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Abstract

We consider stability of rotating gaseous stars modeled by the
Euler-Poisson system with general equation of states. When the an-
gular velocity of the star is Rayleigh stable, we proved a sharp stability
criterion for axi-symmetric perturbations. We also obtained estimates
for the number of unstable modes and exponential trichotomy for the
linearized Euler-Poisson system. By using this stability criterion, we
proved that for a family of slowly rotating stars parameterized by the
center density with fixed angular velocity, the turning point principle
is not true. That is, unlike the case of non-rotating stars, the change
of stability of the rotating stars does not occur at extrema points of
the total mass. By contrast, we proved that the turning point prin-
ciple is true for the family of slowly rotating stars with fixed angular
momentum distribution. When the angular velocity is Rayleigh unsta-
ble, we proved linear instability of rotating stars. Moreover, we gave
a complete description of the spectra and sharp growth estimates for
the linearized Euler-Poisson equation.



1 Introduction

Consider a self-gravitating gaseous star modeled by the Euler-Poisson system
of compressible fluids

pr+ V- (pv) =0,
p(v+v-Vo)+Vp=—pVV, (1.1)
AV =drmp, limpy0 V (t,2) = 0,

where z € R®, t > 0, p(z,t) > 0 is the density, v (x,t) € R? is the velocity,
p = P(p) is the pressure, and V is the self-consistent gravitational potential.
Assume P(p) satisfies:

P(s) = C'0,0), P' >0, (1.2)
and there exists v € (£,2) such that

lim s’ P'(s) = K > 0. (1.3)
s—0+
The assumption (1.3) implies that the pressure P(p) =~ Kp™ for p near 0.
We note that vy = g for realistic stars.

The Euler-Poisson system (1.1) has many steady solutions. The simplest
one is the spherically symmetric non-rotating star with (po, vo) = (po (|z]) , 0).
We refer to [30] and references therein for the existence and stability of non-
rotating stars. A turning point principle (TPP) was shown in [30] that the
stability of the non-rotating stars is entirely determined by the mass-radius
curve parameterized by the center density. In particular, the stability of
a non-rotating star can only change at extrema (i.e. local maximum or
minimum points) of the total mass.

We consider axi-symmetric rotating stars of the form

(po, To) = (po (r,2) , 7w (1) €p) ,

where (7,6, z) are the cylindrical coordinates, wy (1) is the angular velocity
and (e, ey, e,) denote unit vectors along r, 6, z directions. We note that for
barotropic equation of states P = P (p), it was known as Poincaré-Wavre
theorem ([45, Section 4.3]) that the angular velocity must be independent
of z. The existence and stability of rotating stars is a classical problem in
astrophysics. For homogeneous (i.e. constant density) rotating stars, it had
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been extensively investigated since the work of Maclaurin in 1740s, by many
people including Dirichlet, Jacobi, Riemann, Poincaré and Chandrasekhar
etc. We refer to the books [7, 21] for history and results on this topic. The
compressible rotating stars are much less understood. From 1920s, Lichten-
stein initiated a mathematical study of compressible rotating stars, which was
summarized in his monograph ([27]). In particular, he showed the existence
of slowly rotating stars near non-rotating stars by implicit function theorem.
See also [14, 17, 18, 19, 41] for related results. The existence of rotating stars
can also be established by variational methods ([2, 5, 9, 10, 11, 26, 31, 33]), or
global bifurcation theory ([1, 42, 43]). Compared with the existence theory,
there has been relatively few rigorous works on the stability of rotating stars.
In this paper, we consider the stability of rotating stars under axi-symmetric
perturbations. There are two natural questions to address: 1) Does TPP
still hold for a family of rotating stars? 2) How does the rotation affect the
stability (instability) of rotating stars?

The answers to these two questions have been disputed in the astrophysi-
cal literature. Bisnovaty-Kogan and Blinnikov [4] suggested that for a family
of rotating stars with fixed angular momentum distribution per unit mass
and parameterized by the center density u, TPP is true (i.e. stability changes
at the extrema of the total mass). They used heuristic arguments (so called
static method) as in the non-rotating case. Such arguments suppose that at
the transition point of stability, there must exist a zero frequency mode which
can only be obtained by infinitesimally transforming equilibrium configura-
tions near the given one, without changing the total mass M (u). Hence, the
transition point is a critical point of the total mass (i.e. M’ (u) = 0). It is
reasonable to study the family of rotating stars with fixed angular momen-
tum distribution, which is invariant under Euler-Poisson dynamics. In [4],
they also considered a family of rigidly rotating stars (i.e. wp is constant)
for a special equation of state similar to white dwarf stars. By embedding
each rigidly rotating star into a family with the same angular momentum
distribution and with some numerical help, it was found that the transition
of stability is not the extrema of mass. In [40], for a family of rotating stars
with fixed rotational parameter (i.e. the ratio of rotational energy to gravita-
tional energy), similar arguments as in [4] were used to indicate that TPP is
true for this family and their numerical results suggested that instability oc-
curs beyond the first mass extrema. However, up to date there is no rigorous
proof or disproof of TPP for different families of rotating stars.

The issue that whether rotation can have a stabilizing effect on rotating



stars has long been in debate. For a long time, it was believed that rotation
is stabilizing for any angular velocity profile. This conviction was based on
conclusions drawn from perturbation analysis near neutral modes of non-
rotating stars, which was done by Ledoux [25] for rigidly rotating stars and
by Lebovitz [24] for general angular velocities. However, the later works of
Sidorov [38, 39] and Kéahler [22] showed that rotating could be destabilizing.
Hazlehurst [13] argued that the advocates of destabilization of rotation had
used an argument that is open to criticism and disagreed that rotation could
be destabilizing.

In this paper, we answer above two questions in a rigorous way. To state
our results more precisely, we introduce some notations. Let (pg (1, 2), 79 =
rwo () €p) be an axi-symmetric rotating star solution of (1.1). The support
of po is denoted by 2, which is an axi-symmetric bounded domain. The
rotating star solutions satisfy

Uy - Vo + V&' (py) + VV =0 in Q, (1.4)
V = —|z| "% py in R?, (1.5)
Equivalently,
' (po) — |z|™" * po — / wi(s)s ds +cy=0in Q, (1.6)
0

where ¢q > 0 is a constant.

Let Ry be the maximum of r such that (r,z) € . We assume wy €
CL[0, Ry], 99 is C? with positive curvature near (Ry,0), and for any (r, 2)
near 0f) X

po(r, z) = dist((r, z), 0Q2) 01, (1.7)

which are satisfied for slowly rotating stars near non-rotating stars as con-
structed in ([14, 17, 19, 41]). Let X = L3, x L and Y = (L%O)Q, where
Lé,,( 20) and Lio are axi-symmetric weighted spaces in Q with weights ®”(py)
and pg. The enthalpy ®(p) > 0 is defined by

®(0) =d'(0) =0, P'(p) = /OP mds.

s
Denote X := X x Y. Define the Rayleigh discriminant Y (r) = %}?7"4).
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For Rayleigh stable angular velocity wq satisfying Y () > 0 for r € [0, Ry,
the linearization of the axi-symmetric Euler-Poisson equations at (pg, v9) can
be written in a Hamiltonian form

% (Z;) = JL (Z;) , (1.8)

where u; = (p,vg) and uy = (v,,v,), and p, (v, vg,v,) are perturbations of
density and (r, 0, z)-components of velocity respectively. The operators

0, B\ <. (L, 0\ )
J._<_B,’ 0).X - X, L._(O’ A).X—)X, (1.9)

are off-diagonal anti-self-dual and diagonal self-dual operators respectively,
where

L 0 )
]L_(O A1>.X—>X, (1.10)
with
L=93"(py) —4r(—=A)7", (1.11)
2
B= (BB, Bi=-V-, By= CACTN (1.12)
"Po

2.3 2
A = pg, and Ay = ;;‘ZJ% Tpf) = 4;&{’)0. More precise definition and properties of
these operators can be found in Section 2.2.
Our main result for the Rayleigh stable case is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Assume wy € C'(0, Rol, T(r) > 0, (1.7), 9Q is C? and has
positive curvature near (Ry,0) . Then the operator JL defined by (1.9) gen-
erates a C° group e of bounded linear operators on X = X x Y and there
exists a decomposition
X=E"@E®L",

of closed subspaces E“*° satisfying the following properties:

i) B¢, E*, E* are invariant under e,

ii) E* (E®) only consists of eigenvectors corresponding to positive (nega-
tive) eigenvalues of JL and

dim E* = dim E* = n~ <L|@) =n" (Klaa,)) ,



where (KC-,+) is a bounded bilinear quadratic form on Lq,,, deﬁned by

fo f s, )dzds)

Tf+oo po(r, z)dz

Ry
(Kop,dp) = (Lép,5p>+27r/ T(r ( dr, (1.13)
0

for any dp € Lé/,(po) and n~ (IC|R(BI)) denotes the number of negative modes
of (IC-,-) restricted to the subspace

i11) The exponential trichotomy is true in the space X in the sense of

(2.2) and (2.3).

Corollary 1.1 Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the rotating star so-
lution (po, Vo) is spectrally stable to axi-symmetric perturbations if and only
of

(Kdp,dp) >0
for all 5p € L3,y with [ps opdz = 0.

Theorem 1.1 gives not only a sharp stability criteria for rotating stars with
Rayleigh stable angular velocity, but also more detailed information on the
spectra of the linearized Euler-Poisson operator and exponential trichotomy
estimates for the linearized Euler-Poisson system. These will be useful for the
future study of nonlinear dynamics near unstable rotating stars, particularly,
the construction of invariant (stable, unstable and center) manifolds for the
nonlinear Euler-Poisson system.

The sharp stability criterion in Corollary 1.1 is used to study the sta-
bility of two families of slowly rotating stars. For the first family of slowly
rotating stars with fixed Rayleigh stable angular velocity and parameterized
by the center density, we show that TPP is not true and the transition of
stability does not occur at the first mass extrema. More precisely, for fixed
kwo (1) € CHP for some B € (0, 1), satisfying Y(r) > 0 and x small enough,
by implicit function theorem as in [14, 18, 41], there exists a family of slowly
rotating stars (p, ., kTwo (1) €p) parameterized by the center density p. We
show that the transition of stability for this family is not at the first extrema
of the total mass M, .. In particular, when vy > %, the slowly rotating stars



are stable for small center density and remain stable slightly beyond the first
mass maximum. This is consistent with the numerical evidence in [4] (Fig-
ure 10, p. 400) for the example of rigidly rotating stars and an equation of
state with vy = % It shows that Rayleigh stable rotation is indeed stabiliz-
ing for rotating stars. By contrast, for the second family of slowly rotating
stars with fixed monotone increasing angular momentum distribution (equiv-
alently Rayleigh stable angular velocity), we show that TPP is indeed true.
More precisely, for fixed j (p,q) € CY# (RT x RT) satisfying 9,(52 (p, q)) > 0,
7(0,9) = 0,5(0,q) = 0 and ¢ sufficiently small, there exists a family of slowly
rotating stars (pu’e, £J (mpw, MM) eg) parameterized by the center density

1, where
mpw(r):/ 8/ Puc(s, z)dsdz
0 —00

is the mass distribution in the cylinder, and M, . is the total mass. We show
that the transition of stability for this family of rotating stars exactly occurs
at the first extrema of the total mass M, .. This not only confirms the claim
in [4] based on heuristic arguments when j (m, M) = 57j(%%), but also can
apply to other examples studied in the literature, including j (m, M) = j (m)
(see [2, 18, 31, 32]) and j (m, M) = j(§;) (see [35]).

The issue of TPP is also not so clear for relativistic rotating stars. For
relativistic stars, TPP was shown for the secular stability of a family of
rigidly rotating stars ([12]), while numerical results in [44] indicated that the
transition of dynamic instability does not occur at the mass maximum (i.e.
TPP is not true) for such a family. Our approach for the Newtonian case
might be useful for studying the relativistic case.

For the Rayleigh stable case, the stability of rotating stars is studied by us-
ing the separable Hamiltonian framework as in the non-rotating stars ([30]).
However, there are fundamental differences between these two cases. For the
non-rotating stars, the stability condition is reduced to find n~ (L| R( Bl)), that
is, the number of negative modes of (L-, -) restricted to R (By), where L and
R (By) are defined in (1.11) and (1.14) respectively. We note that the dynam-
ically accessible space R (Bj) (for density perturbation) is one co-dimensional
with only the mass constraint. For the rotating stars, by using the separable

Hamiltonian formulation (1.8), the stability is reduced to find n~ L|@>,
where L, B are defined in (1.10) and (1.12) respectively. Here, the dynami-

cally accessible space R (B) (for density and #-component of velocity) is infi-
nite co-dimensional, which corresponds to perturbations preserving infinitely



many generalized total angular momentum (2.11) in the first order. It is
hard to compute the negative modes of (IL-,-) with such infinitely many con-
straints. A key point in our proof is to find a reduced functional K defined in

(1.13) for density perturbation such that n~ (L‘W> =n" (K|g,)), where

R (B;) denotes the density perturbations preserving the mass as in the non-
rotating case. Therefore, the computation of negative modes of ]L|ﬁ with
infinitely many constraints is reduced to study K|gs,) with only one mass
constraint. This reduced stability criterion in terms of IC|g(p,) is crucial to
prove or disprove TPP for different families of rotating stars.

Next we consider rotating stars with Rayleigh unstable angular veloc-
ity wo (). That is, there exists a point ry € (0, Ry) such that Y(rg) =

o) 2,4 . . . . .
%‘r_m < 0. In this case, we cannot write the linearized Euler-Poisson
4w§7‘3p0
Or (wirt)

fined at ry. Instead, we use the following second order system for uy = (v, v,)

is not de-

system as a separable linear Hamiltonian PDESs since A; =

8ttu2 = —<]L1 -+ ]LQ)UQ = —HZUQ, (115)
where L = L; + Lo,

Lius = V[®"(po)(V - (pouz)) — 4m(—=A) "1 (V - (pou2)],

Ly, — (Ng)w) |

are self-adjoint operators on Y. The following properties of the spectra of L
are obtained in Proposition 4.1: 1) 0. (L) = range(Y(r)) = [—a,b], where
a > 0,b > 0; ii) There are finitely many negative eigenvalues and infinitely
many positive eigenvalues outside the interval [—a,b]. In particular, the
infimum of a(]I:) is negative, which might correspond to either discrete or
continuous spectrum.

Define the space

Z = {U2 €Y | V- (pouz) € L?P”(po)} ;
with the norm

[uzll z = [luzlly + IV - (pousz)l| 22 (1.16)

" (pg)



Theorem 1.2 Assume wy € C'[0, Ry], (1.7) and inf,¢j g T(r) < 0. Let
no < —a be the minimum of X\ € o(IL). Then we have:
i) Equation (1.15) defines a C° group T(t), t € R, on Z x Y. There

exists C' > 0 such that for any (usz (0),us (0)) € Z x Y,
luz ()]l + lluze ()l < Ce’™™* (Juz (0) 7 + lluze (0)lly) ¥ > 0. (1.17)
The flow T'(t) conserves the total energy
E(us,uz) = |lully + (g, un). (1.18)
ii) For any € > 0, there exists initial data u§ (0) € Z,u5, (0) = 0 such that
lug (0)lly Z e+ |lus (0)]| 5, W > 0. (1.19)

The above theorem shows that rotating stars with Rayleigh unstable an-
gular velocity are always linearly unstable. The maximal growth rate is
obtained either by a discrete eigenvalue beyond the range of Y(r) or by un-
stable continuous spectrum due to Rayleigh instability (i.e. negative Y(r)).
In [24], it was shown that for slowly rotating stars with any angular veloc-
ity profile, discrete unstable modes cannot be perturbed from neutral modes
of non-rotating stars. However, the unstable continuous spectrum was not
considered there.

We briefly mention some recent mathematical works on the stability
of rotating gaseous stars. The conditional Lyapunov stability of some ro-
tating star constructed by variational methods had been obtained by Luo
and Smoller [31, 32, 33, 34] under Rayleigh stability assumption, also called
Solberg stability criterion in their works.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study rotating stars
with Rayleigh stable angular velocity and prove the sharp stability criterion.
In Section 3, we use the stability criterion to prove/disprove TPP for two
families of slowly rotating stars. In Section 4, we prove linear instability of
rotating stars with Rayleigh unstable angular velocity.

Throughout this paper, for a,b > 0 we use a < b to denote the estimate
a < Cb for some constant C' independent of a, b,, a = b to denote the estimate
Cra < b < Oy for some constants C, Cy > 0, and a ~ b to denote |a —b| < €
for some € > 0 small enough.



2 Stability criterion for Rayleigh Stable case

In this section, we consider rotating stars with Rayleigh stable angular ve-
locity profiles. The linearized Euler-Poisson system is studied by using a
framework of separable Hamiltonian systems in [30]. First, we give a sum-
mary of the abstract theory in [30].

2.1 Separable Linear Hamiltonian PDEs

Consider a linear Hamiltonian PDEs of the separable form

()= 0) (G a) () =) e

where v € X, v € Y and X, Y are real Hilbert spaces. We briefly describe
the results in [30] about general separable Hamiltonian PDEs (2.1). The
triple (L, A, B) is assumed to satisfy assumptions:

(G1) The operator B : Y* D D(B) — X and its dual operator B’ : X* D
D(B’) — Y are densely defined and closed (and thus B” = B).

(G2) The operator A : Y — Y* is bounded and self-dual (i.e. A’ = A and
thus (Au,v) is a bounded symmetric bilinear form on Y'). Moreover,
there exist 6 > 0 such that

(Au,u) > §||ul|}, Yu €Y.

(G3) The operator L : X — X* is bounded and self-dual (i.e. L' = L etc.)
and there exists a decomposition of X into the direct sum of three
closed subspaces

X=X_dkerL® X, dimker L < oo, n (L) = dimX_ < oo,
satisfying

(G3.a) (Lu,u) <0 for all u € X_\{0};
(G3.b) there exists § > 0 such that

(Lu,u) > & ||lul|* , for any u € X,.
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We note that the assumptions dimker L < oo and A > 0 can be relaxed
(see [30]). But these simplified assumptions are enough for the applications
to Euler-Poisson system studied in this section under the Rayleigh stability
assumption (i.e. Y(r) > 0 for all » € [0, Ro]). If the Rayleigh unstable
assumption holds (i.e. Y(ry) < 0 for some 19 € [0, Ro]), then n= (L) = oo
and we will discuss this in Section 4.

Theorem 2.1 [30/Assume (G1-3) for (2.1). The operator JL generates a
C° group et of bounded linear operators on X = X x Y and there exists a
decomposition

X=E"@E®L",

of closed subspaces E“*° with the following properties:

i) B¢, E*, E* are invariant under eI,

it) E* (E®) only consists of eigenvectors corresponding to negative (posi-
tive) eigenvalues of JL and

dim E* = dim E* = n~ <L|ﬁ> ,

where n”~ <L|@) denotes the number of negative modes of (L-,-) |gzy- If
n- (L’W> > 0, then there exists M > 0 such that

‘etJL|Es| < Me 2t ¢ >0; |et‘]L|Eu‘ < MeMt t <0, (2.2)

where A\, = min{\ | A € o(JL|gu)} > 0.
iii) The quadratic form (L-,-) vanishes on E"* i.e. (Lu,u) =0 for all
u € E"* but is non-degenerate on E* @ E*, and

E¢={ueX|(Lu,v)=0,VveFE &E"}.
There exists M > 0 such that
|l ge| < M(14t%), for allt € R. (2.3)

iv) Suppose (L-,-) is non-degenerate on R(B), then |e¥Y|g| < M for
some M > 0. Namely, there is Lyapunov stability on the center space E°.
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Remark 2.1 Above theorem shows that the solutions of (2.9) are spectrally
stable if and only if L|W > 0. Moreover, n~ <L|@> equals to the num-
ber of unstable modes. The exponential trichotomy estimates (2.2)-(2.3) are
important in the study of nonlinear dynamics near an unstable steady state,
such as the proof of nonlinear instability or the construction of invariant
(stable, unstable and center) manifolds. The exponential trichotomy can be
lifted to more reqular spaces if the spaces E™* have higher regularity. We
refer to Theorem 2.2 in [29] for more precise statements.

2.2 Hamiltonian formulation of linearized EP system

Consider an axi-symmetric rotating star solution (pg (r,2),0) = voegs =
rwo (1) eq). The support of density py is denoted by Q, which is an axi-
symmetric bounded domain. Let Ry be support radius in r, that is, the
maximum of r such that (r,z) € Q. We choose the coordinate system such
that (Rp,0) € 02. We make the following assumptions:

i) wy € C0, Ry| satisfies the Rayleigh stability condition (i.e. Y(r) > 0 for
re [07 ROD;

ii) 9Q is C? near (Ry,0) and has positive curvature (equivalently € is locally
convex) at (Ry,0);

iii) po satisfies (1.7).

The following lemma will be used later.

Lemma 2.1 Under Assumptions ii) and i) above, for ¢ > 0 small enough
we have

e a1
/ po(r, z)dz = (R —r)0=172,

for any A >0 and r € (Ry — ¢, Ry).

Proof. By (1.7),

400
/ Py (1, 2)dz = / dist((r, 2), 8Q)ﬁdz.

—o0 (r,z)eQ

First, we consider the case when € is the ball {r* + 2% < R2}. Then for r
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close to R,

\/ RZ—r2

A
/ dist((r, 2), 89)70%1012 = 2/ <R0 —Vri4 z2> T dz (2.4)
(r,2)€Q 0

~
~

(R —r*—2*) 0T dz
0

+1 1 A
(R2 -7 )70 12 / (1 —u2)70‘1 du
0
~ (Ro — T)ﬁ—i_%.
For general €2, let % > 0 be the curvature of 90 at (Rp,0) and

= {(rz2) | (r — Ry +1o)* + 2° =13},

be the osculating circle at (R, 0). Then near (Ry,0), 02 is approximated by
I' to the 2nd order. For any r € (Ry — ¢, Ry), let (r, —z1 (1)), (r,22(r)) be
the intersection of 02 with the vertical line ' = r, where 2y (r), 22 (r) > 0.
Then for £ small enough, we have

21 (r), 2o (r) = \/T(Q) - (T—R0+r0)2+0<\/7“(2]— (T—RO—I—TO)Q) :
And for (r,z) € Q with r € (Ry — ¢, Ry),
dist((r, 2),0Q) = dist((r, 2),T") + o (dist((r, z),T"))

= (ro—\/(r—Ro+r0)2+z2)+0((7‘o—\/(T—Ro+7"0)2+22>)~

Then similar to (2.4), we have

+o0 A 1
/ py(r,z)dz = (r§ — (r — Ry + T0)2) RN (Ro — 7“)"«) e,

[e.9]

N
Let Xy = L2, Xo = L2, X = X; x X5,V = (L2)" and X := X x Y.
The linearized Euler-Poisson system for axi-symmetric perturbations around

the rotating star solution (pg (7, 2) ,wp (r) reg) is

o, = 2wy (T) Vg — ar(q)”(Po)P + V(ﬁ))?

O, = —0.(2"(po)p+ V(p)), (2.5)
vy = =10, (wor?)vy, |
dp ==V (pow) ==V (po(vr,0,0.)),
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with AV = 4mp. Here, (p, v = (v,,v9,v,)) € X are perturbations of density
and velocity.
Define the operators

L:=®"(py) —4n(—=A)"": X; = (X)), A=py:Y =Y

s 4wgripo  Awipo
C o) T

: X2 — (XQ)*,

B = (Bl> :D(B)CY" = X, B'=(B,B;): X"D>D(B)—=Y, (26)

By
where
B (“) = —V-(v,0,v,), Blp= (&p) , (2.7)
U, 0,
and ,
v\ Or(wor?) . —Mve
Bg (UZ) = —r—povr, (BQ) Vo = 60 . (28)

Then the linearized Euler-Poisson system (2.5) can be written in a separable

Hamiltonian form J
Ul Uq
— =JL 2.9

where u; = (p,vg) and us = (v, v,). The operators

07 B . X* o Lv 0 . *
J._(_B,7 0).X — X, L._(O’ A).X—)X,

are off-diagonal anti-self-dual and diagonal self-dual respectively, where

L, 0 .
L_<O, A1>.X%X.

First, we check that (IL, A, B) in (2.9) satisfy the assumptions (G1)-(G3)
for the abstract theory in Section 2.1. The assumptions (G1) and (G2) can
be shown by the same arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [30] and that
B, is bounded. The Rayleigh stability condition Y(r) > 0 implies that the
operator A; is bounded, positive and self-dual. By the same proof of Lemma
3.6 in [30], we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.2 There exists a direct sum decomposition L?I),,(po) = X_@ker Lb
X1 and oy > 0 such that:

i) dim (X_),dimker L < oo;

i) Llx_ <0, L|x, >dy and X_ L Xy in the inner product of L?{),,(po).

The assumption (G3) readily follows from above lemma. Therefore, we
can apply Theorem 2.1 to the linearized Euler-Poisson system (2.9). This

proves the conclusions in Theorem 1.1 except for the formula n~ <L’W) =

n~ (K|r(s,)), which will be shown later. Here, R (B) is the closure of R(B)
in X, and the operators B, B; are defined in (2.6)-(2.8).

Remark 2.2 In some literature [31, 32, 33, 34], the Rayleigh stability con-
dition is Y(r) > 0 for all v € [0, Ry]. Here, we used the stability condition
Y(r) >0 for all r € [0, Ry| as in the astrophysical literature such as [4, 40].
If Y(r) > 0 for all v € [0, Ry] and Y(r) =0 only at some isolated points, let
A(r,z) = 4¥3f0 and the operator Ay : L3 — (L3)* is bounded and positive.
The linearized Euler-Poisson system can still be studied in the framework of
separable Hamiltonian systems and similar results as in Theorem 1.1 can be
obtained.

2.3 Dynamically accessible perturbations

By Theorem 1.1, the solutions of (2.9) are spectrally stable (i.e. nonexistence
of exponentially growing solution) if and only if H"'W > 0. More precisely,
we have

Corollary 2.1 Assume wy € C'[0, Ry|, (1.7), and inf,eo py) Y(r) > 0. The
rotating star solution (po (r,z),v0 = rwq () eq) of Euler-Poisson system is

spectrally stable if and only if

(Lop,8p) + (A16vg, 6vg) > 0 for all (5p,dve) € R(B). (2.10)
In this section, we discuss the physical meaning of above stability criterion
by using the variational structure of the rotating stars.
For any solution (p,v) of the axi-symmetric Euler-Poisson system (1.1),
define the angular momentum j = wvyr and the generalized total angular
momentum

Ay(p,vg) = /R3 pg(ver)dzx, (2.11)

for any function g € C! (R).
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Lemma 2.3 For any g € C'(R), the functional A,(p,ve) is conserved for
the Euler-Poisson system (1.1).

Proof. First, we note that the angular momentum j is an invariant of
the particle trajectory under the axi-symmetric force field —VV — V&'(p).
Let ¢ (x,t) be the flow map of the velocity field v with initial position z, and
J (z,t) be the Jacobian of ¢. Then p (¢ (z,t),t)J (z,t) = p(z,0) and

Ao (0) = [ p@.0) gl (@)

R3

:Aﬁ@@ﬁﬁJ@ﬂmﬂMMmﬂ
5@MWMWMM=@mw@-
|

The steady state (pg,worep) has the following variational structure. By
the steady state equation (1.6), we have

1 .
§w3r2 + @' (po) — || * po + go (wor®) + o =01in Q, (2.12)

where ¢y > 0 is the constant in (1.6) and gy € C' (R) satisfies the equation
9o (wo (r)r?) = —wo (r), Vre[0,Ro]. (2.13)

The existence of gq satisfying (2.13) is ensured by the Rayleigh stable condi-
tion Y(r) > 0 which implies that w (r) r? is monotone to r. The equations
(1.6) and (2.12) are equivalent since

1 T
9o (Wo (r) 7“2) = —§w3r2 - / wg(s)s ds
0

due to (2.13) and integration by parts. Denote the the total energy by

1 1
Hip.v) = [ 5o+ ®(p) — o [VVPds, AV =dmp
R3 2 87T

which is conserved for the Euler-Poisson system (1.1). Define the energy-
Casimir functional

mmmszm+%/pm+/p%wwm,
R3 R3
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where ¢y and go are as in (2.12). Then (pg,worey) is a critical point of
H.(p,v), since

1
(Dt coren). (5p,60) = [ |58 + @)+ V() + o+ )] 0p do
RS

+ / [powor + pogo(wor®)r]dve dx =0
R3
by equations (2.12) and (2.13). By direct computations,
(D2H,(p,0) o, worea) (57, 50), (57, 50)) (2.14)
= [ (@70 (50" — m(=A150)50 + o (60, + o (50.)*

+ / po(1 + go(wor®)r?) ((51}9)2 dx
]R3
= (Lép, 6p) + (A10vg, 0vg) + (A (dvy, 6v,) , (6vr, 0V,)) ,

where we used the identity

whr? 4w?r? 4w?
1 +g”(w07"2)7"2 —1— o” — 0 — 0 ]
’ L(wor?) L (wirt)  Y(r)

The functional (2.14) is a conserved quantity of the linearized Euler-
Poisson system (2.9) due to the Hamiltonian structure. We note that the
number of negative directions of (2.14) is given by n~ (L).

We now turn to the spaces of dp and (dp, dvg).

/ dpdr = O} .
R3

Proof. Since ker B} = ker V is spanned by constant functions, we have

Lemma 2.4 It holds that

R(Bl) = R(Bl) = {6p € L%{)"(po)

R(Bl) = (ker Bi)L = {(Sp S L<21>”(p0) ‘ / 5pdl’ = 0} .
R3

It remains to show R (B;) = R(B;) which is equivalent to R (B1A) =
R (B1A). By Lemma 3.15 in [30], we have the orthogonal decomposition

L2 =ker (BiA) & W,

17



where W = {w =Vpe LIQJO}. For any dp € R (B1A), by the proof of Lemma
3.15 in [30], there exists a unique gradient field Vp € L%O such that

ByAVp =V - (poVp) = dp.
By Proposition 12 in [20], we have

IVollz S IV - (poVD)llz, = llop] 2

7 (po) " (pg)

(2.15)

For any v € D (B1A), let v € W be the projection of u to W. Then above
estimate (2.15) implies that

dist (uer (BiA) = _inf [lu=llz = ol S [ Baddully

"(po)

By Theorem 5.2 in [23, P. 231], this implies that R (B,) = R (B;).

Definition 2.1 The perturbation (6p,0vg) € X is called dynamically acces-
sible if (dp,dvg) € R(B).

In the next lemma, we give two equivalent characterizations of the dy-
namically accessible perturbations.

Lemma 2.5 For (6p,0vy) € X, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) (0p,6ve) € R(B);
(i)

/ g(wor?)dp dx +/ porg (wor?)dvy dz =0, Vg € C' (R); (2.16)
R3 R3

(i1) [gs0p dz =0 and

+00 2 T +o0
/ dvgpo (1, 2) dz = %2074)/ s/ dp(s, z)dzds. (2.17)
— 0 —0

o0

Proof. First, we show (i) and (ii) are equivalent. We have R(B) =
(ker B')", where the dual operator B : X* — Y is defined in (2.7)-(2.8). Let
(p,vg) be a C! function in ker B', then

wor?
() azp 0

18



Since 0,p = 0 and wyr? is monotone to r by the Rayleigh stability condition,

we can write p = g (wor?) for some function g € C'. Then 9,p— %?:2)@9 =0

implies that vy = porg’(wer?). Thus ker B’ is the closure of the set
{(g (wor?®) , porg'(wor?)), g € C* (R)},

in X*. Therefore, (0p,dv9) € R(B) = (ker B')" if and only if (2.16) is
satisfied.

Next, we show (ii) and (iii) are equivalent. If (ii) is satisfied, by choosing
g =1 we get [dp duz = 0. Then by (2.16) and integration by parts, we have

Ro +o00 r +o00
/ [7’2/ Svepo(r, 2)dz — 0, (wor?) </ 5/ 5p(s,z)dzds)] g (wor?)dr = 0.
0 -0 0 —o0

which implies (2.17) since g € C' (R) is arbitrary. On the other hand, by
reversing the above computation, (ii) follows from (iii). H

The statement (ii) above implies that for any (dp, d0vy) € R(B), we have

<DAg(p07 on), <5l07 (57}9» =0,

where the generalized angular momentum A, is defined in (2.11). That is, a
dynamically accessible perturbation (dp, Jvg) must lie on the tangent space
of the functional A, at the equilibrium (po,wor €g). Since g is arbitrary, this
implies infinite many constraints for dynamically accessible perturbations.
The stability criterion (2.10) implies that that rotating stars are stable if and
only if they are local minimizers of energy-Casimir functional H (p,v) under
the constraints of fixed generalized angular momentum A, for all g. This
contrasts significantly with the case of non-rotating stars. It was shown in
([30]) that non-rotating stars are stable if and only if they are local minimizers
of the energy-Casimir functional under the only constraint of fixed total
mass. The stability criterion (2.10) for rotating stars involves infinitely many
constraints and is much more difficult to check. In the next section, we give
an equivalent stability criterion in terms of a reduced functional (1.13) under
only the mass constraint.

Remark 2.3 For non-rotating stars, the dynamically accessible perturba-

tions are given by R(By) = R(B1) which is the perturbations preserving
the mass (see Lemma 2./). For rotating stars, the dynamically accessible
space R(B) is different from R (B).
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2.4 Reduced functional and the equivalent Stability
Criterion

In this section, we prove the formula n~ (L|@> =n" (K|g,)) and com-
plete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.6 For any dp € R(By), define

o Orlwor®) Jo 8 [0 9p(s, 2)dzds
0 r2 ffozo po(r,z)dz

(2.18)

Then (5,0, Uy ) € R(B) and H

S l10pll 2
O

@//( )

Proof. We have
2
dzd Ro frsf+oo5p(s z)dzds
s L (2 f+oo — dx:z”/ U )
R3 rf 0 r [T polr, 2)dz
2

. /Ro e (fo f dp(s z)dzds> i 27r/ <f0 f dp(s z)dzds)

rf po(r, z)d rf po(r, z)d

5p
Ug

dr

2
LPO

dr

= +1I,

where € > 0 is chosen such that Lemma 2.1 holds. Since the function
hy (r) = f+°° po(r, z)dz has a positive lower bound in [0, Ry — €] and hy (r) =

I +OC;° Wdz is bounded, by Hardy’s inequality (see Lemma 3.21 in [30])
we have

e [ ([
[ (/m e
<[ ([ v WW) (. )

Ro—¢ 400
/ / " (po) (6p)° (r, 2)dzdr < ||6p]|2

0 00 @' (p )

20



By Hardy’s inequality and Lemma 2.1, we have

dr

2
Ro (fOTstrOO dp(s z)dzds>
1] = 27‘(‘/
Ro—¢

rf o(r, 2)dz

S// (fo [6p(s )dzds) "

(Ro — T)ﬁ%

S

o +o00 2 L
/ dp(r, z)dz) (Ry—r) 01 24

A
[ ([ wmomtes) (| g =<t
e

(
/R ; /_: ‘I’"(Po)(ép)Zdz) (Ry — r)dr

< lopllz

)
@' (pg)

N

AN

where we used the estimate

Foo 1 oo 2 2=y 4 1
dz = Tdz s (Ry — )0t
[ = [ A

: _ : 5
since ®” (s) ~ s7°72 for s small. This proves H“ep

S 119pll 2

PO % )

The statement <(5 P, ugp ) € W follows from Lemma 2.5 since fR3 opdx =
0 for 6p € R(By) and )’ obviously satisfies (2.17).
With the help of lemma 2.6 we can finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. We only need to show n~ (L|ﬁ> =n" (K|gm))-
First, we have

<]L (5p) , (5P)> > (KC5p,6p), ¥ (5p,6vp) € R(B), (2.19)

(5’09 ) Vo
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since

4wl Ro g2y [Fee
A, 6vg, 6vg) = dvg)® dr = 2m 0 dvg)’ dz d
Cndun. o) = [ g Guo)® o= 2m [ LS [ o G
Ro 4w0 5p Ro 4&)37" 400 5 2
/0 T / ( ) dzdr+27r/0 T(r)/ p0(5vg—u9> dz dr
/RO dwir
o Y(r)

2
/ ( o ) dz dr
( fo s f )dzds)
=27 / T(r) dr.
0 o
In the above, we used the observation that

+o0 +oo oo
/ 0o (51)9 — Uy ) dz = / PoOvgdz — ugp (T)/ podz =0,

oo o0 —00

2
27

Vv

since

+o0 s +oo wOr +<>0
/ podvgdz = uy’ (T)/ podz = / / p(s, z)dzds

due to (2.17) and (2.18). Since dp € R(By), it follows from (2.19) that
n~ (Klgy)) =n~ <]L|ﬁ). On the other hand, we also have n™ (K|g(s,)) <

- (L’W> , since
J J
i1 (5).(2)
0 0

Thus n~ (IC|R(31)) =n" (L|®>. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
H

3 TPP for slowly rotating stars

In this section, we use the stability criterion in Theorem 1.1 to study two
families of slowly rotating stars parameterized by the center density.
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3.1 The case of fixed angular velocity

In this subsection, we consider a family of slowly rotating stars with fixed
angular velocity.

Under the assumptions (1.2)-(1.3), for some piax > 0, there exists a fam-
ily of nonrotating stars with radially symmetric density p,(|z|) parametrized
by the center density p € (0, ftmax). We refer to [30] and references therein
for such results. Let R, be the support radius of p, and B, = B(0, R,) be
the support of p,. The radial density p, satisfies

A(D'(p,)) +4mp, =0, in B,

with p,(0) = p. For the general equations of state satisfying (1.2)-(1.3) with
Yo > 4/3 , it was shown in [15] that ., = +00.

Let w(r) € CY#[0, 00) be fixed for some 3 € (0,1). We construct a family
of rotating stars for Euler-Poisson system with the following form

{po = (. 2) = pulgz (. 2))),
U = Krwy (1) ey,

where the dilating function is

Cur

and ¢, .(z) : B, — R is axi-symmetric and even in z.
The existence of rotating stars (p,, ., krwy () €g) is reduced to the follow-
ing equations for p,, .:

—Ii2/ w?(s)sds + @' (pur) + Viw + Cuw = 0in Q,, 1, (3.1)
0

Viw = —|:17]_1 * P 1N R3,

where ¢, is a constant and €, . = g¢, . (B,) is the support of the density
pu of the rotating star solution.

By similar arguments as in [14, 41, 19], we can get the following existence
theorem.

Theorem 3.1 Let u € [ug, 1] C (0, pimax), P(p) satisfy (1.2)-(1.3), and
w(r) € CYP[0,00). Then there exist & > 0 and solutions p, . of (3.1) for all
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|k| < R, satisfying the following properties:
1) pux € CEH(R?), where a = min(i:‘{, 1).
2) pur is azvi-symmetric and even in z.
3) pux(0) = p.
4) Pur > 0 has compact support g, (B,).
5) For all p € (o, pu1], the mapping & — p,, . is continuous from (—k, k) into
CH(R?).
When k =0, puo = pu(|z|) is the nonrotating star solution with p,(0) =

L.

Now we use Theorem 1.1 to study the stability of above rotating star so-
lutions (p,.., kw(r)rey), for u € [uo, p11], # small enough, and w € CH?[0, c0)
satisfying the Rayleigh condition Y(r) := %?4) > 0. First, we check
the assumptions in Theorem 1.1. Let R, . be the support radius in r for
Qur = 9¢...(By). Since g, € C*(B,) dependents continuously on &, it is
easy to check the assumptions on 2, . for £ small enough. That is, 9, , is
C? and has positive curvature near (R, ., 0). Next, we check the assumption

(1.7). For nonrotating stars, it is known ([6, 16, 28, 30]) that

pul(r,z) = (R, — vr? + z%ﬁ) for vVr2 + 22 ~ R,
For x small enough, by the definition of the dilating function g, ,, we have

puw(r:2) = pulgc (r,2))
~ (R, — g (r,2))o7)
~ dist((r, 2), Ogc, . (Bu)) ™7,

for (r, z) near (R, 0) = gc,..(R,,0).

Below, for rotating stars (p,., rwo (1) €p) we use X, ., X1, Yy Lys,
AP BT BYT K, ., ete., to denote the corresponding spaces X, X, Y,
and operators L, Ay, By, Bo, K etc. defined in Section 2.

By Theorem 1.1, the rotating star (p, ., kw(r)reg) is spectrally stable if

and only if

(fosf szdzd3)2T>0

Tf Pur(r, 2)dz N
(3.2)

Y

Ry x
(K,s80.00) = (L dp) 42 [ 1(0)
0
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for all
dp € R(B"™) = {(5p € X{"”\/ dpdr = O} :
R3

Moreover, the number of unstable modes equals n~ (K | R( Bf’“))' The fol-
lowing is an easy corollary of the stability criterion.

Corollary 3.1 (Sufficient condition for instability)

Let I C [po, 1] be an interval such that the non-rotating star (p,,0) is un-
stable for any € I. Then for any w € CYP[0,00) satisfies Y(r) > 0, there
exists ko > 0 such that the rotating star (p,., kw(r)reg) is unstable for any
0<K<kgandpel.

Proof. The instability of (p,,0) implies that n_(LMO'R(B{"O)) > 0 for u €

I. Thus there exists some € > 0 (independent of 1) and 0p, 0 = dp.o(|z]) €
R(B!) such that (L, 00p,.0,0p0) = —2¢ < 0 for p € I. Let

IBH 5PM,0(|x|) det Dgc, .. (z)dx
M,

(5,0#,“(7”, Z) = (5,0#,0(;(](#,,4 (7’, Z)) - puﬁ(ra Z)a

then dp,..(r, 2) € R(B""). Noticing that

rk—0

i | Spyalfel) det D, (2)dz = [ 5p0(fel)ds =0,
B, By
we have
W (L x0pp, 0Ppu) = (L1n00Pps0, 0pp0) = —2€ < 0.
Thus, there exists kg > 0 such that when 0 < Kk < K
<Kw~”~5pmm 5pw<>
2
for S fj;o dpur(S, z)dzds>

dr < —e < 0.
rfj;o P (ry 2)dz

Ryun
= (Luw0puss 0pu) + 2’f277/ T(r) <
0

The linear instability of (p, ., kw(r)reg) follows. H
Let i be the first critical point of the mass-radius ratio % for the non-
i
rotating stars and set i = +oo if % has no critical point. Consider the

rotating stars (p,., kw(r)req) for p Gu[uo,ul] C (0, 1) and x small. We have
the following sufficient condition for stability.
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Theorem 3.2 (Sufficient condition for stability)

Suppose P(p) satisfies (1.2)-(1.3), and w € CYP[0,00) satisfies Y(r) > 0.
For any p € [po, 1] C (0,2) and k small enough, if dM‘“”“ > 0, then the
rotating star (., kwreg) is spectrally stable.

For the proof of above Theorem, first we compute n~ ( “,.i| Xm)' Let

H! and H_!' be the axi-symmetric subspaces of H 1(R3) and H(R?) re
spectively. Define the reduced operator D, . : H L — H!by

4
A AT
7 qy,(ﬂu,n)

Then

_ 9 |2
<Du,n¢,¢>_/RS|W| dx—47r/ iy ven

defines a bounded bilinear symmetric form on H! . By the same proof of
Lemma 3.7 in [30], we have

Lemma 3.1 It holds that n~ (L,,|xps) = n~ (D,,) and dimker L, =
dimker D,, ..

Since the rotating star solution (p, ., kw(r)reg) is even in z, we can com-
pute n~ (L#,,Q|X1u,n) and n~ (D,,,) on the even and odd (in z) subspaces re-
spectively. Define

Xod i =A{p e X{| p(r,2) = —p(r, =2)}, XG5 :={p € X{"" | p(r,2) = p(r,=2)},
(3.3)

H .= {p € H, |p(r,z) = —p(r,—2)}, H* = {p € Hy, | ¢(r,2) = o(r,—2)}.

Lemma 3.2 Assume P(p) satisfies (1.2)-(1.3), w € CY#[0, 00) satisfies T(r) >

0. Then for any p € [p0, 1] C (0, i) and k small enough, we haven™ (L, ) =

n~(Luo) =1 and ker L,, , = span{0,p,.}. Moreover, we have the following
direct sum decompositions for X" and X" :

XA = X @ X, dim X, = 1,

and
X(lff - Span{azpu,n} D Xﬁ ’;da
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satisfying: i) Lyl xere <0
ii) there exists § > 0 such that

(Lywttsu) 2 6 \fullyz, s for anyu € XYL, & X475,
where 0 is independent of p and kK.
The same decompositions are also true for K, , on X5 and X" In
addition, for any u € l|uo, 1], it holds that %(L’ZW) < 0 for k small
enough.

Proof. It was showed in [30] that: for any p € (0, i), we have n™ (D, ) =
1 and ker D, o = span{0.V,} in the axi-symmetric function space. Here,
V., = —|z|7* % p, is the gravitational potential of the non-rotating star. Since
0,V, is odd in z, it follows that for any p € (0,): i) on H®, n= (Do) =
1, ker D, o = {0}; ii) on H*! ker D, o = span{9.V,} and n™(D,o) = 0.
Moreover, for p € [ug, 1] C (0, /i), there exists o > 0 (independent of
p) and decompositions H* = H®, & H{", and H* = span{d.V,} ® HY,
satisfying that: 1) dim Hizju =1, DMO HeY, < —(50, 11) DMO
Since 9,V,, . € H** Nker D, ,, and

Hg,eHz, 2 0o

(D = Duyrt) = | (q)?;f) - @4(7;)) P

drr N TR
< — d 2
~ (/ (CI)”(IOM,&) (I)”(pu)) fE) ||¢||L

< O(/{)HV@/}H%Q — 0, as k — 0,

by the perturbation arguments (e.g. Corollary 2.19 in [30]) it follows that for
€ [po, p1] and & sufficiently small, the decompositions H* = H®, & H{’,
and H%! = span{0,V, .} & H$Y, satisfy: 1) dim H, =1, D,
11) D“7”|H$M@H$ﬁu = %50

By the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [30], for any p € X}"" we have

15"
Her < —500;

1 1
(Lywps p) = llpll72 T EHVQﬂHiz > — (Dusth, ), (3.4)

‘I>N(Pu,n - 47T

where 1 = ;=A7'p. We note that 9.p,, € kerL,, N X4 and 0.V, =
ﬁA‘lpw{. The existence of decompositions for X" and X" as stated in
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the lemma follows readily from (3.4) and above decompositions for H°? and
He.
Since

{(Lyw = Kpu) p p)| S 0(K?) |!P||ig),,(p o YpeXiT
oK
and 0,p,., € ker K, , N X" we have the same decompositions for K, ,, on
Xt and X905
Since 7o € (6/5,2), it is known that (see [30])

dv,(0,R,)  d (Mu) 0

R,

dp du

for p small. Recall that f is the first critical point of ]g—:. Therefore, when

p € [po, 1] C (0, 1), we have %(ZR") < —¢p for some constant ¢, > 0 inde-
pendent of p. Since ‘dv”’”fio’z”*“) — dV“ElizR“) = O(k), we have %(;ZM) <0

for any p € [po, 1] and x small enough. This finishes the proof of the lemma.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. The spectral stability of (p,, ., kwreg) is equiv-
alent to show n~ (K“,K|R(B§L,n)) = 0. By Lemma 3.2 and the fact that
K, ,.=L,,on X"" we have

n_(KM,H|Xé‘fﬁR(Bf’N)) = ”_(Lu,n|xg‘me(B{““)) =n- (L,Uw‘f|ng) = 0.

Since K, > L, , on X! due to T(r) > 0, for spectral stability it suffices
to show n~ (Lu,ﬁ’Xﬁv‘”mR(Bf’“)) =0.
Applying % to (3.1), we obtain that

dpur B dep

L, . .
R dp du

From (3.1) we know that ¢, , = =V}, (R, 0). By Lemma 3.2, % > 0 for
i € [po, 1] and k small enough. Therefore,

dpyr
Xe" NR(By™) = {50 € Xe" <LM—ZZ’ ,6p> = 0} :
i.e. dp is orthogonal to % in (L., ).
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dM,, .
When 5> 0, we have

<L dpl"HK’ dp/'l/7’$> - dc#»“ / dpfhﬁ dl’ _ dvﬂ?’%(07 Z/'Lv’%) dMiufv‘%
22 ) - —
dp ~ dp di Jg., (B, dn dp dp

< 0.

Combining above with Lemma 3.2, we get n™ (L,
we get the spectrally stability.

dM .
When # = (0, since

Xé{&’ﬁmR(B/lhﬁ)> - 0 Hence

i _ [,
dp du ’

we have % € XN R(B™). Meanwhile, since ker L, , = {0} on X",
by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [30], we have
N~ (Lyslxeraresy) = 0. The spectral stability is again true.

It is natural to ask if extrema points of the total mass M, , of the rotating
stars (p,, kwreg) are the transition points for stability as in the case of
nonrotating stars. Below, we show that this is not true.

First, we give conditions to ensure that the first extrema point of total
mass M), ., is obtained at a center density pf before i (the first critical point
of M,/R,). Assume P(p) satisfies the following asymptotically polytropic
conditions:

H1)

P(p) = c_p™(14+ O(p™)) when p — 0, (3.5)

for some g € (%,2) and c_, ag > 0;

H2)
P(p) = cip™ (14 O(p™">)) when p — 400, (3.6)

for some v, € (1,6/5) U (6/5,4/3) and ¢, ax > 0.

Under assumptions H1)-H2), it was shown in [15] that the total mass M,
of the non-rotating stars has extrema points. Moreover, the first extrema
point of M,,, which is a maximum point denoted by p.,, must be less than [
(see Lemma 3.14 in [30]). For any po < p. < p1 < fi, we have M, , — M, in
C" [po, 1] when £ — 0. Thus when £ is small enough, the function M, has
the first maximum pu% € (o, 1) and lim, o pf = p.. By Theorem 3.2, the
rotating stars (p,.., kw(r)reg) are stable for u € [uo, p%]. It is shown below
that the transition of stability occurs beyond uf.
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Theorem 3.3 Suppose P(p) satisfies (3.5)-(3.6), w € CHP[0,00) satisfies
Y(r) > 0. Fized x small, let i,; be the first transition point of stability of the
rotating stars (pyx, kw(r)reg). Then for any k # 0 small enough, we have

fls > pi5

Proof. Asin the proof of Theorem 3.2, the spectral stability is equivalent
to show K, > 0 on X" N R(B""). Suppose the maxima point p% of M,
is the first transition point for stability, then we have

lnf <KM*,NP7 p)

=0. (3.7)
pEXHE R AR B“* H/)HL

q>l/( )
By Lemma 3.2, when & is small enough, we have the decomposition
M’:, :U‘*z /"‘* s 3 .u‘f’R J—
Xev X—ev @X-i—ev? dlmX—,ev - 17

satisfying: 1) Ky x| wrx < 0;ii) there exists 6 > 0 such that

—,ev

(Kuswp,p) =0 |lpll72 o for any p € X470y,

@//(

By using above decomposition, it is easy to show that the infimum in (3.7)
is obtained by some p* € X& ™ N R(B{*"). Then

<Lﬂfﬁp*7p*> S <K;U'575p*7p*> = 0
On the other hand, we have

I dplm| dpWil N\ dVM7K(0,ZM7,€)| B KdM

|u u:f—o

and

Apys N dVs(0, Z,k) .
<Lu*, d; |# s P > - Md—,uuht_“f/p dx = 0.

This implies that p* = cdp ot

| == for some constant ¢ # 0. Since otherwise,

n=0( ) >n=(L = 2.

K | d,
HisK spcm{ Op

K K
H| Hy K K *
Hs Xew dp ‘#:l"’: P }
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which is in contradiction to n=(Lu x| ur.x) = 1. Thus, we have
ev

dp,.x dpy,k
0= <K d; |u ufvﬁ|uu$>

dr.

2
+oo (frsft;o dopr) (s, z)dzds)
_ 2m2/ T ()22 e H
0 P (i, 2)dz
and consequently
T dpy .
| )z =0, W €0, Ry (3.5)

Nevertheless, it is not true as shown below.
For non-rotating stars (p,(r),0), we have

AV, = L (2 (Vu(0))) = drp,.

r2

where r = /72 + 22 and V,,(r) is the gravitational potential. Applying % to
above equation, one has

L (o (dVu@\\ _, dp,
— = 4r—.
r2(r< dp " du

When r > R, since dd’l (r) = 0 we have
m

av,\’ av,\’ B dp dM
2 o :R2 |4 R —4 / 2 14 ds = o
r<du)(r) "\ dp () " Sdu(s)s dp’

and consequently
M,
%(r) = —d—— forr > R,,.

T
Since lim,_,o 1 = ps, we have lim,_,o % (uf) = % (px) = 0. Thus

dV, aMm, , .. 1
d_;(Ru)|u=u§ = d,uu (1) R — 0, as k — 0.

E
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Define y,(r) = V,(R,) — V.(r) = ®'(p,). Then by Lemma 3.13 in [30], we
have

dy d (M dVv,
d_':(Ru”u:uf = _@ (_ﬂ) ‘/L:uf - _H<Ru)|u=u$ (3-9>

d (M
— ~an (R_:) ly=p. # 0, as Kk = 0.

Thus by (3.9), we obtain

dp, B 1 dy, U 0
du (I‘) o (I)”(pu) du (I‘) ~p ~ (Ru I‘) 077,

I
forr ~ R, and g = pf. By (3.36) and (4.78) in [41], we know

dgc_uln
W(y)

dpy(r)

o o i,
i (T, Z) = = _(ggu,n (T’ 2)) + dr |r:ggul’n(r,z)

dp

~ pﬂ(g;jn (r, 2))2770 = Ppye(T, 2)27%7
for gc_uln (r,z) ~ R, and p = pf. By Lemma 2.1, we have

2— 1

" s o 2—0 $+3
CZ—/~’[/|M:'LL5 (T’ Z)dz ~ p/_j,,}{,(r, Z) dz ~ (R,U,f,li - r) T % 07

for r ~ R, .. This is in contradiction to (3.8) and finishes the proof of the
theorem.

3.2 The case of fixed angular momentum distribution

Let j(p,q) : R? — R be a given function satisfying

i(p,q) € C*(RT x RT) and 5(0, q) = 9,7(0,¢) = 0. (3.10)
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Define J(p,q) = 7%(p,q). We construct a family of rotating stars of the
following form

{pu,m 2) = pulgg((r, 2))),

_ j(mpu,e(r)vMuyf)
Uye = ettty

where

mpw / / ,OMESZdeZ gcu€—x(1_'_<u|,x|<2>>7

and (,.(z) : B, — R is axi-symmetric and even in z.
The existence of rotating stars (p,, ., v}, ) is reduced to the following equa-
tions:

D' (pue) + Vie — 52/0 J(my, (s), M,)s ds+c,e =0, inQ,., (3.11)

Vie=—lz| % p,. in R? (3.12)

where Q. = g, .(B,) and ¢, is a constant.

Although (3.11) is a little different from the steady state equations in [14]
[19], the key linearized operator at the point € = 0 is the same as [14]. By
similar arguments as [14, 19, 41], we can get the following existence theorem.

Theorem 3.4 Let p € [uo, 1] C (0, tmax), P(p) satisfy (1.2)-(1.3) and
Jj(p,q) satisfy (3.10). Then there exist € > 0 and solutions p,. of (3.11)
for all |e| < &, with the following properties:
1) ppe € CH(R?), where a = min(io__%l’, 1).
2) pue s azi-symmetric and even in z.
3) p,u,s(o) = M-
4) pue = 0 has compact support gc, .(By).
5) For all pu € [po, p], the mapping € — p,,.. is continuous from (—&,€) into
CHR?).

When ¢ = 0, puo(z) = pu(|z|) is the nonrotating star solution with
pu(0) = p.

Now we use Theorem 1.1 to study the stability of rotating star solutions
(Puer€j(my, (1), M, )/req), where ¢ is small enough, j(p, q) satisfies (3.10)
and the Rayleigh stability condition d,J (p,q) > 0 (i.e. j0,7 > 0). As
in Section 3.1, the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 can be verified. That is,
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09, . is C* and has positive curvature near (R, ., 0) and (1.7) holds for any
i € [po, 1] and e small enough.

Below, for rotating stars (p,.c,cj(m,,.(r), M,c)/req) we use X, ., X{"°,
Yie, Lue, AY°, B, BY®, K, ., etc., to denote the corresponding spaces X,
X1, Y, and operators L, Ay, By, Bs, K etc. defined in Section 2. Again,
we denote fi to be the first critical point of M, /R, for non-rotating stars.
Define the spaces X/ and X/ as in (3.3). By the same proof of Lemma
3.2, we have the following.

Lemma 3.3 Assume P(p) satisfies(1.2)-(1.3) and j(p, q) satisfies (3.10) and
9,(3% (p,q)) > 0. Then for any u € [po, 1] C (0, ) and € small enough, we
have n=(K,.) = 1 and ker K,,. = span{0,p..}. Moreover, we have the
following direct sum decompositions for X! and XH*= :

X& =X, @ Xi,, dimXP0, =1,
and
Xﬁf = Span{azp,u,s} S Xﬁ:ida
satisfying: i) Ke|xme < 0;
i1) there exists 6 > 0 such that

(Kuewu) 2 8 Jullfs, Ve XL, @ X0

+,0d?
(I”I(P;/,,E )

where § is independent of  and ¢.
In addition, for any u € [po, 1], it holds that %ﬁ”’s’o) < 0 for e small.

By Theorem 1.1, we get the following necessary and sufficient condition
for the stability of rotating stars (p,.c,ej(my,, . (r), M,c)/req) :

(Kyu0p,0p) = (Lyuc0p,0p)
Ry 8 J M . r +00 2
+ 2627'('/ i (mp“‘sgr)’ e (/ 3/ 5p(s,z)dzds> dr >0,
r 0 —00

0

for all 6p € R(BY°) = {6p € X{"°| [gs Opdz =0}
The following Theorem shows that the stability of this family of rotating
stars can only change at the mass extrema.
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Theorem 3.5 Assume P(p) satisfies (1.2)-(1.3), and j(p,q) satisfy (3.10)
and 9,(j% (p,q)) > 0. Let n*(u) be the number of unstable modes, namely the
total algebraic multiplicities of unstable eigenvalues of the linearized Euler-
Poisson systems at (pp.c,cj(m,, (1), M) /reg). Then for any p € [po, 1] C
(0, 1) and e small enough, we have

1, when Mpe 0,
n(p) = { .

0, when dﬂ;“g > 0.
i

Proof. By the same arguments in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we have

n"(p) =n" (Ku,s|Xé‘fﬁR(B§"€)) :

Thus it is reduced to find the number of negative modes of the quadratic
form (K, .-, ) restricted to the even subspace of R(B{").
Applying % to (3.11), we obtain that

dpuf — / By (m,y, (s M)d”;—;“’ss—fﬂds (3.13)
+¢ /o 0gJ (M, . (5), Mu,g)d%’e s 3ds — d;—;’e,
where
Bt R4 [ T (51, M7
_%f;ﬁ,o) L2 /0 e 9,J(m,, (5), MH,E)WS3dS
+ R ) + 2 (M, M )RS
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By integration by parts and (3.13), we obtain that

Ry ) " r 00 dpu a r 00
27 e [0, (my, (1), M, )r] ——dzds spdzds | dr
0 ’ 0 Jooo dp 0 J-o
Ry
=¢? [/ Opd (my,, (1), M,o)r —‘dr} / edx
0 ’ dp R3
— 27 /RW/ [/ OpJ(m )d s (o) 3d3} rodzdr
0 _ Pu, s dﬂ
Bue dm de
= ¢? d,J M, )r—3—Lrzq / dr — { =2,
€ |:/O p (mpu,s(r)7 12 )T dﬂ r ngp x d/,L SO

dp,e dM,, . " _
- <LM»5§—Zv ‘:0> - EQd—: </0 aq‘](mpu,e(s)v Mu,a)s Sdsv <P>

dV,e(Rye,0) 9 _3dR,, . o dM,, . /
= s 2 (M., M, )R — =Ry (R d
( d,u € J( Hy ) € dlLL € d/fb M:( My) RSSO T

dp,,.. dM,, .
- <L,u,€d—:7 90> - €2d—,: <Ku,€gu,€> 90> .

Here, in the above we used

/8J my, . (5), u7€)3_3d8,

_ -1 :
and g, = K uyahu,g. The inverse operator

K,;; (XEEY C L, s XPE

" (pu,e)

exists and is bounded by Lemma 3.3. Since & ( has compact support and

" (s) = 57972 for s ~ 0T, we have

1 Mie ., \?
dx S KA R 2 < </ ’ da:) < +o00.
‘/gue ” 78 ” H M’EHL@”@,E) (I)”(p,u,e)

Therefore, we have

dp dM AV, (R,.,0)
K H\E 2 HHE . — HHE HHE D O 2 / d
< u,f{ 0 +e m gu,},so> <—+ (e )) Pa

dp
(3.14)

~ ngsHLé,,(
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for any ¢ € X/*.

By (3.14) and the fact that %ﬁ“’s’o) +0(e?) < 0 when p € [pg, p1] and
¢ is small, we have

dpe dM,, .
XHen R(BE) = {(5p € Xt <KH7€ ( 5; + &2 d: gu,g) ,(5p> = O} )

On the other hand, we have

dp dM dp dM,
K,. e 2 e o 1hyE 20 e
< “’(du T g“’)’<du T g“’>>

£ (o8] € M £
_ (qu, (Rm 0) _1_0(82)) / <dpu7 +E2d “ gu,s) dr

du du dp
_ (( Wie(Rye, 0) o) WMy
= ( m + O(e%) o

By Lemma 3.3, n™ (K, c|xz:) = 1 and ker K, .|xne = {0}. We consider two
cases:

1) d]\;—;f # 0. A combination of above properties immediately yields
1 when s <
nu = ’)’L_ K € ,€ ,€ = d”‘ ’
(1) (Kelxerarr) {0 when e 5
n

2) When %}‘:’E = 0, as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we have
n"(p) =n" (K.

This finishes the proof of the theorem. |

XéLfﬁR(Bi"E)) = 0.

Remark 3.1 The above theorem implies that for a family of rotating stars
with fized angular momentum distribution j(m, M), the transition of stability
occurs at the first extrema of the total mass. That is, the turning point
principle (TPP) is true for this family of rotating stars. This contrasts greatly
to rotating stars of fized angular velocity, for which case TPP is shown to be
not true (see Theorem 5.3).

In the literature, there are three common choices of j(m, M) in the study
of rotating stars.

i) (Fized angular momentum distribution) The most common one is j(m, M) =
j(m). See for example [2, 18, 31, 32, 33, 34];
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it) (Fized angular momentum distribution per unit mass) j(m, M) =
j(m/M). See for example [35];

iii) (Fized angular momentum distribution with given total angular mo-
mentum) j(m, M) = 5;j(m/M). See for example [4]. We note that for this
case, the total angular momentum given by

[ piCmyim = [ty am =T
—j(=—)dm = m')dm' (m' =
MM ) M
15 a constant depending only on j.

In the rest of this subsection, we use Theorem 3.5 to study two examples
of rotating stars with mass extrema points.

Example 1. Asymptotically polytropic rotating stars

Assume P(p) satisfies assumptions (3.5)-(3.6). By the same arguments as
in the case of fixed angular velocity, when ¢ is small enough and p € [ug, p1] C
(0, 1), the mass M, . of the rotating stars (p,.c,cj(m,, (1), M,.)/req) has
the the first maximum pS € (pg, 1). Then by Theorem 3.5, the rotating
stars are stable when p € [, 2] and unstable when p goes between u$ and
the next extrema point of M, . in (u5, p1).

Example 2. Polytropic rotating stars

Consider the polytropic equation of state P(p) = p? (’y € (g, 2)) The
non-rotating stars (i.e. Lane-Emden stars) with any center density p are
stable when v € (4/3,2) and are unstable when v € (6/5,4/3). In partic-
ular, M, = C’Vu%(:h"l) is a monotone function when ~ # ‘51 and there is no
transition point of stability.

However, polytropic rotating stars with fixed angular momentum distri-
bution j (m, M) can have mass extrema points, which are also the transition
points of stability. One such example was given in [4] for v = % < % and
j(m, M) = L[1 — (1 — 2)2/3]. With numerical help, it was found (see Fig-
ure 1 below taken from [4]) that there is a mass minimum point p* for the
total mass M (). This is the first transition point of stability. In particular,
rotating stars with center density p beyond p* become stable.

Remark 3.2 [t can also be seen from above Example 2 that the critical index
~v* for the onset of instability of rotating polytropic stars is not %. Ledouzx

[25], Chandrasekhar and Lebovitz [8] indicated that the critical index v* is
reduced from % toy* = %— §|“’—;/I| for small uniform rotating stars, where I > 0

1s the moment of inertia about the center of mass and W s the gravitational
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2.10

205

Figure 1: The dependence of the mass M (u) on the center density u for v =

208 and the angular momentum distribution j(m, M) = +;[1 — (1 — #)%/3].

From Bisnovatyi-Kogan and Blinnikov [4].

potential energy. For more discussion about the critical index v* of rotating
stars, see [13, 22, 38, 39].

4 Instability for Rayleigh Unstable case

Consider an axi-symmetric rotating star (po, %) = (po (7, 2) ,wo(r)req), where
the angular velocity wy(r) satisfies the Rayleigh instability condition, that is,
there exists a point r¢ € (0, Rg) such that

Oy (W3T4)

r3

T(ro) = <o0. (4.1)

r=ro

For incompressible Euler equation, it is a classical result by Rayleigh in
1880 [37] that condition (4.1) implies linear instability of the rotating flow
Up = wo(r)rey under axi-symmetric perturbations. In this section, we will
show the axi-symmetric instability of rotating stars with Rayleigh unstable
angular velocity.

From the linearized Euler-Poisson system (2.5), we get the following sec-
ond order equation for uy = <UT),

z

Aty = —Luy = —(ILy + Lg)us, (4.2)
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where 1L, Ly are operators on Y = (LZO)2 defined by

Lyuy = BiLB1A = V[®"(po)(V - (pouz)) — 4m(—A) " (V - (pouz)],

Ly, — (ﬂg)w) |

Lemma 4.1 L is a self-adjoint operator on (Y, [-,-]) with the equivalent inner
product |-, -] = (A-,-).

and

Proof. By Lemma 2.9 in [30], L, is self-adjoint on (Y, [,-]) with the
equivalent inner product [-,-] := (A-,-). Since L, is a symmetric bounded
operator on (Y, [-,-]), L = L; + Ly is self-adjoint by Kato-Rellich Theorem.

The next lemma on the quadratic form of L will be used later.

Lemma 4.2 There exists constants m > 0 such that for any us € Y, we
have

Loz, o] 4+ fusll} > V- (o) 3,
@' (po)

Proof. Since

[]LUQ, u2:| = [Llﬂq, Uz] + [H.AQUQ, Ug] s
and obviously |[Lous, us]| < [luzl3, , it suffices to estimate
o
[Liug, ug] = (LB Aug, B1Aug) = ||V - (P0U2)Hi§b,,( - 477/ ‘VVF dzx,
PO R3

where —AV =V - (pouz). By integration by parts,

1
IVV|? dz = —/ pous - VVdr < ||u2|| ’ </ VV|? dx) ,
R3
which implies that [ |VV|*dz < ||ugll3. This finishes the proof of the lemma.
The study of equation (4.2) is reduced to understand the spectra of the

self-adjoint operator L. First, we give a Helmholtz type decomposition of
vector fields in Y.
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Lemma 4.3 There is a direct sum decomposition Y =Y, @ Ys, where Y is
the closure of

{uEY | u= Vp, forsomepECl(Q)},
'Y and Yy is the closure of
{ue (C Q) NY | V- (po) =0 }
nY.

The proof of above lemma is similar to that of Lemma 3.15 in [30] and we
skip. Denote P; : Y — Y] and Py : Y — Y5 to be the projection operators.
Then [[Py[[, [|P2f] < 1.

For any us € Y, let uy = v1+v9 where v; = Piuy € Y7 and v9 = Pous € Y.
Since .

]LUQ = ]Lll)l + P1L2U1 + PlLQUQ + PQLQUl + P2L2U27

the operator L : Y — Y is equivalent to the following matrix operator on

Y1 xY,
H:b (C 1
C*, L, V2
. IEq, C + 0, 0 U1
o O’ Lz (C*, 0 UQ
=(T+A)v,
where . )
Ly =L + P1LoPy 1 Yy = Y], Ly = PollplPy 1 Yo — Y5,
C= PlLQPQ : ng — Yi, Cr = ]P)QLQ]P):[ . Yi — YQ,
and

L,, C 0, 0
T:(Olj E@),A:(C*? 0):leyg—>yl><y2.

Lemma 4.4 The operator A is T-compact.
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Proof. For any v = (vi,v2) € D (T), the graph norm ||v||; is defined by

[l = [lvlly + [ Tv]ly

~ |vlly + |Livilly = [|vlly + Loy

It is obvious that D(A) D D(T). To prove A is T-compact, we need to prove
A (DA, I'llz) = (Y, ] - |ly) is compact. By the definition of A, we notice
that Av = Pollyvy 1 Yy X Yy — {0} x Ys. For vy = V€ € V7,

+ [lorlly = IV - (poVE)| 2

@'/ (pg)

[orllz = IV - (povn) |l 2 + [IVElly,

@' (pg)

as defined in (1.16). By the proof of Lemma 4.2 we have
V- (Povl)”%gb,,(p : + [loa[$ S (Lavy, v1) + 2mllo )3
0
2
S Lavi 3 + lloall3- = llollz

Thus ||v1]|, S ||v]|. Since the embedding (Y3, ||-]|,) — (Y1, || |]y) is compact
by Proposition 12 in [20] and Py, Ly are bounded operators, it follows that
A (D(A), [ly) — (V. - Iv) is compact. M )

~ The above lemma implies that the essential spectra of I is the same as
L.

Lemma 4.5 0.4(IL) = 00ss(LLo).

Proof. We have 0.4,(IL) = 0cs5(T + A) by the definition of the operator
T+A. By Lemma 4.4 and Weyl’s Theorem, we have 0oss(T+A) = 0.55(T'). By
Theorem 2.3 v) in [30] and the compact embedding of (Y1, ||-||,,) <= (Y1, ||-|lv),
the spectra of IL; on Y; are purely discrete and e (1) = {0}. By the same
arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, L, is relative compact to IL; and as

a result 0., (]Ll) = 0ess (1) = {0} . Since the matrix operator T is upper

triangular, it follows that
Jess(T) = Oess (IL’l) U Oess (IE42> = Oess (IE"Q) .

We study the essential spectra of Ly in the next two lemmas. By the
Rayleigh instability condition (4.1) and the fact that Y(0) = 4wy (0)* > 0,
we know that range (Y (r)) = [—a, b] for some a > 0, b > 0.
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Lemma 4.6 o.,,(LLy) D range(Y(r)) = [—a,b].

Proof. For any A € (—a,b), let ry € (0, Ry) be such that A = Y(rg).
Choose (r¢, 29) € €2 and gy small enough, such that (r, z) € Q when |r — ro| <
o and |z — 29| < €. Choose a sequence {e,} -, C (0,&0) with lim, . €, =
0. Let ¢(r), ¥(z) € C§°(—1,1) be two smooth cutoff functions such that
©(0) = ¥(0) = 1. Define dv°" = (Jve", dv) with

En r—To AV
vin = — ' :
z Asnpor(p En Jul g2 )
and 1
T —To 12— R0
ovem
" AanPOT En )w< 5% )7
where
=[] )| | Loy )| ) @
_ Sn - T
o= L\ o = pvad . =

(2l (DY) + eV ()
—2%5//1 dtds = O (&) .

pOT|(r 2)=(et+ro,e2 5+20)

Then ||dv°"|ly = 1 and Jv*" € Y3 owing to
1
dp°" = By AT = =0, (rpodvi™) + 0. (pedvs™) = 0.
r

We will show that {dv°"} is a Weyl’s sequence for the operator L, and there-
fore \ € aess(lﬁg).

First, we check that dv®" converge to 0 weakly in Y5. For any & € Y,
since v is supported in Q. = {|r — ro| < &,, |2 — 20| < €2}, we have

roten  pzotel 3
6v=n, )] < |15, [ 2 / polelErdrdz | — 0.

0—En z0—€2

when ¢,, — 0. 3
Next, we prove that (ILy — A\)dv®" converge to 0 strongly in Y;. We write

(s — N — P, (Wé&in) v — P ((T(T_);(z%%)fvi") ,
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Noticing that ||Ps|| < 1, and

O ()
Az

[6ven ]y =

=0 (g2),

n

we have
I(Ly — A)ov |3

< nax (T(r) - Y (ro))? [|6vEn I3 + Y (ro)? [| 60 |13

< max (T(r) = Y(r9)* + O (1) = 0,

(r,2)€Qey,

when €, — 0. This shows that ov*™ is a Weyl’s sequence for L, and A €
Ocss(Lz). Thus (—a,b) C 0es(lL) which implies [—a,b] C 0ess(ILa) since
Oess(ILg) is closed.

Lemma 4.7 o(LLy) = 0. (L2) = range (Y(r)) = [—a, b].
Proof. Fix A ¢ [—a,b]. For any u = (u,,u,) € Ys, we have
(L2 = Nu, u] = [(Lz = Nu, u]
= [(T(r) = MNur, wy] = [Auz, us]

_ /R oY) = Nutda + / (—A\)pouilda.

R3
Since a > 0,b > 0, we have

Ly = Nu,ul| = e [Jully

where ¢; = min {|A — b|,|a + A|} > 0. Thus H (]I:z — )\) u|| > ¢ ||ully, which

implies that (Ly—\)~! is bounded and A € p(ILy). Therefore, o(Ly) C [—a, b].
This prove the lemma by combining with Lemma 4.6.

‘The following proposition gives a complete characterization of the spectra
of L.

Proposition 4.1 Under the Rayleigh instability condition (}.1), it holds:

i) Oess(L) = range(Y(r)) = [—a, b].

i) o(L) N (=00, —a) consists of at most finitely many negative eigenvalues of
finite multiplicity.

ii) o(IL) N (b, +00) consists of a sequence of positive eigenvalues tending to
infinity.
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Proof. The conclusion in i) follows from Lemmas 4.5 and 4.7. This im-
plies that any A € o(L) in (—o0, —a) or (b, +00) must be a discrete eigenvalue
of finite multiplicity.

Proof of ii): Suppose otherwise. Then there exists an infinite dimensional

eigenspace for negative eigenvalues in (—oo, —a). We notice that
L+al =L +Ly+al > Ly,

since Lo+al is nonnegative. It follows that n~ (IL;) = oo since n™ (]]:, +al ) =

oo. This is in contradiction to that n~ (L;) < n~ (L) < occ.
_Proof of iii): Suppose otherwise. Then there exists an upper bound of
o(LL), denoted by Ajar > b. Thus L < A4,/ which implies that

Ll S _L2 + )\ma,wl S (a + Amaa:) I

Consequently the eigenvalues of IL; cannot exceed a + \,,4,. This is in con-
tradiction to the fact that IL; has a sequence of positive eigenvalues tending
to infinity. |

Now we can prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Denote 7y € L (X) (A € R) to be the spectral
family of the self-adjoint operator L. Let {m:};2, be the eigenvalues of L in
(b, 00). If o(IL) N (=00, —a) # &, we denote the eigenvalues in (—oo, —a) by
vy < -+ <vg where K =dim (R (7_,)). For 1 <i<oo, 1<j<K,let P"

= Tyt — Tp— and P =, —m,, be the projections to ker (]I: — ,ui[> and

ker <]I: — vl ) respectively, and Py = mp. — mo_ be the projection to ker L.
By Proposition 4.1, we have

00 K b
L= /)\dm => WP+ vP; +/ Adry.
i=1 —a

j=1

For any initial data (us (0),us (0)) € Z x Y, the solution to the second order
equation (4.2) can be written as
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(e 9]

w (0) = Y [eosty )P 0

1

1
M

n(Ft) P (0) (43)

%

_|_

_ 1 _
[cosh (w/—yjt) P uy (0) + NeT sinh ( —Vjt) P uy (0)]

-

<
Il
—

b

+ cos(\/_t dmyus(0 / — sin( \/_t Ydmyug(0)

0

sinh (v/—\t)dmy g (0)

+

—

: cosh(v/—At)dmyus (0 )—I—/_ \/1__>\

+ P()UQ(O) + tPOUQt(O).

If o(IL) N (—o0, —a) = @, the solution uy (t) is obtained by removing the
second term above. )
Denote the minimum of A € o(L) by 7o, that is,

no = Hﬁinl[lw Y]

{—a if o(L) N (=00, —a) = @,

v, if o(L) N (=00, —a) = {1 < - < vk}

By the formula (4.3), it is easy to see that ||uz(t)|ly < eV ™™ for ¢ > 0. To
estimate ||uy(t)||z, we note that by Lemma 4.2

g ~ |Luz, ] + 2mllus 3 (4.4)
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By using (4.3), we have

[LUQ ] i |:,Uj ||Pi+U2 (O>H§/ + P [lua (O)||§,}
e 3 (17w O + 177 e O]

+/0 d(T[‘)\UQ(O),UQ(O))—i—/(; d (mxuze(0), uze(0))

—a —a

e ( (T (0) 2 (0)) + s 0) [ + [z (0) )

S
S e (Jfuz (0) 17 + lluze (0) 3 -

1ot [ / : d (maus(0), u2(0)) + / : d (muzt(O),uzt(OD]

This implies

luz (t) 1|2 < €V (luz (0) |2 + Iluze (0) [ly),

by using (4.4) and the estimate for ||us(t)||y. Since

st (8) = 3 [= /i sin(Viit) P, s (0) + cos(y it P, (0)]

K

+ Z V/—vjsinh (\/=v;t) P;ug (0) 4 cosh (\/—v;t) Pj ug (0)]
+/ —VAsin(Vt)dmyus(0) + /b cos(VAL)drmyug (0)
+ /0 vV =Asinh(v/—=\t)dmyuz(0) + /0 cosh(v/=Xt)dmug (0) + Pyt (0),

—a

by similar estimates as above for ||us (t) ||z, we obtain

luze (D)ly < €™ (luz (0) |z + Iluuze (0) [ly) -

This finishes the proof of the upper bound estimate (1.17). It is straight-
forward to show that the energy E(usg,ug) defined in (1.18) is conserved for
solutions of (4.2).
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Next, we prove the lower bound estimate (1.19) in two cases.
Case 1: o(LL) N (—o00,—a) # @. We choose uy(0) = 1 and uy(0) =
V—111 where ¢y € Z is the eigenfunction of I corresponding to the smallest

eigenvalue v; in (—o0, —a). Then

(ua(), waa() = (70, v/=reY T )

which clearly implies |juy(t)]|y = €¥™! [lug (0)]| -

Case 2: o(IL) N (=00, —a) = @. Since o.e(L) = [—a,b], for any € > 0
small there exists a nonzero function ¢ € R(n_,1c — 7_4) C Z. Choose
the initial data us(0) = ¢ and wug(0) = 0. Then the solution wus (t) for the
equation (4.2) is given by

us(t) = /_GJFE cosh(vV/=\t)dmyo.

a

Thus

—a-+e

—a-+e
lus(t) 2 = / cosh® (VR (ma, ) 2 e/ 0F% / 1. 9)

a —a

2 eV gl 4

This finishes the proof of the theorem. |

Remark 4.1 By Theorem 1.2, the maximal growth rate of unstable rotat-
ing stars can be due to either discrete or continuous spectrum. Consider
a family of slowly rotating stars (pe,v: = erwy (1) €g) near a non-rotating
star <p0 (|x]), 00 = 6) with wy (1) satisfying the Rayleigh instability condi-
tion (4.1). If the non-rotating star is linearly stable, then for sufficiently
small €, the linear instability of (pe,vz) is due to the continuous spectrum.
On the other hand, if the the non-rotating star is linearly unstable, then for
sufficiently small €, (p-,vz) remains unstable and the mazimal growth rate is
due to the discrete eigenvalue perturbed from the unstable eigenvalue of the
non-rotating star.

Remark 4.2 In [24], Lebovitz indicated that for slowly rotating stars with
any angular velocity profile wy(r), discrete unstable modes cannot be perturbed
from neutral modes of non-rotating stars. More precisely, Lebovitz showed the

48



stabilizing influence of rotation on the fundamental mode (corresponding to
the first eigenvalue of the operator L in (4.2)) even when wo(r) does not
satisfy the Rayleigh stability condition. However, this does not imply the
stability of the rotating stars since the unstable continuous spectrum was not

considered in [2/].
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