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Abstract

We study adiabatic oscillations of rotating self-gravitating gaseous
stars in mathematically rigorous manner. The internal motion of the
star is supposed to be governed by the Euler-Poisson equations with rota-
tion of constant angular velocity under the equation of state of the ideal
gas. The motion is supposed to be adiabatic, but not to be barotropic
in general. This causes a free boundary problem to gas-vacuum inter-
face. Existence of solutions to the linearized equation in the Lagrangean
coordinates of the perturbations around a fixed stationary solution, the
eigenvalue problem with concept of quadratic pencil of operators, and the
stability problem with a new concept of stability introduced in this article
are discussed.
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1 Introduction

We cosider the motion of a rotating gaseous star governed by the Euler-Poisson
equation:

Dy

far + pdivyov = 0, (1.1a)
D 1
p[% + 29 x v} + grad, P + pgrad, [CIJ - §||Q x x||?| =0, (1.1b)
DS
20 1.1
Por =7 (L1c)
AD = 47Gp (1.1d)
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on (t,x) = (t,z', 22, 23) € [0, +0o[xR3. We are denoting

D 0 <\, 0 °L 0 \2

The unknown variables p, P, S,v = (Ul,v?,v?’)—r

specific entropy, and the velocity field, while
0

oz3’

are density, the pressure, the

Q=0 (1.3)

Q being a constant, the angular velocity of the rotation around the z3-axis.
Hereafer we denote

0 -1 0
B=2Q|1 0 0 (1.4)
0 0 0
so that
o2
Bv=2Qxv=20| o' |. (1.5)
0

On the other hand ® is the gravitational potential and G is a positive con-
stant, while we suppose that the support of p(¢,-) is compact for V¢ and replace
the Poisson equation (LId]) by the Newton potential

O(t, x) = —4nGKl[p(t, )|(), (1.6)
where

Klfi(z) :== i/%dm’. (1.7)

The pressure P is supposed to be a prescribed function of p, S. But for the
sake of simplicity, we assume the equation of state of the ideal fluid, that is, we
assume

Assumption 1 P is the function of (p,S) € [0,4+00[xR given by

P =p"exp (%), (1.8)

where v and Cy are positive constants such that
l<y<2 (1.9)

We consider the initial data p°, S9 v° for which the motion enjoys

p(0,x) = p°(x), S(0,z)=S5%x), v(0,z)=1"x). (1.10)
We denote
Oz
PO(x) = p%()" exp (Sc(v )),@O(m) = —4nGK[p°)(z). (1.11)



We suppose that there is fixed an axially symmetric stationary solution
(p, S, v) = (pp(x), Sp(x), vy (x)), which satisty ([Ia)), (LID), (CId), (6], such
that M, = {x € R3|py(x) > 0} is a bounded domain. The existence of station-
ary solutions is discussed in Section 2.

We consider small perturbations at this fixed stationary solution. The lin-
earized equation which governs the perturbations turns out to be

9%¢ %3
W—FBEJ’_L&:O on [O,—I—OO[XERb, (1.12)
where ) 5
L& = —graddP — —ggrade + gradd®. (1.13)
Pb Py
Here we substitute
op = —div(pp€), (1.14a)
00 = —4wGK[dp], (1.14b)
P,
0P = %5p+7Pb(£|ab), (1.14c)
b
a L oradSy = Lgradp, — —= gradP (1.14d)
‘= ———gra = —gradp, — —gradpP,, .
b chvg b Pbg Pb ”beg b

or, equivalently,

op = —div(pp€), (1.15a)

0P = —4wGK[dp], (1.15b)

05 = —(&|gradsSy), (1.15¢)

0P = LB)ép + &55’. (1.15d)
Pb Cv

The unknown variable & means

E(t,x) = p(t,x) — pp(t, ) + £° (1.16)

where £° is a given vector field on Ry, and (¢, x) is the solution of

5}
acp(t,w) =v(t,p(t,x)), ¢0,x) ==, (1.17)
while ¢ (¢, ) is the solution of
5}
D ot.x) = milgn(t.a)), @ul0.2) =z (118)

Here we suppose
{x | p(x) >0} =Ny (1.19)



and £° enjoys

P (@) = po() = ~div(py(@)€"() ), (1.20a)
S%(x) — Sy(x) = —({O(:B)‘gradsb(w)). (1.20b)
The equation ([TI2) is considered with the initial condition

tlo—e, &

5t =v’ on Ny (1.21)

t=0

Derivation of this linearized equation for perturbations is given in Section 3.

In Section 4 we give the basic existence result to the initial value problem
(C12), (21, be realizing the integrodifferential operator L as a selfadjoint op-
erator L in the Hilbert space $ = L?(ppdx,Rp). This is done by applying the
Hille-Yosida theory. The applied theorem is formulated and proved in Appendix
for the sake of selfcontainedness.

In Section 5 we discuss about the eigenvalue problem to the equation (L12]).
The ‘eigenvalue’ of (IL12) is the square of the usual eigenvalue of —L only when
Q =0,B = O, But, when Q # 0, we need the concept ‘quadratic pencil’ (after
Bognar [3] ) and its ‘spectrum’. The result of the structure of the ‘spectrum’ of
the quadratic pencil by J. Dyson and B. F. Schultz [6] is justified.

In Section 6 we discuss about the stability of solutions of (LI2)(T21). We
propose a new concept of stability based on seminorms on the space of the
values £(t, -) of the solution at instant ¢, taking into account that the magnitude
of &(t,-) itself is not essential but the magnitude of the perturbation dp =
—div(pp€),v = /0t is essential in the discussion of stability. Examples of the
seminorms are presented with an open question.

2 Existence of stationary solutions

In this section we establish the existence of stationary solutions which enjoy
good properties used in the following consideration.

Let us put the following

Definition 1 A triple of t-independent azially symmetric functions (py, Sp, vp) €
C3(R3; [0, +00]) x CH(R3; R) x CL(R3; R3) which satisfies (LIal)([1D) (CId) with
O = &y, P = P, determined by (L6l (L) with p = pp, S = Sy is called an ad-

missible stationary solution, if there is a bounded C*°-domain Ry, such that



0) there is a smooth function wy such that

vp(x) = wb(w)% X & = wy(w) :%1 , (2.1)
where
w = /(21)? + (22)% (2.2)

1) pp(x), Sp(x) are functions of (r,¢), and Ry = {z|pp(x) > 0} is of the
form {x|r < Ry(C)}, where

(ES
r=z) = V@) + @)+ @2 (==, (2.3)

and Ry(C) is a smuuth function of ¢ € [—1,1] such that Ry(¢) > 0 V¢ € [-1,1];
2) pZﬁl, Sp, ®p = —47GK[pp] € C(Rp) NC>* (R, UIRy), « being a positive

1 1
number such that 0 < o < (— — 1) /\1( = min{— — 1,1}) ;
g v—1

-1
)% %<Om9‘iband

Opp r oP r
e — < —— 2.4
or — C° or — C’ (2:4)
4) The boundary ORy, on which p, = 0, is a physical vacuum boundary, that
18,
apy
on
where n stands for the unit normal vector at the boundary point directed inward
to Ry. which means

0<

<400 on ORy, (2.5)

O<i WDb<oo on O0Ryp.
on

Here vP/p = (0P/0p) s_ const 8 the square of the sound speed.

Definition 2 The admissible stationary solution (py, Sy) is said to be barotropic,

if
5) There is a function 11 € C?(R) such that
Py(x) =(pp(x)"™)  for Ve Ry (2.6)

If the admissible stationary soltion is barotropic, then there is a scalar field
oy, € CH(Ry, U ONR,) such that

1 .
ap (.: _”yC—VgradSb) =—an in R, (2.7)



where

n—= m' (2_8)
l[gradps ||

Remark 1 When the stationary solution is barotropic, this does not mean
that the perturbed motion to be considered should be barotropic. The perturbed
state p = pp + 0p, P = Py, + 6P is approximately p = p, — div(pp€), P =
Py —l—ll%(—div(pbf)) + g—‘l;(—(ﬂgradSb)), and gradp, gradP are not necessarily
parallel.

Remark 2 After [6] we can call ap the “vector Schwarzschild discriminens’,
and <, the “generalized Schwarzschild discriminant”. But, in spite of the def-
inition [0, (3.7)], we would like to define the square of the “generalized Brunt-
Viisdli frequency (local bouyancy frequency)” A2 by

N2 = dy(grad®y,|n)

1 dp, d
_ _%(_gmdpb‘n) _ _ oy leradBgradpy)

Po pollgradps||
Then A2 € O (R, UONRy), and Ny(x) € R if and only if y(x) < 0. It seems
curious that the perturbation & is involved in the definition [6, (3.7)]. Anyway,
if @ = wp = 0 and the background is spherically symmetric, then it turns out to

ﬁ and the definitions 27), (Z9) of <, N2 coincide with
those [16], (1.11), (1.12)]. In Appendix B we derive the definition (Z9) of the

Brunt-Vdisdld frequency A here by generalizing that found in meteorological
texts, e.g. [, Chapter II, Section 21], [8, Chapter 2, Section 2.7.3].

(2.9)

ben = —e, = —

We are going to construct an admissible stationary solution (pp (), Sp(x), vs(x)).

Suppose
2

vp(x) = wb(w)@ X & = wp(w) _xf , (2.10)
where w;, € C1([0, +00).
The equation (Ia)) is reduced to
(vs|gradpy) + ppdivey, = 0. (2.11)
But 9 9 9
(wlgradpy) = w(@)( ~ 2?55 +0' 575 ) = w(em) 52 =0,

if pp is axisymmetric. Moreover we have divy, = 0 for (ZI0). Thus (2I1) holds
for axisymmetric pp.
The equation (IId) is reduced to

(vp|gradSy) = 0. (2.12)



This holds provided ([2I0) and axisymmetricity of pp.
Thus the equations are reduced to

1 1
(vp|grad)vy + 29 x v, + —gradPy + grad [cpb 5l x mﬂ =0 (2.13)
Pb

with

S
O, = —4nGK[py], Py = pj exp (é)

We claim

Theorem 1 Let a smooth function wy on [0, 400, a smooth function ¥ on R
such that

Fy_lviE(v) >0 for v>0 (2.14)

’Y+ CV dv

6
and a positive number po be given. If — < ~v < 2, and %HQ + wpl2e is

sufficiently smal, then there exists an admissible barotropic stationary solution
(pb, Sb, 'Ub)) such that Sy = 2(/)371) pb(O) = po, and v, = wb(w)i X @.

Ox3

Proof . Consider the functions f7, fT defined by

y—1
FP(p) == p” exp [E(’C)iv)} (2.15)
14 P/
fT(p) :—/0 %,('Mdp' (2.16)

for p > 0. Thanks to the assumption (2.I4) we have

—1 dy P
-1 d¥ 70

D7) =| ]
f(p)=|v+ TR
for p > 0, and there exists a smooth function A on R such that A(0) =0 and
FP(p) =Ap"(1+A(p" 1)) (2.17)
for p > 0. Here A := exp(3(0)/Cy ) is a positive constant. Then we have

T = () = 25 L M) (215)

for p > 0, where A; is a smooth function on R such that A;(0) = 0, and the
inverse function f# of f¥

) = () T v+ A (2.19)



is given so that p = f7(Y) & ¥ = f¥(p) for T > 0(p > 0). Here T V 0 stands
for max(7,0) and As is a smooth functions on R such that A3(0) = 0.
As shown in [I0] with the inertial coordinate system, the problem is reduced

to :
Tb(cc) + fI)b(cc) — %(w) =To + (I)b(O) on 9 (2.20)
with
(I)b(.’ll) = —47TG’C[pb],
(@) = 12 (i) = (%) (@) V)T (14 (@), (2.21)
and

B(w) := /OW(Q + wy(@'))?w’dw’. (2.22)

Here ®g is a domain such that 7}, € C%%(Dg U D) and {1} > 0} C Dy.
Put

YA _ _
Yo := [T (po) = ﬁpé 1+ M5 ) (2.23)
by the given po, and put
1 Ay N\ 26D ey
_ T, 20D 2.24
? 47G (’Y - 1) © , ( )
b(w) =7, ' B(aw). (2.25)

We put
db
ol = sup o]+ sup [ =],
w

w<Too W< oo
where ¢ C {|lx|| < r}, and note

2

Joll < o (2 T T+ e (22 4 7).
T 4nG\y -1 © e\ 2

We suppose

Assumption 2 ¢ < v < 2, and b is sufficiently small, say, [|blly < 8°, °
being a positive number depending on 7y, A.



Then we put

o) = £2(700) = (L2) 7 (100 v 0) 1 (14 Aa(T00)

Sy(@) = S(pp(2) ). (2.26)

Here ©(&, (; ==, b) is the "distorted Lane-Emden function”, which is the solu-
tion of the mtegral equation

O(r,¢) =1+b(rv1—¢?) +H#g(r,¢) — A9(0,0)

with

1 1 +o00
o0 == [ [ K Oat O
)= | - dé |
0 ez on (VT T (Peosd + (C')
9(r,¢) = (8(r,0) vV 0) 77 (1 + Ao (ToO(r,())),

and enjoys the following propertles

1) The function & — O(||€]], |I£H - —L-.b) belongs to C**({||¢|| < Zo}) with
0<a< (L—l)/\l, o = 4{1(7 1) {1(7 1) being the zero of the Lane-Emden
function 9(5 ; =) of the index —=, that is, the solution of

1 d ,df 1
_§_2d_§ dé (9\/0)7 T, 9|£:0—1
2) ©(0, C,Ll b) = 1 and there is a curve ¢ € [—1,1] — E1((; ﬁ,b) such
that

1 1 1 1
<= —_ —Eg=2
51(7_1)— 1((77_17b)<2 0 é.1(,)/_1)
and, for 0 < € < 2,
0 <06 C— )& 0<E <= (G —.b) (2.27)
) 7’_)/_17 = —1 7’_)/_17 . .
00 & . .. 1
3) 8_§ < el with a positive number C' = C(_'y—v b).

For proof of the existence of the distorded Lane-Emden function ©, see [I0].



For the sake of simplicity we consider ©(&,{) < 0 for £ > Zy by modyfing
the values of © on & > Ey, so that [227) is valid for 0 < £ < 00, [¢| < 1. Let us
denote

Do={ze RB’}HmH <Rl Ro=aSy=dab(—p) (229
Then |
x| =z 1
T =710 —,—; —— 2.29
b(w) O ( a 7”:1}”77_175)7 ( )
which belongs to C%* (D U 0Dy), satisfies
Ty(x) + Pp(x) — B(w) =To + Pp(0O) on Do. (2.30)
We denote
Rp={pp >0} ={0 >0} ={r < Ri,({)}, (2.31a)
ORp, = {0 =0} = {r = R1,(¢)}, (2.31b)
where we put Ry;(¢) = aZ1 ().
Since
P, =Ti(p} ), (2.32)
where .
II(v) = (v V 0)7T exp (C(—:/)))’
the stationary solution is barotropic. Here IT € C? for i 1 > 1.

1
As for a = — C gradSy, since S, € C%%(R U IR), we have a, = O(r).

TV

Moreover, since S, = X(p) ") with ¥ € O, we see
1 dX
=— dSy, = ————grad
ab vCv sracon vCy dv sracy v=p] 7"
and
v—1

dy;
o v%ugradvnyvng,,

e
Since pz_l € C2%(R, UORy), we have o4, € CHY(R, UIRy,).

Summing up, we get an admissible barotropic stationary solution (pp, Sy, vp)-
O

10



Remark 3 Let us note that

(), =27 =22 (1+ 10T i

2
b
2—xy
= (%), (4 + g

dx
Therefore, if i 0 Yw, that is, 3 is constant, then <, =0 and it holds
v

().~ G, =

We shall say that the background is ‘isentropic’ in this case. Then

A
P=Ay, T=""0
v—1

p’7l S =CylogA.

3 Derivatin of the linearized equation for per-
turbations

Let us fix an admissible stationary solution (pp, Sp, vp) with vy () = wp(w) pyche
x

. In order to investigate solutions (p, S,v) near the fixed stationary solution,

for which the domain 9i(t) = {m’p(t, x) > 0} should move with the free bound-

ary %(t) = 0R(t), we introduce the Lagrangian co-ordinate to describe the
equations.
Let us look at a solution (p,S,v) which belongs to C([0,T[xR3) with

R(t) = {m‘p(t,m) > 0}, provided that it exists. Suppose that (9R(t), 90R(t))
is differmorphic onto (Ry, OR;) . Let us suppose
R(0) = {z|p(0,z) > 0} = Ry. (3.1)

However we do not suppose that p(0,-) = py.
We can consider the flow mapping ¢ € C1([0, T[xR?) defined by

O ot ®) = vlt, ol 7)), 9(0.2) =2 (3:2)

Note that ¢y (t, &) defined by ([LI8), say,

Seultm) = w6, ), ou(0,2) =2, 5:3)

can be written explicitely as

cos(wpt) —sin(wpt) 0
wu(t, ) = [sin(wpt) cos(wpt) Of &, (3.4)
0 0 1

11



where wy, = wy(@), @ = /()2 + (22)2.
Through the mapping x = ¢(t, ) the equations on (¢, x) can be written as
equations on (t,&). This is the Lagrangian description.

Hereafter we denote

(Da)(.2) = Dp(1,2) = (5= ((t.2))") (35)

Then it hold that Dgx(0,&) = I and

t
Dzx(t,z) = Dp(t, ) = exp [/ (Dzv)(t’,go(t’,:é))dt’} (3.6)
0
. vk
Here D,v stands for the matrix field (—) .
0xI / k,j
Let us denote
(@) = p(0.2). P'(x) = P(0,2), S°x)=S(0,2) (3.7)
and
ph(t, @) = p(t,p(t,®)), PE(t,x) = P(t,o(t,x)),
St(t.@) = S(t,(t, @), v'(t&)=v(t e(t,2)) (3.8)
for (t, @) € [0, +00[xNRy.
The equations (LIa), (LID), (LId) read
opt . _
s + (divgv)(t, (t,2)) =0, (3.9a)
9. 1 L L L 1 1
Fi(0" = o)+ Bh —of) + ((arad,P) — - (grad, )+
L
+ (grad, (¢ — @b))) =0, (3.9b)
08T

Here, for function Q(¢,x), we denote Q% (t,z) = Q(t, ¢(t, Z)) in general.
Integrationg ([B.9d), we have
SE(t, &) = S%(x). (3.10)

Integrating (B.9al), we have

p(t, &) = p°(z) exp [— /Ot(divmv)(s, (s, i))ds} (3.11)

12



for (t, @) € [0, +00[xNRy.

Let us denote

dp(t, &) = p"(t, ) — py (1. &) = p(t. p(t, ) — po(p(t, &), (3.12a)

§P(t,&) = PE(t,&) — PE(t,&) = P(t,¢(t,&)) — Py(p(t, T)), (3.12b)
8S(t,®) = St (t,®) — Sy (t, @) = S(t, p(t,2)) — Sp(ep(t, ) =

= S%x) — Sy(e(t, z), (3.12¢)

50(t, @) = OL(t, &) — BF(t,T) = B(t, p(t, @) — Pp(p(t, X)), (3.12d)

dv(t, &) = vl (t, &) — vl (t, @), (3.12¢)

and

dp(t, ) = p(t, ) — po(t, @), (3.13a)

dP(t,x) = P(t,x) — Py(t, x), (3.13b)

0S(t,x) = S(t,x) — Sp(t, x), (3.13¢)

5D(t, ) = B(t, x) — Dy(t, ), (3.13d)

ov(t,x) = v(t,x) — vp(t, ) (3.13e)

Then the equations (3.9D) and [ZI3) read
25'0 + 29 x dv+
ot
1 1 L L
+ (—grade - p—gradeb + grad, (¢ — (I)b)> = —((§v|gradm)vb> . (3.14)
b

Pb

e Now let us derive the linearized approximation of B.I1]), (B.14)). Consid-
ering small ¢, a quantity @ will denoted by () if @ and its derivatives are of
order O(g) uniformly on ¢ € [0,T] for V fixed T.

We assume that p — pp, S — Sp, vp, v — v}, are of O(e).

First of all we note that ([B.6]) shows

Daa(t, @) = I +/0 (Do) (s, (s, &))ds + O(2) (3.15)
=1+0(e), (3.16)

since we are assuming v = v, + (v — vp) = 0(g). Of course

pt,Z)=2a +/0 v(s, (s, T))ds

=x+ 0(e). (3.17)

13



Therefore, if Q = Q(t,x) = O(¢), then
diveQ(t, z) = diveQ" (t, &) + O(?), (3.18)
and, if Q = Q(t, ) = O(e), then
grad, Q(t,x) = grad, Q" (¢, @) + O(?), (3.19)

while © = (¢, Z). In other words
L
(disz) = divzQL + 6(?), (3.20)

(grasz)L = grad Q" + 0(?). (3.21)

Remark 4 If we assume only v — v, = O(g), but do not assume v, = 0(g),
then BIQ) can be not tha case, but we have

Da’c‘p(tu j) = Dj(Pb(t, j) + ﬁ(5)7
cos(wpt) —sin(wpt) 0 -2zt —2lz? 0
Dzpp(t,®) = |sin(wpt) cos(wpt) Of +wPt | 2'zt  2'7%2 0],
0 0 1 0 0 0
where x = @(t, &), wp = wp(@) = wp(w),w = /(21)? + (22)2), @ = /(Z1)? + (z2)?),
1d
wP = —%. Thus, when wy, # 0, we have Dgx # I + O(e), and the formulae
w_dw
B20), 21 do not work.
Let us look at (B11]), which can be written as
¢
p(t,o(t,®)) = p°(x) exp {—/ (divmév)(s,go(s,:f:))ds] (3.22)
0

Let us verify it. Look at
exp [— /Ot(divmv)(s, cp(s,a’:))ds} =
= exp [— /Ot(divmvb)(s, (s, i))ds] - exp [— /Ot(divmé'v)(s, p(s,x))ds|.

Since

we see divgv, = 0. Therefore

exp [— /Ot(divmvb)(s, p(s, a’c))ds} =1

14



and (B22) follows.

Recalling
O ot ®) = it o1, 2), 1(0.2) =@
we have .
p(t:2) — pult. @) = [ 00)(s.s,2)ds + O(E2) (3.23)
since i

Thus 322) reads
plt, ot @) = (@) exp | — diva(p(t, @) — @1 (t,7))| + O,
or we can claim

p(t, p(t, @) = p°(®) — p°(@)diva(p(t, &) — pu(t, &) + O(c?). (3.24)

Further we have, in modulo ¢/(¢2) ,

5p(t.®) = plt, p(t,@)) — polep(t, )
= (@) - (90( 2)) — p*(@)diva(p(t, &) — pu(t, 2))
= /() @)~ (gradpy(pu(t, @) — pu(t, 2))|e(t, 2))
— diva” (@) (e (1, 7) — wo(t,@)) + (gradp(@)| 0 (1. 2) — @u(t,3))
= (@) — poleou(t, 2)) — diva (@) (1, ) — 11, 7).

Since it holds that

8

po(pu(t, T)) = pu(), (3.25)

we can claim
50(t,) = (@) — pu(@) — diva (@) (0(1,2) — P11, ) + (). (3.26)

Here we assume that
pp—p° = O¢). (3.27)

15



Now let us introduce € by
€(t7 j) = So(tv ;i) - Sob(ta :i) + go(j)v (328)

where £° = @(e). Then we can claim

Sp(t, @) = —divg(pp(2)E(L, ) + O(?), (3.29)
provided that
p°(®) = po(@) = —divg (py(2)€°(2)). (3.30)
We note that 5
8—§(t, x) = dv(t,z) + 0(c?), (3.31)

where we recall dv(t, &) = (0v)(t, p(t,&)) and v(t, p(t, ) — vp(pp(t, &) =
Sv(t,x) + O(?).

Let us look at 65. We can claim

5S(t, &) = _(g(t, %)

gradiSb(a’:)) +0(e?), (3.32)
provided that

§(@) - Sh(@) = —(£°(2)|grad, S (). (3.33)

In fact, we see

) — Splp(t, )
)= [Sulen(t. @) + (w(t,2) = @ult, @) [gradsSileu(t,2))) + O(e)]
= 5°(z) — Si(@) — (& - €|gradySy(@)) + O(=?)

— (¢

>,
wn
~
\H/\
([
»nn W
< =
8 8

gradz Sy(z)) + 0(e?),

provided ([B33]). Here we have used the indentity
Sp(pp(t, ®)) = Sp(E). (3.34)

Moreover we can replace ([B.33) by
P2(2)S(2) — po(®)Sh(E) = —diva (pb(:e)sb(:e)go(:z)) (3.35)

in modulo '(£?), since

p°S% — pypSy, + div(pySp€®) = p° (SO — Sy + (€O|gradSb))—|—

+ deiV((pO - pb)éo) +(0° = ) (S° = Sp),
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provided [B30). Note that (330) and B35) imply

O(z)dx = x)dx .
[ s = [ piaaa (3.36)
/ po(:c)SO(:c)d:vz/ po(x)Sp(x)dx, (3.37)
9%1, %b

which mean that the total mass and the total entropy are the same for the
perturbed configulation and the unperturbed background.

Let us look at §P. Since we are supposing P = pY exp(S/Cy ), we have

P
SP(t, &) = (7—)]
p /ps)=(ot 58y (1.2)

inL(t, z)5S(t, @) + O(c?).
Cv

dp(t, @)+
+

Therefore, supposing [333]), we have

5Pt &) = (%)b(iﬁsp(t, z) L E(Vw) (e(t.2)|aradgsu(@)) + o), (3.39)
where
(2)0-28.
since

()] - ()] +
P (p,S):(pg‘,SbI‘)(t,ﬁ) P (p)S):(pb;Sb)(E)
PE(t,z) = Py(2) + O(e).

o(e),

Since we have defined

1 1 1
S dS, = —gradpy — — gradP, 3.39
ap ~c, gradSy = —gradp, — —p-grad i, (3.39)
we can write P
5P = (%)bap + P (€lay) + O(2). (3.40)

Let us note that we can write 340) as
5P = —~Pydivat — (s

by using (E20), G3I).

gradi_Pb) + 0(e?), (3.41)
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Let us look at

O(t, ) — Py(x) = —G/de/

Sp(t, &)

= —G — —
x», ||z -2

dz' + 0(<?) (3.42)
In fact, applying the Gronwall argument to the identity
ptz)—pt.z)=2—-2 + /Ot ['v(s, @(s,2)) —v(s, (s, ci"))} ds,
we can derive the estimate
T:gmﬁﬂﬂh@—¢@fmSHi—fHSTjémﬁﬂMh@—wﬁiW
for t € [0,T],&, & € Ry, provided that Cy|e|T < 1, where
¢ = L sup {Hpmv(t,m)n}o <t<Tze @0}

le]

so that

|/ ot 9(6,2)) — vl ol )] ] < e / p(s,2) — (o, ) s,

and we have

dx' = ‘detD@w(t, z')

de' = (1+ 0(e))dx’.

Hence

p(t, wl) - pb(wl) da’ — op(t, jl)

|z — '] |z — ||

For @ = p(1,Z), 2’ = (t,&’), therefore (B.42) holds.
Combining (3:29) and (B42)), we see

dz' + 0(<?)

divg t, '
B(t, ) — By(x) = G / wdf +O(e2). (3.43)
w, |l&—2
We note
1grad P L grad,, P, L grad,,(P — Py) PP grad,, P,
- - — b= — - b)) - b
P T P T b T pg T
1 op L 2
= —gradg (0P) — —yeradg Py + O(e°)  (3.44)
Py (py)

with & = (¢, T).

18



Summing up, we get the linearized approximation of [B.I4):

%+B5v+55:0, (3.45)
with
1 gradg By

LE = —grad,(0P) — T—dp + grad (4nGK[—dp] ), 3.46

€ = arad, (OP) = 58200 + grad,, (4nGK L)) (3.46)

op = —diva(ppf), (3.47)

P
oP = %5/’—71317(5‘%), (3.482)
or
JP = —7Pydivaé — ({‘gradin), (3.48b)

where we read p, = pp(Z), P, = Py(x).

Since dv = 9¢/0t + 0(?) ( B3T) ), B.4H) reads

83 € _
a5 + B, +LE=0. (3.49)

This equation ([349) is the linearized equation for perturbations described
by the Lagrangian coordinate to be analyzed.

Let us recall the assumptions supposed above which can be summarized as:
(DL) :

{z|p" () > 0} = R (= {z|py(x) > 0}),

P(@) — () = ~div(py(@)¢(@)).

$°(x) - Sy(x) = —(£°(2)|gradSy (=) ).

Remark 5 Strictly speaking, we should introduce (§p; £), (8S;€), (6P; &), (6®; &)
by defining

(0p; 6)(t, @) = —diva(pp(®)E(t, T)), (3.50a)
(55:€)(1,2) = ({1, 2)[arad; (%), (3.500)
6PIE)(t.@) = 2V E) G €) — v @) €0, @) (3.500)

= AP @)AveE(1,7) — (€ Blarads P@), (3500
(50:8)(1, ) = 47GK[~(50: €)1 ). (3.50¢)



Then [B4Q) should read

L6 = Lgrad, (5P €) — B2l (5 6) 4 grad, (50:6).  (3.51)
b (pv)
while
5p = (6p;€) + O(e%),
55 = (55:€) + O(=2),
5P = (0P;€) + 6(),
60 = (09;€) + O(c?).

Remark 6 The derivation of the linearized approximation of the equations in
Lagrangian co-ordinate system can be found [L{], Sect. 56], [1, pp. 139-140.],
[2, p.11, (A)], [15], [13, p.500, (1)] and so on. But there was considered only
the case of p° = pp, S® = S,. In this case we can take £° = 0. However this is
not suitable to consider the eigenvalue problem. See Section 5. Moreover [15],
(29), (30)], written by the simbols in this article, read

B = 29 + (v |grad)€,
LE = (vp|grad)(vplgrad)€ + 202 x ((vp|grad)€) + 2 x (2 x &) + ete.

But the underlined terms are of 0(g?) when v, = O(g), so they should be ne-
grected. Also [6] copies [13] without examination. In other words, we should
take B and L in the same form both for the case of wy, = 0 and for the case of
wp £ 0, but = O(e).

4 Basic existence theorem for the linearized equa-
tion of perturbations
We discuss on the existence of solutions to the linearized equation for perturba-

tions, (3:49). We formulate the initial boundary value problem to be considered
as:

¢ %3
W —+ BE —+ ES = f(t, CB) on [O, +OO[><£R, (413.)
43
_ 40 _ .0
Eli—o = &°, Bl =Y OB R, (4.1b)
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where

B =(B(x)j)i;, BjeCT(R?), (4.2)
1

Lu = ;grad&P - i—ggradP + gradd®, (4.3)

op = —div(pu), (4.4)
P P P

5P = 1=5p + 4 P(ula) = T—5p + —685, (4.5)
p p Cv

0P = 4rGK[—dp] = 4w GK[div(pu)], (4.6)

1 /
Klg] = de’, (4.7)

Ayl — |
and €9 vV, f are given data. We are denoting Ry, py(x), Py(x), Sp(x), ap, <% by
R, p(x), P(x), S(x), a, o for the sake of simplicity of symbols.

Let us consider the integro-differential operator £ in the Hilbert space $) =
L?(pdz,R; C3) endowed with the inner product

(i) = /m (ur () s (@) p ) (48)

Of course

(u1(x)|uz(x)) := Zu’f(w)ug(:c)* for w,(z)= |u;(z)|, p=12
k

Here and hereafter Z* denotes the complex conjugate X —iYof Z = X +iY,
while i stands for the imaginary unit, /—1.

First we observe L restricted on C§°(R, C?). Let us decompose L as
Lu = Lou + 47GLy, (49)

P P
Lou = grad( - Z)—Qdiv(pu) + 77(u|a))—i—

+ % ( — adiv(pu) + (u|a)gradp), (4.10)
Liu = gradK(div(pu)). (4.11)

Using this expression for u € C§°(R), u = 1, 2, we have the following formula
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by integration by parts:
(Loup|uz) = / v(puy)div(puz)*+
[ (= (wnladiv(pua)” — divipun) ) +
/ (u1a)(gradp|us)
/ v(pu)div(pusg)*+
+omve] | %(ulln)div(puz)*

Pof %
- / 2 feraddP () )

where we recall

gradp
a=-—-9n, n= , 4.12
Terady] 12
and
(Liuq|ug) = /IC [div(puy)]div(pus)™. (4.13)
Hence

(Luq|us) :/z)—fdiv(pul)div(puﬁ* +29{e{/%(u1|n)div(pu2)*

~ [ 2 ool ) )+

4G / Kldiv(pus)]div(pus)". (4.14)
Then it is clear that

(Luiluz) = (u1]|Lug) for VYuy,us € C§O(R), (4.15)

that is, £ restricted on C5°(fR) is a symmetric operator.

Moreover we have
P Pof
(Lou|u) :/7_2|ouv(pu)|2dm+2s>fie[/7
yPof
- [ =L i) lgradl.

Since & € CH*(R U OR)), we have

(ufn)div(pu)* | +

~P
K1 := su AN — < o0. 4.16
v { )y (4.16)
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Therefore
P
| [ v

IN

/| uln) |2pd:1:+e/—|dlv(p’u,)| dm}
[—HuHﬁ+6/?|div(pu)|2dm]

IN

K1
2 le
K1
2

On the other hand, we have

Pl
Ko 1= Sup {7 p|2 |ngadp|\} < o0. (4.17)
R

Then P
Y
[ = ) eradpl| < o,

1
Taking e = —, we have
2:%1

1
5/ p2 |div(pu)Pde — (267 + k2)llu]f < (Loulu) <
3
<3 / L2 div(pw) Pdac + (262 + i) [l (4.18)

2
and, taking e = —, we have
K1

2 P ) IQ2
(4 +/-;2)|\u||53 (Loulu) < 2/’2—2|d1v(pu)|2d:c+(Il—l-ng)HuH%. (4.19)

As for L1, on the other hand, we have

Proposition 1 It holds that

—pollullf < (Liulu)g < 0. (4.20)
Proof. Look at
U:=—-K[g], C :=pu—gradV. (4.21)
Since AV = g, we have
divC = 0.

Keeping in mind that ¥ = O(1), grad¥, C = O(-5) as r — +00, we derive from
this that

/ (grad¥|C)dx =0 (4.22)
RS
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Then we see
/ Klglg"dz = / (grad¥|pu)
R R

=/ (grad¥|C + grad¥)dx

RS

— /R% ||grad\I/||2dw (by ([@22)))

= /m || pu||*dac — /R% |C||?dx (again by @22))

< [ loulPde
R
2 o 2
< po / lull?pdz = polull’,.
R
and

/ Klglg*dx :/ |grad¥|*dz > 0.
=" R3

O
This proof is due to Juhi Jang. See [I1l Proposition 2].

Summing up, we have

1

yP. .
. / L div(ow) e = (26F + K+ 47Gpo) [ulfy < (Culu) <

3 P .
<3 / L div(ow)Pda + (263 + o) u (4.23)
and, on the other hand, thanks to (£I9), we have

’f% 2 P 2 "f% 2
(5L 4y amGpo) ully < (Lulu) < 2/F|dlv(pu)| da+ (54 5 ) a3
(4.24)

Therefore the operator £ restricted on C3°(R) is a symmetric, bounded from
below operator in $). Applying the Friedrichs theory, see e.g., [I2l Chapter VI,
Section 2.3], we can claim:

Theorem 2 L | C§°(R) admits the Friedrichs extension L, which is a self-
adjoint operator in $), whose domain is

D(L) = {u € & \ Lu € H. (4.25)

P
Here & is the Hilbert space of all u € $) such that / 7—2|div(pu)|2dm < 00
Rn P

endowed with the inner product

(U1|U2)Q§, = (’U,1|U2)5§ + /{R ’L—I;(dlv(pul)(dlv(pug)*dm, (426)
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and & is the closure of C§°(R) in &.

In fact, we define the quadratic form Qg by

o/
Qolu] = Qulu.w) = [ L ldiv(pu)Pde + 29| [ 127 (wlmjdiv(pu)*da] +

Pof
—/L( |n)|2||gradp|\dw—47TG/K[div(pu)]div(pu)*dw.
p
(4.27)
Then it holds that
(Luiluz)s = Qo(ur, u2) (4.28)
for Yui,us € C3°(R). We define
Qa(ul, ’LLQ) = Qo(ul, UQ) + CL(’LL1|'U/2)5§ (429)
with
a = 2k} + ko + 47Gpo. (4.30)
Since
1 [~P, .. 3 [P, ..
3 / ?|d1v(pu)|2dw < Qqfu] < 3 / ?|d1v(pu)|2dw + (267 + K2 + a)||ul|3,
(4.31)
we have
0<Qquu] for uesd. (4.32)
Since
1 [~P, . 3 [P, ..
5 [ L div(pu)da < Quul < 3 / L div(ow) e + (26F + -+ )l
(4.33)
for u € &, we have
1
clulle < [lul] < Cllule, (4.34)
where .
[l = [l + Qalu]| (4.35)
Thus the norm || - || can be replaced by [| - |] equivalently. We have
(L + a)urfuz)s = Qa(ur, ug) (4.36)

for Vuy € D(L),Vus € B.

In this situation we can apply the Hille-Yosida theory, as described in Ap-
pendix. The conclusion is:
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Theorem 3 Suppose £° € D(L), v° € &y and f € C([0,+00[; ). Then the
initial-boundary value problem [@Ia) (@ID) admits a unique solution

€ € C*([0,+00[, $) N C([0, +00], &) N C([0, +00], D(L))
and the energy
B(t,u) = [Ju]? + (,%H
= ljul? + Qafu] + (%H (1+a) w2 + Qolu +H6t Hﬁ (4.37)

enjoys the estimate

VEGE < 0. + / =9 £(5)] nds (4.38)

for _
k=14 a+max|Bj| L=
i

Let us claim the following
Theorem 4 0 is an eigenvalue of L and dimKer[L] = oc.

Proof. 1) Suppose & # 0, that is, gradSy(x) # 0 for Jx € R. Then

() =

pbgw) gradSy(x) x grada(x), (4.39)

where o € C§°(R; R) is arbitrary, enjoys

(69;€%) = —div(pe®) =

(65;€°) = (£0|gradsb) _o

(6P;€%) = ~ 2 5pe0) + Lo 55,60 =
Pb Cyv

(6B;£%) = —4nGK[(5p; £%)] =

therefore LE® = 0. (Recall the notations of Remark Bl) If grada(zi) # 0
and gradSy(z1) # 0 at Jz; € R, then £€° # 0 and £° is an eigenvector of the
eigenvalue 0.

2) Suppose &7 = 0, that is, gradSy(a) = 0 for V& € R, or, the background is
isentropic. Then, for any vector field a € C§°(R;R?), the vector field £€° defined
by .

0
&(x) = @) rota(x) (4.40)

enjoys 6p = 0,05 = 0,6P = 0,6® = 0, so that L&® = 0. If rota # 0 somewhere,
then £€° # 0 and it is an eigenvector. O
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The solution &(t,x) = £€°(x) with L&Y = 0 may be called a ‘trivial pertur-
bation’ after [7].

Roughly or formally speaking, the boundary condition for & € D(L) is:

div(p€) =0 on OR,

or

(n|€&) =0 on OR,

since, formally,
div(p§) = pdiv€ + (gradpl§)
with p = 0 and n = gradp/||gradp|| on the boundary.

5 Eigenvalue problem

We are considering the equation

0%¢ %3
— +B—=+Lg=0. 5.1
o "By Tt (5
0 -1 0
Keeping in mind Bv = 2Q |1 0 0| v, we suppose that B is a skew
0 0 O
symmetric bounded linear operator in B($)). Therefore (Bv|v) = —(v|Bwv) and

Re[(Bo|v)] =0 Vo. Put
|Bvlls

B =|Blll5(s) = sup - (5.2)
[vl|5
L is a self-adjoint operator in § and
(Lulu)g > —m.||lul|f Vu € D(L), (5.3)
m, being a nonnegative number, say,
My = (—ps) VO, (5.4)
where I
= in % (5.5)
ued(L) [lulF
We know
K
My S I + K2 + 47TGPO
by (E24]).

Now we look for nontrivial solution of (G.1]) of the form &(t, x) = e*¢% () |
where A € C,¢° € D(L). Namely
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Definition 3 If there is a £° € D(L) such that £° # 0, and
[/\2 FAB + L} £ =0 (5.6)

holds, then X is called an eigenvalue of (G1) and £° is called an eigenvector
associated with the eigenvalue \.

If \ is an eigenvalue of (5.I]) and £€° is an associated eigenvector, then
1) €: (t,x) — e g0 (x) is a solution of (B with the initial condition

23

Bl = A (), (5.7)

€|t:0 = €O(m)7

2) €7 (t,x) = ReleME0 ()] is a solution of BN with the initial conditon

ag;% = Re[\|Re¢" ()] — Tm[\Im[0(2)], (5.8)

Simltzo = 9{8[50(5‘3)]7 t=0

3) X\ satisfies the quadratic equation
aX? +ibA+c=0 (5.9)
where the coefficents a,b, c are given by

a= €3, b=-i(BEE")s, c=(LEE")s, (5.10)

and a,b, c are real numbers.

If L is the operator defined by Theorem [l it follows from Theorem [
that 0 is an eigenvalue of (&]) and the multiplicity is infinite. The solution
E(t,x) = €9%(x) with LE® = 0 may be called a ‘trivial perturbation’ after [7].

Let us recall the operator A in & = & x $ defined by

o -I
AU = U, D(A)=D(L) x &, (5.11)
L B

by which the equation (B.I)) reads

du
— + AU =0
dt+

with U = (€, 2¢)7.

Proposition 2 A\ € C is an eigenvalue of (&) if and only if X is an eigenvalue
of the operator —A.
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Following [6], we use

Definition 4 The familty of operators £ = (£(\))aec, where
£A) =M +AB+L, (5.12)

is called the ‘quadratic pencil’ of the equation (B.]).

The resolvent set P(L) is the set of A € C such that £(\) has the bounded
incverse in B($). C\ P(£) is the spectrum of £, and is denoted by X(£). The
set of all eigenvalues of ([B)) is denoted by X, (£).

If X is an eigenvalue of (&.1I), then it belongs to the spectrum of £, that is,
X,(£) C £(£). However we cannot say that any A € X(£) is an eigenvalue of
(&T), that is, £,(£) = (L), a priori. We study the structure of X(£).
Proposition 3 P(£) is an open subset of C and X(L) is closed .

Proof. Let us consider A € P(£). Then
SO+ AN) = £(\) [1 + 2NN AN2A + B + AA)]
admits the bounded inverse and A + A\ € P(£), if
IS TTAM2A + B + AN)|l|5(s) < 1.
For this inequality, it is sufficient that
1) e - [AN - 12IA]+ 8+ |AN]) < 1,

or

3 B 2 1
A _ P - —_— .,
AN < (|A|+2)+\/(|A|+2) TR0 ey

This means P(£) is open. [

Proposition 4 P(£) and £(£) are symmetric about the imaginary axis iR.
In fact we see £(\)* = £(—\*).
Proposition 5 It hold
P(£) =P(—A), Z(£) =IZ(-A), Z,(£) CX,(—-A).

Here P(—A),2(—A),X,(—A) stand for the usual resolvent set, spectrum, point
spectrum (the set of all eigenvalues) of the operator —A in &y X .
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Proof. Let A € P(£). Consider the equation

g
AU+ N =F = € 6 x 9,
!
or,
—-v+lu=g

Lu+Bu+M=f

This system of equations can be solved as

u =L\ (f+Bg - Af)

v =AW\ H(f+Bg—Ag) - f

since A € P(£) , while F' — U is continuous. Therefore A € P(—A).
Inversely let A € P(—A). Consider the equation

M+ AB+Lu=fc$,
which is equivalent to the system of equations

Av + Bv+ Lu = f,

v =\u
But this is nothing but
0
AU +AU =
!
for U = (u,v)". Since A € P(—A) is supposed, this admits the solution
u 0
U= =(A+ N :
v f

and f — u is continuous, that is, A € P(£). O
Let us consider the case of B = O, or 2 = 0. Then
2(L) = {)\ eC ’ —\e Z(L)},
where X(L) is the spectrum of the operator L in . We know (L) C [—m.., +00].

Therefore we see
Z(L) CiR U [—y/mx, /M)
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But, when B # 0,9 # 0, the situation is not so imple. Note that, when
B # 0,02 # 0, A is not self-adjoint, since

(AU|U)e — (U|AU)e = (Bv|v)g — (v|Bv)gy = 2(Bv|v)g for U= [Z] .

At least we can claim
Proposition 6 It holds

| —o00,—A[ U ]A,+00] C P(£)=P(—A) (5.13)

. B B2
wzthA—2+ 4+m*.

For proof see Proposition A2 of Appendix.

Proposition 7 For A € P(£), we have

1
—1
[[I£(N) |||B(56) > m (5.14)

where d := dist.(\, Z(£)).
Proof. Let A € P(£). Then, for A\ € C, the operator
SO+ AN) = £(\) [I + 2N TTAN2A + B + A))
admits the bounded inverse in B($)) and A + AX € P(£)(£), if
£ TTAM2A + B + AN)|l|5(s) < 1.
For this inequality, it is sufficient that
1SN s - AN - AL+ B+ [AN]) < 1.
In other words, if A + AX € (&), then it should hold
L) ) - [AN - 2IA] + 8 + [AA]) > 1.
If d < 400, then there is a sequence A+(AN),, € (&) such that |(AN),| — d,

and the assertion follows. [

Theorem 5 ([0, Theorem 1]) X(£) is a subset of

S = iRU{/\eC ’ N < vims, |m[A]] < g} (5.15)
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Proof. First we consider A, € 0X(L).

Let us take a sequance (Ap,), such that A\, € P(£) and \,, = A as n —
co0. By Proposition [ we have [[[(£(An) ! ||[s) — +oo, therefore there are
fn € 9 such that || fu]ls = 1 and ||[€(\n)) " fulls — +oo as n — co. Put
& = L£(\) "1 fu (e D(L)) and wy, = &, /||€nllo- Then |Ju,|s =1 and

(E()‘n)unmn)f)

1 1
= |——(fnl&n < — 0.
ez Fles| < s -

But we see
(L) un|tun)g = A2 +i\yby + cn,

where

by := —i(Bulu)gy, ¢, = (Luy|uy)g.
Here b,,c, € R and |b,| < B,¢, > —m.. Hence, by taking a subsequence if
necessary, we can suppose that b, tends to a limit by, such that b € R, [beo| <
B. Put coo := —A% — idooboo. Then we see ¢, — co. Hence co, € R and
Coo > —My, and Ao turns out to enjoy the quadratic equation

A 4 iboo Ao + oo = 0.
Consequently,
b b2, }

oo:._;.oi — oo | -
A 1[ 2 p

b2 b2
If = + oo 2 0, then Ao € IR. If = + o <0, then [Aso|? = —coo < my and
boo
‘7111[/\00]‘ = ‘ - 7’ < g Hence Ao, € S.

Let us consider \g € £(£). We claim Ao € S. Suppose A\g € S. By the
symmetricity, we suppose JRe[\g] > 0. Then there would exist a curve " : ¢ €

0,1] = A(t) € C\ S such that A(0) = Ao and A(1) € |§ + /5 +m., +oo].
Recall A(1) € P(£) by Proposition[6l The time

t_:sup{te[O,l] ‘ /\(t)eE(S)}

would enjoy ¢ € [0,1[,A\(t) € 9Z(L),\(t) € S, a contradiction to X(£) C S.
Therefore we can claim A\g € S. [

We want to clarify the structure of X(£) more concretely. In [0, p.405] J.
Dyson and B. F. Schutz say that the following assumption about X(£) is very
reasonable and provable:

Assumption 3 Let S = S(;) U Sgi) U Sy, where
S(i) ={X€iR | |[Tm[\]| > g}
Say ={Ae S[AZIR},

@
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Then
(1) Z(£)NSu) CEp(8),
(ii) E(£) N Suiy CLp(L), and A(Z,(L) N Seiy) N (IR) = 0,
(i) (2() 0 S ) \ Zol2) 0.

However it seems that this assumption has not yet been justified mathe-
matically. Note that the Assumption Bl imlies that, when Q = 0, it holds that
2(£) = £,(£) and that, when Q # 0, it holds that X(£) \ X,(£) # 0.

6 Stability problem

Let us discuss on the stability problem.

D. Lynden-Bell and J. P. Ostriker, [15] p.301, line 18], say:

Equation (36) shows that the system is stable if ¢ is positive for each
eigen & [ read €° ] . This assured if C [ read L] is positive definite.
Thus:

A sufficient condition for stability is that C [read L ] is positive
definite. This is the condition for secular stability.

We should careful to understand the meaning of the saying ‘the system is
stable’ and ‘L is positve definite’. As for ‘stability’ C. Hunter [9] says:

A general system is said to be ordinarily or dynamically unstable
if the amplitude of some mode grows exponentially in time, but
ordinarily stable if every mode is oscillatory in time. An ordinarily
stable system can be said to be secularly unstable if small additional
dissipative forces can cause some perturbation to grow. Otherwise,
the system is said to be secularly stable.

So ‘(ordinary) stability’ means the condition:

(ST.1) For any eigenvalue X € X,(L) of (B and its associated solution
&t x) = eME%(x), €% € D(L),£° # 0, it holds

||E(t, ')Hijﬁ <(C for Vte [0,+OO[, (61)

Here and hereafter
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Since

€t s = ™ s, 1€, s = NP,

the following condition is necessary and sufficient for the stability in the sense

of (ST.1):

(*) For any eigenvalue X € X,(L) it hids that Re[A] = 0, that is, £,(£) C iR.

Onthe other hand, any A € Z,(£) satisfies the quadratic equation

A +ibA+c=0
where the coefficents b, ¢ are given by

b= —i(BE%€% s, c= (L),

(6.3)

(6.4)

&Y being an associated eigen vector such that ||€°|s = 1, and b,c being real

numbers, therefore
b b2
—i[2 £/ }
A 1{2 ;e

Hence )

b
Re]\| =0 < Z—FCZO <=c>0.

Therefore, considering the condition

(PD.1): It holds
(Luju)y >0 Yu € D(L),

we can claim

(6.5)

Proposition 8 If L is ‘positive definite’ in the sense of (PD.1), then the back-

ground (p, S,v) = (py, Sp, Up) is ‘stable’ in the sense of (ST.1).

The saying of [15] can be intertreted as this Proposition.
Note that (PD.1) implies

= in (Lu|u)s

>0
ueD(L) [Jul? ’

My = (—p) V0 =0, and £(£) C iR by Theorem [l

The concept of ‘stability’ in the sense of (ST.1) is concerned with only ‘every
modes’, say, waves associated with eigenvalues. We may consider all solutions
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& of (&) and the wider stability concept:

(ST.2) : For all solution & € C*([0,+oc[, $H)NC ([0, +00[; B¢)NC([0, +o0[; D(L))

of @) it holds
IZ2(t, )loxs < C for ¥te[0,+o00]. (6.8)

There is a gap between (ST.1) and (ST.2). Of course (ST.2) = (ST.1),
but the inverse is not obvious, since we do not have an answer to the question:

Question 1 Is the set of all eigenvectors of (B1I) dense in $H?

or
Question 2 Is X,(L) =X(£)?

Let us note that, if Q = w, = 0 and the background is spherically symmet-
ric, then it holds that L(LY) = £,(LY), where LY is the Friedrichs extention
of £ | C§° in the Hilbert space ® = {u €N ‘ div(pu) € L2(1—§dw) } See [11].

But, even in this non-rotating case, we do not know whether (L) = X,(L) or
not, L being the Friedrics extension in §). Moreover, when €2 # 0, B is not a
bounded linear operator in & so that the application of Hille-Yosida theory for
the basic existence proof in Section 4 does not work if we take & as the basic
space instead of $).

Also let us note that, if Q@ =0, B =0, when (5] reduces

82
6—5 +LE=0, (6.9)

(PD.1) implies that
+oo +oo
I3 :/0 cos(\/gt)dE(U)a—i—/o sin(v/ot)dE(o)b (6.10)

solves ([63) with £€° = a, v’ = V/Lb, provided that a,b € D(L). Here (E(0)),cr
is the spectral decomposition of the self-adjoint operator L, which enjoys F(—0) =
O thanks to (PD.1). In this case we have

12055 < C(lallow, + 1blloiz) )

Here
—+o0

VL = VodE(o)

0
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so that (v/L)? = L and

1
2

lelloz) = [Iul + IVEul?

e Now let us introduce more general concepts of stability. Namely, let 91 be
a semi-norm on D(L) x &g, and consider the condition:

(ST.3): For any solution & of (B1) it holds

N(E(L, ) <C  for Vie|0,+ool. (6.11)

Here C is a bounce deending on Z° = =Z(0,-) = (£°,v°)T.

Recall
No(E(t, ) < eMN(2)
for
% u
No(U) := U ]le = [Jully +1ull3]” for U=
U
Here A = 1+ m. + 8 > 1 so this does not give the stability (ST.3). We are
keeping in mind the following situation.
Suppose a seminorm n on D(L) satisfy

(PD.2): There is a positive number 6 such that
(Lulu) > on(u)? Yu € D(L). (6.12)

Put

N

NU) = [5n(u)2 + ||u||,%3} . (6.13)
Then (ST.3) holds with
C = [I0°13 + (LI |

In fact, multipling GEI) by E by the $-inner product, taking the real part,
using Re[(BE|€)gs] = 0, we have

dr .
1613 + (zele)s | =o.

Of course (PD.2) implies (PD.1) but is much stronger concept of ‘positive
definiteness’.

Now we are going to find a seminorm n which enjoys (PD.2), under the
following situation:
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Situation 1 Q = w, = 0 and the background (p, S, 0) is spherically symmetric,
2) and is isentropic, that is, S = Sp, Sy being a constant, and 3) 3 <y < 2.

T 1 .
Then T = Tof(<; m) and R = {a|r = ||z|| < R} with R := a{l(ﬁ).
It holds

P=Ap, T= ﬂpvﬂ, P ar — Ap~ ),
v-1 p?  dp
and
dY 2 *
(Eufu)s = | (Gla ~476Klols" ). (6.14)
with ¢ = div(pu). ( Recall Remark Bl )
Denote
dY
-—_ 2 —_— M = 1
g1 = {g el (dp dm) }au eD(L):g dw(pu)}, (6.15)
and put
U = —K[g] (6.16)

for g € g. Then, for g € gz, g € C(R), ¥ € C(R?), and the expansion with
respect to spherical harmonics

9@ = Y gm()Yem (9, 0), (6.17a)
0<L,|m|<e
\Ij(m) = Z \I/Em(r)}/lm (197 ¢) (617b)
0<L,|m|<e
can be used. Here
0
m—r31n19cos¢ —I—Tsmﬁsmqﬁ 5 T reosd—
ox3
and
K 10— im
Von0.0) =\ P e
Yom = <—1>mYz:n (0<m=<0), (6.18)
2
o (1 / / )Y (9, ¢)" sin ¥dddg, (6.19)
2
U (1 / / )Y (0, ¢)* sinddide. (6.20)
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See [T} Lemma 5]. Note that
AV = g, Vom = —Helgem),

where

Ld dw  (0+1)
2Zdr dr 20

Helgl(r) = 2€1T {/Org(s)(g)EIsds + /+00 g(s)(g)lsds},

T

AOyy =

and
grad¥||* = ZHV RA 7

where . 1)
+
19wl = | 22" A D2

We are observing
(Lulu)y =47y Qom,
Lm
where

oo ar
Qem = / (d—m(f)mmﬁ - 47TGHV(£)\I/gmH2)T2dT.
0 P

First we consider ¢ = 0. Then we have

R
Qoo = / (L=y)y*pridr,
0

where
1 d 1d
:———\I} e — 3
Yy pdr D00 90 =73 dr(r rY),
1 d dy 1dY
ey= L) gy 1T,
y=ag \regs) BTy

/()R(Essy)y*pr‘*dr—/ ( ’ ’ — (3y - 4)——|y| )m‘

Since we are supposing % < 7, we have

: 1dr
P Bl BTG 2 0
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(6.22)

(6.23)

(6.24)

(6.25)

(6.26)

(6.27)

(6.28)

(6.29)

(6.30)

(6.31)

(6.32)



and

1 d\I/
Qoo > b, / ly|?prtdr = 6. / - (6.33)
But JU )
d:O r2/0 goo(s)s’ds =0 for r> R,
since ggp = 0 on |R, +oo[ and
R , 1
(s = —— [ gla)de =0
/0 VT Jn
for g € gr. On the other hand,
1 d‘I’OQ ‘2
- L>(0, R
pl dr < (0, B),
since R
dv 1
d:O = _r_2/ goo(s)s’ds for 0<r <R
enjoys
d\If
00 \// 2dS\// —|900 )|%s2ds
2(7 D or 5 <r <R,
d _
for ﬁ O((R—T‘)H). .
Therefore, under the convention that _}d_oo} means 0 for » > R, we can
pl dr
write
1 d\If
Qoo > 0. / ©* 24, (6.34)
p
In other words, if we adopt the decompos1t10n
= Zuzm )Yem (9, 0), (6.35)
27
Wy, (7 / / )Y (9, ¢)* sin 9ddde, (6.36)
while
u(z) = u"(x)e, +u’(x)ey + u(x)ey, (6.37)
where
0 10 1 0
7‘:_7 :——, - 0 6.38
€ or =5 oY €= 5 sin d¢ ( )

39



we see

1d,5 1d,,
3 7, (1"Ptgo) = —5 == (1"g00), (6.39)
for .
e 10 45 0, . 9 1 0ou
9= div(pu) = r? 8T(r put) + rsin ¢ 819(811“9” )+ rsind 0¢

Hence we have
. " ) d
p(r)ugo(r) = [ goo(s)s”ds = —%\I/oo(r) for 0<7r<R,
0

therefore we can write

“+o0 o0
11dWgg |2
/ - —00‘ r2dr=/ lubo |2 p(r)r2dr.
0 pl dr 0

Thus o
Qoo > 5*/ lubo |2 p(r)r?dr. (6.40)
0

Moreover there is a positive number po such that

R R
1 ‘ d\I/OO 2 2 / 2 9
—|— 7r d’f‘ Z /,LO \I]OO ' T d’f‘. 641
| a5 [ i) (6.41)
Proof. Looking at
2
OR %‘ dg:o ridr

e (6.42)

= 12161]: fR |\IJ 2,2, ’
o oo(r)|?r2dr
where

F={vec 0.8 | v(B) = 0.[p()| < [Woollz~ }.

we prove p > 0.
Suppose p = 0 for reductio ad absurdum. Then there is a sequence (¢, )n=1,2,...

R
in F such that / | |?r2dr = 1 and
0

R
= [
o pldr

2
r2dr \,0 as n — oo.
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For 0 < r <7’ < R it hold

o) =] - | an(s)ds]

\// ot \// S IDv ) s
<mrM < VPO,

[9nlr") = ()] < VPo\| " Mo < Vo[ M

Therefore by Ascoli-Arzela theorem we can suppose 1, tends to a limit .,
uniformly on any compact subinterval of ]0, R], by taking a subsequence. Since
M, — 0, we have 1o, = 0. For any 0 < r, < 1 we have

an

Ty ’I”f
| 1) Prodr < ool
0

Therefore
R
1 :/ [ (r)2r2dr
0

3

2 T 5 2,.2
< ool + [ o) Pridr
7"3 R
S [ o) Prdr
ﬁ
-

— [[Wool|7
= [ Wool|7

Taking 7, so small that H\IJOOH%oog < 1, we see a contradiction. [J
Next we consider ¢ > 1. We claim
Qum > 470G /Om (||v<’f>\1ugm||2 — —nGoz dp e ) r2dr. (6.43)
ar

dr
For 0 < e < 1, we put (d—) YA(p + €)Y~ 2. Then, as € \, +0, (d ) Va
pP /e pP /e

£0n0<T<R,and

dp
/0 ((Cflz) |9€m|2 47TG||V(4)\I;ém”2)r2dr

A QémZ/O ((CflT)|ggm|2 47TG||V(E)\I/gm||2)T2dT.
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But we see

/ ((dr) |gem|? — 47G||VOT,,, |12 ) P2 dr

+°° dT dT
‘, / AOG, + 47TG1 / o,
dp dp

—47rG/ 2R [(ADW )W ] + [V \IJZWHQ+4WG((d£)E)*1|@€m|2)r2dT

2416 [ (190?16 ((5) ) el

for

TdT

+oo +oo
/ (AOW,,, VU5, r2dr = —/ IV O, |72 dr
0 0

since r2dzim\112§m = O(%) as r — +00. Since ((L;—T) )71 = 7@—’—2277 \
dp p*7 pre v

o A as € \, 0, we have ([643).

Let us show that

Q1 [w] := - (||v<1>w||2 - 4wG@|w|2)r2dr >0 (6.44)
E A dr = '

for w = Wy,
Fixing S > R, put

s dp
0% [u] ;:/ (190w ~ 4n6 52 ) r2ar. (6.45)
0
This is the quadratic form associated with the operator
d
— [ A® _yrcP
Pw [ A 47TGdT}w' (6.46)

We consider P in X5 = L%([0, S];72dr). We have the Friedrichs extension P*
of P | C§°(]0, S]), keeping in mind that

47TG2’Y

4GdT vA Po

We see that P is of the Strum-Liuville type. the boundary condition at r = S
is the Dirichlet boundary condition w|,—g = 0.

Let i1 be the least eigenvalue of P¥ . We are going to show u; > 0. Let
¢1 be an eigenfunction. We can suppose ¢1(r) > 0 for 0 < r < S. Consider

dr
T = e which satisfies P2 = 0 on [0, +o0[. Here we consider
r

1

T():_K(E_;)’ T'(r):—g for R<r
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dr
with K = —(’I”2—) - (> 0). we look at
r=R—0

dr
)
— / — / 241
0= (PY'|¢1)xs = (T'[P1)xs + 17T e
dgy
= T’ 2y 272
mTloy) +r T ==
d
Since 7" < 0 on ]0,5], we have (1”|¢1)xs < 0. But T2TI% B > 0, since
T lr=5-0

dd

< 0. Consequently g1 > 0 and
dr lr=8-0

QF[w] >0 for Yw e D(PY).

Since we cannot say w = Wy, € D(P?), for maybe ¥y,,(S) # 0, we decom-
pose it as

w =Wy, =W 4117, (6.47)
where
s = ¢ S—f—l(r)g C ! /R (s)s*+2d (6.48)
= — m — N m = m\S S. .
‘ S m= oyt ), Jmie
Then
AOWS = Ay W3(S) = 0. (6.49)
Note
041)—2

dp S S
> +47TGW)(1U—H )€ x5,

since gom € C([0, R,w = Wy, = O(r?) for £ > 2, TI° = O(r*). Therefore
WS € D(PS) and

PWS = —gim — (

Qiwe] > 0.

Since
IV )? < 3CemS 2,
47TG@|HS|2 < 4wcf%lc2 S22
dr = YA Em
on [0, S], we see

Q] = Q7S] +0(5 )
Z O(S72E+1),

Taking the limit as S — +oo, we get ([G44) for w = Wy,,.

Now
le Z 47TGQ1[\I/Em] Z 0; (650)
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and, for ¢ > 2, we have

+oo
lezzmc/ (Hv(f)mmu‘z 47TG |\1:£m| ) r2dr
0

= 47TG(Q1[\I/4m] + /OJFOO(K(Z +1) - 2)|\Illm|2d7“)

“+oo
24WG/ (00 +1) = 2)[ W 2l (6.51)
0
Note that
+oo 4 R
(Le+1) —2)/ [U g, (r) |2 drr > ﬁ/ |U g, () [2r2dr (6.52)
0 0
for ¢ > 2.
Consequently
(Lulu)s =47 Y Qun
0<¢,|m|<¢
“+oo
25(/ E d;’“’ rdr+ Y e+ 1) —2)/ |\I/gm|2dr),
o P 2<0,|m| <t 0
(6.53)

with § := 47 (d. A G).

Therefore

Theorem 6 Under the Situation [, (PD.2) holds for n = ny,nig,n1 > nyo,
defined by

“+00 +oo 1
nl(u)z[/o LIPS (€(£+1)—2)/0 (W Pdr]

P 2<0,|m|<e
“+o00 +oo %
([ WPt Y - [ ]
0 2<0,|m| <0 0
(6.54a)
nyo(u) = \/—[/ [Woo(r)Pridr + / W g () [P 2dr} (6.54b)
2<t,|m|<¢
with  p1 = po A 2k
Here
2
U g (7 / / )Yy (9, ¢)* sin 9dvde, (6.55)
2m
upo(r) = V4 / / ‘ I s1n Ydddg, (6.56)
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in which

T = rsinﬁcos¢% +rsin19sin¢a;22 +rcos19%

and g = div(pu).

Note that the seminorm n = ny, nyg and the associated 91 are not norm, that
is, M(U) = 0 does not imply U = 0, say, does not imply w = 0. But N(Z)
can control the amplitude of ¥ = K[div(p¢)], except for the £ =1 components,
and £. Here —47GU = 6 = D, 450 — Py, 0p = —div(p§) and v = £ are the
quantities essential for the perturbation, and the control of the magnitude of
& = p(t,z) — x + &° itelf is not essential in the discussion of the stability of
the background. ( Recall ¢p(t,&) = & for wp, = 0.) In fact ny (&) = 0 implies
that Wy, = 0,9em = 0 on [0,4o00] for £ # 1, and nyp(€) = 0 implies that
Yom = 0,9em =0 on [0, +R)] for £ # 1, and

/3 /3 ; /3 ;
g(x) =1/ —g10(r)cos? — \/ —g1.1(r)sin9e'? + [ —g1_1(r) sin e %,
4= 87 8

Remark 7 It seems impossible to control the magnitude of Vi, m = 0,+1
by the following reason. The differential operator P | C§°(]0,+o0ol) admits
the Friedrichs extention P in X = L?([0,+o0[,r%dr), and Qi is the quadratic
form associated with P. But P is not of the Sturm-Liouville type. In fact, let
® € D(P) and Pé = \¢ with X\ > 0. Since —AMp =0 on |R, +oc], there are
constants Cy such that

¢p=Cip4 +C_¢— on |R,+ocf,

where
¢i(r) = \/FJi%(\/Xr), Jis  being the Bessel function.

Since

we see ¢ & L*([R,+oo[,7%dr), and ¢ € L*([R,+oc[,r2dr) requires C = 0,
¢ =0 on|R,+00[. By the uniqueness of solutions of ODE, it follows that ¢ =0
on [0,+o0[. In other words, any positive real number cannot be an eigenvalue
of P, so P is not of the Sturm-Liouville type.

However, if we restrict ourselves to axially and equatorially symmetric per-
turbations, functions of (r,|(|), we have Wy, = 0 for odd ¢ a priori, since
fo% em?dp = 0 for m # 0 and PP(—¢) = —P2(C) for odd ¢, we need not
control the magnitudes of Wi, m = 0,+1. In this situation n(€) = 0 implies
U=0,9g=0, or, 0 =0,0p =0, or, more precisely, we have

M1 M1
n10(§) = 4/ EH‘I’HL?@%) =4/ EHK[(SP]”L?(%)a (6.57)

112200 =47 D (1 %emllZ2(0.8102an)
e

since
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in this case.

e Now we are going to try to derive (PD.2) with another seminorm
n(w) = [divipu)| [, N = [ ——ikhv(pu)|dm} (6.58)
L2 ('L—Qd:c) " P

for

(Lulu)g :/ §|div(pu)|2+29{e[/ ﬂ(um)div(pu)*]
R P ® P
~vPof
— [ 2 radol P ulm) P+
" P

—47TG/%IC[diV(pu)]div(pu)*. (6.59)

First we claim:

Proposition 9 Let € be a positive number. If

2
”gra;p” <A <0 on W, (6.60)
then P
(Luju) > (1 — 5)/ 7—2|g|2dw - 47TG/ Klglg*dex. (6.61)
n P R

Here g = div(pu).
Proof. We see

Pt . P 1
’25)‘{2{/ L(u|n)g dw” Sa/ / 7—2|g|2dm+—/ YPo/?|(uln))|?dx
n P nJn P €Jm

P\t P
<o [ Lgpan+ [ 0L fgracolf|win)fao
n P ® P

by ([@60), where g = div(pu), since —|.7| — &/ = 0 for & < 0, we have (EG1)).
O

Therefore, if we adopt the Cowling approximation, which neglect the per-
turbed self-gravitation term —47G [, K[g]g*dz, we have (PD.2) with 0 < e <
1. Namely we consider the following

Situation 2 Instead of L, we consider Ly:

P P
Lou = grad( — z)—Qdiv(pu) + %(u|a))+

n % (= adiv(pu) + (u|a)gradp). (6.62)
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We can claim

Theorem 7 Under the Situation [ suppose ([G60) with 0 < ¢ < 1. Put § :=
1 —e. Then (PD.2) holds for L replaced by Lo with 6 and n = ny defined by

na () = [ /m Z)—fmiv(pu)ﬁdm ?) (6.63)

So let us look at the perturbed self-gravitation term in order to justify the
Cowling approximation in this context.

Put

47G |, Klglg*d
k* ‘= su 4 f{)’{P [g]g T
g€ar  Jo LrlgPda

(6.64)

where

o1 = {g = LQ(Z—fdm,m)‘ g =div(pu) for Jue D(L)}. (6.65)

We can claim k* < oo by the following

Proposition 10 There exists a constant C' such that

P
0< 47TG/ Klglg*dax < c/ 1 lg2da. (6.66)
R R® P

Proof. We have

1 dx’
Klgl(x)| < — /7 /de:I:
Klg)(@) 4W\/ m”w_m,”\/ [ 1o
R
%HQHL%%)a

where R :=sup{||x|| | * € R}. Therefore

. R
| Kidgtde <\ 3 gle [ lola
R 7T R
2
<\ 2l

v, = inf —- >0, (6.67)
ba

IN

On the other hand,

since

_ P _
5d*% <1 <cdF on



where d := dist(z, 0R) and 1 < v < 2. Then

1 P
/ lg|*dx < —/ T \gde,
R Vi Jm P

2 R?

Vy

therefore (G.66]) holds with C' = . O

Consequently we can claim

Suppose k* < 1 and let 0 <e <1—k* so that 6 :=1—ec—k* > 0. If (G.60)
holds with e, then (PD.2) holds with 6 and

1

n(u) := ”diV(pu)HLQ(ﬁdm) = {‘/93 /Z)—f|div(pu)|2dm} 5.

Thus we have the following question, which is still open:

Question 3 When the background realizes the condition k* <1 ¢

Let us note the nondimensionalization of the estimate of k*. We have

P —
T = 4nGat(y — 1)0 1 (1 4+ wi)(1 + wa),

P
where
fz| 2* 1
o=l = .~
( a x|’y —-1" )’
_ A1
w = 0(Yo), w2_0( A TO),
and

P _2-n .
| SloPde = r6s® [ (=10 (1)1 +wlif@) P
R R

where

3

m={e | lel<=(5) )

, L
) i) = gGea).

6 =0(llzl, =

|

On the other hand, we see

76 [ Kgly'de = 762" | Klallw)* (@i
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Therefore we have the reduction
Klglg*dx
k" = sup f 1919 (6.68)
f% - 1075 1(1+w1)(1+w2)|g|2dw

If the background is isentropic, we have w; = wy = 0. If @ = 0 and the
background is isentropic and spherically symmetric, then

. J, Klglg"dz
g f% -1) 9_ﬁ|g|2d:13
where 6 = 0(||z||,; 71) is the Lane-Emden function.

Appendix

We consider the initial value problem:

& d
—u+B—1tL+Lu:O,

o du o
u(0) = u, o (0) =w.
Here the unkown is a function w : t — w(t) : [0, +00[— X, X being a Hilbert
space endowed with an inner product (-|-)x.
We assume:
Y is a Hilbert space endowed with an inner product (-|-)y , which is contin-
uously and densely inbedded in X. Yy is a closed subspace of Y.
L is a self-adjoint operator in X whose domain D(L) is included in Yj.
There is a quadratic form @ in Y such that

(wi|u2)y = (ui|uz)x + Q(u1,u2) for Yui,ug €Y,
Qul = Q(u,u) >0 for VuE€eY,
and
(Luy|uz)x + a(ug|us)x = Q(uy,us) for VYuy € D(L),Yus € Y.

Here a is a non-negative number.
B is a bounded linear operator in X such that ||| B|||zx) < 5.

Proposition Al For any ¢ € R and X\ > a + |c|8 the operator L + ¢B + A
has the bounded linear inverse operator (L + c¢B + X\)™! defined on the whole
space X such that

1
L+cB -1 S
(L +cB + A) H|B(X)_)\—a—|c|ﬁ
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Proof. First we see L + ¢B + X is invertible. In fact, if
(L+cB+MNu=f, uweD(L), feX
then we see
(A=a=[clB)lulX < Qul+(A—a)llullx+(cBulu)x+Alulk = (ulf)x < [lulxl fllx.

therefore we have .

< — .
lullx < ——— |C|ﬁ||f||x
We claim that the range R(L + ¢B + A) is dense in X. In fact, suppose
((L+cB+MNu|f)=0 YueD(L).
Then

(Lulf) = —((cB + Nulf)
= (u|(=cB" = \)f)
for Yu € D(L). Hence f € D(L*) and
L*f = —cB* — \f.
Since I = L*, this means that f € D(L) and
(L + cB* + \)f =0.

Since L + ¢B* + X is invertible, for || B*||| = || B||| < 8, it follows that f = 0.
Summing up, we have the assertion. [J

We are going to apply the Hille-Yosida theory to the initial-boundary value
problem (1) :

d?u du
v B™ L Lu=0
az TP TR =0

u(t) € D(L) for V¥t >0,
du o

’U,:’lol,, — =v at t=0,
dt
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We put

-
- . b) _dt,

U
o -I

AU = U=
L B

Z=YoxX

with

Bu+ Lu

(U1|U2)z = (wi|uz)y + (%1|t2)x =
= Q(u1,u2) + (u1|uz)x + (d1]u2)x,

D(A) = D(L) x Y.

Then the initial-boundary value problem (1) can be written as the problem

dUu
— +AU =0
dt + ’

where

(o)

u
Uy =
(o)
v

Applying [4] Theorem 7.4], we can claim

Ult=o = U,

Proposition A2 If Uy € D(A), say, if & € D(L) and v € Yo, then there

ezists a unique solution U € C*(]0,+o0[,Z) N C ([0, +oc[,D(A)) to the problem
(0). Moreover E(t) = |U(t)||2 enjoys

E(t) < eM\/E(0),

where A =1+ a+ .

Here we consider that D(A) is equipped with the operator norm (||U||% +

IAU2)"2.

Proof of Proposition A2. Firstly A + 1+ a + f is monotone, that is, for

o1



VYU € D(A) we have

Rel(AU|U)z] + (1+a+ AU = Re[ - Q(at,w) — (@fu)x + (Lulit)x + (Bufi)x| +
+(1+a+ B)(QLul + ullk + lal%)
> —(1+ a)Rel(@fu)x] - B+
+(1+a+ B)ulf+ (1 +a+ Bl
> (1+ a) ]} — Rel(iu)x] + [ulli]
>0,

since (L + a)uli) = Q(u,u) = Q(u, )" and [Re[(Bu|i)x]| < Bllw]X-

IfA > g + 4/ %2 + a, then the operator A + A has the bounded inverse

defined on Z. Actually the equation

f
AU+ AU =F = €z

g

means
—u + Au = f (S YO

Bu+ Lu+ Au =g € X,

which can be solved as

u=(L+AB+A*)"Y(Bf+Af+g)eD(L),
w=(L+AB+A)"Y(Bf+Af+g)— fe<VYo,

thanks to Proposition A1, since A? > a + |A|3 holds for A > g + \/%2 +a. O

Therefore, considering the problem (1):

d’u du
— +B—+Lu=0
a TP =0
u(t) € D(L) for Vvt >0,
] d (e}
u = u, d—? =v at t=0,

we can claim

Theorem A1 Suppose u € D(L) and v e Yo. Then the initial-boundary
value problem (1) admits a unique solution

u € C%(]0, +oo[,X) N C* ([0, +00], Yo) N C([0, +-00[, D(L))
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and the energy

E(t) = [[ullf + [lallk

du |2
=l + QLul + | 2|

enjoys the estimate

E(t) <M. /E(0),
where A =14 a+ (.

Here D(L) is equipped with the norm (||u||2 + || Lu|/2)"/2.

Correspondingly we may consider the inhomogeneous initial-boundary value
problem (2):

U
—r TAU=F(t), Ulo=Uo.

We can claim

Proposition A3 If Uy € D(A) and F € C([0,+[;Z), then there exists a

unique solution
U € C*([0, +00[; Z) N C([0, +o00[; D(A))
to the problem (2) , and it enjoys the estimate
¢
[0l < ([Ualle + [ e F()]eds).
0
where A =1+ a+ .

Therefore, considering the problem (3):

d’u du
— +B— + Lu = f(t
2+ B Lu= f(t,w)
o du o
u=u, — =v at t=0,
dt

u(t) € D(L) for Vt>0.,
we can claim:

Theorem A2 Suppose u € D(L), v € Yo and f € C([0,+00[; X). Then the
initial-boundary value problem (3) admits a unique solution

u € C%(]0, +oo[, X) N C([0, +00], Yo) N C([0, +-00[, D(L))
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and the energy
E(t) = B(t,u) := |lul§ + ok
du ||2
_ 2
=l + QLul + | 2

enjoys the estimate

V@ < M (VED + [ 156

forA=14a+ 3.

Appendix B

Let us imagine the motion @ = x,(t), z,(0) = x( of an infenitesimally small
percel in the background (py, Sy, vy). The density p,(x(t)), pressure P,(x(t)),
entropy density Sp,(x(t)) of the percel obeys the same EOS: P = p” exp[S/Cy]
as the background. Suppose p,(z(t)) = pp(xo) =: po Vt. The equation of
motion of the percel is

d*x
Poﬁ = —gradP, — pograd®y

= (pp — po)grad®y,.

Since grad Py, grad®;, are parallel to n and n(xz(t)) = n(xg) =: ng, we suppose
x,(t) = X (t)ng. Then the equation of motion reads

d2X Pb
T _ (2 1) 4o ‘ .
dt? (po (gra ban) z=X(t)no
But
Py exp ( - i) 5
P 12N V)
oalrrerers

where Py := P,(x¢), So := Sp(xo). We suppose that P,(x(t)) = Py(z(t)), Sp(z(t)) =
So = Sp(xo) = Sp(xo) Vt, namely, we suppose that the pressure of the percel
adjusts instanteneously to the background pressure during the motion, and that

the parcel displacement is adiabatic.

Then
%—126)([){—7%‘/(81,—80)} -1
~ _’YCLV (gradSb(wo)}w(t) - cco)



by the definition
1
—of)y = =—— dSy|n).
b = (ap|n) C (gradsSy|n)

Hence
2
X o) Erad®y(ao)lno) (X (1) — X(0)
= — A2 (x0)(X(t) — X(0)), (%)
if we define
N2 = o (grad®y|n) @9).

The solution of (k) is
X(t) = X(0)+CreV + C_e™ Nt where N := .4 (x0).

Clearly | X (t)—X (0)] = O(1) for non-trivial X (¢) if and only if N € R. Therefore
the definition ([2X9) is justifiable.
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