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THE NON-RELATIVISTIC LIMIT OF THE EULER NORDSTROM SYSTEM
WITH COSMOLOGICAL CONSTANT

JARED SPECK

ABSTRACT. In this paper the author studies the singular limit ¢ — oo of the family of Euler-
Nordstrém systems indexed by the parameters x2 and ¢ (EN¢), where k2 > 0 is the cosmological
constant and c is the speed of light. Using Christodoulou’s techniques to generate energy currents,
the author develops Sobolev estimates that show that for initial data belonging to an appropriate
Sobolev space, as c tends to infinity, the solutions to the EN¢ system converge uniformly on

a spacetime slab [0,7] x R? to the solution of the Euler-Poisson system with the cosmological

constant k2.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Euler-Nordstrom system describes the evolution of a relativistic perfect fluid with self-
interaction mediated by Nordstrom’s theory of gravity. In [I8], we introduced the system in di-
mensionless units and showed that the Cauchy problem is locally well-posed in the Sobolev spacdzl
HY for N > 3. In this article, we study the Newtonian (also known as the “non-relativistic”) limit
of the family of Euler-Nordstrém systems indexed by the parameters £ and ¢ (EN¢), where x? is
the cosmological constant and ¢ is the speed of light. The limit ¢ — oo is singular because the EN¢
system is hyperbolic for all finite ¢, while the limiting system, namely the Euler-Poisson system with
a cosmological constant (EP,;), is not hyperbolic. Using Christodoulou’s techniques [6] to generate
energy currents, together with elementary harmonic analysis, we develop Sobolev estimates and use
them to study the singular limit ¢ — oco. Although we explicitly discuss only the EN¢ system in
this article, the techniques we apply can be generalized under suitable hypotheses to study singular
limits of hyperbolic systems that derive from a Lagrangian and that feature a small parameterﬁ.
Readers who are interested in similar examples of the analysis of singular limits in partial differen-
tial equations may consult e.g. [], [I1], or [I5]. Our main theorem, which we state here loosely, is
the following; we state and prove it rigorously as Theorem [

Theorem (Non-relativistic Limit). For initial data belonging to the affine Sobolev space
H{—,V, with N > 4, the corresponding unique solutions to the ENC system (with k* > 0)
converge uniformly on a spacetime slab [0, T] x R? to the unique solutions of the EP, system

as the speed of light ¢ tends to infinity.

As discussed in [I§], we consider the EN¢ system to be a mathematical scalar caricature of the
Euler-Einstein system with cosmological constant (EES). We now provide some justification for
this point of view. First of all, like the EE¢ system, the EN¢ system is a metric theory of gravity
featuring gravitational waves that propagate along null cones. Second, the main theorem stated
above shows that if K2 > 0 and c is large, then the EN¢ system well-approximates the EP,; system.
Furthermore, in [I5], Oliynyk shows the existence of a class of non-stationary solutions to the EE§
system that converge to solutions of the EP( system in the Newtonian limit. Hence, for k2 > 0, the
Newtonian limit of the EN¢ system is the EP,; system, while the Newtonian limit of EEf is the EP

Date: Version of October 28", 2008.

"More precisely, we showed local well-posedness in a suitable affine shift of HV for N > 3, where by “affine shift”
of HN we mean the collection of all functions F' such that ||FF — V| g~ < 0o, where V is a fixed constant array; see
Section 2] for further discussion of this function space.

2The parameter k2 > 0 is fixed throughout this article. Remark 1] contains an explanation of why our proof
breaks down in the case k2 = 0.

3The small parameter is ¢~ 2 in the case of the EN¢ system.
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system. Based on these considerations, we therefore expectﬂ that achieving an understanding of the
evolution of the EN¢ system will provide insight into the behavior of the vastly more complicated
EE¢ system.

1.1. Outline of the Structure of the Paper.

Before proceeding, we outline the structure of this article. In Section 2] we introduce some
notation that we use throughout our discussion. In Section B] we derive the EN¢ equations with
the parameter ¢ and then rewrite the equations using Newtonian state-space variables, a change of
variables that is essential for comparing the relativistic system EN¢ to the classical system EP,. In
Section @ we provide for convenience the EN¢ and EP,; systems in the form used for the remainder
of the article. From this form, it is clear that formally, lim.,.c EN% = EP,. In Section [ we
introduce standard PDE matrix notation and discuss the Equations of Variation (EOV¢), which are
the linearization of the EN¢ and EP,; systems. In Section[d] we provide an extension of the Sobolev-
Moser calculus that is useful for bookkeeping of the powers of ¢. We also introduce some hypotheses
on the c—dependence of the equation of state that are sufficient to prove our main theorem. We
then apply the calculus to the EN¢ system by proving several preliminary lemmas that are useful
in the technical estimates that appear later. Roughly speaking, the lemmas describe the ¢ — oo
asymptotics of the EN? system.

In Section [l we introduce the energy currents that are used to control the Sobolev norms of the
solutions. One of the essential features of the currents that we use is that they have a positivity
property that is uniform for all large c¢. In Section B we describe a class of initial data for which
our main theorem holds, and in Section @ we smooth the initial data for technical reasons. In
Section [I0] we recall the local existence result of [I8] and prove an important precursor to our main
theorem. Namely, we prove that solutions to the EN¢ system exist on a common interval of time
[0, T] for all large ¢. This proof is separated into two parts. The first part is a continuous induction
argument based on some technical lemmas. The second part is the proof of these technical lemmas,
which are a series of energy estimates derived with the aid of the calculus developed in Section
The two basic tools we use for generating the energy estimates are energy currents and the estimate
|®]| g2 < C-||A® — k2®| 12, for @ € H?. In Section [l we state and prove our main theorem.

2. REMARKS ON THE NOTATION

We introduce here some notation that is used throughout this article, some of which is non-
standard. We assume that the reader is familiar with standard notation for the LP spaces and the
Sobolev spaces H*. Unless otherwise stated, the symbols LP and H* refer to LP(R3) and H*(R?)
respectively.

2.1. Notation Regarding Differential Operators. If F' is a scalar or finite-dimensional array-
valued function on R'*3, then DF denotes the array consisting of all first-order spacetime partial
derivatives (including the partial derivative with respect to time) of every component of F, while
V() F denotes the array of consisting of all a* order spatial partial derivatives of every component
of F'; this should not be confused with V, which represents covariant differentiation.

2.2. Index Conventions. We adopt Einstein’s convention that diagonally repeated Latin indices
are summed from 1 to 3, while diagonally repeated Greek indices are summed from 0 to 3. Indices
are raised an lowered using a spacetime metric, which varies according to context.

2.3. Notation Regarding Norms and Function Spaces. If V is a constant array, we use the
notation

def <7
(2.3.1) 1Fl e () = I1F = Vo),

e temper this expectation by recalling that our proof does not work in the case k2 = 0 and that in contrast to
the initial value problem studied here, Oliynyk considers the case k? = 0 with compactly supported data under an
adiabatic equation of state. This special class of equations of state allows one to make a “Makino” change of variable
which regularizes the equations and overcomes the singularities that typically occur in the equations in regions where
the proper energy density vanishes. Furthermore, this change of variables enables one to write the relativistic Euler
equations in symmetric hyperbolic form. See [12] and [I6] for additional examples of this change of variables in the
context of various fluid models.
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and we denote the set of all Lebesgue measurable functions F' such that ||F|| 2 (B) < o0 by L (E).
We also define the HJ(E) norm of F by

def 1/2
(232) 1l = (X 105F 1))

o] <N

Unless we indicate otherwise, we assume that F = R® when the set F is not explicitly written.
If F'is a map from [0, 7] into the normed function space X, we use the notation
def

(2.3.3) Il F(llx,r = sup [F()]x.
t€[0,T]

We also use the notation C*([0,77], X) to denote the set of k-times continuously differentiable maps
from (0,7) into X that, together with their derivatives up to order k, extend continuously to [0, T].

If E C R? (d frequently equals 3,4, or 10 in this article), then CF(E) denotes the set k—times
continuously differentiable functions (either scalar or array-valued, depending on context) on E
with bounded derivatives up to order k that extend continuously to the closure of E. The norm of
a function F € CF(FE) is defined by

(2.3.4) Flip =Y sup|daF(2)],
&<k *SE

where J5 represents differentiation with respect to the arguments z of F' (which may be spacetime
variables or state-space variables, depending on the context).

2.4. Notation for c—independent Inequalities. If A, is a quantity that depends on the pa-
rameter ¢, and X is a quantity such that A. < X holds for all large ¢, then we indicate this by
writing

(2.4.1) A. < X.

2.5. Notation Regarding Constants. We use the symbol C' to denote a generic constant in
the estimates below which is free to vary from line to line. If the constant depends on quantities
such as real numbers N, subsets E of RY, functions § of the state-space variables, etc., that are
peripheral to the argument at hand, we sometimes indicate this dependence by writing C(N, E, §),
etc. We explicitly show the dependence on such quantities when it is (in our judgment) illuminating,
but we often omit the dependence on such quantities when it overburdens the notation without
being illuminating. Occasionally, we shall use additional symbols such as A1, Z, Lo, etc., to denote
constants that play a distinguished role in the discussion.

3. THE ORIGIN OF THE EN¢ SYSTEM

In this section, we insert both the speed of light ¢ and Newton’s universal gravitational constant
G into the Euler-Nordstrom system with a cosmological constant and perform a Newtonian change
of variables, which brings the system into the form II) - (AI8). A similar analysis for the
Vlasov-Nordstrém systemf] is carried out in [4].

3.1. Deriving the Equations with ¢ as a Parameter.
We assume that spacetime is a four-dimensional Lorentzian manifold M and that furthermore,
there is a global rectangular (inertial) coordinate system on M. We use the notation

(3.1.1) = (20,2t 2%, %)

to denote the components of a spacetime point z in this fixed coordinate system, and for this
preferred time-space splitting, we identify ¢ = 2° with time and s = (z!, 2%, 23) with space. Note
that we are breaking with the usual convention, which is £° = ct. The components of the Minkowski
metric and its inverse in the inertial coordinate system are given by g,, = diag(—c?,1,1,1) and
g = diag(—c2,1,1,1) respectively. We adopt Nordstrém’s postulate, namely that the spacetime

metric g is related to the Minkowski metric by a conformal scaling factor:
(3.1.2) Guv = €2 g

5The Vlasov-Nordstrém (VN) model describes a particle density function f on physical space X momentum space
that evolves due to self-interaction mediated by Nordstrom’s theory of gravity. Various aspects of this system are
studied, for example, in [2], and [3].



In B12), ¢ is the dimensionlesdd cosmological Nordstrom potential, a scalar quantity.

We now briefly introduce the notion of a relativistic perfect fluid. Readers may consult [I] or [5]
for more background. For a perfect fluid model, the components of the energy-momentum-stress
density tensor (which is commonly called the “energy-momentum tensor” in the literature) of matter
read

(3'1.3) THY c_2(p—|—p)uﬂul’ + pgh” = c_z(p—l—p)u“u” +6—2¢pguu,

where p is the proper energy density of the fluid, p is the pressure (this “proper” quantity is defined
in a local rest frame), and u is the four-velocity, which is subject to the normalization constraint

(3.1.4) guuru’ = ewgwu“u” =

The Euler equations for a perfect fluid are (see e.g. [5])

(3.1.5) vV, T" =0 (»=0,1,2,3)

(3.1.6) V(nut) =0,

where n is the proper number density and V denotes the covariant derivative induced by the space-
time metric g.

Nordstrom’s theoryﬁ [14] provides the following evolution equatiorE for ¢ : we define an auxiliary
energy-momentum-stress density tensor

(3.1.7) THv L 60Ty — 2659 (p 4 plutu” + e "pg"”,

and postulate that ¢ is a solution to

(3.1.8) O¢ — k2¢ = —47ch4Ge4¢trgT = —47rcf4Ggw,T;fl'; = dnc 1 Ge*?(p — 3p).
Note that

(3.1.9) O¢ < g"8,0,6 = —c 2026 + Lo

is the wave operator on flat spacetime applied to ¢. The virtue of the postulate equation (B.18), as
we shall see, is that it provides us with continuity equations ([B:2.7) for an energy-momentum-stress
density tensor © in Minkowski space.

We introduce the thermodynamic variable n, the proper entropy density, and close the system by
supplying an equation of state, which may depend on ¢. A “physical” equation of state for a perfect
fluid state satisfies the following criteria (see e.g. [§]):

1) p>0isa function of n > 0 and n > 0.
2) p >0 is defined by

Idp
1.1 =n—| —

n

where the notation | indicates partial differentiation with - held constant.
3) A perfect fluid satisfies

0 0 0
(3.1.11) 9Pl 50, 22} 50, 28] >0 with “=" iff p = 0.
on 0 on 0 onl,
As a consequence, we have that o, the speed of sound in the fluid, is always real for n > 0 :
(3.1.12) o2t 2 00| _ 2000y
apl,  Op/only

4) We also demand that the speed of sound is positive and less than the speed of light
whenever n > 0 and n > 0:

(3.1.13) n>0andn>0 = 0<o<ec

6In @212), we rescale the dimensionless cosmological Nordstrém potential by multiplying it by ¢?, and we refer
to the rescaled potential as the cosmological Nordstrom potential.

"Norstrém’s theory of gravity, although shown to be physically wrong through experiment, was the first metric
theory of gravitation.

8Nordstrém considered only the case Kk = 0.



Postulates 1 - 3 express the laws of thermodynamics and fundamental thermodynamic assump-
tions, while postulate 4 ensures that vectors that are causal with respect to the sound cone are
necessarily causal with respect to the light cone.

By (BI.II), we can solve for 62 and ¢~ 2p as c—indexed functions G2 and R, respectively of 7
and p :

(3.1.14) o® < &2(n,p)
(3.1.15) 2o & R (n,p).
Remark 3.1. We will make use of the following identity implied by BI1.12), 3114, and BII5):
OR. _
(3.1.16) 5o ()| =67, p).
p 7

Remark 3.2. Note that ¢~2p has the dimensions of mass density. As we will see in Section []
lime 00 Re(n, p) will be identified with the Newtonian mass density.

Remark 3.3. We note that the assumptions p > 0,p > 0 together imply that the energy-momentum-
stress density tensor (B.13)) satisfies both the weak energy condition (T, X*X" > 0 holds whenever
X is timelike and future-directed) and the strong energy condition ([Ty, —1/29*°Tapgu ] X XY >0
holds whenever X is timelike and future-directed). Furthermore, if we assume that the equation
of state is such that p = 0 when p = 0, then (BII2) and BII3) guarantee that p < p. It is
then easy to check that 0 < p < p implies the dominant energy condition (—T* X" is causal and
future-directed whenever X is future-directed and causal).

We summarize by stating that the equations BI12) - BI16), 1Y), BII0), and BIIH)
constitute the EN, system.

3.2. A Reformulation of the EN{, System in Newtonian Variables.

In this section, we reformulate the EN¢ system as a fixed background theory in flat Minkowski
space and introduce a Newtonian change of state-space variables. The resulting system (@I1.I]) -
(I18) is an equivalent formulation of the EN¢ system. We remark that for the remainder of this
article, all indices are raised and lowered with the Minkowski metric g, so that Mo = g‘”‘@uqﬁ. To
begin, we use the form of the metric (3..2) to compute that in our inertial coordinate system, the
continuity equation [B.LA]) for the energy-momentum-stress density tensor (B.1.3) is given by :

0=V, T" = 0,T" + 6T" 8, — gapT* 9" ¢
(3.2.1) =0, T" + 6T 0up — e gasT20"¢ (v =0,1,2,3),

aux

where TH” is given by (B.L7)). For this calculation we made use of the explicit form of the Christoffel

aux

symbols in our rectangular coordinate system:
(3.2.2) %, = 020,60+ 650,06 — gu g’ 9.
Using the postulated equation BLE)) for ¢, B21) can be rewritten as
6¢ v v C4 v 1 v Qo 1 v,.2 2
(3.2.3) 0= SV, T = 9, [T“ + 15 (096076 — 39" 9°60.6 — 59" K% )].
T ) )

Let us denote the terms from [3:223) that are inside the square brackets as ©#¥. Since the coordinate-
divergence of © vanishes, we are provided with local conservation laws in Minkowski space, and we
regard © as an energy-momentum-stress density tensor.

We also introduce the following state-space variables that play a mathematical rold] in the sequel:

(3.2.4) R. & c72pe’ = eYR.(n, p)
(3.2.5) P& pets.
After we make this change of variables, the components of © read
o 4 1 1
(3.2.6) oM & [R. + c_2P} e2outu? 4+ Pgh + 40—G (3“¢3U¢ - ggwaa(baaéb - 59“”’12052)7
9 = g g

9The “physical” quantities are 9. and p.



and we replace (BL5) with the equivalent equation
(3.2.7) 9,0 =0  (v=0,1,2,3).

We also expand the covariant differentiation from (B0 in terms of coordinate derivatives and
the Christoffel symbols [B:2:2)), arriving at the equation

(3.2.8) O (ne*u) = 0.

Our goal is to obtain the system EN¢ in the form (@11 - (@I8]) below. To this end, we project
B270) onto the orthogonal complemen@ of u and in the direction of u. We therefore introduce the
rank 3 tensor II, which has the following components in our inertial coordinate system:

(3.2.9) I = e 2eMyby 4 ghv,
IT is the projection onto the orthogonal complement of w :
(3.2.10) " utgr, =0  (r=0,1,2,3).
We now introduce the following Newtonian change of state-space variabled]
(3.2.11) oL (j=1,2,3)
(3.2.12) L 2y,

where v = (v!,02%,0v3) is the Newtonian velocity and ® is the cosmological-Nordstrém potential.

Relation (BZTT]) can be inverted to give

(3.2.13) u’ =e %y
(3.2.14) w = e Pyerd,
where

dof  C
(3.2.15) V) = G

Remark 3.4. We provide here a brief elaboration on the Newtonian change of variables. Equation
B210) provides the standard relationship between the Newtonian velocity v and the four-velocity
w: if 2¥(t) (v =0, 1,2, 3) are the rectangular components of a timelike curve in M parameterized by
2% = ¢, and 7 denotes the proper time parameter, then we have that v/ = 9,27 = (97/0t) v’ = u? Ju°
(1=1,2,3)

Dimensional analysis suggests the approximate identification (for large ¢) of the cosmological-
Nordstrom potential ® from B.2.12)) with the cosmological-Newtonian potential @ os— Newt, Which
by definition solves the non-relativistic equation ([@24]) below: the cosmological-Newtonian potential
has the same dimensions as ¢?, which suggests that when considering the limit ¢ — oo, we should
re-scale the dimensionless cosmological-Nordstrom potential ¢, as we did in (32212). Indeed, our
main result, which is Theorem E] shows that with an appropriate formulation of the initial value
problems for the EN¢ and EP,, systems, we have that lim. o0 ® = ®cos— Newt. Dimensional analysis
also suggests the formal identification of Ry from (@21 - (£Z4]) with lim.— o Re(n, p) (for now
assuming that this limit exists), where R.(n, p) is defined in BIIH).

Furthermore, these changes of variables can be justified through a formal expansion ¢ = ¢ ) +
072¢(1) +:++, Roo = Ry —I—C*QR(U +- -+, in powers of ¢~2 in equations (L)) - (A1.4): equating the
coefficients of powers of ¢ =2 on each side of the equations implies the formal identificationd™d ®@) =0
and (A— m2)¢(1) = 4G Rg). If we also take into account the equation (A — K2)®eos— Newt = 4TGRoo

satisfied by the cosmological-Newtonian potential, it follows that ® def Ao~ 1) = Peos—Newt- A
similar analysis for the Vlasov-Nordstrom system is carried out in [4] .

10We are referring here to the orthogonal complement defined by the Minkowski metric g.

Ag suggested by Remark [32] even though R. is not a state-space variable, equation (3.24) also represents a
Newtonian change of variables.

12Upon expansion, the formal equation satisfied by ¢ oy is (A — H2)¢(0) = 0, and by imposing vanishing boundary

conditions at infinity, we conclude that ¢y = 0.
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Upon making the substitutions (B.Z1T)) - (3.2Z12)) and lowering an index with g, the components
of IT in our inertial coordinate system read (for 1 < j, k < 3):

(3.2.16) 9 < —c=242|v|?
(3.2.17) 10 = 729207
(3.2.18) I & 200

(3.2.19) I, & ¢ 220y, + 41

Furthermore, we will also make use of the relation
(3.2.20) Mve = ¢ (v (A =0,1,2,3).

Considering first the projection of (27 in the direction of u, we remark that one may use (B.1.6)
and (BII0) to conclude that for C! solutions, u,d,0"” = 0 is equivalent to equation ([ELI).
We now project (3:21) onto the orthogonal complement of u, which, with the aid of (BLJ]), gives
the three equations 117,9,0" =0, j = 1,2,3:
(3.2.21) 0=1I9,0" =TI} [R, + ¢ 2P](e®u") 0, (e®u”) + (H{,@%);—G(D(b )
0
=1 (R + ¢ 2P (e?u") 0, (e?u”) + (L0 ®)(R. — 3¢~ *P).

After making the substitutions 32.12)), 3213)), B-2.14), and B21I0), and using relation (3.220),
it follows that for C! solutions, (3.2.2) is equivalent to (L.I1.3).

We also introduce the nameless quantity (. and make use of BI1I0), B I12), (G114, GII3),
BI19), B24), @23, and B2I2) to express it in the following form:

aet  OP opP A(p/c?)

(3.2.22) Qe=n—- S, " e |, Qc(n,p, ®),
where

(3223)  Qun.p.®) ¥ Sn.p)e" ' [Re(n.p) + ¢ 7p] = SZ(n. p)Re + 7P,
Then we use the chain rule together with (3L0), (£L1l), and BZ22) to derive
(3.2.24) e?ut 9, P + Q.0,(e®u) = (4P — 3Q.)e’utd, o,

which we may use in place of (B.L6). Upon making the substitutions B.24)), (Z3), BZI2),
B213), and B3.2.14), and using the relation ([B.2Z.20), it follows that for C! solutions, B.2.24) is
equivalent to ([L1.2).

4. THE FORMAL LIMIT ¢ — oo OF THE ENY, SYSTEM

For convenience, in this section we list the final form of the EN¢ system as derived in sections
B and We also take the formal limit ¢ — oo to arrive at the EP, system and introduce the
equations of variation (EOVY).

4.1. A Recap of the EN¢ System.
The EN¢, system is given by
(4.1.1) O+ v on =0
(4.1.2) 0P + v 0P + Qcokv® + ¢ (7e)? Qevr (00" + v 9,0F)
= (4P - 3Q.)[c 20, + ¢ %" 0, D]
(4.1.3)  (7)*(Re + ¢ 2P)[0p07 + v"0pv? + 2 (7e)*vI v (00" + v9,0%)| + 0; P
+ ¢ 2(7e)%07 (8, P + 0" 0, P) = (3¢ 2P — R.) (9;@ + (7¢) 207 [ 20:® + ¢ 2%, @)
(4.14)  —c 200+ AD — k*® = 47G (R, — 3¢ 2P),



where j = 1,2, 3,
(4.1.5)

— def ¢
Ve =Ye(v) = W

(4.1.6)
R, = /7R, (n,p)
(4.1.7)

def

Qe & .(n,p, ®) % &2(n, p)e™ < [Re(n,p) + ¢ 2p] = ( a—pc(n,p)

(4.1.8)
p def jad/c?

b,

¢ denotes the speed of light, &.(n,p), which is defined in BITI6]), is the speed of sound, and the
functions R, and &, derive from a c—indexed equation of state as discussed in Section Bl The
variables 7,p,v = (v!,v?,v3), and ® denote the entropy density, pressure, (Newtonian) velocity,
and cosmological-Nordstrom potential respectively. Section [0] contains a detailed discussion of the

c-dependence of the EN¢ System.

4.2. The EP, System as a Formal Limit.
Taking the formal limit ¢ — oo in the EN¢, system gives the Euler-Poisson system with a cosmological
constant:

(4.2.1) o +v"om =0

(4.2.2) Oep + VF0p + QuoOxv* =0

@220 O Roo + O (Roov®) =0

(4.2.3) Reo (Opv; + 0" 0407) + 9jp = —Roc0;®  (j =1,2,3)

(4.2.4) AP — k*® = 471G Ry,

where

(4.2.5) Roo & R0 (n,p)

(4.2.6) Qoo = Quo(n,p) = &2, (0, p)Roo (0, p) = ( %(n,p) )719‘%0(77,19),
n

Reo(n,p) and G2 (n,p) are the limits as ¢ — oo of R.(n,p) and &2(n, p) respectively (see ([G.3.1),
632), and [©33), and the quantity R, is the Newtonian mass density. Since equations (B.1.16])
and (6.3.3) imply that 9R (1, p)/0p = G 2(n, p), it then follows with the aid of the chain rule that
for C* solutions, equations (L.22) and @2ZZ) are equivalent. We refer to the solution variable ®
from equation (Z7) as the cosmological-Newtonian potential.

This system of equations is discussed in [I0], in which, under an isothermal equation of state (p =
c2p, where the constant c; denotes the speed of sound), Kiessling derives the Jeans dispersion relation
that arises from linearizing (.22, (@23), (£.24) about a static state in which the background mass
density p is non-zero, followed by taking the limit x — O.

It is a standard result that the solution to (£2Z4)) is given by

—k|s—s'|

= e

) [Reo(n(t,8"), p(t,8")) — Reo (7, 9)] 4’8,
where the constants ®.,,7, and p, which are the values of ®, 7, and p respectively in a constant
background state, are discussed in Section 8l The boundary conditions leading to this solution are

that ®(t,-) — ®o vanishes at oo, and we view ®(t,s) as a (not necessarily small) perturbation of the
constant potential @ .

Remark 4.1. Consider the kernel K(s) = —Ge *I*!/|s| appearing in [@271). An easy computation
gives that K(s), VIVK(s) € L'(R?). Therefore, a basic result from harmonic analysis (Young’s
inequality) implies that the map f — K * f, where * denotes convolution, is a bounded linear
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mapl] from L?(R3) to H'(R3). From this fact and Remark [B.2] (alternatively consult Lemma [B-1),
it follows that ®(t,-) € HgH(R?’) whenever n(t,-),p(t,-) € HY (R?), HY (R?) respectively. By then
applying Lemma [A=4] we can further conclude that ®(t,-) € HgH(R?’) whenever 7(t,-),p(t,-) €
HY (R?), HY (R?).

5. THE EQUATIONS OF VARIATION (EOV¢)

The EOV¢ are formed by linearizing the EN¢ system (EP . system in the case ¢ = o0) around a
background solution (BGS) V of the form V = (7, P, v, - <I)2, <I>3) Given such a V and inhomo-
geneous terms f, g, h"), h(®) hB) 1 we define the EOV¢ by

(5.0.8) Oy + 0" O = f
(5.0.9) P + TP + Qeohi” + ¢ 2(7.)2Quty, (940" + 7°8,0%) = g
(5.0.10) (Fe)*(Re + ¢ 2P) (0,07 + 0% 0pt? + €72 (Fe) V7 0k (04 0F + 0°0,07))

+0;P + ¢ 2(7.)%07 (0, P 4 "8, P) = B9
(5.0.11) —c 202D + AD — k2D =1,

where 3, & c/( 2 (32)Y2, R, & 4%/ "R, (7, ), ete. The unknowns are the components of
WdCf(n,P o', 0%,9%) and .

Remark 5.1. We place parentheses around the superscripts of the inhomogeneous terms A7) in
order to emphasize that we are merely labeling them, and that in general, we do not associate any
transformation properties to them under changes of coordinates.

Let us now provide a few remarks on our notation. We find it useful to analyze both the dependent
variable p and the dependent variable P when discussing solutions to (1)) - (I4). Therefore,
we will make use of all four of the following arrays:

5.0.12 w &
5.0.13
5.0.14

5.0.15

P, 02, v%)
n, P,vt,v?, 03, ®,0,®,0,D, 0,9, 059)

o

v &

n,p, vt 0% 0°)

(
(
(
( n,p, v, 0303, ®,0,®,0, P, 0., 05P),

) (;
) (
) f(
) =

where P & g4®/c? p. When discussing a BGS v (7, ﬁ,ﬂl, e ,&)2, &)3) that defines the coefficients
of the unknowns in the EOV¢, we also use notation similar to that used in (ROI2) - 0I5,
including V & (77 P, vt - (93@) w & (7, P, o', 92,93, where p & o e=4%/* P etc. When ¢ = oo,
we may also refer to w & (7, ]3,5 ©%,0%) as the BGS, since in this case, the left-hand sides of
(0.8) - (5.0.11) do not depend on @, and furthermore, W = W. Additionally, we may refer to the
unknowns in the EOV¢ as W &t (n,p, 0,92, 9%) when ¢ = oo; in this article, b will always vanish
at infinity, and in the case ¢ = oo, rather than considering P to be an “unknown,” we assume that
the solution variable ® has been constructed via the convolution ® = K % I, where the kernel K(s)

is defined in Remark ], and ! is the right-hand side of (G.OIT]).
We frequently adopt standard PDE matrix notation. For example, we may write (L.1.1) - (LT3
as

(5.0.16) AW, 8)0,W = b,

where each (A”(-) is a 5 x 5 matrix with entries that are functions of W and ®, while b =
(f,g,---,h3) is the 5-component column array on the right-hand side of @I - EL3).

Remark 5.2. We emphasize that throughout this article, we operate under the convention that
the A" (+) are functions of the BGS variables W, ®. We therefore write “.A” (W, ®),” as opposed to
writing “. A" (W, ®).”

Bour proof breaks down at this point in the case kK = 0.
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It is instructive to see the form of the (A”(-), v = 0,1,2,3, for we will soon concern ourselves
with their large—c asymptotic behavior. Abbreviating ae & (y.)2 (Rc+c2P),

B 2 =2 ()20, BT L =2 (y Y243 | we have that

1 0 0 0 0
0 1 Q.p" Q.5 Q.5
(5.017) AW @)= |0 QA acl+pY) acp? afl
0 QA aQfY a1 +68Y)  alp®?
0 QB apY a8 a1+ 5
1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
(5.0.18) AL (W) = 00 Rwe 0O 0|,
0 0 0 R 0
0 0 O 0 R
vl 0 0 0 0
0w Q.1+ 8MY) QB Q.87
(5.019) AW, @)= |0 1+80Y aw!'@+8MY)  ants™? ac' g
0 B o' BEY et (14 APY) ! B3
0 gy acvtp a8 at(1+ A5Y)
ol 0 0 0 0
0 v Qo 0 0
(5.0.20) AN W) = 0 1 Rev' 0 0o |,
0 O 0 Roov! 0
0 O 0 0 Roovt
etc.

6. ON THE ¢c—DEPENDENCE OF THE EN¢ SYSTEM

In addition to appearing directly as the term ¢~2, the constant ¢ appears in equations ([EILI]) -
@EIF) through four terms: 1) P = ¢*®/“'p, 2) 5, = ¢/(c? — [v[*)/2, 3) R, = ¢**“*R.(n, p), and
4) Q. = &2(n, p)e*®/< MRo(n,p) + ¢~2p|. Because we want to recover the EP,, system in the large
¢ limit, the first obvious requirement we have is that the function R.(n,p) has a limit R (1, p) as
¢ — oo. For mathematical reasons, we will demand convergence in the norm |-|y41,¢ at a rate of order
c~2, where € is a compact subset of RT x R* that depends on the initial data; see (6.3.1) and ([6.3.2).
Although a construction of € from the initial data is described in detail in Section B2 let us now

provide a preliminary description that is sufficient for our current purposes: for given initial data, we

will prove the existence of compact sets Oz, D5, [—a,a]’, K & Oy x [—a,a]®, R E O, x [—a, a]®, and

a time interval [0, T so that for all large ¢, the (c—dependent) solutiong'] V (V) to the ENj, system
launched by the initial data exist on [0, 7] x R* and satisfy W ([0, T] xR3) C Oa, W([0, T]xR?) C s,
V([0,T] x R3) c K, and V([0,7] x R?) C & See Section for a detailed description of Oy and

Oy, and ([0:225), (I02:20)) for the construction of K and K.

The set € from above, then, is the projection of D5 onto the first two axes (recall definition
(E0TI4)). Intuitively, we would like the aforementioned four functions of the state-space variables
to converge to p, 1, Ry, and Qo respectively when their domains are restricted to an appropriate
compact subset. In this section, we will develop and then assume hypotheses on the c—indexed
equation of state that will allow us to prove useful versions of these kinds of convergence results.

MRecall the notation (B012) - (5.0.15) which defines the arrays W, V, W, and 'V respectively.
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6.1. Functions with c—Independent Properties: The Definitions.

The main technical difficulty that we must confront is ensuring that the Sobolev estimates pro-
vided by the propositions appearing in Appendix [B] can be made independently of all large c. By
examining these propositions, one could anticipate that this amounts to analyzing the C; norms (see
definition ([Z334)) of various c—indexed families of functions §. arising in the family of EN¢ systems.
We therefore introduce here some machinery that will allow us to easily discuss uniform-in-c esti-
mates. Following this, we use this machinery to prove some preliminary lemmas that will be used
in the proofs of Theorem 2] and Theorem @], which are the two main theorems of this article. Before
proceeding, we refer the reader to the notation defined in ([2:4.1]), which will be used frequently in
the discussion that follows.

Definition 6.1. We define R/ (c¥;D;q1,--- , ¢n) to be the ring consisting of all c—indexed families of

functions F. of q1, - - , g, such that for all large ¢, §. € C’Z(@), and such that the following estimate
holds:
(6.1.1) Beljo S - CD).

We emphasize that the constant C(®D) is allowed to depend on the family §. and the set ©, but
within a given family and on a fixed set, C(®) must be independent of all large c.

Remark 6.1. At the beginning of Section [6.3] we explain why it is sometimes useful to shift the
point of view as to what are the arguments of §.. Therefore, §. is perhaps best thought of as a
“c—indexed expression” rather than a “c—indexed family of functions.”

Definition 6.2. Assume j > 2. Then Z7(c*; ®;q1,- - - , ¢n) denotes the sub-ring contained in
Rj(ck; D;q1, -+, qn) consisting of all such c—indexed functions §.(q1, - ,qn) such that

(6.12) 18elar,+a)llms S ¢ COsarll g+ llanlgs )

holds for all constant arrays (q1,q2, - ,¢n) € © and all array-valued functions (q1,---,qn) €
H) (R3) x -+ x H) (R?) having {(q1(s), q2(s), - ,qn(s)) | s € R®} C ©. The constant C(D) is
allowed to depend on the family §. and the set ©, but it can depend on the g1, - , g, only through

their Hgi norms'. We remark that the spaces H}, are defined by (23.).
Remark 6.2. This definition is highly motivated by (B.33) of Appendix [Bl

Remark 6.3. We also emphasize that in our applications below, the ¢; and g; may themselves depend
on the parameter c, even though we do not always explicitly indicate this dependence. Typically, the
g; will be quantities related to solutions of the EN¢ system, and the g; will be equal to the components
of either (8.1.2), (8I1I0), or (BI.I1)), perhaps scaled by a power of c.

Notation. 1f §. € T9(c*;D;q1,- - , qn), then we sometimes write
(613) Sc(qla"' 7Qn)zoj(ck;©;q17"' 7Qn)-

Remark 6.4. We employ the following abuse of notation throughout this article: if we have written
“Folqr, -+ qn) € RI(F;D;q1,-+ ,qn),” then we are indicating that in addition to the ¢*—type
bound on §. given in (EIT]), that the functions ¢; have the properties stated in Definition .2}
i.e., we use the notation in quotations to also communicate that ® is compact and convex, that
there are constants ¢;, which will be clear from context, such that ¢; € Hg (R?), that the image set
{(q1(s),q2(s), - ,qn(s)) | s € R3} is contained in D, and that (71,2, ,qn) € D. We employ a
similar abuse of notation in writing “F.(q1, - ,qn) € T (*; D5 q1,- -+ , qn).”

Remark 6.5. In the notation R(---),Z(---), and O7(---), we often omit the argument . In this
case, it is understood that there is an implied set © that is to be inferred from context; frequently
® is to be inferred from L* estimates on the ¢; that follow from Sobolev embedding. Also, we omit
the argument ¢* when k = 0. Furthermore, we have chosen to omit dependence on the constants
q; since, as will be explained at the beginning of Section [6.3] their definitions will be clear from
context. We will occasionally omit additional arguments when the context is clear.

15Technically speaking, the || - are not norms in general, since ||0||Hj7qi = oo unless g; = 0. This is not a

I,

problem because in this article, we only study the “norm” of functions ¢(s) that by design feature ||q||Hj < 00.
a;

1y
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6.2. Functions with c—Independent Properties: Useful Lemmas. The following three lem-
mas provide the core structure for analyzing the Sobolev norms of terms appearing in the EN¢
system. They are especially useful for keeping track of powers of c. Their proofs are based on the
Sobolev-Moser estimates that are stated as propositions in Appendix [Bl

Lemma 6-1. If j > 2 and 5C(Q1,'i' L Gn) €E RI(F:D5q1,-+ ,qn), then
Sc(qla"' 7Qn) _gc(qla"' 7(711) EIJ(ck;fD;qu--- 7Qn)

Proof. We emphasize that the conclusion of Lemma [6-1] is exactly the statement that

18clqr,  qn)—Fe(@s @)y SF ~C(||q1||Hé-l AR anHHg ). Its proof follows from definitions
and [6.2] and from (B.33). O

Lemma 6-2. Suppose that j > 2, F. € RI(cF;D;q1, -+ ,qn), B € T (2 D5q1, -+, qn),
and $e € T (cF;D5q1, -+, qn). Then (Fe-&c)(qr, -+ 1 qn) € RI(F TR D51, qn)
and (gc 'ch)(QIa e aqn) S Ij(ckl+k3;©;q17 e aqn)

Proof. Lemma [6=2] follows from the product rule for derivatives and (B.30). O

Remark 6.6. Lemma [6=2shows that for k < 0, R’ (c¥;D;q1, -+ ,¢,) is a ring i.e., it is closed under
products. We frequently use this property in this article without explicitly mentioning it.

Remark 6.7. Lemma can easily be used to show that if F. € R7(c%; D;q1,--- ,qn) and for all
large ¢, §. doesn’t vanish on @, then 1/F. € R (c”;D;q1, -+, qn).

Remark 6.8. Lemma shows that if F.(q1,---,3,) = 0, then F. € T/ (c*;D;q1, - ,qn). In
particular, if § = 0, then any polynomial (of strictly positive degree) in ¢ is an element of Z7(q).

Remark 6.9. Lemma shows in particular that for & < 0, Z7(c*; ®;q1,- - ,¢,) is an ideal in
RJ(Q;qlu e 7qn)
Remark 6.10. If k£ < 0 and there is a fixed function §oo € R (D;q1, - ,qn) such that Fo. — Foo €

RI(c*;D;q1,-++ ,qn), then it follows that |Fcl; o < |Seoljo + 1, so that the family §. is uniformly
bounded in the norm | - |;» for all large ¢. A similar remark using the || - ||g; norm applies if
oo €ETV(D5q1, -+ ,qn) and Fe—Foo € TV (¥:D;5q1, -+ -, ¢n). We often make use of these observations

in this article without explicitly mentioning it.

Lemma 6-3. Suppose that j > 3, k1 + k2 = ko, and that (g1, ,qn) € RI(F:D15q1, 5 qn).
Assume further that for 1 <i <n, q; € C°([0,T], H;,) N C*([0,T], H%:l) and that for all large c,
k2 ((%ql, e ,8tqn)([O,T] x R3) C Dy. Then on [0,T], we have that

at |:gc(q17 e 7qn):| S Ij_l(ckl;gl X 3327 q1," ,qn, Ckzatqlu e 7Ck28th)-

Proof. Lemma follows from the chain rule, Lemma [6-2] and Remark We emphasize that
the constant term associated to c*2d;q; is 0, so that on the right-hand side of the definition (G.1.2)
of Z971(.-.), we are measuring c*29,q; in the H/~1(R?) norm. O

Corollary 6-4. Let 0, be a first-order spatial differential operator. Suppose that j > 3, k1 +ko = ko,
and that Fe(qr, - ,qn) € RI(FD15q1, -+ ,qn). Assume that for all large c,
™ (9aqr, -+ ,0aqn) ([0,T]) x R®) C D3. Then on [0,T], we have that

aa (56((]17 e aqn)) € Ijil(ckl ; 91 X 927 g1, y4n, Ck28a‘]1a e ack2aaqn)'
Proof. The proof of Corollary is virtually identical to the proof of Lemma O

6.3. Application to the EN¢ System.

We will now apply these lemmas to the EN¢ system. Let us first make a few remarks about our
use of the norms | - || s 5, that appear on the right-hand side of (6.I1.2) and the constant term g;
associated to g;. For the remainder of this article, it is to be understood that the constant term
associated to ¥V is ¢*V,, that the constant term associated to ¢*V is ¢*V,, and the constant
term associated to both DV and DV is 0, where V. and V, are defined in (8LI0) and &TI1)
respectively. Furthermore, the constant term associated to ¢ *V is understood to be ¢ *V,, and
so forth. In other words, when estimating ¢*V using a j—th order Sobolev norm, it is understood
that we are using the norm || - || HI and similarly for the other state-space arrays. The relationship

cfV
between the arrays V and V is always understood to be the one implied by (E.0.13) and (G.0TI5]).
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We furthermore emphasize that V (or V) will represent a solution array to the EN¢ system, and
therefore will implicitly depend on ¢ through the c—dependent initial data \Ofc and through the ¢
dependence of the ENY, system itself. The fact that the constant arrays V. and V. depend on the
parameter ¢ does not pose any difficulty. For as we shall see, V. is contained in the fixed compact
set R for all large ¢, and V. is contained in the fixed compact set K for all large ¢, where the sets
R and K were introduced at the beginning of Section [6l Therefore, when we require L estimates
of the constants V. and V., the bounds can be made independently of all large c.

In addition to the above remarks, we add that we will have available a-priori estimates that
guarantee that V € C°([0, T], H{ )nC* ([0, T, Hé,vc_l) NC?([0,T7, Hé,vc_2) for a fixed integel] N > 4
on our time interval [0, 7] of interest, which are hypotheses that are relevant for Lemma and
Corollary[6-4l Our a-priori estimates will also ensure that all of the relevant quantities are contained
in an appropriate fixed compact convex set, so that the “hypotheses on the ¢;” described in Definition
6.2 will always be satisfied. Consequently, we will often omit the dependence of the running constants
C(--) (see Section [ZH]) on such sets. The relevant a-priori estimates (“Induction Hypotheses”) are
described in detail in Section [T0.3.1]

Let us now provide a clarifying example and also note that as we change settings, it is sometimes
useful to shift the point of view as to what are the arguments of a family F.(---). For example,

consider the expression §. def ¢ 20,®, where ® is a solution variable in the EN¢ system depending
on ¢ through the initial data V. and through the c—dependence of the system itself. If it is known
that ¢=1(|0;®|| = is uniformly bounded by L for all large ¢, then we have that §. € Z3(c™ ;¢ 719, ®)
since ¢ |c710p®|| s < e L. If it also turns out that ||0;®|| s is uniformly bounded for all large
¢, then have that §. € Z3(c=2;9,®). If both estimates are true, then we indicate this by writing
Fe € (710 @)NT3 (2 0:®) or T = O3 (15710 @)NO3(c72; 9, ®). These kinds of estimates
will enter into our continuous induction argument in Section[I0.2] in which we will first prove a bound
for ¢719,®, and then use it to obtain a bound for 9,®; see (I0.2.21) and ([0.2.23).

Remark 6.11. For simplicity, we are not always optimal in our estimates.

The following four lemmas, which provide an analysis of the c—dependence of the terms appearing
in the EN¢ system, will be used heavily in Section [[0.3] which contains most of our technical
estimates. Before providing the lemmas, we first restate our hypotheses on the equation of state
using our new notation.

Hypotheses on the c—Dependence of the Equation of State.

(6.3.1) Re(n,p), Rao(n,p) € RNTH(&; 1, p)
(6.3.2) Re(n,p) — Reo(n,p) € RN (7% ¢, p),

where the set € was introduced at the beginning of Section [6] and is described in detail in Section
We emphasize that our construction of € will depend only on the initial data, and not on the
equation of state (although it is clearly not the case that (3.1 and (G3.2) are satisfied by all
c—indexed equations of state). As a simple consequence of BII6), (G3.1]), and ([E32), we have
that

(6.3.3) &2(n.p) — 62 (n,p) € RN (c72;&;m, p).

We also assume that R (1, p) and &2 (n,p) are “physical” as defined in Section B} i.e., we assume
in particular that whenever 7, p > 0, we have 0 < R (1, p) and 0 < &2_(n,p).

Hypothesis ([63.]) ensures that the terms appearing in the EN¢ and EP,; systems are sufficiently
differentiable functions of 'V, thus enabling us to apply the Sobolev-Moser type inequalities appearing
in Appendix Bl It is strong enough to imply Theorem [ and Theorem Bl Hypothesis ([6.3.2)) is used
in our proof of Theorem 2l and Theorem [l Although a weakened version of Hypothesis (6.3.2)) is
sufficient to prove a convergence theorem, we do not pursue this matter here since we are not striving
for optimal results.

Lemma 6-5. With the functions ., R¢, Roo, Q¢ Qoo W, and W of the state-space variables defined
n (@1E), @10), ({25), @17), @E290), ((.012), and (0TI4) respectively, we have for m = 0,1,2

16The relevance of N > 4 is described in Section [Bl
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and v =1,1,2,3 the following estimates for all large ¢, including ¢ = 0o :

(6.3.4) (ve)? =1 € RN T % v)

(6.3.5) M 1 e RN (™2 )

(6.3.6) R, — Ry = 64{)/‘229‘%(77,1)) —Roo(n,p) € RN (™2, p, ™ D)

(6.3.7) Qe = Qoo = Qc(n,p, ®) — Qoo (0, p) € RN (™ %51, p, ¢ ®)

(6.3.8) W —-W € RN (¢ % P,c™®)

(6.3.9) W e RN (W, c™®)

(6.3.10) W -0, W € IV "Y(c™ 2, P9, P,c ™ ®, ¢ ™0, ®)
(6.3.11) W eIV YW, VOW, ¢ ™d, 7™, d).

Proof. ([6.34), and ([6.3.5]) are easy Taylor estimates. (6.3.6]) follows from Lemmal[6-2] ([6.31)), (63.2),
and (@30). @37) then follows from EII6), (223), [@2H6), Lemma (-2 E3.3]), and ([6E.3.6).
Since P —p = (1 — e4%/<")P, (6.38) follows from (6.3.5), Lemma =2 and that the fact that W
and W differ only in that the second component of W is p, while the second component of W is P.

639) is a simple consequence of ([G3.8). ([G3.I0) follows from (6.3.8), Lemma [6=3] and Corollary

(E3TT)) then follows easily from (G.3.10]). O
Lemma 6-6. If0<j < N, k <0, and §. € R (c*; W), then for m = 0,1, 2, we have that
(6.3.12) Fe € RI( W, ™).

Lemmal6=6follows easily from expressing W in terms of W and ¢~™® via ([6.39]) and applying the
chain rule. Let us re-phrase the content of Lemma in order to be clear: assuming the quantity
T, when expressed in terms of the state-space variables W, has the regularity/c*—boundedness
properties defined by the class of functions R’ (c¥; W), then upon re-expressing the same quantity .

in terms of the variables W, @, (i.e. Fc(W) =F.(W(W, @))) , it has the regularity /c¥—boundedness
properties defined by the class of functions R (c*; W, =" ®).

Lemma 6-7. Let ;A"(W,®), v =0,1,2,3, denote the matriz-valued functions of W and ® intro-
duced in Section [l Let the c—dependent relationship between W and W, ® be defined by (0T2)
and (B0I4). Then for all large ¢ including ¢ = oo, and for m = 0, 1,2, we have that

(6.3.13) oAV (W), (A’ (W) T e RN (W) N RN (W, ¢ ™ ®)

(6.3.14) AW, ), (AW, D)) e RYN(W, e ™) N RN (W, ¢ " d)

(6.3.15) AW, D) — LAY (W) € RN (™3 W, M 0)NRY (¢ W, ¢ D)
(6.3.16) (A" (W, o)) - (OOAO(W))’1 e RN (™ ZW, ¢ m®) N RN (¢ W, ™).

Proof. ([6313) - (6314]) follow from (B.0.17) - (5:0.20), Remark 6.7, Lemma[6-2) Lemmal[G=5, Lemma
[6=0 the determinant-adjoint formula for the inverse of a matrix, and the hypotheses (63.1)), (63-2)

on the equation of state. ]

def

Lemma 6-8. Let B, (W, V) & (0,0, —moo(n,p)(?lfb,—%Oo(n,p)[?g(l),—moo(n,p)agfb)) denote

the right-hand side of (@21, @22), @23), and let B.(W, D, DP) denote the right-hand side
HEII) - @13). Let the c—dependent relationship between W and W, ® be defined by (B.012) and
GOI4). Then for all large ¢ including ¢ = oo, and for m = 0, 1,2, we have that

(6.3.17) B (W, VV®) e ZVNW, VOO) NIV (W, ¢ ™0, VIV D),

(6.3.18) B.(W, D, DP) € IV (W, ¢ " ®, VB ¢ ™0,0) NIV (W, "®, VP, ¢~ 0,®),
and furthermore,

(6.3.19) B.(W,®, DD) = B, (W, V) + 5,

where

(6.3.20) Fe € IN (LW, 7D, ™ DD).
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Proof. (6.3.17) - ([6.3.20) all follow from combining the fact that B.(W., ®.,0,0,0,0) = 0 with

Remark [6.8, Lemma [6-2, Lemma [6-5] and Lemma [6=6 |
Example 6.1. As an enlightening example, we discuss the non-relativistic limit of the polytropic
equation of state, that is, an equation of state of the form p = moc*n + %@n”, where v > 1.

Let us assume that A., A, € RV (€);7n), that A, > 0 on II;(¢), and that A, — Ao, €
RN*TL(c=2: 111 (€);n), where II;(€) is the projection of the set € introduced at the beginning of
Section [6] onto the first axis. Some omitted calculations show that Hypotheses and then
hold, and that

Pl/ved®/c(1-1/7) P
6.3.21 R. = "R, (n,p) = 2 +
( ) (1) Ai/v(ﬁ) 2(y-1)
(6.3.22) Qc=Qc(n,p, @) =P
1/~

mop

AL ()
(6.3.24) Qoo = Qoo(n,p) = 7P

In the isentropic case 1(t,s) = 7, (6323) can be rewritten in the familiar form p = C' - (Roo)?,
where C is a constant.

7. ENERGY CURRENTS

In this section we provide energy currents and discuss their two key properties: 1) for a fixed c,
they are positive definite in the variations W when contracted against certain covectors, and 2) their
divergence is lower order in the variations. In Section B3] we will see that the positivity property is
uniform for all large ¢. A general framework for the construction of energy currents for hyperbolic
systems derivable from a Lagrangian is developed in [6]. The role of energy currents is to replace
the energy principle available for symmetric hyperbolic systems by providing integral identities, or
more generally, integral inequalities, that enable one to control Sobolev norms of solutiond ] to the
EOV¢. This technique will be used in our proofs of Lemma [[0-T4] and Theorem [4l

7.1. The Definition of an Energy Current.
Given a variation W : M — R5 and a BGH V : M — R0 as defined in Section B we define

the energy current to be the vectorfield ©F with components (C)f}o, (C)gj, 7 =1,2,3, in the global
rectangular coordinate system given by

(7.1.1)

0 qe p? e e - o

(C)HO def 172 + Q«— + 2072’}/3(’1)191')]6)P + ’Y?(Rc + 072P) [vkvk + 072’}/3(1)16’1'}]6)2}
ety T _ _ : - -

@7 L 5in? 4 5—P2 + 2 [07 + 220008 P+ A2 (Re + ¢ 2P [i0" + ¢ 372 (0r0F)?]

In the case ¢ = oo, we define for j =1,2,3:
(00) 40 def .2 132 =~ . L
(7.1.2) g =074+ = + RooUi0

g7 i ¢ 52y 2w 4 R,
o0
We note that formally, lim._, (©F = (=)§, a fact that will be rigorously justified in Section B3l
The energy current (ZL1)) is very closely related to the energy current .J introduced in [I8], where
the following changes have been made. First, we have dropped the terms from J corresponding to
the variations of the potential ® and its derivatives, for we will bound these terms in a Sobolev norm
using a separate argument. Second, the expression for (©7 is constructed using the velocity state-

€

. e . . i def ; e
space variable v ([B.2.I1) and variations v, as opposed to the variables U7 = e®u/ and variations

17As we shall see, the energy currents (©)g do not control the variations & or D®; these terms are controlled
through a separate argument that uses the lemmas in Appendix [A]
I8Recall that we also refer to W as the BGS when ¢ = oco.
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U7 that appear in the expression for J. Finally, we emphasize that the formula for (C)SV applies in
a rectangular coordinate system with 2 = ¢, whereas in the formula for J¥ provided in [18], the
rectangular coordinate system is such that 2° = ct, even though ¢ was set equal to unity in [18].

.0 .
Remark 7.1. Viewed as a quadratic form, (°)J " is manifestly positive definite in the variations W
if p > 0, for by our fundamental assumptions on the equation of state, p > 0 = R > 0 and
Qoo > 0.

7.2. The Positive Definiteness of 5# )" for £ eI,

As discussed in detail in [I8], for & belonglng to a certain subset of T M, the quadratic form™]
&u C)H (W W) is positive definite in W if P> 0. The energy current J from [18] has the property
that §#J“ is a positive definite quadratic form in V for ¢ belonging to the interior of the positive
component of the light cone in T M. In contrast, since the energy current (©g from 11D does
not contain terms involving the variations of the potential P, §H<C>3“(W, W) is positive definite in
(17, P,¥) for ¢ belonging to Z5*t, the interior of the positive component of the sound cone at z,
which is larger than the light cone. Expressed in coordinates, this statement reads

(7.2.1) £, 99" (W, W) >0if W>0, P>0, and £ € Z5*+,
where
(7.2.2) It e TEM | (B GG,y < 0 and ¢ > 0},

and h~! is the reciprocal acoustical metrid®] with components that read (for j,k =1,2,3)

(7.2.3) B = =7 — (3.)°[6.2(7,p) — ¢ 7]
(7.2.4) WO =170 = —(3.)*[6.°(7,5) — ¢ ]
(7.2.5) k= g0k — (32627, p) — ¢ 2"

in the global rectangular coordinate system. Recall that the function &, is defined i 1n BI14

We now further discuss the reciprocal acoustical metric. The characteristic subset?] of the trun-
cated® EOVS (5.08) - (.0.10), which is a subset of T M, the cotangent space at , is the union
of several sheets. The inner sheet is the sound cone at x, which is expressed in coordinates as
{CeTiM| ( )“”{MCV = 0}. It follows from the general construction of energy currents as pre-
sented in [6] that &, (C)H (W W) is positive definite whenever £ belongs to the interior of the positive
component of the inner sheet, which is exactly the condition expressed in (ZZ]). This fact allows
us to use the form 5#(@5” (W, W) to estimate the L? norms of the variations W, provided that we
estimate the BGS V.

As an alternative justification of the fact (ZZI)), we remark that (9 has the same form as an
energy current which is shown to have the sound cone positivity property by Christodoulou [7],
except that instead of using Christodoulou’s rectangular coordinate system on M featuring 2" = ¢,
we are using here a rectangular coordinate system with z° = ct. In addition, we have expressed ©g
using the Newtonian velocity v and its associated variations v, as opposed to Christodoulou’s use
of the four velocity and its variations.

Remark 7.2. Because lim._,o, &;2(7,p) = 6 2(77,p) > 0, it follows that for all large ¢, the covector

with coordinates (1,0,0,0) is an element of Z5**. Therefore, (C)QO(W, W) is positive definite for all
large c.

L9we write“@(c)éj“(v'v, W)” to emphasize the point of view that gu(c)g}“ is a quadratic form in W.

20The reciprocal acoustical metric was introduced using dimensionless variables in .

21[18] contains a detailed discussion of the notion of the characteristic subset in the context of the EN¢=! system.

22By “truncated EOVS” we mean the system that results upon deleting the variable & and the equation GoID
that it satisfies.
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7.3. The Divergence of the Energy Current.
As described in [18], if the variations W are solutions of the EOV¢ (L.0.g) - (:0.10), then we can

compute 9, (<C>3“) and use the equations (5.0.8) - (5.0.10) for substitution to eliminate the termd®]

containing the derivatives of W :

(7.3.1) 3
0,(3") = {at (;) + 0, (Q]cﬂ p?
+2¢72(3,) 2 Pot [Btvk + TR0 + T 0y, + 2¢2(3e) 20 (5,007 + 595,0,0°)]
+{ t[(Fe)? (Re + ¢2P)] + 0;[(3e)? (§c+c*2ﬁ)5j}}[@kok+c*2(5c)2(ak@k)2}

+2¢72(7:)* {R +c” ] ) v”@tv] + U 0F 0 UJB Vg +C” (ﬁc)z(ﬁkvk)Q(T)jatT)j +5a5jaj5“)}

Py
+ 20f + 265_ + 20,0,

c

We observe here that in the case ¢ = oo, (T3] reduces to the more palatable expression
. 1 Y ~ ~
(<) O Qe { }

P .
+20f + 2@_9 +20,h9).

oo

(7.3.2)

8. ASSUMPTIONS ON THE INITIAL DATA AND THE UNIFORM-IN-c¢ POSITIVITY OF ENERGY
CURRENTS

In this section we describe a class of initial data for which our energy methods allow us to
rigorously take the limit ¢ — oo in the EN¢ system. The Cauchy surface we consider is

{(t,;s) e M | t =0}.

8.1. An H" Perturbation of a Quiet Fluid.
Initial data for the EP, system are denoted by

(811) ’\0700(5) d:ef (79]710)7’617’525 10}37 (i)oov ‘iJOv ‘ijla \i/27 ‘ij3)a

def

where W(s) d:“@ (0,s) and \IJJ = 0; Poo(s). We assume that Voo is an HY perturbation of the
constant state V., where
def

(8.1.2) Voo = (7,p,0,0,0,®4,0,0,0,0),
7, p are positive constants, and the constant ®. is the unique solution to
(8.1.3) k2D + ATGR oo (7, D) = 0.

The constraint (81.3) must be satisfied in order for equation @24)) to be satisfied by V... By an
HV perturbation, we mean that

(8.1.4) ||VVOO||H%® < o0,

where we use the notation VVOO and W to refer to the first 5 components of \D7OO and Ve respec-
tively. We emphasize that a further positivity restriction on the initial data p and 70 is introduced in
Section[8.2, and that throughout this article, N is a fized integer satisfying

(8.1.5) N > 4.

Remark 8.1. We require N > 4 so that Corollary[B-3] and Remark [B.1] can be applied to conclude
that 921 € C°([0,T], HN=2(R3)), where [ is defined in (I0.2I0); this is a necessary hypothesis for
Proposition [AZH] which we use in our proof of Theorem

23Showing this via a calculation is an arduous task. The lower-order divergence property is a generic feature of
energy currents constructed in the manner described in [6], but we require its explicit form in order to analyze its c—
dependence.
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Although we refer to &)OO and \ill,, v =0,1,2,3, as “data,” in the EP, system, these 5 quantities
are determined by 1, p, 0*, 92, 9% through the equations (L2.2), (EZ4), and (BL3)), together with
vanishing conditions at infinity on ®,, — ®,, and ¥y, :

(8.1.6) Ady — K (Doo — Do) = 471G [Roo (11, ) — Roo (77, P)]
(8.1.7) AV, — k2o = —47GI| =0 (Reo (1, 9)) = — 471G (Reo (1, )T,

where the integral kernel from [@2.7) can be used to compute ®o, — Py and ¥y. We will nevertheless
refer to the array V., as the “data” for the EP, system.

Remark 8.2. Remark [T implies that &)OO € Hg“ and \ifoo € HN+L,

We now construct data for the EN¢ system from Veo. Depending on which set of state-space
variables we are working with, we denote the data for the EN¢ system by

(8.1.8) Ve & (5, 5,01, 02,07, b, Wo, Uy, Uy, U3)
(8.1.9) or V. 2 (5, 4%/ ot i, 63 D, W, By, By, W),

where unlike in the EP,; case, &)C, \ilo, ‘ill, \ilz, and ‘ilg are data in the sense that the system is under-
determined if they are not prescribed. We have chosen the data 7}, p, 0%, 02, 03, ¥g, ¥, Uy, U5 for the
EN¢ system to be the same as the data for the EP,; system, but for technical reasons described below
and indicated in (8112) and (8II4), our requirement that there exists a constant background state
typically constrains the datum ®. so that it differs from ®., by a small constant that vanishes as
¢ — 0. )

As in the EP,, system, we assume that V. is an H" perturbation of the constant state of the
form (depending on which collection of state-space variables we are working with)
(8.1.10) Ve & (,,0,0,0,®,0,0,0,0)
(8.1.11) or V., < (7, P.,0,0,0,®.,0,0,0,0)
where 77 and j are the same constants appearing in Vo, ®, is the unique solution to
(8.1.12) K20, + ArGe P [R(7], p) — 3¢ 2p] =0,

and P, & ¢l e, The constraint (8II2) must be satisfied in order for equation [@I.4) to be
satisfied by p, 7], and ®.. Although the background potential ®. for the ENj, system is not in general
equal to the background potential @, for the EP, system, it follows from the hypotheses (6.31))
and (63.2)) on the c-dependence of R, that

(8.1.13) lim &, = .

c—00

We now define the initial datum &)c appearing in the arrays (8.1.8) and (8.1.9) by

(8.1.14) b, = by — Do + D,

which ensures that the deviation of <i>c from the background potential ®. matches the deviation of
®, from the background potential ®.,. We denote the first 5 components of V., V., V., and V.
by W., W., W,, and W, respectively.

Remark 8.3. We could weaken the hypotheses by allowing the initial data for the EN¢ system to
deviate from the initial data for the EP, system by an HY perturbation that decays to 0 rapidly
enough as ¢ — oo. For simplicity, we will not pursue this analysis here.

8.2. The Sets O, 0,,905,¢, K, and {.

In order to avoid studying the free boundary problem, and in order to avoid singularities in the
energy currents (LTI and (CI.2]), we assume that the initial pressure, energy density, and speed
of sound are uniformly bounded from below by a positive constant. According to our assumptions
(BIII) on the equation of state, to achieve this uniform bound, it is sufficient to make the following
further assumption on the initial data: that WOO(R3) is contained in a compact subset of the

following open subset O of the state-space R®, the admissible subset of truncated state-space, defined
by
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(8.2.1) O E{W = (n,p,v",v%,0%) €R® [ > 0,p > 0}.

Therefore, we assume that WOO( 3) C 01 and W, € Oy, where 0 is a precompact open set
with O; € O, and “ € ” means that “the closure is compact and contained in the interior of.” We
then fix convex precompact open subsets O; and O with O € Oy € D2 € O, and define € to
be the projection of 532 onto the first two axes, where D» denotes the closure of 5. We assume
that with this definition®] of ¢, hypotheses (6.3.1) and (6.3.2)) are satisfied by the equation of state.
Consequently, property (8113 shows that for all large ¢ including ¢ = oo, W.(R?) € O, and
W, € Int(Os); also note that for all ¢, W, = Woo = Wy

We now address the variables (@,8t<1>,81<1>,62<1>,83<1>). In Section [0, we will use energy esti-
mates to prove the existence of an interval [0,7] and a cube of the form [—a,a]® such that for
all large ¢ including ¢ = co, we have (<I>,8t<1>,81<1>,82<1>,83<1>)([0,T] x R3) C [~a,a]®. Furthermore,
it will follow from the discussion in Section [0 that for all large ¢ including ¢ = oo, we have
(D, T, Uy, ¥y, U3)(R?) € Int([—a,a]®). The compact convex set K, then, as given in (I0.2.25)
below, will be defined to be Oy x [—a,al®. It follows from the above discussion that for all large
¢ including ¢ = oo, we have V,(R3) € Int(K) and V, € Int(K). Our goal is to show that the
solution V, to @ILI) - (@LA) launched by the initial data V, exists on a time interval [0, T that
is independent of (all large) ¢ and remains in K.

We now discuss the simple construction of & : based on the above construction, it follows from
definitions (B012) - (B0IH) that for all large ¢ including ¢ = oo, we have V e K = We D,

As given in ([02.26), we will then define the compact convex?] set & by & &= Oy x [—a, a)’, so that
for all large ¢ including ¢ = oo, we also have V € K = Ve R Asin the previous dlscussion, it
follows that for all large ¢ including ¢ = oo, we have V.(R3) € Int(&) and V. € Int(R).

)40
8.3. The Uniform-in-c Positive Definiteness of (©J . As mentioned at the beginning of Section
[ we will use the quantity H(C)f} (t)]| 1 to control HW( )3~ , where (©)7 is an energy current for the
variation W with coeﬁiments defined by a BGS V. Since we seek estimates that are uniform in c, it

is important that (0)8 is uniformly positive definite in W independent of both the BGS V and all
large c. Let us now formulate this precisely as a lemma.

Lemma 8-1. Let (9] be the energy current (TII) for the variation W defined by the BGS V.
Assume that W(t,s) € Oa, where Oq is defined in Section [82, and furthermore assume that
|®(t,s)| < Z. Then there exists a constant C@ z with 0 < Cp, 7 <1 such that

(8.3.1) Co,.z|W|* < (W W) < 0t Z|W|2
holds for all large c including ¢ = oo

Proof. Tt is sufficient prove inequality (83.1]) when |W| = 1 since it is invariant under any re-scaling
of W. Let W,V be the arrays related to the arrays W,V as defined in E0I12) - (E0I5). Our
assumptions imply the existence of a compact set © dependmg only on Oy and Z such that for all
large ¢, V(t,s) € D.

Recall that ("0)3 is defined in (CI2) and that (00)30 is manifestly positive definite in the varia-
tion?d W if p > 0. If we view (00)30 as a function of (W, W), then by uniform continuity, there is

a constant 0 < C(D) < 1 such that C@®)W|? < (W)SO < C(D)~'W|? holds on the compact set
{{IW| = 1} x II5(D), where II5(®) is the projection of © onto the first five axes. Furthermore, if

we also view <C>50 as a function of (W, V), then by Lemma 62, Lemma -5, (ZL1), and (Z.1.2) we

24Note that our construction of 9o depends on '\;\700 (R3), but is independent of the equation of state and inde-
pendent of c.

25Proposition|m requires the convexity of K and £, and the estimate (B.33) also requires that V. € K, Ves
In practice, K and £ can be chosen to be cubes.

265 be consistent the notation used in formula (ZI2), it would be “more correct” to use the symbol W to denote
the variations appearing as arguments in (°°)3(~, -). However, for the purposes of this proof, there is no harm in
identifying W = W since in this context, these placeholder variables merely represent the arguments of (>©) J when
viewed as a quadratic form in the variations.
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have that (0)30 = <°°>3'0 + e - [W[2, where 3. € RN (¢%9;V). (BZI) now casily follows: Co,.z
can be any positive number that is strictly smaller than C(D). O

9. SMOOTHING THE INITIAL DATA

For technical reasons, we need to smooth the initial data. Without smoothing, the terms on the
right-hand sides of (I0.2.4]) - (I0.2.6)) involving the derivatives of the initial data could be unbounded
in the HY norm. To begin, we fix a Friedrichs mollifier x(s); i.e., x € C2°(R3),

supp(x) C {s| |s| < 1},x >0, and [ x d3s = 1. For € > 0, we set y(s) & € ?x(2). We smooth the
first 5 components W, of the data Voo defined in ®II) with x., defining xJ;VOO € C*° by

(9.0.2) X Woo(s) & / Xe(s — )W (s)) d°s'.
R3

Note that we do not smooth the data (®., ¥,) € Hg” x HN*1 because by Remark 8.2 and definition

(BI1I4), they already have sufficient regularity.
The following property of such a mollification is well known:

(9.0.3) lim || xcWoo — Waoll g = 0.
e—0t

We will choose below an ¢y > 0. Once chosen, we define

(9.0.4) O & (O O ©g) %y Yy
(9.0.5) OV, & (O (Abe/e? . ©0)5 ©)3),

where @, is defined in (BII4). By Sobolev embedding, the assumptions on the initial data w,,
which are the first 5 components of the data V. defined in (8I9), by Lemma [6=2] by €33]), and
by the mollification property (@.03]), 3{A; > 0 A €y > 0} such that

(9.0.6) for all large ¢, |[W — OW, |[zv <Ay = W € O,
. . A
(907) ||(0)Wc - WC“HN ,S C@Q,Z ' 7)

where O is defined in Section 82 and Cp, , is the constant from (831]). Here, Z is a fixed constant
that will serve as an upper bound for ||®(¢)|| L~ on a certain time interval, where ® will be a solution
variable to the EN¢ system. We explain this fixed value of Z, given in expression (I0.3.5) below, in
detalil in Section Note that according to this reasoning, A; = A1 (Os; Z).

Remark 9.1. Because these quantities enter into our Sobolev estimates below, it is an important
fact that |(OV,| v+ and OV, = are uniformly bounded for all large ¢. By (8113), (R1.14),
V.

definition (@.0.5]), and Sobolev embedding, to obtain these uniform bounds, we only need to show

that || elde/c® (0 [| g+ , s uniformly bounded for all large c. This fact follows from Lemma
ABe /2

[6-11 Lemma[6-2] and ([©.3.3). Such a uniform bound is used, for example, in the estimate ([0.3.45]).

10. UNIFORM-IN-TIME LOCAL EXISTENCE FOR EN{

In this section we prove our first important theorem, namely that there is a uniform time interval
[0,T] on which solutions to the EN¢ system having the initial data V. exist, as long as ¢ is large
enough. We emphasize that throughout this article, we assume that NV > 4 and that the equation

of state satisfies the hypotheses (63.1)), ([6-32).

10.1. Local Existence and Uniqueness for EN¢ Revisited.
Let us first recall the following local existence result proved in [I8], in which it was not yet shown
that the time interval of existence can be chosen independently of all large c.

Theorem 1. (EN¢ Local Existence Revisited) Let V.(s) be initial data 81R) for the EN
system (@I) - (EI8) that are subject to the conditions described in Section [8  Assume that
the equation of state is “physical” as described in Section [l Then for all large (finite) ¢, there
exists a T, > 0 such that @EI1I) - EIY) has a unique classical solution V € C?([0,T.] x R3) of
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the form V = (n, P,v*,v?,v%, ®,0,®,01®, 0o®, 03®) with V(0,s) = \o/'c(s). The solution satisfies
V([0,T.] x R®) C K, where the (c—independent) compact set K is defined in equation ([0.225).
Furthermore, V € C°([0,T.], H\]—,VC) nc(o,T.], HVNC_l) NnC3([0,T.], HVNC_2) and

® e C°[0,T,], Hgfl) NnCL([o,T.], ch) NnC2([o,T.], Hg;l) Nne3([o, T, Hg;z), where the constants
V. and ®. are defined by (BILII) and BII2) respectively.

Remark 10.1. Although they are not explicitly proved in [I8], the facts that V € C?([0,T,.] x R?)
and that V is twice differentiable in ¢ as a map from [0,7.] to HgC_Q follow from our assumption
that N >4 (i.e. the degree of differentiability of the solution is N — 2). Also, by Corollary [B=3] we
have that p € CO([0, T.], HY) N C*([0, T¢], HY YN C*([0,T.], HY ~?), since p = Pe—4®/¢*

The proof of the claim that T, can be chosen such that V([0,T.] x R?) C K is based on the fact
\O/'C(R3) € Int(K), which follows from the remaining discussion in this section, together with the
continuity result from the theorem and Sobolev embedding.

Remark 10.2. The case ¢ = oo is discussed separately in Theorem [3

Remark 10.3. The local existence theorem in [I8] was proved using the relativistic state-space
variables U” & edyv. However, the form of the Newtonian change of variables made in sections [3.1]
and [3.2] together with Corollary [B-3] allow us to conclude Sobolev regularity in one set of variables
if the same regularity is known in the other set of variables.

The following corollary, which slightly extends the lifespan of the solution and also allows us to
conclude stronger regularity properties from weaker regularity properties, will soon be used in our
proof of Proposition [[0-2
Corollary 10-1. Assume that 5/2 < N’ < N and that V(t,s) is a solution to the ENZ system
having the regularity property Ve L>([0,T],Hy ) N C'([0,T] x R?). Then there exists an ¢ > 0

such that (with T+ < T +¢)

(10.1.1) Ve C*([0,T*] x R*) nCO([0, T*], HY ) nCH([0,T*], HG 1) N C*([0,T*], HG ).

Proof. We apply Theorem [T] to concludd®] that for each T" € [0, T, there exists an € > 0, depending
on 7", and a solution V to the EN¢ system such that V € C?([T' — ¢, T + €] x R?)

NCO([T" — e, T" + €|, HY YN CH([T" — €, T" + ], HY ") N C*([T" — €, T" + €], HY %) and such that
V(T') = V(T"). Furthermore, the uniqueness argument from [I8], which is based on local energy
estimates, can be easily modified to show that solutions to the EN¢ system are unique in the class

CL([T' — €, T' + €] x R?). Therefore V.=V on their common slab of spacetime existence. Corollary
[I0-T thus follows. O

In addition to Theorem [II our proof of Theorem [2 also requires an additional key ingredient,
namely a continuation principle for Sobolev norm-bounded solutions:

Proposition 10-2. (Continuation Principle) Let V.(s) be initial data ®L8) for the EN¢
system [@II) - @IR) that are subject to the conditions described in Section [8, and let T > 0.
Assume that V € C*([0,T) xR*)NC°([0,T), Hy )NC*([0,T), Hé,v_l) is the unique classical solution

existing on [0, T) launched by \D/'c(s). Let O be the admissible subset of truncated state-space defined
in BZI), and let U5 : R1Y — RS be the projection onto the first 5 azes. Assume that there are
constants My, My > 0, a compact set K C R19 with 1I5(K) € O, and a set U € Int(K) such that
the following three estimates hold for any T' € [0,T) :

W MV gy < M
(2) I 0V [|lgv-1 70 < Mo
(3) V([0,T] x R®) C UL

Then there exists an € > 0 such that (with T Yy €)
Ve C}[0,TH] x R*) N C([0, 7], HY ) n CH([0,T*], Hg 1) N C*([0,T], HG %)
(10.1.2) and V([0,T7] xR?) C K.

2TTheorem [Ml can be easily modified to obtain a solution that exists both “forward” and “backward” in time.
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Remark 10.4. Hypothesis (2) is redundant; it can be deduced from hypothesis (1) by using the
equations to solve for 9;V and then applying (B.30).

Proof. We will first show that there exists a V* € HJ (R*) such that

(10.1.3) lim |[V(T,) — V*|gx-1 =0

n—oo

holds for any sequence {7}, } of time values converging to T" from below.

If {T},} is such a sequence, then hypothesis (2) implies that | V(T;) = V(Tk) || grv-1 < Ma|T; — Ty
By the completeness of HV ™!, there exists a V* € Hé,vfl such that (I0.13) holds, and it is easy
to check that V* does not depend on the sequence {f }. By hypothesis (1), we also have that
{V(T,)} converges weakly in HN to V* and that ||V* ||HN < M;. We now fix a number N’ with

5/2 < N’ < N. By Proposition m we have that hmnﬁoo |V(T) — V*|| yn = 0. Consequently,

def

if we define V(T) = V*, it follows that V € L>([0,T], HJ ) n CO([O,T],H\J—/W). Using the fact
that N’ > 5/2, together with the embedding of HN'(R3) into appropriate Holder spaces, it can be
shown that V € C°([0, T, Hg/) — V, VDV € C°([0,T] x R?); i.e., we can continuously extend

V, VDV to the slab [0,T] x R3. To conclude that V € C([0,T] x R3), we will show that 9;V
extends continuously to [0,7] x R3. To this end, we use the EN¢ equations to solve for 9,V

(10.1.4) oV =F(V,vv),

where § € CV. Since V, VIV € C°([0,T] x R?), the right-hand side of (I0.L.4) has been shown to
extend continuously so that it is an element of C°([0, T x R3). Furthermore, since

V € CH([0,T) x R?), it follows from elementary analysis that 9;V exists classically on [0,T] x R3
and that 8,V € C°(]0, T] x R3), thus implying that V € C([0, T] x R?). The additional conclusions
in (I.I2) now follow from Corollary [[0-Tl and continuity. O

Remark 10.5. Proposition [[0-2] shows that if the solution V blows up at time T, then either
limpr ||| 'V |||Hg =00, limpip ||| OV |[|gy-1 = o0, or V(T",R3) escapes every compact

subset of O x R® as T' 1 T, where O is defined in (8Z.1)).

Remark 10.6. Although the main theorems in this article require that N > 4, Corollary [[0-1] and
Proposition [[0=2] are also valid for N = 3, except that the conclusion V € C%([0,T + €] x R3) must
be replaced with V- € C1([0,T + €] x R3), and the conclusion V € C?([0,T + 6],H\J7V_2) does not
hold.

10.2. The Uniform-in-Time Local Existence Theorem.
We now state and prove the uniform time of existence theorem.

Theorem 2. (Uniform Time of Existence) Let Vo, denote initial data ®I11) for the EP,
system @Z1) - @26) that are subject to the conditions described in Section B Let V. denote
the corresponding initial data &IQ) for the ENC system @11 - @IR) constructed from Voo as
described in Section[8, and let OW, denote the smoothing QA of the first 5 components of V. as
described in Section[d. Assume that the c—indexed equation of state satisfies the hypotheses ([6.3.1))
and [6.32) and is “physical” as described in sections [31] and [6.3, and let K be the fized compact
subset of R defined in (I0.2.25). Then there exist co > 0 and T > 0, with T not depending on
¢, such that for ¢ > co, Ve launches a unique classical solution V to @ILI) - @LY) that exists
on the slab [0,T] x R3 and that has the properties V(0,s) = Ve(s) and V([0,T] x R?) € K. The
solution is of the form V = (n, P,vt,v?, 03, ®,0,®,01¢,02®, 93®) and has the regularity properties
Ve C2([0,T) x R%) N CO([0,T], Hy (R?)) N C*([0,T], Hy ' (R?)) and

@ e C3([0, T)x R*)NCO([0, T, HY FH(R?)) N CH([0,T), HY (R*)) N C2([0, T, Hy ~(R?)), where the
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constants V. and ®. are defined by 8ILIL) and 8II2) respectively. Furthermore, with
P & Pe’4¢/62, there exist constants Ay, Ao, L1, Lo, L3, Ly > 0 such that

(10.2.1a) I|W = OW, |||y 7S Ay
(10.2.1b) Il @ — @ [llzrve 7S As
(10.2.1¢c) [ OW ||| rx-1 7S Ln
(10.2.1d) | 0:@ |~ 7S Lo
(10.2.1e) W ozn [llax—=r, 1070 [[a~—21S Ls
(10.2.1f) 1079 |[|av—1 7S La-

10.2.1. Outline of the structure of the proof of Theorem[2. We prove Theorem 2] via the method of
continuous induction (“bootstrapping”). After defining the constants Ay, Ag, L), and Ly, we make
the assumptions (I03]) - (I034]). These assumptions hold at 7 = 0 and therefore, by Theorem [T}
there exists an interval 7 € [0,T,) on which the solution exists and on which the assumptions hold.
Based on these estimates, we use a collection of technical lemmas derived from energy estimates to
conclude that the bounds (I0:2.17) - (I0.2.23) hold for 7 € [0, T¢). It is important that the constants
appearing on the right-hand sides of (I0.217) - (I0:2.23]) do not depend on ¢, if ¢ is large enough.
We can therefore apply Proposition[I0-2]to conclude that for all large ¢, the solution can be extended
to a uniform interval [0, T']. The closing of the induction argument is largely due to the fact that the
source term for the Klein-Gordon equation satisfied by ®, which is the right-hand side of (£I1.4),
“depends on ® only through ¢=2®.”

10.2.2. Proof of Theorem [2. We begin our detailed proof of Theorem [2] by making a few remarks
about the running constants C(---) that will appear in our argument. For the sake of appearances,
we frequently suppress the dependence of C(---) on N, , and the sets Os, 552, K, and K. We indicate
dependence of the running constants on the initial data [|(9W, ||HN+1 (|, ||HN+1 and || ol g~ by

writing C(id). By Remark [0.1] any constant C(id) can be chosen to be mdependent of all large c.

We now introduce some notation that will be used throughout the proof, and also in the following
section, where we have placed the proofs of the technical lemmas. Let V denote the local in time
solution to the EN¢ system (L) - (L8) launched by the initial data V. as furnished by Theorem
[ With W denoting the first 5 components of V, we suggestively define

def

(10.2.2) Wi(t,s) & W(t,s) — OW,(s)
(10.2.3) PLE Do,

where @, is defined in 8&1I4) and ©W,(s) is defined in (LO5) with the help of [II.3.5). We
remark that this choice of (VW (s) is explained in more detail below.

It follows from the fact that W is a solution to (@LI) - (ZL3) that W is a solution to the
EOVS (.08) - (0.10) defined by the BGS V with initial data W(0,s) = W(s) — OW,(s).
The inhomogeneous terms in the EOV¢ satisfied by W are given by b = (f,g,-+-,h3), where for
7=1,23

(10.2.4) f=—0"0,[ O]

(10.2.5) 9= (4P = 3Q.)[0:(c2®) + v* Ok (c2®)] — v* Oy [e*P</<" . O]
= Qeok[V"] — ¢ (1) * Qv va Ok [ 0]

(10.2.6) h) = (3¢72P — R.) (0;® + (ve) 20’ [0(c72®) + v*O) (¢ 2 ®)])

— (7e)2(Re + ¢ 72P) (v* 0, [07] + 72 (7)1 0pv 9 [V 0]
-9 648/ O0p] _ =2(,) 209 gk G [e4®e/¢” . (O],

In order to show that the hypotheses of Proposition [[0-2] are satisfied, we will need to estimate
0z W in L2. Therefore, we study the equation that 95W satisfies: for 0 < |@| < N, we differentiate
the EOV¢, defined by the BGS V with inhomogeneous terms b to which W is a solution, obtaining
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that 95 W satisfie?d

(10.2.7) AW, 8)9, (0:W) = ba,

where (suppressing the dependence of the .A”(-) on W and ®)

(10.2.8) bas & A% ((-A%)'b) + ks

and

(10.2.9) ks = A [(LA”) AR (05 W) — Dz ((+A%) TLeAROLW)].

Thus, each 95 W is a solution the EOV¢ defined by the same BGS V wi‘qh inhomogeneous terms
bs. Furthermore, ® is a solution to the EOV¢ equation (B0II) with ®(¢ = 0) = 0, and the
inhomogeneous term [ on the right-hand side of (01T is

(10.2.10) 1Y (k2 — A, + 47G(R, — 3¢ 2P).

We will return to these facts in Section [10.3] where we will use them in the proofs of some technical
lemmas.
As an intermediate step in our proof of (I0.2.1al) - (I0.2.1f), we will prove the following weaker

version of (T0.2.1d):
0.2.1d) I 0@ (|l v 1S L.

We now define the constants A, Ag, L}, and Ly. We will then use a variety of energy estimates
to define L1, Lo, and L3 in terms of these four constants and to show that (10.2.1a) - (10.2.1f) are
satisfied if T is small enough. First, to motivate our definitions of L}, Ly, and As, see inequalities

(A4) and (A6) of Lemma [A=2] and inequality ([(A20)) of Corollary [A=3] and let Cy(x) denote the

constant that appears throughout the lemma and its corollary. By a non-optimal application of
Lemma [T0-6] we have that

(10.2.11) Co(k) (e [ Woll v + (110 || v ) S 1/2
(10.2.12) Co (k) (cl|10) | grv—1 + [[(A — K2) g — Bl(0) | gra—2) S 1.

Note also the trivial (and not optimal) estimate (Co(n))20*2||\i/0||HN < 1/4 % (A,)2/4. With these
considerations in mind, we define

def

(10.2.13) Ay &1
(10.2.14) L, <
(10.2.15) Ly%1.

To define Ay, we first define Z = Z(id; A3) to be the constant appearing in (I0.3H). Using this
value of Z, which we emphasize depends only on As and the initial data W, for the EP,, system,
we then define A; so that (Q.0.6) and (@.0.7) hold. Note that it is exactly at this step in the proof
that the smoothing ("W, which is defined in (.0.5), of the initial data W, which are the first 5
components of ([8ITI]), is fixed.

We find it illuminating display the dependence of other constants that will appear below on
Ay, Ao, LY, Ly. Therefore, we continue to refer to (ILZI3) - (I0.2TH) by the symbols As, L, and Ly
respectively, even though they are equal to 1.

We now carry out the continuous induction in detail. Let 7."** be the maximal time for which

the solution V. exists and satisfies the estimates (I0.2.1d), (10.2.1D), (10.2.1d7), and (10.2.10); i.e.,
T = sup {TIV € ([0, 7], HY, (R) N (0, T), HY 7 (RY) 1 C2(0,T), HY 2 (RY)),

(10.2.16) and ([0.2.1a), ([0.215), ([OZId),and (0.2.11) hold}.

Note that the set we are taking the sup of necessarily contains positive values of T since for all large
¢, the relevant bounds are satisfied at T = 0, and therefore by Theorem [I also for short times.

28Recall the convention stated in Remark
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Lemmas [[0-T4 [[0-4] [[0=7 @0-TTl 00-9] and inequalities (I0.330) and (I0329) of Lemma

supply the following estimates which are valid for 0 < 7 < T/"%* .

(10217) ||| W |||HN S [A1/2+T C(Al,Ag,Ll,Lz)} -exp(T . C(Al,Az,Ll,LIQ))
(10.2.18) || O:W |||~ S Li(Av, Ao, L)
(10.2.19) I 020 -0, |1l 07 || rx—2 7 < La(Ar, Mg, Ly, L, La)

. A
10.2.20 ||| b |||%{N+1,T5 ( i) + C(Al,Ag,Lg) +T C(Al,Az,Ll,LIQ,Lg,L4)
10.2.21 M 0@ |||gy »S Lh/2+ 7 (A1, Ag, Ly, L)

10.2.22
10.2.23

| 07 ||| gwv-1 S La/2+ 7 C(A1,Ag, Ly, Ly, Ls, Ly)
| 0u® |||~ S La(Ar, Ao, Ly, L) /2 4+ 7 - C(A1, Ay, Ly, Ly, L, Ly).

AAA/_\
O — — —

We apply the following sequence of reasoning to interpret the above inequalities: first L in
([I0Z18) is determined through the known constants Aq, A, and L}. Then L3 in (I0ZTY) is de-
termined through the known constants Ay, Ao, L1, L}, and Ly. Then Lo in (I0.2.23) is determined
through Aj, Ag, L1, and L. Finally, the remaining constants C(---) in (I02.17) - (I0.222)) are all
determined through Ay, Ao, L1, LY, L3, Ly.

By Sobolev embedding and (8.II3J), there exists a cube [—a,a]® (depending on the initial data,
Ay, and Ly) such that for all large ¢, || @ ||gn < Ay, || 0@ ||gn< Ly —

(10.2.24) (<i>,81<i>,82<i>,83<i>,8t<1>)([0,T] x R%) C [~a,d]’,

independent of whether or not ® or 9,® are solutions to an equation. Motivated by these consider-
ations, we define both for use now and use later in the article the following compact sets:

(10.2.25) K ¥ 0, x [~a,d]’

(10.2.26) RE D, x [~a,a]’.

Here, Oy and O5 are the sets defined in Section

We now choose T" so that when 0 < 7 < T, it algebraically follows that the right-hand sides of
(I0ZI7) and (I0.2.20) - (I0.Z23) are strictly less than Ay, (A2)?, L}, Ly, and Lo respectively. Note
that T' may be chosen independently of (all large) ¢. We now show that T7** < T is impossible.

Assume that 7% < T. Then observe that the right-hand sides of (I0.ZI7) and (I0.2Z20) -
@0Z23) are strictly less than A1, (A2)?, Lb, Ly, and Ly respectively when 7 = T4, Therefore, by
the construction of the set K described above, by ([@.0.G]), and by Sobolev embedding, we conclude
that for all large ¢, V.([0, T/%*) x R3) is contained in the interior of K. Consequently, we may apply
Proposition to extend the solution in time beyond T7*%* thus contradicting the definition of
T*. Note that this argument also shows that V ([0, T] x R?) C K. This completes the proof of The-
orem O

10.3. The Technical Lemmas.

We now state and prove the technical lemmas quoted in the proof of Theorem We will re-
quire some auxiliary lemmas along the way. Throughout this section, we assume the hypotheses
and notation used in our proof of Theorem [} i.e., V denotes the solution, W denotes its first 5
components, the relationship between W and W is given by (5.0.12) and (5.0.14), W and & are
defined in (I0:272) and ([IOZ3)) respectively, [ is defined in (I02I0), and so forth. In this section,
we typically suppress the dependence of the running constants C(---) on N, k, O, O, K, and £.

10.3.1. The induction hypotheses. We assume that 7 € [0,7**). By the definition (I0.2.16]) of
Tmew we have the following bounds (I0.3.2) - (I034) (we will comment on the bound (T3] in
a moment), where Ay, L}, and Ly are defined in (I0L213) - (I0.2.TH)) respectively:

(10.3.1) W= OW, [||g~ .S A
(10.3.2) I @ — @ ||| .S Ao
(10.3.3) M| 6@ ||| v S L
(10.3.4) N 7 Il a2 S La.
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We note the following easy consequence of (8IT4]) and (T0.3.2)):
@3Z) 1 =P [llav - <[ @ = De [[ln 7 + ||| D = e [y - S Ao + C(id) = C(id; As).

It then follows from (BI.I3), BI.I4), (I0.32X), and Sobolev embedding that
(10.3.5) 1| @ |||ze,rS Z(id; Ag).

Using the value of Z in (I0.33]), which depends only on the data W, for the EP, system and the
known constant Ay, we are able to choose a constant A; > 0 such that (0.0.6) and (@.0.7) hold. As
discussed in sections @ and MI.Z2 such a choice of A; also involves fixing the smoothing (©) W of
Woo, which then defines (YW, via equation (@05). We emphasize that it is this choice of Ow,
and A; that appear implicitly in (I0.2.17), in (I0.2.14l), and in (031).

Then by (QL0.7) and (I0.3T), we have that
([3.1)

W =W, |[[gn, < [[| W=OW, [[|gv, + || OW. = W, |[||lux, + [[| We = W ||lav -

def

< A1+C(id;A1) + C(Zd) = C(id;Al).
Furthermore, by Lemma [6-1] ([6.3.9), and ([I0.31T), we have that
(10.3.6) [[| W =W, [||g~ .S Clid; A1, As).

T~

Note also that ([@.0.6)), (I0.3.1), and the definition of D5 given in Section B.2] together imply that
for all large ¢, we have that W ([0, Tm%%) x R3) C Oz and W([0, T/%) x R3) C D,.
In our discussion below, we will refer to (I03.1)) - (I0.3.6) (I031T), and (I03.2) as the induction

hypotheses. Sobolev embedding and the induction hypotheses, which for all large ¢ are satisfied at
7 =0, together imply that W, VIOW, W VOW & VDD, ¢—19,, ¢ 19?® are each contained in a
compact, convex set (depending only on the initial data, A1, Ag, L), and Lyg) on [0,7%) x R3. As
stated in Remark [6.5] we will make use of this fact without explicitly mentioning it every time.

10.3.2. Proofs of the technical lemmas.
Lemma 10-3. Consider the quantity | defined in (I0.210). Then for m =0, 1,2, we have

(10.3.7) (47G)H = Roo (0, 1) — R (11, D) + T,

(10.3.8) (ArG) 04l = 0,(Roo (0, D)) + B¢

(10.3.9) (47G) 1071 = 0f (Roo (0, 1)) + Hes

where

(10.3.10) Fe € IV (™, p, ¢ D)

(10.3.11) G. € TN (™2, p, "D, Oy, Oyp, ¢ ™0, D)

(10.3.12) N €INT2(™ 2, p, D, Opn, Oyp, ¢ ™0, @, 02, O2p, ¢ O D).

Proof. Tt follows from the discussion in Section [§] that

(10.3.13)

(4nG) 1 = (M Re(n,p) = PR, ) + 3 (1P Tp = M) 4 Reo (7, 5) — R (11.1).
Therefore, (I0.37) + (I0.3.10) follows from Lemma [6-1] Lemma [6-2, and Lemma 65 [I0.3.8) +

(0311 and (I039) + (I0312) then follow from Lemma [6-31 O
Lemma 10-4.
(10.3.14) 11 0eW [[|zzv—1 .7, [l 0W [l x-S Clids Av, Ag, L) = Ly (id; Ay, Ag, Lf).

Proof. By using the EN¢ equations @I - (I3) to solve for ;W and applying Lemma [6=2]
(6310) in the cases v = 1,2, 3, Lemma [6-6] Lemma [6=7] and Lemma [6=8, we have that

(10.3.15)
OW = (AW, ) [ = AW, 8) W + B (W, d, DD)]
— (A’ (W) T [ = AP W)BW + B (W, VIB)] + 0N (¢ 2 W, VOW, 6, V)
+ OV YW VDWW, 71, ¢ DB N OV (¢ 2 W, VOW, &, D).
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The bound for ||| ;W |||g~-1 , now follows from Lemma =2 (6.3.13), (6.3.17), the induction
hypotheses, (I0.3.15), and the definition of O ~1(---). The bound for ||| 9 W |||g~-1 , then follows
from the bound for ||| ;W ||| g~-1 ,, 63.10) in the case v = t,m = 1, and the induction hypotheses.
We remark that we have written the “intersection term” on the right-hand side of (I0310) in a
form that will be useful in our proofs of Lemma [[0-6, and Lemma [[0-7t the “c~2” decay is used in
Lemma, [[0-6, while the “dependence on ¢~ 'D®” is used in Lemma [[0=7 Similar comments apply
to Corollary and equation (I03.18) below. O

The following indispensable corollary shows that for large ¢, the EN¢ system can be written as a
small perturbation of the EP,; system.

Corollary 10-5. (EN¢ ~ EP,, for Large ¢)
(10.3.16)
W = (A’ (W) T [ = A" W)W + B (W, VI®)] + 0N (%W, VOW, 0, v )
+ OV YW, VOW, 710, 1 DD) N OV e 2, W, VOW, &, DD).
Proof. Recall that ;W and 9;W differ only in that the second component of 9; W is 9, P, while the
second component of ;W is 9;p. Therefore, it follows trivially from (I0.3.15) that (I0.3:16) holds

for all the components of J;W except for the second component O;p.
To handle the component 0;p, we first observe that the second component of the array

—(OO.AO(W))_l[ — AR (W)W + B (W, V)] is equal to —v*dpp — Quo(n, p)Okv”. It thus
follows directly from considering the second component of ([0315) that

(10.3.17) P = —v*0p — Qoo (n, p)Ov* + OV 12 W, VOW, &, VDo)

+ OV YW VDWW, 71, ¢ 1 DB) N OV (e 2 W, VOW, &, D).
Therefore, since dyp — O, P = (e~4®/¢ —1)8,P — 4(c~20,®)e*?/<" P, we use Lemma 62, (6.3.5),
©310), (6310), Lemma [6-6] and (I0.3.17) to conclude that
(10.3.18) oip = —v"O0p — Qoo (n, p) O™ + ON "L 2 W, vOW, o, V(l)fb)

+ OV YW, VDWW 710, 1 DD) N OV L¢3 W, VOW, &, DD).

|
Lemma 10-6. There exists a constant C(id) > 0 such that
(10.3.19) 1100)|| g~ < ¢2C(id)
(10.3.20) (A = £2)Wg — 8,1(0) || g1 < ¢ 2C(id).

Proof. The estimate (I0.3.19) follows from the estimate (I0.3.7) for I(t) at ¢ = 0 and (I0.3.10) in

the case m = 0.
To obtain the estimate (I0.3.20), first recall that according to the assumption (8IT) and the
chain rule, we have that

(10.3.21) (4mG) " (K — A)Wg = 9 (Reo (7, §) %)
ORo o vk o oo o oy akn -
= o (mp)vkt?knJr—ap (17, )" O + Roo (1, ) Or 0"

Furthermore, by Lemma [6-2] (I0.3.8) at ¢t = 0, (I0.3.11)) in the case m = 0, the chain rule, (Z.1.1]),
definition (£.2.6)), (10.3.18), and (3.1.16) in the case ¢ = oo, we have that

(10.3.22)
ORoo

_ o ovoka o ORoo o ovoka o 1, -3 .
(47G) 16tz(0)=—8—n( vp)vkalm—a—p(n,p)vkﬁkp—%oo(n,p)akvk+ON Y(c254d).

The estimate (I03:20) now follows from (I03.2T]) and (I0.322]).

O

Lemma 10-7.
(10.3.23) ||| 927 [[|lg~—2.rs ||| 82D |n—2.r S Clid; Ay, Ao, Ly, Ly, Ly) & La(id; Ay, Ao, Ly, Ly, Ly).

~
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Proof. To obtain the bound for 8?p, differentiate each side of the expression (I0.3.18) with respect
to t, and then apply Lemma to conclude that

(10.3.24) 0fp = =0, [0 Op + Qoo (1, p)Ov"*] + &,

where &, € IV 2(¢c L, W,DW, VMW, d VD®, 19,0, ¢ V19,8, c102®). We now use
Lemmal6-2} the induction hypotheses, the previously established bounds (I0.3.14) on ||| O;W ||| gv-1 ,
and ||| OW |||g~-1.,, and the definition of ZV~2(---) to conclude the estimate ([0.3.23) for
Il OFp [l mrv—2,r -

The estimate for 977 is similar, and in fact much simpler: use equation (LI to solve for 9;n,

and then differentiate with respect to ¢ and reason as above. |
Lemma 10-8.

(10.3.25) Il - S Clids Ay, As)

(10.3.26) [ Ol ||| g1 - S Clid; A1, Az, Ly, L)

(10.3.27) [ 071 | grv—2 7 < Clid; Ay, Ag, Ly, Ly, Ly, Ly).

Proof. To prove ([10.3.25)), we first consider the formula for I given in (I0.3.7) + (I0.310). By Lemma
ETland (), we have that ||| R (1, p) — Foo (1, 5) e < lll oo (1) — oo (1,5) e, +

|| Roo (7, D) = Roo(1,D) ||| a~ »S Cid; A1, Az). To estimate ||| Fe |||g~ -, where §. is from (I0.3.7),
simply use (I3I0) in the case m = 0 together with (I03.2) and (I03.6). The proofs of (T1.326)

and (I0327) follow similarly from the expressions (I0.3.]), (I039), (I031I) in the case m = 1,
and ([[0312) in the case m = 1, together with Lemma[6-21and the bounds supplied by the induction

hypotheses, Lemma [T0-4, and Lemma [10-7 a
Lemma 10-9.
(10.3.28) ¢ ' ||| 8:® |||g~» S 1/24 7 - Clid; Ay, Mg, Ly, L) = LY /2 + 7 - C(id; Ay, Aa, Ly, Lb).

Proof. (I0.3:28) follows from definition (I0.2ZT4), Lemma [I0-6] inequality (I0.3.26]) of Lemmam,
and inequality (A4 of Lemma [A=2]

Lemma 10-10.
(10.3.29) | 0c® |||~ » S Clid; Ay, Ag, Ly, L) + 7 - C(id; Ay, Ao, L, Ly, L3, Ly)

Y Ly(id; Ay, Ay, Ly, LS) /2 + 7 - C(id; Ay, Ay, Ly, LY, Ls, Ly)
(10.3.30) M| 0 || gn-1r S 1/2+ 7 Olidy Av, Aa, Ly, Ly, L3, Ly)

Y Ly/247-C(id; Ay, Ay, Ly, L, L3, Ly).

Proof. The estimate (I0.3.29) follows from Lemma [[0-=0] inequalities (I0.3.26) and (I0327) of
Lemma [I0-8 and inequality (A25]) of Proposition The estimate ([0.3.30) follows from defi-

nition (I0.2.TH), Lemma [0-6] inequality (I0.3.27) of Lemma [[0-8 and inequality (AZ6]) of Lemma
A-2 O

Remark 10.7. Interestingly, (I0.3.29) provides a bound for ||| 9;® |||y~ , that depends in part on

the bound ||| ¢ 720, ® ||| g~ < L.
Lemma 10-11.

o < (A2)? . 2 . /
(10331) ||| (0] |||HN+1,TN 1 (Zd,Al,Az,Lg)-i-T 'C(Zd,Al,Az,Ll,L2,L3,L4).
Proof. Inequality (I0.331) follows from definition (I0.213), (I0325), (I0.329), and inequality
(A20) of Corollary [A=3 O

Lemma 10-12. Let (9)J be the energy current ([LII) for the variation W defined by the BGS
V, and let b & (f,g, ,h(3)), where f,g,---,h®) are the inhomogeneous terms from the EOVE
satisfied by W that are defined in ([0.24) - (I026) and that also appear in the expression ([T3.1)
for the divergence of (3. Then on [0, T/,

(10.3.32) 10, (“98") |1 S Clid; Ay, As, Ly, L) - [[|W 72 + W] 2]|b] 2]
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Proof. We separate the terms on the right-hand side of (T3] into two types: those that de-
pend quadratically on the variations, and those that depend linearly on the variations. We first
bound (for all large ¢) the L' norm of the terms that depend quadratically on the variations by
C(id; A1, A2, Ly, L) - |[W]|2,. This follows directly from the fact that the coefficients of the qua-
dratic variation terms can be bounded in L* by C(id; A1, Ao, L1, L%). Such an L*™ bound may be
obtained by combining Remark [6.7] Lemma in the case m = 1, Remark [6.10] the induction
hypotheses, (I0:314), and Sobolev embedding.
We similarly bound the L! norm of the terms that depend linearly on the variations by

C(id; Ay, As) - |[W| 12||b|| 12, but for these terms, we also make use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
for integrals. O

We also state here the following corollary that will be used in the proof of Theorem [

Corollary 10-13. Let V € C*([0,T] x R*) n C°([0,T], HY ) N C*([0,T.], HY "), and assume that

V([0,T] x R3) C &, where & is defined in (I0.2Z26). Let W be a solution to the EOV® (5.0.8) -
(G.0I0) defined by the BGS W with inhomogeneous terms b = (f,g,--- ,h®)), where W denotes the
first 5 components of V. Let ()J be the energy current (L12) for the variation w defined by the
BGS W. Then on [0,T],

A : .
(10.3.33) 18, (3 2 < O (| W llzoe s ] BW l|zoe,7) - [IWN1Z2 + W] 2 [ b| 2]

Proof. We do not give any details since Corollay [[0-13] can proved by arguing as we did in our
proof of Lemma [[0-12] In fact, the proof of Corollay [[0-13 is simpler: ¢ does not enter into the
estimates. ]

Lemma 10-14.
(10334) ||| W |||HN < [A1/2 + 7 C(Zd, Al,AQ, Ll, L/Q)] . exp(T . C(Zd, Al,AQ, Ll, Lé))

YT~

Proof. Our proof of Lemma [[0-14] follows from a Gronwall estimate in the H~ norm of the variation
W defined in (I02.2). Rather than directly estimating the HY norm of W, we instead estimate
the L' norm of (C)Hg, where (©J is the energy current for the variation 95 W defined by the BGS
V. This is favorable because of property (Z2I)) and because by (31l), the divergence of ©7 is
lower order in W. We follow the method of proof of local existence from [I8]; the only difficulty is
checking that our estimates are independent of all large ¢. An important ingredient in our proof is
showing that for 0 < |@| < N and t € [0,7;"*), we have the bound

(10.3.35) [ballzz < Clid; Av, Ao, L) (1 + |[W | gv),

where bg is defined in (I02.8)). Let us assume ([[0.3.39) for the moment; we will provide a proof at
the end of the proof of the lemma. )
We now let (975 denote the energy current (ZLI) for the variation 95W defined by the BGS V,

and abbreviating Ja def (©J4 to ease the notation, we define E(t) > 0 by

(10.3.36) SO / 3o(t,s) d%s.
R3

la|I<N
By (83), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for sums, we have that
(10.3.37) Con 2| W < E3(0) S C51 W,

Here, the value of Z = Z(id; A2) is given by (I0.3.3).
Then by Lemma [0-12, (I0:3.35), ([0:3.37), with C < C(id; Ay, As, Ly, L}), we have

d . . .
(10.3.38) 2 le Y /R QLB <C S (10:WI2s + 02W| 12 ball 1)

la|<N |a|<N
SO (IWlEs + [[Wav) SC- (€2 +€).
We now apply Gronwall’s inequality to (I0.3.38), concluding that
(10.3.39) &(t) < [€(0) + Ct] - exp(Ct).

~
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Using (I0337) again, it follows from (I0.339) that
(10.3.40) W) || gy < (C(g;)ZHW(O)HH‘z]vvC + Ct) - exp(Ct).

Recalling that W (0) = W,— (OW and taking into account inequality ([@0.7), the estimate ([0.3.34)
now follows.

It remains to show (I[0.335)). Our proof is based on the Sobolev-Moser lemmas stated in Appendix
[Bl and the c—independent estimates of Section Bl With the 5 components of the array b defined by

([023) - (I0-Z0), we first claim that the term A0z ((cA°)~'b) from ([IZS) satisfies
(10.3.41) A5 ((cA%)"'b) |12 < C(id; Av, As, L),

where, as is true throughout this section, all of the estimates we derive are valid on [0, 7*%*). Because
(E314) and the induction hypotheses together imply that || A% (W, ®)|| L~ < C(id; A1, As), it suffices
to control the HY norm of (.A°)~'b. Then by the induction hypotheses, [6.3.14), Proposition [B=2,
and Remark B with (.A°(W,®))~! playing the role of F in the proposition and b playing the
role of G, we have that

(10.3.42) [(A”) bl gy S C(id; Ar, As)|[b] g
To estimate ||b|| g~ , we first split the array b into two arrays:
(10.3.43) b = B.(W, D, DB) + T.(id, W, D),

where B, is defined in Lemma [6-8 and the 5-component array J. comprises the terms from ([0.2.4)
- (I02.4)) containing at least one factor of the smoothed initial data. By Lemma [6-2] Lemma [6-5]
and Remark [6.10] we have that

(10.3.44) J. € IV (id, W, ®),

and from (I0.3.44) and the induction hypotheses, it follows that

(10.3.45) |3:(id, W, ®)|| g~ < Clid; Aq, As).

Furthermore, by (63.18) in the case m = 1 and the induction hypotheses, we have that
(10.3.46) |B.(W,®, D®)| g~ S Clid; A1, Ag, LY).

Combining (I0343), (I0.345) and (I0.3:46), we have that

(10.3.47) Ibllgy < Clid; Aq, Mg, LY).

Now (I0.3:42) and (I0.347) together imply (I034T).
We next claim that the kg terms ([0.2.9)) satisfy

(10.3.48) lksllze < Clid: Av, A) Wz

Since [|AY (W, ®)||z~ < C(id; Ay, Ay), to prove (IL34R), it suffices to control the L? norm of
(AL AR (05 W) — ((CAO)_lc.AkBkW> . By the induction hypotheses, ([6.3.14]), Proposition
B-5 and Remark B3] with (.A%) 1. A" = ((C.AO)_lc.Ak> (W, ®) playing the role of F' in the propo-
sition, and 9y W playing the role of G, we have (for 0 < |@| < N) that

(10.3.49)  [[(+A%) " A" 02( W) — 05 ((A°) LA W) || 12 S C(id; Av, M) [V W | v,

from which (I0.3.48)) readily follows. This concludes the proof of (I0.3.35]), and therefore also the
proof of Lemma [T0-141 a

11. THE NON-RELATIVISTIC LIMIT OF THE EN{ SYSTEM

In this section, we state and prove our main theorem regarding the non-relativistic limit of the
EN¢ system. Before stating our main theorem, we first state and prove a corollary of Theorem
that will be used in the proof of Theorem [4 and we also briefly discuss local existence for the EP,,
system.
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11.1. EN¢ well-approximates EP, for large c. The following corollary shows that for large c,
solutions to the EN¢ system are “almost” solutions to the EP,, system.

Corollary 11-1. For all large ¢, the solutions V = (W, ®, D®) to the EN¢ system (@I - EI1S)
furnished by Theorem [ satisfy

(11.1.1) AL W)W = B, (W, VD) + €1,

(11.1.2) A(® — ) — K2(® — D) = 47G[Roo (0, p) — Roo (1, )] + €2,
where

(11.1.3) N €Le [llav-17 S ¢ 2Cid; Ay, As, Lo)

(11.1.4) | €2 [||gv-11 S e 'O (id; A1, As, Ly),

and T is from Theorem [2
Remark 11.1. Note that the left-hand side of (II.LI]) involves 9, W rather than 0, W.

Proof. The estimate (ILL3) follows from multiplying each side of (I0.3.16) by oA’ (W), and then
combining Proposition [B=2] Remark Bl ({0.2.1d), and the induction hypotheses from Section
[[031] which are valid on [0, T]. Similarly, the estimate (ITL4) follows from the fact that

A(®— D) — k2(®—D,) = ¢ 202® + 1, where [ is given by ([L.3.13), together with ([1.3.7), ([1.3.10)
in the case m = 0, (I0.2.1f), and the induction hypotheses. |

11.2. Local Existence for EP,..
In this section, we briefly discuss local existence for the EP, system.

Theorem 3. (Local Existence for EP,.) Let Voo denote the initial data ®LI) for the EP,
system (E2T) - (EZ0) that are subject to the conditions described in Section[8 Assume further that
the equation of state is “physical” as described in sections [l and [6.3. Then there exists a T > 0
such that EZI) - @E2Z8) has a unique classical solution Voo (t,s) on [0,T] x R3 of the form Vo, =
(Moo Poos -+ 03Ps0) with Voo (0,8) = Voo (s). The solution satisfies Voo ([0,T] x R3) C ], where the
compact set R is defined in (I0.2.26). Furthermore, Voo € C’O([O,T],H\]—?Voo) N C’l([O,T],H%?V;l) and

N N
®c CO([O,T],Hi);Ll) N Cl([O7T]7H£;) n 02([O,T],H<Boo 1).

Proof. Theorem [3] can be proved by an iteration scheme based on the method of energy currents:
energy currents ()d can be used to control || W (t)]| HY while || @ (t)|| x5 +1 can be controlled using
Foo

an easy estimate on the operator A — x2. These methods are employed in the proof of Theorem @
below, so we don’t provide a proof here. Similar techniques are used by Makino in [12]. We remark
that these methods apply in particular to the system studied by Kiessling (as described in Section

E2) in [10]. O
11.3. Statement and Proof of the Main Theorem.

Theorem 4. (The Non-relativistic Limit of EN¢) Let V.. denote initial data ®LI) for
the EP, system ([@I21)) - (A20) that are subject to the conditions described in Section [8 Let
V. denote the corresponding initial data BIS) for the EN% system (@ILI) - @IS) constructed

from Voo as described in Section [8, and assume that the c—indexed equation of state satisfies
the hypotheses [@3.1)) and (632) and is “physical” as described in sections [31] and [6.3. Let
V. ¥ (Moos Pocs Vi, 03P00) (Ve & (Mes Pe, Vg, -+ ,03%c)) denote the solution to the EP. (ENC)
system launched by Voo (Vc) as furnished by Theorem[3 (Theorem[3). By Theorem[d and Theorem
2, we may assume that for all large ¢, Vo and V. exist on a common spacetime slab [0,T] x R3,
where T is the minimum of the two times from the conclusions of the theorems. Let Wo, and W,
denote the first 5 components of Voo and V. respectively. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

(11.3.1) | Woo =W |lgyv-170 St C
(11.3.2) | (Poc — Poc) — (Pc — D) |||gyvi1p St C
(11.3.3) lim |®o, — @] =0,

CcC— 00
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where the constants @, and ®. are defined through the initial data by (8I13) and BILIZ) respec-
tively.

Remark 11.2. (IT31), (IT3.2), (IT33)), and Sobolev embedding imply (recall N > 4) that W, —
W, uniformly and ®. — ®., uniformly on [0,7] x R as ¢ — oo. Furthermore, the interpolation

estimate (B.36]), together with the uniform bound ||| W, ||| Y 7S C that follows from combining

(6339), (I0214), and ([10.2.1D)), collectively imply that hmcﬁOo Il Woe = We ||| g 7= 0 for any
N’ < N. The reason that we cannot use our argument to obtain the H™Y norm on the left-hand
side of (T3] instead of the H¥~! norm is that the expression (IT.3.8) for b already involves one
derivative of W, and therefore can only be controlled in the H~~! norm.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we refer to the constants A1, Az, etc., from the conclusion of Theorem
Bl but we typically suppress the dependence of the running constants C(---) on N, k, Oz, 909, K
and R. To further ease the notation, we drop the subscripts ¢ from the solution V. and its first 5

components W, setting V Lof V., W Lef W,, etc. We then define with the aid of (8I.14)
(11.3.4) WEW, W

(11.3.5) P L (Dog — Do) — (P — D) = (Poo — Poo) — (@ — D).
Our proof of Theorem M is similar to our proof of Lemma [[0-T4 we use energy currents and ele-
mentary harmonic analysis (i.e. Lemma [A=4]) to obtain a Gronwall estimate for the H¥~1 norm of
the variation W defined in (IL34). It will also follow from our proof that the HN+! norm of & is
controlled in terms of |W)|| -1 plus a small remainder. We remark that all of the estimates in this
proof are valid on the interval [0, T], where T is as in the statement of the theorem.

From definitions (IL3.4) and (IL3.5), it follows that W, ® are solutions to the following EOVS°
defined by the BGS W,

(11.3.6) A (W)W =b
(11.3.7) (A - K)HD =1,
where

(11.3.8) b= B (We, VWB) — Boo (W, VI P) + [ A" (W) — A" (W)W — €1,

def

(11.3.9) I = 471G [Roo (Noos Poo) — Reo (1, 1)] — €2,

B, is defined in Lemma [6-8, and €¢1., 2. are defined in Corollary I1I-1l Note that the definition
of | in (IT.3X9) differs from the definition of ! (I0:3I3)) used in the proof of Corollary II-11 By
comparing ([8I.1) and (BIF]), we see that the initial condition satisfied by W is

(11.3.10) W(t=0)=0
Differentiating equation (II.3.6]) with 0z, have that
(11.3.11) s AH (Weo)9, (0:W) = b,
where (suppressing the dependence of . A”(:) on W, for v =0,1,2,3)
(11.3.12) ba = A% ((A°)7'b) + ks
and
(11.3.13) 6 = A [(0A”) oA 05 (0 W) — 95 ((A”) L oc AP W)].
As an intermediate step, we will show that for 0 < |@] < N — 1 and ¢ € [0, T], we have that
(11.3.14) [ballce S Clidk || Woo iy, Ar. A, L. Lo, L) - (1Wilaw—s + 7).

Let us assume (IL314) for the moment and proceed as in Lemma [I0-I& we let («)J . denote
the energy current (Z.I.2)) for 9zW defined by the BGS W, and define £(¢t) > 0 by

(11.3.15) HORDY J%(t,s) d°s
|g|<n-1"F®
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where we have dropped the superscript (co0) on J to ease the notation. By (83.1) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality for sums, we have that

(11.3.16) Co, 2 Wlv-1 S €X(t) S Col LI Wllgn-.

Here, Z =||| ®x |||z>,r - Then by Corollary [[0-13] + Sobolev embedding, (IL3I4), and (IT.3.10),
with C' = C(’Ld, ||| WOO |||H\J%I7 T ||| 8,5WOO |||HN71)T,Al,Ag,Ll,LQ,L4), we have that

d . . .
Ge= % [adsdssc S (10:WIe +10W]1e bl )

|G <N-1 |G| <N-1
SCW|Ens + 710 | W]gv SC-E2+c71C - €.

(11.3.17) 28

Taking into account (IIT310), which implies that £(0) = 0, we apply Gronwall’s inequality to
(II3I7), concluding that for ¢ € [0,T7,

(11.3.18) E) SO -t-exp(C-t).

From (I1.3.16) and (IL3.I8), it follows that
(11.3.19) | W ||gry-—1 7S e 2O -T -exp(T - C),

which implies (TT.3T]).
We now return to the proof of (IL3I4)). To prove (IL314), we show only that the following
bound holds for ¢ € [0,T], where for the remainder of this section,
C = C(id; ||| Weo |||H%711T7A17A2,L1,L2,L4) :
(11.3.20) bl -1 S C - |W| gx—1 + ¢ 1C.

The remaining details, which we leave up to the reader, then follow as in the proof of Lemma [T0-14]
By ([I0.3.8)), which is valid for 7 = T, and by (B.32)), we have that

(11.3.21) 1900 (Moo Poc) — Roo (1, P) [ —1 S C - [ W[ gy,
and combining (ITT4), (IT3.7), (I1.39), ((L3.2]), and Lemma [A=4] it follows that

(11.3.22) @]l gves S C- Ul S C - [Wllgn— +¢7'C.
Similarly, taking into account (IT.3:22]), we have that
(11323)  [[Boo(Woo, VI 0x) = B (W, VD) [ fpv1 S C - (W] + [V D )
SC-Wlgv— +e'C
Finally, by (I0.3.6) and (I0.3:14), which are both valid for 7 = T, by (B.30), and by (B:32), we

have that

~

Inequality (IT.3.20) now follows from (ITT1.3), (IT3.8), (I1.323), and (I1.324)). The estimate
([II32) then follows from (I1.3.5), (IT.319), and (IT.3.22), while (IT.3.3) is merely a restatement
of BLI3). O

(11.3.24) [ oo A* (W) = A  (Weo) |0 W|| 1 S C - W] 1.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I would like to thank Michael Kiessling and A. Shadi Tahvildar-Zadeh for discussing this project
with me and for providing comments that were helpful in my revision of the earlier drafts. Work
supported by NSF Grant DMS-0406951. Any opinions, conclusions, or recommendations expressed
in this material are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the views of the NSF.

Appendices



34

A. INHOMOGENEOUS LINEAR KLEIN-GORDON ESTIMATES

In this Appendix, we collect together some standard energy estimates for the linear Klein-Gordon
equation with an inhomogeneous term. We provide some proofs for convenience.

Lemma A-1. Let | € C°([0,T], HN(R?)) and Wo(s) € HN(R?), where N € N. Then there is a
unique solution ®(t,s) : R x R® — R to the equation

(A1) —c 2020 4+ AD — k2D =1

with initial data $(0,s) = 0, 8,9(0,s) = Wo(s). The solution has the property

© € C°([0,T], HY*1(R?)) N C([0, 7], HY (R?)).

Proof. This is a standard result; consult [I7] for a proof. O

Lemma A-2. Assume the hypotheses of LemmalA-1. Assume further that
ol € C°([0,T), HN=YR?)) and 021 € C°([0,T], HN=2(R3)). Then there exists a constant Co(k) > 0
such that

(A.2) | @ ||| v < Co(r) - (Cil||‘i/0||HN +cT |||~ )

(A3) 1 3:® |llav < Co(k) - (1Wollan + AT (11 |||~ 1)

(A.4) Il ;b |z~ < Co(k) - (”\iJOHHN +cllLO)|| -1 + T ||| Ol ||| g1 1 )
(A5) 197 |llav-2< Co(r) - (el ol g + I10) |- + AT [ 06l ||| w7 )
(A6) 107 llgv-1r

< Co() - (O] -1 + (A — 12)o — Bl(O) | w—= + T ||| 621 [l srv—= 1)
(A7) 187 llgv—2p
(A.8) < Co(r) - (10| w1 + A (A = £7)To = Dd(0) | vz + AT (| O ||| grov—2 7).
Proof. Because VR is a solution to the Klein-Gordon equation
—c29? (V(k)fb) + A(V(k)fb) — K2 (V(k)fb) = V®), we will use standard energy estimates for the
linear Klein-Gordon equation to estimate ||| @ ||| g~+1 ¢ . Thus, for 0 < k < N, we define Ey(t) > 0
by
(A.9) EY (1) = sV W o(0)| 72 + IV D72 + e VE 0D (1)) -

We now multiply each side the equation satisfied by V& by —V*)9,é, integrate by parts over
R3, and use Holder’s inequality to arrive at the following chain of inequalities:

%Ek(t) = %% (B} () = /R (- V®™o,d) - (V1) ds

< IV 02 (1)1 2 VP 22,

(A.10) Ex(t)

where ( — Vo, <I>) . (V(k)l) denotes the array-valued quantity formed by taking the component by

component product of the two arrays —V®§,& and VR
If we now define E(t) > 0 by

(A.11) E*(t) < (i Ei(t)) = &2 @) Frx + VDR 3x + 2012 (1) | 3w,
k=0

it follows from (ATQ) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for sums that

(A12) B(0) S B(t) = L L(B(0) < 0] 1Dl e < BON v

and so

(A.13) LB < clli)] v

Integrating (A13)) over time, we have the following inequality, valid for ¢ € [0, 7] :
(A.14) E(t) < EQO) +ct [ ||z~ -
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From the definition of E(t) and the initial condition ® = 0, we have that

(A.15) |@(t)|| v+ < C(k)E()
(A.16) 102 ()| v < cE(t)
(A.17) E(0) = ¢ YWl g~

Combining (A14), (AI5), (AI6), and (AI7), and taking the sup over ¢ € [0,7] proves (A2)
and (A23).

To prove (A4) - (A7), we differentiate the Klein-Gordon equation with respect to ¢ (twice to
prove (AL6) and (A7) and argue as above,taking into account the initial conditions

(A.18) 2d(0) = —c21(0)
(A.19) FB(0) = A[(A — K2)Tg — 9,1(0)].
0

Corollary A-3. Assume the hypotheses of LemmalA=3, and let Cy(r) be the constant appearing in
the conclusions of the lemma. Then

. 2 _ o .
(A.20) 11 @ [[lZver < (Co(w)™ - (2 Woll g +2- T+ |1 0 zzw o - Il LIz 7).

Proof. Inequality (AI2) gives that -4 (E2(t)) < [|0;®|| g [|I(t)]| zr~ . Taking into account (AI5) and

(A17), the proof of (A20) easily follows. O

Lemma A-4. Let N € N, and J € HN=Y(R3). Suppose that & € HNTY(R3) and that AP — x>d = 1J.
Then

(A21) [0l rn 1 a9y < CON, R a1 sy

Proof. For use in this argument, we define the Fourier transform through its action on integrable

functions F' by F €3 & ng F(s)e™27m%s ds. The following chain of inequalities uses standard results
from Fourier analysis, including Plancherel’s theorem:

(A22) 9132 < CL+ l2me B3 < O) [ (62 + f2meP 2RO o

R3

= C()||(k? = B) @[ Z2ms) = C(W)IITNZ2 ),

and this proves (A2])) in the case N = 1. To estimate L? norms of the k" order derivatives of & for
k > 1, we differentiate the equation k times to arrive at the equation A(V(k)fb) — K2 (V(k)@) =vkg,
and argue as above to conclude that

(A.23) [IVEPIZ < C) VI
Now we add the estimate (A22) to the estimates (A23) for 1 < k < N —1 to conclude (A21). O

Remark A.1. The hypothesis ® € HV*'(R?) does not follow from the remaining assumptions.
For example, consider g(z) = e®. Then g — dd—;zg € L*(R), but g ¢ H*(R).

Proposition A-5. Assume the hypotheses of LemmalA=1. Assume further that
1€ C%0,T), HN(R?)), 0,0 € C°([0,T], HN~Y(R3)), and 0?1 € C°([0,T], HN~2(R3)). Then
(A.24) I @ [[[ver 1 < C(N, k)

(e ol + O x4 L w1+ T Il 06l [l x-1.7)

and
(A25) ||| 0@ |||~ < C(N, k)

(ellE(O) [+ 1(A = K200 = DOl w2+ [[] Dl w20 +T ||| 071 |l 2.1 )

Proof. Define < [ 4 ¢292® and observe that @ is a solution to
(A.26) AD — 2P =17.
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By inequality (A.5) of Lemma [A=2] Lemma[A-4] and the triangle inequality, we have that
(A.27) 1l @ [[[ver 2< C(N, &) || L+ 7207 ||| gn—1 1
< C(N, &) (e H[Woll g + 11O zrv—s+ 1 Ll w12+ T[] 0l v 7 ),
which proves (A.24)). . . .
Because ;@ satisfies the equation —c729}® + A(9,®) — £?(0,®) = 9, we may use a similar

argument to prove (A25); we leave the simple modification, which makes use of (A7), up to the
reader. ]

B. SOBOLEV-MOSER ESTIMATES

In this Appendix, we use notation that is as consistent as possible with our use of notation in the
body of the paper. To conserve space, we refer the reader to the literature instead of providing proofs:
propositions and [B=4] are similar to propositions proved in chapter 6 of [9], while Proposition
[B-3l is proved in [I1]. The corollaries and remarks below are straightforward extensions of the
propositions. With the exception of Proposition [B=6, which is a standard Sobolev interpolation
inequality, the proofs of the propositions given in the literature are commonly based on the following
version of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [I3], together with repeated use of Holder’s inequality
and/or Sobolev embedding:

Lemma B-1. Ifi,k € N with 0 < i < k, and V is a scalar-valued or array-valued function on R?
satisfying V. € L= (R?) and ||v(k)V|IL2(Rd) < 00, then

1—4

(B.28) IVOV orss < CRIVIF VOV

Proposition B-2. Let K C R" be a compact set, and let j,d € N with j > %. Let V : R4 — R»
be an element of HI(RY), and assume that V(RY) C K. Let F € CJ(K) be a q x q matriz-valued
function, and let G € H/(R?) be a q x q (g x 1) matriz-valued (array-valued) function. Then the
q x q (q x 1) matriz-valued (array-valued) function (F o V)G is an element of H’(R%) and

(B.29) I(E 0 V)Gl i ray < Oy ) F e (14 VI ) I Gl s ey

Corollary B-3. Assume the hypotheses of Proposition with the following changes: V,G €
CO([0,T), HI(R?)). Then the q x q (q x 1) matriz-valued (array-valued) function (F o V)G is an
element of C°([0,T], H’(R?)).

Remark B.1. We often make use of a slight modification of Proposjtionmin which the assumption
V € HI(R?) is replaced with the assumption V € H, (R9), where V € R™ is a constant array. Under
this modified assumption, the conclusion of Proposition [B=2] is modified as follows:

(B.30) [(F o V)Gllgi < C(,d)|Fljx(1+ |‘V||L%)|‘G||Hj'
A similar modification can be made to Corollary [B=3l

Proposition B-4. Let K C R" be a compact, convex set, and let j,d € N with j > %. Let F € C'Z(K)
be a scalar or array-valued function. Let V,V : R? — R", and assume that V,V € HI(R?). Assume
further that V(R?), V(R?) C K. Then FoV — FoV € H/(RY) and

(B.31) |[FoV —FoV|g <CG IV a IVIg)|Fljs1xlV = V.

Remark B.2. As in Remark[B1] we may replace the hypotheses V, V € HJ(R%) from Proposition
[B-4] with the hypotheses V,V € H, (R%), in which case the conclusion of the proposition is:

B32)  (FoV)~ (FoV)m < CGAIVI . [Vl )l sV = V.

Furthermore, a careful analysis of the special case V= V, where V € K is a constant array, gives
the bound

(B.33) [FoV —FoVl|y <C(j,d)0F/0V];j—1x(1+ ||V||§;\;/1)(||V||Hg;,),

in which we require less regularity of F' than we do in the general case.
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Proposition B-5. Assume the hypotheses of Proposition [B=2 with the following two changes:
(1) Assume j > % + 1.
(2) Assume that G € HI~1(R?).
Let k € N with 1 < k < j, and let & be a spatial derivative multi-index with |&| = k. Then
|10z (F o V)G) — (FoV)0zG| L2
(B.34) < CU, IOF/OV i1,k (IVIias + VI )Gl -

Remark B.3. As in Remark [BIl we may replace the assumption V € H7(R?) in Proposition [B=H]
with the assumption V € H{—, (R9), where V is a constant array, in which case we obtain

10z ((F o V)G) — (F o V)9zG|| L2

(B.35) < CU,d)IOF/OV i1,k (VI g + ||V||§{%)||G||ijl-
Proposition B-6. Let N, N € R be such that 0 < N’ < N, and assume that F € H" (R?). Then
(B.30) 1l < GOV d)IF Y NP
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