FINITE TIME BLOWUP FOR THE EULER EQUATION

OPENAI

ABSTRACT. We exhibit finite-time blowup for the three-dimensional incompressible, unforced
Euler equations from smooth, compactly supported, divergence-free initial data.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We study the incompressible Euler equations on RR?:
o+ (u-Viu+Vp=0, V-u=0, u(-,0) = uop. (1.1)

Here u(t,x) € R3 is the velocity and p(t,x) € R is the pressure. Spatial norms below are
over R?, unless a different domain is specified. We prove that a smooth initial velocity can
develop a singularity in finite time. We take the initial datum in

C(R?) = {up € C*(R;R?) : V- up = 0} (1.2)

and write T, (up) for the maximal lifespan of its smooth Euler solution. Local existence
gives T (u9) > 0 [10].

Theorem 1.1. There exists ug € Co(IR®) such that 0 < T, (ug) < oo. Its smooth Euler solution
satisfies

T
limsup ||Vu(t)| > = oo, / | curl u(t)||p~ dt = oo.
AT, 0

1.1. Historical context. The Beale-Kato-Majda criterion [1] identifies the time integral
of the maximum vorticity as the quantity controlling continuation of a smooth three-
dimensional Euler solution. Finite-time breakdown therefore requires this integral to
diverge.

Previous singularity constructions depend strongly on the regularity of the initial data
and the geometry of the domain. Elgindi [6] proved finite-time blowup on R for axisym-
metric velocities without swirl in C!#, for sufficiently small > 0. The stability analysis
with Ghoul and Masmoudi [7] gives finite-energy localization. Cérdoba, Martinez-Zoroa,
and Zheng [5] constructed finite-energy solutions whose initial data are smooth away from
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one point by coupling separated vorticity regions. More recent preprints of Chen and
Shkoller [2, 12] treat finite-energy whole-space velocities without swirl in C'* for every
0<a<1/3

For smooth initial data, Chen and Hou [3, 4] proved blowup in an axially periodic cylin-
der with an impermeable wall, combining analysis with rigorous numerical estimates. The
whole-space examples above start below smooth regularity, while this smooth-data con-
struction uses a physical boundary. The setting of Theorem 1.1 combines smooth, compactly
supported initial velocity with the boundaryless domain RR®.

Our construction uses the amplification of short waves by a background flow. The insta-
bility criteria of Lifschitz and Hameiri and of Friedlander and Vishik [11, 9] describe this
mechanism through the evolution of a wavevector and its transverse velocity amplitude.
Elgindi and Pasqualotto [8] connected Taylor—Couette instability to singularity formation
from C* data smooth away from a circle. Here we insert growing, localized oscillations
into a sequence of exact smooth Euler solutions. We control their nonlinear effect on the
background while making their initial increments summable in every Sobolev norm. The
next section explains how this amplification can be repeated on successively shorter time
intervals.

2. THE AMPLIFICATION MECHANISM AND PROOF ORDER

Short-wave instability suggests a route to blowup: a small velocity perturbation can de-
velop a large gradient. We seek a flow in which this amplification repeats, with the shear
produced by one oscillation amplifying the next over a shorter time interval. To obtain
smooth initial data, however, these increasingly large gradients must arise from perturba-
tions whose contributions at time zero are summable in every Sobolev norm. Controlling
the pressure is essential to reconciling this initial smallness with the later growth.

2.1. Flow deformation and wave amplification. We follow the oscillations in particle coor-
dinates, where their phase remains fixed. A particle starting at a has trajectory X(t,a) given
by
i X(t,a) =u(t,X(t,a)), X(0,a) = a.
Along this trajectory, set
F=V,X, M(ta)=Vu(t,X(ta), H(ta)=Vp(tX(ta)). (2.1)

Incompressibility gives detF = 1. Differentiating the trajectory equation and dyX =
—Vp(t, X) gives

F = MF, Fy+ = —HF. (2.2)
Thus the pressure Hessian controls the acceleration of the deformation. The corresponding
vorticity equation is

(O +u-Viw=(w-V)u, w = curl u.

Its stretching term describes the change in vorticity along a trajectory. To turn this amplifi-
cation into a construction, we track both the phase and the velocity of a localized oscillation,
which we call a packet.

Write a = fy, where ¢ > 0 is the localization length, and choose a unit vector my and a
large frequency k. The phase is kmyg - y. Its physical gradient is (k/¢)m, where m(t,y) =
F(t,¢y)~Tmo. The principal velocity coefficient v(t,y) satisfies

m - Mo

my = —MTm, vy = —Mv+ ZmW, m-v =020, (2.3)
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with M evaluated at (f,¢y). The last term in the velocity equation preserves m -v = 0,
so v remains orthogonal to the phase normal m. For an amplitude « > 0, a nonnegative
compactly supported cutoff x;(y), and a smooth periodic profile f; with sufficiently small
0 > 0, the leading velocity increment is

Waa (b, X (1, 9)) = "1 (9)o (4, 9) o ). @4)

Differentiating the phase produces the leading gradient ax;v @ m f;. The small velocity
prefactor £/k therefore permits a large gradient.

Along the central trajectory, the parent gradient contains a rank-one shear hgp!, with
scalar amplitude i and orthogonal unit vectors p,q. The shear acts together with the rest
of the parent gradient to rotate m and amplify v. At the target time, the directions m/|m|
and v/|v| define the normal and transverse velocity of the next frame. Choosing « makes
the new leading rank-one gradient the parent shear for the next packet; Proposition 4.1
quantifies both the growth and the transfer of directions.

Nonlinear interactions also produce corrections with zero phase frequency. To separate
them, we first regard the phase as an independent variable § € T = R/(271Z) and write

1 27
(A = E/o At y, ) de. (2.5)

The mean is this phase average; the oscillatory part has zero average. The linear boundary
value problems in (3.18) and (3.26) determine the two parts, including the spatially nonlocal
mean pressure. We then correct the remaining error by an exact evolution and evaluate the
resulting fields at 6 = kmy - y. This evaluation is the restriction to the physical phase graph.

2.2. Initial smallness and control of pressure. Repeated amplification gives a candidate
singularity only if the initial perturbations still sum to a smooth field. We express these two
requirements using exact smooth solutions U/ on nested time intervals and selected times
t; increasing to a finite limit Teo:

|Vllj(tj,0)] — 00, Z L (0) — W=1(0)||gn < oo for every fixed m. (2.6)
i

The second condition requires control of the packet before its amplification begins. If activa-
tion occurs at ty > 0, we solve a displacement boundary value problem on [0, o], with zero
displacement at time zero and a prescribed endpoint at ty. We call this interval the packet’s
history. The endpoint is chosen to select the growing transverse solution after activation,
while the history estimates control the initial velocity increment. At fp = 0, the transverse
velocity is prescribed directly.

These displacement problems rely on a one-sided pressure bound,

H<K.I, thatis, nTHy <Ki|y|*

Together with the initial gradient bounds and the short time interval, it gives coercivity of
the displacement form whose interior term is [(|7:|*> — 7T Hy) dt; see (3.11). Large nega-
tive eigenvalues of H increase this form. We consequently control the positive eigenvalue
contribution of each new packet, using the leading increment

m ) m
AHeag = —2ax1(m - MU)wfé(e)' (27)
After a short initial part of the amplification interval, the geometric construction gives
m-Mv > 0. The profile is chosen with f}(0) = 6! and f; > —C. Its large positive
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derivative produces the desired gradient and a negative semidefinite leading pressure in-
crement; the uniformly bounded negative derivative limits the positive pressure increment.
The scale choices make these positive contributions and the errors in (3.14) summable. On
the history interval and the short initial part of amplification, the full pressure increments
satisfy summable bounds.

All initial data have a common compact support. Together with (2.6), this gives conver-
gence to ug € ng;,(]R3). If its Euler solution were smooth past T, stability would compare

it with every U/ up to t;, contradicting the growing gradients. This gives T.(u) < Teo.

2.3. The stages of the proof. An exact packet can be constructed once suitable growth and
propagator bounds for its transverse velocity are available. We prove the packet estimate
with these bounds as hypotheses, then establish them from the parent shear. This sepa-
rates the correction problem from the geometry of amplification; Figure 1 shows how they
combine in the iteration.

1. Construct the mean and oscillatory corrections. In Section 3, a smooth parent flow
supplies the coefficients of two linear inverses. Lemma 3.2 controls their derivatives,
hence the expansion in inverse frequency and the cancellation of successive coefficients.

2. Obtain an exact Euler solution. Section 3.6 removes the remaining error and restricts
the solution to the physical phase graph. Proposition 3.1 collects the resulting gradient,
pressure, initial-data, and particle-map estimates used in the iteration.

3. Prove amplification and transfer of the frame. Proposition 4.1 supplies the growing
transverse solution and propagator bound required by the packet construction. It also
shows that the frame at the target time satisfies the geometric conditions for another
application.

4. Choose the scales and iterate. Sections 5.2, 5.3 and 5.5 choose and verify the amplitudes,
frequencies, localization lengths, and time intervals. The seed and inductive step in
Sections 5.6 and 5.7 produce the solutions U/ with the bounds in (2.6).

5. Pass to the limiting initial datum. Section 6 proves smooth convergence of the initial
data, applies Euler stability under the assumption of continuation past T, and proves
the divergence assertions in Theorem 1.1: unboundedness of |Vu(t)||c as t T T., and

fOT* || curl u(t) || dt = oo.

2.4. Notation and conventions. Particle labels and components. We write a for a physical
particle label and y = a// for its normalization, where 0 < ¢ < 1. In §4, the physical label
is written a, since a = By,(fg) denotes the scalar in (4.4). For a coefficient b(t,a), the
normalized coefficient b,(t,y) = b(t, ly) satisfies E);bg = (11(3p)(t, ty); thus normalization
does not increase supremum derivative bounds. A dot on a quantity in particle coordinates
denotes differentiation in physical time at a fixed label. Oddness, u(t, —x) = —u(t, x),
makes the origin a fixed fluid trajectory. For an orthonormal frame (p,q,n), we write
Bj=i-Bjandv; =i-v,fori,jc {pq,n}.

Derivative norms. The packet estimates use s = 6 and T = R/(27Z) with normalized
measure. An ordered word I of length n is an ordered sequence of n coordinate derivatives,
and 9! is their composition. For functions on R? or R? x T, set

flo= 22 10"l alneo = 3 [197allwses. (2.8)

[|=n [|=n
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Amplify a packet in the parent shear
The wave normal rotates; the transverse velocity grows.
Proposition 4.1

v

Construct the exact child flow
Correct the oscillation and form the next shear and frame.
Propositions 3.1 and 4.1

I

Repeat on shorter time intervals
Gradients grow; initial increments remain summable in every H™.
Sections 5.7 and 6

!

Pass to one smooth initial datum
Stability rules out smooth continuation beyond Teo.
Section 6

FIGURE 1. One amplification step and its iteration. The child flow supplies
the parent shear for the next step. The limiting argument gives T (1) < Teo.

Here a denotes a coefficient, which need not decay at infinity. On a time interval, a norm
with a supremum in time means the sum of the supremum for each word; the same word-
wise convention applies to L? in time. The sum of wordwise suprema is at most d” times the
supremum of the word sum in dimension d, which only changes a fixed growth constant
in a factorial estimate.

Gevrey bounds. For the cutoffs and localized expansions, we use Gevrey estimates of
order two, CR"(n!)?. This class contains nonzero smooth compactly supported functions;
an analytic estimate has the stronger form CR"n!. Unless stated otherwise, constants in
bounds at a fixed derivative order may depend on that order.

Polynomial constants. The parameter P > 2 collects finitely many coefficient and scale
bounds. In the packet estimates, P° denotes a fixed power that may be enlarged finitely
many times. Its exponent may depend on s, the dimension, and the fixed exponent cy in the
packet data bounds of §3.2, but is independent of the frequency, the number of expansion
terms, and the derivative order. In §4, Kj, bounds the parent particle map and its first two
time derivatives as in (3.15). Powers Kj may also be enlarged a fixed finite number of times.
Their exponents depend on the fixed low-order bounds, not on the stage or the exponent
in the preceding stage’s estimate. Constants described as fixed in §5 are independent of the
stage index; §5.2 specifies their order of choice.

Notation index. The entries below locate the definitions used in each construction. Symbols
attached to a packet or a stage retain the scope of that construction.

Notation Meaning Definition

Flow, phase, and primary oscillation
Ce%s Ti(ug) Smooth compactly supported divergence-free data on IR?, (1.2)
and the maximal smooth lifespan of the solution from uy.
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Notation Meaning Definition

X, F, M, H Particle map, deformation F = VX, velocity gradient (2.1)
M = Vu, and pressure Hessian H = V?p, with the last two
evaluated along the parent trajectory.

a, a Physical particle label; a is used in §4, where a is a scalar §2.4
coefficient.

,y & Localization length, rescaled label a = ¢y, and (3.5)
E(ty) = (71X (t,ty); also F = V,E.

6, (-)o Independent angle in T = R/(271Z), with average (2.5)
(2m)~1 027T -df. Physical evaluation uses 6 = kmy - y.

k, x Packet frequency in the rescaled label and its inverse (3.7)
x = k~!; the physical phase gradient is (k/¢)m.

mg, m, Dy, v Fixed unit phase normal, transported normal m = F Ty, (2.3), (3.7)
Dy, = |m|?, and primary transverse velocity coefficient
m-v=0.

«, fs, 6 Amplitude, odd zero-mean periodic profile, and its (2.4), (3.4)

concentration parameter; f5(0) = L. The leading velocity
is (la/k)x10fs.

d;, d;, D; d; = Z]'(F_l)]‘iay]., d; = d; + km;dg, and D; = Kayi + (T}’lo)iag. (3.7); (3.45)
Physical graph derivatives are £~1d;.

Norms and packet corrections

s, L |fln, |a|neo s = 6; [ is an ordered derivative word. Sum [|0f|| s, (2.8)
respectively ||d/al|ys«, over |I| = n, on R® or R® x T as
specified.

P, P°, Pj Data-size bound P > 2, fixed polynomial losses, and the §2.4; (5.10)

bound chosen at stage j. The exponent ¢ in P¢ is
independent of frequency, expansion length, and derivative

order.
R, d, h(t) in shift Derivative growth constant, nonnegative integer shift, and (3.1)
bounds positive time profile in the factorial bound R"+¥((n + d)!)2.
This & is a general profile.
o, Il Radius and weighted derivative norm Y~ 0" |f|n/ (n!)>. (3.42)
X1, Xo Fixed even cutoffs: supp x1 C {|y| <1/2}, x1(0) =1, xo =1 §3.1
on |y| <1, supported in |y| < 2.
R, K, G, Kg Orthonormal basis matrix for m&, K=FTF,G=K and (3.10)
Kg = RTKR
Ky, g(t) Parent particle-map factorial bound Kj,, including its first (3.15); §3.2 (iii)

two time derivatives; positive profile g(tp) = 1 weighting the
transverse propagator on |y| < 1/2 by g(t)/g(s"),
tg<s <t <8,

Ky, Be, B., L Upper pressure-Hessian bound H < K I, lower initial (3.11)
symmetric gradient bounds —B,I for |{y| > r and —B.I for
|¢y| < r, and coefficient L of the initial boundary operator.

N, A Newton operator (—A,)~! and initial-support operator (3.19)
curl, xNx curly, where x(y) = xo(¢y).
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Notation Meaning Definition

Ap, Bp, Qp, Cp Zero-angle-mean transverse and angle-independent velocity (3.32)
coefficients at inverse-frequency order p; vector potential
Qp= —ae_l(m X Ap)/ Dy and curl remainder C, = d x Q.
The angle primitive has zero mean.

Ny, W%, ¢° Expansion length Ny = [k?], 9 = 1079, and approximate (3.33)
normalized velocity and pressure increments; physical
increments carry factors ¢ and /2.

Amplification geometry

p, 4, n, Bjj Orthonormal frame of an older flow: normalized ray, 4.2)
normalized transverse velocity, and n = p X q; B;; = i - Bj for
i,j €{p.q.n}.

B, h, hy, E Older central gradient, current shear amplitude, its (4.3)
activation value, and error in M(t,0) = B + hqu + E, with
h(ty) = hy.

a, B, € Frozen coefficients a = By (to), B = Bny(to)/a, and (4.4)
€ = v/a/h.. The physical label in this section is a.

T, X, Xprev, Xtar Rescaled times T = a(t — fy) /e, x = \/B T, previous scale (4.4)
parameter, and target value of x. Here x is not spatial
position.

P2, 92, 12, Atar Child frame p, = m/|m|, g2 = v/|v|, np = pa X g2, and Proposition 4.1
central target magnitude A¢r = | (ttar, 0)||0(tar, 0)].

Iteration and limiting datum
ui, pj, M;, H; Exact stage solution and its pressure, with M; = vu/, §5, 854
Hj= Vzp]-. At stage j > ], the parent is U/~! and the older
solution is U/~2; U/~=2 = U} is the base.
Xj, hj, kj, Ej, d;, aj  Stage scale parameter, target shear, frequency, localization (5.6), (5.18)
length, profile concentration, and amplitude
i Wi Target time, retained horizon, and available width. Stage (5.7), (5.8)
j > ] activates at fp = t;_1, with ;1 = 0, and retains
S] =t + ZW]'_H.
Teo Finite accumulation time lim; t;; the limiting datum satisfies  (6.4), (6.6)
T* (Mo) S Too.

t;, S

j’

3. A LOCALIZED OSCILLATION OVER A SMOOTH EULER FLOW

We construct an exact Euler solution "V over a smooth parent u, using the leading
oscillation (2.4). The prescribed gradient and pressure-Hessian increments are (3.13) and
(3.14) in Claim 1 of Proposition 3.1. Compact support of the initial increment is enforced
by the mean boundary condition (3.24) and the support-preserving transverse inverse in
Lemma 3.2.

We construct the truncated expansion (W%, 4?) in (3.33) with 6 independent of y. Restrict-
ing to & = kmyg -y introduces a factor of kK when the phase is differentiated. Before this
restriction, the transport field b* in (3.41) is small by (3.43). Lemma 3.3 removes the resid-
ual (3.44) on R® x T and constructs the physical solution (3.46)-(3.47) under the frequency
condition (3.12).
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3.1. Norms, cutoffs, and factorial estimates. We first fix the derivative bounds and cutoff
functions used to control all orders of the oscillatory expansion with one growth constant.
We use the derivative norms |f|, and |a|ue of §2.4, which sum the H® and W%® norms
over ordered derivative words. The data bound P > 2 and fixed powers P¢ follow the
conventions in the same section. For R > 1 and an integer 4 > 0, we say that a function has
shift d with profile h(t) > 0 if

Y. sup () H[Of (1) ]| < R™((n+d)1)>  (n>0). 3.1)
|I|=n

The same expression with wordwise L? time norms will be used in the linear estimates.
Here R is the constant controlling derivative growth: a larger R gives a weaker bound. Later
we sum these derivatives with weights involving a small radius p, chosen proportional to
R~!. These are factorial derivative bounds of order two; no analyticity in space is asserted.

Here are the two elementary rules used to keep one growth constant for the entire con-
struction. The Sobolev product inequality in dimension at most four and Leibniz’s rule
show that the product of shifts dq, d» has shift d; + d», up to a fixed constant, because

(M +d))((n=1+d))? () N S R
((7’1+d1+d2)!)2 - (nJ?ilrl;erz)Z = (l) ’ 1;0 <l> <3. (3.2)

The same proof applies to multiplication W¥* x H® — H?®. One derivative costs one shift.
A coefficient bounded by P°R”(n!)?, with R, = P¢, can be included at the cost of one
additional shift when R is a sufficiently large fixed power of P.

The second rule concerns a triangular estimate

n
Z, < P° <Pn +y (’;) Rlc(z!)zznl> . (3.3)
1=1
If F, has shift d — 1, induction gives shift d for Z,. Indeed, division by R"*¥((n + d)!)?
bounds the data term by P°/R and the remaining sum by P} ;- (R./ R)! times the largest
previous normalized bound. We choose R so that their sum is at most one. This choice
depends on the estimate at the fixed Sobolev index producing (3.3), and never on the ex-
pansion length.
We fix even smooth cutoffs x1, x, on R} with

0<x1 <1, suppxi C{lyl<1/2}, xi1(0)=1,
Xo=Tlon {|y| <1}, suppyx, C {|y| <2},

and derivative bounds C”H(n!)z. Such cutoffs follow, for example, from the extension
by zero of exp(—1/z) for z > 0. Cauchy’s estimate on the complex circle of radius z/2
gives n!(2/z)" exp(—c/z) < C""1(n!)?; integration, products, and fixed rescalings give the
asserted cutoffs. For sufficiently small § > 0, we also fix a smooth odd periodic function f;
of mean zero such that

fi0) =671, —C<fi<ol, (9 fsllpsaery < 67(CET)" (nh)2 (3.4)
To see this explicitly, take an even nonnegative bump ¢ < 1 supported in a small subinterval
of (—m, ), with g(0) = 1, and put ¢, = (6 '¢(6/6))p. This number is independent of é.
The even function
671¢(0/5) —cq

hs(6) = 1 co
I
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has mean zero, maximum 6! at zero, and a uniform lower bound. Its odd periodic prim-
itive is f;. The derivative estimates follow from the cutoff estimates and the bounded
mean-zero integration operator.

3.2. Coordinates and hypotheses. We write the velocity increment as ¢{W(t,y,0) in the
particle coordinates x = X(t, fy), where X is the parent particle map, ¢ is the localization
length, and y is the rescaled particle label. The angle 6 € T is initially an independent
variable. To obtain the physical increment we restrict to 6 = kmy - y, where k is the frequency
and my is a fixed unit phase normal. The coefficient and propagation assumptions below
are the inputs to Proposition 3.1.
Let u be a smooth odd Euler velocity on [0, S], where 0 < S < 1, with pressure p, and let
X(t,a) be its particle map:
Xi(t,a) = u(t,X(t,a)), X(0,a) =
The map X(t, -) preserves volume and X(t,0) = 0. Fix 0 < £ < 1 and define
E(t,y)='X(t,ly), F=V,E M= (Vu)(t,X(tly)), H=(V?p)(t,X(tLly)). (35)
Differentiation of the particle equation and of Euler’s equation gives
detF =1, F(0)=1, F, = MF, F+ = —HF. (3.6)
Setd; = y,;(F~ 1)jidy,. These are the commuting derivatives in the coordinates Z; the Jaco-

bian identity gives d W = div, (F~'W).
Fix a constant unit vector mp and a frequency k > 0, and put

m=F"Tmy, D,, = |m]2, d=d+ kmoy, K=k L (3.7)

We first regard 6 as an independent periodic variable. The graph restriction of a function
a(t,y,0) is a(t,y,kmo - y). Its derivative in the normalized physical coordinates & = x// is
da; the physical derivative is £~ 'da. In particular the components of d commute. Adding the

physical velocity /W and pressure (g, evaluated on this graph at x = X(t, fy), preserves
Euler’s equation exactly when

Wi+ MW+ W-dW+dg=0, d-W=0. (3.8)

Fix to € [0,S) and a constant 3 x 2 matrix R; whose columns are an orthonormal basis
of my. Also fix « > 0. The time f; separates the history interval [0, o], when t; > 0, from
forward evolution on [ty, S]. We first prescribe the primary velocity coefficient v. If tp > 0,
choose a constant ¢t € R? with |&7| < P and let 7 = FR, &, with ¢(0) = 0 and &(t) = &7,
be stationary for

to By
/0 (|n:]* — Hny - 7) dt.
1

Set v = FR {; on this interval. If ty = 0, prescribe v(0) to be a constant unit vector in ;.
In either case, continue v from t; by
m - Mo

o
The stationary displacement exists uniquely under the coercivity condition below, as proved
in the transverse inverse construction. Thus v is constructed from the prescribed endpoint
or initial data; its existence on the history interval is not an additional assumption.

The matrices used in the inverse estimates are

K =FTF, G=K'!=F1fT, Kr = RTKR}. (3.10)

vy = —Mv+2m

(3.9)
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The following assumptions concern these coefficients, the time interval, and the forward
propagation of the primary equation.

(i) Coefficient and scale bounds. The coefficients F,F~!, F;, F;, M, H have multiplier
bounds P%(P%)"(n!)2. The matrices K, G,Kr have eigenvalues bounded below by
P~¢%, and the scalar D,, satisfies D, > P~. Their inverses have the same type of
multiplier bounds. The inverses of S and, when positive, ty are at most P°. Also
1,571 < po,

(ii) Quadratic-form bounds and coercivity. For nonnegative K, B,, B;, the quadratic-
form bounds

H < K41, symM(0) > —B,I if [ty| >, symM(0) > —B.I if [fy| <r
hold, where 0 < r < 1/4. With the dimensional constants C;, C; in (3.22), assume
K, S?

1
+ B,S 4+ GBS < 5 L>CB, 0<L<P®, (3.11)

If the bound with B, holds everywhere, we may take B. = 0.

(iii) Transverse propagation and amplitude. At each fixed label |y| < 1/2, write a solu-
tion of the homogeneous equation (3.9) as A = FR a. For tp < s’ <t < §, its trans-
verse propagator, the linear solution map a(s’) — a(t), has operator norm at most
Pog(t)/g(s"), where ¢ > 0 and g(#p) = 1. The amplitude satisfies «, supy, o &g < P.

All the data are smooth.

For the packet estimate, fix the hypothesis exponent ¢y and let u be a smooth odd Euler
velocity on R3 x [0,5], 0 < S < 1, with pressure p and particle map X. Take P > 2
and 0 < ¢ < 1, and define F, M, H by (3.5). Use the even spatial cutoffs x1, x, fixed in
§3.1 and the smooth odd mean-zero periodic profile f; satisfying (3.4). Fix a unit phase
normal my € R3, frequency k > 0, activation time ty € [0,S), and amplitude « > 0, and set
m = F~Tmyg. Let v be the transverse velocity coefficient prescribed in §3.2. For ¢y > 0, choose
a constant orthonormal basis matrix R for my and endpoint {7 € R? with |¢r| < P%. Set
v = FR &, where FR ¢ is the stationary displacement with ¢(0) = 0 and &(fp) = {r. For
to = 0, take v(0) to be a constant unit vector in mj . In both cases it evolves after ty by (3.9).
Assume all data are smooth and satisfy the coefficient, inverse, time, and scale bounds in
§3.2(i), the quadratic-form and coercivity conditions in §3.2(ii), and the propagator and
amplitude bounds in §3.2 (iii).

Proposition 3.1. There is a finite exponent Q = Q(co), uniform over the smooth packet data
satisfying §3.2 (i)—(iii), such that for every k > ko(co) satisfying

PR < k4100 9 =107, (3.12)

there is a smooth odd exact Euler solution u™*" on [0, S|, with pressure p™*™.
1. Gradient and pressure increments. At x = X(t, ly), with 0 = kmy -y, its increments satisfy

Vu — Vu = ayi0 @ m f}(8) + O(k~1/4), (3.13)
V2 — 2p = —2ax; (m - Mo) mg@ mfé(e) + Ok 4. (3.14)
m

The errors are uniform globally in space and on [0, S].
2. Particle-map bounds. Suppose in addition that the parent particle map obeys

Y. sup [|05(X —id, X, Xu)|ws < KpTH(n!)?, 1<K, < PO (3.15)
|I|=n 0<t<S
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Then the particle map X"V of u™*" obeys

Y sup [Jop(X™Y —id, XPV, X[ || < (K<) (nl)?,  C.=10(s+2).  (3.16)
|[[=n 0<t<S
3. Initial increment. The initial increment splits as unigho + Umean,0, With supports in {|a| <
0/2} and {|a| < 2}, respectively. For each fixed integer m > 0,

||uhigh,0||Hm < gfm(kapcm, Humean,()HHm < gfmkuPcm‘ (317)

At a stage with to = 0 and L = 0, all forced oscillatory coefficients and all mean coefficients have
zero initial value; only the prescribed primary oscillation and its curl correction contribute to the
initial velocity.

Proof strategy for Proposition 3.1. Compact support at time zero is the first constraint. The
mean correction can spread through the nonlocal pressure, so we impose its initial support
through a boundary condition on the displacement. Together with the transverse inverse,
this gives the corrections needed to reduce the Euler residual to a size that can be removed
by exact evolution.

3.3. A linear inverse with compactly supported initial velocity. To construct the mean
part of the packet in Proposition 3.1, let f(t,y) be an angle-independent forcing. We seek
an angle-independent velocity B and pressure j satisfying

Bi+MB+dj=f, d-B=0, suppB(0)C {|y| <2} (3.18)

Only the initial velocity must have compact support: the pressure and the mean velocity at

positive times may be nonlocal. To impose the initial condition, we write a displacement as

1 = Fz, with div,z = 0 and z(S) = 0, and recover the velocity as B = Fz;. A boundary

operator in the variational equation will force z;(0) to have the required support. Introduce

the Newton operator N = (—A,) !, the cutoff x(y) = xo({y), and the nonnegative operator
A = curl, xNx curl,. (3.19)

Its output is divergence free and supported in {|fy| < 2}. On the Hilbert space

V={z€ H'((0,5)L5(R%)) :2(8) =0},  lzllv = llzellpzpz/

where L2 denotes distributionally divergence-free fields, consider
S
a(z,b) = /0 /R3 ((Fz); - (Fb); — HFz - Fb) dy dt + (M(0)z(0), b(0)) + L{Az(0), b(0)),

a(z,b) = — /Os<f,1—"b> it (bev). (3.20)

We first verify boundedness of the boundary operator and then coercivity. For any mul-
tiplier v,
[ curlz|l g < C([9lleo + [ Vl3) l12]]2- (3.21)
Indeed, pairing with ¢ and integrating by parts gives (z, ¢ curl ¢ + V¢ x ¢). Holder’s
inequality and ||¢|l¢ < C||V¢||2 prove (3.21). Applying this inequality to each factor in the
Newton pairing bounds curl Ny’ curl on L2. For our cutoff,

19X llee + [IVOx[ls < C**(nt)? (/1] = n).

Here the factor ¢/**! in the second term is multiplied by the L3 scaling factor ¢ —1. Differen-
tiated commutators of A split the derivatives between its two cutoffs. The same argument,
followed by the fixed s derivatives, proves their factorial operator bounds on H®.
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Put Z = |NV2xcurlz(0)|2 and w = N curl(xcurlz(0)). The Fourier multiplier of
N1/2 curl has norm at most one, so |||, < Z. Since —Az(0) = curlcurlz(0), the differ-
ence z(0) — w is harmonic on |y| < ¢~!. The interior mean-value estimate on its half-ball
therefore gives

sup  |2(0) — w|* < CE|z(0) — w”%zqy\d—l)-
lyl<(0)~!

Multiplying by the volume of {|y| < r/¢} and using r < 1/4 yields dimensional constants
C1, G, such that
I200) By o) < C172 4 Carl2(0) 622)

Let E = fos | (Fz)¢||5 dt. Terminal integration gives
S G2
| IFzde < 2B, |z0)] < SE,
0
where we used F(0) = I. Consequently

2
a(z,z) > (1 — KES

Moreover z; = F~!(Fz); — F"'Fz and terminal integration imply ||z[|?,,, < PE. Thus
t

E.

— B,S — CzBCr3S> E+(L—CB.)Z%* >

N| =

the bounded bilinear form is coercive on V, whether or not M(0) is symmetric. The Lax-
Milgram theorem gives a unique solution of (3.20).

For completeness, we recover its strong equation and its initial trace. Let P, be the L?
orthogonal projection onto the divergence-free fields L2. Testing with compact support in
time first gives

(PoF'Fzy), = Py [FTf + ((F'F); — 2FTF)z).
The terms containing z cancel because F; = —HF. On L2, the operator T(t) = P,F'F is
positive with inverse norm P°. The identity T(t)~! — T(s)~! = T(t)"}(T(s) — T(t))T(s)~*
shows that its inverse is continuously differentiable in time. It follows that z; € Ht1 12, and

P, (FTFzy) = P, (FT f — 2FTFzy). (3.23)

We can now integrate (3.20) by parts. At t = 0, the term —M(0)z(0) from —(Fz);(0) cancels
its displayed boundary term, leaving

z¢(0) = LAz(0). (3.24)
Both sides are divergence-free in y, so there is no remaining projection in this identity. Set
B = Fz, dj = f — By — MB. (3.25)

Equation (3.23) says precisely that FT(f — B — MB) is a gradient. Thus {7 exists as a dis-
tributional potential, its displayed gradient is in L?, and d-B = divyz = 0. Finally
B(0) = L.Az(0) has the required compact support. Only the initial mean velocity is lo-
calized; the mean field at positive times is allowed to be nonlocal.
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3.4. The transverse inverse and its derivative bounds. With m = F~Tmgand R, asin §3.2,
we now construct a velocity coefficient A satisfying m - A = 0 and its pressure coefficient 7r
for forcing with zero angle mean. When tq > 0, a displacement problem determines A on
the history interval; a first-order equation governs A for t > t.

For tp > 0 and a forcing f of zero angle mean, take = FR | ¢ with ¢(0) = {(ty) =0, and
solve

/Oto(m-@’t—Hiy-C)dt:—/Otof-gdt, {=FR,b, b(0)=bt) = 0. (3.26)

This is an equation at each (y, 8); no spatial differentiation occurs. Its coercivity follows from
K4t3/2 < 1/2. Nonzero terminal data are handled by subtracting tér/ty before applying
this inverse. The same integration by parts gives, with Kr = REF TFR |,

Kréu = RUFT(f —2FR. &),  A=FR.E. (3.27)
The matrix Kr defined above is positive. The inverse preserves both spatial support and
zero angle mean.
Since m - A = 0 and m; = —M'm, we have m - A; = m - MA. Thus (3.27) is equivalently
m-f—2m- MA)

oy (3.28)

At + MA + mogrt = f, 712691(

Here 9, ! is defined on zero-mean functions by 9, 'h(j) = (i)~ h(j) for j # 0, with zero
coefficient at j = 0. After ty we solve this first-order equation from the value furnished
by the history interval. At ty = 0, forced coefficients use zero initial value. In coordinates
A = FR | a the equation is

Kra; +2RTFTRR a = RTFTf. (3.29)

The following estimate collects the inverses (3.18) and (3.28), with the shift bounds de-
fined in (3.1). Its transverse conclusion also includes the potential coefficient and curl re-
mainder that will impose exact incompressibility. The integer shift index d is distinct from
the differential operator in dj and drr.

Let u be a smooth odd Euler velocity on R® x [0,5], 0 < S < 1, with pressure p and
particle map X. Take P > 2 and 0 < ¢ < 1, and define F, M, H by (3.5). Fix a unit phase
normal my € R3, frequency k > 0, and activation time ty € [0,S). Set m = F~Tmgy, and
let the columns of the constant 3 x 2 matrix R; form an orthonormal basis of mOL, as in
§3.2. Assume all data are smooth, the coefficient, inverse, time, and scale bounds in §3.2 (i),
the quadratic-form and coercivity conditions in §3.2 (ii), and the propagator and amplitude
bounds with profile g in §3.2 (iii). Use the cutoff x, fixed in §3.1 and the shift convention
(3.1).

Lemma 3.2. For the mean inverse (3.20) and transverse inverse (3.28), with smooth data satisfying
§3.2 (i)—(iii), there exists a choice R = P° with the following properties for every integer d > 10 and
every hg > 0.

(2) Mean inverse. An angle-independent smooth force f of shift d — 10 with constant profile hy
gives, through (3.20), the fields B, By, dq of shift d with the same profile, where B, dq are defined
by (3.25). These fields satisfy (3.18); the initial trace is B(0) = L.Az(0).

(b) Transverse inverse. Let a smooth force f have zero angle mean and spatial support in |y| <
1/2. Use zero displacement at both ends of the history interval when ty > 0, and zero initial
velocity when ty = 0, followed by (3.29). Write A, 1t for the resulting velocity and pressure
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coefficients in (3.28). Suppose the force has shift d — 10, separately on these intervals, with
profile

h(t) =
<) hog(t), t() §t§ S.

Define the vector-potential coefficient Q 4 and its curl correction C, by
mx A

Qa=—0," D Ca=dxQa.

Then A, Ay, T, Qa, Ca, Cay, A7t have shift d with profile h. The solution is transverse, m - A =
0, and these fields retain zero angle mean. Any fixed closed spatial set containing the support of
the force at every time also contains the support of these fields.

{ho, 0<t <t

The choice of R is independent of the shift and the number of expansion terms. Nonzero displacement
endpoint data are treated by the affine extension described above.

Proof. We first obtain the estimates at the fixed Sobolev order s, then control additional
derivatives by (3.3). Time traces and the forward propagator give the stated time suprema.
For the mean form, allow the general right side

/OS<<8lrbt> + (go, b)) dt + (g}, b(0)).

Coercivity, terminal integration, and the trace bound yield
lzellizee < PCIgllizee + Igollizee + Igolla)-

Spatial difference quotients preserve L2 and the terminal condition. Subtracting the trans-
lated form puts every coefficient difference on the right side. At derivative level j, those
terms contain coefficient derivatives in W/® and previously controlled derivatives of z; of
order at most j — 1. The boundary commutators are controlled by (3.21) with derivatives
split between its two cutoffs. Applying the preceding estimate and then taking a weak limit
of difference quotients gives the estimate at level j. The finite induction j = 0,...,s costs
only P¢.

Apply this fixed-s estimate after a word of n additional derivatives. Every commutator
puts at least one of those n derivatives on a coefficient. Thus, for the wordwise time norms,
it gives exactly (3.3). The coefficient FT multiplying the forcing can either be included in
the top factor P° or charged one shift using (3.2). Finite higher regularity is first obtained
by the same difference-quotient argument, so this sharpened recurrence does not presume
existence of derivatives.

The positive inverse T(t) ! in (3.23) has the same estimates at Sobolev order s and after
additional derivatives: the projection commutes with derivatives and the L? coercivity starts
the induction. We obtain z; in L?H?, then use the Hilbert-space trace inequality

sup lo(t)l] < C(87 2wl 1z + 82|l 2) (3.30)

for z¢. A further use of the strong equation gives a time supremum for z when f is bounded
in time. Continuity follows from the strong equation and the continuous inverse. This
also justifies all higher-order initial traces. The transverse history inverse has the identical
proof with a matrix in place of the projected inverse and with no boundary operator; angle
differences are included. An affine extension of endpoint data contributes only general
weak data of the form just estimated.
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For the forward transverse equation, divide suprema by g(¢). Duhamel’s formula and
the assumed propagator bound give

la(®)llz _ S 1012
S e =L (”‘Z““)””/to 0 ‘“)‘

Differentiating the equation through the fixed s indices puts a derivative of its coefficient
matrix against a previously controlled lower derivative of a. There are only s such steps.
Words of additional derivatives then give (3.3) with the profile g. All terms remain sup-
ported where the propagator estimate is assumed. In particular we never use a Gronwall
factor exponential in the undifferentiated matrix norm.

The inverse coefficient bounds used here also follow directly from the original bounds
and the polynomial lower eigenvalue bound. Differentiate the identity AA~! = I through
the fixed W** indices. A word of additional derivatives gives a triangular convolution
with at least one derivative on A, and the same absorption proves its factorial bounds after
increasing a fixed power of P.

To make the derivative accounting explicit, an input force of shift d — 10 gives successively
the following available shifts:

quantity ‘ z; In L% z In Lf zein LY zyin LY B, B, dg
shift \ d—9 d—38 d—7 d—6 <d-—4

Each inverse uses (3.3); products and the time trace use the rules already proved. For the
transverse inverse the history calculation is the same. At ty, its forward data a(tg) = &;(to)
have shift d — 7. The forward inverse gives d — 6, multiplication to obtain A costs one shift,
and (3.28) gives A; with at most one more. Hence 71, Q4 have shift at most d —4, Q4 at
most d — 3, C4,dmr at most d —2, and Ca; at most d — 1. One final shift covers the sum
of the two time intervals. The support, mean, and transverse properties follow from the
inverse constructions and the formulas for Q4,Ca. O

(3.31)

3.5. Cancelling the coefficients of the oscillatory expansion. We expand the normalized
velocity W and pressure g in (3.8) in powers of x = k~!. The quadratic term can have
nonzero angle mean even when the leading oscillation has zero mean, so cancelling the
residual requires both mean and oscillatory corrections. Lemma 3.2 supplies these correc-
tions with the required support and growth bounds. At each order, the mean equation can
be solved before the oscillatory equation, giving the recursion below.

Let Ni = |k?]. The index p below denotes a power of «, not a derivative order. We seek
zero-mean transverse fields A, and angle-independent fields B, satisfying m - A, = 0 and
d - B, = 0. Define their vector potentials and the associated curl remainders by

M XAy
QP__aG D, '

The role of C, is exact incompressibility. Indeed m x d9Q, = Ay, so

kP Ap +kPHC, = x71d x Q.

Cp,=dxQp Vy=A,+B,+Cp1, Co=0. (332

The approximation is

Ni N
W =Y (xP(Ap + Bp) + xP11Cp), 0" =Y (x"q, + " my,), (3.33)
p=1 p=1
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andd-W* =0 identically. We set By = 0, §; = 0, and A; = ax;vfs. Before ty, multiplication
of the primary displacement by a1 fs; produces this same velocity coefficient, because its
equation contains no spatial derivatives.

Here is the precise coefficient extraction. Extend the notation by Vy, 11 = Cy, and V), =0
outside 1 < p < Ny + 1. The coefficient of x” in the quadratic term with label derivatives
is Yiyj—p Vi - dVj; in the term with a phase derivative it is Y, 1(Vi- m)dgV;. Thus for
2 < p < N the forcing for Ap+ By is

fr=-Cp1p —MCp_1 —dm, 1 — Z Vi-dVj— Z (V- m)aevj. (3.34)
i+j=p i+j=p+1
There is no phase-derivative term of order zero, since the positive indices i, j cannot satisfy
i+j = 1. The term of order one vanishes because V; = Ay and m - A; = 0. In (3.34), the
only undetermined nonzero term is — (B, - m)dyA;. Separate it by writing

f]ﬂ = ’l;nown _ (Bp . m)aeAl, fp _ < ;l;nown)e. (3.35)

Here f},‘nown depends only on coefficients already constructed, and (h)g = (277) ! f(f”hde.
The undetermined term has zero angle mean. We first solve

using (3.20), with terminal displacement zero and initial trace (3.24). With this B, fixed, we
solve B

Apt+MA, +mdgm, = fy"" — f, — (B, - m)dg Ay,

m-Ap, =0.

using the transverse inverse. Its history displacement has zero values at 0, ) when ty > 0; at
to = 0 the forced coefficient has zero initial value. Forward continuation is given by (3.29).
Thus each order is constructed from the preceding orders, with the mean solved before the
oscillation.

Pure means cannot produce a nonzero angle-dependent term. All oscillatory coefficients,
including their curl remainders, are therefore supported in |y| < 1/2. At t( the history and
forward transverse solutions have the same value and satisfy the same first-order equation.
Their first derivatives agree there; induction in time derivatives proves smooth matching.
The mean strong equation gives the same time regularity as its forcing. Thus all coefficients
are smooth. The oddness of u makes F, M, H even in y. Under (y,0) — (—y, —0), both d and
dg reverse parity. Uniqueness of the linear inverses then proves inductively that A, By, C,
are odd and Q,, 7y, §, are even, the latter pressure being defined up to a constant.

We next prove bounds uniform in Nj. Set

a, =100p—80 (p>1), b, =100p—140 (p>2),

(3.37)

e, t <ty B (3.38)
vy(t) = {ag(t), >t Hy = max(1,a,supag).
With one fixed R = P¢, the fields

Ap/ Ap,t/ Ty, Qp/ Cp/ Cp,t/ dn'p

have shift a, and profile 'yng 72; the fields By, By, dq, have shift b, and constant profile
2p—2
Hy" ~.
The shift costs of the two inverses are given in Lemma 3.2 and (3.31). The primary
endpoint data a)x1f;ér have polynomial factorial bounds after division by «. The affine
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extension and these linear estimates use fewer than a; = 20 shifts. The ty = 0 primary has
the same conclusion from its polynomial initial data.

For the induction in p, the following table displays the largest shift of each forcing term,
including its indicated derivative and coefficient multiplications:

forcing term at order p largest shift possible output
Vi-dVi,i+j=p 100p — 158 | mean or oscillatory
(Bi-m)dgAj, i+j=p+1 100p — 118 oscillatory
(Bi-m)dgCj_1, i+j=p+1 < 100p — 118 oscillatory
(Ci—1-m)9g(Aj+Cj—q), i+j=p+1| <100p — 158 | mean or oscillatory
Cp1t, MCpq, drry <100p — 178 oscillatory.

For example, the first line uses a; +a; = 100p — 160; the second uses b; + a; = 100p — 120.
Terms with A; - m vanish, and pure mean terms have smaller shifts. The target force shifts
are by, —10 = 100p — 150 and a, — 10 = 100p — 90, so all entries have room to spare,
including the term involving the newly solved B,,.

The profiles obey the same triangular ordering. A product V; - dV; has at most ng—z in
a mean equation and retains a factor ’)/ng “%inan oscillatory equation. A phase-derivative
product (B; - m)dgA; has exactly 'yng - Replacing B; by C;_; lowers the constant exponent
by two, which absorbs any additional factor v < Hj. Angle averaging and subtraction of
the average are bounded operations. There are only O(p) products. To absorb that factor,
promote each product first to one below its target shift. The remaining shift contributes
R(n+ dtarget)z, with diarget > 25p, which dominates Cp and every fixed polynomial constant
after the single choice of R. The inverse absorption in (3.3) is independent of p. This proves
all claimed coefficient bounds with a growth constant independent of the expansion order.

The coefficients are now constructed and bounded at one fixed value of R. It remains
to show that truncating the expansion leaves a residual small enough to correct by exact
evolution. After orders 1,..., Ny have canceled, the residual in (3.8) contains orders Nj +
1,...,2Nx 42, including Cy, ; and d7y,. Their shifts are at most 110(p + 1) at order p. The
elementary inequality

(n+d)! < 2" nldl (3.39)

separates derivative order from expansion order. It bounds every such coefficient by

(P9)" (n1)? [PE(CNg) X)L
Indeed, a shift index d < 110(p + 1) and p < 2Nj + 2 give
(d!)z < (CNk)ZZO(p+1).
There are at most CNj products at each order. Their sum is covered by
(CNk) (CNk)ZZO(p+1) < (CNk)BOO(p+1)/,

fixed powers of P and fixed constants raised to p + 1 are absorbed in the factor (P¢)?+1.

The coefficients of ¥ and x? in W* are A; and A, + B, + C;. In (3.38), their shift indices
are a1 = 20, a = 120, and b, = 60, with C; having shift a;. These indices are independent
of Nj. For each such fixed index 4, (3.39) gives

R ((n+4d)!)* < P(P°)"(n!)%
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Their profiles are also bounded by fixed powers of P, so the same bound applies to these
first two velocity coefficients. Since 300¢ < 0.01, enlarging Q in (3.12) ensures

P(CN)30 < k001, (3.40)
Define the lifted approximate velocity and its transport coefficient by
2" =k 'FIwe, b = (xz",mqp - 2%). (3.41)

Here z” is the velocity increment in parent label coordinates, rescaled by x~!. The first three
components of b transport y, and its last component transports § on R® x T. To sum the
derivative bounds, choose a sufficiently small radius p = P~ ¢ and define

1fllo = n; p(TJ,J;L” (3.42)

The growth bounds above are summable when pR is sufficiently small; thus p is the norm
radius corresponding to the growth constant R. The coefficient bounds, with a fixed further
shrinking of p to sum geometric series, give

120 + ll281lp + 1V g0zt llo < P, [I0°]lp <KTTPE+O(K), (3.43)
Indeed my - F *1Ap =m- A, =0, and the mean and C; terms of z” begin with k. The higher

orders sum as Y>3 k'=p+001p+1) The same calculation gives ||W® — kA, < k~2P°. If 1

denotes the residual after multiplication by x "'F~1, then
7]l < exp(—0.7k" log k) =: Ry. (3.44)

All radius shrinkings and all powers of P used so far are fixed.

3.6. Correcting the approximate solution. The normalized residual * of the approxima-
tion (3.33) satisfies (3.44). Differentiating along the physical graph introduces a factor of k,
which complicates estimates for the correction. On IR; x Ty, the transport coefficient b* is
small by (3.43). We solve there for a correction e to the lifted velocity z?, with zero initial
value, and restrict the resulting solution to the physical graph afterward. Throughout this
subsection, s = 6, k = k~!, and

D; = xdy, + (mg)idy, ~G=F'FT, K=G'=F'F (3.45)

The divergence associated with D is divp v := 213:1 Djv; = x divy v+ mg - dgv. Thus a field is
divergence-free with respect to D precisely when divp v = 0. The notation D x v similarly
denotes the curl obtained by replacing each coordinate derivative with D;. For a vector field
v and an integer r > 0, write
olr=" 3 [9%0]l
Ie{1234}"

A word I specifies an ordered list of derivatives in (y, 0); for n = 0 this is just the H" norm.
Coefficient norms use W"* in place of H". All constants in the Gevrey energy estimates
below are independent of the cutoff in derivative order and of the auxiliary viscosity.

The preceding estimates give a radius P~ at which z* = x 'F~1W*, 9;z%, and one deriv-
ative of z* have weighted norm at most P¢. At that radius,

n
b" = (xz",mg - 2%), Z (7‘3‘)2|b”\n,5 < By < k V2,
n>0 .
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We decrease the radius by a fixed factor when necessary. The normalized residual r* has
weighted H® norm at most

Ri = exp(—0.7k% log k).
The coefficient bounds, including the fixed number of extra derivatives used below, have
the form P°R%(n!)?, where Ry = P°.

Take the smooth packet data and hypotheses in §3.2, and impose the smallness condition
(3.12), with Q = Q(co) fixed sufficiently large and k > ko(co) sufficiently large. Let (W?,4?)
be the truncated expansion (3.33) constructed in the preceding subsection, and let z* and
r* be its lifted velocity and normalized residual, satisfying (3.43) and (3.44). Set Ay =
exp(—k%/?).

Lemma 3.3. For the truncated velocity and pressure (W?,q") in (3.33), there exist smooth correction
fields e, pe on [0,S] x Ry x Ty satisfying

e(0) =0, divpe =0, D x p. =0,
and, at a fixed radius p, = P,
sup ([le(t)llp. + lle:(t)
0<t<S

oo TIPe(B)p.) < P°Ay.

There is a smooth scalar q,(t,y) with
Vye(t,y) = xpe(t,y, ko - y)-

The velocity and pressure defined by
(1, X(t, ) = ult, X(1, 1) o6
+ L [W* + kFe|(t,y, kmg - y). ’

and ew
phev(t, X(t Ly)) = p(t, X(t, Ly))
+C[q"(t,y, kmo - y) +4e(t,y)]-
form an exact Euler solution on [0, S]. The velocity u™*" is smooth and odd, and its initial increment
is

(3.47)

u™™ (0, ly) — u(0,ly) = LW (0,y, kmg - y).

Proof. We first construct the pressure inverse and estimate the correction on R x T. We
then remove the auxiliary viscosity and restrict to the physical graph to obtain the asserted
Euler solution.
The pressure equation. Let G be the L? closure of the fields D¢, with ¢ smooth, periodic
in 0, and compactly supported in y. Its orthogonal complement consists exactly of fields
satisfying divp v = }; D;v; = 0 in distributions. The orthogonal projection Pg has Fourier
symbol

(k€ + jmo) @ (k€ + jmo)

|kG + jmol?

with an arbitrary value on its measure-zero singular set. Thus it commutes with derivatives
and has norm at most one on every H". Since G is symmetric and G > P, the operator
P;G|g is invertible on G by coercivity. We denote its pressure solution operator by

Tf = (PgGlg) ™' Pgf.
Here p = T f € G denotes the vector output of the pressure inverse; the physical pressure
is scalar. Translation preserves G. Applying spatial difference quotients to Pg(Gp) = Pgf

, (&,j) e R®x Z,
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therefore proves the inverse bounds through the fixed Sobolev order s. Differentiating a
word of n additional derivatives then gives, forr =s —1,s,

C < n
plar < P (Ifln,r 3 ( Z)Réawzrmn_z,r) . (.49
I=1

Indeed, every commutator places at least one additional derivative on G; the remaining
derivatives fall on p. The same argument at any fixed larger index gives a finite inverse
bound, without a claim that its constant is uniform in that index.

Substitution of W = xFz into the lifted Euler equation gives

zt+2F 'Fz+z-Dz+«xF Y(z-V,F)z+ Gp=0, divpz =0. (3.49)
Here p = K_2Dq is a vector pressure variable. In particular, Wy + MW = xFz; 4 2xF;z, and
W -dW = «F(z - Dz) + x*(z - V,F)z, which verify the factors in this equation. The approxi-
mate pressure variable belongs to G: its high part is a differentiated Sobolev potential, and
its mean part is an L? gradient. The Fourier characterization above covers both cases.
We seek z = z% + e with e(0) = 0. For 0 < v < 1, first solve

er+b-Vyge+Z(e) +Gp. = —1" +vA e, divpe =0, (3.50)

where
b= (x(z"+e),my-(z"+e)),
Z(e) = e-Dz" +2F 'Fe
+xF 1 [(z"+e) V,F](z" +e) —xF ' (z" - V,F)z".
Thus Z contains no derivative of ¢, and div b = 0. We split p. = po + p1, where
po=—T(Z(e)+1"), pr=—T(b-V,ge).

The viscosity contributes no pressure because divp(Ae) = A(divpe) = 0; the operators D,
have constant coefficients and commute with A.

An estimate with a finite derivative cutoff. We will bound the correction uniformly in
both the derivative cutoff and the auxiliary viscosity. A slowly decreasing norm radius will
absorb the transport and pressure commutators while remaining positive on [0, S]. For each
word I of additional derivatives, define

2= Y /(KaAafe,aAaI@, E.= Y EL
[A]<s |I|=n

These energies are equivalent to |e|, s with polynomial constants. For m > 0, a decreasing
radius p(t) > 0, and w, = p"/(n!)?, set

m m
Xm — 2 ZUnEn, Ym — Z nZUnEn.
n=0 n=0

Choose p < (P°Rp)~!. Multiplication estimates and (3.48), with the positive-order coeffi-
cient terms absorbed at this radius, give

m
Y walpolns < PY(Xu + X5, + Ry), (3.51)

n=0

m
Y- walpilns—1 < P°(Bo+ Xo) Xin- (3.52)
n=0
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In the second line the one derivative on e is contained in its base H® norm. At base index s
we instead use the shifted estimate
m—1
Y. G+ Dwjalpilis < PY(Bo + Xon) Yo (3.53)
j=0
To check its derivative count explicitly, the term with / derivatives on b and j —/ on Ve has
weight ratio

<1

G+ Dwpn() <j + 1) -
wi(j =1+ Dwj_i41 !
The inverse commutators obey the same ratio. Their coefficient sum is bounded by
Py ;>1(pRo)!, which is absorbable. Consequently this estimate needs no velocity or
pressure derivative beyond the cutoff m.
We next differentiate (3.50) and pair with K9*d’e. The highest pressure term vanishes:
(Ko'd'e, Goralp,) = (91dle,0"d!p,) = 0.
Here KG = I, the differentiated velocity satisfies divp(d*de) = 0, and the differentiated
pressure belongs to G. A commutator with one of the s base derivatives on G uses only
|Pelns—1. A commutator with [ > 1 additional derivatives on G uses |p.|s, j = n — I. For its
p1 part, the relevant ratio is
j+1
wi (')

WGy ) aj 1l
w(j+ Dwjq

Gy
The positive-order coefficient sum is O(P°pRy), so these pressure terms contribute at most
PRo(Bo + Xm)Yom, in addition to the unshifted terms already bounded above.

For transport, integration by parts cancels its highest derivative except for b - VK. Base
commutators are bounded by C||Vb|| ys-1 || V9'e|| ys-1; this follows by the product estimate in
H*~!. Commutators involving the additional derivatives have the last displayed weight ratio

and contribute at most Pcp*1(30 + Xn) Y. Differentiating K in time costs P°X,,. Finally,
integration by parts in the heat term gives

v(Kv, Av) = —v'Y (K9,0,9,0) — v ((9:K)v,9,0) < —1vP~¢|| V0|3 4+ vP°||v|)3.
a a

=p <p

Combining these estimates, including the terms in Z(e), yields
/
Xl < P (X + X2+ Ry) + i’) + P (o + Ro) (Bo + Xu) | You. (3.54)

At zeros of an individual energy we first use (E? + €2)!/2, then send € to zero at fixed m.
All constants in this inequality are independent of m and v.
Choose
p(0) = (P°Ro)™", o' = —CP(By + Ay).

The fixed exponent in this choice is enlarged to cover all preceding constants. The scale
condition PQ < k%10 for a sufficiently large fixed Q, ensures p(t) > p(0)/2on [0, S]. Under
the bootstrap assumption X,, < Ay, the bracket in (3.54) is nonpositive. Since X,,(0) = 0,
Gronwall’s inequality then gives

X (t) < PSexp(P°S)Ry < 3.
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The last inequality follows directly by comparing its logarithm with —0.7k? log k and using
the same scale condition. Continuity closes the bootstrap uniformly in m and v.

Existence and removal of viscosity. We construct the correction (e, p.) asserted in
Lemma 3.3 by solving (3.50) for v > 0 and then passing to v | 0. The preceding
bound X, < Ay, obtained from (3.54), extends these viscous solutions to S uniformly in the
derivative cutoff. Apply P(t) = I — GT to the non-heat terms in (3.50). It is a projection
onto the fixed space {v : divpv = 0} and is the identity on that space. For each fixed
q = s + m, the projected nonlinearity is locally Lipschitz H7 — H7-!. The heat estimate

e flls < C(1+ (WE) )| fllgo-s

gives a local mild solution by contraction and continuation while its H7 norm remains
bounded. Write ¢V for the viscous solution, and set

b = (k(z"+¢€"),my- (2" +¢€")), fY==P(t)(b" Ve"+ Z(e") +1).
Then
die” —vAe' = fY, e’(0) =0.
No time derivative of P(t) enters this equation. Its range is fixed, and [D;, A] = 0, so the

heat flow preserves divp e’ = 0.
On a compact existence interval I = [t1, f;], heat maximal regularity gives

le* ez + 195 lzpmnsy < Coar (e () lmm + 1 2qimy ) -

The constant may depend on v; only finiteness is used here. For the inhomogeneous term,
the Fourier kernel satisfies

/O VIE, j[2e VI g < 1.

Young’s inequality in time gives the two-derivative gain in L?; low frequencies are bounded
on [. Since the source has one spatial derivative, it follows that
b -Ve' +Z(e")+1", pl e L*I;HY).

This regularity justifies the energy pairings by smoothing, or by the H~!-H! pairing at top
order. The uniform energy bound extends e" to S, and uniqueness at g = s identifies the
solutions constructed with different derivative cutoffs.

For every fixed integer j > 0, the energy bounds and pressure inverse give

sup (Ile" g2 + 195l + 1Pt liop ) < G-
0<v<1
Here the two extra derivatives bound the heat term. Local Sobolev compactness and time
equicontinuity give a sequence v; | 0 such that, for every finite j,
e — e in C([O,S];H{OC),
pet =* pe in L¥([0,S]; HY),
vyAe" — 0 in L*(]0,S]; H).
The pressure limit remains in the closed gradient space G. Passing to the limit in (3.50)
gives
et+b-Ve+ Z(e) + Gp, = —1°, divpe =0, e(0) =0,
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where b = (x(z? +e), mg - (z* +¢)). For every finite derivative cutoff m, lower semicontinuity
gives
Xm(e(t)) < lilminf X (e (1)) < Ay
— 00

Monotone convergence as m — oo proves the full weighted bound. The limit equation and
pressure formula give

e€ WH (j>0), pe=—T(Z(e)+7r"+b-Ve).
Thus the pressure is continuous in each H/; differentiating these identities gives smoothness
in time.
Let pmin = p(0)/2 < infpg g p(t) and px = Pmin/2. The cost of one additional derivative
at this smaller radius is bounded by

Pl ((n+1)!)? 1 2n—n 1 c
" =p . sup(n+1)27" < Cp_;, = P°.
;120 p?nﬁ(n')z IOI'I‘II'I nz].g( ) IOI'I‘II'I

The pressure inverse and the limit equation therefore yield
(He(t) p. T | pe(t) p. T [lex(t) p*) < PA.

The construction preserves the joint odd parity of the velocity.
Restriction to the physical graph. Put v4%8(y) = v(y,kmg -y). The chain rule gives
V,vdia8 = x~1(Dv)%% componentwise. In particular, D x p, = 0 implies V, x pflag =

Since R? is simply connected, there is a smooth potential g, satisfying

sup
0<t<S

di _T di
VyGe = Kpe %, dg. = xkF~Tpy 8.

This is exactly the pressure correction required by (3.49). The field W = W* + xFe, restricted
to the graph, consequently solves (3.8), including the divergence constraint d-W = 0. Hence
the velocity and pressure in (3.46) and (3.47) solve Euler’s equation in physical coordinates.
For every scalar or vector component v,

2 2
o lotwkmo )Py < € [ 1000

Applying this estimate after the chain rule proves every finite spatial Sobolev bound on the
graph. The volume-preserving change of coordinates and the bounded smooth matrices
F,F~! transfer these bounds to physical space. Higher spatial bounds and the equation
give time continuity and smoothness at every finite order. The correction vanishes initially,
so the prescribed initial perturbation is retained. This proves Lemma 3.3 and supplies the
exact solution asserted in Proposition 3.1. The remaining subsections prove its derivative,
particle-map, and initial-data conclusions. U

3.7. The leading gradient and pressure Hessian.

Proof of Claim 1 of Proposition 3.1. To prove (3.13) and (3.14), we must control the errors after
one derivative of velocity and two derivatives of pressure. Each derivative on the physical
graph can cost a factor of k. For the exact normalized velocity W = W* + kFe, differentiating
the leading term gives

dj(KAl,i) = oc)(1vimjf(§ + de(&)(lv,‘)f(s.
The second term is at most k~!1P°. Every other term of W* has size k~2P° at a radius P~°.
A derivative on the graph costs at most kP¢, so their total differentiated contribution is also
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k~1P¢. The correction xFe contributes at most P°A;, where A, = exp(—k?/?) is the bound
obtained in Lemma 3.3. These bounds prove (3.13) by (3.12).
For the pressure, (3.28) gives

m-Mo_ _
T = —2a)1 D dy 1f5.
m

The term in d~id~j(1c2 1) with both derivatives on the angle is therefore

mim;
szzmimjaénl = —2ax1(m - M) Dl Lf
m

Each remaining term has at most one phase derivative km;dy, hence is bounded by k' P°.
The higher oscillatory pressures begin with x*71, and their second graph derivatives sum to
the same bound. The mean pressures begin with x%7,; using the estimated gradient dg, and
one further derivative d; bounds their Hessians directly, without estimating the potentials.
The error pressure gradient is kF~ T p, on the graph; one more physical derivative costs at
most kP, giving P°Aj. This proves (3.14). Restoring the physical factors ¢ for velocity and
(2 for pressure cancels the factors from one and two physical derivatives, respectively. [

3.8. Factorial bounds for the new particle map.

Proof of Claim 2 of Proposition 3.1. We next prove the particle-map estimate (3.16). Here we
assume the parent particle-map bound (3.15). Estimating the new velocity’s physical Lips-
chitz norm and then exponentiating would lose the required frequency bound. We instead
use the small transport field b on R3? x T defined below. For z = z% +e¢, put

b= (xz,mg-z).

Its derivative word sums in L® and L? have bounds BRZ(n!)Z, where B < 2k~ 1/2 and
R, = P°. The corresponding bounds for b; have size and growth constant bounded by
fixed powers of P. By increasing Q, we ensure BR, < 1. Let ®(t,y,0) be the flow of b
on R3 x T, so 9;® = b(t,®) and ®(0,y,60) = (y,0). This flow preserves four-dimensional
volume because div, 4 b = 0.

We give the composition estimate used for ®. In the ordered derivative formula for a
composition, group a word of length 7 into 4 nonempty blocks with sizes ji, .. ., j; summing
to n. When we sum over the ordered sizes, the combinatorial coefficient is n!/(q!TT; ji!). On
inserting the factorial bounds for the outer gth derivative and the inner j;th derivatives, and
dividing by (n!)?, the remaining factor is

ITT77 .1
anTl] <1 (3.55)

It is one when every j; = 1. Increasing one j; multiplies the ratio by (j; +1)/(n+1) <1,
proving the inequality for all block sizes. Sums over component directions are controlled
by the word sums themselves.
For a finite truncation of the positive derivative series put
0"(P —id) ||

1 (n!)
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where d is a fixed dimensional constant and 0" denotes the sum over words. The integral
equation for ® and (3.55) give coefficientwise

! RbU(C ) /
ueE) < dg+/0 Byt @ hen Roll() <1 (3.56)
At { = (4dR,)~!, the initial right side is 1/(4R;). If R,U < 1/2, the integral increases
RyU by at most BR;,S. The smallness BR;, < 1 closes the bootstrap, giving R,U < 1/2.
Returning to the integral equation bounds each coefficient of ® — id by CBS{"(n!)?; the
order-zero bound follows by direct integration of b. The estimates are uniform in the finite
truncation, so passing to all orders is justified.

For the L? estimate, use the outer factor (37b) o ® in L? and the inner derivatives in L®.
Volume preservation leaves its L2 norm unchanged, and the same series proof applies; order
zero again follows by integration. Finally

(Dt = b O CID, q)tt - (bt -+ (b . Vy/@)b) o ®.

The preceding composition and product estimates at a smaller radius P~¢ give size and
growth constant bounded by fixed powers of P for these two fields in both L? and L*.
The trajectory ®(t,y, kmyg - y) stays on the physical phase graph, because

;t(e—km()'y):mg-z—kicmo-z:o.

Let 7ty : R3 x T — R3 be projection onto the first three coordinates, and define the rescaled
map

(3.57)

Y(t,a)zﬁnfb( a kﬂ’lo'll>'

t/ Z/ g
Here the last argument is interpreted in T, and Y(0,4) = a. The velocity xz(t,y, kmg - y) of
this label flow has zero divergence in y:

divy (kz(t,y,kmg -y)) = xdivyz + mg - 9pz = divpz = 0.

Thus Y preserves three-dimensional volume. Each derivative of a graph restriction costs
at most Ck; its L bound uses the one-dimensional trace inequality in § and at most one
further derivative on the product space, without an additional graph factor. Rescaling then
gives Y —id, Y}, Y polynomial size and growth constant k¢=1P¢ in both L% and L.

The new physical particle map is

X"W(t,a) = X(t,Y(t,a)). (3.58)

Indeed, differentiating the right side gives the parent velocity plus FY; = {xFz = (W, as
required. We spell out the derivative bound in this last composition. If an inner displace-
ment has size A; and growth constant R;, its derivative series is bounded by (d 4+ 2A;R;){
when { < (2R;)!. If the outer function has size A, and growth constant R,, also impose
Ro(d +2A;R;){ < 1/2. The block estimate (3.55) then bounds the composition by size CA,
at this radius. The outer factor can be placed in L? because the inner map preserves volume.
Apply this to X =id + (X —id) and to

X?ew = Xt oY + (VX o Y)Yt,

X0W = Xy oY +2(VXi o Y)Y; + (V2X o V)Y, Yi] + (VX 0 Y)Yy

In factors containing VX, split off the identity. All other outer functions have the assumed
parent bounds, after finitely many shifts. The resulting size is P° and growth constant is kP°.
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Passing from L2 to H® costs s shifts, hence at most C*1P¢(kP¢)"*5(n!)2. Condition (3.12),
after one further fixed enlargement of Q, bounds this by (k)" (n!)? with C, = 10(s + 2).
This proves (3.16) without a frequency-dependent exponential. O

3.9. Initial support and the completion of the packet estimate.

Proof of Claim 3 of Proposition 3.1. It remains to prove the initial-data bounds (3.17) and the
support assertions in Proposition 3.1. The correction e in Lemma 3.3 has e(0) = 0. Set
Yo =a/l and 0, = kmg - a/{, with 6, interpreted in T, and define

N

uhigh,O(a) =/ Z (KpAp + Kp+lcp) (0/ Ya, 911);
p=1

Ni
Umean,0(a) = £ Z xPBp(0,ya).
p=2
Since X(0,a) = a and B; = 0, formula (3.46) gives u"*"(0,a) — u(0,a) = unigno(a) +
umean,O(a)-

At time zero every oscillatory coefficient retains the factor «, including coefficients solved
using a positive history interval. For fixed m, apply (3.39) only at n < m 4 s+ 1. The depen-
dence on the expansion order remains [P°(CNy)3®]7™1; no extra factor Ny is introduced
outside this factor depending on the expansion order. Graph derivatives cost at most k™,
and the one-dimensional trace costs one derivative on the product space. This gives the first
bound in (3.17), with the harmless physical scaling bounded above by ¢~™.

The mean initial velocity begins at x*B,(0) and has no angle derivatives. Orders p > 3
sum as ) ,>3 k—P+001(p+1); the separate fixed-order bound on By is k=2P°. This proves the
second initial bound. The oscillatory supports are |a| < ¢/2, and (3.24) gives the mean
supports |a| < 2. The exact correction has zero initial value. If fp = 0 and L = 0, the
prescribed forward initial conditions give A,(0) = 0 for every forced p > 2, hence also
Cp(0) = 0; the boundary condition gives B,(0) = 0. The initial increment is therefore
0(kA1 4+ x2C1)(0, Y4, 0,): the primary oscillation and its curl correction.

Only finitely many polynomial exponents have entered the proof: the fixed-s inverses, the
common growth constant, the separation of derivative and expansion orders, the weighted
error estimate, and the graph and flow estimates. The only factorial growth with the ex-
pansion length was absorbed by (CN;)3(P+1) with 3008 < 0.01. Thus a single finite Q(cy)
ensures every use of (3.12). The constants c;, in the initial bounds may depend on the fixed
Sobolev order m; their summation over expansion orders uses the same Q. This completes
the proof of Proposition 3.1. O

(3.59)

4. AMPLIFICATION AND TRANSFER OF THE WAVE GEOMETRY

Claim 1 of Proposition 3.1 gives a leading gradient proportional to v ® m in (3.13) and a
pressure-Hessian increment with coefficient m - Mo in (3.14). Here M is the parent velocity
gradient from (3.5), m = F~Tmy is the transported phase normal, and v solves (3.9). We
must control both the size and the directions of m,v so that the new gradient can serve as
the parent shear for the next packet.

Proposition 4.1 supplies the pressure sign, the new frame p, = m/|m|, g = v/|v|, and
bounds comparing the packet’s earlier size with its target size. It also bounds the linear
map taking arbitrary transverse data from time s to time t, as required by §3.2 (iii). The
proof follows m, v in the moving frame of the parent shear (4.3).
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4.1. The parent field and the statement to be proved. We first specify the parent shear
and state the estimates needed for the next packet. We retain the particle map and the
matrices F, M, H from (3.5), with the label and component conventions in §2.4. A ray is a

nonzero vector m satisfying 11 = —M7Tm; it is the normal to a transported phase surface. A
transverse velocity is a vector v with m - v = 0 satisfying
m - Mo
0= —Mv+2m——m7pn—. 4.1)
]

The last term enforces transversality: direct differentiation gives % (m-v) =0.

Let the parent be a smooth odd Euler flow on [0,S], 0 < S < 1, with the particle map
and matrices F, M, H in (3.5), localization length 0 < ¢ < 1, and activation time ty € [0, S).
Impose the following hypotheses.

(i) Parent shear and frame. Let B(t) be the gradient at the origin of an older Euler

solution. Take orthonormal vectors p(t),g(t) obtained by normalizing, respectively, a
ray and a transverse velocity for B, and put n = p x g. The normalization equations

are
p=-—B"p+Byp,  4=—Bg+2Byp+ Byg. (4.2)
Suppose that on an activation interval [y, S| the current parent satisfies
h
M(t,0) = B(t) + h(t)a()p()" + E(t),  [EM| <E.,  h(to) =h., 3 =—Bpp— Byy.
(4.3)

The rank-one matrix hgp! sends the old normal p into the old transverse direction g.
We assume ||B|| < CG, and ||B|| < CG?, where G, > 1.

(ii) Particle-map bounds. Let K, > 2 bound the parent’s physical particle map and its
time derivatives as in (3.15). Sobolev embedding, finitely many additional derivatives,
and F~! = cof(F)T give bounds Kj for F,F ~L F,F, M,H and their first physical-
label derivatives. Their higher multiplier bounds have growth constant Kj, with the
exponent convention in §2.4.

(iii) Scales and error bounds. The frozen coefficients Bp,(tg) and B,(tg) determine the
time scale of the rotation. The parameter Xprev records the previous scale; its relation
to these coefficients is included below. Choose

By (t 1
a= qu(t()) c [1/2,2], ,B = qa(O)/ E < ,Bxf)rev < 2/ (4 4)
e =+/a/h,, T:M, x=+/BT.

3

Here 0 < B < By for a sufficiently small absolute constant By, and the target is x =
Xtar > 2. We denote the corresponding physical time by ti,,. We assume 0 < 7 < O,
where ® > 2+ B71/2 4+ x,,/ /B, and allow at most @~ units of T after the target.
Set

(K,

3

The fixed constant C in this definition is chosen large enough for the estimates be-
low. Equivalently one may use a sufficiently small fixed constant on the right of the
smallness condition.

es =C <s®ci +E. + ) ;o e® <x 0 (4.5)
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(iv) History and activation conditions (5 > 0). Assume the packet coercivity condition
(3.11) and, on [0, to],

IMllw < Cuhe,  ||Hlloo < Crihihgia, 1< hoa <he,  fg' <hio (46)
At activation write B = B(to) + E(to) and require
By <0, |[B] <h. @)

The fixed number ¢ > 0 is chosen sufficiently small in terms of Cps, Cy. Finally
tal < Kj, when t5 > 0.
Choose mg = F(to,0)Tn/|F(tp,0)"n| and m = F~Tmy. Here n is evaluated at t.

Proposition 4.1. For every parent flow satisfying the four hypotheses in §4.1, there is a primary
transverse velocity v with the following properties. When ty > 0, it has the form v = FR s on
[0, to], where FR | ¢ is the stationary displacement with ¢(0) = 0 and (ty) = r, as prescribed in
§3.2.

1. Activation data and pressure sign. Its central activation data satisfy

Uq(tOI 0) = 1/ _C S Up(tO/ 0) S 0 (48)
For ty = 0 we take v(ty) = q. On every label |y| < 1/2,
m- Mo >0 (t>1). 4.9)

2. Frame transfer and compression. At the central target time define py = m/|m|, g, = v/|v|,
Ny = pa X g and ay = py - Mqa, B = (12 - Mga)/ay. Then

az _ 4, B VB 40
a—1+O<xtar—|—xz+3+€*® ’

tar  Xtar (4.10)
Boxty =140 (VB +xit +e.0),
and
p2- Mpa < _x:\iz + C(Gs + Ey). (4.11)

3. Relative sizes. The size estimates below hold for an absolute constant b > 0. Write Atqr =
|m (tiar, 0)||0(ttar, 0)|. Uniformly on the packet support, |m||v|/ Awr < C for T > 1, whereas on
the history interval and for 0 < T < 1,

WAHU‘ < Kj, 0% “exp(—Dbxprev)- (4.12)
tar

4. Propagator and normalization. There is a positive scalar function g, with g(ty) = 1, for
which the propagator for arbitrary transverse initial data, expressed in the packet coordinates
A = FR a, has operator norm at most P°q(t)/g(s), to < s <t < S. For any prescribed child
shear henig, the normalization

ONchila
K= — 4.13
Atar ( )

satisfies & < Peebxprev gnd supy, ¢ 48 < P¢. Here P contains Ky, e, ®, hanq, 6~ and, when
applicable, ty !, or polynomial upper bounds for them.
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The bounds on the transverse propagator and on ag verify §3.2 (iii), which is required to
apply Proposition 3.1. At the central target point, x1 = 1 and f}(0) = 6}, so its leading
gradient increment is
henita
|m|[o]
Thus (3.13), with its stated error, produces a shear in the new frame. The sign in (4.9) fixes
the sign of the coefficient multiplying f; in (3.14). The remaining conclusions describe the
new frame and compare the packet’s earlier size with its target size. We first choose the
activation velocity, then prove growth and stability, and finally calculate the transferred
parameters.

w loom= v®m= hchﬂdquzT. 4.14)

4.2. Choosing the velocity at the activation time.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. We first prove the activation-data assertion in Claim 1 of Proposi-
tion 4.1. The forward analysis then uses only the endpoint condition (4.8). Let sy > 0 be
defined by m(tp,0) = son. The bounds for F*! give 5o + s, < K¢. Suppose to > 0. For
an endpoint Y € n' consider the stationary transverse displacement 7 from 7(0) = 0 to
7(to) =Y, with action

£t = [ (mf? = oy -y

The pointwise variational inverse (3.26) constructs it. Since [ |y|*> < (£5/2) [ |1:[?, the co-
ercivity condition gives £(17) > 1 [ |n:|? for paths starting at zero. The stationary path
minimizes the action among paths with its endpoints.

Integration by parts in the stationary equation shows that the endpoint quadratic form
is Y - AY, where AY = proj,. 1:(tp). Polarization proves symmetry, and the preceding
inequality proves A > 0. To bound its norm, let

Lo =ty + Ml + [ H||* + 1.
An admissible comparison path is zero until o) — L, ! and then equals a linear ramp times

the orthogonal projection of Y onto m(t)+. The derivative of this projection is bounded by
C||M||o- Its absolute action is therefore at most

2 H
Lo L

Consequently 0 < A < Coh,I.

The velocity w = n; — My is transverse. At the endpoint its two coordinates are (A —
proj,. M)Y. Write b = Apg, d = Agg and u = App — Bpp > 0. If b < h, /2, we take Y = —p,
obtaining

wy = —u <0, wy =hy+ By —b > h,/3.
If b > h,/2, positivity gives Ap, > b*/ANgg > h./(4Cy). We take Y = g — (b — Bpg)p/u.
Then w, = 0 and
u

A

wy =d — Bgg —

+
u g u
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The first bracket is nonnegative, since u > Ay,. The numerator in the last term is

bh, + b(Byg + Bgp) — hiBpg — BoyBpg > h2/2 — C(Co + 1)Zh3.
Together with u < (Cp + {)h., this proves w, > ch, after fixing {. In either case division
of the path and its endpoint by w, produces (4.8) and |Y| < C/h,. The prescribed label-
coordinate endpoint is {1 = REP(to,O)*lY; indeed mo-F 1Y =m-Y =0.

We use this same {7 at neighboring labels. Here it matters that the history solution has
polynomial bounds in the parent parameters. Subtracting tir/to reduces its equation to
one with zero endpoints; the coercive estimate gives [|C¢[[;2 < Kj. Subtracting the weak
equations at labels a1, ap gives the same estimate for their difference, multiplied by |a; — az|,
since every coefficient difference is at most Kj|a; — az|. The strong matrix equation (3.27)
then bounds i and its difference in L%. The one-dimensional time trace inequality and
multiplication by FR; show

sup |v| < Kj, sup |v(t,a1) — v(t,a2)| < Kj|ag — az].

[0,£0] [0,£0]
The envelope can now be multiplied in as in the packet construction. The activation data
are now fixed. To complete Claim 1 of Proposition 4.1, we must establish the sign condition
(4.9) during forward evolution.

4.3. The rotating frame and the leading equations. We now evolve the activation data (4.8)
using the ray and velocity equations (2.3). In the frame (p, g, 1) of (4.2), the large shear hgqp”
in (4.3) occupies a single matrix entry. Because this frame moves with the older flow, the
change of coordinates also contributes a rotation term to the time derivatives. The scaling
h.e*> = a from (4.4) normalizes the leading shear coefficient in these equations.

Let Ry have columns (p,q,7) and set S¢ = R{R. Differentiating (4.2) gives

(S£)12 = By, (S£)13 = Bpn, (Sf)32 = —Bug, 5} = —5;.
We use this central frame on neighboring trajectories too. Their parent gradients differ
from B + hqp” by at most E, + (K{. The component columns and the gradient matrix in
this frame are R

fi=Rfm,  0=Rfop, M=R{MRy.
Since RJI = -5 fR}, differentiation gives
m=—(M-—Ss)'i, v:—(M+Sf)v+2mW. (4.15)

We suppress the hats in the component calculations below. Scalar products and norms are
unchanged because the frame is orthonormal. Introduce scaled components by

m/so = (P,eQ, N), v=(el,V,eW). (4.16)
In physical vectors these formulas read m = so(Pp +€eQqg + Nn) and v = eUp + Vg + eWn.
The letters P, Q, N, U, V, W in this section denote component functions; in particular this P is
distinct from the packet data bound in §3. Transversality is the identity PU 4 QV + NW = 0.
At the center (P,Q,N) = (0,0,1) and (U, V) = (—A,1) initially, where 0 < A < C/e. The
corresponding neighbor errors are at most /Kj /.
A prime now denotes d/dt. The leading ray system and its solution are

PP=-Q Q =-28N, N =0; Pp=pt=x*>, Qo= 281, No=1. (417)
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Activation X2p+n
x=0 1 V14 x4

Normalized projection onto the mov-
ing (p,n) plane.

X = Xtar 0 < x <1: amplitude amplification
(Equation (4.22)).
X = Xtar > 2: form the next frame
(Equation (4.10)).

FIGURE 2. The normalized projection of the ideal ray turns from n toward p.
The marked positions show activation, the end of the main growth interval,
and a finite transfer target. The target ray is drawn at xr = 2; the estimates
allow any xi, > 2. The full vector is x*p — 2¢,/B xq + n, and the transverse
velocity remains perpendicular to this full vector. The rays have unit length;
the velocity amplitude is not shown.

Figure 2 shows its normalized projection onto the (p,n) plane. We record why the errors
are small despite the large shear. Its scaled coefficient obeys ¢2h/a = 1+ O(e®G.). The
entries (M — S¢)12 and (M — S¢)3, are respectively O(E, + ¢Kj}) and 2B,; + O(E. + (Kj,).
The moving entries B, By, change by O(¢®G?), including frame rotation. All remaining
scaled coefficients contain either an error or a factor éO(G,). Thus the exact ray system
differs entrywise from (4.17) by at most Ce,. The triangular ideal propagator has norm
C@®?. Duhamel’s formula, |(Py, Qo,1)| < CO?, and .03 < 1 give

[P =Pyl +]|Q— Qo + N -1] < Ce.®°, N=>1/2. (4.18)
The lower bound for N now allows us to solve the transversality identity:
PU+QV
W=—-————.
N

It remains to estimate the two independent velocity components U, V. Set D, = P? + 2Q? +
N2 and | = (m/sp) - Mv/a. For arbitrary (U, V) we have
W] < ce*(jul +|vI),
Dy — (1+ P§)| < Ce®, (4.19)
] = [(Po+ BV + Qol]| < Ceu®(|U| +[V]).
For the last estimate the three leading row contributions are
PB,V NB,,V

a a
Every other term contains an error or €O(G,) and at most CO®*(|U| + |V|). The unprojected
term in U’ is —2V + O(e.@?)(|U| + |V|), and its projected term is 2P]/D,. The main term
in V' is —U; all remaining terms, including 2¢2QJ/D,, are bounded by Ce.®*(|U]| + |V]).
Using D, > 1/4 in these rational expressions gives a matrix error at most Ce,®'? from
2R[(Po + B)V + Qo]

1+ P?

he?
7 Qu/

u =-2v+

., Vi=—U (4.20)



32 OPENAI

In particular, with the scalar D =1 + Pg and D' = —2PyQy, we obtain
(DV"Y =2(1— BPy)V. (4.21)

4.4. Growth of the ideal velocity. For the ideal system (4.20), we first estimate amplifica-
tion up to x = 1 and then control the direction ratio U/V up to the target x = xir. Let
V) solve (4.21) with V)(0) = 1 and V;(0) = A > 0. Its companion velocity component
is Uy, = —VA’. On 0 < x < 1, the right side is positive while V), > 0, so integration pre-
serves positivity and monotonicity. Since x = /B T, this region lasts for a scaled time g~1/2.
The bounds D < 2 and 2(1 — BP) > 1 turn this long interval of growth into quantitative
amplification:
A 1 /7
VA(T) 2 14 S+ E/0 (T — §)Vy(s) ds > cosh(t/v2),
The second inequality follows by iteration of the positive integral kernel. Consequently

Vi(x =1) > exp(bo/+/B). (4.22)
On this interval I = V;/V, satisfies I' < 2 — I> and I > 0. Comparison gives I(1) <
\@coth(ﬁl'), uniformly in A, for T > 0.

Beyond x = 1 we need both a lower bound for the amplitude and an estimate for its
direction ratio U/V. A reciprocal variable sends this range to a bounded interval and
keeps the right-hand coefficient of the transformed scalar equation positive. First rewrite
the equation as

(1+xMVy), = (2/B—2x)V.
Set p = 1/x and f(p) = V(1/p)/p. In particular V(x) = pf(p) and Vi, = —p*f — p>f,.

Substitution yields
(1+pMfo), = (2/B—20")f.
Since f(1) > 0 and f,(1) = —V(1) — Vi(1) < 0, the identity

(1+pfle) = 26(1) - | '/~ 29)f(s) ds

preserves f, < 0 as we integrate backwards, and hence preserves f > 0. Thus xV(x) =
f(1/x) is increasing. Since U = —V’, the direction ratio U/V can be recovered from a
logarithmic derivative. Define

— 2
z=—VBf/f,  nlo) = \/Zlfﬁf, c=1-p.

Direct logarithmic differentiation gives
VBzo =12 — 22+ /B w (4.23)
o =¥ 14+p4™ '
The first two terms on the right cancel at z = y. We compare z with this positive root to

obtain the direction estimate. At p =1,z = /B + [(x = 1) is uniformly bounded. Equation
(4.23) preserves z > 0 and gives a uniform upper bound. For w = z — u it becomes

\/Bwaz—(2+u)w+ﬁ< v z—yg).

14 p*
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The bracket is bounded and z + p > ¢ > 0. Multiplication by the integrating factor therefore
gives |w| < Cec(1=0)/V/E C+/B. In particular, uniformly in A > 0,

5 2

_ < U,
_1—|—p4

+O(VB) (0<p<1/2), 1y —{

—1, x <1,
VB/x—z/x*, x>1.

For T > 1 these formulas bound |r,| by an absolute constant. The ideal solution now has
the required growth and direction estimates. These are the inputs to Section 4.5, where we
prove the sign assertion in Claim 1 of Proposition 4.1 and obtain the propagator estimate
needed for Claim 4 of Proposition 4.1.

. (4.24)

=V, "

4.5. Stability relative to the growing solution. We compare the exact scaled components
(4.16) with the ideal system (4.20). This proves the pressure sign and the propagator bound
in Claims 1 and 4 of Proposition 4.1. In this subsection Vj is the ideal solution with zero
initial slope. In the propagator calculation, s, t denote scaled times. A small coefficient error
acts throughout an interval on which the ideal solution grows exponentially. Measuring the
propagator in units of Vy(t)/Vo(s) accounts for this growth and leaves an error controlled
by powers of ©®. We need this comparison for arbitrary transverse data to supply the
assumption in §3.2 (iii). Reduction of order makes the comparison explicit; for V), it gives

V= Vo(1+AD),  I(t) = /0 D(u)dv”w, (1) > ¢ > 0. (4.25)

The last bound follows from uniformly bounded ideal coefficients on 0 < 7 < 1. Mono-
tonicity before x = 1, and monotonicity of xV} afterwards, show that Vy(s)/Vy(u) < CO for
s < u. Its logarithmic derivative [y is uniformly bounded on the whole interval, including
T < 1 since its initial slope is zero.

For arbitrary data Y(s), Y'(s), another form of reduction of order is

Vo(t) / * (Vo(s)/ Vo(u))?
= 7o) [+ PEO) —b(5)Y () / B . @2

S

Y(t)

The integral is at most C®® and D(s) < CO*. After extracting the same factor Vy(t)/Vo(s),
differentiation adds a bounded multiple of the bracket and the term
D(s)

, )\’
Do e ~hEve) (1)

whose size is at most CO°(|Y(s)| + |Y’(s)|). Thus the ideal two-component propagator ®
satisfies

[ @o(t,s)|| < COPVy(t)/Vo(s).
If AA is the exact matrix error, then ||AA|| < Ce.®'2. Duhamel’s formula in the norm
weighted by Vo (t)/Vo(s) has integral operator norm at most Ce,.@3"12*!1 = Ce,@* < 1.
Summing the iterated Duhamel terms gives ||®(t,s)|| < 2CO8Vy(t)/Vy(s). For the primary
data, including their neighbor error, it also gives

U —Uy| + |V = V)| < Ce®@(1+A) V(). (4.27)
Indeed the initial error contributes Ce,@8Vp; the inhomogeneous term is bounded by
Ce, @288 (1 4 M)W,
For T > 1, (4.25) gives V) > ¢(1+ A)Vp. Hence
V>0, V/Vi=1+0(0%), r:=U/V=r)+0(e.0%).
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With wy = W/V = —(Pr + Q)/N, it follows that w3 = —Pyry — Qo + O(e,®%'), and there-
fore

J/V = Py+ B+ Qory + O(e.®%). (4.28)
The leading expression is at least p for x < 1 because Qory, > 0. For x > 1 it equals
x? — B+2,/Bz/x > 0. Condition (4.5), together with = x};%v, makes the error smaller than
half these lower bounds. Since m - Mv = spa], this proves (4.9). Together with the activation
construction, this completes Claim 1 of Proposition 4.1. The relative error estimates also
give the component bounds used in the target comparisons below.

4.6. The next frame and the size comparisons. It remains to prove Claims 2—4 of Propo-
sition 4.1: the target frame and compression, the relative sizes, and the propagator and
normalization bounds. We use the component ratios ¥ = U/V and w3 = W/V estimated in
§4.5, together with the bound for J/V in (4.28).

Frame transfer and compression. At the target, normalizing m and v removes their ampli-
tudes from a; and B,. This reduces the transfer calculation to the component estimates
above. With E, =1+ ¢2(r2 + w3) and T = M(v/V)/a, the definitions of py, g, give

as J/V 8 [(P,eQ,N) x (er,1,ews)] - T
- = 7 2 = ‘
a  /DavEy (J/V)VEy
The preceding estimates imply T, = 1+ O(e.®?), T, = B+ O(e,0?), and ¢T; = 7\ +
O(e.®%). The cross product is (—N + 2Quws, e(Nr — Pws), P — e2Qr). Its leading dot prod-
uct is consequently
—1+ BPy+ (14 P3)r3 + PoQora = =1+ (1+ p*)2> + pp* — 21/Bzp’
=1+0(/B), p=1/x<1/2
The first equality follows by inserting Py = x%, Qo = —2,/Bx, and ry = /B/x — z/x?; the
Bx? and /Bxz terms cancel. The accumulated error in this numerator is at most Ce,®%,
using |P| < C@?, |Q| < CO, |w;] < CO? and ¢ < Ce,. Also
J/V =x>—B+2/Bz/x +0(e.02), D, =1+x*+0(e.®), E,=1+0(20%).
Substitution in (4.29) proves (4.10). The compression is calculated directly from the shear:
heQ
Dq
At the target, (4.18) gives QP < —c./Bx},, and D, < Cx¢,,, while h < h, and h.e = \/ah,.
Since /B = xl;é‘,, this proves (4.11).
Relative sizes. We now prove Claim 3 of Proposition 4.1. For T > 1, uniformly on neigh-

boring labels,
ml[o] < soV1+ x4 V).

This ideal size is bounded by a fixed multiple of its target value: V) increases up to x =1,
and afterwards x?V), = xf(1/x) increases. The logarithmic derivative of the latter with
respect to T is \fﬁ /x + z/x2, which is bounded; the allowed extra interval after the target
changes size by a fixed factor. On the history interval |m||v| < K, and for T < 1 it is at
most K; @ °. In contrast,

(4.29)

P
p2 - Mp2 = + O(Gs + E,).

V)‘(xtar) > V/\(l)/xtar > x;}ebo/\/ﬁ_
These inequalities prove (4.12).
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Propagator and normalization. To finish Claim 4 of Proposition 4.1, we convert the propa-
gator bound to the packet coordinates and apply the target normalization. Finally choose
g(t) = Vi(a(t —to)/¢€). Since I is increasing, (4.25) implies Vy(t)/Vo(s) < Vi (t)/Va(s).
Changing from (U, V) to physical transverse vectors and then to the coordinates FR | costs
only Kfe 1@°. The propagator estimate therefore has the required form P°g(t)/g(s), even
before T = 1. The target lower bound and (4.13) give & < P %, The preceding size
comparisons, or the same monotonicity estimates for V, alone, give supag < P°. This
completes the proof of Proposition 4.1. O

5. CHOOSING THE SCALES AND ITERATING THE CONSTRUCTION

We combine the packet construction of Proposition 3.1 with the amplification and frame
transfer in Proposition 4.1 to construct the sequence in (2.6). Repeating the amplification
requires each new shear to dominate its predecessor before the parent’s existence inter-
val ends. Meanwhile, the changes to the initial datum must remain summable in every
fixed Sobolev norm. The exponential separation between initial and target sizes in (4.12)
allows the scales to meet these demands while retaining the pressure, initial gradient, and
particle-map bounds needed for another step. For each approximating exact solution U’
with pressure p;, write M; = VU! and H; = V2p;. Norms of these fields are taken over
physical space and the time interval under discussion.

5.1. A smooth starting flow and local existence. We construct a base solution Up whose
central gradient givesa = 1 and f = x; 2 in the geometric parameters (4.4). Localizing
the vector potential of a linear velocity field gives a compactly supported, divergence-free
datum with the required gradient near the origin.

Fix an oriented orthonormal basis (p,q,n), with n = p x g. A large number xy will be
fixed last. Define the trace-free linear map

Lpg =p—+ xazn, Lgp = Lgn = 0.

Choose an even, compactly supported Gevrey cutoff xp, equal to one on a fixed neighbor-
hood of the origin, and set

upo(a) = curl <—;XB(EI) a x L3a> . (5.1)

Here “Gevrey” means that its derivatives satisfy bounds C'*!(r!)2. Since curl(a x Lga) =
—3Lga, this is a divergence-free, odd field equal to Lpa near zero. Its support and all its
factorial Sobolev bounds are uniform for xg > 1.

We record the local theory used both here and at the end of the proof. For smooth
divergence-free data, the projected Euler equation has a unique smooth solution on an
interval whose length is bounded below in terms of the initial H> norm. Its energy estimates
are

%Ilu(t)HHm < Cul Vu(®)[=llu(®)pm,  m >3, meN. (52)
For completeness, apply a Fourier projection to || < N to the projected equation. This
gives a locally Lipschitz ordinary differential equation on the band-limited subspace of H",
with initial datum ux(0) = IIyup. Orthogonality of the projection preserves the transport
cancellation. For a commutator product with derivative orders j and m — j + 1, interpolate
between Vu € L* and V"u € L?, using

' 1-(j-1)/(m—1 1)/ (m—1
HVJMHLZ(mfl)/(jfl)gcmHVMHLoo(] )/ (m )vauH(L]2 )/ (m ).
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The endpoint j = 1 has exponent co. The two interpolation powers add to one. The same
calculation at each lower differentiated order, together with conservation of the undifferenti-
ated energy, proves (5.2). The embedding H°(IR®) — C}(IR®) gives a common interval for all
truncations; (5.2) then bounds every higher norm there. Their residual in the untruncated
equation satisfies
I lliz < CNZO g - Vo

The L? difference energy therefore gives convergence in C;L2. Interpolation with the uni-
form higher bounds gives convergence in every fixed Sobolev order for smooth data. Pass-
ing to the projected equation constructs the solution and its continuous time derivatives.
The same difference estimate proves uniqueness. The pressure gradient is the ordinary L?
gradient projection of —u - Vu.

Let Up be the solution with initial datum (5.1), and write Xp for its particle map. The
velocity Up has uniform factorial bounds on a fixed short interval. To see this with the
precise factorial convention used earlier, put

P’ rp”
Xo= ) e o 19Usllee, o=} o X 10Ul s=6.

r>0 ‘I|:r r>0 ‘I|:r

The factorial product estimates and the preceding transport cancellation give, at each finite
truncation of these sums,

: 2 (P CXp
&gc&+(p+f) Y,.

A fixed negative choice of p’ and a sufficiently short uniform interval keep X, bounded
and p positive. At a smaller radius, the projected equation bounds Ug; and the material
acceleration. Applying the flow composition argument based on (3.55) gives the same kind
of factorial bounds for Xp —id, Xp;, and Xp 4, with a fixed constant Kj,. In particular the
velocity gradient Mp and pressure Hessian Hp are uniformly bounded. Fix Kz with

)\max(HB (t/ X)) S KB

on this interval. The later choice of time widths will place every construction inside this
uniform base interval.

5.2. The order of choices. We first fix the constants in Propositions 3.1 and 4.1, then choose
the scales for each stage. We use | — 2 for the base flow, | — 1 for the first packet, and j > |
for the subsequent amplification stages, called normal stages below. The integer | is chosen
below. Write h; for the prescribed shear size at stage i, and r for the initial core radius.
Their values will be specified after the fixed constants. First choose Cjs larger than the
absolute target-size constant in the geometric estimates and the base-flow bounds. Choose
Cp sufficiently larger than Cj; times that target-size constant and the base Hessian bound.
These constants will be used in

| M|l < Cathi, |Hillte < Cuhihiqa (i >]—1), hj_o =1 (5.3)

The smallness thresholds in the geometric estimates may depend on these constants; their
target-size ratio remains absolute once those thresholds hold. The endpoint quadratic-form
estimate in Section 4.2 uses the history bounds with constants Cys, C. Fix its constant and
then { in (4.7), as in that argument.

We reserve the upper Hessian bound Kp + 1. Choose an exterior initial bound B, larger
by one than the uniform base bound. In terms of the first shear &;_;, whose value will be
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fixed by the eventual choice of x(, define

B, = CMh],1 +2, L=CB,+1. (5.4)
Here C; is the constant in the packet coercivity condition. These formulas define B, and L as
functions of the scale still to be chosen. They are included in polynomial size estimates; they

are not uniform bounds as x( varies. The bounds maintained throughout the construction
are

)\max(Hi(t/ X)) S KB + 1/

. . T _
M;(0,x) + M;(0, x) 2{ B, |x|<r, 55)

2 —B.I, |x|>r.

Take the packet hypothesis exponent ¢y larger than the finitely many exponents in the
geometric and parent-multiplier estimates. This fixes a finite Q in (3.12). The constants ¢
and C, are fixed by (3.12) and (3.16), respectively. Let

Dy = 1000,

and choose a fixed frequency exponent Dy sufficiently large compared with (Dg +20)Q/¢
and 1000. Next choose an integer | sufficiently large compared with Q/¢, C.Q/9, the
squares of the fixed neighbor-estimate exponents times C2, and the fixed exponents divided
by the amplification constant b in (4.12). Increasing | by a fixed factor is allowed. Finally
choose x sufficiently large depending on all these choices. The first shear and the bounds
B, L are then evaluated from their defining formulas; they do not determine new frequency
or packet exponents.

The packet exponent is fixed before |, and every first-stage polynomial loss is absorbed
by choosing x last.

5.3. The scale sequence. The first packet over the base flow prepares the parent for stage
J. For j > ], the time tiqis the activation time, tj is the new packet’s target time, and Sj
is the horizon retained for the next stage. The first amplification stage j = | has activation
time zero; all stages j > | have a positive history interval. Define

x=x, = (G2))

h=x°, ko1 =xg¥,
- E]—l _ xQ_DO/ (5]_1 — XO_(DO+10), (5 6)
Xi_ Xi_ )
logh; = }Tl, logk; = }Tlf
_ Xi—q _ Xi—1 .
logéjlz;—g), logﬂjlzj;T G=17).

Real frequencies k; are admissible because the periodic angle profile is restricted to a graph
on IR?; spatial periodicity is not imposed. Define the available time widths by

3x]-x]-_1
Vi1
Set U2 = U, ¢ -1 = 0, and Sj_; = Spaee. We first construct U/~ on this interval.

Subsequently U/ will be constructed on [0, Sj], where its predecessor exists at least until
51;1 =tj —I—ZT/Vj.

W = Spase = 2Wy = 6]2x; /2, (5.7)
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At stage j > |, use the geometric parameters 4,  from (4.4) at activation ¢y = t; 1, with
I’l* = hjfl, xprev = Xjfl, and Xtar = x]-. Set

X
t=ti1+——=—,  Sj=t+2Wj1. 5.8
As long as a, 53‘/2—1 € [1/2,2], this gives
Nic—g, <2 59)
6 — 7/ 7~ 3

5.4. The estimates maintained at each stage. At stage j > J, the packet is built over U/~!,
whose primary shear is measured relative to the older solution U’ —2. Both solutions there-
fore enter the induction hypothesis, which consists of the following bounds.

(i) Parent shear and frame. The parent U/~1 and older solution U/~2 are smooth, odd,
exact Euler solutions on the common interval [0,S;_1]. At the origin on [t; 1,5, 1],

the parent has the form (4.3), with older field B = M; ,, error |E| < k;_ll/ 4 and
h(t;—1) = hj_1. The normalized frame evolves according to (4.2).

(ii) Activation conditions. At activation, a, ‘Bx]Z_l € [1/2,2]. For j > ], the activation
inequalities (4.7) also hold. The first stage j = | instead uses the zero-time prescription
in Proposition 4.1.

(iii) Gradient and pressure bounds. The constructed solutions satisfy the low bounds
(56.3) and the one-sided Hessian and initial gradient bounds (5.5) on their respective
intervals. The base solution U/~2 = Ujp has the uniform bounds established above.
For j > ], the parent’s bounds on [0, t;_1], together with t]-__l1 < hj_1, give (4.6).

(iv) Particle-map bounds. Both preceding particle maps have the physical factorial
bounds (3.16), restricted to the common interval; for the base map we use its uniform

constant Kj. For the current parent we use K, = k](.:jl, and at positive-history stages

|
require 1‘].71 < Kj.
The first-packet construction below establishes this state for j = J. The inductive step

constructs U’ on [0, Si] and establishes the same state for j + 1. We first check the scale
inequalities used in both steps.

5.5. Verifying the scale requirements. As the parent shear grows, its coefficient bounds
also grow. The packet construction remains applicable provided the new frequency dom-
inates them in the sense of (3.12). Expressing those bounds in terms of the chosen scales
makes this condition explicit.

Packet smallness. At a normal stage, let P; be a sufficiently large fixed constant plus fixed
multiples of

kS

-1 6;1/ 5;1/ h I’lj,l, h]—l/ 771/ 571

base’

jr x]‘, x]‘,l. (510)
The first entry is the physical parent bound K;. We may take @ = C(1 + xjx;_1), and
el <Cy/ hj_1 < Chj_1. For j > ], the recursion for x; gives the exact identities
X]',1

(G-17

logkj,1 = 10gh1;1 = (5.11)

X],1
(=%
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Consequently, for a fixed C’ also covering the first-stage power Dy,

log P; <c 1+ C. N j*(log xj_1 4+ C'log xo + C'log ])
logk] - ] j2 Xj1 '

(5.12)

Choose | and then x so that the right side is less than ¢/(100Q). Thus PjQ < k;?/ 100 5 every

stage. The same ratio tends to zero as j — oo. Uniformity follows directly from x; = jzxj_l:
for each fixed A, the quantities j*logxj_1/x;j_1 decrease at least geometrically once | and
xo are sufficiently large. At the first packet stage the parent bound is fixed, and we may take

P <C(J )xé) 0120 without including kj_1; the choice of Dy proves the required smallness
there. Thus the packet condition (3.12) holds at the seed and every normal stage.
Compatible time intervals. The widths satisfy

W; [hi_
1 2. 2 j—1

For j > ], the logarithm of the square-root factor is

X1 Xj-1
2 " 2i-17
For j = J the second term is instead (Dy/2)log xg. In both cases the negative term domi-

nates all logarithmic factors. In particular, the horizons nest, S i < S]-_l, and the extra scaled
time after target satisfies

2y/ahj 1 Wiy <O (5.13)

Also t] > Spase/12. At positive-history stages, t, < hj1 < Kj. Every inverse horizon
occurring in a packet solve is polynomially bounded: either S = Sy,,5 Or S > t.

Geometric stability and shear separation. The error in (4.5) has three contributions: vari-
ation of the older field, the inherited packet error, and variation across the new packet
support. Take

E.=kY%  G.=1+h,
Atj=],wehave G, =2, < CxO’SOO, and © < C]2x(2). Therefore
e®°1G2 < xy 1.
The preceding packet error has arbitrarily strong polynomial decay by the choice of Dy, and
the variation across packet labels, represented by /;Kj /¢ in (4.5), includes exp(—xo/] 7/2),

which dominates all fixed powers of xo. At j = | + 1, the older size is G, = 1+ x(l)j ¢, while
loge = —x0/(2J°) + O(1). At subsequent stages,
x]‘,1 2x]‘,1

log(¢G?) < —— + . +C
8l <~ 17 t o1 — 2y
2x]-,1 C
TG

This dominates every fixed power of © and x; ;. The contribution from variation across
packet labels has logarithm at most

xj,l cC*xj,l ij',l

7 S VR e YA
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Our choice of | makes this at most —x; 1/ (2j7/%). Finally, the preceding frequency error has
logarithm —x;_1/(4(j —1)*). These comparisons prove (4.5), with any fixed enlargement of
its constants. The additional requirements f < By and xir > 2 hold because < 2x].__21 and
xj > J?xo. They also prove

hi > W, 7V}IH>>G*+1, 0 <r, (5.14)
] j—1 Xj_1%; ]
including the first and second normal stages.
Summable pressure and history costs. To preserve the upper Hessian and initial gradient
bounds (5.5), we sum the increments in Claim 1 of Proposition 3.1. On the history interval
and where T < 1, the size ratio (4.12), the normalization (4.13), and the parent bound (5.3)
bound both leading increments by

b]' = Ch]'h]',lK;Cl®C€_C€_bxj*1. (515)

For j > ], the logarithm of the prefactor Ch;h;_1K;®°™¢ is bounded by C(c,C.)xj_1/(j —

1)* + Clog(x;hy_1). Increasing | and then xq gives b; < e "-1/2;
same conclusion with a possibly smaller fixed exponent.

On 7 > 1, the sign (4.9) and the lower bound f; > —C in (3.4) control the positive part of

the pressure-Hessian increment (3.14). The normalization (4.13) and the size comparison in
Claim 3 of Proposition 4.1 bound this cost by Cé;hh;_1. The scales (5.6) give

Sihi_y < exp <_x2]]31> . (5.16)

the first stage obeys the

The remaining errors are the k;l/ * remainders in (3.13) and (3.14). The sums of these
quantities, and the sums of x;fl for every fixed ¢ > 0 used below, can be made as small
as prescribed by choosing xo last. Indeed each positive exponent x;_1/j* in these decay
estimates grows at least geometrically after J. The seed cost is also small: 6;_1h;_1 = x, '°.
Coercivity. Finally, Spase — 0 and h ],1r35base — 0. Hence, with a strict margin,

(Kg +1)S?

2

This verifies the time and initial-data part of (3.11). None of these comparisons requires an

1
+ B,S + CB.1°S < 5 (0 < S < Spase)- (5.17)

inequality of the form S k;.

5.6. The first packet. We construct U/~! over U/=2 = Ujp. This seed packet supplies the
parent shear and frame required by Section 5.4 for the first amplification stage j = J. Apply
Proposition 3.1 over Ug on [0, Spase] With

525]_1, k:k]_l, 5:5]_1, mo = p, Z)(O) =4q, 0(2(5]_11’1]_1, L=0.

For this application the base initial bound holds everywhere, so we use the coercivity con-
dition with B, = 0. The homogeneous propagator is bounded on this short interval, and
we may take ¢ = 1. On the packet support, m - Mgv = 1 initially. Along a base particle,
Mp = —M?% — Hp; the base bounds and the ray and velocity equations therefore give

1
m- Mgov > 5 on [0, Spase-
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The packet hypotheses hold, and we obtain a smooth odd solution U/~!. The output expan-
sions yield
[IMj-1lle < Cphj-1,  [[Hj-1lleo < Crihy-1.

Because the leading Hessian increment is a negative multiple of m ® m where f; > 0, and
f§ > —C everywhere, its upper-eigenvalue cost is at most

Cojahy 1+ k%

At time zero, the mean coefficients By,(0) and the forced oscillatory coefficients A, (0), C,(0)
with p > 2 vanish. Thus the initial exterior bound outside |x| < r is unchanged; inside that
ball, B, = Cphj—1 + 2 leaves a strict margin.

At the fixed origin, the packet expansion gives

Myt = Mg +h(Dg®p()T +E(),  |EGI <KL n(t) = W
The normalized ray and velocity form the orthonormal pair p(t),4(t), and h(0) = hj_;.
Their equations give h'/h = —(Mp)pp — (Mp)4q- At activation ty = 0, the prescribed base
matrix gives exactly
a=1, B=xy 2,
There is no positive-history endpoint condition at stage j = ], since its activation time is
tj—1 = 0. The physical flow bound (3.16) supplies K, = k?il for the next packet. Together

with the base-flow bounds, these estimates establish the state in Section 5.4 for j = J.

5.7. The inductive step. Assume the bounds in Section 5.4 at stage j > J. We construct U/
on [0, S;] with central target gradient

M]'(t]', 0) = Mjfl(t]', 0) + h]qug + O(kj_l/4),
where po = m(t;,0)/|m(t;,0)| and g2 = v(t;,0)/[v(t;,0)| are the new frame in Claim 2 of
Proposition 4.1. The normalization (4.13) and Claim 1 of Proposition 3.1 give this gradient.
We then verify the bounds of Section 5.4 for j + 1: the summed costs from §5.5 preserve
(5.5), the estimates (4.10) and (4.11) give the next activation parameters, and (3.16) controls
the new particle map.
Constructing the child solution. Write B = M; _, for the older field at the origin. The origin
is fixed by oddness. The gradient equation there gives

B=-B*-H;, |B|<CG, [B|<CG, G.,=1+hi,.
For j = ], the same assertions use the uniform base bounds. Define t;, S; by (5.8) and restrict
the parent to [0,S;]. If j > ], choose the transverse endpoint data as in (4.8); if j = ], use
v(0) = gq. The scale checks verify all geometric hypotheses. Normalize the wave by
nj = il .
" fm(t;, 0)[[o(t;,0)]
Use ¢}, kj,0; and the boundary parameter L = C1B; + 1 in the packet construction. The
preceding physical flow estimates imply the required multiplier bounds: differentiation,
cofactor inversion of the volume-preserving flow matrix, and factorial products cost fixed

powers of the parameter Kj. Coercivity follows from (5.17). The geometric estimates give
the transverse propagator bound, the bound on «;¢, and

(5.18)

. ¢ ,—bx;_q
o nge -1,
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We have therefore constructed an exact smooth odd Euler solution U/ on [0, S i1, with physi-
cal flow bound (3.16) at frequency k;.

Preserving the global and initial bounds. We next verify the bounds Equations (5.3)
and (5.5) needed to continue the induction. On the interval T > 1, the absolute target-size
comparison and the packet output give

|M; — Mj_1]lec < Ch;+ kj_1/4/
|Hj — Hj-1lloo < CCuthjh—1 + k; /4.

The sign m - M;_1v > 0, the nonnegative cutoff x;, and fg], > —C give the sharper upper-
eigenvalue increment

/\max(Hj) S Amax(ijl) + CCM(S]h]hjfl + k]-_1/4-

Outside the leading packet support its leading term is zero. On the history interval and
where T < 1, both absolute increments are bounded by C(1 + Ca)b; + kj_l/ %, The summed
positive costs, including the seed, are less than the reserved unit of slack, so

Amax(H]') S KB + 1.

The absolute bounds (5.3) follow from the choices of Cp;, Cy and h; > hjz._l. At time zero,
every normal-stage increment is bounded by the summable cost (5.15); this includes j = ],
for which tp = T = 0. The initial exterior and core bounds persist with a strict margin.
These statements use the exact pressure expansion (3.14); no spatial locality of the pressure
is assumed.

Transferring the primary frame and activation conditions. Finally consider the new pri-
mary frame at the origin. On [t;, S;], parity keeps the graph angle equal to zero, so the child
gradient M; has the form

M; = Mj_1 +h(t)ga(t)p2 ()T + Ej(t), |Ej| < k;1/4,

aj|m(t)[|v(t)]

h(t) = ](5—]’, h(tj) = h;.
The new frame evolves over the older field M; 1, and h'/h = —(M;_1)p,p, — (Mj_1)4,4,- The
parameter-transfer formula (4.10) shows that the relative errors in successive values of a are
absolutely summable: they are bounded by a fixed multiple of
4, B VB 40
X+ x—]z + T;’ + 6,07,
Their sum can be made arbitrarily small. Starting from a = 1, their product therefore stays
in [1/2,2]. The other transfer estimate gives directly ﬁnewx]z € [1/2,2]; these errors need
not be multiplied across stages.

The compression estimate and (5.14) give

cy/hj—
p2- M]'_lpz < _ VI +C(Gy+Ey) < —1.
Xj_lx]'
Adding E; preserves strict negativity, while
IMj—1 +Ejill _ Cumhj—1 +1

hj B hj

<.
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Thus (4.7) holds at the next activation. The bounds on [0, tj] and t]-_1 < h; give the required

positive-history hypotheses there. Every part of Section 5.4 now holds with j replaced by
j + 1, closing the induction.

6. THE LIMITING INITIAL DATUM AND FINITE-TIME BREAKDOWN

Although |VU/(t;,0)| tends to infinity, these gradients belong to solutions with different
initial data. To prove Theorem 1.1, we must construct an initial datum ¢ whose solution
breaks down. First, Section 6.1 uses the initial increment estimates to obtain convergence
in every fixed Sobolev norm. Next, Section 6.2 shows that a smooth solution from the
limiting datum persisting past the accumulation time would inherit the growing gradients
by stability. Finally, Section 6.3 proves that ||Vu(t)||« is unbounded as t 1 T.(up) and that

fOT*(“O) || curl u(t)]|c dt = co.

6.1. Smooth convergence at the initial time. At stage j, split U/(0) — U/~1(0) into the
oscillatory and mean increments defined in (3.59). For every fixed integer m, their H™
norms satisfy (3.17). Since a; < P]-Ce_b"f*1 and log P; = o(logk;), the logarithms of their H"
norms are bounded respectively by

x]'_l mx]-_l
2 j772

—bxj_q + " + Cy log P;, (6.1)

B 2xj-1 . mx;_q
]'2 ]'7/2

+ Cplog P;. (6.2)

For sufficiently large j depending on m, these are at most —bxj_1/2 and —x;_1/j?%, respec-
tively. Both exponentials are summable. The mean increment tmean,0 is independent of 6,
so differentiating it does not produce the phase factor ki". This gives the stronger decay in
(6.2).

The sequence U/(0) is therefore Cauchy in every H™. All initial high increments are
supported in |a| < ¢;/2, and the compact boundary operator confines all initial means to
la| < 2. Together with the fixed base support, these lie in one fixed ball. The limit

up = lim U/(0) in every H"(IR?) (6.3)
j—ro0

is consequently smooth, compactly supported, odd, and divergence-free.

6.2. Non-persistence of the smooth solution. The times ¢; in (5.8) increase and are
bounded by Sy,s, as verified in §5.5. Consequently their accumulation time

Teo = lim tj satisfies 0 < t] < Teo < Spase- (6.4)

]—00
Let u be the maximal smooth Euler solution with initial datum ug. Local existence gives
T.(up) > 0. Suppose, for contradiction, that T, (1) > Te. Then all Sobolev norms of u are
bounded on [0, ). Compare U/ with u on [0,tj], where U/ exists, and write w = U/ — u.
Its equation is

dw+u-Vw+w-Vu+w-Vw+ V(p;—p) =0, divw = 0.

Since div(u + w) = 0, each derivative word I satisfies (d'w, (u + w) - Vo'w);» = 0. The
remaining H®> commutators and the product w - Vu give

y'(H) < Cuy(D) +Cy(1),  y(t) = [[w(t) ]|, (6.5)
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where C,, depends on supy . | [|u[|+ and is independent of j. For example, while y < 1,
y(t) < y(0)e(CtCT=_ Since y(0) — 0, this bootstrap closes for all sufficiently large j, proving
sup ||/ () — u(t)|| s — O.

0<t<t;

On the other hand the primary expansion at the target gives

|M;(t;,0)[| > hj — Cathj—q — kj_l/4 o

This contradicts H® < C} and the preceding convergence. Hence
0< Ty (uo) < Too < Spage < 0. (6.6)

The maximal lifespan may end before T.; this upper bound is sufficient for finite-time
breakdown. The comparison on the intervals [0, t;] was made under the contradiction as-
sumption Ty (1) > Teo.

6.3. Continuation criteria at the endpoint. Set T = T, (1) < co. We now prove the two
divergence assertions of Theorem 1.1: the velocity gradient satisfies lim sup,, | Viu(t) || =
0o, and the vorticity satisfies fOT || curl u(t)]|co dt = o0.
Suppose, for contradiction, that B := supy,_1 [|Vu(t) |l < 0. By (5.2),
sup [|u(t) [ < lluol e < M == max{1, ||uo||pse=""}.
0<t<T

The local theory in Section 5.1 supplies a time 6y = Jo(M3z) > 0, uniform for smooth
divergence-free data of H?® norm at most M. For each s € [0,T), let vs be the solution
starting from v5(s) = u(s) on [s,s + dy). Fix an embedding constant Cep, > 0 such that
IV flleo < Cempllf [l 12, and set

. [do 1

The energy inequality at order three gives
M3
t < <2M <t< ).
ol < g S2Mr (S<t<s+)
For every integer m > 3, the same inequality before and after the restart yields, on this
common interval,

[o3(8) < () ame2nConsMsd < ]| gneCBT+2CnCons

Thus all higher Sobolev norms remain finite on the interval of length J, which does not
depend on m or s. Choose s € (max{0,T —d/2},T). Uniqueness gives v; = u on [s,T),
while s +6 > T, so vs gives a smooth extension past T. This contradicts maximality. Since
u is smooth on every compact subinterval of [0, T), a finite limsup of ||Vu(t)|l at T would
make B finite. It follows that

limsup ||Vu(t)|le = oo.

Ay

We also give the vorticity formulation. Write w = curlu. The whole-space Biot-Savart

identity is u = curl(—A) 'w. Thus Vu is a constant local matrix applied to w, plus a
principal-value integral whose kernel K has degree —3, smooth angular dependence, and
zero spherical mean. For 0 < d < 1/2, split this integral into |z| < d, d < |z| < 2, and
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a smoothly cut off far region. On the inner region, subtract w(x) and use H®> < C!%,
0<A<1/2,to get

/|z|<d K(z)[w(x —z) — w(x)]dz| < Cd*|[ul 4.

The middle region contributes C||w||«log(2/d). On the far region, integrate w = curlu
onto the cut-off kernel; its differentiated kernel belongs to L2, so this contributes C||u/s.
Choosing d = c(e + ||u ) ~1/* and using conservation of kinetic energy gives

IVilleo < C 14 [[uoll2 + [|wlleo log (e + [[u]] 2)] - 6.7)
With Z = log(e + ||u||i3), (5.2) implies
7' < C(1+ luoll2) + CllwlleZ.

If [ lw(t) || dt were finite, Gronwall’s inequality would bound Z, hence sup, _ ||u(t)|| .

The embedding H® < C! and the preceding restart argument would then extend u past T,
contradicting maximality. Therefore the datum (6.3) satisfies

T*(llo)
L et gyt = oo

The datum in (6.3), the finite lifespan in (6.6), and the two continuation conclusions above
prove Theorem 1.1.
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