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Abstract

We prove that there exists a class of non-stationary solutions to the Einstein-Euler equations which
have a Newtonian limit. The proof of this result is based on a symmetric hyperbolic formulation of
the Einstein-Euler equations which contains a singular parameter € = vr/c where vr is a character-
istic velocity scale associated with the fluid and c¢ is the speed of light. The symmetric hyperbolic
formulation allows us to derive € independent energy estimates on weighted Sobolev spaces. These
estimates are the main tool used to analyze the behavior of solutions in the limit € N\ 0.

1 Introduction

The Einstein-Euler equations or, in other words, the Einstein equations coupled to a simple perfect fluid
are given by the following system of equations

i 8nG .

V., T9 =0 (1.2)

where the stress-energy tensor for the fluid is given by
TV = (p+ ¢ *p)v'v? +pg” (1.3)

with p the fluid density, p the fluid pressure, and v the fluid four-velocity normalized by viv; = —c?, ¢ the
speed of light, and G the Newtonian gravitational constant. The study of the behavior of solutions to
these equations in the limit that € = vp/c \, 0 where vr is a characteristic velocity scale associated with
the fluid matter is known as the Newtonian limit. By suitably rescaling the gravitational and matter
variables (see section 2]), the Einstein-Euler equations can be written as

G =2'"T% and V,TY =0 (1.4)

where v;v" = —e2, and t = 2*/vr is a “Newtonian” time coordinate. In the limit € \, 0, one expects
that there exists a class of solutions to Einstein-Euler equations (4] that approach solutions of the
Poisson-Euler equations

dip+ Or(pw’) =0, (I,J=1,2,3) (1.5)
p(Orw” +w!orw’) = —(pd’® + 9”p), (0" =6"0y) (1.6)
AD =p, (A = 0;0") (1.7)

of Newtonian gravity in some sense. As above, p and p are the fluid density and pressure, respectively,
while w! is the fluid (three) velocity. This problem has been studied since the discovery of general
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relativity by many people and there is a large number of results available in the literature. The majority
of results are based on formal expansions in the parameter e which are used to calculate the (approximate)
values of physical quantities and also to investigate the behavior of the gravitational and matter fields in
the limit € N\, 0. For some classic and recent results of this type see [2,3,6,9,13,20-22,31,41] and reference
cited therein. The main difficulty with the formal expansions is that they leave completely unanswered
the question of convergence. In the absence of a precise notion of convergence, it becomes unclear to
what extent the formal expansions actually approximate relativistic solutions.

In this paper, we go beyond formal considerations and supply a precise notion of convergence for
gravitating perfect fluids as € N\, 0. This necessitates introducing suitable variables that are compatible
with the limit € ™\, 0. The metric g;;, which defines the gravitational field, turns out to be singular in
this limit. To remedy this problem, we introduce a new gravitational density u* which is related to the

metric via the formula .

g7 = T‘c(Q)Q” (1.8)

(81 0 a7 0 0 ult 0 0
Q J — ( O O) + 62 ( O _1> +4€3 (1_1(]4 O ) +464 (O 1_144> . (19)

From this, it not difficult to see that the density u% is equivalent to the metric g;; for € > 0 and is well
defined at ¢ = 0. For the fluid, we also introduce a new velocity variable w® according to

where

vl =w! and o' =1+ ew?. (1.10)

For technical reasons, we only consider isentropic flow where the pressure is related to the density by an
equation of state of the form p = f(p). Moreover, to formulate a symmetric hyperbolic system for the
fluid variables {p,v}, we need to deal with the well known problem that the system becomes singular
when p + ¢ ?p = 0. This is a particular problem for fluid balls having compact support. To get around
this problem, we follow Rendall [34] and use a technique of Makino [24] to regularize the fluid equations
so that a class of gravitating fluid ball solutions can be constructed. Thus as in [34], we assume an

equation of state of the form
p=Kpnti/n (1.11)

where K € R+, n € N, and we introduce a new “density” variable a via the formula

1 n
p= ma2 . (1.12)

As discussed by Rendall, the type of fluid solutions obtained by this method have freely falling boundaries
and hence do not include static stars of finite radius and so this method is far from ideal. However, in
trying to understand the Newtonian limit and post-Newtonian approximations these solutions are almost
certainly general enough to obtain a comprehensive understanding of the mathematical issues involved
in the Newtonian limit and post-Newtonian approximations. We would also like to remark that the
results contained in this article are largely independent of the specific structure of the fluid equations.
We therefore expect that the analysis in this paper can be carried over without much difficulty to other
matter models whose equations can be formulated as a symmetric hyperbolic system and have a finite
propagation speed for the matter density in the limit € 0.

Our approach to analyze the limit € \, 0 is to use the gravitational and matter variables {u%, w®, o}
along with a harmonic gauge to put the Einstein-Euler equations into the following form

1 1
VeV, V = =clorV + b (e, V)OrV + f(e, VIV + =g(V)V + h(e), (1.13)
€ €
where V' comprises both the gravitational and matter variables, and the ¢! are constant matrices. This

system is symmetric hyperbolic and hence by standard theory there exists local solutions. However,
the difficulty in analyzing the limit € \, 0 of such solutions is that the equation contains the singular



terms e 1c!0;V and e 1g(V)V. Although, singular limits of symmetric hyperbolic equations have been
previously analyzed in [5,19,37,38], these results cannot be directly applied to the system (LI3]). There
are two main difficulties in adapting these results to the Einstein-Euler system. The first is that the
Einstein-Euler system (G.I]) must be modified by including an elliptic equation, essentially the Newtonian
Poisson equation, in order to be of the canonical form required by [5,19,37,38]. This results in a coupled
elliptic-hyperbolic system of the form

BO(eW)OW = Lelo,W + B (e, W)O,W + Fe, W)W + Hie), (1.14)
€

where W is related to V' via an elliptic equation and F' is a non-local functional. The second difficulty is
that the initial data which must include a 1/r piece for the metric and hence it cannot lie in the Sobolev
space H*. This 1/r type fall-off behavior is crucial for obtaining the correct limit and is intimately tied
to the elliptic part of our formulation of the Einstein-Euler system. The standard procedure in general
relativity to deal with this type of fall off, at least for elliptic systems, is to replace the spaces H* with
the weighted Sobolev spaces HY [1,7]. However, the arguments used in [5,19,37,38] fail for the weighted
spaces as the weight used to define the H¥ spaces destroys the integration by parts argument which is
used to control the singular term e 1c!;W in (LI4). Indeed, using integration by parts, it follows easily
from the definition of the weighted L? inner-product (see (A4)) with ¢ = 1) that

<—€_1018[W|W>L§ = —%<8](0'_26_3)CIW|W>L2 (1.15)

where o(x) = /1 + |2]|?/4. In general, this term will in blow up as € \, 0 unless § = —3/2 which coincides
with the standard L? norm. However, to include 1/r fall-off, we need to consider —1 < § < 0 which
introduces a singular 1/e term into energy estimates based on the weighted norm H §.

To overcome this problem, we introduce a sequence of weighted spaces H fe (see appendix [A] for a
definition) by replacing the weight o(z) with o.(z) = o(ex). Under this replacement, (LI5) changes to

<—6_10161W|W>L§e <SCWIW)ps

which is no longer singular as € ~\, 0. This allows us to derive € independent energy estimates for
solutions to the Einstein-Euler equations. These estimates can then be used to define a precise notion
of convergence for gravitating perfect fluids solutions in the limit € \, 0 which is essentially a statement
about the validity of the zeroth order expansion in e. This is formalized in the following theorem; for a
more precise version see propositions 5.1 and [Z.8, and theorems [.7 and [.12]

Theorem 1.1. Suppose —1 < § < —1/2, k > 3+, B/ € (;_, C*([0,T*], HF~}) is a harmonic gauge
source function, and o,w! € H¥ | 317 € H§+1, 357 € HY | is the free initial data for the Einstein-Euler

o o
equations where supp a C By, for some R* > 0. Then for ey small enough, there exists a T € (0,T]
o
independent of € € (0, €g], and maps

s+1
(1) — 52 (0), 9 (1), dtie(t), ac(t), wi(t) € () C“((0,T), Hy )
{=0

® e C[0,T*), HEPA) nCY ([0, 77, HY ),
wI € CO([OvT*]v H(?—l) N Ol([O,T*], Hz?:ll)v
p € C0,T%],H )N C([0,T*], Hy=,),

such that



(i)

IJ I
ij (€ €t
o= (5, T,
. 1J O KT I
—ij _ 34 K3 + ﬂ (O)
(Opu?(0)) = (_aKaKJ +ﬁ](0) —(9Km§ 184 )
)’ =[G~ ga(@gnTe’ +1)
wi(0) = —= + — ,
€ €944
wl(0) = w! (0) = w,

o

where ¢. = d(e, p,w!, 357, 87(0),3!), and ro. = w(e, p,w?, 317, 87(0),37) is the initial data deter-

mined by the gravitational constraint equations (see proposition [51]), and g;; is determined from

1 (0) by the formulas (L) and B1),
(ii) {u¥ (2, t), ac(z!,t), wi(xl,t)} determines, via the formulas (L), (L9), (LIQ), and ([LI2), a 1-

parameter family (0 < € < €) of solutions to the Finstein-Euler equations ([A) in the harmonic
gauge €0:u¥ + drull = €7 on the common spacetime region (z',t) € D = R3 x [0, 7],

(iii) {®(xl,t), p(x!,t), w! (x!,t)} solves the Euler-Poisson equations (LH)-(LT) on the spacetime region
D,

(iv) there exists a constant R € (R*,00) independent of € € (0,¢o] such that supp ae(t), supp p(t) C
Br for all (t,€) € [0,T] x (0, €], and

(v) there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of € € (0, €o] such that

82 (£) = 63658 (t)]| Lo + 10717 () — 6363018 (1) s + [0 (8) — w! () s
e ot () = Ulas-r + [lpe(t) = p(Oll =1 + [0epe(t) — Qep(t)l| n—2 < Ce

for all (t,e) € [0,T%] x (0, eo].

We remark, that the techniques of this paper can also be used to derive convergent expansions in €
of the type considered in theorems 2 and 3 of [19] and [38], respectively. These convergent expansions
in general differ from the formal post-Newtonian expansions. To get post-Newtonian expansion to a
certain order in e requires that the initial data must be chosen correctly. In the absence of constraints
on the initial data, a general procedure for doing this is discussed in [5]. Due to the fact that there
are constraints on the initial data in general relativity, this becomes a non trivial problem called the
ingtialization problem. See [18] for an extended discussion. The proof of convergence and a discussion of
the initialization problem will be presented in a separate paper [27].

We note that similar results for the Vlasov-Einstein system have been derived in [36] using a zero
shift maximal slicing gauge. However, unlike [36], our approach is able to handle not only higher order
expansions in €, but also a wide variety of matter models. We also note that in [16, 18], there is another
interesting proposal for analyzing the limit as € N\, 0 which is based on a gauge for which the Einstein
equations are again elliptic-hyperbolic but distinct from [36]. As in this article, the authors of [16, 18]
also propose to use the methods of [5,19,37,38]. However, the required estimates are not proven and it
is yet to be verified if this approach would be successful.

We remark that the results of this and the companion paper [27] are local in time and therefore
address the “near zone” problem. In the special case of spherical symmetry, the situation improves and



there are some global results available on the Newtonian limit [26,32]. However, because spherically
symmetric systems do not generate gravitational radiation, these results do not shed light on the “far
zone” problem for post-Newtonian expansions where radiation plays a crucial role and the € N\, 0 limit
must be analyzed in the region “close” to future null infinity. We plan to investigate the far zone problem
in the near future.

Our paper is organized as follows: in section 2 we define dimensionless variables for the Einstein-
Euler system. Sections Bl and [ are devoted to introducing variables and a gauge condition that cast
the Einstein-Euler equations into a form suitable for analyzing the limit € \, 0. Appropriate initial
data which is regular in the limit € N\, 0 is constructed in section [l while in section [6] we prove a local
existence theorem for the Einstein-Euler system on the weighted spaces. Finally, in section [ we show
that solutions to the Einstein-Euler system converge as € \ 0 to solutions of the Poisson-Euler system of
Newtonian gravity. A precise statement of convergence is contained in theorem which is the main
result of this paper.

2 Units
Our conventions for units are as follows:
i M M i L L3
[.I]:L, [glj]zla [p]:ﬁv [p]:ﬁv [’U]:[C]va and [G]:W
Note that with these choices the stress-energy tensor has units of an energy density, i.e. [T%] = L]¥2 . To

introduce dimensionless variables, we define
o' =wvp0* and p=prp

where vy and pr are “typical” values for the velocity and the density, respectively. The Einstein-Euler
equations then can be written as

G = 24T and V,TY =0

where
v 47 Gpr N - R R P
€E=—, K= 2p , xZZ\/Eivl, 9ij = 9ij, P= 3 )
c v v3pT
and
T = (p+ p)0"e" + pg"
The normalization v;v* = —c?, implies that
, . 1
00" = g0 = —— .
;0 Gij 0" =
Also, we can introduce a time coordinate ¢ via
t=at/vp.
With these choices, we have
i . R R i L 1
[f=11=l=F=l=E1=1, krl==, =[], and [s]=15.

Thus all our dynamical variables and coordinates are dimensionless and the two constants vy and x can
be used to fix the length and time scales by using units so that

vr=1 and kK=1.

In this case we can use t and x* interchangeably as long as we remember that they carry different units.
To simplify notation, we will drop the “hats” from the hatted variables for the remainder of this article.



3 Reduced Einstein Equations

To aid in deriving the appropriate symmetric hyperbolic system for the gravitational variables, we tem-
porarily introduce a new set of coordinates related to old ones by the simple rescaling

/=2t 7' =a"/e
and let 9 9
T = A 512 — .

oxt ozt

In the new coordinates, the metric g;; and its inverse g* are given by

J —1,14
=y — [ 917 €d14 =ij) g € g
(9ij) (694(] e2944) and  (g") (6194J 62g44> . (3.1)
Next, consider the metric density
§7 =1glg? where |g| = —det(gi;). (3.2)

We note that the metric g is related to the density g by the following formula

» 1 .. »
g7 = —=g” where |g|=—detg¥, (3.3)
Vgl
and hence 1 "
n_ L (g )
N=——| d . 3.4
(9") T (Egu g (3.4)
To obtain a gravitational variable that is regular and non-trivial in the limit € 0, we define
g4 — L(—w _ ij) (3 5)
u - 462 g T]

where

i Is4x3 O
ij o
=" Y

is the Minkowski metric density. As stated in the introduction, for e > 0, the metric g;; can be recovered
from the density u%/ via the formulas (IL8)-(T3). As we shall see, even though the metric g;; is singular in
the limit € \, 0, the quantity 4%/ is well defined at ¢ = 0. We note that these variables are closely related
to the gravitational variables discovered by Jiirgen Ehlers and subsequently used in the papers [17,28,29]
to construct stationary/static solutions to the Einstein equations coupled to various matter sources.

In the (Z%) coordinate system, the Christofell symbols are given by

Tl = (8" (28iesp — 8i500p) Om 8 + 2(8ep0(,0p) 87 — 28,0y 1)) (3.6)
We note that Christofell symbols in the (2%) coordinate system are related to the l:‘fj as follows
Fﬁl = 6_21:‘2144 ) 1—‘34 = _11:‘34 ) Fjl44 = f‘jlé\zl )
Thp=ehp, Tgi=¢ 'Tp and Tpe=T3c.

Using (3.6), a straightforward calculation shows that the Einstein tensor G% is given in terms of the
density u* by

y 1 o y y y y
g = p@ G = gH o} u + (A9 + BY + CY) + DY (3.9)



where

|g| = — det(g") , (3.10)
AV = 2(%ﬁklﬁmn - ﬁkmﬁfn) (ﬁipﬁjq - %gijgpq)gpﬁugqﬁmn ’ (3.11)
BY = 450 (26" 0,0 0, 0™ — 1§79 0,1 0, w0 — g0,y 1R 0, 007 (3.12)
OV = 4((§kﬁij(§gﬁw — 5kﬁié(§gﬁjk) , (3.13)
DY .= g §2,uk" — 202,uklg)’ . (3.14)
To fix the gauge, we assume that o ‘
Oyl = e (3.15)
for prescribed spacetime functions 37 = 37 (2!, 2*). For € > 0, 9;ii"¥ = €37 implies that
5 = 45
or equivalently
Og* = 4636 and  Opgt? = 4284
where g = \/—det(gr¢)g¥ is the metric density in the (z*) coordinates. Thus [@I5) is, for € > 0, a

generalized harmonic type gauge and is harmonic if the functions 37 are chosen to be identically zero.

Clearly, if we define N o o
BY = §9,8* — 20,80g0",
then (B8] implies that - -
DY = eEY.
Setting o Y o
Gy =GV — DY 4 eEY = g o ul BV 4 & (A7 + BY 4+ CY)
and 2IJ  1pl4
i | i _ (€T eT
= 62|9|TJ = g (61T4J T44 )
the Einstein equations G% = 2¢*T% in the gauge ([3.I5) become
Gy =T

which we will refer to as the reduced Einstein equations.
To write the reduced Einstein equations in first order form, we introduce the variables

A [ oY k=1
i iy _ L
i 1= Ok —{ €0, if k=4

The reduced Einstein equations then become
—gMouuy = 2gM oy + ' oruY + eEY + (AY + BY 4 CU) — T

“IJa =ij _ =I1J3 =ij
g 84UJ =49 aJu4 )

gt =7 |
or equivalently
9 | iy y g g g 1.
—gouy = =gMouy + —g"’ouY + BV + ¢(AY + BY + CY) — —TY,

€ € €

| g

ﬁIJa4ﬁ:Lj] — Zﬁ]r]a(]ﬁzj ,

1

—iq . —ij
o = Zu4 .

(3.16)

(3.17)



Next, define §
ij

= u =q (3.18)

and let B ) )
V={(r") € Myyxa4| det(n” +4r”)>0}.

Then using vector notation
o (1 4 48\T
u = (uy ,uf,uv)t

we can write the reduced Einstein equations as

1 . . 1 ..
A*(ew)0qu? = =CToru + AT (w)0ru? + FY (e,u) — =(T%,0,0)" (3.19)
€ €
where
1 — 4eu*t 0 0
At(en) = 0 S +den” 0, (3.20)
0 0 1
0 61'] 0
cl=167 0 0}, (3.21)
0 0 0
Sutl  4uld 0
Alwy = [4«!? 0 0], (3.22)
0 0 0
and o N - N
Fii(e,u) = (BY + ef (eu,u), 0,uf)” . (3.23)

The functions f% (eu,uy) are analytic for eu € V and moreover are quadratic in u,. Here we are using
the notation -
u=(u") and u,=(u).

The stress-energy tensor is given in terms of the u variable by

. o 1 §p 0 € aulp 0
7\ i,.7
(T)_p(vv)—l-—(o 0>+ ( 0 0

|9 var]
2 i P 0 411]4
+e (p(’l) v ) + \/H (41[4'] 14+ 461144 ) (324)
and hence )
i 0 0 i
E(TJ) = <0 6_1p> + 8% (3.25)
where

(89) = p ( ; gl v )
|lglo’v et (lg] = D) (v*)? + ((v*)? = 1)]
+€lg] <<p +e2pplv? + g7 2p(877 +4eul’)  epvlvt + 4eg| 1/ 2pult >

ep? vt + delgl 1/ 2put) p(v)? + gV 2p(—1 + dautt)) - (320)

We remark that if v* — 1 = O(e), then S¥ is regular in € as is easily seen from the above formula and the
expansion N
lg| =1+ 4en;ju®’ + f(eu) (3.27)

where f(eu) is analytic for eu € V and also satisfies f(y) = O(|y|*) as y — 0.



4 Regularized Euler equations

There are various approaches to symmetric hyperbolic formulations of the relativistic Euler equations
[4,14,15,34,40]. We use the approach of [4] which is based on fluid projection and the introduction of a
Makino variable.

In the coordinates (z*), the Euler equations are given by

V,T% =0 (4.1)
where T% = (p + €?p)v'v’ + pg¥ and the fluid velocity #° is normalized according to

1

00" = —— . 4.2
;0 = (4.2)
Differentiating (£.2]) yields B
v, V0" =0 (4.3)
which implies S
P,V =0. (4.4)
Writing out (1)) explicitly, we have
(Dip + E0ip)0' v + (p+ ) (V0" 4+ 7'V, 07) + §90ip = 0. (4.5)

The operator ‘ ‘ _
L] =6 + 07y,

projects into subspace orthogonal to the fluid velocity #¢, i.e. Lz‘L}; = Li and Lgf)i = 0. Using Lfﬂ to
project the Euler equations (%)) into components parallel and orthogonal to ¥ yields, after using the
relations (£2)-([#4), the following system

v'0ip+ (p+ €p)LiVit! =0, (4.6)

k> —19 Y _
M;;0"V 07 + Py Eszéaip =0, (4.7)
where
Mij =0i; + 2625i?7j .
As discussed in the introduction, we introduce a new density variable « via the formula (LI2).
Multiplying (£6]) by the square of the function

hea) = (14 e

gives
2515 2 2 (A e
h*v'0;a0 + h*(p + € p)d—pLjViv =0, (4.8)
2 d .
ke p s
JU kU +p+62pda 1 Ja ( )
where

dp 1
2_ 0P _ L o
s dp  4n? «
is the square of the speed of sound. A simple calculation shows that
s2 dp da
- _ h2 2 N\ _
0T Zpda (p+ep)dp q




where

1

q=q(e,a) = ma

This shows that the system (@8)-[@3) is symmetric, and moreover at a point where o = 0 and hence
p=p =0, it is regular unlike [@6)-@T). This is the point of introducing the Makino variable a.. Also
note that the pressure is given in terms of the Makino variable by

Define

so that

Using vector notation

we can write [L]]) and (@3] as

where

and

. K 2n+2

P=Uknm+ )yt
I =T 4 —4 1
w' =v", and w =70 — -
€
vl =w!, and v*=1+ew?.

w = (o, w7,
a*oyw =a'drw + b
g h2(1 + ew?) eqL}
6(][121 Mij(l + 6’[1)4) ’

I —h2w! —qLJI-
a =
—qL{ —Mijwl ’

_ —qLéf‘gﬁf
- —Mijf‘ie’ﬁk’ﬁé '

From 33), BG3), BI8), and BZ1), we find that

where the f;;(y) are analytic and satisfy f;;(y) = O(Jy|) as y — 0. Also, (B.6]) shows that

_ - '
Ffj = E[nk (277i477jp - 77ij77€p) wﬁﬁ + 2(77fp6@6uj1)) — 277;3@&%)} +€ ZE— (eu, euy,)

Gij = nij + fij(eu)

(4.10)

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)

for functions fikj(eu, €u,,) that are analytic for eu € V, linear in the eu,,, and satisfy ikj(O, y) = 0. So then

M;; = gij + 262?%?];‘65%6 = 0;; + myj(eu, ew")

and

5 = 4 a0 = 5 — 85+ (cu, )

(4.18)

(4.19)

where ¢ (eu, ew®) and m;j(eu, ew®) are analytic for ew € V and £2(0,0) = my;(0,0) = 0. Using (@I6)-
(@19), the matrices a’ and the vector b can be written as

4_ (1 0 4
a —<0 6ij>—|—a(eu,ew),

I —’LUI - 51 I I
a = o 5T 2n 90 ) 4+ w'a(eu, ew) + ad (eu, ew),
—3,0i  —0iw

10

(4.20)

(4.21)



and

b ( 0 ) (alsl (eu, ew) - euk> (4.22)
=" (2n4emap + Nep ) UL — 2(77@5@? — 2npquif) bolew,ew) -y ) '

Note that (i) a*, @, a’, b1, and by are analytic in all their variables provided that eu € V, (ii) a*, a
and a’ are symmetric, and (iii) a*(0,0) = 0, a’(0,0) = 0, a(0,0) = 0, b1(0,0) = 0, and b(0,0) = 0.
Consequently the system (£12) is symmetric hyperbolic on a region where (eu,ew) is small enough to
ensure that a? is positive definite. This can always be arranged by taking e small enough and since we
are interested in the limit € N\, 0 no generality is lost in assuming this.

It is important to realize that the derivation above of (#I2) required that both the Euler equations
(@T) and the fluid velocity normalization (2] are satisfied. Alternatively, we can first assume that (£12)
is satisfied and then show that (1)) and ([@2]) are also satisfied. To see this, define

N = et;9" +1/e = €Gaa(1/e + w")? +1/e + 2G4 (1 + ewhw’ + egryw’w’ . (4.23)

Clearly, N = 0 is equivalent to 9'0; = —1/€? for € > 0. Furthermore, any solution of ([@I2) also solves
#D)-[ET) for any € > 0. So assuming that ¥ is a solution to the system (G)-(Z1), contracting (£7)
with o° yields

€qv’ 5j0¢

(1 + 262@i5i)5k5k(5i5i) + TN =0.
For (2eN — 1) # 0, this implies
20599,
(1 + ew" )N = —w! N + 151)/7_”?/\/. (4.24)

Clearly, this is a symmetric hyperbolic equation for A~ whenever 0 < 1/C < (1 + ew*) < C for some
constant C. This can always be arranged at x* = 0 by choosing € small enough. Therefore, if initially
./\/‘14:0: 0, then A = 0 for as long as (1 + ew*) stays absolutely bounded and bounded away from zero.
Consequently, choosing initial data for the system ([@I2]) such that A |m4:0: 0 will guarantee that the
solution will satisfy the full Euler equations (f5) in an open neighborhood of the hypersurface z* = 0.
In particular, if {a, w'} is a solution to ([@I2) with initial data satisfying N|,1—g, then « is a solution to
the equation

s+ X101 +Ya =0 (4.25)
where S o o
r.__w — iv
X= 14 ew?t’ and Y= 2n(1 + ew*)h3(ea)

(4.26)

Observe that - R
Y =Y (ew?, ea)(edyw* + Opwl) + Y (eu, ew®, euy, ew? , €)

where Y(0,0)—1/(2n) =0, Y(0,...,0) = 0 and Y (ew?, ea?), Y (e, ew?, eu, ew’, ea*) are analytic on the
region eu € V and 1 + ew? > 0.
5 Newtonian initial data

Let Sp 2 R? be the hypersurface defined by Sy := {(z!,0) | (#) € R3}. The covector n; = & is conormal
to Sp implying that constraint equations for the initial data on Sy are given by n;G¥ = 2¢*n;T%. Defining

CJ = 671(g4J _ 7—4,]) and C4 — g44 _ T44,
we find that C7 = 0 is equivalent to n;GY = 2e*n; T for ¢ > 0. Also, by defining

H = u — B, (5.1)
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the generalized harmonic gauge (3.15) can be written as H’ = 0.

As will be seen in the proof of the next proposition the equations C/ = 0 are regular at ¢ = 0. So to find
appropriate initial data that is well defined at € = 0, we solve the regularized constraint equations C/ = 0.
Moreover, we must also ensure that the harmonic gauge condition H? = 0 and the fluid normalization
N = 0 are satisfied. To solve the constraints C/ = 0, #/ = 0, and N’ = 0, we use a implicit function
technique based on the work of Lottermoser [23]. We assume that the fluid velocity can be written as
(@I0) which is consistent with the expected behavior of the fluid velocity as e N\, 0. We will not assume
that the density and pressure are related by the equation of state (LII). Instead, we will consider them
as independent prescribed fields for the purpose of finding solutions to the constraint equations. We do
this so that the following proposition remains valid for other equations of state.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose —1 < 6 < 0, k > 3/2+1, R > 0 and (p,p,w",5;",67,3"7) € (HE=2)? x
HE | x (Hé“:ll)Q x Br(HY) . Then there exists an ¢g > 0, an open neighborhood U of (, p, 7111,51'], Bj,jm),

and analytic maps (—eo,e0) x U — HE |+ (e, p,p, w317, 87,51 )— w*, (—€o,e0) x U — HE
(Eapapu’wluz‘)i]vﬁjaal‘])'_> ¢7 (_60760) xU — H(]Sc : (EvpapuwlvazllJuﬁj?alJ) — ml such that fO’f’ each
(p,p, w357, 87,317) € U, (¢, p,p, w!,w*, iy, 7, 04u%) is a solution to the three constraints
CP=0, H' =0, and N =0, (5.2)
where
» el el
@)= (5 7). 53)
IJ KI I
—ij 34 —Ok3™ + 8 4
ouv) = t = 5.4
(O ) (_aKZK,]+ﬂJ _3KmK+B4 ( z%), ( )
and
wh — 1 n —egagw’ — \/62(§4.1wJ_)2 — gaa(gryjwlw’ + 1) ' (5.5)
€ €Jaa

Moreover, if we let ¢g = ¢|e—o, W0} = !|—o, and w} = w*|.—o, then ¢g, w0}, and w} satisfy the equations

Ago=p, Awl=0;8"—0us5" +puw', and wi=0,

respectively.
Proof. Let u* = ¢, u!/ = 37/, /* = ero?!, and 0,1’ = €317, Solving ’H,j|S0: 0 yields
dqu* = e(—9’ + p*) and 0" =e(—013" + B7) (5.6)
while solving V| 5, = 0 gives
wh = 1 i —egagw’ — /E(Gasw”)? = gaa(grywlw’ +1) ' (5.7)

€ €944
From B3] and 3.4)), it is not difficult to verify that
wh = e flew!, 33, 0, 2 ¢)

where f(y) (y = (y1,--.,va)) is analytic in a neighborhood of (0, 0,0, 0) and and moreover f(y) = O(|y|?)
asy — 0. ~ -
Using the relation (5.6) to eliminate d,ui** and 9,u*/ in favour of ! and 3!/, we find that

g ot + DM = Ag — 0%, 35T + 4€n*,
gH oz ut’ + DY = (A’ — 0,8 + 01557 + 4eh”),
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where

ht = 35 0k Lo + €pd% 35 — 22wl 0% i

hJ _ 625KL(9%(LY0J +62m,]6§<L3KL _EQmLaf{LaKJ _ E(baKﬁf] —623JL6Lﬁ4.

Using this and equation (3.9), (.10)-3.14), (.24)-3.26), and (@I0)-@.II), we see that
C' = Aw’ + 055" + eh!
+ ef1(33, 3, €29, eDj, eDwo, Do, €34, €(—Ox 0™ 4 ), e(—0x 35" + pF)) — S | (5.8)
and
Ct = Ap — p—e2uw? + e(w)?)p — 0% 35T + 42 h* +
2 1%, €10, €2 ¢, €D3, eDw, D, €34, (—Oxo™ + 5*), e(—0x 3™ + L)) — eS*, (5.9)

where the functions f7(y) (y = (y1,--.,%9)) are analytic in a neighborhood of {(0,0,0)} x U where U is
any open set and are quadratic in (y4,...,y9). Note that

S§* = pSt(e,w', €%, €%, e¢) + pSi(e, w', €3, %, €9)

and
SY = pw! + epSi(e,w’, %3, %, ep) + epSt (e, w!, €23, €*v, €)

where the functions S’(y) (y = (y1,-..,y7)) are analytic in a neighborhood of U x {(0,0,0)} for any
open set U.

Using lemma [A-8 and proposition 3.6 of [17], we see from the above considerations that for any R > 0
there exists an €y > 0 such that the maps

(—¢o,€0) X Br(Hy_1) x Br(H§)* — Hf : (e,w',3,10,¢) — w'
and
(—€o,€0) X (HF=3)? x Br(H}_1) x (Hf~))? x Br(H})* — H} 3 ¢ (e,p,p, 0", 34, 8,5,10,¢) — C/
are analytic. Since
Cllezo = A — 9;8% 4+ 038" — kpw!, CHemo = A — Kp (5.10)

and for —1 < § < 0 the Laplacian A : Hf — HE~2 is an isomorphism (see [1], proposition 2.2), we can
use the analytic version of the implicit function theorem (see [10] theorem 15.3) to conclude, shrinking e
if necessary, that there exists an open neighborhood U of any point in (H¥~2)? x Br(HEF ) x (HE})? x
Br(HY) and analytic maps

(_60760) xU — H§ : (eapap7w1754aﬂaj) — (b

and
(_60560) xU — H(]; : (67p7p5w15347ﬂ75) =3

such the constraints are satisfied, i.e.

Cj(eapapv w15345[3537m(€ap5p7 U}I,34,5), ¢(€apap7 U}I,34,3)) =0

for all (€7p7p7w17547ﬁ73) € (_60760) xU. O
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6 Local existence for the Einstein-Euler system

The combined systems ([B19) and (@I2) can be written as

V(U V)ALV = =V + b (U)LY + FeU VIV + gV +he (t=a')  (6.)
€ €

where
U :=(0,0,u,0,0)", w =0y = ey, (6.2)
V.= (uflj,uf,j,éuij,a,wi)T, Sut =y — (6.3)
At(eu) 0
0 — )
b (eU,eV) := ( 0 ot (e, e, ca) ) (6.4)
ct o
I._
¢ = (O O) ) (6.5)
Al(u) 0
I o .
b (6, Ua V) e ( 0 al(e, eu, wz7 CY) ’ (66)
efij (eu, uk) — Sij + 4€5uij(§kﬂk — 865kﬂ(i5uj)k
HeU V)V = % , (6.7)
Uy
b(e, eu, up, wt, @)
gV )V = (=6i8p(),0,...,0)T, (6.8)
and

4eu 9. BF — 8¢, Bk 19, 8% — 29, Blipik
b (6751 5" — 8eOp ST + 1 O3 k5 ' (6.9)

€= 0
For initial data, we will use the following notation: given a function z that depends on time ¢, we define

z = z|4=0 -
o

To fix a region on which the system (6.1]) is well defined, we note from [B.20), (£.20), and the invert-
ibility of the Lorentz metric (n*) that there exists a constant Ky > 0 such that

— det(n" +4eu) >1/16, 1+ ew* > 1/16, (6.10)
1 1
At(eu) > E]I ,at(ew, ew, eqr) > E]I (6.11)
and
|A%(ew)| <16, |a(eu, ew,ea)| < 16 (6.12)

for all |eu| < 2Ky, ew?| < 2Ky, |ea| < 2Kj. The choice of the bounds 1/16 and 16 is somewhat arbitrary
and they can be replaced by any number of the form 1/M and M for any M > 1 without changing any
of the arguments presented in the following sections. However, since we are interested in the limit € ™\, 0,
we lose nothing by assuming M = 16.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose —1 < § < 0, k > 3+ s, a,w’ € Hf_l, 317 € H(?H, 31 e H§_1, B e
o o
CY[-T,T),Hf |). Let glij, 8,551? and 1(1))21 be the initial data constructed in proposition [51 which, by

choosing €y < 1 small enough, satisfies
|€’Lé)z| , |e%| , |61;1?| < Ko for all € € (0, €.

Then
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(i) for each € € (0, €], there exists T1(e), T2(e) > 0 and a unique solution

s+1
Ve € () CU((-T(0). To(e)). HE)
£=0

to the system (G with initial data

— (eaiid f i i
Ve = (edeu? ,05u,0, a, w") .
o o o o o

(i) The identities
ij
Uy . g
=] __ ;€ ) =1,
oY = = and uj, = 0u

hold where by definition ¥ = e u¥ u¥ = u, + 6u¥, and u. = e,.
o o o

(iii) The triple {59 wi, o} determines, via the formulas (LI12), B.4), B.3), and @II), a solution to
the full Einstein-Euler system (LI)-({2) that satisfies the constraints

1

eatﬁfj + 811_1? =e€eB) and v'v; = -
€

(iv) For some constant C > 0 independent of €, the initial data V. satisfies the estimate
o
IVe= Vol . <CIVe=Vollgs < Ce
o o —1,€ o o -

while
10Ve(O)ll =y < N0Ve(O)]l gy < C

for all € € (0, €].

(v) If supg<icry(e) [Ve@)llwre < 00 and for all (z,t) € R® x [0, Ta(e)) |educ(z,t)] < Ko, |ew’(z,1)] <
2Ky, and |eac(z,t)| < 2Ky, then there exists a Ty > Ta(€) such that the solution Ve can be continued
to the interval (=T (€),Ty).

Proof. (i) Follows directly from theorem [B.5 proposition[B.6, and corollary [B7] where we use the initial
data from proposition 5.1
(ii) This follows from standard arguments on reductions of 2°¢ order hyperbolic equations to 15 order
symmetric hyperbolic systems. See [39], section 16.3 for details.
(iii) By part (ii), the triplet {u¥ 6 w!, a.} satisfies the reduced Einstein equations (3.I7) and the fluid
equations (I2). By construction, {#[,=0, w¢|i=0, e|t=0} satisfies the constraints N|;—o = 0, H’|i=o =
0, and (G* — T4)|;—o = 0. The reduced Einstein equations (3.IT) can be written in terms of the Einstein
density G as N o - N

G4 — GIOHE + 20, H gk = T . (6.13)
Using (G* — T*)|;—0 = 0, we see that

(—g“ oMk + 20,1 gY),_ = 0.

A straightforward calculation then shows that this implies that 0,7 |t=o = 0. As discussed in sections @l
(see [@24))), N satisfies a linear symmetric hyperbolic system and hence by uniqueness, it follows that
N =0 for all (z',t) € R® x (=Ti(e), Ta(e). Thus {wf,a} determine a solution, via the formulas @I,
to the Euler equation which are equivalent to V; 7% = 0. So taking the divergence of (6.I3]) while using

VT4 = V;G% = 0 shows that 7’ satisfies an equation of the form

§F Ol H + QIF(5,018)0,HT =0
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where the Q{f are analytic in g and J,g. Clearly, this is a linear, 2"4 order hyperbolic equation for HJ.
Since H'|i—o = 0y H|t=0 = 0, we must have H7 = 0 for all (z/,t) € R3 x (=T1(e), Ta(¢)).
(iv) We know from proposition [5.1l that the map (0,¢] 2 ¢ = V. € H§_176 is analytic which implies the

estimate |V, — V0||H§ | < Ce for some fixed constant C' > 0. So then
o o -
Ve=Vollgr <IVe=Vollgs  <Ce
o o 5—1,e o o §—1

by lemma [ATIl Since {ui,w’, a.} solves the reduced Einstein equations ([B.I7), we have that
€@t 0,0,ul + 8e0p0sul? + gEL 0% Lul? + € f1 (%, Oatic, Optic) = €257 (%, e, wl)

where the f!7 are analytic and quadratic in O4ut and Jyti. while S77 are also analytic and linear in a.
and w!. Evaluating this equation at ¢ = 0, and using the following facts from proposition G

MG g + 152 s + 107 s, + el + L, < C (6.14)

we find upon solving for 9,0,4u!7 that

||6t54ﬁ1j(0)||H§:11 <C Ve (0,¢) (6.15)

by the calculus inequalities of appendix [Al But from part (iii), we get that 0,u2* + 9;ul* = 0 and hence
differentiating this with respect to ¢t and evaluating at ¢t = 0 yields

||até4ag4(o)||H§:11 = ||afatgg4||H§:11 <O Vee (0,¢). (6.16)
From the estimates (6.14]), the fluid equations (£I2) and similar arguments as above show that
1010 (0) 3y < €+ [0wi(O) g <C Ve Oreol (6.17)

Estimates (6.14)-(6.117) and lemma [A-TT] then imply that ||6tV€(O)||H§:11 < ||6tV6(O)||H§:11 < C for all €
S (O, 60]. ’

(v) This is just a statement of the continuation principle of theorem [B.6l [l

7 The Newtonian limit

Let {V.,0 < € < ¢g} be the sequence of solutions from theorem where we will always assume that

—1<é6<—-1/2 and suppa C Bpg for some R > 0.

If we let T}, (€) denote the maximal time of existence for the solution V;, then

s+1 s+1
Ve e () CU00, Tn(e)). HEZ) € () C(0.To(0)). HE ). (7.1)
=0 £=0

So a, € ﬂjié CY([0, Ty (€)), HE =) and hence proposition 3.6 of [17] and lemma [A.§ imply that
s+1

pe = plae) € ﬂ CZ([OaTm(f))aHg:zl)-
£=0

Using proposition 2.2 of [1], we can solve the equation

AD, = p, (7.2)
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to find
s+1

@, € () CH[0, Tm(e)), HY 0.
£=0

To obtain the Newtonian limit, we use ®. to take care of the singular term e 'g(V,)V. in () by
introducing the new variable

W, = (uze,uf};e,éuij,ae,wi) uzje = uf,J;E — 8.570,®, . (7.3)
Observe that
Ve =W, + dd.

where o
d®, = (0,64040,%9,0,0,0).

Noting that
bO(eUe, €V,) = b2(eU., eW,) and b (e, U, V.) = bl (e, U, W), (7.4)

W satisfies the equation
1
VO(eUe, eW)O W, = =clorW, + bl (e, U, W) O W, + f(e, U, W, + d® )W, + H, (7.5)
€
where
H, := h — (U, eW,)0,d®, + b’ (e, U, W)01d®, + f(e,Uc, We + d®,)d®..

By construction the initial data V, is bounded in HY | as € \, 0. Therefore by lemma [A.T1] there
o

exists a constant K7 such that
||We|t:O||H§71 . < K; forall e € (O, 60]. (76)
Also by definition of W, and lemma [A7]

max{[[due|[poe, [laell oo, [willpoe} < [Wellop < Csonl|Wellmx (7.7)

1,e

where Csop is the constant from lemma [A7] that is e independent. Shrinking €g if necessary, we can
always assume that
2¢0Csob K1 < Ky . (7.8)

Define

7o :=min{sup{r > 0| sup ||[Wc(t)|g: <2K; and sup |[Ve[gr <oo}, 1} (7.9)
0<t<r o he 0<t<r o he

From the continuation principle in theorem [6.], it is clear that 7. satisfies

0 <7 <Tp(e).

7.1 Energy estimates

We will now use energy estimates on the H f_l)é spaces to show that 7. is bounded below by a constant
independent of e. The strategy we use is that of [5,19] adapted to the H (’{E spaces. All of the results
below will be derived under the assumption that the 1-parameter family V. of solutions has the additional

regularity
s+1

Ve e (YO0, ], Hyt ).
£=0
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It is then not difficult to use solution of this type to approximate solutions of the regularity type ([.I))
and thereby show that all of the following results also hold for solutions with the regularity ((I]). Since
these sort of approximation arguments are standard, we will leave the details to the interested reader.

The next lemma contains the basic energy estimate which is the key to deriving estimates independent
of e. We note that this type of estimate has been derived previously for the standard Sobolev spaces
in [5,19]. It also makes clear why we need to introduce the variables W, and ®. to put the Einstein-Euler
equations into the form (7).

Lemma 7.1. Suppose g > 0, a® € C'([0,7], W), a’ € CO([0, 7], W), g € C°([0,7], L3 ,), and that
w e CY([0,7], HY ) is a solution to the linear equation
a®0yw = o’ drw + g.

Then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of € € [0, €q] such that

d
—(wla®w)z < C[(ldivallz~ +ell@lze)wlZz +lgllzz llwlez ]
dt e e e e
where diva = 0;a° + Ora’ and @ = (a',a?,a?).

Proof. Let @ = 07273, Then ||670;6| =~ < €C for some constant C' > 0 that is independent of e. Using
this, the proof follows by a standard integration by parts argument as in the proof of lemma [B.4l O

To continue, we estimate, in terms of K, how much the support of a can change as ¢ \, 0.

Lemma 7.2.
supp e (t) C Bris2k;,
for all (t,e) € [0,7] x (0, &)]-
Proof. Letting X7, Y and Y be as in section H (see ({26))), we define
X[ (t) = X (ew (1), w! (1))

and
Y (t) := Y (ew(t), eae(t)) (edpwi(t) + Orwl(t)) + Y(e(lole + u(t)), ew (), eur (t), ew’ (), ea(t)).
Using (@10), (Z7), (8), and ([T3), we obtain the bound
I XZ(t)||pe < 32K1 ¥ (t€) € ]0,7] x (0, €] (7.10)

From lemmas (A7) and (AIQ), and (), it follows that X! € C°([0,7],C}) and Y. € C°([0, 7], CP).
Therefore the vector field X! can be integrated to get a C* flow ¥!(t,x) that is well defined for all
(t,x) € [0,7] x R3. For each x € R3, define a®(t) := ac(t,¥c(t,z)). Then Ol (t,z) = XI(t,¢c(t,z))
together with the evolution equation ([{.25]) implies that

Loz ) +Y(t el 0)az(0) = 0.
By assumption supp oy C Br and hence o®(0) = a(z) =0 for z € Eg := R?\ Bg. Therefore
ae(t,e(t,x)) =0 allz € Egr (7.11)
by the uniqueness of solutions to ODEs. But
velte) ol < [ ot = [Pt < 3260m < 32K,
0 0
by (I0) and 0 < 7. < 1. From this, (1)), and the fact that for each ¢ the map R3 3 z + (¢, z) € R?
defines a C*! diffeomorphism, it follows that supp a.(t) C Brys2k, for all (¢,€) € [0, 7] x (0, €o]. O
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Next, we estimate ||(I)6||H§+2 in terms of [We|l e -
—1,e

Lemma 7.3. Let R = R+ 32K, and

Cy = (1+ R)~C=2=3/2, /1 4+ (1 + R)?.

Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|8l 12 < CCLIW() e

for all (t,e) € [0, 7] x (0, &)].

Proof. By lemma [T.2] the supp . (t) C Bryasaxk, for all (¢,¢€) € [0,7] x (0, €0]. Letting R = R + 32K, it
follows directly from the definition of the weighted norms that

lullze < llullzz, < (1+R)™"2|lull 2

€

for all functions u whose support is contained in B and for any € € (0,1] and —n — 3/2 > 0. Therefore

< CC1llpell

5—1,¢

lloell s

5—2

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of € and

C1=(14+R)"C=273/2, /1 4 (1 + R)?+.

Since A : HY"? — HY , is an isomorphism and A®, = p,, we have |Pc|| sz < C’||p5||Hgc , and hence,
x _
by lemma [A-§] (see also (I.I2) and (7.3])) and the above estimate that
@l g2 < CCrllpclmy . < CCillally . < COIWeI

5—2,¢
[l

We note that for the remainder of this section, all of the constants appearing in the estimates may
depend on the fixed constant K;. We will often use C to denote constants that depend on K7 and that
may change from line to line.

Let W = DW, (Ja] > 0), 80 = b°(eU,, eW,), bl = bl (¢, U, V,) and f. = f(e,Uc, W, + d®.)W,. The
evolution equation () implies that

OWe = (00)7" (écf + bi) OrWe + (V1) ™' fe + (b)) He . (7.12)
Differentiating this equation yields
WOWe = %cfalwg + 010 We +¢* Ja| >0 (7.13)
where
¢ = LD, ()~ (el + BIY]Oy Wi + 00D ((60) 1) + WD (80) L) (7.14)

From lemma[ATT] we know, since —1 < § < —1/2, that ||etc|| yr+1 < €1/ 2|t || yrsa. Since [Jiie]| prsa
o S,€ o s o s
is uniformly bounded in €, we get, by lemmas [A.7] and [A.T1] that

||Ue||cl}’°" < CSOb”Ue”H(’;Il < G/ (7.15)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of €. So

[t lwre < C ¥ (t,€) €[0,7] x (0, €] (7.16)

19



by ([4), (T1), (CI) and (ZIF) . Also, note that
|[dDe|| Lo + || DdPe|| Lo < C||<I>€||H§+2 <C and ||0d®P.||p~ < C||<I>€||H§+1

by (A.3), (A24) and lemmas [[3]and [A7l The evolution equation (T.I2)) then implies that
1060 | Lo = €DV (Ue, €We) - e Wel| Lo < C(1 + [|04d®e|l i) - (7.17)
Together (I6) and (TI7T) establish the existence of a constant C' > 0 such that
1divbe(t)]| oo < C(1+ [|0:Pe(®)] 1) V(£ €) € [0, 7] x (0, €0]. (7.18)
Differentiating (b%)~! yields
0y(b) " = —€(b)) " (D (eUe, eWe) - (85U, 0,We)) (b))~

This along with (ZI5)), (716), (A3), (A24), and lemmas[A7 and can be used to control the singular
term in (I4) and results in the following estimate (see also appendix [B.2])

lg® @)z < Po(IWe®)ll e

§—1—|al,e §—1,€

AP g2 [0:@e(B)]| grsr) VT € [0, 7] (7.19)

where P, (y1, y2,y3) is a polynomial that is independent of € and satisfies P(0) = 0. Note that in deriving
this results, we have used the estimate

ld®cll gy + DA gy | < Cll@c] yis and [|0dDclgx | < ClIO | o (7.20)

5—2,¢

for some C' independent of ¢ which follows from (A23)), (A24), and lemma [ATT]
Define
2 — « 0 qa
Wil s reim 3 (O WROTW,) s .
|| <k
Then

1
HIWe®llg < IWeOles e < AWz, Ve e[0,7] (7.21)

by (611 and (612)). Lemma [Z1] combined with the estimates (Z16]), (Z18]), and (Z.I9]) implies that

d
E|||We|||i,571,e S PIWellr5-1,6 | Rell g2, 10 Pell g+ ) IWelli,5-1,¢

or equivalently

d
iIWVe®llks-1.c < PUWe@)llns-1.e, 1ROl g2, [10ePe(®) ra) VT € [0, 7] (7.22)

for a e independent polynomial P(y1,y2, y3) satisfying P(0) = 0. By lemmalZ.3] || P, ||H§+2 can be bounded
by a polynomial of |W¢|| wy_, . that is independent of € and vanishes for ||W|| wy . =0. The differential
inequality [[.222]shows that if we can do the same for ||8t<1>€||H§+1 then we get an estimate for |We(t)||k,6-1,
independent of e.

Lemma 7.4. There exists a polynomial P(y) with coefficients independent of € such that P(0) =0 and

10:Pe(®) | g+ < PAWe@ s, )

5—1,e

for all (t,e) € [0,7] x (0, ).
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Proof. By (EI2), w. := (a.,w?)T satisfies an equation of the form
a*(eUe, W )orw, = aI(eUE7 eW)0iwe + b1 (eUe, eW )W, + ba(eUe, eW,)d®,
and so
ow. = (a*)talorw + (a*) T b Wi + (a*) " bad®, .
Thus

9ewell o < 1@ 0 o IDWell ey 4 10 bl s Well g+ 1a) ™ ol s el s

by lemma [A8 Also by (TI5), (A3), (A24), and lemmas and [A.9] we have that
e s < POWels ) 1DWill s < Wl

@) brll o < PUIWell

5—1,e

), and ||(a4)_1b2||H(’;;1 < P([[Well g

5—1,e

)
for some polynomial P(y) that is independent of e. The above two inequalities along with (20)) and
lemma show that
)
1,e

10rcl s < 19wl gss < PUIWe ]y

for a polynomial P(y) independent of € and satisfying P(0) = 0. Using lemma [A.§] the above estimate
implies that
19upell s < PUWellms )

5—1,€

where as above P(y) is a polynomial that is independent of e¢. Since Ad;®. = 0;p, the same arguments
used in the proof of lemma can be used to conclude
10l s < Cllowpell s < PAWellms, )

1,e

Lemmas and [4] combined with the estimate ([.22)) yield

d
G IWe@®llr -1, < PUWe®llks-1.)IWe®)lles-1.e V€ [0, 7] (7.23)

for a polynomial P(y) that is independent of € and whose coefficients depend only on K;. By Gronwall’s
inequality there exists a time T* € (0,1), independent of €, such that if y(¢) > 0 is C! and satisfies
dy/dt < P(y)y, then y(t) < e3!y(0) where K3 is a constant that depends on K. Therefore

IWe )51, < X [We(0)ps5-1.c for all (£,€) € [0, min{T™*, 7.}] x (0, €]. (7.24)

Shrinking T if necessary, we conclude that

3
IWe(®)lks-1,e < §K1 for all (t,¢) € [0, minT™, 7] x (0, €g]- (7.25)

Note also that
IVe@ll g, .. < C forall (¢€) € [0, min{T™, 7 }] x (0, €] (7.26)

by [[20, [[2T] and lemma [[Z3] Therefore by the definition of 7., we must have 0 < T* < 7. for all
0<e<ep. . .
Differentiating (7.12)) with respect to ¢, shows that W, := 9,W, and d®. := 9;d®P. satisfy the equation

. 1 . . _ ..
V(eUe, eW)O W, = —cLorWe4b! (e, U, W) OrWe + f1(e, Ue, We, DW,, d®,, Dd®,, dd. )W,
€
+ fole,Ue, We, d®,, Dd®, dd,., DD, d,dd,) + Ok
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for analytic functions fy, fo with f5 linear in the last 3 variables. This equation has the same structure
([3) and is not difficult to show that the arguments used to derive (T.24) can also be used to obtain the
estimate

Wl <C ¥ (e) € (0,e0] x [0,77] (7.27)

under the assumption that ||, (0)|| i1 is bounded as €\, 0. But this is clear from proposition [61] and
—1,e
lemma and so the estimate holds. We have proved the following proposition.

Proposition 7.5. For eg > 0 small enough, there exists a T* > 0 independent of € € (0, eo] such that
the one parameter family of solutions Ve exist, for all € € (0,€e0], on a common time interval [0,T*].
Moreover, there exists constants C >0, R > 0 such that

_ Ko
mac{ = o=t o=} € =2 IVelOllmg, < C. 1OVeOlley <€
<

[ @Ol yes <C, 0D D] s < C.
and supp a.(t) C By for all (e,t) € (0, ¢e0] x [0,T%].
7.2 Properties of the limit equations

To fully understand the limit equations of section [[.3] we first need to consider the following system

Opév = —' O — %a]ﬁjl (7.28)
i’ = —%6"& —a'orw’ — 87 (7.29)
AD =p (7.30)
with initial data
a(0) =a and ' (0) = @gl (7.31)

where o and w’ are as defined in proposition This system is precisely the Poisson-Euler equation
o o

written using the Makino variable p = &?". Indeed, a straightforward calculation shows that

1
(4Kn(n+1))—"
(p,w!) satisfy the Poisson-Euler equations of Newtonian gravity

oup + Or(p') =0, (7.32)
p(O07 + w0’ = —(p07 D + 97p) (7.33)
Ad =p, (7.34)

where 8 = Kpnti/n,
Proposition 7.6. There exists a T > 0 and a solution

a,w" € CO([0,T], HY )N C([0,T], H}~}),
d € C([0, 7], HEYA) nCY([0,T), HEFY), 8,8 € C°([0, T, HEF))

to the initial value problem ((28)-(C31]) where &(t) has compact support for all t € [0,T]. Moreover

(i) this solution is unique in the class
a,w € C°([0,T], H*) N C*(R™ x [0,T]) ® € C°([0,T), HF ™) n C*(R" x [0, 7))

where &(t) has compact support for all t € [0,T], and
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(i) the solution also satisfies
G, " € MILCN(0, T, Hy~y)
b € MpZCH((0,T), H; 270, 0id € nj_o (0, 7], Hyt ™).

Proof. Writing the system (T28))-(730) as

ad_—wf—%5§ad_ 1 0
t wl ) T _%61] —wf I w7 (4Kn(n+1))" 8J(Afla2n> )

we see that this system is symmetric hyperbolic with a non-local source term. Since A : H §+2 — Hf ,is
an isomorphism, it is not difficult to adapt the approximation scheme and energy estimates of appendices
Bl and to this system. Then as in appendix [B.3] this is enough to produce an existence theorem.
Consequently, there exists a T' > 0 and a solution

@511)[ € CO([O7T],H§71)ﬂcl([O7T],H§:ll). (735)

Therefore
p e CO0,T), Hi_5) N CH([0,T), Hy~,) (7.36)

and hence ® = A~'p € CO([0,T], HY ™) n O ([0, T], HF™).
Differentiating ((C.34]) with respect to ¢ and using (732)) yields
AO® = -0 (pi’). (7.37)
But, (Z35) implies that pi! € C°([0,T], HF ,) and hence A~ (pw!) € C°([0,T], H¥*?). Taking the
divergence then gives 9y (A~ puw’) € C([0, T], HEHL). However, (T37) implies that 9, = —A~19;(p’)
= —9r(A~Y(pw')) and so 8;® € C°([0,T], HEY]).
The statement about compact support follows from the symmetric hyperbolic equation satisfied by &

and the property of finite propagation speed. Uniqueness follows from a slight modification of standard
arguments, see [39] proposition 1.3, section 16.1. O

7.3 Convergence as € \ 0

In this section, we identify the limit of the relativistic solutions as € N\, 0. To accomplish this, we adapt
the arguments of [37], section III. Define

S mif ~if seij A ~inT
V= (uy,uy,ou, a,a")"

_l & sI

al=( 2, 2n5j1
: & ,

—5ijw

T 2n Y
i ATy 0
" 0 al )’

- 0o !
v - B
§Y = P (wJ 4771J6ﬁz]) )

~ 0
b= . 5 o » ,
<—77“” (2n40map + 0ep) W8 — 2(nepSiy” — 2ne4uif))
fN(‘N/)V = (_Sijv 05 ﬁzja Z;)T )
and

h:= (n9or8" —20;80)10,...,0)T.
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Theorem 7.7. For anyr > 0, ®. and V. converge in C°([0, T*], HE™") and C°([0, T*], H'.") as e \, 0

to ® € CH(R3 x [0, T*])NCO([0, T*], HE*?) and the unique solution V € C*(R? x [0, T*])nC([0, T*], H*)
of the system

B8, — 10,7 — f(V)7 — &) =0,

where P is the projection onto the L* orthogonal complement of { c'o;W = 0| W € H'}. Moreover,
(i) there exists a R > 0 such that supp &(t) C Bg for all t € [0,T%],

(ii) there exists a w € CO([0,T*], HE,) such that Orw € C°([0,T*], H*~') and
OV —bloV — fFVW —h—clojw=0, (7.38)
(iii) and for 6, > —1/2, there exists a u € C°([0,T),LS ) such that
1 = 9,7 .

Proof. By assumption —1 < ¢ < —1/2, and so it follows directly from the definition of the weighted
norms that for every £ > 0,
lullge < llullge  forallue Hy_, . (7.39)

So by proposition [7.5]

V. € 00,77, HY) n €' (0,77, H¥1) € €00, 7, HE , ) 1 € (0.7, H )
and @, € CO([0,T*], H¥*?) n ([0, T*], HY ™) are uniformly bounded for € € (0, ¢p]. Therefore by the
Banach-Alaoglu theorem there exists subsequences of &, and V,, which we still denote by ®. and V,, and
® € LV°([0,7*], Hy ™) N Lip([0, T*], HY), V € L“*°([0,T*], H*) N Lip([0, T*], H*~') such that ®, and
V. converge weakly to ® and V, respectively, as € \, 0.

By proposition [Z.5] the support of a. is uniformly bounded in € and hence the support of the weak
limit & must also be bounded. From proposition [6.1] we have that u}{e = 9yu¥. So by lemmas [A7 and

[AT1]1] and (TIH), we find that for §, > —1/2 > §
[l < Clalss < Cllg, < CQilus .+ Iz ) < OO+ Vil )
for a constant C' independent of . It follows that i converges weakly to a u" e L%>([0,T*], L§ ) for
which aJﬁij = flJ.
Now, V, satisfies

(U V) Ve — e Or(Vi — ) + b (6, U V)OI Ve — [(e, U VOV = b(eU) =0, (740)
and hence it follows from the boundedness of ®. and V, that
€01 (Ve — d®) e < [/ 0r(Ve — d) s < Ce
Letting € ™\, 0 yields

0181(\7 - d‘i)) =0.
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Next, applying the projection P (note that V., — d®. € H') to (Z.40) gives
P(bO(EUE, 6‘/6)815‘/6 - bl(ev U€7 ‘/E)al‘/é - f(ea U67 ‘/E)‘/E - h’(eUe)) = 0

or equivalently
PbOPO,V, + Pb2(1 — P)O, Ve — P(b!0;Ve — fe —he) =0

where we set b2 = b°(eU,,€Ve), bl = bl (e, U, V)0 Ve, fo = f(e, U, Vi)Ve, and he = h(eU,). Suppose
Y € C§° and let (ulv) = [ uv dz be the standard L? norm. Then

(WP — )3, Ve) = (T — PPy, Ve) (7.41)

as PP is a self-adjoint projection operator. Since the imbedding H*(Bgr) — H*~"(Bg) (r > 0) is compact
for any ball Bg, V. and ®, converge in C°([0, 7], H_") and C°([0, T*], H*1?>~") to V and @, respectively,

loc loc

as € \, 0. Using this strong convergence and (Z.15)), we find that (I — P)bPyp — (1 — ]P’)]P’z/; =0 in L?
as € \, 0 and hence (¢|PbO(T — P)9,V.) — 0 by (Z4I)) and the fact that ||0;V| > is uniformly bounded
in €. Therefore, we have established that

PY2(T —P)o,V. — 0 weakly in L? as € \, 0.
The remainder of the proof follows from a straightforward adaptation of the proof of Theorem 2 in [37]. O
From the block diagonal form of the matrix ¢!, it is clear that w can be written as
w= (W, w?0,...,07.

Using this, we can write the system (Z.38)) as

06 = — ' 96 — — 0y’ 7.42
e W dra o Tw ( )
ond’ = —2-0"a — @' oy’ — [§7 (&} + Sxpf ") + 4itf'] (7.43)
Oy = —12)](9]12)4 — (ﬂ34 + 51Jﬂ1’]) (7.44)
oty = 40t oy + 460’ 9,0 + 09" — 20, — SV 4 oTwY (7.45)
6,5%] = 46u1J6Ju + 81w4 (746)
9,00 =1/ (7.47)
s =0 (7.48)
7Y = 61610 (7.49)
AP = (7.50)
with initial conditions
i70)=0, w/0)=0, @=00 (¢:=A75(0)), (7.51)
a0)=a, @' =w', @*=0. (7.52)
Equation (T48)) immediately implies that
i/ =0, (7.53)
and hence, by uniqueness and the fact that u® (0) = 0, it follows from (Z.47) that
Sl =0, (7.54)

Since i} = 04", we get from (Z9) that AV = §55;A®. But i € L§ and A® € L2_, and so by
theorem 1.2 and proposition 1.6 of [1], we find that u" € HJ for 0 > d, > b > -1/2> ¢ > —1. Since
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the Laplacian A : Hé“z — H?;fl is injective for da < 0 (see [1], proposition 2.2), we must have 1/ = 6}1(51@
and hence
N” = 61050,P. (7.55)

Substituting (53)-(T53) into (7.42)-([7.49) yields

6~:—~18~—18 e 7.56
e QX w orx om Tw ( )
oy’ = —233%1 — @l oy’ - 975, (7.57)
n
AD=j, (7.58)
and
ot = —w! oyt (7.59)
af 9 =i g 8 — 20;80n) + SV (7.60)
D101 ® = Orwit. (7.62)
Since w*(0) = 0, uniqueness of solutions to hyperbolic equations implies that
wt =0. (7.63)
Proposition [7.6] and (Z.56)-(Z.58) imply that {®, @', &} must satisfy
a,w’ € C°((0, 7], HE_,) n C*([0,T*], HE ) (7.64)
and
® € CO0,T*], Hy )N C'([0,T%], Hi ), (7.65)
9,® € CO([0,T*], HEFHy n o ([0, 7], HE ) . (7.66)
We then get from (.61 and (Z.62) that
wit =0,® € CY([0, 7], HE ) (7.67)
and
=0. (7.68)

Equations (7.54) and (Z.63) imply that S¥ can be written as S¥ = 25 5” piw!. We then find from (Z.60)
that
Wi = 9,09 (7.69)

where - - o o
O = AV (79,87 — 2018 )T + 26067 pT) . (7.70)

Note that N
Q9 e cY([0,T*), HF)

since 9r37 € CV([0,T*], HY=}) and S € ([0, T*], HY~}) by (64). Therefore
Wy =0rQ% € CM(0,T*), HY_,) . (7.71)

We collect the above results in the following proposition.
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Proposition 7.8. The limit solution {f/, <i>} from theorem [77 satisfies
0u7 =y =w* =0,
® € C°0,T*], HF?)n ([0, 7], HF™), 0@ € C°([0, 77, HI)nC' ([0, T%], HE ),
ay = 03010,% € C((0, "], Hy*}) N CH(0, "), Hjy)
a,w' € CO((0, 77, Hy 1) N C* ([0, T, Hi 7)),
while {®, &, w'} solves the equations (T50)-(T58). Moreover, the w from theorem[77 is given by
w= (wflj,w?,(),...,())T
where
Wi = 58i619,® € CY([0,T*], HY ),
Wil = oA~ (9,81 — 20,8007 + 2658 pur’) € CM([0,T*], HE_,).

7.4 Error Estimate

To get an error estimate which measures the difference between the relativistic and Newtonian solutions,
we adapt the arguments of [37], section IV. Define

Ze=V.—V+db, —dd — ew and 7e:= e —a.
A simple but useful observation is that
ells—s =lloe = allg < 1Zdlges  and ol = @lpes <|Zdges . (772)
Lemma 7.9. There exists an € independent constant C > 0 such that
[0 (5) — dB(0) o1+ D (£) — DAB(E) | yor < [Belt) ~ B0 < CNZD] s
10:d®e(t) = OdP(O)]| -1 < [[8:®e(t) = PO g < CZe(t)]| -1+ Ce

and
||at’76||H§:12’€ < CHZE(t)”H(’;jie + Ce

for all (t,€) € [0,T7] x (0, eo].

Proof. Since the support of a.(t) and &(t) are both bounded for all (¢,€) € [0,7%] x (0, €o], there exists
a € independent constant C' > 0 such that

o= Pllig < lloe = Py < Clloc = plgys -
Also, A®, = p., A® = p, and A : Hg““ — H§:11 is an isomorphism, and therefore
1@ = Dl gprsr < llpe = Allggr-r < Cllpe = All -z < Cllvell -y < ClZell e (7.73)
by proposition [7.0 and lemma [A. 10l From (£28) and (Z50), it follows that -, satisfies

~1
8;: )a, (7.74)

at”)/e = _XlalVe =Y+ (XI - 1])1)8[6[ + (Y —
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where X! and Y are given by {@26). But X! = X! (ew?, w!) and @' = X! (0,%!) and hence

IX7 = llypz < Cllws = 0"z < ClZeli, (7.75)

by (C12), (A24), lemma [A-T0 and proposition [[5l Next,

- 1 1 1 .
v _ (VW) — — 4 o, L 4, L I 9,00) + YV (eU.. eV
- (Y(eV2) 2n)(e<9tw6 + Orw;) + 2n68tw6 + ™ (Orw, — orw') + Y (U, €Ve)

where Y(0) = 0 and Y (0) — 1/(2n) = 0. Using (Z15), (A.3), (A24), proposition [, and lemmas [A7]

JA 10, we can estimate each of the above terms as follows

1
%)HH(I;:f,e (6”3,5103”111?:12’6 + ||w£||H§:126)

(E0Vell s+ IVelly, ) < Ce,

_ 1 _
[(Y(eVe) — %)(eatw? + 01wl -2 < (Y (eVe) -
< Ce||Velluy

5—1,¢

1
||%€atw?”[{§;2 < O"jHatVe”H(’;:iE < Ce

1 -
- (Or! = 0"y < CUZel s
and
IV (Ve Vo)l a2 < CelUellgy +1Vells_, ) < Ce.
Therefore g
TWw
1Y — o HH(’;f < OHZeH}j((’;:i6 + Ce. (7.76)
We can also estimate X! and Y as follows
1X7 Nz < CllVillas, <€, (7.77)
1Y lips < CUUelly, + 1Vellag_, +10Vellps ) <€ (7.78)

The estimates (T.72), (T75), (C.76), (C.71), [Z78) along with lemma [A§] imply via the equation (Z.74)
that

||(9t'7€||]1r(’§:12,e < C”Z€||H§:i€ + Ce. (7.79)

Since A8, ®, = dp. and AJ,® = 9,p, the same arguments used to establish the estimate [T3) can be
used in conjunction with (Z79) to show

[0:®c — 0P| gr < CllZell =y + Ce. (7.80)
Finally from (7.73), (7.80), and lemma [A11] we get the desired estimates
||dq)€ — CZ‘I)HH(I;:I{E + ||Dd‘1)6 — qu)||H§:21,e < ||(‘I)E — (I)HH(I;JA < OHZ&HH(’;:ll,e
and
[|0pd®. — atdénH;:ié < 040 — 0| gy < CllZel| gs=y + Ce
for some constant C' independent of e. O

Lemma 7.10. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

[|Orere — 8t&||H§:12 +[Ve®) - V(t)”H(’;:ll < Ce forall (t,e) € [0,T] x (0, €]
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Proof. From the evolution equation (6.II), we find that Z. satisfies the equation

1
W00, Z. = ~c'01Z. +blo;Z. + F. (7.81)
€

where b0 = b°(eU, €V,), bl = b(e, U, Vi) and
F, = —0°0,(d® — d®,.) — eb’Oyw + b! (3;d® — 9;d®.) + eb!drw
— (00 = 1)AV + (b =)oV + f(e,U, V)Ve — fF(V)V + he — h. (7.82)

Using (TI8), (A3), (A24), lemmas [7.9] [ATHA9 and propositions [[.5 and [Z.8] we get the following

estimates

16 = T [l < Ce(lUell g, + Vel ) < Ce, (7.83)
1600, (dd — Do) -1 < (b2 — 1 )0;(d® — Do) -1+ [0 (d® — dc)| s
OB = T [l gr-s + D]|0n(d® — dPo)| s < CllZell -y + Ce,
lebldrwll =y < eC(II6E = 1 ga—r + DllOwoll =y < Ce,
lebz Orwll =1 - < Cellb| o 10rwll sy < Cellb || -t llwllay_, | < Ce,

e = Hlgy- < Ce.

To estimate the term b/ — b, we first note that
- (AT (ui) + AT(ul) 0
bl —b= o , o
0 al(eue, ew?, eae,w!, o) — a(0,0,0,0°, &)
where the map a’ is analytic. Next, the estimate (ZI5) implies that

Huij”H(’;*lye < ||gij||H§;1 + C||(5uij||H§:11Y€ <C+ C”ZenH(’;:is . (7-88)
From proposition .2 and lemma [A-T1] we see that the u’/ can be estimated by
o
i =i 5 =i 5
s = e s < 5V s < CASFIAL, (7.59)

Also, from proposition [C.8 and lemma [.9] we obtain

[|Orcve — 8t5“||111(’;:iE + Ve — VHH(I;:II,S < HZ&HH?;l,e + [|d®e — dfi)”}a{(’;:i6 + GHWHH(’;:I{E < OHZeH}LJ((’;:i6 +Ce.
(7.90)
The three estimates (.88)-(7.90) along with lemmas [A.9] and [A10] and proposition [.5 and [T.8] show
that
I(yid 105,07 .7 .7
AL )+ AT (5 s <l s+ Clow s < Cet ClZulgers

and
la! (eue, ew?, eae, w!, ac) — aI(O,O,O,ﬁ)i,d)HH?’j < C(e||uij||H§;1 + |l — d||H§:11’é
+ Jw? — d]i”H??ie < Cet Cl 2l )

Therefore R
6~ Bl < Ce+ Ol 2| or.
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and hence B R ~ ~
[[(6— bg)BIVHH(’;:}’E <Clb— b£||H§;1||DV||H§:21’E < Ce+ ||Ze||H§:11,€ :

Next, we notice that

Fe U VOV = f(V)V = —pFe + f(Vo)Ve = f(V)Ve + ef (e, Ue, Vo) Ve

where o
Fo 1= —Ap(e8y0]mpg 2,0, ..., 0)7

and f and f are analytic. We obtain
IF(Ve)Ve = F(VIVe + ef (e, Ue, Vo) Vell s < CllZell iy + Ce
by the arguments used above. Also, the boundedness of the support of a.(t) implies that
1Fdl s < Celloams@? oo < Cellpellyas [l s < Cellpellaos 13l as < Ce.

So then o
| f(e,Ue, Vo) Ve — f(V)V”H(I;:Il,s < OHZeH}j((’;:i6 + Ce

by ([92)) and ([93). Combining the estimates (Z.83)-(T.87), (C91), (7.92), and (T.94) yields
||F6||Jj((’;:1{6 < CHZéHH(’;:llYG + Ce.

Letting Z& = D*Z, and differentiating the equation (Z.81)) yields
0 a 1 I a I a a
b 0: 28 = ="' 01 Z8 +b.01 728 + ¢ 0<|a|<k-1,
€

where
q® = —[D*, 0910, 2% + [D*,b110; Z% + DF. .

(7.91)

(7.92)

(7.93)

(7.94)

(7.95)

Using the estimates above along with propositions[7.5and and the calculus inequalities from appendix

[Al we find
||atZe||H§:11’é < CHZEHH?:ié + Ce,
1D, 80022z < CN =T s |9 Zel s < Cl1Zel s+ Ce,
a 11 « I
1D 101 220 s < ClIb s | DZel s < CllZell s
and hence

laltr . < CUZdl s+ Ce.
Combining this estimate with the estimates

1862 + b || = < O, bl ||~ < C,
and lemma [T.T] shows that

d a a
E <Ze |b(EJZe >L§7

Summing over « and using Gronwall’s inequality, we get

1 jal,e < C(”ZeHH?:}’E + G)HZEHH(’;:}’E O0<l|a|<k-1.

1Z2:Ollmz-s, < CIZAO) oy +Ce for all (t.6) € 0.7 x (0, o).

This estimate and ([Z90]) then prove the proposition since ||Z€(O)||H§71 < Ce by proposition
—1,e
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We are now ready to prove a precise error estimate for the difference between the relativistic and
Newtonian solutions.

Proposition 7.11. Suppose —1 < § < —1/2 and k > 3. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
[ (6) = BBl g, + 1077 (1) ~ G5B ggs + 1107 (0) = ! Oy
F o (0) = geer 4 loet) = 6Ol s+ 10upe(t) = Bup(0)| s < O
for all (t,€) € [0,T7] x (0, e].
Proof. From the evolution equations and proposition [Z.8] we have
0y (u? — S1®) = u — ew?

and hence integrating yields

el (6) = 55180y, < el — idlolly, + [ I (5) — el (9)ug s, (7.96)
) o ) O 3’
But . .
| ) =t 0l a5 < 1V = Vlgy -+ el (9lpy s (r.7)
and N o
i — 8iololl 2 < O (7.98)

by the calculus inequalities of appendix [A] and proposition 5.1l Also, by lemma [A 4] and u; . = Oriie, we
have

J — 8550 < Clluid, — Si65dBll,z |+ ellu? (1) — S560(1)] z -+ el[u (1) — 555D (0)] 12 - (7.99)

Recall that pe = (4Kn(n+1))""aZ" and p = (4Kn(n+1))""a*". Since [lac||gr is bounded as e \, 0,
we obtain B ,
llpe — FN)HH(’;;{G < Cllae — 6‘”]{(’;:11,6 <C|Ve - V||H§:1l,e (7.100)

by lemma [A. 10l We also have that ||0sacl| yx-2 is bounded as € \, 0, so the formulas
5—1,¢e

2n om—1 2n

Kb = TRnmrny e 2% %= Gramae

&2n—lat& ,
and the calculus inequalities of appendix [A]imply that
[0epe — atﬁHH(’;:fé < C(lloe = d||H§:12€ + [|0ecre — (9td||H§:12€)
S O(IVe =Vl + l10ce = 0rd] -z ). (7.101)
Finally, from the definition of V; and V, we have
||6Iﬁij(t) - 52631d‘i)(t)||H§:11,6 + ||U1(t) - wl(t)HH(’;:ié + 6_1||U4(t) - 1||H§:11’€ <C|Ve - VHH(’;:EE . (7.102)
The proof now follows as a direct consequence of lemma [7.10 and ([7.96])- (Z.102). O

In the above error estimate, the norm itself depends on e. We now show how to choose norms
independent of € which are compatible with the error estimate above. First, for any n € R define a norm
by

lullepm =Y [1D%ully .

Jal<e
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Recalling that —1 < 6 < —1/2, fix n € [, —1/2]. Then from (A24)and lemma [A.11] we get that

lulleanor < C™ 2 lull g and Jullog < Ce™ V2 ful g (7.103)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of e. Combining (ZI03]) with corollary [[.11] yields the following
theorem which is our main result.

Theorem 7.12. Suppose —1 < § < —1/2, —§ < n < —1/2 and k > 3. Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that
[ (t) — 6565 (t)[lo,6.n + 10117 (£) — 550501 B () |[k-1.2.9—1 + |07 (£) = " (£) k1,291
e Mot () = Ulev2m-1 + [pe(t) = B0 Ik—1.29-1 + [9epe(t) — Dep(t) k2,291 < CeM3/2
for all (t,e) € [0,T7] x (0, e].

Note that for n = —1/2, we have

||U||0,6,—1/2 = |lullzs  and ||u||é,2,—3/2 = [Jul| e

where ||ul| ¢ is the standard Sobolev norm. So the above theorem shows that the difference between the
relativistic and Newtonian solutions is of order € with respect to the norms || - ||ps and || - || gr-1.

A Weighted calculus inequalities

In this and the following sections C will denote a constant that may change value from line to line but
whose exact value is not needed.

Let V be a finite dimensional vector space with inner product (-|-) and corresponding norm | -|. For
we L (R",V),1<p<oo,d€R,and e € R>g, the weighted LP? norm of u is defined by

loc

o ™™ Pl i 1< p<oo

e, = (A1)

loztullpe  ifp=oo

1
where o(x) :=1/1+ Z|ex|2. The weighted Sobolev norms are then defined by

1/p
(Z 1Dl ) if1<p<oo

|| <k

s = (A2
> ID%ullrg if p= o0
lo <k
where k € Ng, o = (e, ..., ) € N§ is a multi-index and D* = 97" ... 9%". Here
0
0; = py
x
where (z!,...,2") are the standard Cartesian coordinates on R".

The weighted Sobolev spaces are then defined as

k, k, n
W57€P ={uecW>oP(R", V)| ||u||W§’,€p <oo}.

loc
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Directly from this definition, we observe the simple but useful inequality

105ullwe, < llullwrss - (A.3)

We note that W(f & are the standard Sobolev spaces and for € > 0, the W; 7 are equivalent to the radially

weighted Sobolev spaces [1,7]. For p = 2, we use the alternate notation H(’{E = Wff. The spaces Lie
and H (’{6 are Hilbert spaces with inner products

e D (A1)

and
(ulo) e = 3" (D*u| D)z (A.5)

|| <k

—lal.e

respectively. When € = 1, we will also use the notation W(f P = W(f P and H} = Hf S1
Let Br be the open ball of radius R and ar and Agr denote the annuli Bsog \ Bpg and Bygr \ Bg,
respectively. Let {@; };";0 be a smooth partition of unity satisfying

supp¢o C B2, supp¢; C Agi-1 (j>1), and ¢;(x):= ¢1(21*j3:)(j >1).

Scaling gives a one parmeter family of smooth partitions of unity

¢5(x) := ¢j(ex) (j =0)
which satisfy

supp ¢ C Boje, supp¢§ C Agi-1ye (j>1), and S;¢5(z) == ¢5(2" 7z)(j > 1). (A.6)

Define a scaling operator by

Sju(x) = u(2 ). (A7)
This operator satisfies the following simple, but useful identities
Si1=1, Sjo08,=5,08;=>5k1-1, (A.B)
Sig5=¢1 (G=1), (A.9)
1Sjullr = (A.10)
and
Sjo D™ =20=dlelpas g, (A.11)

Lemma A.1. For 1< p < oo, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of € > 0 such that
1 o0
Sl < gl + SIS (85u) 2 < Cllull,
i) J 0 ’
Proof. From the identity

bl = [, ey [
4/ a

27+1 /e

and a simple change of variables, it follows that

||u||1£§ _ Ho—é n/puHLp (Bay) +Z2n(J 1) ||S —6 n/Pu)”Lp(aMe) (A'12)
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This identity and

—ép—mn _ 272 if—ép—nzo
Ig%fjg oc(z) { 1 if dp—n<0 ’
1 if —6p—n>0
min o (z) P = { —op—n 1 P )
©€By. 272 if —dp—n<0
2; —dp—m e o >
max (S;o.)(z) 7P = (1+2 ) ’ —ép—n %f op—n=0
T€Ty /e (14+220-)=5" if dp—n<0
20—V it _§p—_n >
min (Sjae)(z)fzipfn _ (1 +2 ‘ 761’)7" 2 lf op—n>0
TE€Y /e (1+2%) "=z if —0op—n <0
show that .
Sl < 0750l < Clulag, (A13)
and

1 —6—n
G2 POl < 29TV 07 TP Laas, < C2POTVSjul g,

§ (A.14)

for some constant C' > 0 which is independent of ¢ > 0. Using a change of variable, the inequality (A.14)
can be written as

1

62—;)6(j—1)2(1—j)n||u||;l£p(a2j+l/é) <2 n(j— l)HS (o —6— n/Pu)HLp (aa)0) < (2™ pS(G=1)9(1—j n||u||Lp (agi1,0) "
(A.15)
From
2
Z |B4/e ]IB4/€ and Z¢§+k|a2;+1/ Aoj+1 e (A'16)
=0 k=0
and (AI0), we obtain
3
lall7os,,.y < CUGGulE + D ISu(dfu)lZ,) (A.17)
k=1
and
2 .
1l (ayysr ) < O 2" IS (0w 1T (A.18)
k=0
Combining (AT2) with the inequalities (AT3), (ATH), (A1) and (AI]) yields
lullyy < Clggull, + 327205 (s5wlE,) (A.19)
j=1
for some constant C' > 0 independent of € > 0.
Since supp ¢§ C Byye and ||¢§||L = [|dol| L=, we get from (A.I3) that
Ig5ullze < 166112 lulfop,,.y < Clo® " Pulll,p, (A.20)
for some constant C' > 0 independent of € > 0. Next,
27UV (¢5u) I, < 277002 D (@S ul 1 a,, ) by (A.I0) and (A.G),
2 po(j— 1)2" (1- -7)||¢1||L00||(b u||LP(Uk771a2] ke ) since ||¢1||Loo = ||¢§||Loo
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So there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of € > 0 such that

el . + 1loc) it =1

2P| (pSu < . e A21
155 (@5 1T C2-p3(i—1)9n(1-j) Zk:o ||u||Lp(a2j71+k/é) ifj>2 ( )

Therefore
pgull?, + Y 2770V |IS; (@5u)lf,
j=1

C(llo%- n/pu||LP(B4/ +Z2n] V1805 n/pu)||LP(a4/ )) by (A15), (A20), and (A2T])
< Cllully, by (312

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of € > 0. The proof then follows from this inequality and
@E19). 0
The above lemma shows that the norm
lallys = llgbullyn + D 2770~V (¢5u)lIE
, =

is equivalent for 1 < p < oo, independent of ¢ > 0, to the weighted norm |[lul[» . For p = oo, the
appropriate norm is

lullzg, = sup{lldfull o=, 279V |g5ull L (5> 1)}
and it is easy to see that there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of ¢ > 0 such that

1
Sl < Julsg, < Clullg,

The same arguments used in proving the previous lemma can be used to establish the following
generalization.

Lemma A.2. For1<p< oo, let
lallfyir = N8Gullfys + 3270718 (850) s » (A.22)

and for p = oo let
lullyy.~ = sup{ || pgullwr., 272UV (@5 ) [wr~ (> D)} (A.23)

Then there ezists a constant C' > 0 independent of ¢ > 0 such that

1
clulprs < lullfyes < Cllullyp e, -

For the remainder of this section, we will use the two equivalent norms || - ||Wk » and || - |||Wk » in-
terchangeably and refer to both using the notation || - ||ch ». From (A.22)), it follows that there exist a
constant C' > 0 independent of € > 0 such that

[wlljyrar < Cllullyep  whenever k2 < kq and 61 < da. (A.24)
89,€ 81 ,€
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Thus we have the inclusion Wfl 11’617 C W(;Z Qf for ko < k; and §; < d3. The representation (A22) is
particularly useful for extending estimates from the usual Sobolev spaces W; P to the weighted ones

W(f # (e > 0) as the next lemma shows. It also makes clear the philosophy behind deriving weighted
Sobolev inequalities which is to derive global estimates from scaling and local Sobolev inequalities [1].
We remark that the norm || - |||Wk », as an alternate representation for the standard weighted norms

Il - ||Wxc », was introduced by Maxwell in [25]. There he used the norm to define the weighted Sobolev

spaces for non-integral k (see also [4]). Here we will only be interested in integral k.

Lemma A.3. Suppose €9 > 0 and for all u € C*(R™, V), u — Fi(u) is a map that satisfies
¢ F1(u) = o6 F1 (05 + ¢1)u)
1
GiF() = g5 (S o5m) (= 1),

k=-—1
SiFy(u) =270V R (S;u) (5 >1),

where the F, (o =2,3,4,5) are linear operators on V.

(i) If there is an estimate of the form

[E (Wlwrrrn < Crl|Fa(u)llywnz ve

where p1 > pa, then
(| F1 (u)walvPl < C||F2(“)||W§2vpz
1:€ 2,€
for some constant C > 0 independent of € € [0, €] provided §; + X > ds.

(i) If there exists an estimate of the form

[FL () lwerer < Crl[Fa(u)lwka.pe [ F3(w) [ wraes + Col| Fa(w) lwraea [[F1 ()] s ps

1 1 1 1 1
where —=— 4+ — = —+4+ — (1<p; <py <0 «a=2,3,4,5), then
P b2 p3 Ps D5

O < C(C1| Fa(u Wy 2 | Fs()lly o ra + Col Fa(u)llypa ra || F5 (u Wy s0s)

for some constant C > 0 independent of € € [0, eg] provided 51 + A > max{da + I3, 04 + 05 }.

Proof. We only proof part (ii) for 1 < p, < oco. Part (i) can be proved in a similar manner using the
inequality
Za e < ( Za )9 fora; >0and 0 < g <p (A.25)
J

instead of Holder’s and Minkowski’s inequalities. See also the proof of theorem 1.2 in [1].
Recall Holder’s and Minkowski’s inequalities which state that for 1 <p <g¢<r <oo,1/p=1/q+1/r
and any two sequences a;,b; > 0 that the following holds

(Z “pbp) < (Z a?) . (Z ;) v (A.26)

J J

and

(> +)7) o (> af)l/p (X af)l/ " (A.27)

J J J
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Next, suppose j > 2. Then

p1 p1

< 02— (1=9)pA

. A (3 S56)

k=-1

1
B 3 Sidian)|
Wk2,p2 3 5 1 J¢J+k Wk3,p3

1
p1
F5( Z Sj¢j+ku) HW’C&PS)
k=—1

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of € > 0. Note that in deriving this, we have used the fact that
|65 |l #1.0 is bounded for € € [0, o). From the above inequality, we see that

—01p1(5—1) ||S (d)EFl( ))|Wk1 pr S

1
0(012‘52“‘”( 5 1Bk Dl )20 (3 IE(S) 05k v

k=—1 k=—1

15565 () 5 = |

¢§5jF1( Zl: ¢;’+ku))
k=-—1

<crvma(an( 3 s
k=—1

Wki,r1 Wki-p1

1
+C HF4 (kzl Sj¢§+ku) HW’C41P4

1 1
+ Co27 0D (37 (S a5k s 275000 (3 5@ at) wss s ) )

k=—1 k=—1

where we have used §; + A > max{ds + 83,4 + d5}. The above inequality along with (A26]) and (A.27)
imply

(22 PP, (65 () [, pl)l/pl <

Jj=1

c(c (Z OIS ) ) (32 IR G0 )

j=1 Jj=1

—i—Cz(Z 9—0apa(j—1) ||F4( i (05u NP e m) (Z —55p5(j—1)||F5( S (5u ))|Wk5 ps) /p5>

8

and hence

d1p1(j—1) € 1/
(22 S (65 F @) g ) < COUIER(w) g | B3 00y e

Jj=1
+ Call Fs (@)l s | Bs@llypoa) . (A28)

Similar arguments show that
€ P1 € P1 V/py
(||¢ Fr(u)ll)xa o + [151(07F1(w))] kl,pl) < C(Cul|Fa(u)llyra vz [ F5 () yra.vs
Wél,e Wsl,é 89,€ 83,€
+ Call Fa(u) e |5 () ) (4.29)
'€ 5,€

for some constant C' > 0 independent of € € [0,¢y]. The proof now follows from the two inequalities

(A.28) and (A.29). O

The next lemma is a variation of the previous one and can be proved in the same fashion.
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Lemma A.4. Suppose €9 > 0 and for all u € C*(R™, V), u — Fi(u) is a map that satisfies
¢ F1(u) = o6 F1 (05 + ¢1)u)
1
GFw) = R (Y ) (=1),

k=-—1
SiFy(u) =27 UV AR (Sju) (5 >1),

where
FQZDPQ, F3=P3, F4:DP4, and F5=P5,

and P, (o =2,3,4,5) are linear operators on V.
(i) If there exists an estimate of the form
[EL (w)l[weron < CrllFo(w)|lywre e
where p1 > pa, then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of € € [0, €g] such that
(P31 (U)HW;?,;M < C(||F2(“)||W§22ipl2’é + e||P2u||W§22,,€p2)
provided 61 + A > do.
(ii) If there exists an estimate of the form

1F1 () lwsaer < Crl|Fa(w) lwia e [[F3(u)|lwesvs 4+ Col| Fa(u)|lyeapa |1 F1(w) | wrs.es

1 1 1 1 1
where — = — 4+ — = —+ — (1 <p1 <ps <00 «a=2,3,4,5), then
p1 P2 P33 P4 D5
(| F1 (u)walvPl < C(Cl (||F2(“)||Wék2p12 + 6||P2U||W6’€N’2) ||F3(u)||W§3,p3
1:€ 2— 1€ 2,€ 3,€

+ Ca(I1Fa(@)lygpams,+ el Prtllysa ) 1F5(0) o)

for some constant C > 0 independent of € € [0, eg] provided 5 + X > max{d2 + 03,94 + d5}.

Remark A.5. By using the generalized Holder’s inequality, part (i) of lemmas[A.3 and[A7 can be extended
in the obvious fashion if there exists estimates of the form

[y (@) [y < ClE2(u)llwrs.ea | F3 () l[weses - [ EN (@)l[won ow

where + = ZZ\LQ % (1 <py <p; <o0), Fy is as in lemmald3, and F; (i > 2) are of the form F; = P;

or F; = DP; with P; a linear operator on V.

We will now use these two lemmas to extend various inequalities from the standard Sobolev spaces
to the weighted ones. All of these inequalities have been derived before by various authors, see for
example [1,4,7,8,25,30]. The new aspect here is that we show that the constants in the inequalities are
independent of € > 0 and hence we find inequalities that interpolate between the weighted (e > 0) and
the standard ones (¢ = 0). We begin with a weighted Holder inequality.

1

1 1
Lemma A.6. Suppose ¢¢ > 0, 61 = 6 + 02 and — = — + —. Then there is a constant C > 0
b1 P2 P3

independent of € € [0, €g] such that

luvll < Cllullgz oz
1-€ 25€ 3:€

forallu e L andv € L, .
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Proof. Follows directly from Holder’s inequality and lemma [A3] [l

Next, we consider weighted versions of the Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma A.7.

(i) For g >0 and k > n/p there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of € € [0, €g] such that

lulzge, < Cllullyes

for allu € Wa P. Moreover u € C3_ and for e > 0, u(z) = o(|z]?) as |z| — oo.
(ii) For eg > 0 and 1 < p < n there exists a constant C > 0 independent of € € [0, €] such that
lell s < C(IDully_,  +ellullzg,)

5—1,¢

for all u € Wy
Proof. (i) The estimate ||ul|pg < C”U”Wk » for some constant C' > 0 independent of ¢ > 0 follows from
the usual Sobolev inequality ||ul|pe < C”u”wkp (k > n/p) and lemma [A3] Since | - ||Wrcp fore > 0

is equivalent to [|-||;;x.», the statement u(z) = o(|z|°) as x| — oo for € > 0 follows from theorem 1.2 in [1].
5,1

(ii) Follows from lemma [A4] and the Sobolev inequality ||u||pne/(n-p) < C|Du|L» which holds for all
u € WP where 1 < p < n. O

In addition to the Sobolev inequalities, we will also require weighted versions of the multiplication
and Moser inequalities. We first consider the multiplication inequalities.

Lemma A.8. Suppose ¢¢ > 0, 1 < p < o0, ki,ka > k3, ks < k1 + ke — n/p, 01 + d2 < 03, and
Vi x Vo = V3 @ (u,v) = uv is a multiplication. Then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of
€ € 0, e0] such that

||UU||W§33Y;;: < OHUJHW(;?,’:||v||W:22,’ep
for all u € W(;?f and v € Wé?’ep.
Proof. This proof does not follow directly from lemma [A:3] but can be proved in a simlar fashion. To
see this first recall the Sobolev mlutiplication inequality

[uvl[wrs.e < Cllullwesl[vllwee» (A.30)

which holds for 1 < p < oo, ki, ks > ks, and k3 < ky + k2 — n/p. So

e 1/
lwvllyksr = (I65uvlliy » 22 T M

j=1

C (|| g5u(dg + )| Ww+22 PoaG=1) || S (¢ u) Z 5k )7

j=1 k=-—1

€ € € € 2
C(H%“(%"‘%)”H%ip +Z2 (P/2)0(=1) HS (¢5u Z ?540) %ilvp) "

j=1 k=—1

€ € = — j— € — j— € 2
C(llggull??, Nbaolir, , + 3 27 PRRG=D |5 (gsu) P02 27 ®/D5=0-1 15, (g50) [ yusn)

j=1

€ 1 € 1 2 € 1
c(|\¢ou||€m+22 PO D18, (¢5u) |12 ) /p(n%vnwkaz Po2D)|18,(¢50)[12 1y ) 7

j=1 j=1

< Cllullygaslollysa
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where in deriving the third, fourth, and fifth lines we used (A.25)), (A.30), and (A.26]), respectively. [

Lemma A.9.
(i) Ifeo > 0 and 61 > max{d2+3d3,04+ 05}, then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of € € [0, €]
such that
s < Gl Iologs, + Iollaslulsgs.)
for all u € H§276 NL5  andv € H§476 NLg ..

(i) Ifeg > 0 and 61 > max{da+03,d4+ 05}, then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of € € [0, €]
such that

1D ulollzz, < C((IDullysos, +elulzz, )

e lleg, + (IDulleg_, , +ellullez )Ioll-1)

for all|a| <k, ue HE, "W andv e HY } L3

d3,€”

(iii) Suppose eg >0, F € C*(V,R™) is a map that satisfies DF € Oy~ (V,R™), and 1 < |a| < k. Then
there exists a C' > 0 independent of € € [0, o] such that

IDF@)lzz_,, . < CIDFl g lull 5= (1Dull s+ elullzs )

—lale =

for all v € H(’{E N L.
(iv) Suppose g >0 and F € CF(V,R™). Then there exists a C > 0 independent of € € [0, ¢o] such that
1E @, < ClP oL+ a5 lullms

for all u € HZ{eﬁL‘”.

Proof. Inequalities (i) — (iv) follow directly from (A24), lemmas[A3] and [A-4] and the following standard
Sobolev inequalities:

(i) lluvllge < C(lullgellvllze + 0]l e llull L) for all w € H* N L> and v € H* N L*°.

(ii) [[[D* u]v|2 < C(|Dullgr-1|v]ze + [|[Dulle||v]|gx-1) for all |a] < k, w € H* N W and
ve H=1n L.

(iii) Suppose F' € CY(V,R™) is a map that satisfies DF € C; *(V,R™) and 1 < |a] < k. Then
[|0%F (u)|| L2 < C||DF||C§71||u||]£;l||Du||Hk71 for all u € H* N L°°.

(iv) Suppose F € CF(V,R™). Then || F(u)|| g+ < CllF|lr(1+ lull 5= |l g for all uw € HF 0 L.
Note that we have used || - ||pee = || - || Lo~ O

In addition to the Moser inequalities, we also need to know when the map u — F'(u) is locally Lipschitz
on H é“.

Lemma A.10. Suppose ¢y >0, F € C{(V,R), F(0) =0, <0, and k < ¢, and k > n/2. Then for each
R > 0 there exists a C > 0 independent of € € [0, o] such that

||F(u1) — F(U‘?)”H(’{e < C||u1 — u2||H§,e fO'l“ all U, U € BR(H(I{E)

Proof. See the proof of lemma B.6 in [30]. O

We conclude this section with a lemma comparing the norms || - ||z and || - ||z .
JE
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Lemma A.11.

(i) If § < —n/p, 1 <p < oo, and 0 < e <1, then
P\l gy < Nullpy < llullze

for all w e L%.
(it) If —n/p <6, 1 < p < oo, and 0 < e < 1, then

lullpr <l < e *7Plull

for all w € L%.

Proof. (i) By assumption 0 < € < 1, and so we have eoq(z) < oc(x) < o1(z) for all z € R™. By
assumption —§ — n/p > 0 and so we get e";’”/pol_é_"/p <0< 01_5_"17. Therefore, directly from
the definition of the weighted norm, we find e*‘s*"/p||u||y§ < ||u||L§ < |lullgz. Part (ii) is proved in a
similar fashion. O

B Quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems

In this section we establish a local existence and uniqueness theorem for a particular form of quasilinear
symmetric hyperbolic system on the weighted Sobolev spaces H, (?. In [30], we proved a local existence
and uniqueness theorem for quasilinear parabolic systems on the H, § spaces by adapting the approach of
Taylor [39] (see theorem 7.2, pg 330, and proposition 7.7, pg 334) which is based on using mollifiers to
construct a sequence of approximate solutions and then showing that the sequence converges to a true
solution. Here, we will again follow the same approach for quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems and
adapt the local existence and uniqueness theorems of Taylor (see proposition 2.1, pg 370) to work on the
weighted Sobolev spaces. We will only provide a brief sketch of the proof since the proof is very similar
to the one in [30] and the details can easily be filled in by the reader. Related existence results have been
derived independently in [4] using a different method.
The hyperbolic equations that we will consider are of the form

b0 (u, v)Opw = b (u,v)0;v + f(u,v)v + h,
’U|t:0 = Vo B2)

—~
w
—

where
(i) the map u = u(t,z) is R"-valued while the maps v = v(t,z) and h = h(t, z) are R™-valued,
(ii) %07, f € CF(R" X R™ Mpmxm) (j =1,...,n),
(iii) b° and ¥/ (j =1,...,n) are symmetric, and
)

(iv) there exists a constant w > 0 such that

VO(€1,69) > Wil xy  for all (67,&) € R™ x R™. (B.3)

B.1 Galerkin method

Let j € C3°(R™) be any function that satisfies j > 0, j(x) = 0 for |z| > 1, and [, j(z)d"z = 1.
Following the standard prescription, we construct from j the mollifier j,(x) := n~"j(z/n) (n > 0) and
the smoothing operator

T(w(a) = jorute) = [ dyfe = pu)dy.
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Following Taylor ( [39],Ch. 16, sect. 1 & 2), we first solve the approximating equation

VO (w, Ty ) 0wy = Jnb? (u, Jyvy) s Jyvy + Ty f(w, Jyvg)Jyvy + Jyh

vn|t:0 = %o,

—~
w @
(G2 YN
S~— ~—r

and latter show that the solutions v, converge to a solution of (B)-(B.2) as n — 0.

Proposition B.1. Suppose T1,To > 0,7 > 0,6 <~y <0, k >n/2, vop € H}, u € CO([—Tl,Tg],Hﬁ),
and h € CO([~Ty,Tz), HY) for some T > 0. Then there exists a T.. > 0 (T, < T1,T») and a unique v, €
CH((—Ty,Ty), H) that solves the initial value problem (BA)-([B.E). Moreover if supg; . On ()| e < 00
then there exists a T* € (T, Ts] such that v, extends to a unique solution on (—Tk,T*).

Proof. Fix n > 0 and define
F(t,v) := (0°(u, Jyv)) " (Tt (u, Jyv)0; Jyv + Ty f (u, Jyv) Jyv + Jyh) .

Then the approximating equations (B:4)-(BE) can be written as the first order differential equation
v = F(v) ; v(0) = vy on HE. If we can show that F is continuous and is Lipshitz in a neighborhood
of vg in H f, then the proof follows immediately from standard existence, uniqueness, and continuation
theorems for ODEs on Banach spaces.

To prove that F is locally Lipshitz, we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma B.2. Suppose § <~ <0, £ >n/2 and that f € CL(R™ x R™, M,,xm). Then for each u € H,‘;
and R > 0 there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

I[f (w, vi)vr = fu, v2)val e < Cllor — va e
for all vi,ve € Br(Hf).
Proof. Let £(0,0) = ¢ and g(z,y) = f(x,y) — ¢ so that ¢g(0,0) = 0. Then
flu,v1)v1 = f(u, v2)va = c(vr — v2) + (g(u, v1) — g(u, v2))v1 + g(u, v2)(v1 — v2).
Since v < 0 and £ > n/2, we get from lemma [A.8] that
1f (u, v1)o1 = f(u, v2)v2]lge < C(1+ llg(u, v2) |l me)llor = v2ll e + llorll e llg(u, v1) = gu, v2) | e -
By lemma [A.T0] lemmas and [A29] and ([(A24)), we get from the above inequality that
1 s o1)on — £ty o2y < Ol ol ol llon — vall
where P(y1,¥2,ys) is a polynomial. This proves the lemma. [l

Using lemma A.7 of [30], it is not difficult to prove the following variation of the above lemma.

Lemma B.3. Suppose § <~y <0,n >0, £ > n/2 and that f € CL(R™ x R™ M, x,). Then for each
u € H,‘; and R > 0 there exist a constant C' > 0 such that

[f (u, Jyo1) DJyvr = f(u, Jyv2) DJyve| e < Cllor — vz g

for all vi,ve € Br(Hf).

The proof now follows easily from the above lemmas, lemma A.7 of [30], and the estimates of appendix
[Al which show that for any R > 0 the map F : ([~Ty,Te] x Br(HY_,) — HE | is continuous and moreover
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that | F'(t, v1)—=F(t, v2)| g < Cllvr—v2| g forall vy, vz € Br(Hf). O
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B.2 Energy estimates

Fix k > n/2 + 1. By proposition [B.I] we have a sequence of solutions v, € CY([-T(n),T(n)], HY)
(0 < T(n) < T1,T>) to the approximating equation (BA)-(BE). The goal is to derive bounds on v, in
the H, f spaces independent of . To do this, we use energy estimates which we now describe.

Lemma B.4. Suppose a® € C'([0,7], Wh>), a? € C°([0,7], Wh), f € C°([0,7],L3) and that w €
C([0,7], L3}) satisfies the equation ‘
a’Oyw = J,a? 9; Jyw + g .

Then there ezists a constant C > 0 independent of n > 0 such that

d . S
o (wla®w)rz < C[(1+ [[divallz= +[lall <) [w] 7z + llgllzz lwllz]
where diva = dpa® + 8;07 and @ = (a',...,a").

Proof. First, we have

d )
S (wlaw) 3 = 2(w|®0w) 13 + (wlda®w)rz = 2wl yald;Tyw) g+ 2Aulg) g + (wlda®w)s

Letting J} denote the adjoint of .J; with respect to the inner-product (A4), we can write the above
expression as

d .
a(wmowhi = 2<J7‘;w|a38jan>Lz; + 2(wlg) 2 + <w|8ta0w>L§ . (B.6)
Integration by parts shows that
(Tlad8Jyw) 13 = — (O Tfwlad Tz — (Jjwl@a0 + o p~10;p) Jyw) 12 (B.7)

where p = o7 227", Since ||p~19;p| L~ < oo, together lemmas B.7 and B.8 of [30] and (B.7) imply that
(Jhwla’ 8 Jyw) 3 < (0 Jywla’ Jyw) 3 + C(L+ [|0sa"|| = + [|@] =) [[w]75 - (B.8)
Again integrating by parts and using lemma B.8 of [30], we find that
— (O Jywla’ Jyw) s < C(1+ [10ia’ | oo + [l o) w75 - (B.9)
The proof now follows from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and equations (B.6), (B.8), and (B9). O

Let vg = D%y, by = b°(u, Jyvy), b = b7 (u, Jyvy)and fy = f(u, Jyo,)Jyv,. The evolution equation
(B4) implies that

Oyvy = ()~ Tybl 0 Jyvy + (b)) fy + (B9) A (B.10)
Differentiating this equation yields
bydwvy = Jybl 05 Jyve + g° (B.11)
where _
g% = by[D, (b))~ Jyb]10; Ty + b) D (b))~ Ty f) + by D (b))~ Tyh) . (B.12)

To simplify the following estimates, we will assume that 57(0,0) = 0. It is not difficult to treat the
case where b7(0,0) # 0. Recalling that 6 <y <0 and k > n/2 + 1, we get from the calculus inequalities
of appendix [A] and lemma A.7 of [30] the following estimate

190D (6) " Tobil0s Jyvallza < 69l (1D ()~ b210s Ty 2
< COIB) T Tab3 e 195 Tyvall e | + 1) T3 e 10Ty )
<C

[+ (lullzee + logllze) ") (el g + llvall ) logllypz.oe + O+ ullwrss + oy llwee) gl ]
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where C is independent of . By the Sobolev inequality (lemma [A.7]) we have
[ullwre < Cllullgs,  llvllwre + lvllyre < Cllogllas

and hence

165 (D, (0) " b3 )0 Tyvglice | < PClull s vyl )

for a n independent polynomial P(y1,y2) . The other terms in g can be estimated in a similar fashion
to get

—lel

lo*llzz_ ., < PClulls. logll s 1Al e) (B.13)

where as above P(y1,¥2,ys) is an 1 independent polynomial . It can also be shown using the calculus
inequalities and (BI0) that
[divdl[zee < P(llull e, [logll e 2l g - (B.14)

Finally, we note that .
16l L~ < C'. (B.15)
Next, if we define

)

logllf.s := D {DvglbpD%vy) 2

|l <k

then by (B3) and (BI5) there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of 1 such that

e

CHlvgll e < logllks < Cllvglle - (B.16)

Since SUPp<t<T ||U(t)||H§ < oo and SUPo<t<T] ||h(t)||H§ < 00, lemma (M) and m, (lmb, m,
and (B.I6) imply that

d
Zilonllis < Clllonlle.s)lonlle.s (B.17)
or equivalently
d
gillvnlles < P(logllk.s)

for a polynomial P(y) with positive coefficients that are independent of 7 > 0. By Gronwall’s inequality,
(BIT), and proposition Bl this implies that there exists constants T, K > 0, both independent of
n > 0, such that T'(n) > T and
sup oy (8) [l gy < K- (B.18)
0<t<T.
Using the time reversed version of the equation (i.e. sending ¢t — —t) we also get, shrinking T if necessary,
that
sup o (#)ll < K - (B.19)
T, <t<0
Finally, from (B.I0), (BI8), (B.19), lemma A.7 of [30], lemmas[ATland[A.9] and (A.24)), we see, increasing
K if necessary, that

sup ||8tv,,(t)||Hk71 < K. (B.20)
—T.<t<T. 8

B.3 Local existence and uniqueness

To get local existence following the approach of Taylor (see theorem 1.2, pg 362 in [39]), we let n \, 0
and use the bounds (BIR)-(B:20) obtained from the energy estimates to extract a weakly convergent
subsequence of v,, which has a limit that solves the initial value problem (B.I)-(B.2). Since the proof is
very similar to that of theorem B.2 in [30], we omit the details.
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Proposition B.5. Suppose T1,To > 0, 6§ < v <0, k >n/2+1, vg € H¥, u € CO([—Tl,Tg],HfY“)
and h € CO([~T4, Ty, HE). Then there exists a T\ > 0 (T, < Th,T2) and a v € L>®((—=T%,T\), HF) N
Lip((=T, T.), Hy ') that solves the initial value problem ([B.1)-(B2).

Using the estimates of appendix B of [30] and of appendix [A] and of this paper, it is not difficult
to adapt the proofs of propositions 1.3-1.5, pgs. 364-365, in [39] to get the following theorem.

Theorem B.6. The solution v from proposition[BAis unique in L (=T, Ts), HE ) N Lip((—T1, To), HEZY)
and satisfies the additional reqularity

ve C(~T., T.), HY) N C (=T, T.), HY 7).

Moreover, if Tx < Ty and supg<rr, |[0(t)|lwie < 00, then there exists a T € (T, Ts] such that the
solution can be extended to a solution of (BI)-B2) on (=Tk, T*).

For linear systems, the energy estimate (see lemma [[.T] with ¢ = 1) ensures, via the continuation
principle of the above theorem, that the solutions can be continued as long as the functions u(t) and h(t)
are defined.

Proposition B.7. Suppose T1, T > 0,5 <y <0, k >n/2+1, v € Hf, u € CO([—Tl,Tg],Hﬁ) and
h € CO[~T1,Ts), HEY). Then the initial value problem
b0 (u)0pw = b (u)div + f(u)v + h, (B.21)
’U|t:0 = Vo (B22)
has a solution
ve CVU[~T1, Tu), HS) nCY([~Th, To], HY 1)) .
that is unique in L®((~T1,T), HE.) N Lip((—T1, T2), HE.Y).

Let [n/2] denote the largest integer with [n/2] < n/2 and kg = [n/2] + 2. Then differentiating the
solution from theorem [B.6], with respect to ¢, and using proposition yields the following result.

Corollary B.8. Suppose k = ko + s, u € (;_o C*([=T1, To], HY™*) and h € ;_, CY([~Th, To), HEY).
Then the solution from satisfies the additional regularity

s+1
ve () CH(-T.,T.), HE ).
£=0
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