BLOWUP FOR THE EULER EQUATIONS WITH SMOOTH FORCING

ABSTRACT. We construct a finite-time singularity for the incompressible Euler equations on R3
with a force smooth in space and time up to and including the blowup time. The initial velocity and
force are axisymmetric and supported in one fixed solid torus about a circle of arbitrarily prescribed
radius and height. The initial velocity is smooth, with nonzero swirl and zero meridional component.
Circulation (angular momentum) and meridional velocity remain bounded, whereas the L* norms
of the circulation gradient and full vorticity tend to infinity. The time integral of the vorticity
L*° norm also diverges. On every closed time interval before blowup, the solution is smooth and
unique in a three-dimensional finite-energy, locally space-time Lipschitz class with bounded spatial
gradients; competitors need not be axisymmetric. The construction continues the program of Diego
Cérdoba and Luis Martinez-Zoroa on singularity formation through the interaction of successively
finer scales. We introduce localized circulation and velocity oscillations transported by the exact
nonlinear flow of the preceding fields. Each addition amplifies a small circulation seed and returns
its principal azimuthal-vorticity amplitude at its material center to zero, preparing the next addition.
Higher-order corrections make the physical force increments summable together with all mixed
space-time derivatives.
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1. THE EULER THEOREM AND THE AMPLIFICATION MECHANISM

This paper is part of the program of Diego Cérdoba and Luis Martinez-Zoroa on singularity
formation through interacting layers at successively smaller scales [6, 7, 5]. The preceding layers
generate the flow that amplifies a new localized perturbation, while cancellations and corrections
control the force needed to sustain this evolution. Here we carry out this construction for axisym-
metric Euler with swirl, starting from smooth data and keeping the force smooth in every mixed
space-time derivative through blowup.

1.1. The equations and the main result. The forced incompressible Euler equations are

(1.1) Ou+ (u-V)u+Vp=f, divu =0 on R?x [0,T}).
1
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In cylindrical coordinates write u = u"e, + u¥e, + ue,. Axisymmetry means that the three
components are independent of ¢. Set I' = ru¥, w = curlu, and w = w - e,. For rg > 0, 29 € R,
and 0 < R < ro/2, put

TR = {(Tv @, Z) : (Z - Z0)2 + (7“ — TO)Q < R2}
Smoothness on a closed time interval includes compatible one-sided derivatives at both endpoints.

The uniqueness class below allows non-axisymmetric competitors and a distributional pressure.

Theorem 1.1. For every rg > 0 and zy € R there exist T, > 0, 0 < R < ry/2, a divergence-
free axisymmetric field ug € C°(Tr; R3) with nonzero swirl and zero meridional velocity, and an
axisymmetric force o
feC®R’x[0,T.];R?),  supp f(-,t) C Tr,
such that (1.1) has a solution (u,p) € C®(R3 x [0, T%)) with u(-,0) = ug. For every 7 < Tk,
u € L=([0,7); L*(R?)),  Vue L™R?x [0,7]).
The solution is unique among divergence-free, locally space-time Lipschitz solutions with the same

data and force, solving (1.1) almost everywhere for some distributional pressure, and satisfying both
of these bounds. The competing solution need not be axisymmetric. Moreover,

(1.2 supp(T)(8) € T, sup (IP0) o + [0 Ol + 07(0)]c) < o0,
(13 lin VD0 =000 fim (O, = o,

T*
(1.4) | 1wl it =oc.

1.2. The amplification mechanism. The circulation transports the swirl. Its square generates
azimuthal vorticity through the fixed axial derivative, and the resulting meridional velocity can am-
plify the circulation gradient. The construction repeats this amplification with localized oscillations,
returning the principal azimuthal-vorticity amplitude to zero before the next oscillation grows. The
amplitudes themselves can be small while their spatial derivatives increase. Corrections to the two
equations make the complete physical force summable in every mixed derivative.

The companion Boussinesq construction of Alpoge and Buckmaster [1] develops this mechanism
with smooth space-time forcing. Its local two-field wave calculation [1, Lemma 2.1] takes place
on an affine background with a constant elliptic symbol. For Euler the symbol and the buoyancy
coeflicient vary across the support. The amplitudes below therefore depend on the material position,
and the transporting velocity includes all preceding corrections.

1.3. Related work. The Beale-Kato-Majda criterion [2] places vorticity growth at the center of
the continuation problem for smooth Euler flow. The time-integrated vorticity conclusion in (1.4) is
proved directly here, separately from the norm limits in (1.3). For unforced Euler on R?, Elgindi
[10] constructed finite-time singularities in the C1® class for small positive «; Elgindi, Ghoul and
Masmoudi [11] obtained finite-energy examples through stability and localization. Elgindi and
Pasqualotto [12] developed related whole-space blowup mechanisms for Boussinesq and axisymmetric
Euler with swirl, again with C%® rather than everywhere-smooth initial data. In a setting with a
solid boundary, Luo and Hou [13] provided numerical evidence for singularity formation in smooth
axisymmetric Euler flow. Chen and Hou [3, 4] proved smooth-data, finite-energy blowup in a domain
with boundary by a computer-assisted argument.

The layered approach also produces non-self-similar singularities. Cordoba, Martinez-Zoroa and
Zheng [9] constructed finite-energy, unforced Euler solutions that are C1®, smooth away from
the origin, and axisymmetric without swirl. For forced Euler, Cérdoba and Martinez-Zoroa [6]
constructed finite-time singularities with a force uniformly bounded in the spatial space C11/2—¢N L2,
Their stated preterminal velocity regularity is C%1/2 N L2. A related construction of Cérdoba,
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Martinez-Zoroa and Zheng [8] gives blowup for hypodissipative Navier—Stokes with a sufficiently
small fractional dissipation exponent and force in L%C;’E NLFL2.

For the two-dimensional incompressible porous media equation, Cérdoba and Martinez-Zoroa
[7] constructed singularities of smooth solutions with a source uniformly smooth in the spatial
variables. Their theorem controls every spatial order; regularity of all time derivatives is a separate
issue. For the Boussinesq system on the plane, Cérdoba, Lain-Sanclemente and Martinez-Zoroa [5]
introduced a multi-layer degenerate-pendulum construction with momentum force in C0C3* NCPL2,
where 0 < a < /4/3 — 1. The momentum force in that construction is noncompact, although
its curl and the scalar force are compactly supported. These Euler, IPM and Boussinesq works
supply the successive-layer amplification underlying the present construction. The smooth-forcing
companion [1] and the Euler argument below require summability of every mixed derivative with
one common choice of scales. In Theorem 1.1, the resulting physical force also retains one fixed
compact support. The proof treats the Euler-specific radial coefficients, nonlinear transport and
both residual equations.

2. AXISYMMETRIC COORDINATES AND COMPACT FIELDS

The volume coordinate removes the radial weight from transport and puts the remaining radial
coefficients explicitly in the vorticity equation. Write

(2.1) y=(272/2), r=2u)"% v=©Frd"), Jla,a) = (—ag,a1), &=w/r, ©=T2

Thus dy = rdzdr and 9y, = r~'9,. All two-dimensional derivatives below refer to y unless another
variable is indicated. The radial formulas are used on yy > 0; fields supported away from its
boundary are extended by zero. Set

2y2)"1 0 : - -
(22) Ay = (< ) 1) . L=divy(AVy) =35, + (292) 195, W) = (25)
Choose concentric open balls Dy € D about y. = (20,78/2) whose closures lie in the volume-
coordinate image of the meridional disk defining 7r. This is possible for every prescribed 79, 2.
Constants depending on these fixed balls and on 7y, R are allowed throughout.

Lemma 2.1 (Coordinate and force identities). Let I be a compact time interval and let I', U be
smooth on R? x I, with support in Dy at every time. Define v = IV, U and & = LY. Their physical
velocity is

(2.3) u = -0, u" =W, /r, u? =T/r.

It extends by zero to a smooth divergence-free axisymmetric field on R3 x I. With D, = 0y + v - V,,
put

(2.4) F'=D,I',  E%=D,(LY) - W, (T?.
Then fE5 dy = 0. There is a fized linear operator R, for which
(2.5) (f5, f"/r) =RyES,  f¢=F")r,  curl, R ,E* = E*,

and all three force components have support in the lift of D. For each k, this recovery has a finite C*
bound, including mized time derivatives, depending only on k and the fixed geometry. The resulting
fields solve Euler with a smooth pressure on I.

Proof. The divergence identity is d,u* + r~19,(ru”) = divyv = 0. Direct differentiation gives
r~1(0,u” — 0,u?) = L¥. The cylindrical circulation and reduced-vorticity equations are

(2.6) D,T =rf?, D,© = 2I'r %, D& =Wy, 04 (0.f" — 0.f*)/r.
The terms 0, LV, div, (vLY) and W (y2)9,, T'? each have integral zero.
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Use the divergence operator % of [1, Lemma 5.2], translated and rescaled so its fixed smooth
bump has integral one and lies in D. The asserted divergence identity and derivative bounds hold
for every smooth input; the parity clause is unnecessary here. With R, = J%, zero integral gives
curly, RyE5 = FE¢. Tts support is contained in the convex hull of the input and the fixed bump, hence
in D. Finally,

6y1(fr/r) =0y f* = (O f" = 0nf*)/r.

The alternate cylindrical prescription is (f?, f*) = R.(rE¢), since frEf dzdr= [ E¢ dy.

Let h = f — Oyu — (u - V)u. Its azimuthal component vanishes by the circulation equation. The
reduced-vorticity equation gives 0,h" — 0,h* = 0. The meridional half-plane is simply connected,
so h" dr + h” dz has a smooth potential. It is constant near the axis, where u and f vanish, and
therefore lifts to a smooth axisymmetric pressure. Multiplication by r*! and the coordinate change
have bounded derivatives on the fixed support. O

A compact rotating base identifies the angular control. Choose smooth cutoffs xq, x1 supported
in Dy, with x1 = 1 on supp xo and both equal to one near y.. Let H be smooth and compactly
supported in Dy, equal to |y — y«|?/2 on a smaller neighborhood. For Ty, Ag, N > 0, a unit vector
eo, and a smooth angle ¥ with 9(0) = 9(0) = 0, put

e(t) = exp(¥(t)J)eo, Wb = JH,

Iy, 1) = Toxa(y) — j\lsz(Noe(t) (= 1) o).

The periodic profile F' is defined below. At ¢ = 0 this gives nonzero swirl and zero meridional velocity.
Near y,, v? = 0.J(y—ys) and £€* = (14 (2y2)~!); the reduced vorticity is therefore spatially variable
even there. On a return interval a real trial parameter p will index angular velocities o, = 19“.
Their admissible range, dependence on the complete fields, and sufficient bounds for opposite return
signs are established in Section 7. Uniform realization of those bounds is proved in Proposition 4.2.
For the complete increments (y;,1;) constructed in Section 5, write

(28) ’Uj — JVyw‘]; (F<m7 \Il<m) = (Fb?\pb) + Z (’YJ’wJ)
1<j<m

(2.7)

Positivity of older circulation is required only on regions containing new oscillations. The coefficient
there is always 2WT .,.

2.1. Normalization of the ring and the construction scale. The physical radius can be fixed
before constructing the increments. The following reduction preserves the entire uniqueness class
and the time-integrated vorticity conclusion.

Lemma 2.2 (Reduction to the unit ring). If all conclusions of Theorem 1.1 hold for ro = 1,29 =0,
they hold for every prescribed ro > 0, z9 € R.

Proof. For a solution with unit ring radius write ¥ = (x — zpe.)/ro, and set

u(x,t) = rou(z, t), p(z,t) = r2p(Z, 1), flz,t) =rof(Z,t).
Time is unchanged. Every term of the momentum equation is rg times its original value, and
divergence is unchanged. The torus of meridional radius R < 1/2 maps to the prescribed torus of
radius R = rgR < r¢/2. Axisymmetry, compact containment of the initial datum, nonzero swirl
and zero initial meridional velocity are preserved. Direct differentiation gives

(2.9) I =20, VI=rVD, w=& Vu=Va, J|ul,=r2|dl,,
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with composition by Z understood. These formulas preserve the support and boundedness conclusions,
both full norm limits, and exactly the integral of the full vorticity norm. For each space multi-index
~ and time order b,

001 f =ry " \@FOLN) (@, 1).
Thus force smoothness through the terminal time is preserved, without asserting a terminal state
or pressure. Finally the inverse scaling is a bijection on the divergence-free, locally space-time
Lipschitz competitors in Theorem 1.1, preserving their preterminal L? and gradient bounds. The

a.e. momentum equation and its distributional pressure transform by the same affine change. Hence
uniqueness in that class transfers, without requiring axisymmetry of the competitor. ]

For the construction it therefore suffices to use y. = (0,1/2). The finite identities for arbitrary
fixed geometry remain valid, but the estimates for the actual sequence will be taken in these
normalized units. The final physical dilation is performed only after constructing the solution. In
the original volume coordinates it sends the round quadratic base to

3 oz = 20)? + g (g2 = 73/2)%].
Indeed y = (20,0) + S7, with S = diag(rg,r3), and the streamfunction scales as ¥ = rglf/. The
resulting linear velocity matrix is S(a.J)S~!. No round-base assertion in unscaled volume coordinates
is needed.

Choose one fixed geometric length €geom > 0. Primes in the following lemma designate magnified
coordinates and fields; they do not denote time derivatives. Put

(2.10) Y="1s+geomt’s  T(U,t) =geoml’ (2, 1),  U(y,t) = cpoon V' (2, 1).

This is a change of variables in the reduced equations, not a symmetry that leaves their coefficient
functions unchanged. Define

Coeom (T') = 14 2egeomTh, A’ = diag(cge{)m, 1), L= 8%2 +ek 92, W' = EgeomCoom-

geom “x)
The scalar cgeom is distinct from the principal coupling ¢, in (3.4).

Lemma 2.3 (Magnified equations and support). Let I', U be the smooth compact field pairs of
Lemma 2.1, with y. = (0,1/2). Under (2.10), with v' = JV'V and D' = 0; +v' - V', the ezxact
reduced residuals satisfy

(2.11) DT =F", DLV -Wo,[I?)=E — F'=cpmF", E* =E".

Moreover { = L'V and V,I' = V'T".

Let R be a fized compact curl inverse in the primed coordinates. Suppose I, L'V, F' and
R'E¢ have support in Br, for their respective time intervals, and the initial datum, expressed in
primed coordinates, has compact support there. If 0 < egeom < (16Lp)~1, their physical supports are
contained in the torus of meridional radius R = 4egeomLr < 1/4 about the unit ring. Their images
lie inside the smaller torus of meridional radius R/2.

The normalized choice Tg = 1/2 corresponds to I'ly = (26geom) ' At the initial ring,

A'(0) =1d, 2W(0)Ty = 1.
If [T — T4 < Br on a tube and 2egeomBr < 1/2, then on that tube
(2.12) 2W'T' € [ §Cqoms 3 Cgoom |-

On Bp,,, assuming 2egeomLr < 1/2, the full metric satisfies

(2.13) |A" = 1d|| < 4egeomLrp, 0%, cok | < 2Kk (4egeom )"

5, “geom
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Proof. One has V, = el Viv= Egeom¥’, and LW = L'’ Transport is unchanged, while

geom

W0, T? = ;2 EroomOu (E2eomI”?) = W0, T2
1

geom“geom ~ ] \“geom

This proves (2.11). The zero integral of each reduced-vorticity residual is preserved, since dy =
5§eomd1:’ . If R! is a fixed compact curl inverse in the primed ball, its corresponding physical force
pair is

(f5 f/r)(y,t) = 5geomR,E§/ (3}/, t), 7= 5geomFF//7”-
Its y-curl is E¢, so the force and pressure argument of Lemma 2.1 applies. The force inverse is fixed
once for all increments.

On the indicated ball, z = Egeom:c’l and 7 = /1 + 2egcomx,. Hence

2€geom | T
- \/ﬁ%_ n < 2€ge0m|Th), 24 (r-1)72< 45260“1\:(:’]2.
The closed ball therefore maps inside radius R/2. This proves the support statement for the state as
well as the force; force support alone would not imply the later support of the state. The coupling
formula follows by multiplying

2W'T = c; 21 + 26 geom (T — Tp)]-

geom

= 1]

Finally cgeom > 1/2 and direct differentiation of its reciprocal gives (2.13). O

The same fixed scale relates the finite increments in the two charts. We use here the profile
notation of Section 5. With primed material labels a’, let

/ / ’
a4 = Egeom , Ny, = Nm/fgeomy by = 6geomém-

The phase Npypm - a = N} pm - d is unchanged. The material maps obey X,,(a,t) = y. +
Egeom Xy (a',t), and thus M, = M), H, = H],, {(m = (,, and K, = k,,, with composition
in labels understood. Take corresponding principal data T;,, = 5geomT7§1, ﬁm = 5geom§;n at insertion,
and corresponding envelopes and activations g,,(a) = ¢/, (a’), wy,, = w!,. In the suppressed-index

notation of (5.2),
C=cC, (=e;l [ h="H,

2.14
(214 q=¢tgeomq, b=V, w=cgonw.

The normalized pair and stream profiles transform as
(215) (Vm,n, Wm,ﬂ) = egeom(vrgi,n7 W;n,n)v Um7n = eéeomU;w,n‘

The central €,,, the parameters o,,_1, the fibre matrix B,, and its propagator are unchanged:
dm = d;, and ¢, = 2(W'T’,,) o X],. Substitution in the phase inverse and in the finite equations
proves (2.15) successively in the correction level. Indeed (2.14) and the displayed label and carrier
scalings give, in (5.11),
Wo=W,., — Zy=2,  S.=cpomSh, S5=55.
Thus both components of the normalized pair forcing scale by €geom, as does its insertion data. The
phase mean and mean-zero primitive commute with this fixed change. The explicit label-vector
primitives satisfy
F 1—\/ !
Qn = géeoan ) Qg = SgeomeL .
Their label divergences have the required residual scalings. Both terminal composite levels are
retained.
Every primed estimate is converted back with this one fixed scale. A label derivative of order k
costs 5% - time orders do not change. On the fixed off-axis support, physical-coordinate derivatives

geom
also have fixed geometry-dependent bounds. These factors preserve every proved mixed-norm
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summability estimate without changing its carrier exponents or allowing a different scale for each
order. The construction must still establish those estimates for the complete primed fields.

3. A WAVE AND ITS AMPLIFICATION

We first describe the principal cancellation; localization and lower order terms will be treated
in Section 5. Let m > 1 index an increment with frequency N,, > 0 and material radius ¢,, > 0.
Suppose the smooth older fields I' <, ¥ .,,, have already been prescribed on a finite interval, and
set Ve, = JVVU,,. For a starting time 7,,,, let

(3.1) O Xm(a,t) =vem(Xm(a,t),t), Xm(a,7m) = Z(tm) + a, A (1) = X (-, )75

Here Z is the point carried by the full constructed velocity, as specified in Section 4. Fix p,, € R?
with [p,,| = 1, and write

(3‘2) Sm = NmDm - Am(:%t)v H,, = (DaXm)ila Cm = Hrjr;pma Rm = CZ;A(Xm)Cm

The last three quantities are functions of (a,t). Let F' be a smooth odd 27-periodic function, with
F(s) = s near zero, and let P be its mean-zero periodic primitive. For a smooth envelope g,
supported in |a| < £,,, equal to one near zero, consider

(33) Tm,0 = (memFgm)hv ¢m,0 = (memPgm)ua Qm = anﬁmBm'

The superscript fj substitutes (s, A (y,t),t) into a profile. The smooth activation w,,(t) is zero
before 7,,, and eventually one. The amplitudes T,,, By, depend on (a,t).

Let dpm = (JGm) - (VyI'am) © Xon, e = 2(WT'<yy,) © X, and choose a positive constant o,,—1 on
this increment. Define ﬁm = 0m—1m/Npm. The principal amplitude law is

T _ T . 0 ~dm/(Om—1Km)
(3.4) o (m) ~ ) (m) B = <am1cmcm,1 0 )

Indeed, the leading circulation coefficient is 01y, + Ny Bmdim, and the leading vorticity coefficient
is 0/ — NycemGm,1Tm. Both vanish by (3.4). Derivatives of the envelope, material amplitudes
and metric remain in the residual. On a time interval where the two off-diagonal entries are fixed
and positive, the growing eigenvalue is the square root of their product. This is the elementary
amplification in [1, Lemma 2.1], with the physical Euler coefficient retained.

Write R, = (Thn, ﬁm) and let Py, (a;t,t') be the propagator of (3.4). For nonzero growing initial
data define the central weight t0,,,(t) = |Rpn(0,1)|/|Rm (0, 7m)]-

3.1. An estimate for a family of amplitude equations. Fix one increment and suppress its
index, with 0 = 0,1 and R = (T, Q). All derivative orders below are total orders in the indicated
variables. The following assumptions concern supplied older fields on a compact interval. Write
I=[rt1], B={|la| < ¢}, \=¢"1 and IT > max(1,\). A time derivative is taken at fixed label. Let
B(a,t) be the matrix in (3.4), let P(a;t,s) be its propagator, and put R(a,t) = P(a;t,7)R"™(a).
Assume R™(0) # 0. Its central solution never vanishes, by uniqueness for the linear equation. Put

Ye = sup [R(O, )], p(t) = [R(0,2)]/Yx € (0,1].

The ratio p(t)/p(s) equals the ratio of the previously defined weights 10,,(t)/10,,(s).
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Here are precise supplied assumptions through an integer order » > 1. The positive constants
CR, b, Cap, €q are specified before applying the assertion; increase them to at least one.

IP;t.5)l| < Cro(8)/p(s), 1B 1] < a1, b <,

AoN02B(, ) oo < capm(t), e = /m, 1 <la| <7,
I

(3.5) 019202 B]| o < Ca,be+1n, 1<|al, o] +b<r, 0<n<I1,
(|0 R™|oo < eacaat R™(O)], 1< |al <7,
log 2
Cy + Cdat < 60}2{

At first label order use the norm of the full differential, and normalize c; o = e; = 1 by putting these
factors in m, cgat. The same first-order normalization is understood in the remaining coefficient
bounds. No integral-only bound for a time derivative is assumed.

Lemma 3.1 (Weighted material amplitude estimates). Under (3.5), for s <t in I,
IP(a;t,s) — P(0;t,5)|| < 2CEc.p(t)/p(s),

(3.6) |R(a,t) — R(0,1)| < ¢|R(0,1)], G = 303 (cx + caar) < 3,
|R(a,t)| 9
log ———%| < 60%(cy at)-
M%m@w|— et )

There are explicitly recursive order constants such that, for |a] +b <r,
1058/ (s, 5)|| < Cap NI (s + Lyson)™ 1D (1) /p(s),
920 R(a,t)] < Eap NI (cs + Lysgn + caa)™ oD [R(a, 1))

The constants depend only on the displayed order constants, Cr and the requested orders, not on
N,o, 0,11, |I| separately.

(3.7)

Proof. The mean-value formula gives ||B(a,t) — B(0,t)|| < m(¢). Variation of constants around the
central equation gives

P(a;t,s) = P(0;t, s) +/ P(0;t,u)[B(a,u) — B(0,u)|P(a;u, s) du.

After division by p(t)/p(s), its supremum 3 on [s,t| satisfies 3 < Cg + CRrcyj, so 3 < Cr/(1 —
Crey) < 2CR. Inserting this once more gives the second estimate. The initial-data difference is
at most cgat| R™(0)], and its size is at most (1 + cqat)|R™(0)|. Splitting the difference of the two
propagated data therefore gives its relative bound 2C%¢.(1 + cdat) + Crcdat < g« Since g, < 1/2,
|log(1 + x)| < 2|z| on || < 1/2 proves the last estimate, including nonvanishing of every label
solution.

For clarity, all derivative constants can be generated as follows. Put Cp o = 2Cr and for a # 0 set

Ca’o ZQCR Z <Z>CB’OCQ67O.

0< <L

Indeed, Go = 93P has zero initial data and source » <, (g) (82 B)Gq—p. The weighted Duhamel
formula integrates m exactly once; all additional factors ¢, < 1 may be discarded. This proves the
first line of (3.7) when b= 0.

For time derivatives define noncommutative matrix polynomials Py = Id, Py = 0; P+ Py3. Their
words g:l @h"l’)’ satisfy > .(h;+1) = b, and their coefficient sum is at most b!. Consequently P =
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P,P. The mean-value bound and the pointwise label hypothesis give ||01B(a,t)|| < (cj + ¢ )T
Let A, be the maximum of these constants and of ¢, ; with 1 < |y| <u, j < v. Then an admissible
bound for these polynomials is

Ly =bAG, ., Ly, = blmax(1,b)" 4%, | (u>0),

with Loo =1, Lo, = 0 for u > 0. Every differentiated word with a label derivative contains a factor
n; its label multinomial sum is at most bl®l. Leibniz in P,P thus gives

(07
Cap =D <B> Ly |5 Ca-p.0-

BLa
The differentiated factor either is in the propagator, contributing c,, or is in these polynomials,

contributing n. This proves the claimed separate small factors. Finally differentiate P(a;t, 7)R™(a)
and apply the datum bounds. Division by |R(a,t)| > |R(0,t)|/2 gives, for example,

E.p=4 Z <g> Ca-pp max(1, eﬁ), eg = 1.

BLa

For a = 0 the sharper pointwise polynomial estimate applies directly to R(a,t), so no initial-weight
lower bound is needed. O

The central weighted hypothesis has a concrete sufficient condition. Partition I, in this order,
into growth, transition, holding and the entire remaining interval. The central entries a,b are

positive C! functions on growth. Put v = V aE, Te = \/a/ﬁ and €. = 7¢/(2r.). Assume the nonzero

-1
e

initial vector satisfies Ro(0,7) = B(T)/@(T)Rl(O,T), and that rg = supmax(r.,r, ") < oo and

2vpy > |ee|(1 + p?) for some 0 < p, < 1. On holding assume b =0 and R2(0,t) =0. If

E= e, S = 180, )], Ho:/ @, Do:/ (lal + o),
h remaining

growth transition olding

then one can take

Cr =1\/1+ p2(1 + Ho) exp((1 + p.) E + 25 + 2Dy).

These are exactly the hypotheses and conclusion of [1, Lemma 2.13], applied only to the central
two-dimensional ODE. Its proof uses the invariant cone for u4 = re 1 2R1 + r;/ 2R2, followed by
forward and backward estimates on the remaining three intervals. The physical Euler coefficient is

still the coefficient in (3.4).

Positive initial entries Ei(a),/l;(a) give the growing datum R™(a) = 6(1, M) for a fixed 6 # 0.
The datum hypothesis follows by differentiating this expression, provided the entries have positive
lower bounds and the resulting relative derivatives meet its stated smallness condition. It is not
a consequence of positivity alone. On an activation interval, if |R(0,¢)| < Yact and |R2(0,t)] <

Bact|R1(0,t)], put Aaet = /1 + B2, If Aaetqs < 1, then

’RQ(a; t)’ < Bact + AactQ*

’Rl(aa t)’ B 1-— AactQ*

These assertions follow componentwise from (3.6). The same derivative estimates apply on this
interval with Y, in place of Y;.

For later use, all profile suprema are on S' x By x I, with smooth data on a containing collar.
Define the weighted profile norm

(3.8) [Qlr =  max_ supp(t) ' AT |0i05 07 Q).
i+]|al+b<r s,a,t

[Ri(a,t)] = (1 = Aactgs) | R1(0, 1)1,
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For coefficients the same norm without s and without p~! is denoted [c]S. The weight is not

differentiated in this definition. Leibniz gives [PQ], < 2"[P],[Q];, since p?> < p. Coefficient
multiplication has the same rule, while 0s, V, 0; cost respectively 1, A, Il and one order. The phase
operators of Section 5 have the same bounds in this norm.

Lemma 3.2 (Inhomogeneous amplitude estimate). Put T = max(|I|,II"%). If y; = By + f with
zero initial data, then

[ylr < D, T(fl;

One admissible finite recursion for D, is the following. Write Ci,j = MaX|q|—y Ca,j for u > 0,
cg’j =cj +c15, and set

dOu - 2CVR

1+Z< ) vodOu v]7 dO,OZQCRa

v=1
where the first formula is used for u > 1, and

db+1u_1+zz<><> ’]b]u vy D, _blfgi(rdbu

j=0v=0

Proof. Differentiate first only in phase and label. The differentiated equation contains 9:9% f and
the label-Leibniz terms (828)9.9 ?y. Their weighted integrals cost respectively |I| < 7 and
[m = ¢, <1, giving the recursion for dy,. For positive time order differentiate the equation

itself. The source term costs II"! < 7, and each matrix derivative costs ¢ JHJH)\” The displayed
time recursion follows by the full mixed Leibniz formula. There is no loss of an additional source
derivative and no factor exponential in II|I|. O

Lemma 3.3 (Material dependence of the amplitudes). For the selected sequence constructed in
Proposition 12.3, take Ry, (a,Ty) on the growing eigenline at each label, with controlled relative label
variation and positive off-diagonal coefficients at insertion. The amplitudes satisfy (3.6) and (3.7)
on their material balls at the admitted orders returned by Proposition 11.1, uniformly over finite
restrictions of their preterminal lifetimes. The estimates cost one factor £,,' per material derivative
and compare |Ry,(a,t)| with |Ry,(0,t)|. Propagator bounds use the weight 1, (t)/w,(t'). For each
fized layer, boundedness at every fized order is the separate conclusion of Proposition 11.1, with
constants depending on the layer and the order.

Proof. Proposition 12.3 constructs one infinite selected history satisfying the scalar conditions of
Proposition 11.1. The latter returns (3.5), including the central weighted history and relative
growing data, on every finite history satisfying its scalar conditions. Lemma 3.1 then gives the
admitted relative estimates on each finite restriction, with the same lifetime upper integrals. Their
bounds persist on the union. For each fixed layer, all-order finiteness follows from the separate
fixed-layer argument in Section 10, whose clock-moment and eventual-admission hypotheses are
verified in Proposition 12.3. O

4. MATERIAL COORDINATES AND LIFETIME BOUNDS

The full older flow is needed because material-dependent amplitudes produce nonlinear older
velocities. Its linear deformation at one point is useful for estimates, but the oscillations are defined
by the full inverse map. Set Y, (t) = X,,,(0,¢) and M,, = DX, (0,¢). Then

(4.1) Yin = Vem (Yo, 1), M,, = D, M,,, Dy = Vyvem(Yim, t), det M,, = 1.
There is a uniquely defined nonlinear remainder =,, such that
Xm(a,t) =Y (t) + My (t)(a+ En(a,t)), En(0,t) =0, D E,(0,t) =0.
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The determinant identity follows from div, v<p, = 0 and M,,(7,,) = Id.
On each finite continuation let

(4.2) 21 =v(Z@t)1), 20 =y, v=0"+) v,

where the sum runs over the finitely many activated complete increments defined in (2.8). Its
axisymmetric lift is the moving circle used to evaluate the gradient. The starting rule (3.1) gives
Y (Tm) = Z (7). For all subsequent times on a finite continuation,

(4.3) CANZ(0),1) = DyAn(2(1),6) Y 0y(2 (1), 1)

jzm
This follows by subtracting the transport equation for A,, from the derivative along Z. The bound
needed for nesting concerns this displacement and the phase Ny,pu, - A (Z(t),1).
The central velocity gradient also distinguishes the elliptic symbol from the Euclidean phase
length. For any streamfunction profile U, its pure phase contribution is

(4.4) N2 Uss JCn @ G = ‘i’"‘ (N2 kmUss)Jem @ em,  em = Gn/|Cml-

This identity is evaluated at the same (s, a,t), and gives the indicated contribution at y = X,,(a,t)
after s = Np,pm, - a. Material derivatives of U and derivatives of the inverse map give the other
Hessian terms. All these terms enter the complete center equations.

4.1. Bounds for the nonlinear material map. We give sufficient estimates on a containing
region rather than on an unknown image. Suppress the index m. On I suppose the central path Y
and matrix M solve (4.1). On Y (t) + M (t)Ba, define

v(d t) = M~ Yo (Y + Md',t) — v (Y,t) — DMd'}.

Assume this region lies in the fixed off-axis domain of the supplied older fields. In particular
v(0,t) = Dyv(0,t) = 0. Let rp > 2. Bounds below use Fréchet spatial derivative norms; coordinate
derivative norms satisfy them after fixed dimensional factors. Take Cy = 1 by enlarging the size
letters if needed. Throughout this subsection K > 1, 0 < {_ < (4, and all size and rate letters are
nonnegative; any reciprocal size has a strictly positive lower window. Assume for b +n < rp

o) M= < CKTI®,  ||0fD|| < CpII"*Y, |02Y| < GV IT,

XM Tp)| < Cyea T, ¢ < |[M~Tp| < ¢y,

(4.5) 1
DR )] < CRLpp(He=™, 0 <0 <TI, /a<1,
I

1oy D) < CipnI® et~ (b>1),  nmax(Cgp, Cgy, 1) < g

The bounds for M, D,Y are needed only through the derlvatlve orders appearing in the formulas
below; assuming them through rp is harmless. Let n(t) =7 f 0.

Lemma 4.1 (Small nonlinear deformation). There are ﬁmte constants 1y, defined by the partition
recursion in the proof, such that the exact older flow exists for every label in By throughout I, and

|DiE(a,t)] < xoun(t)e ",
(4.6) |0:D}E(a,t)] < w1 amo(t)0 ",
0 DRE| < 0" (b21),  btn<rp.
Moreover |a+ Z| < 94/8, ||DE|| < 1/4, and
(4.7) Dy X = M(Id+D,Z), H = (Id+J(D,2) " JHyMm—.
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Thus 0°D? (Do X)* is bounded by ¢, , KTI°4™™ for b+n < rp — 1; after subtraction of M*" it has
an additional factor n. At b =0 this factor is n(t).

Proof. Differentiating X =Y 4+ M (a+Z) gives Z; = v(a+ =, t) and zero initial data. Until exit from
By, 2] < Cf Ln(t)e < £/8, excluding exit. The Jacobian G = Dy (a + E) solves G; = Dyv(a + =, )G,

so||G—1d| <e Canlt) 1 <1 /4. This proves the low-order claims without replacing an integral by
a lifetime supremum. Smooth ODE dependence then permits differentiation.

Here is a fully finite definition of the constants. Scale a by ¢ and time by II™!, so the differentiated
vector field has bounds Cz?n% at time order zero retain the integrable factor 0/II. Put rgp = 08,1()7
Yol = 61/8061711. For n > 2, let Part,(n) be the partitions of {1,...,n} other than the one-block
partition, and set

ton = e/ Z CS}W H a5, a1 =5/4, a;=ro; (j > 2).
mePart«(n) Bem

All j on the right are smaller than n. The excluded term is D, v DI'=, treated by its integrating
factor; all others integrate one factor n0. Induction and n < 1 give the first estimate with its
time-resolved factor.

For mixed derivatives use distinguishable differentiation positions. If a set S contains n label
differentiation positions and b— 1 time differentiation positions, the mixed chain rule for v(G(a, t),t),
with G =a+ Z, is

(4.8) PaG =S Y @' p)anpka,...,0%ma.

TCS: wePart(S\T)

Set ap,;1 = 5/4 and aj j = x5 ; for every other nonempty block type. Define

=2 Y Oty I wmnm 021).

TCSt wePart(S\T) Benm

The empty product is one. Every block has total order at most b+ n — 1, so this is a recursion,
not an implicit bound. For b = 1 all differentiation positions are spatial, and the common factor is
nd(t); for b > 1 the common factor is bounded by nII°. Products of further 7 factors are at most
one. The powers of ¢ and II telescope in each term, proving (4.6). Formula (4.8) itself follows by
adding one derivative: it either differentiates the explicit time variable of U, creates a new singleton
block, or enlarges one block.

Both D,X and M have determinant one because v< is divergence free. Hence det(Id +D,Z) = 1,
and its inverse is its two-dimensional adjugate, namely Id +.J(D,=)" JT. This proves (4.7). Leibniz
gives, for example, ¢, = Cpl,—0 + Z?:o (;’) Cjty—jn+1, with enlargement for the direct matrix.
Every term of either matrix difference contains a derivative of =, proving the final assertion. O

For a coefficient write ¢ € C(S, A;r) when

(4.9) 180 D¢| < Sep, IPADREM ==Ly <

The finite list (cp,) is part of its bound. The class retains the first-label variation instead of
bounding every derivative £~!. The closure rules below use elementary input rates satisfying A¢ < 1.
Output rates may be fixed finite sums of these rates, with their multiplicities absorbed in the order-
dependent constants. Products add first-label rates and multiply sizes, with the binomial convolution
of constants. This follows by Leibniz: if both factors are differentiated in label, AjAsfl < A1 + Ao
when A0 < 1. If ¢ > S_ > 0, its inverse has size S=! and the same rate. For a set S of b time and
n label differentiation positions its constants are

(4.10) ci,“,i = Z |7T“(5/S—)‘7r| H Cb(B),n(B

mePart(S) Berm
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This is the chain rule for z—!. Exponentials of a bounded scalar use the same partition formula
without |7|!, with the appropriate powers of their fixed exponent. These proofs are the product and
composition arguments in [1, Lemma 4.2], with label differentiation positions added.

If A¢ <1 and h(d',t) € C(S,A;rp) on By, then h(a + Z,t) has the same size and rate through
rr — 1, with constants given by (4.8) and the just defined a;,,. For a term with ¢ > 1 blocks, its
label scale is Al1=909~™ = A0~ if n > 0. If n = 0, its extra factor A is at most one. This proves
the assertion and makes its constants explicit. At time order zero one may keep time-dependent
first-label rates pointwise, including n(t) from Lemma 4.1; no time supremum is needed.

For the following coefficients use the suppressed-index definitions

g=Tco0X, b=¢é.,0X, w=WoX, h=He,
[ = div, C,

C = HA(X)HT,

c = 2wq, d=Jp- V.

They are also collected in (5.2). To apply this calculus assume the following older scalar bounds in
the rigid coordinates Y + Ma'. For ¢ =T« &< let hy = Dy/[p(Y + Md',t)]. Suppose

hr € C(Go, pr;rr — 1), he € C(Xo, pre;rp — 1),

Assume ' < T (Y + Md',t) < T4, with T_ > 0, Go¢ < T'_, and central time derivatives
|OPT (Y, )| < CpI' 1P, For u(a’,t) = log(2(Y + Ma')y) assume all positive-order bounds of
C(1, Apet; TF), where Apetl < 1, and the metric window a_Id < A(Y 4+ Mda') < a4 1d, where
0 < a— < ay. These are conditions on the supplied older fields on a known region.

Put ry = 1 + maxpyp<,, Ipn and require nr, < 1/4 and Knr, < (/2. Let

AC:KAE/C_, AF:G()/F_, An:2A§+Amet-

pel < 1.

AE = F*n)\a

The following table gives bounds through order rr — 2; its constants are exactly those produced by
the displayed product, partition and reciprocal rules. In the row for ¢ the central value and the
integral of its rigid gradient supply the pure-time bounds.

coefficient size first-label rate
H, h K A=
¢ Cr A¢
A(X), A(X)? ay, a”! Amet
w, W w,, w2t 2A et
(4 11) C K26L+ 2AE + Amet
‘ [=dive C | K244 (2A= + Apet A
K, K ! Ki, K A
Vaq, d Go pr + A=z
Vab X() e + AE
q Iy Ar
Cc = 2wq 2W+F+ 2Amet + AF

Here W_ = inf W and W, = sup W on the containing region, and x_ = a_(? /4, k, = 9a+Ci/4 are
valid windows. Indeed ( = M~Tp + M~T.J(D,Z).J"p, whose error has size at most Kr,n < (_/2.
The same decomposition gives its time and first-label bounds; it is important that the central
covector has its own (; bound. The gradient of a pulled-back scalar is (Id +D,Z)T hy(a + =, t),
which proves the gradient rows. The remaining rows follow by the indicated products; the reciprocal
row uses its positive lower bound. The divergence row requires one further label derivative of H,
and therefore two derivatives of =.
For this metric the divergence has the sharper identity

(4.12) =) Ajj(X)Hy;Ou, Hij.
7.k
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Indeed, in 0,4, Ck; the derivatives of the first H vanish by Piola, and the metric contribution
is > Hrj0a, [Ajj(X)] = 0y;Aj; = 0. Its size is therefore bounded by a finite constant times
a, K?Az, with subsequent label derivatives at rate A\. At time order zero this refinement retains the
time-resolved factor 7(t).

There is also a bound for the physical time differentiation coefficient. Set v = H(v< o X), so the
vector v of (5.31) is —v o A. Writing S = Id +D,Z and E = M~'DM gives the exact identity

b=S"MY 4+ S5 E(a+E)+ 55,

The calculus therefore bounds v through 7y — 1 with size Vx = KV, + K?II¢ + nll¢, first-label
rate A\, and the displayed finite input constants. In particular the center drift is retained. Spatial
differentiation of an inverse-map coefficient is H''V,, and its material derivative is 9; at fixed label.
Iterating these rules gives all spatial and material derivatives of DyA; ordinary time derivatives use
0y — v - V4. Thus these bounds concern the full inverse map, not only M1,

These are orders of the specified rigid gradients, not of the primitive circulation or streamfunction.
A conservative way to supply all of them is to bound the mixed Eulerian derivatives of I'« through
rrp+1 and of W through rr+ 3, on the containing region, together with the displayed central matrix
and trajectory derivatives. The extra derivatives come from V,I'c, vo = JV, ¥, D = Vv (Y,t)
and V,{« = V,LVU_. The chain rule for composition with Y + Ma' gives the stated rigid bounds
with finite constants; their required small sizes remain separate hypotheses.

The coefficient table also provides explicit amplitude variation inputs. At time order zero
replace 1 by 7(t) in A=, A¢ and use pointwise supplied rates pur(t), Amet(t), Ar(t) if available. Let
Cen = (M ~Tp)y and ¢, = 2W,T',. For a finite constant Cy, generated by the same rules, one
common majorant for all 1 < |a| <rp —2is

(818) m(t) = Cuuel | 2 (ur(t) + A=(1) + AuD)) + 05 {1Cer (D] @Amat) + Ar(D) + KA=(0)}|
The proof for the lower entry writes c(i = ¢(..1 +¢(¢1 —(¢,1). The second term has absolute variation
O(c4+ K Az); there is no division by the possibly vanishing (.. The upper entry uses the gradient
row and the reciprocal rule. For mixed derivatives with a positive time order, replace all pointwise
rates by their fixed bounds and |(. 1| by (4. Divide the resulting expression by II to obtain an
admissible n, increasing Cya, through the requested order. The inequalities [; m+ cgay < log2/(6C%)
and n <1 are explicit supplied scalar tests. They are not consequences of the metric window alone.

Proposition 4.2 (Quantitative control of the amplifying sequence). For the selected sequence
constructed in Proposition 12.3, every generic index m > 2 satisfies the common-family quantitative
conditions of Proposition 7.7, including its entry data, complete older-field bounds and entire return
parameter interval. At index one it satisfies the separate first-return conditions of Lemma 7.5 and
Proposition 7.6. At every index, a return time t2, is selected from its family after growth such that
Qi (0,22) = (m1(0,t5,) = 0. The component (,, 1(0,t) is held at zero while the selected continuation

uses o = F, as in Lemma 7.4; the central pair (T (0,t), 0 (0,1)) then stays constant by (3.4).
This does not assert vanishing of the corrections. The selected continuation preserves the amplified
complete circulation gradient on this holding interval by the complete-gradient estimates returned
in Proposition 11.1; the sufficient bound (7.11) is given below. The next insertion is Tyi1 = t2,.
The family continues while its coefficient bounds, positive older circulation and interior support
conditions hold.

Proof. At m > 2, Proposition 11.1 returns the coefficient and entry bounds in (7.18)—-(7.19), all-trial
support and denominator margins, complete-gradient holding and quantitative older-field estimates
for the same finite family under its explicit scalar conditions. It also returns the principal clock
and the next growing datum. At m = 1, its separate (11.14) gives the opposite signs of Lemma 7.5
and the return and holding conclusions of Proposition 7.6. Proposition 12.3 realizes these scalar
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conditions on one sequence and applies the least return selection to the same successive histories.
This gives the asserted continuation and complete-gradient holding at every index. O

Proposition 4.3 (Corrected fields over their full lifetimes). Under the finite scalar comparisons
of Proposition 11.1, one joint induction bounds the older corrected fields, their nonlinear maps,
and their amplitude coefficients at the admitted finite orders and on the domains specified there.
Their transported supports remain inside Dy, the point Z(t) remains inside the required material
regions, and older circulation stays positive on those regions. On the infinite selected history of
Proposition 12.3, each fized increment has bounded mized force derivatives of every fixed order up to
Ty ; these bounds may depend on the layer and the order.

Proof. Sections 9-11 prove the joint induction and return (3.5), (4.5), (4.11), (6.3) and the finite
control bounds under the displayed scalar conditions. Proposition 11.1 separately proves fixed-layer
all-order finiteness on an infinite selected history satisfying these conditions and eventual admission
of every order. Proposition 12.3 constructs this history, verifies all clock moments, and bounds every
fixed force increment at every mixed order. The finite admitted estimates and fixed-layer finiteness
retain their stated quantifiers. ]

5. THE FINITE CORRECTION EQUATIONS

We construct one finite circulation increment on a supplied smooth older state. The correction
equations cancel nonzero phase modes successively; the phase averages of the residuals remain in
the force. All statements in this section concern a fixed compact time interval.

5.1. The supplied fields and the lifted equations. Suppress the index m except in the depth
Jm. Let I = [1,t1], and let <, ¥~ be smooth, supported in Dy on I, with v = JV, V. and
&« = LY. Smoothness on a closed interval means smooth extendibility to a neighborhood. Use
their exact older flow X in (3.1), starting from a prescribed point Y (7), and its inverse A. Fix balls
By @ By in label space such that

(51) UX(Egl,t) € Dy.
tel

This containment is a hypothesis for the present finite construction. The older force is the force of
this same pair recovered by Lemma 2.1. Fix N,o > 0, a unit vector p, an integer J,, > 0, a smooth
envelope g € C°(By), and a smooth activation w flat at 7 and zero before 7. The carrier F' and its
mean-zero primitive P are those of Section 3. Initial amplitude data may be any smooth pair on a
neighborhood of By.

Write

H=(D,X)"', ¢=HTp, h=He, C=HAX)H?, k=p'Cp,
g=Tlco0X, b=¢(.,0X, w=WoX, ¢c=2wq, 0, =Jp-V,, d=0.q,
[i = Z@ajCji = (LAl) OX, [ = ([1, [2).

J

(5.2)

Here A; is the ith component of the inverse map. All these coefficients depend on (a,t) and are
independent of the phase s. In particular d = (J() - (VyI'<) 0 X, and p - h = ¢;. Compactness and
ellipticity give minE/ w7k >0.

For periodic profiles put

VN = NpOs + Vg, Js(U,V)=Us0,V —V;0, U, {U,V}o=JV,U -V, V.

The notation Q%(y, t) means Q(Np-A(y,t), A(y,t),t), extended by zero when the profile has compact
material support. Define

DU =2(Cp) - VoUs+ (p-OUs, DU =C:V2U +1-V,U.
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The following identities include both first-order coefficient terms:
5.3
((at )+ ve - Vy)QF = (@), VyQ' = (H'VNQ),
TV U VyQF = (NTW(U, Q) +{U. Q}a)*,
0y, Q" = (NGIQs + - VaQ)Y,

LQ* = (LN Q) LxQ=Vy - (CVNQ) = N*kQus + ND1Q + D:2Q.

To prove them, the flow equation gives transport of A and det D, X = 1. The determinant identity
det(H u, HTv) = det(u, v)
gives the bracket formula. The Piola identity
dive(H(Go X)) = (divyG) o X

gives the elliptic formula and, on applying it to G = AV, A;, the formula for [;. Applying it to
G = e1 and to G = Wey also proves

(5.4) divg h =0, h-V,w =0, divy(wh) = 0.

The matrix D, X (a,t) in these identities is the full nonlinear flow derivative. Its value M = D, X (0, t)
is only the central matrix in (4.1).

Lemma 5.1 (Finite residual differences). For smooth compact increments ~,, put v' = JVy1) and
¢ = L1. Subtracting the residuals of the older pair from those of (I« + 7, ¥« + 1)) gives

Fl =0 +ve-Vy)y+0 -V, T+ - V7,
= (0 +v< - V)& +0 - Ve +0 - V& =Wy, (2T +7%).
For~ = V4, ) =U", these are Er(V, U)h and E:(V, U)h, where
Er(V,U)=Vi+ NdUs + {U,q}a + NTs(U, V) +{U,V},,
(5.6) E(V,U) = Ou(LnU) + NUO1b +{U,b}a + NT(U, LNU) +{U, LnU}a
— Nc(1Vs — ch - VoV = 2wV h - Vaq — Nw(105(V?) — wh - Vo (V?).

(5.5)

Proof. Linearity of L and (T'< +v)? — T2 = 2Ty + +2 give (5.5). Substitution of (5.3) and the
product rule give every term in (5.6). In particular, the terms containing b are present even when
the older streamfunction is locally quadratic. O

Every outer time derivative below acts on coefficients and profiles. For example,
H(NDU) = N[2(Cep) - VoUs + (p- )Us + 2(Cp) - VoUst + (p- Ug),

(5.7) \ ,
(Do) = Cy : VEU + 1y - VU + C : V2U; + [ VU

Higher time derivatives use the full Leibniz sums of these expressions.

5.2. Phase inversion and the finite recursion. For a mean-zero periodic (), define its mean-zero
primitive by

1

(5.5) (0:1Q)(s.0,t) = o

/%(w —0)Q(s — v, a,t) dv.

Integration by parts gives 0507 1Q = @, and its phase average is zero. It commutes with label
and time derivatives and has operator norm at most 7/2 in each maximum derivative norm. Put

P#OQ = Q - <Q>s
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Let (T, ) solve (3.4) with the supplied initial data, that is, with

B(a,t) = <O—Sg1 _d/o("”“)> ., Q=(N/0o)Q, B=Q/(N%).

Define Vy = wT'Fg and Wg = wQF g. For each level the streamfunction is recovered from the
normalized first phase derivative:

(5.9) W, = (N/o)W,,  Up=(N%k)"'0;'W,, W, = Nokd,U,.

Thus Uy = wBPg and N?k02U,, = 9sW,,. One phase primitive in (5.9) inverts the displayed first
derivative; it is not an inverse of N2xd? on the input W,.

Here is an explicit assignment of grades. A principal term containing level n has grade n. The
slow older-circulation term has grade i + 1; the fast and slow older-vorticity terms have grades
i+ 1 and i + 2. The two lower elliptic terms from U; have grades i + 1 and 7 4+ 2. Both slow linear
circulation terms have grade ¢ + 1. A fast quadratic term involving levels ¢, j has grade ¢ 4+ j + 1,
and a slow one has grade ¢ + j + 2. -

Use zero for negative profile indices. After depth J,, is constructed, set V; =U, =W, =W; =0
for ¢ > Jp,, but define for every j > 0

(510) Zj = 85Wj + NDlUj,1 -+ DQU]',Q, Z]b = NDlUj,1 + DQU]',Q.

In particular, Z;, 11 = NDlUJm + DUy, ~1, Zj,,+2 = D2Uy,,, and Z; = 0 only for j > J,, + 2.
These definitions give Ly > 7™ Ui = Z‘Imﬁ Zj.
For n > 1 the complete sources are

St ={Un-1,0}a+N > JU,V)+ > {UiVila,
i+j=n—1 i+j=n—2
S¢ = 0,2° + NOUy,_10, b + {Un_Q,b}a —h-VoVp_1 —2wVp_1h - Vagq
(5.11) +N Y ZULZ)+ Y UL Zh
i+j=n—1 i+j=n—2
~Nw(id, Y ViVj—wh Ve Y VWV,
i+j=n—1 i+j=n—2

Every sum uses nonnegative indices with the stated sum; the first index of a bracket and both
circulation indices are at most J,,, while a composite index is at most J,, + 2. Empty sums are
zero. During the construction of level n < J,,, the formulas use only levels below n, since every
contributing Z; has j <n — 1. All derivatives in these sources apply to the full profiles, including g,
the label-dependent amplitudes, and !

For 1 <n < J,, solve

—P_oSL
0(3%) s (i) (Lot )
(5.12) W Wa — 05 PzoSi

(Vn7 Wn) |t:7' - (0, 0)

For the propagator P(a;t,t’) of B, its solution is the pointwise integral

A t —P_oST
(5.13) (~ )(s,a,t) = / P(a;t,t’)( o )(s,a,t') dt'.
Wn T —Nas IP;é()Sg

This is the phase/Duhamel construction of [1, equation (5.8)] at each label. The sources are the full
expressions (5.11), whose variable coefficients and additional terms have been computed here.
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Proposition 5.2 (Exact finite corrections). For the supplied smooth data above, the recursion has a
unique smooth solution to every finite depth. All Vi, W, W, U,, have zero phase mean, are supported

in supp g in the label variable, and are flat at activation. Put V = Eiﬁo Vo and U = ZZZO U,.
Their exact residuals are

Im 2Jm+2
Er(V,U) =iTFg+ Y (Sh)e+ > S,
n=1 n=Jm+1
(5.14) o o
E(V,U) =iQF g+ > (S9.+ > S5
n=1 n=Jm+1

The fields v = V? and ¢ = U" _are smooth compact physical increments with zero initial traces of
every order. If ¢ > T'_ > 0 on By x I, the explicit additional condition

Jm
(5.15) Yo osup Val<al- (0<n<1)

n=0 SlXle x I
ensures '« +~ > (1 —n)['_ on that transported tube. Positivity is not needed for the finite recursion
or TECOvVery.

Proof. The coefficients of B are smooth and bounded on the fixed compact domain. A linear ODE
with these coefficients has a smooth propagator throughout I. Inductively the source at level n is
smooth and is already determined. Formula (5.13) proves existence and uniqueness. Phase averaging
its equation gives a homogeneous ODE with zero data, so both unknowns have zero mean. The
same holds at level zero because F' has zero mean. The normalized primitive gives zero mean for
U,. Outside supp g, all earlier levels and their derivatives vanish; the sources therefore vanish there,
and the pointwise ODE preserves this vanishing. Flatness at 7 follows first from w at level zero and
then by differentiating the inhomogeneous ODE: every time derivative of its source vanishes at 7.
The two principal expressions at level n > 1 are

d —~
Vn,t + NdUn,s =0V + — Wy,
OR

B (0s W) — NeC185V,, = ﬁag(aﬁn — o1 V).
o

They equal —P_(S! and —P#)Sﬁ by (5.12). The normalization has already included the derivative
of k in the second identity. At level zero the same calculation leaves precisely w1 Fg and wQF'g.
Expanding (5.6) with (5.10) assigns every other term once to (5.11). The largest scalar grade is
Im + Im + 2 = 2Jp, + 2, and the largest vorticity grade is Jp, + (J + 2) + 2 = 2J,,, + 4. Summing
proves (5.14), including when J,;, = 0. The collar in (5.1) justifies smooth zero extension in physical
space. Finally the triangle inequality proves the positivity conclusion under (5.15). The physical
scalar is prescribed in circulation, so no square-root inversion occurs. ]

Lemma 5.3 (Phase parity). At every constructed level,
Vi(=s,a,t) = (=1)" "V, (s,a,t), Wp(=s,a,t) = (=1)""'W,(s,a,1),
Un(=s,a,t) = (=1)"Uy(s,a,t).

Also Zj and Zg have parity (—1)7. Consequently (ST)s = 0 for even n and (S4)s = 0 for odd n.

Proof. The base parity follows from oddness of F' and evenness of its mean-zero primitive. A phase
derivative or its mean-zero inverse reverses parity; a label derivative preserves it. These rules applied
to (5.10) give the asserted parity of Z;. In (5.11) a fast bracket contributes one phase derivative and
a slow bracket contributes none. Its index sums then give parity (—1)"*! for every scalar source and
(—=1)™ for every vorticity source. The two older-vorticity terms have these same parities with their
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respective shifts by one and two; both quadratic circulation terms do as well. Projection removes
only an even constant. The ODE and its uniqueness therefore give the induction. O

These identities keep the label a fixed. They give no spatial reflection symmetry, and the
corrections can be nonzero where g = 1. For example, NOsUy0, b and —N wClas(VOQ) occur already
at grade one on that region.

Lemma 5.4 (The squared circulation). The squared-circulation increment is the polynomial expres-
sion

2Jm+1
(5.16)  Onew —O< =2V +VHE, 2V +V2= 3 %, S,=2qVi+ Y. ViV
n=0 i+j=n—1
Here circulation indices outside 0, ..., J,, are zero and sums have nonnegative indices. The parity

of ¥y is (=)™ and (X,)s = Yitjen—1{ViVj)s. On a fized phase interval where F(s) = s, the
profiles Vi, Wy, are polynomials in s of degree at most n+ 1, U, has degree at most n+ 2, and 3y,
has degree at most n+ 1. Their coefficients are smooth functions of (a,t).

Proof. The identity for the squared increment and its grades follows by expanding the square and
assigning each ordered product once, to n =i + j + 1. Phase parity and the mean formula follow
from Lemma 5.3. On the stated phase interval, P(s) = P(0) + s2/2, which proves the initial degree
bounds. Label and time derivatives preserve degree; phase differentiation lowers it, phase projection
subtracts a constant, and the normalized primitive raises the local degree by at most one. If the
bounds hold below n, (5.10) has degree at most j at composite index j. Each scalar source in (5.11)
then has degree at most n + 1 and each vorticity source has degree at most n. This follows for the
quadratic terms by adding the two input degrees, subtracting one for a fast derivative, and using
their displayed index sums. The linear terms have the same bounds. The phase-independent ODE
preserves these polynomial spaces, giving the induction and the asserted bound for >,. Global
periodic averages enter as smooth coefficients. ([l

This polynomial observation is local in the independent phase variable; it gives no estimate for
the label-dependent coefficients. The complete squared residual difference retains the older force.
With F© = D,O for each total state,

(5.17) FO, — FO = [2(q+ V)Er(V,U) + 2V(FL o X))*.

Indeed F© = 2T'F' at each of the two total states, so subtraction proves the formula. The reduced-

vorticity residual is unchanged because its scalar source is the derivative of the same square in
(5.16).

5.3. The phase averages and their primitives. For periodic Ay, A2, integration by parts in
phase gives

(5.18) (Ts(A1, A2))s = 01 ((A1)sA2)s, ({A1, As}a)s = dive (A2 IV AL)s.

All linear terms in the sources have zero phase mean. This includes Gthz, since coeflicients are
independent of s; it also includes both older-vorticity terms and both linear circulation terms. The
fast quadratic circulation mean vanishes as an exact phase derivative. Define the compact label
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vector fields
Qh=NJp Y (UisVj)st+ > (V;iJValy)s,

i+j=n—1 i+j=n—2
- o 1o 17
(5.19) QG =NJp > (UnZ)st > (ZIVaUi),
i+j=n—1 i+j=n—2
1

_2N2< D WiW)IVa(s™) —wh( Y ViV
i+j:n—2 i+j:n—2

Then, with the same index conventions as before,
(5.20) Sy =dive QL. (88)s = div, Q5.

In particular, the last two terms of Q% retain the variable-symbol and quadratic-circulation slow
means.

Here is the calculation for the carrier vorticity terms. The symmetric fast sum vanishes pointwise
in label:

1
(5.21) D UisdsWj)s = 530 D7 Wilj)s = 0.
i+j=k i+j=k
Set K = k= and Q; = 9; 'W; temporarily. For the slow sum, the product rule gives
K JV K
Z <{Ui788Wj}a>s = W Z <=]an1 . vaaswj>s + W . Z <inaaswj>s-
itj=k itj=k itj=k

Phase integration by parts converts the first sum into — > (JVW; - V,W})s = 0 by interchange of
i,j. It converts the vector in the second sum into —3V4 (3" W;W;)s. Thus

(5.22) S ({Us 0. W ba)s = — dive ﬁ< S W) o Va(s )
i+j=k i+j=Fk
This calculation applies to the full symmetric index set, including its zero terms. Combining it with
(5.18) and (5.4) proves (5.20). Label differentiation in these formulas differentiates k=%, @, h, and
every amplitude, including on the region where g = 1.
If Q(a,t) is a compact label vector field, Piola also gives the physical primitive

(5.23) (dive Q) 0 A = divy[(DX Q) 0 4], /(diva Q)oAdy =0.

These are formulas for phase-independent means. Phase averaging before evaluation is not spatial
integration of an oscillatory profile; in particular zero phase mean of U,, does not assert [ UE dy = 0.

5.4. Physical force and pressure. The same fixed compact inverse curl as in Lemma 2.1 recovers
the entire residual. Indeed, direct integration of (5.5) gives

(5.24) ES, dy =0, /rEfn dzdr = 0.
RQ

The first term has zero integral because [¢'dy = [ Lidy = 0 and v< is divergence free. Each

transport term involving v’ is the divergence of the corresponding scalar times v’. The final term

integrates to zero because 9, W = 0. The second equality is the change of measure dy = rdzdr.
Set

The ordered pair in the second formula is in the y chart:

eurly (£, fiu/7) = Dy (/1) = Oy = (D fly — Do f2) fr = E,.
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Let ¢g denote the fixed unit-integral bump defining R, supported in D. Its support conclusion is

conv (supp ES U supp ¢o) C D. No parity hypothesis is needed for this curl identity. The divergence
identity, support and derivative bounds in [1, Lemma 5.2] are precisely the properties used in
Lemma 2.1.

Write the physically evaluated vorticity residual in (5.14) as E2°t  pmean  prem  Fach summand
of E™ea has zero spatial integral by (5.23). Their complement E?* 4+ E™™ has zero integral by
(5.24). Thus every force term is assigned by

Jm
(o £r/r) = Ry(B*" + E™™) + >R, [((S5)6)7,
n=1
(5.26) 2T +2 A
f=r (wTFg+ > SE) +> ((Sh)s)"
n=Jmn+1 n=1

Linearity gives exactly (5.25). An isolated activation term need not have zero spatial integral; it is
grouped with the terminal remainder for this reason.
For every integer £ > 0, Lemma 2.1 gives

(5.27) [ fmllcr, ) < Ck,D(Hng”Cg,t(I) + HErgnHC;t(I)) < 0.

Here x € R3, the norms take the maximum over all mixed derivatives of total order at most k, and
the fixed geometry includes the distance from the axis. This bound follows because the recovery
operator commutes with time derivatives and has no spatial derivative loss; the radial multipliers,
chart change and cylindrical basis have bounded derivatives on the support.

Adding (5.25) to the older recovered force gives exactly the recovered force of the new total
state, since the residual differences in Lemma 5.1 telescope and the same linear operator and radial
multipliers are used at every step. Lemma 2.1 then gives a smooth pressure: the momentum residual
has zero azimuthal component and a curl-free meridional component on the simply connected
half-plane. Its potential is constant near the axis and extends smoothly to three dimensions.

5.5. The complete values at the two centers. The following formulas retain every term used
in a center evaluation. Let K;(a,t) = (VzAi)(X(a,t),t) and, for a profile Q, put ¢* = H'V,Qs. At
y = X(a,t), with s = Np - a,

V,Q* = NCQs + HTV,Q,

5.25) ViQF = N?Qu( @ (+ N((® g} +q; @ Q) + H (VoQ)H

2
+ 3 (Qa, + NpiQs) K.
=1

The chain rule applied twice proves these formulas. They apply to the full finite sums @ =V and
@ = U. Add the corresponding older derivatives to obtain the total circulation gradient and total
streamfunction Hessian, and multiply the latter on the left by J to obtain the complete velocity
gradient.

At the older-flow center Y (¢) = X (0,t) these expressions use (s,a) = (0,0) and H(0,t) = M ().
For example, at phase zero the principal stream profile has

VoUo = wP(0)V4(Bg),  V:iUy=wP(0)V2i(By).
These slow terms remain even in the principal Hessian. At the full-flow point Z(¢) they instead use

a(t) = A(Z(1).1),  s:(t) = Np-at), = H(aw, ) (Z(1),1)
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for the present single increment, with the sum of all new velocities in place of v' on a longer finite
continuation. The zero-extended physical formulas remain meaningful if the point is outside the
tube. In the pure-phase part of the velocity gradient set e = (/|¢|. Exactly,

¢

(5.29) N2U,JC® ¢ = T(N%USS)Je ®e.

The metric ratio is evaluated at the same label and time as the other terms in (5.28). For instance,
along the full flow, the total gradient obeys the exact equation

d

SVDZ(0),6) = VyET(2(0),0) — (Vyo(Z(0), 1)V, D(2(0), )

Along Y, the right side has the additional term —v" - V,(V,I'), evaluated at Y. These identities do
not supply estimates for the displacement or the correction derivatives.

5.6. Finite derivative dependence. For D = (V,v-)oX and Ax = ((v<-V,)A)o X, the material
time derivatives of the coefficients satisfy

H,=—HD, ¢ =-DT¢, hy = —H Dey,
(5.30) Cy = H(Ax — DA(X) - A(X)D")HT, Ky =p" Cip,
g =FloX, bi=ch-Vag+ ESoX,

where FE, Ei are the older total residuals. These formulas follow by differentiating the flow and
using (2.4); the older scalars need not be constant along that flow.
We record the data needed when differentiating these formulas. For a profile define
Qlr = max  sup [01920/Q),
Jtlal+b<k g X By xI
and use the same norm without phase derivatives for coefficients. The coeflicient list in the lifted
equations and recursion is

C? [7 ,{:l:l) C’ h’ w? q7 vaq7 b7 vab’ C’ d’ B'

Its derivatives include derivatives of the older circulation and of £ = LWV, all composed with the
same X. Stream recovery also uses derivatives of k!, explicitly
-1

’jV—Qa;lvaWn —U,V,logk,

and repeated Leibniz derivatives of this identity. The two lower elliptic operators use C, [ and their
full outer time derivatives as in (5.7). Nonlinear sources use products, one fast or slow bracket, and
the exact composite Z;; mean primitives additionally use Vo(k~1) and wh.

The remaining operations are phase projection and the literal primitive, solution of the finite
linear ODE, evaluation on the phase and inverse map, differentiation of the moving points, compact
force recovery, and the radial lift. For physical differentiation, set H= DyA and v = ;A = —H Ve
The exact rules are

VU, =

b

9y, Q% = ZHji(ijas +04;)Q |
(5.31) ;

2Q" = Q1) +>_ v (Np;Qs + Qaj)h-
j

Thus every further derivative differentiates H, v, or a profile; the center formulas additionally use
K;, the trajectories and the complete older derivatives. These map quantities are determined by
the supplied smooth older flow. Their relevant derivatives are finite on the compact collar. The
radial lift uses derivatives of r*!, the fixed chart and the cylindrical basis on D.
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For each fixed k and J,,, induction in n proves finiteness of all the displayed seminorms: at
a level one uses finitely many derivatives of earlier levels, the Leibniz rule, the bounded phase
operators, and the differentiated finite linear ODE. The derivative inventory is therefore finite at
every prescribed depth and output order. The resulting constants may depend on J,,, N, o, I, the
geometry and the finitely many smooth-input seminorms actually differentiated, as well as the
positive minimum of k. No uniform bound over different older states or longer intervals follows
from this finite argument. Sharp order allocations, frequency gains and lifetime bounds remain the
estimates required in Section 6.

6. MIXED DERIVATIVE ESTIMATES FOR THE FORCES

All estimates concern the physical force. For a scalar or vector field A on the volume chart and
an interval I, write

h = max Ssu A%l h(y. t)|.
| ||0§,t(1) |a|+b§ky€R2,I?€eI| y O h(y, 1)

The recovery in Lemma 2.1 gives, for the lift to R3, a fixed constant C,p such that

(6.1) I Fmllox ) < Cum(1ERllen ) + |25

c§,t<l>)'

Here x € R3. This estimate also includes differentiation of the cylindrical basis vectors, which is
bounded on the fixed off-axis support. Oscillation may improve particular estimates, but it does not
remove the phase-independent contributions to either residual.

6.1. A quantitative finite estimate. We give all scale conditions without fixing an eventual
frequency sequence. Fix k > 0 and depth J,,,, and set

(6.2) re = k+4J,, +9, rx =T+ 2, rE =1y + 4.

Assume (3.5) through r,, (4.5) through rr, and the rigid-scalar, metric and small-deformation

hypotheses preceding (4.11) through their stated orders for this . The containing region has a

transported collar satisfying (5.1). Their constants and sizes are part of the input. Use the profile

norm (3.8) and 7 = max(|I|,IT!) from Lemma 3.2. All quantities below refer to this one layer.
Let x, Cy, Lo, Go, By, co, ho, @«, 20 respectively be positive size bounds for

K/_lv Ca [7 VCLQ> Vab, ¢, h> w, <1~

They may be the corresponding sizes in (4.11). Let C, > 1 bound all their normalized derivative
constants through rx after replacing their first-label rates by A and absorbing any fixed number of
rate summands. Let it also bound the corresponding constants for D, X, H, v through rx and the
relative amplitude data through r,. These constants are calculated from the preceding finite rules,
rather than inferred from smoothness. Define

H,, =280+ 4. 008, 2F = (200X + Lo)x/N, 25 = (CoA> + LoA)x /N2,

The factor H,, bounds the at most five-factor Leibniz products, two-dimensional component sums
and bounded phase operations in each source row. It also bounds one extra derivative in the mean
formulas.
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Choose 0 < § < 1. Require that each quotient in the following table is at most one. The column
headed “shift” is its grade shift; the matrix equation, not an estimate, determines these shifts.

term shift required quotient
7’ first piece, normalized 1 27 /6
7" second piece, normalized | 2 25 /62
{U,g}a i TXAGo/(Nob)
O(NDU), 0:DU 1,2 Tz /6, TIlz/82
(6.3) NUs0, b, {U,b}, 1,2 | TxBo/(Nd), TxABo/(N?6%)
ch - VaV 1 TO'COho)\/(N(s)
2wV h-Vaq 1 2T ow,hoGo/(N6)
fast transport products 1 TxAY./(00)
slow transport products 2 Tx\Y./(Nad?)
Nw(05(V?) 1 Tow,zY. /6
wh - Va(V2) 2 Tow,hoAY,/(N6?)

Every vorticity row in this table includes its factor o/N. The first row denotes the normalized
first lower-elliptic contribution (0/N)ND;U, not an additional factor of N. In particular the
fast circulation-square row has an amplitude-smallness condition; it is not assigned a nonexistent
inverse-frequency gain.

For explicit profile constants put

A, = |a?jg§T max(1, Eqp),
Wy, = max, IT°)|0w)| oo,
Ir = |a|H<la)i*1€|a‘H8agHOO’ F""* = HFHCT*+17

E,, =213 A, max(1,w,,) max(1, g,, ) max(1, F,,).

Leibniz and Lemma 3.1 give [Vpl,., [Wolr, < E;.Y.. Take ag = E,,. At each 1 <n < J,,, first form
bj for 0 < j < n from the known a;, and then define s, and a, by
(6.4)

bj = aj + Hr* ((Ij_l + aj_g),

sp = H,, |6a,_1+ 3ap_2+3 Z ai(a; +b5)+3 Z ai(a; +bj)| , an =4D,, Sy.
i+j=n—1 i+j=n—2

Use zero for negative indices. Every a;, aj, b; used to form s,, has index less than n. After construction
put aj = 0 for j > J,,, keep the formula for b; through J,,, + 2, and use the formula for s, through
2Jpy + 4. The D, is the explicit constant of Lemma 3.2; all numbers in this recursion are fixed
before testing the scale inequalities.

Proposition 6.1 (Finite correction estimates). Under these hypotheses and (6.3), the actual finite
construction in Section § satisfies

(65) [Vn]ra [Wn]r < anY:k(Sna [Un]r < HT*NLJanYV*(Sn, r+2n <7y

For every retained composite and source,

(6.6) [%Z]} <bY.d, r42i+1<r.,  [SM], [%sg] < s,Yo09 T, 1429 <7,
r T

The source bound includes all terminal grades, with the stated zero convention.
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Proof. The level-zero estimate follows from the definition of F,,. Stream recovery is
U, = (Na)flmflaglwn.

In particular,

1 g (o2
NOsU, = (o)W, NZE = 0D1Uj-1 + Dol 2.

Since NU,, s = (O'K;)_lwn, the first expression is

- [20p Vs + (- 054

It has size at most H,, 2] aj,ly*éj_l and uses the preceding pair at one additional order. This
differentiates k! as well as the pair. The second has size at most H,, zé‘aj,gY*éj ~2 and uses two
additional orders. The first two scalar tests give the composite bound, with the one extra phase
derivative on its principal part.

For completeness, the calculation of each source scale is as follows. A slow derivative of U; costs
XA/(No) times the pair size. Against the older gradient this gives the third row of (6.3). The
full outer time derivative of either lower-elliptic expression costs II, including differentiation of C, [
and x~1. This gives the fourth row. Fast and slow multiplication by V,b give respectively xBo/N
and yABg/N? after vorticity normalization. The two linear circulation terms give the next two
rows directly. The fast brackets have scale yA/o times two pair sizes, and the slow brackets have
scale xA?/(No). For their vorticity versions write (0 /N)Z; = BSWj + (O'/N)Z]b- and use the already
proved composite bound. Finally, the normalized fast and slow derivatives of V;V; have scales ow, 2o
and ow,hoA/N. This accounts for all the displayed terms in (5.11). Dividing by Y.09/7 gives
exactly the table. The source contains five first-shift linear terms, two second-shift linear terms, and
the stated transport and square products; the larger integer coefficients in (6.4) cover their sums.
The projected two-component forcing has Euclidean norm at most four times this source majorant,
since projection costs two and the mean-zero phase primitive costs 7/2. Lemma 3.2 proves the next
pair estimate.

Here is the derivative count behind that induction. Stream inversion does not increase the
required pair order. The first lower-elliptic piece uses one label derivative of level j — 1 and the
second uses two of level j — 2. Their outer time derivatives use respectively two and three total
derivatives of those levels. A fast bracket with principal vorticity uses up to two derivatives of
its second pair; a slow bracket does so as well. For a lower-elliptic second argument these counts
are at most three at level j — 1 and four at level j — 2. With i+ j =g — 1 or g — 2, these all fit
the allowance r + 2g. Every other row uses at most one extra derivative of level g — 1 or g — 2.
Differentiating a coefficient rather than a pair requires the same total order and cannot increase the
largest needed order. The Duhamel estimate requires no extra order. This proves the induction,
including the composite indices J,, + 1, J,, + 2 and the terminal sources through 2J,, + 4. The
largest source requirement at output order k is k 4 2(2J,, +4) = r. — 1. The additional order in 7,
also covers phase differentiation in activation and mean-primitive differentiation. O

We now give a finite expression for the physical force. This also records which means are retained.
Put A; = q;Y,6" for 0 <1 < J,, and zero otherwise, and

B} = Hy. (s{Aj-1 + #5Aj-2) (0= < Jn+2).
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Let Ak be the first-label rate of x~! from (4.11). Define

r X AX
My =H,, |~ Z A+ Ny Z AA; |
L i+j=n—1 i+j=n—2
£ _ Nx b X b
(6.7) MS=H, |— > AB+25 > ABj
g i+j=n—1 i+j=n—2

Then [Q]p41 < MY and [Q%]p41 < M§. Indeed these are, in order, the absolute values of the terms
in (5.19), using [W;] = (N/ J)[WZ] and the normalized lower-elliptic bound. The reciprocal-symbol
term retains Ax and the circulation-square term retains w,hg. Neither is omitted when the envelope
is constant. Thus [(SL)s]x < 2AM] and [(S5)s]e < 2AM§. The required profile orders in these
formulas lie below r,: for n < J,, their largest pair index is at most n — 1, and the primitive plus
divergence uses at most four additional derivatives.

Let Cx > 1 bound through order k the normalized coefficient constants of H, v and their sizes
divided by K, Vx. Define

Aph = 1+ T+ (N + M) (K + Vx), Agiow = 1 + T+ AK + V), Ce¥ = kI [16(1 + Cx )2 +2.

Repeated physical differentiation in (5.31) gives
(6.8) 1@, < CR¥Apu QI

For a phase-independent profile replace Ay, by Agow. To see the count, each derivative is H T(N p0s +
Va)or 0y—v-(Npds+V,). At the next application it differentiates either an existing coefficient or the
profile. At most k! distributions occur after enlarging by the four coordinate choices per derivative.
Coefficient derivatives cost A or II, and are bounded by the supplied normalized constants; these are
absorbed by Ay or Ageyw and the displayed constant. Spatial derivatives of a phase-independent
mean introduce no factor N.

The same calculation through order k + 2 bounds the complete gradients and Hessians in (5.28),
including inverse-map curvature. Here use the coefficient maximum C'x through order k42, available
from C, through ryx; the pair orders suffice since k + 2 + 2i < r, for ¢ < J,,. Their values at
either Y (¢) or a supplied curve Z(t) are bounded by these domainwise estimates. At Y, evaluation
corresponds to a = 0, s = 0; differentiation along that curve is at fixed label. Along Z, a profile is
differentiated by

O+ [H(Z —veoX)] - (Npds + Vo) at a= A(Z,1).

Given derivatives of Z through the requested order, Leibniz expansion of this operator and of the
spatial operators proves the corresponding mixed curve estimates, with constants also depending on
those supplied derivatives. This statement preserves (4.4); it does not identify the two centers.
Let I, C I be a closed interval containing the supports of all positive derivatives of w, and
suppose supy, . |R(0,t)| < Yact as in Section 3. Take ES", = E,,. On this activation interval, the two

normalized activation profiles are then bounded through k by EijlHYact. Put Siem = Z;ﬁﬂil 5409.
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Proposition 6.2 (Physical force estimate). Under the hypotheses of Proposition 6.1, the stated
activation bound and the fized support condition (5.1), the physical force satisfies

ev ac Y*
lfmllet o < CoCE | Abn(1-+ Vo) ( BRIVt + 3 S
(69) Jm
+ 208 ) (it + M,g)] .
n=1

The constant Cy,p depends only on k, the fived off-axis chart and the fived compact inverse. All
other dependencies occur in the displayed numbers. The bound is uniform for supplied fields with
these same numerical inputs.

Proof. Equations (5.14), (5.26), the mean estimates and (6.8) bound the complete circulation and
reduced-vorticity residuals. The factor N/o undoes the normalization of the vorticity source.

The inverse curl is applied to activation plus remainder together and to each mean separately,
exactly as in (5.26). Their compatibility was proved in Section 5; the triangle inequality does not
assert compatibility of either isolated oscillatory piece. The fixed inverse commutes with time
derivatives. Its no-loss spatial estimate, the radial factors and the cylindrical basis give Cj p. This
proves the physical mixed bound. ]

The right-hand side defines the finite expression §,, . An application seeking a bound ¢, requires
the displayed right-hand side to be at most €, in addition to (6.3). This is a finite scalar test on
inputs, not an assumed estimate on the unknown force. The terminal sum contains powers §9 with
g > Jm + 1; its depth-dependent constants and full finite sum must also be bounded. Activation is
controlled by its small datum and the phase-independent terms by (6.7).

The derivative allocation and dependence are as follows:

quantity orders supplied or used scales retained
rigid gradients and non-affinity rep=71.+4 K,II, V., n(t),0,Go, Bo, t, Amet
composed coefficients and reciprocals rx =Ty + 2 k_Y K, Cy, Ty, Wy, first-label rates
amplitude family and profiles r« =k+4J, +9 CR, Ci, 0, Cdat, Yu, Yact, I, A
pair at level n r+2n <r, Y.6", (No)~t for U,
composite Z;,j < Jpy + 2 r+2j+1<r, N/o

terminal sources g < 2J,, + 4 r+ 29 <71y Y. 09T

mean primitive and divergence k + 1 then k MFEME N, Aflow

physical evaluation and force k A’;h, N/o, Crp

The implication proved here requires the actual older fields to supply: the central weighted
and activation hypotheses; the integrated and instantaneous amplitude variation tests and datum
variation; the central deformation, speed, non-affinity, scalar and metric bounds on the full containing
regions; the transported support condition and positive older circulation when positivity is requested;
and the displayed scalar scale tests. Proposition 11.1 returns these inputs for the same finite corrected
family under its closed scalar conditions; its activation specialization retains the prescribed seed
and short ramp. Section 7 supplies the local family used there. Proposition 12.3 realizes all the
scalar conditions on one infinite selected history.

7. FINITE CONTROLLED FAMILIES

The angular velocity must be constructed together with the older corrected fields: those fields
determine the angular velocity, and every material map subsequently uses it. At a fixed number of
increments this dependence has an integral form in time. We first prove existence of that family,
and then give sufficient quantitative conditions for a return.

Choose an open ball P € Dy about g, on which H = |y — y.|?/2 and both base cutoffs equal one.
All material supports considered in this section have containing collars transported into P. The
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fixed coefficients are still

Aly) = diag((292) ", 1), W(y) = 2p) 7% e = (20,73/2).
No change of the physical coordinates is made.

Fix a finite collection of frequencies Nj, radii, depths J;, positive constants o;_1, envelopes and
activation functions. At the beginning ¢y of the interval under consideration, all existing profiles
and maps have smooth data on collars of their material supports. The maps are restrictions of the
global older flows. At a new insertion, X;(a,tg) = Z(to) + a and the higher levels have zero data.
The amplitude datum may be any smooth pair; when a growing datum is required, write ?ij,/b\j for
the two off-diagonal coefficients of (3.4). They must be strictly positive on its whole collar, and the

datum is
—€; <1, \//b\j//a\]) , € > 0.

The square root is evaluated at insertion. Its relative derivatives are separate quantitative require-
ments when weighted estimates are used. s

The state consists of ¥, all the X, the amplitude pairs, all pairs (Vj,, Wj,,) for 1 <n < J;, and
the full-flow point Z. The physical increments are the complete sums

3 5 3

I
V=D Vin| s =D U], vi=JViy
n=0

n=0

Write o = 9. The base streamfunction U® = o H and vorticity £ = aLH are recovered from the
current rate and are not integrated state variables. In particular a central zero of {}; leaves all these
definitions in force. During a stage ending with increment m, Z is read only at the next insertion.
The centers Y; = X;(0,t), which enter the current control, are distinct from Z.

7.1. The control and its finite derivative requirements. At a center lying in P, write

T
(71) Dj :O[J—I-Ej, Ej :ZV%(Yj,t), ‘FJ :—M, ]:0:0,
i<j G2
where in center expressions (; = M j_ij and o = 9. The open domain of a control requires ICj2| >0
for every feedback that it uses, positive symbols, and the stated interior support conditions. The
following control branches are smooth functions of spatial state values on this domain:
Zu(t)
(7.2) o= Fm_1, a=(1—n)Fm-1+ mFm, a=F, — Y o= Fn.
m,

The first branch keeps the parent’s first covector component fixed (and is & = 0 when m = 1). The
next three branches interpolate to the current feedback, prescribe the current first component, and
keep that component fixed after return, respectively; see Lemma 7.4. Here 1 is a prescribed smooth
transition and z, is a prescribed covector component with its entry value frozen. The parameter y
is fixed during a trial. In particular z, is prescribed data, not the time derivative of an evolving
state evaluation.

The identity D; — aJ = E; in (7.1) is an identity of the actual fields. Although ¢ = a«LH enters
the level sources instantaneously, it is absent from the feedback except through the integrated
profiles. This distinction is essential below.

Lemma 7.1 (Finite derivative allocation). For fized m,J1,...,Jy and requested spatial output
order k, a finite backward allocation of spatial derivatives supplies all the maps, coefficients, profiles,
level rates, physical evaluations and feedbacks through order k, including locally Lipschitz dependence
on a continuous trial rate. The allocation is obtained by the rules below; it is independent of any
derivative of the trial rate. For requested time order b, a further finite allocation supplies the state
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through order b+ 1 from the trial rate through order b. For an integer k > 3, one sufficient spatial
allocation is

(7.3) reC=k+4,  rG=rC 4,412 (j=m,...,1).

Initial data and fixed base profiles through r%)oc suffice. For smaller requested orders use k = 3. These

local orders are distinct from the derivative orders admitted in the infinite construction.

Proof. We give a finite algorithm, so that an asserted output order specifies its actual input
derivatives. Count phase and label derivatives together. Start with all desired spatial outputs,
including the two derivatives of each stream profile used in F;. Enlarge the requested order by
one when comparing evaluations at different moving points. Generate the following finite list of
expressions in increasing layer order. For a layer generate X, H,C, k, q, b, the other coefficients in
(5.2), the principal pair and its rate, and then each level, its rate and its recovered stream profile in
increasing level order. Generate the full-flow point last.
Before assigning orders, expand each outer derivative in (5.7). In a lower profile derivative use

(Un)e = (No) ™ { (570,07 Wa + 67107 (W) }
Replace (W,,); by its already generated level equation, and use the principal equation when n = 0,
including w. Use l; = div, Cy and (5.30) for Ci, k. No derivative of b in time is required in (5.11).
In particular one must use b = (aLH + ), _ j L);) o X directly, rather than differentiating an older
residual to compute it. Every substituted time derivative reduces either the level index, or the layer
index when an older physical field is involved. The procedure terminates. Its resulting expressions
contain «(t), but no é(t).

On this finite expression list propagate derivative requests backward. A sum, product or smooth
scalar function on a compact range requests the same order of every argument. A spatial derivative
of order d requests k + d to produce order k. Phase average and the literal primitive request order k.
A composition f o g, including a physical oscillatory evaluation, requests order k + 1 of both factors
for an order-k Lipschitz estimate. An inverse map through order k requests the map through order
k + 1 and a bound for its inverse Jacobian. A flow through order k requests the driving velocity
through order k£ + 1; a pointwise linear equation through order k requests its coefficients, source and
data through order k. Whenever a request reaches a previously listed expression, increase its order
to the maximum of all requests there and continue backward. The finite acyclic list makes this a
terminating recursion in integers.

For completeness, the rules have explicit analytic justifications. For a derivative with position set
S, the chain rule is

Ds(fog): Z (D|ﬂ-|f)OQ[DBlg,...,DBWg].
mePart(S)

Subtract two such expressions and telescope their factors. A mean-value estimate of DIl f at two
arguments costs one extra derivative. Differentiating X o A = Id first gives DA = (DX o A)~!. For
k > 2, it expresses D¥A as —(DX o A)~! times a sum involving derivatives of X through k& and
lower derivatives of A. The same subtraction proves its Lipschitz rule. Differentiating the flow or
the linear equation produces a linear equation for the highest derivative, with a finite sum of lower
derivatives as source. Integrating it proves the indicated rule by induction in the derivative order.
The inverse Jacobian bound comes from its own linear equation; globally the flow is one-to-one by
uniqueness of characteristics.

These rules count the actual sources. For example, a slow bracket with Z; requests one derivative
of Z;, whose lower elliptic part requests two of Uj_5. An outer derivative of that part requests two
derivatives of the substituted lower rate. The older-vorticity terms request three spatial derivatives
of an older streamfunction. Derivatives of k™!, the nonlinear inverse map, and the material metric
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are included as expressions, not treated as constants. Thus this allocation includes the extra Euler
terms.
To check (7.3), at layer j allocate the level n pair and its substituted rate through T}OC—|—4(JJ~ —n)+4.

Allocate map differences through r;-oc +4J; + 8, with one further uniform map derivative. The

four-derivative difference between successive level orders covers the three derivatives in a bracket
containing a composite and the two derivatives of a substituted lower rate. At coefficient order a,
C4, l; need older primitive streamfunctions through at most a + 3, with one further derivative for
comparison; their map requirements are at most a + 2. All these requests lie below the stated map
and older-field allocations. The flow comparison through the allocated map order, including its
uniform spare, needs older streamfunctions through at most T}OC +4J; + 10, less than r;-"fl. The
four extra profile orders at the last level cover physical evaluation and its comparison. This verifies
the numerical allocation by the same backward rules.

To request time derivatives, differentiate the expanded rate equations b times. Their right sides
involve the rate through b and the state through b; a term of highest state time order is obtained by
differentiating previously generated layers or levels. Generate these expressions in time order, then
layer order and level order, and apply the same spatial request rules. The expression for a time
derivative of a composition is the same partition formula with time positions included. This gives a
finite allocation for each b, without claiming one finite spatial order for all b. O

Proposition 7.2 (Local finite family). Suppose the smooth initial data belong to the open control
domain, with all initial transported collars compactly contained in P. FEach branch of (7.2), and
each smooth finite interpolation of these branches, has a unique local solution of the actual finite
construction. The solution is smooth in space and time. It depends smoothly on a finite-dimensional
parameter in the smooth data and prescribed control profiles, on a common local interval for
parameters in a sufficiently small compact neighborhood. All intervals and constants here may
depend on the fized finite data.

Proof. First prescribe any a € C([to, to + h]) with ||a|e < A. Set 9(t) = I(to) + ftt) a. Construct
layer 1, then layer 2, and so on. Its older velocity is continuous in time, smooth and compactly
supported in space, so its characteristic equation has a unique flow. The flow and its inverse are
smooth in space and continuously differentiable in time. Then solve the pointwise principal linear
equation and the successive linear level equations, using the substituted sources of Lemma 7.1.
Extend each compact profile by zero after physical evaluation. Its support stays away from the
boundary of its collar, so this is a smooth spatial extension. Finally solve the equation for Z with
the full velocity.

All spatial derivatives of the resulting state exist, and are continuously differentiable in time. For
any finite allocation they are bounded on a common sufficiently short interval. This follows in layer
and level order from the differentiated flow equations and linear equations; their coefficients are
bounded on the compact collars. The interval can first be made small enough to preserve the initial
support and denominator margins.

Let YV[a] denote the resulting state. With identical initial data, put I, o (t) = ft’; | — o/ ds. The
same differentiated equations and the allocation just proved give

(7.4) IV[ed(®) = V0T lspx < Crlaar (8),

for all requested spatial state quantities. Here the norm is the maximum of the finitely requested
C* phase-label, map and point norms, with the allocated larger input orders understood. Indeed
differences of rates at one step are bounded by a constant times |«(t) — o/ ()|, earlier state differences
and the unknown difference at that step. Gronwall and then induction give (7.4). Differences of
instantaneous rates instead satisfy

(7.5) 10:Y[0](#) = 2] )(B) lspac < Ci(la(t) — o ()] + La,ar (2))-
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This direct term is integrated when the rate is used at the next level.

Write the chosen right side of (7.2) as u(t,);u). It reads spatial values, and (7.1) cancels its

instantaneous rigid rotation. Consequently

lu(t, Y[a]; p) = u(t, V[a']; w)| < Cla(2).
On the closed unit ball about the constant initial rate u(tg, Y (to); i), continuity and a smaller h
make the map o — u(t, Y[a]; u) preserve the ball. Taking Ch < 1 makes it a contraction in the
supremum norm on continuous rates. This proves existence and uniqueness. Any two local solutions
can be compared on successive intervals of this length, which removes the restriction to that initial
ball.

The spatial state derivatives are C'! in time, hence the feedback gives & € C'. The time allocation
in Lemma 7.1 then gives C? state derivatives. Repeating yields smoothness of every requested
mixed derivative. For parameter derivatives the triangular integral equations can be differentiated:
the first derivative solves the corresponding linear variational equations, and the remainder quotient
tends to zero by the mean-value bounds above. Repetition gives every order, with a finite enlarged
spatial allocation at each order. The differentiated fixed-point equation has the form (Id —K)h = g,
| K| <1, so its inverse is ), -, K". The same argument proves smooth parameter dependence of
the fixed point, without applying a smooth inverse-map theorem on a single finite differentiability
space. Flat transition profiles give matching time jets at the junctions; inserted physical profiles
and their levels have zero jets there by the flat activation and their zero-data integral formulas. [

Proposition 7.3 (Finite continuation). Let a solution with a fized finite number of increments
have maximal interval [ty,T), T < oco. Suppose its transported collars remain in a fired compact
subset of P, the prescribed data and control profiles extend smoothly past T, « is bounded, and the
feedback denominators are uniformly separated from zero. Then the finite solution extends past
T. A positive circulation window used for an additional operation must also stay separated from
zero. These conditions can be imposed uniformly for a compact family of trials, giving a common
continuation interval.

Proof. At layer 1 the bounded rate bounds every spatial derivative of the base velocity and base
circulation on the fixed geometry. The differentiated flow equations bound its map and inverse
derivatives on the finite interval. Ellipticity and these inverse bounds bound x~!. Its principal pair
is bounded by the exponential of an integral of bounded coefficients. Each successive level is a linear
equation with bounded coefficients and previously bounded source. Apply the backward allocation
for each prescribed output order. This bounds all spatial derivatives of layer 1 and its first rate.
Continue in layer order. Polynomial nonlinear sources in lower levels cause no differential inequality
in an unknown highest level. This gives bounds for every fixed spatial derivative of every layer and
for Z up to T.

The bounded spatial state and positive denominator margins bound 0o through the feedback
equation. The time allocation and induction give all higher mixed bounds. In each C* norm the
first rate is bounded, so the state has a limit as ¢ 1 T'; taking all k£ gives smooth limiting spatial data.
The map and its inverse have limiting inverse Jacobians and remain inverse maps. The assumed
support and denominator margins place these data in the open domain. Proposition 7.2 restarts
the equations at T'. The same bounds are uniform on a compact parameter set, giving the last
assertion. g
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7.2. Exact center and covector identities.

Lemma 7.4 (Center identities and prescribed covectors). For the finite solution, the center and
covector equations below hold for 1 < j < m. The older-center identity uses 1 < i < j < m, and the
full-point identity uses 1 <1 < m:

Y=o (V=) + > oY) M; = (aJ + E;) M,
1<j
- ) T, 7 )
(7.6) {j = alJ¢— Ef ¢, Z =aJVH(Z)+ <Z vi(Z),
d d
AV, 1) = DyAi(Y, 1) qzq u(¥j, 1), —Ai(Z,1) = DyAi(Z,1) qz;m w(Z,t).

The older centers lie in P. The displayed equation for Z uses the global base velocity; it reduces to
the quadratic expression aJ(Z — yx) only when Z € P. Moreover det M; =1 and

(7-7) C],l - ( - O‘)C] 2

Thus the third branch of (7.2) gives (m1 = 2z, whenever their entry values agree. If the selected

endpoint satisfies z, = ﬁm((),t) =0, then under the fourth branch both remain zero and T,,(0,t) is
constant for as long as that branch exists.

Proof. The flow equations give the first line and the full-flow equation. Differentiating M j_ij gives

the covector equation. Its first component is —a ;2 — (E]TCj)l, proving (7.7). The determinant
satisfies (det M;) = (tr D) det M; = 0. The equations for the older labels follow from (0; + v<; -
V)A; = 0 by subtracting velocities. Finally the central lower amplitude coefficient is oy, —1 ¢, (0, €)1
With z, = 0, the second amplitude is constant and hence zero; the first equation then has zero right
side. Uniqueness for these equations proves the claim. ]

For clarity, the central coefficients are exactly

(Jgj) ) VF<]' (Y37 t) ' CQ
Uj_ll-{j((),t) ’ b =0j- 12W( )F<j(Yj7t)Cj 15 /QJ(O,t) 2Y

Every older layer in these formulas is evaluated at (s,a) = (N;p; - A;(Yj,t), A;(Y;,t)) using (5.28).
Its pure-phase strain has the factor |(;|?/x;; mixed derivatives, label Hessians and inverse-map
Hessians contribute the rest. In particular the two covectors at their respective own centers do not
generally satisfy the same linear equation. If ¢ < j and a A b denotes the determinant of two vectors,
then

(7.8) @ =-—

(7.9) %(Ci/\Cj) = [(Dj = D)TG] A ¢, Dj = Di = Vuai(Y;) = Vooi(Ya) + > Vu(Y)).

This follows by adding and subtracting —D;‘-FQ; the trace-free common part cancels. The displacement
term remains.

The coefficient rates also retain the physical weights. Put G; = V,I';(Y},t) and ng =
(Or + v<j - Vy)I'j. With every right side evaluated at Yj, differentiation gives

Gj=-D]G;j+ V,FL,
atdj(o t) = (JCj) ’ vaEja
0¢c(0,t) = ;20 cjvey - Vy W,
O (0,1) = [(v<] Vy)A — D;A — ADT](;.

(7.10)
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The first identity is the differentiated circulation equation. For the second, differentiate d;(0,t) =
(J¢j) - Gj and use JD;‘-F = —D;J, which follows from tr D; = 0; the two velocity-gradient terms
cancel. The last two identities are the product rule applied to 2W (Y;)I';(Y},t) and CJ.TA(Yj)Cj. No
physical coefficient is replaced by a constant in these formulas.

The volume-coordinate gradient on the moving circle is

G(t) =VI(Z(t),t), G=—(Vu(Z,t)TG+VF'(Z1).

For t, <t set K(t) = ﬁ; | sym Vo(Z(s), s)|| ds. Differentiating the squared norm of a solution of

the homogeneous equation bounds its fundamental matrix and its inverse by e, so variation of
constants gives the complete-gradient bound

t
(7.11) |G(t)| > e K®) <\G(tb)] — / eKEIVFN(Z(s),s)| ds> :

ty
The physical gradient satisfies V, ,I' = diag(1,r)V,I'; the fixed off-axis region gives uniform norm
equivalence. Thus quantitative bounds on the two displayed integrals preserve a positive fraction of
the complete endpoint gradient. Alternatively, when the inverse-map evaluations give

IVI'(Z,t) — Ny Tin (0, ) ()| < €| N T (0, )i (8) ], € < 1,

the gradient is at least (1 — €)| N, T3 (0, €5)(n (t)|. These are two sufficient quantitative conditions.
Neither follows from B,,(0,t) = 0: off-center principal amplitudes and all correction levels remain
in the complete formulas.

7.3. A return from quantitative bounds. The following comparison uses only a positive bounded
coupling, so its hypotheses do not require a unit physical metric. Fix a smooth nondecreasing step
n with its usual flat endpoints and 72 € C2°((0,1)), 2 > 0, fol no = 1. Let 7 = y(t — t!) for a fixed
y>0and put 7, = 1 + A}
Prescribe

e ]- - ) S S 17
(7.12) zu(t) = ze(1=n(7)) 07 0<p<c.
_,UszretU2(Aret(7_ - 1))7 1<7r< Tb,

The entry component z. > 0 and a positive pulse scale z, are frozen.

After 7, prescribe zero. This is the short negative pulse in [1, Lemma 2.7, Lemma 2.9], with its
entry covector fixed for the whole trial family. For the prescribed construction, write 0}, for the
fixed insertion angle, with

P = (sin 2, cos A1), sin 610 > 0.

Thus this angle is measured from the positive second coordinate toward the positive first coordinate;
the physical phase remains sp, in (3.2). Use z, = |G (t1)] sin 622, The coefficient of the pulse profile
in 2,/|¢m(tY)] is then —pAer sin @it The bounded applications below have z, = z.

For the central pair write T = aﬁ, fAlT = bT", where a = @y, /v and b = op—1¢m 2z, /. For a fixed
constant cg > 0 put

(7.13) v = COSA)/T, t=a/co, e(1) = coom-16m(0,t)2p /7, e (1) = (2e/2p)e(T).

Where T # 0, its exact equation is

;e ()L —n(r)) —E(r)v?, 0<7<1,
(7.14) v {—MC(T)Areth(Aret(T — 1)) —t(r)? 1<7<7

The coefficient ¢ may depend on both time and the trial. Its definition retains the actual 2WT ,,.
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Lemma 7.5 (Positive amplitude and opposite endpoint signs). Assume on every existing initial
part of the interval that

(7.15) 0<c- <c<ey, 0<¢ <cry, 0<t_ <e<ey, v(0) € [v_,vy], wv_ >0,
and T'(0) < 0. Put

Vi = max(vq, /e 4+ /82), Vo e B =2(Vy+cpeqy +1).

- 1+E+U_,

Choose cpe— > Vi and Aoy so large that £, B? /Aot < min(1,V_/2). Then T remains negative and
|v| < B on every existing initial segment. For trials defined through Ty, the endpoint signs are

(7.16) v(;0) > 0, v(Tp;¢p) < 0.
FEvery zero member satisfies
_ \Y
— <pu< —Jr, v >0 on the negative pulse.
20+ C_

-1
ret

The logarithmic gain of —T is bounded in absolute value by €4 B(1 + A
member it is at least €_V_.

) on every trial; on a zero

Proof. Before a possible zero of T, scalar comparison on the first part gives v < V., since the right
side at V4 is nonpositive. While v > 0, (1/v) < £, giving v > v_/(14+¢t;v_7) > V_ and excluding
a first zero. On the negative pulse put y = Ayet(7 — 1) and V(y) = v(1 + y/Aset). The exact integral
identity is

(7.17) V(y) =v(l) — ,u/oy (L +7/Avet)n2(r) dr — Ar_e% Oy €14 7/Arer)V(r)? dr.

It is nonincreasing. Under the temporary bound |V| < B, its lower bound is —¢pcy — 1 > —B,
and its upper bound is V; < B. Hence a first exit from that bound cannot occur. On either part,
(log(—=T))" = tv where T < 0, so

(T(7)] > [T(0)| expl—t+ B(L + A L).

ret

This excludes a first zero of T and extends the ratio estimates over the whole existing interval. At
1 = 0, the pulse equation has the positive solution v(7) = v(1)/(1 4+ v(1) [ €). At u = cp, (7.17)
gives v(1,) < V4 — cpe— < 0. If the endpoint is zero, the same identity gives

1 1
u/ e =v(l) — Al [ eVEe V_/2, V]
0 0

This proves the bounds on p. Monotonicity gives V > 0 for that member. Integrating v proves the
two gain statements. ]

Proposition 7.6 (Return for one common finite family). Start every trial in (7.12) from the same
smooth corrected history at t', with Cm1 = 2ze and T,, < 0. Use the third control in (7.2), and
construct the local solutions by Proposition 7.2. Suppose the following bounds hold uniformly in
i € [0,¢p) on every existing initial interval before tb =t 47, /y: the transported collars lie in one
compact subset of P; all control denominators have a common positive lower bound; all the E; used
by the control are bounded; every required older circulation has a common positive lower bound;
and (7.15) holds with the constants and strict inequalities of Lemma 7.5. Then the whole common
smooth family exists through t* and has a nonempty compact zero set

{1 € (0,¢p) : (0, ) = 0}

It therefore has a least member. On each zero member Cm1(t°) = Q,,(0,°) = 0, and the central
holding conclusion of Lemma 7.4 applies. The selected root need not depend smoothly on the history.
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Proof. The local family is already supplied by a proved construction, not by a return assumption.
On every existing segment the feedback satisfies |a| < C||Ep|||¢m| + C|24|, where the denominator
bound is included in C. The covector length obeys |(log [(n])'| < ||Eml|, since the skew rotation has
zero quadratic form. Hence the bounded F,, and finite prescribed pulse bound « uniformly. The
assumed support and denominator margins, together with Proposition 7.3, exclude an endpoint
before t* for any trial. The same proof gives uniform finite spatial and mixed bounds for the compact
parameter set; local smooth dependence therefore patches along the full interval.

The amplitude lower bound in Lemma 7.5 makes the endpoint quotient continuous. It has
opposite endpoint signs, so the intermediate value theorem supplies a zero. The zero set is closed in
the compact trial interval and avoids both ends by the strict signs. Multiplication by the nonzero
T, and fixed positive constants identifies its zeros with those of €,,. The pulse vanishes near t°, so
the selected central pair is already constant there. The fourth branch continues its zero first covector
component. Smoothness of an individual trial does not assert transversality of the parameter zero;
this is why only existence of a least root is stated. O

Proposition 7.7 (The generic quantitative return conditions). For m > 2, the preceding return
result applies to the prescribed generic pulse with vy = opm—18in 02, 2, = 308001, 3 = [l 3¢ = 3(1Y)
and co = 3.1, under the following sufficient conditions. They are conditions on the actual common
finite trial solutions, on every existing initial interval, in addition to the support, denominator,
complete E;j and circulation bounds of Proposition 7.6. Write W = Q,,—1(0,t)/0m—1. Suppose there

are continuous coefficients ¢;,d; such that

(7.18)
3y =caW+d, W' = 2G5+ do, &= cs3e/3” + da,
G=n+d3(1—n) (7<1), G=1+ pcshetden2(Aret(T—1)) (7 >1),
er=cyf3e (T <1), c=c (T2>1).

Assume |c; — 1] < § for 1 <i <6 and |d;| < § for 1 <i <4 on their indicated intervals. Here cy,cg
may depend on time and on the trial. Assume also

e —1[ <6, W) <6, |u(0)—1] <4,
1<3/3<2, —1<W<2+4¢, Ay <4

ret

(7.19)

For fized ¢, > © > 3/2, sufficiently small 6 > 0 gives strict recovery of these two geometric bounds,
a common return family and a least return root. With C' depending only on c,, U, each zero member
has

o]

L_cs<u<
- COSns Ty

3= C5 <W(m) <1+0+C6.

Its logarithmic gain satisfies

—T () ~ ! dr
(1-C6)1y <log ~700) < (1+C9)v, Iy = /0 AT 222057
Proof. These are the variables and geometric hypotheses of [1, Lemma 2.9]. The Euler changes in
the scalar equation are exactly the time-dependent ¢4 and the additional positive factor cg on the
pulse; we check them explicitly. First the geometric equations, which do not read v, give W > —C4d
and 3 > —C¢ on [0,1]. Thus W > —C9 and 3 > 3. — C§. Inserting this lower bound in the equation
for W and then the equation for 3 gives

W<T+08, 1-068<3/30<(1+C0)(1+7%/2).

On the pulse, G > 1 and the original box gives W > 0 for small §. The lower bound for j therefore
persists. Integrating the pulse term first in VW and then in 3, using its unit mass and length Ar_ei <4,
gives

—C6<W<1+¢,+C5  1-C5<3/30<3+C0.
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These intervals lie strictly inside the initial geometric box. They imply ¢ > 0, € < 1 4+ CJ on the
whole interval and € > (1 — C§)(1 + 72/2)~2 on its first part. In particular € > 4/9 — C§ on the
whole interval after decreasing § once more.

On the first part the forcing is nonnegative and at most 1 + C'§. The reciprocal comparison gives
v>(1—-C68)/(1+ 7). At v =1, its derivative is at most 1 — 492/9 + C6(1 + %) < 0; thus v < .
These bounds exclude a zero of T exactly as in Lemma 7.5. That lemma applies with ¢ =1 — 9§,
c+ =1+, and the just obtained bounds for €, ¢,; choose § small enough that ¢,(1 — ) > © and its
short-length inequality holds. It supplies the global quotient bound and the two endpoint signs. Its
precise pulse identity now reads

1 1
v(m) = v(l) - u/ c6(1+y/Aret)n2(y) dy — Aot / eV2 dy.
0 0

The last term is O(9) uniformly in all trials. At a zero it gives p > 1/2 — Cd and p < v/(1 — ).
This calculation is valid for time-dependent cg and uses no derivative of that coefficient.

At a zero, the parent impulse in the second geometric equation is at least (2/3 — Cd)u — C§, while
its upper bound is 14 p+C4. These follow by bounding cac33e/3 between 2/3 —C§ and 1+ C§ inside
the pulse integral; the non-pulse integral on that short interval is O(0) and W(1) € [-C4, 1 + CJ].
The asserted endpoint bounds follow. On the first part, integrating tv gives the lower bound
(1 — Cd)Iy and the upper bound (1 + C9)v. On a zero member the pulse quotient is nonnegative
and bounded, so its contribution to that gain lies between zero and C§. This proves the gain
statement. The common continuation and zero selection now follow from Proposition 7.6. The
recovered geometric intervals exclude a first exit from their original box, so they need only be
supplied as temporary bounds on existing segments. O

For Euler, the identities in (7.18) must be derived from (7.6) with the complete older correction
and displaced-center terms. In particular ¢g = ¢, (0,t) in the displayed normalization, and ¢ is
the exact metric expression in (7.8), multiplied by 3./v. The small bounds for the ¢; — 1,d; are
additional sufficient conditions, not consequences of smoothness. This proposition supplies the same
quantitative return implication for the prescribed pulse. Proposition 11.1 supplies their actual-field
bounds under its explicit scalar conditions.

For an application of the return proposition the required quantitative inputs are precisely the
support margins, all active denominator margins, bounds for the complete Ej;, positive older
circulation, the entry ratio bounds, and positive bounds for the two exact coefficients in (7.13).
A preceding amplification interval additionally requires a positive lower and upper bound for
dlog(—T,,)/dt up to its chosen threshold, and the transition must return these entry conditions.
Suppose the finite solution continues from the beginning of growth through duration G/g_, with
bounds 0 < g_ < dlog(—Ty,)/dt < g+. A prescribed logarithmic gain G > 0 is then reached
between durations G/g4 and G/g_: integration proves existence of the crossing, strict monotonicity
proves uniqueness, and the nonzero time derivative proves smooth dependence of that crossing.
Any complete-gradient conclusion on the following interval also requires either of the displayed
estimates after (7.11). The mixed amplitude, nonlinear map and force bounds of Sections 3, 4 and
6 have their own additional quantitative inputs. Proposition 11.1 obtains these bounds for every
older corrected layer on the finite histories satisfying its scalar tests. Their simultaneous infinite
realization is proved in Proposition 12.3.

7.4. Initialization and bounded applications.

Proposition 7.8 (A first and a second finite application). For every prescribed ro > 0, zo, fized
finite depths and frequencies, and fized finite positive logarithmic gains, there are sufficiently small
positive angles, material radii and nonzero circulation seeds for which the construction initializes
with zero meridional velocity and completes a first return and a second return. All corrected fields,
their centers, compact forces and their derivatives of every fized order exist on these finite intervals.
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The return roots in this bounded application are simple and can be chosen smoothly. The constants
and allowable seeds can depend on all this finite data.

Proof. Choose ep = (0,1) in (2.7). Increase I'y or decrease the base oscillation size so that ' > T'g/2
on P, for every angle used below. Take ¥ = 0 before the first insertion. Then ¥® = 0 and all
inserted physical profiles are flat and zero initially, giving zero initial meridional velocity and nonzero
compact swirl.

For the first layer choose p; = (sins,coss), s > 0 small. Its older center is exactly v, its older
map is rotation on the containing ball, and F; = 0. Along that center

(1 = (sin(s — 9),cos(s — 1)), di = —Apsins, ¢ = 2I‘0/7"é‘,

#(9) = 1y 2 sin?(s — 9) + cos*(s — 1), ks =1y 2sin? s + cos? s.

During growth a = 0; with the growing datum the central pair grows exactly at the rate

7§ = sinsy/Aocf/ks > 0.

It reaches the prescribed finite gain, and a constant transition adds any chosen finite duration. Both
statements are independent of the size of the nonzero seed.
For the first return use (7.12) with 2, = sins, v =4}, 2, = 2 and fixed ¢, > 1 and

Aret > 2cp”772”oo~

These are the first-pulse conditions of [1, Lemma 2.7]. Increase Ay also to satisfy the short-length
inequality of Lemma 7.5 for coefficients in a sufficiently small fixed neighborhood of one. The

explicit angle is
¥ = s — arcsin z,, Ci2= \/1—2/3.

Choose s so small that c,Avet||72]|oo sins < 1/4. The denominator is at least v/15/4 for every trial.
In (7.13) take co = Apsins/(ooks7F ). Then v(0) =1, c =1 and € = ks/k(V) exactly. As s 0, this
£ tends to 1 uniformly together with its first derivative in p, because

K(9) =1+ (ry? — 1)z,

Thus for sufficiently small s the bounds of Lemma 7.5 hold with strict room. The unperturbed
quotient has strictly negative parameter derivative

1 2) 1
- [ e |52 [ o /A ] a
0 ret Jy

bounded away from zero uniformly in the compact trial interval. This is the differentiated scalar
equation proved in [1, Lemma 2.7]; its linear variational equation also shows that the derivative
remains negative for the displayed C'-small metric perturbation. Therefore the actual first root is
unique and simple. Its selected angle is s and its central second amplitude is zero near the endpoint.
This calculation retains the metric for arbitrary rq.

All first-layer profiles and their first rates are smooth functions of its seed €; on this compact
family. At €; = 0 every profile is zero: each source vanishes when all its own lower profiles vanish.
Consequently, for any fixed finite derivative order ¢, the complete physical increments satisfy

(7.20) Imllcs + [¥rllos < Cyer

on the finite interval under consideration, including any fixed smooth continuation of its angle. The
constant may depend on the fixed frequency, radius, depth and duration. These bounds follow by
the mean-value formula in the seed, using the parameter dependence proved above. In particular
the full point satisfies Z — y. = O(€1); it is not set equal to the older center.

To prepare the second application, extend the first central pair divided by its seed to zero
seed. Its growth and return times and angle remain those just computed. Set €; = 0 only as this
reference family, keep the landed base angle s, and take po = (sin sg, cos s2) with so > 0 small.




38 BLOWUP FOR THE EULER EQUATIONS WITH SMOOTH FORCING

The older state is then the rotated base. Its central coefficients are do = —Agsin(s + s2), ¢j, and

2

Ksy =T sin? sy + cos? so. The exact growth rate is

= \/ Aoc; sin(s + s9) sin s9/kg, > 0.

Here 71 = F2 = 0 on growth and transition. During return the increment of the base angle is
s9 — arcsin z,,. With the corresponding growing-line normalization, the same quotient equation has
c=1and £ = kg, /[1+ (ry? — 1)z2]. Taking sy small gives a second compact family with strict
denominator and return margins and a simple root.

Choose the material collars so small that both reference families lie strictly inside the quadratic
base region and inside the linear part of the base carrier wherever that identity is used. The centers
of the reference families remain at y,., and their maps are rotations, so these choices are possible.
The central growth coefficients are strictly positive; reducing the collars makes the fibre coefficients
positive as well. Their growing data are therefore smooth. Now restore €; > 0 sufficiently small and
continue its complete first-layer fields while constructing the second layer with the actual controls
n (7.2). On the reference family, compactness gives finitely many local existence neighborhoods
covering the two finite intervals and all trial parameters. Successively apply Proposition 7.2 in these
neighborhoods. The perturbed solution stays in them for small €; by the same Gronwall estimates
with the additional initial-data difference. Hence it exists on the common full interval and retains
all the strict coefficient, support and denominator margins. This argument also applies across the
transversal growth hitting time, using its nonzero time derivative.

The first layer is now nonzero and is evaluated at the displaced second center. Its entire finite
correction sum enters FEo, do, ca, and every level source. Smooth dependence preserves the two
endpoint signs and the simple second root; the scalar implicit function theorem applies only to this
simple root. Choose also €o > 0 small enough that the new full point and any positivity requirement
after its insertion retain their margins. The new physical fields are again nonzero and compact.
The finite force recovery of Lemma 2.1 supplies their smooth compatible force and pressure. Every
fixed mixed derivative is finite by the continuation and allocation results. If the complete endpoint
gradient is nonzero, continuity or (7.11) also gives a positive holding interval on which it retains a
fixed positive fraction of its size. For these small seeds it is nonzero since it is close to the nonzero
base gradient. O

The last proposition chooses seeds after fixing its finite gains and durations. Its constants provide
no bound as those gains, depths, or the number of increments increase. The quantitative lifetime
bounds at the prescribed amplifying sizes are established in Sections 9-12.

8. LOW-ORDER ESTIMATES ON A FINITE CONTINUATION

The estimates below separate two matters: the exact cancellations in a complete finite layer, and
the quantitative bounds for the differentiated profiles that enter those cancellations. In particular, a
large velocity parallel to a layer’s phase curves need not produce a large displacement of its phase.
All intervals in this section are compact initial segments of the actual finite family of Section 7; no
solution on a later part of an interval is assumed.

8.1. Profile and inverse-map bounds. Fix a compact initial interval I = [ty, 1] of a finite trial
family. All bounds are uniform over its compact parameter interval. Choose a convex open ball
P € {y2 > 0} about y. = (20,73/2) on which the base velocity is a.J(y — y.) and its circulation is
affine. Write r_ < 1/2ys < ry on P. Every label segment used below lies in a specified older label
collar; the corresponding physical connecting segments lie in P. Fix a number 0 < pf°™® < ¢; for
which g; =1 on Beore. All phase-cell estimates below are on that label core.
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Put \; = ¢, Vand U; = Ziizo Uin, Vi = Z#:o Vin. For each layer suppose positive numerical
functions U; ,, Vi, and a rate II; > 1 satisfy

10708 DyUsn| < Ui nTI7N] 6204 Dy Vi

170

b<1l, u+v+b<4, 0<n<dJ.

< Vi IIAY

170

(8.1)

Spatial derivatives have their Euclidean multilinear operator norms; ¢ is differentiated at fixed (s, a).
Bounds used outside a phase cell are assumed for all phases there. The inverse maps satisfy

(8.2) |DyAil, |DaXi| < Hs, |D§Ai’ < H;2, \DSAH < H;3, Hi>1
on the stated physical regions and label collars. For the principal amplitudes assume
lwiB;| < b, |Di(w;B;)| < bEPAT, lwiTi| < t;, |Di(wTy)| <tPPA; (1< r <3).

Their first-time versions, when used, are supplied in the same convention.
These are explicit analytic hypotheses, not scalar parameter conditions. For example, Proposi-
tion 6.1, under all its hypotheses and 4 + 2n < r.(i), supplies

H. .
(8.3) Vim = @i nYxi0;, Uin = ——0;nYs 0.

Here x4, is the layer-i reciprocal-symbol size denoted by x in Section 6; the level constants depend

on the specified order. Establishing these hypotheses with intrinsic first rates on all later intervals is

proved in Proposition 4.3. The calculations below give the finite numerical implications used there.
Retain the four complete sums

U = % Uis U= Y Ui Vi= 3 Vi, V= Y Vim

2<n<J; 1<n<J; 2<n<J; 1<n<J;
n even n odd n even n odd

No maximum over levels is taken before their scale factors are included. Choose a phase cell |s| < s,
on which F(s) = s, with s. < 1, and put P. = |P(0)| + s2/2. For 0 < S < s, define

UL(S) = biS + (UL + SUY),
UL(S) = P.bEPXN; + N (U + SUP),
Uly(S) = 0P XS + N (U + SUy),
(8.4) Ul (S) = PP X2 + N2 (U + SUP),
U™ (S) = U + Sup),
VIOm(S) = (Vf + 5V7),

Voo (S) = NV + SV5).

All are nonnegative numerical functions. Phase parity and the fundamental theorem of calculus
prove these bounds. For instance, U; ,, is odd when n is odd, so its second phase derivative vanishes
at zero and has size at most SU; ,, on this cell. When n is even its first phase derivative vanishes at
zero. Label differentiation preserves these statements. The opposite phase parity of V; , gives the
last two lines. This argument uses no spatial reflection property of the physical fields.

8.2. Complete gradients at displaced labels. For a fixed layer let a = A;(y,t), s = N;p; -a, and
suppress 7. The material covector is ((a,t) = (DyX (a,t))"Tp. In this subsection ¢ means its value
at a = A(y,t), and ¥ = ((0,t) is its own-label value. Assume |((a,t)| < 2, on the label segment
joining zero to a. Suppose also that

|DaC‘ < Za, |CL‘ <D, |8| <S.
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The number z, can be supplied as HHs: indeed D¢ = (Dy()D, X and in two dimensions || D X || =
| Dy Al when the determinant is one. Let e = (/|¢]|, and let

G% = wNT(0,t)¢", SY = wN2B(0,1)J¢° @ ¢°.

The matrix S° equals w$2(0,t)[¢°2k(0,t) "1 Je® ® €. Tt equals wJe® ® €® only when the metric
ratio equals one; the exact difference is displayed below.

Lemma 8.1 (Complete displaced-center decomposition). The actual fields satisfy
Vry = G% + g¥le 4 g, Vu; = 8% + 28 Je @ e + D™™.
The following numerical bounds are valid:
g% < Nz+(tlab/\D 4 ‘/Scorr(S))’
67| < NtzoD + H (SN + VEOr(S)),
’xal’ < sz_%_ (blab)\D + U;:;)rr(s))’
D™ < 2N?bz1 20D + 2N 2, HUsa(S) + H*Uaa(S) + Ha (NUS(S) + Ua(S)).

(8.5)

The identities and bounds hold separately at Y, and at Z, using their respective labels and phases.
They do not identify these points.

Proof. Use (5.28) and split the phase-gradient term N(V; into wNT(0)¢°, N¢[w(T(a) — T(0)) +
> n>1 Vsl and wNT(0)(¢ — ¢%). The second term is parallel to e; the third is bounded by Ntz,D.

The remaining gradient term is H [wsV,T + Y V,V,], and its bound is the second line.
For the Hessian split N2U,,J¢ ® ¢ in the same way, using Uo,ss = wB. The tensor difference
satisfies

17¢ @ ¢ = I @ Pl < 224 (¢ = .
The remaining terms in (5.28) have bounds 2Nz, HUs,, H?Uue and Ha(NUs + U,). The last

estimate uses the vector-valued Hessian norm of A, so it includes both inverse-map components.
There is no vanishing assertion about V2B(0, ). O

For comparison with an orthonormal-direction system, the difference between S® and w$2(0,¢).Je’®

is exactly
w(0,t) ©°F —1)Je @l
"\ k(0,1) '

It is another aligned term. On a holding interval B(0,t) = 0; /2P and the complete correction sums
in (8.5) need not vanish there.
For use on a containing region, third spatial derivatives can also be bounded explicitly. Define

Ly (8) = N;U(S) + Uy (),
Ly(8) = N (bi + (U + SUP)) + 2N;U,(S) + Uz (S),
Li(S) = 3NZNbP + 3N AZSHP + PSP
+ N2(US + SUE) + BNEN(UE + SUP)
+ BN AZ (U + SUS) + N3 (U + SUY),
TB(S) = HILE(S) + 3HiHiaLy(S) + HisLi(S).
Then |V§vil < Vi™(S). To see this, first differentiate U;(N;p; - a, a) three times in a. The principal
third pure-phase term vanishes because P’ = 0 in the cell; its other terms are the three principal

terms of L}. The parity estimates give the remaining four terms. Compose with A;: the third
derivative has the partition types 1 4+ 141, 2+ 1 (three choices), and 3. This gives exactly the final

el

(8.6)
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line. Thus large third phase derivatives of the first correction are retained, while a nonexistent third
phase derivative of the principal polynomial is not introduced.

Suppose on Y, + M, By, that all old layers are in such cells and HM(;HH < Ky(t). Put Va(t) =
> icq Vin"™(S:); the base velocity has zero second spatial derivative on this region. Taylor’s formula
gives

~ 31/ 92 ~ 3 2 ~ 3
[o] < 2K Valy, |Darv| < 2K Valy, |Dav| < KjVa.
Consequently

0O

t1
(8.7) ng = 444 max{ K;)’Vg dt, H;l Sl}ng)‘/Q} , Ny <
to

is a sufficient scalar low-order non-affinity test. When 7, > 0, put ? = 4/, K, E;VQ /ng- Then [;0 <1
and 0 <II,;. The first two Taylor estimates and the second-label estimate meet the corresponding
hypotheses in the proof of Lemma 4.1 with constants at most one. On the full interval beginning at
insertion, this proves its order-zero and first-label conclusions. If 7, = 0, the nonlinear remainder
vanishes on the region. Higher spatial or positive-time estimates still require their own inputs; none
follows from this low-order Taylor calculation.

8.3. Phase displacement and containment. Let C; denote either Y,, moving with v.4, or Z,
moving with the full finite velocity. Let m be the largest active label, and write ¢ = m + 1 in the
latter case. For i < ¢ put a] = A;(Cy,t) and x! = p; - a]. The exact identities are

(@) = J(NipiUis + VaUi) + Hi Y 0;(Cyst),
1<j<q

(@) =pi- IV Ui + G - Z v;(Cy, t).

1<j<q

(8.8)

Here the first term is the complete own layer. The identity H;J HZT = J, a consequence of det H; = 1,
proves the formula. In particular the entire own phase velocity, including every correction, is absent
from the second equation.

Use scalar bounds V™" for the full velocity of each younger layer at the relevant points. They
can, for example, be the following global bounds calculated from the prescribed profiles and (8.1):

VI = (Njzp s + HiAy) Uy +US +UP),

provided (8.1) holds on all phases and the entire relevant label collar, including the principal envelope.
When the point is known to lie in the smaller cell, the sharper value Nz ;U{(S;) + H,;UZ(S;) is
available.

Choose proposed phase bounds 0 < S; < s./4. On an interval [to, t] define, entirely in numbers,

t .
P (1) :p?(to)+/ UL(S:) + 20 S V™| ds,
to i
(8.9) L <j<q
t
0! (t) = o (to) + / N2bipd(s) + Ni(U + SUS) + Ui(Si) +Hi Y V™| ds.

to 1<j<q

The numerical functions on the right may vary with time but must have been specified from scalar
bounds, not defined as suprema of the unknown offsets.

Lemma 8.2 (Displacement without an exponential in the own shear). If initially |z < p?(to) and
lal] < 0l(to), and the existing segment stays in the prescribed collars with the temporary bounds
IN;zl| < S; and |al| < p§*®/2, then

il < pi(t),  laf(®)] < of(t).
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Consequently the scalar tests

(5.10) Nl < Si/2 o) < g

strictly recover the corresponding relazed bounds |N;z}| < S; and |al| < p§°r/2.

Proof. Integrate the second equation in (8.8) first. It gives |zf| < p? directly. On the cell,
NUys = NwBs = N 2wa;1. Insert the already bounded phase in the first equation. This gives

the second integral in (8.9). No unknown label displacement is multiplied by the large coefficient
N2b;. O

For an actual layer index ¢ < m, to include its tube, suppose |DqX,| < H, on its collar and
|DyAi| < Hi, |G| < z4,; on the connecting region. For y = X,(a,t), |a| < ¢,

|Ai(y, )| < of + HiHqly,

[Nipi - Ai(y, )| < Nip{ + Nizy iHoly.
Thus 0;-1 + HiHqly < p§°¢/2 and Nipg + Nizy iHqly < Sc/2 are genuine scalar containment tests.
The connecting segments must lie in the regions on which the displayed derivative bounds hold; it

suffices to construct the bounds first on the containing ellipsoids of Section 4. Absolute containment

also needs a numerical bound tg®"(¢) for |Y; — y.|. On the quadratic base region it is supplied by

(8.12) €N (1) = 9N (1) + / 'S v ds,

b j<q

(8.11)

Indeed the base rotation makes no contribution to the derivative of |Y,; — y.|. For Z the sum
includes the current layer. If vg® + H,l; < dist(ys, 9P), the tube stays in P. For the containing
rigid region Y, + M, By, use its radius 2K/, instead of H,{, in both nesting inequalities and in
this absolute-distance test. The strict tests exclude the respective first exits while the derivative
hypotheses hold.

8.4. Positive physical coefficients. Fix rg > 0 and choose

v = (20,78 /2), Ty =rg/2.
This is a choice of the constant background circulation, not a change of the Euler coupling. On a
fixed region r_ <r < ry put

We=r= Wi=4r=5 A =2"% Ax= sup [r2-1|
r_<r<rg

Let R4(t) C P be the specified packet-containing region. Suppose |y — y«| < d. and [s;(y,t)| < S;
for y € R4(t), with all corresponding label points in their cores. A uniform numerical bound g, for
IT'<4(y,t) — T'o| is then available. Specifically, take

ge = Aode + Y _(t:Si + (VF + 7).
1<q
The same formula at a single center is only a center estimate. Covectors and symbols at y mean their

material values at A,4(y,t). All positivity conclusions here concern R,(t), not the entire support of
a compactly supported circulation. Directly,

12W (y)T<4(y) — 1| < 2W, g, + 2IyWidL,
(8.13) I'eg =2 To— ge,
min(l,rIZ)]CqF < Kg < max(l,r:2)]Cq|2.

In particular g. < I'g/2 gives a positive circulation window. For the own-center normalized metric
Kq = £q(0,1)/]¢4(0,1)|? one has the more useful exact formula

(8.14) Ro= 14+ (V) 2= D2y [Rg— 1 < Ancly.
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Hence Ap6? < e suffices when |eg 1| < 6. Smallness of ||A — I|| is not required and is not available
for arbitrary ro.

Let V., ®, F., F.1 bound respectively |[v<,(Yy)|, [¢ql, ]FEQ(YM and |VF£q(Yq)|. These numerical
residual bounds must include the activation, every terminal source and every phase-independent
mean in Section 5. The exact central identities give

gl < 2W4 e +2(T0 + ge) W1 Ve,
(8.15) Ryl < A1V.0? + 24700,
|dq| <zt gFen
Here e, = (sin ¢g, cos ¢4) and |sin ¢q4| < 0. Differentiation gives the exact metric rate
Rq = —2r(Yy) "4V, 95in? ¢y + 2(r(Y,) ™2 — 1) sin ¢, cos ¢g dg-

An estimate of \q’Sq\ should retain the actual angular equation; the generic norm bound by |Dg| need
not give the small rate required for long growth intervals. The first and third bounds are (7.10).
If ¢g > c_ >0and kg > k_ > 0, division by c_ and k_ gives the logarithmic first rates. No time
derivative of o occurs.

8.5. Coeflicient variation and insertion data. Here is a direct bound that does not use a
conservation law for two covectors evaluated at different centers. On a containing region for layer ¢
suppose numerical functions bound

|Dan| <z, |Da<q| <Zzg, 0<2-< |<q| < zy,
VT 4| < Gi, |VTey| <G, T_<T <T,.

The covector windows are supplied analytic bounds. The other numbers can be calculated from
the profile and map bounds; here o = 04,—1. For example, put V™ = V¢ 4+ V?. On the containing
phase cells one may use

G = Ay + Z [Niz-f—,iti + ’Hi)\isit%ab + (Niz—f—,i + Hi)\i)vicorr ,
1<q
(8.16) Gy = Z [Nitﬂ'[z‘g + 2Ni2:+7i7'[,'/\itiab
1<q

+ Si(HIAT + Hio At

+ Vicorr{(Niz+7i + 'Hi)\i)Q + 'Hi,Q(NZ' + )\Z)}]
Indeed ;0 = w;T;(A;i)s; has gradient N;w;T;(; + si(DyAi)TDa(wiTi). Differentiating once more
gives the first three terms of Go: the phase Hessian, the two cross terms, and the Hessian of
w;T;(A;). The correction sum is a composition with (N;p; - A;, A;); its two chain-rule terms give
the last line. The base circulation is affine. If these physical derivative bounds are used in a rigid
coordinate y = Y, + M,a’, their first and second spatial bounds are K,G; and K, qQGg, respectively.

Let a; = max(1,7-%), k_ = min(1,7:%)z2, and define
Cy = 2W+F+, Cq = 2(E1 (W1F+ + W+G1),
dy = z2+Gh, dg = 24G1 + 241G,
ko = 2a4 2424 + A12127,
8.17 d dik
( ) Ay = —— + L;? by = o(Ctza + Caz4),
Ok_  ORKZ
t1
mQ(t) = Eq(aa + ba)a c*,q - mq(t) dt

to
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The definitions are numerical expressions in the displayed bounds. The product rule and the
reciprocal rule prove ¢,||D,By|| < m,. In particular a zero of (;1(0,t) causes no division in this
estimate. For higher label derivatives the finite product/partition rules apply; the additional
relative-rate bounds remain part of the higher-order lifetime assertion.

At insertion the map is a translation and { = p, is constant. Suppose the central coefficients

in bin

ag, by are positive and let a;, by

be the numbers just calculated. The scalar conditions

(8.18) la™ <Go/d,  Leb™ < by/4

f~

prove positive coefficients on the whole insertion ball. For R"(a) = —¢,(1,1/b(a)/a(a)),

) . ain bin
GIDLRY < o PO g =2y (% 4+ 2
ao bo
Indeed differentiate the logarithm of the square root and use the [3/4,5/4] windows. The bound for
the square root relative to its central value is less than two, giving the stated constant. Thus

log 2

Cx,q + Cdat,q < 6072
R

is an explicit scalar test once the central weighted constant C'r and the spatial numerical inputs
have been established. The test by itself does not return the central weighted history.

8.6. The coefficients in a generic return. Consider a return interval of layer m > 2 on which
all activations are one. Write p = m — 1, 0 = 0,,_1 and set s = 6% for the fixed insertion angle
in this subsection. Assume sins > 0, set 7 = osin s, and use normalized time 7 = (¢ — t!). The
length 3 = |((0,1)| has entry value 3. = 3(t!) > 0; write ze = (,1(0,t!). These two entry values
are distinct. All covectors and symbols in the following formulas are evaluated at the stated labels.
Assume positive lower bounds for the covector norms and symbols, 75, (0,t) # 0, and positive cosines
for the angles used below.

A superscript ¢ indicates the parent’s own center and a superscript [ its label A,(Y;,,t) at the
current center. Define

%c = _NPTP(Ov t)KP(O’ t)|7 "Q{pl = _NPTP(AP(Ym)’ t)|CP(AP(Ym)7 t)‘v
I _ ’CP(AP(Ym)vtMQ - 3
/ip(Ap(Ym)J) ’ " ﬁm(ovt) '

Let e, eé, em be the corresponding unit covectors, written as (sin ¢, cos ¢). Put

. . l
3sin 0¢ 3sind

0 = ém — oy, 91:¢m—¢§;7 qu="—"", @ =", Cp=CO0SPy, cy=cosl.
sin s sin s

Require g,cy > 0. The physical couplings and amplitude variables are

0,(0,¢) O (0,1)
_ r _ T —_ 2p\ 0 =7
op = 2W(Y}) <p(Yp)a ¢m = 2W (V)L (Yin), 44 c Y 3¢Tm (0,1)

In particular ¢, is not the pulse parameter ¢, in Proposition 7.7. Use the complete older velocity in
Ep = Voem(Vin) — aJ —thQp(0,8)Jel, @ €l Eq = VI (Vi) + el

Thus the difference of the parent’s local and own-center principal vorticities belongs to Ep.
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Lemma 8.3 (Exact generic-return coefficients). For the pulse (7.12), with z, = jcsins, the
coefficients of (7.18) are exactly

C1 = é)ql Ccos 917 dl - _5 €m * 5gem/’}/a

2= cp(%c/02)QwC¢a c3 = co/(quwCy),

d3 =1—(z./sins)cs, do =0,

(8.19)
Jm) - Ea
— JZ{I 2 d — _55( m
C5 ( p/U )thIv 4 O"}/K/m(o, t) Y
€4 = Cmze/ sin s, 6 = Cm.
Proof. The length equation is 3 = —3em - (Vv<m) em. The base rotation contributes zero. The

parent shear contributes 3thQp(0) sin 0" cos @', giving the first line after division by ~. The principal
parent equation and the angle identity are

Qp(O) = —cp ), sin ¢y, — sin ¢, = sin 6° cos P, — cos 0° z,,/3.
They give W' = ca[1 — ¢32,/sins|/3. On the first pulse part z, = z.(1 — ), so the bracket is

n + d3(1 —n). On the second part z, = —pMretje sinsny, giving the second expression for G in
(7.18). Finally the upper-right amplitude coefficient obeys

amﬁe _ gpltm(ﬂﬁe _ ZE(JCm) ’ EG

gl o? 3 oYk (0,)
The forcing in the quotient equation is ¢p2,/(3esins). On the two pulse parts it is respectively
(ca/3¢)(1—m) and —puceArern2. These identities also retain the time and trial dependence of ¢4, cg. O

Here are numerical sufficient bounds for the errors in this lemma. For i < m use the local
complete-jet formula at Y;,, and put

¢P = 2Nz HUL(Si) + HIULL(Si) + Hio(NUL(S:) + UL(S))),

EF = H (Sit? Xi + V2O (S))).
These are the non-phase terms at the local label; a change to an own label is not made in these

two expressions. Assume |Dg(i| < 24 and 0 < z_; < || < z4,; on the connecting label segments.

Write

: -2
kP = 20424 izai + A1HiZL i =min(1,77%)22 ;.

Thus |#i(a) — #:(0)| < k2P|a|. Bounds for the remaining aligned coefficients are
S; = N723 (b + UL (S))), i<p,

(8.20) Sp =N,z [b?bAp";n +bpky oyt [k + UBC(Sp) |

A = Nizpi(ti + VIO (Sh)), i < p,
Ap = Npzy pV N (Sp)-

For the parent shear, the additional symbol term follows by writing

0 — (0
Byla) — 2L By(0) = [Byfa) = By (0)] + By(0) "2 20
The base gradient is —Ageyp(t), with e, = e(t) from (2.7). Define all local angles by
o = G(Ai(Yn,1),0)
b G (Ai(Yom, 1), 1)

The base gradient is treated separately.

= (sing},cos¢)) (i<m), e = (singy,cos ).
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Let ©F, 0%, 0§ be specified numerical bounds for |sin(¢m, — ¢!) cos(¢m — ¢4, |sin(dm — L),
and | sin(¢y, — ¢p)|, respectively. Let 6 > 0 be the tolerance in Proposition 7.7. Then the explicit
tests

Z4m Z S; @D Z QED
(821) <m <m
3ez+m G
— AebJr;mm@ +Z<Zm@]

give |di|,|ds4| < . An upper numerical bound for 3. can be used in the second test. In particular
each aligned error keeps its angle factor.
For 0 < € < 1/100 suppose all the factors
tﬁ)) Tm, %6/0-27 %/027 Quw, 415 Cp; Cm, e, Ze/ Sil’lS, Cy, Cp, COS el

are within € of one. Products of at most four factors and gyce > (1 —€)? give |¢; — 1|, |d3] < 8e.
Hence 8¢ < § and (8.21) return the coefficient bounds of Proposition 7.7. Their realization, and the
entry and geometric bounds (7.19), remain separate quantitative hypotheses until estimated on the
finite trials.

8.7. First rates and the order of differentiation. The first material time derivative of the
complete correction equations is obtained without differentiating their coefficients in time a second
time. At each level substitute

(Vs W) = BV, W) = (P2 Sy, (0/N); ' P 20S5)

with the normalization of (5.12). Stream recovery is U,, = (Nmi)_las_lwn. Each lower-level rate
in a new source is replaced by its already formed equation. The rate of x uses D = Vv, and
v<, and the rate of C uses the same quantities. The reduced-vorticity coefficient may contain the
instantaneous base term oL H; its time derivative is not an input to these sources. This is the same
triangular elimination as in the finite causal construction.

There is also a distinction between a material rate and a physical rate. For a curve C; the chain
rule gives

d
S QUG (1)) = Qu + (af) - VaQ + Nipi - (a])'Qs,
where the right side is evaluated at its phase and label. A bound for this first rate costs
(8.22) IL; + Nil(af)'| + Nilpi - ()]
not IT; + N;|(af)’|. The latter estimate would erase the phase cancellation. At a fixed physical point
the exact rate instead is Q¢ — Hiv<; - VoQ — N;(; - v<;Qs; its corresponding physical rate includes
these two explicit transport terms. No assertion identifies it with the intrinsic material rate II;.
The differentiated gradient and Hessian have only spatial additions. For example, the first identity
below is at fixed material label, with D = (Vu.) o X; in the second, Eulerian identity all coefficients
are evaluated at y:
O4H =—HD,
(0: +ve - V)D;A = —DyAD}v.
— D;A[Vvc -, ] — DAL, Ve 1.

Consequently the second expression has norm at most H||D§v<|| + 2H3||D||. Along Cy it has the
additional term (3, vj) - VDSA, of size at most Hz >, [vj|.- Applying the product rule to
(5.28) now proves first-rate versions of (8.5) from profile orders at most four and inverse-map orders
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at most three. It uses no second material time derivative of a profile and no derivative of a. Bounds
for the normalized numbers on an entire lifetime, however, require the spatial assertion (8.1)—(8.2).

8.8. Initialization in an amplifying regime. The first central pair can be treated before any
correction estimates. Choose eg = (0, 1), p1 = (sins, coss) with 0 < s < 7/2, and o¢g = /Ap. Take
71 = 0 for this calculation. During first growth o =0, Y7 = g, and

2

/<;S:1—|—(r0_2—1)sin s, a1 =ogsins/ks, b1 =opsins, A} = ogsins/\/Ks.

The negative growing datum is (—e;, —€1,/Ks). Therefore
Tl(O,t) = —Elefﬁr(tfﬁ).

For any prescribed 0 < €1 < 77, the threshold —7T} = T} is met at 71 + (v§") ! log(T} /1), with a
strictly positive crossing rate. One may take T} = NfHﬁ and €; = Nfd with Ny >1,0< 8 <1
and fixed d > 1 — f3; this is genuine large gradient amplification N1T} = Nlﬁ , not a fixed finite gain
followed by a freely shrinking seed.

There is also an explicit first-label variation bound on this growth interval. Choose a fixed closed
ball Br,(y«) € P on which I'_ < Ty — Agas < T'; with I'_ > 0, and let r+ be its radial bounds.
On this ball put a— = min(1,7?). Since X;(a,t) = yi + a, the two matrix entries are
ar(a) = 0psin s

(ré 4+ 2a2)~!sin? s + cos? s’ bi(a) = 200 sin s (g + 2a2) (Lo — Aoaz).
0

2T:4 6 4 2T:4 2
Cr=—5 +8_"T1 +2r_" Ay, Cin=—+4r_"+ Ag/T_.
a a—

Differentiating these entries gives || D B1| < o¢sins Ci. On this first growth interval use this sharper
admissible majorant:

mp = fld(] sin s Cl, Cx,1 = mq (t) dt.

(7§") " log(T7 /e1)

/

If f(a) = \/b1(a)/d1(a), then |Dglog f| < Cin/2. Therefore, when ¢,Cy, < 1,
01| Da[—e1(1, f(a))]] < 610w |RF(0)].

Here f(a)/f(0) < e4%n/2 < 2, which explains the relative normalization of this estimate. On this
interval choose cqat,1 = £1Cin in place of the general datum bound.
For the central matrix use S = diag(1, \/rs). Then S™1B1(0)S =~ (9 }). Thus

Cr = max(\/ks, 1/\/ks), P10, w)]| < CRe,yfr(tfu) —Cp |R1(0,1)|

| R1(0,u)|
Put G = log(T} /1) > 0 and cpx = log2/(6C%). The scalar conditions
0 <201 < Ry, 01(C1v/EsG + Cin) < cpk/2,

8.23
(8:23) I, > max{1,4;", ogsinsmax(a"', 2r=*T ), f1o0sins Cy }.

imply /1Ci, < 1 and

log 2

6C%

This is the first-label and integrated-variation part of (3.5). For the displayed amplifying seeds,

G = (d — 1 + B)log Ny; the bound permits a radius of order (14 log N1)~! on this fixed first collar.
The first finite construction exists through this growth time whenever the prescribed smooth

activation and other fixed data extend there. Its older flow and coefficients are those just displayed.

Their denominators stay positive on the fixed collar, and the finite Duhamel recursion has smooth

Ce1 + Cdat1 < 1(Cr1y/EsG + Cin) <
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bounded coefficients on each such finite interval. It supplies all correction levels successively, with
finite derivatives. This continuation argument proves finiteness, not a frequency-uniform bound for
the complete corrections.

The first return uses the physical metric factor throughout. With the prescribed first covector
component, |(1| =1 and k1 = 1+ (rg 2 l)zﬁ For fixed pulse compression and compact trial
set, |z,] < Csins. Hence the normalized coefficient in the scalar return equation differs from
the constant-metric one by at most C|ry 2 _1|sin®s. The same bound holds for its first trial
derivative. The positive-amplitude and endpoint-sign argument in Proposition 7.8 therefore applies
for sufficiently small s, independently of €; and 77, by linear homogeneity. The return gain and
duration are bounded in normalized time. This establishes first central initialization at the displayed
amplifying scale. It does not establish bounds for the first complete corrected field at that scale or
provide the second-stage input.

8.9. Scope of the estimates.

Proposition 8.4 (Low-order consequences of numerical bounds). On an existing finite trial interval
suppose (8.1)—(8.2), the principal derivative bounds and the stated covector windows hold on the
specified cores and containing regions. FEach conclusion below assumes its associated numerical
tests. Then the complete displaced gradients obey (8.5), and the integral tests (8.10), together with
the nesting and absolute distance tests, exclude exits from their relaxed regions. On an interval
beginning at insertion, (8.7) gives the order-zero and first-label nonlinear-map conclusions. The
uniform circulation estimate (8.13), when g. < T'o/2, returns positive circulation; the covector and
radial windows give the positive symbol window.

The numerical coefficient and datum bounds (8.17)—(8.18) return their first-label amplitude inputs.
The return factors and error tests following Lemma 8.3 return the coefficient bounds in (7.18). The
first evaluation rates are bounded with (8.22) and the displayed inverse-map identities. None of
these conclusions requires a second material time derivative of a profile or a time derivative of a.

Proof. Combine Lemmas 8.1, 8.2 and 8.3 with the preceding non-affinity, positivity, coefficient,
datum and first-rate estimates. All comparisons are on existing initial segments; strict numerical
margins exclude first exits from the corresponding relaxed conditions. O

The intrinsic complete profile and map estimates, their later-window orders and constants, the
central weighted histories and strict control windows are proved in Sections 9-11. Proposition 11.1
returns this section’s analytic inputs for the actual finite family under its scalar conditions, including
selected complete-gradient holding and the next insertion. The first calculation above supplies
the central growth and first-label variation bounds; complete correction bounds are obtained in
Section 9. Proposition 12.3 gives one simultaneous infinite realization of the scalar conditions.

9. CONTINUATION WITH THE COMPLETE CORRECTIONS

We prove the low-order estimates for the finite family constructed in Proposition 7.2. The scalar
conditions in this section are imposed on the prescribed parameters and on finite recursions of
numbers. The recursions are given below, including the coefficient recursion. Consequently none of
the conditions is an assumption on an unknown derivative of a constructed field.

We use the magnified unit-ring coordinates of Lemma 2.3, suppressing primes. Write

cg=142e410, A= diag(cg_l, 1), L=05+ 0518%, W = 69652.
Here €4 = €geom is fixed. On a fixed convex containing region P € {¢4 > 0}, choose 0 < c¢— < ¢4 < ¢4

All connecting segments below are required to lie in this region and in the indicated older core. The
equations are

(9.1)  w=JVV, £=LW, DI =F"  D&-Wa(?) = ES J:<(1) 01)'
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In particular © = I'2, whereas T} is a principal circulation amplitude. On P the base is
W=aJz, TP=T,— Apep(t) -z, To= (25g)_1, &, = adey,, &= a(l+ cg_l).

The constant circulation is combined with the radial weight before estimating:

(9.2) 2WT <; = ¢, [1 + 264(T<; — L))

Fix the carriers N;, clocks o;_1, radii ¢;, depths J; > 2, negative seeds, and smooth phase, label
and time profiles of the finite construction. The envelopes have support in By,, are defined on By,
and are one on Bcore. Material estimates below concern initial labels in By,. The larger ball is an
insertion-data collar; its all-time transport is not required. The odd phase profile F' equals s on
|s| < sc, and its mean-zero primitive is P. The activation w; is flat at insertion, lies in [0, 1], and is
one after its prescribed ramp. Put

5 =TIEN", B=1-8, Yo;<CyCoN;”, —0<6 <.

The older-flow point is Yj(t) = X;(0,¢). The pair R; = (T},€};) has instantaneous magnitude
a;(t) = |R;i(0,t)| = Yi,ipi(t) > 0, where the scalar amplitude comparison gives 0 < p; < 1.

For this finite implication, adopt the scalar schedule (11.6), the first-pulse conditions immediately
following it, the fixed margins (11.7), and the tolerance rule (11.8). The first-rate conditions are
(11.11) and the order-one comparisons in (11.21); their numerical realization is deferred to Section 12.
In particular Cg > 1 and Cp = 2Cg are the fixed duration constants there.

The scalar comparison constants are chosen with the strict margins of [1, Theorem 2.2]: in
particular

0<ew <3, Cw > 1417, Ml > 1+ ¢, cp>0> 3
0<cp<2<1<Cy, 0<z_<l<3<z.

The positive lower bound on the controlled second component, the angular cone, the gain bounds
and the scalar duration margins are chosen there as well. We denote the resulting small tolerance by
es. Its choice incorporates the finite perturbation constants in Lemma 9.2, including 16Cye, < 1/2
and 8¢5 < ¢y. These constants are fixed before the field estimates. In particular e, < 1/4. When
bounding a physical shear sum, use the fixed comparison letters

(9.3) 6W = %CW + %Cw, = %Cw.

They bound the upper and lower physical coefficients in (9.43) below; they do not redefine the
principal vorticity amplitude or its prescribed interval. The scalar constants for shear sums and
their time integrals are evaluated with these letters. The return parameter ranges over the same
compact interval 0 < i < ¢, for every trial.

9.1. A finite scalar recursion. Fix a layer ¢ at which the estimate is required; time orders are
b =0, 1. Its label derivative allowance is L; = 2.J; + 9, and for its ancestors set

(9.4) Li=Lj1+2J;+6 (j<i), vj =3J; +4.

At level n, use phase order at most ¢; — 2n and label order at most L; — 2n — 1; the lower elliptic
expressions at level ¢ use label order L; — 2¢. The map is supplied two label derivatives further.
These orders include all the third spatial derivatives and first material rates used below. Indeed a
level at label order r consumes coefficients through r + 2J; + 1, the map through r + 2J; + 3, and
one conversion consumes one further ancestor derivative. Also n +2 < ¢; —2n for n < J;. Thus the
polynomial degree n + 2 on the phase cell controls every phase derivative requested by an ancestor
composition. Means and phase primitives are first evaluated on the entire phase circle.
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Here are the scalar operations we use. We use Euclidean tensor norms. For a profile or pulled-back
coefficient f;, the array of numerical upper bounds means

(9.5) sup £ |98 DG fi(s. a.0)] < vy, ()11 a(0):

Time is differentiated at fixed (s,a). The displayed weight is 1 for coefficients, a;(¢) for the principal
pair and normalized correction pair, and a;(t)/(NV;o;—1) for the recovered streamfunction; the factor
x; remains in its coefficient array. Prescribed profiles use weight one. After means and primitives
on T are formed, cell estimates restrict the phase to the declared |s| < S;. The map-remainder
estimates are instead taken on their stated rigid containing ball. A scalar derivative number with

a single spatial order, such as d} X7 bd or A?ﬂ, has unscaled units: restore ¢, ol and its displayed
weight from the array entry before ublng a radius in a mean-value estimate. The insertion datum
numbers on By, are calculated separately at insertion, where the map is affine. Addition and tensor

contraction sum the entries. For products use

(uxv)y =Y <§> Uny_».

A<v

A derivative shifts the corresponding index, restoring £; ! for a label derivative. For composition use
the finite, component-labelled set-partition formula

(9.6) = > fwIlas:  Polfig) = fo

mePart(r) Ber

The colours of the components distinguish a phase derivative from a label derivative. For a positive
scalar k > k_ > 0, the reciprocal array is

o - v\, .
(9.7) do=k' Gy =k Y <)\> kxju—a-

0<A<v

The mean, projection P =1 — (-)4, and literal mean-zero primitive Z have constants 1,2, 7/2. These
rules follow from the product and chain rules and from kk~' = 1. They specify scalar polynomials,
not maxima of unknown field norms. First time derivatives are formed by differentiating the
displayed finite expressions once.

We retain a term’s carrier, radius, amplitude and rate factors until it has been divided by its
required output size. An entry u@X means the positive coefficient v at the positive rate X. At
first order a product retains the size of its undifferentiated factors. An integrated source entry
uX? becomes (u/X)X+! in the differentiated equation; after division by an output size IT; A, its
coefficient is u/(I; X'). An unintegrated term receives no such division.

Fix the current finite horizon t.nq. For each inserted layer, 7; is its insertion time, ¢ its growth
hit, and ti-’ the end of its final return pulse. Write

(9.8) I, = [Ti,tend], G; = [Ti,t?] N1, W; = [Ti,t?] N 1.

Thus W; consists of growth, transition and both return pulses, whereas I; includes all elapsed later
evolution of layer ¢. Until a hit or return endpoint has been reached, the corresponding interval
denotes only its existing initial part. This convention does not assert continuation to that endpoint.
On the selected history ti-’ = 7;41; the hold through the next growth and the remaining tail are the
separate pieces of (9.46). If an infinite selected history is subsequently constructed with terminal
time Ty, its lifetime notation is I; = [r;,Tx), and every finite use is truncated as above.

Here is the first-rate list used in these rules. On the scalar window W;, put

P —osingP,  XP = ARF, N = AGP (122).



BLOWUP FOR THE EULER EQUATIONS WITH SMOOTH FORCING 51

Here A; is the prescribed logarithmic growth length; A} is the angle-amplitude bound for the rotation
on that window, distinct from its return parameter. At layer one set 7" = o sin 61"; with the fixed
first-pulse compression Ayet, 1, use

Xjate — Avet 175, Al = ¢pAet,1 sin Giln.
This fixed compression is distinct from its logarithmic growth length. Put

~

— 17 l == ')
ri = Cy(Ro +2) +2(2Cw + cB)oi—1, X1 = max(r,-,Xlrate), %:l = {a Jo . z 1
7 -1, = .

Here Cy, Ry, cp are respectively the fixed scalar rotation bound, containing radius, and central
matrix-size constant; take 2cgo;_1 to dominate both central off-diagonal coefficients on their scalar
intervals. Define

(9.9) Colll=ri+ Y A Xig+ Y Mg
i<q<l 1<q¢<li

The scalar schedule comparisons are r; < II;, Z)\; < 2, the own-window rates X;ate < II; for
g <i+1, and the two first-mass comparisons for the remaining sums in (11.21). Its X, is X, ;ate here,
and its #; = max(1,r;) dominates the present floor. Adding these comparisons gives £;;[1] < C11I1;,
with the same Cj for every later window. These are scalar comparisons in the parameters, not
assertions about fields. An invariant metric coefficient multiplies the last sum by its anisotropy
factor, as shown in (9.17); an axis-facing coefficient does not. Only this first-mass assertion, not an
arbitrary-order rate assertion, is used here.

The map and coefficients. Suppose layers j < i have been calculated. Put

X =Y+ Ma+Z), Ai=X;' H=(DX)", G=Hp, C;i=HAX)H'

and k; = p} Cipi, Xi = /i;l. The scalar bounds for M;, its first rate and its inverse come from the
scalar comparisons below. On the rigid tube define

vi(a',t) = M uei (Vi + Myd' ) t) — vei(Yi, t) — Duey(Yi, t) M;d'].

)

To calculate its derivatives, apply (9.6) to each of the already calculated complete streamfunctions,
using the identity

(9.10) M7V IVL(UD(Yi + Mid') = IV (UXY; + Myd')).

Subtract the affine Taylor polynomial. If V;(t) is the resulting positive sum for the second derivative,
then

t
(9.11) | <202V, |Dui| < 26,Vi,  |D*) < Vi, ni(t) = 4&/ Vi(s)ds.

The base contributes zero. The directional calculation in Lemma 9.1 is used before taking absolute
values in (9.10). All further derivatives are the same partition sums with their additional label and
curvature factors.

For clarity, the finite flow recursion can be written without implicit constants. Scale a = ¢;z,
write h = Z;/¢;, and let F, be the calculated bound such that | D" f|| < n;d;(t)F, in hy = f(z + h,t),
where f d; < 1. Choose the positive scalar envelope V; from the full second-derivative expressions,
retaining each of their positive scalar amplitude factors. Every higher derivative is one of those
expressions times additional calculated derivative factors. Thus F;. is their finite relative sum and is
defined also when an amplitude factor vanishes. One may take d; = 4¢;V; /n;, with the final value of
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n; in the denominator. An identically zero remainder is assigned h = 0. Set

1
E = €mFl, Bl = E, D1 = Fl/ 6smF1 dS,
0

12
(9 ) Dr =F Z F‘|ﬂ.| H B|B|7 Br = niD'I’ (7“ Z 2)
mePart(r) Bem
[ >2
Then |D"h| < ;D |h| < n;Fp, and
(9.13) 8.0 h| < midi(8)Py(F; B).

To prove these assertions, isolate D f(z + h)D"h in the differentiated equation and use Gronwall,
whose exponent is at most n;F;. Every other block has order less than r. For r =1, F —1 =n;Dy;
the first-time formula follows directly from the equation and reads no time derivative of f. The
same proof with truncated integrals retains the factor 7;(¢) at time order zero.

The inequalities n;Fy < 1/8, ;1 < 1/8 keep the image of By, in By, and give | DZ;|| < 1/4.
Determinant one gives the more precise formula

(9.14) H; = adj(I + DE;)M; .

The adjugate is linear in dimension two, so every positive label derivative of the nonconstant part
retains 7;(t). For Eulerian inverse derivatives, the scalar recursion obtained from X;(A;(z)) = z is

bd _ zybd bd _ zybd bd bd
A7l = Hiy, Ay = Hyy Z Xz‘,|7r\ H Az‘,\B\~
mePart(r) Bem
|| >2
Thus inverse curvature, as well as the forward map, is calculated.
The metric derivative bounds are explicit:

|05c, | < rl(2e)7 e, W < gg(r 4 1)1(2e4) "2
Compose them and the complete older scalar arrays with X;, and form, in this order,
¢ =T<ioXi, bj=EioX;, wi=WolX; h;=He,

r
(9.15) ik = (LAip) o X, di =Jp;- Dagi, ¢ = 2wiq;, B; = < , O, , 4 Xi/ail) .
O-’LflC’LC’L,l 0
The vector [; equals div, C;. Indeed the volume-preserving change of variables in div,(AV,) gives
this identity, and div, A = 0. Its rigid part is zero. Using the curvature expression before taking
absolute values avoids an extraneous metric-divergence term. Also D,b; = (D, X;)T(VEL:) o X5,
with the full nonlinear derivative.
There are two useful first-time rules. At a rigid young point,

. ~ : : d : :
(9.16) a; = Hj Z vy — M;v; |, $; = Njpj - aj, a@z@&—i—sj@s—i—aj - Dy ®.
j<k<i
The own fast term in 5; cancels. All velocities on the right are at time order zero. The pointwise

bound on d;(t), as well as its integral, is retained in the remainder term. For invariant coefficients
write Due; = aJ + D?. Then

(9.17) C; = H{(v; - V)A — DPA — A(DP)T + (AT — JA)}H].

The rotation coefficient has the factor ||A — I]|. The same identity differentiated in labels, and the
curvature formula for [;, give its rates. In a co-rotating frame the isotropic term has no rotation
rate. Axis-facing factors, including ¢;1 and h;, retain that rate. Split b; = b} + abi°, where

brot = (1+ cg_l) o Xj;. Only its time-zero value is read in a first-time correction equation. In particular
this calculation never requires d.
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The principal pair and every correction. The central scalar comparisons give Ei,gi > ( at insertion
and their positive ratio interval. The full-collar positivity test is written in (9.31) below. Differentiate
the literal datum —e;(1, \/bi /@;) by (9.7) and the scalar chain rule. Let di® be the resulting relative
datum numbers. If My is the integral of the computed array for KL-B ng B, set

(9.18) Py=2Cg |d¥+ Y <§)M5Pa5
0<B<La

Weighted Duhamel, starting with o = 0, proves ELQI|Dg‘Ri| < a;(t)P,. Tts first rate is the product
array for B; R;. The propagator used here is justified below; its constant is 2Cg, and its weight is
the instantaneous a;(t).

We recall the full equations needed for the correction recursion. Suppress i, write ¢ = 0;_1, and
put

(?n::(L%viikﬁ Qo =wRFg, U,= Uva)ilxziikv MCL::UV/U)ivﬁ‘
With 0, = Jp - Dy, set

DU = 2(Cp) - DUs + (p- WUy,  DolU = C : DU + [ - D,U,

(9.19) Zn=0Wn+ 22, 72 =NDUp_1 4 DyUp_s.

Negative indices vanish. Although @, = U, = 0 for n > J, Z;,1 and Zj,9 are retained. Write
{U,V}=JD,U-D,V and Js(U,V) =Us;0,V — V0, U. The two source rows, apart from the outer
time derivative of Zfl, are exactly

(9.20) S =AU, +N Y ZULV)+ > {ULVa),

utv=n—1 ut+v=n—2

S50 = NU,_1 50,6+ {Up_9,b} — ch - DyVy_1 — 2wVi_1h - Dagq
+N Y TUnZ)+ Y (U 2}

utv=n—1 u+v=n—2

~Nw@ds Y. VaVo—wh Dy > VW

utv=n—1 utv=n—2

In particular both circulation-square terms have their negative sign. Let

fn = <_(g/J\(f))Ing>’ Jn = <—(0/_;)§£PS§L’O>'

Integration by parts gives the exact expression

(9.21) Qn = hy + /t Pi(ast, s)(Bihyn + fn)(s)ds.

On a later interval beginning at to, add P;(a;t, to)(Qn — hn)(to). The original expression (9.21) is
always available, so the recursion is never restarted with zero data.

Apply the positive rules to h, and g, = Bih, + fp, dividing their common amplitude by a;(t).
Call the resulting arrays Hy, j o and Gy p p o; products of two profiles retain the known factor Y ;,
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since a? <Y, ;a;. In increasing label order form

t
En,p,a(t) = 2CR/ Gnopa + Z < > (oi,ﬁEn,p,a—,B (s)ds,

Ti 0<B<a
(9‘22) lr)zd(],p,a = Hn,07p,o¢ + En7p70“
bd
nlpa = Hn,l,p ot Gn ,0,p, + Z <ﬂ> 7 O B nzp»a B+
BLa

Here Bbd is the calculated coefficient array of weight one, with the label scaling of (9.5). Weighted
Duhamel apphed to Qn — hy, proves (9.22): the factor a;(t)/a;(s) cancels the source weight exactly.
Induction in n and then || proves every estimate. The last line is the equation differentiated once,
not a derivative of its upper bound. It reads h, at first time order and g,, at time order zero. The
rotational part of f, is ak,; thus its contribution uses «, not &. The first-rate entries from the
integral receive the division described above; (9.17) preserves the small anisotropy factor in the
unintegrated entries.

The recursion starts from the prescribed profile norms and moments, scalar interval and truncated

history bounds, explicit metric derivatives, and already computed older-layer bounds. All central
rates used by a first-time field are of order zero. The map precedes the coefficients, the coefficients
precede the pair, and lower levels precede the next level. Each bound for the current layer is obtained
in this order. The base begins this recursion with Z; =0, K; = 1, and [; = 0. The same rules and
constants are used when a fixed layer is read on a subsequent window.
Normalization of the complete sums. For each consumed derivative and first-rate entry, calculate the
full coefficient a’*, after extracting Yi ;67, and also (N;o;—1)~! for a streamfunction. The superscript
specifies its actual use, including all subsequent multiplication and conversion factors. Its smallness
test is made after division by the required output size. For example, the pure-phase third derivative
on a young tube has size

J.
N2 i ~~ b 1
(9.23) e § afiPes 1,
oi1 o wn Vg
Thus its relative level factor is 5?71. Positive low-order numbers Azzl, Azzz are calculated from levels
one and two, enlarged to at least one. Sufficient finite tests are

tube < Atube a‘gube(sn—l < At}leQ—(n_l) ( > 2),
9.24 N
( ) a; 2 < Az ,20 Zznézl ? < AR —2) (n Z 3)

Equivalently one can test the finite sums directly. The tube sum is at most 2 . The even sum

A‘qulbe
27

is at most %Azgég, and the odd sum above level one is at most %Azgég. Its leading term remains
azRﬂSi- Every aligned odd contribution at phase |s| < S; gains a factor S;; the comparison retains

i < CH2 dN (B-

0

In particular d > 2, h < 3 give the required bounded ratio. These are full-depth tests, separately
for each first-rate entry; they do not follow merely from ¢§; < 1/2.

The four types of scalar comparisons are now completely specified: the map numbers multiplied

by n;; differentiated older scalar coefficients multiplied by their label variation factors; the complete

center errors in their stated scalar units below; and azanél” multiplied by the size ratio of its use. In
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each case the inequality is the computed finite sum

Si n,v
(925) Z ai,n,uéyﬁ < Aout-

7,1,V out
Both S;,,, and Sey, > 0 are explicit products of the prescribed carriers, radii, clocks and scalar
comparison amplitudes, obtained by the preceding rules. No division by a realized field occurs. Old
complete levels are tested at their own index before use at the next index; later windows use those
same numbers. The low partition condition is

9

18 21
771'22 o r;lSa;KFq < (16e*)™".
s=

It follows from the own-layer refined condition 4%Cf (R)n; < 1, when that condition is available at
R > 47, with CF(R) > max,<gr F}, because

9
16> ) "18°/s! < 16> < 477,
s=2

The first-time map bound is read directly from (9.13), so it uses the same time-zero Fj,. Higher
label orders still use the finite general recursion (9.12); they require no new refinement condition.

9.2. Containing tubes, coefficient variation, and displacement.

Lemma 9.1 (Directional estimate on the containing tube). For a parent i = j — 1, all the scalar
derivatives needed in (9.11) follow from the preceding complete arrays and the following two scalar
calculations. At Yj(t), put z = (;(Y},t), and let U; = Zii:o Uin. Then

d
(9.26) @(M]-Tz) = M/ V(v; z) = —MI'V(0,.U;)"

With Bzdir and Ezdir the scalar bounds for N;|U; sq - Jpi| and \HZ-TDaf)J_Ui\ on the prescribed cell,

t dir s)ds
(9.27) M7z — 2(ry)] < I B4

t
: / [BE2(7,)| + K; B8] ds =: Dy (1),

J

If the inherited local covector bound is |z(7;)| < 2y, f: Bdr(s)ds < 1/2, Dij < z4/2, and
J

2€jKJ2AE7§ < z4/2, the parent phase gradient in rigid young coordinates is bounded by 2N;z;
throughout Y + M;Bay, .

Proof. Covector transport gives (Dv;)Tz + (v; - V)z inside M]T Since z = V(p; - A;), this equals
V(v; - z). Determinant one gives v; - z = —0, U;, proving (9.26). Its gradient has a multiple of
z of size Bd' and a remainder of size E3'; Gronwall gives (9.27). This combines, rather than
drops, transport of the covector and differentiation of that covector in the velocity. The phase-offset
principal term, the slow principal Hessian, and every correction label derivative remain in Bidir, E;hr.
The mean-value formula on the rigid segments adds 2€jK32AE§. Finally use (9.10). Its third derivative
has the partition types U[?’]qi)’ + 3UB ¢ g0 + UMgs, where ¢, = |D"s;| + €;1|Drai\. The principal
pure-phase third derivative is zero because P"” = 0 on the cell. All label and inverse-curvature
terms remain. The pure correction term is (9.23), bounded by (9.24). This produces V; on the
entire containing tube. Ancestors before the parent use their own partition arrays and ordinary
deformation factors. O
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The coefficient variation is a separate calculation. If the subscripts 0 and 1 denote scalar coefficient
bounds and first label bounds, on By,, the product rule gives

dxo + d5xa

0i—1

+ 0'1'71(6120 + C()Zl):| , Cx,i = /Iv ml(t) dt.

Here zg, 21 concern (; 1; the factor two is a harmless enlargement on the initial support ball By,, not
a claim about all-time trajectories from By,. Evaluate the factors by the directional formulas before
taking their norms. Put Rf = 2c¢goij—1. The number n; is the larger of the calculated first-label
arrays at time orders zero and one, divided respectively by R? and R?ﬁu[l]; the array uses 2¢; D,
with its full differential norm. It is a separate number; it is never obtained by division by a possibly
vanishing central matrix. Higher positive label derivatives multiply the same factors by the finite
numbers already calculated in (9.15).

For example the absolute frame term in ¢, ; is

t
(9.29) 400‘j1fj/ / Vj(S) ds dt.
Gj JTj

Its parent pure-phase term is at most

tube y7d —3 ar—(a+h—1-33/2)
CAjfl,Iijlo'j—2Nj—1 )

using ¢; = Nj__al, the amplitude bound, |G;| < C/oj_2, and 01 < CNjﬁ_/f. The transition uses
its own shorter length; the hold and remaining tail use o;_1|I; \ W;| < 2(1 + €) + Cp. Metric and
scalar-curvature terms use their explicit first-label factors and the corresponding truncated scalar
integrals. This preserves the sufficient exponent a+h —1—343/2 > 0, equal to a — 53/2 when h = 3.
All grandparent and logarithmic factors remain in the finite tests.

We also name the Eulerian curvature rate used in the later coefficient tests. Let G'207d<i be the
numerical upper bound obtained from the complete Hessian expression Gz in (8.16), with ¢ = 4.
Use the complete principal and correction arrays (9.18), (9.22), the unscaled inverse-map arrays,
and their prescribed scalar interval bounds on the young containing region Y; + M; By, throughout
I;. All its older labels and phase cells are those required by the containing tube tests. In particular
the bound includes every correction level with its own factor 5}1, both principal cross derivatives

and the inverse-map Hessians. Define

de

(9-30) g—i= (1 - 58)012—17 H<i = 92’@7 <1 = 0.

—

Here g_ ; > 0 is the prescribed gradient comparison size. The numerator is a finite scalar expression,
not a supremum of an unknown field or a quotient by its realized gradient. The existing Hessian
estimate is |V2I'«;| < g_ ;p<; on this region. The base is affine there, which gives the first-layer
value zero. In rigid coordinates the Hessian bound is ng_ﬂpg; measured against the rigid gradient
size K;g_;, its first-label rate is K;p«;. Thus the factor K; has not already been included in p;.
At insertion let all', b > 0 be the scalar central lower bounds and @, b}* the calculated first-label

upper bounds for ai,@. Impose
20;a1" < afl /4, 2061 <OEJA, cqans = Ai(al/ad 4+ O/,

9.31 log 2
(9:31) Cii T Cdat,i < 7g2 ; n; <L
=602

The mean-value formula proves positivity on Bgy,. The logarithmic derivative of the square root
proves the stated datum bound there. At insertion M; = Id, and the central transverse numerator
is of size 01-271 sin 02“. Its curvature contribution is therefore C¢;p;/ sin 0%“, with p<; as in (9.30);
it is retained. Apply only the propagator and fibre-comparison conclusion of Lemma 3.1, on the

initial ball By,. Its mean-value and Volterra proof uses the central weighted bound, c,; and the
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datum difference; these have just been supplied on that ball. This gives the weighted comparison in
(9.18) and (9.22). The larger collar is used only for the insertion positivity just proved. The higher
finite label derivatives follow from our own triangular recursion (9.18), and the first time derivative
from R;; = B;R;. Fix a base linear-phase half-width 0 < sy < s., and a fixed constant Cy for the
first-collar containment and variation tests. For layer one choose ¢; after Ny, with £; = so/(CyNoAy),
where A, > (log N1)? and its term linear in log N7 ensures (9.31) for the explicit rigid base. The
scalar tests include 51_1 < II; and containment of the next tube in this smaller core.

For the two centers write C; = Yy, or C; = Z and ¢ = m+1, and put = = p; - A;(C,;). The exact
equations are

d
%AZ(C(Z) = J(NipiULs + Dan) + HZ' Z vj(Cq),
(9.32) e
& =pi- JDJUi+ G Y 0i(Cy).
1<j<q

Using the complete cell arrays, first set the velocity bound
(9.33) 0P = Nizy 1Ugi(Si) + HP G Uai(S5).

Its two terms are the phase and label parts of JV1;. The symbol Vibd denotes the circulation profile
bound. Define scalar integrals

t

BY(0) = ) + [ Wasls) +2a 3 o ds,
to 1<j<q
t

0d(t) = ol(to) + / [NZOP"pY + NUST™ () + Uai(Si) + HPG Y v ds.
to

(9.34)

Here bfr bounds |w;B;|. The second integral uses the first one, since U; o s = wiBiNi:U?. It follows
that |z]| < p? and |A;(Cy)| < of. For the full-flow point the data at 7; are zero. At 7, the data for
Y, are the previously obtained full-flow data. In particular they are not set to zero at a subsequent
insertion. The integrals are accumulated from their original datum; one does not add a fresh lifetime
bound at each new window. The scalar duration sums »_ ., |W,| < 2C7/0;_1, and the actual
younger velocity sums in (9.34), give the same constants on every later window. For the stated
powers their sufficient comparison is Q;41(3 +h) — C, > 2 — 3, with the older factors retained in C,,.
The strict containment tests are
(9.35) of + 2HP  Koly < pi°,  Nip! + 2Nizigly < s,
where 3;, bounds |MqT ¢i| on the rigid segments; for the parent it is given by Lemma 9.1. The
base-distance inequality is imposed too. These tests are evaluated with the relaxed displacement
bounds when forming a tube, and with (9.34) when recovering its center. They close by alternating
containment and layer production.

9.3. Complete center estimates and scalar recovery. All center quantities are evaluated using
the two exact identities

(9.36) Vi = Ni¢;Vis + H DV,
Dv; = J[NZ‘QUi,ssCi @ &+ Ni(G @ HE DoUs s + HI DoUs s @ G)

+ HI D2UH; + > (Nipi Ui s + Uia, ) D3A; 1]
k
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The principal local shear coefficient is

2

(9.37) w;q;(a, t)i(a,t), qi = i' =R; .

(2
The symbol q; is distinct from the pulled-back circulation ¢; in (9.15). The last two curvature terms
are retained at both centers. First rates are calculated by (9.16), using the appropriate center
velocity. Common rotation cancels when the components are measured in the local rotating frame.
Differences between two points are calculated by integrating the full spatial differential on their
connecting segment.

Here is an explicit specification of the center numbers used in the scalar tests. For |s| < S,

the even and odd sums of the calculated arrays give UM, Uy, Ugd', Vg™, Ve, and their first

rates. Add the displaced principal differences from (9.18), with |a| < of The non-phase strain and
gradient bounds are

Dmis,bd = 2Ni2+ i OUsaz + ( ) Uaaz + A (N Us & + Uaz)

(9'38) zmis bd bd bd _ corr al,bd corr
Gi ’ = Hi70Va,i7 XZ Z—l—ZUSS’L 5 G = NZ+ ZV .
The center value numbers needed for coupling and displacement are
V(Cl S VPUS),  [vilC)l < Nizy iU i(Si) + HgUai(Si)-

The second right-hand side is v})d in (9.33). Principal slow derivatives are included in Usq i, Uga i, Va,i-
For strain, the displaced principal value is the full product w;q;€2;. Thus its additional scalar bound
is

(9.39) wiof | 7500 + aPiors] -

Add this to XP4; the coefficient derivatives have unscaled units and are calculated by (9.7). At
a specified center Cy, suppressing its index and writing a = A;(Cy,t), s = N;p; - a, let the signed
aligned correction be, with Ufof = Z‘]L 02U p,

X = N2|Gi(a, ) LU (5, 0, ) + w; [a:(a, ) (a, ) — a:(0, )2(0,1)].

Its calculated bound is |X;| < XP4, including (9.39); the relaxed comparison uses 2XP4. The scalar
A is distinct from the nonlinear flow X;. In the local direction e; = (;(a,t)/|(i(a,t)|, the complete
phase strain is (w;q;(0)€2;(0) + X;)Je; ® e;. Thus the remaining principal aligned coefficient at label
zero is w;q;(0)€;(0), not w;;(0). For circulation add the first-label amplitude bound times of,
as before. When a direction is moved, add 2|Da§i|bdog /%— ;. These rules completely specify the
additional center-difference and local-direction numbers. Their first rates follow by one product rule
and (9.16). In particular the complete derivative of G includes the phase drift of the principal
amplitude, not just the derivative of a correction profile.
Use continuous angles measured from the positive second coordinate:

60 _ CZ(Ov t)

" 1G(0,8)]

The value 9}: is its prescribed insertion opening; the first opening 61" is specified separately. At a

displaced label, write e¢; = (sin QSIOC cos QSIOC) for the corresponding local direction. In Lemma 8.3,

6¢ = 0,,, whereas 6! = ¢,, — loc ° , uses the parent at A,,—1(Y,,t). The two-point terms retain this
distinction.

For an angular scalar use its angular factor before summing. A fixed trace-free matrix D = (‘g _ba)

contributes T'(¢) = w + usin2¢ + v cos 2¢ to the angular equation, with w = (b — ¢)/2, u = —a,

—(b+c¢)/2. Hence

(9.40) T(¢+0)—T(p) =2sinBlucos(2¢ + ) — vsin(2¢ + 0)].

= (singj,cosd;), Ok =dp — 1 (k>2).
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The unmatched parent term and the two-point terms are added separately. Let d?d, d?’bd, tzd denote,
respectively, the coefficients obtained by applying this formula to (9.38), its unmatched parent part,
and its two-point part. For precision, write the non-phase Hessian in (9.36) as S, so that its

velocity matrix is JS™S. Its unmatched value in its own local direction e; = ¢;/|¢;] is
Ti(¢°) = —(Je;) T S™s(Je;).

The two mixed tensors containing (; therefore vanish in this expression. The scalar value dg’bd uses
only the slow Hessian and inverse-curvature tensors in this contraction, together with the already
specified difference of local and central directions. The value d°? bounds |u;| + |v;]. For the two-point
term, subtract the exact matrices and covectors first and integrate their contracted differential on the
connecting segment. This defines t}gd, retaining both the direction difference and transport by the
parent. Thus the angular perturbation is bounded by ZdEd_l sin 0, + dg’f(li + tzd +208 > ich1 D;ms’bd.
This definition is an explicit linear contraction of the displayed matrix arrays and segment integrals;
it requires no new field estimate.

Likewise, with e = (x(0)/|Cx(0)|, the transverse coefficient is Gy = —(Jeg) - VI (Y%). Subtract
the central principal sum to define G°*. Its scalar bound is

bd Ibd, . is,bd int,bd
G = Z [Gf |sin(¢r — ¢s)| + G ] + Gl,zomt’ ;
i<k

where Giomt’bd is the sum of the principal amplitude and direction differences just specified.
Differentiate the signed summands before estimating to obtain the first-rate array; in particular the
derivative of each sine is multiplied by its undifferentiated aligned amplitude. A common rotation
cancels from ¢ — ¢;. The base is evaluated exactly.

The center coupling and metric numbers are obtained from (9.2) and

2
~ — 6,1
R; = ’%/‘C7,|2 =1+ (Cgl - 1) >

G2
In particular, on the central metric interval,
(9.41) L g0 < 14:(0,8) — 1] < = (log ;) = —(log &)’
] X . — i) = — Ksg) .
1+68_ql ) _1*537 qZ 9 _17687 ng g (2

At a displaced label the same reciprocal array and the calculated label difference supply its interval.
No principal term proportional to q;(0) — 1 is put into the additive-correction bound. Their first
logarithmic rates use the positive lower bounds and (9.7). Equivalently the exact central formulas
are

¢ = 2WFL, 4+ 2T ey - VW, iy = ¢ [(v<i - V)A — Do ;A — ADvL G

The residual in this calculation is obtained from (9.20), including its phase means. Its center bound
is an older-carrier sum and is not assigned a negative power of the newest carrier.

Lemma 9.2 (Scalar windows under the complete errors). Suppose the finite scalar schedule (11.6)
and first-rate comparisons specified before (9.4) hold with the preceding strict margins. Suppose, on
an existing initial segment, each complete error is bounded by twice its prescribed positive scalar
bound. Impose the following scalar inequalities at that factor two. In the generic case m > 2, the
k-indexed angular and transverse tests have 2 < k < m; the unqualified i-indexed coupling and
metric tests have 1 < i < m, and sums over correction layers begin at i = 1. The parent test in the
first line has m > 2. At m = 1, use the separate first-growth and first-return comparison: there are
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no older correction errors, and no o_1 is read.

de dez (1 <m—2), 4K(;XCSX LA omo1 < e,
2max(8,Cr) Y _ (AP +d{™) < e,
<m
(9.42) 16Cg (dgbd + PN < cpesbiPoy_s,
QGZOTI“ ,bd < 550—]6 1 k‘ s Gcorr bd < 535m0' ¢9m

2(01' - 1)bd + 2(’% - 1)bd < e, (Iog Cm)/bd + 2(10g ’im)/bd < 557 /A

Here Ke = max(6C'19,4C'19) Y = Om_1sin 02 A, is the prescribed logarithmic growth length, and
S, 18 the numerical old-gradient first-rate sum defined immediately before (11.11). That test is
sm < Csvim /A Its definition retains the first-parent term CinV§ Lm=2, and uses s1 = 0. Aligned
off-label terms are included in X;Od, Gzorr’bd. Then the prescribed amplitude, covector-length and
positive-component intervals strictly improve on their respective growth, transition and return pieces.
The adjacent angles satisfy 099}6“ <0, < 01919}3 for 2 <k < m. The return intervals are those of
Proposition 7.7, uniformly in the current trial, and the duration bounds use Cs,Cp of (11.7), with
the first duration retained separately in (11.6). The resulting four-part histories are (9.46), with Cr
chosen by (9.48) from these scalar intervals.

Proof. We check the changes to the scalar proof of [1, Theorem 2.2]. The exact equations for the
covectors and central pair are

Co = adC — EF G, Tho=ax, Q= Ok—1ckCr1 T

Insert (9.36). The aligned old coefficient, after the displaced-label differences have been included in A},
is q;(0,¢)82;(0, t)+X;; the old activations are one. On the relaxed old interval (eyy /2)o; < Q; < 2Cw oy,
(9.41) and the additive bound give

1 1
21+¢e5) 4

C
W +4]02<2CWUZ (i <m—2).
— Eg

qz'QiJrXiZCW[ :|Uz’ZCWUi>Oa

(9.43)

| + X < [1

Every nonnegative older shear sum in the angle and length equations therefore has its same sign
and its same trigonometric factors. Its scalar upper estimates use 2Cyy, and any reciprocal positive-
shear estimate uses ¢y, These substitutions into the finite products and sums defining the scalar
constants specify their enlargement before the tests are made. For example the strain bound uses
Cyp+2Cw > p0it+ 2 cr D DMsPd oiving the first-rate bound chosen above, using the prescribed
> j<i0j < 20;_1. When the same shear is evaluated at two points, its product q;2; is differentiated
before estimation; (9.39) and the stated direction difference give the two-point error. The remaining
angular terms are exactly (9.40) and its stated unmatched and two-point parts. Their integrated
changes are at most €5 in modulus and at most 539};1 in angle, by the second and third lines of (9.42)
and the prescribed duration sums. Thus the old modulus lower bound may decrease by ¢4, and the
old angle upper bound may increase by 0659}?. Exact monotonicity is not used in the remaining
two-sided comparisons.

On growth the transverse gradient is the parent positive amplitude times the adjacent sine,
plus the old gradient and the calculated correction. The fourth line of (9.42), against its lower
bound 09031_19}%“ /5, preserves positivity. Differentiating this expression gives the four terms of
the growth-ratio proof in [1, Theorem 2.2|: parent amplitude, adjacent angle, modulus, and older
gradient. The changes are the first correction-gradient rate, the angular error above, and the two
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logarithmic rates in the last line of (9.42). Each is bounded at the required scale Cesys, /Ay, Hence,
with u = Q,, /1), and uy, = (by, /@) "/?,

(/1) = \Jambm[1 = (u/u)?] = (u/u.)(l0g u.)
The vector field points inward at 1 + C'e;. The bounded quotient excludes a zero of T},, and gives
the strictly positive logarithmic growth rate (1 4+ O(es))y5. It proves the prescribed hit and the
growth duration without assuming either endpoint exists.

During the child’s growth the parent’s principal vorticity amplitude at its own center is zero. Thus
qm-1(0)2,,—1(0) = 0 exactly on that hold; its displaced value is already in (9.39). The additional
parent rate is KX 02| X,,_1|, rather than |X,,_1|. This follows directly from the factors sin’6,, and
sin 6, cos 0, in the angle and modulus equations. Its logarithmic eigenline contribution is at most
6C90|X,,—1]. The first line of (9.42) puts this contribution in the same growth-rate tolerance.

On the transition, the exact blend identity is unchanged because ék,l = (Fi—a)Ck,2. The principal
shear terms keep their positive factors q;. Their upper and lower comparison constants are those in
(9.43); their relative deviations from the unit-metric coefficients are at most €,5/(1 — €5) < 2e5. The
additional inhomogeneity is the angular difference above, together with the X; parts of the old shear
sums. Its contribution to sup |, _1]/02 is Ces/Ay,. The term containing that same supremum has
coefficient at most 16Cyes < 1/2, so it is absorbed. More explicitly, the extra contribution to the
inhomogeneous constant is bounded by

2Cy +1 c _

g; + 32215, sup ’¢;nm1’ < 8(Kp+ K& )es/Am.

Here K is the scalar transition constant with the positive shear substitutions (9.43) and the metric
coefficient tolerance 2¢;. The first term comes from the angular-factor and tangent terms; the
second comes from the unmatched and two-point terms. This yields the transition and entry-ratio
bounds with enlarged fixed constants. No absolute value of an aligned parent shear is substituted
for its factored angular contribution.

For the return, use the exact coefficients of Lemma 8.3, with their magnified metric. The lo-
cal and own-parent directions and amplitudes there are distinct. The first and fifth coefficients
in (8.19) retain, respectively, té, = qp(Ap(Ym),t) and t,, = qn(0,t). They are positive multi-
plicative coefficients, tested by (9.41) and its label differences. In the first error the removed
parent term is qp,(Ap(Yom), t)2p(0,t)Jel @ el Thus the remaining aligned difference contains
4p(Ap(Yim), 1) [Qp(Ap(Yim), t) —2,(0, )], not a principal multiple of g, — 1. The first and fourth errors
obey, directly from (9.36),

corr __
Kyt =

|dy| < Z"'iv’r"(z Gi@? + ZD;nis,bd)’

g
m <m <m

| < —225m (4,05 + 30,08 + 3 grishd),

Im—1TmF—m <m <m
Here &;,%; are the complete aligned arrays with the parent principal term removed, and the ©’s are
the sine or sine-cosine factors of the recovered angular intervals. These are precisely the scalar sums
in (8.21), now calculated from the complete arrays. Impose these two sums < 4, and impose the
scalar factor tests following that equation, 8¢ < §. They yield all six coefficient bounds |¢, — 1| < §
and four error bounds |d,| < §. In particular c4(t) = ¢ (0,¢)Cm 1 (t!)/sin 62 and cg(t) = ¢, (0,t)
retain their time and trial dependence. Proposition 7.7 therefore improves 1/2 < 3/3. < 2 and
—1<W<2+4¢ to

1-C6<3/3. <3+ C6, —C§<W <1+4c,+C6.

The same fixed margins give all the old scalar recoveries, by integrating from their original anchors.
This is the cumulative, rather than window-by-window additive, estimate in the cited scalar proof.
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The central deformation generated by the trace-free matrix has determinant one. Applying [1,
Lemma 2.11] with the recovered covector interval gives

t
@) < 2 (1 ot | H(D»symu) ——
Ti

For a unit vector e, ||(Je ® €)sym|| = 1/2. Consequently on any elapsed interval the complete strain
integral is bounded by

(9.44) /H zsym||dt< Z/|w1 (0,t)| dt + = Z/|X|dt+Z/DmIdedt

7<1 1<t

The displaced values are included in X;, and all integrals have the same elapsed endpoints. The
first term is the existing principal history multiplied by at most (1 — e,)~!; it is not assigned a
correction’s decay size. The additive terms are bounded by (9.42). Thus K; < Ck /0, with the
scalar margin in C'x. There is no exponential in the inverse angle.

Finally split each central history, in order, into growth G;, the middle interval Il-mid =Ir UI{" ul,~
(transition and both return pulses), holding Iih‘)ld, and the entire remaining tail Iz-tail. Every interval
is intersected with the elapsed history under consideration. On growth define

) = eigy/
(9.45) 8 =\ fai b, oS8 =\ aib;, (;teig < g = §(Laji + Luyi)-
[

Here L, ;, Ly ; are the logarithmic derivative bounds just obtained from the scalar growth equations,
including the log q; and log ¢; rates. Positive scalar intervals a_; < a@; < ay;, b—; < b; < by, give
the prescribed bound

Kieig > max{ \/a+,i/b_ﬂ-, \/b+,i/a_’i} throughout growth.
Choose 0 < pelg < 1 within the fixed scalar margins so that
a—;b_; pelg > ePd[1 + ( elg)Q].

The growth drift bound e?d < Cssfyf’r//\i and the positive growth interval verify this choice.
The datum is the growing eigenline, so it has zero decaying component in the companion lemma’s
eigenbasis. The names K; cig elg
orders. N

On each piece let AMst(¢), BRst(¢) be the positive scalar bounds for @], |b;| obtained by substituting
the recovered intervals into

are comparison constants, distinct from physical radii and derivative

R G N
a; = ﬂ, by = 0i—1¢:Ci-
oi-1]Gl
The complete transverse errors are included in G;. Define the following scalar history numbers using

these bounds:

g = [ eyan st = [ B o
) mid
(9.46) o '
thist _ / A?iSt(t) dt, D?ist — / [A?iSt(t) + BzhiSt (t)] dt.
Ihold Itail

These integrals are finite expressions in scalar intervals, durations and profiles, not additional norms
of the constructed fields. The operator norm of the off-diagonal pair matrix is bounded by the sum
of its two absolute entries, so S bounds the middle-interval norm integral. The transition and
the first return pulse each contribute their recovered coeflicient-size times duration; the unit-metric
generic comparison gives one in each row on each of those pieces. Their Euler upper-row bounds
retain (1 —¢,)~!, and their lower-row bounds retain 1+ ¢, together with the calculated centre errors.
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In particular the negative pulse is not discarded. With y = Ay ;78 (t — ¢7) and 3¢, = [(;(0,})], its
exact prescribed covector on the complete negative pulse gives

1
/1 |bs| dt = ﬂﬁe,i/o ci(y)me(y) dy < (14 &5)cpse,is
(9.47) '

/ sup;- Alirlist
@l dt < — L
I Aret,ifyyégr

Here tj is the end of the first return pulse; a partial pulse uses the corresponding partial integrals.
The supremum of the explicit scalar interval bound in the second line is calculated from the same
return boxes. At the first layer the fixed compression and its exact first-return bounds are used.
Thus both pulse costs enter SZhiSt.

On a selected hold b; = (Alz(()) = 0 exactly. Its first-layer upper-row integral is retained as a fixed
positive term in H {ﬂSt, not required to tend to zero. The tail includes every later transition and
pulse. Hence [1, Lemma 2.13] gives the central weighted estimate with the scalar choice

(048) Ok > (KI9)%\/1+ (65%)2(1+ HY) exp((1+ p0%) BN 4 200 4 o phis)

for each history used in the finite recursion. The scalar whole-history upper bounds fix this choice
before the field estimates. Truncating the nonnegative integrals improves it. In a current trial,
intervals not yet reached are omitted. Holds of older layers belong to their already selected histories;

the current layer’s hold is used only after selecting its return. No derivative of the return selector is
taken. 0

9.4. Strict continuation and the next insertion. For each center or displacement error, let 3, ()
be its numerical upper expression from (9.38) or (9.34), including the specified center differences and
inherited datum. These numbers are formed on the fixed relaxed phase and label regions. Denote
the corresponding actual error magnitude by R, (t).

Proposition 9.3 (Low-order continuation under scalar conditions). Assume the scalar schedule
inequalities in Lemma 9.2, the finite scalar tests (9.24), (9.25), (9.31), (9.35), (9.42), the history
choice (9.48), and the two generic-return sums and factor tests in its proof. Impose the low map
and directional smallness tests at their displayed orders. These tests are made with the finite scalar
recursion above, independently of the realized trial, and with the scalar full-history bounds in place
of later truncations. Then the complete finite family continues through the growth, transition and
return of layer m, uniformly for 0 < pu < ¢,. The older layers during these trials and all layers
on the selected elapsed history satisfy the complete order-zero and order-one estimates with the
calculated intrinsic constants. Each relaxed center and displacement bound 23, (t) improves to B,(t).
The return zero set is nonempty and compact, and its least member selects the next finite history.
Subject to the explicit cone and ramp tests below and the next-index transverse and datum scalar
tests, that history also supplies the complete-gradient and positive insertion data for the next layer.

Proof. Start with the common finite family of Proposition 7.2. The carried estimates at 7, and the
already proved full-flow offsets give the new initial center data. For m = 1 the central construction
is exactly that of [1, Lemma 2.7, Lemma 2.8]: the base is affine and the central metric and coupling
equal one. For m = 2, its growth comparison includes the already calculated first-layer errors;
transition and return are generic, with no earlier-layer strain sums. Fix scalar phase and label
comparison radii first, and form all arrays on the corresponding relaxed cells. They depend on the
scalar parameters and these fixed radii, not on a resulting field or on a trial. Use the numerical
bounds 3, just defined, including their prescribed data. Only the centers Y,, ¢ < m, and their
older-layer offsets are included in this current comparison. The full-flow offsets up to 7,,, are carried
data, and their continuation is proved after the current layer is estimated below. All coefficients in
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these expressions are fixed before the trial is run. The conditions on these expressions are exactly
the tests in the statement. In particular the integral expressions are tested to lie within the chosen
phase and label radii. They are not used to redefine those radii.

On any initial segment satisfying the relaxed bounds, first apply Lemma 9.2. It uses those bounds
at factor two and does not use the field conclusions of the present step. This returns the strict scalar
intervals, bounded «, central deformation, and the truncated weighted histories. Next proceed in
increasing layer order ¢ < m. Form the rigid containing tube using the relaxed old offsets; apply
Lemma 9.1, (9.12) and (9.15); apply (9.31); and then calculate the principal pair and all J; levels by
(9.18) and (9.22). After layer m — 1 this gives the containing tube and map of layer m, which depend
only on older fields. The four comparisons (9.25) and the complete tail tests give each declared
output size. In particular the complete tube sum (9.23) is bounded by 2A§7ulbeNi2Kk,¢5i /oi—1; the
time-one version uses the same test for each retained rate entry. There is no use of only two levels
in this step.

Substitution in (9.36) proves the complete center bounds R, < (,. The displaced odd aligned
contribution uses S;/d;; the displaced principal contribution uses the calculated label derivative
and the actual offset. Applying (9.32) first to the phase and then to the full label proves the two
integrals (9.34), again with coefficient one. The inherited datum was already part of each integral.
This proves R, < 8, < 2, for every center and displacement quantity. At a zero initial integral the
undivided integral inequality applies up to and from that endpoint; no division by zero or positive
lower bound for a seed is used.

The recovered scalar intervals keep every feedback denominator away from zero. The strict
containing-tube inequalities give a common compact subset of P; the prescribed data extend
smoothly beyond each finite horizon. Proposition 7.3 excludes a first terminal time there. Continuity
excludes a first exit through any relaxed bound. Thus growth, transition and each trial return reach
their respective common horizons with the improved estimates.

Only now evaluate the endpoints. On the negative pulse,

Yy Yy
V(y) = v(1) - u / coms— Al / B2
0 0

The zero trial is positive by reciprocal comparison. For p = ¢,, 0 < (¢, — 0)/(2¢,) gives V(1) <
—(¢p —0)/2 < 0. Continuous dependence of the common trial family yields a nonempty compact
zero set and hence its least member. The exact covector law then gives (,, 1 = ﬁm(O) = 0 on the
hold.

After selecting this member, calculate the complete youngest field on its elapsed window by the
same recursion. The full-flow version of (9.34) now includes that field. Its outputs at the endpoint
are the actual inherited data for Y;,11. The complete center estimates at that point follow from
(9.36). This closes the induction on the finite window. All constants for a fixed layer and consumed
order were calculated using its own full scalar history bounds; none is recomputed from the number
or identity of the later observing window. O

We finish with the complete-gradient assertion used at the next insertion. Let
oy = —NZ‘TZ'(O,t)’Ci(O,t” > 0.

The scalar growth-ratio, return and subsequent amplitude intervals give |R;(0,t)| < Cr;(=T;(0,1)).
This is a component-ratio bound: on growth it follows from the invariant interval for u/u, on
return from the bounded quotient, on a hold from its zero second component, and subsequently
from the positive amplitude and old vorticity intervals. It is independent of the seed.

Let P; s, P;, be the complete correction arrays, including their parity factors at the recovered
phase, divided by a;(t) and a;(t)¢; !, respectively. Let Ar;(—T;(0,t)) bound |D,Tj|, as supplied by
(9.18) and this component comparison, and let z,; be the calculated first-label covector bound.
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Then (9.36) gives at the full-flow point
(9.49) |Vi(2) + wiatied | < S, €)=

where the entirely scalar value

+1 bd Q. . bd

Zai F 2pAT )0 HXGSidri  Cr; H,

GG _ ( a,t +52 ,z) i + (2 + )l Z+,iPi,s + Y p
Z_3 NZ'Z,J‘ Z—i

N

1
)

retains the principal displacement, slow principal derivative, even phase derivatives, odd label
derivatives and displaced odd phase terms. Impose eiG < e¢ for the computed arrays. These are
relative gradient tests with the instantaneous weight supplied by (9.22).

On a ramp, the central coefficient bound b;""" is already a scalar output of Lemma 9.2. Direct
integration of the central pair equation gives

(t) < sz/iramp’bd = Nijzy i€i/ 1 + (ult)2 exp (/ b;""P (1) dt) )
I;amp

Impose the scalar test

(9.50) Z %ramp’bd < Ap for the alive layers at each time.
irw; (1) <1

All simultaneously ramping indices are included. Summing (9.49) and using (9.50) proves

< eq (Ao + szgfl> .

If the recovered angular intervals give a unit vector e with e - e, e - e? > v > eg, then

VINZ) + Aoep + Z wigfie?

(9.51) —e-VI(Z) > (v —€q) <A0 + Z wiszfz) > 0.

This is the aggregate gradient lower bound. The transverse numerator at the next insertion uses, in
addition, the prescribed adjacent angle: its parent term is at least ceagﬁig +1/5, and the complete
transverse error is at most e,02,0!2 ,; by the next-index gradient comparison in (9.42). Thus it is
positive, since 8¢5 < ¢y. The full-collar extension is exactly the datum test (9.31) at that index. The
aggregate cone inequality alone is not used to infer a sign in a different direction. The normalized-to-
unit-ring conversion is V,I" = V,I", followed by V., ,I' = diag(1,7)V,I". Thus the physical gradient
gains the factor min(1,7_), and the meridional vorticity components are (—r~19,,T",9,,I"). The
prescribed-ring scaling is the one in Lemma 2.2.

Throughout, the means of both rows of (9.20) remain in the residuals. Their global phase integrals
and compact label-vector primitives use the same positive operations; the reciprocal-symbol mean,
the slow circulation-square mean, and both terminal elliptic expressions are included. The fixed
compact force recovery of Section 6 therefore applies to this unchanged complete finite family. The
argument has proved the low-order implication under its scalar conditions. The higher-order force

allocation remains
T*:k+4jm+9, TX:T*+2, TF:T*+4, B:Lm:T’F—i-3, LZ:L1+1—|—2J1—|-5—|-B

No higher-order growth estimate or choice of an infinite parameter sequence is asserted here.
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10. HIGHER DERIVATIVES OF THE CORRECTED FINITE FAMILY

Integration by parts prevents a loss of time derivatives in the correction equations. We combine
that identity with the complete coefficient and level count to produce the mixed estimates used
in the physical force bound. We use the finite family and scalar hypotheses of Proposition 9.3.
Older-history estimates are uniform over every allowed current trial parameter. Estimates for the
youngest completed history use its selected parameter; no return selector is differentiated. These
quantifiers apply to every statement below. All constructions and estimates refer to the magnified
unit-ring coordinates of Lemma 2.3. In particular

A= diag(cg_l, 1), c¢g=142geomz2, W = egeomcg_Q, To = (26ge0m) '

The product 2WT .;, not two independent bounds for its factors, is used in the linear coefficient.
The physical principal strain retains |¢;|?/;. There are two material domains. At a young index m,
the coefficient, fibre and complete-level estimates hold on the support ball By, at its own finite
orders; its larger smooth collar By, is used only for insertion data. For an older index i < m, the
larger-range arrays are on the constant-envelope core

(10.1) Bl = Byore, g =1 onbB,,

with the prescribed radius of the preceding section. For the usual envelope this is p§°™ = ¢;/2; keep
the actual first-layer core when it is smaller. We use the time intervals of (9.8): W; is one insertion
window and I, = [Ty, tend| is the elapsed lifetime to the current finite horizon. The older estimates
are on IS’E X T x I,,. In the separate infinite-history assertion below, I,,, = [7,Tkx). Means and
primitives are formed on the entire phase circle before restriction to a physical phase cell. Pointwise
vector and tensor bounds use the Euclidean norm and its induced multilinear norms. Component
estimates are summed with the explicit dimension factors below. A profile bound is uniform on its
indicated domain at the specified time.
The finite admitted orders are nonnegative integers satisfying

(10.2) ki <k <o <km,  kj<Qj/cg,  Jj=2kj+8

The same inclusion is imposed on any later finite segment being used. The separate fixed-layer
all-order assertion additionally assumes k; — oo on the infinite selected history. These conditions
concern admission of orders, not a uniform bound above the admitted orders. A maximal schedule
realizing these inclusions is given after the fixed order function is defined.

For a young force order 0 < k < k,,, at layer m, retain the allocation

T*:k+4Jm+97 TXZT*+27 TF:T*+47

10.3
( ) B=rp+3, Ln=rr+3, Li=Li+1+2J;+5+B (i<m), L = 3J; + 4.

An older level n, on (10.1), is estimated for b < B, p < ¢; — 2n, |a| < L; — 2n — 1. Phase and
label allowances are separate. The young global force calculation uses the fixed profiles through
7+« + 1 on the whole phase circle, not the older polynomial-cell allowance. Derivative orders on older
circulation and streamfunction are respectively rp + 1 and rr + 3. The scale letters are those of the
common scalar construction: f=1— 3, §; = H?N;h, d>20<h<p, and, fori>2 ¢ = N2,
II; = N ;(log N;)". Keep the separately defined first radius and first clock. We use their scalar
comparisons p > a > 1+ /2, II; < N}, and the positive small-power conditions stated below; v is
this prescribed upper exponent, not a velocity. In expressions involving an initial growth interval,

replace an index below zero by the fixed base clock.

10.1. Refunded equations and complementary orders. Temporarily suppress the layer index,
and set

Qn = (Vna Wn)y Un = (NU)_IXIWna X = K’_la 0 =0;-1.
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Here 7 is the literal mean-zero phase primitive and P =1 — (-)5. Their sup norm constants are /2
and 2. Both are applied on the entire phase circle and commute with label and time differentiation.
Write
C =HAX)HT, [(=div,C, ¢=T,0X, h=He, w=WolX.
The divergence [ is a vector. The exact reduced vorticity coefficient splits as
b= €<i o X = abrot + bnr‘7 brot — (1 4 Cg_l) OX,

on the base region; b"" contains every older correction. The scalar « is the time derivative of the
base angle. o
Define Z,, = (N/o)(0sWy, + Z,,). Then

2, = N7'[2(Cp) - Da(xWn—1) + (p - )X Wn-1]
+ N72[C: D2IW,-2) + 1 Da(XIWn—2)].

Negative indices are zero. The pair levels above J vanish, but Z;,; and Z;,5 do not.

Put k), = (0,—ZP2Z,). Let f2* be the pair obtained from the complete source rows (9.20) by
removing the outer derivative of Z,,, replacing b by b™, and applying —P and —ZP, respectively,
after the vorticity row has been multiplied by o/N. The removed scalar row is exactly ok, where

(10.4)

0
10.5 K, = N N )
(10:5) (—IP [N*lan,lﬁ | bt + N=2{xTW,,_o, brot}a})

Thus no derivative of the actual base-vorticity factor is omitted. With B = (Ut?(l 7d6</ 7 ), the exact

equation is
Qn(t) = 1, (£) + P(t,10)[Qn(to) — B3, (to)]

t
+ [ P(t,s)[BR, + f2 + aK,](s) ds.

to

(10.6)

Indeed 9,P(t,s) = —P(t, s)B(s); integration by parts gives the positive Bh’, term. At insertion the
bracketed datum is zero. At a later window it is inherited, and cannot be discarded. The same
formula retains both quadratic circulation terms, the older-vorticity terms and every mean.

Here is the derivative calculation used for each integral. Its central weight is a;(t) = Yi ipi(t); its
propagator bound is 2Crp;(t)/pi(s). For a source of size A, with the weight p; removed, write its
scalar derivative bounds as F'(b,r). Let ¢, be the normalized integrated positive-label coefficient
bounds, and cij 4 the pointwise coefficient bounds with their rates removed. The relative output
bounds at size II; A may be computed by

T

Y (0,7) =2Cg |F(0,7) + ¢y Z <;> cpoY (0,7 —p) |,

(10.7) b /’21
r)= r V(T & —d,r —
Y(b+1,r) = F(b, )deZ:OpZO ( d) (p) Y (b—dr—p).

The harmless component factor may be included in F; up includes the masses of the rate lists
below. At time zero isolate the undifferentiated matrix and apply weighted Duhamel to each label
derivative. The weights at the integration variable cancel. At positive order use the differentiated
equation. This proves (10.7), first in label order and then in time order. The coefficient and partner
orders are complementary: (d+ p) + (b —d+r —p) = b+ r. To obtain time order b of the integral
requires the source only through b — 1, whereas the direct h';l requires order b. All its pair levels are
lower than n. In particular the scalar row requires « only through b — 1.
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10.2. Rate factors and scalar bounds. Use the scalar floor of (9.9), with a distinct name:
T = Cw(Ro + 2) + Q(QEW + CB)UZ'—I, R = max(l,ri),
cpoi—1 < % < Ca(1+o0i-1), % <Il;.

Here the letters and containing radius Ry are those already used in the explicit low-order floor;
the amplitude pair remains R;. One may take cg = 2(2Cw + cg) and Cyg = 1 + Cy(Ro + 2) + cq.
The last inequality uses the accepted scalar test r; < II; and II; > 1. In particular the floor is a
calculated number, not a freely chosen large rate or the norm of an unknown matrix.

A rate list is a finite positive sum a = (a,@QX,), where X, > %; > 1. Its moment is M,(b) =
> a, X5 for b > 1, and Ma(0) = 1. Equal rates retain their family labels. If b = 3" b; > 0, weighted
arithmetic-geometric mean gives

(10.8)

(10.9) [ Ma,05) < > [I =@ | M), S@)=>a.
j §:b;>0 \ hej:by >0 v

Indeed the product of the selected rates raised to their orders is at most their sum raised individually

to order b; summing the independent amplitudes proves the formula. At zero order use the product

of actual sizes, not a list mass. If Sy bounds |f| and Ly is its list of absolute derivative amplitudes,

define its effective size by

(10.10) S; = max{S;, 2(Ly)}.

For a normalized list ay at size Sy, the absolute list is Sray. Thus this definition keeps the
independently specified value bound and the derivative-list mass, including when the value bound is
smaller.

An integrated entry a@X of a source of size A becomes a/(II; X)QX at output size II;A. The
equality AX® = (II; A)(IL; X )~ ' X®*! proves this rule. The first-order endpoint is supplied by the
floor. For the scalar row, if |a| < S and |a(?| < Sy P,(d + 1)M,, (d + 1) for d > 1, normalize its
size by I1;(So + %;51)Ak. The differentiated scalar factor costs

5
IL;(So + % S1)

and the undifferentiated scalar contributes So/[IL;(So + %;S1)X]. Their sum is at most (I1;%;) L.
The derivative orders in the scalar product are (d 4+ 1) + (b — d) = b+ 1, precisely the output order.
None of these identities replaces a later rate by an intrinsic old-layer rate.

< (IL;%;) ™",

10.3. Production of the coefficient arrays. We give a scalar prescription, including its nor-
malizations. A derivative position is either a time derivative, a phase derivative, or one of the two
label derivatives. For a product distribute the labelled derivative positions among its factors. For a
composition use

(10.11) pSrizy=S Y (@D (z1)D"2,... D" 2.
TCS: mwePart(S\T)

Include the empty partition. Contract componentwise bounds by summing the two spatial compo-
nents, or the three components of (s,a). For a positive scalar use

(10.12) D™t = (=)l T DPu

T Bem
Replace signs by plus signs and each input by its already calculated bound. These formulas, the
exact identities below and (10.7) define nonnegative scalar arrays; they do not mean the supremum
of an unestimated field. The zero-order inputs are the scalar windows of Proposition 9.3. Fixed
profile derivatives and the explicit derivatives of the metric are the remaining leaves. Rates are
reduced by (10.9), keeping their family tags.
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Write X; =Y; + Mj(a + E;), and let Aijn" denote the inverse label map. To avoid confusing it
with an amplitude, the superscript is retained throughout this subsection. Write ¢ = ¢ for the base
rotation angle of (2.7); thus ¢(0) = 0 and ¥ = . In the magnified coordinates centered at the ring,
put

o=¢"/,  M;=0"M; Y;=0"Y;.

The base velocity is 1/}J x, so differentiation gives

A D ]
1<j
where D; = OT > icj Dyvi(Y;)O. In particular
() _ b =1\ =) 7 (b-1-d)
(10.13) ; _Z( g )Dj M; (b>1).
d<b

The inverse satisfies the corresponding equation with reversed factors and a minus sign. Restore O
by (10.11). Its input is ¢ through b, not v through b.

We first specify where old quantities in these calculations are evaluated. For i < j, let af[j] =
AV (Y, t). For |a| <2¢; and 0 < u < 1, the accepted containing-tube tests (9.35) give
AP (% ublyd, 6)] < of + 2HDE G <

7 i

(10.14) . , -
|Nipi - A (Y +uMja' t)| < Nipl + 2Ni3i50; < se.

Indeed integrate the inverse Jacobian, respectively its phase contraction, along the rigid segment.
Their unscaled bounds are the calculated H 561 and 3;; from the preceding section, with the directional
parent estimate for the latter. The tests are made with the relaxed offsets before producing the
younger layer; a first exit from the indicated core would contradict these strict bounds. The
containing region P and its base-distance condition are retained. Since the low-order map bound
has |a+ Zj(a,t)| < 2¢; for |a] < ¢;, the same argument covers the actual younger material image. It
also covers the young insertion collar at insertion, where Z; = 0.

For differences of two center evaluations we retain the separate accepted connecting-segment
clause: the whole segment joining those centers lies in P and pulls back into each indicated older core
and phase cell. Endpoint containment alone is not used. For example, if s;7 bounds |C, — Cy—1],
one explicit sufficient verification of its label part is

: -1
min(of, 07 ") + Hggsf;‘p < pi™*c.

27 1
The phase part follows by the same integral with its actual contracted inverse-Jacobian bound.
This sufficient comparison is not substituted for the accepted segment clause when that clause has
already been verified more precisely. A physical core image need not be convex. The cases Cy =Y}
and the selected full-flow point C,+1 = Z use their respective inherited offset data. Thus rigid
remainders, old scalar compositions, and all two-point differentials below use only the older domains
in (10.1).
The rigid non-affinity on By, is calculated from the complete old streams:

1 Ji
(10.15) vj(d t) = Mj’1 / (1-— u)Dz Z Z JVUEn(Yj +uM;d' t)[M;ad, M;ad'] du.
0 i<j n=0
For one label derivative use the first-order Taylor remainder; for two or more use the differentiated
velocity directly. The affine rotation has disappeared before estimating. Thus all differentiated
terms retain a non-affine old factor. The common-history bounds are

~ 1—
D351 < fo.qns05(t)4; ", /1 0 <1, 0(t) < Coja, mifor < g
J
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The numbers fj , are obtained by expanding (10.15). The marked low-order normalization is the
one in the common lower-order proposition, including its contracted parent transverse estimate; it
is not replaced by independent norms of the two frames. For a positive time order the density is
replaced by the floor Z;.

The time conversion is important. At y =Y; + M,d’, put a; = A" (y,t), s; = N;p; - a;. Exactly,

(1016) CLZ = Hl(y) Z vh(y) — M]ﬁj(a') y Sl = Nipi . a,

i<h<j
Use 0y + $;0s; + @i - Dq, on an old profile. The own fast velocity is parallel to J¢;, hence contributes
zero to §;. This cancellation is made before further differentiation. The evaluated region has bounds

lai| < ai[j]l + 2K K05, [si] < |s§[5]] + 2C Vi K.
Both summands are retained; the sharper unscaled inequalities (10.14), not these coarsenings with
fixed letters, certify containment. The scalar conversion estimates obtained from the complete
low-order sums are
ez‘_l’ai’ < C{N; min(8+h, 2—-38/2)+0(1) + N]:(i—ﬁ)'*‘o(l)}

(10.17) 15| < C{N[B*"(l) I Ni;rlnin(5+h,273ﬁ/2)+o(1)
Jr]\/vj—_(in—,ﬁ’)Jro(l) +Nj2j-1i’>6/2—h—2a+o(l)} <%,

Here and below an o(1) in a scale comparison denotes the explicit grandparent and logarithmic
powers in that comparison, bounded by a fixed constant divided by );_1; the corresponding finite
test can always be made before this coarsening. The last term uses the pointwise bound on 0;.
Relative to Z; > cNf_/f its exponent is 2+ —h —2a < 0. It need not be at most one. Differentiating
(10.16) at order b — 1 uses old fields and the rigid remainder only through b — 1.

For clarity, the flow arrays themselves can be generated without any high-order smallness condition.
At time zero isolate the linear one-block term in the differentiated equation Z; = v;(a + E,t) and
use the factor E = e"/01, For r > 2 an upper array is

vor=E > 2™ fo i T] Qs + nizo,m)s
mePart([r]) Berm
|m|>2
with x00 = fo,0, 01 = Efo,1. At positive time order use (10.11) on a set of b — 1 time derivative
positions and r label derivative positions. This gives |?DI=;| < nijmﬁ]leraj(b). The outer
zero-time factor uses 0; < %;, and the remaining floor supplies the last time order. Every time
index on the right is smaller than b.
Area preservation gives the exact, two-dimensional inverse formula

Hj = (I +J(DaZ5)" )M

Produce ( = H'p, C = HA(X)HT, k = pTCp, x = k71, ¢, b™, ¢ = 2wvq and d = (Jp) - Doq by the
preceding rules. The low-order margin gives x > (2 /6, which supplies the denominator in (10.12).
Piola gives

2
(10.18) [ = Z Ar(X)Hyp O, Hiy.
rk=1

Thus the vector [ retains a curvature factor; no bare derivative of the metric remains. Its full time
derivatives are nevertheless taken. Also

Dab™" = —2eg00mCy(X) 2(DoX)  e2.
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The direct rotation dependence of C retains OT(A(X) — I)O, whereas that of h or ¢; has no such
small multiplier. These distinctions are preserved by the tagged product rule.

The mixed domain needed for this calculation is b < B, b+r < B+ L; + 2 for Z;. An old stream
factor has total order at most B + L; + 3. For its level n < J;, L; —2n —1 > L1 + B + 4, so
(10.3) pays this derivative and every intermediate conversion. A phase derivative vanishes only
when the actual core polynomial degree says so. Its coefficients still include the full-circle means
and primitives.

10.4. Intrinsic normalization and the complete level depth. For each output in the preceding
calculation divide by its actual prescribed size. The resulting constants are denoted Pj,(b,p,r); a
pair is divided by Y. jp;(t)d7, a stream additionally by (Njo;—1)"!. No division by a realized field
is involved.

We first specify the intrinsic center units. For a positive scalar expression E in the complete
low-order arrays, write sz;(F) for the following numerical expression. Expand its products using
(9.5) and the complete profile sums in (8.4), with the calculated arrays of (9.36)—(9.38). Extract the
normalized coefficients as in (9.24) and (9.25), then replace each such coefficient by one. Retain the
fixed comparison letters, every carrier, clock, radius and amplitude factor, the phase-radius factors,
and each finite level sum. In particular the stream units are Y, ;07"/(N;o;—1), the circulation units
are Y, ;0;', and each label derivative retains £ ! For inverse curvature use the expanded inverse
recursion following (9.14); its non-affinity factor is retained. The scalar interval and phase-radius
bounds in this prescription are the full-history bounds fixed for layer i. Thus sz;(E) is independent
of the later observing window.

The four intrinsic units are

r= COxIEN "oy, gi = CaCoN/ 2,
(10.19) g, = CLK ;' CoN; P45,
m; = sz; (2Ni2+,iHE(C)1Usa,i + (HES)QUGGJ + AE%(NZUSJ + Ua,i)) .

The three terms defining m; are respectively the mixed phase-label Hessian, the label Hessian, and
the inverse-curvature term of the full non-phase strain. Principal slow derivatives and all correction
levels are included. This is a scalar size for the full matrix; d?’bd is instead the contracted unmatched
angular value, and 9;(t) above is a time density. The fixed letters Cx, Cg, C{; include the fixed
geometric, profile and tail factors in the aligned and gradient rows.

For the four numerical center rows led, G?l’bd, D;ms’bd, G;ms’bd and their first-rate arrays in (9.38),
include the principal displacement in (9.39) and its circulation counterpart. Use the local frames of
that calculation, the positive derivative rules above and the first-rate families in (9.9). Divide the
value bounds by their respective units (r;, g;, m;, g;). For a first-rate entry also remove its displayed
rate and its ordinary or rotation-family amplitude, including that family’s displayed geometric and
non-affinity factors. Let ¢;, be this finite collection of normalized numerical bounds, evaluated at
the certifying range ¢ + 1, and define

(10.20) an; = max(l,max ci,,,).
14

An absent rate entry is omitted. All inputs are the calculated arrays and fixed scalar history bounds,
so ap,; depends on neither a later observing window nor a later requested order. Its comparison
with G(i + 1, k; 1) is proved in (10.29) below.
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The following four scalar comparisons specify the normalization of the old inputs:

old input quantity tested in its output unit

non-affinity n;for, Kjnjfoa/C-
old scalar variation | £; max(Kji<j, Ar j, Amet,;)

(10.21) center corrections | aa ;(¥i, gi, Mi, @)/ Sout
complete old levels Z afn’yéﬁ S;zn’,j /Sout-
R N%
Here a® is calculated by the derivative position rules including all subsequent contractions; R

identifies the actual term in (10.15), (10.16), the coefficient formulas, or the center formulas (9.36).
The positive units S™ and Sy are the displayed powers of the carriers, radii and clocks in those
formulas. Thus (10.21) is an explicit finite-sum prescription, not an extra maximum over unrelated
old field norms. The inequalities are the corresponding scalar comparisons (9.25), with their fixed
output letters. More explicitly the low flow tests are n; max(1, fo,0, fo,1) < 1/8 and K;n;fo2 < (- /2;
the own first-label tests set the second row at most one. For the young coefficient calculation through
its admitted order, sufficient additional tests are, with the first-generation convention G(1,k;) = 1,

G(m7 km) maX{KmT/m/C—a im, Kmﬂ<m€m7 )\F,mgmy )\met,mema )\R7m€m} S 1.

The intrinsic low-order partition test remains the one in the common proposition. These are own
admitted-order tests, not refinement of every old layer at every future reading range. The third row
is required to satisfy the particular center comparisons printed below. The fourth row is bounded
by the fixed output letter of its indicated term; its full relative tail inequalities are printed next.
Every entry is calculated by the finite positive formulas before making its comparison.

The intrinsic value of an old level and each of its low-order coefficients is calculated at its certifying
index ¢ + 1. In particular the full level-one curvature is divided by NizY*Jéi /oi—1; its tail uses 5?71.
The aligned even correction uses (5?_2, not ¢7". Keep the finite tests (9.24) for every used first-rate
entry. Their even tail is at most %A%ég, their odd tail above level one at most %AZE(SE, and the

leading odd term is retained separately. Its center phase factor satisfies S;/d; < CH?_dNi_(B -,

These bounds apply to the complete levels, not just levels one and two.
The principal scalar |(|?/s remains a multiplicative coefficient of the principal shear, with its
positive interval from (9.41). In the four rows of (10.21) the relevant small powers are, respectively,

3—2B, a_%ﬁ anda_%ﬁa 2h*_%ﬁv B+h*a

with h, = h —dv. The packet and reciprocal variations also use c =a+h —1—33/2 > 0. For the
complete-level tests the additional power is (n — 1)h, or (n —2)h,. These follow directly by inserting

b= ij‘l, 0; = H?N;h, Yii < C@Ni_ﬁ, and o; < NZ.B/Q. The numerical Eulerian curvature rate is
the one defined in (9.30); its factor K is retained when converting to a rigid label derivative. The
unit m; retains precisely the scale terms of (9.38). Removing their normalized constants therefore
leaves the same small-power comparisons; the relative tails are still tested with (5?_1 or (5?_2, as
appropriate. The contracted transverse estimate is used before this substitution. The common
scalar hypotheses ensure positivity of these powers.

For a larger reading range it is not legitimate to repeat this absorption at an arbitrarily old
carrier. Instead use the intrinsic zero-order bound and retain the ratio of the new normalized bound
to the intrinsic one. Denote its logarithm by s > 0. At positive order r, e® < ™. Products then
charge s on the sum of their actual orders, once. Center readings are undilated products; old level
gains enter only through the first two rows of (10.21). This is the only surplus used below. In
particular no zero-order amplitude of an old frame or old field is inserted into a new seed amplitude.

In the next lemma the layer j is fixed and suppressed. The single order r denotes total time,
phase and label order: P,(r) is the maximum of P;,(b,p, |a|) over admissible triples b+ p + || < r.
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Their normalization by prescribed sizes is the one given above; the fixed order-only profile factors
remain. The maximum uses only the rectangles in (10.3).

Lemma 10.1 (Complete depth, with normalized shifts). Let ¢(0) = 0 be increasing and superadditive,
and suppose the coefficient, already produced propagator, and seed arrays, normalized by their
prescribed sizes, have majorant Ae®") | where A > 1 is a numerical magjorant amplitude. This
hypothesis includes the fized order-only profile factors at their actual derivative orders, with the
preceding intrinsic zero-order normalization. A complete level of index n, after all lower elliptic
substitutions and the refund, is bounded by

(10.22) P (r) < A C(n + 1)) [C(n + 1)) exp{o(r + 4n)},

for the arrays just defined. The constant C depends on the fixed scalar and propagator letters only.
The same rule with its grade applies to the terminal composites and sources. The shifted majorant
factors as exp ¢p(4n) exp{p(r + 4n) — ¢(4n)}, with the first factor in the amplitude. All fized profile
factors are included at the shifted orders in this majorant.

Proof. Fully expand a term until only seed and coefficient factors remain. A first-shift linear node
has one child and at most two extra derivatives after the direct refund. A second-shift node has
one child and at most three. A fast quadratic node with principal vorticity has at most two extra
derivatives; after substituting a lower elliptic factor it has at most four, but its grade has increased
by at least one. The slow quadratic node has the same four-derivative bound and shift at least two.
The scalar row has the extra primitive order exactly accounted for in (10.5). Thus each internal
node of grade loss d adds at most 4d to the sum of the leaf orders. The losses telescope to n. There
are at most n internal nodes, n + 1 seed leaves, and at most 4n coefficient or propagator leaves,
since an expanded source has at most three coefficients and two pair factors. The exponent 8n + 1
also allows the fixed component sums in the direct refunded term. The positive label-Duhamel
recursion is order-conservative and does not alter the grade.

Choose a plane tree, choose one of the finitely many source types at each node, and distribute
the derivative positions. The first two choices are bounded by [C(n + 1)]¢*+D; the distribution
by [C(n + 1)]°". The order-only profile factors belong to the input majorants. If the leaf orders,
including the derivatives introduced by the rows, are rg, then ) ry <7+ 4n and

He¢>(rs) < €¢(ZS rs) < e¢>(r+4n)'

Complementary orders in (10.7) are essential here. This proves (10.22), retaining the full shift inside
the profile majorant. The safe value four includes both terminal elliptic pieces. With a sharper grade
count three can replace four in several rows, but even then the amplitude is ¢?®™) not e"®3). O

10.5. An upper bound for the generation constants. We use the general flow estimate at
every generation in the following upper bound. This does not require any additional refinement
condition. Refined intrinsic estimates remain available for the low-order sizes. The less precise
general estimate is sufficient for the scalar carrier comparisons.

For g(x) = zlog(1 4 z), set

Papo.m(r) = Mg(M + 1) — g(M)] + Bor.

These functions are normalized, increasing and superadditive. Their exact shift and a useful bound
are

(10.23) o(r+e) — gle) = dagomre(r), @) < r{A[l +1log(l+ M +7)] + Bo}.
Moreover a dilation by an integer d is bounded by replacing (A, ) with (dA,dBy + d(2 + logd)A).
This follows by integrating ¢’, using 1 + M + dx < d(1 + M + x).

Here is a conservative count for the scalar prescriptions above. It is stated explicitly so that
the generation multiplier can be checked independently of the choice of the derivative range. In a
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normalized jet of positive total order r, the expansion of a rigid old profile, including conversion, has
earlier total order at most 3r + 2. Indeed, a conversion either assigns one time derivative position to
that profile, turns it into one spatial derivative position, or differentiates one of the two explicit
drift factors in (10.16); the last alternative spends that time derivative position and adds at most
the stream-to-velocity derivative and one frame derivative. The undifferentiated drift uses its scalar
size. Induction on the number of time derivative positions gives this bound.

In a flow jet of order r, the expanded rigid factors have number at most 2r — 1 and sum of orders
at most 3r — 2: isolate the linear term at zero time order and induct on the blocks of (10.11); for
positive time order there are only r — 1 derivative positions. Substitution therefore has earlier total
order at most 13r — 8.

Adjugation, products and reciprocals conserve total order. One additional spatial derivative for
a scalar gradient or [ is bounded by doubling this positive-order allowance. In the label-Duhamel
expansion, each additional coefficient has at least one label derivative position, so its extra derivative
costs at most the number of those derivative positions. Consequently the bound dr, with d = 64,
covers the full coefficient and propagator calculation. The zero-order terms in this count are always
the intrinsic sizes, not the expansion of a large reading-range amplitude. The subset, partition and
component counts are at most eCent108(1+7)+Ceni”  with the fixed profile factors kept separately at
their actual derivative orders: an ordered partition is bounded by r!2", and each of the finitely many
operations above adds a fixed number of such counts.

Fix a young range m, put K = Ly, R = 256(K +1), and J* = >_,_, (J;+1). This scalar evaluation
argument covers the sum of all earlier orders in the final young coefficient production, including its
dilation by d. It does not require extra field derivatives beyond (10.3). Every individual derivative
remains in that allocation; only the majorant is evaluated at the sum. In fact K < m(13k,, + 69).
Let .A;scn and ¢; = ¢a; g, m; bound the normalized arrays through generation j < m. These A?m
are scalar majorant amplitudes, distinct from the physical amplitudes A, in the center equations
below. They may be made nondecreasing. The following explicit upper recursion implements the
count:

A; = dAj_1 + Cent,

B = dBj—1+d(2+logd)A;_1 + dlog A?illl + Cent (1 + log Aff?d),

¢ = Onr g,y
(10.24) M; =M1 +4J;,
Aj =N+ Cens(Jj + 1),
Bi = B; + Cent(Jj + 1) log(J; + 2),
log A5 = (8.J; + 1) log A5® + ¢ (4J;) 4 Cent (J; + 1) log(J; + 2).

Increase any right side to the preceding value when necessary. At j = 1 the same formulas start from
A(g)en =1, Ag = Bog = My = 0; the rigid base is affine. The positive ratio in the preceding subsection
is at most A;g-‘inl, and is charged only in the slope dlog .A?‘inl. The coefficient seed .Aff;d contains
only fixed letters and fixed profile data; the four true-size comparisons removed old amplitudes from
it. For this application, first bound the fixed profile factors at their actual shifted orders by the
finite seed norms specified in (10.25) below. The resulting input bound is Aff;de‘bﬂ*' ") Lemma 10.1
and (10.23) then give (10.24), including the full ¢7(4.J;) term. This is an upper recursion, so its
larger counting constant Cgpy may be chosen once by taking the sum of the finitely many component
and partition constants just described.

The fixed time and profile weights will be specified below. Their finite evaluation, together with
the seed norms, is required to obey the carrier-free order-function test

(10.25) Ko (k) < log Nin.
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Normalize it so that log Aseed < Ceng + 2loglog Ny, for all j < m. This is legitimate on the old
cores: the spatial profile leaves are derivatives of the core polynomials of degree at most 3J; + 4,
with their full-phase coefficient norms retained. Their maximal profile order and the time order
B + 3 are fixed functions of k,,, by (10.2), not of L;. The row derivatives in the tree are included
in these allocated orders before the fixed profile norms are evaluated; the scalar argument r + 4n
does not increase any profile’s derivative cap. The label envelope is constant on (10.1). The larger
label allowance only differentiates the geometric maps and the polynomial coefficients. Thus Ko
has no layer or carrier as an argument. No derivative of an older cutoff on its outer annulus occurs
in this comparison. The young support-ball calculation retains its global profile norms at its own
finite orders. Full-support derivatives of a fixed older layer are treated separately at the end, with
constants allowed to depend on that layer and order.
Choose

L =max{2+logd, 1+log(1+R+4J%)},  ZE" =log A5 + LA, + ;.

By (10.23), ¢*(4J ) < 4J; (LA* + B*), and LA} + 37 < Qngenl + Cent(L + 1+ log.Aseed). The
harmless running maximum is bounded by one addltlonal copy of Zg . Hence, with d = 64,

(10.26) ZE" < i Z5 4 Cr(J; + 1)2[L + 1 + loglog Ny,], pj = 1024(J; + 1).

This recomputes the multiplier using the whole shift ¢7(4.;). No estimate of it by J;¢7(4) has been
used.

Take the fixed schedule integers, if necessary, with go > 229, cQ > 218, Qj=q+7, ki <Qj/cq
and J; = 2k; + 8. Then, literally,

i = 2048k; + 9216 < Qj/128 + 9216 < Qj/4.

Only lower bounds on these integers have been strengthened; none of the scale exponents or the
construction is changed. Solving (10.26) and using ¢;(R) < Rngen gives an explicit bound for

G(1,k) =1, G(m, ky,) = exp  max {(R+1)log A5 + ¢;(R)}  (m >2).
<j<m

The factor R + 1 on the logarithmic amplitude also covers the number of positive-order earlier
factors in a final young coefficient product; superadditivity covers their total order. We obtain

(10.27) log G(m, k) < Ca(R+ 1)m(Jy +1)*(L + 1 + loglog Nyy,) H 1.

Here and in the following ray comparison m > 2; the product is empty for m = 2. With y = log Ny
and N; = Ngl, it follows that

log G(m, k) < Cy(m + qo) 124~ (m=2) L+ logy.

IOg Nm—1 Yy
All constants depend only on the fixed choices. For example a single constant for the right side
is U3 ,50(n+qo + 2)1247" a finite explicitly defined number. The series equals C3[(20, + qo +
2)12(1 —2)7 Y.y /4- The logarithmic factors discarded in obtaining the twelfth power are bounded
by their positive arguments. Thus this is a uniform comparison in m, not merely a limit with m
fixed.

In particular, for every fixed positive exponent ¢, one bare condition on y, of the form C(c)(1 +
logy)/y < ¢, implies both
(10.29) G(m, ) (Qmlog N—1)2N, /2 <1, G(i+1,kiz1)an,; < NE.

m—1

(10.28)

For the second inequality apply (10.28) at ¢+ 1: the intrinsic construction gives aa; < G(i+1, kit1),
so two copies suffice. The base is N;, not N;;1. This proves that every full-depth tail test above



76 BLOWUP FOR THE EULER EQUATIONS WITH SMOOTH FORCING

and every positive-power scalar comparison can include its certifying-range constant. There is no
assertion that log G is polynomial in the layer number.

10.6. The joint time-order induction. We specify the scalar conditions for the center rows as
well as their production. For v > i+ 1 define the ordinary ratio v;, = 0;/0,—1; the augmented
family is

v =1, vl =i, (V>4 1),

7,V )

In particular both have value one at v = ¢ + 1; only the augmented family has the extra v = 4 entry.
These are respectively the ordinary and augmented ratios in (9.9). For v < i the augmented entry
is absent. A family on W} is truncated at v = [; the infinite notation is used only when summing
its moments. The rotation family is (A}@max(1, X,)),, with total amplitude at most one. Each
of the four center corrections has its actual size in (10.19), multiplied by aa ;, and list that size

times (vl+ ,@X,),. The additional rotation amplitude is (egggm + €¢,i) times that size for the aligned

quantities, with the tube-flatness letter added for the misaligned quantities; here ¢ ; = (IL%;) .
This notation for the geometric defect denotes the explicit metric variation on the fixed tube, not a
change of the magnification parameter.

In this subsection P, = —T,(0,£) > 0 is the positive central circulation amplitude, A4, =
Ng|¢(0,t)| Py its gradient amplitude, and g, = log|(,(0,t)| the logarithmic stretch. The central

weight is still p,, and S; = CoNy P is a fixed upper bound for P, after its own pulse. The central
weight and the logarithmic stretch are different quantities. The scalar aligned correction is denoted
A;, distinct from the flow map X;. The scalar rate X,, when used after the sign @ or in a moment,
is the X éate of the preceding section. For g > 2, write

__ pin gr __ : _ _ gr *
sq =10y, I'? = 04-15in s, Dy = Ay, Xq =D, Ay = Dysq.

The duration factor D, is distinct from every label-derivative allowance L;. At ¢ = 1 retain exactly
D1 = Avet,1, X1 = Aret,10058in Qiln and A7 = cpAret,18in 911“. These first-pulse numbers are not
identified with the first logarithmic growth length. The scalar X, remains distinct from the map
X,(a,t).

Write e(p) = (sinp, cos ), and use p; = ¢; for the own-center angle introduced in Section 9.
Thus e; = e(p;) = ((0,t)/|¢;(0,t)]. For the base put eg = e, = e(pp). The local direction at the
reading center Y is

g = G (10,1

T IGA™ (Y, 0,0 e(wilal),  Eild = (eld), Jeilq))-

Use continuous angle lifts consistent with the insertion angles, and put
Oig = ¢q — @i, Oildl = @ildl — @i,
ezbq = g — ila] = 0ig — 0ild], Vg =04-14 (¢22)

Thus 9, is the earlier adjacent angle 6, not the base angle . At a selected insertion, My(7,) = I
and the held parent has angle zero, so ¥,(7y) = 9;“. The local angle ¢}[q] is the value of ¢l°¢ at the

(10.30)

specified displaced label. The first relative angle 61 = 6" is constant because the first covector is
transported by the rigid base. For the base take ¢ [q] = o, so 0[q] = 0. Since €'(p) = —Je(p) and

éb = ¢J€ba
©o(t) = o(0) — (), Y = b — we + 00(0).

For the prescribed first-layer choice e,(0) = (0, 1), ¢0(0) = 0. This is the normalization in which the
last identity is 1 = 6p. — @e.
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Read an old correction at A (Y,,t), and write [¢] on that value. Components of a misaligned
tensor are measured in E![g]. The exact strain decomposition is

(10.31) Deg(Ye) =47 + ) (a:(0) + Xild]) Jeilal @ eifal + > Eilal D™ (gl Eila]"
1<i<q 1<i<q
The displacement of ¢;€2; is included in X;[q] by (9.39); q;(0)€2; remains the principal term. Similarly
put A [q] = A; — G¥[g]. Then
(10:32) G = > Allalsindl, — 3 (Jeg) Ela)G™(d].
0<i<q 1<i<q

The base is the exact i = 0 term, with Al [g] = Ao. Indeed E![q]Te, = (cos Hi’q,
fixes the sign of the transverse gradient in (10.32).

For later use put D;’ = G(i+1,kit1)an ;. The finite scalar center tests, with a sufficiently small
fixed egep, are

sin le?q); this also

+ 1.
D;r; < 3 min(1, cw )escn0is D g; < esenlt0i-10i,

Z D:r(ml + \/ig;) < Eschy
(10.33) :
ZDZF(&' +8i/0i)siv1 < Esen-

i
The unmatched angular parent uses its contracted number d?’bd from (9.38), with the next-index
transverse estimate of the common proposition: Df d?’bd < €senAiyq- It is not bounded by an

uncontracted larger Hessian. Two-point differences use the same inequality with the explicitly
calculated sum of their segment differentials. In the units of (10.19) its multiplier is

0ig = (Kl '+ ConNi K G673, i< q—2.

Thus require Zigq—2 D (¥ +my)0iq < €schAy- The local-direction differences have sizes Cigs U q

obtained from (9.27) and its segment version. Their test, in the angular equation, is

20w Y oiD;e) , + 21 1|0yD) 1tg 14 < ensgTE
i<q—2
These are all actual center contractions; the common low-order statement supplies their intrinsic
forms. Insertion of D is permitted by (10.29). Their least exponent is 3 + h, — 3/2 > 0; the
full-level relative tail factors remain those of (9.24).

The remaining center factors are cq; = 2W (Y,)I'«4(Yy) and //%q = nq( )/1¢;(0)|%. Their derivatives
are calculated from these formulas, with the reciprocal rule for %, = q4. There are three contribu-
tions to their nonconstant center size: the complete old c1rculat10n values, drift through label and
metric factors, and drift through the phase. Explicit upper sums are

Eoirg = C' Y _{CoN; I} + Df ¢;}

1<q
C _
+ Z(CL + Kl h)al,
Tq-2 i<q
(10.34)
ZC@Nﬁ slow+ Z qvel 7
Uq 2 i<q i<h<gq

dig = Coilsilgll/N:i + Df ai",
slow _ C‘Q ’/\Rz Z/N2 +D+ cor/(Nigi)_
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cor

Here ¢; and g

are respectively the complete odd circulation value and correction velocity numbers

calculated from (9.36); their scale is Ni_ﬁ “heto) e phase coefficient Niﬂ in the third line is not
small. It multiplies the slow own velocity, since the fast own velocity cancels in the phase drift.
The three lines have least exponent /3 + h,, min(2 — 33/2, 8 + h,), and min(2 — 35/2,28 + h,),
respectively; the cross terms in the third line have the stronger exponent Q;;1(3 -+ h,) — 3. Require
Ectr,g < Ketresen. The absolute metric defect is kept separately inside the positive interval (9.41).
None of these quantities is assigned a negative power of the newest carrier of the reading layer.

Differentiation of a moving reading uses %Ai’“’(Yq, t)=Hi) icpe 4 Un- Its b-th derivative requires
the velocities through b — 1. For a difference of two readings use the mean-value formula on the
whole segment, differentiating both endpoint paths and the segment. Thus its rate list is the union
of the old layer list and the separation list U;__LU, with the coefficient g; , just specified. Local
direction differences have the same property. Raising rates below X, costs total amplitude at most
three, because 2 + o; Zv>i+2 0;11 < 3.

Here are the primary differential equations, written to exhibit all their inputs. Put Qfﬂ lq] =
qi(0)Q + X;[g], and let Dy = 37, Ei[q] D™s[q]E![q]". The two contractions are

T = —eqT(Df;liS)Teq, Ty = (Jeq)T(Dgﬁs)Teq.
The covector equation éq = —D<q(Yq)TCq then gives
0q = Z Qg sin 92(1 cos kaq + 7,
1<i<q
. 1 1 o2 b
(10.35) g === Y lalsin® O}, + 77,
1<i<q

Qq = —CqAgsingg,
(log Pq)/ = _Clqg:;Oth/Aq-

The relative-angle equation is the difference of the second line at the two reading centers. The
common rotation cancels. Use sin? u — sin® v = sin(u 4 v) sin(u — v) and (9.40). Its terms are the
factored old sum, the unmatched parent, the two-point differences, and the local direction differences.
No term is omitted.

For reference the resulting principal lists, in the notation above, are

quantity ‘ size ‘ amplitude at X,
Vg, 2<q¢ <1 Csq quqtl,m v2>q
(10.36) 0, €%, 2<q<1| C | (TF/X,)vl 1, v>q
P, 1<qg<l Sy | Sqlog-1/0g)vgy, v >q
Qg 1<g<l Cog OqUg s V> q+ 1.

All rate indices are truncated at v = [. The first-layer angle and stretch use 6p; = 0", o1 = 0;
its controlled angle has the separate first-pulse list. The active pair ¢ = [ is estimated by its
variable-coefficient matrix below, separately from the last two rows. The displayed rows have a
separate corrector-borne family of these shapes. The controlled tilt is zero on a hold, has list s;@X;
on a blend, and A\;@X; on a pulse. Its actual blend size may be smaller than the list mass; use the
latter in products. The principal metric coefficient multiplies these lists by its bounded size and
adds its own small rotation/center family. It is never included in an additive-corrector size.

We verify the placement of the new terms. In the angle equation, the factored old sum is bounded
by CsqY"; D m;; the unmatched and two-point terms use D;rd?’bd, S D (xi + mi)0ig < esenDysqs
and D, < X, pays the integration. The direction term uses its displayed s,I's" test. In the radius
equation the raised amplitude is at most 3", D;"m;, which after integration is at most 3escnI'§ /X,

At later rates use vj,u < v;_l »- The two primary amplitude equations have the extra bounded
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factors ¢, and q,4. For the first the ratio after integration is Csctr,qaqgsin¢ . /X g1, with effective
size as in (10.10). The blend, hold and pulse estimates of Lemma 9.2, and its subsequent old-angle
bounds, give

Todines _ o (1< q<).
Xg+1

On a blend the value of the controlled tilt may be smaller than its list mass; on a pulse this ratio may
be of order one. The immediate transition uses 04sq+1 < CXgy1; the pulse uses gy 1 < CXgq1.
On later windows the old-angle and rotation-list comparisons give the same bound. For the second
its integrand size is at most Coy_1Tg /oy, so its extra entry divided by X, is inside the third list in
(10.36). These verifications use actual sizes and list masses, not a high-order constant in a low-order
test.

In the adjacent-angle equation, let 7r}<’1 denote the remainder after the central aligned shear sum
is removed: it consists of Wf — 7sz_1 and the two-point and local-direction differences just listed.
The signed aligned corrections A; remain in the aligned sum. The blend equation includes all three
additional terms

—mpmy) — mpmf tan g — (1 — mp)ml | tan .

The tangent factors have size C's; on the blend. Its derivatives follow by the composition rule; all
their rates are at most X;. On a pulse use the exact prescribed relation sin ¢; = 2,79, since the
pulse branch in (7.2) prescribes ;1 = z,. The function z, has the fixed pulse-profile derivatives.
The top pair uses the matrix with entries q;G{°*/(|(;|o1—1) and ¢;0;-1(; 1. Its derivative of order b
follows from matrix derivatives through b — 1 by (10.13). Positivity for reciprocals and the compact
ranges of tan, arcsin, exp are supplied by the strict low-order windows.

Fix a nonnegative time order n. Assume the produced estimates through n on every existing
window, with that window’s admitted cap. At order n + 1 proceed as follows:

(1) Produce adjacent angles and radii, then the primary €, P from (10.35). They use complete
center rows only through n.

(2) Produce the controlled tilt, the top pair, relative directions and A, = Ng4|(q|P,. Produce the
rotation primitive ¥ = 0. — pe + ¢0(0), where ¢ =1 — 1 or [ is the controlled index on that
window. The fixed initial angle contributes no positive-order derivative.

(3) In increasing layer index use (10.13)—(10.18), and in increasing level index use (10.6), to
produce the field arrays at n+ 1. Produce their complete center values, two-point differences,
local directions and the factors ¢, k.

(4) Form Q°f At and finally (10.32) at order n + 1.

The last row is a terminal output at this order. The next primary step reads it only at the previous
order. The direct refund reads only lower levels at the same order. In a moving-reading drift,
even a younger layer is used only at the previous time order. The base is the complete size and
first-gauge statement of Proposition 9.3; the step 0 to 1 produces the window form from that base.
On a window with a lower cap retain only the orders that it admits; its inherited datum enters the
zero-time history, not an unavailable higher derivative. This proves the induction without assuming
an independently available all-order control or field family.

All constants are produced at these same ranks. More formally, let @5 1 be the positive derivative
position polynomial of the exact equation for row X, divided by its listed size and rate, using the
comparisons just proved. In rank order set its new constant equal to max(1, Cy, @ff +1)- Then take
the maximum of this finite list. The outer-function constants are the maxima of their derivatives on
the fixed low-order intervals; fixed cutoff derivatives through n + 3 are additional leaves. This is an
explicit recursive definition of the carrier-independent order constants CE®", before adjoining the
generation factor GG. The field part uses exactly the scalar polynomials already printed above. An
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order weight dominating any such finite sequence can, for example, be chosen as
(10.37) w(n) = (n!)? exp{n max log(2 + CP°")}, Wy = w.
r<n
and enlarged once by a fixed exponential so that each binomial convolution has bound 3w(n). This
follows from "' () (r)%((n — 7)!)? < 3(n!)? and superadditivity of the exponent. Separate phase

and label weights wg, w, are defined in the same way from the fixed profile derivatives, with all
three weights equal to one at zero. They are functions of order only.

10.7. Four forms of the derivative estimates. The construction just proved has four distinct
uses. In its window form, keep the native rates, their amplitudes and the separate corrector family.
No gain is asserted between equal rates. For the old two-rate form on I,,, use

Ajun(b) = TGV <,
It is a Leibniz algebra, and II;A(b1)A(b2) < A(by + by +1). Thus
|OYMEL| < KGO A (D),
(10.38) 07D (Y;)| < CVTLiA i (B),
PV <5 ()] < Oy 071 Ay (D).
)

For j < m, the range-dependent corrector constant in C’ém is kept separate; it is not absorbed at

I1;.
For m > 2, the young form, 7 = m, has a genuine smaller clock. Put
(10.39) = QLi(log Ny)2V/CoNP2 0 Gmy k)Tl /TLy, < 3 (m > 2).

The moments proved below allow each differentiated window entry to use ﬁm before comparison
with II,,. An expanded term with r differentiated corrector factors carrying range constants, at
respective orders by > 2, has total order b > >~ b, > 2r. Its excess relative to the carrier-independent
order polynomial is bounded by

G(m, k)" (I /1L ) < 277

Product, partition, integration and linear-matrix recurrences all preserve this count, since orders
are complementary; zero-order factors use their intrinsic size and first orders have the intrinsic
constant. The finite sum of the terms is included in C} °" hence the young versions of (10.38)
have constant at most 205 ot Purely spatial range constants in the young coefficients retain their
marked curvature or first-label variation and are paid by (10.21) with (10.29). A gap is not assigned
to an undifferentiated or purely spatial entry. At m = 1 there is no inherited range-dependent
corrector constant. The native II; moments below give the young bounds with the fixed profile-order
constants directly.
For II,, = N” | (log N;,,)", the logarithm of the left side of (10.39) is at most

—(p—B/2 —¢/2)1log Npp—1 + 410g Qi1 + (2 — r) loglog Ny, + C.

The coefficient is positive: ¢/2 < a/2, p > a > 1+ (/2. The uniform ray in (10.28) therefore also
ensures (10.39).

Finally, on a later window W; C I,,,, layers m < i < [ are certified by their own range ¢ + 1. Their
Dj-inclusive entries in (10.33) and the difference tests are already small at base N;. They reach an
old row only through relative angles, the controlled tilt and the rotation primitive. The integration
rule gives their own amplitudes divided by their own rates. Thus they fit the same lists, even when
[ is arbitrarily large. This fourth form does not use range m’s constant for a younger layer. It also
does not replace a future rate by the intrinsic rate of the old layer receiving it.
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10.8. Clock moments and fixed-layer finiteness. Here are the precise clock conditions used

above. The schedule has o; < NZ-B 2 for i >1,and N; = Ngil for ¢ > 2. The generic growth-clock
comparison is 0715 < CgrDjo—2, where Cg, is a fixed scalar letter. Hence on a generic window
n+1
A X[ =DyMof sy (sins)" < Cp DR Jll 21

The first window is kept as its own finite term. Require the scalar schedule comparisons ) ; A <1
and v;; < CA for I > i+ 2. For m > 2, require X; < ﬁm for I < m+1, (logNy,)0 < ﬁm,
and (log N,,)3Y < TI,,. The last inequality follows on one fixed bare ray from p > 0, since
log Ny, = Qm log Ny, —1 and 11, > Nm 15 it does not involve a field norm. For the two initial clock
terms impose
NXTH+NXE < (r=1,2), Y e Mt <L
h>0

The last scalar series is bounded by a geometric series on the same bare ray; no later profile occurs
in it.

Here is the comparison for the raised rates, including the initial indices. Write )?“ = max(%;, X;).
The scalar floor (10.8) satisfies, for 1 <i <m, m > 2,

(10.40) B <My, Xiy <, (<m+1).

To see the first inequality for m > 2, use the scalar clock upper bound and increasing carriers to
obtain

% < Ca(1+ 00+ /CoN2)).

The ratio of this bound to IL,,, is at most Cq(2 + 00)/| m+1(10gN )?] after \/C’(,Nlﬂ/2 >1. Itis at
most one on a single scalar ray in y = log N1. At m = 1 impose its literal fixed-data comparison

max(1,71) < Q%gf\/CJNOB/Q;

its left side is fixed, so the same ray can include it. The second inequality in (10.40) now follows
from the stated head-rate comparison for m > 2, including the separate first-pulse rate X;. Also
Z; < 1l; and the accepted own-window tests X; < II; for [ < i+ 1 give the corresponding intrinsic
head bound. Thus neither raising a rate nor adjoining the explicit floor introduces a new field
estimate or an arbitrary large clock.

For a generic tail put x = log N;_s, Q = Q;_1; require

r 128[1 + | log ¢ | + |log Cy ] 0.
logx — B
All these are scalar clock tests. The last one propagates after one fixed base threshold, because

Qz/log(Qz) > (Q/2)x/logx when @ < x. Retain the derivative cap B + 3 < Q,,. For the first
future term we also use the sharper scalar input (11.22),

Dint2 < Qpyy210g Ny (m > 1),

together with Q.12 < (g0 + 3)m and m? < log N,,. These comparisons are realized by the single
sequence in Section 12. They are additional to the generic tail test (10.41).

Form>2,1<n< Qm, split each moment at m + 1 and m + 2. The first part is bounded by its
amplitude mass times II7. The first term beyond it has

(10.41) D; < x4, Q<uz,

O.n+1

CnN2(n+1 Qm+1) < Cvn7
Om+1

since n + 1 < Qu+1. Put x,,, = log Np,. The remaining factor satisfies

DE < QUifali ™t < Cal <l (n>1).



82 BLOWUP FOR THE EULER EQUATIONS WITH SMOOTH FORCING

Here the middle inequality uses Qm+2 < (g0 + 3)m and m? < x,,. It is therefore at most C’”ﬁﬁ1
For [ > m + 3 one has n < @ — 2. The logarithm of the remaining summand is at most

(8n+8)10g1:+0(n+2)—g(Q—n—l):Ug —g:z:

after the fixed ray in (10.41), enlarged to include the displayed fixed constants. The tail is summable
since = > (qo + 1)1*33/. The same argument applies to v;, starting at [ = ¢+ 1, using its comparison
with A\] beyond 7 + 1. It proves its moment bound C”ﬁ% The first moment of v;; is at most
C1lI;: the head has bounded amplitude mass and rates at most II;, and the tail has the preceding
exponential bound at order one. At m = 1 the head uses the native II;, including the separate
first-pulse, augmented own, base and fixed-floor entries. The first future term is at most C"y0",
and hence at most C™II7, since I} = NJy" with r > 10. The same exponential tail applies thereafter.
Thus all first-index moments have their native C™II} bound; no logarithmic-head comparison with
IT; is used. The two initial tests and that exponential tail give > ArX; < II; and > A\ X7 < CII3.
For m > 2, n > 2, the first tail’s logarithmic power satisfies (log N,,)'%" < II"~1: for n > 3 it also
satisfies (log N;,)1%" < II"-2. Both follow from the thirtieth-power test. Thus

Y ogXP<CUILITY, 0<i<j, 1<j<m, 1<n<Qm,
1>i+1

(10.42)
ST < CHILAL (), 1< <m, 0<b< QL
l

For the latter at b = 0,1 use the first two moments directly; for b > 2 factor XlQle*1 in the head
and use the same tail estimate. These are the ordinary-list moment inputs of (10.38), with j > 1.
For the augmented list of a layer ¢ > 1 retain, rather than drop, the extra own term X. It has
both required bounds since X; < II; < II; <11, and X; < ﬁm for m > 2; at m =1 use X7 <II;.
Finally for any positive amplitudes a,

(10.43) SoaXh <> aX]+ A a
l l l

The ordinary, augmented and rotation amplitude sums are bounded by the fixed scalar comparison
letters. By (10.40), the extra term is at most Cﬁ’,% for m > 2, and at most C1I} for m = 1. For an
old two-rate row it is at most CHijrjl, since #; < II; < 1I;. For the rotation moment at order
b+ 1, it is at most CII;Aj,,(b): use #; < II; for b = 0,1, and %’f“ < H?an_l for b > 2. The
separate floor entry 1@%; obeys the same bounds. This proves the augmented and floor-raised
forms actually used by the coefficient and scalar-source recursions, with all initial terms retained.

For the following separate assertion assume an infinite selected history with these scalar conditions
at every index and k; — oo. For a fixed arbitrary n, eventually Q;_1 > n + 2, so the same summable
tail applies. The finitely many earlier terms are finite; they need not be small. By the additional
admission hypothesis, sufficiently late windows admit the required order in the joint induction,
which gives ¢ with this moment. On the finitely many earlier windows the smooth finite control
equations give bounded derivatives of each order on their compact intervals. Thus every fixed
derivative of ¥ is bounded on the entire preterminal interval. The exponential carrier identity is
essential: a mere cubic lower bound for successive o; would not justify these moments.

For a fixed layer, now induct on the layer number without any uniformity claim. On its whole
support use the prescribed smooth cutoff’s derivatives at this fixed order, with constants allowed to
depend on that layer and order. They are not estimated by G(m, k,,) on an old outer annulus. Its
older velocity has every derivative bounded by the preceding fixed-layer conclusion and the just
proved rotation bound. Differentiating its flow equation in space and time, integrating the highest
linear spatial term and using lower orders for all other terms gives finite bounds on its finite lifetime.
The determinant is one and the low-order inverse bound remains in force. The scalar coefficient
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formulas and (10.12) then give bounded derivatives of every order. Finally (10.6), at its fixed finite
depth, gives the same for every correction and terminal composite. This proves fixed-layer all-order
finiteness. It is distinct from the uniform admitted-order estimates and does not enlarge their order
caps.

10.9. Substitution in the physical force bound. We finish by making the actual inputs to
Proposition 6.2 explicit. At the young index use the geometric arrays through rp, the coefficient
and reciprocal arrays through rx, the homogeneous amplitude arrays through r,, and the complete
level arrays on (10.3), all on the young support ball and the full phase circle. The rigid inputs are on
By, , whose older pullbacks were checked in (10.14); insertion data use the collar only at insertion.
Their bounds have just been produced. The weighted estimate is pointwise in the central amplitude:

|8§)8§D3Qm,n(37 a,t)] < Pmm(b,p, |a’)Y*,mpm(t)6g1£:n|a‘Mam (b).

Taking a supremum may replace p,, by one, but none of the time estimates differentiated that
upper bound. For the activation power below we impose the seed and short-ramp convention
(11.17). The scalar growing-line comparison over that ramp, proved in Proposition 11.1, gives
Yact,m < C’rpN,;km_e. For a different prescribed negative seed the unspecialized activation term
remains B, 11, Yact.m, as in (11.24). Use T = max(|I;|,11;,!), not just |I,,|, throughout the force
recursion.

Take the sizes x, Co, Lo, Go, Bo, co, ho, @+, 29 to be the positive scalar outputs of the coefficient
calculation for x, C, [, Daq, Dgb, ¢, h, @, (1. In By, add the actual So|Dgb™"| to the nonrotational
bound. At positive orders use the scalar shifted row, not an assumed unshifted bound for «. Let
Cy be the maximum of the resulting normalized young arrays after their proven spatial and time
absorptions. It is bounded by a fixed function of rx and the profile derivatives, independent of
m. Choose A = £’} increasing it to one if needed; the first-label tests ensure it dominates the
actual label rates. Keep the actual numerical values in (6.3). In particular its fast circulation-square
condition is Tow.zoY:/d < 1, not an inverse-frequency estimate.

The pair and source constants ay, by, sn, and H, , D, , E, , are now obtained by the literal
recursions (6.4) and (6.5); their inputs are the just produced scalar arrays. The coarser unrefunded
estimates used by this finite consumer have enough reserved time orders, so the direct outer time
derivative in (6.3) is estimated without altering the analytic refund above. For n > J,,, put a,, = 0,
but calculate b,, through J,, + 2 and s,, through 2.J,, + 4. These instructions retain every terminal
term.

To display both means put 2L, = a,,Y,d", zero outside [0, Jp,], and B, = H,, (27A—1 + 25%n—2),
where

ZT = x(2Co\ + Lo)/N, 2’; = X(Cox\Q + Lo)\)/NQ.

The actual nonnegative bounds for the mean primitives are

M) = [ me+ > A,

ut+v=n—1 u+v n—2
Nx
§
(10.44) Mn—HT*[U > B, + Z A, B,
ut+v=n—1 u+v n—2
XAk
(it rom) X

Here Ak is the calculated first-label rate of the reciprocal. The normalized lower elliptic terms occur
in B,. The last line retains both the reciprocal derivative term and the circulation-square term.
The means use the entire phase circle even when the subsequent reading is on a polynomial cell.
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Consequently the scalar force bound delivered to the next step is

C Ni’B 2Jm+4
Smk = Ce,pCF’ [Aﬁh(l +N/o) | Er,IC,, N~ Fn=¢ 4 6? Z 5907
g=Jm+1
Im
(10.45) + 20, S (M) MS)},
n=1

App =1+ 1+ (N + N (K + V),
Agiow = 1 +IT+ A(K + Vx).

The physical force satisfies ||meCg’§ L= Sm.k- Indeed the two scalar residuals are exactly the
activation terms, terminal graded sources and the two means in the unchanged finite cancellation
identity. The reduced-vorticity normalization is undone by N/o. Apply the existing compact inverse
to activation plus remainder together and to each mean, as required by its compatibility statement.
Its fixed constant is Cj p; no new inverse is needed.

For completeness, (10.45) exhibits the young powers without hiding the slow terms. Since
§ =II9N~", its oscillatory bracket is bounded by a fixed order function times

AlL(1+ N/o) [HN—km—e 4 7t N—B—h((fm—&-l)} .
Its slow bracket is bounded by a fixed order function times

3 N A
(10.46) ME N [i(l +A/N) + U—X(z{ )1+ A/N) + XK w*ho] .

slow 2 o2

These bounds use the finite sums of a,,, s,,, not an assertion that termination controls their constants.
There is no phase-frequency factor in Agjoy -

Here is a precise choice of the fixed order function used in (10.25). At an integer k put J = 2k + 8,
use the allocation (10.3) for the young coefficient and profile orders, and form the finite positive
formulas for the primary order constants, the young coefficient constants, H, D, E, C®, and ay,, by, sy,
through their terminal indices. In these formulas replace each tested dimensionless quotient by
one, each young absorbed corrector constant by 205 Ot, and keep all fixed profile norms through the
stated orders. Let Ky, (k) be the exponential of one plus the maximum of the logarithms of these
positive numbers and of the corresponding constants in (10.44)—(10.46), made nondecreasing in k.
This is a finite scalar recursion using only fixed data. It is fixed before any carrier is chosen. The
range factor G is excluded only at the specific places where (10.29) or (10.39) has already paid it; it
is never included in this order function.

One may now use the maximal admitted-order rule

(10.47) km = max{k € Ng : k < Qpn/cq, Kno(k) <log Np,}.

Take the initial carrier so that the set is nonempty. Since Ky, is one fixed nondecreasing function
and Qn,,log N, increase, these sets are nested; hence the finite inclusions in (10.2) hold. If both
upper limits tend to infinity, any fixed integer eventually belongs to the set, so k,, — oo. This
verifies the admission assertions for this rule, without asserting that all the other scalar tests have
already been realized by one infinite sequence.

Proposition 10.2 (Higher-order finite implication). Suppose the finite corrected family satisfies the
hypotheses and strict scalar tests of Proposition 9.3, with the all-trial older and selected-youngest
quantifiers stated at the start of this section. Retain its containing-tube and connecting-segment
conditions on the actual cores (10.1), and the finite admission inclusions (10.2). Impose the complete
relative-tail and four-route tests stated above at their certifying indices, the displayed center tests,
the clock and profile tests, and the finite scale quotients (6.3). Then the joint induction produces the
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actual coefficient, complete-level and center arrays on (10.3): older larger-range arrays on Bg XTx I,
and young own-order arrays on By, X T X I, with insertion data on their prescribed collar. They
have the four derivative forms just proved. Their generation constants obey (10.24)—(10.29); at
the young index the constants of the consumed time rows are at most 2C£’°t. The physical force
obeys (10.45). If the scalar conditions hold on an infinite selected history and every fized order is
eventually admitted, as for (10.47), each fized layer on its full support and the rotation primitive

have bounded derivatives of every fized order on their whole preterminal lifetimes.

Proof. The coefficient calculation and the refunded recursion prove the field step. The four intrinsic
comparisons and Lemma 10.1 prove its normalized bounds; solving the explicit generation recurrence
proves their uniform carrier comparison. The rank-ordered argument proves the simultaneous
center and control step. The moment split proves the four forms and fixed-layer assertion. Finally
(10.44) and the complete residual identity give (10.45). Each estimate was proved for precisely the
earlier ranks used by the next one, so these are simultaneous conclusions, not mutually assumed
hypotheses. O

The remaining parameter task is scalar: choose one sequence realizing the common low-order
tests, the positive denominator and support windows, the relative full-depth tests, the 7 + 1-inclusive
center comparisons, the clock and order-function tests, and §, 1 < €, % with the desired summable
bounds for each fixed k. The estimates above prove a uniform bare ray for their generation and
moment parts, not the choice of that whole infinite sequence. All-trial assertions remain at the
all-trial scope of the common lower-order proposition; its selected-history bounds, including the
instantaneous central weight and strict returns, are used only on that selected history. No limiting
Euler theorem or terminal uniqueness statement is asserted here.

11. CONTINUATION AND RETURN OF THE FINITE QUANTITATIVE INPUTS

The preceding estimates concern the same complete finite solution. We now specify their scalar
hypotheses together and prove that they return the inputs of the material, correction and control
propositions. In particular a high derivative bound is not used to start the low-order continuation
argument. Older-layer estimates are uniform over every current trial 0 < pu < ¢, with its common
selected past. Estimates for the youngest completed layer and its subsequent full-flow path use the
selected return only. These quantifiers apply throughout; the return selector is never differentiated.

11.1. Data, domains and scalar comparisons. Fix a finite number of insertions, the smooth
profiles and compact recovery operator of Section 5, and the magnified unit-ring chart of Lemma 2.3.
Fix a compact containing region inside P, with positive distance from its boundary and from
cg = 0. If Ly contains the prescribed compact physical profiles and recovery supports in this chart,
take 0 < €geom < (16LF)*1, as in Lemma 2.3. The base datum, the first angle, the first return
compression, and all comparison constants are fixed. The base is the one in (9.1); in particular its
circulation level is (26geom)*1. At each insertion the profiles are smooth on Byy,, supported in By,,
and have the prescribed flat time activation. The constant-envelope core is exactly Bjeere in (10.1);
the usual choice p§°™ = ¢;/2 does not replace the smaller first core. On this core the phase profile
has its prescribed linear part for |s| < s.. Means and phase primitives are always taken on T before
this restriction. The time intervals I;, W;, G; are those of (9.8). In particular I; = [7;, tena) includes
all elapsed later evolution of layer ¢ up to the current finite horizon. Every use of a growth or return
window is restricted to its existing portion.

The paths Y, and Z solve respectively the older and full velocity equations (7.6). Write A;nv =X i_l
for the inverse map, to distinguish it from the positive amplitude A; below. Every occurrence of an
old profile at either path includes its own inverse map. An estimate on the rigid set Y, + M, Boy,,
an estimate on the transported image of By, , and an estimate on a straight segment between
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two observation points have their different meanings. The connecting-segment clause below is not
inferred from its endpoints.
For a requested force order k < k,,, use

0<k <o <k, ki < Qi/cq, Ji = 2k; +8,
(11.1) re = k+4J, +9, rx =Ty + 2, re =71y + 4,
B=L,=rr+3, Li=Liy1+2J;+5+ B, t; = 3J; + 4.

The older rectangles are b < B, p < ¢; — 2n, |a| < L; — 2n — 1. They apply on the old cores, not on
old cutoff annuli. Young estimates have total mixed order as in (6.5)—(6.6) on T x By, . We use
Euclidean tensor norms and the normalized profile norm (3.8); its weight is p;(t) = |R;(0,t)|/ Y%,
never differentiated. Physical norms are C’it as in Section 6.

Here is a precise convention for evaluating the conditions. Start with the prescribed profile
derivatives, scalar intervals, phase and label radii, and inherited data. Use the positive product,
partition and reciprocal rules (9.6), (9.7), (10.11), (10.12). Apply them to the signed formulas before
estimating their terms. Use (9.12), (9.18), (9.22) at low order, and the recursions (10.7), (10.24) at
the higher orders. Restore the displayed powers of ¢; before multiplying a derivative by a radius.
Integrals use the prescribed scalar history, including its inherited portion. Denote the resulting
upper number for an expression F by U(E), and its computed positive lower number by L(F). A
zero expression has upper number zero. These are finite formulas in scalar data, not suprema of
the unknown solution. For example U(|D,(;|) is the unscaled entry of the inverse-map array. For a
two-point difference one first writes its segment integral, so U retains the separation and the exact
contraction.

All tests for stage ¢ are made before its current trial is run. The already selected oy, i < ¢, may
be used as recorded scalar data. Their defining convention is the principal sum

(11.2) Ay = =NiTi(0,8)G:(0, )], ei = Gi(0,8)/1¢i(0,8)], o2, = |—Aoes — > Aies| (£5,).

<m
The sum at the selected endpoint has all activations equal to one. It is not redefined to be
the complete circulation gradient at Z; the difference remains in (9.49). In a bound involving a
not-yet-selected later scale use the endpoint of

(11.3) ¢eNP < o? < C,N?

which enlarges that bound. The current instance of (11.3) is a conclusion, not a hypothesis on its
trial. Truncation of a prescribed nonnegative history integral only decreases its upper number. A
finite version of each list below ends at the last window in use. Its infinite version consists of the
same tests for every finite initial sequence.

Scales and control margins. Take N; > 1, put N; = Ngil for ¢ > 2, and Q; = qo + ¢, with
qo > 2% ¢ > 2'8. The scale conventions of (10.3) are retained, with 0 < 8 < 1: 8 =1 — 3,
0; = H?Ni_h <1/2,d>2,0<h<B ¥ = N3 for i > 2, and II; = NP | (log N;)" < NY. Require
p>a> 1+ (/2 and positivity of

(11.4) hy :==h—dv, a—23, 2h,—p/2, B+h,—B/2, c:=a+h—-1-33/2.

Keep the first radius and clock as defined in Section 9, with its fixed base linear-phase half-width
0 < sg < s¢ and first-collar constant Cy > 0. In particular

(11.5) 51 = %, Ag Z (logNl)z, 51_1 S Hl.
The first variation integral, rather than a later-index power estimate, is tested below.

Write s; = 6i". The growth length A; is not the derivative allowance L; in (11.1). For i > 2,
s;i = Nioj—2/0i-1, Flgr = 0;_1sins;, and the return compression is A;. The first compression Ayet 1
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remains fixed. The finite scalar schedule used in the low-order comparison is the following, with
empty sums zero:

At <eg, 100 <A;j/A 1 <QF (5>2),
sj, Njsj, Njos o/oj 1, 0jafoj 1< e (5 >2),

Ajsj<eesj1 (523), Y sj <essi,
j>t
hj = 8j-1045-2 (] Z 3), h2 = 0, thj/F;sr S 263,

J Jj—2
Yoot <(1+2)0f (v=1,2), > oisiy1 < 2hy,
(11.6) i=0 i=1
j—1 Jj—1
Zaisfﬂ < 263A52, ZO‘?Si+1 < 20]2-_1,9]-,
i=1 i=1

Ao <eNY,  Ao/(0} ys5) <eo/hj, 207 <eNP (5 >2),
o 2 max(f-:s_lai,l, U?—l)v 17€j_17 CHUJQ'—D (F;g'r):tl < Hja
e < Xj, X; <esXjq1, Xjr1 < glly,
(A1 +2+ A )/TF + Op/og < .

Only available scale indices occur in this display; an occurrence of o; at the next insertion is tested by
(11.3) beforehand. The first pulse obeys Aret,1 > 2¢p||72]l00, 0 < 51 < 1/8, and ¢pAret,1]|m2]|0o sin s1 <
1/4.

Use the fixed strict intervals stated before (9.4), including 0 < cw < 1/3, ¢, > © > 3/2,

Cw>1+0,Cil >1+cpand 0<cy<2/3<1<Cy,0<( <1<3/2< (4, where (4 = 24 of
the low-order section. More explicitly, take

0 <z <min({—,V15/4), 0<ca <cos(2s1), Cy, > cpln2loo,

1
dt
Iy = , 0<G_ <min(l+ Iy, 1+ log?2),
(11.7) ’ /o (1+122/2)*(1 + 1) o 52)
Gy >max(1—|—17,2—i—A;e%71), o =%, C,=(peb,

Cg>1, Cr=20Cs, Cg>2((2

The ratio and central matrix-size constants are the finite upper endpoints calculated on these
intervals. Enlarge Cg once to contain their product with e+ and the fixed factor Cy in the
low-order normalization. The tolerance is chosen by the following finite rule. In the scalar proof
of Lemma 9.2 and the proof of Proposition 7.7, replace every coarse interval by its stated relaxed
endpoints and collect the finitely many coefficients multiplying the error tolerance, each divided by
its corresponding positive model margin. Let Ce; > 1 be one plus their sum. Choose

0 < es <min{1/4,(32Cy) " ca/8, (4Cc)) '}, 0 < esen < £5/(4Ce1),
(11.8) 0 < dret < do(cp, D), Cet16ret < 1/4, Oret < (cp —0)/(2¢p),
0< Efac S 1/1007 8€fac S 5reta A;ll S 6ret (m 2 2)
Here §g is the finite threshold in the displayed generic comparison proof, with its fixed pulse profiles.
Thus this choice is independent of the correction constants and of unknown fields.

Complete low-order arrays and their domains. Require (9.24), (9.25), (9.31), (9.35), and (9.42),
evaluated at their printed relaxed factor two and at every consumed low-order entry. In addition
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impose the following unscaled comparisons:
2. 188
mimax(1, Fyo, Fi1) <1/8,  m; »  —-max Fy, < (16¢°) 7",
— sl q<s

|22 < 2y, /B;de <1/2, Dy <zi/2, 22;KIAYS < 24 /2,
(11.9) _
Si/0i < ConllZ N7 N WM < 207 foy,
q>1
U(|Dy [T i(Y; + Myd', 0)]|)0 < T,
0< F—,i < ,C(F<i), U(F<i) < F_,_,i.

The letters in the second line are the initial, integral and curvature numbers of (9.27). The last line
is evaluated from the base and complete profile values on the containing region; the signed product
2WT; is still evaluated by (9.2). If positivity of the total circulation after insertion is used, also
require U(|v;|) < T'—;/2. These value tests concern positive circulation, not its large gradient.

The base-distance test is that the computed center and rigid-tube enclosures are compactly inside
the fixed containing region. The old-core tests are exactly (9.35); for every two-point consumer
retain separately

(11.10) AV([Cy (1), Cyr(B)], ) € B eore, |N;pi - A™| < s, on that segment.

This notation denotes the segment enclosure certified by the scalar inverse-map and separation
arrays, not an additional unknown-field assumption. One may certify the already required clause
by subdividing the segment and using those arrays. For example its endpoint label bound plus
its computed inverse-Jacobian bound times the segment length is a sufficient expression when it
is smaller than p§°*®; this particular sufficient expression is not required if the original segment
enclosure is already certified. The same convention applies to its phase bound. No convexity of the
nonlinear core image is asserted.

The older-gradient rate in (9.42) is specified without a realized derivative. Compute the positive
first derivative of ), _ q A; sin(¢q — ¢;) on growth, using the factored relative-angle equations and the

old scalar rate bounds in the proof of Lemma 9.2, then divide by agflsq. Include the base summand
separately and take its sum with the scalar logarithmic rates of A;,_1, |(4] and the adjacent angle.
For ¢ > 2, call its sum with CinF%rlng the number s,, where Cj, > 1 is the fixed first-parent rate
constant from the first-history calculation. At ¢ = 1 use s; = 0: there is no older correction and the
central growth coefficients are constant. In particular the first-parent contribution at ¢ = 2 is not
deleted with the empty older shear sum. Require

(11.11) 54 < CsTE /A,

This is the older-clock sum meant in (9.42). In its calculation each differentiated old summand
is Alsind,;, + A; cos diq(qﬁg — ¢!); the factored difference is taken before absolute values. Thus the
definition does not charge an unfactored shear sum.

Weighted history, return and the next datum. Use the complete coefficient histories (9.46) and both
pulse costs (9.47). If afﬂ bz-i are the prescribed positive growth windows and el?d their logarithmic-
ratio rate, require

K% > max{y/a; /b \Jbf Jar 1), 0 < <1,

2¢/a; by pfig > ePd(1 4 (p5%)?), Cr satisfies (9.48).

%

(11.12)

The datum is the growing eigenline. The first hold has its actual nonzero upper-row integral in
this formula, and all later windows belong to the tail. Fix ¢,; = [ mPd using (9.28); require its full
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double-history estimate (9.29) and the first-layer integral from (11.5), together with the pointwise
n; <1 and datum tests of (9.31).

For the generic return retain the definitions preceding Lemma 8.3. Use the upper arrays of the
complete jets for @ZD, QEZG, S;,2; in (8.20)—(8.21); the angle bounds are the corresponding interval
bounds from the relative-angle and segment arrays. Require the two sums in (8.21) to be at most
dret- For each of the thirteen factors printed after that equation, calculate the upper bound for
its difference from one by the same signed formulas and require it to be at most eg,.. Require the

computed entry deviations
(11.13) Ullse —10), UWEDD),  U(o(t') =1]) < brer.

These are the outputs of growth and transition calculated with the relaxed errors, not hypotheses
on an unconstructed return solution. The first return instead uses its exact scalar formulas. To
specify its short-length test, let c, ¢, ki, v+ be the computed positive coefficient and entry-ratio
endpoints in Lemma 7.5, and put

Vi = max{vy, /o /k_}, Vo=ov_/(1+kiv_), Bret = 2(V4 + cpey + 1),
CpC— > V+, kJrBl?et/Aret,l < min(l, V,/2)

These are exactly the positive coefficient and short-length inequalities on that fixed first box.

For completeness, make the scale and anchor comparisons explicit too. Let afﬁld’_, afffd”L be

the computed endpoint bounds for A,,: begin with —T,, = n_f at the hit, integrate the scalar
transition and selected-return logarithmic gain bounds, and multiply by N, and the endpoint
covector bounds. Let S99 = Ag+ Y., U(A;(th,)) using the inherited amplitude intervals. Require

(11.14)

(11.15) CUNEL < aff;d’_, aff;d’Jr + S,?id < C’UN;%,
. Sgid < %6Safgd’f.

These are the scalar endpoint inclusions associated with the strict gain margins (11.7). Their lower
gain is 1 + Iy in a generic stage and 1 + log 2 in the first stage, with the calculated perturbations
retained. No derivative or norm of a future field is used in these three tests.

For holding and reinsertion require the explicitly computed £ < eg of (9.49), (9.50), and the
cone margin e - e;,e - e, > v > g¢ certified by the scalar angular intervals. Keep separately the
next-index contracted comparison

11.16 U(transverse error at Z) < €502 Sm 1, parent lower contribution > 902 St /5.
mom+ mom-+

The expressions are the contraction of (9.36) with the new transverse direction, using (9.38) and
the selected full-flow offsets. Also test the two positive insertion coefficients on By, ., by (9.31). In
particular this is not a full-matrix smallness condition.

The seed convention and activation test are

(11.17) Teeed = —NRie Yol = N7R T 1+ (uf )2 exp(g; /T8) < CpN; e

Here u;'“ and g;" are the upper ratio (AZz /T; and logarithmic growth rate supplied by the scalar
growing-line comparison on the short activation window. Thus C,, is a fixed ramp constant. The
growing-line bounds u;” < 1+ O(e), g < (14 O(es))T%" give this bound directly, without a bound
over the whole growth interval. Fix e > /3. The desired logarithmic gain and the scalar test placing
activation before its target are A; = (k; + e — 3)log N; and A; > g7 /T'%", respectively.

Higher constants, true sizes and clock moments. Use the full generation recursion (10.24) and the
majorant G(m, kp,) of (10.27), with the fixed-order profile function Ky, in (10.25). Require (10.29),
(10.39), and Kpo(km) < log N, as well as all four finite true-size rows (10.21). The complete-level
row uses (9.25) at each actual term and retains the relative tails (9.24), including their first rates.
Set G(1, k1) = 1; there is no older generation at the first layer. In the second inequality of (10.29)

m—+1
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fix ¢ to be one sixteenth of the minimum of the five positive numbers in (11.4) and 3. Thus no
exponent in that test remains unspecified. For the own young calculation also require

nj max(1, foo, fo,1) < 1/8, Kjnjfo2 < (¢-/2,
(1118) 6.7 maX(Kj/’L<j7 AF,j7 )\met,j) < 17
G<m7 km) maX{Kmnm/C—7 Nm» Kmﬂ<m£m7 AI‘,mgma Amet,mgmv AR,mgm} < 1.

The density in the non-affinity representation is the produced nonnegative function, with [9; <1
and 0; < #;. Test the exact drift formula (10.16) in its units:

(11.19) 6 U(Ja]) < Coy,  U(INip; - aal) < Bj,  4GN} T <1,

The displayed exact positive expressions, not the coarsened o(1) notation in (10.17), are used for
this test. In particular the pointwise nonlinear remainder need only be below its scalar rate, not
below one.

Require (10.33). Define D = G(i + 1, ki+1)aa i, and use the separation and direction numbers
specified immediately after that equation. The remaining comparisons there are

0,bd
D:_dz7 S ESChA:+17 Z D;L(Zfz + mi)@i,q S 5sch)\;7
1<qg—2
(11:20) 2Cw Z aiDjt;q + 2923){11920)(1);—1%—141 < EschSql
1<q—2

Ectr,g < K trEsch-

In the second line QP is the absolute endpoint of its appropriate relaxed all-trial interval and
0ho% = 2Cysq. In (10.34), likewise replace ;] and |s§[g]| by their scalar interval and phase-radius
bounds. This defines the last line entirely before the trial. Its geometric and reciprocal defects are
evaluated from cg, 2WT, r/|¢|* and their derivatives using (9.15), not by assigning corrector decay

to [¢[2/.

For clarity the clock conditions, including the unlabelled first terms, are collected here. Set
Z; = max(1,7;), with the literal r; before (9.9); use X1 = At 15, A = ¢pAret,1sinsy, and
X; = AT%, A = Ays; for [ > 2. The ordinary list begins at [ = 7 + 1, whereas the augmented list
has the additional term 1@QX;. Both retain the separate floor 1@%;, for i > 1. The ordinary base
list is vo; = 09/01—1, | > 1; its first term is 1@X7, and the rest is dominated by the index-one list.
Require

N1 >Ny, I <Iliy1, 2% <1, X;<IL (I<i+1),
YN 240 Y 0 <3,
] 1>i42

Z v max(%;, X)) < G111, Z A max(%;, X;) < ChlL;,
I>i ]

Vg <O (1>i+2), &, X<, G<mi<m+1, m>2),
(lOg Nm)lo S ﬁm7 (log Nm)SO S Hm (m Z 2)7

NXT+X3X5 <317 (r=1,2), > exp[-B(qo+ 1)"log N1/4] < 4,
h>0

max(1,71) < Q3(log N1)2\/C’(,N(’gj/2.

(11.21)

Here ﬁm is exactly that of (10.39); both logarithmic-head comparisons are for m > 2. At m =1, use
the separate first terms and native II; moments proved in Section 10, including the base, augmented
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own, rotation and fixed-floor entries. Retain (10.41) for the generic tail, its B + 3 < @, order
condition, and the finite first-future comparison

(11.22) Dimi2 < Qpi9log N,  Di=Awn, Di=A (1>2)

The last line distinguishes pulse duration from derivative-list amplitudes. For finite histories the
infinite positive series in (11.21) is just a prescribed scalar upper bound for their tails; it contains
no future fields.

Finally form all young coefficient sizes, fixed-profile constants and level constants in Section 6
from these arrays. Require every quotient in (6.3) to be at most one, with

(11.23) T = max(| L, P4 1Y), A =max(1,4,}),  Yi, = CeN,.".

The finite time bound includes the history to the last window under consideration. The scalar C is
the maximum of the produced normalized young entries through rx and the relative data through
T+, with the fixed profile derivatives included as in (6.4). These definitions, the explicit comparisons
above, and the referenced finite tables are the complete sufficient scalar list. No assumed mixed
field norm is an entry in it.

11.2. The joint finite statement.

Proposition 11.1 (Finite continuation and quantitative input return). Suppose the preceding data
and scalar comparisons hold for a finite initial sequence. Begin each insertion from its common
corrected selected past. Then the actual finite Euler construction exists through growth, transition
and both return pulses, for the full compact interval 0 < p < ¢, of the current trial parameter. Its
older layers satisfy the low-order and admitted higher-order estimates on every such trial. The zero
set of the final principal vorticity is a nonempty compact subset of (0, cp); its least member selects a
causal next history. No derivative of that choice is asserted.

On the selected history the youngest complete layer, its hold and its full-flow insertion path satisfy
these estimates too. The complete circulation gradient has the positive cone lower bound (9.51), and
the distinct next-index transverse bound supplies the growing datum on its insertion collar. The
scalar growth-scale intervals (11.3) are returned.

For every k < ky,, the same fields supply the amplitude inputs through r, the coefficient inputs
through rx, the rigid gradients and nonlinear remainder through rr, and the primitive older orders
rp+ 1,rp + 3. The actual corrections, terminal composites and both means satisfy (6.5), (6.6) and
(6.7). Their physical force obeys

Cu N7 2Imtd
et ) < ConCE NS+ Nfm) | B 10,728+ ST
) m _
(11.24) g=Jm+1
JIm
+ 2)‘mAflow (M,,S + MS):| )
n=1

with the literal constants and rates of Section 6. By (11.17) this is at most the specialized expression
(10.45). These assertions retain the exact physical scaling to any prescribed positive radius and any
prescribed height.

Separately, on an infinite selected history satisfying the same scalar conditions at every finite
initial sequence and ky, — 0o, each fized layer has bounded derivatives of every fixed order over its
whole preterminal lifetime. The bound may depend on that layer and order. This last conclusion does
not assert uniform older estimates on cutoff annuli or beyond the admitted rectangles, an infinite
parameter choice, or summability of the complete force.

Proof. We give the dependency argument, keeping the long coefficient and constant calculations in
their preceding lemmas.
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Local family and low-order production. Proposition 7.2 starts the actual finite family from its
common past. Its spatial allocation can be enlarged to every finite order needed here. It provides
smooth finite solutions and continuous dependence on the current pulse parameter, not the desired
uniform constants. Fix the comparison phase and label radii before starting the family. For each
complete-center or displacement error let (,(t) be its positive expression from (9.38) or (9.34),
including its inherited datum. Temporarily impose 203, the relaxed scalar boxes, and the prescribed
strict domain inclusions on an initial segment.

On this segment Lemma 9.2 applies with exactly (11.6), (11.11), (9.42) and the fixed margins
(11.8). Its angular calculation uses the factored old matrices, the unmatched parent contraction,
and the two-point and direction errors separately. For 1 <14 < m — 2, write AX; for the aligned scalar
correction in (9.43), distinct from the flow X;. Then

Qi+ X > ! ! 2
q:88; + i_CW[M—4]Ui>Oa 4 = |G|*/ k-
The principal factor is positive and bounded, not a decaying additive error. Its full matrix is
retained in the matrix and propagator consumers. The scalar comparison returns the stricter
amplitude, angle, component and ratio intervals. On growth the quotient (AZ/T, divided by its
positive equilibrium, has an inward vector field at both endpoints. Hence T" < 0 and its logarithmic
derivative lies between the specified positive growth rates. A target logarithmic gain is reached
once, transversally, between the corresponding two scalar times. The transition comparison returns
(11.13) and the coefficient factors. Nothing in this step presupposes existence of the end of return.

In increasing layer order, (9.35) places the young rigid tube in each required old core. The
Taylor integral (10.15) therefore uses actual old-core derivatives. The flow recursion gives |=| < ¢/8,
|D.Z|| < 1/4, and the full inverse map. In particular the nonlinear image of By stays inside the
rigid By region; these are not identified. The coefficient recursion retains the vector div, C, inverse
curvature, the rotation-dependent reduced vorticity, and the product 2WT. The tube and variation
tests give the required unscaled first-label numbers.

Here is precisely the weighted subargument being used. The growing eigenline, the cone inequality
in (11.12), and (9.48) give || Po(t, s)|| < Crp(t)/p(s). The middle interval includes the transition
and both pulses. A selected hold contributes 1 + HZhiSt, with H {liSt retained, and the entire later tail
contributes its exponential. These are the four parts of the proof underlying (9.48). Before selecting
the current return only its existing parts are used. For a fixed label, mean value and (9.28) give
|B(a,t) — B(0,t)| < m(t). Weighted variation of constants gives

sup @HPa(u, s)|| < Cr + Cges sup @HPa(u, s)|| < 2Ckg.

s<u<t P(U) s<u<t p(u)

The same identity gives a propagator difference at most 2C%c.p(t)/p(s). Including the relative
datum error gives |R(a,t) — R(0,t)| < 3C%(cx + caat)|R(0,t)| < |R(0,t)|/2. This uses exactly
the central history, integrated first-label variation and datum hypotheses of the initial proof of
Lemma 3.1. No mixed or peak conclusion of that larger lemma is used to establish this step. Higher
label derivatives follow by the triangular pair recursion and the first time derivative by its equation.

For i < m, now form every level through J;, in increasing level order, using (9.21). Its direct
term reads a lower level and its integral reads the already produced pair coefficient. The complete
relative tails in (9.24) and all true-size routes give the full center formulas, not a truncation at
level two. In the phase offset the own fast velocity cancels before estimating; integrate this offset
first, then the full label offset. The results are precisely 5,, not 25,. At an insertion the earlier
full-flow offset is inherited, not reset. Estimates on two-point differences use (11.10) throughout. If
an integral begins at zero, its undivided integral inequality is used at that time.

These strict recoveries exclude a first exit. They also give bounded «, positive symbols and
circulation, a nonzero current pair and all active (j 2 denominators separated from zero. The physical
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support lies strictly in the fixed domain. On the compact finite interval, smooth dependence of
the flow and the strict inclusion margins provide an intermediate collar ¢; < ¢} < 2¢; with compact
transported image. The choice is uniform on the compact trial set. This supplies (5.1); it does not
assert transport bounds on all of Byy,. The prescribed smooth profiles extend past the endpoint.
Proposition 7.3 therefore excludes a finite terminal endpoint before the asserted horizon. The growth
hit, transition and both pulses consequently belong to one common continuous trial family.

Return, selected holding and the next insertion. The exact return equations are (8.19). Their
error sums use complete local jets and retain every aligned angle factor. The thirteen-factor tests
give |¢; — 1], |d;| < Oret, With ¢4 = ¢,,(0,t) 2/ sin sy, and cg = ¢,,(0, ¢) still time- and trial-dependent.
Proposition 7.7 recovers the strict geometric intervals and T, < 0 on all trials. On the negative
pulse, in its rescaled variable,

y y
V(y) =v1 — ,u/ cen2 — A} / £V2,
0 0

At g = 0 reciprocal comparison gives a positive endpoint. At ;i = ¢, its endpoint is at most
U — ¢p(1 — 0ret) < 0. The first return has the same two signs from its exact positive coefficient
comparison. Continuity gives a nonempty zero set; it is closed in a compact interval and avoids
both endpoints. Its least element defines the causal return. This selection is made once; it is not
differentiated with respect to inherited data.

On that member ¢, 1 = ﬁm = 0 throughout the prescribed hold, so the principal pair is held. The
complete youngest correction can now be formed and estimated on this selected history. Continue Z
with that complete field. Its offset equation is (9.32); the same phase-first, then full-label, calculation
supplies the next insertion point and its inherited old offsets. No displacement is reset at this step.

The complete gradient is not frozen: (9.49) and the cone and ramp tests give

—e-VI'(Z,t) > (v —eq) (Ao + Z wiA¢> > 0.

This is the complete-field holding estimate. The different contraction (11.16), with 8¢5 < cg,
gives positive insertion coupling in the new transverse direction. Its collar test supplies the
full growing datum. Thus the complete next state is the state used by the next application of
Proposition 7.2. The recovered angular intervals, with s; < 1/8, also give e;-e,, > 0 at this endpoint.
Consequently the norm in (11.2) lies between A, and A,, + So4. Equation (11.15) returns (11.3)
and 1 —e4/2 < Ay, (t8,)/02, < 1. The complete-gradient lower bound was proved separately above
and is not substituted into this clock definition.

Higher derivatives on that same family. The low-order result is the base, not an assumed higher-
order window theorem. At time order n + 1, (10.35) reads complete centers only through n; it
produces adjacent angles, radii and principal amplitudes. The control and top pair follow, then
the frame and map in increasing layer order, then the refunded equations in increasing correction
level. Their direct terms read only lower levels at the same order; the integrated scalar rotation row
reads « through the preceding order. Form the complete effective center values and total transverse
gradient last. They enter the next primary step only at its previous order. A younger velocity in a
moving reading likewise occurs only at that previous time order. Thus this is the actual time-order,
internal-rank, layer and level induction of Section 10.

The enlarged rectangles (11.1) pay the old primitive orders used on the containing rigid tube.
The exact nested-tube and segment conditions justify each domain of evaluation. The contracted
unmatched angular term is differentiated as an identity; mixed tensors containing (; vanish in
that contraction. Its small bound does not replace the full matrix in the other consumers. The
multiplicative principal metric and the full direction term in (11.20) remain in the differentiated
lists.
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The positive recurrence (10.24), its full-depth tree count and (10.29) bound all resulting constants
by the prescribed majorant at their true sizes. An intrinsic old coefficient uses its own certifying
carrier N;, whereas the comparison for a new generation uses N,,_1. The proof does not absorb an
arbitrarily old factor at the newest carrier. Purely spatial young factors are paid by (11.18). At
positive time order the gap (10.39) applies to the total differentiation order of the marked factors
in each monomial. The finite polynomial count in the generation proof is retained before this
absorption; a geometric sum alone would not count those monomials.

The moment split in (10.42) uses the head, the first future term, and the exponential tail.
Conditions (11.21)—(11.22) supply each part, with its literal first compression and its floor. The
raised-moment identity (10.43) retains the extra amplitude mass; it does not silently remove the
own term of the augmented list. These are precisely the ordinary, augmented and rotation moments
consumed by (10.38). Consequently the four higher-order estimate forms and their fixed-order
constants apply to the same complete fields just continued above.

Return of the material and force inputs. On the young support the own spatial tests and the time
gap give the relative amplitude derivatives through r,, including mixed pointwise coefficient variation
separately from [ m. The central weighted bound is the one already proved, not a newly assumed
propagator. The map estimates supply M*!, D, Y, the central covector and the rigid nonlinear
remainder through rp, as required by (4.5). The first zero-time remainder has its integrable density;
positive time derivatives have their produced clock bounds. The full inverse, its curvature, and the
metric and older-scalar products then supply (4.11) through rx, with the sharper Piola identity
(4.12). In particular Vb retains aD,b™". The primitive supplies are rg + 1 for circulation and
rr + 3 for streamfunction. The initial Boy datum calculation is separate from the subsequent young
support estimates. Fixed smooth-profile derivatives and the fixed-order factor are included before
defining C,.

The pointwise weight remains Y, p(t) = |R(0,t)| in all these differentiated equations. On activation,
the scalar logarithmic growth and ratio bounds integrate over its length (I'f;) !, giving exactly
(11.17); the fibre comparison supplies the fixed relative factor used by the activation profiles. This
is the short-ramp growth calculation, not replacement of the instantaneous weight by its lifetime
maximum inside derivatives.

Every quotient in (6.3) now concerns produced quantities. In particular its fast circulation-square
rowW 18 TrOm—1x20Yx/0m < 1, with no inverse-frequency gain. Proposition 6.1 therefore applies at
all retained levels. Pairs stop at J,,, elliptic composites continue through J,,, + 2, and raw terminal
sources through 2.J,,, + 4. The largest source order at force order k is k + 2(2J,,, +4) = . — 1,
leaving the stated extra derivative for activation and the mean primitive. The two means are exactly
(6.7); the reciprocal-symbol derivative and circulation-square terms of the vorticity mean remain.
The mean primitive is estimated through k + 1, its divergence through k, and complete gradient
and Hessian evaluation through k& + 2.

Finally physical differentiation uses the complete material drift H X;. Its oscillatory and mean
rates are respectively Ap, and Aglow; no phase frequency is charged to a mean. The compact inverse
is applied to activation plus terminal remainder together and to each compatible mean separately.
This proves (11.24) by the actual proof of Proposition 6.2. The fixed chart and the unit-ring scaling
give the asserted physical interpretation.

For the final, separate infinite-history assertion fix a derivative order. Eventual admission and
the exponential clock tail give the required rotation derivative on every sufficiently late window.
The finitely many earlier windows are a smooth finite beginning. The resulting fixed-order rotation
bound, followed by induction on the fixed layer, gives its flow derivatives, inverse derivatives,
coefficient derivatives and the finite correction hierarchy over its whole finite preterminal lifetime.
On its outer annulus use its fixed smooth cutoff with a constant depending on that layer and order,
as in the last part of Section 10. This proves fixed-layer finiteness and nothing outside the stated
quantifiers. O
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12. ONE SEQUENCE AND THE SMOOTH PHYSICAL FORCE

We choose the parameters in Proposition 11.1 once. The choice will work at every finite stage, and
its admitted derivative orders will tend to infinity. Throughout this section all estimates preceding
the final physical change of variables are in the magnified unit-ring coordinates of Lemma 2.3.

12.1. Fixed data and the initial frequency. Fix the compact recovery operator, the smooth
cutoff and pulse profiles, and a compact containing region on which the base has the form

I =Ty — Aoep(t) -y, P =al)|y?/2, To= (2eg0m) "

Here y denotes the two-dimensional magnified coordinate. The actual base fields are their prescribed
compact extensions. Fix A4y > 0, og = /Ay, and the first pulse compression Ayet,1 so that (11.14)
holds with strict margins. First choose the pulse amplitude interval and its positive coefficient
endpoints; increasing the fixed compression makes the second inequality in that test strict. Then
choose s; > 0 sufficiently small to meet the two first-angle conditions following (11.6). Set
I'$" = ogsins; > 0. This compression is not the first logarithmic gain.

Choose the remaining fixed windows, G4, ¢,, C,, the cone margin, and the tolerances by (11.7)—
(11.8). Choose the containing and recovery radii first, and then one positive egeom sufficiently small
for Lemma 2.3 and for the fixed metric margins. In particular the product 2WT?, not separate large
bounds for its two factors, is used in these choices. The finitely many strict margins remain positive
after these choices. The central four-part history calculation (9.46)—(9.48) now fixes Cg; the first
hold contributes its fixed, possibly nonzero, upper-row integral. It is not required to tend to zero.
Also fix the base carrier Ny > 0 from (2.7), and the base linear-phase half-width 0 < sp < s. and
first-collar constant Cy > 0 of Section 9. These first-layer data are fixed before Ky,.

Here is a convenient non-extremal choice of exponents:

1
(12.1) 5:§, ﬁ:hzg, a=4, p=8, gq=10, r=40, d=16, e=238.

The auxiliary q is only the upper exponent for the gauge. Choose fixed integers cg > 218 o > 220,
enlarging them in the finite inequalities below, and put

Qi:CJO‘Fia U:CI/CQ, VZQ/(q0+1), h*:h_dv
We require

1 1 9 51
12.2 dv < —, 8u+ 100v < —, — +
( ) 16 16 cog qo+1
Any finite constants in the power comparisons below are fixed before the last enlargement of gg. In
particular, if C, is the largest fixed exponent of an earlier carrier in those comparisons, also require
Co/(qo + 1) < 1/64. These are finite choices: none involves a derivative order or a realized field.
The five numbers in (11.4) are then positive; in particular

13 15 3
h*>16’ a 25—4, c=a+h-1 25_16'
Let ¢ > 0 have exactly the value specified after (11.17), namely one sixteenth of the minimum of
those five numbers and 3. Fix C by the older-gradient calculation below, and then the profile-order
function Ky, of (10.25) with these data, including the fixed clock-moment constants. It is fixed
before y and every depth.
For y = log Ny, define

< 1.

99

Ni=¢¥, N =N (i>2),
(12.3) I, = N§y', II; = NP | (log N;)"

(1
50 — .
h=—="— L=N73 (i>2, &
1 CgN0y27 i—1 (Z = )

> 2),
m¢n .
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The calculation below enlarges the threshold in y to meet the first-collar tests (8.23); No, so, Cy
remain fixed. There is no recurrence defining Ny from Ny. Set, before constructing any trajectory,
k; = max{k: ENg: k< Qi/CQ, ’Cho(k}) < log Ni}, Ji = 2k; + 8,

12.4
( ) Tiseed — _]\[Z.—ki—e7 A, = (kz +e— /B) log N;.
For i > 2, the insertion angle and growth rate are chosen causally from the already selected clocks:
S; = AiUi_Q/Ui_l, F%r =0j-1 sin Si.

Every estimate involving a future clock uses its two prescribed endpoints CUNZ-B and CUNiB .

Lemma 12.1 (Uniform elementary comparisons). There is one finite yo, depending only on the
fized choices, such that, for y > yo, the sets in (12.4) are nonempty and nested, k; — oo, and

i
z; = log N; = yH @y zi > (g + 1)y, Qi <zii1 (12>2),
(12.5) j=2

< NY9 <Ny,  §<N™<

N =

Every fized finite family Cx?e™b, b > 0, is uniformly small at x = x;, and its sum over i is small,
on one such ray. The same assertion holds with a fized power of QQ; or i. It also holds for the
generation factors in the two comparisons (10.29), with exactly their stated bases.

Proof. Nonemptiness follows from y > Ky, (0). Both upper limits in (12.4) increase to infinity; thus
every fixed integer eventually belongs to the set. The frequency identity gives the first line of (12.5).
Choose y so large that

10log(Qay) < 2y, &y — 40logy > plog No.

The first inequality propagates, because x/logx increases for x > e and
Qx S Q =z

log(Qz) — 2 logx

It proves the gauge estimate for ¢ > 2; the second is exactly its exceptional first instance. The

assertions for d; follow. For any A > 0,b > 0, the function z4e~%*/2 is bounded and eventually
decreasing. Hence

(@< =)

) —by/2
A —bx; —b(go+1)""1y/2 e
g Cxj'e <Cap g e < CA’bl —
i>1 i>1

Fixed powers of @); and ¢ are absorbed by a fixed power of x;, after increasing y.
For the remaining assertion use the full, already proved generation bound (10.28), not a bound

polynomial in the generation:
log G k 1+ lo
g (m, m) < Cg(m q0)124—(m—2) Y

12.6
( ) 10g Nmfl Yy

(m > 2).

The supremum of the coefficient in m is finite, since it is at most its convergent sum. Thus this ratio
is smaller than any fixed positive number on one ray. The extra logarithm of (Q,,Z.,_1)? divided by
Zm—1 tends to zero uniformly, by the same elementary comparison. This proves the first test (10.29).
Apply (12.6) with m =i+ 1: its denominator is then log N;. Together with aa; < G(i + 1, kit1),

this proves the second test there, including ¢ = 1, whose intrinsic low constant is fixed. No estimate
of an old constant has been transferred to a newer base. O



BLOWUP FOR THE EULER EQUATIONS WITH SMOOTH FORCING 97

12.2. Verification of the scalar hypotheses. All constants below are computed upper bounds
for the positive scalar expressions in Section 11. A symbol C is permitted to increase only as a
function of the fixed profiles, windows, geometry and the fixed integers. It is not a constant chosen
anew at a layer. .

Scalar times, angles and histories. Write b3*" = k; +e — . Then

T<WN<Qifcg+8, Qi<A/A 1 <QP (i>2)

For the upper bound use monotonicity of k;, blgiiln > 7, and blgain / blgiiln < Q;. The lower bound

exceeds 100. All A;l are small once A; is large. The bounds o; < Niﬁ /2 used here mean their
prescribed scalar intervals, not an assumption about the current solution. For ¢ > 3,

T2 < Cexp{—2(1— Q7Y )zi1},

0i—1

and the instance ¢ = 2 has the fixed numerator oy. Consequently every product of a fixed power of
A;, Q; with this ratio tends uniformly to zero. For example,

2
A2 < Qe exp{~B(1/2— Q7Y )i 1),

1—1

The first instance is the same expression with 08 fixed. These bounds prove the small-angle rows,
the cubic clock separation and the first clock comparisons in (11.6).
They also give, uniformly,

Ais; <egsi—1 (1> 3), Zsj < €455
7>
Indeed the ratio of consecutive terms is a fixed polynomial in @);, x; times a negative exponential in
x;—1; make this ratio at most €5/4 and sum the geometric majorant. The exceptional ratio sg/s; is
one separate ray. The remaining sums follow by writing their summands in these same ratios:
oisit1 = Nip104-1, 078i11 = Niy1050i-1.

Their increasing sums are bounded by twice the last term. The sum with s? 1 is decreasing and is
bounded by twice its first term, which is smaller than e,A5 2 on the first ray. Furthermore

hil;

gr
T

<2s;_1 (j=3), ha = 0.

The sums of o; and o? follow from their successive ratios; the base term is included in the first
comparison. The two comparisons involving Ag, and the domination of the old principal sum by the
new principal amplitude, are the same negative-power comparisons.

At the first index, ;1 = CyNoy?/so and A1 < (Q1/cqg + 8)y. Hence I} = Ny*® dominates
61_1, the first duration, the fixed rates and their reciprocals, and Xy < C %yzao. For every index,
(log IN;)30 < TI;, with no exceptional failure at i = 1. For i > 2, p > a, 3 gives all the gauge-size
rows. The first rate is X7 = Ayt 1I']'; it is never replaced by AT

The growing-line comparison has uniformly bounded eigenvalue ratios. Its logarithmic drift
integral is O(e;); the transition and the two pulse integrals have fixed bounds. The selected hold
has zero lower row, its first upper-row integral has a fixed bound, and the later-window integral is a
convergent clock sum. Substitution in (9.48) therefore gives the fixed Cr chosen above. The strict
cone inequality in (11.12) holds by decreasing the fixed tolerance. On the first growth interval the
explicit calculation in Section 8 gives

Co1 + Cdat1 < Cl (14 Ay) < Cy.
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Its later contributions are bounded by C/¥; times the fixed hold and tail integrals. Thus the full
first variation and datum test follow on one ray. This is the integral calculation; it does not use a
nonexistent parent carrier for layer one.
Spatial variations and complete corrections. We record the small powers in the actual scalar arrays.
This also identifies the carrier used in each comparison. In the next display x = log N;_; for an
insertion at j > 2; for a correction of layer i, x = log IN;. Here “fixed factors” means a fixed product
of powers of z,(); and of earlier carriers, with the latter rewritten in the displayed carrier. Its
logarithm is at most Cpz/(go + 1) + C, log(2 + ). It never includes a generation constant.

The positive product rules of the preceding sections give the following bounds before the final
comparison with the prescribed tolerance:

quantity, in its stated output unit carrier decay exponent
1> 1j Maxy<g L Nj-1 a—2f
Kjnjs xj + Cdatjs 1, Nj-1 c
EjKjH<ju gj)‘nj Nj—l a— 3ﬁ/2
Ej)\met,j Nj_l a — 6/2
(12.7) ti/oi, 8i/(C+oi—10%) N; 2h, — /2
‘ m; N; B+he—3/2
"N N; | min(2—33/2,B+h, —3/2)
first-rate transverse error N; 2h*_— v
individual circulation and center-drift increment N; B
phase and label displacement N; min(3, 8 + hy,2 — 35/2).

The first four rows may carry the appropriate factors G(j, k;), and the second row may carry its
square, from the coefficient and propagator calculation. The remaining differentiated correction
rOwWs carry DZ-+ = G(i + 1, kiy1)an ;, not the constant of the arbitrarily late observing window.
Here are the calculations behind the rows and their use. In (9.26), contract with the parent’s
covector before taking norms. The fast principal velocity has zero contraction. The remaining
pure-phase second derivative is the level-one correction; with £; = N j_fl, its integrated size is
C 4N N6 1075 1] < O NG (fixed factors).

This is the first row. A coefficient variation or relative growing datum adds at most the factor o;_1
and a logarithmic growth length, giving the exponent a — 53/2 = c in the second. The exact Piola
identity (10.18) retains a map-curvature factor. The older scalar gradient and the metric derivative
therefore give respectively the third and fourth rows after multiplication by ¢;. The derivative of the
growing eigenvector is obtained by the reciprocal and square-root rules from these same two positive
off-diagonal entries. No independent norm of a second frame is used. The fixed low partition sum is
a finite positive combination of the first row; its maximal order is nine.

For the center rows, substitute Y, ; = C@Ni_ﬁ and &; = TIYN; " in (9.38) and (10.19). The aligned
correction has size

CHZZdNZ-ﬁ_Qh/UZ-_l;

division by the positive scale o; gives the bound for g;/o;. For the aligned-gradient test,

9 O ppansiem o O y—he-p/y)
C+0i-10i ~ Gyoin ! T Goimr "
The first oy is fixed and positive. The slow mixed Hessian has the displayed label and clock factors.
The misaligned gradient obeys

g’lb = C/GC@KlEZIHSNl_(BJFh) < C&;C@Klg;lNZ_(B—Fh*)
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These formulas apply directly to the two consumers Dj g; and D;F V2 g} in (10.33). Their exponents
remain positive after the earlier-carrier and range factors are bounded. In the unmatched angular
contraction (9.40), the two mixed tensors containing (; vanish. The retained slow Hessian and
inverse-curvature terms, divided by A7, ; = Aj11si11, give the angular row. For differences of two
centers, write the segment integral first. It retains the separation factor multiplying that same slow
contraction. The factored aligned sum and the local-direction differences retain their sine factors.
Their relative exponents are at least 8+ hy, — 8 /2. This proves the three center tests in (11.20),
rather than substituting a full-matrix smallness estimate for them.

Differentiate the signed next-index transverse expression once. Its leading correction is the aligned
gradient error multiplied by the adjacent sine; division by 02s;;1, followed by its own first-rate
factor 11;, leaves Hiég, giving the first-rate row. The remaining terms are the just estimated slow
and segment terms. This proves (11.16) and its rate consumer. The central factors are calculated

from

2
i1

K

|Gl GiI*
The variable increments in these expressions give the circulation and center-drift row. Their
accumulated defect is their summable sum plus the fixed geometric defect, which is made small when
the chart is fixed; it is not required to decay at the newest frequency. In particular the reciprocal
|Ci|?/ki stays in the principal shear; it is not part of a decaying additive error.

Finally (9.32) is integrated in phase first and in the full label second. The own fast velocity
contributes zero to the first equation. The remaining velocities have the last row’s powers, with their
original inherited endpoints. On an interval starting at insertion the un-divided integral inequality
is used. This preserves flat activation and makes no division by a zero seed. Summing the tails uses
dog>i |W,|P? < 2Cr/0;_1, already proved from the duration ratios. For a fixed layer the integrals
always start at its original insertion, including on later windows.

All exponents in (12.7) exceed a fixed positive number. Lemma 12.1, with a smaller exponent
if necessary, absorbs their fixed factors and their generation factors. For example, the second row
with two copies of G is bounded by choosing the uniform ratio in (12.6) smaller than c¢/8, leaving a
positive exponent after both factors. The own young tests (11.18) therefore hold simultaneously at
their actual admitted orders. This bounds purely spatial coefficients using their marked curvature
or first-label factor.

For completeness, the complete-level comparisons are not truncated at levels one and two. Their
intrinsic upper coefficients are bounded by the fixed finite constants included in Kpo(k;) < x;. At
a certifying reading range include D;r < Nf; the full-depth formula of Lemma 10.1, with its 4n
shift and its amplitude, is exactly the bound included in that range. Each additional level has the
additional factor §; < N;h*. Thus, after retaining the first one or two levels as required by (9.24),
the remaining positive sum is bounded by the corresponding geometric series with ratio at most

=1+(c;' —1)

2WT<j = ¢;%[1 4 2egeom(I'<j — To)],

JJiNz»Cih* < %

The same argument applies separately to each first-rate and output-normalized route in (9.25); the
output ratios of the leading terms are the correction rows of (12.7). This proves both full relative
tails and all four comparisons (10.21). No old higher-order smallness is imposed at every future
reading order.

Containing regions, rates and return margins. There are two different small spatial comparisons.
The rigid tube of layer j, read in an older label ¢, has label radius bounded by the central matrix
ratio times /;; its phase radius has the additional factor IV;. At the largest old index their powers,
apart from the fixed factors defined above, are

—a+8/2 1—a+p/2
NP, NI
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The first denominator is £;_1/2, except at the fixed first core. It costs an earlier-carrier power; that
first core costs only a fixed factor times y?. Both comparisons therefore tend uniformly to zero. The
other contribution is the inherited center offset. Integrating its phase equation gives

Si < Cth?Ni_B, Sz/(sz < Cphﬂ?_d'

The label displacement satisfies the last row of (12.7). These estimates, including the original
insertion-to-present integrals, put every endpoint strictly in half of its old label and phase core. For
a segment consumer, apply the same inverse-map derivative array to the segment integral: its extra
enclosure radius is the segment length times that array. Its powers are the same two displayed
powers and the offset powers. They fit the remaining half margins. This proves (11.10) without
assuming the image of a core convex. Earlier labels form a geometric sum, so the bounds are uniform
in the number of intervening windows.

The physical center drift and all tube radii have a summable bound Cy®° N, p + CY;. They lie in
the fixed containing region after one increase of y. The complete circulation values differ from the

base there by at most C')_, LEiNi_B . Their first-label variations were estimated above. Consequently
the two circulation intervals and their radius tests in (11.9) hold with a fixed positive margin. The
fixed compact inverse then has its original support margin. This proves support for the actual
compact residuals, not just for a principal oscillatory profile.

For the drift test, the exact decomposition in (10.16) has a central linear part, a nonlinear
remainder, and the difference of the two observation velocities. The linear part divided by /; is the
corresponding old clock. The remainder is bounded by 7;0; times the just estimated normalized
spatial factors, with 9; < %;; it is thus bounded by its rate, whether that rate is large or small.
The last part is the full-flow offset estimate above. The phase bound retains 4, N, ]1:13 < 1. This
gives (11.19) at both positive and zero elapsed time. No pointwise smallness of the rate is asserted.

The older-gradient rate is obtained by differentiating the factored angular sum as prescribed
before (11.11). Its adjacent term is bounded by Co,_2, and the remaining terms form the same
geometric angular and amplitude sums used above. Since 'y’ /A, = 0,_2(sin s,/5s,), this proves that
test with a fixed Cs. At ¢ = 2 its separate first-parent term is Ci,I'}' < Cop; at ¢ = 1 the older
coefficient is constant and the rate is zero. Fix Cs to dominate these two constants before the final
carrier threshold.

Each of the thirteen generic return factors is a product or quotient of positive central intervals,
angular ratios and the two center values already estimated. The identity [[a, — 1 =) (a, —
DI < G and the positive reciprocal bound convert these estimates into its required difference

from one. The terms are the center rows above, the fixed geometric defect, and CA;t. Their sum is
smaller than the previously fixed €g,.. The two return-error sums retain their factored shear and
segment terms and have the same bounds. Growth and transition give entry errors bounded by this
sum plus Ceg/A,,, proving (11.13). The first return instead obeys the fixed first-box calculation,
not a large-compression limit. The endpoint logarithmic gain consequently lies strictly between the
fixed margins surrounding 1 4 Iy (or 1+ log2 at index one) and the corresponding upper endpoint.
The old sum is O(02,_;), hence is smaller than esN. These are precisely the three tests in (11.15).
Finally the short-ramp estimate is used in its actual form

(12.8) Yacti < N, 5781+ (u] )2 exp(g;f /TE) < Cp N B¢

The bounded ratio and exponent here concern only the activation window. Since A; > Tx;, activation
ends before the target is reached. Its complete-gradient contribution is at most a fixed order constant
times Nil_ki_e and is smaller than the fixed base gradient. The complete-gradient error and next
transverse error were separately estimated above; together with the cone margin they give the
holding and reinsertion tests. No estimate over the whole growth interval replaces (12.8).
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Clock moments and the young time comparison. Put D1 = Ayer,;1 and D; = A for [ > 2. The exact
identity behind every generic tail comparison is

sin s;\ " ot}
(12.9) NXP = < l) A2 (1> 9),
Si O1-1

The first term remains A\]X['. The bounds on k;, Q; give Dy,q2 < Q%_ngm, including m = 1.
For 1 < n < Qp, split the sum at m + 1. Its head is at most II}}, >, /. At the next term,
o™ o < C™HL since Qi1 = Q + 1. Tts remaining polynomial is bounded by C"*1z10
after using Qm42 < (go + 3)m and m? < zy,.

For the rest, write x = x;_2, Q = Q;—1. Here n < @ — 2. Increase the one initial threshold so
that 2/logx > CQ, where the fixed C' absorbs A; < 2* and the clock endpoints. This comparison
propagates, because log(Qx) < 2logz and Q/2 > (Q +1)/Q. Taking logarithms in (12.9) then gives

(12.10) A X < O™ lexp(—Ba_o/4).

The series of exponentials is at most one half on one ray. For a fixed n outside a present admitted
range, start this estimate at the finite index where @;_1 > n 4+ 3. The omitted head is finite.
Thus the same single sequence has finite clock moments at every fixed order, without a new initial
threshold.

The ordinary and augmented lists reduce to this computation by v;; < Cy\A} for [ > i+ 2. The
terms at ¢ and i+ 1 are kept separately. Their masses and rates are bounded by the displayed
2+ 0; Zl>i+2 o 1 <3 and X;11 < II;. The base list starts with 1@X7, and its remaining masses
are bounded by the index-one list. The rotation list has the one-higher-order moment dictated by its
differentiated angle equation; apply the same identity with that order. Literal floors are retained by

max(%i,Xl)" < %ln + Xln, Z; <1I1I;.

At the maximal requested order the allocation has B = 9k,, + 48, so B+ 3 = 9k,,, + 51 < @, by
(12.2). This also covers the raised moments and the extra primitive orders; their rates have not
been identified with unraised ones.

For m > 2 the head rates obey

%,Xlgﬁm: m_Hx v C, Nﬁ/2 (1 <m, 1 <m+1).

The exponential factor dominates z'?, and z3Y < II,,,. Hence the first-future polynomial and the
finite initial sum give the smaller- clock estlmates at these indices. There is no such logarithmic-head
assertion at m = 1. There the preceding argument uses the native II; = N§y40: it contains Cy!'o",
the separate X1, the augmented own term and the base term. In particular the legitimate first tests
are

NXTHNXp <MUI (r=1,2), % < QWAV/C,NI

The first rates are fixed or at most quadratic in ¥, so these hold on the same ray. This proves the
first ordinary, augmented, base, rotation and floor moments in their own clock.

We also need the two-index, not merely the own-index, conclusion. For ¢ < m and 2 <n < @Q,,
factor n — 1 head rates out at II,,, leaving the already bounded first moment CTI;. The first-future
and remaining tails are at most C"*1z10" 4 C"*1 which is bounded by C"1I17%1, since m > 2
and 10n < 30(n — 1). This gives

Z Uz'+l max(%i, Xl)n < CnJrlHZ‘HZlil.
1>
For rotation at order b + 1, retain its first two moments: the head is at most CTI?TI%, ! for b > 1.

For b > 2 the tail uses 10(b+ 1) < 30(b—1); at b = 1 use the native second moment. Thus it is
bounded by C’b+2HZ2H§n_ 1 for i < m. The separate floor has exactly the same bound, using %; < II;.
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The order-one ordinary and order-zero rotation cases are their native moments. This is (10.42)
together with the raised versions; it retains the actual first-rate factor, not just II7,.
Lastly, at m > 2,

(12.11) E—m < QY .z, BN,

m
Combining this with the uniform, correct-base generation estimate (12.6) proves (10.39), with room
to spare. All purely spatial young factors were already bounded in (11.18); only a term with a time
derivative uses this clock ratio. There is no inherited generation at index one.
The coefficient quotients for the force. We verify the complete table (6.3) before coarsening the
force. The low arrays and the bounded young constants give the following upper sizes, with fixed
constants suppressed:

Xa007w*7Z070_1 SC, K>h0700a0—7)\1AK < CH)
(12.12)  Go < CI?, By, Lo <CIB, Vy <CI? T =max(|I", 17 <cn, 77!'<II,
2} <CIB/N, 23 < CII*/N2
For example C' = HA(X)H? costs two central matrix factors, and K2 < Co2, | < CIl,,; [ adds one
inverse-map derivative; the older scalar gradient costs one clock squared; and its vorticity-gradient
bound adds one rate. These are precisely the coefficient entries of (4.11), with the small curvature
and radius products already retained. The physical drift Vx is not the phase evaluation rate. The

time bound uses the full remaining lifetime, including the distinct first hold.
In their printed order, the quotients are bounded by fixed constants times the following expressions:

term upper comparison
7" first; second [I3—-dyh=1.  [r4-2dy2h—2
{U, (]} T4—dpyh-1
9, 2" first; second [5-dyh-1, [r6—2d2h-2
(12.13) b gradient, fast; slow [4-dNh=1.  [15-2d NyZh—2
ch- Vo,V [4-dyh-1
2wV h - Vaq -4 Nh-1
fast; slow transport [12-d, [r-2dyh-1
fast; slow circulation square | I12~9; II4-2d yh-1,

Here h = 3. To check the last row directly, the fast term is Tow,2oY,/; its N-powers cancel and
its remaining power is I1279. The slow term contains its actual additional hoA/N and §~'. The
other rows follow by direct substitution of (12.12), so neither a radial weight nor a lower-elliptic
piece has been dropped. Since d = 16, all these bounds are at most one on one initial ray. Their
constants are fixed size constants, not derivative-order constants.

Lemma 12.2 (One scalar threshold). With the fized choices above there is a finite y., independent
of the number of layers and of the requested order, such that every y > vy, realizes all scalar
hypotheses of Proposition 11.1 for every finite initial sequence. The smaller-clock logarithmic-head
and inherited-generation comparisons are used for m > 2; the native first-clock comparisons are
used at m = 1. The admission sets are nested, nonempty and exhaustive.

Proof. Lemma 12.1 gives nonemptiness, nesting and exhaustion of the admission sets.

For clarity, there is one threshold, not an implicit list of order-dependent thresholds. Form the
following finite collection: the first-radius, first-history, first-pulse and first-clock tests; the positive
scalar endpoint, denominator and geometric margins; the fixed power comparisons (12.7) and
(12.13); and the fixed constants in the generation ray and clock-tail estimates. For a negative carrier
power appearing in this collection, first retain half its exponent. The logarithm of its earlier-carrier
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factors is at most Cpz/(qo + 1), already smaller than the reserved exponent. The remaining fixed
polynomial is dominated on a common ray by Lemma 12.1. Infinite geometric sums are bounded
there by their first term times a fixed constant. The generation factor uses the finite supremum in
(12.6), including two copies where prescribed. The moment comparisons use the single propagating
x/log x inequality proved above. The separate first tests are fixed polynomial or negative-power
comparisons in y. Their finite maximum supplies y..

No fixed profile norm of arbitrarily high order enters this finite maximum: it enters Ky, before
admission instead. The allocation r, = k + 4J,, + 9, the extra rx,rr, the primitive orders
rp + 1,7 + 3, and the backwards old-core rectangles are exactly those in (11.1). The estimates
above include all their four routes. Terminal sources run through 2.J,,, + 4 and composites through
Jm + 2. Thus the finite collection enumerated here covers the referenced scalar formulas as well as
the additional formulas of Section 11. On all-trial older histories their prescribed upper integrals
dominate truncations; on the youngest history they use only its selected completion. The threshold
uses no unselected field or unknown future clock. O

12.3. Physical force estimates for this sequence. The distinction between small scalar quotients
and large fixed derivative constants is useful here. The latter are the numbers in KCpo (K, ); after its
defining substitutions every one is at most x,,. This includes the actual profile norms before any
coarsening, the finite level recursion, its terminal sums and the constants multiplying both means.
It also includes fixed coordinate and compact-recovery costs. Products occurring in the following
bounds have a fixed number of such factors, independently of m, k. The number of terms is at most
a fixed power of J,, + 1. It follows, for example, that their combined bound is

16 ~vk+1
Cx,,C""".

For the lower-elliptic vorticity mean the expanded product is C’eva* a4y, followed by the fixed
recovery factor. One of the two H,, factors is inside the lower-elliptic composite. These six scalar
factors and at most two finite index sums are bounded by the displayed sixteenth power. Every
terminal or activation term uses fewer factors. Since k < k,,, < Qm/co and Qp,/zp, — 0 uniformly
as y — 00, increasing the same threshold gives

(12.14) CzlSCkt < NYVA (k< k).

This step does not modify the fixed order function or the sequence.
The rates from (12.12) satisfy

Aph < CNH27 Aslow < CH3

They are different because a mean has no phase derivative. Retain the amplitude sum Y > a,0™,
2J+4

the terminal sum » 7 7%, 469, and the lower-elliptic sum in both mean formulas (10.44). Their
finite constants have just been included in (12.14). The spatial size bracket in (10.46) is bounded
by CII3, since

A
XEK | by < CIL
g

NX( s,
?(21 +22)(1 +)\/N) S C]:[g,

Here IT1*/N < II3; the first circulation mean is bounded by C(1 + A\/N). In particular neither the
reciprocal-symbol derivative nor the circulation-square mean has been set to zero. After its outer
divergence factor A\, a comfortable bound for the entire slow part is
CleCk—f—lHSk—i—ﬁN—QB
m m m °

The exponent six is larger than the four obtained directly above.
Using the actual activation estimate (12.8), the physical factor 1 + N/o < CN, and 7! <TI,
the remaining two terms are bounded by

erlfck:-&-l N7I::1+1—km—e1—[72715+1 +Nj;;—&-l—ﬁ—h(Jm-&-l)ngllc-i-l-&-d(Jm-&-l)]‘



104 BLOWUP FOR THE EULER EQUATIONS WITH SMOOTH FORCING

This uses 7 = max(|,,|"4,II;;}), not the duration alone. Zero duration and the beginning of
activation therefore cause no division by zero.
Put v,;, = q/Qm, a dimensionless exponent for these estimates. Thus II,,, < NY™, v,,, < v, and

Vimkm < u. The respective three exponents of N,,, before the harmless factor in (12.14), are at most

activation: 1 —e+4 2u+v,
(12.15) terminal :  — (2h, — D)k, + B8 — 9hy +2u + v,
means : — 23 + 3u + 6v.

With (12.2), the first two are less than —6, and the last is less than —3/2. The additional 1/4 from
(12.14) leaves more than enough room for

(12.16) Fk SN2 (0<k < k)

after a last fixed increase of y,. This estimate applies to the full physical force, not to a phase-
projected residual. Compatibility uses activation plus terminal remainder together and each complete
mean separately, as in Proposition 6.2.

12.4. The infinite selected history and the extension.

Proposition 12.3 (Simultaneous choice and smooth force). Fiz the data and the one geometric
magnification as above. For any y > vy, the sequence (12.3)—(12.4) has an infinite causal selected
continuation. Its successive insertion times ti,r,; increase to a finite T, > 0. One fized compact set
away from the azxis contains the base force and every physical increment throughout [0,T). The
orders ky, tend to infinity, and

(12.17) fmllck qomy) < Chems  em =N % k<km, Y em <oc.

FEvery fized increment and the base force have bounded mized derivatives of every order on this
interval. Their sum extends smoothly through Ty with the same support. The growth-duration and
complete-gradient bounds of the finite construction hold on this same history.

Proof. Begin with the fixed smooth base preparation. Lemma 12.2 and Proposition 11.1 construct
the first insertion and its selected return. Suppose the selected past has been fixed through m —1. It
has its prescribed principal clock window. The same scalar threshold verifies the next finite problem,
uniformly over the full current trial interval for its older fields. The nonempty compact return-zero
set has its least member in (0, ¢,); choose that member and extend the selected history. This uses
causality, not differentiability of the selector. All constructions agree on the already selected time
interval. The flat endpoint profiles supply the joining derivatives. Induction therefore defines one
smooth finite history on each finite collection of windows, with the scalar data already fixed.

Use the complete insertion window W, and the growth interval G, = I}, of (9.8). For m > 2
the finite bounds give

"
C’T

Om—2

Am
(12.18) er e <

5] < Wil < O 12 <
The first window has the finite separate bound printed in (11.6). Every window has positive growth
length. The geometric clock increase makes the sum of their lengths finite, so the strictly increasing
insertion times have a finite positive limit. The geometric and segment estimates above give the
same containing region at every finite stage. Compact recovery then gives the same off-axis support
for every fp,, including the base, on the union of these intervals.
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The selected complete gradient is not the principal clock. Denote the complete circulation at the
current finite window by I'“*. The cone and complete correction estimate give separately

(12.19) IV (Z(t),t)| > (v —eq) | Ao + Z Ai(t) | > cqo?,

i<m

on the selected hold and the subsequent growth before the next return, with the small ramp included
as in the finite theorem. At the selected endpoint cc,NgI < an < CUN,% These inequalities and
(12.18) retain the later gradient and duration inputs; no conclusion about the limiting velocity,
pressure or time integral is needed here.

At any finite horizon the input arrays yield (12.16). Their lifetime upper integrals include the
entire future scalar tail, so the estimate is independent of that horizon. Taking its supremum proves
the asserted lifetime bound. The series of anl/ 2 converges by x,, > (qo +1)™'y. A fixed physical
rescaling merely multiplies this bound by the fixed order constant Cy; it does not change the choice
at any derivative order.

We verify separately that every early summand has all-order bounded derivatives. Fix a layer ¢
and a mixed order k. Its insertion and any finite number of subsequent windows form a finite smooth
beginning, so their norms are finite. For its tail, the clock moments of order required by k, including
the finite raised and rotation shifts, are finite by (12.10). Every such order is eventually admitted.
The fixed-layer conclusion of Proposition 10.2, applied with these actual moments, gives bounded
derivatives on the full material support of this fixed layer. This is its full-support fixed-order
conclusion, not an old-annulus estimate at all young orders. Its finite depth J; requires only finitely
many higher coefficient and profile orders to evaluate its complete residual and compact recovery.
The exact residual formulas and the fixed inverse therefore give the asserted bounded Cgﬁt norm of
this fixed f;. There is no required small bound for this finite beginning.

The base requires the rotation primitive as well as the ordinary base clock. Its first terms were
retained above, and its higher moments are bounded by the same finite-initial-sum argument. Thus
the rotation angle and all of its derivatives have finite norms. The base direction and angular
velocity are smooth functions of this angle and its first derivative. Its compact profiles are fixed.
Leibniz and the chain rule show that all derivatives of I'’, U*, and hence of v* and ¢* = LU?, are
bounded. In particular their actual residuals

FL =9 442 Vb, ES =0, 4+ 4" veb — o, (I7)?

have bounded mixed derivatives of every order and their original compact support. The compact
recovery and the fixed off-axis coordinate factors give the same conclusion for f°. The finite initial
preparation has bounded derivatives and its flat join preserves these bounds.

Set f = fo+ >, fi on R? x [0,T,). For each fixed mixed order k, there are only finitely many
indices with k; < k4 1. The preceding fixed-layer and base estimates bound their derivatives
through order k + 1; for the remaining indices, (12.17) gives a summable derivative bound through
that order. All summands have the common fixed off-axis support proved above. These verify
the hypotheses of Lemma 13.2, proved in Section 13, which makes f smooth on R? x [0, T}] with
the same support. The smooth off-axis coordinate factors preserve the bounds for the cylindrical
components and their axisymmetric lift. Only the force is extended. O

13. CONSTRUCTION OF THE SOLUTION AND THE SMOOTH FORCE

We use the single sequence and selected history of Proposition 12.3. No parameter is chosen again
below. The construction is first expressed in the magnified unit-ring coordinates of Lemma 2.3. In
estimates for the profiles we suppress the primes and write the spatial variable as y, as in (9.1). We
restore the physical volume coordinate y = (z,72/2) before recovering velocity and pressure.
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Let 7,,, be the insertion times and T} = lim,, 7, € (0,00). On every interval [0, 7], 7 < T, only
finitely many insertions have occurred. The selected continuations agree on the preceding intervals,
and the new profiles vanish to every order at activation. Thus the formulas

(13.1) P=T"+> qm,  T=0+> Y, f=4) fu

are finite smooth sums on every compact preterminal interval. In this display f,, denotes the
physical three-dimensional force; the corresponding I', W sums are transported between the two
charts by (2.10). In particular their derivatives and products there are the derivatives and products
of the actual finite construction. The force increments are the full residual differences recovered by
the same fixed linear compact inverse; they are not residuals of isolated waves.

13.1. Sizes of the complete increments. We estimate on the entire transported support, including
its cutoff region. Write A"V = X! for the inverse map, reserving A, = — Ny, T, (0, )| (0, )| for
the positive central amplitude. The constants in the following bounds depend on the fixed profiles,
geometry and comparison intervals, not on the insertion number or the last time to which the
selected history has been continued.

Lemma 13.1 (Summable circulation and velocity sizes). For the chosen sequence the complete
increments satisfy

(13.2) Sup (¥ ®lloo + 1TVym(8)llo) < ON'2.

Consequently the circulation and the meridional velocity in (13.1) are uniformly bounded before Ty.

Proof. The principal streamfunction is the one in (3.3). Differentiation before estimation gives the
exact identity

~

Q,

Nmom—16m

(13'3) Um,0 = Wm [NmBmFngCm + PJng;(gmvaBm + Bmvagm)]u , B, =

In particular the differentiated symbol is retained:

V.
VaBm == % - BmVa log /ﬂ:m.
NipOm—16m

The first-label amplitude and symbol estimates, the fixed profile bounds, and (12.12) give

Y, 112 ,
va,OHoo < C i <1 + m) ’ Hme,OHoo < CKkJTL? Y:k,m = C'@Nm?/g'

—m

Om—1 N
Here one may replace C' by the corresponding calculated first-order profile constant. Such constants
are included in the finite sum below. Indeed &,,! and ¢, are bounded, while | H,,||, £;,}, and the
normalized first-label rates are bounded by fixed multiples of II,,. This estimates the formula on its

whole support, without extending a core linear-velocity formula to the cutoff region.
For every correction level, the chain rule is

(13.4) VyQ = [NundsQ + HEV,Q]F.

Apply (6.5) with r =1 to every 1 < n < J,,,. Its allocation permits this, since 1+ 2.J,,, < r.. Write
Qm,n for its scalar constant a,, at this insertion and H, ,, for its constant H, , distinct from the
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inverse Jacobian H,,. As 0 < p,, < 1, the definition of the weighted norm gives

Jm
H/YmHoo S Y*,m Z am,négw
n=0
J J
> 1Tl < € <1 + NZZ> Hom' Sty
n=1 n=1

All levels are present in these sums. Their constants, the first-order principal constants above,
and the number of summands are among the finite products and sums estimated in (12.14). More
explicitly, taking ¢;;, < 1, their sum is bounded by the product of .J,, + 1, the maximum of the
retained ap, n, 1 + Hym, and the fixed evaluation and profile factors. This uses fewer factors and
index sums than the bound C(log N,,,)'C**! proved there. At order zero the same fixed choice

therefore bounds this entire constant by CNTI,L/ .
The scalar schedule gives o,,—1 > 09 > 0 and II,,, < N, where v =10/(go + 1) and 2v < 1. It

follows that the preceding sums are at most C’Nrﬁ‘r’/ 8, hence satisfy (13.2). The first layer uses its
native Iy and its fixed og; it is also covered by the same parameter estimate. Alternatively its finite
fixed constant can be included in C. Since log N, > (go + 1)™ ! log N1, the series of the right-hand
sides in (13.2) converges.

The base circulation has the bound

A _
Il < Thllx1lloc + FOHFHooHXOHoov 0= (22geom) -

Its meridional velocity is aJVH. The fixed-order base estimate in Proposition 12.3 bounds
sup;., |a(t)|, and H is one fixed compact smooth function. The base is therefore bounded too.
Summing proves the assertion in magnified coordinates. The fixed changes I' = egeomf" and
V= z-:geomv’ , followed by u* = vy, u” = vy/r, preserve these bounds. O

13.2. Physical equations, pressure and endpoint force. The fixed containing region of
Proposition 12.3 contains the base, all complete increments and all recovered force supports.
Lemma 2.3 places its physical image strictly inside 7g, with 0 < R < 1/4, for the unit ring. Put
r_=1—R>0and ry =1+ R. We now use the physical volume coordinate y = (z,72/2) and the
unmagnified coefficients L, A, W in (2.2).

Define u by (2.3). It is smooth, axisymmetric and divergence-free on each compact preterminal
interval, and vanishes in a fixed neighborhood of the axis. Differentiation does not enlarge support,
so I', w = rLV and u have support in Tr. For the complete fields put

F'=9T +v-V,I,  E* =LV +v-V,LV - W3, (I'?).
All these expressions are finite smooth sums on the interval under consideration. In particular the
full square and all cross interactions are included. Its compatibility integral is

(13.5) /E£ dy =0, dy = rdzdr.

To see this, LV = divy(AV, V) has zero integral, v - V, LV is a divergence, and W depends only on
Y2, so its product with 6y1F2 integrates to zero. Compact support justifies all three integrations.

The exact residual-difference formulas telescope. Since the compact inverse R, is fixed and linear,
the very force in (13.1) obeys

(13.6) fé=F"r, (f*, f7/r) =RyES,  0.f" —0,f* =rE".

Both phase means and the full terminal remainder were included before this recovery. The alternative
pair in (z,7) would have input rE¢, whose integral in dz dr is zero by (13.5).
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For completeness, the pressure can be recovered globally, without an integrability condition on it.
Set h = f — Ou — (u - V)u. The circulation equation gives h¥ = 0. The reduced-vorticity equation
and (13.6) give 9,h" — 0,h* = 0. Hence all three components of curl A vanish off the axis. They
also vanish near the axis, where the fields are zero. Thus h is a smooth curl-free field on R?, and

1
(13.7) p(x,t) :/0 h(sx,t) -z ds

is a smooth pressure, with p(0,¢) = 0. Indeed, symmetry of D,h gives

1
Op,p = / [52;0y, hi(sz,t) + hi(sz,t)] ds = hi(, ).
0

This calculation includes points on the axis and all finite activation joins. It proves the momentum
equation with the required sign.

Lemma 13.2 (Extension of the force). Suppose the base force and every fized increment have
bounded mized derivatives of all orders and one common fized off-axis compact support. If k,, — oo

and ”meC’?t < CNy? for k < ky,, then the force in (13.1) is smooth on R x [0,T.], with the
same suppof"t.

Proof. For each fixed k, separate the finitely many indices with k,, < k + 1. Their derivatives
are bounded, and the remaining derivative series converges uniformly through order k + 1. Every
derivative of order at most k is therefore uniformly Cauchy as ¢t 1 T, by its bounded time derivative.
The spatial and temporal fundamental theorems of calculus identify the limits as the derivatives of
the extended force. This argument for every k proves smoothness on the closed interval. Uniform
limits preserve the fixed support. Equivalently, these are exactly the hypotheses of [1, Lemma 8.3]
for each cylindrical component; the off-axis lift preserves the conclusion. Only this force series is
evaluated at T. O

Proposition 13.3 (The preterminal solution). The selected history defines a smooth axisymmetric
Euler solution (u,p) on R® x [0,T%), with force as in Lemma 13.2 and the initial datum (2.7). It
satisfies (1.2) and, for every T < Ty,

u € L>([0,7]; L*(R?)), Vu € L®(R? x [0, 7]).

The datum is divergence-free, smooth and compactly supported in Tgr, with nonzero swirl and zero
meridional velocity.

Proof. The finite smooth sums and (13.7) prove the equations and preterminal smoothness. The
boundedness and summability estimates of Proposition 12.3 supply every hypothesis of Lemma 13.2,
so its conclusion applies to the actual force.

Lemma 13.1 proves the three uniform bounds in (1.2); the support was checked above. Since
r > r_ on the support, ||u?]|c < r=!||T|lec. The velocity is bounded on a fixed compact set and
zero elsewhere, so it has the asserted uniform energy bound. For a fixed 7 < Ty it is a finite smooth
sum on that same compact set, giving the uniform spatial-gradient bound. All increments are flat
at their insertion times, so at zero the velocity is exactly the base datum. The initial angular rate is
zero, and the initial circulation at the unit ring is 1/2. The datum therefore has zero meridional
velocity and nonzero swirl, and its support is strictly inside the prescribed containing torus. ]

14. BLOWUP AND PRETERMINAL UNIQUENESS

The circulation gradient gives two components of the full vorticity. We first prove that its lower
bound covers all late times, including transition and return. We then use a growth interval of
positive length to prove the separate time-integral assertion.
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14.1. The complete gradient on consecutive windows. We return to the magnified notation
for the profile estimates and restore the physical variables in (14.5) below. Let ¢, denote the growth

hit, characterized by —7,,(0,t%) = anﬁ , and let tfn be the selected return endpoint. The m-th
insertion window runs from 7, through growth, transition and return. Its selected hold starts at
tY = 7,41 and continues through the next growth. The time t%, is not an insertion time.

At the full-flow point Z(t), every active material profile is evaluated at its actual inverse label.
For example, if V;,, = Zi:o Vinn and aZ, = AIV(Z(t),t), then

(14.1) Vytm(Z,t) = Hu(aZy, )" (NppmOsVin + VaVin ) (Nebim, - ay, a2, t).

m? m?

The gradient estimate (9.49), with its inherited phase and label offsets, and the ramp estimate
(9.50) give

VyI'(Z,t) = = Aoep(t) — Zwi(t)Ai(t)ei(t) +a(t),
(14.2) la(t)] < eq (Ao + Zw(ﬂ&-(ﬂ) ,

—e(t) - VyI'(Z,t) > (v —eq) <A0 + Z wi(t)Ai(t)) .

Here e; = (;(0,)/]¢(0,t)|, and the common unit direction e(¢) has projection at least v > ¢ onto
every direction in this sum. All sums are finite at a preterminal time. The estimate contains the
complete correction series, the slow principal derivatives and the offsets of Z; it does not set them to
zero at the central label. In particular an uncompleted activation does not multiply every correction
by w;. The separate ramp bound is what permits the displayed aggregate error estimate.

Lemma 14.1 (Lower bounds on the full time windows). There are constants c1,co > 0, independent
of m > 2, such that

IVyD(Z(8),8)] > e1ND ) (1 <t < t2),

(14.3)
IVyD(Z(t),1)] > caNpy, (g, ST < th,).

Proof. For the first interval, (12.19) at layer m — 1 applies on its selected hold and the next growth,
including activation. Together with (11.3) it gives the first line, with ¢; = cgc,.

For the second interval use the middle part of the central pair history. The scalar intervals in
(9.46) and (9.47), realized by the chosen sequence, give a uniform finite number S, such that

thn .
[ IBn 0.ty e < 51 < .
th

Both return pulses occur in this integral. The component-ratio estimate used in deriving (9.49),
restricted to this middle interval, gives a fixed Cpiq < oo with

T(0,8) <0, |[Rm(0,8)] < Cunia(—Tin(0,1)).

To specify this constant, let Uy, be the uniform hit-ratio upper bound from Lemma 9.2. On transition
the two coefficients are nonnegative, so for u = @m /Ty, its equation gives u’' = Bm — amu® < Bm
The positive invariant interval and bounded quotient exclude a zero of T,,; hence one may take
Uir = Ugr + Si. On return the generic specialization in Proposition 7.7 sets ¢y = 301 in (7.13), and
(11.13) gives 3¢ < 1 4 dyet- Thus |§m/Tm] = 3e|v| < (1 + dret) B, where B is the fixed number in
Lemma 7.5. One may take

Crmid = /1 + max{Uy, (1 + 0pet) BY2.
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These are scalar coefficient and quotient intervals, not later derivative constants. Likewise (9.48), with

the fixed C'r supplied by the parameter proof, permits S, = (log Cr)/2. The separate first return is

unnecessary here, since m > 2. The covector bound on the same interval is |G, (0,t)] > (- > 0.
The pair equation, integrated backwards from any point of this interval to t%,, gives

|Rim(0,1)] > ™% |Ryn(0,4,)] > =5 N5,

Consequently A,,(t) > C_CI;ilde_S* NS . Activation has finished by the hit, so w,, = 1 on this
interval. Insert this positive summand into (14.2); all other principal summands have nonnegative
projection. This gives the second line with ¢y = (v — 5@)C_C';ﬁ1de_s*. Endpoint continuity covers
the joins. ([l

Proposition 14.2 (The two limits and the vorticity integral). The solution of Proposition 13.3
satisfies (1.3) and (1.4).

Proof. The two intervals in (14.3) cover each complete insertion window. Since IV, increases, they
imply, for a fixed ¢, > 0,

(14.4) \VyD(Z(t),t)] > NP (1pp1 <t < Ti, n>1).

For a time after 7,41, choose its current insertion window m > n + 1 and use the corresponding line
of (14.3). Thus this conclusion concerns every such time, not only the selected endpoints.

The magnification preserves the gradient exactly: V,I' = V,I". At the physical point correspond-
ing to Z(t),
(145) r (0.1,0,T') = (0y,I',r0y,I),

w' = —r719,T, w® = 0y,1T, w=w"e, +we, +we,.
Therefore, with constants depending only on 74,
IVD(0)loe = min(1,r)e, N, w(®)lloo = min(1,r7)e, NS (2 7).

Given any finite bound, choose n so that these lower bounds exceed it. Since 7,11 < Ty, both full
limits follow.
For the time integral retain the whole growth interval I, for n > 2. The first line of (14.3)

gives a vorticity lower bound ¢NE on this interval. Its duration satisfies

Any1 T Sptl cr
18| > cpomdt = “ntl > :
I‘n+1 Op—1 SiN Sp41 On—1

/ H:"’ (t)Hoo dt > CCTC 1/2]\[5(?n_1/2) .
gr 5

n+1

. 1/2 2 .. .
Here sp11 = Apy10n—-1/00, Fiﬂrl = opsin $p41, and g1 < C’U/ Nfﬁl. All these indices are generic

indices at least two, and N, = Ngfl is used only in its defined range. The nonnegative integral
over [0,T,) dominates each of the displayed integrals, proving (1.4) separately from the two norm

limits. The same interval gives the remaining-time form of this estimate: with G,, = e Nf ,
Gn(T* - Tn—l—l) > Gnu;glj_l‘

> c*CTC’;l/QNf(?"_l/Q) — 00 (n>2).

(14.7)
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14.2. Uniqueness in the full three-dimensional class.

Proposition 14.3 (Preterminal uniqueness). The solution in Proposition 13.3 is unique in the
class stated in Theorem 1.1. No symmetry of a competing solution or integrability of its pressure is
required.

Proof. Fix 7 < T, and let U be a competing solution on R3 x [0, 7]. It is locally space-time Lipschitz,
has datum U(-,0) = up, and obeys the asserted uniform L? and spatial-gradient bounds. Local
continuity and Fatou’s lemma extend the essential L? bound to every time section. The spatial
Lipschitz bound extends to every section by approximation with times for which that bound holds.
Testing divergence with compact spatial functions and using continuity in time gives div U (t) = 0
for every t € [0, 7].

For a spatially Lipschitz h € L?(R3), with Lipschitz constant L > 0, its value of modulus M at a
point gives |h| > M /2 on the ball of radius M/(2L). Hence

Ihlloo < (24/7)/5||R))3/° L35,

If L = 0, the finite-energy constant field is zero. Applying this at each time shows that U is
uniformly bounded. The constructed solution u has these properties by Proposition 13.3.
Putw=U—-wvand Y = (U -V)w+ (w- V)u. The same force cancels, and for a distribution m,

(14.8) 0w +Y = —Vr in distributions.
Here Y € L>(0,7; L?(R?)), since
Y @)ll2 < 1UG2IVw®)]loo + [lw@)l2] V()| oo-
Write My for a finite upper bound of this expression. For every 0 < s < t < 7 define the L? field

(14.9) Ges = w( / Y(r

The integral is a Bochner integral in the separable space L?. Taking the curl of (14.8) and pairing
with a fixed compact smooth spatial test gives a scalar distributional time derivative with an
integrable right-hand side. Its left-hand pairing is continuous up to both endpoints by local
continuity of w. The scalar fundamental theorem of calculus therefore proves curl Gs; = 0 for every
s, t, including s = 0.

A curl-free L? field is orthogonal to every divergence-free L? field: their Fourier transforms at
almost every nonzero frequency are parallel and perpendicular to that frequency, respectively, and
Plancherel’s identity gives the assertion The frequency zero has no L? mass. Pairing (14.9) with
the divergence-free field w(t) — w(s) gives

Jott) - %——</Y Jaru(t) = w(s)). u(t) = w(e)l < Myle - 5.

Thus w is Lipschitz as an L?-valued function, and in particular its strong initial trace is the given
zero field. This trace has been derived from the stated class, not added as a hypothesis.
Pairing instead with w(t) + w(s), then summing over a partition of [s, ¢], yields

(14.10) (@)1 = lw(s)]3 = —2/ (Y (r), w(r)) dr.

Indeed the replacement of the two endpoint values by 2w(r) on a subinterval of length at most h
costs at most 2M)2/h times that length; this tends to zero after summation. This proves the energy
identity without pairing a distributional pressure with w.

The transport term in it is zero. Choose a smooth cutoff equal to one on Bg, zero outside Byg, with
derivative at most C'/R. Integration by parts, using divU = 0, bounds the cutoff transport integral
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by CR7Y|U||co|lw||3. The uncut integrand is integrable, since [ |U||Vw||lw| < ||[Vw| oo ||U]l2|lw]|2.
Letting R — oo proves ((U - V)w,w) = 0. Consequently (14.10) implies, almost everywhere,

5 2 WOl = ={(w - V)u,w) < [[Vul| oo @sxgo,) w(®)]3-

Gronwall’s inequality and w(0) = 0 give w = 0 on [0, 7]. Local continuity upgrades equality almost
everywhere to equality at every point. Since 7 < T was arbitrary, uniqueness holds on the full
preterminal interval. OJ

Proof of Theorem 1.1. For the unit ring, Proposition 12.3 supplies one selected history and a fixed
containing region. Apply Lemma 2.3 with the already fixed €geom > 0 to place its physical fields
and force strictly inside a torus of radius R < 1/2. Proposition 13.3 supplies the datum, solution,
pressure, support and size assertions, and Lemma 13.2 supplies smoothness of the force through 7.
Proposition 14.2 proves both full limits and the separate divergent time integral. Proposition 14.3
proves uniqueness in the stated class. R

For any prescribed ro > 0,29 € R, use 7 = (z — zpe;)/r0 and u = 79U, p = 13D, f = rof.
Lemma 2.2 and (2.9) verify the equations, compact torus, initial datum, force smoothness and
solution class under this exact time-preserving change. In particular the full vorticity and its time
integral are unchanged, while the circulation gradient is multiplied by the fixed positive factor
ro. The inverse change takes every competitor in the claimed class to a unit-ring competitor, so
uniqueness also transfers. This proves every assertion of the theorem. O
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