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ONE-DIMENSIONAL CARROLLIAN FLUIDS II: C1 BLOW-UP CRITERIA

NIKOLAOS ATHANASIOU, MARIOS PETROPOULOS, SIMON SCHULZ,
AND GRIGALIUS TAUJANSKAS

Abstract. The Carrollian fluid equations arise from the equations for relativistic fluids in
the limit as the speed of light vanishes, and have recently experienced a surge of interest
in the theoretical physics community in the context of asymptotic symmetries and flat-space
holography. In this paper we initiate the rigorous systematic analysis of these equations by
studying them in one space dimension in the C1 setting. We begin by proposing a notion
of isentropic Carrollian equations, and use this to reduce the Carrollian equations to a 2 × 2
system of conservation laws. Using the scheme of Lax, we then classify when C1 solutions
to the isentropic Carrollian equations exist globally, or blow up in finite time. Our analysis
assumes a Carrollian analogue of a constitutive relation for the Carrollian energy density, with
exponent in the range γ ∈ (1, 3].
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1. Introduction

This paper is the second in the series [APST24; PST24] in which we initiate the systematic
study of the well-posedness theory of the flat Carrollian fluid equations. This work is concerned
with the C1 theory of the one-dimensional isentropic1 Carrollian fluid equations

{
∂t(σβ) + ∂xσ = 0,

∂t
(
γ−1σγ + σβ2

)
+ ∂x(σβ) = 0,

(1.1)

posed in (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×R =.. R2
+, where γ ∈ (1, 3]; the quantity σ is called the Carrollian stress,

with the term γ−1σγ being the Carrollian internal energy density corresponding to a polytropic
constitutive relation in the dual Galilean setting (cf. [APST24]), and β is the Carrollian velocity.
Using the classical method of Lax (cf. [Lax64]), we establish necessary and sufficient conditions

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35B44, 35L40, 35Q35, 35Q75, 85A30.
Key words and phrases. Carrollian physics, classical solution, C1 blow-up, Riccati equation.
Centre de Physique Théorique Preprint Number. CPHT-RR027.052024.
1See §2.1 for an explanation of the terminology isentropic. Briefly, the system (1.1) is the dual of the isentropic

Galilean Euler equations under the Carroll–Galilei duality mapping of [APST24].
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for the finite-time blow-up of solutions that are initially continuously differentiable. Our main
result is the following (see §2.3 for detailed statements).

Theorem. Let γ ∈ (1, 3] and let (σ0, β0) ∈ C1(R) be admissible initial data for (1.1). Then

there exists a unique global classical solution (σ, β) ∈ C1(R2
+) to (1.1) if and only if the initial

data is everywhere rarefactive. Conversely, if the initial data is compressive somewhere, the local

solution ceases to be continuously differentiable in finite time T ∗, which we control quantitatively

in terms of the initial data.

The terms rarefactive and compressive are explained in §2.2. The results of the present paper
motivate the need for the companion paper [PST24], where the authors establish global-in-time
existence in a less regular functional setting for the exponent γ = 3 (which is the only instance
where (1.1) can be rewritten as a conservative system for (σ, β); see [PST24, §2]) using the
theory of compensated compactness.

1.1. Physical and mathematical context. The Carrollian fluid equations are formally de-
rived as the limit of the relativistic fluid equations ∇aT

ab = 0, where Tab is the standard
energy-momentum tensor for relativistic fluids, when the speed of light c vanishes [Cia+18;
PPRS22; APST24; Har15; Boe+18]. The c → 0 limit (the Carrollian limit) of the Poincaré
group goes back to the work of Lévy-Leblond [Lév65] and Sen Gupta [Sen66] in the 60s; aside
from the contribution of Henneaux [Hen79], however, these ideas appear to have been dor-
mant until recently, when Carrollian geometry and physics experienced a renewed interest in
the mathematical physics community in the context of asymptotic symmetries and flat-space
holography [DGHZ14; DGH14b; DGH14a; BM16; BM18; Mor20; CLMP19; Her22]. In d + 1
spacetime dimensions the Carrollian limit gives a degenerate (d+1)-dimensional metric. Degen-
erate metrics appear on embedded null hypersurfaces as well as on null boundaries of (d + 2)-
dimensional asymptotically flat spacetimes, obtained in the vanishing cosmological constant
limit from asymptotically AdSd+2. Through a correspondence between fluid observables on the
boundary and gravity in the bulk, Carrollian fluids are then seen to encode elements of the
holographic duals of the gravitational field in an asymptotically flat spacetime.

Even in the simplest2 case of Carrollian spacetimes with d = 1, equipped with a flat con-
nection, however, no rigorous mathematical theory appears to exist for the Carrollian fluid
equations. In this case the Carrollian limit of the relativistic fluid equations yields three conser-
vation laws in five observables: the Carrollian velocity β, the Carrollian stress σ, a generalized
Carrollian pressure ̟, an internal energy density ǫ, and a Carrollian heat current π, which is
assumed to be given.3 This gives a 3 × 2 system of conservation laws. In 1 + 1 dimensions it
is known that the Carrollian and Galilean symmetry groups are isomorphic, and in fact there
exists a duality map between the Carrollian fluid equations and the three Galilean compressible
Euler equations [APST24]. This duality map interchanges time and space, and maps Carrollian
observables to their Galilean counterparts nonlinearly (see Table 1). We use the Carroll–Galilei
duality to trivialize the equation for ̟, by postulating the constitutive relation ǫ = γ−1σγ for

2We study non-perfect Carrollian fluids which are dual to perfect Galilean fluids; see §2.1 and [APST24].
3The generalized pressure ̟ is the total stress, i.e. the equilibrium pressure plus the viscous stress. Accord-

ingly, the Carrollian stress σ should have been referred to as superstress because it appears at higher order in the
c−1 expansion of the relativistic stress (see [APST24]). Together with the Carrollian heat current π, the data ̟

and σ betray the remoteness from an ideal fluid. Be this as it may, this nomenclature remains formal, as to date
there is no thermodynamic, microscopic or kinetic theory for Carrollian fluids and concepts such as a continuous
medium or the entropy are just borrowed from Galilean physics without ab initio definition (attempts can be
found in [Boe+23]).
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the internal energy density and an expression for ̟, borrowing directly by duality from the
Galilean expressions for ideal polytropic gases. This reduces the system to a 2 × 2 system of
conservation laws for σ and β, which we suggest to call the isentropic Carrollian fluid equations.
The details of this reduction are given in §2.1. The resulting system is precisely (1.1), and is
the focus of the analysis of this paper.

Our goal is to study the Cauchy problem for (1.1). A first natural question to ask concerns the
character of the equations. Indeed, individual motion ought to be prohibited in the Carrollian
limit, which might suggest that the system (1.1) should represent a stationary system. This is
not the case, however, both from a physical perspective, as collective Carrollian phenomena may
depend on time (see e.g. [BGL14]), or in the sense of the classification of PDEs. Indeed, it can
be seen by duality that the equations are hyperbolic at least in some region of phase space, since
the isentropic compressible Euler equations are hyperbolic on the Galilean side. Nevertheless,
knowledge of the Galilean solutions and the existence of the duality mapping does not provide
information about the Carrollian Cauchy problem due to the fact that the Galilean Cauchy
problem is mapped to a boundary value problem under duality. The Carrollian Cauchy problem
therefore has to be studied anew. As we will show, the isentropic Carrollian fluid equations (1.1)
are a genuinely nonlinear 2×2 system of hyperbolic conservation laws. Hyperbolic conservation
laws have an extremely rich history in the literature, see e.g. [Daf16] and the references therein;
in particular, it is classical that in evolution such systems may develop shocks, leading to losses
of regularity. Shocks may be exhibited through a method of Lax [Lax64], which has been used
both in cases of 2 × 2 hyperbolic systems as well as nonlinear wave equations: see for instance
the classical references [Joh74; Liu79; KM80; Sid84]. For completeness, we recap Lax’s method
in §2.4. In the context of Galilean fluids, similar techniques have been used to treat both the
one-dimensional isentropic compressible Euler equations4 [CPZ17] and the one-dimensional non-
isentropic compressible Euler equations [CCZ21], as well as the three-dimensional spherically
symmetric equations of magneto-hydrodynamics [CYZ13]. The relativistic Euler equations have
been studied in [AZ21; ABZ23]; the former contribution treats the isentropic relativistic Euler
system (giving necessary and sufficient conditions for singularity formation), while the latter
provides sufficient conditions for blow-up of the non-isentropic system. In contrast to the
Galilean Euler equations, the relativistic equations admit no obvious Lagrangian formulation,
which makes their analysis rather different; in particular, necessary conditions for singularity
formation in the non-isentropic setting are currently out of reach. For further details and
background, we refer the reader to the recent doctoral thesis5 of Bayles-Rea [Bay23].

1.2. Results. In this paper we prove that the system (1.1) does in fact develop shocks in the
C1 setting, and classify when they occur. More precisely, we classify initial data which preserve
the hyperbolicity of the system for all times, and use the method of Lax [Lax64] to establish
necessary and sufficient conditions on the initial data for C1 blow-up6 in finite time for all
exponents γ ∈ (1, 3], the so-called Galilean physical range. The case γ = 1 corresponds to a
linear pressure term, the analysis of which is different and will be the focus of future works; on
the Galilean side this corresponds to the case of an isothermal gas. Along the way we provide
a robust definition of compression and rarefaction for the system (1.1).

4In its Lagrangian form, the so-called p-system.
5Bayles-Rea’s thesis is devoted entirely to the theory of C1 singularity formation for the compressible Euler

equations and treats in particular the isentropic and non-isentropic cases, as well as the classical and relativistic
formulations.

6Sharp criteria for blow-up of the Lipschitz, Hölder, and BV norms will be the subject of future investigations.
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Our analysis is based on obtaining Riccati-type equations for the evolution of Riemann in-
variants along characteristic curves. In harmony with results on the Galilean side (e.g. [CPZ17;
AZ21; ABZ23]), we prove that (any) compression is a necessary and sufficient condition for
singularity formation in finite time. We note that here the usual notions of compression and
rarefaction must be refined due to the relative signs of the Riemann invariants and the deriva-
tives of the eigenvalues of the system: see §2.2. As explained also in the companion paper
[PST24], we furthermore find that the system (1.1) exhibits a novel type of degeneracy, namely
that the eigenvalues of the flux matrix degenerate along entire curves

{
β = ±σ(γ−1)/2

}
in the

phase plane, leading to a loss of strict hyperbolicity on these loci (as well as the typical degen-
eracy at the Carrollian liquescence7 {σ = 0}). A core part of this work involves establishing
invariant regions in phase space which constrain the system to remain strictly hyperbolic; in the
special case γ = 3, these invariant regions are the same as the ones established in the companion
paper [PST24, §6], although they are obtained using a different approach.

1.3. Plan of the paper. In §2 we introduce the isentropic Carrollian fluid system and explain
the duality with the compressible Euler equations (§2.1), state our main theorems (§2.3), and
provide a short summary of the method of Lax for C1 blow-up of general strictly hyperbolic
systems (§2.4). Then, in §3, we establish the hyperbolicity and genuine nonlinearity of the
system in the relevant regions of the phase space. In §4.1 we establish conditions on initial data
which constrain the solutions to the hyperbolic regions of phase space for all times, and in §4.2
we establish the local-in-time existence and uniqueness of C1 solutions. Finally, §5 is concerned
with the C1 blow-up criterion for the case γ = 3, while §6 is concerned with the general case
γ ∈ (1, 3).

2. Core Notions and Main Results

2.1. Isentropic Carrollian Equations. The non-perfect Carrollian fluid equations on a flat
background with one space dimension are the 3× 2 system







∂t(βσ) + ∂xσ = 0,

∂t(ǫ+ β2σ) + ∂x(βσ) = 0,

∂t(β̟) + ∂x̟ = −∂t(βǫ+ π),

(2.1)

where we assume that the internal energy density ǫ satisfies the constitutive relation ǫ = γ−1σγ ,
borrowing this constitutive relation directly by duality from the usual Galilean constitutive
relation p = γ−1ργ . The unknowns σ and β are the Carrollian stress and Carrollian velocity,
as described in the introduction (see also [APST24, Eqs. (94)–(96)]). The third unknown, ̟,
we refer to as the generalized Carrollian pressure, while π is a Carrollian heat current and
is assumed to be given. We highlight that, assuming the constitutive relation for ǫ, the first
two equations decouple and form an autonomous system since they do not involve the third
unknown ̟.

7In the Galilean setting, the locus {ρ = 0} is called the vacuum (or cavitation); however, for a Carrollian fluid,
σ = 0 is representative of the fluid becoming inviscid, which we propose to call Carrollian liquescence.
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Under the Carroll–Galilei duality mapping, the system (2.1) is dual to the full compressible
Euler system of Galilean perfect-fluid mechanics,8 i.e.

∂tρ+ ∂x(ρv) = 0, (2.2)

∂t(ρv) + ∂x(ρv
2 + p) = 0, (2.3)

∂t

(

ρe+
1

2
ρv2

)

+ ∂x

(

ρev +
1

2
ρv3 + pv

)

= 0, (2.4)

where ρ is the mass density of the fluid, v its velocity, p the pressure and e the internal specific
energy. Supplemented with the constitutive relation and the energy equipartition law for an
ideal polytropic gas

p = Ke
s/cvργ and e =

1

γ − 1

p

ρ
, (2.5)

where γ > 1, K is a dimensionful positive constant, cv is the specific thermal capacity of the
gas, and s = s(t, x) is the specific entropy of the system (cf. [LL59]), a standard calculation
(cf. e.g. [CCZ19, §1]) using the product rule shows that for classical solutions of (2.2)–(2.4)
these assumptions reduce the Galilean time-energy equation (2.4) to the stationarity of entropy,

∂ts = 0.

The fluid being ideal in the case under consideration, the entropy is conserved, i.e. ds/dt = 0,
hence s is a constant. The system (2.2)–(2.4) reduces to the 2 × 2 system of isentropic Euler

equations
{
∂tρ+ ∂x(ρv) = 0,

∂t(ρv) + ∂x(ρv
2 + p) = 0,

where, without loss of generality (from now on the dynamical variables are dimensionless),

p =
1

γ
ργ and e =

1

γ − 1

p

ρ
=

1

γ(γ − 1)
ργ−1. (2.6)

Via duality with the Galilean equations (2.2)–(2.4), this provides a natural way of reducing the
full Carrollian system (2.1) to a 2 × 2 system. We recall that the duality map exchanges time
and space, the Carrollian stress σ and Galilean density ρ, the Carrollian and Galilean velocities
β and v, the generalized Carrollian pressure ̟ with the total Galilean energy density, and
the Carrollian internal energy density ǫ with the generalized Galilean pressure, which coincides
with the thermodynamic pressure due to the ideal nature of the Galilean fluid, as summarised
in Table 1.

Galilean variable t x ρ v p = γ−1ργ ρ(e+ 1
2v

2)

Carrollian variable x t σ β ǫ = γ−1σγ ̟

Table 1. A summary of relevant Galilean variables and their Carrollian duals.

8As explained in [APST24], the Carroll–Galilei duality interchanges the longitudinal and transverse directions,
permuting therefore equilibrium and out-of-equilibrium observables. This explains why a Galilean perfect fluid
is mapped onto a non-perfect Carrollian one.
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The ideal polytropic gas assumptions (2.6) then suggest the following dual Carrollian internal
energy density and generalized Carrollian pressure

ǫ =
1

γ
σγ and ̟ =

1

2
σβ2 +

1

γ(γ − 1)
σγ , (2.7)

which can be checked by direct computation to formally satisfy the Carrollian space-momentum
equation

∂t(β̟) + ∂x̟ = −∂t(βǫ+ π)

with

π = 0

as a consequence of the first two Carrollian equations in (2.1). The first of (2.7) could be more
accurately expressed as the first equation in (2.5):

ǫ = K̃e
s̃/c̃vσγ ,

with K̃ some dimensionful constant and s̃, c̃v two thermodynamic-like Carrollian variables. It
is tempting to interpret s̃, i.e.

s̃ = c̃v log

(
ǫσ−γ

K̃

)

,

as a Carrollian entropy, remaining constant in the evolution of the system at hand. The latter
will thus be referred to as an isentropic Carrollian fluid.

We therefore make the following definition.

Definition 2.1 (Isentropic Carrollian Equations). We call the system (1.1), i.e.
{
∂t(βσ) + ∂xσ = 0,

∂t(γ
−1σγ + β2σ) + ∂x(βσ) = 0

the isentropic Carrollian fluid equations.

The discussion above implies that, for C1 solutions of (1.1), the expression (2.7) for̟ trivially
satisfies the Carrollian space-momentum equation with π = 0. From now on we therefore
restrict our attention to the analysis of the isentropic system (1.1). The C1 theory of the full
non-isentropic system (2.1) will be the subject of future investigations.

2.2. Notions of compression and rarefaction. Before presenting the main results, we pro-
vide a definition of compression and rarefaction; this will make the content of our theorems more
intuitive. The underlying idea is the notion that compression ought to describe the tendency
of characteristic curves to fall onto each other (and thus giving rise to a loss of regularity),
while rarefaction ought to describe the tendency of characteristic curves to move away from one
another. In this section we illustrate that compression and rarefaction are determined from the
signs of the spatial derivatives of the eigenvalues.

Recall that, for a general hyperbolic system, the i-th Riemann invariant wi is constant along
the i-th characteristic curve (i = 1, 2), and that there holds

{
∂tw1 + λ2∂xw1 = 0,

∂tw2 + λ1∂xw2 = 0,
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with λj (j = 1, 2) the eigenvalues of the system (cf. e.g. [Eva96, §11.3.1, Theorem 1]). Focusing
on the set of characteristics associated to w1 for the time being, the characteristic emanating
from the point x0 ∈ R, denoted by X(t, x0), satisfies







dX(t, x0)

dt
= λ2(t,X(t, x0)),

X(0, x0) = x0.
(2.8)

Let us assume that the characteristics intersect in finite time (i.e. compression): let x0 < y0
and suppose that t∗ is the first time at which the curves X(t, x0) and X(t, y0) intersect, i.e. we
assume that

X(t, x0) < X(t, y0) for all t ∈ [0, t∗), and X(t∗, x0) = X(t∗, y0). (2.9)

Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and (2.8) to rewrite X(t∗, x0) = X(t∗, y0) in terms
of λ2, we get

−

∫ t∗

0

(

λ2(s,X(s, y0))− λ2(s,X(s, x0))
)

ds = y0 − x0 > 0.

By the Mean Value Theorem, for all s ∈ [0, t∗] there exists ξ(s) ∈ (X(s, x0),X(s, y0)) such that

λ2(s,X(s, y0))− λ2(s,X(s, x0)) = λ2x(s, ξ(s))
(
X(s, y0)−X(s, x0)

)
,

whence

−

∫ t∗

0
λ2x(s, ξ(s))

(
X(s, y0)−X(s, x0)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

>0 by (2.9)

ds > 0. (2.10)

We deduce that if λ2x > 0 everywhere in [0, t∗] × R then we contradict (2.10). In turn, we
see that compression arises where λ2x < 0. An analogous computation for the second set of
characteristic curves shows that compression also arises where λ1x < 0. This motivates the
following definition.

Definition 2.2 (Compressive and Rarefactive Solutions). Let λ1 6 λ2 be the two eigenvalues
of the system (1.1). A solution of (1.1) at a point (t, x) is called:

(i) Forward rarefactive (FR) if λ2x(t, x) > 0;
(ii) Backward rarefactive (BR) if λ1x(t, x) > 0;
(iii) Forward compressive (FC) if λ2x(t, x) < 0;
(iv) Backward compressive (BC) if λ1x(t, x) < 0.

We say that a solution is compressive at a point (t, x) if it is either FC or BC at (t, x), and we
say that a solution is rarefactive at a point (t, x) if it is either FR or BR at (t, x).

2.3. Main Results. We begin by introducing our notion of solution, which is that of a classical
solution with C1 regularity; such a solution satisfies the equations (1.1) in the pointwise sense.

Definition 2.3 (C1 Solution). Let T > 0 and (σ0, β0) ∈ C1(R) with σ0 > 0 on R. The pair
(σ, β) is called a C1 solution to the Carrollian equations (1.1) on (0, T ) × R if:

(i) σ, β ∈ C1([0, T )× R) and σ > 0 on [0, T )× R;
(ii) the equations (1.1) are satisfied in the pointwise sense for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × R.

If, in addition, (σ(0, x), β(0, x)) = (σ0(x), β0(x)) for all x ∈ R, then we say that (σ, β) is a C1

solution to the Cauchy problem with initial data (σ0, β0). If (σ, β) is a C1 solution on (0, T )×R

for all T > 0, then we say it is a global C1 solution.
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Remark 2.4. Note that the choice to require σ > 0 in the above definition stems primarily from
the need to make sense of the expression σγ when γ /∈ Z. In the particular case of γ = 3 (the
only odd integer in the range (1, 3]), note that this requirement is arbitrary in the sense that
(1.1) exhibits the symmetry σ 7→ −σ. In the absence of physical intuition guiding the choice
of sign (in contrast to the Galilean case), in this case a notion of solution with σ 6 0 may be
defined analogously.

Our first main result is concerned with necessary and sufficient conditions for finite-time blow-
up of classical solutions for the particular case γ = 3. In terms of the terminology introduced
in Definition 2.2, this result states that a C1 singularity forms in finite time if and only if the
initial data are compressive somewhere.

Theorem 2.1 (C1 Blow-up Criterion for γ = 3). Let (σ0, β0) ∈ L∞(R) ∩C1(R) satisfy

inf
R

(σ0 − |β0|) > 0. (2.11)

Then there exists a unique global C1 solution (σ, β) of (1.1) with γ = 3 and initial data (σ0, β0)
if and only if

(β0 + σ0)x 6 0 and (β0 − σ0)x 6 0 everywhere on R. (2.12)

If condition (2.12) fails, then the solution ceases to be C1 at the time

T ∗
.

.= min

{

inf
R

(β0 + σ0)
2

(β0 + σ0)x
, inf

R

(β0 − σ0)
2

(β0 − σ0)x

}

. (2.13)

Furthermore, for all t ∈ [0, T ∗), there hold the one-sided Lipschitz bounds

inf
R

(β ± σ)x(t, ·) > −
supR(σ0 + |β0|)

2

t
. (2.14)

We emphasise that the theorem above implies that, given generic initial data satisfying
infR(σ0 − |β0|) > 0 but whose derivatives do not satisfy the sign requirements (2.12), the
solution ceases to be C1 in finite time. Furthermore, given the invariant regions of §4.1, such
blow-up occurs without the formation of Carrollian liquescence (σ = 0). Moreover, we will see
in §4.1 that the initial condition (2.11) implies that infR(σ(t, ·)−|β(t, ·)|) > 0 for all subsequent
times t > 0, which preserves the strict hyperbolicity of the system; cf. §3. The condition for non-
blow-up given in (2.12) is equivalent to the everywhere rarefactive condition of Definition 2.2;
see the expression for the eigenvalues in (3.3).

For the general case γ ∈ (1, 3), we are also able to establish necessary and sufficient conditions
for C1 blow-up in finite-time. The following quantity will appear recurrently in our analysis

θ ..=
γ − 1

2
; (2.15)

note that θ ∈ (0, 1] for our admissible range of γ. We introduce the functions of the phase space
variables

w1(σ, β) ..= β +
σθ

θ
, w2(σ, β) ..= β −

σθ

θ
; (2.16)

we show in §3 that these are Riemann invariants of the system (1.1). In the remainder of the
paper we will use the notation wj(0, ·) = wj(σ0, β0) and wjx = ∂xwj (j = 1, 2). Once again, in
terms of the terminology introduced in Definition 2.2, our main result for the γ ∈ (1, 3) case
states that a C1 singularity forms in finite time if and only if the initial data are compressive
somewhere.
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Theorem 2.2 (C1 Blow-up Criterion for γ ∈ (1, 3)). Let (σ0, β0) ∈ L∞(R) ∩ C1(R) satisfy the

conditions9

inf
R

w1(0, ·) > 0 > sup
R

w2(0, ·), (2.17)

and
(
sup
R

w1(0, ·) − θ inf
R

w1(0, ·)
)
+ (1 + θ) sup

R

w2(0, ·) < 0,

(1 + θ) inf
R

w1(0, ·) −
(
θ sup

R

w2(0, ·) − inf
R

w2(0, ·)
)
> 0.

(2.18)

Then there exists a unique global C1 solution (σ, β) of (1.1) with γ ∈ (1, 3) and initial data

(σ0, β0) if and only if

w1x(0, x) 6 0 and w2x(0, x) 6 0 for all x ∈ R. (2.19)

If condition (2.19) fails, then, by denoting by T ∗ the smallest time at which the solution ceases

to be C1, there hold for all t ∈ [0, T ∗) the one-sided Lipschitz bounds

inf
R

wjx(t, ·) > −
C

t
(j = 1, 2), (2.20)

with the constant C > 0 depending only on the initial data.

We note in passing that the condition (2.11) is equivalent to (2.17) for γ = 3. In the particular
case γ = 3, the additional assumption (2.18) is not required; the condition (2.18) on the initial
data is required for γ ∈ (1, 3) to preserve the strict hyperbolicity of the system. Additionally,
a characterisation of the first blow-up time for general γ ∈ (1, 3) when condition (2.19) fails is
given in §6; see equations (6.9) and (6.15). We note also that the condition for non-blow-up
given in (2.19) is equivalent to the everywhere rarefactive condition of Definition 2.2.

2.4. Background on the Lax method for finite-time blow-up. In the interest of com-
pleteness, in this section we give a brief summary of Lax’s argument (cf. [Lax64]) for finite-time
blow-ups in general strictly hyperbolic systems. The same essential strategy is used in §5 and
§6 to obtain blow-ups for (1.1).

Consider the system of conservation laws
{

ut + f(u, v)x = 0,

vt + g(u, v)x = 0.
(2.21)

In what follows, we provide a formal argument yielding the finite-time blow-up of (2.21). The
argument proceeds by obtaining a Riccati-type equation for the spatial derivatives of the Rie-
mann invariants and therefore showing that these derivatives explode in finite-time; we divide
the argument into three steps.

1. Evolution of the Riemann invariants. Provided the solution (u, v) of (2.21) is C1, one may
apply the chain rule to rewrite (2.21) as

vt +Avx = 0,

where v = (u, v)⊺ and A is the Jacobian matrix

A =

(
fu fv
gu gv

)

.

9Note that this imposes infR σ0 > 0.
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Provided the system is strictly hyperbolic, the matrix A admits two distinct real eigenvalues,
which we denote by λ and µ. Correspondingly, we denote by rλ, rµ the right-eigenvectors of A
associated to the eigenvalues λ, µ. Assuming moreover the existence of Riemann invariants z
and w, which are functions of the phase space variables (u, v) that satisfy

∇(u,v)w · rλ = 0, ∇(u,v)z · rµ = 0,

one recovers (cf. e.g. [Eva96, §11.3.1, Theorem 1]) the diagonalised system
{
zt + λzx = 0,

wt + µwx = 0.
(2.22)

Following Lax’s notation, we define the operators

′ ..= ∂t + λ∂x and 8 ..= ∂t + µ∂x.

In this notation (2.22) becomes

z′ = w8 = 0.

2. Riccati-type equation for zx. By differentiating the equation for z in (2.22) with respect to x
and setting α = zx, we obtain

α′ + λzα
2 + λwwxα = 0.

Meanwhile, the equation for w yields 0 = w8 = w′ + (µ − λ)wx, from which we obtain the
expression

wx =
w′

λ− µ
.

Substituting into the equation for α, we find

α′ + λzα
2 +

( λw

λ− µ
w′

)

α = 0. (2.23)

We now obtain a Riccati equation for α by introducing a function h satisfying

hw =
λw

λ− µ
;

for illustrative purposes we assume here that such a function h exists. Then (2.23) rewrites as

α′ + h′α+ λzα
2 = 0,

i.e. by setting α̃ = ehα, a = e−hλz we get the aforementioned Riccati-type equation

α̃′ = −a α̃2. (2.24)

3. Blow-up along characteristic. We employ a classical ODE argument to give conditions for
the finite-time blow-up of (2.24). Let x1(t) be the characteristic vector field associated to the
initial-value problem







dx1(t)

dt
= λ,

x1(0) = x0;

we formally assume that such a x1 exists. By solving (2.24) along this characteristic, we obtain

1

α̃(t, x1(t))
=

1

α̃(0, x0)
+

∫ t

0
a(s, x1(s)) ds.
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Provided there exists t∗ ∈ (0,∞) such that
∫ t∗

0
a(σ, x1(σ))dσ = −

1

α̃(0, x0)
,

lim supt↑t∗ |α̃(t, x
1(t))| = ∞ and the solution ceases to be continuously differentiable in finite

time. An identical analysis can be performed on the derivative of the other Riemann invariant,
wx, to again establish its blow-up at a finite time t∗. If such a finite t∗ does not exist for neither
zx nor wx, then the Riemann invariants are C1 for all time and the solution is global.

3. Hyperbolicity and Genuine Nonlinearity

We recast the governing equations into a first-order hyperbolic system; for γ = 3, the system
can be written in conservative form with respect to the unknown vector (σ, β), while for γ ∈ (1, 3)
this is not the case (cf. [PST24, §2.2]). By applying the chain rule and defining u ..= (σ, β), we
find that (1.1) may be rewritten as

ut +
1

β2 − σγ−1

(
β −σ

−σγ−2 β

)

ux = 0,

i.e.

ut +M−1ux = 0, (3.1)

where

M =

(
β σ

σγ−2 β

)

.

Recall that the system (3.1), which is equivalent to (1.1) for C1 solutions, is said to be strictly

hyperbolic if M−1 admits two distinct real eigenvalues. We have the following result.

Lemma 3.1 (Hyperbolicity and Riemann invariants). The system (1.1) is strictly hyperbolic

in the region

H .

.=
{

(σ, β) ∈ (0,∞) ×R : β 6= ±σθ, σ 6= 0
}

.

Furthermore, the system is endowed with the Riemann invariants given in (2.16), i.e.

w1 = β +
σθ

θ
, w2 = β −

σθ

θ
.

Proof. 1. Hyperbolicity. We begin by computing the eigenvalues of M , which are given by

µ1 = β − σθ, µ2 = β + σθ,

where θ was defined in (2.15). Furthermore, a set of (non-normalised) right-eigenvectors for M
is

r1 =

(
1

−σθ−1

)

, r2 =

(
1

σθ−1

)

. (3.2)

Elementary manipulations show that the matrix M−1 has right-eigenvectors r1, r2, with corre-
sponding eigenvalues given by

λ1 =
1

β − σθ
, λ2 =

1

β + σθ
, (3.3)

and the first part of the result follows.

2. Riemann invariants. Direct computation shows that the formulas given by (2.16) satisfy

∇uwj · rj = 0 (j = 1, 2),
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which proves the second part of the lemma. �

We also show that the system is genuinely nonlinear in the region of the phase space of
interest.

Lemma 3.2 (Genuine Nonlinearity). The system (1.1) is genuinely nonlinear in the region

H =
{

(σ, β) ∈ (0,∞) × R : β 6= ±σθ, σ 6= 0
}

.

Proof. We verify the condition ∇(σ,β)λj ·rj 6= 0 (j = 1, 2). Direct computation from (3.3) yields

∇(σ,β)λ1 =
1

(β − σθ)2

(
θσθ−1

−1

)

, ∇(σ,β)λ2 =
1

(β + σθ)2

(
−θσθ−1

−1

)

,

whence, using also (3.2), we get

∇(σ,β)λ1 · r1 =
(1 + θ)

(β − σθ)2
σθ−1 > 0 > −

(1 + θ)

(β + σθ)2
σθ−1 = ∇(σ,β)λ2 · r2

in H, and the result follows. �

We conclude this section by noting that, provided (σ, β) is C1 and |σ| > 0, the system (1.1)
may be rewritten in Riemann invariant coordinates in the diagonalised form:

{
∂tw1 + λ2∂xw1 = 0,

∂tw2 + λ1∂xw2 = 0,
(3.4)

with λj (j = 1, 2) as per (3.3); cf. e.g. [Eva96, §11.3.1, Theorem 1].

4. Invariant Regions and Local Well-Posedness

This section is devoted to establishing the local-in-time existence and uniqueness of C1 solu-
tions of (1.1), and to computing invariant regions of the phase space to which these solutions are
constrained. We begin with the invariant regions in §4.1 below, and move on to the local-in-time
well-posedness in §4.2.

4.1. Invariant Regions. In this section, we establish the regions of the phase space to which
solutions are constrained, given admissible initial data. This analysis is required since the eigen-
values (3.3) are not well-defined along the curves {β = ±σθ}, whence one loses the hyperbolicity
of the system; hyperbolicity is also lost on the locus {σ = 0}. We will show that neither of
these occur provided the initial data satisfies the assumptions outlined in Theorems 2.1 and
2.2. Throughout this subsection, we assume the existence and uniqueness of a local-in-time C1

solution; this is justified in §4.2.

The main result of this section is as follows; in order to simplify notation, we write, with a
slight abuse of notation, wj(t, x) in place of wj(σ(t, x), β(t, x)) (j = 1, 2).

Proposition 4.1 (Invariant Regions for γ ∈ (1, 3)). Let γ ∈ (1, 3) and (σ, β) be a C1 solution

on [0, T ) ×R with initial data (σ0, β0) satisfying (2.17), i.e.

inf
R

w1(0, ·) > 0 > sup
R

w2(0, ·),

which imposes infR σ0 > 0, and (2.18), i.e.
(
sup
R

w1(0, ·) − θ inf
R

w1(0, ·)
)
+ (1 + θ) sup

R

w2(0, ·) < 0,

(1 + θ) inf
R

w1(0, ·) −
(
θ sup

R

w2(0, ·) − inf
R

w2(0, ·)
)
> 0.
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Then there holds (j = 1, 2)

inf
R

wj(0, ·) 6 wj(t, x) 6 sup
R

wj(0, ·) for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ) ×R, (4.1)

as well as

σθ(t, x)− |β(t, x)| > 0 for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× R. (4.2)

For clarity of exposition, we briefly summarise the underlying idea behind the proof of Propo-
sition 4.1 with the following formal argument. By interpreting the diagonalised system (3.4) as
two separate scalar conservation laws, we expect the Maximum Principle to imply (j = 1, 2)

inf
R

wj(0, ·)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=..mj

6 wj(t, x) 6 sup
R

wj(0, ·)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=..Mj

for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× R, (4.3)

provided the eigenvalues λj (j = 1, 2) are well-defined along solution trajectories in the phase

space; i.e. β ± σθ 6= 0. In terms of the Riemann invariants,

β =
1

2
(w1 + w2), σθ =

θ

2
(w1 − w2),

whence, in view of (4.3), there holds

1

2
(m1 +m2) 6 β 6

1

2
(M1 +M2),

θ

2
(m1 −M2) 6 σθ 6

θ

2
(M1 −m2),

and thus

1

2

[

(m1 − θM1) + (1 + θ)m2

]

6 β − σθ 6
1

2

[

(M1 − θm1) + (1 + θ)M2

]

, (4.4)

while
1

2

[

(1 + θ)m1 − (θM2 −m2)
]

6 β + σθ 6
1

2

[

(1 + θ)M1 + (M2 − θm2)
]

. (4.5)

In turn, we simultaneously impose

(M1 − θm1) + (1 + θ)M2 < 0, (1 + θ)m1 − (θM2 −m2) > 0, (4.6)

which is precisely (2.18), such that there holds λ−1
2 = β + σθ > 0 and λ−1

1 = β − σθ < 0.

Remark 4.2 (Compatibility of initial data requirements). Note that the conditions (2.17) and
(2.18) can always be simultaneously imposed for any value of θ > 0, e.g. choose m1 = m > 0,
M1 = (1+ θ)m, m2 = (1+ θ)(−m), and M2 = −m, and observe that m2 < M2 < 0 < m1 < M1

as well as

(M1 − θm1) + (1 + θ)M2 = −θm < 0, (1 + θ)m1 − (θM2 −m2) = θm > 0.

In fact, one can realise the required inequalities (4.6) with the softer conditions m1 = m > 0,
M1 = (1 + θ)m, and

−
(

2 + θ −
1

1 + θ

)

m < m2 < M2 < −
m

1 + θ
; (4.7)

where we observe that

−
(

2 + θ −
1

1 + θ

)

< −
1

1 + θ
for all θ > 0 i.e. γ > 1,

so that the condition (4.7) is reasonable. This in particular gives an open set of initial data.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. 1. Initialisation. Given the choice of initial condition, referring also
to (4.4)–(4.5), since the solution is C1 and w1, w2 are continuous functions of (σ, β), there exists
a time interval [0, t∗) over which there holds

w1(t, x) > 0 > w2(t, x),
(
β − σθ

)
(t, x)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=λ−1

1

< 0 <
(
β + σθ

)
(t, x)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=λ−1

2

for all (t, x) ∈ [0, t∗)×R. (4.8)

Suppose for contradiction that t∗ is the smallest time for which there exists x∗ ∈ R such that
any of the following happen:

(i) w1(t∗, x∗) = 0;
(ii) w2(t∗, x∗) = 0;
(iii) β(t∗, x∗)− σθ(t∗, x∗) = 0;
(iv) β(t∗, x∗) + σθ(t∗, x∗) = 0.

We will show in Steps 2 and 3 of the proof that such t∗ cannot exist by a classical ODE argument.

2. Preservation of positivity of Riemann invariants. Observe that, on [0, t∗)×R, the eigenvalues
λj (j = 1, 2) are well-defined and continuous functions of (σ, β) as a consequence of (4.8). In
turn, the characteristic curves defined by the initial-value problems (j = 1, 2),







dxj(t;x0)

dt
= λj(t;x0),

xj(0;x0) = x0,

(4.9)

where we use the slight abuse of notation λj(t;x0) = λj(σ(t, x
j(t;x0)), β(t, x

j(t;x0))), are well-
defined and continuously differentiable for all t ∈ [0, t∗) and all choices of x0 ∈ R. Furthermore,
as a consequence of the Inverse Function Theorem, the sign conditions on λj imply that the
curves x0 7→ xj(t;x0) are C1-diffeomorphisms of R for t ∈ [0, t∗). It follows from (3.4), which is
satisfied as a pointwise equality for C1 solutions, that for all t ∈ [0, t∗)

inf
R

w1(0, ·) 6 w1(t, x
2(t;x0))

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=w1(0,x0)

6 sup
R

w1(0, ·),

inf
R

w2(0, ·) 6 w2(t, x
1(t;x0))

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=w2(0,x0)

6 sup
R

w2(0, ·).
(4.10)

As a consequence of x0 7→ xj(t;x0) being C1-diffeomorphisms of R for t ∈ [0, t∗), it follows that,
for all (t, x) ∈ [0, t∗)× R,

inf
R

w1(0, ·) 6 w1(t, x) 6 sup
R

w1(0, ·), inf
R

w2(0, ·) 6 w2(t, x) 6 sup
R

w2(0, ·).

Using the continuity of wj and the previous line, we find

w1(t∗, x∗) = lim
t↑t∗

w1(t, x∗) > inf
R

w1(0, ·) > 0, w2(t∗, x∗) = lim
t↑t∗

w2(t, x∗) 6 sup
R

w2(0, ·) < 0,

which contradicts possibilities (i) and (ii).

3. Preservation of positivity of eigenvalues. For possibilities (iii) and (iv), the computations
(4.4)–(4.5) are justified on the interval [0, t∗) by the previous argument. Thus, the continuity
of σ, β yields
(
β + σθ

)
(t∗, x∗) = lim

t↑t∗

(
β + σθ

)
(t, x∗) > (1 + θ) inf

R

w1(0, ·) −
(
θ sup

R

w2(0, ·) − inf
R

w2(0, ·)
)
> 0,
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and similarly
(
β − σθ

)
(t∗, x∗) = lim

t↑t∗

(
β − σθ

)
(t, x∗) 6

(
sup
R

w1(0, ·) − θ inf
R

w1(0, ·)
)
+ (1 + θ) sup

R

w2(0, ·) < 0,

which contradicts possibilities (iii) and (iv). It follows that (4.8) holds for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T )×R,
and thus we have proved (4.2).

4. Preservation of initial positivity : It follows from Steps 2 and 3 that, since (4.8) holds on all
of [0, T )×R, the characteristic curves (4.9) are well-defined and continuously differentiable for
all times t ∈ [0, T ) and all choices of x0 ∈ R. In turn, (4.10) is valid for all t ∈ [0, T ), with
characteristic curves x0 7→ xj(t;x0) being C1-diffeomorphisms of R for all t ∈ [0, T ), and we
deduce

inf
R

wj(0, ·) 6 wj(t, x) 6 sup
R

wj(0, ·) for all (t, x) ∈ R,

(j = 1, 2) and therefore (4.1) is proved. �

In the specific case γ = 3, the proof and required conditions simplify considerably. Indeed, in
this case λ−1

1 = w2 and λ−1
2 = w1. It therefore follows from the same argument as in the Proof

of Proposition 4.1 that the initial condition (2.17), i.e.

inf
R

w1(0, ·) > 0 > sup
R

w2(0, ·)

is sufficient to ensure that σ − |β| > 0 on [0, T )×R. We therefore have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3 (Invariant Regions for γ = 3). Let γ = 3 and (σ, β) be a C1 solution on [0, T )×R

with initial data (σ0, β0) satisfying

inf
R

w1(0, ·) > 0 > sup
R

w2(0, ·),

which imposes infR σ0 > 0. Then, there holds (j = 1, 2)

inf
R

wj(0, ·) 6 wj(t, x) 6 sup
R

wj(0, ·) for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ) ×R,

as well as

σ(t, x)− |β(t, x)| > 0 for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× R.

4.2. Local-in-time well-posedness. In what follows, we establish the existence and unique-
ness of a local-in-time solution of (1.1); we do so by showing local existence to (3.4) and then
mapping back to the original variables (σ, β) by the chain rule. To begin, we recall the following
standard result, which may be found, for example, in [LY64].

Lemma 4.4. Consider the Cauchy problem for the system
{

st + a2(r, s)sx = 0,

rt + a1(r, s)rx = 0,

where the initial data (r0, s0) ∈ C1(R) and the functions ai ∈ C1(R2) are such that either of the

following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ∂rai and ∂sai are both non-negative everywhere;

(ii) ∂rai and ∂sai are both non-positive everywhere.

Then there exists T > 0 such that, on the domain [0, T ]×R, there exists a unique C1 solution.

Using Lemma 4.4, we obtain the following result concerning local-in-time well-posedness in
C1 for the system (1.1).
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Proposition 4.5 (Local-in-time well-posedness). Let (σ0, β0) be C1 initial data satisfying the

condition (2.17), i.e.
inf
R

w1(0, ·) > 0 > sup
R

w2(0, ·).

Furthermore, if γ ∈ (1, 3), assume additionally that (2.18) holds, i.e.
(
sup
R

w1(0, ·) − θ inf
R

w1(0, ·)
)
+ (1 + θ) sup

R

w2(0, ·) < 0,

(1 + θ) inf
R

w1(0, ·) −
(
θ sup

R

w2(0, ·) − inf
R

w2(0, ·)
)
> 0.

Then, there exists T > 0 such that, on the domain [0, T ]×R, there exists a unique C1 solution

(σ, β) of (1.1). Furthermore, for all t ∈ [0, T ], there holds

inf
R

w1(t, ·) > 0 > sup
R

w2(t, ·), (4.11)

and, if γ ∈ (1, 3), there also holds
(
sup
R

w1(t, ·)− θ inf
R

w1(t, ·)
)
+ (1 + θ) sup

R

w2(t, ·) < 0,

(1 + θ) inf
R

w1(t, ·) −
(
θ sup

R

w2(t, ·) − inf
R

w2(t, ·)
)
> 0.

(4.12)

Proof. From Lemma 3.1, in terms of the Riemann invariants, we have

λ1 =
2

w1(1 − θ) + w2(1 + θ)
, λ2 =

2

w1(1 + θ) + w2(1− θ)
, (4.13)

and thus

λ1w1
=

−2(1− θ)

[w1(1− θ) + w2(1 + θ)]2
, λ1w2

=
−2(1 + θ)

[w1(1− θ) + w2(1 + θ)]2
,

λ2w1
=

−2(1 + θ)

[w1(1 + θ) + w2(1− θ)]2
, λ2w2

=
−2(1 − θ)

[w1(1 + θ) + w2(1− θ)]2
.

(4.14)

It therefore follows that the conditions of Lemma 4.4 are satisfied, whence there exists T > 0
for which there exists a unique C1 solution (w1, w2) on the domain [0, T ]×R. Furthermore, due
to Proposition 4.1, the conditions (4.11) and (4.12) are satisfied on the entire interval [0, T ]. As
such, by defining

σ ..=
(θ

2
(w1 − w2)

) 1

θ
, β ..=

1

2
(w1 + w2),

we have that (σ, β) ∈ C1(R) is a local-in-time solution of (1.1); note that the condition (4.11)
implies that σ(t, x) > 0 for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R, whence σθ−1 is well-defined. For γ ∈ (1, 3),
the additional condition (4.12) implies that the eigenvalues λ1, λ2 are well-defined and bounded
on the domain [0, T ]× R; for γ = 3, just the condition (4.11) is sufficient. �

5. C1 Blow-up Criterion for γ = 3

As already mentioned, the setting for γ = 3 is particularly simple due to the fact that one
can write

λ1 =
1

w2
, λ2 =

1

w1
,

and the equations for the Riemann invariants completely decouple and read

∂twj +
1

wj
∂xwj = 0 (j = 1, 2). (5.1)
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Armed with Proposition 4.1, we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We emphasise that, with the initial conditions as prescribed in the state-
ment of the theorem, the characteristic curves are well-defined up to the first blow-up time; this
is because the eigenvalues λj are well-defined up to this time by virtue of Corollary 4.3. Fur-
thermore, local-in-time existence and uniqueness is guaranteed by Proposition 4.5. In turn, the
computations that follow (which are written in terms of characteristic curves) are justified.

1. Blow-up of w1x. We differentiate the first equation in (5.1) for w1 with respect to x and set
α1 = w1x. Recalling the operators ′ = ∂t + λ2∂x and 8 = ∂t + λ1∂x, we obtain the Riccati-type
equation

α′
1 =

1

(w1)2
(α1)

2.

Integrating along the characteristic t 7→ x(t) chosen such that






dx

dt
= λ2(t, x(t)),

x(0) = x0,

where we use the slight abuse of notation λ2(t, x(t)) = λ2(σ(t, x(t)), β(t, x(t))), we have

1

α1(t, x(t))
=

1

α1(0, x0)
−

∫ t

0

1

w1(s, x(s))2
ds.

Recalling the equation for the Riemann invariants, we have that w1 is constant along the
aforementioned characteristic, whence

1

α1(t, x(t))
=

1

α1(0, x0)
−

t

w1(0, x0)2
. (5.2)

In turn, if there exists x0 ∈ R such that α(0, x0) > 0, then w1x becomes infinite at time t∗ given
by

t∗ =
w1(0, x0)

2

w1x(0, x0)
; (5.3)

and moreover the equality (5.2) implies 1
α1(t,x(t))

> 0 for all t ∈ [0, t∗). On the other hand, if

α1(0, x0) 6 0 for all x0 ∈ R, then (5.2) implies the one-sided bound

w1x(t, x(t)) > −
w1(0, x0)

2

t
> −

(
supx0∈R

w1(0, x0)
)2

t
, (5.4)

in view of the initial data assumption w1(0, x0) > 0 for all x0 ∈ R.

2. Blow-up of w2x. An identical strategy for w2 yields, by setting α2 = w2x,

α8
2 =

1

(w2)2
(α2)

2.

Integrating along the characteristic t 7→ y(t) chosen such that






dy

dt
= λ1(t, y(t)),

y(0) = y0,

where we use the slight abuse of notation λ1(t, y(t)) = λ1(σ(t, y(t)), β(t, y(t))), we have

1

α2(t, y(t))
=

1

α2(0, y0)
−

∫ t

0

1

w2(s, y(s))2
ds,
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and again using that w2 is constant along the aforementioned characteristic, we obtain

1

α2(t, y(t))
=

1

α2(0, y0)
−

t

w2(0, y0)2
. (5.5)

As before, if there exists y0 ∈ R such that α2(0, y0) > 0, then w2x becomes infinite at time t∗∗
given by

t∗∗ =
w2(0, y0)

2

w2x(0, y0)
. (5.6)

Similarly to (5.4), the equality (5.5) implies 1
α2(t,x(t))

> 0 for all t ∈ [0, t∗). On the other hand,

if α2(0, x0) 6 0 for all x0 ∈ R, then (5.5) implies the one-sided bound

w2x(t, x(t)) > −
w2(0, y0)

2

t
> −

(
infy0∈Rw2(0, y0)

)2

t
, (5.7)

in view of the initial data assumption w2(0, y0) < 0 for all y0 ∈ R.

3. Conclusion. We see from equations (5.2)–(5.5) that, if w1x(0, x) 6 0 an w2x(0, x) 6 0 for all
x ∈ R, then α1 and α2 (i.e. w1x and w2x, respectively) are well-defined for all times, and the
solution is global since then σx and βx are both finite for all times and the equation10 implies
σt and βt are also finite. If either of those sign conditions on the derivatives of the initial data
fail at a point x0 ∈ R, then we have finite-time blow-up. The expression for the blow-up time
(2.13) follows from (5.3) and (5.6). The estimates (5.4) and (5.7) give the one-sided Lipschitz
bounds

inf
R

(σ ± β)x(t, ·) > −
C

t
with

C = max
{(

sup
R

(β0 + σ0)
)2
,
(
inf
R

(β0 − σ0)
)2
}

,

which is bounded above by the constant given in the statement of Theorem 2.1. This completes
the proof. �

6. C1 Blow-up Criterion for γ ∈ (1, 3)

Proof of Theorem 2.2. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we emphasise again that, with the initial
conditions as prescribed in the statement of the theorem, the characteristic curves are well-
defined up to the first blow-up time, and local-in-time existence and uniqueness is guaranteed
by Proposition 4.5.

We recall the expressions (4.13) and (4.14) in terms of the Riemann invariants, and, for the
convenience of the reader, write the formula

λ2 − λ1 =
−4θ(w1 − w2)

[w1(1 + θ) + w2(1− θ)][w1(1− θ) + w2(1 + θ)]
,

as this quantity will arise several times in the argument below.

1. Blow-up of w1x. We apply the aforementioned strategy to study the evolution of the deriva-
tives of the Riemann invariants along characteristic curves. Denoting α1

..= w1x and differenti-
ating the first equation in (3.4) with respect to x, we get

α′
1 + λ2w1

(α1)
2 + λ2w2

w2xα1 = 0. (6.1)

10More precisely, once the x-derivatives are known to be continuous, the system (1.1) is a non-degenerate
linear system of two equations for σt and βt with C0 coefficients, implying that σt and βt are continuous.
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In order to study the final term on the left-hand side, we use the expression w8
2 = w′

2 + (λ1 −
λ2)w2x, whence the second equation in (3.4) (i.e. w8

2 = 0) yields

w2x =
w′
2

λ2 − λ1
.

As a result, (6.1) becomes

α′
1 + λ2w1

(α1)
2 + λ2w2

w′
2

λ2 − λ1
α1 = 0.

As per the strategy outlined in §2.4, we seek to introduce a function h1 such that

h1w2
=

λ2w2

λ2 − λ1
, (6.2)

when, using that w′
1 = 0 from (3.4), the previous dynamical equation for α1 becomes

α′
1 + λ2w1

(α1)
2 + h′1α1 = 0. (6.3)

Direct computation shows that a suitable choice of function h1 satisfying (6.2) is

h1 = −
(1− θ)

2θ
log(w1 − w2)− log

(
(1 + θ)w1 + (1− θ)w2

)
.

Note that the logarithms are well-defined since their arguments are strictly positive by virtue
of the invariant regions (cf. Proposition 4.1); indeed, recalling the notation mj = infRwj(0, ·),
Mj = supRwj(0, ·), we have

(1 + θ)w1(t, x) + (1− θ)w2(t, x) > (1 + θ) inf
R

w1(t, ·) + inf
R

w2(t, ·)− θ sup
R

w2(t, ·)

> (1 + θ)m1 − (θM2 −m2)

> 0,

(6.4)

where we used (4.1) to obtain the penultimate line and the condition (2.18) (cf. (4.6)) to obtain
the final inequality. Multiplying (6.3) by eh1 and setting α̃1

..= eh1α1, we obtain the Riccati-type
equation

α̃′
1 = −e−h1λ2w1

(α̃1)
2. (6.5)

Using (4.14) and the explicit form of h1, the previous equation yields

(α̃−1
1 )′ = −2(1 + θ)

(w1 − w2)
1−θ
2θ

w1(1 + θ) + w2(1− θ)
,

whence integrating along the characteristic t 7→ x(t) chosen such that






dx

dt
= λ2(t, x(t)),

x(0) = x0,

we get

1

α̃1(t, x(t))
=

1

α̃1(0, x0)
− 2(1 + θ)

∫ t

0

[
w1(s, x(s))− w2(s, x(s))

] 1−θ
2θ

(1 + θ)w1(s, x(s)) + (1− θ)w2(s, x(s))
ds, (6.6)
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where we used the explicit formula for h1. Note that this integral is well-defined and strictly
positive by virtue of the lower bound (6.4), which implies that the integrand is bounded; indeed,

0 <
1

(1 + θ)M1 +M2 − θm2
6

1

w1(1 + θ) + w2(1− θ)
6

1

(1 + θ)m1 − (θM2 −m2)
< +∞,

(6.7)
and, noting that m2 < M2 < 0 from the initial data assumptions,

0 < (m1 −M2)
1−θ
2θ 6 (w1 −w2)

1−θ
2θ 6 (M1 −m2)

1−θ
2θ < +∞. (6.8)

We deduce from (6.6) that, if α1(0, x0) 6 0 for all x0, then w1x is well-defined for all times. On
the other hand, if there exists x0 such that α1(0, x0) > 0, then there is blow-up in finite time,
where the blow-up time t∗ is bounded above and below as follows:

(1 + θ)m1 − (θM2 −m2)

2(1 + θ)α̃1(0, x0)(M1 −m2)
1−θ
2θ

6 t∗ 6
(1 + θ)M1 +M2 − θm2

2(1 + θ)α̃1(0, x0)(m1 −M2)
1−θ
2θ

, (6.9)

where we used the lower and upper bounds provided by (6.7)–(6.8).

2. Blow-up for w2x. We take a derivative with respect to x in the equation for w2 in (3.4).
Setting α2 = w2x, we get

α8
2 + λ1w2

(α2)
2 + λ1w1

w1xα2 = 0.

As before, w8
1 = w′

1 + (λ1 − λ2)w1x, whence the first equation in (3.4) (i.e. w′
1 = 0) yields

w1x =
w8
1

λ1 − λ2
.

The dynamical equation for α2 therefore becomes

α8
2 + λ1w2

(α2)
2 + λ1w1

w8
1

λ1 − λ2
α2 = 0. (6.10)

Let

h2 = −
(1− θ)

2θ
log(w1 − w2)− log

[
−

(
w1(1− θ) +w2(1 + θ)

)]
,

which is well-defined on account of the estimate

(1− θ)w1(t, x) + (1 + θ)w2(t, x) 6 sup
R

w1(t, ·) − θ inf
R

w1(t, ·) + (1 + θ) sup
R

w2(t, ·)

6 M1 − θm1 + (1 + θ)M2

< 0,

(6.11)

where we used (4.1) to obtain the penultimate line and the condition (2.18) (cf. (4.6)) to obtain
the final inequality; see Proposition 4.1. Observe that h2 satisfies

h2w1
=

λ1w1

λ1 − λ2
,

whence, using that w8
2 = 0 from (3.4), equation (6.10) reads

α8
2 + λ1w2

(α2)
2 + h82α2 = 0.

As before, we define α̃2
..= eh2α2 and obtain the Riccati-type equation

α̃8
2 = −e−h2λ1w2

(α̃2)
2,
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or, using the explicit form of h2,

(α̃−1
2 )8 = −2(1 + θ)

(w1 − w2)
1−θ
2θ

−[(1− θ)w1 + (1 + θ)w2]
.

Integrating the previous equation along the characteristic t 7→ y(t) chosen such that






dy

dt
= λ1(t, y(t)),

y(0) = y0,

we get

1

α̃2(t, y(t))
=

1

α̃2(0, y0)
− 2(1 + θ)

∫ t

0

[
w1(s, y(s))− w2(s, y(s))

] 1−θ
2θ

−[(1− θ)w1(s, y(s)) + (1 + θ)w2(s, y(s))]
ds. (6.12)

Again, the above integral is well-defined and strictly positive by virtue of the upper bound
(6.11), which implies that the integrand is bounded; indeed,

0 <
1

−[m1 − θM1 + (1 + θ)m2]
6

1

−[w1(1− θ) + w2(1 + θ)]

6
1

−[M1 − θm1 + (1 + θ)M2]

< +∞,

(6.13)

and, noting that m2 < M2 < 0 from the initial data assumptions,

0 < (m1 −M2)
1−θ
2θ 6 (w1 −w2)

1−θ
2θ 6 (M1 −m2)

1−θ
2θ < +∞. (6.14)

We deduce from (6.12) that, if α2(0, y0) 6 0 for all y0, then w2x is well-defined for all times. On
the other hand, if there exists y0 such that α1(0, y0) > 0, then there is blow-up in finite time,
where the blow-up time t∗∗ is bounded above and below as follows:

−[M1 − θm1 + (1 + θ)M2]

2(1 + θ)α̃1(0, x0)(M1 −m2)
1−θ
2θ

6 t∗∗ 6
−[m1 − θM1 + (1 + θ)m2]

2(1 + θ)α̃1(0, x0)(m1 −M2)
1−θ
2θ

, (6.15)

where we used the lower and upper bounds provided by (6.13)–(6.14).

3. Conclusion. We have seen from (6.6) and (6.12) that if both w1x(0, x) < 0 and w2x(0, x) < 0
for all x ∈ R, then βx and σθ−1σx are well-defined for all times; given the positivity of σ and
using the equation to obtain finiteness of the time derivatives, this implies that (σ, β) is a global
C1 solution. Otherwise, if this sign condition on the derivatives of the initial data fails at a
point x0 ∈ R, we have finite time blow-up, with blow-up time satisfying the estimates (6.9) and
(6.15). The one-sided Lipschitz bounds (2.20) are deduced from (6.6)–(6.8) and (6.12)–(6.14)
as per Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 2.1. �
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