we substitute (2.64) back into (2.62) and equate with (2.60) to arrive at

wN (N (v(v = Dpd o1 — 2y2wiwo — 2y.wd) — 2y3wlwo) + oy (v = 1)pg 2w

4 — 3y — 3w _
- #(/}m(v —1)p 7% = 22wown) — (v = 1)(2 = Nyawn + 2puuiwn
w
- ;2(%3 + (v = Dwo + (v = 1)(2 = 7)) y=pn
~ gl g4
—: Gn. (2.65)

Thus we have
2, 2

W
wN (N(’Y - 1)34,070%1 —2(N + 1)y2wiwo — 2(N + 2)y.wi + 2(4 — 3y)yswo — (v — 1)(2 — 7).%)
2,2
Yrw 4—3y—3w w
o (B = 1) (wr = =0 =y 20 (20 + (7~ Do + (7 - D2 = 7))
Po Y £o

=0n.
(2.66)
So we have found the claimed identity with

An =y (N + 1)y = D E2 — 2Ngwrwn = 2(N = 1w + (7= Do + (= D2 =) ).

o
2.67)
« —1)(2 —
Aig = y*Po( - QMwo — 2wo + w) (2.68)
Po wo
Ay = % (wg(v — 1) (yawr — (4 =3y = 3w0)) —wo (20§ + (v = Dwo + (y = 1)(2 - v))),
(2.69)
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A2z = y. (N(v —1w? y;gl —2(N + Dyawiwo — 2(N + 2)wd +2(4 — 3y)wo — (v — 1)(2 — 7))

Lemma 2.7. Consider the formal series expansion (2.35) and recall the definitions

R = MandW:y*wl.

Po
Then the map N — det(An) is a quadratic polynomial of the form

2
det Ay = A;N7,

J=0

where Ay, A1, and Ay are (v, wo, R, W)-dependent functions given by the formulas:

Ay =(=2B 7w +wo(y =157y =9) = (v =12 =) (v + 1)) R

+ 8w W + 4wy,
Ar= = (2B =7wh +2wo(y = 1) + (v = D2 =) (v + 1)) R

+ (8w§ — 4(4 — 37)wo — 2(7 — Dwo)woW + (dwj — 1dwi + 107wy,
Ap =2(wf(v = 1) —wo(y = 1) =v(y = 1)(2 = 7))wi R

(2.70)
O

(2.71)

(2.72)

(2.73)

(2.74)

+ (= 160§ + 4(y = Dwi +4(4 = 3y)wo — 2(y — Dwo — 2(y = 1)(2 =) (7 + 1)) wo W

+ (6 — 30)wy + (672 — 447y + 46)ws + (373 — 1292 + 11y — 2)wi
+ (3y* — 107® + 572 + 10y — 8)wp

(2.75)

Proof. We begin with the following identity. Multiplying (2.47) by (7 — 1)w? and (2.48) by 2w, and

summing, we get
(v- 1)2w§R2 —4(y — l)ngW + 4w(2]W2
= (v = 1*wg(wo +2 =R +2(y = DwgW — (v = 1)*(2 = 7)Wwyo
— 2w W (= 2(4 — 3y — Bwo)wo + (v — 1)(2— 7))

—2((5=37)wg + (5= 37)(y = Dwo + (v = 1)(2 = 7))wi R + 4(4 — 37 — 3wo)wi

= wp (* (v = 1*wo+2—-7) —2((6—37)ws + (5—=37)(y — Dwo + (y — 1)(2 — v)))

w0 (207 = Ve = (v = D22 = 7) = 2( — 2(4 = 37 = Bwo)wo + (v~ 1)(2 - 7))

+4(4 — 3y — 3w )wp.
Now we expand the determinant as

yr 2 det A

= ((N +1)(y = DwgR — 2NWwo — 2(N = Dwg + ((v = Dwo + (v = 1)(2 - v)))

(2.76)

x (N(7 = D R = 2(N + 1)Waig — 2(N + 2)uf +2(4 = 3y)wo — (v = D2 = 7))
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(v—1(2 —7))

- (—2Rw0—2w0+
wo

x (wB(r = (W = (4= 3y — 3w)) — wo (2 + (v = Dwo + (v = 1)(2= 7)) )
=N(N+1)(y — 1)’wsR® — (2N? + 2(N 4+ 1)*) (v — )wi RW + AN(N + 1)wiW?
+R(<N+ iy - 1>w3( = 2(N + 2)uf + 24— 39)wo — (7~ 1)(2 - 7))
+ Ny = 1w (= 20V = D + (7 = Do + (7 = D2 =) )
+ W( 2Nwo (— 2(N + 2)wd +2(4 — 3y)wo — (v — 1)(2 — 7))
2(N + 1wy ( — —1w0+((7—1)w0+(7—1)(2—7)))) 2.77)
+ (= 2V = e + (7 = Dwo + (v = D2 =)
x (= 2(N + 20w + 24 = 3y)wo — (Y~ 1)@ =)
+2wi (v — 1)RW
+ R( = 20f(y — 1)(4 = 37— Bwo) — wf (268 + (7 = Dwo + (7= 1)(2 = 7))
+W (= wh - (= 200+ (- DE=7))
+ (20— (- D2 =) )
x (= By = 1A = 3y = Bwo) — wo (28 + (v = Do + (7= (2 =) )
We first re-group the quadratic terms in (R, W) and substitute (2.76) to get

N(N +1)(y — 1)2wjR? — (2N? + 2(N + 1) = 2)(y — wi RW + 4N (N + L)wgW?
=N(N +1)((y — 1)?wgR? — 4(y — 1)wiRW + dwiW?)
=N(N +1)

x (wBR( = (= (w0 +2 =) = 2((5 = 39)uf + (5= 3)(y = Do + (v = D(2 7)) )
+woW (207 = Ve = (7= D22 = 7) = 2( = 2(4 = 3y = 3wo)un + (7~ D(2 = )))
44— 3y - 3w0)w8>.

Substituting this into (2.77), we group the terms by order in N as
detAy = 32 (AQN2 + AN+ Ao), (2.78)
where
A = R( = (v = 12(wo +2 = 7) = 2((5 = 37)wf + (5= 37)(r = Dwo + (v = 1)(2 = 7))

+ w0W<2(fy —Dwi — (= 1*2—7) —2(—2(4 — 3y — 3wo)wo + (y — 1)(2 — v)))
+4(4 — 37 — Bwo)wi — 4(y — Dwa R + 8wiW + 4wy,
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Ay =B R( = (v = 12(wo +2 = 7) = 2((5 = 37)wf + (5= 37)(r = Do + (v = 1)(2 = 7))
+woW (207 = D = (7 = 122 = 7) = 2( = 2(4 = 3y = Bwo)wo + (1 = D2 = 7)) )
+4(4 =3y = 3wo)wy — 4(y — DwoR + (v = Dwi R(2(4 = 37)wo + (v — 1)wo)

— 8wy W — 2woW (2(4 — 37)wo + (7 — D)wo)
+ 20 (4 — 204 = 39w + (v = 1)(2 =) ) — 203 (28 + (3 = Do + (7 = (2= 7))

and Ay is the remainder. Simplifying these expressions and that for Ag results in (2.73)-(2.75) to
conclude the proof. O

2.2 Branch selection

To find solutions that are smooth through the sonic point, we must first calculate the first order Taylor
coefficients (p1, w1 ) as functions of the parameters v and y..

Lemma 2.8 (The two solution branches). Let v € (1, 3) be given and let y, € [ys(v), yr(y)]. There
exist exactly two pairs (R;, W;), i = 1,2 solving the system of algebraic equations (2.47), (2.43),
(2.49). The functions R; are given by

(9 — Ty)wd — 8wd — \Jwis(wo)
R = 2.79
(9 — Ty)wd — 8wi + \/wis(wo)
= 2.
2 2wi(v+1) ’ &5

where

s(wo) = =44 =3y + (v =2 =)+ (v = D(¥* =57+ 5) +7* + 6y — 3)wo

— 8(372 — 157 + 14)w?2 + 8(5 — 37)w @81
is strictly positive for all wy € [4_337 ,2—7], v € (1, %)
For any i = 1,2, W; is determined by R, through the formula
W; =4 -3y — 3wy —woR;. (2.82)
Proof. By rearranging (2.47), we see
(2w0(R +1) - W)W = (y = DwiR2+ (v — 1)(wo + 2 — 7)R. (2.83)
Rearranging (2.49) to solve for W as
W =4—-3vy— 3wy —woR, (2.84)

we obtain the claimed relation (2.82). We then substitute this into (2.83) to obtain the following
quadratic for R:

(v-D(2-)

(2wo(R +1) - ) (4 — 3y — 3wy — woR) =y - DwiR*+ (v — (wo +2—-7)R

(2.85)
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with roots R;, R9 as claimed in (2.79)—(2.80) from the quadratic formula. We postpone the verification
that s(wp) > 0 to Appendix C.1.

One can check that equation (2.48) is also satisfied by these roots by similarly substituting (2.82)
into (2.48) then simplifying. This again yields a quadratic in R which, on inspection, turns out to be
exactly (2.85) up to a factor of wy, and hence has the same roots. O

We will see in the following Subsection 2.3 that the physically relevant solution branch is that given
by (Ry, W1). We therefore collect some useful estimates on the coefficients derived from this branch.

Proposition 2.9. Let v € (1, %) be given and let y, € [ys(7v),yr(7v)] and consider the branch

(R1, W) defined in Lemma 2.8. Then

4 1
- < R - 2.86
@ 3e_ " Ta (2.80)

Moreover, if v € [%, %), then the upper bound on Ry may be taken to satisfy

2y
B < -7 (2.87)
2=7(+1)
where the inequality is strict provided either -y > 1—90 or Yy, < Yr.
Finally,
Wi > 0 fory. > yy and Wiy, =, = 0. (2.88)

Proof. The proof relies in part on interval arithmetic and it is presented in detail in Appendix C.1. [

Proposition 2.10 (Positivity of det Ay). Let v € (1,3) be given and let y. € [ys(7),yr (7). Let

Ap, A1, As be functions of po,wo, R, W given by (2.73)—(2.75) and assume that R = Ry and W = W7,
where the branch (Ry, W) is defined in Lemma 2.8.

(i) The following inequalities hold:

Ay >0, (2.89)
4A; + Ay > 0, (2.90)
4A5 +2A1+ Ag >0 (2.91)

(ii) There exist constants c1,ca > 0, depending only on vy, so that
ciN? < det Ay < caN?, N > 2. (2.92)

In particular, the matrix Ay is invertible for all N > 2 and the formal Taylor coefficients
(pN,wn) are well-defined through the formula

PN _ -1 (FN
<wN> =Ay <QN) , N>2, (2.93)

where the source terms Fy, Gn are defined in Lemma 2.6.

(iii) There exists a constant By = Bo(ys, ) > 0 such that

1
lon| < % (lfzvl + N|QN|) (2.94)
1
lwn| < % (IQN + NIEv) . (2.95)
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Proof. Proof of part (i). The proof of (2.89)—(2.91) relies on interval arithmetic and it is presented in
detail in Appendix C.2.

Proof of part (ii). Since det Ay = y2(4A45 + 24, + Ag) > 0by (2.91) and, for N > 2, & det Ay =
y2(2N Az + Ay) > y2(44; + Ay), it follows from (2.90)~(2.91) that

det Ay = y7 (445 + 24, + Ag) >0, (2.96)
% det Ay = yZ (2N A + Ay) > y2 (442 + Ay) > 0. (2.97)

These estimates then easily imply (2.92). Claim (2.93) is an obvious consequence of the invertibility
of An and Lemma 2.6.
Proof of part (iii). From (2.93) it follows that

Ao Aiz
= — 2.98
PN det.ANfN det.ANgN’ ( ? )
_An Aoy
N T et A N T det Ay Y 2:99)
and thus (2.94)—(2.95) follow directly from (2.92) and (2.67)—(2.70).
O

2.3 Larson-Penston-Hunter- (LPH-) type solutions

In order to distinguish the relevant solution branch for the first order Taylor coefficients, we compare
directly to the situation in the case v = 1.

Lemma 2.11. Let v € (1,3), Y« € [ys(7).yr (7)), and consider the functions R;, i = 1,2 as in
Lemma 2.8 as functions of both wo(y.) and . As v — 1, these coefficients satisfy the limits

1—4w0—|1—2w0\

Rl (WO) — s
1—4 2:?1 2 (2.100)
— 4w — ZW
R2 (WO) — 0 2w0 0 .

Proof. The identities for the limit as v — 17 for R; follow directly from the identities (2.79)—(2.80).
O

Thus, to maintain compatibility with the LP solution in the case 7 = 1, we note that, in that case,
the sonic point lies in the interval (2, 3) with % = —1 (compare [11]), and hence the LP-type
branch, for v > 1, should be chosen to be the 1-branch. In this case, we find that the limit of W7 (wp)
as vy — lis 1 — 2wy, again in compatibility with the v = 1 case resolved in [11].

This motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.12 (Larson-Penston-Hunter (LPH) type solutions). Ler v € (1, %) be given and let y, €
lyr(7),yr(y)]. We say that a sequence (pn,wn), N € N associated with a formal power series
expansion

p() = pnly—v)Y, w@)=> wnly—u)", (2.101)
N=0 N=0

is of Larson-Penston-Hunter (LPH) type if the following properties are satisfied
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®

G(Ysx, po,wo) =0,  h(po,wo) = 0. (2.102)
(i)
PPN Y (2.103)
Yx Y

where the pair (Ry, W1) corresponds to the branch defined by (2.79) and (2.82) from Lemma 2.8.
(ili) For any N > 2, the coefficients (pn,wn ) satisfy the recursive relation (2.93).
If the series (2.101) converge, we say that the functions p and w are of LPH-type.

Remark 2.13. As shown in Proposition 2.10, the matrix Ay defined in Lemma 2.6 is indeed invertible
forall N > 2 and therefore for any LPH-type sequence the coefficients (pn,wn), N > 2 are therefore
uniquely determined as functions of pg, wo, p1,W1.

2.4 The induction argument and the series convergence

In order to prove the convergence of the formal power series (2.35) we prove the crucial lemma, which
establishes favourable growth bounds for the coefficients (pn,wy). The proof is based on involved
combinatorial arguments that are presented in Appendix B, culminating in Lemma B.6.

Lemma 2.14. Lety € (1,3) and o € (1,2) be given. Let (pn,wn), N € N be the coefficients in the
formal Taylor expansion of p,w about y = vy, given by Proposition 2.10. Then there exists a constant
C' > 1 such that for any y. € [ys(7),yr ()] the bounds

N—«

vl < 5 (2.104)
N—«

jwnl < (2.105)

hold for all N > 2.

Proof. We use mathematical induction to prove the lemma. When N = 2 clearly there exists a con-
stant C' = C(y., a) > 0 such that the claimed bounds hold true as the recursive relation (2.93) defin-
ing (p2,ws) involves only products of continuous functions composed with (y., po,wo, p1,w1 ), all of
which are bounded.

Suppose now that for some N > 3, (2.104)—(2.105) hold for all 2 < m < N — 1. This implies that
the assumptions (B.227)—(B.228) hold true and thus by Lemma B.6 we conclude that (B.229)-(B.230)
hold. Therefore, from Proposition 2.10 and (B.229)—(B.230) we obtain

cBoBCN 1 1 1
< —_— 2.1
vl <= gt o=t on ) (2.106)
for some universal constant ¢ > 0. Similarly,
cfoBCN 1 1 1
< — . 2.1
wn| < N3 Co—1 + 2« + CN (2.107)

It is now clear that we can choose C' = C(y, y.) sufficiently large so that the claimed estimates (2.104)—
(2.105) hold at V. Since y, ranges over a compact interval and all the constants involved vary contin-
uously in y., we may choose the constant C' above uniformly in y.. € [y;(7), y#(7y)]. We conclude by
induction on N. 0
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Theorem 2.15. Let v € (1, %) be given and for any y. € [ys(7),yr ()] consider the sequence
(pn,wn), N € N which corresponds to the formal Taylor coefficients associated with an LPH-type
solution. Then there exists a v > 0 independent of y,. such that the series

o0
Py ys) - Z pn(y =y, wlysy) =Y wnly—p)"
N=0

converge absolutely and the functions (p(-;y«),w(:;y«)) are real analytic solutions to (1.13) on the
interval (y. — v, Y« + v). Moreover, y, is a sonic point for the flow, there are no other sonic points on
the interval, and the solutions are continuous with respect to y. € [yf,yr].

Proof. Let o € (1,2) be fixed. By Lemma 2.14 there exists a constant C' = C'(y, «) such that

Cly —ys)|
<Z|pNHy THRES Z' fon " oo, (2.108)

N

and therefore the formal power series Y x_ pn (y—y.)" converges absolutely as long as |y —y.| < v,
forany 0 < v < % Similarly, the power series Y x_o wn (y — y.)" also converges absolutely as long
as |y — y«| < v. The real analyticity is clear. Recalling (1.19) we have

Gyip.w) =vp(y)" " = yw(y)?

= (pry Ys) ) — (g + (Y — ) (ZWNy ys) )

= (710 = DI o1 = 2pw0 (14 ) ) (= ) + O(ly = 1.?)
=< yfwgpl 2y*w(](1+y*w1))(y—y*)+0(|y—y*|2)

—_— ((v ~ 2 —2- 2y*w1) (- y2)+ O(ly — 1)
= yuwo ((v — DwoR1 — 2 — 2W1) (y — y.) + O(ly — y.|?), (2.109)

where we have used the sonic condition G(y.,p,w) = 0 in the second and the third line, and the
notation (Rq,W7), see Lemma 2.8. Now observe that wy > 0 by Lemma 2.2, and R; < 0, W7 > 0
by Proposition 2.9. Therefore (v — 1)woR; — 2 — 2W; < 0 and therefore, upon possibly choosing a
smaller v > 0, it follows that G(y; p, w) is strictly positive for y € (y. — v, y.) and strictly negative for
Y € (Y«, Yy« + v). In particular, the right-hand side of (1.13) is well-defined and it is straightforward to
verify that (p,w) is a solution to (1.13). O

In the final proposition of this section, we collect some remaining facts concerning the LPH Taylor
expansions.

Proposition 2.16. Ler~ € (1, %) Fory. € [ys(7),yr ()], the following properties hold at the sonic
point:
(i) The branch (Ry, W) that we take for the re-scaled first derivatives at the sonic point y, satisfies
(R, W1)(yy) = (—525,0), Wi(ys) > 0 forall y. € (yys,yr].

(ii) The local LPH-type solution obtained by Theorem 2.15 with y. = yy is exactly the far-field
solution

(plys y)sw(w:ys)) = (pr(y),wp(y)) = (ky™=7,2 — 7).
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(iii) The local LPH-type solution obtained by Theorem 2.15 with y, = yr is not the Friedman solu-
tion: (p(;;yr),w(:;yr)) # (P, wr)-

Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.2, we know wy(y«) € [4_337,2 — v]. Then, by Proposition 2.9, we have

Wi(wo) > 0 for all wy € [47337,2 — 4] with equality if and only if wg = 2 — 7. In addition,
Ri(2—7)= —% by direct computation from (2.79).

(ii) To see that the solution obtained at 4/ is the far-field solution, it is enough to note that p is uniquely
determined by v, also through the relation pg = f1(wo(y«)), and hence we have that wy(ys) =2—7v =
wy(yy) and po(ys) = ps(yy). Thus the solution locally around the sonic point is determined entirely
by the choice of the branch (R;, W7) for the first order terms in the Taylor expansion. As W; = 0,
Ry = —% are equal to the corresponding values for the far-field solution, the Taylor expansions of
the solution derived from the choice y, = y and the far-field solution are equal. Thus the solutions
are locally equal (as both are analytic functions) and, by uniqueness theory for the ODE system away
from the sonic point and y = 0, therefore globally equal on all of (0, co).

(iil) As in item (i), we know that Wi (yr) > 0 by Proposition 2.9, hence w1 (yr) > 0 also. As the
Friedman solution satisfies w/(y) = 0 for all y, the two solutions are not equal. O

3 Solution to the right of the sonic point

Now that we have established the existence of a local solution to (1.13) around each choice of sonic
point y, € [ys,yr], we show in this section that the local solution can be extended to the right on
the whole interval (y., c0) while remaining strictly supersonic and satisfying suitable asymptotics. For
Y« = Yy, we know from Proposition 2.16 the obtained solution is simply the far-field solution (ps,wy)
which is globally defined and supersonic for all y > y;. We will therefore restrict in the sequel to the
case Y« € (yf,yr).

The strategy of the section is to identify certain inequalities that propagate along the flow to the
right and provide qualitative control on the solutions. Because the system (1.13) is non-autonomous,
we cannot argue simply from a fixed phase plane analysis, but instead we make use of dynamical
arguments that prevent the crossing of certain critical values by particular quantities fundamental to the
flow. After a number of technical lemmas, we prove the key continuation estimates in Proposition 3.5.
We then demonstrate that the flow remains strictly supersonic to the right and so deduce that it exists
globally on (y.,00) in Lemma 3.8. Finally, in Lemmas 3.9 and 3.10, we study the asymptotics and
monotonicity of the solution.

For each y. € [y;(7),yr(7)], let (p,w) = (p(-;ys),w(-; y«)) be the local LPH-type solution of
Theorem 2.15. We define the maximal extension time to the right as

Ymax (Yx) 1= sup{y > v« | (p, w) extends as a strictly supersonic solution of (1.13) on (y.,y)},
(3.110)
where we recall the definition of supersonicity from Definition 1.4.
The first lemma in this section states and proves the basic estimates that we will use to propagate
the solution and verifies that they hold in a small neighbourhood of the sonic point.

Lemma 3.1 (Initial inequalities). Lety € (1, %) Y« € (yy, yr] (recall that we suppress the dependence
of yt, yr on y where clear) and let (p,w) be the unique LPH-type solution to (1.13) to the right of y.
given by Theorem 2.15. Then there exists v > 0 (depending on y.) such that for y € (Y«, ys + ©), the
strictly supersonic flow satisfies also the inequalities

4 — 3y

2
- dmy“pw 2 v >0, —

i—3y 2—4 4=37)2-7)

<w(y)<2—%

=
(3.111)

/
1
Py
p
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Proof. By Theorem 2.15, the existence of v > 0 such that the solution remains supersonic on (Y., ¥« +
v) is clear. Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, we know that if y. € (yf,yr), we have 47% <w(ys) < 2—17,
and hence, as w is continuous on [y., y. + V], there exists 7 € (0, v) such that

4— 3y
3

<w(y) <2—~fory € (Y« y« + 7).

On the other hand, if y. = yp, then w(y.) = % and, by Proposition 2.9, w’(y.) > 0, hence by
possibly shrinking 7, we again have the claimed estimate.

Similarly, by Proposition 2.9 and smoothness of the flow, by possibly shrinking 7, we retain the
final inequality of (3.111)
4 oy 1

— < <
(4=372-7) » 27
Finally, we check the second condition in (3.111) through the following observation:

472 powo 2 vl 4712 powo 2 5 4
- YPo - - Y Wo
4 — 3y 2—v 4 — 3y 2—7v 3.112)
2 — 2y '
=yf(72_7 wy + (v = Dwo + (v — 1)(2—7)) >0

for wy € [%, 2 — 7y), where we have used pg = f1(wo) (compare (2.28)) in the second line to

eliminate pg, and observe that the quadratic function of wy in the parentheses factorises as

2—-2y 4

ﬁwo+(7*1)w+(’vfl)(2—fy):f(v—l)(2—yfw)(%+1)

to deduce the sign. By again exploiting continuity of the flow and possibly shrinking 7, we conclude.
O

We will also need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Lerv € (1, %) For any C* solution (p,w) of (1.13), the following identities hold along
the flow at any point y > 0 such that y is not a sonic point:

4_ i
oo dTH T (3.113)
y P
25 5 Pa 3y (1 - Y 3.114
(o) =y e =3 (1= 52, G
4—3v)(1 — 52
(wy%),:y%(( (1 —5%5) _ﬂp/) (3.115)
y p
‘ 4—3y)(1 — 2= 2 w? 2
(waﬁ),:y%@w( A -5%5) ] (3.116)
y 2—-vy p

Proof. Identity (3.113) is a trivial consequence of (1.21). Identity (3.114) follows from using (3.113)
in the following:

2\ ;2
pwy=) = (pw)'y== + y
(o) —

2 4—3y—-3w
=y 4 p+

and grouping the w terms.
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To obtain (3.115), we again apply (3.113) to find

— 92—

2 2 4-37y—-3w w 2 w
(wy77) =y (R 2y 2
Y P 2=y
and group terms. The proof of (3.116) is similar. O

Lemma 3.3. Lety € (1, %) let (p,w) be a C* solution of (1.13) and suppose that yy > 0 is not a sonic
point of the flow.

(i) For any m > 0, the derivative of p may be expressed through the following relation:

Py m _an Puly,pw)
PY L T s S mh ) 3.117
APECI yw? —ypr ! G
where
4—m—2y 2 2
Py, pyw) = — ﬁyz’”ﬂz (== (w+(2-7)
. (3.118)
m 2 \y—1 TY2-7wp

- pE— 7 7.

2—77(‘” D 41— 3y

We usually suppress the explicit dependence of P,, on (p,w), writing instead P, (y) =
P, (y, p(y),w(y)) where clear.

(ii) At any point yy at which the flow is smooth and not sonic and where P, (y1) = 0, the derivative
of Py, satisfies the identity

2
—1

P ) = e Qm(w(lﬂ%M), (3.119)

" B ylw(yl) Z/%

where

e ®) = (1= 520 (- 25222 32 4 (- Dl - 39)2 - )

2—y
_2(4—m—2’y)(m—1)w3_m(w—l)wg_ 1
G- 2y @ Y
+'R7(2f2)2((4—37)(2—7)—w(4—3’y+(’y—1)(2—m))> )

(3.120)

Proof. (i) To show (3.117), we let m > 0. Then, rearranging the first equation of (1.13), we find

2 2 2 4my?
Py 2wt = (v - Dytw+2-9)+ TEF

yrw? —ypr !
2
(P ) (2 2y - T (- Dylw 2 - ) +
a y?w? —yprt
—_ — — T 2
_om —SEH — (Y- D (W (2-9)) — 20T+ A
i e e
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(v=1)
and pulling out a factor of y— “55" leaves us with the claimed identity.
(i1) By (3.114)—(3.116), as the flow is smooth at 1,

o 4 39)(1 — «_ 2 2
P{n(y)=y2—2v<—4 m 27(20.)( (1= 5%) 2w 2w ,)

2y y T2y’
4-37)(1— 2= _
oy 1)(( e = Ep/) _200-1) (3.122)
y p y
P w my—1) 2 \y2,, 2 p)
art(1 - - e =)
i 7Ty( 2—7) 2y ) (p+2—vy)

From the identity P,,(y;) = 0, we rearrange to find

(4-m—-27)(4-37) 2*7)+m(4f37) pl!

dp = —1)4—-3v)(1 , 3.123

™ s +(r =D =311+ — 2 Vo G123

where all functions are evaluated at y;. In addition, by (3.117), as P,,,(y1) = 0 we also have ”;y =
Substituting (3.123) and "py = —5 into (3.122), we have

2 1 _'5%%’ —m — _
Pt =7 (22 (- R - st (- - 39 227)

Yy 2—v
24-m—-2y)(m—-1w?® mh-Dw 2(y-1)
(2-7)%y 2-v vy Y
4-3 vl —1)(2 - 1
It 7)(1— @y _om(y = 1)( : m) py_13>
27 2—9" wy 2-7) y3 )l
| ] P (_4—m—274_ 14— 2—77)
y <( ) g U= 3e+ (=Dl -3
2(4 —m — 2 —1w? -1
(2-7) 2—v
Wl oom ( )
P " (432 7) —w@d -3+ (- 1)(2—m ) :
Ry~ (4=37)2—7) —w(4 =37+ (v —1)( ) N
which yields the required inequality after factoring out w™?!. 0

With these identities, we will show that as long as the flow remains strictly supersonic, the inequal-
ities of Lemma 3.1 above also hold strictly. For the proof, we will require also the following technical
lemma containing properties of the functions @, .

Lemma 3.4. Define the functions

QL (W) = Qun(w,0), Qn(w) = Qu(w,w?), (3.124)

where we recall the definition of Q, from Lemma 3.3. Then, for any v € (1, %) there exists 6g > 0
such that for all w € [%, 2 — 7], we have

P

QF (w) < 0 forallm e |1, 7—:1 + 3o, (3.125)

QE, (w)>0. (3.126)
-3~
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The proof is deferred to Appendix C.3.
We are now able to state and prove the continuation estimates for the extension of the LPH-type
solutions on their maximal supersonic interval of existence, (Y., Ymax (Y ))-

Proposition 3.5. Let v € (1, %), Y« € Yy, yr), and let (p,w) be the extension of the unique LPH-type
solution obtained from Theorem 2.15 10 (Yx, Ymax(y«)). Then the following strict inequalities hold on
the whole interval (Y., Ymax(Yx))-

4-3y dryPpw 2 1 P L p
<w < 2—7, — T >0, << ——=.
4-3y 2-v (4-37)2-7)y 2—(3713/27)

Moreover, on this interval, we retain p > 0.

Proof. We begin the proof by observing that the upper and lower bounds on p’ of (3.127) guarantee
that as long as the flow lives to the right of y, and satisfies the weak forms of these inequalities, we
always retain |(log p)’| < C, and hence p > 0. Thus we assume this throughout the following.

By (3.111), we know that all of the inequalities (3.127) hold on the interval (y.,y. + 7). By the
smoothness and extendability of the flow guaranteed by Proposition A.1 and Theorem 2.15, the set

Y = {y1 € (Yu: Ymax) | (3.127) holds on (y., 1]}

is clearly relatively open in (Y, Ymax)-
We therefore work to show that 9) is also relatively closed. We therefore suppose (y«,y1) C 9,
i.e., we assume that (3.127) holds on the interval (y.,y1) with 1 < Ymax. Showing that (3.127) holds
strictly at y; also is then sufficient to conclude the proof. Clearly the weak versions of (3.127) hold on
(y«, y1] and the flow is strictly supersonic on this whole interval. As we have guaranteed already that
po > p(y1) > 0 and w(y;) is bounded, we may apply again the local existence theorem, Proposition
A.1, to deduce that the flow can be smoothly extended past y1, and hence is smooth at g itself.
From (3.113), we see thatas p’ < 0and w > % > 0, then
o> 4—-3y—-3w

9

Yy
and hence )
(Y’w) = (4= 37)y?
leading to
4 — 3y v 4 — 3y 4— 3y
vely) 2 ——v +yiwl. +5) - —5—) > —5 v

for all y € [y.,11]. Clearly then w(y;) > %= ‘37 also, as required.

To close the upper bound on w, we first rearrange the first equation of (1.13) as

oy —2y2w? — (v = DyP(w+2—7) + 42‘7’;;’)
- 2 _ ~py—1
P YW —ap \ (3.128)
2 (=D (EE —w - (2-9)) - g2t 4 A
— + .
2—7 yPw? —ypr !

Note that, by assumption, on [y, + 7, 1], y?w? — yp?~! > 0. We apply also (3.113) to calculate

4— 3’\/ (2 _ ,y UJ)
/ 2— PY 2
(2—7—w):— y +y(p+2— )
43y (9 _ . _ )2 (2 41 dmyPpw 2 . y—1 (3.129)
_ _ 2 ( v w) _ g(V )y (2—v + >(2 v—w) W 43y 72— 1P
y y oy =yt ! y o yrw—apr!
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Defining

4r N2 rw? —pn
we have 2
dry“pw 2 . y—1
/ W 4-3 73— 1P
(W(Q_’Y_w)) =W ;2 ’Y'yl
Yy Yy we —yp
As 421/3/’Jyw _ %ww—l > 0on [y« + v, y1], we have
WE2-v-w)>W2-y-w)] ,, >0,
and hence
w < 2—yon [y, y1]. (3.130)

1 2 . .
Turning now to 42573‘;“ — %’yw*l, we suppose for a contradiction that

dmyip(y)w(y) 2 vt
- =0.
p— 2_77p(y1)

From (3.128), at y;, we therefore have

Py 2 (v =D (B 4+ 1) (wym) - (2—9))

= <0 (3.131)
pln)  2-7 yiw(y1)? —yp(y)
due to w < 2 — . Note now the simple scaled identity
A7y? pw 2 _ 20-1) 47Ty2 7 pw 2 2 -1
— =y ( — v(y=p)’ )
4—-3y 2—-7 4 — 3y 2—v
Differentiating the term in the bracket, we use (3.114) to see
2
ATy?=7 pw 2 2 'yfl)/
— -
( 4 — 3y 2—77@ p) y=v1
2P w 29(y—1), 2 2 p
—471' 2—vy — 1_ — 2— 2 ¥ +77
v ) s T T T )],

> 47ry2*77(1 Y

>0,
Yy 2—y ’y:yl

where we have used (3.131) in the first inequality on the last line and w(yl) < 2 —y in the second. But

this contradicts the assumption that ¥ is the first point at which M - %’yp””1 = 0, hence the
derivative must be non-positive. So

(47Ty2pw_ 2 7p7_1>

> 0.
4=3y 2-v vi
Next, we consider the quantity
/
1
Py 1
p o 2—n
Applying (3.117) in the case m = 1, we get
! 1 -y P
Py, L s _wp) 12(y’p’“) , (3.132)
P 2—y YPw? —yprt
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where we recall from (3.118) that

3—2y) 2 2 1 2
p=-C By @) - el Ul

2
- dryz—w
)"/ 1+ Y P'
2—v

4 — 3y

By assumption, we have P;(y) < 0 for all y € (y«,y1). By Proposition 3.5 and Proposition A.1, as the
flow is assumed supersonic, the flow may be extended smoothly to the right of y;, and hence is smooth
at y;. Suppose now that at y, ”,Ty = —ﬁ for the first time (otherwise we are done). Then we must
also have that P{(y;) > 0, P1(y1) = 0, and hence, at y1, by (3.119),

Pllm) = 1 (), 22,

Y 1
Note that Q. (w, R) is linear in R and that, as the flow is supersonic, we have always 0 < WJ; < w2
Thus, ‘
vp(y) !
@1 (o), ) < max {Quo(1),0). Qs () ()} <0
1
by Lemma 3.4. Thus P’(y1) < 0, contradicting P’(y;) > 0. So we obtain
/
1
Ly +—— <0, fory € [ys, y1]-
p o 2-9
To conclude the final inequality, the lower bound for pr, we letm = ﬁ and apply again (3.117) to
find
'y 4 _20-1 P (y,p,w)
L/ e e (3.133)
p (4=37)2-7) yw? —yp7t

If y; is the first point where ’J/Ty =
(3.119), we have

—WM, then Pm(yl) = O, P’r/n(yl) S O and SO, at Y1, by

237 -1
Prln) =7 - Qu (w(yn,mj;)-

1
Again, as Q,,, (w, R) is linear in R and 0 < W;Z < w?, we have

1

Qo (). 22 2 i {Qu12),0). Qo) w3} < 0

1

by Lemma 3.4. This contradicts the assumption P,,,(y;) = 0, and hence we have

r'y 4
ry . L} 3.134
a2 ) G139
O

To show that the flow remains supersonic to the right, and hence the global existence to the right, we
need a slightly sharper upper bound on the derivative of the density, provided by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let v € (1, %) Y« € ys,yr) and define Ry = ”;g* as in Proposition 2.9. Let (p,w)
be the extension of the unique LPH-type solution obtained from Theorem 2.15 10 (Y, Ymax (Y« )). Then
there exists 6 > 0 such that, for any R > max{ R, —(2_72)% — 0}, we retain the inequality % <R

on the whole of (Y, Ymax)-
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: e P1Yx _ 2y
Remark 3.7. In effect, this says that if ;O < =) F1)’

long as the flow stays supersonic. If, on the other hand, we only have % > —

’
then we retain p—py < — as

2y
2-7)(v+1)

2
m, then we

will at least keep "/Ty < % as long as the flow stays supersonic.
Proof. Choose 6 > 0 such that §(2 — ) < &y with dy the constant defined in Lemma 3.4 and let
m € (1, % + (2 — 7)) be such that Ry < — 5. Applying again (3.117), we find

/
o P,
PY M e Tm (3.135)

o 2—y y2w? —yp1=1
where

4—m—2v) =2 2 m 2
(2_7)y2”w2 (1 =1y (w+(2-7) = 5——=r(y=7p

- 4 E=a%
)’Y 1+ Y p.
2—7

Py =-
4 — 3y

Suppose now that at y1, ’J/Ty = —3 for the first time, so that P,(y) < O0forally € (y«,y1). By
Proposition 3.5 and Proposition A.1, as the flow is assumed supersonic, the flow may be extended

smoothly to the right of y;, and hence is smooth at y;. Suppose now that at y, ”,Ty = —55 for the

first time (otherwise we are done). Then we must also have that P;, (y1) > 0, P, (y1) = 0, and hence,
at y1, by (3.119),

1

=5 7=
Prly) = Q). W;))

-1
2
— S w”.

Note that Q. (w, R) is linear in R and that, as the flow is supersonic, we have always 0 < W’y
Then,

Qo (1), ALY < mae {Qua o). 0). Q). o)) -
(41

Applying Lemma 3.4, for m € [1, % +02—9)],we [%, 2 — ~] this is strictly negative, leading

to the desired contradiction. O

With this, we may prove that the flow remains supersonic to the right for all y > y.., concluding the
proof of existence to the right.

Lemma 3.8. Lety € (1,3), Y« € [yf,yr]. Then ymax(y:) = 0o, i.e. the unique LPH-type solution
(p,w) to the right of y. obtained from Theorem 2.15 extends smoothly as a strictly supersonic solution
of (1.13) to the whole of (yx, 00).

Proof. Let now
S =yTw? —y(yTip)"

By Theorem 2.15, there exists 6 > 0 such that S > 0 on (Y, y« + 9.

By Proposition 3.5 and the local existence and uniqueness Proposition A.1, the only obstruction to
continuing the solution to the right is if strict supersonicity fails.

Suppose for a contradiction that ymax(y«) < oo. Then there exists yo € (Y«,Ymax) such that
lim infyHyD_ S(y) = 0 where S(y) > 0 on (y.,yo). The flow is then smooth on (y., yo), but may not
extend smoothly up to yo.
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A simple calculation using (3.114)—(3.116) shows that, for all y € (y., yo),

(4-3701-3%) 2 w? w2y’
S’ (y :y% 2w I — =2
(®) ( ( 27y p )
2 2 p
— —1 p’Y yQE'y pl+ =
0= D) (o + )
4—3 92 2 2 7
Zy%(%}( 7)(1 - )_ 7_2wp)
Y 2=y P
2 g 2 1
+(y—-1 Sfy2—vw2 -t —-
(v = 1) W+ 5
Rearranging this identity, we obtain
(4—-37)(1-3%) 2 w? s s (v — 1) w?
S’ Z%QW T = —2w? —Dw?E -2 —
(v) =y7 ; e et )
s 2 1
+Sy)(vy—-)(—+—-
6-DE+5=1)
1 Py r 2 1
=y wF(w,—)+ S5 -D(=+7—-
@2 + 5w -5+ 572)
(3.136)
where
Flo,R):=2(1—37)(1— =) —wy+ )R+ — ).
2—y 2-70+1)

As the flow is smooth (analytic) through y. by construction, then this identity also holds at y,, where
S(y«) = 0. In particular, this gives us the inequality

F(wo,Ry)=0" >0, (3.137)
where we have defined, as usual, R; = %. We distinguish now two cases: R < —(2_72)% and
)2 TR — E—

(2=7)(v+1)

Case 1: Suppose that R < Then, by Lemma 3.6, there exists § > 0 such that

_ 2y
Q=7 (v+1)"

2y

———— —dforally € (y«,yo)-
=G+ (:0)

/
PY
p

Thus as we have also 4:,)37 < w < 2 — 7, we obtain

,/Ly) Y+ =3y) _ ¢

F(w >w(y+1)6 >46 3 =:6>0.

By the estimates of Proposition 3.5, there exists M > 0, depending only on y,, yo and , such that, for
all y € (y+, o), /
-2 71‘ P 2 1 ‘
Yy Zw vy—1 4+ —)| < M.
-0+ 2=
Thus, if S(y) < 55=, we obtain from (3. 136) S’( ) > 0, contradicting lim inf, ., S(y ) =0.
Case 2: Suppose now that R; > By Proposition 2.9, this forces v < 4. As p/ <0

N (2—’7)(’Y+1)
by Proposition 3.5, we know that on (y. + 7, yo) (7 taken as in Lemma 3.1), we have p < po — 0 for
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some small § > 0. By Lemma 2.1 (compare also Figure 3), there exists £ > 0, depending on d, py and
v < 12, such that if 0 < h(p,w) < & w > = 37 and p < po — 0, then w < wy. Here h(p,w) is as
defined above in (1.20).
By Proposition 3.5, we have a bound M > 0, depending only on y., o and -y, such that
4 -2 1 r 2

12| 4y 5w ‘(7—1)( +-21 ‘<M0n(y*,y0) (3.138)

yp 2=y
Let e > 0 be such that eM < min{d*,&}. As S is differentiable on (y.,yo), there exists y1 € (Y, yo)
such that

S'(y1) <0and S(y1) =¢

From the first equation of (1.21), we obtain

P (y1)

<eM <&
y1p(y1)

[Bp(yr),w(m))] = | = S)

Thus, by construction of &, we also obtain w(y;) < wo.
We use Lemma 3.6 to see that 2% < Ry on (y, yo) and so, noting that 2 F(w, R) < 0, we have

F(w(y1), plp(E’Tll);’l) > F(w(y1), R ) Now as Ry > (272)%, it is clear from the definition of F'
that 2 F(w, Ry) < 0, and so, as w(y;) < wo, we obtain
P (Y1) e
Flw(y), ——-) = Fw(y), B1) > F(wo, R1) = 6" > 0,

(Y1)

and so, using (3.138) and e M < ¢* in (3.136), we find S’(y1) > 0, a contradiction to the definition of
Yi. O

Lemma 3.9 (Asymptotics). Let v € (1, %) Y« € ys,yr). Then the local LPH-type solution (p,w)
obtained from Theorem 2.15 may be extended to the right as a Yahil-type solution of (1.13) on the
whole interval [y, o0).

Moreover, as y — oo, the asymptotics of (p,w) are as follows. There exist constants k1 > 0 and
ko > 0 such that

1 . 2
Yy (2 —vy—w(y)) = k1, yZply) > ks asy— oo.

Proof. The global existence to the right follows from Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 3.8, while the nega-
tivity of u(y) follows directly from the bounds %= 37 <w(y) <2—1.
We begin by showing the asymptotics for w. Recall from (3.129) the identity

2-v-w)'=
2
FComw) WG DRES Y =l =t
_ _ ¥ v —w w -
y y o yrw? =yt ! y o oy —apr!
From Lemma 3.6 and the initial estimate y;% < —ﬁ, we see that there exists ¢ > 0 such that
p < ( - ﬁ - e) 5. As also p > 0, we easily see that

0<ply) <Cy =7,
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and so, for y large, we may estimate

Ay pw 2 —
w 4i3[’))’ _ﬂ,yp’y ' <Cy_1—ﬁ—e
y oyt 17 '
We re-write the middle term of (3.139) as
w( =Dy ( +1)
2,2 —1 2-7-w)
Yy o ytwE—yp
1 2 1 wyP T Y = DY (2L + 1)
=——(v=-1D(—/—+2)2-v- = 1 22—y —
y(7 )<2*7+w>( ! w)+y y2w?(y?w? —yp171) @=y-w)
3(v—1)
7 27w (-2 -y —w)? 31
- +O(y 2 W).
y yw(2 =)
Thus, we find
1
L 2-v-—w .
(2—'}/—(.0)/ < _M + Oy T

Y
leading to the desired estimate
0<2—v-wly) <Cy =,
as claimed. With this quantitative decay established, it is easier to see that this decay is also sharp by
using this estimate to treat the quadratic term in (2 —y —w) as higher order and so obtain a lower bound
of the same form: 2 — vy —w > cyfﬁ. Indeed, we easily see that the quantity (yﬁ (2—~— w))/ is
integrable as y — oo, giving the existence of k; as claimed.
Treating now p, we see from (3.128) that

iy dy 2
:y p(M+ )
y S p 2-7
us 2(0 —
_yz%p(—(v—l)zf(f_“;+1)(2—7—w)+44ﬁ3f—ﬁﬂpv 1)
oy y*w? —ypr-t

(v=7p)’

and the asymptotics just obtained for 2 — v — w and p immediately yield that y?fv p remains bounded

as y — oo. In particular, the right hand side of this identity is integrable as y — oo, giving the claimed
2

convergence of y 2= p. O

Lemma 3.10. Let~y € (1, %) Y« € Yy, yr), and let (p,w) be the global Yahil-type solution to the right
of (1.13) obtained as the extension of the LPH-type solution from Theorem 2.15. Then the solution
remains monotone (strictly monotone for y. > yy) in both p and w.

Proof. In the case y, = yy, we know that the solution to the right is exactly the far-field solution
(pf,wy) = (ky_ﬁ ,2 —y). We therefore need only to consider the case y, > yy for which w’(y.) >
0. Moreover, by the estimate p’ < —ﬁ% of Proposition 3.5 above, we have p’ < 0 for all y > y,. It
remains only to show that we retain also w’(y) > 0.

Suppose now that there exists a point yo > y. such that w’(yp) = 0. Then, from (1.13), we have

4 -3y —3w(yo) _ yow(yo)h(yo)
Yo G(yo) .

(3.140)
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Differentiating h(p, w), we obtain

d dr 4dm
7h :4 / _ 1 / _ / _ !
&y (p,w) =dww’ + (v = D' = 7— e w
4 h —(y—1(2-
— % — m wp + (p,w) — (v )( ) o
4 — 3y w
4— 3y — 3w h(4w? 4 (v — Dw)
=(2w? — (v = 1)(2—=7)+ hip,w —y .
(20 = (1= D2 =) + hlp.) = o)
Thus, at yo,
4 4T wh
R (yo) = — == &.

437" T i3 G
Arguing directly, we differentiate G to obtain
G'=(y =Dy %p = 2y0® — 2p%wu’
h
=(y-— 1)7,0”’_1% — 2yw? — 22w’
Thus, at yo,
14 —3y—3w
G/ — _ 1 Y 1
(o) =(y = 1)y e
We now further differentiate the second equation of (1.21) to obtain

P 3w 4-3y-3w wh yw'h  ywh n ywhG'

— 2yw?.

T I G G?
Hence, at yp, we find
4—-3y—-3w wh ywh' ywhG wh  ywh'  ywhG’
1
= —-— - :—27—7
" (vo) 2 ¢~ @ ¢~ o

(3.141)

(3.142)

(3.143)

where we have used (3.140) in the second equality. Substituting (3.142) into the second term and

(3.143) into the third term, we get

2hG | 5= yw?ph . ywh((y = 1)yp? 122025 — 9y0?)

W//(yo) = - G2 G2 G2
wh _
> 5 (20207 =y ) + (2 + (7= D+ (= D2 = 7))
14 —-3y—3w
+ (v = 1yp” AL 22/2002)7

where we have used that 4 > 0 (from p’ < 0) to obtain 2%

Grouping terms, we then find

4_3,pr > 2w? + (’Y - l)w + (7 - 1)(2 - 7)‘

wh/ o o vy—1 (y=1)2—-7) _1 4—3y—3w
w"(yo) Z@(y w?(2+ o7 2 Y+ (=24 (v - 1)7w ))

wh 5 5 1-1, (=12-7) 4—37—3w

e ]

where we have used that 77! < y2w? and —2 + (v — 1) 222223 < () forw € (4522,2 — 4). Thus,

y2wh

(o) = Lo (7 = D+ (Y =)@ =) + (= DA = 3y = 3w)w) > 0

forallw € (%, 2 — 7) (indeed, one easily checks that the roots of the quadratic on the right are — 1

3

and 2 —  while the coefficient of the quadratic term is negative), a contradiction to w’(yo) = 0. 0
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4 Solution to the left of the sonic point

To construct a global solution to (1.13), we now need to solve to the left of the sonic point. This is
the core of the construction of the global self-similar solution and is the most challenging part of the
proof analytically. We develop an ad hoc shooting method, varying the sonic time y, as our shooting
parameter, to find a critical g, for which the associated, local, LPH-type solution given by Theorem
2.15 can be extended smoothly up to the origin without meeting a second sonic point.

To proceed with this shooting argument, we partition the set of sonic times into three parts, defined
by the relation of the associated w(y; y.) to the Friedman solution wp = 4*337. The key set of values
Yy is those for which w(+; y.) intersects wg before a second sonic point occurs, which we call ) (see
definition below). As we expect a global solution to agree with the Friedman solution only at the origin,
we find the critical ¢, which leads to the global solution as the infimum of a connected component of
V.

Throughout the section, the functions (p(-; y«),w(+; y«)) will be taken to refer to the extension of
the unique LPH-type solution obtained from Theorem 2.15 as a solution of (1.13).

Following the strategy of [11], we can first define the sonic time and then partition the set [y, y#]
as follows.

Definition 4.1 (Sonic time, X', ), Z).

s(y») = inf{y € (0,5) | (p(-;+),w (- yx)) extends onto (y, y.] and vp(y; y.)" " =y w(y; y.)* > 0}

(4.144)
and then the following sets:
4 — 3y
X ={y« € lyy, inf w(Y; Ys) > ,
v €lypyr)l _ inf - wlyiy) 5 )
. 4—3y
Y ={y« € lys,yr) | there exists y € (s(yx), y«) such that w(y; y.) = ——1,
4 — 3y . 4 — 3y
Z={y. € lypyr)lolyiys) > —5— forally & (s(y.),y) and _ inf — wly;y.) < 2
ye(s(y*),y*) 3
(4.145)
as well as the fundamental set
- . oy 4 — 3y
Y = {y. € [ys,yr) [for all §u € [y, yr), there exists y € (s5(7.),Yx) such that w(y; y.) = }-
(4.146)
Finally, we define the value
s« = inf Y. (4.147)

Note that yr € X as (p(-;y5),w(5y5)) = (pf, wy).

Remark 4.2. The unique extension of the local, unique LPH-type solution onto (s(y«),y«) can be
thought of as a maximal extension of the solution obtained by Theorem 2.15, and for the rest of this
section, we will take the solution (p(-;y«),w(;y«)) of (1.13) to be defined on this maximal interval.

To show that the solution associated to ¢, can be extended to the origin to give a global solution, we
require a number of further properties. First, we will show various continuity properties along the flow,
a priori bounds away from the sonic time, upper semi-continuity of the sonic time and the openness of
Y. Next, we will demonstrate some basic invariant regions that hold as y decreases. The key insight
that will allow us to show the global existence of the solution is that, for y. € Y, the solution w(-; y«)
must remain monotone as y decreases until w meets the Friedman value %. By propagating this
property along Y to ¥, in the key Proposition 4.14, we are able to show that no second sonic point
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forms in the solution from ¥, and hence the solution may be extended to the origin. In the final part of
this section, we also conclude that the global solution indeed takes the value w(0) = 47% at the origin
and that the density remains bounded globally.

4.1 Continuity properties
We first show the simple positivity of the density to the left of the sonic point.

Lemma 4.3. Let v € (1, %) Y« € [ys,yr| and let (p,w) be the associated unique LPH-type solution
n (s(ys); y«). Then p(y) > 0 for all y € (s(ys), ys)-

Proof. From the first equation of (1.21), we rearrange to find
yh(p,w)
G(y; p,w)

For any y1 € (s(y«),y« — V), where v is as in Theorem 2.15, we know that as the solution exists, is
continuous, and G > 0 on the closed interval [y;, y. — v], we have a bound

(logp) =

yh(p,w) ’
G(y; p,w) !l —

where C' may depend on y1, y. etc., and so, integrating, we see that on [y1, y. — V], log p remains
bounded, and hence p > 0. As y1 € (s(y«), Yy« — ) was arbitrary, we conclude that p > 0 holds on the
whole interval (s(yx), y«)- O

Lemma 4.4. Let v € (1, %) Y« € [ys,yr| and let (p,w) be the associated unique LPH-type solution
n (s(y«), y«) Then, if there exists yo € (s(y«), y«) such that w(yo) = 0, we have that

w(y) < 0and p(y) < p(yo) for all y € (s(y.), yo)- (4.148)

Proof. For any yo € (s(y«), ys) such that w(yo) = 0, the second equation of (1.21) gives w’'(yo) =
% > 0, which is only possible if w > 0 on an interval to the right of yy. On the other hand, if there
exists 3o € (s(yx), y») such that w(yo) = 0, then as w(y) < 0 for all y € (s(y.), yo), we obtain for all
such y that

47
h(p,w)=2w2+(’y—1)w+(’y—1)(2—'y)—4_ pw > 0,

3y

where we have used that the quadratic function 2w? + (y — l)w + (y — 1)(2 —v) > O forallw € R
and p > 0. Thus, from the first equation of (1.21), we have p’ > 0 on (s(y«),yo) and so p(y) < p(¥o)
on the whole interval. O

We begin by establishing some a priori estimates on the solution to the left as long as it remains
subsonic, i.e., as long as we remain on the interval (s(yx), Yx ).
Lemma 4.5. Let v € (1, %), Y« € [ys,yr| and let (p,w) be the associated unique LPH-type solution
n (s(y«), ys). Let a > % > 0. Then there exists C > 0, depending on v and « but independent of
Y« € [Ys,yr|, such that the solution (p,w) satisfies the a priori bounds

C
py) < e (4.149)
1 c'T
w(y)| < Qﬁm' (4.150)
y 2
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Proof. Throughout the proof, constants will appear depending continuously on pg, wo and y.. We
will use the continuous dependence with respect to v, € [yf,yr] of these parameters to make the
dependence on +y only.

Step 1: Prove (4.150) assuming (4.149).
To prove the a priori bounds on w, we observe that it suffices to prove the claimed upper bound (4.149)
for p on (s(y«), y«) as the condition G(y; p,w) > 0 then yields the simple bound

|<\ﬁp%
=y

w(y)

which gives the claimed bound for w of (4.150).
Step 2: Prove (4.149) in the region {w < 0}.

We first note that 4-—3 3
Y

which follows easily from (3.113). From here we see that for any y € (s(y), y«), we have

4 — 3y

3
(pw)" + = p>0,

where we have used Lemma 4.3. We easily deduce (y>pw)’ > 0 and thus
Powoy:

e
By Lemma 4.4, the region {w < 0} is invariant under the dynamics of the flow to the left and, if there

exists y1 € ($(yx«), yx) such that w(y;y) = 0, then p(y) < p(y1) on the whole interval (s(y.),y1). Itis
therefore sufficient to prove that (4.149) holds on the interval [y, y. — V], where

(pw)(y) < (4.152)

Yo = inf{y € (s(ys),ys+) [w(y) > 0on (y,ys)}.

Step 3: Conclude the bound (4.149) for p on the remaining region, {w > 0}.

Let § € (0, 4_337) be fixed (and small). Then on the set {w > Jy®}, where 6 and o > 0 are to be

chosen later, we have from (4.152)

woy? 1 _
o) < Bt = Cugy™ . (4.153)

By continuity of the flow away from the sonic point, the set

1c

A={y € (s(3),v) [w(y) € (0,09), ply) > 55y}

is an open subset of (yo, y«). If A is empty, we are done. Suppose A is not empty. It may therefore be
written as a (possibly countable) union of disjoint, non-empty, open intervals. Taking such an interval,
(y1,y2), note that by the invariance of the set {w < 0}, we cannot have w(y2) = 0. We must therefore

have either w(y2) = dy$ (in which case (4.153) applies) or p(y2) = %%y; (3+) and hence, in either
case, o o
S5u2 T < pln) < <y . (4.154)

For § sufficiently small, depending only on « and «, on (y1, y2), we have

e . < ~pr L > 4
5P = Glypw) <9p7 and hip,w) = =3

>
po = 4 — 3y
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Therefore, from the first equation of (1.21), we have the lower bound

p/ > _é 8 a+1l 3—v —.
v4=3y
Rearranging and integrating this differential inequality leads to
0cy (2 — o 0c.(2—
2-1) Yo 4 2-7)
24« 24+«
Note now that, by (4.154), p(y-) satisfies

a+1

—c.6y* TPV on (y1,0).

p(y) ") > pyy) ") — y* o forally € (y1,y2). (4.155)

0162_7y53+a)(27'y) < p(y2)—(2—’y) < 0252_a,y53+a)(277),

for some constants C, Co > 0 depending only on «y (where we have used that the constant C', depends
continuously on y, € [ys,yr] to remove dependence on ). Noting that 2 — v < 1 so that § < 82
for 6 < 1, we now choose o > % > 0so that (34 «)(2 —v) < 2+ «, and hence, provided § was
chosen small (depending on ~, o), we have

_(o— de (2 — o
p(yg) (2—v) _ ( 7) 2+ >

—(2—-7)
o V2 p(y2) :

Thus, returning to (4.155), we obtain, for all y € (y1, y2),

1 B = 1 —(3%a s

ply) < <§p(y2) (2 7)) T <es Ly B+ < o5 Ly=(3+a),
which yields the desired claim as the obtained estimate is independent of the choice of component
(y1,y2) and C depends on  and « only. ]

The following lemma allows us to extend any solution further to the left from a point yo € (0, y.)
provided the solution is uniformly subsonic, i.e., G(y; p,w) > n > 0. Moreover, the time that we may
extend by depends only on yq and 7.

Lemma 4.6. Let v € (1, %), Y« € [ys,yr| and let (p,w) be the associated unique LPH-type solution
on (s(yY«),yx). Suppose that, for some yo € (s(y«),ys — v), we have G(y; p,w) > n > 0 for all
Y € [Yo,y« — V). Then there exists T > 0, depending only on vy, yo and 1, such that the solution may
be extended onto the interval [yo — T, y.] while remaining subsonic, i.e., s(y.) < yo — 7. Moreover, on
the extended region, [yo — T, yo|, we retain the inequalities

1
C’q S P S M7 |w| S M7 G(yvpaw) Z 5773 (4156)
where C, and M depend only on vy, yo and 1.
Proof. By Lemma 4.5, we have a constant M/ > 0, depending only on  and ¥ such that
1 1
0<p< §M, lw] < §M on [yo, Y« — V.
As G(y; p,w) > n on the whole interval, we make the trivial estimate
1 2 2\7T
p=—(n+y%?) 220,
v
where (', depends only on v and 7.

We are therefore in the situation of Proposition A.1 with constant M having only the dependence
claimed in the statement of the lemma. All of the estimates then follow from Proposition A.1. 0
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Before we can continue, we need some continuity properties both of the sonic time, and of the flow
with respect to y, away from sonic points.

Proposition 4.7. Let v € (1, %) and y. € lyy,yr). Then the following hold.

(i) The sonic time is upper semi-continuous:

lim sup s(7x) < s(y«)-

Ju =Y

(ii) Suppose (y')2, C [yf,yr) converge y — y.. Suppose further that there exist yo € (0, y, —v)
and n > 0 such that s(yl) < yo for all n, p(y;y%) and w(y;y?) are uniformly bounded on
[vo, Y, and

G(y; p(ysy2),w(ysyl)) > foralln €N, y € [yo, yx — V).

Then there exists T = T(n,yo) > 0 such that
s(ys) <yo—71, s(yy) <yo—TforallneN.

(iii) Suppose that s(y.) < yo. Then for any € > 0, there exist 6 > 0 and T > 0 such that for all
Us € lyy, yr| satisfying |G, — y«| < 0, the estimate

|(p(y; G), (5 G4)) — (p(y3 ), w(y3 )| < €
holds uniformly in y on [yo — T, ys — V].
Proof. As the proof of this Proposition is substantially similar to the proof of [11, Proposition 4.5], we
defer the details to Appendix D. O
4.2 Invariant structures
Definition 4.8. We define the critical time

4 —
3

3
Ye(ys) = inf{y € (s(ya), 4) | wW(§, 90) > ——— forall § € (y,y.)}- (4.157)

Lemma 4.9. Let v € (1,3), y» € [yy, yr) and let (p,w) be the associated unique LPH-type solution
on (s(y«),y«). Suppose that yo € (s(y«),y«) is such that on (yo,y.), we have h(p,w) < 0 and

w > 4_%. Then the following hold.

i) At most one of the conditions h(p,w) = 0 and w = =3 can occur at yo.
P 3 Yo

(ii) If h(p,w) = 0 at yo, then inf ¢ (5(y. )y )W > %.

(iii) If there exists y1 € [Yo(ya),ys] such that yy > 0 and limy~,,, w(y) = 2522, then we must have

3
y1 > s(y)-
Thus if inf ¢ (5(y.),y.) W < 47%, we must have that h < 0 on (yc(y«), Ys)-

Remark 4.10. Recalling the notation of Definition 4.1, (i) if y« € Y U Z then h < 0 on (yc(y«), Y« );
(ii) if y« € lyr,yr) \ Y and y.(y.) = s(y«) > 0, then

4—-3
limsup w(y) > 7
YN (ya)+ 3
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Proof. (i) Suppose that at yo both b = 0 and w = 4= 37 . Solving the condition h(p, 4= 3“’) = 0 leads

directly to p = =-. Using the local existence and umqueness of the ODE system around a non-sonic
(and non-zero) pomt yo from Proposition A.1, we therefore get that the solution is locally, and hence
also globally, the Friedman solution, wrp = 4_337, pPF = é. In particular, at the sonic point y,. we
must also have (po, wo) = (5=, %) and hence y, = yp. But this is a contradiction as the Friedman
solution is not of LPH-type by Proposition 2.16(iii).

(ii) Suppose that h(p,w) = 0 at yo (for short, we will write ~(yo) = 0). As h < 0 on (Yo, y«), we must
have h/(yo) < 0. Note also that, by part (i), we have w(yg) > %. As yo is not a sonic point and
h(yo) = 0, we have that p’(yo) = 0 also. Thus, at g, from (3.141), we have

d —1D(2-—~
Sh(p,w)],_,, = (2 _0=b=)
y w
1 4= 3y — 3w (4.158)
—(2w*=(y=-1(2- _
=L ()@= (),
where we have again used that A = 0 in the w’ equation of (1.21). Clearly as w(yo) £ 3"’ , the second

bracket is strictly negative (and w > 0). The first bracket satisfies

<0 ifw| < ws,
>0 if [w] > w,

2% — (v — 1)(2—”/){

where we recall w, = 4/ (771)2& from Lemma 2.1.

Case 1: w(yo) € (% wy). In this case, we arrive at a contradiction to h’(yo) 0.
(recall from Lemma 2.1 that w, > 25 37 only for y > 19 w1th equality at v = )
Case 2: w(yo) > ws. In this case, we break the proof mto several steps.
Step 1: We first show that there exists § > O such that fory € (yo — 9, yo), we have h > 0.
We treat this in two sub-cases. First, suppose that w(yg) > w.. Then we have h'(yo) < 0, and hence
the existence of such a § > 0 is clear.
If, on the other hand, w(yo) = w., we have that h'(yo) = h(yo) = 0. By part (i), we must have

w, > *=27 (and hence we have 7 > ). Recall from (1.21) that

'’ yph
S = yre?

"o yp / yp !
a <%0”‘1 - y2w2)h " <wﬂ‘1 - wa?) g
Thus also p” (yo) = p’(y0) = 0.
Differentiating the middle line of (3.141) further, we use again h(yo) = h'(yo) = 0 to see

So

h'(yo) = (2(@')2 + 2ww” — (o =1HE-7) W+ O -=DE2-7) (w/)z)

(v—DHE2 -1
w(yo)?

Y=Yo

—(2+ )@ (10))* >0,
where we have used w(yo) = w. in the second line and w’(yo) < 0. But this forces h to have a
minimum at yo, contradicting h(yo) = 0 and h(y) < 0 for y > yo.

Step 2: Conclude the invariance of the region {h > 0}.

Now for y € (yo — 6,%0), as h > 0, we must have p’ > 0 and «’ < 0 as we also have w > 2537,

3
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Thus, as we decrease y, we are in an invariant region as p decreases and w increases, taking us further
away from the level set {h = 0}. Compare Figure 3. Thus as long as the flow exists, we will retain in

. . . 4-3
particular for y € (s(y«),%o) the inequality w(y) > w. > =5.
(iii) Suppose lim sup,\ ,, w(y1) = 4_337. Then we must have, for y close to y1,

-1 _
Yw(y)® < yiwg =vpy " <p(y)

where we have used that wy > 47% and also p’ < 0 on (y.(y«), y«) by part (ii). Thus the flow is still
uniformly subsonic at y; and hence either y; = 0 or s(y.) < y1. O

4.3 Properties of the fundamental set Y
We begin by proving a basic topological property of ), and hence of Y: that the set is open.

Lemma 4.11. Let~y € (1, %) The set Y is open. Therefore also Y is the open interval (§., yr).

Proof. Lety, € Y. As h(;y«) < 0 on [y.(y«), y« — v] by Lemma 4.9, we must have at y.(y,) that
W' (ye(y«); y«) > 0, and so there exists 7 > 0 such that w(y; y.) < % fory € (ye(ys) — 27, yc(ys))
and s(y«) < yc(y«) — 27 (by definition of Y, y.(y«) > s(y«), so this may be achieved by taking 7
smaller if necessary). Let ¢ > 0 be sufficiently small. By parts (i) and (iii) of Proposition 4.7, there
exists § > 0 such that for all §, € [y, yp] satisfying |§. — y.| < &, we have () < ye(y) — 37 and

|(p(y; 5), (Y3 54)) = (p(Y394), (Y3 9:)) | < €

forally € [y.(y«) — 7, y« — v]. By taking ¢ < % —w(ye(y«) — 73 Y« ), we get that for all § satisfying
|9 — Y| <6, 4_3
. —3y
W(ye(ys) = T9x) < —5—

and hence y, € ) also. We have shown that ) is open.

To show the claim for Y, we note that clearly Y is a connected component of ). As ) is open, Y
is therefore an open interval. Moreover, by Lemma 2.8 and the continuity with respect to both y and
ys« of Theorem 2.15, we have that there exist 4; > 0 and € > 0 such that, for yp — 61 < y. < yr and

Y € [yx — v, y«] we have w'(y) > €. A simple continuity argument then reveals, as w(yr; yr) = %,
there exists § > 0 such that (yp — J,yr) C V. Thus Y is non-empty and we have
Y = (g*a yF)
O

We wish to prove that the LPH-type solution associated to . exists on all of (0, %), i.e., that
s(yx) = 0. To prove this, we show the stronger property that, for all y. € Y, the function w(-; y.)
remains strictly monotone on the set [y.(y«), y«]. This is not simply a technical observation but is a
key stage in constructing a globally defined LPH-type solution. In providing the additional qualita-
tive information of monotonicity for w, this represents a significant advance over earlier work in the
isothermal case. We therefore make the following definition.

Definition 4.12. Ler v € (1, %) The set of y. € Y for which the relative velocity w remains strictly
monotone to the right of the critical time y.(y.) is defined to be

S :={y. € Y| forall §. € [ys, yr), W' (y;7=) > 0 forall y € [ye(«), T} (4.159)
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Note that if y, is close to yr, then the monotonicity holds on [y.(y«),y«] and y. € S.

The key property that we will now prove is that S = Y. In addition to giving the monotonicity
of w(+;y.) for all y, € Y, this also guarantees a uniform lower bound on the function G, and hence
ensures that the flow remains strictly subsonic. Before stating and proving this result, we first note a
technical lemma that will be essential for the proof.

Lemma 4.13. Lety € (1, %), Y« € [yf, yr| and let (p,w) be the associated urfique LPH-type solution
on ($(y«), Y« ). Suppose that at a point yo € (8(y«), y«) such that w(yo) € (%, 2 — ), we have that
W' (yo) = W (yo) = 0. Then w® () < 0.

The proof of this lemma is delayed until after Corollary 4.15 and the proof of Proposition 4.14
further below.

Proposition 4.14. Ler v € (1, %) Then, for all y. €Y, the solution (p(-;y.),w(:;ys)) defined by
Theorem 2.15 and extended to the interval (s(y. ), y«) satisfies w'(y;y«) > 0forally € [yc(y«), Y],
and so

S=Y.

We note the following important corollary.

Corollary 4.15. Let v € (1, %) Y« € [ys,yr| and let (p,w) be the associated unique LPH-type
solution on (s(yx« ), y« ). There exists n > 0 such that, for all y. €Y,

G(y; p(y; 94 ), w(W39)) 2 >0 forally € [yc(ys), y« — V).

Proof. By continuity properties at the sonic point y,. (from Theorem 2.15), there existv > 0andn > 0
(independent of y.) such that G(y. — v;y.) > n > 0forall y, € [ys,yr|. Then, for any y,. € S, as
w' > 0and p’ < 0on [ye(ys),y.], we retain G(y; y.) > non [ye(y.), y« — V] as

d _
3y CWpw) =70y =1y 0 = 2yw® — 2y%wu’ < 0.

Thus we have a uniform lower bound on G for y, € S and, as S = Y by Proposition 4.14, we
conclude. 0

Proof of Proposition 4.14. We note by the proof of Corollary 4.15 above that for y, € S we have a
uniform lower bound G (y; y.) > 1 on [ye(ys«), y« — v] fory, € S.

Note in addition that (1.21) gives that w’ = W(y, w, p) for some continuous function W away from
sonic points. Continuity (respectively uniform continuity) of w, p etc with respect to y or y, then leads
to continuity (respectively uniform continuity) of w’.

To conclude the proof of the Proposition, we will proceed in several steps to show that S is both
open and relatively closed in Y.

Step 1: We first show that S is open.

Take y. € S. Then we have the lower bounds G > 7, w’ > ¢1, —h > ¢o on [y.(y«), y« — v] for some
c1,¢2 > 0. By Lemma 4.6, we can therefore extend the solution onto an interval [y. — 7, y.], where
7 = 7(n,y:) > 0, and retain the inequality w’ > %cl > 0. By upper semi-continuity of the sonic time,
there exists § > 0 such that if |§. — y.| < J, we have

s(0x) < s(yx) + % < Ye(ys) — g

Using that S C Y and open-ness of Y, by possibly shrinking § > 0, we may assume that if |§. — y.| <
d, then g, € Y and that, by the uniform continuity property of Proposition 4.7(iii), y.(7x) > ye(yx) — %
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and, as w’ is a continuous function of (y, p,w), also w'(-;y«) > ¢ on [y(y«) — T, ], in particular,
Us €S.

Step 2: We collect properties associated to a sequence of y € S withy! — y. € Y.

To show S is relatively closed in Y, first suppose y; € S are such that y} — y,. € Y. Clearly if any
of the y7 < ., then also y,. € S. It therefore suffices to suppose that y* decreases monotonically to
y«. Suppose for a contradiction that there exists yo € [ye(yx«), ¥«] such that w’(yo; y«) = 0. Clearly,
as h < 0on [y.(y«),y« — v] and w'(y« — v;y.) > 0, we must have yo € (yc(y«),y« — ) (and we
suppose without loss of generality that we are working with the largest such yg). Moreover, as each of
the ¥y € S, we have the uniform lower bound G(y;y?) > n on [y.(y¥), y« — v] (we have used the
monotonicity of ¢y to replace the upper limit on the interval with y, — v rather than y! — v).

Note that, by assumption, y,. € Y. Therefore y.(y«) > s(yx).

Step 3: We show that there exists 7 > 0 such that W' (y;y«) < 0 on (yo — 7,y0) and yo — 7 >

Ye(ys) + 7.
By definition of g, we must have w” (yo; y+) > 0. If w” (yo; y«) > 0, the claim easily follows. On the
other hand, as y. € (yr,yr), then w(y.;y«) € (%, 2 — ) and, by definition of yo € (ye(Ys), Y« )s
we see that w’(y; y«) > 0 on (yo, y«), leading to 4_337 < w(Yo; y«) < w(Ys;ys) < 2 — . Thus, by
Lemma 4.13, if o’ (y0; ¥+ ) = w” (y0; ¥«) = 0, we have w(®) (yo; ) < 0. This then forces w’(+; y.) < 0
on a punctured interval centred at ¥, a contradiction. The existence of the claimed 7 is proved.

Step 4: Apply uniform convergence to obtain a contradiction and deduce S is relatively closed.
Upper semi-continuity of the sonic time from Proposition 4.7 again gives that, for n sufficiently large,
s(yl) <s(ye) + 5 <welye) + 5 <wo— 5.

Suppose for a contradiction that lim sup,, , . ¥.(y?) = g > yo—7. Without loss of generality, we take
a further subsequence y? such that y.(y?) — ¥.. By Lemma 4.6, there exists T' = T'(n, §.) € (0,7)
such that

n n 1 —
G(y; p(y; i), w(y;vs)) > o fory e [Je — Ty« —v], alln € N,

Therefore, applying the uniform convergence of Proposition 4.7(iii), we obtain

- ) B n 4 — 3y
W(Je — Tiys) = lim w(ge — T;v5)

n— 00 3

IN

b

a contradiction t0 y.(y«) < yo — 27 as G > yo — T and T < 7.
Thus, for n sufficiently large, we obtain that y.(y2) < yo — § and hence w’(y;y%) > 0 on (yo —
Z.%0) as well as G(y; p(y; y2), w(y; ¥2')) > mon [yo — 5, y» — v]. But this gives a contradiction to the

convergence
w'(yo — z;yf) — w'(yo — I;y*) < 0asn — oo.

4 4
Thus y,. € S and so S is relatively closed in Y.
As S is relatively open and closed in Y and Y is connected, we must therefore have S =Y. O

Proof of Lemma 4.13. Step 1: Derive identities for w(yo), h'(yo) and G’ (yo).
We begin by recalling from (3.140) and (3.142) the identities

4 — 3y — 3w(yo) _ yow(yo)h(yo)

4.160
Yo G(yo) (4160)
oo A yop(yo)w(yo)
5 (Wo) = —— 3 Gl (4.161)
_yh oy + (- Dw+ (v —1)(2-19))
G G
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_4=3y-3w y+ (- e+ (=12 -7)

4.162
e a ( )
Also, from (3.141), we recall that
4 h—(y—-1)(2-
W) = 2 — _ﬂngp, L= . )2=7)
Arguing directly, we differentiate G to obtain
G =(y— 1)y % — 2yw® — 2y°wu’
h
=(y- l)wﬂ’l% - 2yw? — 2y°wu’
— 2 2\ Yh 2 2
=(v—-1)(G+y°w )E—Zyw — 2y ww'’.
Thus, at yo,
4—3y-3
G'(yo) = (v — 1)(G + y%ﬂ)# — 2w’ (4.163)
Step 2: Derive identities for w" (yo) and solve for p(yo), G(yo) and h(yo).
We now further differentiate the ODE for w to obtain
s 3w 4-3y-3w wh yw'h ywh n ywhG’
Y 12 G G G G?
Hence, at y(, we find
4—-3v—3w wh ywh' ywhG 4—-3v—3w ywh' ywhG'
7 _ _ 27 =_9 — 4.164
w"(yo) " e ot " o T (1Y)

where we have used (4.160) in the second equality. Recalling that at yo we have w” (yo) = 0, this gives
the identity

ywhG  ywh' 4—3vy—3w
— =2 . 4.165
ez e " ( )
Applying (4.160), (4.162) and (4.163) to expand the left hand side, we find at yg
gt =3y — 3w _M(g _ E)
y2 G ‘G h
4—3y—3w 5 9 4—3y—3w 2yw?
S —1)(G _
P R CRN R e =
_ A3y 3wyt (v Dwt (0 - 1)@—7)))
yw G
Simplifying, we find
2 _ 4-3y-3w  (y—Dywd =37y -3w)+y((y - Dw+ (v -1)(2—-7))
=(v—2) +
y Yyw G
4 — 3y — 3w 3w+ (5-3y)w+2—7v
(v-2) T (y=1y e ;

which we rearrange to solve for G(yo) as

(4=37)2—-7—-w)
yw

G (o) =(v—1Dy(=3w*+(5-37)w+2—7) =y(y—1)2—v—w)(Bw+1),

49



so that ( 1) (3 1)
Y — w +
G ="
(o) =y w—"71" 3
Note therefore that

_ (y=1DBw+1) wH+vy-—1
10" (yo) = Gyo) + ypw(yo)® = zﬂu(w w) = waW

and, from (4.160),

(= 1)(Bw+1)(4 -3y — 3w)
h‘(yO)_ wa G= 473,_)/ '

Therefore also

o) = — A= 37) (h = 2” - q;:w ~(=12-7)

CWPBy D +wy =50 -1 - (y=1)*(4-3y)

4w

Step 3: Collect necessary identities for h" (yo) and G" (yo).
To compute w(®) (1), we first need h” (1) and G” (yo). Clearly, from (3.141), we have

4 4 ph+yp'h  yph'  yphG’
h/l — _ //:_ ( _ )
W)=-—r=—13*"6 T& &

R w(p(4—3’y—3w)+4—37—3w@72p(473773w)
43y y2w yw G y2w

4 4—3y-3 4— 3y —3w)?
I p(f y—3w  (4-37y—3w) )

4 — 3y 12 y2w

where we have used (4.165) in the middle line and (4.160) repeatedly.
Similarly, we compute G” (yo) as

21,2 / /
W) = (o — 12718 -ty yhGhy o,
G" (yo) =v(v = 1)°p" " g +(y = o (G+ R ) 2w
_ 9 9 3 5 (4 — 3y —3w)? C(A-3v 3w 4-37—-3w
=@+ (-1 - D (g

= = DO 2800 (4 1204 = 3y - 80) - (- 1)) — 22

where we have again used (4.165) in the middle line and (4.167) in the last line.
Step 4: Conclude an identity for w(®) (yo) and prove the sign condition.
Finally, we compute w(®) (y):

4—3v—3w wh' whG"  ywh”

w® (yo) =2 -2 +2 +2

(4.166)

(4.167)

(4.168)

(4.169)

)-2

ywh'G’ n ywhG" 2ywh(G’)2

Y3 G G2 G G2 G2

4—3v—3w g’4—3fy—3w_hf”4—37—3w+G7”4—3fy—3w

=6—— T 4
y3 G y? h Yy G Yy
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by using again (4.165). Substituting in the identities for A" (yo), G” (yo), we get

W (yo)ys
4—3y—3w
202 4—3y—3w 2yw?
—6—dy((y - 1)1+ L)z T
“ i “ (4.170)
4 @(_4—37—3w+(4—37—3w)2> :
4—3’}/}1 y2 y2w
2
Y ((w+y—1)(4 =3y —3w) IR L s
+G< (4= 37)w (v=1)?4-3y-3w)— (v - Lw) — 2w )

By inserting (4.166) for G(yo), (4.168) for h(yg), and (4.169) for p(yo), this becomes a polynomial
in w with coefficients depending on y. Taking it term-by-term, we substitute (4.166) into the second
term to find

y2w2)4—3'y—3w B 2yw2)
G yw G
(4—3y)w 4—3y—3w 2w(4 — 37) >
=—4 -1+ -
y(w )( (7—1)(3er1)> yw y(y —DBw+1)
w (37 —5) —w?(6y — 7)(y — 1) +w(y — 1)*(4 — 3)
(v — Dw?(3w + 1)
For the third term, we use (4.168) and (4.169) to get

—4y(('y -1+

(4.171)

=4

. y? 4—3y—3w  (4—3y—3w)?
4— 3y %( B ;2 + ( y’éw ) )
w3y —1) +w(6y =5)(y = 1) = (v = 1)*(4 = 3v)
(v—1Dw?(Bw+1)
—4(3y — 1)w? — (3392 — 59y + 24)w? + (v — 1)(4 — 37) (107 — 9w — (v — 1)%(4 — 3v)?
(v = 1Dw?(Bw+1) '

= (4 -3y —4w)

For the last term, we again substitute (4.166) to get

2 (W _ — 3~ — 3w
%(( +7 (41)_(;)37 3 )((7_1)2(4—37—3@—(7—1)W)—2w2)

B 4 — 3y (w+~v—1)(4 -3y —3w) 9 )
(v - 1)w(3w+1)< (4 —3y)w (('Y_ 1)*(4 =3y —3w) — (v — 1)w) — 2w )

(4=37)2(v =13 = 9(y — 1)*(4 = 3y)w + (27(y = 1)* — (v = 1))w? + (99* — 9y — 2)w?
(v — Dw? (3w +1) '

Substituting in all of these identities and simplifying, we find

w® (yo)ys
4 —3v— 3w
_ —(4=3y)
(v = Dw?(1 + 3w)
X ((37 — D + (992 — 18y + Nw? + (7 — 1)(99* — 24y + 1d)w + (v — D3 (2 — 7)(4 — 37))
4.172)
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It is simple to verify that the roots of the cubic in w on the right hand side are

(4-31)0 -1
w=—(r-1), EF 2y,
and so, as (4_3)7(?_1) < 4_33'* forall v € (1, 3), we easily see that for w € (4_337 ,2 — ), the right

hand side of this formula is strictly positive. As 4 — 3y — 3w(yo) < 0, this yields w® (yo) < 0, as
required. 0

Remark 4.16. The arguments of Proposition 4.14 may be extended also to the isothermal case, v = 1,
treated previously in [11], to show that the obtained Larson-Penston solution satisfies the inequality

/

w' > 0.

This can be seen by following the proof of Lemma 4.13 with v = 1. It can be seen that it is impossible
10 have w(yo) € (3,1) and ' (yo) = w” (yo) = 0 simultaneously. Indeed, computing as far as (4.165)
and making the necessary substitutions as in the following equation, the fact that G is independent of
p when v = 1 allows us to solve directly for w(yo) and find either w(yo) = % orw(yo) = 1. We then
follow the proof of Proposition 4.14 to obtain the monotonicity of w in the isothermal case v = 1.

The next key result in this section is to show that the LPH-type solution associated to the critical
value ¢, exists on the whole of (0, %.) and hence is a global solution of (1.13). This is the content of
the following proposition.

Proposition 4.17. Ler v € (1, %) The sonic time and critical time associated to . satisfy s(§.) =
Ye(¥s) = 0.

Proof. Asin [11, Proposition 4.12], there are 3 cases.

Case I: y.(y.) = 0. Then we are done as, by definition, s(%.) < y.(Tx).

Case 2: y.(§x) > s(yx) > 0. Then by continuity of the solution, we must have w(y.(7x); Jx) = %,
and hence 3, € Y, a contradiction to Y = (J, yr).

Case 3: y.(y«) = s(g«) > 0. Now take a sequence y? — ¥, such that all y* € Y. Then by definition
of Y, ye(y2) > s(y?) for all n € N. We define

Je = limsup(ye(yl))

Without relabelling, we take a subsequence such that y.(y”) — .. Then from Lemma 4.6 and Propo-
sition 4.14, we know that there exist > 0 and 7 = 7(1,7.) > 0 such that for all n sufficiently
large

Gy; p(y; v ), w(y; i) = >0 forally € [Je — 7,y — V).

From Proposition 4.7(ii), we therefore find that, possibly shrinking 7, we have s(7x), s(y?) < g.—7 for
all n. Therefore, using the uniform convergence of Proposition 4.7(iii) on the interval [, — 7, y« — V],
we find that the limit

_ . 4 — 3y
w(le; ) = lm w(ye(yl), vit) = :
n—oo 3
and thus y.(gx) > ¥ > s(¥x), a contradiction to the assumption y.(¥x) = s(¥x)- O
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4.4 Asymptotics at the scaling origin, y = 0

It is straightforward to exploit the uniform convergence property of Proposition 4.7 to obtain the weak
monotonicity of w(+; 7. ). However, in order to obtain the strict monotonicity and the correct boundary
value at the origin, y = 0, we must rule out the possibility that 3/, = y.

Lemma 4.18. Let v € (1, %) The critical sonic point i, is not equal to yy. In particular, the global
solution (p(;7x),w(-; J«)) is not the far-field solution (ps,wy), defined in (1.23).

Before presenting the proof of this lemma, we collect some identities for an important auxiliary
function.

Lemma 4.19. Let v € (1, %), Y« € Yy, yr] and let (p,w) be the associated unique LPH-type solution
on (5(Yx«), Y« ). We define a function

=——0 )y wpT — ——. 4.173)

Then the following identity holds for f(y):

_ 47
(4 —37)

) yp* ™" (f(y)(v - 1)<2 -7+ yg )

+(2-7- w)(l — (- 1)Fﬁ3wy2wp2‘” -(v-1)

(4.174)

Remark 4.20. The principal utility of the function f is in comparing the density of an LPH-type
solution to the density of the far-field solution, py. Indeed, by construction (compare (1.23)),

_ 2
yQOpr? T m =0.

4
(4 —37)

Moreover, for y. € (yg,yr], we have f(y.) > 0 by (3.112).

Proof. Lety. € [ys,yr) and let (p,w) = (p(-;y«),w(-;y«)). Direct differentiation yields

4m _ _ ySwhp?=7 2 — Y)yPwhp*
f'(w) =7(2ywp2 T+ y(4 =3y = 3w)p* T — 2=
(4 =37) ¢ ¢ (4.175)
—Lpr’V(Q—’y—w—ﬁ—(v—l)(—M—Q)) .
Y(4—3y) G '
Next, we rearrange the equation for f’. We expand
2
Y wh _9
G
_rnylr o yw(@l (- Det (- D@-7)
B Yot — P -
4
LA sy, VPPERVGS (@ (- et (1) (2 7))
ya—3)’ Y’ Y7 T = yPw?) P = yPw?
aT
=2-Nfly) - 2—7—w) =y wp®”
(2= 7)F ) — ( e P
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. v (fW) +5%5)  yPw(2w?+ (v - Dw+ (v - 1)(2 - 1))

VP = yrw? VP — yPw?

T 2w3
=2-Nfly -2-7- w)Fi 3 yrwp + LTV Gf(y)
y(Bw? — (= Dw — (Y= 1)(2 - 7))
+ & :
Note that
=D (- = (- D2 =) =~ = D=7 - )G + 1),

Therefore, substituting this into (4.175), we have

, _ 4 —y y2w3
f(y)—myp2 <f(y)(v—1)(2—v+ o )
™ 2u(y = 1)(&£ +1
+(2—7—w)(1—(7—1)ﬁy2w2’”—(v—l)y o é( 17 ))>
that is, (4.174). O

Proof of Lemma 4.18. Step 1: Setup for a contradiction argument.

Suppose for a contradiction that 7, = yy, so that Y = (y;,yr). We will use the fact that for any
Y« € (yr,yr), we have w'(-;y.) > 0 on [yc(y«),y«] by Proposition 4.14, and so on this interval,
2 — v —w(-;yx) > 0. Along with (4.174), we also note

SE2-y-w) W=D (E+1) iy g _ 2 qpr

/ W "4-3y
(2—-7-w) ; + ) e 2—v—w) ; e
(4.176)

which is a reformulation of (3.129).

Step 2: Collect initial estimates for f and 2 — v — w and define the basic set for a continuity
argument to propagate the estimates.
Lete > 0, a > 0 and yo > 0 be sufficiently small (to be fixed later), then by Proposition 4.7 there
exists § > 0 such that if y, — y; < J, we have

12 =7 —w(yo)| + Alf(wo)| <&, plyo) > pr(yo) —e > M, (4.177)

where A > max{@;%f, 1} is a fixed, y-dependent constant and M is assumed sufficiently large so

that p(yo) > M and w(yp) € (0,2 — ~) implies % < «. Moreover, by upper semi-continuity of the
sonic time s(y.) from Proposition 4.7(i), as s(yy) = 0, we may take |y, — ys| < J with § sufficiently

small so that s(y.) < %‘). Using now the uniform continuity from Proposition 4.7(iii) for y > %, we
4—3y

may take ¢ smaller if necessary to ensure |w(y;y.) — (2 — )| is small enough that w(y; y.) > ==

for y € [%, y.] and hence also y.(y.) < % giving, in total,

Yo
S(y*) < yc(y*) < 57
where the first inequality follows from y. € Y (so that y.(y«) > $(yx)).

We take yo small enough (depending only on ) so that in all of the (finitely many) positive constants

C = C(v) below depending only on v, yo < C.
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Let the set " be defined as

F={y € (s(ys), pol [w(7) =2 =~ = Coe, =Cre < f(§) < |f(yo) forall § € [y, yol},

where C'; > Cjy > 1 depend only on - (and are to be chosen later). By taking Cy > 1 and Cy > i,
we have by (4.177) that yo € F', so that F' is clearly non-empty and relatively closed.

We will assume ¢ > 0 is small enough so that 2 — v — Cpe > %(2 —5) > 4_337. Note thatif y € F),
then as y. € Y and w(y) > 4‘%, we must have p(y) > p(yo) by Lemma 4.9, and so also @ <o

Our goal is to prove that F' = (s(yx ), yo] (by showing that F' is relatively open in (s(y.), yo]). This
then gives inf(5(y.),y.) W(-;9+) > 2 — v — Coe > %, a contradiction to y, € Y.

Step 3: Show that f < 0 is an invariant property as y decreases and partition the set F'.
Now for any § € F such that 0 < f(g) < &, we use (4.174) along with the uniform bound on w and
the estimate G~ < « to see that

76) =~ 250 (£ = 1) (2= 7+ Ofar?))
+(2-—y—-w) (1 —(y— 1)%;,%&‘7 + O(ayQ))) (4.178)
dr 4 2 _ _
2P C = @) (1= (= D5+ 0@ + ag?) > 0
asl—(y— l)ﬁ = 42__?17 >0, |f(§)] < eand 0 < § < yg is small. Thus the region { f(y) < 0} is

an invariant region in F'.
In particular, we may define a point y; such that inf F' < y; < yq as follows:

. {inf{y € F[f(y) >0} if f(yo) >0, (4.179)

Yo if f(yo) < 0.

If f(yo) > 0, we therefore have (by the invariance of { f(y) < 0}) that f(y) < 0 for y € [inf F,y1),
f(y) > 0fory € (y1,yo]. On the other hand, if f(yo) <0, then f(y) < Oforally € F\ {yo}.

In addition, we conclude that F is not a singleton set as follows: if f(yo) > 0, then we have from
the inequality just shown for f’(yo) that there is an interval to the left of yq such that f(y) < f(yo) and
the other defining inequalities of F' follow from simple continuity considerations. If f(yo) < 0, then the
upper bound f(y) < |f(yo)| follows trivially on an open neighbourhood of g, while the other defining
estimates for F' likewise follow from simple continuity considerations on an open neighbourhood of
yo- This yields in particular that

inf F' < Yo-

Step 4: Obtain a uniform lower bound f(y) > —Cie on F.

We note the identity

4my? 2 -1
A 2rw) + 2 £ () vt
Y G y y G’

and then use (4.176) along with G > 0 and w’ > 0 (as y. € Y = S by Proposition 4.14 gives w’ > 0
on [ye(y« ), y«] which contains F') to see

(4.180)

A-3y(2-7—w) 7f(y)y2w2
2—7 w G

fly) > forall y € F. (4.181)
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Using now that w(y) € (3(2 —~),2 —~) and G > 0, if f(y) < 0, then this estimate yields

A3 (2-y—w)
2—v w

fly) > ; (4.182)

while if f(y) > 0, then this estimate holds trivially (as the right hand side is negative due to w(y) <
2 — 7). Thus, we have obtained

4-37(2-7-w)
2—v w

fly) = > —(,Cye forally € F, (4.183)

3(2—7)
4

where C5 depends only on  as we have assumed the estimate w > , and C; was chosen
originally so that Cy > C>C.

Step 5: Obtain the uniform bound 2 — v — w(y) < € on [y1, Yol-
If f(yo) < 0, then, by definition of y;, we have y; = yo and the inequality follows trivially.

Suppose that f(yo) > 0. Then y; € [inf F, yo). We then have from (4.178) that for all y € [y1, o).
f'(y) >0,ands0 0 < f(y) < f(yo) <eforally € [y1,y0) N F.

(2—?
y—=1 7

We recall the constant A > max{
quantity

1} is a fixed, y-dependent constant and consider the

galy) =Af(y) + (2 -7 —w(y)).
Using (4.174), (4.176), and (4.180) we get

fly) + 2% y2w’
Wy) = A= 20 ~1)(2-
) =A== (1) - 1 (2 + L)
4 ywly - D +1)
2—y—w)(l—(y=1)——2wp* T = (y—1 7
+(2-7 w)( O =gy e (v=1) G ))
4—37(2_7_@ (y—1) 2(27w+1) 2,2
pp—— w Y ¥\, w Yy w
- d 2y —w) — — 1 .
” + G (2= -w) = 1) (1+75)
(4.184)
By writing w™! = ﬁ + O(]2 — v — w|), we treat terms that are quadratic in f(y) and 2 — v — w(y)
as higher order and recall 0 < w < 2 — v, G~ < a where « is small to rearrange this as
Af(y) r2(y—1 2—7
da) = DD 220 o(11(g)) + 2 - 5 - ww)] +17))
y N 2-1 A (4.185)

+

2—v—w/2A(4—-3vy) 4-—3y
(G o O+ 27w +97)).

Fory € [y1,50] N F,as f(y) > 0and A > (2;%1)2, this gives us g’y (y) > 0 (using both | f(y)| + |2 —
v — w| < Ce and yp small relative to +), and hence g(y) < g(yo) on this interval. In particular, we
obtain

2—y—w(y) <eforally € [y1,yo] N F, (4.186)

and so clearly [y1,yo] C F (using also (4.183)).

If y; = inf F, the strict inequality, along with (4.183) (recall C; > C5C)y by definition), shows that
F is also relatively open in (s(y«), yol, i-€., F = (s(y«), o], and hence we conclude y.(y«) = s(y«)
and inf g,y yo) W > 47%, a contradiction to y, € Y.

Step 6: Obtain the final remaining estimate 2 — v — w(y) < 4e on [inf F, y].
We now suppose that y; > inf F' (as we are already done by Step 5 if not) and work with either the
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case f(yo) > O or the alternative, f(yo) < 0. Then the interval [inf F,y;,] N F is non-empty and
non-singleton.
By definition of yy, for y € [inf F, y1), we trivially have the estimate f(y) < 0 < |f(yo)|-

Choosing A = @ + a, where a > 0 will be taken small depending only on 7, we obtain from

(4.185) that

9iy) = Afy(y) ( —240(a+[f(W]+2—7—w(y) +y2))
2 — v —w (24— 3) .
+ 2 (B 0w + 12— el + 7)) 20,

on F', where we have used that f < O on [inf F,y;) and 2 — v —w > 0.
Thus, for y € [inf F,y1),

(2-)?
2

<@2-v-w)y)+(

+a) f(y)

(2-9)?
2

2—7—w)(y) <gilm)—(

4-3y2—v—w(y)

M ey

where we have used the first bound in (4.183). Noting that the coefficient ((2_27)2 + a) %% <3
(2—v)
1

provided w > 3 and a is small, depending only on ~, we absorb the last term on the right onto the
left and conclude that

(2—7y—w)(y) <42 —7—w)(n) <4,

where the last estimate follows from (4.186) in the case y; < yp and (4.177) in the case y; = yp. So
provided Cy > 4 initially, we obtain that F' is open. Applying again (4.183), we obtain the estimate
0> f(y) > —C5Cpe > —C1¢, and hence we again find F is relatively open, leading to a contradiction
as before. O

We are now able to give a proof of the strict monotonicity of w(+; 7. ) and the correct boundary value
at the origin, w(0; g) = %. These two properties are proved in the following two lemmas.
Lemma 4.21. Let v € (1, 3). Then the global solution (p(+;7.),w(+; 7)) satisfies o' (y; §) > 0 for

ally € (0,7x).

Proof. For each y € (0, 7x), by the convergence with respect to y. of w’(y; y.) from Proposition 4.7,
as w'(y,y«) > 0 forall y, € Y, we easily obtain w’(y; 7.) > 0. If we then suppose for a contradiction
that w’(y; §«) = 0, y is a local minimum of w’, and hence w” (y;¥.) = 0. By Lemma 4.18, we have
that §. # yy, and hence w(Zs; §») < 2 — ~. By the weak monotonicity, this yields moreover that
w(y;Tx) < 2 — v forall y € (0;7.). In addition, from y.(g.) = 0 from Proposition 4.17, we obtain
that, for all y € (0, §«), w(y; Js) > 4_337 and so we may apply Lemma 4.13 to obtain w®) (y;7.) < 0,
a contradiction. O

We therefore obtain that w is strictly monotone decreasing as we decrease y towards the origin.

Proposition 4.22. Let v € (1, 3) and consider the global solution (p,w) = (p(:;§x),w(+ ¥x)). The
relative velocity w extends continuously up to the origin and satisfies the limit

4 — 3y

w(0;7,) = ;ig})ww;@*) =—5
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Proof. Suppose that lim,_,o+ w(y; Ux) # %. We will derive a contradiction. Recall first of all that,
by construction and Lemma 4.18, we have w(%.) < 2 — -, and thus w(y; g.) € (%, 2 — ~) for all
y € (0,7x), where the strict lower bound comes from the fact that y.(%.) = 0, proved in Proposition
4.17.
Define
o= lim 20— (=37 (4.187)

y—0t w

(Note that the limit exists by monotonicity of w and that & > 0.) One easily sees that the function

WHA(W):W

is monotone increasing on (47%, 2 — 7) and achieves its maximum value oy = % atw =2 —1.
We therefore have the crucial inequality

o< —. (4.188)
Now from the inequality w’ > 0 from Lemma 4.21, we derive

,:4737—3w7ywh7 A(w)wiywh< aw  ywh

0< = — = _ =
=7 y G y G~y G
where we have again used the monotonicity of A(w) to see —A(w(y)) < —A(w(0)) = —a by the
monotonicity of w. Thus
yh a
=<
G~y

and so, using now the equation for p from (1.21), we find that

p’ — @ < ,@.
G Yy
Thus, for y sufficiently small, we must have

p>cy @, forsomecy > 0. (4.189)

Recalling the definitions (1.20) and (1.19) of h and G respectively, this then yields that, for some
possibly different constant ¢; > 0, for y sufficiently small, we must have

h < —Elyid, G > Elyi('yil)d.

We recall (3.141):

1 B 4-3v—3w  h(4w? + (v —1)w)
@h(p7w) = (2 = (v =12 —7) + h(p,w)) Y B G(p,w,y)

(4 =3y —3w 40 + (y — Nw 9 4 —3v—3w
=h( T ) H - DR ) T

(4.190)
Using the upper bound for & and lower bound for G just obtained, given § > 0 (to be chosen later), we
may take y sufficiently small so that

4—37—3wh§h,§(1+16)4—3’y—3w

a 1
—(1-8)=h<(1-=
(1=8)—h<(1-39) " 5 "

h<—(1 +6)%h. (4.191)

<
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This allows us to get the complementary bound
h > —éy 19 and hence p < coy @) G < Gy @D+, (4.192)
Thus we may make the estimate, for y sufficiently small,
ywh 1—a(1+8)+(v—1)a
‘—‘ <Cy™* v-ha,
al=
Recall from (4.188) that, by construction, & < % We take § > 0 such that

2—(2—7)64.

o7
Then the exponent here is such that 1 — &(1 + ) + (v — 1)@ > —1. Thus, again taking y sufficiently
small once more,

4—-3y—-3w ywh 14-3y—-3w
"yY)y=—"—"— """ 2T < - "1 "7 <0
w'(y) " o <3 " <0,
a contradiction to the fact that w’ > 0 for all y € (0, 7). Thus lim,_, o+ w(y) = %_ O

Lemma 4.23. Lety € (1, 3) and consider the global solution (p,w) = (p(+; ), w(:; §«)). The density
p remains bounded and monotone as y — 0, i.e. p converges monotonically to some p(0) > é.

Proof. The monotonicity of p follows from the inequality p’(y;y.) < 0 for all y € [yc(y«),yx] for
all y, € Y (by Lemma 4.9) and the strong convergence p'(y;y.) — p'(y;7«) for all y € (0,7.) as
Y« — Ys given by Proposition 4.7(iii).

To show that p stays bounded, suppose for a contradiction that it is not. Note that as w is bounded
(away from 0) and convergent as y — 0, in this limit,

4 4 —h
h(p,w) ~ — T pw ~ f—ﬁp in the sense that lim M =1.
4 — 3y 3 y—0t  Fp
Moreover, we clearly also have the asymptotic form
Y1 2,2
lim P —YY
y—o+t  yprt
So, given § > 0 the ODE for p in (1.21) becomes, for y sufficiently small,
dr dT
(= +8)yp> T < p < — (== = 8)yp* .
(3, + 0w’ < p' < = (5=~ d)up
The solution to an ODE of the form
, b az? \\ 75
fl@) = —aaf@y is f@)=(p-Dla+2))" "

Thus solving this pair of ordinary differential inequalities lead to exactly two possibilities: either p
remains bounded up to the origin, a contradiction to the assumption that it is unbounded, or p =
f@y_% (1 + 0(1)) as y — 0. To see this, choose y < 1 and rearrange the differential inequalities to
yield

47 47

@-7(5; -9y < (2) <(2- (g, +9)v-
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Thus, for § € (0, y), we have first from the lower bound, integrating from g to y,

2—v 4 2—7v,4
P <) - (5~ T (5 0

Using that p > 0 and sending 7 — 0 (as p(¢) — oo, we have p(3)?~2 — 0), this easily gives

47 _ 5)y2.

_ 2—7
Y 2 >
p(y) 2> (37

2
On the other hand, from the upper bound for (p?~2)’, we get the inequality

1

- _ 2—~ A7 2—~ A7 o\ "3
v—2 _ 2 2
p(9) < (p ¥ - — (37 +0)y" + —— (*37 +9)g ) )

and hence 5 A
V=20, « 2T (ZT 52

else p(y) would be bounded as § — 0. Combining these inequalities, we have obtained that

() s s (5 0)

as required. Noting then that
- 37477ryp2ﬂ > ﬁ~
3 3y Yy
We return to the ODE for w from (1.21) to obtain that, for y sufficiently small,

w,:4—37—3w_ywh 24_37_3w+4_374jy/}2_720—1,
Y G y 6 3y 2y

for y sufficiently small, using w — 4337, w?_l

— 1, ;hp — 1. But this leads to a contradiction as w
has a finite limit at the origin. ’

Thus, as p is both monotone and bounded, it has a finite limit p(0) = lim,_,o4+ p(y).

To finish the proof, suppose that p(0) < z-. As we have h(p(y),w(y)) < 0 for all y € (0, #,) and
w(y) — 47,%, we must have p(0) = é In this case, we may use that w > wp = 47%, p< pp = é
to get the following:

o —w o [fw—wr [V gwh(p,w)  Gwrh(pr,wE)Y -
=) = @ —wr)) =3 [ E=ag— [ (LRl Bin e o

v~ _
gwh(p,w)  Gwrh(pr,wr)| ;.

< |(w—wp)(0 +/ — — — dy,
I r)0)| s 1G(7,p,w) G(y,pF,wF)’ Y

(00 = I <l(pr = (0) + [ | LB  TorMor. o)

(4.193)
Sending 6 — 0, and then applying a simple Gronwall argument using the the Lipschitz continuity of
the expression

h(p,w)
H PR —
) Glyipw
on bounded sets of (p,w) away from the sonic points y, and yg, we obtain that w = wg, p = pr, and
so conclude the contradiction as, by construction, (p(-; ), w(*; Tx)) # (pF, wr). O
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Lemma 4.24. Let v € (1,3) and consider the global solution (p,w) = (p(:;Jx),w(; 7). The
derivatives of p and w converge to zero as y — 0 and p'(0) = w'(0) = 0. Moreover, the density is C*
up to the origin.

Proof. Now for the solution (p,w) (suppressing the dependence on %.), we may use the facts that

4-3
w'(y) > 0fory > 0andw > =5, to find

4 =3y —3w ywh < ywh

/
0<w(y) Y AL — 202 = _’YPA’% — y2w?

—0asy — 0,

leading to limy_,o4 w’(y) = 0. In addition,

437 —3wly) |

—3w'(0) = lim 0
y—0+F Y
by the above inequalities.
Similarly,
/ yph
lp'(y)| < m < Cy,

s0 p'(0) = lim,,_,o+ w = limg_, 0+ p/(§) = 0 by the mean value theorem.
Finally,

/ o h A
2(0) = 1im ZW =P P _ p(0)h(p(0),(0))
y—0+ Y y—0+ fyp"/—l — y2w2 fyp(o)fy—l
and one easily checks that this is also the limit of p”(y) as y — 0 as required. 0

5 Proof of the main theorem

We now prove Theorem 1.3. Let~y € (1, %) be fixed. Consider the local real analytic solution associated
with the sonic point g, € (y¢,yr):

(P(19x), w(37x))- (5.194)

By Lemma 3.8 the solution extends globally to the right, and by Proposition 4.17 the solution extends
to the left to the whole interval [0, 7.]. We therefore obtain a global solution, which is real analytic at
(0,00) and C* at y = 0 by Lemma 4.24.

By Lemmas 3.10, 4.21 and 4.23, it follows that both p(-; 7. ) and w(+; §.) are strictly monotone on
(0, 00): w is increasing and p is decreasing. This proves (1.17). We now recall (1.11), which implies
u(y) = yw(y) — (2 —7)y. Since lim, ,ow(y) = 4‘% by Proposition 4.22 and limy o w(y) = 2 —7
by Lemma 3.9, the strict monotonicity of w on (0, o) implies the second claim of (1.16). The strict
positivity of p is obvious.

A Well-posedness away from singular points

At several points throughout the paper, we make use of the following straightforward local existence
and uniqueness theorem for (1.21) provided the solution is away from both the singularities y = 0 and
any sonic points. Although the proof is essentially standard, we include it here to make explicit the
dependence of the time of existence on the uniform subsonicity or supersonicity. This is made precise
in the following proposition.
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Proposition A.1. Suppose that yo > 0 and (p,&) are given such that p > 3, |p| + |@| < M and
‘G(yo, ﬁ,@)’ > n > 0. Then there exists § > 0, depending on y, M and n, such that the flow (1.21)
has a local, unique solution on the interval [yo — 0,yo + 0]. Moreover, on [yo — 0, yo + 9], we have the
estimates

p| + |@| < 2M and |G(yo, p,@)| > + > 0.

>3

_ 1
P oar
Proof. This follows directly from the usual existence and uniqueness theory for ODEs with a locally
Lipschitz right hand side. However, for the convenience of the reader and to emphasise the dependence
on M, n and y, we provide a proof.
By the local Lipschitz continuity of the map y — G(y; p, w) on the set {|p| +|w| < 2M, p > 5371},
there exists 6; > 0 such that G(y, p,w) > 2 forall y € [yo — d1,y0 + d1]. For any 7, M,é > 0, we
define the set

s = 1P )€R2|P>M,IP|+IWI<M Gly; p,w) = 7 forall y € [yo — 8,0 + 9]}

Clearly by definition we have (p, @) € Qps.5/2,5, -
For notational convenience, we define two new functions,

— h

Fly.pw) = m (A.195)
4—-3y—-3w ywh(p,w)

Gy, pyw) = y Gl (A.196)

Then for given constants M, 7, there exist constants N > 0, L > 0 and [ > 0, depending also on yj,
such that

7(y7p13("-)1)| + |§(yapl7w1)| < N7
|G(y; p1,w1) — G(y; p2,w2)| < U(|p1 — pa] + w1 — wal), (A.197)
\F(y, p1,w1) = F(y, p2,w2)| + |G (y, p1,w1) = G(y, pa,w2)| < L(|p1 — pa| + |wr — wal)

forally € [yo — 01,90 + 01, (pi,wi) € Qonryyas,- 1= 1,2.
We define a Picard operator via

We fix 6 € (0, d1) such that

n 1 1
N < = N<— <M, 6L<-.
ol <4, ) 2M< (5_2

Then for any (p,w) € C([yo — 0,40 + 01;Qarr,p/a.6), we let (5, @) = Tp,w] and see that for any
Yy € [yo — 6,0 + 0] we have

)|+ w()| <lpl + @] +

[ (P + 0. p6). ) a5

Yo

<M+ Ny — yo| < 2M.
Moreover, estimating p(y), we have

1

ﬁ(y)zﬁ—‘ !fyp ]dy‘>——6N2—M.
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In addition, for all y € [yo — 0, yo + ] such that (p, @) (y) € Qanr,/4,5 (note that this set is non-empty
and open by construction of 7 and continuity of G away from sonic points), we have that

|G(yvﬁ7 (Z)) - G(y7 ﬁ7@)|
<U(1p - pl + @ — @)
<t [ (17 @@, + [0 0), ()] ) a3

Yo

n
<IN < =
< <4,

so that as G(y, p,@) > 3 for every such y (as § < ¢;), a simple continuity argument shows that
(P, @) (y) € Qangyy a6 forall y € [yo — J,yo + J]. Thus we have shown

T : C([yo — 6,50 + 0]; Qanr n/as) — C[yo — 0,0 + 615 Lanrn/a.6)-

We equip C([yo — &, yo + 0); Qanr,y/4,5) With the norm [|(p,w)||x = [pllco + |lw||co and observe
that it is a complete metric space. To see T is a contraction, take (p1,w1), (p2,w2) € C([yo — J,yo +
0]; Qansn/a,s), write Tpj, wj] = (pj, @;) for j = 1,2, and observe

|1 = pa|(y) + |&1 — @2(y)

< /y <|?(g7pl(g)awl(g)) - ?(ga,@@)vwz@))’ + |§(g7p1(@)awl(g)) - g(ga PZ@)M&@))’) dg

0
Yy
SL/ (o1 = p2l(@) + lon — w2l () df
Yo
< SL(|lp1 — pallco + [lwr — wallco)
<

1
§||(017W1) — (p2, w2)|| x,

as required. Thus there is a fixed point of the operator 7, (p,w) € C([yo — J,y0 + 0]; Lanr,p/a,5)
satisfying the ODE system and the claimed estimates. O

B Combinatorial bootstrap - convergence of the series at the sonic
point

The central outcome of this section is Lemma B.6, which establishes that key /N-dependent growth
bounds for the coefficients in the formal Taylor expansion (2.35) around the sonic point can be boot-
strapped. This is the key ingredient of the induction argument used in Lemma 2.14. Our arguments are
combinatorial in nature and we first prove some technical lemmas. In the following, || is the usual
floor function, denoting the greatest integer not bigger than «, for any o € R.

Lemma B.1. There exists a universal constant ¢ > O such that for all N € N, the following holds

1 c
Y. ma SN (B.198)

I+m=N
l,m>1

1 c
Y. T3 <N (B.199)

I+m=N
l,m>1
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1
Y a5 < % (B.200)

13m?2
l+m=N
I,m>1
1 c
2 i SN (8.201)
l+m+n=N
l,m,n>1
1 < c
Z B < N (B.202)
l+m+n=N
l,m,n>1

Proof. The first bound (B.198) follows from

1 = 1 | 1 1\* 2 &1

—_—= —_— = — ) <= < N3,
l+mZ:N 13m3 mZ:1 (N —m)3m3 mz:lN3 (N—m * m) - N3 Z m3 "~
I,m>1

The second bound (B.199) is entirely analogous. The third bound (B.200) follows from

Z1_N2111_N§*:111+121
Bm?2 m2 (N —m)3 N2\m N-m/) N-m
I+m=N m=1 m=1
I,m>1
5] N-1
1 1 1 9
S a2 P w—mp |~V
m=1 m=|% |
For (B.201),
5 1 <N’11 1 <N’11 c N3
Bm3n3 — 3 m3n3 — B(N-=-01)3"~ ’
I+m+n=N =1 m+n=N—1 =1
l,m,n>1 m,n>1
where we have used (B.198) twice.
For (B.202), using (B.198) and (B.200), we have
N-1 N-1
1 1 1 1 1 .
Z lsmzn:sSZﬁ Z lSnSS m2 (N —m)? SN
l+m+n=N m=1 l+n=N—-—m m=1
l,m,n>1 l,n>1
This finishes the proof. O
Define the set
w(n,m) = {()\1, o An) T A€ Zz0, Y Ai=m, Y id = n} . (B.203)
i=1 i=1

An element of m(n,m) encodes the partitions of the first n numbers into \; classes of cardinality ¢ for
i € {1,...,m}. Observe that by necessity \; = 0 for any n — m + 2 < j < n. With this partition set,

the coefficient Py of Taylor series for p7~1 = 3" _ Py (y — y.)" in (2.39) can be written as
P P if V=0, (B.204)
N = —1 N ~)m TN S .
£0 Dom—1 ﬁ 7(N,m) A(?!...,QN! j=1 PJ'AJ if N>1,
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where (v — 1) = [T72, (v — ).
To obtain bounds of Py in terms of the coefficients p;, we will make use of the following combi-
natorial identities and inequalities. For any o € R, we let

(c;) _ (c;!)j _afa- 1)";!(0‘j+ D for j €N, and (8‘) ~ 1.

Lemma B.2. Recall the set w(n, m) defined in (B.203).
1. Foreachn € N,

n A1 1\ An 1
e =9 1 2 B.205
> > SIS WAN! n R (B-205)
m=1x(n,m)
holds.
2. There exist universal constants c1, co > 0 such that
1 e 1
co— < (-1~ (2) <co—5, neN (B.206)
n2 n nz2
Proof. The first statement follows from Lemma 1.5.2 of [18].
For the second statement, (B.206) is trivial for n = 1. Let n > 2. Then
1 1.1 2n—3
= Segeee 2n — 2)! 1 2n)!
i)zt L @t (2n)! (B.207)
n n! 22n=1(n —1)ln!  2n —1227(n!)2

To estimate the last fraction, we invoke Stirling’s formula n! ~ +/27n (El)n , n> 1. We will use the

following version with upper and lower bounds valid for all n:
Vorntre ™ < nl < en"tze ™, peN. (B.208)

Then we have

V2rV2  V21(2n)2ntem2n 2n)! e(2n)2nt3ze—2n eVv2
= < <

e2nz  22ne2(pntie—m)2 T 227(nl)? T 22n9x(pntie—n)2 T omnd (8209
Hence, combining this with (B.207), we have (B.206). O
Lemma B.3. Let p > 0 be a given positive number. Let (A1, ..., \) € w(l,m) where 1 <m <l and
I > 2 be given.
1L If1<m< L%j, there exists a constant c3 = c3(p) > 0 such that
l
n];[l (niTL)p < %j (B.210)

2. There exist ¢y = c4(p) > 0 and Lo = Lo(p) > 1 such that, if L > Ly, the following holds:

! P
1 1 c
Im—1 II (nxn> = ff,foralll <m<l (B.211)
n=1
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3. Letl > 3. Then there exists c5 = c5(p) > 0 such that, if L > Ly, the following holds:

l
1 1\ ¢
T3 [ (m) < l—ZforallQ <m<l (B.212)

n=1

Proof. Proof of (B.210). Let m := L%J We first claim that there exists at least one A; > 1 for

j = m. Ifnot, \; = O for all j > m. Then we would have for 1 <m <m

l l
1= "jN=> jA<my \=mm<m <
Jj=1 j=1

j<m

W~

which is a contradiction.

We are now ready to prove (B.210). Consider two cases.
Case 1. Suppose there exists exactly one Aj, > 1 for jo > m. If A\j; = 1, we must have jo >
otherwise we would have

l

55 for

Sl
-3 2

DO | =~

l
1= "jN= > jAi+ioXj, <™+

j=1 j<m
which leads to a contradiction. Therefore, we have

L1\ 1\? or
() <(i) <%
nAn Jo »

n=1

If \j, > 2, then j® > j2 > 2, which leads to

SN (LN oy
H nin - Ajo = \m? T
Jo

n=1

Case 2. Suppose there exist at least two \j,, \j, > 1 for jy, jo > m. Then ji\“j;\j? > jije > ™2,

which gives
(L) < (L L) <(L)-2
nin - ji\jl jg‘jz — \m? e

n=1
This finishes the proof of (B.210).
Proofof B.211). If 1 <m < L%J, then by (B.210), for all L > 1,

l P
1 1 C3
Lm—1 11 (n*n) = I
IfL%J +1<m </ note
l

1 1 \? 1
< <
m H <n/\n > - [m—-1 — L

-1
n=1 L

—_
—_

ifl =2,
if1 > 3.

IN

<k



<

Now letting Ly = e?P, it is easy to see that (YL — 1)log L — plogl + plog3 > 0 for all [ > 3 and

L > Lj. Hence we obtain
l P
1 1 3P
Lm-1 11 (n)‘n) = »

S

foralll > 2and L > Ly = €.
Proof of (B.212). The proof is analogous to (B.211). We omit the details. 0

Let M > 0 be a fixed upper bound of |pg|, |wol, |p1], |w1| such that
1o t]; 1pols lwol, |pals Jwi| < M. (B.213)

Note that such an M may be taken to depend only on ~ by continuity of these values as functions of
Y« € [y, yr| and the uniform lower bound on py given by Lemma 2.2.

Lemma B.4. Let « € (1,2) be given. Assume that

Cmet

pm| € ———, 2<m <N -1, (B.214)
m
Cmfa

wm| € ———, 2<m<N-1 (B.215)
m

Sfor some C > 1 and N > 3. Then there exists a constant D = D(M) > 0 such that

D if 1=0,1
2 2y, < Cw T B.216
@il + ()] + (o] < {Dczs Fo<l<N-1 (B.216)
D if 1=0,1
3 2 2 V| < i . B.217
@Ol + ™ + (Pl < {Dc; F2<i<N -1 (B0

Proof. We first prove the bounds for |(w?);], [ > 0. The bounds |(w?)o| < M? and |(w?);| < 2M?
are obvious from (B.213). Clearly

2— 2—«

+M? < (2M+23M2)07, (B.218)

C
|(w?)a| < 2M |ws| + M? < 2M -

23

where we have used C2~“ > 1. If [ > 3 we then have

l
@] <Y |wmllwrml
m=0

-2
< 2Jwollwr] + 2wt [lwi—1] + Y |wimllwi—m|

m=2

Cl—a Cl—l—a -2 Cl—2a
<2IM—+2M

S Rl (5 VR A e [y

comere Ly 1 Ly 1
= BTI-1F " 2M = m3(l—m)

l—a

<2MC

i (B.219)

67



for some constant C. It is now clear that the estimates for (pw); and (p®);, I > 0 follow in the same
way, as the only estimates we have used are (B.213) and the inductive assumptions (B.214)—(B.214),
which both depend only on the index and are symmetric with respect to p and w. The bound (B.217)
can be obtained analogously. 0

Lemma B.5. Let o € (1,2) be given. Assume that (B.214) and (B.215) hold for N > 3 and some

large enough C' > 1 satisfying
L
c>-2 (B.220)
€100
where ¢ and Lo = LO(%) are universal constants in (B.206) and Lemma B.3. Then there exists a

constant D = D(M,~y) > 0 such that

pl<d? yi=1 B.221

where we recall (B.204).

Proof. The bound of P; immediately follows by recalling P; = (y — 1) p372 p1. For P,, observe that

a1 (-1 L (v—1D(r—2)
Po=py ' | — 2
2 = Pg L’O 1 p2+p% ol P1

from which we deduce

B CQ—a 2_,}/ B B CQ—a 1
[P < (v = 1) (M2 WTJr%M5 7) < 2(y - 1)M° ”( 2 +22)-

Now let [ > 3 and split P, into two parts, m = 1 and m > 2:
11 (v=1) -1
P=p ' =) i= P, +P B.222
1= P0 T mz_: o Z)\l )\I,pr 11+ P, ( )
where we note 7(I,1) = {(0,...,0,1)}. By (B.214), it is clear that

lea
I3
for some constant D > 0 depending only on M and ~y. Next we claim that there exists D > 0 such that

|P1| <D

(B.223)

-2

C
<D

To prove the claim, using (B.214) and Lemma B.2, we first observe

1 1 C2—o¢ A2 Cl—oc Al
Hpn > T 55 e\ T

(B.224)




where we have used (o — 1)A\1 < (a — 1)m in the third line since o > 1 and A\; < m. Hence, using
|(v = D] < (v =1)(m —1)! for 1 < v < 3, we have

G=Dm 17 0

Al!...)\llnllpn

oy (_l)mm' 1\ Mt 1\ M 1 3

< (v Otme—m L DM f5 :
< (v =DOT e ™ (1) ,\1!...)\1!(1) ! 71;[1 nAn

w

Now recalling P; » from (B.222) and using Lemma B.2 and Lemma B.3 with p = %,

(B.225)

¢ have

l

_ 1 (v—1) )

1 m

Pal=1od™" 30 oo >0 s 1™
; Jj=

—~
o
A
Q
S
N~—
;
(]
7N
3
> =
3
N~~~
(M)
| E—
>//‘\
= |
T
. S~—
3
>3
N
— N
~~
>
R
~ NI
~_
2z

(B.226)
where C'is large enough so that (B.220) holds. This proves (B.224) and (B.221). ]

We are now ready to estimate the source terms Fx and Gy .

Lemma B.6. Ler a € (1,2) be given. Then there exists a constant C, = C.(y.)) > 0 such that if
C > C, and for any N > 3, the following assumptions hold

|Pm\§03 , 2<m< N -1, (B.227)
m
Cm—a
| € ———, 2<m <N -1, (B.228)
m
then we have
chN=aT 1 1 1
PNl < B [Ca_l +aa CN} : (B.229)
cN=aT 1 1 1
< —_— B.23
o1 < 555 | gas + s * ®.230)
for some constant 5 = B(y.,7)) > 0.
Proof. We start with (B.229). Recall Fy = FL!I — F% where
]:1]\7 == Plyf Z Wik — P1 (Qy*(WQ)N—l - (WQ)N—2) (B.231)
j+k=N,
J. kAN
+ Z (k + 1)Pk-+1 (’}/P] - yf(wQ)j - Zy*(UJZ)j_l - (wz)j_z) (B232)
k4j=N
j#0,1,N
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N D
-1, N
+vp1p5 me Z WHP] g (B.233)
m=2 PO (Nm) j=1
and
FI = (v = 1)(2 = v)pw_1 + (v ( S prws + (pw) - 1) (B.234)
k+j=N
k£0,N
4T
(5 X et PPovon) +2(n DD g+ (w?)na). (B235)
TN ktiri=N k+j+HI=N
k,jl#N kg l#N

For the first term of (B.231), we use (B.213), (B.228), and (B.198)

N-2
‘myf > ijk‘ = ‘Plyf(Zwle—l +> UJN—kwk)‘
Jj+Ek=N, k=2
JhEN (B.236)
CN 11—« N-2 CN 2a CN—I—a

5 Y e s S

For the last two terms of (B.231), we have from (B.216)

C«Nflfa
’Pl (2y*(w2)N_1 — (WZ)N—2)| S m (B.237)

The first term of (B.232) can be estimated as follows. By (B.227), (B.221), (B.200) and (B.199),

Ck-—',—l—a Cj—a Cj—2
‘ - (k+1)pk+ij’§k§N (kﬂ)g( — + )

3
k+j=N J J
§#£0,1,N §#0,1,N (B.238)
CN+17204 CNflfoz CN+17201
~ N2 + N2 S N2

where we have used o < 2 at the last step. The rest of (B.232) can be bounded by CNX,;M similarly
by using (B.216) in place of (B.221).
For (B.233), we first note that Ay = 0 and hence it does not depend on py. The estimation is

identical to the estimation of Py 2 in (B.222). Therefore, as in (B.224) we have

CN 2
1
yourg™ Z > Al AT H . (B.239)
0 w(N,m
For (B.234), by (B.227), (B.216) and the same argument as in (B.236), we see that
CN—l—a
(=D Nevr+ (=D (v D prws + (pIvaa) | S T (B.240)
k4+j=N
k#£0,N
Next we claim
N—-1—«
|(B.235)] < —NF (B.241)
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It suffices to verify the bound for the first term of (B.235), while (B.217) gives the desired bound for
the second and fourth terms. We rewrite the sum as

N-1
Z PLPjWI = Wo Z PrpP; + w1 Z Pkpj+zwl Z PLPj

k+jHi=N k+j=N ktj=N—1 =2 k4j=N-1
kjI#N k.j#£N
N—2 N-3
= wo <2p1pN—1 + Z PN—jpj) +wp (2POPN—1 +2p1pN-2+ Z pN—j—le)
j=2 j=2
N—2 N—1-2
+ wy (QPOPNJ +2p1pN_1-1+ Z prjflpj) + 2poprwn—1.
1—2 =2

Using the induction assumptions and (B.198), (B.201), we have

A7
my* Z Pkijl‘
k+j+l=N
k,jl#N
CNflfoz N-2 Cijfa C«jfa CNflfoz CN 2—« N-3 CN j—l—a Cg «
S+ e - Z .
(N=1)2 = (N=j)° J° N—1p 2 m (N=j—1)°
Cl « CN l—« CN l-1—« N-1-2 CN j—l—« C] « CN—I—a
+Z ( W —l—13+JZ N_j_Ip j3>+(N—1)3
C«Nfafl
N —NF (B.242)
which shows the desired bound. Combining all the bounds above, we obtain (B.229).
Next, we recall Gy = G — GL, where
G = — w1 (29 (W?)n—1 — (WP)N—2) —wry? Z Wi
j+k=N,
3 k#EN
+ > b+ Dwegr (VP — y2(w?); — 2pu(w?)jo1 — (w?);-2)
k4j=N
j#0,1,N
(Y =1y = a4 my))pg Y
W Z myl - my Pj

(m1,...,mn)EMN
mN:O

and

= 4 — 3y — 3w
Gl =G — 1720,z Z WjWr

Y j+k=N
S kAN
4 — 3y — 3w (y=1) - (y = (my + - +mpy))py ) A
7 > ! ! Pi
Ys mq!---mpy!

(m1,....mnN)EMN

j=1
mn=0
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and

=~ 4 — 3y — 3w
Gl = #( — 2y (W) N1 — (W) N—2)
4 3y
Z 7P — 52 (w?); = 2 (w?)j-1 — (W?)j-2)
Y« k+j=N *
J#N
_i ﬂp,_QQ,_Q 2Y. (W) —(v=1)(2 =
Z Wi — (’Y i — Y (w?); Yu(w)j-1 — (W )3—2) (v ) YVWN-1
Yoppir=n Y
Lj#AN
4n
SGRTICD SRR N PP O D R
k+j=N TN kiti=N
k£0,N kg AN
_2(y* > (Wkijl)+(w3)N—1>~
k+j+I=N
k,j,l#N

(B.243)
Note that the structure of G1; and G&/ is similar structure to the structure of 75 and F4/ except for the

second and third lines of (B.243). Hence we focus on the second and third lines of (B.243).
We may take C' > 0 sufficiently large if necessary to ensure

1 Ck—2
? < TH for all k > 2. (B.244)

Now for the first term in the second line of (B.243), we split indices into j = 0,1 and 7 > 2 and use
(B.221) and (B.244) to deduce

N=;
N " * = Y
J
_ 1 S | (Cﬂa CJQ)
SNt T N—j ) 2
Y Yx j=2 Y J J
CN—Q CN—l—a CN_3
< + +

~ N? (N—-1)3  (N-1)2%
This yields the desired bound. The remaining terms in the second line can be estimated in the same
way by using (B.216) in place of (B.221).

We may proceed analogously for the third line and use (B.244). We present the details for the first
term in the third line of (B.243). First, we split indices as

k+j+i=N Yx
Lj#N
—_1)k 1 k
< "YPO Z wl( k) ’Jr"YP WZT)‘
k+l=N * k+l=N-1 k+l N—j Y«
I#N
=: 51+ 55+ 55.
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For 57, using (B.228), (B.244), and (B.200), we have

N-2
1
S1 S lwn- 1|+|w0| + w1 =1 + Y lwn- k| o
Y k=2
CNflfa CN72 CNfs - Ckafa Ckf2

< - -
SNZ1pF T Ne +(N—1)2+k:2 (N kP 2

CN—l—a CN—2
SR R

The estimation of S, is entirely analogous, while for Ss we split the indices further to deduce

N— 7 2 _1)]§'
S3 < ”YPN 1(w1+wo )‘-&-‘VP 7w1 "’“Z Z WN—j—k

N-—-2 1 N—j — -1 N—j—1 —1
+ ‘ Z ’YPj(W07( 1\2,j +0JN7j)‘ + ) jz:; vP; (Wli( yi\zjl +wNj1(y ))‘

j=2 Y *

N—j—2

- ON-1-a CoN-3 N-2 Ci—a CJ 2 ON-j—k—a k=2
N(N—1>3+<N—1>2+§< Iz ) Z; N—j—kp R
(e (e

33 N —j)?

(CJ [e% CJ 2)( CN ji—3 CN—j—l—a )
+ - + -
; 73 N—-j-12 (N-j—-1)3

2&;
c,ol\’

Jj=2
N-l-a N-3
< C n (& .
~ N3 N2
Other terms in the third line of (B.243) can be estimated in the same way. This finishes the proof
of (B.230). O

C Interval arithmetic

Interval arithmetic is a numerical technique that allows for the rigorous proof of inequalities and es-
timates through replacing real numbers by closed intervals with end-points representable as floating
point numbers. A survey of some of the uses of interval arithmetic in PDE theory may be found in [10].
For our purposes, we require only a very basic level of application of this method in order to estimate
the signs of somewhat complicated polynomials in two variables over rectangular domains, and so we
use the straightforward interval arithmetic packages available in the Julia computing language.

using IntervalArithmetic
using IntervalOptimisation

In this section of the appendix, we give the proofs of Proposition 2.9, Lemma 3.4 and inequalities
(2.89)—(2.91). In each proof, we will insert the relevant Julia commands and state the outputs at the

relevant point in the proof.
Maximisation or minimisation at ech step is taken either over a fixed interval of v or a vector
v=(v[1],v[2])= (w + 7,~). This ensures that the domain of v[1] is a fixed numerical interval (for
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example, the full range w € [%, 2 — 7] becomes v[1]€ [3,2]). The two principal ranges over which
we will work are then defined by

V=IntervalBox ((4/3)..2,1..(4/3))
G=1..(4/3)

When defining functions of w and v, we use the characters w and g respectively for w and ~.

C.1 Proofs of s(wy) > 0 and Proposition 2.9

Before verifying the claimed inequalities on R; stated in Proposition 2.9, we first complete the proof
of Lemma 2.8 to show that R, and R, are well-defined functions of wy and ~, that is, that the square
root of s(wp) in the definitions (2.79) and (2.80) always yields a real number.

Proof of Lemma 2.8, continued. Consider the definitions of R; and R, stated in (2.79) and (2.80). The
argument of the square root is wis(wp), and so to show that these are well-defined functions, it suffices
to prove that s(wp,~) > 0 for all wy € [%, 2 — ~] where we now make explicit the dependence on

7, so that

s(wo,7) = = 4(4 = 37)(y + 1)(y = 1)(2 =) + (57 — 11dy + 737* — 127%)wy
—8(14 — 15y + 3vH)wa + 8(5 — 37)wp.

We verify with interval arithmetic that s(wg,y) > 0 for wy € [4_337 ,2—17],7 € (1, 3) as follows:
First, we note that when v = 1, s(wp, 1) = 4w (2wo — 1)2, which is non-negative on the domain. Next,

we differentiate with respect to v to find

dvs(wo,7) = — 8(67* — 159% + 57 +5) — (3672 — 1467 + 114)wy — 8(67 — 15)wi — 24w;.

For wg € [1.42 — v,2 — ~], we find that this is strictly positive by

Sg(w,g)=—8x(5+5+g—15%g"2+6%xg"3)—(114-146+g+36%g"2)%w—8(—15+6%g)s*w"2-24%w"3
Sg(v)=sg(v[l]-v[2],v[2])

Vé6=IntervalBox ((1.42)..2,1..(4/3))

minimise (Sg,V6, tol=1e-3)

which gives the minimum in [1.06209, 1.26472], hence for wy > 1.42 — ~, v € [1, %], s(wo,7y) > 0.

Next, for v € [1,1.1] and wy € [% —v,1.42 — +], we check that s(wg, ) > 0 by

S(w,g)=—4%(4-3xg)=(g+1)x(g-1)%(2-g)+(57-114%g+73%g"2-12xg"3)xw
—8#(14—15+g+3%g"2)«w 2+8%(5-3%g)*w"3

S(v)=s(v[l]l-v[2],v[2])

V7=IntervalBox ((4/3)..(1.42),1..(1.1))
minimise (S,V7, tol=1e—-4)

which gives the minimum in [0.0334093, 0.0431525]. Finally, for v € [1.1, 4], we check first that

4 — 3y
3

1

=570 - 37)%(4—3v) >0

s(

)

and then
Swo (W0, Y) =(57 — 1147y 4+ 73y — 1293) — 16(14 — 15y + 3v*)wo + 24(5 — 37)wi

is uniformly positive by
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SW(W,g)=(57-114%g+73%g"2-12%g"3)-16%(14-15%g+3%g"2)«w+24%(5-3%g)*w"2
Sw(v)=sw(v[l]-v[2],v[2])

V8=IntervalBox ((4/3)..2,(1.1)..(4/3))

minimise (Sw, V8, tol=1e-2)

which puts the minimum in [0.336312, 2.0698], and hence s(wy, ) is strictly increasing with respect
to wo. ]
Proof of Proposition 2.9. We will first show that for wy € [%7 2 — 7], we have Ry < —ﬁ for all
v € (1, %), while for wy > % and v > %, we have R; < —(2772)% with strict inequalities when

either v > % or wgy > %.
To check the claimed inequalities on R;, we use the following method:
Step 1: We prove Ry < — 51—

2—v°
First,
R4 1 (2 — ) (9w — TywE — 8w3) +2(y + 1w}
1 pr—
2 -7 22 = v)(y + Dwi

~E ’3);8’,;7 "y ( —4(4 =37 (v + 1)(y — 1)(2 — y)wp + (57 — 114y + 73~* — 127*)w;

[N

— 8(14 — 157 + 372)wd + 8(5 — 37)0.)8)

It is therefore sufficient to check the sign of the numerator. When the terms in the numerator on the
first line are negative, as the contribution of the square root is negative, we are clearly done. We claim

2
(2= )9} = T90f — 8wf) + 2y + 1)}
—(2- 7)2( 4437y + D)y = D)2 — wd + (57 — 114y + 7392 — 129%)w  (C.245)
— 8(14 — 157 + 372)wd + 8(5 — 37)w§> <0
for all wy € [% - 7,2 =],y € (1, %) This implies the claimed inequality as, in the remaining case
that the first terms are positive, this establishes that the contribution of the square root is strictly larger,

and hence the difference is negative. To verify this claim, we first cancel a factor of wg’ and consider
instead

r1(wo) ::wo((2 — (9 — Ty — 8wp) +2(v + 1)w0)2
— (2= 72— 44 = 3)(y + Dy = 1)@ = 7) + (67 = 114y + T37% = 129 )wq
—8(14 — 157 + 372)wd + 8(5 — 37)w8)
=4(y* - 1) ((ny — 9w + (67% — 19y + 14)w? + (37 — 1872 4 36y — 24)wy

+ (37" = 229% 4 6072 — 727 + 32)).
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Eliminating the strictly positive factor 4(y% — 1), we check that at wy = 4_337, the remainder satisfies

S A ((67 —9)wd + (692 — 197 + 14)w? + (37° — 1892 + 367 — 24)wo

+ (3v* — 229® + 607 — T2y + 32))‘
4—3~
3

2
= —5- 37)2(y—1) <0.
We then take a derivative with respect to wy to arrive at

wo (4(7;1/2@?)1)) = 3(6'}/ - 9)&18 + 2(6’)/2 — 19y + 14)w0 + (373 — 1872 + 367y — 24) <0

for all wy € [%, 2 — 4] and v € [1, 3] by interval arithmetic:

quadl0(w,g)=3%(6%g-9)*w 2+ 2%(6%xg"2-19xg+14)*w+3+g"3-18%g"2+36xg-24

qlO(v)=quadlO(v[l]-v[2],v[2])

maximise (ql0,V, tol=1e-2)

with output in the closed interval [—0.910166, —0.627474], thus finishing the proof that R; < —
Step 2: Prove Ry < _7(2—’v2)z'v+1) fory > 2 with equality only for v = L and wy = —4_337.

We argue similarly to Step 1. First, we apply (2.79) to find

1
2—v"

R 4 2y (2 = 7)(9wd — Tywd — 8uwd) + 1yuw
1 =
2=y +1) 22— (v + 1w
2—9

— 8(14 — 15 + 372)wl + 8(5 — 37)w§)

1
2

We again need only to compare the quantities in the numerator, and so we will prove that

2
((2 — ) (9w — Tyws — 8wp) + 4WS’)
= (2= (=44 =30y + Dy = (2 = ywg + (57 = 114y + 737* = 1297)wg
— 8(14 — 15y 4 372)w] + 8(5 — 37)wl) <0
4—3y

with equality only when both v = 1—90 and wg = =5~t. Simplifying, we find that this expression is
equal to 4(y — 1)(y + 1)2wdra(wp), where

ro(wp) = ((6@/2 + 8y — 24)wp + (69° — 69% — 287 + 32)w;
+ (37* — 1592 + 1892 + 12y — 24)wp + 37° — 199* + 3893 — 1292 — 404 + 32).

Considering only r2(wy) (as the remaining factors are positive), we check

4— 3y 2

ro( 3 ):—ﬁ'y(4—3w)2(9’y—10)§0
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with equality only for v = %. Moreover, differentiating with respect to wy yields

DuwgT2(wo) = 3(69% + 87 — 24)wd + 2(67° — 67% — 287 + 32)wp
+(3y* —1579° + 1892 + 12y —24) < 0

for all wy € [%, 2—~]and~y > % (actually all vy € [1, %]) by interval arithmetic:

quadll (w,g)=3*(6%g " 2+8+%g—24)xw 2+ 2x(6%g"3-6%g"2-28xg+32)+w
+3%g"4—-15%g"3+18+g"2+12xg-24

qll(v)=quadll(v[l]-v[2],v[2])

maximise (qll,V, tol=1e-2)

with output in [—2.12454, —1.63927], concluding the proof.
Sl‘ep 3: Prove R1 > _WM
The only remaining estimate for R; is the lower bound, and again we follow the above approach. We
first group
R+ 4 _ (2=9)(4—37)(9w§ — Tywi — 8wp) +8(y + Dwp
1 =
(2=7)(4=3y) 2(2-7)(4 =37 (7 + Dwp
(2—7)(4-37) ( 6 2y, 5
— 8(5 — 3y)wy — 8(14 — 157y + 37" )w,
2 )8 30y + g 0 T 0

(57— 1147 + 7372 — 1293wl — 4(4 — 37) (v + 1)(y — 1)(2 — v)wg’) ?)

-

(C.246)
One easily sees that
(2 —7)(4 = 37)(9wi — Tywd — 8wd) +8(y + 1)wi > 0
provided wy > w = %. As this value is always less than % (indeed, 4_337 —w =

(4=37)(37*—19v+2)
24(3y2—11v+T7)
It is therefore sufficient to compare the sizes of the squares of the terms in the numerator of (C.246).

We therefore consider

> 0), we conclude that the quantity is positive always.

(2~ )04~ 39) (908 — Ty — 8) + 80y + D)
-(2-7)7(4- 3v>2( —4(4 =37 (v + Dy = D2 = 7w + (57 = 114y + 737% = 1297wy
— 8(14 — 15y + 372)wl + 8(5 — 37)0;3)
= 4(y + 1)wirs(wo),
where
r3(wo) =6(97* — 6073 + 132y — 104y + 24)wi 4+ 2(2 — ) (4 — 37)(97® — 429* + 507y — 14)w?
—3(2=7)%(y = 1)(4 = 37)%wo + (2 — )% (v — 1)(4 — 37)*.

As usual, we evaluate at wg = 4?% and find
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asy? — 5y +2 < 0forvy € (1, %) The derivative with respect to wy is then

5 (wo) = 18(97* — 607> 4 13272 — 1047 + 24)wi +4(2 — 7)(4 — 37)(97° — 427 4 507 — 14)wy
—32—-7)%(y = 1)(4 - 3y)%

This is strictly positive as, at wg = 4337,

4-3 1
75 ( 3 Ty = 3(4 37)2(27y* — 18373 + 4182 — 348~ 4+ 104) > 0

as the quartic in -y is uniformly positive:

gl(g)=104 — 348xg + 418xg"2 — 183%g"3 + 27xg"4
minimise (gl ,G)

gives lower bound in the interval [17.4556, 18.0143]. Moreover, the further w derivative is
74 (wo) = 36(97* — 607> + 13292 — 104y + 24)wo + 4(2 — 7)(4 — 37)(97® — 42+ + 50y — 14)
> (4 39) (12(974 — 6073 + 13292 — 1047 + 24) + 4(2 — ) (97® — 429 + 507 — 14)),

where we have used wg > % in the second line and that 9y* — 6073 + 132y2 — 104y + 24 > 0 by
g13(g)=9%g"4-60xg"3+132xg"2-104%g+24
minimise (gl13,G)

which gives the minimum in [0.827639,1.00486]. We then further apply interval arithmetic to show
the positivity of the last quantity:
22(g)=12%(9%g"4-60%g"3+132%g"2-104%g+24)+4%(2-g)*(9+g"3-42xg"2+50xg—14)
minimise (g2,G)

gives lower bound in the interval [21.7206, 24.0462] which concludes the proof of the estimates for Ry .
Step 4: Prove the lower bound W1 > 0 with equality only for y. = y;.
The final step is the lower bound for W;. We first rearrange (2.83) to see

WiR + (wo+2—7)
QWO(Rl + 1) _ (=HEe—y)’

wo

W1 = (’}/ — 1)R1 (C247)

where we note that, as R; < —ﬁ, the denominator satisfies

QWQ(R1+1)_W<L(_M 2

wo wo 2~ WO_(’Y—l)(Q—’Y))<O.

It is therefore sufficient to verify that w? Ry +(wo+2—7) > 0 with strict equality for wy € [*5*2,2—7)
(equivalently y, € (ys,yr]). At the end-point y, = yy, equivalently wy = 2 — +, a direct computatlon
reveals R; = —% and W; = 0.

To prove the lower bound, we substitute R; from (2.79) and rearrange to find

(9 = Ty — 8wi — Vwis(wo) +2(y + D +2(y + 1)(2 = Y)wo
2wo(y+1)
(11—57 wo — 8wd — Jwos(wo) +2(y + 1)(2 — )
2(y+1)

whRL+ (wo +2—7) =
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It is a simple exercise to check that the quadratic
2 4—-3y
—8uwy + (11 = 5y)wo +2(y +1)(2 — ) > 0 forall wy € [T,Q -],

and so it suffices to show that

Liwo) = ( — 8wl + (11— 5y)wo + 2(y + 1)(2 — 7))2 — wos(wo,y) > 0 (C.248)

forwy € [47337,2 -).

We first obtain the lower bound for wgy € [4_37

3
L(w,g)=((11-5%g)xw—8+w " 2+2%(g+1)*(2-g)) "2 —wxs (W, g)
LI(v)=L(v[1]-v[2],v[2])

V9=IntervalBox ((4/3)..1.8,1..(4/3))

minimise (L1,V9, tol=1e-2)

which gives that the minimum lies in [8.32454, 9.37091].
On the remaining region, we recall that W;(2 — ) = 0 and hence L(2 — ) = 0. A direct
computation shows that

, 1.8 — ~] by interval arithmetic:

L'(wo) = 4(y + 1) (24wg + 6(3y — 8)wg +2v(3y — Two — (2 = 7)(=7 — 27y + 377))
and further interval arithmetic shows that this is strictly negative for wy € [1.8 — 7,2 — 7] by
DL(w,g)=4%(g+1)*(24%w " 3+6+(3%g—8)*w" 2 +2xg+(3+%g-7)sw—(2—-g)*(-7— 2xg+3%g"2))
DL1(v)=DL(v[1]-Vv[2],v[2])

V10=IntervalBox ((1.8)..2,1..(4/3))
maximise (DL1,V10)

which gives that the maximum lies in [~33.9807, —33.5971]. Hence L(wo) > 0 forwg € [*522,2—7)
as required. 0

C.2 Proof of (2.89)-(2.91)

(i) The easiest of the inequalities to show is inequality (2.89) for As. Indeed, we recall that R < 0 and
W >0forally € (1,3) and wy € [%, 2 — 7] and consider the coefficient of the w3 R term:

—2(3 = Ywj +wo(y =By = 9) = (y = D2 =)(y+1) <0,
where the inequality comes from interval arithmetic:

quadl (w,g)=-2%(3-g)*w 2+(g-1)*(5Sxg-9)xw—(g-1)*(2-g)*(g+1)
ql (v)=quadl(v[1]-v[2],v[2])
maximise (ql ,V, tol=1e-3)

which gives an upper bound in the range [—0.445382, —0.442693]. As the contributions from W and
the remainder are both non-negative, we conclude As > 0.

(ii) Next, we show the inequality (2.91), 445 + A; > 0. This is more complicated than before and
requires us to consider the coefficients on separate parts of the domain. We first simplify the expression
for this sum as

445 + Ay = (—10(3 — y)wd + 2(y — 1)(10y — 19)wo — 5(y — 1)(2 —7)(v + 1))wi R
+ (40w — 4(4 = 37)wo — 2(y — Dwo )wo W + 20wy — (14 — 107)w§.

Again, the coefficient of w? R is negative on the whole region of interest by interval arithmetic:
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quad2 (w,g)=—10%(3-g)*w"2+2%(g—1)*%(10%g—19)xw—5*(g—1)*(2—-g)*(g+1)
q2(v)=quad2 (v[1]-v[2],v[2])
maximise (q2,V, tol=1e-3)

which gives an upper bound in the range [—2.22671, —2.21346]. We therefore focus on the other two

coefficients. The coefficient of wyW is clearly positive when wy > 7;3 7 and negative otherwise (for
7T—

5y 4—3~ - . 59 59 4
S0~ = —3 7 isequivalenttoy > 2= (and = < 3).

wp > 0). One also checks easily that
Moreover, the final coefficient is
7 — by

w3 (20wy — (14 — 107)) > 0 if and only if wy > o

Note that % > % only for y > 2.
In the region wy > 7;87 , we therefore have 445+ A; > 0, as required (and in particular, this holds
for the whole region when v < %). For v € (%, %), we consider
7y —5 4—37} 77—5)
20 7 3 10 )7
so the coefficient of wo W is positive for all wy of interest. Recalling also that the coefficient of w%R is
negative and that R < —ﬁ, we therefore bound 445 + A; below by

wo € (max{

1
445+ A1 > — (= 10(3 — y)wg +2(7 — 1) (107 — 19)wo — 5(y — 1)(2 — ) (v + 1))0‘13m
+ 20wy — (14 — 107y)w}

2
“o

=52 ((10(3 —7) +20(2 —7))w}

+ (= 20y = (107 = 19) = (2= 7)(14 = 107))wo + 5(7 = )2 = 7)(7+1)) >0,

where we check the sign of the final quadratic using

quad3 (w,g)=10%(7-3%g)*w 2 -2%(15%xg"2 — 46xg + 33)xw+5x(g—-1)*x(2-g)=(g+1)
q3(v)=quad3 (v[1]-v[2],v[2])

minimise (q3,V, tol=1e-3)

which gives a lower bound in the range [2.49842,2.51321] (actually for all wy € (4_337 ,2 — ) and
v € (1L 3)
Finally, for v € (22, 4) and w, €
wW _ (y=DwiR+ (v = D(wo +2—1)
wiR 2w3R +2w3 — (v —1)(2—1)
Differentiation of B(R, wy) with respect to R reveals that
(v = Dw§ (20 — 200 — 2 =) (v + 1)
2
(2w3 R +2w§ — (v = 1)(2 — 7))

(4737 7—5v

1, 55+ ), we compare wo WV to w? R using the formula

=: B(R,wy).

0
@B(R, WO) =

for all wg € (4_33”Y ,2—7),7 € (1, %), so B is a decreasing function with respect to R. Hence, recalling

again that R < — ﬁ we have that

wolW 1 (=D (2= = D(wo +2-1)
2 S (_ 7(4.}0) - 2 2 3
wolt 2-7 =205 +2(2 = 7)wg — (v = D2 =) (C.249)
_ W= @2-wot2-7) _  B3wg—(2—Ywo _
- 2 - 1+ 2 1
2wg + (2 —7)? 2wg + (2 —7)2
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for wy € (%, 7_—) (where we are using that 7;5” < 2‘%). We therefore use the fact that the

coefficient of woW is negative on this region to make the lower bound
445 + A1 > (= 1003 = y)wi +2(y = 1)(10y = 19)wo — 5(y = 1)(2 =) (y + 1))f R
— (40wg — 4(4 — 37)wo — 2(7 — Dwo)wg R + 20w — (14 — 107)w
= (= 10(7 = Y)wg +4(57* = 17y + 13)wo — 5(v = 1)(2 = 7)(v + 1))wi R
+ 20wg — (14 — 107)wd.

(C.250)

We may check that the coefficient of w? R is still negative:

quad4 (w,g)=—10%(7-g)*w" 2+4%(5%xg"2 — 17+%g + 13)sxw-5x(g—-1)*(2-g)*(g+1)
q4(v)=quad4 (v[1]-v[2],v[2])
maximise (q4,V, tol=1e-3)

which gives an upper bound in [—2.56641, —2.55714]. We therefore bound 445 + A; below on this
region by taking R = —ﬁ in (C.250). This leaves us with

2

w
4A5 + Ay > _07 (10(7 —wd =457 =17y + 13)wo +5(y — 1)(2 =) (v + 1)
+(2— ) (2002 — (14 — 107)010))
which we check is again posmve for wy € (m, 7—) (in fact it is uniformly positive for all wy €

(3 —7,2—7)andy € (1, 1) by interval arithmetic):

quad5 (w,g)=10%(11-3%g)*«w 2 -2%(15%g"2-51%g+40)*w+5%(g—1)*(2-g)*=(g+1)
a5 (v)=quad5 (v[1]1-v[2],v[2])
minimise (q5,V, tol=1e-3)

with the minimum in [2.54864, 2.55882], concluding the proof of (ii).
(iii) A similar strategy holds again for showing (2.90) for the last quantity, 445 + 2A4; + Ag. In
fact, grouping terms again, we find
4A5 +2A1 + Ay
=(—24+37) (v =12 =) +2(y — 1)(10y — 21)wo + 2(7y — 19)wi)wi R
+(=2(y=1)(2—7)(v+1)+ (67 — 10)wo + (28 + 4v)wp )wo W
+wo((A=31)(y =D=M +1)+ (=137 = 97+ 2)wo
= 6(y = 1)(3 = 7wg +6(y = wp),

the coefficient of w R is always negative again:

quad6 (w, g)=2%(7+g—19)s=w 2+2x(g—1)*(10xg—21)xw—2x(44+3xg)*x(g-1)%(2-g)
q6(v)=quad6 (v[1]-v[2],v[2])
maximise (q6,V, tol=1e-3)

gives an upper bound in the interval [—2.67263, —2.65602]. Next, we see that there exists

5— 3y 4 /=87 + 10y + 12972 — 4073 — 8+*

) = 17+ )

such that the coefficient of woW is non-negative for wy > w. () and negative for wy € (0, w.(7)).
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For wy € (max{%7 ws(Y)},2 — 7). we check then that

4A5 +2A1 + Ay
> (= 2(4+37)(y = 1)(2 —7) +2(y — 1)(10y — 21)wp + 2(7Ty — 19)w3)w3%
+wo((4=3N0 =D =NO+1)+ (v =137 = 97 + 2)wo

—6(y — 1)(3 — y)wg + 6(y — L)wp)
2

> 52 (2044300 = D@ = 7) = 207 = (107 = 2y — 2Ty ~ 19)e)
+ (2 =) ((r= 1) = 97 +2) = 6(y = 1)(3 = Y)wo + 6( — 1)) )
= 20‘:07 ( —2(3y% — 2y — 13)wd — 2(y — 1)(3y* — 5y — 3)wp
+ (=12 =377~ 3y +10))
>0

by using interval arithmetic to estimate the final quadratic by

quad7 (w,g)=-2(3%g"2-2%g—13)%w 2 -2%(g—1)*(3%xg"2-5%xg—-3)=w
+(g-1)*x(2-g)*(3+xg"2-3xg+10)

q7(v)=quad7(v[1]-v[2],v[2])

minimise (q7,V, tol=1e-3)

and obtaining the minimum is in [2.34889, 2.35904].

There is a . &~ 1.148 such that w, () < % if v < 7. and reverse inequality otherwise. In the
former case, we are already done. However, w, (y) < 252 for all v € (1, 3) by using
wstar (g)=(5-3%g+sqrt(—87+10xg+129%g"2-40xg"3-8xg"4))/(4=(7+g))
G=1..(4/3)
maximise (g—>(wstar(g)-(2-g)/3),G, tol=1e-3)

which gives a maximum in [—0.0134389, —0.0127184]. Hence, for v > =, and wy € ( 37w, (7)),

we again get ‘Z’U%Vg < —1 by the same argument as that leading to (C.249). Therefore, for wy in this
0

region, replacing woW with —w3 R and combining terms, we obtain

445 + 24, + Ag
> (= 2(47 +3)(v = 1)(2— ) + 2(y — D)(10y — 21)wp + 2(7y — 19)wf)wi R
—(=2(y =12 =)y + 1) + (6y — 10)wo + (28 + 4y)wj)wj R
+wo((A =37y =12 =7+ 1)+ (v = DBy = 97+ 2)wo
—6(y = )3 — 7w + 6(y — Duwy)
= (2(4 — 79" + 39) +2(26 — 34y + 107*)wo + 2(—33 + 57)wg )wp R (C.251)
+wo((v =137 =97 +2)wo — 6(y — 1)(3 = 7)wi + 6(y — ),

where we have also dropped the first order term in wy in the last line. The new coefficient of R is again
seen to be negative as

quad8 (w,g)=2(5%xg—-33)sw" 2+2x(10%g"2-34%g+26)sw+2x(3xg"3-Txg" "2+4)
q8(v)=quad8(v[l1]-v[2],v[2])
maximise (q8,V, tol=1e-3)
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gives a maximum in [—2.62435, —2.59568]. Thus it is to obtain a lower bound by using R < — 52—

2=y
and factoring out w? from the remainder. We arrive at the lower bound
445 + 24, + A
2
— 2“107 (( —2(4— 7% 4 37%) — 2(26 — 34y + 1072wy — 2(—33 + 57)w?)
+(2 =) ((y = D)B7* =97 + 2)wo = 6(y — 1)(3 = 7)wj +6(y — Lwp)
2
= 2‘107 ( —2(37* =4y = 2T)wi +2(=37> +8y" + 7 = 8)wo +3(y ~ D2 =) (¥* =7 + 2)).

We verify that the quadratic in wq in parentheses is always positive on (%, w4 (7)) for v > . (in

fact the sign holds on all wy € (%, 2 —~)and v € (1, 3)) by the following interval arithmetic:

quad9 (w,g)=(—6%g " 2+8%g+54)+W 2+(-6%g"3+16%g"24+2%xg—-16)*w
+3x(g-1)*(2-g)*(g"2-g+2)

9 (v)=quad9 (v[1]1-v[2],v[2])

minimise (q9,V, tol=1e-3)

shows a minimum in the range [1.5754, 1.58222], concluding the proof.

C.3 Proof of Lemma 3.4
Step 1: We prove (3.125) in the case m = 1.

Recall
Q) = (1= 52 (= 523+ (- D= 32 7) - T 200 - 1w
=(4-32-N-1)-32-7)(y—-Dw+ (- ;:i s 372)(—;% + 27))&
L (534 29)(4+3y)
277
Q@) = (- 72 (- 523+ (- DA =32 =) - TP -2y - e
g (-3 =) - 3 -27)

6y — 7w2 n 3(2y — 3)w3)

:(7_1)((4—37)(2—7)+(37_6)w_ 24 (2—17)?

Considering first Q;, we check that

) - _ (4 B 37)2
3 27(2 — 7)2

Q2 —7) = ~3(2 )y~ 1) < Oforall y € (1, ).

4
(99% — 25y +18) < O forall vy € (1, g),
(C.252)

We then check using interval arithmetic that
(i) Qf (w) <Oforallw € [3 —v,2 — 1], fory € [1.02,1.15],
(i) Qf (w) <Oforallw € [§ —~,1.8 =], forvy € [1,1.02],
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(i) 0,Qf (w) <Oforallw € [§ —~,2—~], fory € [1.15, 3],
(iv) 9,Q7 (w) > 0forallw € [1.8 — 7,2 — 4], fory € [1,1.02],

all of which combine to prove that Q7 (w) < 0 forallw € (3 — 7,2 — ), fory € (1, 3).
These are checked with the following Julia code (removing line breaks in the definition of functions):

Qlplus(w,g)=((2xg=3)*(3xg—4)xw 3)/((2-g)"2)
+(=((g=1)/(2-g))+((4-3%g)*(2xg-3))/(2-g))*w"2
+(=2#(g-1)—(g-1)%(4-3xg))xw+(4-3xg)*(2-g)*(g-1)

dQlplus(w, g)=3#((2xg=3)=(3xg—4)=w"3)/((2-g)"2)
+2+(=((g-1)/(2-g))+((4-3+g)*(2xg-3))/(2-g))*w"2
+(=2x(g-1)-(g-1)x(4-3xg))

pl(v)=Qlplus(v[1]-v[2],v[2])
p2(v)=dQlplus(v[1]-v[2],v[2])

V2=IntervalBox ((4/3)..2,(1.02)..(1.15))
V3=IntervalBox ((4/3)..(1.8),1..(1.02))
V4=IntervalBox ((1.8)..2,1..(1.02))

V5=IntervalBox ((4/3)..2 ,(1.15)..(4/3))

Property (i) then follows from

maximise (pl,V2, tol=1e-4)

which gives maxy, p; € [—0.0178999, —0.0177931]. Property (ii) follows from
maximise (pl,V3, tol=1e-3)

which gives maxy, p; € [—0.0638237, —0.0622099]. Property (iii) follows from
maximise (p2,V5, tol=1e-2)

giving maxy; p2 € [—0.321421, —0.231604]. Finally,

minimise (p2,V4, tol=1e-3)

yields miny, ps € [0.178011, 0.190886], as required.
To prove the negativity of (), it is enough to observe that

_A4 2(4-37)*(y - 1)°
-—7)=- <0,
Ql (3 /7) 9(2 _ 7)2
and, moreover, by interval arithmetic, d,,Q7 (w) < 0 always. To check this last property, we cancel the
Q

;1 and then find the maximum:

factor v — 1 to define a function Qlmin=

Qlmin(w,g)=(4-3%g)*(2-g)+(3%g—6)xw—(6xg—T)*w"2/(2 -g)+3*%(2xg-3)*w"3/(2-g)"2
dQlmin(w, g)=(3%xg—6)-2%(6%xg—-7)*Ww/(2-g)+9*(2%xg-3)*w"2/((2-g)"2)

p3(v)=QImin(v[1]1-v[2],v[2])
p4(v)=dQlmin(v[1]-v[2],v[2])
V=IntervalBox ((4/3)..2,1..(4/3))

maximise (p4,V, tol=1e-3)

This yields maxy py € [—2.003, —1.99999], so that, for all v € (1, 3), we have 0,,Q; < 0.

Step 2: We prove the estimate (3.125) for Q,, for m € [1, %]

To extend the estimates for Q,,, fromm = 1tom € [1, %], we proceed as follows. We first define a
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new variable & so that m — 1 = Yy—ﬁk, to ensure k € [0, 1] when m € [1, %] m is then recovered
from k by

m(k,g)=((g-1)xk+(g-1))/(g+1)

We create two new functions
Qs(w,m) = Q@)
(- 2 f 7) ( - _Qni; 27(4 3w+ (v —1)4—37)(2— 7))

24—m—29)(m =D’ m(y—1) ,
B PEE Ty, @A e

(1= 7 (- S e+ - D -3 1)

2—7
24-m-29)(m—1)w® m(y—1) ,
- - w? —2(y - w
(2—-7)? 2-1v =1
2
mw
‘*‘W((‘l—?ﬂ’)@—ﬂ —w(d=3y+ (v - 1)(2—m)))
672 +y(m? +8m —24) + m? —16m +24 5 —692+ (20 — Tm) +9m — 16 ,
- @) v 27 ?

=32-0O-Dw+@=30—-1E2-7).

Note that when m = 1, these are just Q7 and @] from above. We then compute the derivative with

reSpeCt tom to get
m Yy 3 Y 2.

w
(2—7)? 2-7

It is then straightforward to see that for m € [1, %], the coefficient of the w® term is negative.

amQS =

Note also that 9,,Q5 < 0 for w > w, = %. We check by interval arithmetic that for all
m € [1, %], ally € (1,3), wehave w, < 3 — v +0.1:

werit(g,n)=(2-g)*(5-4xg)/(14-Txg—4%n)
weritdiff (g,n)=wecrit(g,n)—-(4/3)-0.1+g
fun (h)=wcritdiff (h[1],m(h[2],h[1]))
Gerit=IntervalBox (1..(4/3),0..1)
maximise (fun, Gerit)

The maximum lies in [—0.154379, —0.153729], hence is negative. Thus, for w > % — v+ 0.1, we have
Qs(w,m) < Qf (w) < 0. On the other hand, for w € (3 —~, % — v + 0.1), we have from interval
arithmetic that 0,01 < —0.29:

Verit=IntervalBox ((4/3)..((4/3)+0.1),1..(4/3))
maximise (p2, Vcrit)

The output is in [—0.304395, —0.297167].

We check that
dm + 7y —-14 , S — 4y

w
(2—7)? 2—v

provided w > %w*. We check that %w* < % — v always:

872an5 =3
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fun2 (h)=2%wecrit (h[1],m(h[2],h[1]))/3 =(4/3)+h[1]
maximise (fun2 , Gerit)

with output [—0.0363685, —0.0358193]. Thus, we retain 9,Q5 < Oonw € (5 — 7,3 — v + 0.1) for

all m and ~ in the range we require. Thus, using the fact that, at w = % — 7, we have

(4 — 37)?m(26 + 992 — 8m + y(—31 + 6m))

= — 0
Q5’w:%*7 27(2 — )2 <

by using

QSend(g,n)=26+9xg"2-8+n+g*(-31+6*n)

fun3 (h)=Q5end (h[1],m(h[2],h[1]))

minimise (fun3 , Gerit , tol=1e-2)

with minimum in the range [0.483905, 0.681199], we conclude Q5 < 0 for all suitable v and m.
To handle (g, we compare it to ()] above. We write

an6 = aw(QG - Q1_) + anl_a

exploiting the definition of k to introduce factors of v — 1 wherever we find m — 1. In particular, we
have
¥y—1 9—Ty

37— 1 k 9
== " ((y — Dk + 10y — 14) + w2 — :
w7+1(2—7)2<(7 ) 71 IS R

Qo(w,m(k)) — Qy (w)

Factoring out v — 1, we differentiate and find
k 9-— 77)

i (v =Dk +10y - 14) +2——

&u(Qﬁ—Qf):(V—l)w(&Jm 12—~

Interval arithmetic then yields

0.(Qs — Q1) +0,Q7 < 0forall (w,7,k) €[5 — 72— 5] x [1, 5] % [0,1

by working without the common factor of (y — 1):

Qoédiffw (w,g,k)=3+=w"2x(k/(g+1))*((g-1)k+10%xg—-14)/((2-g)"2)
+2sxwx (k/(g+1))x(9-T+g)/(2-g)

B=IntervalBox ((4/3)..2,1..(4/3),0..1)

p6diff (u)=dQlmin(u[l]-u[2],u[2])+Q6diffw (u[l]-u[2],u[2],u[3])

maximise (p6diff ,B, tol=1e-2)

giving a maximum in the range [—2.03123, —1.99999]. This establishes inequality (3.125) for m €
1, 2],
) y+1

Step 3: We extend to cover the full range m € [1, % + (5].

To extend (3.125) to m € [1, % + 5] , we argue directly by continuity with respect to m, uniformly

with respect to w € [4_33"’,2 — 5] foreachy € (1,3). As Q 2, (w) < Oforallw € [%,2 — 9], for
AT

each € (1, 3), we obtain the existence of such a claimed § > 0.
Step 4: Prove (3.126).
To check (3.126) rigorously, we follow the following procedure: Define

Q3(w) =Q7._(w)
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MO = 3)(1 = 52+ MOWH (= 2 b S

- R — 2= Dt (4= 3 - DR =) (1 - 5)
32(37% — 107 + 6)(99* — 307 + 16) 52(973 — 4292 + 57y — 23)
(43722 —7)? YT 2@ -3
=-32-7(-Dw+@-=31(H-1E2-),
Qu(w) =Q s _(w)

= M(7)(4 - 37)(1 - %)w? + M(y)w?

2(y — 1w?
T G-3)2 ) 2y —Nw+ @ =3 -1)E2-n(1- ﬁ)

o 41— 5%) 4y —1) 2 4
AT e T - TmmEe)
36(97% — 6073 + 13272 — 104y + 24) 56(373 — 1492 + 17y — 5)

(4 —37)%(2 )2 YT A3
32— -Dw+ @ -=370"-1)2-7)-

We need to prove the positivity of both Q)3 and (4. To show the positivity of @3, we note the following
four facts:

i T asse—y)

w

( 2 8

— — 27
° QS(% -7) = 24 372)7((221_77)2717+42) > 0 fory € (1, %)
4_ 3 2_
. Q( (% 7 ,_y) _ 27y 18373&40’3;)/2 312v4-80 >0 fOI"')’ c (1 %)’
. A4  4(184 12073 42612 — 2037+ 50) 4
Qs (g —v) = s (4737)(2 V,Y)z s >0forye(1,3)

3 12(3v% —107+6)(972—307+16
. Qg )(w) = 12 @ ﬁgy))éz’yy) 1+16) 5 0 forall w € ( —7,2=7),7€ (1,%).
Each of these is proved by interval arithmetic. We scale out the factors of (4 —3~)~* and (4 —3v) "2 in
the second and third derivatives of ()3 before computing to ensure the computations remain bounded.

g5(g)=—(21%g"2-T1xg+42)
g6(g)=80-312xg+402xg"2-183%g"3+27+g"4
g7(g)=50-203xg+261%xg"2-120xg"3+18xg"4
g8(g)=(6-10%g+3+g"2)*(16-30%g+9xg"2)
G=(4/3)..2

minimise (g5 ,G)

minimise (g6 ,G)

minimise (g7 ,G)

minimise (g8 ,G)

yielding minggs € [15.2996,15.3379], minggs €  [29.4466,30.2343], minggr €
[14.8603, 15.7849], ming gs € [15.9016, 16.0085].

Similarly,
— — 2_
* Qu(3—7) = 24 3;82(3“’7)2137%) > 0fory € (1, %),
C Q4 — ) = BEES LER  for € (1, 4),
2 12(67* —407* 487> —65v+14
(4 =) = BTN AT ) S O fory € (1, 3),
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e N3 (w) = 36(974760'ya+1232727;04w+24)
4 (4=37)%(2—)

> 0forallw € (%77,2*7),76 (L%)

g9(g)=—(3%g"2-13%g+6)
gl0(g)=32-112+g+138%xg"2-61xg"3+9xg"4
gll(g)=14-65xg+87+g"2-40xg"3+6xg" 4
g12(g)=24-104%g+132xg"2-60%g"34+9xg"4
minimise (g9 ,G)

minimise (gl10,G)

minimise (gl ,G)

minimise (gl2,G)

yielding mingge € [5.99518,6.00151], minggip € [11.5885,11.8567], ming g1 €
[5.98055, 6.15133], ming g12 € [5.96691, 6.22624].

D Proof of Proposition 4.7

Before we prove the proposition, it is convenient to rescale the sonic point to a fixed value so that some
of the continuity properties are easier to prove. We let

Y

= ply) =7(2), w(y)=w(z). (D.253)

VAN

The system (1.21) takes the form

) _ Yazrh(r,w)

Corw) (D.254)
4—3y— 2 wh
W — 3y —3w  yizwh(r,w) (D.255)
z G(z;r,w)
where

G(z;m,w) i= yr7 ™t — y2 22w (D.256)

Moreover, the sonic time s(y. ) scales naturally into
S(y,) = S(yy*), (D.257)

so that the interval (S(yx), 1) comprises all the z-values in the interval (0, 1) for which the unique
LPH-type solution exists and G > 0. By analogy to (A.195)-(A.196) we introduce the abbreviations

zrh(r, w) zwh(r,w)

7T:=——-= == . D.258

G(zyr,w)’ J G(z;r,w) ( )
Proof. We work with the formulation (D.254)—(D.255) for convenience. From there, it is easy to
recover all the statements in the original (p(y),w(y)) variables.
Proof of part (i). We fix an y, € [y¢,yr| and an arbitrary z € (S(y),1 — v). In the following all
generic constants will depend on Z unless specified otherwise. Since Z > S(y.) there exists ann > 0
such that

7l > 422w, 2 € [5,1—v).
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It follows in particular that
r(z) > CnP, 2z €[5,1—v), (D.259)

where
1 S
Bi=——, Cy=~y 1. (D.260)
v—1
Moreover, by Lemma 4.5 it is clear that there exists a constant C' = C'(z) such that for any g.. € [y, yr]
Ir(z9)1 < C, |w(z9.) < C, 2z €[25,1=v]N(S(F), 1 —v). (D.261)

Let 0 < § < 1 be a control constant to be fixed later and consider the set of §. € [y;,yr] such
that |g. — y«| < 6. For any such g, let (7(; Jx), @W(-; Jx)) be the unique LPH-type solution given by
Theorem 2.15. Let

Z = max{S(J.), 2}

and define the control function
g(z) = |r(z) = 7(2)| + |lw(z) —w(2)|, z€ (Z,1-17], (D.262)

where 7 is a y,-independent positive constant whose existence follows from the existence of v > 0 in
Theorem 2.15. It is straightforward to check that

rh(G — G) + Gr(h - h) 4 Gh(r —7)

I(y*7 T, w) - I(g*7 T, 1:[}) =z ) (D263)
gg
where we used the shorthand G = G(4., 7, ) and similarly for /. Note that
G—G=r (A=) = 22 (520 — yPw?) (D.264)
and also
F—r\"!
T r7*1| =1 (1 + > -1
r
<G s ojp2 P
CEes "
S y—2
| Uil ] (D.265)
r

where we have used the mean value theorem in the second line above. Note that by (D.262) and (D.259)

@ < % and therefore since vy — 2 < 0
1=l =l < 0 @)= (2278 9(2) T
|t = <] n 1— o g(2). (D.266)
Moreover, by (D.261) it is easy to see that
|22 (g20% = y?w®)| < C(lye = Gl + |0 — @) . (D.267)
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Together with (D.264) and (D.266) this gives

‘é - g] <C (1 T Cesil ‘1 _9(2)

y—2
) 9(2) + Clyx — .|

Cynb
=: CK(n,9(2))9(2) + Clys — 7, (D.268)
where
K(n,g(2) =148 ‘1 O (D.269)
Cyn?
A simple consequence of (D.268) is a lower bound for G,
G=G-|-g|
=1 —CK(1,9(2))9(2) = Cly« — x|
=:7(2). (D.270)

From the definition of h(r, w) and the a priori bounds (D.261) it is straightforward to obtain the bound
‘B(z) - h(z)’ < Cyg(2). (D.271)
Using (D.261), (D.268), (D.270), and (D.271) in (D.263) we conclude

CK(n,9(2))9(2) + Clys —g:|

L(ys, ryw) = L(G, 7 w)| < = (D.272)
Z(yesrw) = (G, 7, 0) e
The same proof also yields the bound
o CK(n,g(z 2) + Clyse — Ux
T (Gerrs ) — T (G, 7 5)| < (7,9(2))9(2) + Cly. — G| (D.273)
n1(z)
where we recall (D.258).
Clearly, for § > 0 and |1 —v — z| sufficiently small, we have from (D.268) and (D.269) by continuity
_ n Cyn’
1(2) > 5, 9(2) < —5—,
where 7j(z) is defined in (D.270). Let
7R = n Cyn?
Z = Z<irif1—u {n(z) > 5 and g(z) < 5 }, (D.274)

where C,, > 0 is defined in (D.260). The bound g(z) < sznﬂ ensures that

227_77742*7)/3 = K,, z€[Z,1-17. (D.275)

K(n,g(2)) <1+
Integrating over [z, 1 — 7] it follows from (D.254)—(D.255) and the bounds (D.272)—(D.273) that
1-o

. C . c [ . C
g(z)ég(l—v)+n7\y*—y*l+g/ Iw—w|d7+? K(n,9(7)) g(r) dr

z
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1-v

. C - C
<g(l1-7)+ ?\y* — Ju| + po K(n,g()) g(r) dr
C CK, (177 _
§g(1—ﬁ)+?\y**ﬂ*|+ nQn/ g(r)dr, z€[Z,1-17], (D.276)

where we recall (D.269) and (D.275). We now apply the Gronwall inequality to conclude

CK.

C —51(1-v—=2 = ~
g(z) < <g(1 =)+l - g*|> e T ez -1 (D.277)

We note that for any given ¢’ > 0, there exists a § > 0 such that g(1 — ) < ¢’ for all |y, — §.| < 9.
Therefore, for any given ¢ > 0 we can choose a § = §(, €) sufficiently small so that for all |y, —g.| < ¢
we have the bound

g(z) <€, Z<z<1-1.

In particular, with 0 < e < 1 chosen sufficiently small we have g(z) < % on (Z,1— 1] and therefore
K(n,9(z)) < K,y on [Z,1 — p]. This in turn implies

iW(Z) > n— CKye—C§ > g (D.278)

for 0 < ¢ < 1 sufficiently small. This implies Z = Z and provides a uniform lower bound for G on
(Z,1 — ] thus implying S(§.) < Z. Therefore Z = z and since z > S(y.) is chosen arbitrarily, this
implies the upper semi-continuity.

Proof of part (ii). By Lemma 4.6 it is clear that there exists a 7 = 7(¢,n) such that S(y?) < y — 7
for all n € N. We now use the lower bounds (D.270) and (D.278) applied to the sequence {y? },,cn to
conclude that S(y.) < yi — 7 for a possibly smaller 7 > 0, which again depends only on g and 7.

Proof of part (iii). By the proof of part (i) it follows that there exists a § > 0 sufficiently small so that
S(@.) < S(y)+ 3 (g—o -5 (y*)) for all |§. — y«| < d. The claim now follows from the arguments in
part (i) using in particular the uniform-in-g, upper bound (D.277) for the distance function g(z). O
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