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Nonlinear Instability Theory of Lane-Emden stars
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Abstract

We establish a nonlinear instability of the Euler-Poisson system for polytropic gases
whose adiabatic exponents take value in 6/5 < v < 4/3 around the Lane-Emden equilib-
rium star configurations.

1 Introduction

One of the simplest fundamental hydrodynamical models to describe the motion of self-
gravitating Newtonian inviscid gaseous stars is the compressible Euler-Poisson system:

dp+V-(pu) =0
p(Ou+u-Vu) + Vp = —pVe (1.1)
Ad =4np

where (t,) € R, x R? and p, u and p denote respectively the density, velocity, and pressure
of gas. @ is the gravitational potential and it is related to the gas through the Poisson
equation. We are interested in the polytropic gases (polytropes) for which the pressure is
assumed to be a power function of the density. More specifically, we consider the following
equation of state:

p=Kp (1.2)

where K is an entropy constant and v > 1 is the adiabatic gas exponent. The values of ~
distinguish the property of stars. For instance, v = 5/3 is used for a monatomic gas, v = 7/5
for a diatomic gas. The smaller ~ represents the heavier molecule of the gas.

The Euler-Poisson system (LT]) under the spherically symmetric motion — p(¢, x) = p(t,r),
u(t,r) = u(t,r)% where r = |z| — reads as follows

1
o+ T—z(rzpu)r =0,
1.3)
4 T (
pur + puy, + pr + T—2’0 / p32ds =0.
0
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Stationary solutions (po(r), up = 0) of (L3)) satisfy the following ordinary differential equation

dp dmp [T
% ’r'—2 0 p82d820 (14)

which can be transformed into the famous Lane-Emden equation, and its non-negative so-
lutions can be characterized according to ~ as follows [2, [12]: Letting M(p) = [ 4ws?p(s)ds
be the total mass of a star, if v > 6/5 and any M > 0, then there exists at least one com-
pactly supported solution p such that M (p) = M. For v > 4/3, every solution is compactly
supported and unique. If v = 6/5 and any M > 0, there is a unique solution p with infinite
support. If 1 < v < 6/5, there are no stationary solutions with finite total mass. These
equilibria for 6/5 < v < 2 are often referred to the Lane-Emden stars.

The stability problem of the Lane-Emden star configurations has been of great interest
both physically and mathematically. Its physical literature can be tracked back to Chan-
dresekhar [2] and it has been conjectured by astrophysicists that the steady states for v < 4/3
are unstable. To see why this conjecture makes sense, we recall the total energy F of Euler-
Poisson system (ILTl):

1 p 1
E(p,u) :/gp\uP + ﬁdgc - 8—7T/\V(I>]2da:. (1.5)

Note that E is not positive definite, which is a major difficulty of the stability question. The
stability is related to the competition between the kinetic energy which tries to pull the gas
away from the center and the gravitational potential energy which tries to push the gas to
the center. The corresponding energy for the Lane-Emden equilibria of (L.4]) can be written

in terms of the pressure integral:
4 — 3y
B(p) === [ pa.

For the explicit computation, see [4]. We see that the energy is negative for v > 4/3 and
positive for v < 4/3 and hence one may predict the stability based on the principle of
minimum energy. In fact, one can check that when v < 4/3, by constructing a scaling
invariant family of steady states, the corresponding steady states are not minimizers of the
energy functional (LE]) and this indicates a possibility of certain kind of instability.

The mathematical development of the stability theory of the Lane-Emden stars is rather
recent. The linear stability was studied by Lin [12]: any stationary solution is stable when
v > 4/3 and unstable when v < 4/3. In accordance with the linear stability, a nonlinear
stability for v > 4/3 was established by Rein in [21] using the variational approach based on
the fact that the steady states are minimizers of an energy functional. For v = 4/3, in [4],
Deng, Liu, Yang, and Yao showed that the energy of a steady state is zero and any small
perturbation can make the energy positive and cause part of the system go off to infinity.
In [5], the author proved the fully nonlinear, dynamical instability of the steady profile for
v = 6/5 based on the bootstrap argument and nonlinear weighted energy estimates. For
v = 6/5, the density of the Lane-Emden star decays rapidly without vanishing in any finite
radius and the analysis in [5] is not directly applied to other cases of 6/5 < v < 4/3 which
attain more physical, interesting features. This is because the gas sphere for 6/5 < v < 4/3
contacts with vacuum continuously, namely the density of gas vanishes at a finite radius. The
boundary behavior of compactly supported Lane-Emden solutions is characterized as follows



2, 12]: 1
po(r) ~ (R—r)1 for r~R (1.6)

near the boundary. The presence of this vacuum boundary makes the problem challenging
and very interesting and the nonlinear stability question has been an open problem for a long
time. The purpose of this article is to establish a nonlinear instability theory of compactly
supported Lane-Emden steady stars for 6/5 < v < 4/3 in the presence of the vacuum
boundary.

In the next section, we introduce Lagrangian coordinates to deal with the vacuum states
satisfying (I.6]), derive the Lane-Emden equation in Lagrangian formulation, and state the
main result of this article.

2 Lagrangian formulation and Main result

2.1 Physical vacuum

The boundary behavior given in (L6l naturally arises from the physical system such as the
Fuler-Poisson system or Fuler equation with damping and it is referred to the so-called
physical vacuum in the context of compressible fluids and gases [14]. In general, when the
initial density function contains a vacuum, the vacuum boundary I" is defined as

I'=cl{(t,z): p(t,z) > 0} Ncl{(t,x) : p(t,x) = 0}.

By introducing the sound speed ¢

d _
c= /d_p (p) (= \/KprTI for polytropic gases),

we call a vacuum boundary I' physical if

ac?

—00 < o <0 (2.1)
in a small neighborhood of the boundary, where n is the outward unit normal to I'. Despite
its physical importance, even the local existence theory of classical solutions of compressible
Euler equations featuring the physical vacuum boundary was established only recently. This
is because if the physical vacuum boundary condition (2.1)) is assumed, the classical theory
of hyperbolic systems can not be directly applied. Indeed, Nishida in [20] suggested to
consider a free boundary problem which includes this kind of singularity caused by vacuum,
not shock wave singularity: under the physical vacuum condition (2II), the boundary is
supposed to move with a finite normal acceleration, and it becomes part of the unknown.
Hence, one needs to deal with a moving boundary. Very recently, the local existence theory
of the physical vacuum states for three-dimensional compressible Euler equations has been
given independently by the author and Masmoudi [8] and by Coutand and Shkoller [3] in
Lagrangian coordinates with different approaches. For more detail on physical vacuum, we
refer to [9] and references therein.

There are some existence theories available of Euler or Euler-Poisson equations in other
smooth vacuum states when c is continuously differentiable; for instance, see [13] 17, 18, [19].
For more discussion on the existence theory concerning vacuum states, we refer to [8, 9].



In accordance with the recent advancement of physical vacuum [3] 8], we will study the
Euler-Poisson system ([LI]) or (L3)) in a suitable Lagrangian coordinates and formulate the
problem in such Lagrangian coordinates.

2.2 Derivation of the system in Lagrangian coordinates

First we will write the Euler-Poisson system (1)) in Lagrangian coordinates. Let n(t,z) be
the position of the gas particle x at time ¢ so that

e =u(t,n(t,z)) for t >0 and n(0,x) =ny in 2. (2.2)

Here 79 is not necessarily the identity map but diffeomorphic to the identity map. Our choice
of 19 will depend on the initial density profile and in fact, in our setup, the identity map will
correspond to the equilibrium state.

The followings are the Lagrangian quantities:

v(t,x) = u(t,n(t,z)) (Lagrangian velocity)
f(t,x) = p(t,n(t,x)) (Lagrangian density)
U(t,z) = ®(t,n(t,z)) (Lagrangian Potential)

A = [Dn]™?! (inverse of deformation tensor)
J = det Dn (Jacobian determinant)
a

= JA (transpose of cofactor matrix)

We use Einstein’s summation convention and the notation F,; to denote the k'"-partial
derivative of F'. In this subsection, we use i, j, k,[,r, s to denote 1, 2, 3. The Euler-Poisson
equations (LLI]) read as follows:
ft + ngVi,j =0
Vi+ KAL Y g = —fAT D, (2.3)
Af(Aiqlvl )7k = 47Tf
Since o
Jt =J Ag’UZ,j s
together with the equation for f, we find that
fJ = p(0)J(0) = pin detDg
where p;, is a given initial density function. We now choose 7y so that
fJ = pindetDny = p (2.4)

where p is the equilibrium density profile of the Lane-Emden star given by (L4]) which is our
object for the instability theory. See also Section 2.3] for the Lane-Emden equation.
By using the relation Ak J- 1ak we see that the system (23] is reduced to the following:

pvi+ Kaf(p7J77), = —pAF T,

2.5
A (AW ) g = dmp] ™! (29



along with ' '
N, =v'. (2.6)

Now let w be
w=Kp~L (2.7)

Note that %w is the equilibrium enthalpy. We prefer to work with the enthalpy w to the
density p, since w behaves like a distance function near the boundary irregardless of the
values of 7 under the physical vacuum condition ([6]). See Section 23] for the basic property
of w. We will treat w as the weight function. This viewpoint is important not only for the
existence theory but also for our instability analysis.

By using the Piola identity: af,k = 0, we see that the equation (Z1]) takes the following

form

wavi + (wl—l—a A?J_l/a),k — —waAf\I/,k (2 8)
AR (AL ) = A K g ! ’
where ]
= — . 2.
0= (2.9)

Here « has been introduced for the notational convenience. We will use both a and ~, which
are related through (2.9), in the equations and the estimates throughout the article. For
instance, the range of the adiabatic exponents of our interest reads in terms of «a as follows:

6/ <y<4/3 <= 3<a<bh

For our purpose of the instability theory, it is sufficient to consider the spherically sym-
metric motion. What follows next is the derivation of the spherically symmetric Euler-Poisson
flows in Lagrangian coordinates.

Let

nt,z) =&t r)x (2.10)

where r = |z|. Since n, = §x = v, v(t,r) = r&. Since 0; = %ar, note that

. . . il y &
njui:§7’ix]+€x]7i:§7“7 +€52 = Dn:€[+7(‘r .Z'])
Thus J and [Dn]~! can be written as
=@+ &r); D07 = Ll - S @) (.11)
’ & EE+&n)r
and hence Af is given by
k ki
USSR (2.12)

and the gradient Af@k is given by

Abg, = ———0,
T e e



and the Laplacian A¥0(AL)) is given by

i L5 oAb, <¥a,n>

k Iay _ aka (T o\ ks L
Ai0x(4i01) = A0 <7‘(§ T gﬂ«)&) = A0 en FE+ &)

<3 & ) Or T, < Or >
§ &E+&r)) r€+&r) e e r(€+&r)
1

R <£+a )*mm
(er

B <s+sr1r><sr> <si§r >

Thus the Poisson equation in (2.8)) for spherically symmetric flows takes the following form:

1 (67‘) — 47 —awa —1
CrenGr” <s e >_4 foed (2.13)

Based on (2.10)), (Z.11]), and (212]), we see that the momentum equation in (2.8]) for spherically
symmetric flows can be written as an equation for &:

a

& 1 2 —ite w
g+ =0, (w' e ), =
wﬁtt—l-r (W TYER(E + &) +T(£+£T7“) r
for t > 0 and 0 < r < R where R is the radius of the Lane-Emden star. We remark that
no boundary conditions are necessary to construct smooth solutions for (2I4]) due to the
degenerate weights [3, [§]. Note that from (2.I3]) the potential term can be also written as

(2.14)

,wa «

v, —wa82d8 - / pdz |.
r(E+ &) 527“3/ IR B(O,r)p )

This potential term is essentially lower-order with respect to differential structure at least for
a short time and moreover, it has the right weight w®. Hence, together with the regularity
of the weight w in Lemma [3.3] the local existence of smooth solutions to (2.14]) can be easily
established based on the theories developed by the author and Masmoudi [8] or by Coutand
and Shkoller [3]. In this article, we take the existence of smooth solutions for granted and
focus on the instability analysis.

2.3 Lane-Emden star configuration in Lagrangian formulation

In this subsection, we will identify the Lane-Emden stars satisfying (L4]) in our Langrangian
formulation. The static equilibria of the Euler-Poisson system under spherical symmetry
governed by (2.I4]) can be found by setting & = 1, since p;;,, = p and thus J = 1. Letting w
be the corresponding enthalpy profile (2.7]), it is clear that w satisfies the following ordinary
differential equation

1 14+« w® " 4w a2
or equivalently
2 4
rr — Wy > = 2.1
w +rw +(1+a)Kaw 0 (2.16)



The equation (2I6]) is the so-called Lane-Emden equation. As mentioned in the introduction,
this equation has been studied extensively. In particular, we recall the well-known existence
result from [2] 12]: Supplemented with the following normalized boundary conditions

w(0) =1 and w,(0) =0

for a given finite total mass M, there exist a ball-type solution w to the Lane-Emden equation
(2.16) and a finite radius R when 1 < a < 5, equivalently 6/5 < v < 2 such that

(i) w>0for 0 <r < R and w(R) = 0;
(ii) —co <w, <0 for 0 <7 < R,
(iii) w satisfies the physical vacuum condition (6] or (21I).

It turns out that the Lane-Emden configuration w enjoys better regularity. In Lemma[3.3],
we will study the higher regularity of w, which will be helpful to infer the suitable regularity
of the growing mode solution.

2.4 Main Result

To state the main theorem, we write the equation (2.14]) in a perturbation form around the
equilibrium state given by £ =1 and & = 0. Letting £ = 1 + ¢ where || < 1, we obtain the
equation for ¢ as follows:

2 14a
ULy, (wral1 + 021+ ¢+ )

w® " 9
T (0% —
+m/0 WdeS_O.

Wy + ( )
2.17

Our main result establishes the fully nonlinear dynamical instability of the Lane-Emden
equilibrium stars satisfying (2.I6]) under the Euler-Poisson dynamics (2.I7)). In the statement
of the following theorem, for any given é > 0 and 26 > 4, we define

=L % (2.18)

Vi3

where /g is the sharp linear growth rate.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that 6/5 < v < 4/3 (3 < a < 5). Then there exist functions spaces
Zg and Z7 as well as constants 0 > 0 and C > 0 such that for any sufficiently small § > 0,
there exists a family of solutions (9;C%, ¢%) to the Euler-Poisson system (@I7) fort € [0,T)
with T > T° so that

|(ac(0), ¢ (0))]

> 0.

Zy

<C§ but sup
Z7 0<t<T?

(2@, )|

The precise statement of Theorem 2.1]is given in Theorem [6.2] and the spaces Z§ and Z¢"
will be clarified in Section [l

Remark 2.2. The escape time T? is determined through 2I8]) by the linear growth rate
Viw- We note that the instability occurs before the possible breakdown or any collapse of
strong solutions. We also remark that the instability occurs in the Z§ norm, which is indeed
characterized by the instantaneous physical energy ([A3)).



Remark 2.3. The above result shows that no matter how small amplitude of initial perturbed
data is taken to be, we can find a solution such that the corresponding energy escapes at a
time T : there is no stabilization of the system. We conclude from this that all Lane-Emden
steady star configurations for 6/5 < v < 4/3 are nonlinearly unstable.

Remark 2.4. The instability given in Theorem [2.1] is not related to the vorticity nor to the
geometry of the boundary, nor to the topological change of the domain. In fact, our result
indicates that for gases of heavier molecules 6/5 < v < 4/3, the self-gravitation may be strong
enough to attract matter to the center. An interesting problem would be to investigate the
possible gravitational collapse phenomenon rigorously.

Up to our knowledge, this work is the first rigorous result to address the nonlinear in-
stability of the Lane-Emden stars for 6/5 < v < 4/3 under the Euler-Poisson system. Our
results together with the earlier works [4] [5 2I] now complete a nonlinear stability and in-
stability theory of the Euler-Poisson system for the Lane-Emden equilibrium stars, which
provides a rigorous account of the longstanding conjecture by astrophysicists [2]. Also, we
believe that the above result for the Lane-Emden stars and the methods developed in this
paper will shed some light on other stability problems in the context of free boundary.

We mention that based on strong solutions in the mass Lagrangian coordinates [6], the
nonlinear instability theory for the Lane-Emden stars under the Navier-Stokes-Poisson system
has been recently established by the author and Tice in [I0]: it was shown that there’s
no stabilization of the system for 6/5 < v < 4/3 in the presence of viscosity around the
Lane-Emden equilibria. On the other hand, away from the Lane-Emden equilibria, there are
interesting works on the stability theory of the Euler-Poisson system (ILI]) by Luo and Smoller
[15] 16], where a nonlinear dynamical stability of rotating stars for v > 4/3 was established
based on a variational approach by the energy-Casimir technique and a finite time stability
of the entropy weak solutions was proven.

The proof of Theorem 2.1]is based on a bootstrap argument from a linear instability to a
nonlinear dynamical instability. Passing from a linearized instability to nonlinear instability
demands much effort in the PDE context since the spectrum of the linear part is fairly
complicated and the unboundedness of the nonlinear part usually yields a loss in derivatives.
The key is to identify the right function spaces where the nonlinear instability would occur
and this requires a careful nonlinear analysis. We develop nonlinear energy estimates for the
whole system so that: first, the nonlinear estimates can be closed; and second, their interplay
with the linear analysis can complete the argument. For this particular problem, due to the
degeneracy caused by the physical vacuum, the novel nonlinear weighted energy estimates
together with Hardy inequalities are employed.

A key step is to derive Proposition [6.I], which is an important estimate for the bootstrap
argument. There are a few new ingredients. In order to avoid the coordinate singularity
at the origin due to the consideration of spherically symmetric flows as well as the vacuum
singularity due to the physical vacuum boundary, we will apply the time differentiations
to obtain the nonlinear energy inequalities systematically and then recover all the spatial
derivatives from the equation by exploiting the elliptic estimates. A pivotal tool to justify
such a process is the Hardy inequality; in particular, we will make use of the localized Hardy
inequalities near the origin and near the boundary and such Hardy inequalities allow us to
overcome the coordinate singularity near the origin as well as the vacuum singularity. In
addition to the homogeneous weighted energy &, we further introduce the nonlinear energy
€. This is because £ works efficiently for the bootstrap argument from the linear analysis to
the nonlinear solutions, while the nonlinear energy € captures better the intriguing structure



of nonlinear, degenerate pressure gradient term. We will derive the energy inequality for &
having the form of

5(’3 < B¢ + lower-order derivative terms

where 3 is no greater than the sharp linear growth rate /mg. To do so, we identify the
quantities whose L bounds can be controlled within the total energy and use them crucially
in controlling the nonlinear terms. With the equivalence of two energies £ and &, we can
close the argument.

The rest of the paper proceeds as follows. In Section Bl we construct the largest growing
mode solution to the linearized Euler-Poisson system, study the regularity of such growing
mode profile, and show that our growing mode solution grows at the largest possible rate. In
Section [, the instant temporal energy and the total energy are introduced and we establish
the equivalence of two energy norms via various Hardy inequalities. In Section [Bl, we derive
high-order nonlinear weighted energy inequalities for the nonlinear energy norms and show
that the nonlinear energy is equivalent to the homogeneous total energy. Based on the linear
growth and the nonlinear estimates, we then prove the bootstrap argument and Theorem 2.1
in Section

Throughout the paper, we will write C' for a generic constant unless the distinction be-
tween constants is vital. And we use 2 = B to denote that A < C'B for a constant C' > 0.

3 The largest growing mode and Linear instability

In this section, we study the linearized Euler-Poisson system around the Lane-Emden stars
and show the linear instability of the Lane-Emden stars whose indices are 6/5 < v < 4/3
(3 < a < 5) in the sense of Lin’s criterion [I2]. We will first derive the linearized equation of
(2I7). Notice that by Taylor’s theorem, for sufficiently small ¢, the nonlinear pressure term
in (ZI7) can be written as

(L OPA+Ctom o =1 LT

(3¢ + &) + h(C, Gor) (3.1)

where h is a smooth function in both arguments ¢ and (.r and h(¢,¢r) = O(IC|? + [¢r]?),
and thus the linearized equation of (2.1I7)) reads as

4[w1+a]r

¢~ T it 4] =0 (3.2)

w Gyt + or ,

where we have used (2.15]).
To find a growing mode, we seek a solution to ([3.2)) of the form ¢(¢,7) = eM¢(r). Then ¢
would satisfy
4lwtte) 1+«
ar
(%)

where we denote / = . The (x) in (33]) can be rewritten as

N + ¢ [w!'**(3¢ + ¢'r)] =0 (3:3)

14+ [wl—i-a]/ 1+
¢ - 4
o r arTr

(x)=(4-3 [witee'rd) .



Multiply 33) by r* to get

1 1
Nouwtrly = —Lutterty) - (13— )ity % (3.4)
We denote the right-hand side of ([8:4]) by L¢:
L= Oty - (4 - 31wty (35

(07

Then L is self-adjoint and hence A\? is real.

We recall that in [12], the stability criterion was introduced based on the eigenvalues:
w® (~ p) is called neutrally stable if A2 < 0 for all eigenvalues A and unstable if A? > 0 for
some eigenvalue Aj; and that it was shown that w® (~ p) is unstable for any 3 < a < 5
(6/5 < v < 4/3) in mass Lagrangian framework. In the next subsection, we verify Lin’s
linear instability result in our Lagrangian framework by showing the existence of the positive
largest eigenvalue for 3 < a0 < 5.

3.1 The existence of the largest growing mode
We start from L¢ = pw®r¢ where L is defined in (3.35) and g = A2, It is well-known that

the largest eigenvalue pg of this equation can be found by the variational formula

o = sup{% L Q(6) < 00, I(9) < oo}

where

R R
Qo) = (L0.0) =~ [Tuttert( P — =35 L) [Tt gt

R
1(9) = (w°r'e, ¢) = /0 wrt?dr.

Here we have used (, ) to denote the standard one-dimensional inner product on (0, R).
Define a norm for any ¢ € C*°([0, R)]),

R R R
|]¢H2E/O w1+°‘r4(¢')2dr—/0 [w1+a]'r3¢2d7‘+/0 wrtg?dr.

Let H = C*>([0, R]) in the above norm. Since % = ?((fi)) for any nonzero constant ¢, the
variational problem can be restated as finding the maximum py of Q(¢) on H under the
normalization I(¢) = 1. The next proposition shows that the supremum g can be achieved

on H.
Proposition 3.1. There exists a ¢g € H such that I(¢g) =1 and Q(¢o) = po > 0.

Proof. The first part in @Q is negative and the second part in @ is positive because w’ < 0
and 4 — 3% > 0 since a > 3. Thus we first want to make sure that pg > 0. This can be
easily checked by taking ¢ = 1:

_ Q) 0-(4-34e) ST o) 3 dr -
M = =
"= fOR werddr

10



Note that the positive part (the second term) of @ is uniformly bounded by I because from
(ZI5), we have that ——-[w!™] = & [" 2L w*s?ds is bounded. This implies that g is

rw®
finite. To verify that ug is attained on H, we will need a compactness argument. Let ¢, be

a maximizing sequence so that
Q(dn) 1o as n— oo and I(¢,) =1 for all n.

Let ¢g be its weak limit. By the lower semicontinuity of weak convergence, we have
R R
lim inf/ witert(¢l )2 dr > / witert(¢h)2dr
0 0
R R
lim inf wr (o) 2dr 2/ wr*(¢o)?dr
0 0

The next step is to prove the following compactness result.

Claim 3.2. The mass is not lost in the limit: 1(¢g) = 1. Moreover, we have the compactness
result for the positive part of Q: there exists a subsequence {¢n, } of {¢n} such that

R
/ —[w' o) 3¢nkdr—>/ w ) r3pidr as n — oc. (3.6)
0

Since the above claim implies Q(¢g) = o and I(¢pg) = 1, the conclusion of the proposition
follows from the claim.
The first claim can be shown by a standard scaling argument. Suppose I(¢g) = 32 < 1.

Then we would have p s
0 0 Ho
I1(= and @ >
( 5) ( 5) 52 > Mo
which contradicts to the definition of pg. Hence, I(¢o) = 1. Next, in order to see ([B3.6]), we
rewrite it by using (2.15)

R Rr1 (7 an
1+ay 342 . 2 o2
—[w re ¢y, dr —/ < w*s d8> ¢ dr
/o | ] o \r.Jo K°

Then since = f ’ %w s52ds is uniformly bounded from below and above on (0, R), the positive
part of @@ is bounded from below and above by I:

R 1+l .3 .2 Bl [mar a2 a, 4,2 Ra42
/ —[w T r gbndr:/ —3/ Tal s*ds | wr gbndrw/ wrt¢ndr = 1(¢n)
0 0 ™ Jo 0

Now since I(¢y,) — I(¢o) with both being one, ([B.6]) follows. O

It is straightforward to check that ¢q is in fact an eigenfunction corresponding to pg for
BE): Léo = powripg and therefore, ((t,1) = eVFolpy(r) is a largest growing mode solution
to the linearized Euler-Poisson equation (3.2]).

11



3.2 The behavior of ¢, near the origin and near the boundary
We record the second-order ordinary differential equation which the growing mode ¢q satisfies:

1+«

— [ — (4= 3——=)[w Y g (3.7)

14+«
pow®r g = 0

We can further deduce the regularity of ¢y from (B.7) based on the behavior of the Lane-
Emden solution w. To do so, we first derive the higher regularity and integrability of w.

Lemma 3.3 (Regularity of w). Let 1 < o < 5 be given. Let w be a ball-type solution to the
Lane-Emden equation ([2.10). Then

1. w is analytic near the origin. Moreover,
w(r)=1-br2+00Y, r~0

for some positive constant b > 0. Also, (0?*T1w)(0) = 0 for any non-negative integer
k>0.

2. Olw is uniformly bounded on (0,R) for each 0 < i < a + 2 and also w%(‘)fﬂw 18
uniformly bounded on (0,R) for each 1 < k < 2a+ 1. In addition, w enjoys the
following integral regularity.

R
/ wa+]7’4]8£+1w]2d7‘ < 00
0

for each 0 < j < 3a + 3.

The proof is elementary, but it has not been found in the literature, so we will provide a
brief argument.

Proof. We start with the first item. Write the Lane-Emden equation (2.10]) as
rWypp + 2w, + crw® =0 (3.8)

where ¢ = (1-’-477([{0‘ > 0 is a constant. After dividing (3.8) by r and taking the limit r — 07,

@)

we immediately deduce that 3w, (0) + ¢ = 0. Take 0, of ([B.8)):
TWypr 4+ 3Wpy + c(arwo‘_lwr +w*) =0 (3.9)

By dividing it by  and using the fact that 3w,..(0) + ¢ = 0,

3 -3 0
Wrpr + W , wr_r( ) + C(awa_lwr + ,

and by passing to the limit » — 07, we see that 4w,...(0) = 0. Take one more derivative

PWeprr + AWy + ¢(rw® . + 200%  w, +a(a — 1)rw* % (w,)?) =0 (3.10)

=—acrw?e—1

and we deduce that 5wpp..(0) — ac® = 0. More generally, we obtain the following.
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Claim 3.4. For any k > 1, the solutions to (B.8)) satisfy the following
r02Fw + 2k0? " Lw + 272 (ruw®) = 0 (3.11)
for 0 <r < R such that

(a) 022 (rw®)(0) = 0 and 9% (rw*)(0) =0
(b) (97 'w)(0) = 0.

We will prove the claim by induction on k. First note that (a) and (b) are satisfied for
k =1 and k = 2 by the above computations. Now let us assume that it is true for k = n.
Then by dividing ([B.I1) when k& = n by r and taking the limit » — 07, we deduce that

(2n 4+ 1)(0*w)(0) + 1, =0 (3.12)
where [, = lim, _,+ [c0?"~2(rw®) /r]. Now we formally take 9, of ([B.11)):
r02" M + (2n + )07 w + 2" (rw®) = 0

By using ([B.12]), we see that

2w 4+ (2n + 1)~ =0

02" w — (0%"w)(0) N 02" (rw®) — 1,
r r

Take the limit to get
(2n 4 2)(0*" L w)(0) 4 02" (rw™)(0) = 0

Since 92" (rw®)(0) = 0, we deduce that (92" T'w)(0) = 0. Also, the direct computation shows
that 92"*2(rw®)(0) = 0. And thus (a) and (b) hold for k = n + 1. Hence, we deduce that
w is infinitely differentiable at » = 0 and the above estimation on the derivatives implies the
analyticity of w near the origin. This finishes the above claim as well as the first part of the
lemma.

In order to prove the point 2 of the lemma, it suffices to look at w near r = R since
w is regular near the origin. Recall that w, = O(1) for r ~ R. From (3.8)), we see that
wyy = O(1) + O(w®) for r ~ R. Similarly, from @3) and @I0), wyr, = O(1) + O(w* ') and
Wyprr = O(1) + O(w*=2). Inductively, we obtain |dfw| = O(1) + O(w®~7+2). Note that dlw
is not bounded any longer if j > « + 2. However, the integral

R R
/ wa+jr4|8ﬁ+1w|2dr <C+ C/ w T 2(e—i+1) g
0 0

= [ wia—i+2dy

stays bounded as long as j < 3a + 3. On the other hand, if we consider wk%l(‘)fﬂw,
then we see that |wk%18f+lw| = 0O(1) + O(wo‘_k+1+%), which is uniformly bounded if
a—k+1+ % > 0= 1<k <2a+ 1. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

The following lemma concerns the behavior of ¢¢ near the origin.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢g € H be the solution to B.1). ¢o is analytic at r = 0 and moreover,
¢o = a+ O(r) around the origin where a is a constant.

13



Proof. We rewrite (3.7 in the following form

1+oa v o 1
)_+ Ho

a ‘rw 14+aw

/
S+ [%er} - [a(4—3
Let P(r) and Q(r) be coefficients of ¢}, and ¢ respectively. Then by Lemma B3] rP(r) and
r2Q(r) are analytic at 7 = 0, which implies » = 0 is a regular singular point. Therefore, we
may employ the Frobenius method [I] (p.215). Let pp and g be the zeroth order term of
rP(r) and r2Q(r) respectively. It is easy to see that pg = 4 and gg = 0. The indicial equation
r(r—1)+por+qo = 0 has two roots ;1 = 0 and o = —3. Hence, by the Frobenius theorem, ¢
has a power series representation of y;(r) = 3"°° janr™ or ya(r) = yi (r) Inr+7r733 0% b,r™.
However, ys(r) is impossible since ¢y € H and hence ¢g = Y 7, anr". O

Next, we show that ¢y enjoys the better integrability near the boundary than the inte-
grability dictated by H in Proposition Bl This will be done through the Hardy inequality
and a bootstrapping argument through the equation. In addition, we show that ¢y indeed
belongs to some weighted Sobolev spaces.

Lemma 3.6. Let ¢g be the solution to (B.1). Then
1. ¢o has the following integrability: for any 0 < 8 < a,
R R
/ wa_ﬁr‘l(ﬁgdr +/ w1+°‘_57‘4(¢6)2dr < 00.
0 0

Moreover, for any z > 1,
R
/ w2 rtgidr < occ.
0

2. ¢o has the following reqularity: for 1 <k <2a+1,

R
/ w1+a+kr4(a7/?+1¢0)2dr < 00.
0

Proof. We start with the first item. 8 = 0 corresponds to the regularity of H in which ¢q

was constructed. From the regularity of H, and by using the Hardy inequality — see Lemma
as well as (L.I1]) — we deduce that

R R R
/ wo‘_17‘4¢gdr = / wa+1r4¢gdr +/ wo‘+17‘4(¢6)2dr < 0.
0 0 0

In order to bootstrap this better integrability for ¢ into the one for ¢, we will make use
of the elliptic structure of the equation (3.7). Multiply ([B.7) by w™'¢o and integrate it over
(0, R):

R R

1+

/ _1tad [wi Tty dr —I—/ pow™ Lt pidr
0 o w 0

) (3.13)

R 1 14+a7/
:/ —(4-3 +a)[w ] r3adr
0 [0 w

()
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Note that by Lemma [3.3]
R
(%) 5/ w L rtgtdr < oo. (3.14)
0

For the (x), by integration by parts, we obtain

R R
(%) :/ war4(¢6)2dr—/ w'w® ™t oy dr
0 0
R a—1 R
:/ wr (¢p)2dr + 5 / (w') 2w 2rtp3dr
0 0
1 R
+3 /w”wa ! 4(¢0)2dr+2/ w'w* 3 gddr
0

()1

From (2.I6]), we see that

R R
|(*)1|j/ 2a14¢dr—|—/ wa14¢dr<oo
0

and hence, together with (8:14]) from (BI3]) we deduce that

a—1

R
/ (") 2w* 2 rtgtdr < 0.

0

R
/ wrt(¢p)2dr +
0
This establishes the case of 5 = 1. The general case can be done by a similar bootstrapping

argument: assume that fOR w"_ﬁr‘l(ﬁgdr < oo for 0 < B < a. By multiplying 1) by w P
and integrating to derive that

/R o84 41)2 +04—5/ 20814 g2y
0

is bounded. We remark that the condition on f is necessary to keep the second integral stay
non-negative; otherwise, we won’t be to close the argument. Now by the Hardy inequality
again in Lemma [£.2] we conclude that fOR wz_2r4¢(2)dr is bounded as long as z > 1.

We move onto the item 2 regarding the higher regularity of ¢9. The key to achieve this
higher regularity for ¢ is to capture the right behavior of L with respect to the spatial
derivatives. We will follow the idea in [8]. We first write (3.1) as follows:

a auo

1—i-a)7(ZS

- [udh+ 1+ sy + 2] = fata -3 Dol )

Take the derivative of (B.I5]) and write it as
/// ! 4w /! "
= |wgo + 2+ 'y + —dg| = (1+ajw <Z50+( “y)

B [a(4_3 o )w7’¢ oo %]/ (3.16)

14+«

15



so that the left-hand-side of (BI6)) keeps the self-adjoint structure with different weights:

1

T pltad [w?erieq] ,

4
- [wqﬁg/ + (24 a)w'¢y + Tw(ﬁg] =
Hence, by multiplying (.I6) by w!teri¢{ and integrating, we get
R R dw
| urrertoppar = [l @+ (CEylwtterten P
0 0

R / /
a w Qo Lo 4
- 4-3- 2 Vg d
/0 [a( 31 a) . 0N 1 aqﬁo] w Tt gydr

It is easy to see that the right-hand-side is bounded because of the property of w and since
¢o € H. The higher-order estimates can be inductively done in the same manner. By taking
more derivatives of (3.I0]), one can derive that

— [wa,’f“% + (k414 a)w'df ey + 47“’65“%] =T (3.17)

where 7 consists of lower-order terms such as (9¥*1w)gp, (0Fw)@y, ..., w" OF ¢y and so on. The
left-hand-side of ([B.I7) is written as

1
wk+ar4

4 /
- [waf“% + (k+ 1+ a)w' 85 gg + Twa,’f“@o] = amaaras

and thus by multiplying by w*+t®rt9F ¢, and integrating, we get
R R
/ w1+a+k,r,4|af+1¢0|2d,r, _ / T . wk+a7‘4af¢0d7‘
0 0

What remains to show is that the right-hand-side is bounded. Suppose that 7" has the form
of (8¥+1w)(8f+1_J¢0) for 1 < j < k; other terms are even lower than these terms and they
can be treated in the same way. Then

R & & R =1 . kt+l—jta & . kto L
/ T w +°‘7‘48T dodr :>/ (wT(?ﬂHw)(w 2 7’28,,“_3(;50)(11)77“2@ ¢o)dr
0 0

and thus by using Lemma [B.3] and by using Cauchy-Swartz inequality, we deduce that it is
bounded. Hence, we conclude that fORwHaJrkr‘l\(‘)fH(bo]zdr <ocaslongas 1 <k<2a+1.
This completes the proof the lemma. O

Remark 3.7. Lemmal[38 and[3.8 show that the growing mode ¢g does not display an erratic
nor singular behavior near the origin and the boundary. Indeed, this growing mode profile
belongs to the function spaces of our interest, mamely has a finite total initial energy for
3 < a<bh;see [AD) and (L6l). And hence, we can use it as an initial perturbation for the
nonlinear problem.
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3.3 The linear growth rate

We will now show that ,/ug is the dominating growth rate for the linearized Euler-Poisson
equation. We begin by writing the linearized equation (3.2]) for ¥ = ¢

wrtly, = LY (3.18)

where L is the self-adjoint linear operator given in (3.5]). Here, instead of ¢, we use ¥ to
distinguish the linear analysis from the forthcoming nonlinear analysis and we note that
U = U(¢,r) while the ¢ in (8.4) and (B5]) depends only on r.

We now introduce the following weighted norms:

R
113 = / W P,
0

(3.19)
1+a (B
910 = =22 [ it an
@ Jo
The first result is on the estimate of ¥ satisfying (B18]) in || - || xo.
Lemma 3.8. For every solution ¥ to (B.I8)) there exist Cy,, Cly,i > 0 such that
I (@), 1Pe(t)llxe < CugeV™ ([ 2e(0) [0 + [1(0) [l + [[E(0)[yo) (3.20)
and for any i > 1,
10,710 (#) [0 < Clg iV ([[e(0) ]| xo + 2 (0)]|x0 + 2 (0)[y=)
i
- . (3.21)
+Cosi ) (107 T (O)|xo + (18] T (0)[lya).
j=1

Proof. Take the inner product of (3.I8]) with ¥;. Then we get

d (LW, D).

d
(’waTA\Iftt, \Ift) = (L\P,q’t) < E(war‘lllft, \Ift) = a

The above equivalence comes from the self-adjointness of L. Next integrate the above in time
t to get

(wrt Wy (1), We(1)) = (LU (2), U(1) + (wr'P4(0), ¥(0)) — (LP(0), ¥(0)). (3.22)

Since (LV(t), V(1)) < po(w®r*¥(t), ¥(t)) for all ¢t because of the definition of 1 and since
—(L¥(0),¥(0)) < [|¥(0)|3«, from ([B22) we see that

1) 1%e < poll T + 1T:(0)[Ka + [Z(0)[Fo- (3.23)

Now since

@) xa S/O [0 (7) || xadr + | ¥(0)[| xa

plugging this into ([B:23)), we get
t
[ W4 (8) || xe < \/MO/O [V (7) || xedr + C([[L(0) [ xo + [[L(0)[x= + [[L(0)]ly=).
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By the Gronwall inequality, we obtain

[T (1)]| xxa < CeVFL(|T(0)|lxe + | T(0)|xe + ||¥(0)|ly«) and in success
[ () lxe < CeVFr([Ee(0)llxe + [T (0)llxe + [T(0)]ly).
Note that C only depends on pg. For higher derivatives, take 92 of (3.18): w40} Wy = LOiW.
Take the inner product of this with 8;0{¥ to get
107 (1)1 %
— (OO (1), 07 W (1))
= (LOpU(t), 0pW (1)) + (wr' 9y 1 w4(0), 914 (0)) — (LO;W(0), 0 ¥(0))
< 1ol 0y () |xa + 10,72 (0)|%a + (10, (0)[[5<

Hence (B:21)) follows. O

The estimates of ¥ in Y@ space can be derived by using the self-adjointness of L again
and by Lemma [3.8

Lemma 3.9. For every solution ¥ to (3.18)) there exists Cy,, and Cy,; > 0 such that
I ®)[Fa < Crpe?VH (12(0)[[Fa + [LO) e + [2(0)]32)
and fori > 1,

10, T (B)[[Fe < Cugae®V ™ (1e(0)[Xa + 1€ (O) |5 + [T (0)[[F)
+Clui Y107 (0) [ + 1107 X (0)[F-o).
j=1

Proof. Here we give a proof for ¢ = 0. Other cases of ¢ > 1 can be treated in the same way.

By using ([3.5), we rewrite the equation (3:22]) as

1+«

IeOIFe = = [Te(t)llFe — (4= 3—

R
) /O Y 4 (|T(0) % — (LU(0), T(0)).

. [w1+a}/

Notice that since —- 3 w® from (ZI5]), the second term in the right-hand-side is
bounded by C||¥(t)||%«. Moreover, by recalling that —(L¥(0), ¥(0)) < [[¥(0)[|?, we deduce
that

@) < CIP®1%a + [12(0)][5e + [T (0)[[F

And therefore, from Lemma [3.8] the conclusion follows. d
In the next two sections, we develop the nonlinear theory for solutions to the Euler-Poisson
equation in the spherically symmetric motion (2.17).

4 The instant energy and total energy

In this section, we will introduce the various energies and establish the equivalence of the
temporal instant energy and the total energy for the solutions to the Kuler-Poisson equation.

18



We first rewrite the equation (ZI7)) as

artiy 14+a, 1444 1+« o 4
(1+C)2_ - (w'r*¢), + (3 - — DHw*r ®(r)C (4.1)

+ (W (¢, Gor))r — wrtO(r) £(¢) = 0

where ®(r) is the prescribed function defined by

1 T A (wl-l-a)
d(r)= — —w%%ds=—~— = _(1 — 4.2
(r) =) Tea W’ ds s (1+a) (4.2)
and f(¢) is given by

_ (049 -1-4¢(1+9)!

and thus f(¢) = O(|¢|?) for small ¢, and finally h is given in (B.1).

We introduce the following instant energies and the total energy for the solutions to the
nonlinear Euler-Poisson equation (4.I]). We denote the zeroth-order kinetic energy plus the
lower-order potential energy for ¢ by &:

R 1 R
&= / Gl [ g Za 1+°‘r4|§r|2dr—|—/ wrt |¢)? dr (4.3)
0 0

The higher-order (temporal) instant energy is denoted by &7 for j > 1:

1+«

R .
5j E/ 4|6]Ct‘ i 1+a,r,4‘aggr‘2dr
0

and the total instant energy by &(t):

[a]+3

E(t Z EI(t (4.4)

where [a] is a ceiling function, namely [a] = min{n € Z : a < n}. Notice that the instant
energies can be expressed in terms of X* and Y that were introduced earlier in ([B.19) as
follows:

€% = 1IGe 5 + ¢l + lIC]ce
= 1107 Gillxe + 10CIFw

For the mixed derivatives, we introduce the following notation:

1+«

R .
5j,k E/ a+k 4‘&] kak<t| + = 1+°‘+kr4|6t]_k8f§r\2dr. (4‘5)
0

We remark that this change of weights for the spatial derivatives in the energy norms is not a
coincidence but rather a nature of the physical vacuum state of polytropic gases; this nature
was discovered and analyzed in [7, 8] for general . The total energy including both temporal
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and spatial derivatives is defined by

[a]+3 j

E) =&+ > > &h (4.6)

j=1 k=0

It is clear that

£(t) < E(t).

We want to show that the converse holds for the solutions to (1) in such a way: & is bounded
by £ under the following smallness assumption:

541 (Lol
Irlel+ X o]+ Y T ol <6 (4.7)
q=1 q=1

where 6; is a sufficiently small, fixed constant. The validity of this assumption within the
total energy £ will be justified in Lemma [4.71

Our main goal in this section is to prove the following proposition, which concerns the
equivalence of £(t) and £(t) under the smallness assumption (4.7)).

Proposition 4.1. Let ((, () be a solution to (A1) and moreover assume that (A7) holds for
0 <t <T. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for 0 <t <T

E(t) < CE(t).

In order to prove Proposition 1], we first recall standard Hardy inequalities, and embed-
ding inequalities, and derive more of Hardy type inequalities which can be adapted to our
energy spaces induced by £. The proof of Proposition B.1] will be given in Section 3]

4.1 Hardy inequalities

The following is the most well-known Hardy inequality applied to the Sobolev spaces:

r

We will also make use of the more general version of the Hardy inequality:

2 0
9(z) dx 4/0 g’ (x)|2da. (4.8)

~
T

Lemma 4.2 (Hardy inequality). Let k be a given real number. And let g be a function
satisfying fol sk (g% + ¢*)ds < .

1. Then if k > 1, then we have
1 1
/ $F7242ds < C/ s*(g? + |d')?)ds.
0 0
2. And if k <1, then g has a trace at x = 0 and moreover,

1 1
/ #2(g — g(0))2ds < C / g/ 2ds.
0 0
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For the proof of Lemma [£2 we refer to [11].
As an application of the standard Hardy inequality (4.8]), we first obtain the following
Hardy inequality localized near the origin.

Lemma 4.3. Let u € X*NY* be given where X® and Y* are defined in [B.19) and a is any
real number. Let ¢ be a positive fized number such that 0 < ¢ < 2c < R. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 independent of u such that

c 2c 2c
/ r2|ufdr < C (/ |, |2 dr +/ r4|u|2dr> . (4.9)
0 0 c

Note that the right-hand-side of (3 is bounded by ||lu||%. and |ju||?-. since the weight
w is bounded from above and below from zero on (0, 2¢).

Proof. Suppose u is a smooth function. Choose a smooth cutoff function y € C*°(0, c0) such
that 0 <y <1, x =1on (0,¢), and xy = 0 for r > 2¢. Then

2c oo .2
/ r2lxu]2dr :/ ’r Xu\zdr
0 0 r

< C'/ |(r?xu),|2dr by Hardy inequality (@.8)
0

2c
= C’/ (r2 (xw), + 2ryu)dr
0
2c 2c 2c
= C’(/ | (), |2dr + 4/ r3xu(xu),dr + 4/ 2 (xu)2dr)
0 0 0
2c 2c
= C’(/ | (xu), [2dr — 2/ r?(xu)dr) by integration by parts
0 0

which yields that
2c 2¢
/ T2\Xu\2dr < C/ r4](xu)r]2dr.
0 0

Hence, we obtain
c 2c 2c
/ r2]u\2dr§/ Tz\xu\2dr§C/ rﬂ(xu)r\zdr
0 0 0
2c 2c
< C(/ 7’4x2u$dr+/ T4xfu2dr)
0 0

2c 2c
< C(/ r4]ur\2dr+/ T4\u]2dr).
0 c

The inequality (A9 is easily extended to u € X® NY? by the density argument. O

The term as in the left-hand-side of (#9), which has the stronger weight near the origin,
will appear in the subsequent nonlinear estimates due to the choice of the spherical coordi-
nates in our analysis. Lemma [.3] asserts that such a coordinate singularity can be resolved
in our energy spaces by means of Hardy inequality. We can apply the same argument for

R R R
/ \Xfulzdr <C </ T2\er]2dr +/ T2\X1}]2dr>
0 0 0

U=
21
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and then apply (£9) to both terms to obtain the following bootstrapping estimates near the

origin:
R R R R
/ Ixv|?dr < C (/ 4| x v |2 dr —1—/ x| 2dr +/ r4|xv|2dr> . (4.10)
0 0 0 0

Similarly, by using the general Hardy inequality in Lemma 2] we can derive the following
Hardy inequality localized near the boundary:

R R R
/ w2 | dr < C </ w? v, 2dr +/ w“\wv\2dr> (4.11)
0 0 0

where 9 is the smooth cutoff function satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1,9 =0forr < R—2cand ¢ =1
forr> R —c.

Next we recall the Hardy type embedding for the weighted Sobolev spaces which will be
importantly used for the nonlinear energy estimates. Let {2 be a smooth domain in R™ and
let d = d(x) = dist(z,9) be a distance function to the boundary. For any given a > 0 and
given nonnegative integer b, we define the weighted Sobolev spaces H**(Q) by

HOY(Q) = {d5u e LX(Q) : / 4|V ul?de < 00, 0 < k < b}
Q

with the norm ,
luallZrms = Z/ T u 2
k=07

We denote the standard Sobolev spaces by H®. Then for b > a/2, the weighted spaces H®?
satisfy the following Hardy type embedding [11]:

H(Q) — H"" %

with the estimate
ull go-arz 3 [lull s - (4.12)

For instance, the inequality (4.I0) can be obtained from the localization (by the cutoff tech-
nique as in the proof of Lemma [£3]) of (412 near the origin by taking Q = (0, R), a = 4
and b = 2.

We now turn our attention to the degeneracy near the boundary r = R. We would like
to adapt the inequality (£I2]) to our energy spaces (4.6]). Since there is loss of the weight w
for each spatial derivative, the space for (¢;, () generated by Y ;& k% near the boundary is
equivalent to the localization of NP_,H*THk x atk+LE+1 near the boundary with the above
notation. Notice that Np_ Ho+tk+Lk+l ¢ gatntlntl - Therefore, it is desirable to derive
some Hardy inequalities by using these spaces: HPtH! for a given positive number 8 > 0
and positive integers | > 0. First, by applying the Hardy embedding inequality (£12]) for
a=p+1and b =1, we obtain

[bull 150 3 Yl o (4.13)

where v is the smooth cutoff function satisfying 0 < ¢ <1,¢ =0forr < R—2cand ¢ =1
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for r > R — c¢. Hence, by letting | = [/3], we obtain the following:

[8]

/ puldr < Z/ +I81| 9 () 2dr < Z/ WO () [2dr
0

If [8] > 2, we can combine with the Hardy inequality near the origin (£I0) to derive the
following:

R [B]
/ uldr < CZ/ w9k u)?dr.
0

Moreover, if we choose [ = [3] + 2m for m > 0 in ([@.I3]) and if we combine with the Hardy
inequality near the origin (£.I0) when [3] + 2m > m + 2, we further obtain

[B]42m

a2 < C Z / WP 9k 2dr. (4.14)

We have established the following.

Lemma 4.4. Let OFu € XP*F for each 0 < k < [B] + 2m where [B] + m > 2. Then
u € H™(0,R) and moreover, the inequality [@14)) holds. Similar results are valid for YB: if
OFu € YPHE for each 0 < k < [B] + 1+ 2m, then u € H™(0, R).

As a result of Lemma [£.4] we get the following L embedding of our energy spaces:

Lemma 4.5. Let 0%u € XP* for each 0 < k < [B] + 2 where [$] > 1. Then u € L>(0, R)
with the following estimate:

[8]+2

2 < ¢ Z / Btk ooy 2. (4.15)

Similarly, if 0Fu € YPT* for each 0 < k < [B] + 3, then u € L®(0, R).

Proof. Since ||ul|p(0,r) < Cllullg1 (o, ) from the Sobolev embedding inequality, by combining
with (£14), we get the desired result. O

Lemma [4.4] and can be directly used to obtain the embedding estimates for wPu for
p > 0. For instance, if we apply Lemma 5] for wu in place of w and use (1)) again, we get
the corresponding embedding estimate for wu. Here we record the results.

Lemma 4.6. Let p > 0 be given. The followings hold.

1. Let OFu € XPHPHE for each 0 < k < [B] + 2 where [8] > 1. Then w?/>u € L>(0, R)
with the following estimate:

[B]+2
P22, < C Z / WP gk 2 (4.16)

Similarly, if 0Fu € YPHPHE for each 0 < k < [B] + 3, then wP/?u € L>(0, R).
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2. Let 0Fu € XPHPHE for each 0 < k < [B]. Then w?/>r?u € L*(0, R), equivalently u € X
with the following estimate:

R [81
/ wPrtudr < CZ/ wP PR 9k dr, (4.17)
0

4.2 L* bounds

A direct consequence of the above Hardy embedding inequalities is the validity of the small-
ness assumption (7)) within our energy space induced by €.

Lemma 4.7. There exists C > 0 so that

[M;+3]+1 [[041 +3}

N 1

e+ Y wTor+ Y w'T o < CE.
q=1 q=1

Proof. We will present the detail on the following three terms

P e AT P

G, wl ..

Other terms can be treated in the same way. To see the boundedness of (., we apply Lemma
take 8 = a + 1 in (LI5]) to deduce that

[a]+3
”CT’H2 <C Z / a+1+k 4‘8kCT’2dr< Cg

o [] 43
For wl’ ]2+3V28£ 2 Hl(, we will apply Lemma [0l Take f = o — [&;3] in (A.I6]). Notice

that when 3 < a <4, =« —3; when 4 < a < 5, 8 = a — 4 and therefore, [5| = 1, which
satisfies the condition on 8 in Lemma Then, we see that

[a]+3

el =F1/20)

3 (R [a]+3
]+1C||go < CZ/O wa+kr4|8f8£ P ]+1C|2d’f
k=0

3
<O el by @),

k=0

Since [MH] + 3 < [a] + 3 for a > 3, we conclude that Hw[r o }/28[ 1(\\30 < E We

will apply Lemma [4.6] for the last term. Take § = a — [@] so that [f] =1 in ([AI6). We
first obtain

o [o]+
||w”72+3 }/26[ 2 <r||2 <CZ/ a—1+k 4|8k8[ Cr| dr.

Now by applying the Hardy inequality (AI1]) and by using the definition of the energy (4.35]),
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we further deduce that

« ol+
||w[( ?3 /26[ 2 <T||2 <CZ/ oc+1+k 4|8k8[ 2 Cr| dr

< CZ g[—['ﬂzHHk,k‘
k=0

[o]+ ~
Since [&24-3] +4 < Ja| + 3 for a > 3, we conclude that ||w[ }/28[ 2 §71||2 €& O

We are now ready to prove Proposition EI} the equivalence of £(t) and £(t).
4.3 Proof of Proposition 4.1]
Denote two energy terms in (@) by & * and € so that
ek = )t 4 Heglt
where
j K f i—k 2 ; " i—k 2
& = / wo‘+k7‘4|8§_ 81?@‘ dr and E* = / w1+0‘+k7’4‘8g_ a{fg| dr. (4.18)
0 0
Notice that by definition,
M0 =& and EF = &4 for 1 <k <j. (4.19)

We will prove the equivalence for the simplest case: j = 1 and k£ = 1 first and then move
onto the general case j > 2.

Lemma 4.8 (EYY). There exists a constant C' > 0 such that
gVl <o+ &Y.

Proof. In this case, because of (£.19]), we only need to show that fOR w?tr4| (., |2dr is bounded
by the temporal instant energy. We recall the equation (4] in the following form:

. w 4Ctt o a
WwrG), = G + By~ wtrR()C — wtr e £(Q) (4.20)
+r ( 1+ah(C7 CT’T))T’

where f(¢) = O(|¢|?) and h(¢, ¢r) = O([¢|?) +O(|¢r|?). For notational convenience, we have
used v = (1 + «a)/a. We will exploit the elliptic structure of the term in the left-hand-side of
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(@20). Square both sides of ([A20), divide them by w*r? and integrate it over (0, R) to get

R R R
/ T |, [ s / Wil g s / w?r|®(r) f(O)*dr
0 0

wort 0 (1 + C)4
(%) . (@) . @) (4.21)
1 2
+ / wr|B(r)¢Pdr + / o [P (@R, Gr), [ dr
0 0 wer "
(i) (@)
It is clear that
()€ () SRE, (i) 3 £° 22

For (iv), we first see that
P (WHOR(C, Gor), = Wt ah G+ w! ¥ (O1h 4 Bph) G 4 1P (W)

where 01h and 0>h mean the derivative of h with respective to the first and second argument
respectively. For instance, if h((, (r) = (2 + ((r)?, O1h = 2¢ and dsh = 2(,r. By using the
notation ® given @), we write (w!T?), = —rw®®(r) and hence, we see that (iv) is bounded
by

R R R
(m)j/ w2+°‘r4]82h\2]gr\2dr+/ w2+°‘r2\81h+82h\2]@\2dr+/ w1 B ()2 h2dr
0 0 0

0280 (iv)1 (iv)2

It is easy to see that the first term in the right-hand-side is bounded by 9%&1 1. For the second
and third terms, we will employ Hardy inequalities; by using the Hardy inequality near the
origin (£9)) for (iv); and the Hardy inequality near the boundary (@11 for (iv)2 and noting
that |01k + 02h|? 2 07 and |h| 3 62, we deduce that

(iv) < COHEY + -1} (4.23)
We now turn our attention to the term () in the left-hand-side of (£.2I]). First notice that

(wl+ar4<r)r — w1+ar4<w + 4w1+aT3<r + (w1+a)rr4<r

= w' T4, + awtterse, — war‘r’(I)(r)(r

Thus the () in (£21]) reads as

R
()= [ et
0

2
42‘;@ —r®(r)¢.| dr.

W +
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By expanding terms out, we see that

() R 24,4 2 R 240, 2]~ |2 r 6 2~ 12
= [Fwrrerticapar +16 [ far+ [ el ar
0 0 0

R R R
+ 8/ w3, Codr —2/ w1+ar5<1>(r)§rrgdr —8/ w1+ar4<1>(r)|g|2dr
0 0 0

()1 (*)2

For the (x); and (x)2, we integrate by parts to get

R R
(%)) = —4/ (w2+a),,7‘3\g]2dr — 12/ w2+a7‘2\§r]2dr
0 0

9 R R
= 4—+ a / w Tt ()| ¢, P dr — 12/ w?Tor?| ¢, P dr
1+« 0 0

R R R
(k) = — / W rS|B(r)PIG [ + 5 / WD) [2dr + / WS (1) |¢, 2dr
0 0 0

Hence we obtain

R 2 4 2 R 2 2~ 12 (*)
/ w*r4 d?‘+4/ w2 ¢ | Pdr = o)
0 0

R R
/ w T ()| ¢, Pdr — / w Tt (r) ¢ Pdr
0 0

ze0

24+«
1+«

R
+ 3/ w4 (r)| ¢ [Pdr — 4
0

It is clear that the last three terms in the right-hand-side are bounded by the zeroth-order
energy £°. Now combining it with (@21]), (E22), and [E23), we get

EM < Co2EM + Oy (80 + £Y).

For sufficiently small #; > 0, by absorbing the first term in the right-hand-side into the
left-hand-side, we deduce that
EM < Oy(E0 4 &Y

for some constant Cy > 0. This finishes the proof for the case of j =1 and k = 1. O

We now turn into the cases j > 2. As in the case of j = 1, we will directly use the
equation and take advantage of the elliptic estimates. What is subtle here is to capture the
correct behavior of solutions in the normal direction 9, near the boundary.

Lemma 4.9 (/%1 <k <j,2<j<[a]+3). There exists a constant C > 0 such that
' J
gt <y el
=0

Proof. Notice that because of (£19]), it suffices to show that each spatial energy term &Jﬁk
for 1 < k < j is bounded by £(t). We will present the detail for j = 2; other cases follow
by the induction on j,k. When k = 1, the spatial energy term &X' contains one temporal
derivative and two spatial derivatives. The time derivative of the equation (£.20) is a good
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place to start. But then, the time derivative does not affect the weights at all since w and
r do not change in time. Therefore, following the same procedure for EXYin the previous
lemma, we can deduce that

EXL < C(E0+ £ 4 &7

for some constant C' > 0.
To deal with £ which contains three spatial derivatives, we will first derive the equation
for ¢, from (E20). Here is the algorithm to do so: first divide both sides of [#20) by r3w:

v{wrg}r + (1 + a)w,r + 4w§r} = (1:%712)2 + By —4)rd(r)¢ —r®(r)f(C)

+ {wTaghCrr + w(01h + 02h)(, + (1 + a)wrh}

Then we take 0, of both sides of the above equation and move the terms involving (. into
the right-hand-side to get

fY{wTCTTT + (2 + a)erCrr + 5w§,,,,} = _7{(5 —+ a)wrCr + (1 + Oé)wrﬂ’Cr}
TGttr tt 2rCuCy
i JCr SRR —Ci- 0z ( fu gc)?» + (37 =9 (re(r)(), — (re(n£(Q), (4.24)

+(wr82hCM + w(O1h + Oh)G + (1 + a)wrh)T

As in the previous lemma, we square both sides of (&24)), multiply by w!'*®r? — here the
multiplier w'*® has been chosen inspired by the analysis carried out in [8] — and integrate it
over (0, R) to get

R
/ wHO‘rQ‘wTQW + (2 + Ol)wrrgrr + 5w<rr|2dr
0

(*)

R
< / W2 (w2 + [rwe )G [2dr
0

(@)
R, 14+a,4 2 R, 1+a,2 2 R, 14a,2 2
+/ w r ‘Cttr‘ dr+/ w r ’Ctt’ dr—l—/ w r ’CttTCr’ dr
0 0 0

1+0)" 1+ ) (140 (4.25)
<g20 (33)
R R
+ / w2 (r0(r)C) [Pdr + / w' % (r@(r) £(0)), [Pdr
0 0

(i)

R
+ / w1+a7‘2 ‘ (w’f’a2hC7"r + w(alh + 82h)C7“ + (1 + a)wTh)r|2 dr
0

(i)

Note that (i), (i7), (i7i) contain stronger weights near the origin and for those terms, we can
use the localized Hardy inequality (£9]) to obtain

(i) IE0+ &Y, (i) 3EY+ &2 (i) €0+ EL (4.26)
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The last term in the right-hand-side of (£20): (iv) includes (pppy Gpry ¢ with different weights
and it can be treated in a similar way as done for (iv) of (£2I]) in the previous lemma. We
expand it out and apply the Hardy inequalities both near the origin (£9) and near the
boundary (4I1]) to deduce that

(iv) 3 03{E0 + M1 + £22). (4.27)

What follows now is the elliptic estimate for the (%) in the left-hand-side of ([@25]), which
will give rise to the term X2,

R R R
(x) = /0 w3 | Pdr + (2 + a)2/0 w T w, || G| Pdr + 25/0 w3tr2| G| P dr

R R
+ 2(2 + Oé) / w2+a7‘4wr<rrr<rrdr + 10/ w3+a’f'3<7«7«7«<7«7«d7"
0 0

()1 (%)2

R
+10(2 + «) / w?Tr3w, |G| P dr
0

For the (x); and (x)2, we integrate by parts to get

(%)1 r 24y .4 2 R 24,3 2 R 24a,.4 2
5 = — (W ) prfw, |G |“dr — 4 wrTr Wy, | G |“dr — Wt Wy | G | “dr
+a 0 0 0

R R
= _(2 + Oé)/ w1+a7‘4|wr|2|<’r7‘|2d7‘ — 4/ w2+a'f’3wT|<7‘7‘|2d’I"
0 0
R
- / w2+o‘r4ww|§w|2dr
0
R R
(¥)2 = —5(3+ a)/ w2+°‘wr7‘3\g}r]2dr — 15/ w3+0‘7‘2\ﬁw\2dr
0 0
Thus we obtain

R R
/ w3 | P dr + 10/ w3t 2| (| 2dr
0 0
R R
= (%) — (o — 3)/ w2+awr7’3lgr\2d7‘ + 2+ ) / w2+0‘7’4ww\gwl2dr
0 0

By noting w, = —r®(r)/(1 + ), we see that the last two terms are bounded by &'. By

combining with (£.25]), (£26) and (£27), we deduce that
gr<eE’ v e e

for some constant C' > 0. Since & = EY9 4 £ by the previous lemma, the desired result
follows and this finishes the proof of the case j = 2. Other cases can be done inductively: take
O, derivatives of the equation (€24]), square it, multiply by appropriate weights depending
on the number of spatial derivatives, and exploit the Hardy inequalities and the elliptic
estimates. The procedure and the estimates are similar to the previous cases and we omit
the details. O
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5 Nonlinear weighted energy estimates

In this section, we develop the nonlinear energy estimates for sufficiently small perturbed
solutions ((¢,¢) to the Euler-Poisson system (2I7) or (£I]). Because of a subtle nonlinear
structure of the pressure gradient term, a splitting to a linear part and a nonlinear part as
done in (4J) may destroy the important structure during the estimates and it may lose a
necessary cancelation property unless one would be extremely cautious. Here in order to
obtain the close energy inequalities, we will work with the original perturbed form (217
and introduce the nonlinear high-order energy norms in (5.7)). We first recast (2.17]) in the
following form:

a4 1 3 _17570

e e (e (e e ) 1T )
1—(1+¢)*
(1+Q)*

(5.1)
worl®(r) =0

where we have used the Lane-Emden equation (215 with the notation introduced in (.2
and the following identity:
(L4 O+ CH+Gm) = (1 +20+ )L+ C+Gr)
= 1+30+ G+ 3¢ + 206 + ¢+ FGr

)]

We are now ready to perform the energy estimates. Throughout the section, the smallness
of the solution (7)) is assumed. We start with £°.

Lemma 5.1 (€%). For any fived small k > 0

1d 0 d 0 a4 -2
R < — .
5 tg tKO—l—(C'Hl + k)€ +CK/0 wrr=¢dr (5.2)

where | Ko| < CH,E°.
Proof. We begin by multiplying (5.I)) by (1 + ¢)2¢; and integrating over (0, R):

1+«

/0 GG + /0 R<1 + ()% r%0, <wl+a{ [1 + T%(r?’(c 2 %))] T 1}) dr

R[l—(1+C)4]thar4 Ny —
+/0 —(1_’_02 O(r)dr =0

We denote the left-hand-side by (I) 4 (II) + (I11). We will estimate it term by term. Note
that the first term (I) forms a perfect time derivative:

1d Ra4 2

For (II), we first integrate by parts

in=- [ Pa+ora), {1+ B (e e+ 9) ]
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and use the identity (1 + ¢)2¢ = (¢ + ¢ + ) to see that it also forms a perfect time
derivative

(H)=—/OR(T3(<+<2+%)t)rwl+°‘{[1+ S (P ))r]_l%a—l}dr

S [ e D) ] ) e ) Jo

By Taylor’s theorem, we see that the inside of {-} is non-negative and it can be written as

1 1.1
S T
2( +oz)r2

3
(Pe++9) [ +0=g0+ f3rc+r26 4
where b together with the weight w!'*® is bounded by 6;£°. Thus we may write

1. 1.d
1
U@ ),

(I =

R 14+a 2,12 d
w ‘37{—1—7’ CT‘ dr—EKO

(*)

where Ko < C61£°. The term (*) gives rises to the other part of £. To see it, we expand it
out:

R R R R
/ w1+a‘3rC + r2§r|2dr = 9/ wTor?| P dr + / wTort| ¢ P dr + 6/ w' T3¢ ¢ dr
0 0 0 0

For the last term in the right-hand-side, by integrating by parts we obtain

R R R
6 / w' 3G dr = 6 / w' (¢ Pdr - 3 / (w! ), |¢ PPdr
0 0

0

and in turn
R R R R
/ w*|3r¢ + 3¢, dr = / werd| ¢ Pdr + 3/ w2 ¢ Pdr — 3/ ('), 732 dr.
0 0 0 0

Notice that all three terms are positive.
Lastly, we use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to control (I1I). Since ®(r) is bounded
and by using (4.7]), it is easy to deduce that

R R
|(IIT)] < /ﬁl/ w"r4\Q]2dr+Cﬁ/ wrt¢dr.
0 0

This establishes (5.2]). O

For higher-order energy estimates, we will look at the weighted quantity instead of dealing
with (; and (. directly: this way, we will have more effective way of getting the estimates. In
fact, notice that the nonlinearity in (5.1) is directly related to J defined in (211)):

C3
T+ (P S) =0+ QMM+ CHGn =E(E+6m) =
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and hence, the equation (5.I]) can be written as

wrlGu | 3 1+ Lo 1-(1+0" o4
- I e —1 —————wr"®(r) = 0. .
(1+C)2+ra(w {J B+ 10 wr*®(r) =0 (5.3)
Moreover, we observe that
1
Jy = ) [rP(1+ C)th]r-
This motivates us to consider the following variable:
1
o= (14+¢)>%; sothat J, = ﬁ[r?’go]r . (5.4)
The time derivative of (5.1]) reads as
waT4Cttt _ wo‘r4CttCt _ war4<1>(7”)Ct
(14¢)? (1+¢)3 (1+¢)3 (5.5)

142

= Lyl (WL BRG]0 B+ Q%),) =0

T

By using the definition of ¢, we also obtain

or =14+ 0°G+21+ )¢ and @y = (1+ ()¢ + 41+ el + 2¢7

and hence by a straightforward computation, one can see that (5.5]) reads in terms of ¢ as
follows:

wrtpy 6w rtpp, 14w rtpd 4w rt®(r)e

1+0f (1+07  (1+9° (1407 (5:6)
ltas l4a j-t2a 1 5 .
— 20 <w eyt < 4,0],,> =0.
o r

The advantage of the above ¢ equation (5.0)) is that the last term, which contains full spatial
derivative, is self-adjoint and more or less linear with respect to ¢ up to lower order terms,
and that such a structure will not be destroyed under the time differentiations. This makes
the higher order temporal energy estimates affordable.

We now introduce the nonlinear ¢—energy & for i > 1,

e /R wrt |0,y
0 (1+¢)*

When i > 1, & corresponds to the homogeneous weighted energy £ and we will show in
Lemma [5.3] at the end of this section that they are equivalent under the assumption (4.1).
We record the high order energy inequalities for the solutions to (5.6)).

| 2

1 R o 1 .
dr + ZO‘/ w1+aJ—%ﬁ|(r3a;—1¢)r\2dr (5.7)
0

Lemma 5.2 (€1 <i < [a]+3). Under the assumption (A1), the solutions to (5.8]) satisfy
the following: for any small fixed k > 0

i—1
1d : 0 .
et <« g J
57 & < (CO1+rR)E +CE +Oj§:1@3
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Proof. We start with ¢ = 1. We multiply (5.6]) by ¢; and integrate it over (0, R). We denote
each integral by I for 1 < k < 5. We will estimate them term by term. Iy forms an energy
plus a commutator and thus Iy + Is can be written as

L+1= 1i/R L7q4|spt|2dr—/R Bl Gled gy
TR T a ), 1+ 0)F o (140

where we have used (5.4)) for I. Note that the second term is bounded by ;& since || < 6,
due to (A7) It is easy to see that |I3| < CO2(€! + £9). For I, ®(r) is bounded and by using
the Cauchy-Swartz inequality, we see that

II4| < k&' 4+ CE°.

We next move onto I5. We first integrate it by parts in r and then we see that it forms a
perfect time derivative plus a commutator:

1+« R 1420 1
I; = / (7’34,0,5),, Lt Ta —(rggp)rdr
0

« r2
114+ ad R lta 1420 1 3 2
= — —_— J @ —_ d
s, T e
11 1+2a (B o 1
B A
2 « o 0 T

Since J is bounded away from zero and from above and J; is bounded by 6; because of (7)),
the second term is bounded by #;&'. This completes the case of i = 1.

For higher order estimates of ¢ where 2 < i < [a] + 3, we first write out the (i — 1)%
temporal derivative of (5.6]):

482 lﬁﬁtt — —1—j J 1 i—1 6wa7‘4(P90t
1+< +ZC” e [(HOJ o [ (L+¢) ]
_ gi—1 Ldwr 4 ¢° _ gi—1 4wt ®(r)p _1—|—_a 3 l+o p—it2e 3q9i—1
o [(1+<)10 U T 38, ( IS [r ) go]r) (5.8)

1

i—1
3 1+ —1t2a 3 ai—1—j _
+;C2j7‘ @( + 6][ ]72[7‘ oy ]go]r>—0

where ¢;; and cy; are binomial coefficients. Now we multiply (5.8]) by dip and integrate it
over (0, R). We denote each integral by Jj for 1 < k < 7. As before, we will estimate them
term by term. As in the case of I, the first term J; forms an energy plus a commutator that
is bounded by 6 &*:
g Ld [Feertoiel /R 20Tt (10)? |
2dt Jo  (1+0)* o (14

Next, Jo, J3, Jy will yield lower-order nonlinear terms. Here we present the detail for Js.
We may assume 1 < j <[5 ] 4 1 since the other cases can be treated in the same way. We

treat the case when 9, hits ¢ j times for the second factor 8J [( By Cauchy-Schwartz

11¢)2 7).
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inequality, we first get

. 1 1

i1 Rwa—j+lr4‘al—]+1(p’2 2 Rwar4’az‘(p’2 2

Jo| < Csup lw'z & / ! dr </ — dr> )
| J2] D tC!< ; T+0)2 y  (1+ 04 (5.9)

()1
(%)2

Note that (x); < 6y by the assumption ([@7). For ()2, by Lemma [5.3] it suffices to consider

. R , o 3
(x)2 = </0 wa—ﬂ+1r4|a§‘3+2<|2dr>

Then by the embedding inequality (£.I7) in Lemma [£.6, we get

-1 R Jj—1 Jj—1
[(*)2]2 < / wa_”lw]_Hkr‘l|8z_3+28,'?§|2dr < Z gl—J+1+k,k < ngl—]-l-l-l-k
k=0"0 k=0 k=0

and hence, we deduce that

i1 . 2 1 . izt .
’J2‘ < C91 <Z 51—]+1+k) (51) 2 < 9151 + C91 Zgz—]-i—l-i—k'
k=0 k=0

The Js is also lower-order. When 0; hits ¢ (i — 1) times, we use the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality to derive that it is bounded by

E/ 4’at€0’2d + C / 4‘82 1(10‘2d7’
2o (Q+Q* (1+¢)*
and for other cases, we can use the above standard nonlinear estimates to conclude that

1—2
5] < (5 + CONE + C& 0o, Y €N
k=0

As in the previous I5 case, the Jg term will form an energy:

1 R . 112 .
o / (r30kp), -wite 2 L 3gim10) ar
8] 0 7"

l1+ad (R lia g_i2a 1 g g 2
=5 % a/o w YT e ﬁ|(7‘8§ go)r‘ dr

11 142 o 1 .
porals a/ w T g |0 ), | dr
2 « « 0 r

Je =

It is clear that the second term is bounded by 6;&?. It now remains to estimate J7. Like the
Jo term, this is a lower order nonlinear term. We may assume 1 < j < [%] since the other
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cases can be treated in the same way. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we first get

1
2 2
dr>

(s o (5.10)

1
R 1
o 1 . 2
X </ w1+aj_%ﬁ |(T38;_1Q0)T‘2 dT>
0

Note that (x)3 < 67 by the assumption (£T). For (*)4, by Lemma[5.3] it suffices to consider

__ R o 3
()4 = </0 w2+°‘_’r4|8z_](r|2dr>

Then by the embedding inequality (£.I7) in Lemma

, R
|J7| < Csup|w%8t9!]| </0 w2+o¢—]ﬁ ‘(r?,at 1 j(’p)r
N—————

— R o - i i
ONEDY / wHeI A 0ok 2y < 3 R < 03 gimith
k=070 k=0 k=0

and hence, we deduce that

1
J 2 J
| J7| < C6, (Z 5"‘]’“@) (52')% <OE+CO Y T
k=0 k=0

Next we establish the equivalence of energies € and £ under the assumption (7).

Lemma 5.3. Assume ([@T). For each 1 < i < [a| + 3, there ezists a constant C > 0 such
that ' ' '
e =C+R (5.11)

where |R] < CO 4 _, EF.

Proof. This can be established by direct computation with the aid of Hardy inequality (Z9I)
and Lemma We will prove the case of i = 1. From (5.4)) and (5.7),

R o d| |2 R
wr 1 o 1
¢! :/ ] dr + +a/ w1+O‘J—%—T2 |(7‘3<,0)r‘2d7‘
0 0

(1+¢)4 @
_ /R war4|(1+g)2Ctt+2(1+<)<t2|2d7‘
=, (1+¢)*
1 R 1420 1
+ ZO‘/O w1+aJ—Tr_2‘(r3(1+4)2Ct)r‘2d7”
=(I)+ (1)
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Now

2

R 4 <-2
I :/
0= [ wrti+ 2L
R a4 2 R a,.4 -4
:/ warﬂgtt‘zd?”-i-/ w6 G CtCtth-i'/ _ééllu : C; dr55t1_|_ﬁ%
0 0 0

1+¢ +¢)
and
o f l+a 4 2 F olta 142a
1+a(H):/o (140406 dr+/ J~ —| (1+¢)? gt| dr
R
+2/ WO T (14 Q2 (P (1 + €)2)Cedr
0
=&+ 4/l
so that
R R 1+2a
ﬁ%z/ gt [ (14 ¢ —1]|at<r|2df+/ W 00 4 )l dr
0 0

R
+2/ w r(1+ 0% (r3(1 4 O)?),Gdr
0
Hence, we can write €' = (I) + (II) = €' + &} + 28] It is easy to see that
81| S 0i(E +E°).
For &}, we denote three integrals by (i) + (ii) + (43i). Notice that
R
[(7)] 2 91/ Ita 4]8 Cr\ dr since ‘J (1 +C — 1| <6,
0
R R
|(id)| < 62 </ witerd| ¢ 2dr +/ w1+a7“2\§\2d7‘> since || < 64
0 0

R R
6? </ wTord| ¢, Pdr +/ w1+ar4m2dr> by Hardy inequality (4.9l
0 0

R R R
|(i17)| 2 61 </ w' TG, 2 dr —I—/ w'tert|¢. 2dr —I—/ w1+ar4|C|2dr>
0 0 0

where in order to obtain the estimate of (iii), we have applied Cauchy-Swartz inequality and
used |(;| < 6 and the estimate of (ii). Therefore, we conclude that

A

1R 3 01(E1 + &)
and this finishes the proof of i = 1.

Other cases of i > 2 can be treated in the same manner by expanding af_lgp in terms of
¢, Cty--,0;C in the energy form (B.7)): since

i—1
0= (1+ 020+ a1+ 0)297¢

=1
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where ¢;’s are binomial coefficients. By plugging into (5.7), we see that the leading-order
term gives rise to £°. Following the same spirit of the above computations on R% and ﬁ%
and exploiting the nonlinear estimates as done in the previous lemma by using (7)), Hardy
inequality (£9) and Lemmal£.9] one can deduce that lower-order nonlinear terms are bounded

by 61> o EF. O

6 Nonlinear instability

Based on the nonlinear estimates in the previous section, we are now ready to show a boot-
strap argument that allows us to control the growth of £(¢) in terms of the linear growth rate
/1o, showed in Section[3l The idea is to assume that the lowest order energy & 0 starting from
small initial data grows no faster than the linear growth rate; then the energy inequalities in
the last section allow for a bootstrap argument that claims that all of £ grows no faster than
the linear growth rate.

Proposition 6.1. Let (0:(, ¢) be a solution to the Euler-Poisson equation (A1) such that
VE(0) < Cod and VEO(t) < CodeV ™ for 0 <t < T

where E°(t) and E(t) are as defined in [@3) and @). Then there exist Cx > 0 and 0, > 0
such that if 0 < t < min{T,T(6,0,)} then

VE(t) < 6Vt < 0,

_ 1 0%

Proof. We will employ a bootstrap argument using all of the nonlinear energy estimates
derived in Section We now choose 0; and « sufficiently small (but fixed) in all of the
estimates in Lemma [5:2] and B3] so that C6; + k < \/119/2 and C6; < 1/8 in all of the energy
inequalities. As before, throughout this proof we will write C' for a generic constant; we write
this in place of C' to distinguish the constants from those appearing in the nonlinear energy
estimates.

Define T by

where we have written T'(6,0,)

T* = sup{t : \/g(s)gﬁl for 0 < s <t}

Then by Lemma 7] the assumption (4.7) is satisfied by the solution to the Euler-Poisson
equation (41]) for 0 < ¢t < min{T,7T*}.
Let 0 < ¢ < min{7T,T*} be given. From Lemma[5.2] we have that for each 1 <1i < [a]+3

i—1
IR A G A - J .
5 & < V2 ¢+ ¢ +Cj§:1jcs (6.1)

We begin with ¢ = 1. Notice that for ¢ = 1, the last term in (6.I) is not present. Since
E0(t) < CE52%e?VEot by the assumption, by using Gronwall inequality, we see that

¢t < Caeviol,

By Lemma 5.3, we deduce that
gl < CsPePvinl,
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For 2 <i < [a] 4+ 3, inductively, we apply Gronwall inequality to (G.I]) to obtain

¢ < OVt

and in turn by using Lemma [5.3] we derive that
51’ S 05262\/%15

for all 1 <i < [a|+3. Moreover, by Lemma[4.9] we also deduce that for 0 < ¢t < min{T, 7™},
E(t) < C§2e2Viot (6.2)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of §. We now choose 6, > 0 such that C (0,)% < (61)%
We consider the following two cases.

(i) T(4,0,) < min{T,T*}: In this case, the conclusion follows without any additional
work.

(i) 7'(8,0,) > min{T,T*}: We claim that it must hold that 7" < T < T'(6,6,) in which
case the conclusion directly follows. To prove the claim, we note that otherwise we would
have T* < T < T(0,0,). Letting ¢t = T* from (6.2)), we get

5(T*) < 6’5262\/%71* < 6’5262\/%71(670*) — 0(9*)2

by the definition of 7'(, 6, ). However, this is impossible due to our choice of 6, since it would
then contradict the definition of T%. Since we then find our desired estimate in both cases,
this concludes the proof of the proposition. O

In order to establish the nonlinear instability, we will take the growing mode profile ¢g
constructed in Section [ as the initial data to the Euler-Poisson equation as in (6.3). By
Lemma 3.6, we deduce that all the spatial energies in £ for ¢y are finite. See also Remark
Bl Then, of course, the initial temporal total energy £(0) for such ¢q is obtained from the
initial spatial energy through the equation.

We are now ready to prove our main result.

Theorem 6.2. There exist g > 0, C > 0, and 0 < §y < 20y such that for any 0 < § < dg,
there exists a family of solutions (9;%, (%) to the Euler-Poisson system @Il so that

VE) < C68 but sup VEI(t) > 6.

0<t<T®
[ ; 6 1 26
Here T° is given by T° = \/—M_Oln =52
Proof. We write the equation (A1) as
wr*¢y = LC + N¢ (6.3)
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where

L0 =12 @), + (3

[0
(w1+a,r,4<T)T + (3

1
T 4)(1 4 a)w*rdw,¢
a

1+«

NC= (2 +¢%) {1%‘)‘ — 41+ a)w“r?’wr@}

1+ —1—-4c(1+¢)*
(1+¢)?

where h is given by ([B.I]). Recall that L{ was introduced in (3.5)). Let ¢g be a growing mode
constructed in Proposition 3.1l Normalize ¢y such that

— (L4 Q)0 (w T h(¢, 1)) — 20, (w'*®)

(1 + po)llol 5 + IdollFe =1 (6.4)

where || - [[xe and || - ||ye are given in (8I9]). Consider a family of initial data (¢, Ct)‘t:o =
§(¢0, /10¢0). Then due to the regularity of the growing mode ¢g obtain in Lemma and
B8, VE(0) < Cyd for some constant Cy > 0. Let (¢%,(?) be £—solutions to the Euler-Poisson
equation (6.3]) with the given initial data

(¢ = d(¢o, ioso)- (6.5)

t=0

Define T by
T = sup{7: E%(t) < 362e2VFol for 0 <t < 7).

Then by Proposition[6.], there exist Cy > 0 and 6, > 0 such that for 0 < ¢ < min{T,T'(d,0,)},
VE(t) < Coevimt < 0, (6.6)

We now wish to write the solutions ¢’ as linear and nonlinear parts. To do so, let £(¢) (g;)
be the solution operator for the linearized equation

G =0

with the given data ((i)‘t:o = (g) Note that L(t )(C;) is given by U(t) in (B.I8]). Then

by Duhamel’s principle, the solutions to the nonlinear Euler-Poisson equation (6.3]) can be

written as () = L(1) (5?(;()) /5 <war4]?fg6( )>d8-

For notational convenience, we introduce the following norm:

2 _ 12 2 2
11 = [%lxe + 10:¥ e + 1]y

We remark that || - [|3 corresponds to the zeroth-order energy £°. Now since ¢ is a largest

growing mode, we see that
0o > o
L(t = eVHolgpy.
(t )< 5. /fido o
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Then with (6.4]), we obtain that

= JeVHol, (6.7)
0

(s )

For the nonlinear part, we use Lemma 3.8 and [39] to derive that

/ot =) (ﬁz&%))ds

for a constant C' > 0 only depending on pg. Notice that N¢ = O(|C|* + ¢ |* + [¢r[?). We
will show that ||ﬁNC5(s)||Xa is bounded by (§evV#0%)2, To do so, first we crudely expand

ds
Xa

t
<c / oVF(t=s)
0 o 0

1
’WNC(S(S)

c}4NC63
1 1 14a,.4 D 1 .
== ((2c+c2){ ol waif) +(3 ZO‘ —4)(1+a)“’7¢}
2O (W R(CGr) (L4 -1 —4¢(1+¢)* Wy
—(1+9 wer B (1+¢)? (1+a)7

and then use the triangle inequality to get

1 e wy-C wrh woh
| == [+ 22 + o122+ 22,

T r

N¢| < COCl+ 6P (o | + 0G| + |

Then by using the L estimate in Lemma [4.7] and by the property of w in Lemma B.3] we
obtain

2

NE(s)

1
werd

R o, 4 1 6 2
a :/0 wr ‘war‘lNC (S)‘ ar

X
_ R R R
<cee{ [ w e Par s [CueriQPars [ urtiRcRar
0 0 0
(a1) (b1)
R R R
—1—/ wo‘r4|C6|2dr—|—/ wo‘r4|h6|2dr+/ wo‘+2r2|arh6|2dr}.
0 0 0

(a2) (b2)

The first terms in the second and third lines have the right forms of the total energy E. For
other terms, we apply the Hardy inequality near the boundary (Il to (a;) and (ag) and
the Hardy inequality near the origin (4.9) to (b1) and (b2) to deduce that

2

NC(s)| < CE(s)™

XQ

1
'wO‘T4
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Now by (6.8), we get

L[z@-@(ﬁﬁﬁﬁwvw

t ~
< C/ eVI(t=3) g (5)ds
0 0
t
< 052/ e\/u_()(t—s)EQ\/u_osds (68)
0
< C1(5€‘/’Tot)2

where C is a constant independent of §. Now if necessary, fix 6, sufficiently small so that
Ch6, <1/2.

Next, we claim that 7°(d,60,) < T. Suppose not: T'(6,6,) > T. Then by ([6.7) and (6.5),
O\/ 1
Il < e (") | @+

we have
! AN (O (s)
560 ) /0 L(t— s)( 0 >d8

g&ﬁﬂ+am&ﬂﬂ<g&ﬁﬂ

(T)
0

which would contradict the definition of T. With T'(4,60,) < T in hand, we now see that by
using (6.7) and (6.8) again,

1 1
VEU(L(5,0.)) = [¢°[,(T(6.0.)) 2 5e/TE0) _ LsedmTG0) — g,

Set 0y = 10, and T° = T(5,0,) = T(,26p). This finishes the proof of the theorem. O
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