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Abstract

The present paper considers the model of a homogeneous bubble inside an unbounded isentropic
compressible inviscid liquid. The exterior liquid is governed by the FEuler equation while the free
bubble surface is determined by the kinematic and dynamic boundary conditions on the bubble-
liquid interface. This classical model is of great concern in physics, and has been studied in a
variety of approximations [I1], [25], [I6]. In this paper, we study this model in a first attempt from
a mathematical point of view. We first proved the local existence and uniqueness of the complete
nonlinear system using energy methods under an iteration scheme. Then we proved the almost
global existence of the solution and the radiative decay of bubble oscillation through a bootstrap
argument. Except for the energy estimate, this bootstrap argument encompasses a generalized
KSS (Keel-Smith-Sogge) estimate and the analysis of backward pressure wave using the method of
characteristics, which are the novelty of the present paper.

We developed a generalized weighted L? HJ-estimate, or the so-called KSS estimate, which
extends the KSS estimate [9] to nonlinear wave equations in exterior domains regardless of the
boundary conditions, at the cost of only the appearance of a L? norm of the boundary value. To
handle this boundary value, we establish a method of characteristics to study the backward pressure
wave, which is then used to decouple the ODE of the boundary value from the hyperbolic system
of backward and forward pressure wave. The analysis of backward pressure wave takes advantage
of a change of variable between the backward and forward characteristics generated by the sound
speed field in a geometric way. These two methods can not only be used for the bubble-liquid model
studied in this paper, but are expected to be applied on other questions regarding nonlinear wave
equations with complex boundary conditions.

Keywords: compressible Euler equation, free boundary, almost global existence, radiative decay,
pressure wave

1. Introduction

1.1. Equations governing the liquid-bubble system

We consider a spherical gas bubble immersed in a compressible inviscid liquid. This physical
relevant model plays an important role in a large variety of fields including underwater explosion [10],
ultrasound imaging [2], medicine delivery [I3], acoustic blocking [5], acoustic communication across
the water-air interface [6], in which cases acoustic wave generated by compressibility and bubble
oscillation are essential. For other applications of bubble dynamics, one can refer to [15], [14], [27],



and the references therein. The liquid under consideration is assumed inviscid and compressible
with spherical symmetry, so the dynamics of liquid is governed by the compressible Euler equations,
which, written in radial coordinates, is
Op+1r720,(r’pu) =0, r>R(t), t>0, (1.1)
pou + pudpu+ 0.p =0, r > R(t), t > 0. '

Here p, u, p are the density, velocity and pressure of liquid respectively, and R(t) is the bubble
radius. We have assumed in that the bubble center is on the origin, which otherwise can be
achieved by transforming to the center-of-mass coordinates. On the other hand, the bubble surface
is determined by the kinematic condition and the stress balance on the interface:

dR

dR _ | ;

dt u|r—R(t)» B > 0, (1'2)
Plrr@ =po —20R™Y, t >0,

where py, is the pressure at the inner bubble surface, and ¢ denotes the surface tension.

We further make the assumptions that the liquid is isentropic, so p = Cyp” for some positive
constants Cy and v > 1, and that the bubble is homogeneous and satisfies a polytropic gas law,
which says that the bubble pressure is uniform in space and is proportional to a power of bubble
volume, say py(t) = C1|R(t)| =27 for positive constant C; and vy > 1. By nondimensionalization,
we can assume without loss of generality that the liquid pressure p = % p”, the bubble pressure
po = (£2+ %) R, and the surface tension 0 = 3, where Ca and We are dimensionless
constants, and namely, the Cavitation number and Weber number respectively. Therefore,
admit an equilibrium state (u, p, R) = (0,1,0). We assume in addition that the pressure at infinity
is equal to the pressure at this equilibrium state, or equivalently, p = 1 at infinity.

To deal with this free boundary problem, a natural way is to introduce the Lagrangian coordinate
z:= ];( £ p(t, s)s?dz, which corresponds to the mass of liquid within a spherical domain of radius

r and exterior to the bubble. Using the continuity equation and that ‘fi—}f = ul,—pg(), there holds

Oyx(r,t) = —(r?pu)(r,t), therefore the Jacobian g((f:))

£ - g -

By a change of variable using (1.3), equations (1.1)(1.2) are transformed into

as well as its inverse reads

Oip 4 p?0,(r*u) = 0, z>0,t>0, (1.4)
Opu + %rzar(m) =0, x>0, t>0, (1.5)
dR
E = u|:c:03 t>0, (16)
Ca Ca 2 2 <
2= = = =37 _ 2 p-1_. 1.
S0 = (G o ) B0 = R = R, t>0, (1.7
T % t
r= (R(t)3 + 3/ p_l(y,t)dy> =r(z,0) +/ u(y,7)dr, = >0,¢t>0. (1.8)
0 0



1
Next, we define ¢ = p~! — 1, and denote the specific sound speed by ¢ = (%p”“) * and the value
1

C‘”) ® . Then the fourth equation implies

2

of ¢ at equilibrium state by cg := (

1

2 2 2 2 kil
om0 = |14+ |R® -~ _R7! -1= .
ale=0 [( + Ca We)R Ca WeR ] J(R)

_ — 1
f(R) is smooth and strictly increasing for R € (0, R) with R = (1+ %%) $70-1 " and a simple
calculation gives ¢Zf'(1) = —f'(1). Hence f admits a smooth inverse function f~! defined on the

range f((0, R)). Replacing p by (14 ¢)~! in the above equations yields

Orq = O (ru), x>0, t>0, (1.9)
Oyu = *r?d,q, x>0,1t>0, (1.10)
dR
—r = tla=o, t>0, (1.11)
qlz=0 = f(R), t>0, (1.12)
T % t
r= <R(t)3 + 3z 4+ / q(y,t)dy) =r(z,0) + / u(y, 7)dr, x>0, t>0. (1.13)
0 0
We now impose the initial data at ¢ = 0 that
(u, ¢, R)|t=0 = (Win, Gin, Rin), (1.14)

and compatibly r(x,0) = (Rf’n + 3z + fom qm(y)dy) %. The bubble-liquid system is then determined

by equations ([1.9))-(1.14).
In addition to the above equations, for later use we hereby derive the equation governing the
velocity potential ¢ which is defined by pr?d,¢ = u and ¢ = 0 at infinity. Substituting u by pr2d, ¢

in ([L.5)) and using (1.3])(1.4)), there holds
__Cay

2(y—1)

=pr20,0,0 + 0y (pr?)0pp = pr20,0sp — P20, (12u) 120 + 2r pudy

2
=pr?0,0pp — p*r* 0pudyip = pr®o, (5t<P - u) '

pr20, (p’y_l) = OJu

2

Hence by cancelling pr?0, on each side, we obtain the relation between p and ¢, namely the
Bernoulli equation:

Ca ~v .4 u?
2= 1) =00 — —. 1.15
3 o= % ) =0 — (1.15)
Multiplying (1.4) by p?~2 and replacing p using (1.15)) yields
u? Ca
0= 0,(0rp — ) = —5 07 0u(prDs).
Since u - Ou = —pr20,p - %p’y_lﬁ@wp, @ satisfies the following quasilinear wave equation on
(l‘,t) S R+ X R+,
2o — 20, (r*0,p) = 0. (1.16)



1.2. Observation from linear approximation
To illustrate the damping mechanism of bubble radius, we look at the linearisation of (1.16]) at

the equilibrium state. Denote by &(z) = (1 + 3z)3 the radius function and by ¢y = (%) ® the
sound speed at equilibrium state, then the linearised equation reads

2
3
In view of 1' the boundary conditions 1) 1) under linearisation become % = 0eple=1,

and 0yple=1 = c§f'(1)(R — 1). Eliminating R by taking t-derivative in the latter yields

O — (0F + 2000 = 0.

0 ple=1 — 3 f'(1)deple=1 = 0.

Let ¢ = £, then ¢ satisfies the one-dimensional wave equation 97 — 393y = 0, while the above
equation of boundary value becomes

Ofble=1 + cof' (1)Ouple=1 + G f' (D)]e=1 = cof'(1)(0pt) + coOet)|e=1.

This is a second order inhomogeneous ODE of 1|¢—1 with source term cqf'(1)(04) + coOet))|e=1,
which corresponds to the backward pressure wave. Since 1 satisfies the one dimensional wave
equation, we have

(0 + co0c)| ey (8) = (Oet) + coep) (1 + cot, 0).

The two eigenvalues, denoted by A1, Az, have negative real part since f is strictly increasing, and
therefore (1)|e=1,0ptp|¢=1) as well as R — 1 enjoy an exponential decay in time if we put the source
term aside. In fact, solving the above ODE gives

A A
tle=1(t) :FlAzeAlt (0) — Aot [y (0) — FQAZGJW (0p — M), (0)

t

Ay Ao

+c /1/< At _ eA2t> Oh + co0e)) (1 + cos, 0)ds.
0.f"(1) ) A1—A2€ A — A, (O + co0etp)( 05,0)

Heuristically, for the nonlinear equations, (0% + cod¢) will be replaced by
wp = 0 + cr?0, 1

since it stands for the backward pressure wave, and (1 + ¢gs,0) should be replaced by (&y(s),0),
where &y(s) is defined such that the characteristic starting from (£o(s),0) intersects £ =1 at (1, s).
This leads to define

Ay

L Aqt
R(t) .—me (aﬂﬁ - A2¢)|{x:0,t:0} -

t
Ay Ay
+c ’1/( et — 62t>w s),0)ds,
of'(1) A\ A = A, A - A, B(&0(s),0)

Ay

Aot
A A,C (00 — M) (40, 1= 0y

(1.17)

where we also modify the definition of v to



In the course of later proof, R(t) will be regarded as the principle part of 0y1)|¢=1(t). Meanwhile,
we denote the forward pressure wave by

wg = Opp — cr28mz/).

We will derive the precise nonlinear boundary ODE in Section[5]and specify the source term thereby,
while the control of this source term is given in Section [6]

1.3. Review on established approaches describing bubble dynamics

The bubble dynamics was first studied by L. Rayleigh [26] in 1917, which describes how the
liquid pressure develops in the process of collapse of a vacuum cavity in water. This first at-
tempt considered the most simplified model. The cavity and liquid are assumed spherical, and
other factors including compressibility, viscosity, thermal effects are omitted, while the pressure
at infinity is assumed constant. Plesset (1949) [23] extended Rayleigh’s work to the case where
the pressure at infinity is time-dependent, which also established the well-known Plesset-Rayleigh
equation. Plesset-Rayleigh equation have been widely applied in numerical simulations of bubble
related models in which compressibility is less important.

To describe the pressure wave transmitted from a underwater explosion into the surrounding
liquid, and to explain the damping of the bubble oscillation which Plesset-Rayleigh model failed
to predict, Keller (1956) [10] modified Plesset’s theory by taking compressibility into considera-
tion and assumed the velocity potential satisfies a wave equation, which, as explained in a later
work (1980) [T1], is derived from linear approximation of Euler equations. It was also in [I1] that
Keller and Miksis established another frequently used ordinary differential equation (Keller-Miksis
equation) regarding the bubble dynamics when the pressure wave emission has to be taken into
consideration. Numerical simulations using Keller-Miksis model indicate the radiation decay due to
acoustic wave emission by the bubble oscillation [31], [30], which also agrees well with experiment
results. Prosperetti and Lezzi (1987) [25], [I6] developed a second order theory in terms of the
bubble-wall Mach number, which significantly increased the determinacy compared with the pre-
vious first order models . There are also many other generalizations of Plesset-Rayleigh equation
regarding additional physical factors, including viscosity [3], the loss of spherical symmetry [12],
the presence of mass exchange between bubble and liquid [24], thermal effects [1]. For a history of
the understanding of bubbles, readers can refer to the review by Prosperetti in the book [4, Page
735].

To describe non-symmetry and compressibility simultaneously, numerical simulations have been
carried out to identify mechanisms and features of non-spherical dynamics of acoustic cavitation
bubbles [32], [33]. It is notable that Shapiro and Weinstein (2011) [27] use a new approach incor-
porating spherical harmonic decomposition and Laplace transform to describe in the linear level
the dynamics of a non-spherical gas bubble in an inviscid, compressible liquid, and obtained the
frequency of each mode in the spherical harmonic decomposition series. In our previous work [34],
we also studied the model of a spherical gas bubble in a compressible viscous fluid, and proved the
viscous damping for bubble oscillation.

1.4. Statement of the main result

To the best of our knowledge, our results in the present paper is a first attempt to rigorously
study the complete nonlinear partial differential equations without any approximation or asymptotic
expansion describing the bubble dynamics in a compressible, inviscid liquid. From (1.9])-(1.14]) and



, we see that this question corresponds to a quasilinear wave equation in the exterior domain
with a free boundary and nonlinear boundary conditions. Obviously, the approach of Laplace
transform is no longer applicable as such to the nonlinear system —. Hence we restricted
the present study in the case with spherical symmetry.

The following is the statement of results in this work. Since we will work with the (x,t) variables
instead of the usual Euclidean coordinates, we first write down the definition of function spaces we
will work in.

Definition 1.1. Write £(z) = (1 + 3z)3, and thus = = 53%, O = £20,. For positive integer
j, define HY = {v € L*(0,+o0) : (£20,)v € L?(0,+00) fori € [0,5] N Z}. For each M €
(1,+00], denote by LE(1, M) := {0 € Lj,.(1, M) : flM |5(€)|2€2d€¢ < +o0} the space of 3-dimensional

radial square integrable functions on B(0, M)\ B(0,1), and Hg(l,M) = {0 € LE(LM) : 8217 €
Lg(l, M) fori € [0,7]NZ} the corresponding Sobolev spaces.

From the definition we see immediately that if v € L2(0,+occ), then ¥(§) := v(gST_1) €
LZ(1,+00), and v € H7 is equivalent to o € H(1,+00). The first result is the local existence

of system (1.9))-(1.14).

Theorem 1.2 (Local existence and uniqueness). Let the initial value (in, Qin, Rin) € H? xﬁZ xR
be such that —1 < q < ¢, <G < +00 for all z > 0 and constants q, q, and that 0 < R;, < R. Then
there exists a time T > 0 and a unique solution

(u, g, R) € L=([0,T}; H*) n C((0,T); H') x L=([0, T}, H*) n C([0,T}; H') x C*[0, 7]
to @- with initial value (Win, Qin, Rin). Moreover, a lower bound of T can be given in
terms Of ||uin||H27 ||Qin||H27 4q, q and |f(Rzn)|

Theorem 1.3 (Almost global existence and radiative decay). There exist constants e, €, kg > 0
such that if the initial data (Wi, Qin, Rin) € H? x H* x Ry satisfies

2 2
=Y N Lainlie + D I1L§uinll7z + |f (Rin)* < €,
j=0 j=0
€= ||&uinllr2 + |€%inl| 12 < &, (1.18)

where the operators L%, Iié are defined as
2 = 2 - p 2

then there exist constants ¢, € such that —e Sc—co < c—co <T—cy S €, and (@— has a
unique solution

Liq:= c30eq, Liq:=c} (8? +

(u, ¢, R) € L= ([0,T.; H*) N C ([0,T]; H') x L= ([0, T.; H*) N C ([0, T.]; H") x C'[0, T.]

with 1 4+ €T, > exp (”—60) Moreover, for t satisfying 1 + ¢t < exp (%), the bubble radius R satisfies
the following estimate
log(1 +¢t)

P - R 5 BT
IP(R) - R()| 5 EE e ¢




where F is an explicit smooth function defined around R = 1, cf. , and R(t) is as in
. If assume additionally wp|i—o = 0, then the above estimate can be improved to

Corollary 1.4 (Pointwise decay near the surface). Let (Win, @in, Rin) be as in Theorem with
€ < ko and denote Ty :==¢ ! (exp (%) — 1). Assume additionally uiy,, qin are compactly supported

in [0, xp), where xy, satisfies & = (1 + 3951,)% < exp ("%0) Then for each point (x,t) with

€:=(1+32)5 < +%0_&’, (1.19)
€+§b_2§t§To—£_1, (1_20)
C C

the solution (u, q, R) given by Theorem with the initial data (Win, Qin, Rin) satisfies the following
pointwise decay for t = 1:

|f e *lwp (o(s), 0)|d8>

fu(, )] + la(w, 1)] 6N (IY

teM 2 ta—6) o (1 ‘o <t+ 1) e

where A := max {ReAy, ReAs}. If assume additionally wg|i=o = 0, then the above bound can be
improved to

fu(w, £)] + lg(x, 1) €M) (IY |/7 e M lwp(&o(s), 0)|d8>

+EH 2+t - TG,

1.5. Comments on the results

1. The maximal lifespan. The bound on the maximal lifespan given in Theorem is sharp in
three dimensions, as shown by finite propagation speed and the counterexample of Sideris [29] on
singularities formation of boundaryless compressible fluids, which shows that a general small data
may lead to blow up after a time of size exp £ . Meanwhile, as shown in , the equations
. can be written as a quasilinear wave equation, and the bound on the maximal lifespan
in Theorem 3| also agrees with the results of Keel, Smith, and Sogge’s studies on nonlinear wave
equations in exterlor domains [8], [@], [20]. Counterexamples of Sideris [28] and John [7] on nonlinear
wave equations also indicate this optimal lifespan.

2. The KSS type estimate (4.1). Our techniques in Section is in some way an extension to the KSS
(Keel-Smith-Sogge) estimate developed in [9] for wave equations in exterior domains with Dirichlet
condition, and can be applied on general quasilinear wave equations in exterior domains regardless of



boundary conditions. In fact, our calculation in Section [ does not rely on any boundary conditions
over the velocity potential ¢ which satisfies the quasilinear wave equation in the exterior
domain. The main feature of this extension can be illustrated by . We have the boundary
values of the higher order space-time derivatives on the left-hand side of and the boundary
value of a lower order time derivative on the right. Hence actually provides an approach
to control higher regularities in terms of the lower ones on the boundary, which is unusual in any
analysis. Moreover, by taking a delicate linear combination, all the boundary values of derivatives
of ¢ can be controlled by barely the boundary value of ¢ on the L? level, cf. . We also
remark that the spherical symmetry assumption is not necessary for this extension. In fact, the
only assumption regarding the boundary we need is a uniform distance from the origin, which we

used in (4.6) and (4.7).

3. The method of characteristics. The estimate of wg|¢=1 in Proposition is obtained by solving
the hyperbolic system using characteristics. We note that the treatment in Section |§| can
be extended to binary hyperbolic systems with variable coeflicients on (£,t) € [1, +00) X [0, +00) of
the form

(0 — c(z, )0 )wp + ef1 (&, )wr + €g1 (&, t)wp = 0,

(0 + c(, )0 )wr + € f2 (€, t)wp + €g2(§, t)wp = 0,

where [c—co| S €71 [fi(&,0)] S €7, |gi(€,t)] < g(€) for agiven g € L1(1,4+00), and € is sufficiently
small. This will result in a Volterra inequality which holds for ¢ < exp (£) and & < 1:

vB(€0(),0) <lws(&(1),0)] + CeV(&o(t)) + Ce / (1+0-9) " fwr(,njar

Eo(t)
4 Cer / (21 + Eolt) —m) " v (0, 0)di,
1

13
V(E) = [wp (€, 0)] + € / fwr (7,0)|d.

Here &(t) is the £ coordinate of the intersection of ¢ = 0 with the backward characteristic starting
from (1,t), and vp(&o(t)) is the maximum of |wp| along this characteristic. This Volterra inequality
shall give a bound on |wg|, and thus can play a role in decoupling the above binary hyperbolic
system.

4. The decay rate of second order terms. The difference between F(R) and its linear part R(¢) is
second order in terms of the size of initial data, and decays at a rate of (1 + ct)~!log(1 + ¢t) or
(1+ct)~! depending on whether backward pressure wave wp exists at the initial time. This second
order error comes from the reflection of pressure waves due to the variation of sound speed, or by
formula from the terms

Opc + cr?d,e\ wg Opc — cr?dyc\ wp

2¢ cs’ 2¢ o3

in (5.1)(5.2). As proved in Section [6] these two terms will result in the error estimate (6.41). We

remark that the decay rate (1 + ct)~! in (6.41)) of second order terms is the optimal one which can
6.20)

be deduced from the Volterra inequality | . In fact, if we regard wgli—¢ # 0 as first order, then



eV (&o(t+)) and e¥(¢.) should be viewed as second order perturbations, so we may extract the main

part of (6.26)) as
UB (50 (t)7 O) <

w Eo(t) 1
?<§o<t>,o>'+c€ [ eut )= onto.0n

c2

Even if we assume (C*%w3> (£,0) = T1,¢,)(&) for a constant & =~ 1 so that it is compactly sup-

ported, solving the above Volterra equation in the standard way gives that

vp(£,0) =L ¢,(¢ +Z (Ce) / / H]l{& ey (2u & 1 —&)7t 116, (8n)dEy - - - d&

=1

-1
=4 (i) (&) + Celog (1 + QMEJIJFM))

with & := £. Hence for large & we see that vp(£,0) > O€2u+£ &
decay rate than (1+ ct)~! in the second order part of vg(&y(t),0).

and one can not expect a faster

5. The condition . Generally, the norms of the form in @ will grow quadratic in time
even for linear wave equations, so it may seem unnatural to impose (1.18)) as a condition on initial
data. However, we will only use this condition at ¢ = 0. In fact, QE;SD only used in Lemma
to deduce the controls of wgl|i—o, and wr|i—¢ at the initial time. While the norms in (1.18) may
increase quadratic in time, the controls in Lemma can propagate uniformly to ¢ > 0, although
we do not need this throughout our proofs. In other words, condition is not a necessary but
convenient condition to deduce the bounds in Lemma [7]]

6. Expected results in higher dimensions or with null conditions. In contrast to the current three-
dimensional isentropic setting, the solutions to quasilinear wave equations in exterior domains are
global for small initial data in higher dimensions (n > 4) [19], [22], or with additional null conditions
in three dimensions [21I], [I8]. In particular, if we consider a Chaplygin fluid (in which case the
pressure p is linear in p~!, or linear in ¢ in our notations) outside the bubble instead of an isentropic
fluid, our techniques can be easily modified to yield a global solution. In that case, the specific
sound speed c is a constant, and our analysis would be greatly simplified.

1.6. Strategy of the proof

We provide in this section an overview of our proof.
1.Local existence. We construct an approximate solution sequence by iteration. In each step of this
iteration, we define the approximate solution (uk, qx, f(Rg)) by solving the linear system —
in which the parameters r5_1, cx—1, f'(Ri—1) are determined by (ug_1, qx—1, f(Rg—1)) from the
previous step. It is worth noting that we choose f(Ry) as the unknown in the linear equations
instead of naively linearising f(R) at R = 1 and setting qx|,—0 = f'(Rk—1)(Rr — 1). The latter
choice will result in unclosure in the energy identity due to the appearance of the terms involving

'Ry - OiRy_ .

This can also be observed from Lemma where we do not allow an inhomogeneity in ¢|,—o = f.
We prove by induction local-in-time uniform L? bounds on all the space-time derivatives of order no



larger than two of each term in the approximate solution sequence, cf. Proposition Due to the
presence of the boundary, the higher order energy functionals e], are defined by taking time deriva-
tives which preserve the boundary. The method is to prove the local-in-time bounds on ei, then
convert these bounds on time derivatives to all space-time derivatives using equations ,
cf. Lemma Using the uniform bounds obtained in Proposition Aubin-Lions compactness
theorem is employed to yield a convergent subsequence and a limit, which is verified to be the

solution of (|1.9)-(1.14].

2. Bootstrap scheme. The almost global existence is proved under a bootstrap setting. We consider
an interval [0, 7] on which the energy functionals satisfy the bound (3.1)). It also follows that the
parameters r, ¢ and the solution itself satisfy the pointwise control -. We aim at strictly
improving (3.1) on the interval [0, T, so the solution can be continued beyond [0, T] until T reaches
the bound

3. Control of nonlinearties via KSS estimate. To improve the bound (3.1]), the first step is to
control the nonlinearties in the energy identity (2.34) (removing the iteration subscripts k) or (7.1)).
In view of the pointwise controls (3.6])-(3.10]), the integrands in these nonlinearties are of the size
e€~1 ((8{ w)? + (8] q)2). Since the equations lb 1.14) can be transformed to the quasilinear
wave equation ([1.16]), the estimate of these nonlinearties can hopefully be achieved by the said KSS
(Keel-Smith-Sogge) estimate, which has been applied to control such nonlinearties for nonlinear
wave equations in exterior domains with Dirichlet condition in [8], [9]. The difference is that we

need an additional control over fOT ©?|z=0dt due to the absence of a vanishing boundary condition.

4. Hyperbolic system coupling boundary ODE . To control fOT ©?|,—odt, we begin
by looking at how ¢|,—¢ is determined. By taking time derivative in and substituting p using
, we arrive at the ODE (5.3) of t|,—o with ¢y = r¢. On one hand, the backward pressure
wave wp|,—o acts as an inhomogeneity in the ODE (5.3)), so we have to carry out the characteristic
method to estimate wp|,—o, which is initialized in 1) or equivalently . On the
other hand, to solve the hyperbolic system 1) one needs the data of wp on the boundary
¢ =1, which is in fact given by the ODE (5.3)) and wp = 20,¢ — wp.

5. Decoupling (5.1)) 1’ We first integrate on each characteristic to obtain in-
equalities m) of vg and vg, which are the maximum of |c_%w3| along the backward
characteristic and the maximum of |¢~2wp| along the forward characteristic. To combine these
inequalities, we study the regularities of the change of variables between the backward and forward
characteristics in different regions through a geometric approach and simplify these inequalities to

(16.18))(6.19)) (6.20)). Then from (6.18))(6.19)(6.20)), we derive a Volterra inequality (6.26]) on v which
then deduces an estimate (6.32)) of wpg|¢=1. With the estimate (6.32) we are able to decoupling

(5.3) from (5.1)(5.2) and obtain the estimate (6.41]) for ¢|,—¢ and Op)|,—o.

6. Closing the bootstrap. Combing the KSS estimate and , the bound is then
strictly improved on [0,T] for all T satisfying , which finishes the bootstrap argument. A
by-products of is an error estimate of the bubble radius R from the solution of linearised
equation as shown in Theorem Moreover, a pointwise decay-in-time estimate of (u, ¢) as shown
in Corollary is recovered from the estimates of wr and wp obtained in Section @

10



1.7. Organization of the sections

In Section [2] we prove the local existence and uniqueness under the iteration scheme. In Section
we state the bootstrap assumptions and deduce the resulting pointwise bounds on ¢, r and the
solution itself. In Section [d we derive the generalized KSS estimate without boundary conditions.
In Section [p| we derive the boundary ODE determining t|,—o and the binary hyperbolic system of
the forward and backward pressure waves wg, wg. In Section @ we first study the regularities of
the change of variables between the forward and backward characteristics. Using these change of
variables, we prove the Volterra inequality , and use to obtain the control on 9|,—¢. In
Section we close the bootstrap argument by combing the KSS estimate and the control on ¢|,—o,
and prove the pointwise estimate of (u, ¢, R).

Acknowledgments. To do this study has been caused by helpful discussions with Associate Professor
Lifeng Zhao (University of Science of Technology of China). This work was supported by NSFC
Grant of China No. 12271497.

2. Energy estimate and Local existence

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.2 by means of an iterative scheme to solve —
and to show a uniform bound for each iterative, then proceed by compactness argument.
Before the analysis of iteration, we look at an elliptic estimate and a model question, which will
provide the energy identity.

Lemma 2.1 (Weighted elliptic estimate). Let v € H' and r € AC[0,400) be such that r(0) > 0
and 400 > 0 > r20,r > 0 > 0 for some constant § and 0. Then we have the identity

/ (Tzﬁzr)fl(am(rzv))de+2Tv2|120:/ (r28mr)71(r23rv)2dz+2/ (r20,r)r~2v%dz, (2.1)
0 0 0

and the pointwise control

[o(@)* < r2(@)([vllZ: + [[r*0s0]172)

Y 2.2
(@) <772 (2)((8r(0)720" + 1)|v]|72 + 2[|8.(r?v)[|72) 22

Proof. The assumption of r gives r(0)3 + 30x > r(x)% > r(0)% + 30z, so r20,v € L?. Note that
(0(r*v))? = (r20,v)% + 2(r?0,7)%r =202 + 2(r20,7) 0, (rv?), therefore follows from integration
by parts. For any y > x > 0, there holds v?(z) — v*(y) = [Y2v(2)d,v(2)dz. Integrating in y on
I := [x,&] yields |[I|[v*(z) = [, v*(y)dy + 2 [; [ v(2)0,v(2)dzdy. Then by Cauchy-Schwartz

1)2(:5) <(z- m)*l /v2(y)dy + 7"*2(:10) /vQ(z)dz + 7"72(:5) /(rzﬁmv(z))de

I I I

The first inequality of (2.2)) follows by forcing Z to infinity. Note that [r?0,v| < |8, (r?v)|+2|rd,r||v]
and |rd,r| < r(0)~10, therefore the second line in (2.2) follows from Cauchy-Schwartz. O

11



Lemma 2.2 (Model question). Let (u, q, f) satisfy the following equations

Ou—c*r20,q=F,, x=>0,t>0,
g — Op(r®u) = Fy, x>0, t>0,
ulomo = g+ Fs, >0,
qlz=0 = f, t>0.

Then the energy identity reads

1d >
CPT, [/ (u® + *¢*) do + (CQTQ)Iw—ong]
0

o0 (2.3)

1 1

:/ <2(atc2)q2 = (r*0s*)ug + Fru+ cQqu) dz + S0(*1%)a=09)f* = (*r®) a=o Fs .
0

The proof is straightforward by multiplying « on the first equation and integration by parts.
We now begin with the construction of iteration sequence. Set ug =0, go = 0, Ry = 1, ¢Z = C;”,
ro(z) = (14 32)7 and thus f(Ro) = 0. Then define (ug, qx, Rx) , k > 1 inductively by solving the

linear equations of (uk, qx, f(Rg))

Aear, = Ou(ri_yup), x>0, 1>0, (2.4)

Ok = i_1Th_1 00, z>0,1>0, (2.5)
1 d

Ug|z=0 = (f'(Rr-1))~ dtf(Rk) t>0, (2.6)

Qkle=0 = f(Ry), t>0, (2.7)

(uk:a Ak, f(Rk)>|t:0 = (uin> Qin, f(Rln)) (28)

Here the parameters r;_1 and c;_1 are determined by the previous iterative that

Cay

1 =7,
5 — (L4 qr—1)”

xr
rioy = Ri_ 43z + 3/ Gk (y)dy, Gy =
0
Introduce the time dependent operators
2 J 2j+1
Ly = [0u(rp_yci_100)])", L = i 0, Lk 1
725 J 2j+1
Ll = [02—17"%—1657“126—1] ) ij 1 =0 (7'1@—1ka1)~

Equations 1D 1’ can then be written as 9;q, = i}c_luk and dyuy = Li_,qx. Moreover, for each
j, there holds

Fj+1 j 71 j+1 7 1

Li—l = L?c—lLk—lv L{c—1 = Li—1Lk—1-

Since L{ and [N/S) commute with 0y, applying 8f to 1)1) yields

010uy — L§dlqr = 0, x>0,t>0,
0] qr — Lydlur = 0, x>0, t>0,
I q1le=0 = ﬁif(Rl) t>0,

Ofurle=o = f'(1) 7 G (GEY F(Ry), ¢> 0.

12



Using (12.3]), we obtain

1d

—= 5@ |:/000((agul)2 + C%(agq1)2)d$ + f/(l)lcg(agf(Rl))Q] (29)

In order to obtain the estimate for H2 norms of u; and ¢, the next step is to exchange t-derivatives
to x-derivatives.

Proposition 2.3 (Bound of mixed derivatives for initial iterative).

hE

rEE+ > (1o allfe + 108w 3.
Jit+j2<2
SN ginl3e + D1 Efin 32 + | (R,

Jj=

J

(=)

(2.10)

vl

o

Jj=0

Proof. By (2.4)(2.5) and that L§, L commute with 8y, for each (j1,j2), there holds
L) 0P qu =0l g, L2'0Puy = 9" 7wy,  for j; even,
Lélc’?{?ql = 8gl+j2u17 i%lagQul = aglﬂqu, for j; odd.
Hence in view of 1) the left ‘hand side of 1) is bounded by multiple of Z?:o 10 q1]e=0 |22 +
L U1 lt=o0l|52 + L 1)|¢=0|° , and for the same reason the right hand side is ex-
o llo] 2 Lo lolf(R 2 and for th he right hand side i

actly 5o 10/ arli=oll32 + 325 107 urle=olF2 + |f(R1)li=o[*. It remains to bound 9yf(Ri)li=o

and 92 f(R1)|i=o. By (2.6), &' f(R1) = f(1)8]u1|s—0. The elliptic estimate (2.2) gives that for
J=0,1,

0] ulo—o| S 107 utllze + | L§0url e < | Ljusllze + [|IL3  uall e + |1 Larlne + 1 L3 aqu e

Restricting t to 0 shows 9 f(R1)li=ol? + |07 f(R1)li=ol* < Yo i—g | Ld@inl|22 + Y o—g | Dhuinl[2. O

The center of construction of local solution is to prove the same bound as in Proposition for
each iterative (ug, gi, f(Rx)) on a common interval [0,7]. That is

Proposition 2.4 (Uniform bound of mixed derivatives). There exists T > 0 and a constant A > 0
such that for each k > 0,

2
SR+ D0 (122,07 aullfe + 12307 el )

Jj=0 17252 911
2 » (2.11)
<A 1Z6ginlze + Y [ LuinllZ2 + 1/ (Rin)* )
j=0 7=0

holds on t € [0,T].
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Define for j =0,1,2 and k£ > 0 that

eLt) =3 / (@m0 + A OO (0)?) dr + Lo Oos Rea )7 (0] 7(BID)

2
E(t)i= Y10+ S (100 a3 + 112,07 w32
j=0

J1+j2<2

2 2
= ILanlEe + D 1 Lduinlfs + |f (Rin) .
j=0 j=0

The proof will be completed by induction in k& with the assistance of the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.5 (Control of parameters). There exists T > 0 and constant C > 0 dependent on q, q
and Ry, such that for each k >0 and t € [0,T]

% < qr(z,t) <2+ 1, x€[0,+00), (2.12)

Oa7(2+2§)—7—1 < i, t) < % (q—;—l) _7_1, x € [0,+00), (2.13)

TEI=E < g <2pa) 11, 57 (PE)20) < he< g pra) 1), 29
R§+%(g+ Do <rp <R} +6(@+ 1z, z€0,00), (2.15)

ol < C (02 + 1 ExvllEe) s lole < C (ol + I Ekoll3: ) - (2.16)

Lemma 2.6. There exists constant B > 0 and B > 0 such that for each k>0

2
Ex(t) <BY el(t), tel0,T], (2.17)
J=0
> el (0) < Be. (2.18)
j=0

From Lemma we see that if Z?:o el(t) < 222:0 €1.(0) holds on ¢t € [0,T] for some T

independent on k, then we obtain Ey(t) < 2BBe?, i.e. 1D holds for A = 2BB. Now we suppose
that Proposition [2.4] Lemma 2.5, Lemma [2.6] hold for all &' < k — 1.

Proof of Lemma . Equations 1| 1' is equivalent to dyuy = Li_,qx and Oy = Ii,lc_luk, and

also yield that } 5
Li—le = Lllc—1atuk7 LIQc—luk = Lllc—latQk~ (2.19)
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Hence according to the construction of Fy, in order to show 1) it suffices to control HL,lﬁ_latqk Iz

and ||L}._,d;ug|| 2. By differentiating 1| li we obtain for ¢ € [0, T

6t2‘1k - f’llcflatuk =20, (Tr—1Up—1Up)

=27 w1 Ly 4 20700 (ryuk— 1 Juy,
:27‘1;11%—1;1@—1% + 2T12€—18I ((rk_lri_Q)_lri_Quk_l) U
:2T,€__11uk_11i,1€_1uk + 2r,:_22rk_1ukl~/,1€_2uk_1

+ 2Rk 1 0y (rha7h o) T
:27‘]:7111’[/]@_1[’:]];]—111]{) + 2T]:32Tk_1ukillc_2uk_1

—2r 2 (L4 ge—1)upug—1 — 41y 2ore—1 (14 gr—2)upug—1
:2r;jluk_18tqk + QT;Zfzrk—wkatqk_l

—2r 2 (L4 gu—1)upug—1 — 4r; 2ore—1 (14 qr—o)upug—1,

2 .2

92 L' 9 _8t(ck717“k71)L

t Uk — L 104k = 5 5 k—14k
Cr—1Tk—1

Orqi—1 Ukl)
=|—-(yv+1 + 2 O
( ¢ )1 + qr-1 re1)

il, Uk—1 WUpe—
=<—(7+1) k=2 S RLE N T

1+ qr— Tk—1
Therefore by Lemma and Proposition for t € [0, T] there holds
||a1:2(Ik - fqlcqatukHL?

<C ([luk—1llz= + [10eqr-1lL=) (10 k2 + [[ukl z2)

<O (lunrllze + 1Bk g llzs + D0uairllze + NP oBuar 1) (I0aull o + 1)

<CA%e (|Orarllze + lful|2)

=CAbe (ILk_yunllze + luellzz)

10Fur = Li—10eai |l 2 <C (|lug—1llzee + [0egr-1llze) [ Opul| 2

<CAZe||dyuy| L2
=CA%dl|L}_yqe|e,

which complete the proof of (@.17) for B = C(1+ Aze).
To show (2.18)), restricting ¢ to 0 in (2.20)(2.21)) and using (2.19) gives

O arli=o0 — Ly _1@in =477 in 00 (r], uin) — 6152 (1 4 qin)us,

:4r;11uinl~/,1€_1um,
OPup|i=0 — f/iflum = (—('y + 1)1+ gin) 7100 (r2 uin) + 2T;n1um) 2 r? 0utin

= (= + D+ gon) B tin + 207 i ) Ly
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Moreover, we can re-express Li_1 and ik,l by Lo and Eo as the following.

2
- re B
Lj—yur = =5 (14 grr — 57 _1) ug, (2.26)
0
2 2

Cy_1T1._
Li_1qr = % ’;zlLéqk, (2.27)

0 0

72
Li_yu

2 4 2 2 2

C r C r TL r

k—1 "k—17 k—1"k—1 71 k 1 Tk-1 -3,.3

—72 LO k + 5 P) LO LO k + 2—== (1 + qk—1 — TO T‘k 1)L0Uk
Cy T’O Cy o ’I"O T

@ o
2
+20k L The 1L( 1+ _.-3.3 ))
%TOOkl Qk—1 — Ty Tk_1)) Uk
2 4
et i i 72 ) +dct_yrr1rg 2(1 4 qeo1 — i _yrg Y) Liu (2.28)
C% 7,0 oUk k—1Tk—1T0 k—1 k—1"0 oYk .

- 40%—1%—17"0_3(1 +qr—1 — 70_37”%—1)“16 - 20%—1"%__21(1 +aqp—1)(1+qr-1 — 7”537"13—1)uk

2 ~3,.-3.3 2
+6¢;_1Tr—170 " (1o "Tho1 — 1 — qr—1)Uk + 2¢5_17Tk—102GK—1Uk

C2 4 ,
= kzl L 1L2“k+46i71rk717"0 (1+ g1 —7°ri 1)Léuk+2 Gy i IL(lJQk 1UE
€o 7"0 Co 7’0
— Choa (L gro1 =g 1) (107G P riemy — 2072, (14 gi—a) .
2 4 4 2
2 Ch—1Tk—1 12 2 Trp—1 Cr—1 1
Ly_1ak = 2 ra LOQkJFToax( a3 )LOQk
2 gt P (1 4 qeq) 2
= kgl k41Lng: - (’Y + 1) k21 ( 21) 81%—1[4(1)% (229)
% To 0 €o
r
4k Lk 1(1+Qk 1= 1o i) Lo,
Co 7’0
Hence by (2.26)-(2.29) and (2.12)-(2.15) for k¥ — 1 there holds
C M Logklle < 1Li—1akllze < CllLogrllr, (2.30)
Lk _qur — 75 7y Liul| L2 < Cllug]|z2, (2.31)
2 ot
|22 20— B s <0+ Ibannalin) bl e (232
Co To L2
4
- L Tr 4~ -
HLiWk — A B Ru|| < C (14 || Logr-1llL=) (||u||L2 + HL(I)UICHL?> : (2.33)
0 0 L2

Then using (2.30)-(2.33)) in (2.24)) (2.25]) yields

107 arlt=oll2 + 107wk lt=ol| 2

<Ly qinllze + L7 yuinllzz + C (Juinllzoe + |1 Lk_1GinllL) (||i11c71uin||L2 + ”LllcflqinHLZ)
2

COU+ | Eyginll + Juinllie) D (IZaillzz + I Lduinllz2)
j=0
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(2.30]) (2.31)) also shows the lower ¢-derivatives can be controlled by the same bound. It remains to
bound 8 f(Rk)|t=0, for which we have

90F(Bi)le=ol = F'(Rimr)le=o [uxl o=o.=0)| = F'(Rin) ltinlomo] < € (|| Ebtinl 2 + luinllz2 )

|07 f (Ri)li=0| = | (Ri—1)0stik| (z=0,1=0) + Oe(f' (Ri—1))uk|(w=0,t=0)|
=" (Re—1) L} 1@kl (z=0,t=0) + ([’ © fﬁl)l (f(Rk—l))atf(Rk—l)uk|(w:0,t:0)’

62 2

f’(RmCLg%gLéqm + (o N (F(Rin)) ' (Rin)u2, |o=o

<C (123l 2 + IL4gin 1 22) + Cllusnll e (Jwinllzs + | Ebusnl )

Collecting the above bounds gives

2 2
e (0) <C Y (110 anlemolF2 + 107 unli=oll3z + 107 F (Ri)li=ol?)
j=0 j=0

2
<O+ | Edginllim + Nuinllz=) | D2 (1Z8aeliZe + 1 EfunliEe ) + 17 (Rin)
§=0
Note that by the embedding ([2.16)
| Edginll + Nuinllz < C (IL3ainlz2 + I Zbainll 22 + lusnllzz + | Ldusnllz2 ) < Ce,
therefore, by choosing B = C(1 + €) we arrive at (2.18). O

The next step is to prove Proposition for k, which is achieved by propagating ei through an
energy method and applying Lemma

Proof of Proposition , Applying 8,{ to — yields

0 0luy, — 13 0.0)qr = 0], 3 _ 17 u)ar, z>0,t>0,
00 g, — 0w (r2_ 0 uy) = 0], 0ur} _, Ju, z>0,t>0,
3{Qk|x:0 = 0] f(Ry), 4 4 t>0,
Ol uklo—o = f'(Re—1) 0] f(Ri) + [0], £ (Rie1) " Y0uf(Ri), > 0.
(2.3)) gives
1d [ [® : o
q [/O (D up)? + (& qr))dx + (2172 ) |e—of (Rie—1) "0 f(Ry)|?

:/0°° (;@Ciﬂag%f - T;%15z6216guk8qu) dx
+ %81‘/ [(F 17 1)a=of (Ri—1) ] 107 f(Ri) P (2.34)

+ /Ooo ([8gvci—17"12g—18z]qigafuk +c 9, 3m7”;3_1]uk8qu> dx

— (G177 )o0l], ' (Ri—1) 710 f (Ri)O] f(Ry).
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For the first term on the right we compute that

0,2
\ S <N+ o) e gl
k—1 Lo
2.35
<C (I9sqirllzz + | LL_»Bugi1]l12) (2.35)
SCA%E,

where we used k —1 version of Lemma [2.5|in the second and last inequalities, and in a same manner
that

Cay

1
2 _a+3
) G DI+ ) D

it 2100 | = (

Cay z _af3 o
<(G2) 0+ IO+ ) s e (230
<O (IILh—2ar—1llz2 + | LE—2ak—1llz2)

SCA%E,

For the second term, there holds

0172 lamo f (Bt 1| =5 [OURE - (ahakemo + 1) 777 (Re) ™)

= |0[RE 1 (f(Rr—1) + 1) f'(Re—1) 7Y (2.37)
<C|0¢ Ry 1]
<CAze.

The first inequality holds since R?(f(R) + 1)~7~1f’(R)~! is smooth for R in the range given by

1’ Therefore, the first and second terms are bounded by C’A%eei (t). For the commutators we
compute and introduce the notations Nfo,k a=1,2 34,5 as follows
, . J P\ o ,
R RO (Z)a;(rg_lci_l)ag—zazqkaguk

=1

= Z (Z) 6f(ri_lci_l)8g_i(clzflr,:7218tuk)8fuk

ioimi o s
J 7=\ A L . 4
Z () < l >8t(7‘]%_1ci_1)8é(0k217’k21)8g+1 lukﬁguk
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j
o110, 0pri_ 1 urdi g =cj _ 12(5 (8 ir? 9 upd g + Oir?_ 0770 ukﬁtqk)
=1
i .
—ci_lz(i 0,001 100wkl

=1
~(j
—Ci—lz(l 0,02 0w d! g,
=1

+ i 12 Z>8§7’k 1Z< ) (r2 )0 g0 g
JFCi—lZ(.)aZTk 1Z< ) (ri_10:(ri%))) A g8 g
i=1

=NL}, +NL}, + NL} .,

NIy, o= (R arfa) lo=ol0F, f' (Rim1) 100 (R1)O] f (R)
J .
=3 (1)@ artlomah (7)) 8 000110
i=1
o N L{,k terms. We expand the coefficients as

Oe(ri_1¢i_1) = 26 _yrh—1up—1 — (v + D)3 (1 + qe—1) "1, Opqr—1,
(a1 _1) =265 1 re—10pup—1 +2¢;_ui_y + (v + (v +2)h 1 (14 qr—1) 71 (Oeqr—1)”
—(v+ DG L+ qr1) rh 1 -1 — Ay + 1) (1 + qe—1)” re—1uk—10:qr—1,
(e 2 2y) = =202 rtyue—1 + (v + D2 (L4 qre1) 1y 0vgr—1.
Hence except for the case (i,1) = (2,0) there holds
|0} (ri 12104 (e 217 2] <O (1 + [up—1| + 10:qk—1]) (Jur—1] + [9rgr—1])
SCAEe(l + Afe),
while for (i,1) = (2,0)
o2 2y (R (riici) + (v + DG (U arm1) T 107 gr—1) |
<C (|0sup—1] + lur—1* + [Degr—1]?)
<CAZe(1+ AZe),
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and that

/ (v 4+ 1)1+ gr—1) 0} qr—100up 0 updz
0
<C07 qr—1l 121107 v 12 || Opu || Lo

<cabeOurlre (|0wele + L0l r2)

<CAbe|Fupllrz (10unllzz + 193arlze + CARe (10anllnz + llunllz))

where in the last step we used (2.22)). Collecting the above bounds for all possible pairs (i,[) we
obtain

/ NI} |de < CAEe|ldpug 2, (2.38)
0

/ INLE plde <OAZe(L+ ARO0 w2 (100uelle + WOPuellie + WP ales) ) o
0 .
+ CAS 0 ugl| > (19ugel 2 + | z2)

o N Lé,k terms. Expand the coefficients 8w6§r,%_1 as follows.
OuOra_1 = 211 Oqu—1 — 2(1 + qr—1)75 > k-1,

0071 =20, (rit10ar—1 — (1 + quo1)ry > ue—1)
=27 07 Q-1 — 4r 2 U1 0iqp—1
—2(1 4 qr—1)re 2y Ovun—1 + 4(1 + g1 )r 2y uj .

Using the bounds in Lemma [2.5| and the induction hypothesis we obtain

/ INLj glda <C (10eqr—1llz + lur—1llzoe) llurl 2 1 9rqr 2
0

(2.40)
1
<CA® el|u 2] Ovarl| 2,
/ INLZ,|dz <C ([0sgn1ll o + (O]l ) [19vu 2] 02ax ]| 2
0
+ C102q 1| ok | 1o |02 gk | 2
+C ([lun1ll o 10qi—1ll 1 + Fpun—1llzos + lwn1lz2) Junllc2|02gill 2 (24D

<SCAZe(1+ A%e) (||0purl 2 + llurllz= + [lurllz2) 02 qul| 2
<CA%e(1+ A%e) (|0unlrz + 10wl zz + ukllz2) 07 qrll r2-

° NL?,;JC terms. Note that
_ _ 1 _
|6t(rk_21)‘ = {—2rkfluk,1’ < CA?erkfl,

1
10:(re_1)| = 2 |re—1uk—1| < CAZerj_q,

|at2(T12s—1)‘ = }ZUiq + 2rp_10pup—1 | < CA%é(l + A%€)7‘k—1,
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therefore collecting the bounds of ‘8}(7"%_1)8%(7“,;_21)‘ for each possible pair (4,1) gives

/ INLL glde < CA®|dugule, (2.42)
0

oo
| INT gl < Cabe(1 + 4%6) (10rauloe + 10F ) 102 - (243)
0

o N Li . terms. The bounds of |9{r7_,| has been obtained in the previous step. We compute for
Ot (r?_10,(ry2,)) that

’7’1%—18x(7"k—1)72| = ’—27";;31(1 + Qk—1)| < Crk_fl,
00 (17102 (ri—1)"2) | = |-2r 2 0bqu—1 + 6rp  un—1 (14 qr—1)| < CAzery ).
Hence IS
| INL lde < Cabelunlzal0a (2.44)
0
/ |NLik|dx < CAég(l + A%e) (JugllL2 + |Ocur L) ||6t2qk||L2. (2.45)
0

° NL?;JC terms. Write (f/(Ri—1))” " as (% offl) o f(Rg—1), then

O (f/(kal)fl) = (;, o f1> (f(Ri=1)) Ouf(Ry—1),

52 (f’(Rk_nl):(},ofl) <f<Rk_1>><atf<Rk_1>>2+(},o ) (F(Rie1))O2f (Ri).

Since f is smooth for R within the range given by (2.15]), the last term can be estimate as follows.

INLy 4| < CA2 €0, f (R, (2.46)
INLE | < CABe(1+ A%e) (10, f(Ri)| + |02 (Ri)]) |02 £ (Ry)]. (2.47)
e Final estimate of ei. Recall the energy estimate lj and we collect the bounds 1)1)

for each term on the right hand side and obtain

d 1 1
ae%(t) < CAZe(1+ Aze) (e (t) + ep(t) + ex(t)) -
2 2 1 1
Hence > _e3(t) < 325 €5.(0) exp {CA2€(1 + Az e)t}, and by Lemma

Ey(t) < BBexp {CA%ea + A%e)t} 2 =C(1+e)(1+ Ae)exp {CA%ea + A%e)t} e
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Now we choose A large enough such that
A>20(1+€)(1+ A2e),
and choose a small T satisfying
exp {CA%e(l + A%G)t} =2,

then for all ¢ € [0, T] there holds Ej(t) < Ae?, which is (2.11)). O

Remark 2.7. From the proof above we see that the restriction on T are

1 1 1 +1 y
exp{C’Aie(l-|—A§e)T}§27 CAzT<min{q2 ,f(RZ;)—i_l}.

Hence the mazimal lifespan admits a lower bound in forms of

g+1 ﬂRm)+1}

1

min { (C’A%e(l + A56)> B

T CAz CAl
The last step of closing the induction is to prove Lemma for k.

Proof of Lemma . By (2.34), the following holds:
t
0 t) ~ au(2.0) < [ orans)u=ds
0

t
< [ (lora(s) s + 1Lk O] ds
0
< CAzet.
Hence by choosing T' small, we have for ¢ € [0, T]

q—-1 qg+1
2 177
which is (2.12)). (2.13) is a consequence of (2.12)) by the construction of ¢x. In a same manner,

< qr(z,0) — CAzet < qr(x,t) < qr(x,0) + CA%et < 2G+1,

t
SR ~ F(R)] < [ o0 (R (0)lds < At

0
M) =1 _ yg,,) - I 21
Hence we obtain the first part of (2.14), and the other part as well as (2.15)) is a consequence by
applying f~! and the construction of 4. (2.16)) is given by Lemma since ri(z,t) > Ry(z,t) >
(LR and 120, = 1+ qy € [Sg+1),2(a+ 1)]. O

(Rin) — AZet < f(Rp)(t) < f(Rin) + A%et < 2f(Rin) + 1.

At this point the k step of induction on Proposition Lemma Lemma 2.6 has been finished,
and therefore their proof is complete. A direct corollary is the uniform bound of (8/ug, d7q) in
L ([(), T7; HQ*]-).
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Corollary 2.8 (Uniform bounds on H?). There exists T > 0 such that for allk >0 and t € [0,T],
j=0,1,2 that 4 | 1 1
102w ()| rr2=s + 1107 qk(B) | 123 S A2 (1 + AZe)e,

and Gy (&,t) := uy (@%,t), Gr(&,t) == qr (L;l,t) satisfy

1078 251y + RGO 21 oy S AL+ A e

Proof. The case j = 2 is obvious. Using inequalities (2.30)-(2.33)), (2.11)) and the bounds in Lemma
(25 for ¢ and 7, we obtain

2
1 1
las @)l + el < 3 (1E§as (0l + 1 Zus(t)lz2) < AX(1+ ATe)e

Jj=0
2 2
. 1 C, T 1
Since LjOwqr = ﬁrgilLk—latqk an
there holds

Liduy = fji_latuk + 27“1;11(7"0737“,%_1 -1 — qp—1)up,

1

0@l + 10 (@)l S (IL80ax (B2 + |1 L0 (t)]12 ) S Abe.

7=0
The bounds on 4y and g follow by a change of variable. O

Next, we construct the solution to (|1.9)-(1.14). For arbitrary M > 1, since we have the compact
embedding Hg(l,M) cC Hgl(l,M) cC LE(I,M), applying Aubin-Lions compactness theorem
twice gives that there exists a subsequence, still denoted by {@x}, {qgr}, and limit points @, § €
L= ([0,T],H§(1,M)) such that

iy, — @ weakly* in L ([0, T; H§ (1,M)), @, — @ strongly in C ([0, T]; H£(1 M)), (2.48)
Gr — G weakly™ in L™ ( [0,T]; Hg (1, M) ), Gr — q strongly in C ([O T]; Hg(l M)) (2.49)
Ay, — Oyt weakly* in L™ ([0, T7; H5 (1, M)), dyti, — Oy strongly in C ([0, T7; LE(l M)), (2.50)

O, — 0:G weakly* in L™ ([0, T]; H{ (1, M)), 8¢ — 04 strongly in C ([0,T]; LZ(1,M)). (2.51)

Moreover, using a diagonal argument and further passing to a subsequence, we can assume that
(2-48)-(2.51) hold for each M > 1. Meanwhile, applying Azela-Ascoli theorem on {f(Rx)} and
{0:f(Ry)} yields the existence of a subsequence of {f(Rg)}, still denoted by {f(Ry)}, and a limit
point f such that B

f(Ry) — f in G0, T).

Then we construct the solution (u, ¢, R) as follows.

R(t) := fflf(t), r3(x,t) = R3(t) + 3z + S/Oz q(y, t)dy,
w(z,t) = a((1+32)%,8), q(z,t) :=q((1+3z)3,¢).

23



To verify (u, g, R) is a solution to 1) 1.14), we denote 7 (&,t) =:= ry (%7 ), and 7(&,t) :=

r (EBT_l, t). First note that the construction of r is exactly (1.13[). From Sobolev embedding and

the following inequality

=3
"y —

53
it follows that {7277 converges strongly to 7% in Lg° due to (2.49), and (2.49) also implies

(14 gr)~7~" converges strongly to (14 ¢)~7~! in L. By the equation (2.5), we see that iy, gk
satisfy

< etmt - R 48 /\qk—q|n2dn<a3|R3 R+ (1— €)1k — |~

2
Oy, = ci(1 4 Gr—1) 7" 52 2L 0e k.
Forcing k to infinity and using (2.49)(2.50) yields (1.10). Next, (2.4) is equivalent to
. N N
Ol = €20 (F7_yi1y,) = -+ —— (1 + G—1) Uk
3 Tk—1

Forcing k to infinity and using (2.48))(2.51) yields (1.9). For boundary conditions, forcing k to
infinity in the equation

(Re). (R))

(i, Gr)le=1 = (ur, qr)|o=0 = (f' (Rp— 1)dt

and applylng trace theorem yields (u, q)|z=0 = (@, §)|e=1 = (%%, f(R)), which is . Last,
holds since @ (0), §x(0), f(Rx)(0) converge to @(0), G(0), f(R)(O) in H1(1 M) or R as k —
+oo and (ur(0), qx(0), f(Rk)(0 )) = (Uin, Gin, f(Rin)) independent of k. Therefore, we conclude
that (u, ¢, R) is a solution to — with the wanted regularity of Theorem 1.2. Last, the
uniqueness can be shown in a standard way by taking difference.

Proposition 2.9 (Uniqueness). Let (u;, g, R;), i = 1,2 be two solutions to (1.9)-(1.1)) with u;, q; €
L= ([0,T); H*) nC ([0,T}; H') , R; € C*([0,T7]) and —1 < ¢ < ¢ <7< 400, 0<R; <R, then
(u1, q1, R1) = (u2, g2, Ra).

Proof. By taking difference, we obtain
O(ur —uz) = g1+ q1) " 'ri0u(qr — q2) + Gl + qu—1) 77 — (L4 q2) 77 130002,
B — g2) = a[rf (wr — ug) + (1} — r3)ual,
—(f(R1) = f(R2)) = f/(B1)(u1 — u2)|amo + (f'(B1) — f'(R2))uz|z=0,

(@1 — @2)]e=0 = f(R1) — f(R2).
Multiplying the first two equations by (u; —uz) and (g1 — g2) respectively and integrating by parts

d
dt
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(2.52)

+ / (1 +q) 7710 ((r] — r3)uz) (g1 — q2)dx
0

+ 3200 [(1+0) 7 om0 B (R) D] (F(R1) = £(Ra))?
+ (14 a) 7 Hamo BRI (B)) ™! (' (R1) = f'(R2)) uz]omo(f(R1) — f(Rz)).

To control the source terms on the right, write

3 3 -
2 T — T 9 971 3 3
no T = R} - R —q)(y,)dy| .
r1 r1(r2 +rirg +132) [7“1(7"2 +rory + 7“1] [ 2 1 +/0 (g2 — q1)(y,t) y}

From the L? — L? boundness of the maximal functional, it follows

147@—mww@

T

x
r1(r3 + rory +13)
<C(|f(R2) = f(R)| + lla2 — a1l z2) »

24 <C|f(Ra2) — f(R1)| +
L2

1 Lo L2

and similarly
T1 1

- < C(|f(R2) = f(R)| + llgr — gzl z2) -

L2
The first term is bounded by multiple of ||q1 — ga|/z2 + |Ju1 — uz||z2 since d;q1 = 0,(r?u1) and
102 (r2u1) || Loe + |7200q1 || L < ||u1|lgz +|lq1||zz < C. For the second term on the right, we compute

2
UV & e~
(1+q)" 1—r§—(1+q2) 71
2

14g) 7 = (1+go) ! r
Ura) T —Uke) T gyt -y,
q1 — G2 T2 2

=(q1 — q2)

and thus by Sobolev embedding

< C((f(Br) = f(R2))| + llar — 2lz2)

2
T o
H(lJﬂh) T L~ (L)
T L2

2

/ AL+ q) 777 — (14 g2) 77 'r3]00q2(ur — ug)da
0

<Clr30:q2llL (| f(R1) — f(R2)| + llar — q2llz2) [lur — ual| 2
<C(|f(R1) = f(R2)| + llor — qallz2) [lur — ual|L2.
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For the third term, there holds
_ _ _ r?
Oz [(r? — r3)us) = 2r; Ya1 — g2)ug + 2(ry - 5 DA+ go)ug + (1 - r;> 730, Us,
2

and thus
0.7 - Bl
u —
<O (W20 (1 )+ (15 g o) Dr30alace ) (5 (R0) = £Ca)| + i = gl

SC(If(Ry) = f(R2)[ + [lar — g2l z2) -

Since q1],—0 = f(R1) is a C* function and f is invertible, the last two boundary terms can be
controlled by multiple of |f(R1) — f(Rz)|?>. Therefore, we conclude from (2.52) that

d
2¢ < C (v = w2lfz + llar = qollZ + |f(R1) = f(R2)[?) < Ce

where we denote
e ::/ (1 —u2)* + (1 +q1) " g1 — q2)°) da
0

+ QR+ q1) 7 amo (f (R1)) T (f(R1) — f(R2))*.

Gronwall’s inequality then gives e = 0 on [0, T, which shows (u1, g1, R1) = (u2, g2, Ra). O

3. Setup of Bootstrap

The following several sections are devoted to the proof of Theorem The strategy is to use a
bootstrap argument encompassing the norms in energy spaces and parameters. In this section we
detail the set up of the bootstrap.

We inherit the notations from Section [2] and drop the subscript k:

0 =3 [ ((01u0) "+ 20 (01a(0)”) o+ el oos (RO) (B 1(R0)

2

B =Y 10RO+ Y (11200 a3 + 12200 u(t) 32

Jj=0 J1+72<2
LYq = 2r20,q, L*q = 0,(c*1*0,q), L'u = 0, (r*u), L*u = 202 (r?u).
Assume the initial data (w;n, Gin, Rin) satisfies the assumption of Theorem

2 2
€= I Loamllze + Y I Lguinlze + | (Rin)* < e,
§=0 §=0

where the constant €2 will be determined later. Taking r = &(x) = (14 3z)# in Lemma [2.1] yields
lgin]|Lee < Ce, and by choosing ey small there holds

RNy

1
_1<_C€§qin§06§
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Meanwhile, since f is smooth and strictly increasing near R = 1, we have |Rin, — 1] < Ce and
thus 0 < 1 —Ce < R;, <1+ Ce < R. Then Theorem gives the existence of a local solution.
Note that the inequality 1) is essentially independent of k, therefore Z?:o e’ (0) < Be? for some

constant B. We now consider the time interval [0, 7] such that the following bounds hold on [0, T7:

2 2
D el(t) <4) €(0) < 4Be, (3.1)
=0 =0
1 1
-3 < gz, t) < 5 ¥ >0, (3.2)

2\
D) =een=Glarew < Gl

2

Such an interval exists due to continuity and by choosing €y further small. By dropping the subscript

in (2.20)(2.21) we obtain

R3(t) + ;x < () = R(t) + 3/1(1 +qy,0)dy < B3 (t) + 2.
0

0%2q — L'oyu = 4r~*udyq — 69 2(1 + q)u?,
2u— L'9q = (—(v + 1)(1 + q) " 0g + 2r " u) dyu.
Hence by Lemma [2.1] the following bounds hold on [0, T:
IL2qllz= = |L* Ovull = <107 q]l 2 + C (HuHL2 + ||E1u||L2> (19eql[ 2 + llullL2)

=[107qll 2 + C (lullz= + 19¢all 2 )?

; (3.3)
<C Y el(t)?,
§=0
|E2ullzz = 1L Orallzz <N02ullzz +C (I9ullze + |12 Ovullz) (lullze + |9ral22)
<|19allz2 + Ce (ullz2 + |9uall2) 5.4

2
<Cy (),
j=0

where we have used that Z?:o el (t) < 4Be? on [0,T] and € < ¢ < 1. Therefore, there exists a
constant A > 0 such that on [0, 7]

E(t) <A (). (3.5)



Moreover, applying Lemma again gives that for = > 0, ¢t € [0,T]

la(z, )] + [Ocq(x, t)] + [Org(w, £)] S €™,

|u(z,t)| + [Oeu(x, t)| + |Opu(z, t)]| S €1, (3.6)

where we used that £~ < r~1 < ¢! since R(t) is bounded from below and above, and consequently

le(x,t) — co| + |Oec(w, )] + |Dec(x, )] S €77,

3.7
|[R—1] <e. (3.7)
By Holder and (|1.13)), we also compute
T(Iat)Q g’l’(:l?,t) +€2 -3 3 /I ‘
1| = Rt —1+3 )d
S Ry il , A
<67 (IR@ = 1]+ 22 lg).2) 38
Sec 3.
Combining (3.7))(3.8]) yields
ler?€7% — o S e, (3.9)
and thus there exist constants ¢ and ¢ such that
—e<c—co<cer*t?—cy<c—cy e (3.10)

If T is large enough so that 1+ ¢T" > exp (%), then we have obtained the almost global existence.
Hence we assume with out of generality that

142l < exp (5> (3.11)
€

holds for a constant k < kg with k¢ to be determined. The heart of the proof of almost global

existence is the following:

Proposition 3.1. Assume that and consequently (3.5)- hold on [0,T] with T
satisfying . Then the following holds:
1. The bounds can be strictly improved on [0,T]. To be specific, we will prove

2
D el(t) <3Be, t e [0,T], (3.12)
=0

and thus |q(z,t)| S € by (3.6), which improves in turn for suitable €g.
2. (Control of error). The following estimate holds on [0,T]:

log(1+7¢t) s_ €5
FR)—R()| < =>——=
F(R) - RO LD e 2

N

(e% +€%) + ﬁ(w 9.
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Remark 3.2. In fact, system -@ admits a conserved energy. We have by and
that

0 =u (&u + C;#m(ﬂ)) + %p” (07 = 1) (0ep + p*0x(r*w))

= 1.2 @ e S -1 @ 2u(pY —
8t<2u + 5 (fy—lp 7_1er + 25‘,%(1" u(p?’ —1)).

Integrating the above identity on the strip Ry x [0,T] and using the boundary conditions gives

o= [ (L + H(p) ) (T)dx — T (L + H(p) ) (0)dx
0o \2 o \2
[ OG-

where H(p) := 552 (P77t =+ (v —1)p~') denotes the entropy. Note that

2(y-1)
:% {3%1_3 (C;a + WZ) (R270%3 —1) + % (R2—1) + % (RS — 1)>
::%W(R).

W(R) is actually the work done by the surface tension and the pressure at both the bubble surface
and the infinity. Since W(R) is convex in R, we obtain the conserved energy:

/00o (;u2 + H(p)) dz + W(R).

This conserved energy can give a uniform in time the upper and lower bound of R as well as the

control of L? norms of u and q. However, since L? is sub-critical compared with the existence space,
such controls are of less importance, and we will not use this in the proceeding proof.

4. KSS type estimate with boundary terms

In this section we establish a KSS (Keel-Smith-Sogge) type estimate regarding the quasilinear
wave equation . This will provide a long time control upon the weighted norms of the solution,
which will be used later to improve (3.1)). However, due to the non-vanishing boundary value, we
will obtain boundary terms in this KSS type estimate. Fortunately, these boundary terms have
positive sign in higher regularity and negative sign in lower regularity. Therefore, by taking a
delicate linear combination, the only left bad term is the one with the lowest regularity, whose
treatment will be given in the next two sections. To be specific, the goal of this section is to prove
the estimate below.
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Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ be a solution to on [0,T], and assume that hold on [0,T],
then the following bound holds:

i{/ / (81” ) (cré)@{ga >d:cdt+/ / agsp 2 dwdt

J

T 9 T
+ [ (o) | dt+ | (efa0fe+ o) | (4.1)
0 =0 0 pr
r= =0
2 " N2 T
<max {log, T, 1 max / ( 8 Tp) + (er?0,0] ¢ )dm—i—/ 02| p—odt.
{log, }]z::o 0<t<T ( ¢ ) 0 0

Proof. Step 1. We begin with defining a sequence of modified momentum density for j = 0,1, 2
and k € NU {0}:

, , A 1 _ _
Pyy= M0 g er?0,0] ¢ + §Nk8§<p8t1ﬂ<p,

. 2 . 2 1 . . 1 .
Plj’ 2]\4]C [(814_](,0) + (crzaw(')fgo) :| + §Nk8g§0 ' Crzazaf@ - ZCTQ(aka)(ag@)zv

where My, Ny are undetermined weight functions. By taking time derivative in (1.16]), the following
holds:

O20) p — 20, (r10,0] ) = [87, P,r 0, ). (4.2)
We compute by brute force and (4.2)) that

T 00 ) .
/ / —atPgJc + 0 (er®P],) ) dudt
CMk) CamT2Mk Nk 145 2

2 N2
/ / ( (M) + % - 08;”’2]\@) (cr26x8§<p) dzdt
(2
-|-/ / (10, Ny,) (8]4,0) daxdt
0

(4.3)

+

T (CT ) o1
/ M, (120,¢) cr28 Bgcp) dzdt 7/ / M, ———=2L0!" ¢ . er?0,0] pdadt
0o Jo cr

8

+

T
/ / Nip(r?0,¢)0 ¢ - er?0,0! pdadt
o Jo

T o) )
/ / (Mkcr Oy 5‘Jcp+ Nkaggo) (0], 0,110, | pddt
0o Jo

T e
. . N . .
—/ / 3th6t1+Jgo~cr23m8g<pdxdt7/ / 8t2 kaﬁpatlﬂwd:cdt.
o Jo o Jo

The construction of Py’s and P;’s as well as the calculation is an analogue to Section 5 of [20],
which also considers a more general case without symmetry, see also [9], but for integrity, we write
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down the computation process of the present context in Appendix A. Now select My := %2%{,

Ny := cOpr? - My, = and thus the coefficients of the leading order quadratic terms are

pr 2’”+€’
720, (cMy,) N cOpr® My, Ny r?0,(cMy)  cOpr* My N Ny r2 ok

2 2 2 2 2 2T 22 (2F 162
The coefficient of the third term is

U, (aay (2 €
a””('”az(pr?’w&))

23 2k 1 2 g 1 627”381/) g
O <p£2 (28 +¢)2 )+ 2 ( 22’“+£>+28w( P2 2’“+£)
5 3 2k¢ 123 2k(2k —¢) 1
(56 ) :

c? 13
) R+ 2 pe (2t az<p2> 2 +¢

1 c? 2k 1a ( 38xp> £ 1021“35'36/) 2k
2p2€2(2’“+§) p? )2+ 2 p22 (2K +E)?

1 ¢ L4l 3¢ 2k 3 1a c2r 2k ¢
T2 2k+5 Ekre) 27\ p ) (2462

1 c? 13 1 Ar30,p 13 12r30,p  2F
+2aﬂ”< )2k+§+2aﬂ”< p? )2k+5+2 P22 (28 4 ¢)?

k 3 2k 2,.3 k

1C<1+ﬂ7") 2 +1C<1_ﬂr> 2 _1(%(”) 2%
2 p? €)@k +¢)3 " 2p° &) e@k+¢d 277\ p ) 28 +¢)?

1 c? ¢ 1 r30.p £ 1¢2r30,p 2k
v () e w0 () e

('b

N = N =

2k +¢ p 2+ 2 p22 (2P +¢)?

Hence we obtain the main part %;—2 (1 + %) %, while the left will be regarded as nonlinear

terms. Next, by divergence theorem there holds

T
/ Py 1. (x,0)dx —/ 0.6 (2, T)dx —/ (crsz,k) (0,t)dt
0 0

(4.4)
:/ fatngk + 6_t(cr2P1j,k)) dzdt.
o Jo
Moreover, we expand the boundary term Pljy x(0,1) as
P{,(0,1)
_ |1 145 )2 29 2 N o Yaraj 29 ai L o i \?
= 2Mk 0, o) + (er©0.0{¢ + 2Nk8t cr-0,0{ ¢ il OxNi | 0f ¢
z=0

1 N2 1 N, .\ (N2 2

= [QM;c (8tlﬂg0) + §Mk <cr28z8§<p+ M@f@) <8Z\;k 707"28 N, (8{@) _07

and compute the coefficients explicitly:

1 1 1 Ny (0, 1) c
=M, - _
5 Mi(0,1) 2¢(0,8) 28 + 17 2M, (0, 1) (pr) (0.2),
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Ni(0,1)?

-0 o
8M(0,t) 2 \ p2r2"7 2k 11’

% (er®0.Ni) (0,1)
S

N 2
1 [cr ok }
210 @62,

_Lfery] 2 1/ ¢
72 P o0 (2k; + 1)2 2 p2r2
Nk(O,t)Q 1 1

S0 1 (er?0:Ne) (0,1) = 3 (p)

Combining (4.3))(4.4) yields the identity
T oo .2 k
r 9 14 \2 ) N
— (0, 0,0! dxdt
|| swee <(t o) +(oroiole) ) i
T co .2 3 k
c pr 2 i \2
+ — 14+ =) =————= (0]p) dadt
/0/0 2p2( §S)§<2k+é)3(“") )
T R2

1 14§ 2 /T R2 1 ) c . 2
— o, ) dt = 25,0 Y
0 2 2k:+1 ( i ¥ 0 + o 9 2k+1 cr t(,O“rp’r '+ P

R Rl 1 (e
:/ ng(x,())dxf/ ng(:ﬂ,T)d:c+/ = < )
0 ’ 0 ’ o 2\ p
8 .
+Y NL,
I=1
with the nonlinearties given by
T oo 2 3 2% 2.3 k 2
; 1 2 1 2 1
NL?HIZ—/ / {2(1—%>H3—ar<cg>k£z+ax(cz> kg
’ o Jo L2p £ ) e2h+¢)? 2 p&* ) (2F+§)* 2 p*) 28 +¢

1 Ar30,p ¢ 1c2r30,p 2 i \2
+2a’”< p? )2k+§+2 5 (2k+g)2} (9ho) doat

[}

Tr=

¢ -2 §
[02 (0ep +17%) 5% }

1
2k +1 2

N

1
2k 41’
1
oo 2F+1

c
r@xp>
=0 p2

2 L
eo 212 2\

=0

+

dt  (4.5)
=0

o (2’627f 1)2 (8g<p)2

dt
=0

; T oo N
NLi,z = —/ / (r*0yc) My, (CT23I8§¢) dzdt,
o Jo
. T fpoo 2 ) )
NL%V?’:—/ / Mk%;ﬂ)atl+]§0'cr2amag@dlﬂdt,
0 0 Ccr
T 00
NLj, =— / / Ni(r?0,¢)0] ¢ - cr?0,0] pdadt,
o Jo
. T 00 ) 1 ) )
NLj 5 :/0 /0 (Mkcr2618§<p + 2Nk3gs0) (0], 20,10 | pdxdt,

T 0o
NLj :/o /0 M0 ¢ - 29,0} pdudt,
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T [e’e)
. OWN. . ,
NLi. = /O /0 L0 g0kt

T 2,.3
; 1 (cor 1 i \2
V= [ (o)
k.8 /0 2<p28p) 2k +1 i
Note that % ~ % and g(2k+g)3 ~ 53 for ¢ € [2¥,2F1]. Summing in k with 2¥ < T, or
equivalently, for k < K with K := Inax{ 1, [log, T'|} gives

/0 ! /0 - % ((atl*j@)Q + (CTQ&C@,{QO)Q) dwdt
S, Lt () it
- ' /E . : ((a,}“saf + (chawazso)z) dudt (4.6)
520/: /OOO 27"522(2’“2:5)2 ((8,51+j<p)2 + (07‘28;5(%90)2) dedt
+ max /0 N <(a§“¢)2 + (cr28x8g<p>2) dz,
where we used 2= (5+1) < T-1 and (3.2), and similarly,
/OT /OOO 5% (ag'gofdxdt
si / ' /2 . 5% (6Z<p)2dxdt+ /0 ! /é ;KH g% <3f<ﬂ>2da:dt (4.7)
<Z/ /OO 1 ( 7 >£(2]€2:§)3 (8,{@) dxdt + mtszT/OOO ;2 (8?«,0) dx.

Step 2. In this part we shall bound the nonlinearties by the left hand of and with
the help of . - Since we are using the new unknown go, 1t is necessary to bulld a bridge
between ¢ and u, p. Recall Cu = cr?0,p and that 0o + 5 'v 1) (P~ t—1)= 1 u?. By taking
time derivatives, the followmg hold:

dt.
=0

=0

2
8,524,0 — —0q = ulsu,
P

s Ly c? 2 2
0y — ?d&q =04 ) Orq + (Opu)” + ud; u.

Similarly, taking time derivatives on 0,p = p% yields

2
cr?0,0,p = E@tu +cu <(9tq — u) ;
p pr
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2 2 2y
120,020 = S+ 2¢ (g — == @u+ML77%E+@%f udiq
p pr pr  pr
Hence by (3.6) (3.7)

C _ _ _
]&sop(rﬂ 11)‘ < e ul e er? 0y,

2
C _ _
afsof;atq S e ul = e er?O, ],

2
c
9 — ;3361 < €710l + |0pul + |07 ul),

ler?0,0pp — Eﬁtu\ S e Hu| ~ e er?o, ),
p
c
|er? 0,07 — ;@214 < e (|ul + |0rul + |07 4]).
Moreover, for sufficiently small ¢y and € < €g, (4.8)(4.9) further implies that

|0Ful + 107 a] Sler®0:07 ¢l + 107 ¢l + e~ (|ul + |0eql + |0pul)

+ 5‘3(1) .

Sler? 0,07 0] + 107 | + €€ (Jer®0upl + |er®0,0k0] + 107 0)),

and consequently

2
07u — pr20,0%0] S €71 (ler0,00 0l +107 1)
>

2
) . o
02q = Lojel S et Y (ler0udiel + 107l )

Jj=0

° NL{J€ terms. We use the bootstrap bounds lb 1) to compute

22k

S(W—H+p

(%) ee
p &) &2k +9)
3
<

TS 22k
3_1D 2ok Se 2 )
§ §2(2F +6)3 ™ E3(2F +6)3

~

o (20 2
T\ pgd ) (2F +¢)?
§

2
(5) g S0 g S camre
Ar3g,p  2F 2k <. 2k

p2% (28 +6)? E2(2R+6)2 ~ 22k + &Y
Noting that L?q = 8, (c*r*9,q), it follows that

= |czr3axq’

027'3(()Tp 5 2 3 5 62 5 1 2 6
6w< e )2k+§‘ mﬂcra””2h+§— 5 0| g+l dlgg
1 1

< - 2
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Using the above bounds we estimate the Nlel’,c terms except 0, (%) 3 (8,{90) :

R (%) sere o () wrer 1 () e
3 e ey (719)
K 00

56,;)/;/0 (5%521 G5l £2<2'f215)2 ’ 52(2'@1 +£)>

<e(1+ K) /OT/:O

5,@/;/00053‘3{@]2@&.

The last inequality holds due to the assumption (3.11)) and that

2
8590‘ dxdt

2
-3 8{@‘ dxdt,

€(1+ K) < emax{0,1+ [log, T'|} < &. (4.13)

Next, we integrate by parts and obtain

OT OOO %c% ( 38”””) T ;cp ? dudt
: /OT;< r*Oua5y (5 ¢) >|m odt
/ / —er*r30,q & 2k NP 3%@)2 + 2k2f_£aggp6 3&0) dxdt
(/ / €2 2k ez 3%@) da:dt+/ / 2k+€ (cr28 Bgcp) dxdt)
2k1+ 1 /0 (o)

Then sum in k and use (4.13]) again:
r30 N
=P S
< p2 > e (8,{@) dzdt

N2 T N2
<k ( / / aggo * ddt + / / c7“23$3gg0> dacdt>+e / (agw)
0

dt.
z=0

=0
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Therefore, we conclude with the control of N L{, 5

K

Z‘NL{’,C‘
<k (/ / aggp dxdt+/ / cr28x8gg0>2dxdt> +e/T (aggp)z
0

(4.14)
dt.

=0

. NL2 X NL% X NLfl 59 NLéJC terms. These terms can be bound easily by using 1) 1) and
@13):
K K T pooy,.2
; r20zC P\ 2
>o|wid, gZ/ / =) s (r0.0]) dadt
k=0 k=070 O ¢ 12848

§ek§:_0/OT /000 2’“:—6 (cr28l.agg0>2dxdt (4.15)
T poo 2
fﬁ/ / ¢t (cr28m3g<p) dxdt,
Z IvL,| <Z/ / 82;:2 zkig <(81+J )2+ (cﬁazag@)z) drdt
SGZ/O /0 2’“73—5 ((atl‘*‘j@f + (cr28185<p)2) dxdt (4.16)
<k ( / / alﬂgp ® dudt + / / cr2a aggo) dxdt),
kizo‘NL ‘ < Z/ / o 2k iy |r28Ic| (5_2 (6,?4,0)2 + (cr28$85¢)2> dzdt,
<EZ/ / o E +§ ( 3,{(,0 <C7’28x8gg0)2> dxdt (4.17)
<k ( / / ag@ * dwdt + / / cr28waggo>2dmdt> ,
Z 4 <Z/ e*roudl ol gy ()
<e /0 (970

dt
v=0 (4.18)

dt.

=0
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o N Lg . term. We expand the commutators and use {j to obtain:

07, 20, 0u)p =(0], ) (0.1 0a0)) + 0 (0], 1711027
=[07, ¢ (7207 ¢) + 0, ([8g,r4]r_4r46w<p)
=[0],c?] (c20%¢) + [0}, r*)r—* (c202¢) + ¢ {833, [8g,r4]r’4} r10,.

For j = 1, we compute:
2 4
[0r, 20,120, = (&C + 8? > 02 + 0, <8;Z ) 0,

c2

and using :
‘[@7028307"461;}90‘ <ee! |8,52cp| + 672 ’cr28$<p‘ :

For j = 2, the commutator reads
[02, 20,110,

= (87 ¢* +20,c°0;) (072@290)

2,4
(8 + 2@—7"& + 20,740~ ) (c728t2<p)

2 32 Lo 4 4
+c 83:, + 2 8,5 + 20,740, r 4| 10,0

2 2 2 2
- (2325 3” > By <3 120,20, + af 4 20494 a 3t02) 82y

4
Z ) (r r23m<p>.
0?2¢? 3t(02ﬂatQ)

T =) 5 == (r+ Dpda+ (v +1) (v +2) *p*(09)*,

2,4
+ 22 (&,; (8 > + 20, (5‘tr48tr4)> 1"2&,;@ + 262129, (3,5
rd r

We also compute:

2,.4 2
ir _4%“2

8t 7’4
o (2

2,4 2 2
Oy (8;: ) =40, <8t(:3 u) + ) =4r3 <8t2q p3 (2ru + 7“28tu) — il + 2u@q>

Where we used that 9,0, (r?u) = 9%q to avoid the presence of mixed derivative. Therefore, it follows

from (3.6 . ) that
|[07, 0o 0] | Se€M07 0| + €72 (107 | + |er?0,0r0| + € Her Oy
+107ql (107 ] + € Her?ug]) -

v}
) =40, (%) =43 (3tq — 3p*1u) ,
u2
)
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Then we conclude in view of (4.8])(4.10) that

K
D (INL§ .|+ [NLE )

k=0
K 2
D) / | e X (ler0u0il + € oipl) (0%l + 10261 +r20,0i0] + [er*0r]) (419
i=1

<KZ/ / ( alﬂ )2+ (crzawag@)Q) dadt.

° NLéyk, NLJ7‘7,C terms. We estimate by 1D 1' that

‘NL ‘ <Z/ / |0 5% +£|61+]<p||cr28 & p|dxdt

1 e oo
562/0/0 2k+§|at pller0,0/ pldxdt (4.20)

: N2
<k (/ / 8 +J<p dxdt—|—/ / cﬂ@ﬁggp) )dxdt,
K
> |vid }<Z/ /
k=0
1 . )
: B ] " 4.21
NGZ/O /0 3 2k+£|3t<p||3t p|dxdt ( )

<k </ / 8§<p dmdt—i—/ / 81+ij dxdt) :

Step 3. Now we combine (4.5))(4.6))(4.7) to obtain:

/ / (81“ ) (cr28 o )d:vdt+/ / -3 8{90 dmdt
[ (o)

( )‘ Iaisollalﬂso\dﬂcdt

2 T
dt + / (crzc')z(')fgo + —85 go) dt
=0 0 pr o0
N N . . | (4.22)
Z / PJ (0, 0)da| + ‘/ Pl (2, T)dx +Z‘NL{7,€‘}
—0 0 0 =1
o0 2 2 2
J 1+j 2 J -2 (i

+ ; (8tg0 dt+orgntanT/0 ((@ cp) + (cr 0.0; <p) +¢ (at cp) )dm.
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By the explicit expression of Pg » and Hardy’s inequality it follows that

<(1+K) /OOO ((3t1+j<p>2 + (cr28x8ch>2 42 (3g<p>2) dz
<max {log, T, 1} /oo <(8t1+jcp)2 + (cr28z3g<p>2) dz.
0

Moreover, by taking a suitable linear combination of (4.22)) of j = 0, 1, 2, we can cancel the boundary
term on the right hand side except the one with the lowest order. Then we conclude by using the

bounds (4.14))-(4.21]) of nonlinearties:

{/ / ( 81+] ) (cr 0 8fg0 )dmdt—F/ / afgp dazdt
9 T
+/ (at“” ) dt+/ (cr ax8§<p+8§<p> dt
0 =0 0 pr =0

K

D

k=0

/ Pg’k(x, t)dx
0

2 9 T
< 1+] 2 J 2
< max {log, T,I}ZOO?%XT/ < 6 (cr 0..0] gp) >dm+/0 ©°|w=odt
=
2 K 8 ‘
+22.0 NI,
7=0k=01=1
’ 1+j 24 5i\> T,
< ] J —
<max{log, T’l}Z()gltag(T/ < 8 (cr 004 cp) >d:z:+/0 @ |g=0dt

+HZ{// (a“ﬂ) (cr23 o) )dxdt+// * (o) dmdt}

dt.
x=0

Hence for sufficiently small kg and €y we arrive at (4.1)). O

5. Derivation of precise boundary ODE

In order to handle the boundary value of ¢ present on the right hand side of ., we derlve
in this section the equation satisfied by ¢|,—¢. Introduce 9 := ry, and substitute ¢ by < in
yields

:r_182¢ + 20,010 + O —1¢ = 28, (200 + 110, 1)

rt (3%/}—!— 2r 0~ L0ph — 2r? (7‘26951/))) (82 -1 _ %9, ( 40, )) .
On the other hand, from

Cay

0= 0w+ %TQQQJ(pV) = 0%r — P 20,07t = 0ur? — r20,(r?0,r),
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and thus
Ofr=t =20, (r*0,r™) = 0pr !t + 20, (r?0,r) = Ofr ™ + 1207 = 2r 3 (9yr)?.
Henceforth
0=07¢ — r?0, (rPo.y) — 2— atw+2 w
We rewrite the above equation to a hyperbolic system of the form

2 2
= (@t er?0,) (9 — er0) o+  2EE0C L Y 2y By 2y
C T 2

—c? (0 + cr®dy) (67% (0 — cr®0y) 1/1) + <8tc+2ccr(9$c> (O + cr®0,) ¥

2 202
—TU(at—cﬁa)m%@y,

and similarly,

Orc — er20,c

0 =c2 (0, — crzaz) (c_% (0 + cr28x) w) + (2CE> (0, — crzaz) P
2 2u?
- (0 + cr28x) U+ %w.
' T

By introducing wp = (8,5 — c7’28x) Y and wg = (8t + CT2ax) 1, which in fact stand for the forward
and backward pressure wave, we see that wg, wp satisfy the transport equations for (x,t) €
R+ X [O,T]

0, 20, 2 2u?
o:(at+crzax)%+<wﬂm)%_uw“gdj, (5.1)
c2 2c c2 r c2 T c2

w Orc — er?0,c\ w 2uw 2u?
0= (0 —er?0,) Y2 + (‘f) wr Zuws 20 Y (5.2)
c2 2c c2 T c2 rT c2

One can check that (5.1))(5.2) is genuinely nonlinear in wg, wg, and this is actually a main feature of
isentropic compressible Euler equations. In view of Majda’s conjecture [I7), Page 89], it is reasonable
not to expect a global solution. To solve (5.1 as a hyperbolic system on the half line, we shall

need the boundary data of wg. Recalhn ) and taking time derivative yields
Cay ._ - ~ B
— P o L F'(R) (pr20u) |,y = ['(R) (prouy —r )|, _, -

Then substituting p¥ — 1 by (1.15]) gives

- Bt <8t(p - ;UP)

In order to obtain an equation of t|,—o, we compute

= F/(R) (r0u)|y—o — F'(R) (p7'r720) |, -

x=0

2
O =100 + 2070 + O~ = 110 — 25000 - (itu 22)“
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P20, = © (s~ ),

U= pridyp = progh —r 2 = % (wp — Optp) — r 4.

Therefore by writing r|,—9 = R we obtain
1
0= {afw — Rudyu — ("C(CR) + 2R_1u> R0

— (PR R 2R R o) v+ f'(CR) wB}

=0
£r
_ {afw - (f (B) | op-1y— pa’“) A
c c
B £r
— (PR R = 2R — R0 v+ (f (CR) - pa;“) wB} .
=0
In short, there holds
07| =0 + b104] =0 + bo¥|z—0 + aWp|s—0 = 0, (5.3)

with )
bi(t) == — (‘f(cR) + 2Rty — pa;“)

bo(t) = — (f/(R)pflRfl — 2R 22— R*latu)

a(t) — (JF/(R) — patu)

=0

i
r=

C C

=0
Moreover, we estimate these coefficients by using (3.6))(3.7) and the smoothness of f near 1:

PW) < ot + 7)1 2 Jat)
0 Co

_ f/(1)| <. (5.4)

~

|b1(2) +

Let Aj, Az denote the two eigenvalues of the unperturbed equation, namely, the two roots of

A2 — %(01))\ —f (1). Then we rewrite 1) in the form of column vectors and diagonalize the
resulted equation:

Ay

aty[ }Y+AY+WO, (5.5)
2

A
1 —As| [0e]|2=0 1 01 O awg|z—o

Y = A = 9 W - )
|:1 —A1:| |: ¢|w:0 ’ A — Ay 01 O awB|;c:0

5= A, <61 + fl(l)) + (bo + f’(l)) 6y = —Ay <b1 ¥ fl(l)) - (bo +f’(1)) .

Co Co
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By solving (5.5)) it follows
. Alt t Al(t — S)
Y (t) =exp [ AQt:| Y (0) —/0 exp [ Ao(t— s) (AY) (s)ds

_ /O " exp [Al(t —s) At S)] W (s)ds.

We remark here that from 1) there holds f'(1) = —3y (% + 72 ) + 7= < 0, which shows that
ReA; < 0,i=1,2.

(5.6)

6. The analysis of backward pressure wave

Recall the KSS type estimate . To control the boundary term fOT ©?|z=odt, we have obtained
in the previous section the integral equation satisfied by ¢ := !¢ with the source term
containing the backward pressure wave wpg. To close this argument, we shall estimate wp in
this section by using the equations , which form a hyperbolic system on the domain
{(z,t) : x > 0,t > 0}. Generally, in view of the signs of characteristic speeds we will need the data
of wg on {t = 0} and the data of wp on {t = 0} U {z = 0} to solve the Cauchy problem associated
with system ., but in the present context the data of wr on {x = 0} is instead given
implicitly by equatlon 1.} by the relation wF = 3t —cr?0, ) =201 —wp.

Recall that £ = (1 + 3z)3s and we rewrite . as

Oc+ cr?€20¢c\ wp  2uwp  2u? P

0= (0 29, _ | = - — — 6.1

o+ erte o) U+ (M & T T (6.1)
w Orc — er2€20:¢\ w 2uw 2u?

0= (815—07"25_265)—?4- (tfg) 75“_7713_’_7231_ (6.2)
cz 2c cz r o c2 T4 c32

Now we begin the analysis by introducing the characteristics. Note that the bootstrap bounds
(3.6 (3.7) imply the Lipschitz continuity of cr?¢~2 in both £ and ¢ argument. In fact, we have

|0 (er®€ )| + |0u(cr?e?)| S € (6.3)
For each & € [1,4+00), t € [0,T], define Xp as the unique solution (figure [1)) to
XB(&,40) = (&),
& Xn(e.:5) = (~ (%) (Xp(6 1), 1),
and X to be the unique solution to

Xr(&:40) = (&),
d

T Xp(6,t) = ((r%€72) (Xp(,t:9)).1).
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We then obtain the integral equation corresponding to (6.1])(6.2):

T (Xp(E 1))
:eXp{/Os2:‘(XF(§,t;U))do} ng (Xp(&,10))
/OS exp{/:a?,fl(Xp(f,t;T))dT} <5C+gf€26> %B Xnle,ti)) do (6.4)

_ /O exp {/OU 27“ (Xp(,1:7)) dT} 222 L (Xp (€, t:0)) do,

wp

1 X6 59))

—exp {/0 27“ (Xp(&,t;0)) da} w—f (X5(&t;0))

c

_ /08 exp{/os_o 27u (XB(f,t;T))dT} (W) UL (e i) do (6.5)

S S§—0 2
= / exp { / = (Xp(&, ;7)) dT} 220 (X p(&, 5 0)) do.
0 0 T c2
For each t € [0,T], we denote &(t) := Xp(1,t; —t), and thus Xp(&(t),0;t) = (1,t), and for each
t.« € [0,T] denote by Qp(t.) the backward acoustic cone {(£,t) : 0 <t <t,, 1 <& < Xp(&(t.),0;t)}.
Introduce the new unknowns v (€,t,t.), ve(€,t,t) by
wr

vp(€,tty) = sup{

1
C2

(Xp(E.t s>>\  Xp(6tis) € QBm)},

wp

UB(fvt; t*) = Sup{

(XB@,t;s))\  Xp(Etis) € nBu*)} .

1
C2

(1,t)
<

Xg(Ets) XpEts)

< s

(10 @&y

&, (t)=Xg(1,te-t)
o\~

Figure 1
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Xp(& t;s) € Qp(t.) is automatically fulfilled for each (§,t) € Qp(t.) due to the uniqueness of
integral curves. Therefore we abbreviate vg(§,t;t.) to vg(€,t). Moreover, from the definition we
have

vp (XF(€ t;7)its) = vr(€ tit), v (XB(§47)) =vs(6, ).

It then follows from . that
dcr} {
s 2¢—2
+sup/ <8tc—|—c7"§ Occ
s Jo

) (e, o)
4—s1;p/0S

(QrQu“”l) (Xp(Lt:0))
c2
vp(§,05t,) <exp {Sgp/ok 27u (Xr(£,050))

da}{
s 20-2
+sup/ (@c—l—crf Oec
s Jo

2 ) (Xr(£,0;0))
+sgp/03 (27«—2 2 ¥ ) (Xr(£,0;0)) da},
vp(£,0) <exp {sgp/os 2u

 (xn(e0:0))|ao {2 €.0)
5 ¢ — cr?€20cc
s [ (FEZ G (e 050)| o
—l—st;p/os <2r_2u2clg> (XpB(&£,0;0)) da}.

Each supremum above is taken over all s > 0 such that Xp(1,t;0) (or Xr(£,0;0), Xp(&,0;0)
respectively) remains in Qp(t,) for all o € [0, s].

The goal of this section is to obtain a decay estimate of ¥(1, ). To this end, we shall need an estimate
of the source term W in . We begin with the estimate of the nonlinearties in —. These
estimates rely on a change of variable between the forward and backward characteristics, which will
be specified in the following analysis. Then by collecting these estimates we will be able to measure
the difference between wp(1,t) and wp(&y(t),0), which further implies the estimate of W. Hereby
we state the expected estimate of wg and :

" (Xp(1,150))

512u
vp(l,t;ts) <exp {sup/ —
s Jo

1
c2

F)

v (Xp(l,t;0))do (6.6)

do ¢,

s o>\

1
c?2

vp (XFp(&,0;0))do (6.7)

(XB(£,0;0);tx) do (6.8)

Proposition 6.1. Introduce the notations:

¢ 3
V(E) = |WB(£,0)|+§*1/1 \’LUF(n,O)Id??JrGf*BIw(&,O)I+625’1/1 1> (n, 0)ldn,

-

\ o

/
[N

1y S —t) oo [ (14 6 0) " oo
/ £t - 1) ool
0
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then wg satisfies the following bound:

oo (2002 o)

w

E

< [ T 1) W (L T
Se,m G(tV(E(t)) + e max €00+ max {et.)

(@it)0) }-

SIS

C

Proposition 6.2. The following estimate of Y (t) holds for t € [0,T]:

L2 (u(s).0) } + € s ealopVien(s) + V01 |

1
Y(t) = Yo(t)] <
YO -Y%®l S 5 {ﬁsg% {50(8) sefo.r)

where

e[ 0 0 L[

Since V2| =0 =~ ¢©*|z=0, it follows

T T
2 2
=dt§/ Yo(t dt—&—(/s: max {
/0 #le=0 0 ¥o(t) n€[1,80(T)] 7

2
wp
—(1,0)|p+€¢ max nV(n)+¢€Y(0 .
pay )‘} jeinax V() + ¢ ()I)

6.1. Estimate of

Let Xff), X](f) denote the space argument of Xp, Xp respectively. By continuity, for each
n € [€0(t), &(T)], there exists a unique o1(n,t) € [0, T — ¢] such that (figure [2)

Xp(l,t;o1(n,t)) = Xp(n, 0t +01(n,t)),  o1(6o(t),t) = 0.
In particular, for each t. € [t,T], s1(t,tx) := 01(&o(t«), t) satisfies
XF(L t7 81(t7 t*)) = XB(EO(t*)a Oa t+ 81(t7 t*)))

and thus the integrals in is actually taken over o € (0, s1(t,t.)). Using the bootstrap bounds
(3-1)-(3.11), we have the following lemma for oy:

Lemma 6.3. For each t € [0,T], o1(-,t) is a strictly increasing C* function on (&(t),&(T)).
Moreover, forn € (&(t),&0(T)), there holds

_ d t _
(2&) 1 e_CH S Uld(’rla ) S (22) 1 eCK’
U

ce—Cm EeC&

= (©)
— < . <
I+ "7 = &lt) < X' (Lo (nt) < 1+ ——

(77 - fo(t*))
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Proof. The C! regularity of o1(-,t) is given by the implicit function theorem and the H? regularity
of c¢. First, we claim that o(n,t) is strictly increasing in 7. If assume that 7o > 7; and oq(n2,t) <
o1(m,t), we find

X5 (12,05t + 01 (2, 1)) = X (L1501 (12, 1)) < X (1,801 (1, 1))
=X (1,0t + 01 (1, 1)) < XE (01,05t + 01 (2, 1)),

while Xg)(ng,O;O) > X](_D:é) (m,0;0), which leads to contradiction with the uniqueness of integral

curves. Hence o1(12,t) > o1(n1,t) and for the same reason Xg) (n2,0;7) > X,(;) (m,0;7) for 7 in

the common interval of Xg(n1,0;-) and Xg(n2,0;-) if 2 > 7. By mean value formula and (6.3])
we have for 1, m1 € [€0(t), &o(T)] with e > ny that

d
\dT (X5 02, 0:7) X;f)(m,o;r))\ = |(er€7%) (Xp(m, 0:7)) = (er®672) (X (12,05 7))]
<Cexiy (m,0:7)7 (XK (02, 0:7) = X (01, 07))
and thus by Gronwall’s inequality
t*‘”(’“’” © )
(n2 —m)expq — CeXp'(m, 0;7) " dr
<X( )(nQaO t+01 771) X(E)(nlao t+01(7717 ))

t+al(m7t) 3 1
<(n2 —m)exp CeXp'(m,0;7)"dr p .
2>

Using the rough bound - cr? ¢, we further obtain

et
[ X moen e
0
t+o1(n1,t) © -1
S/ (X (71,03 + 1.1, 1)) + ¢t + o1(m, 1) —T)) dr
0
1
<Ulog (1 4+t + 010, 1))
Hence by the assumption (3.11)) and that oy(n1,t) +¢t < T, it follows that
t+o1(n1,t)
/ CeXg)(m, 0;7)"tdr < Ck,
0

therefore

ey —m) < X5 (02, 05t + a1 (1, 1) — X5 (1, 058 + 01 (m, 1) < ez —m).  (6.9)
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(1,t4) ¢

Xe(1.ts4(tt)

XF(1 :t;o'l (ﬂzlt))=XB(ﬂ2,0}t+01 (nzrt))

XF(1:t;01 (n1:t)) X .,0]t+01 (n1:t))

(1.1)

(E(t).0)

(1,0)

Figure 2

By the rough bound again, there holds (figure
XE (1, t01(m.t) + e (o1(m2,t) — o1(n1, 1)) < X (1, t01(na, 1))
=X (11, 03t + 01 (12, 8) < X (32, 03 £ + 01 (1, 8)) — ¢ (01 (0, £) — 1 (01, ) 4
X1t 01 (mt >>+c<al<n2, t) = o1(n1, 1) > X (1, 1:01(n2, 1))
O

=X (2,0t + 01(ma, 1)) > X5 (02, 058 + 01.(11,1)) = E(01.(12, 1) — 04 (ma, ).
Combining the above inequalities ylelds

2¢ (01(12,t) — 01(m, 1)) <X§) (12, 05t + 01 (m, 1)) — X1 (1, t;.01.(m, 1))
=X (02,05t + 01(n1, 1)) — X5 (1, 05t + 01 (1, 1))
<e“ (2 —m),
22 (01 (12, t) — 01.(m, 1)) X8 (112, 05 + 01 (m, 1)) — X9 (1, 6501 (my, 1))
=X (12, 03t + 01 (3, ) — X5 (1, 05t + 01 (11, 1))
>e (g —m),
f ot

which gives the estimate o since 72, 71 can be arbitrary. Note that

max {1 + co1(n,t), X](;)(n, 0;t) — éo1(n, t)}
<X (L0100 1) = X5 (0,0t + o1(n, 1))
< min {1 + 601(n,t),X§)(n, 0;t) — gal(n,t)} ,
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then taking no =n, m = ) in . yields

e = &(t) < X5 (0,0:) =1 < 7% (1 — & (1)).
It follows
—Ck
X B0 0) 2 @407 (F+eX0,0:0) = 1+ T (0= &o(t)),
7Crc
XPWtor(n0) < @+ (et X n,0:0)) =1+ T (n—&o(t)).

Using the bound (3.7)) and Lemma we estimate the second line in :

S
sup/
s Jo

Sl(t,t*)
SCG/ Xl(f)(l,tga)_lvg (Xr(1,t;0))do
0

v (Xr(1,t;0)) do

Ore + er?&20¢c
2c

) (Xe(.t0)

060”6 Eo(tx) B
=— /w) X (1,601 (n,) op (Xp(n, 05t + o1(n, 1)) dn
0

Ck 50(t*) -
SCe € / (1+Q(E+Q)_1 e Cr (n—fo(t))) 1UB(77a0)d77.
3

& o(t)

Recall that wp = (9; + cr?d,) ¢. We then estimate the third line in using (3.6):

stslp/os (2r2 2 ¥ > (Xr(1,t;0))

CE Sl(t,t*) B
[ X000y (et o)) do
0

1
c?2

C Sl(t,t*)
<= /0 xXH,t0)7

1
c2

do

Y(1,t) + /OU wp (Xp(l,¢;7))dr| do

S1(t,t*)
/ X1, t;0) 4do [o(1,1)]

C S1(tt )
et / / Xg) 1,t;0) *vp (Xp(1,t;7)) drdo,

and exchange the order of integration:

S1(tt )
/ / X 1 t;0) tvp (Xp(1,t;7)) drde

s1(t,ts) s1(t,ty)
:/ / X (1, t;0) o | vp (wp(1, 7)) dr.
0 T
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Use the rough bound (3.10)):

n e 4 BT e Ly S
Xp'(Lt;o)*do < (XF (1,t;7')—|—g(0—7')> do < B—XF (L,t;7)7°.
T T c

We proceed the estimate by Lemma [6.3}

Sup/ (2r2u21> (Xr(1,t;0))| do
s 0 Cc2
Cé? Ce2gs [51(bt) _
< 3 l(1,t)] + s / Xl(f)(l,t;T) Svp (Xp(1,t;7))dr
0
. . 6.11)
Ce2 0626% B o(tx) B (
<+ = (207" e /5 b XF Lt (m.0) o (Xp(n,0:01(7.6) d
c 14 ot

|

Ce? Ce2ce €o(ts) c -3
<Cr 01+ Sl 7 (14 =) a0y

< o(t) c+c

6.2. Estimate of

By continuity, for each n € [£,£0(T)], there exists a unique o2(n, &) € [0, T — t] such that (figure

3)
Xr(£,0;02(n,8)) = XB(10,0;02(n,&)), 02(£,£) = 0.

In particular, for each t, < T such that &(t.) > &, s2(&,t.) 1= 02(&o(ts), &) satisfies
XF(ga 0; 82(53 t*)) = XB(EO(t*)v 0; 82(£7t*))a
so the integrals in (6.7) are taken over o € (0, s2(&, t.)).

Lemma 6.4. For each & € [1,&(T)], 02(-,€) is a strictly increasing C* function on (&,&(T)).
Moreover, forn € (§,&(T)), there holds

(26)_1 efcn < dO'Q(iZag) < (22)—166%,

c

£+E—|—§

c
(n—6) < X (€.0;02(0.8)) < €+ ——(n— ).
ct+c
Proof. The implicit function theorem and the H? regularity of ¢ give the C* regularity of oo(-,&).
Assume otherwise os(n2,&) < g9(m1,&) for some 12 > n;. Then

X (02,0 09(12,€)) = X, 05 02(n2, €)) < X9 (£,0;09(m1, )
:X(BE)(nhoaU?(nlag)) S X(Bg)(nho;oé(n??g))a

while X ](35) (72,0;0) > X ](35) (m1,0;0), which contradicts with the uniqueness of integral curves. Hence
o2(n2,t) > o2(n1,t) and for the same reason XJ(B?) (n2,0;7) > XJ(B,&) (m,0;7) for 7 in the common
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interval of Xp(n1,t;-) and Xp(n2,t;-). By a same argument as in Lemmal6.3} for 2,71 € [£, &o(T)]
with 72 > n; there holds

e (e —m) < X](gg)(n270;02(771,t)) - X(Bg)(n170;0-2<771at)) < e“ (e —m).

(1)
Xp(1.6s,(E 1)
Xp(§,0;05(n» 8)=Xg(N.0;9,(n,8)
Xp(&0;0,(n4,8) Xg(n»0,0,(n4.8)
‘(1 .0) &0 (£g(t2).0)

Figure 3

Use the rough bound (3.10) (figure [3):

XE(£,0:09(m1,)) + ¢ (02(n2,€) — 02(m, €)) < X (€, 0550912, €))
=X (12, 0;09(112,€)) < X&) (2, 05 09(m1, €)) — ¢ (02112, €) — 02 (11, £))

X (€,0;09(m, ) + (0212, €) — (11, €)) = X (€,0;3 02112, €))
=X (02, 0;09(112,€)) > X&) (m2, 05 09 (11, €)) — € (02112, €) — 02 (111, £)) -

Combining the above inequalities yields

(20) " e (e — m) < 0212, €) — o2 (1, €) < (20) " e (2 — ).

Since 72, 71 can be chosen arbitrarily, we obtain

(2e) e < danEZ,a < (2¢) ' el".
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The estimate of Xl(f)(f ,0;02(n, €)) follows from the the following inequalities:

max {& + coa(n, &), n — coa(n, &)}

<XE(£,0;09(1,6)) = X&) (1, 0; 091, £))
< min {5 + E0'2("7’ §)7 n— 902(7775)} )

ol

(7]_5)7

6jrg(n—ﬁcrz(n@)) =i+t

C+Q(n—gaz(77,§))= e

(£+§02(77,€)) +

ol
oY +

(n—2¢).

(5 +¢o2(n,§)) +

_|_

By the bound (3.7) and Lemma the second line in (6.7) can be controlled by
/5 <8tc + er?¢ 20
sup - =

s Jo

50 vp (Xr(£,0;0))do
s2(&,tx) )

<Ce / X (€,0:0)  up (Xp(€,0:0)) do
0

) (et 050))

Ck &o(T)
<C /f X5 (6. 0:02(n,)) " os (X (0,05 02(1,€))) dn

¢

-1

Ck & (T)
Sce 6/5 <€+ i (n— é)) vp(n,0)dn.

C

Use the bound |i and that (Bt + cr28z) 1 = wp to estimate the third line in :

(2202 ) (X000 o

Cc2

sup/
S 0
Ce2 52t B
<& / X (€,0:0) | (Xp(£,0:0))| do
0

_QE

02 32(57t*)
e /O X©(€,0,0)

cE

* 1/’(5»0)4'/011/3 (Xr(&,0;7))dr|do
0

C’e 2(&,t4)

X$(€,0;0) " Ydoly (€, 0)]

3 rs2(6t)
CG ¢ / / X©(€,0;0) vp (Xp(€,0;7)) drdo

M\»—A

2(&,t)
_C< / ) X8 (€,0;0) " 4da](,0)|

c2
2 Sg(f,t*) SQ(E’t*)
CE lc / (/ Xl(f) (&,0; a)4d0> vp (Xr(§0;7))dr
0 T

C2

o1

(6.12)



Note that the rough bound (3.10)) yields

52(&tx) 52(&5tx) —4 1
/ X9 (€,0;0)4do < / (X 0n) +elo—7)) do< X6 0im)

Then we proceed by Lemma [6.4] and obtain

sgp /Os (27“_2 23 ) (Xr(€,0;0))

s2(&,tx)
<7 C€ s, 0 + £5 C/O X9 (,0;7)Bvp (Xp(€,0,7)) dr

do

Eo(t«)
Ce (e, o>|+0” (2) " O /5 X (1,0 02(n, €) v (X5 (1, 0; 72, €))) iy
2-1 Eo(tx) -3
<C—65 e 0|+ EE e [T (e r e o m-0) vl 0)dn
c2 c2 I3

(6.13)

6.8. Estimate of (6.5

In fact, we will take & =E(ts) in . ) for the later analysis, and thus it is convenient to establish
the estimate with & replaced by &o(ts) in with ¢, € [0,7T], in which case the integrals in
is in fact taken over o € (0,t.) by the construction of (-). For each n € [1,&y(¢«)], by continuity
there exists a unique o3(7,t,) € [0,t,] such that (figure

Xr(n,0;03(n,t.)) = XB(So(ts), 03 03(n, 1)), 03(So(ts), tx) = 0.
In particular, s3(t.) := o3(1,t,) satisfies
Xp(1,0585(ts)) = XB(&o(ts), 05 53(t4)).
Analogously, for each t € [0,¢,] there exists a unique o4(t,t.) € [t,t,] such that (figure [5))
Xr(1L,t;04(t, te) —t) = Xp(€o(ts), 0;04(t,tx)), oalts,ts) =te, 04(0,t) = s5(¢ts).
Recall that Xp(1,t;01(n,t)) = XB(n,0;t + o1(n,t)) for t € [0,t] and n € [{o(t),&o(t+)]. Hence by
taking n = &(t«) we have in particular
o1(&o(ts),t) = ou(t, t) —t.

Lemma 6.5. For each t. € [0,T], o3(-,t.) is a strictly decreasing C function on (1,&y(t.)), and
o4(-,t.) is a strictly decreasing C* function on (0,t.). Moreover, the following estimates hold:

(20) 7 O < IR < 00Tl e (1,6o(e)
d0'4<t,t*)
dt

(Eo(t) =) < X[ (€0(t.). 0573, ) <+ ——(Eolt.) — ),

(26) e CF < < (2¢)7tee", te(0,t,),

b () ) <nt

1+ %(t* — 1) < X¥(&o(ts), 0 0u(t 1)) < 1+ 2(t — ).
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Proof. The C! regularity of o3(-,t.) and o4(-,t.) follows from the implicit function theorem and
the H? regularity of c. Let m1,m2 € [1,&o(¢4)] with o > ny and tq, 5 € [0,t,] with t5 > ¢;. To show
the monotonicity, assume on the contrary that os(n2,t«) > o3(n1,t«). Then

. 0:03(m, 1)) = X5 (€o(t), 03 03(m, 1)) = X5 (€o(t), 0 03(na, 1))
X% 05 73(12, £.)) >X“><n2,o a3(m,t)),
)
t

while Xz (n1,0;0) < Xg(n2,0;0), which is impossible by the uniqueness of integral curves. Similarly,
if we assume 04( 1,ts) > 04(152, «), then the inequalities

X1ty 0u(ta t) — 1) = X5 (€o(t), 05 0a(te, 1)) > X7 (Eo(ta), 00t £.))
=X (1, t10u(t1,t.) — 1) > X (1, t1504(ta, 1) — t1) = X4 (Xp(1, tr;ta — 11); 04(ta, 1) — t2)),

1= Xl(;.g)(l,tg;O) < Xg)(l,tl;tg — tl) = Xl(pg)(XF(l,tl;tQ — t1);0)
lead to contradiction. By recalling (3.6))(3.7)) we have
d (© . ©) . 2,2 . 2, 2 .
E (XF (7727077-) - XF (nlaOaT)) = ’(CT‘ é. ) (XF(U%O»T)) - (CT § ) (XF(UhOva

<Cex( (m,0:7) " (X9 02, 057) = X[ (1,07))

XF(1 ,0,'53(t*)) :XB(Eo(t*):O;S3(t*))

XF(T]1,0;03(T]1,'(*)) =XB(E0(t*):O;03(n1 1)

XF(r]ZIOI.OS(r]ZIt*))

(1,0) (n4,0) (n,.0) (&(t).0)

Figure 4
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By integrating the above inequality and noting that (3.11)) gives
o3(n2,tx) © o3(n2,tx) © -1
C’e/ X, 0;7) Ldr gce/ (XF (171,0;0)+g7') dr
0 0

S% log (1417 'cos(na, t.))
<C,
we obtain
% (1 — > < X (02,05 03(n2, 1)) — X (1, 05 03(m1, 1)) < €% (2 — m1).
Use the rough bound (3.10) (figure [4):
X (€o(t), 05 03(na, 1)) —z<o—3<m,
=X (1, 00731, 1)) < X (
X (€0(t), 05 03(n2, 1)) — clos(n1, ) — 03(n2, 1)) > X8 (Eo(t), 05 05(my, 1))
=X (01, 0;03(n1, 1)) = X[ (01,0, 05(12)) + c(03 (1, £) — o312, L)),

t.) — 03(n2, 1)) < X33 (€o(t), 003, 1))
n1,0;03(n2)) +¢(03(n1,t) — 03(n2,t4)),

(1,t)

XF(1 :t2;04(t21t*)‘t2) = XB(Eo(t*):0;°4(t2,t*))

X (1 t1 04(t1 t*) EO t* 0 04(t1 t*))

XF(1 :0;53(t*)) :XB(Eo(t*):O;Sg(t*))

(1ty)

(1.0) (&(t).0)
Figure 5
Combining the above inequalities and recalling X g (&o(t«),0;03(n2,tx)) = Xr(n2,0;05(n2,ts)), it

follows
(20) " e (e —m) < o3(n1,te) — o3(m, 1) < (20) e (2 — ),
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doy(t,ty)
f dt

which in turn gives the expected estimate o . To obtain the estimate o , using the

relation

f dosts)
XO (1, tr;04(t1, 1) —t1) = X (Xp(1, tr3t0 — t1); 04(ty, 1) — t2))
it can be shown in a similar way that
e (X hite 1) = 1) <X (Lol ) — 1) = X (1Lt 0a(ty, 1) — 1)
<efr (Xl(f)(l,tl;tz —t) — 1) .
The rough bound yields (figure [5))

ety — 1) < XMty — 1) — 1 <&ty — 1),

X(g)(l t2,0'4(t1,t ) — tQ) +C(0’4(t2,t ) — U4(t1,t*)) < X(g)(l t2,0'4(t2,t ))
=X 5 (€0(ts), 0;0u(ta, t2)) < X5 (&0(t.), 05 04(t1, 1)) — ¢ (0u(ta, 1) — ou(ts, b)),
X1ty 04(t1, 1) — ta) + T (0alta, t) — ou(ts, £.)) > X (1, ty; 04(t2, )
)

=X (€o(ts), 0;0u(ta, t2)) > X5 (€0(ts), 05 04t L.

Combining the above inequalities and using the relation

Xp(6o(te),0;04(t1, 1)) = Xr(1,t1;04(t1, i) — t1),

— E(J4(t2,t*) — U4(t1,t*)) .

we obtain
(20) ' cem O (ta — t1) < oalta, ts) — ou(ti,te) < (2¢) 7 e,

which gives the claimed estimate of %. Next, we have by the rough bound {i

max {&o(t.) — Co3(n,tx),n + cos(n, t.)}

O (&o(ta), 0;05(n, 1)) = X (0, 0;05(n, 1))
S min {EO(t*) - §03(777 t*)a n + 60—3(777 t*)} 3
and thus

£ (0(t) =) S nt (@lt) =) < X (0(t). 03 (n.1)) < 1+ ——(&alt) — ).

For X (fo( «),0;04(t, 1), recall that Xpg(&o(ts),0;t.) = (1,t4), and thus
1 +g(t* - 04(t7t*)) < XB(EO(t*)aO;O—4(ta t*)) = XB(lat*;04(t>t*) - t*) <1 +E(t* - 04(t7t*))'

It follows that
max {1 4 c(tx — 04(t,t4)), 1 + c(oa(t, ts) — 1)}

<X (1t 04t 1) = X5 (o(t), 0; 0a(t, 1)
<min {1 +¢(t, — o4(t, t,), 1 +¢(oa(t, ) — 1)} .
Therefore _
L+ 5t = 1) < X (G(t), 00 (t, 1)) < 1+ 5t — ).
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Now we estimate the second line in by using (3.7), Lemma and splitting the integral
into two parts in which o € (0, s3(t«)) and o € (s3(t«), ts):

/Ss(t*) (8t — cr2§*28§) c
0

5 (Xg(6o(t), 050)
s3(tx)
<Ce /0 X3 (€0(t), 0;0) " Mop (X (&(8), 0;0); t.) do

CeCre  [Eo(ts) ©) 1
<CE [T X (olt), s0a(n, ) o (X st )it i
1

CeCre  [Eo(ts) c -1
< 14+ — te) — 1 , 051, )dn,
LT (1 @l - D) eroitan

/t*

s3(tx)
Ty

<Ce / X (&0(t),0;0) M vp(Xp(&(t.), 0;0); t.)do
s3(t«)

CeeCre [t
< X (). 00t ) o (X, 0 )it

Ce Ck ta 1
e © / (1 + ¢, - t)) vp(n, 0;t,)dt.
c 0 2

We also split the integral in the third line of into two parts:

/t*
0

s3(tx) e ,(/}
- / do + / L e st 00
s3(tx«

We use (9 — er?9,)y = wr and (3.6))(3.10) to estimate the first part:

s3(tx)
/

2 s3(tx) o
< [ X ) 000 [ute) + [ ur (e, 0m)ar
¢z Jo 0

2 53(tx)
Ce /0 X5 (&(t.), 0;0) 7 [$(&o(t))] do

c2

VF (XB(gO(t*)7 0; U);t*) do

(6.14)

&y — er?€ 29
S

vp (XB(6o(ts),0;0);ts) do

(6.15)

2r~“u c% (XB(&(ts),0;0)) do.

2202 (X p(Eo(t.), 0:0))

do

do

<

C 27% Sg(t*) o
+ elc / Xg)(ﬁo(t*),o;o)_‘l/ vr (XB(&(ts),0;7); ty) drdo
Cc2 0 0
C 2 s3(ts)
<O [ xR )00 (e )] do
0

c?2

1
Ce?e2

s3(ts) s3(tx)
+ 1 / (/ Xg)(fo(t*),0,0)4dg> (2 (XB(fo(t*),O,T),t*)dT
cz Jo .
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Use the rough bound (3.10) and Lemma

X (&(t),0,0) > X9 (&0 (L), 05 55(t.)) + c(ss(ts) — o),

36 4 L (o) 3
/ XB (fo(t*),O;J)f do S%XB (fo(t*),OQ 33(t*))7

<o (14 75 ) - 1))3.

Therefore

Ce? c -3

< (12560 -0) e
626% -3 50(15*)

e (R ST I (R A
c2 1

LLee, /Ot* (1+5c - t))_4 (1, 1)) dt

Ty 04(t,t*)—t
eC”/ Xg)(fo(t*),0;04(t,t*))_4/ vp (Xn(1, 4 7)) drdt.
0 0

We further apply Lemma and recall o4(t,t.) —t = 01(&o(t4), t):

oat,te)—t eCr réolts)
/ vp (Xp(L,t;7)) drdt < / o5 (Xa(n,0:t + 0y (1,£))) dn
0 2¢ Jeo(ry

eCr /60 (t+)
= vg(n,0)dn,
2¢ Jeo(1)
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ta U4(t,t*)7t
/ X (6(t.),0; 7t 1))~ / vp (Xr(L, 7)) drdt
0 0
Eo(ts)

eC& ta 3
ST X(Bg)(go(t*)7070—4(tat*)) 4/ vB(n70)dndt
C Jo So(t)
O rolts) [ rga () © y
“ [ X @0t | onn, 00

where &, ! denotes the inverse function of &. Use Lemmato estimate the integral in the bracket:

&' e & ' (m) c —4
[ e st tas [0 (14 S -0)
0 0 2

<2 (H%(t* —fal(n)))_3

Combining the above inequalities yields

te
/SS(t*)

Ce% o ™ c
<~ /0 (1+§(t*—t)) (1, 1) dt (6.17)

2202 L (X p(€o(t.),0;0))| do

1
C2

3
2

0626% C

o (ts) -3
e "/1 (1 + % (. —561(77))) vp(n,0)dn.

+

c

6.4. Collection of — and the estimate of wg(1,t)

‘We now collect all the bounds obtained in this section. First we note in addition that from the

bound (3.6))(3.10) and the smallness € < ¢y < 1 it follows

S

exp {/

0

exp {/

0
{ /t* 2u

exp
0

2u

— (Xr(1,t;0)) da} < exp {C’e/ (14co)? da} <e% <1+ Ce
r 0

2 (Xr(&,0:0)

da} < exp{Ce/k (£+g0)_2 da} < e% <14 Ce,
0

ta

- (XB(&(ts),0;0)) da} < exp {C’e/ (14 co)™? da} < e <14 Ce
0

For simplicity we write p := %ec"‘ > 1. Combining 1) 1' gives

o(tx) -1
0]+ ce [ (14 0= ) a0+ (L0
B o ' (6.18)

vp(Ltte) < (14 Ce)

Analogously, from (6.7))(6.12))(6.13]) there holds

wp €o(tx) 1 -1
or(E0:0) < (1400 |2 €0+ Ce [ (€4 3:0-9) unn0)dn+ €2 0,
c? ¢ 1

(6.19)
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Since 1+ 25 (€o(ts) — 1) > s 6o(ts), from , 1D it follows
UB (EO (t*)a 0)

ta _
<(1+Co) “’?(@(t»,m] e () i) + 0 [ (1t -0) ool
Cc2 0
L pgo(t) . c 1 . (6.20)
+O€§0(t*) 1ﬁ Up(f,o;t*)df+06/0 (1+ i(t* 775)) UF(lvtat*)dt
Eo(t«) -3
woe [T (145 (=6 ) un(n 00
We further call upon to obtain
22 (1,0 - 2 (6(0).0)
c2 c2
ta c —4
<Celun(6o(t.).0) + Cgo(t.) (6ot )| + € [ (L4 St =) loin,o)de
0 (6.21)

Eo(ts) ty c -1
reeo(t) [ une 0t dg 4 Ce [ (14 50— 1) vrlLte)dr
1 0

Eo(ts)
+ 062/1 (1 + % (t. — 561(77))) vp(n,0)dn.

To obtain an explicit control of the last terms in (6.20) and (6.21]), we have the following control of
&
Lemma 6.6. For each n1,m2 € [1,&(T)] with m1 < na, the following inequality holds:

Ck 1 1 e—Cm
(m2—m) =& () =& (m) =

c c

(&

(n2 —m)-

In particular, it follows that
Ck —1 —Ck
e dg, S € 7
c — dp T ¢

—Ck
(Co(ts) —n)-

te— &) > &

c
Proof. By simulating the proof of Lemma [6.3] we have

Py —m) = X5 (12,0:651 () — X5 (1, 05657 (m)) = e (o — ).
Then use the rough bound (3.10) (figure [6):

e—CH
& ) — & m) > = (X800 0065 () — X80, 0:657 () = S (= m),
Ck

1
&) = &7t m) < = (X (2 055 () = X5 (0, 01657 () ) < (e = ).
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(1EN 1)
L

() X Q& 1)

& (t)=Xg(1,t-t.)
1.0 '(n1,0) '(nz.O) W B

Figure 6

_ -3
From the above lemma we can write (1 + £ (£. — &' (n))) ’ (1 + 21u (&o(ts) — 17)) . Then
substituting vp(n, 0;t.) and vp(1,t;t,) in - by the bounds (6.18))(6.19) yields

UB (EO (t* )a 0)

<(1+Ce) ‘c”f<50<t*>,o>]+ce%o<t*>3|w<so<t*>>|+0e2 / (1+5t-0) e

B Eo(ts) B 1= c -1
ree(t)™ [T o +0¢ [T (14 5 =0) w1 ol
o(tx) ts _
+Ceot) ™ [ o0+ Ce [ (14 5. =0) et ol
1

-3

+ Cé? /Eom <1+(€o( L) — n)) B(n,0)dn
Lo, /W) /&)(t (§+(77 f)) v (1, 0)dndé

te  plo(ts) _ 1
062/0 /O(t) ]. + %(t* — t)) 1 (]_ + i(n — &)(75))) UB(U, O)dndt

(6.22)
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Since wp = ((“)t - cr2§_28§) 1 = 204 — wp, there holds
Ty 1
/ (1 + 0, - t)) lwe (1, 1)|dt
0 2

gz/ot* (1+50- —t))_1|atzp(1,t)|dt+c%/0t (1+50- —t) 0)dt
Qi@o( - ))lvB(n,mdn.

ty c -1 eCl‘ié% o(tx)
< = —
72/0 (1+ 5 - 0) " o+ — /1 (
(6.23)

The last inequality follows from Lemmal6.6] To simplify the last two terms in (6.22)) we compute

/w /50 <§ + *(n 5))_1 vg(n, 0)dnde
:/1€o<t (/177 <§ + i(n 5))1d§> vg (1, 0)dy
_/150(75*) _1110g<1+ 177(77_1))@3(77,0)5177

(6.24)

and using Lemma [6.6] to obtain

/Ot* /;::*) (1+50t - t)>71 (1 + %
- /fom) </0£01(n) (1 + %(t* - t))_1 (1 + ;(n = §o(t)))1 dt) vp(n,0)dn

fg 150(”(/1"( (6olt.) - 5))1( ) )vB 1, 0)d
1

S

2u

e /’5(’(” ( 2u+n 2M+§o(t*) )

= 10 ,Od
< )y 23+ Golt) ) 2O

_e&r 5““”L (n— (& (L) —n)
B [ /1 50( *) nlog <1+4M —|—2Iu(€o( *) 1)>UB(7770)d77.

If n € (1,&(ts) — 1), using the bound (3.10))(3.11)) the following holds:

1 14 2p
So(te) —=n = Eolts) —n+2p

(n—1)(&(ts) —n) _ K
log <1 + 2#(2H+500(t*) — 1)> <log&y(ts) <log(l+7cts) < o
and thus
o (n = 1)(6o(ts) —n) K 4pP (14 2p)
Solte) —m to ( - 4p% + 2p(&o(ts) — 1)) = €&o(te) —m+2u
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If n € [€o(ts) — 1,&0(ts)), we have

Ap? ( (n = D) (éo(ts) —n) ) 2p(n — 1) K 4p®
o) —n BT e - 0) St -1 - M S ) o
Hence in each case we obtain
L (1 L (=D (E(t) = n) ) <k 1
o(ts) —n 4p2 +2u(&o(t) = 1) ) ~ e &olts) —n + 24
and thus b peo(ts) . . ) 1
L (e =) (14 0= 600 w0y
0 Jo : 2 (6.25)
CeCF i Eo(ts) 1
SR R

From (6.23))(6.24)) (6.25)) we see that all the terms on the right-hand side of (6.22)) involving vg can
be controlled by

Eo(t«) 1
&w+n[ (21 + Eo(t.) —n) " vp(n, 0)di.

Recall that

¢ ¢
V() = |7«UB(§,0)|+€_1/1 \111F(77,0)|d?7+6&“°’Iw(£70)|+62£‘1/1 02| (n,0)|dn,

1

W(L,) = /Ot* (140 - t))_l |8t1/1(1,t)|dt+e/0 (1+ 50 ft))_él (1, 1) dt

b /Ot* (1450 - 0) " e o,

and classify the terms on the right-hand side of (6.22)) in view of kK < kg < 1:

0n(6(1.0) < [ 2 €0(1).0) + Cvea(t)) + Ceve)
. (6.26)
€o(t.) B '
+ CE/ (2u+&o(ts) —m) " vp(n,0)dn.
1
From and in a same manner, there is also
U2 (1) - 2 (lt).0)
¢ ¢ (6.27)

&o(ts)
<CeV(&(ts)) + CeV(t,) + C’e/1 (2p 4 &o(t) —n) " vp(n,0)dn.
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Multiplying by &o(t.) yields
&olt.) <v3(£o(t*),0) - “C”f@o(t*),m')

§€§O(t*) (V(€0(t*)) + \I](t*))
Eo(t«) w .
+6£o(t*)/1 (2p + &o(t) —m) ™ (vs(mO) - ‘;(7770)‘) dn (6:28)
Eo(t«) w
reale) [ @ur et - | P00 do

By recalling that (3.10])(3.11]), we obtain

log &o(t4) < log &(T) < log(1 + T < g (6.29)
and thus
fU(t*) —_
ot [ Cur ot = o = O (loggoe) + 10 IR0

Therefore, taking maximum in (6.28)) over ¢, € [0,7T] yields

max {50(75*) (vB(ﬁo(t*%O) - if@o“*)*o)\)}

t.€[0,T]

<e max o(t)V(&o(ts)) + €, max o)W (L) + ko max
“2 uit.0)]) )
c2

We remark here that since &; is a bijection from [0,T] to [1.£y(T)] there holds

max &o(t.)V (§o(t*))=n€ﬁwg<m nV(n),

“2 (6000

C2

| {§o(t*)

wn max Lot (vn(6o(e.).0 -

t.€[0,T]

t.€[0,T]
wp _ wp
oax {fo(w ?(fo( ) )’}—neﬁ{%)]{n Y (n,O)’}
By choosing k¢ small, we arrive at
wpR
s {60 (sn(6n(0).0) - [“2 &(e)0) )} .
S @t V{E(r) +e mas (. )@(tnmtg[%f«ﬂ{so(t*) ff(@(tu,m’},
and it follows
t*fél[%?(T] &o(te)vp(&o(ts),0)
o (6.31)
Se,ma Gt )V(E(t) + e max €(t)V(E) + i {@(t*) C;@o(t*),m\}.
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Furthermore, multiplying (6.27) by & (¢« ), taking maximum over ¢, € [0,T] and applying the bound
(6.31)) to the vp term gives

{0 ([ 00 -5 ea0])}

(6.32)
wp
< t. t)WU(t, t) 128 (¢0(t.),0)| b,
Se s 6ot V(6 () + ¢ s (e () + 0 s feoe) |22 (e, 0

which proves Proposition
6.5. The decay estimate of ¥(1,t).

Recall from 1D 1' that W(s) = [aws|s—o, awp|e—o]” (s) with a := (@ _ PC”%) and

=0

satisfying ‘a(t) - %01) <e. We write

F'(

Co

P (51,0 +

awp|z=o(s) =

(wp(1,5) —wp(&(s),0)) + (G(S) - fl(l)) wp(l,s).

Co

The last two terms on the right-hand side are regarded as perturbation, and from (6.31] - they
satisfy

/0 exp (Ai(t — 5)) (wp(1,5) — wp(€o(s), 0)) ds

< ([ e entt-snes) s ) (n max {eato) [ e[} o
+e Sg%g;] §o(s)V(&o(s)) + €8§3§] 50(3)‘I’(S)> |
St (m e {6 |2 @0().0) } + max V() + max 906)) .
[ w9 <a<s> S 'C(O”> ws(1,5)ds
<[ e men-) to(s)'ds )  mas {2 600500 s

+e (s (Ea(s) + < max ()0 )

s€[0,T] €0,
1 wa

< —

Sl 4t <6 Sg}&% {fo(s) . (&0(s),0)

where ¢ = 1,2 and we used (3.10) and ReA; < 0 to deduce the inequality

s€[0,T]

} e max (V(6(s) + ¢ max 50(5)‘1’(5)> ,

1
1+ct

/Oexp( i(t—3))&o(s)” 1ds§/0 exp (ReA;(t —s)) (14 ¢s) " ds <
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Use the above inequality again, we control the second term on the right-hand side of (5.6 by

/Ot oxp |:A1(t =) Mt 8)} (AY) (s)ds
se( [ oo [mpsmensre- o @ eo™ o) (s +ea0os0.01+wa.on)

s€0,t]

STra (s%[%?i]“ +es) (100(1, 5)| + |¢<1,s>|>)

(6.35)
To eliminate the ¥(s) terms in (6.33))(6.34) by ¥(1,t) and 9pb(1,t), we recall the notation ((1.17))

and compute
-1

GOV <6 [ (1+50-9) " R(s)ds

&) (/Ot (1+S0- 5))71 (1 —|—cs)_1ds> max (1 + ¢s)|Ab(1, 5) — R(s)|

2 s€0,t]

+eto(t) (/Ot (1 n g(t - 5))74 (1 +cs)1ds) max (14 es)li(1,5)

) [0.¢ (6.36)
+26(t) (/0 (14 -9) Tay cS)lds> ma (1+ c)[u(1,5)

<to(t) / (14 50— ) 1R(s)ds + = max (1 + es)/a(1,5) — R(s)

€ s€[0,t]
+ e max (1 + ¢s)|i(1, s)| + ek max (1 4 ¢s)|¥(1, s)|.
s€[0,t] s€[0,t]

Now applying (6:33)-(6:36) to (5.6) yields

vio—en [N Jroe T LM TS

| as

S1 —igt {/ﬁsrerﬁ% {ﬁo(s) t}f (€o(s), 0)‘} +e max €o(s)V(&o(s))

—|—e§0(t)/0 (1 ¥ %(t— s))_l [R(s)lds -+ i (14 €5)| 0 (5) = R(s)

+¢? max (1 +cs)|w(s)|} .
s€[0,t]
Denote the principle part of Y (¢) by Yy(¢), namely

S LT S L | =

This automatically yields

R() = |7l —xdig| Vo), ) - RO = |5y —5] (V0 - o).
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Then the above inequality can be rewritten as

[Y(t) = Yo(t)]

1
<
ST a {/‘ﬂsfen[&% {50(5)

t’f(go(s),m‘} +e max & (s)V(&(s))

s€[0,T]
(6.37)

t —
+e§0(t)/0 (1+0-9) 1|Y0(s)|ds+62$rg[%§](1+gs)|yo(s)|

e ) ma (149 (5) - Yo<s>|} |

Multiplying (6.37) by 1 + ¢t and taking maximum over [0, 7] yields
1 )Y (t) — Yo(t
tg%gg]( +ct)|Y (1) = Yo(t)

<
s o

2 (60(5).0) | + € mas 6oV (En(s) + € mas (14 )V (o)

+e max {50@ / (1+50-9) |Y0(5)|d~9} v+ ) e (14 DY (1) = Yo(t)].

Hence for small enough kg and €q, this shows
1 DY (t) — Yo(t
tgfgg]( +ct)|Y () — Yo(t)]

ST {&)(s)

s€[0,T

125(50(5),0)‘} + € max &o(s)V(&o(s))

s€[0,T]

e max {fo(t) /Ot (1+§(t—s))_l Yo(s)ds} + e max (1+ cs)[Yo(s)].

te[0,T] s€[0,T7]

For the last two terms, we have

Yo(H)] Sexp ({E?g{ReAi}t> v (0)]

+ [ e (tma e =) ) o) as e {en(o)[“Ll&a(on0) | (639)
Soxp (mag (Ret 1) YO) + 1y max {aa(o)| "2 (0.0}
and thus
t = o d 2 Y,
o {ao) [ (14 £0=9) " Malolas) + € e (14 ) (o)
SO+ s {eo(6)|“2 (0.0}
s€[0,T cz (6 39)
! c = 1 wp '
reas fow [ (1450-9)" @+ e ash e a2 @00
SO+ e ) . {eals) | “P (9,0 |
s€(0,77] c?
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Here we used that

€o(t) /Ot (1 + §<t — s)>_1 (14cs) "ds = &ﬂﬂﬁ (log(l + ct) + log (1 + gt)) <

Therefore by noting that |wg(n)| < V(n),

o=

1 Y(t) - Y,
tg%( +ct)|Y (t) — Yo(t)]

< 2
S(k+e )Sga>%] {ﬁo(s)

U2 69,0 | + € max V@) + YOl (a0

v g e

s€[0,T]

D2 (500} + € max €a(V(E(s) + YO

c s€[0,T]

By substituting the last third terms on the right-hand side of (6.37)) by the bounds (6.39)(6.40]), we
obtain

Y (t) = Yo(2)

1
<
STra {ﬁslen[&% {50(5)

which proves Proposition [6.2]

s€[0,T]

} | (6.41)

f(so<s>,o>\} e max &(s)V(E(s)) + Y (0)]

7. Close the bootstrap

With the help of the bounds obtained in the previous sections, we shall complete the bootstrap
argument in this section.

7.1. Proof of almost global existence

To prove the bound (3.12)), recall the energy identity (2.34]), and by dropping the iteration
subscripts we obtain

o0 . ) ) 5 ‘
%% U ((0]u)? + (0] q)?)dx + (02r2)|xof’(R)_1|8{f(R)|2} =S nli ), (7.1)
0 =1

where we denote © /1
nl{ (t) = / (23t02(8gq)2 — rzazc28fu8tjq> dz,
0
nlj(t) := /0 (87, *r28,)qd} udz, nlé(t) = /0 A107, 0,2 upd qdu,

nE (1) 1= 300 (@) amo ' (R) ) 0] F(R)P,

nl(t) = —(c*r)|o=0[0], f'(R)"10uS (R)O] f(R).
From — and —, it follows

2 2

> (100uP + 10iaP) = 3 (1077 0P + er?0:0]l?) (7.2)

j=0 j=0
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and thus by Hardy inequality

ji{/ / alﬂ ©)? (cr28$a£¢)2) dzdt + /OT /000 ¢3 (8g¢>2d:cdt}
3 / | e (01w + @02) ava,

with which we further deduce from (4.1)) that

2 T
Z / / o (00)?) dad S i {log T 1} Y max 1)+ [ ot (73)
j=0 =

Using the above inequality with (3.7))(3.11)), we estimate

wl\

/ In ()]dt < (Ig0re?l i + l1€r20,c? 1) / | e (@0 + @102 dud

2 T
Se | max {log, T', 1} Z omax e'(t) + / @?|a=odt (7.4)
j=0 — " 0

2

T
< I (¢ 2| y=odt.
Kj_00r<nta<XT€ ( )+6/0 #le=0

Next, we compute

2,2
[at77'2028m]q =0 (r202)8 qg= Matu
07,7260, ]q = [07,1°c)0,q = [0F, 1) (r ¢ Opu)
2
:26( )62 a ( )atu+26t( )8t(7"2(:’2)6tu,

02 (r%c?) _6?62 49 8t7'28tc n 8,?7“2

r2c2 2 r2c2 r2

Ot u? uosC
— (v Dpgig+ (v + D + 202 (00)* + 27— 25 + 8.

Hence by ,
107, 0ua| S €= (107ul + 1074l + |9sul) -

From ([7.3))(3.11)), it follows
2 T
J < J < J 2]
/ [nl3(t)|dt eZ/ / + (9/q) )da:dt K max e (t) +e/0 ©°|p=odt.
]_

1=0

Similarly, to control nlg, we compute

i U
[0, 8$7“2]u = 0,04, TQ]U = 0,(2ru?) = 4;8tq — 6p?,
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[02, 0,12 u = 0,[0%, 7 |u = 0,[2u® + 4rudyu) = 0, [4%&(7"211) - 6u3} ,

Oy [%&(TQU)} = %qu + 40, (%) 0y (r*u) = % g+t (@q - 3p717’71u) (8tu + 27“71u2) ,

8u3—3u—2(8 —2p7pt
T - 7’2 tq p r u)

Then by (7.3))(3.11]), we obtain

2

T 2 T oo _ _ ‘ T
/0 [nt}(t)|dt < Eg/o /0 ¢! ((8{u)2 + (3§q)2) dxdt S K > Juax el (t) + 6/0 ©?|o—odt.

(7.6)

2(y—1)

-1 Cay -t 1
—plo1=_2" o — —u? | .
=r prt=1\2(v-1) O 5"

In view of (3.6)(3.7]), this shows

-1
Recall that f(R) = qly—0 and p7~! —1 = — ( Cay ) (9zp — 3u?), from which we write

1
|f(R)| 5 ’ (at(p - 2U2> < |at90‘I:O| + Ce ’ (07"28m<P) |w:0’
=0

(o4 50)
carrp+ —o
pr

<10l ,_ol + Ce + Ce|p|z=o|-

=0

For derivatives of f(R), we have

Cay
2

—1
hg=—-(y=1 "0 (p - 1) = < > p~ 7 (0} — udu)

100 (R)] <107 ¢la=ol + Ce |0pulo=o]

=|0%¢lomo| + Ce |0y (pr?0:0) |, _,|

2 2 6t(ﬂ7'2) 2
§|at @‘x:0| + Ce ’p?“ 8wat90|z:0’ + Ce 7 : |(P7" 8m<p) |m:0‘
=0
C
<020 p—o| + Ce (cr28m(“)t<p + pratgo> + Ce|0pp] =]
x=0

+ Ce + Ce‘@z:0|~

<0r2 Oz + S cp)
pr

=0
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Similarly, by separating the top derivatives and using (3.6))(3.7]), we continue and obtain

c -1
2] =ledlool = (552) 101 (7" (0o~ ud)) |y

S0 = Ow)* —udfu)| o] + 0077,y | - [ (90 = udru) |,

2 1
< | (afcp — (Opu)? — u@fu)‘m:0| +€ (Z 6g<p|m:0‘ + Z
j=0

=0

<cr28I8g<p + :T(?ggo)

)

=0

|

2

Sla?¢‘z:0| + €|a152U|m:0| te (Z

=0

(chamagga + cag@)
pr =0

1
Ofelam| +>
j=0

|07 ulo—ol =07 (pr°0u) |,
= | (przmafcp + 20 (pr*)0,0rp + 8,52(/)7“2)8“0) ‘m:0|
<[ (pr?0:070)| ,—o| + Ce | (pr*0:010)|,_, |

u u?  20,u
+‘(p_18t2p+48tp+2+ ! )
or r

| (pr?020) [,y |

x=0
| (r202070) |, _o| + € (| (02 02000) |, _o| + | (pr*0z0) | ,_o| + 107 Pla=ol + |Deple=ol)
| (pr20:070) | ,_o| + € (| (0r°02010) | ,_o| + | (pr°020) | ,_o | + 07 al =0l + |Degla=ol)

2 2
> 2
j=0 j=0

Combining the above two inequalities yields

ANRIA

0] eluo| + D2 ala=ol.

(cﬂaxag‘ o+ —o] (p)
or

=0

2

107 F(R)| S 107 plomo| + €Y

Jj=0

O] elumo| + EIOR1(R).

(cﬂamag o+ —o] cp)
or

2
ted
=0 j=0

Hence for small enough € this gives

2
07 F(R)] 107 @lool + €

J=0

)

8g‘p|:r:0

(crgamﬁgap + ia{ <p>
pr

=0

2
+ed
j=0
and thus for j =0,1,2
J

101 F(R)] S 10, plomol + €Y

=0

J
+GZ
i=0

We return to the estimate of nlJ. Since ¢ = ¢2(1+¢)~7~! and g|,—o = f(R), there exists a function
f1 which is smooth near R = 1 such that (cr?)|,—of'(R)~! = f1(R), and thus

10¢ [(cr®) oo/ (R) ]| = |01 (R)] = | fi(R)] |ula=o < €.

elumo|  (T7)

<CT28968{90 + ;3590)

=0
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It then follows from (7.7))(4.1)(7.2])(3.11) that
T 2 4 T
/0 Int}(t)|dt <e | max {log, T, 1}%02% el (t) + /0 O2loodt
_ T
<k max e (t) +e/ 02| p—odt.
o 0= 0

The nlg terms can also be treated by direct computation.
|0s, ' (R)"110uf(R) - 0 f(R)| = |0, (f'(R) )| - 0. f(R)|* S eldn (R,

07, f'(R) 10 f(R) - 07 f(R) = 20,(f'(R) )07 F(R)* + 07 (f'(R)) 10 f(R)O; f(R),
By Leibniz rule,

1

2 / -1\ __ 92
R (R)) = (f,

oI o f(1)) = o

(]}/ o fl)/ o f(R)- 0. f(R)

- (; ° f‘1>/ o f(R) - O2f(R) + <; 0 f‘l)// o f(R) - (Ouf(R))*.

Since |0: R| = |u]z=0| S €, it follows
|07, /' (R)7Mouf (R) - 07 f(R)| < € (97 f(R))* + (0 (R))?)
and by

T J
/ Inid(t)|dt Se <‘8t1+]<p|w—o‘ + ez
0 i=0

(cr28w8ggo + Cag@) ‘
pr

J
+ EZ ai@lw—@))

=0 i=0

2 T
Se (max {log, 1) Y e e9(0)+ [ ¢2|m—odt) (7.9)
i=0 0

2 T
<k max e’ (t) + e/ ©?|p—odt.
0

2

2 T
j < J J 2
2 t) < j;oe (0) +Cl-@jz::001;1taSXTe (t) +C’e/0 ©%|p=odt.

B
o
INE
INE
4%
9]
)
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Hence for small enough kg and x < kg such that C'ky < % , we obtain

2

2 T
I(t) < J %[ —odt. .
Zogl%XTe (t) < 226 (0) + C’e/o ©°|z=odt (7.10)

=0 =0

To prove lb it remains to bound fOT ©?|p=odt. To this end, we call upon Proposition and
use the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Under the condition and for € > 1, we have the bounds

Y(0) < e, / s (1, 0)[2dy < €2,

¢
mnax wp(n,0)[} S e?é,  max / wp(n,0)|dy S € (e%+€%),
ety 10RO 5 ey J, Tortr Oldn 5

In particular,

€ max V(n) < e3é2 + €2,
776[1~50(T)]77 () 3

Proof. Recall that pr2d,¢ = u. By the bootstrap bound (3.2))(3.8) at t = 0 and a Hélder inequality,

there holds
w0l < [

From (1.15)), we also have

° Uin
1-4-00) 520ty 5 o 5
rin
10ip(2,0)| S NluinlF + lginllze Se.
From ¢ = rp, 0ip = r0p + up, and rip|e=1 = Ry, ~ 1, it follows that
\Y(O)\ 5 |8t¢|{5:1,t:0}| + ‘w‘{le,t:()}l 5 |8t90|{;z::0,t:0}| + |<P|{z:0,t:0}| 5 €,
E2(€,0)] = € rin (@) |p(x,0)| S e,
'3 5 13 )
/ n |¢(n,0)|dn§e/ n"dn Se.
1 1
Using (3.2))(3.8) again, we compute
Elwp (€, 0)| =¢ |(8: + er?0,) (r) (z,0)|
<671, (0) (1009(2.0) + 20,2, 0)) + | (i) +

<€ (1in(@)] + [uin(2)]) + &l (@, 0)].

Similarly,
Elwr (€, 0) S € (1gin ()] + [win (2)]) + Elp(, 0)].
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Then by condition (1.18]),

1

2 = 2 2 : 71 3 |2 3 1.1
§um($)|§<2 JRGIGI um>|dz) < I tanl Fa sl 2 < Pt
0

o 2 1 1 1.1
&gin(z)| < (2/ &1qin ()] |02 (£ qin) | dx) S (ILoginllze + llginllzz) * 1€2qinl| 22 S €287,

,_‘

|um|

w\»—A

~1
2,

§|w0|<§/ (1+ ) <y>dyss%5/ (1+3y)tdy < ke

z'n
Hence we obtain &|wp(€,0)| < e2é2. Next, for the bound on I lws(n,0)|2dn, we use a change of
variable and Hardy inequality to obtain

/100 Jws (0, 0)|*dn §/100 (Ingin (@()* + lnuin(z(M)[* + (2 (n), 0)[?) dn
S [ (@) + i (@) + e ol )
0

Slluinllzz + lginl 72
<e2.
~Y

It remains to control  max f1 |wr(n,0)|dn, for which we use
€e1,60(T)]

cmax / lwg(n, 0 |dn<(/1 [nwr(n,0)| dn>1
([ ity >>|2dn) ([ InQUm(w(n))I?dn)% ([ etam.opar)

By a change of variable and Holder,

o0 2 L 1 1.1
( / n2qm<m<n>>|2dn) — lginllze < lainllEll€ainllEa < b,

and similarly,

(/100 |772um(x(77))2d77) ’ <t

For the last term, integration by parts gives
| instatm.o)an
1
S0P + [ Inp(an), O)ll0ye(al). 0 ld
1

<Io(0,0)? + ( | IW(x(n),O)IQdUY ( | nQum@(n),onZdnf |
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where we used that pr? ~ £2 by (3.2)(3.8). Hence by Cauchy-Schwartz

/ Inp(z(n),0)?dn < € + €.
1

Collecting the above bounds yields

1
2

: d</ wie(n,0 2d) <e%<e%+€%).
1£0(T)]/I (n,0)|dn ( [nwr(n,0)[%dn | <

O

Now we combine Proposition with Lemma in view of € < ¢g, € < €y, K < Ko to deduce

T
CE/ (p2|$:0dt
0

T
SC’E/ Yo (2)|?dt + Ce (eY(0)| + kK n
0

c2 n€1,&0(T)]

wfg(n,O)‘}Jre max nV(n)>2

max {
n€[1,60(T)]
T 1.1 3.1 2
SCG/ [Yo(t)|dt + Ce (62 + Ke2ez 4+ 65€5)
0
T 3 1 1\ 2
SC’E/ [Yo(t)|2dt + Cé? (eg + Ko€d + eogg) .
0

Meanwhile, by Young inequality, Lemma [6.6] and Lemma [7.1] again we obtain

2

H/ot P (fﬂ‘i’; {Red} (¢ — s)) lwg(€o(s), 0)|ds

L2[0,T]

r 2 gO(T) 2 2
< / wi(olt). 0)2dt < / o (n,0)Pdn < €2,
0

0

and thus fo |Yo(t)[2dt < €2, which further gives
T 9 9 3 1 1N 2
C’e/ O |e=odt < Ce® | €0 + (eé + Ko€5 + 60602) .
0
. - 3 1 1 2 - )
Hence for sufficient small €q, €y, kg such that C [ ¢y + (65 + Ko€§ + eoe§> < B, we obtain

T
Ce/ 0| pmodt < Bé?,
0

which together with (7.10) yields (3.12)). Therefore the solution can be continued up to [0, T,] with
1+¢Tl. > exp (f) for all k < kg. In particular, choosing k = kg gives 1 + €1, > exp (’1—0)
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7.2. Estimate of bubble radius

Now assume that 1 +¢T" = exp (£) for k < kg and ¢ € [0,T]. To retrieve an estimate of R(t),
recall the relation (|1.15)). For simplicity, denote

o) i= 5 (0 = 1) (1)

so that 1 1
_ 2 _ -1 u 2
g(q)—@tgo—§u =r atw—r—2¢—§u .
From the boundary condition ([1.12)), it follows that

1
F(R) = 04| — (“w + ru2> : (7.12)
r 2 =0
where
F(R)=R-go f(R). (7.13)
Write A A
1 2
OYlo=o = o (Oe) — Mot |, — . (Op — M),
and from ([6.41]) we obtain
10]z=0 — R(1)]
1 wp
St (e e {6 |2 @0+« max @) Aol gy
1 1.1 3.1
< 2¢2 2 2¢3
STra (FLE €2 + € +e€2¢ ),
where we used Lemma [Z.1] and recall that
— Al At A2 Aot
R(1) A, (00 — M) (g 1m0y — A (04 — M) (40,40}

f:/(l) /t Al Aqt A2 Aot
co Jo \ M1 —Aze Aq —Aze wp(&o(s), 0)ds.

To control the nonlinearty (%1/1 + %ru2)| we use

=0’

cr

u=pr2oyp = prog — 2 = L (wB - ;1/))

to obtain )

1
e e <w3 — O — Cw) (wB — O+ Cw) :
r 2 2c4r pr pr
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In view of (3.2)) (3.10) (6.38) (6.41)) and Lemma[7.1] there holds

9 lo=ol + \ (pr“")
SIY(t) = Yo(t)] + |Yo(1)]

2 (60(5,0)| | + € g (Vo) + O} + GO 715

s€[0,T]

1.1 3.1 o 1 1.1
(56262 +€2€2 +e>+ (6262 +e)

Meanwhile, by (6:31) (6:32)

1
wp(1,t)] < € max V(n) + e max t.)U(t,) + max {
[ws(1,4)] 1+ct( ne[l,&o(T)]n () t*e[o,T]go( J¥ () n€l1,£0(T)] !

From (/6.36))(6.39))(6.40)), we obtain
t)U(ts
c,mas 6t 00

“tuol).

(7.16)

%(go(s), 0) ’} + (k4 €?)e Sma7X] &0 (8)V(&(s)).

<elY (0 + €
YO+ e+ ) max {ets) i

In view of €,k < 1, it follows

1
wp(1,t)| < e max nV(n)+e€Y(0)+ max {
| B( )| 1+4ct ( n€[1,60(T)] 1 (77) | ( )| n€[1,60(T)] "

¢ [
< 1.1 2)
St <6262 +e€).
Combing (7.15))(7.17) yields

o),

Therefore (7.12))(7.14) give

[F(R) = R(t)| <

5 gy
€2¢€
1+ct 1+ct

(6% + €%) +

Now we set T' =t so that k = elog(1 4 ¢t). Then (7.18)) becomes

Tt (7.18)

3
2

10g(1+5t) 3.1
F(R) — R(1)| < 281+ 2
|[F(R) = R(t)| < 1a T4

¢ (%+~%)+ € _(e+9
€ € —= (€ €
(1+ct)? ’

which is exactly the desired estimate of Theorem If we assume additionally wg|t—o = 0, then

(7.14)(7.15) (7.17) can be improved to

1 3.1
10 om0 — R(E)| S (e2 mez),




1
S (egéé + 52> +ex (max {ReA;} t) €,
1 i=1,2
1
+é

).

Hence )
S+ Lru? S ! (62 + e%€%> +exp | max {ReA;} ¢ ) €
T 2 eeol T\ 1+4ct i=1,2 ! ’
3 3
|[F(R) —R(t)| < < (6% +é )+ exp ( 2max {ReA;} ¢ e < i (e% + g%) .
~1l4ct i=1,2 ~ 4t

7.3. Proof of Corollary[1.

Now we assume additionally u;,, ¢;n, are compactly supported in [0,2;). From the relations
u = pr2d,p, ¥ = ry and 1’ it follows wp(+,0) = ((‘3t + cr2£_285) w’t:o is compactly supported
in¢ €[1,&) with & = (1+x)3. Suppose (z,t) satisfies (11_19[)(11_20I) Define T such that T = t—l—%
iftz%andegift< %,soby@@wehaveTﬁTo. Let x < kg be such that

1 +¢T = exp (£), so we always have & 2> €. Note that & is a bijection from [0, 7] to [1,&(T)].
Hence taking (7.16) back to (6.30) yields that for 5 € [1,&(T)]

w
o(0.0) - 2 (0.0)
¢ (7.19)
w
<! { max £o(s)V(€(s)) + K max {§o<s> F<§o<s>,0>\} +e|Y<o>|}.
s€1[0,T) s€1[0,T) c2
For any ¢ < T with &(t') > &, using (7.19) in (6.18) gives that
vr(Lt5T) — | 2E (1)
c2
<e|“Ca,0)| + @) 4 ma .0 | o (1+ L w')))_l 1
e|—(1, € , € max v (N, —(n—
~ ez UE[EO(t'),&)(T)}n o £o(t") 2 T T
&o(T) -1
w 1
Sel |+ ewaive [ (1 g - q)) otan
c2 Eo(t)) K
w
{ max &o(s)V(€o(s)) + & max {60(8) ?<5o<s>,o>\} +eY<o>|}-
s€[0,T] s€[0,T] c2

We compute for &(¢') > 2u that

fo t }U )
(,)

2u /50(” ( 1 1) ;
T e S — 7”
§o(t') =21 Jegy \m—&@#)+2u n

2p (&o(T) = &o(t') +2p) &o(t')

THw) 218y (T)
2 1 e N
g 108 (1 g (6() — () (@(t) —20))
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IF &o() € (21,200 + 1],

o) &) ;1

<

2u 1 , I
log <1 + m (fO(T) - fo(t )) (fo(t ) _ 2#)) <

So(t') —2p o(T) o(t')
If &(t') > 2+ 1, then
24 1 / /
o (1 g D)~ i) (lt) — 20
2u (&(T) — 2#)2)
R S0\t ) = 2H)
S o (1 T (1)
<k 1
~Me&(t)
For &y(t') < 2u, the estimate is much simpler:
/EO(T) (1 b2 ( t’))>1 “ldp <2 /&m “2dn < 2uéo(t) !
o) 2, €o( nodns 2 f 0 péo(t)
Hence in each case we have
&o(T) . 1 y -1 Sy < K -1
Lo (1 g omso) wans Sy,
and it follows
ve(L3T) — [2E 1, )
c2
Se| = (1,8 + w1, ¢)] (7.20)
c2
o)™ e max (&) +x max {a0(s)| 0| +dr o) |
Since wp = —wpg + 29¢), there holds |wr(1,t')| < |wp(1,t)] + 2|0:(1,t')], and thus
C% T(1L,t)] Sop(Lt) + [Y(#)] = vp(&(t), 0) + [Y(#)]. (7.21)

Denote A := max{ReA;,ReAs}. Since wp is compactly supported in [1,&) and & (t') > 1+ ct’,
we have by (6.41)) that

V()] <e™ (

t { s (s (Eo(s) + s feal) |

s€[0,7T

,As|w 60 ) )|d3>
(7.22)

B (6o(s), )‘}+e|y<o>|}.

1
Cc2

78



such that (ﬁgure Xp(1,Te(t);t — Te(t)) = (&,t). Since u = pr?d,p and ¢ = r~14), there }folads
uw = prdyp —r~2¢. In view of r ~ £ and ¢ < ¢ <G, it follows
u(a, )] S (lwp (&, O] + [wr (€ )]) + %[, 1)l
SET (06, 1) +op(E 1 T)) + 2 Y(E )] (7.23)
= (vp(Xp(& 1 1) +vr(1L, Te(t); T)) + €2 [ (& 1)),

To control [¢(&,t)|, we recall from Subsection [6.1] that Xp(1,¢;01(n,t)) = Xp(n,0;t +01(n, t)) and
use Lemma [6.3] to estimate

[9(& )] = [(Xr(L Te(t); t = Te (1))

t=Te(t)
<1, Te ()] + / hwp (Xp(L, Te(t); 7)) |dr

By 1) IL+ct > E+&—1 > & so by continuity there exists a unique T¢(t) € [t — SaN

1T (1)
IV (Te(t)] + / op (Xp(1, Te(t); 7)) dr

X5 (&,6-t)

<IV(Te (1)) + / o (1, 0)dn.
Eo(Te(t))

(1.To) ¢

(1T ) |

(18" 1) €

< '

1,0 0 € T ®),0) X &Y E(Tp)0)

Figure 7
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Using Te(t) >t — % and 1' there holds
§o(Te(t) 2 1+ cTe(t) > ct +2 € > &
Hence it follows from (7.19)) and wp(n,0) =0, n > &, that
X (€-1)
(O] SV (Tele)] + n
&o(Te(t))

-{6 max §O(S)V(€0(S)) + K maX {60( )

s€[0,T]

“2 (50|} + Y O]}
We claim that for all s € [0, T¢(t)],

XPEETe(t) — t = 5) = X (1, Te(t); —s) < e (X € 6Te(r) ~ 1)~ 1).
In particular, taking s = T¢(t) yields

(6t = &(Te®) < e (X (& BTe()) — 1) 1)

onCEL(e 1),

<P (E—1+E(t—-Te(t) <e ;

Note that Xg) (&t Te(t)—t—7) = X](BE) (XB(&t;Te(t) —t); —7). Using lb 1) and a mean value
formula, we obtain

d
L (et - -1 - X . 150 0)|
<CeX (1T (1) —) 7 (XS € 6Te) — t = 7) = X (1L, Te(t): —7))
<Ce(l+er) ™ (X BTe(t) =t — 1) = X (1, Te(); —7))
Gronwall’s inequality then yields
X5 (6 B Te(t) — t = 5) = X5 (1L Te(t): —)
<exp {/ Ce(1 +C7')_1d7'} <X](3§)(,5’t; Te(t) —t) — 1)
0

<e (X6t Te0) — 1) 1),

which proves the claim. Therefore

X (6 t:-1) onCtc
/ n~Ldn < log (1 T eo(T() e T E (e - 1)) < &(Te(t) (€ — 1),
Eo(Te(t)) C

and
[9(& 0] SIY (Te(0)] + &o(Te(t)) (€~ 1)
{e max &o(s)V(&o(s)) + K max {fg( )

€[0,77] s€

(7.24)

“2 (00| | + Y O]}
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Now we take n = Xpg(&,t; —t) in (7.19), ¢’ = T¢(¢) in (7.20)), and collect the resulted bounds as well
as (7.24]). It then follows from (7.23]) that

ute 01 $6 [ 25 0T + €Y ()] + A€ oL Tew)
+ (€Kt + €726~ DE(Te(1) ™ + 160 (Te(1) )
{e s @)+ max {66 L0+ dvon .
Next, we proceed by and using again:
Jue, )] SEHY (Te(®)] + (€71 XE) (€1 —0)7" +€72(E = DEo(Te(8) " + € 6o(Te(8) )
{e s ooVl + x max {eot) |2 60100} + o}
SETY(Te(®)] + €7 ol Te(t))

e max V&l + x max {&n(e)

s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

(7.25)

" (c(9.0) | + vl |

where we used that £72(¢ — 1) < 71 and &(Te(t)) < X(f (&, t;—t). Since uip, ¢in are compactly
supported in [1,x;), we see that € < fbe Hence from Lemma H it follows

e max &(s)V (50(5))+6 max {fo( )

s€[0,T) €[0,T)

1:f(&)(s),O)'} + €Y (0)| S key + €26 S keky.

Using 1) and that Te(t) >t — %, Eo(Te(t) > 14+ cTe(t) > 2+ct — &, 1) gives further that

ju(e, )] SE 1A E) <|Y U / e Mus(eo), >|ds> e

Hence for t > % we obtain the desired bound of

<|Y ‘/* M ws(6(s), >|ds>
+ 24t — &) og (1 +c(t+5cl)>62§b.

If assume additionally wg|i—o = 0, then

u(z, )] <&t
(7.26)

€ max Lo(s)V(So(s)) + ¢ max {50( )

s€[0,T] s€l0

<|Y MWL e, >|ds> 2o

+E2+a -6,

ff@o(S),O)H +e|Y (0)] < €%,

and thus

Ju, t)] <€
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In view of p ~ 1, |u| < €, relation (1.15) and that d;p = r~19,¢) — %1, we can bound ¢ by

la(z, 1) SE7HOw (&, 6)] + [u, )] (Julz, )] + €[ (&, 1))
S (Jwp (& )] + [wp € ) + lu(z, )] (Julz, 1) + 72| (E, 1))
SEH (0B(XB(& 8 —1) +or(1,&(Te(t); T)) + E2[0(&,1).

Hence |g(x,t)| can be controlled by the same bound as in ((7.26)) or (7.27]).

Appendix A.

In this appendix we write down the explicit calculation of (4.3]), for which we consider the
following model question.
Assume that ¢ satisfies for © > 0, t € [0, 7] that

af@ — CQaz(r‘lam(p) =F, (A1)

and the modified momentum density are defined as

1
PO = Aatgp . C’I"28Ig0 + §Bg0(9t§07

1 1 1
Pr= S A|(09) + (r20.9)° | + 5B~ er®Oup — 1r?0, B,

where A and B are undetermined weight functions. We compute:

0y (er’Py) :%(’% [Ach ((atgo)z + (cr28zga)2)} + %B (cr281<p)2 + %B(p@gg (r'o.p)

+ %chOQJB S er?Oyp — i@w (027“4(9,03) 0?2 — %C’I‘2awB -~ erldyp
:%833 (chA) ((@@)2 + (cr28$<p)2> + éAch&C ((8t<p)2 + (crzﬁg;(pf)

+ 1B (c7‘28$g0)2 + %B(p@z (627'489690) Oy (021“48353) @2,

1
2 4
, 1 1 S T
—0Py = — 0y (Adyp - cr0y0) — 5(@3)@3&0 - 53 (Orp)” — 539061& ¥
1 1 1
=—(0;A)0yp - CTQ@xSO — A0y (3t<ﬂ : CTZ@xSO) - 53 (@@2 - 5380515280 - 5(@3)90@%
Note by [A]] that

%ch&E ((atgp)Q + (cr28150)2) — Oy (atap . crzaxgo)
=04p (cr?0,0p0 — Oy (cr?0,0) ) + cr?0uip (cr?0y (er®0u0) — OF )

_ d(cr?) 2 2 2 €\, 4
=— 78,5@ cer“0yp + cr<0yp (cr Oy (r—z) r 0y — F)
2
= — cOpr? (crzamgof +r20,c (CT25wS0)2 - atii; )3t<p ~er?dyp — er?d, - F,
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and

Ox (027“489590) - 6?90 =2 (7“26300) cr?dyp — F.

Hence

0y (er’Py) — 0, Py
. (er2A . (cr?A
_ (3() . B> O + <3(> A+ g) (cr?0,0)°

2 2 2
1 Oy (cr?
— Zﬁx (c2r46xB) 02 +1r20,c- A (cr28x<p)2 —A ti;g )81:90 cer?Oyp
2 2 2 1 2 B
+ Bre0zc-p-cr<dyp — | Acr 0, p + §B<p F—0;A-0ip-cr<d,p— T(p@tap.

Therefore we obtain (4.3) by substituting ¢ by 8¢, F by [0, 20,r%0,]p, A by My, and B by Nj,
in view of (4.2).
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