
ar
X

iv
:2

30
9.

00
52

1v
3 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  6
 N

ov
 2

02
3

Linearized Analysis of Adiabatic Oscillations of

Rotating Gaseous Stars

Tetu Makino ∗

November 7, 2023

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:

Dρ

Dt
+ ρdivxv = 0, (1.1a)

ρ
[Dv

Dt
+ 2Ω× v

]

+ gradxP + ρgradx

[

Φ− 1

2
‖Ω× x‖2

]

= 0, (1.1b)

ρ
DS

Dt
= 0, (1.1c)

△Φ = 4πGρ (1.1d)

∗Professor Emeritus at Yamaguchi University, Japan; E-mail: makino@yamaguchi-u.ac.jp

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00521v3


on (t,x) = (t, x1, x2, x3) ∈ [0,+∞[×R3. We are denoting

D

Dt
=

∂

∂t
+

3
∑

k=1

vk
∂

∂xk
, △ =

3
∑

k=1

( ∂

∂xk

)2

. (1.2)

The unknown variables ρ, P, S,v = (v1, v2, v3)⊤ are density, the pressure, the
specific entropy, and the velocity field, while

Ω = Ω
∂

∂x3
, (1.3)

Ω being a constant, the angular velocity of the rotation around the x3-axis.
Hereafer we denote

B = 2Ω





0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0



 (1.4)

so that

Bv = 2Ω× v = 2Ω





−v2
v1

0



 . (1.5)

On the other hand Φ is the gravitational potential and G is a positive con-
stant, while we suppose that the support of ρ(t, ·) is compact for ∀t and replace
the Poisson equation (1.1d) by the Newton potential

Φ(t,x) = −4πGK[ρ(t, ·)](x), (1.6)

where

K[f ](x) :=
1

4π

∫

f(x′)

‖x− x′‖dx
′. (1.7)

The pressure P is supposed to be a prescribed function of ρ, 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 (ρ, S) ∈ [0,+∞[×R given by

P = ργ exp
( S

CV

)

, (1.8)

where γ and CV are positive constants such that

1 < γ < 2. (1.9)

We consider the initial data ρ0, S0,v0 for which the motion enjoys

ρ(0,x) = ρ0(x), S(0,x) = S0(x), v(0,x) = v0(x). (1.10)

We denote

P 0(x) = ρ0(x)γ exp
(S0(x)

CV

)

,Φ0(x) = −4πGK[ρ0](x). (1.11)
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We suppose that there is fixed an axially symmetric stationary solution
(ρ, S,v) = (ρb(x), Sb(x),vb(x)), which satisfy (1.1a), (1.1b), (1.1c), (1.6), such
that Rb = {x ∈ R

3|ρb(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

∂2ξ

∂t2
+B

∂ξ

∂t
+ Lξ = 0 on [0,+∞[×Rb, (1.12)

where

Lξ =
1

ρb
gradδP − δρ

ρ2b
gradPb + gradδΦ. (1.13)

Here we substitute

δρ = −div(ρbξ), (1.14a)

δΦ = −4πGK[δρ], (1.14b)

δP =
γPb
ρb

δρ+ γPb(ξ|ab), (1.14c)

ab := − 1

γCV
gradSb =

1

ρb
gradρb −

1

γPb
gradPb, (1.14d)

or, equivalently,

δρ = −div(ρbξ), (1.15a)

δΦ = −4πGK[δρ], (1.15b)

δS = −(ξ|gradSb), (1.15c)

δP =
γPb
ρb

δρ+
Pb
CV

δS. (1.15d)

The unknown variable ξ means

ξ(t,x) = ϕ(t,x)−ϕb(t,x) + ξ0 (1.16)

where ξ0 is a given vector field on Rb and ϕ(t,x) is the solution of

∂

∂t
ϕ(t,x) = v(t,ϕ(t,x)), ϕ(0,x) = x, (1.17)

while ϕb(t,x) is the solution of

∂

∂t
ϕb(t,x) = vb(ϕb(t,x)), ϕb(0,x) = x. (1.18)

Here we suppose
{x | ρ0(x) > 0} = Rb (1.19)
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and ξ0 enjoys

ρ0(x)− ρb(x) = −div
(

ρb(x)ξ
0(x)

)

, (1.20a)

S0(x)− Sb(x) = −
(

ξ0(x)
∣

∣

∣
gradSb(x)

)

. (1.20b)

The equation (1.12) is considered with the initial condition

ξ|t=0 = ξ0,
∂ξ

∂t

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= v0 on Rb. (1.21)

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
(1.12), (1.21), be realizing the integrodifferential operator L as a selfadjoint op-
erator L in the Hilbert space H = L2(ρbdx,Rb). 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 (1.12).
The ‘eigenvalue’ of (1.12) is the square of the usual eigenvalue of −L only when
Ω = 0, B = O, But, when Ω 6= 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 (1.12)(1.21). We
propose a new concept of stability based on seminorms on the space of the
values ξ(t, ·) of the solution at instant t, taking into account that the magnitude
of ξ(t, ·) itself is not essential but the magnitude of the perturbation δρ =
−div(ρbξ),v = ∂ξ/∂t 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 axially symmetric functions (ρb, Sb,vb) ∈
C1

0 (R
3; [0,+∞[)×C1(R3;R)×C1(R3;R3) which satisfies (1.1a)(1.1b)(1.1c) with

Φ = Φb, P = Pb determined by (1.6) (1.8) with ρ = ρb, S = Sb is called an ad-
missible stationary solution, if there is a bounded C∞-domain Rb such that
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0) there is a smooth function ωb such that

vb(x) = ωb(̟)
∂

∂x3
× x = ωb(̟)





−x2
x1

0



 , (2.1)

where
̟ =

√

(x1)2 + (x2)2; (2.2)

1) ρb(x), Sb(x) are functions of (r, ζ), and Rb = {x|ρb(x) > 0} is of the
form {x|r < Rb(ζ)}, where

r = ‖x‖ =
√

(x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2, ζ =
x3

r
, (2.3)

and Rb(ζ) is a smuuth function of ζ ∈ [−1, 1] such that Rb(ζ) > 0 ∀ζ ∈ [−1, 1];
2) ργ−1

b , Sb,Φb = −4πGK[ρb] ∈ C∞(Rb)∩C3,α(Rb∪∂Rb), α being a positive

number such that 0 < α <
( 1

γ − 1
− 1

)

∧ 1
(

:= min
{ 1

γ − 1
− 1, 1

})

;

3)
∂ρb
∂r

,
∂Pb
∂r

< 0 in Rb and

∂ρb
∂r

≤ − r

C
,

∂P

∂r
≤ − r

C
; (2.4)

4) The boundary ∂Rb, on which ρb = 0, is a physical vacuum boundary, that
is,

0 <
∂ργ−1

b

∂n
< +∞ on ∂Rb, (2.5)

where n stands for the unit normal vector at the boundary point directed inward
to Rb. which means

0 <
∂

∂n

√

γPb
ρb

<∞ on ∂Rb.

Here γP/ρ = (∂P/∂ρ)S=Const is the square of the sound speed.

Definition 2 The admissible stationary solution (ρb, Sb) is said to be barotropic,
if

5) There is a function Π ∈ C2(R) such that

Pb(x) = Π(ρb(x)
γ−1) for ∀x ∈ Rb. (2.6)

If the admissible stationary soltion is barotropic, then there is a scalar field
Ab ∈ C1,α(Rb ∪ ∂Rb) such that

ab

(

:= − 1

γCV
gradSb

)

= −Abn in Rb (2.7)
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where

n =
gradρb
‖gradρb‖

. (2.8)

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 ρ = ρb + δρ, P = Pb + δP is approximately ρ = ρb − div(ρbξ), P =
Pb +

γPb

ρb
(−div(ρbξ)) +

Pb

CV
(−(ξ|gradSb)), and gradρ, gradP are not necessarily

parallel.

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

N
2 := Ab(gradΦb|n)

= −Ab

( 1

ρb
gradPb

∣

∣

∣
n
)

= −Ab
(gradPb|gradρb)
ρb‖gradρb‖

. (2.9)

Then N 2 ∈ C1,α(Rb ∪∂Rb), and Nb(x) ∈ R if and only if Ab(x) ≤ 0. It seems
curious that the perturbation ξ is involved in the definition [6, (3.7)]. Anyway,
if Ω = ωb = 0 and the background is spherically symmetric, then it turns out to

be n = −er = − x

‖x‖ and the definitions (2.7), (2.9) of A , N 2 coincide with

those [16, (1.11), (1.12)]. In Appendix B we derive the definition (2.9) of the
Brunt-Väisälä frequency N here by generalizing that found in meteorological
texts, e.g. [5, Chapter II, Section 21], [8, Chapter 2, Section 2.7.3].

We are going to construct an admissible stationary solution (ρb(x), Sb(x),vb(x)).
Suppose

vb(x) = ωb(̟)
∂

∂x3
× x = ωb(̟)





−x2
x1

0



 , (2.10)

where ωb ∈ C1([0,+∞[).
The equation (1.1a) is reduced to

(vb|gradρb) + ρbdivvb = 0. (2.11)

But

(vb|gradρb) = ω(̟)
(

− x2
∂ρb
∂x1

+ x1
∂ρb
∂x2

)

= ω(̟)
∂ρb
∂φ

= 0,

if ρb is axisymmetric. Moreover we have divvb = 0 for (2.10). Thus (2.11) holds
for axisymmetric ρb.

The equation (1.1c) is reduced to

(vb|gradSb) = 0. (2.12)
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This holds provided (2.10) and axisymmetricity of ρb.
Thus the equations are reduced to

(vb|grad)vb + 2Ω× vb +
1

ρb
gradPb + grad

[

Φb −
1

2
‖Ω× x‖2

]

= 0 (2.13)

with

Φb = −4πGK[ρb], Pb = ργb exp
( Sb
CV

)

.

We claim

Theorem 1 Let a smooth function ωb on [0,+∞[, a smooth function Σ on R

such that

γ +
γ − 1

CV
υ
d

dυ
Σ(υ) > 0 for υ > 0 (2.14)

and a positive number ρO be given. If
6

5
< γ < 2, and 1

ρO
‖Ω + ωb‖2L∞ is

sufficiently smal, then there exists an admissible barotropic stationary solution
(ρb, Sb,vb)) such that Sb = Σ(ργ−1

b ) ρb(O) = ρO, and vb = ωb(̟) ∂
∂x3 × x.

Proof . Consider the functions fP , fΥ defined by

fP (ρ) := ργ exp
[Σ(ργ−1)

CV

]

, (2.15)

fΥ (ρ) :=

∫ ρ

0

DfP (ρ′)

ρ′
dρ′ (2.16)

for ρ > 0. Thanks to the assumption (2.14) we have

DfP (ρ) =
[

γ +
γ − 1

CV
υ
dΣ

dυ

]

υ=ργ−1

fP (ρ)

ρ
> 0

for ρ > 0, and there exists a smooth function Λ on R such that Λ(0) = 0 and

fP (ρ) = Aργ(1 + Λ(ργ−1)) (2.17)

for ρ > 0. Here A := exp(Σ(0)/CV ) is a positive constant. Then we have

Υ = fΥ (ρ) =
γA

γ − 1
ργ−1(1 + Λ1(ρ

γ−1)) (2.18)

for ρ > 0, where Λ1 is a smooth function on R such that Λ1(0) = 0, and the
inverse function fρ of fΥ

fρ(Υ ) =
(γ − 1

γA

)
1

γ−1

(Υ ∨ 0)
1

γ−1 (1 + Λ2(Υ )) (2.19)
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is given so that ρ = fρ(Υ ) ⇔ Υ = fΥ (ρ) for Υ > 0(ρ > 0). Here Υ ∨ 0 stands
for max(Υ, 0) and Λ2 is a smooth functions on R such that Λ2(0) = 0.

As shown in [10] with the inertial coordinate system, the problem is reduced
to :

Υb(x) + Φb(x)−B(̟) = ΥO +Φb(O) on D0 (2.20)

with

Φb(x) = −4πGK[ρb],

ρb(x) = fρ(Υb(x)) =
(γ − 1

γA

)
1

γ−1

(Υb(x) ∨ 0)
1

γ−1 (1 + Λ2(Υb(x)). (2.21)

and

B(̟) :=

∫ ̟

0

(Ω + ωb(̟
′))2̟′d̟′. (2.22)

Here D0 is a domain such that Υb ∈ C2,α(D0 ∪ ∂D0) and {Υb ≥ 0} ⊂ D0.
Put

ΥO := fΥ (ρO) =
γA

γ − 1
ργ−1
O (1 + Λ1(ρ

γ−1
O )) (2.23)

by the given ρO, and put

a =
1√
4πG

(

Aγ

γ − 1

)
1

2(γ−1)

Υ
− 2−γ

2(γ−1)

O , (2.24)

b(̟) = Υ−1
O B(a̟). (2.25)

We put

‖b‖1 = sup
̟≤r∞

|b|+ sup
̟≤r∞

∣

∣

∣

db

d̟

∣

∣

∣
,

where D0 ⊂ {‖x‖ ≤ r∞}, and note

‖b‖1 ≤
1

4πG

(

Aγ

γ − 1

)
1

γ−1

Υ
− 1

γ−1

O ‖Ω+ ωb‖L∞(0,ar∞)

(r2∞
2

+ r∞
)

.

We suppose

Assumption 2 6
5 < γ < 2, and b is sufficiently small, say, ‖b‖1 ≤ β0, β0

being a positive number depending on γ,Λ.
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Then we put

ρb(x) = fρ(ΥOΘ) =
(γ − 1

Aγ

)
1

γ−1

(ΥOΘ ∨ 0)
1

γ−1 (1 + Λ2(ΥOΘ))

with

Θ = Θ
(r

a
, ζ;

1

γ − 1
, b
)

,

and

Sb(x) = Σ(ρb(x)
γ−1). (2.26)

Here Θ(ξ, ζ; 1
γ−1 , b) is the ”distorted Lane-Emden function”, which is the solu-

tion of the integral equation

Θ(r, ζ) = 1 + b(r
√

1− ζ2) + K g(r, ζ) − K g(0, 0)

with

K g(r, ζ) =
1

4π

∫ 1

−1

∫ +∞

0

K(r, ζ, r′, ζ′)g(r′, ζ′)r′2dr′dζ′,

K(r, ζ, r′ζ′) =

∫ 2π

0

dφ
√

r2 + r′2 − 2rr′(
√

1− ζ2
√

1− ζ′2 cosφ+ ζζ′)
,

g(r, ζ) = (Θ(r, ζ) ∨ 0)
1

γ−1 (1 + Λ2(ΥOΘ(r, ζ))),

and enjoys the following properties:

1) The function ξ 7→ Θ(‖ξ‖, ξ3‖ξ‖ ;
1

γ−1 , b) belongs to C
2,α({‖ξ‖ ≤ Ξ0}) with

0 < α < ( 1
γ−1−1)∧1, Ξ0 = 4ξ1(

1
γ−1), ξ1(

1
γ−1 ) being the zero of the Lane-Emden

function θ(ξ; 1
γ−1 ) of the index 1

γ−1 , that is, the solution of

− 1

ξ2
d

dξ
ξ2
dθ

dξ
= (θ ∨ 0)

1
γ−1 , θ|ξ=0 = 1.

2) Θ(0, ζ; 1
γ−1 , b) = 1 and there is a curve ζ ∈ [−1, 1] 7→ Ξ1(ζ;

1
γ−1 , b) such

that

ξ1(
1

γ − 1
) ≤ Ξ1(ζ;

1

γ − 1
, b) <

1

2
Ξ0 = 2ξ1(

1

γ − 1
)

and, for 0 ≤ ξ < Ξ0,

0 < Θ(ξ, ζ;
1

γ − 1
, b) ⇔ 0 ≤ ξ < Ξ1(ζ;

1

γ − 1
, b). (2.27)

3)
∂Θ

∂ξ
≤ − ξ

C
with a positive number C = C( 1

γ−1 , b).

For proof of the existence of the distorded Lane-Emden function Θ, see [10].
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For the sake of simplicity we consider Θ(ξ, ζ) < 0 for ξ ≥ Ξ0 by modyfing
the values of Θ on ξ > Ξ0, so that (2.27) is valid for 0 ≤ ξ <∞, |ζ| ≤ 1. Let us
denote

D0 = {x ∈ R
3
∣

∣

∣
‖x‖ < Rb0}, Rb0 = aΞ0 = 4aξ1(

1

γ − 1
). (2.28)

Then

Υb(x) = ΥOΘ
(‖x‖

a
,
x3

‖x‖ ;
1

γ − 1
, b
)

, (2.29)

which belongs to C2,α(D0 ∪ ∂D0), satisfies

Υb(x) + Φb(x)−B(̟) = ΥO +Φb(O) on D0. (2.30)

We denote

Rb = {ρb > 0} = {Θ > 0} = {r < R1b(ζ)}, (2.31a)

∂Rb = {Θ = 0} = {r = R1b(ζ)}, (2.31b)

where we put R1b(ζ) = aΞ1(ζ).
Since

Pb = Π(ργ−1
b ), (2.32)

where

Π(υ) = (υ ∨ 0)
γ

γ−1 exp
(Σ(υ)

CV

)

,

the stationary solution is barotropic. Here Π ∈ C2 for
γ

γ − 1
> 1.

As for ab = − 1

γCV
gradSb, since Sb ∈ C2,α(R ∪ ∂R), we have ab = O(r).

Moreover, since Sb = Σ(ργ−1
b ) with Σ ∈ C∞, we see

ab = − 1

γCV
gradSb = − 1

γCV

dΣ

dυ
gradυ

∣

∣

∣

υ=ργ−1
b

,

and

Ab =
γ − 1

γCV
υ
dΣ

dυ
‖gradυ‖

∣

∣

∣

υ=ργ−1
b

.

Since ργ−1
b ∈ C2,α(Rb ∪ ∂Rb), we have Ab ∈ C1,α(Rb ∪ ∂Rb).

Summing up, we get an admissible barotropic stationary solution (ρb, Sb,vb).
�
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Remark 3 Let us note that
(dΥ

dρ

)

b
= DfΥ (ρb) =

γPb
ρ2b

(

1 +
γ − 1

CV
υ
dΣ

dυ

)

υ=ργ−1
b

=
(γP

ρ2

)

b

(

1 + Ab
ρ2−γb

(γ − 1)‖gradρb‖
)

.

Therefore, if
dΣ

dυ
= 0 ∀υ, that is, Σ is constant, then Ab = 0 and it holds

(dΥ

dρ

)

b
=

(γP

ρ2

)

b
. (2.33)

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

P = Aργ , Υ =
γA

γ − 1
ργ−1; S = CV logA.

3 Derivatin of the linearized equation for per-

turbations

Let us fix an admissible stationary solution (ρb, Sb,vb) with vb(x) = ωb(̟)
∂

∂x3
×

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

for which the domain R(t) = {x
∣

∣

∣
ρ(t,x) > 0} should move with the free bound-

ary Σ(t) = ∂R(t), we introduce the Lagrangian co-ordinate to describe the
equations.

Let us look at a solution (ρ, S,v) which belongs to C1([0, T [×R3) with

R(t) = {x
∣

∣

∣
ρ(t,x) > 0}, provided that it exists. Suppose that (R(t), ∂R(t))

is differmorphic onto (Rb, ∂Rb) . Let us suppose

R(0) = {x|ρ(0,x) > 0} = Rb. (3.1)

However we do not suppose that ρ(0, ·) = ρb.
We can consider the flow mapping ϕ ∈ C1([0, T [×R3) defined by

∂

∂t
ϕ(t, x̄) = v(t,ϕ(t, x̄)), ϕ(0, x̄) = x̄. (3.2)

Note that ϕb(t, x̄) defined by (1.18), say,

∂

∂t
ϕb(t, x̄) = vb(ϕb(t, x̄)), ϕb(0, x̄) = x̄, (3.3)

can be written explicitely as

ϕb(t, x̄) =





cos(ωbt) − sin(ωbt) 0
sin(ωbt) cos(ωbt) 0

0 0 1



 x̄, (3.4)

11



where ωb = ωb( ¯̟ ), ¯̟ =
√

(x̄1)2 + (x̄2)2.
Through the mapping x = ϕ(t, x̄) the equations on (t,x) can be written as

equations on (t, x̄). This is the Lagrangian description.

Hereafter we denote

(Dx̄x)(t, x̄) = Dϕ(t, x̄) =
( ∂

∂x̄α

(

ϕ(t, x̄)
)j)

j,α
. (3.5)

Then it hold that Dx̄x(0, x̄) = I and

Dx̄x(t, x̄) = Dϕ(t, x̄) = exp
[

∫ t

0

(Dxv)(t
′,ϕ(t′, x̄))dt′

]

(3.6)

Here Dxv stands for the matrix field
(∂vk

∂xj

)

k,j
.

Let us denote

ρ0(x) = ρ(0,x), P 0(x) = P (0,x), S0(x) = S(0,x). (3.7)

and

ρL(t, x̄) = ρ(t,ϕ(t, x̄)), PL(t, x̄) = P (t,ϕ(t, x̄)),

SL(t, x̄) = S(t,ϕ(t, x̄)), vL(t, x̄) = v(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) (3.8)

for (t, x̄) ∈ [0,+∞[×Rb.
The equations (1.1a), (1.1b), (1.1c) read

∂ρL

∂t
+ (divxv)(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) = 0, (3.9a)

∂

∂t
(vL − vLb ) +B(vL − vLb ) +

(1

ρ
(gradxP )−

1

ρb
(gradxPb)+

+ (gradx(Φ− Φb))
)L

= 0, (3.9b)

∂SL

∂t
= 0. (3.9c)

Here, for function Q(t,x), we denote QL(t, x̄) = Q(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) in general.

Integrationg (3.9c), we have

SL(t, x̄) = S0(x̄). (3.10)

Integrating (3.9a), we have

ρL(t, x̄) = ρ0(x̄) exp
[

−
∫ t

0

(divxv)(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds
]

(3.11)
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for (t, x̄) ∈ [0,+∞[×Rb.

Let us denote

δρ(t, x̄) = ρL(t, x̄)− ρLb (t, x̄) = ρ(t,ϕ(t, x̄))− ρb(ϕ(t, x̄)), (3.12a)

δP (t, x̄) = PL(t, x̄)− PLb (t, x̄) = P (t,ϕ(t, x̄))− Pb(ϕ(t, x̄)), (3.12b)

δS(t, x̄) = SL(t, x̄)− SLb (t, x̄) = S(t,ϕ(t, x̄))− Sb(ϕ(t, x̄)) =

= S0(x̄)− Sb(ϕ(t, x̄), (3.12c)

δΦ(t, x̄) = ΦL(t, x̄)− ΦLb (t, x̄) = Φ(t,ϕ(t, x̄))− Φb(ϕ(t, x̄)), (3.12d)

δv(t, x̄) = vL(t, x̄)− vLb (t, x̄), (3.12e)

and

δρ(t,x) = ρ(t,x)− ρb(t,x), (3.13a)

δP (t,x) = P (t,x)− Pb(t,x), (3.13b)

δS(t,x) = S(t,x)− Sb(t,x), (3.13c)

δΦ(t,x) = Φ(t,x)− Φb(t,x), (3.13d)

δv(t,x) = v(t,x)− vb(t,x). (3.13e)

Then the equations (3.9b) and (2.13) read

∂

∂t
δv + 2Ω× δv+

+
( 1

ρb
gradxP − 1

ρb
gradxPb + gradx(Φ− Φb)

)L

= −
(

(δv|gradx)vb
)L

. (3.14)

• Now let us derive the linearized approximation of (3.11), (3.14). Consid-
ering small ε, a quantity Q will denoted by O(ε) if Q and its derivatives are of
order O(ε) uniformly on t ∈ [0, T ] for ∀ fixed T .

We assume that ρ− ρb, S − Sb,vb,v − vb are of O(ε).

First of all we note that (3.6) shows

Dx̄x(t, x̄) = I +

∫ t

0

(Dxv)(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds+ O(ε2) (3.15)

= I + O(ε), (3.16)

since we are assuming v = vb + (v − vb) = O(ε). Of course

ϕ(t, x̄) = x̄+

∫ t

0

v(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds

= x̄+ O(ε). (3.17)
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Therefore, if Q = Q(t,x) = O(ε), then

divxQ(t,x) = divx̄Q
L(t, x̄) + O(ε2), (3.18)

and, if Q = Q(t,x) = O(ε), then

gradxQ(t,x) = gradx̄Q
L(t, x̄) + O(ε2), (3.19)

while x = ϕ(t, x̄). In other words

(

divxQ
)L

= divx̄Q
L + O(ε2), (3.20)

(

gradxQ
)L

= gradx̄Q
L + O(ε2). (3.21)

Remark 4 If we assume only v − vb = O(ε), but do not assume vb = O(ε),
then (3.16) can be not tha case, but we have

Dx̄ϕ(t, x̄) = Dx̄ϕb(t, x̄) + O(ε),

Dx̄ϕb(t, x̄) =





cos(ωbt) − sin(ωbt) 0
sin(ωbt) cos(ωbt) 0

0 0 1



+ ωDb t





−x2x̄1 −x1x̄2 0
x1x̄1 x1x̄2 0
0 0 0



 ,

where x = ϕ(t, x̄), ωb = ωb( ¯̟ ) = ωb(̟), ̟ =
√

(x1)2 + (x2)2), ¯̟ =
√

(x̄1)2 + (x̄2)2),

ωDb =
1

̟

dωb
d̟

. Thus, when ωb 6= 0, we have Dx̄x 6= I + O(ε), and the formulae

(3.20),(3.21) do not work.

Let us look at (3.11), which can be written as

ρ(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) = ρ0(x̄) exp
[

−
∫ t

0

(divxδv)(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds
]

. (3.22)

Let us verify it. Look at

exp
[

−
∫ t

0

(divxv)(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds
]

=

= exp
[

−
∫ t

0

(divxvb)(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds
]

· exp
[

−
∫ t

0

(divxδv)(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds
]

.

Since

vb(x) = ωb(̟)





−x2
x1

0



 ,

we see divxvb = 0. Therefore

exp
[

−
∫ t

0

(divxvb)(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds
]

= I

14



and (3.22) follows.
Recalling

∂

∂t
ϕb(t, x̄) = vb(t,ϕb(t, x̄)), ϕb(0, x̄) = x̄,

we have

ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄) =

∫ t

0

(δv)(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds+ O(ε2), (3.23)

since

v(t,ϕ(t, x̄))− vb(ϕb(t, x̄)) =

= (δv)(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) +
(

vb(ϕ(t, x̄))− vb(ϕb(t, x̄))
)

= (δv)(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) + O(ε2).

Then we have

divx̄(ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄)) =

∫ t

0

divx̄

(

δv(s,ϕ(s, x̄))
)

ds+ O(ε2)

=

∫ t

0

(

divx(δv)
)

(s,ϕ(s, x̄))ds+ O(ε2).

Thus (3.22) reads

ρ(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) = ρ0(x̄) exp
[

− divx̄(ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄))
]

+ O(ε2),

or we can claim

ρ(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) = ρ0(x̄)− ρ0(x̄)divx̄(ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄)) + O(ε2). (3.24)

Further we have, in modulo O(ε2) ,

δρ(t, x̄) = ρ(t,ϕ(t, x̄))− ρb(ϕ(t, x̄))

≡ ρ0(x̄)− ρb(ϕ(t, x̄))− ρ0(x̄)divx̄(ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄))

≡ ρ0(x̄)− ρb(ϕb(t, x̄))−
(

gradρb(ϕb(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄))
∣

∣

∣
ϕ(t, x̄)

)

− divx̄ρ
0(x̄)(ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄)) +

(

gradρ0(x̄)
∣

∣

∣
ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄)

)

= ρ0(x̄)− ρb(ϕb(t, x̄))− divx̄

(

ρ0(x̄)(ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄))
)

.

Since it holds that
ρb(ϕb(t, x̄)) = ρb(x̄), (3.25)

we can claim

δρ(t, x̄) = ρ0(x̄)− ρb(x̄)− divx̄

(

ρb(x̄)(ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄)
)

+ O(ε2). (3.26)

Here we assume that
ρb − ρ0 = O(ε). (3.27)
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Now let us introduce ξ by

ξ(t, x̄) = ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄) + ξ0(x̄), (3.28)

where ξ0 = O(ε). Then we can claim

δρ(t, x̄) = −divx̄(ρb(x̄)ξ(t, x̄)) + O(ε2), (3.29)

provided that
ρ0(x̄)− ρb(x̄) = −divx̄(ρb(x̄)ξ

0(x̄)). (3.30)

We note that
∂ξ

∂t
(t, x̄) = δv(t, x̄) + O(ε2), (3.31)

where we recall δv(t, x̄) = (δv)(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) and v(t,ϕ(t, x̄)) − vb(ϕb(t, x̄)) =
δv(t, x̄) + O(ε2).

Let us look at δS. We can claim

δS(t, x̄) = −
(

ξ(t, x̄)
∣

∣

∣
gradx̄Sb(x̄)

)

+ O(ε2), (3.32)

provided that

S0(x̄)− Sb(x̄) = −(ξ0(x̄)
∣

∣

∣
gradx̄Sb(x̄)). (3.33)

In fact, we see

δS(t, x̄) = S0(x̄)− Sb(ϕ(t, x̄))

= S0(x̄)−
[

Sb(ϕb(t, x̄)) +
(

ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕb(t, x̄))
∣

∣

∣
gradx̄Sb(ϕb(t, x̄))

)

+ O(ε2)
]

= S0(x̄)− Sb(x̄)−
(

ξ − ξ0
∣

∣

∣
gradx̄Sb(x̄)

)

+ O(ε2)

= −(ξ
∣

∣

∣
gradx̄Sb(x̄)) + O(ε2),

provided (3.33). Here we have used the indentity

Sb(ϕb(t, x̄)) = Sb(x̄). (3.34)

Moreover we can replace (3.33) by

ρ0(x̄)S0(x̄)− ρb(x̄)Sb(x̄) = −divx̄

(

ρb(x̄)Sb(x̄)ξ
0(x̄)

)

(3.35)

in modulo O(ε2), since

ρ0S0 − ρbSb + div(ρbSbξ
0) = ρ0

(

S0 − Sb + (ξ0|gradSb)
)

+

+ Sbdiv
(

(ρ0 − ρb)ξ
0
)

+ (ρ0 − ρb)(S
0 − Sb),
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provided (3.30). Note that (3.30) and (3.35) imply

∫

Rb

ρ0(x)dx =

∫

Rb

ρb(x)dx, (3.36)

∫

Rb

ρ0(x)S0(x)dx =

∫

Rb

ρb(x)Sb(x)dx, (3.37)

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 δP . Since we are supposing P = ργ exp(S/CV ), we have

δP (t, x̄) =
(γP

ρ

)∣

∣

∣

(ρ,S)=(ρL
b
,SL

b
)(t,x̄)

δρ(t, x̄)+

+
1

CV
PLb (t, x̄)δS(t, x̄) + O(ε2).

Therefore, supposing (3.33), we have

δP (t, x̄) =
(γP

ρ

)

b
(x̄)δρ(t, x̄)− Pb(x̄)

CV

(

ξ(t, x̄)
∣

∣

∣
gradx̄Sb(x̄)

)

+ O(ε2), (3.38)

where

(γP

ρ

)

b
(x̄) =

γPb(x̄)

ρb(x̄)
,

since

(γP

ρ

)∣

∣

∣

(ρ,S)=(ρL
b
,SL

b
)(t,x̄)

=
(γP

ρ

)∣

∣

∣

(ρ,S)=(ρb,Sb)(x̄)
+ O(ε),

PLb (t, x̄) = Pb(x̄) + O(ε).

Since we have defined

ab := − 1

γCV
gradSb =

1

ρb
gradρb −

1

γPb
gradPb, (3.39)

we can write

δP =
(γP

ρ

)

b
δρ+ γPb(ξ|ab) + O(ε2). (3.40)

Let us note that we can write (3.40) as

δP = −γPbdivx̄ξ −
(

ξ
∣

∣

∣
gradx̄Pb

)

+ O(ε2), (3.41)

by using (3.29), (3.39).

17



Let us look at

Φ(t,x)− Φb(x) = −G

∫

ρ(t,x′)− ρb(x
′)

‖x− x′‖ dx′

= −G

∫

Rb

δρ(t, x̄′)

‖x̄− x̄′‖dx̄
′ + O(ε2) (3.42)

In fact, applying the Gronwall argument to the identity

ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕ(t, x̄′) = x̄− x̄′ +

∫ t

0

[

v(s,ϕ(s, x̄))− v(s,ϕ(s, x̄′))
]

ds,

we can derive the estimate

1

1 + C1|ε|T
‖ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕ(t, x̄′)‖ ≤ ‖x̄− x̄′‖ ≤ 1

1− C1|ε|T
‖ϕ(t, x̄)−ϕ(t, x̄′)‖

for t ∈ [0, T ], x̄, x̄′ ∈ Rb, provided that C1|ε|T < 1, where

C1 =
1

|ε| sup
{

‖Dxv(t,x)‖
∣

∣

∣
0 ≤ t ≤ T,x ∈ D0

}

so that

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

[

v(s,ϕ(s, x̄))− v(s,ϕ(s, x̄′))
]

ds
∣

∣

∣
≤ C1|ε|

∫ t

0

‖ϕ(s, x̄)−ϕ(s, x̄′)‖ds,

and we have
dx′ =

∣

∣

∣
detDx̄x(t, x̄

′)
∣

∣

∣
dx̄′ = (1 + O(ε))dx̄′.

Hence
ρ(t,x′)− ρb(x

′)

‖x− x′‖ dx′ =
δρ(t, x̄′)

‖x̄− x̄′‖dx̄
′ + O(ε2)

For x = ϕ(1, x̄),x′ = ϕ(t, x̄′), therefore (3.42) holds.
Combining (3.29) and (3.42), we see

Φ(t,x)− Φb(x) = G

∫

Rb

divx̄(ρbξ(t, x̄
′)

‖x̄− x̄′‖ dx̄′ + O(ε2). (3.43)

We note

1

ρ
gradxP − 1

ρb
gradxPb =

1

ρb
gradx(P − Pb)−

ρ− ρb
ρ2b

gradxPb

=
1

ρLb
gradx̄(δP )−

δρ

(ρLb )
2
gradx̄P

L
b + O(ε2) (3.44)

with x = ϕ(t, x̄).
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Summing up, we get the linearized approximation of (3.14):

∂δv

∂t
+Bδv + Lξ = 0, (3.45)

with

Lξ =
1

ρb
gradx̄(δP )−

gradx̄Pb
(ρb)2

δρ+ gradx̄

(

4πGK[−δρ]
)

, (3.46)

δρ = −divx̄(ρbξ), (3.47)

δP =
γPb
ρb

δρ− γPb(ξ
∣

∣

∣
ab), (3.48a)

or

δP = −γPbdivx̄ξ −
(

ξ
∣

∣

∣
gradx̄Pb

)

, (3.48b)

where we read ρb = ρb(x̄), Pb = Pb(x̄).

Since δv = ∂ξ/∂t+ O(ε2) ( (3.31) ), (3.45) reads

∂2ξ

∂t2
+B

∂ξ

∂t
+ Lξ = 0. (3.49)

This equation (3.49) 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) :

{x|ρ0(x) > 0} = Rb(= {x|ρb(x) > 0}),
ρ0(x)− ρb(x) = −div

(

ρb(x)ξ
0(x)

)

,

S0(x)− Sb(x) = −
(

ξ0(x)
∣

∣

∣
gradSb(x)

)

.

Remark 5 Strictly speaking, we should introduce (δρ; ξ), (δS; ξ), (δP ; ξ), (δΦ; ξ)
by defining

(δρ; ξ)(t, x̄) = −divx̄(ρb(x̄)ξ(t, x̄)), (3.50a)

(δS; ξ)(t, x̄) = −(ξ(t, x̄)|gradx̄Sb(x̄)), (3.50b)

(δP |ξ)(t, x̄) = γPb(x̄)

ρb(x̄)
(δρ; ξ)− γPb(x̄)(ξ(t, x̄)|ab(x̄)) (3.50c)

= −γPb(x̄)divx̄ξ(t, x̄)− (ξ(t, x̄)|gradx̄Pb(x̄)), (3.50d)

(δΦ; ξ)(t, x̄) = 4πGK[−(δρ; ξ)](t, x̄). (3.50e)
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Then (3.46) should read

Lξ =
1

ρb
gradx̄(δP ; ξ)−

gradx̄Pb
(ρb)2

(δρ; ξ) + gradx̄(δΦ; ξ), (3.51)

while

δρ = (δρ; ξ) + O(ε2),

δS = (δS; ξ) + O(ε2),

δP = (δP ; ξ) + O(ε2),

δΦ = (δΦ; ξ) + O(ε2).

Remark 6 The derivation of the linearized approximation of the equations in
Lagrangian co-ordinate system can be found [14, 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 ρ0 = ρb, S

0 = Sb. In this case we can take ξ0 = 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

Bξ̇ = 2Ω+ (vb|grad)ξ̇,
Lξ = (vb|grad)(vb|grad)ξ + 2Ω× ((vb|grad)ξ) +Ω× (Ω× ξ) + etc.

But the underlined terms are of O(ε2) when vb = O(ε), so they should be ne-
grected. Also [6] copies [15] without examination. In other words, we should
take B and L in the same form both for the case of ωb = 0 and for the case of
ωb 6= 0, but = O(ε).

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:

∂2ξ

∂t2
+B

∂ξ

∂t
+ Lξ = f(t,x) on [0,+∞[×R, (4.1a)

ξ|t=0 = ξ0,
∂ξ

∂t

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= v0 on R, (4.1b)
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where

B = (B(x)ij)i,j , Bij ∈ C∞(R3), (4.2)

Lu =
1

ρ
gradδP − δρ

ρ2
gradP + gradδΦ, (4.3)

δρ = −div(ρu), (4.4)

δP =
γP

ρ
δρ+ γP (u|a) = γP

ρ
δρ+

P

CV
δS, (4.5)

δΦ = 4πGK[−δρ] = 4πGK[div(ρu)], (4.6)

K[g] =
1

4π

∫

R

g(x′)

‖x− x′‖dx
′, (4.7)

and ξ0,v0,f are given data. We are denoting Rb, ρb(x), Pb(x), Sb(x), ab,Ab by
R, ρ(x), P (x), S(x), a,A for the sake of simplicity of symbols.

Let us consider the integro-differential operator L in the Hilbert space H =
L2(ρdx,R;C3) endowed with the inner product

(u1|u2)H =

∫

R

(u1(x)|u2(x))ρ(x)dx. (4.8)

Of course

(u1(x)|u2(x)) :=
∑

k

uk1(x)u
k
2(x)

∗ for uµ(x) =













u1µ(x)

u2µ(x)

u3µ(x)













, µ = 1, 2.

Here and hereafter Z∗ denotes the complex conjugate X− iY of Z = X+iY ,
while i stands for the imaginary unit,

√
−1.

First we observe L restricted on C∞
0 (R,C3). Let us decompose L as

Lu = L0u+ 4πGL1, (4.9)

L0u = grad
(

− γP

ρ2
div(ρu) +

γP

ρ
(u|a)

)

+

+
γP

ρ

(

− adiv(ρu) + (u|a)gradρ
)

, (4.10)

L1u = gradK(div(ρu)). (4.11)

Using this expression for u ∈ C∞
0 (R), µ = 1, 2, we have the following formula
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by integration by parts:

(L0u1|u2) =

∫

γP

ρ2
div(ρu1)div(ρu2)

∗+

+

∫

γP

ρ

(

− (u1|a)div(ρu2)
∗ − div(ρu1)(u

∗
2|a)

)

+

+

∫

γP

ρ
(u1|a)(gradρ|u2)

=

∫

γP

ρ2
div(ρu1)div(ρu2)

∗+

+ 2Re
[

∫

γPA

ρ
(u1|n)div(ρu2)

∗
]

−
∫

γPA

ρ
‖gradρ‖2(u1|n)(u2|n)∗,

where we recall

a = −A n, n =
gradρ

‖gradρ‖ , (4.12)

and

(L1u1|u2) = −
∫

K[div(ρu1)]div(ρu2)
∗. (4.13)

Hence

(Lu1|u2) =

∫

γP

ρ2
div(ρu1)div(ρu2)

∗ + 2Re
[

∫

γPA

ρ
(u1|n)div(ρu2)

∗
]

−
∫

γPA

ρ
‖gradρ‖2(u1|n)(u2|n)∗+

− 4πG

∫

K[div(ρu1)]div(ρu2)
∗. (4.14)

Then it is clear that

(Lu1|u2) = (u1|Lu2) for ∀u1,u2 ∈ C∞
0 (R), (4.15)

that is, L restricted on C∞
0 (R) is a symmetric operator.

Moreover we have

(L0u|u) =
∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx+ 2Re

[

∫

γPA

ρ
(u|n)div(ρu)∗

]

+

−
∫

γPA

ρ
|(u|n)|2‖gradρ‖.

Since A ∈ C1,α(R ∪ ∂R)), we have

κ1 := sup
R

{

|A |
√

γP

ρ

}

<∞. (4.16)
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Therefore

∣

∣

∣

∫

γPA

ρ
(u|n)div(ρu)∗

∣

∣

∣
≤ κ1

2

[1

ǫ

∫

|(u|n)|2ρdx+ ǫ

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx

]

≤ κ1
2

[1

ǫ
‖u‖2H + ǫ

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx

]

.

On the other hand, we have

κ2 := sup
R

{γP |A |
ρ2

‖gradρ‖
}

<∞. (4.17)

Then
∣

∣

∣

∫

γPA

ρ
|(u|n)|2‖gradρ‖

∣

∣

∣
≤ κ2‖u‖2H.

Taking ǫ =
1

2κ1
, we have

1

2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx− (2κ21 + κ2)‖u‖2H ≤ (L0u|u) ≤

≤ 3

2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx+ (2κ21 + κ2)‖u‖2H (4.18)

and, taking ǫ =
2

κ1
, we have

−
(κ21
4

+κ2

)

‖u‖2H ≤ (L0u|u) ≤ 2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx+

(κ21
4

+κ2

)

‖u‖2H. (4.19)

As for L1, on the other hand, we have

Proposition 1 It holds that

−ρO‖u‖2H ≤ (L1u|u)H ≤ 0. (4.20)

Proof. Look at
Ψ := −K[g], C := ρu− gradΨ. (4.21)

Since △Ψ = g, we have
divC = 0.

Keeping in mind that Ψ = O(1r ), gradΨ,C = O( 1
r2 ) as r → +∞, we derive from

this that
∫

R3

(gradΨ|C)dx = 0 (4.22)
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Then we see
∫

R

K[g]g∗dx =

∫

R

(gradΨ|ρu)

=

∫

R3

(gradΨ|C + gradΨ)dx

=

∫

R3

‖gradΨ‖2dx (by (4.22))

=

∫

R

‖ρu‖2dx−
∫

R3

‖C‖2dx (again by (4.22))

≤
∫

R

‖ρu‖2dx

≤ ρO

∫

R

‖u‖2ρdx = ρO‖u‖2H.

and
∫

R

K[g]g∗dx =

∫

R3

‖gradΨ‖2dx ≥ 0.

�

This proof is due to Juhi Jang. See [11, Proposition 2].

Summing up, we have

1

2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx− (2κ21 + κ2 + 4πGρO)‖u‖2H ≤ (Lu|u) ≤

≤ 3

2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx+ (2κ21 + κ2)‖u‖2H. (4.23)

and, on the other hand, thanks to (4.19), we have

−
(κ21
4

+κ2+4πGρO

)

‖u‖2H ≤ (Lu|u) ≤ 2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx+

(κ21
4

+κ2

)

‖u‖2H.
(4.24)

Therefore the operator L restricted on C∞
0 (R) is a symmetric, bounded from

below operator in H. Applying the Friedrichs theory, see e.g., [12, Chapter VI,
Section 2.3], we can claim:

Theorem 2 L ↾ C∞
0 (R) admits the Friedrichs extension L, which is a self-

adjoint operator in H, whose domain is

D(L) = {u ∈ G0

∣

∣

∣
Lu ∈ H}. (4.25)

Here G is the Hilbert space of all u ∈ H such that

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx <∞

endowed with the inner product

(u1|u2)G = (u1|u2)H +

∫

R

γP

ρ2
(div(ρu1)(div(ρu2)

∗dx, (4.26)
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and G0 is the closure of C∞
0 (R) in G.

In fact, we define the quadratic form Q0 by

Q0[u] = Q0(u,u) =

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx+ 2Re

[

∫

γPA

ρ
(u|n)div(ρu)∗dx

]

+

−
∫

γPA

ρ
|(u|n)|2‖gradρ‖dx− 4πG

∫

K[div(ρu)]div(ρu)∗dx.

(4.27)

Then it holds that
(Lu1|u2)H = Q0(u1,u2) (4.28)

for ∀u1,u2 ∈ C∞
0 (R). We define

Qa(u1,u2) = Q0(u1,u2) + a(u1|u2)H (4.29)

with
a := 2κ21 + κ2 + 4πGρO. (4.30)

Since

1

2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx ≤ Qa[u] ≤

3

2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx+ (2κ21 + κ2 + a)‖u‖2H,

(4.31)
we have

0 ≤ Qa[u] for u ∈ G. (4.32)

Since

1

2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx ≤ Qa[u] ≤

3

2

∫

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx+ (2κ21 + κ2 + a)‖u‖2H

(4.33)
for u ∈ G, we have

1

C
‖u‖G ≤ [|u|] ≤ C‖u‖G, (4.34)

where

[|u|] :=
[

‖u‖2H +Qa[u]
]

1
2

. (4.35)

Thus the norm ‖ · ‖G can be replaced by [| · |] equivalently. We have

((L+ a)u1|u2)H = Qa(u1,u2) (4.36)

for ∀u1 ∈ D(L), ∀u2 ∈ G0.

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 ξ0 ∈ D(L), v0 ∈ G0 and f ∈ C([0,+∞[;H). Then the
initial-boundary value problem (4.1a) (4.1b) admits a unique solution

ξ ∈ C2([0,+∞[,H) ∩ C1([0,+∞[,G0) ∩C([0,+∞[,D(L))

and the energy

E(t,u) := [|u|]2 +
∥

∥

∥

∂u

∂t

∥

∥

∥

2

H

= ‖u||2H +Qa[u] +
∥

∥

∥

∂u

∂t

∥

∥

∥

2

H
= (1 + a)‖u‖2H +Q0[u] +

∥

∥

∥

∂u

∂t

∥

∥

∥

2

H
(4.37)

enjoys the estimate

√

E(t, ξ) ≤ eκt
√

E(0, ξ) +

∫ t

0

eκ(t−s)‖f(s)‖Hds (4.38)

for
κ = 1 + a+max

i,j
‖Bij‖L∞(R).

Let us claim the following

Theorem 4 0 is an eigenvalue of L and dimKer[L] = ∞.

Proof. 1) Suppose A 6= 0, that is, gradSb(x) 6= 0 for ∃x ∈ R. Then

ξ0(x) =
1

ρb(x)
gradSb(x)× gradα(x), (4.39)

where α ∈ C∞
0 (R;R) is arbitrary, enjoys

(δρ; ξ0) = −div(ρbξ
0) = 0,

(δS; ξ0) = −(ξ0|gradSb) = 0,

(δP ; ξ0) = −γPb
ρb

(δρ; ξ0) +
Pb
CV

(δS; ξ0) = 0,

(δΦ; ξ0) = −4πGK[(δρ; ξ0)] = 0,

therefore Lξ0 = 0. (Recall the notations of Remark 5.) If gradα(x1) 6= 0
and gradSb(x1) 6= 0 at ∃x1 ∈ R, then ξ0 6= 0 and ξ0 is an eigenvector of the
eigenvalue 0.

2) Suppose A = 0, that is, gradSb(x) = 0 for ∀x ∈ R, or, the background is
isentropic. Then, for any vector field a ∈ C∞

0 (R;R3), the vector field ξ0 defined
by

ξ0(x) =
1

ρb(x)
rota(x) (4.40)

enjoys δρ = 0, δS = 0, δP = 0, δΦ = 0, so that Lξ0 = 0. If rota 6= 0 somewhere,
then ξ0 6= 0 and it is an eigenvector. �
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The solution ξ(t,x) = ξ0(x) with Lξ0 = 0 may be called a ‘trivial pertur-
bation’ after [7].

Roughly or formally speaking, the boundary condition for ξ ∈ D(L) is:

div(ρξ) = 0 on ∂R,

or
(n|ξ) = 0 on ∂R,

since, formally,
div(ρξ) = ρdivξ + (gradρ|ξ)

with ρ = 0 and n = gradρ/‖gradρ‖ on the boundary.

5 Eigenvalue problem

We are considering the equation

∂2ξ

∂t2
+B

∂ξ

∂t
+Lξ = 0. (5.1)

Keeping in mind Bv = 2Ω





0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0



v, we suppose that B is a skew

symmetric bounded linear operator in B(H). Therefore (Bv|v) = −(v|Bv) and
Re[(Bv|v)] = 0 ∀v. Put

β := |‖B‖|B(H) = sup
‖Bv‖H
‖v‖H

. (5.2)

L is a self-adjoint operator in H and

(Lu|u)H ≥ −m∗‖u‖2H ∀u ∈ D(L), (5.3)

m∗ being a nonnegative number, say,

m∗ = (−µ∗) ∨ 0, (5.4)

where

µ∗ := inf
u∈D(L)

(Lu|u)H
‖u‖2H

. (5.5)

We know

m∗ ≤ κ21
4

+ κ2 + 4πGρO

by (4.24).

Now we look for nontrivial solution of (5.1) of the form ξ(t,x) = eλtξ0(x) ,
where λ ∈ C, ξ0 ∈ D(L). Namely
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Definition 3 If there is a ξ0 ∈ D(L) such that ξ0 6= 0, and

[

λ2 + λB +L
]

ξ0 = 0 (5.6)

holds, then λ is called an eigenvalue of (5.1) and ξ0 is called an eigenvector
associated with the eigenvalue λ.

If λ is an eigenvalue of (5.1) and ξ0 is an associated eigenvector, then

1) ξ : (t,x) 7→ eλtξ0(x) is a solution of (5.1) with the initial condition

ξ|t=0 = ξ0(x),
∂ξ

∂t

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= λξ0(x), (5.7)

2) ξRe : (t,x) 7→ Re[eλtξ0(x)] is a solution of (5.1) with the initial conditon

ξRe|t=0 = Re[ξ0(x)],
∂ξRe

∂t

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= Re[λ]Re[ξ0(x)]− Im[λ]Im[ξ0(x)], (5.8)

3) λ satisfies the quadratic equation

aλ2 + ibλ+ c = 0 (5.9)

where the coefficents a, b, c are given by

a = ‖ξ0‖2H, b = −i(Bξ0|ξ0)H, c = (Lξ0|ξ0)H, (5.10)

and a, b, c are real numbers.

If L is the operator defined by Theorem 2, it follows from Theorem 4
that 0 is an eigenvalue of (5.1) and the multiplicity is infinite. The solution
ξ(t,x) = ξ0(x) with Lξ0 = 0 may be called a ‘trivial perturbation’ after [7].

Let us recall the operator A in E = G0 × H defined by

AU =





O −I

L B



U, D(A) = D(L)×G0, (5.11)

by which the equation (5.1) reads

dU

dt
+AU = 0

with U = (ξ, ∂∂tξ)
⊤.

Proposition 2 λ ∈ C is an eigenvalue of (5.1) if and only if λ is an eigenvalue
of the operator −A.
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Following [6], we use

Definition 4 The familty of operators L = (L(λ))λ∈C, where

L(λ) = λ2 + λB +L, (5.12)

is called the ‘quadratic pencil’ of the equation (5.1).
The resolvent set Ρ(L) is the set of λ ∈ C such that L(λ) has the bounded

incverse in B(H). C \ Ρ(L) is the spectrum of L, and is denoted by Σ(L). The
set of all eigenvalues of (5.1) is denoted by Σp(L).

If λ is an eigenvalue of (5.1), then it belongs to the spectrum of L, that is,
Σp(L) ⊂ Σ(L). However we cannot say that any λ ∈ Σ(L) is an eigenvalue of
(5.1), that is, Σp(L) = Σ(L), a priori. We study the structure of Σ(L).

Proposition 3 Ρ(L) is an open subset of C and Σ(L) is closed .

Proof. Let us consider λ ∈ Ρ(L). Then

L(λ +∆λ) = L(λ)
[

I + L(λ)−1(∆λ(2λ+B +∆λ)
]

admits the bounded inverse and λ+∆λ ∈ Ρ(L), if

|‖L(λ)−1∆λ(2λ+B +∆λ)‖|B(H) < 1.

For this inequality, it is sufficient that

|‖L(λ)−1‖|B(H) · |∆λ| · |(2|λ|+ β + |∆λ|) < 1,

or

|∆λ| < −
(

|λ|+ β

2

)

+

√

(

|λ|+ β

2

)2

+
1

|‖L(λ)−1‖|B(H)
.

This means Ρ(L) is open. �

Proposition 4 Ρ(L) and Σ(L) are symmetric about the imaginary axis iR.

In fact we see L(λ)∗ = L(−λ∗).

Proposition 5 It hold

Ρ(L) = Ρ(−A), Σ(L) = Σ(−A), Σp(L) ⊂ Σp(−A).

Here Ρ(−A),Σ(−A),Σp(−A) stand for the usual resolvent set, spectrum, point
spectrum (the set of all eigenvalues) of the operator −A in G0 × H.
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Proof. Let λ ∈ Ρ(L). Consider the equation

AU + λU = F =





g

f



 ∈ G0 × H,

or,










−v + λu = g

Lu+Bu+ λv = f

This system of equations can be solved as











u = L(λ)−1(f +Bg − λf)

v = λL(λ)−1(f +Bg − λg)− f

since λ ∈ Ρ(L) , while F 7→ U is continuous. Therefore λ ∈ Ρ(−A).
Inversely let λ ∈ Ρ(−A). Consider the equation

(λ2 + λB +L)u = f ∈ H,

which is equivalent to the system of equations











λv +Bv +Lu = f ,

v = λu

But this is nothing but

AU + ΛU =





0

f





for U = (u,v)⊤. Since λ ∈ Ρ(−A) is supposed, this admits the solution

U =





u

v



 = (A+ λ)−1





0

f



 ,

and f 7→ u is continuous, that is, λ ∈ Ρ(L). �

Let us consider the case of B = O, or Ω = 0. Then

Σ(L) =
{

λ ∈ C

∣

∣

∣
− λ2 ∈ Σ(L)

}

,

where Σ(L) is the spectrum of the operatorL in H. We know Σ(L) ⊂ [−m∗,+∞[.
Therefore we see

Σ(L) ⊂ iR ∪ [−√
m∗,

√
m∗].
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But, when B 6= 0,Ω 6= 0, the situation is not so imple. Note that, when
B 6= 0,Ω 6= 0, A is not self-adjoint, since

(AU |U)E − (U |AU)E = (Bv|v)H − (v|Bv)H = 2(Bv|v)H for U =

[

u

v

]

.

At least we can claim

Proposition 6 It holds

]−∞,−A[ ∪ ]A,+∞[ ⊂ Ρ(L) = Ρ(−A) (5.13)

with A =
β

2
+

√

β2

4
+m∗.

For proof see Proposition A2 of Appendix.

Proposition 7 For λ ∈ Ρ(L), we have

|‖L(λ)−1‖|B(H) ≥
1

d(2|λ|+ β + d)
(5.14)

where d := dist.(λ,Σ(L)).

Proof. Let λ ∈ Ρ(L). Then, for ∆λ ∈ C, the operator

L(λ +∆λ) = L(λ)
[

I + L(λ)−1∆λ(2λ+B +∆λ)
]

admits the bounded inverse in B(H) and λ+∆λ ∈ Ρ(L)(L), if

|‖L(λ)−1∆λ(2λ+B +∆λ)‖|B(H) < 1.

For this inequality, it is sufficient that

|‖L(λ)−1‖|B(H) · |∆λ| · (2|λ|+ β + |∆λ|) < 1.

In other words, if λ+∆λ ∈ Σ(L), then it should hold

|‖L(λ)−1‖|B(H) · |∆λ| · (2|λ|+ β + |∆λ|) ≥ 1.

If d < +∞, then there is a sequence λ+(∆λ)n ∈ Σ(L) such that |(∆λ)n| → d,
and the assertion follows. �

Theorem 5 ([6, Theorem 1]) Σ(L) is a subset of

S := iR ∪
{

λ ∈ C

∣

∣

∣
|λ| ≤ √

m∗, |Im[λ]| ≤ β

2

}

. (5.15)
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Proof. First we consider λ∞ ∈ ∂Σ(L).
Let us take a sequance (λn)n such that λn ∈ Ρ(L) and λn → λ∞ as n →

∞. By Proposition 7 we have |‖(L(λn)−1‖|B(H) → +∞, therefore there are
fn ∈ H such that ‖fn‖H = 1 and ‖L(λn))−1fn‖H → +∞ as n → ∞. Put
ξn = L(λn)

−1fn(∈ D(L)) and un = ξn/‖ξn‖H. Then ‖un‖H = 1 and
∣

∣

∣
(L(λn)un|un)H

∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣

1

‖ξn‖2H
(fn|ξn)H

∣

∣

∣
≤ 1

‖ξn‖H
→ 0.

But we see
(L(λn)un|un)H = λ2n + iλnbn + cn,

where
bn := −i(Bu|u)H, cn = (Lun|un)H.

Here bn, cn ∈ R and |bn| ≤ β, cn ≥ −m∗. Hence, by taking a subsequence if
necessary, we can suppose that bn tends to a limit b∞ such that b∞ ∈ R, |b∞| ≤
β. Put c∞ := −λ2∞ − iλ∞b∞. Then we see cn → c∞. Hence c∞ ∈ R and
c∞ ≥ −m∗, and λ∞ turns out to enjoy the quadratic equation

λ2∞ + ib∞λ∞ + c∞ = 0.

Consequently,

λ∞ = i
[

− b∞
2

±
√

b2∞
4

+ c∞
]

.

If
b2∞
4

+ c∞ ≥ 0, then λ∞ ∈ iR. If
b2∞
4

+ c∞ ≤ 0, then |λ∞|2 = −c∞ ≤ m∗ and
∣

∣

∣
Im[λ∞]

∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣
− b∞

2

∣

∣

∣
≤ β

2
. Hence λ∞ ∈ S.

Let us consider λ0 ∈ Σ(L). We claim λ0 ∈ S. Suppose λ0 6∈ S. By the
symmetricity, we suppose Re[λ0] > 0. Then there would exist a curve Γ : t ∈
[0, 1] 7→ λ(t) ∈ C \ S such that λ(0) = λ0 and λ(1) ∈

]

β
2 +

√

β2

4 +m∗,+∞
[

.

Recall λ(1) ∈ Ρ(L) by Proposition 6. The time

t̄ = sup
{

t ∈ [0, 1]
∣

∣

∣
λ(t) ∈ Σ(L)

}

would enjoy t̄ ∈ [0, 1[, λ(t̄) ∈ ∂Σ(L), λ(t̄) 6∈ S, a contradiction to ∂Σ(L) ⊂ S.
Therefore we can claim λ0 ∈ S. �

We want to clarify the structure of Σ(L) more concretely. In [6, p.405] J.
Dyson and B. F. Schutz say that the following assumption about Σ(L) is very
reasonable and provable:

Assumption 3 Let S = S(i) ∪ S(ii) ∪ S(iii), where

S(i) = {λ ∈ iR | |Im[λ]| > β

2
}

S(ii) = {λ ∈ S | λ 6∈ iR},

S(iii) = {λ ∈ iR | |Im[λ]| ≤ β

2
}.
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Then

(i) Σ(L) ∩ S(i) ⊂ Σp(L),

(ii) Σ(L) ∩ S(ii) ⊂ Σp(L), and ∂(Σp(L) ∩ S(ii)) ∩ (iR) = ∅,
(iii)

(

Σ(L) ∩ S(iii)

)

\ Σp(L) 6= ∅.

However it seems that this assumption has not yet been justified mathe-
matically. Note that the Assumption 3 imlies that, when Ω = 0, it holds that
Σ(L) = Σp(L) and that, when Ω 6= 0, it holds that Σ(L) \ Σp(L) 6= ∅.

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 c is positive for each
eigen ξ [ read ξ0 ] . 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 λ ∈ Σp(L) of (5.1) and its associated solution
ξ(t,x) = eλtξ0(x), ξ0 ∈ D(L), ξ0 6= 0, it holds

‖Ξ(t, ·)‖H×H ≤ C for ∀t ∈ [0,+∞[, (6.1)

Here and hereafter

Ξ =





ξ

ξ̇



 , ξ̇ =
∂ξ

∂t
. (6.2)
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Since

‖ξ(t, ·)‖H = eRe[λ]t‖ξ0‖H, ‖ξ̇(t, ·)‖H = |λ|eRe[λ]t‖ξ0‖H,

the following condition is necessary and sufficient for the stability in the sense
of (ST.1):

(*) For any eigenvalue λ ∈ Σp(L) it hlds that Re[λ] = 0, that is, Σp(L) ⊂ iR.

Onthe other hand, any λ ∈ Σp(L) satisfies the quadratic equation

λ2 + ibλ+ c = 0 (6.3)

where the coefficents b, c are given by

b = −i(Bξ0|ξ0)H, c = (Lξ0|ξ0)H, (6.4)

ξ0 being an associated eigen vector such that ‖ξ0‖H = 1, and b, c being real
numbers, therefore

λ = i
[ b

2
±
√

b2

4
+ c

]

. (6.5)

Hence

Re[λ] = 0 ⇔ b2

4
+ c ≥ 0 ⇐ c ≥ 0. (6.6)

Therefore, considering the condition

(PD.1): It holds
(Lu|u)H ≥ 0 ∀u ∈ D(L), (6.7)

we can claim

Proposition 8 If L is ‘positive definite’ in the sense of (PD.1), then the back-
ground (ρ, S,v) = (ρb, Sb,vb) is ‘stable’ in the sense of (ST.1).

The saying of [15] can be intertreted as this Proposition.

Note that (PD.1) implies

µ∗ = inf
u∈D(L)

(Lu|u)H
‖u‖2H

≥ 0,

m∗ = (−µ∗) ∨ 0 = 0, and Σ(L) ⊂ iR by Theorem 5.

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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ξ of (5.1) and the wider stability concept:

(ST.2) : For all solution ξ ∈ C2([0,+∞[,H)∩C1([0,+∞[;G0)∩C([0,+∞[;D(L))
of (5.1) it holds

‖Ξ(t, ·)‖H×H ≤ C for ∀t ∈ [0,+∞[. (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 (5.1) dense in H?

or

Question 2 Is Σp(L) = Σ(L)?

Let us note that, if Ω = ωb = 0 and the background is spherically symmet-
ric, then it holds that Σ(LG) = Σp(L

G), where LG is the Friedrichs extention

of L ↾ C∞
0 in the Hilbert space G =

{

u ∈ H

∣

∣

∣
div(ρu) ∈ L2

(γP

ρ2
dx

)}

. See [11].

But, even in this non-rotating case, we do not know whether Σ(L) = Σp(L) or
not, L being the Friedrics extension in H. Moreover, when Ω 6= 0, B is not a
bounded linear operator in G so that the application of Hille-Yosida theory for
the basic existence proof in Section 4 does not work if we take G as the basic
space instead of H.

Also let us note that, if Ω = 0,B = 0, when (5.1) reduces

∂2ξ

∂t2
+Lξ = 0, (6.9)

(PD.1) implies that

ξ =

∫ +∞

0

cos(
√
σt)dE(σ)a +

∫ +∞

0

sin(
√
σt)dE(σ)b (6.10)

solves (6.9) with ξ0 = a,v0 =
√
Lb, provided that a, b ∈ D(L). Here (E(σ))σ∈R

is the spectral decomposition of the self-adjoint operatorL, which enjoysE(−0) =
O thanks to (PD.1). In this case we have

‖Ξ‖H×H ≤ C
(

‖a‖
D(

√
L) + ‖b‖

D(
√
L)

)

.

Here √
L =

∫ +∞

0

√
σdE(σ)
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so that (
√
L)2 = L and

‖u‖
D(

√
L) =

[

‖u‖2H + ‖
√
Lu‖2H

]
1
2

.

• Now let us introduce more general concepts of stability. Namely, let N be
a semi-norm on D(L)×G0, and consider the condition:

(ST.3): For any solution ξ of (5.1) it holds

N(Ξ(t, ·)) ≤ C for ∀t ∈ [0,+∞[. (6.11)

Here C is a bounce deending on Ξ0 = Ξ(0, ·) = (ξ0,v0)⊤.

Recall
N0(Ξ(t, ·)) ≤ eΛtN0(Ξ

0)

for

N0(U) := ‖U‖E =
[

‖u‖2G + ‖u̇‖2H
]

1
2

for U =





u

u̇





Here Λ = 1 +m∗ + β ≥ 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 δ such that

(Lu|u) ≥ δn(u)2 ∀u ∈ D(L). (6.12)

Put

N(U) :=
[

δn(u)2 + ‖u̇‖2H
]

1
2

. (6.13)

Then (ST.3) holds with

C =
[

‖v0‖2H + (Lξ0|ξ0)H
]

1
2

.

In fact, multipling (5.1) by ξ̇ by the H-inner product, taking the real part,
using Re[(Bξ̇|ξ̇)H] = 0, we have

d

dt

[

‖ξ̇‖2H + (Lξ|ξ)H
]

= 0.

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 Ω = ωb = 0 and the background (ρ, S,0) is spherically symmetric,

2) and is isentropic, that is, S = S0, S0 being a constant, and 3)
4

3
< γ < 2.

Then Υ = ΥOθ
(r

a
;

1

γ − 1

)

and R = {x|r = ‖x‖ < R} with R := aξ1

(

1
γ−1

)

.

It holds

P = Aργ , Υ =
Aγ

γ − 1
ργ−1,

γP

ρ2
=
dΥ

dρ
= Aρ−(2−γ),

and

(Lu|u)H =

∫

R

(dΥ

dρ
|g|2 − 4πGK[g]g∗

)

dx, (6.14)

with g = div(ρu). ( Recall Remark 3. )
Denote

gL :=
{

g ∈ L2
(dΥ

dρ
dx

)∣

∣

∣
∃u ∈ D(L) : g = div(ρu)

}

, (6.15)

and put
Ψ = −K[g] (6.16)

for g ∈ gL. Then, for g ∈ gL, g ∈ C(R),Ψ ∈ C(R3), and the expansion with
respect to spherical harmonics

g(x) =
∑

0≤ℓ,|m|≤ℓ
gℓm(r)Yℓm(ϑ, φ), (6.17a)

Ψ(x) =
∑

0≤ℓ,|m|≤ℓ
Ψℓm(r)Yℓm(ϑ, φ) (6.17b)

can be used. Here

x = r sinϑ cosφ
∂

∂x1
+ r sinϑ sinφ

∂

∂x2
+ r cosϑ

∂

∂x3

and

Yℓm(ϑ, φ) =

√

2ℓ+ 1

4π

(ℓ −m)!

(ℓ +m)!
Pmℓ (cosϑ)eimφ,

Yℓ,−m = (−1)mY ∗
ℓm (0 ≤ m ≤ ℓ), (6.18)

gℓm(r) =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

g(x)Yℓm(ϑ, φ)∗ sinϑdϑdφ, (6.19)

Ψℓm(r) =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

Ψ(x)Yℓm(ϑ, φ)∗ sinϑdϑdφ. (6.20)
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See [11, Lemma 5]. Note that

△(ℓ)Ψℓm = gℓm, Ψℓm = −Hℓ[gℓm], (6.21)

where

△(ℓ)w =
1

r2
d

dr
r2
dw

dr
− ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
w, (6.22)

Hℓ[ǧ](r) =
1

2ℓ+ 1

[

∫ r

0

ǧ(s)
(r

s

)−ℓ−1

sds+

∫ +∞

r

ǧ(s)
(r

s

)ℓ

sds
]

, (6.23)

and
‖gradΨ‖2 =

∑

ℓm

‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2, (6.24)

where

‖∇(ℓ)w‖2 =
∣

∣

∣

dw

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

+
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
|w|2. (6.25)

We are observing

(Lu|u)H = 4π
∑

ℓ,m

Qℓm, (6.26)

where

Qℓm =

∫ +∞

0

(dΥ

dρ
|△(ℓ)Ψℓm|2 − 4πG‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2

)

r2dr. (6.27)

First we consider ℓ = 0. Then we have

Q00 =

∫ R

0

(Lssy)y∗ρr4dr, (6.28)

where

y = − 1

rρ

d

dr
Ψ00, g00 =

1

r2
d

dr
(r3ρy), (6.29)

Lssy = − 1

ρr4
d

dr

(

γr4ρ
dy

dr

)

− (3γ − 4)
1

r

dΥ

dr
y, (6.30)

∫ R

0

(Lssy)y∗ρr4dr =

∫ R

0

(

γ
∣

∣

∣

dy

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

− (3γ − 4)
1

r

dΥ

dr
|y|2

)

ρr4dr. (6.31)

Since we are supposing 4
3 < γ, we have

δ∗ := inf
0<r<R

−(3γ − 4)
1

r

dΥ

dr
> 0, (6.32)

38



and

Q00 ≥ δ∗

∫ R

0

|y|2ρr4dr = δ∗

∫ R

0

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr. (6.33)

But
dΨ00

dr
=

1

r2

∫ r

0

g00(s)s
2ds = 0 for r > R,

since g00 = 0 on ]R,+∞[ and

∫ R

0

g00(r)r
2dr =

1√
4π

∫

R

g(x)dx = 0

for g ∈ gL. On the other hand,

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

∈ L∞(0, R),

since
dΨ00

dr
= − 1

r2

∫ R

r

g00(s)s
2ds for 0 < r < R

enjoys

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣
≤ 1

r2

√

∫ R

r

dρ

dΥ
s2ds

√

∫ R

0

dΥ

dρ
|g00(s)|2s2ds

≤ C(R − r)
1

2(γ−1) for
R

2
≤ r < R,

for
dρ

dΥ
= O((R − r)

2−γ
γ−1 ).

Therefore, under the convention that
1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

Ψ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

means 0 for r > R, we can

write

Q00 ≥ δ∗

∫ +∞

0

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr. (6.34)

In other words, if we adopt the decomposition

ur(x) =
∑

ℓm

urℓm(r)Yℓm(ϑ, φ), (6.35)

urℓm(r) =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

ur(x)Yℓm(ϑ, φ)∗ sinϑdϑdφ, (6.36)

while

u(x) = ur(x)er + uϑ(x)eϑ + uφ(x)eφ, (6.37)

where

er =
∂

∂r
, eϑ =

1

r

∂

∂ϑ
, eφ =

1

r sinϑ

∂

∂φ
. (6.38)
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we see
1

r2
d

dr
(r2ρur00) =

1

r2
d

dr
(r2g00), (6.39)

for

g = div(ρu) =
1

r2
∂

∂r
(r2ρur) +

1

r sinϑ

∂

∂ϑ
(sinϑuϑ) +

1

r sinϑ

∂uφ

∂φ
.

Hence we have

ρ(r)ur00(r) =

∫ r

0

g00(s)s
2ds = − d

dr
Ψ00(r) for 0 ≤ r < R,

therefore we can write

∫ +∞

0

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr =

∫ +∞

0

|ur00|2ρ(r)r2dr.

Thus

Q00 ≥ δ∗

∫ +∞

0

|ur00|2ρ(r)r2dr. (6.40)

Moreover there is a positive number µ0 such that

∫ R

0

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr ≥ µ0

∫ R

0

|Ψ00(r)|2r2dr. (6.41)

Proof. Looking at

µ := inf
ψ∈F

∫ R

0
1
ρ

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr
∫ R

0 |Ψ00(r)|2r2dr
, (6.42)

where
F =

{

ψ ∈ C1[0, R]
∣

∣

∣
ψ(R) = 0, |ψ(r)| ≤ ‖Ψ00‖L∞

}

,

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

in F such that

∫ R

0

|ψn|2r2dr = 1 and

Mn =

∫ R

0

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

dψn
dr

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr ց 0 as n→ ∞.
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For 0 < r ≤ r′ ≤ R it hold

|ψn(r)| =
∣

∣

∣
−
∫ R

r

Dψn(s)ds
∣

∣

∣

≤
√

∫ R

r

ρ(s)

s2
ds

√

∫ R

r

1

ρ(s)
|Dψn(s)|2s2ds

≤ √
ρO

√

R− r

Rr
Mn ≤

√
ρO

r
M1,

and

|ψn(r′)− ψn(r)| ≤
√
ρO

√

r′ − r

r′r
Mn ≤ √

ρO

√

r′ − r

r′r
M1.

Therefore by Ascoli-Arzela theorem we can suppose ψn tends to a limit ψ∞
uniformly on any compact subinterval of ]0, R], by taking a subsequence. Since
Mn → 0, we have ψ∞ = 0. For any 0 < r∗ ≪ 1 we have

∫ r∗

0

|ψn(r)|2r2dr ≤ ‖Ψ00‖2L∞

r3∗
3
.

Therefore

1 =

∫ R

0

|ψn(r)2r2dr

≤ ‖Ψ00‖2L∞

r3∗
3

+

∫ R

r∗

|ψn(r)|2r2dr

→ ‖Ψ00‖2L∞

r3∗
3

+

∫ R

r∗

|ψ∞(r)|2r2dr

= ‖Ψ00‖2L∞

r3∗
3
.

Taking r∗ so small that ‖Ψ00‖2L∞

r3∗
3
< 1, we see a contradiction. �

Next we consider ℓ ≥ 1. We claim

Qℓm ≥ 4πG

∫ +∞

0

(

‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2 −−4πG
dρ

dΥ
|Ψℓm|2

)

r2dr. (6.43)

For 0 < ǫ≪ 1, we put
(dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ
= γA(ρ+ ǫ)γ−2. Then, as ǫց +0,

(dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ
ր

dΥ

dρ
on 0 < r < R, and

∫ +∞

0

((dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ
|gℓm|2 − 4πG‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2

)

r2dr

ր Qℓm =

∫ +∞

0

((dΥ

dρ

)

|gℓm|2 − 4πG‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2
)

r2dr.
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But we see
∫ +∞

0

((dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ
|gℓm|2 − 4πG‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2

)

r2dr

=

∫ +∞

0

∣

∣

∣

√

(dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ
△(ℓ)Ψℓm + 4πG

√

((dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ

)−1

Ψℓm

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr

− 4πG

∫ +∞

0

2Re[(△(ℓ)Ψℓm)Ψ
∗
ℓm] + ‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2 + 4πG

((dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ

)−1

|Ψℓm|2
)

r2dr

≥ 4πG

∫ +∞

0

(

‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2 − 4πG
((dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ

)−1

|Ψℓm|2
)

r2dr,

for
∫ +∞

0

(△(ℓ)Ψℓm)Ψ∗
ℓmr

2dr = −
∫ +∞

0

‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2r2dr,

since r2
dΨℓm
dr

Ψ∗
ℓm = O

(1

r

)

as r → +∞. Since
((dΥ

dρ

)

ǫ

)−1

=
(ρ+ ǫ)2−γ

γA
ց

dρ

dΥ
=
ρ2−γ

γA
as ǫց 0, we have (6.43).

Let us show that

Q1[w] :=

∫ +∞

0

(

‖∇(1)w‖2 − 4πG
dρ

dΥ
|w|2

)

r2dr ≥ 0 (6.44)

for w = Ψℓm.
Fixing S ≥ R, put

QS
1 [w] :=

∫ S

0

(

‖∇(1)w‖2 − 4πG
dρ

dΥ
|w|2

)

r2dr. (6.45)

This is the quadratic form associated with the operator

Pw =
[

−△(1) − 4πG
dρ

dΥ

]

w. (6.46)

We consider P in XS0 = L2([0, S]; r2dr). We have the Friedrichs extension P S

of P ↾ C∞
0 (]0, S[), keeping in mind that

4πG
dρ

dΥ
≤ 4πG

γA
ρ2−γO .

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

Let µ1 be the least eigenvalue of P S . We are going to show µ1 ≥ 0. Let
φ1 be an eigenfunction. We can suppose φ1(r) > 0 for 0 < r < S. Consider

Υ ′ :=
dΥ

dr
, which satisfies PΥ ′ = 0 on [0,+∞[. Here we consider

Υ (r) = −K
( 1

R
− 1

r

)

, Υ ′(r) = −K
r2

for R < r
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with K = −
(

r2
dΥ

dr

)

r=R−0
(> 0). we look at

0 = (PΥ ′|φ1)XS
0
= (Υ ′|Pφ1)XS

0
+ r2Υ ′ dφ1

dr

∣

∣

∣

r=S−0

= µ1(Υ
′|φ1) + r2Υ ′ dφ1

dr

∣

∣

∣

r=S−0

Since Υ ′ < 0 on ]0, S], we have (Υ ′|φ1)XS
0
< 0. But r2Υ ′ dφ1

dr

∣

∣

∣

r=S−0
≥ 0, since

dφ1
dr

∣

∣

∣

r=S−0
≤ 0. Consequently µ1 ≥ 0 and

QS
1 [w] ≥ 0 for ∀w ∈ D(P S).

Since we cannot say w = Ψℓm ∈ D(P S), for maybe Ψℓm(S) 6= 0, we decom-
pose it as

w = Ψℓm =WS +ΠS , (6.47)

where

ΠS = −CℓmS−ℓ−1
( r

S

)ℓ

, Cℓm =
1

2ℓ+ 1

∫ R

0

gℓm(s)s
ℓ+2ds. (6.48)

Then
△(ℓ)WS = △(ℓ)w, WS(S) = 0. (6.49)

Note

PWS = −gℓm −
( ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2

r2
+ 4πG

dρ

dΥ

)

(w −ΠS) ∈ XS0 ,

since gℓm ∈ C([0, R[, w = Ψℓm = O(r2) for ℓ ≥ 2, ΠS = O(rℓ). Therefore
WS ∈ D(P S) and

QS
1 [W

S ] ≥ 0.

Since

‖∇(1)ΠS‖2 ≤ 3CℓmS
−2ℓ−4,

4πG
dρ

dΥ
|ΠS |2 ≤ 4πG

ρ2−γO

γA
C2
ℓmS

−2ℓ−2

on [0, S], we see

QS
1 [w] ≥ QS

1 [W
S ] +O(S−2ℓ+1)

≥ O(S−2ℓ+1),

Taking the limit as S → +∞, we get (6.44) for w = Ψℓm.

Now
Qℓm ≥ 4πGQ1[Ψℓm] ≥ 0, (6.50)
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and, for ℓ ≥ 2, we have

Qℓm ≥ 4πG

∫ +∞

0

(

‖∇(ℓ)Ψℓm‖2 − 4πG
dρ

dΥ
|Ψℓm|2

)

r2dr

= 4πG
(

Q1[Ψℓm] +

∫ +∞

0

(ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2)|Ψℓm|2dr
)

≥ 4πG

∫ +∞

0

(ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2)|Ψℓm|2dr. (6.51)

Note that

(ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2)

∫ +∞

0

|Ψℓm(r)|2dr ≥
4

R2

∫ R

0

|Ψℓm(r)|2r2dr (6.52)

for ℓ ≥ 2.

Consequently

(Lu|u)H = 4π
∑

0≤ℓ,|m|≤ℓ
Qℓm

≥ δ
(

∫ +∞

0

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr +
∑

2≤ℓ,|m|≤ℓ
(ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2)

∫ +∞

0

|Ψℓm|2dr
)

,

(6.53)

with δ := 4π(δ∗ ∧ G).

Therefore

Theorem 6 Under the Situation 1, (PD.2) holds for n = n1, n10, n1 ≥ n10,
defined by

n1(u) =
[

∫ +∞

0

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

dΨ00

dr

∣

∣

∣

2

r2dr +
∑

2≤ℓ,|m|≤ℓ
(ℓ(ℓ + 1)− 2)

∫ +∞

0

|Ψℓm|2dr
]

1
2

=
[

∫ +∞

0

|ur00|2ρ(r)r2dr +
∑

2≤ℓ,|m|≤ℓ
(ℓ(ℓ + 1)− 2)

∫ +∞

0

|Ψℓm|2dr
]

1
2

,

(6.54a)

n10(u) =
√
µ1

[

∫ R

0

|Ψ00(r)|2r2dr +
∑

2≤ℓ,|m|≤ℓ

∫ R

0

|Ψℓm(r)|2r2dr
]

1
2

(6.54b)

with µ1 = µ0 ∧
4

R2
.

Here

Ψℓm(r) = −
∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

K[g](x)Yℓm(ϑ, φ)∗ sinϑdϑdφ, (6.55)

ur00(r) =
√
4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

(

u(x)
∣

∣

∣

x)

‖x‖
)

sinϑdϑdφ, (6.56)
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in which

x = r sinϑ cosφ
∂

∂x1
+ r sinϑ sinφ

∂

∂x2
+ r cosϑ

∂

∂x3

and g = div(ρu).

Note that the seminorm n = n1, n10 and the associated N are not norm, that
is, N(U) = 0 does not imply U = 0, say, does not imply u = 0. But N(Ξ)
can control the amplitude of Ψ = K[div(ρξ)], except for the ℓ = 1 components,
and ξ̇. Here −4πGΨ = δΦ = Φρb+δρ − Φb, δρ = −div(ρξ) and v = ξ̇ are the
quantities essential for the perturbation, and the control of the magnitude of
ξ = ϕ(t,x) − x + ξ0 itelf is not essential in the discussion of the stability of
the background. ( Recall ϕb(t, x̄) = x̄ for ωb = 0.) In fact n1(ξ) = 0 implies
that Ψℓm = 0, gℓm = 0 on [0,+∞[ for ℓ 6= 1, and n10(ξ) = 0 implies that
Ψℓm = 0, gℓm = 0 on [0,+R] for ℓ 6= 1, and

g(x) =

√

3

4π
g1,0(r) cos ϑ−

√

3

8π
g1,1(r) sinϑe

iφ +

√

3

8π
g1,−1(r) sin ϑe

−iφ.

Remark 7 It seems impossible to control the magnitude of Ψ1m,m = 0,±1
by the following reason. The differential operator P ↾ C∞

0 (]0,+∞[) admits
the Friedrichs extention P in X = L2([0,+∞[, r2dr), and Q1 is the quadratic
form associated with P . But P is not of the Sturm-Liouville type. In fact, let
φ ∈ D(P ) and Pφ = λφ with λ > 0. Since −△(1)φ = 0 on ]R,+∞[, there are
constants C± such that

φ = C+φ+ + C−φ− on ]R,+∞[,

where
φ±(r) =

√
rJ± 3

2
(
√
λr), J± 3

2
being the Bessel function.

Since

J± 3
2
(r) ∼

√

2

πr
cos

(

r ± 3π

4
− π

4

)

as r → +∞,

we see φ± 6∈ L2([R,+∞[, r2dr), and φ ∈ L2([R,+∞[, r2dr) requires C± = 0,
φ = 0 on ]R,+∞[. By the uniqueness of solutions of ODE, it follows that φ = 0
on [0,+∞[. 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, |ζ|), we have Ψℓm = 0 for odd ℓ a priori, since
∫ 2π

0 eimφdφ = 0 for m 6= 0 and P 0
ℓ (−ζ) = −P 0

ℓ (ζ) for odd ℓ, we need not
control the magnitudes of Ψ1m,m = 0,±1. In this situation n(ξ) = 0 implies
Ψ = 0, g = 0, or, δΦ = 0, δρ = 0, or, more precisely, we have

n10(ξ) ≥
√

µ1

4π
‖Ψ‖L2(R) =

√

µ1

4π
‖K[δρ]‖L2(R), (6.57)

since
‖Ψ‖2L2(R) = 4π

∑

ℓ:even
|m|≤ℓ

‖Ψℓm‖2L2([0,R],r2dr)
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in this case.

• Now we are going to try to derive (PD.2) with another seminorm

n(u) := ‖div(ρu)‖
L2

(

γP

ρ2
dx

) =
[

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx

]
1
2

(6.58)

for

(Lu|u)H =

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2 + 2Re

[

∫

R

γPA

ρ
(u|n)div(ρu)∗

]

−
∫

R

γPA

ρ
‖gradρ‖2|(u|n)|2+

− 4πG

∫

R

K[div(ρu)]div(ρu)∗. (6.59)

First we claim:

Proposition 9 Let ε be a positive number. If

−ε‖gradρ‖
2

ρ
≤ A ≤ 0 on R, (6.60)

then

(Lu|u) ≥ (1− ε)

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|g|2dx− 4πG

∫

R

K[g]g∗dx. (6.61)

Here g = div(ρu).

Proof. We see
∣

∣

∣
2Re

[

∫

R

γPA

ρ
(u|n)g∗dx

]
∣

∣

∣
≤ ε

∫

R

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|g|2dx+

1

ε

∫

R

γPA
2|(u|n))|2dx

≤ ε

∫

R

γP |A |
ρ2

|g|2dx+

∫

R

γPA

ρ
‖gradρ‖2|(u|n))|2dx

by (6.60), where g = div(ρu), since −|A | − A = 0 for A ≤ 0, we have (6.61).
�

Therefore, if we adopt the Cowling approximation, which neglect the per-
turbed self-gravitation term −4πG

∫

R
K[g]g∗dx, we have (PD.2) with 0 < ε <

1. Namely we consider the following

Situation 2 Instead of L, we consider L0:

L0u = grad
(

− γP

ρ2
div(ρu) +

γP

ρ
(u|a)

)

+

+
γP

ρ

(

− adiv(ρu) + (u|a)gradρ
)

. (6.62)
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We can claim

Theorem 7 Under the Situation 2 suppose (6.60) with 0 < ε < 1. Put δ :=
1− ε. Then (PD.2) holds for L replaced by L0 with δ and n = n2 defined by

n2(u) =
[

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx

]
1
2

. (6.63)

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

Put

k∗ := sup
g∈gL

4πG
∫

R
K[g]g∗dx

∫

R

γP
ρ2 |g|2dx

, (6.64)

where

gL :=
{

g ∈ L2
(γP

ρ2
dx,R

)
∣

∣

∣
g = div(ρu) for ∃u ∈ D(L)

}

. (6.65)

We can claim k∗ <∞ by the following

Proposition 10 There exists a constant C such that

0 ≤ 4πG

∫

R

K[g]g∗dx ≤ C

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|g|2dx. (6.66)

Proof. We have

|K[g](x)| ≤ 1

4π

√

∫

R

dx′

‖x− x′‖

√

∫

R

|g|2dx

≤
√

R

2π
‖g‖L2(R),

where R := sup{‖x‖ | x ∈ R}. Therefore
∫

R

K[g]g∗dx ≤
√

R

2π
‖g‖L2

∫

R

|g|dx

≤
√

2

3
R2‖g‖2L2

On the other hand,

ν∗ := inf
R

γP

ρ2
> 0, (6.67)

since
1

C
d
− 2−γ

γ−1 ≤ γP

ρ2
≤ Cd−

2−γ
γ−1 on R,
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where d := dist(x, ∂R) and 1 < γ < 2. Then

∫

R

|g|2dx ≤ 1

ν∗

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|g|2dx,

therefore (6.66) holds with C =

√

2

3

R2

ν∗
. �

Consequently we can claim

Suppose k∗ < 1 and let 0 < ε < 1− k∗ so that δ := 1− ε− k∗ > 0. If (6.60)
holds with ε, then (PD.2) holds with δ and

n(u) := ‖div(ρu)‖
L2

(

γP

ρ2
dx

) =
[

∫

R

γP

ρ2
|div(ρu)|2dx

]
1
2

.

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

γP

ρ2
= 4πGa2(γ − 1)Θ− 2−γ

γ−1 (1 + ω1)(1 + ω2),

where

Θ = Θ
(‖x‖

a
,
x3

‖x‖ ;
1

γ − 1
, b
)

,

ω1 = O(ΥO), ω2 = O
(γ − 1

γA
ΥO

)

,

and
∫

R

γP

ρ2
|g|2dx = 4πGa5

∫

R1

(γ − 1)Θ− 2−γ
γ−1 (1 + ω1)(1 + ω2)|ĝ(x)|2dx,

where

R1 =
{

x
∣

∣

∣
‖x‖ < Ξ1

( x3

‖x‖
) }

,

Θ = Θ
(

‖x‖, x
3

‖x‖ ;
1

γ − 1
, b
)

, ĝ(x) = g(ax).

On the other hand, we see

4πG

∫

R

K[g]g∗dx = 4πGa5
∫

R1

K[ĝ](x)ĝ∗(x)dx.
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Therefore we have the reduction

k∗ = sup
ĝ

∫

R1
K[ĝ]ĝ∗dx

∫

R1
(γ − 1)Θ− 2−γ

γ−1 (1 + ω1)(1 + ω2)|ĝ|2dx
. (6.68)

If the background is isentropic, we have ω1 = ω2 = 0. If Ω = 0 and the
background is isentropic and spherically symmetric, then

k∗ = sup
ĝ

∫

R1
K[ĝ]ĝ∗dx

∫

R1
(γ − 1)θ−

2−γ
γ−1 |ĝ|2dx

.

where θ = θ(‖x‖, ; 1
γ−1) is the Lane-Emden function.

Appendix

We consider the initial value problem:

d2u

dt2
+B

du

dt
+Lu = 0,

u(0) =
◦
u,

du

dt
(0) =

◦
v.

Here the unkown is a function u : t 7→ u(t) : [0,+∞[→ 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. Y0 is a closed subspace of Y.
L is a self-adjoint operator in X whose domain D(L) is included in Y0.
There is a quadratic form Q in Y such that

(u1|u2)Y = (u1|u2)X +Q(u1,u2) for ∀u1,u2 ∈ Y,

Q[u] = Q(u,u) ≥ 0 for ∀u ∈ Y,

and

(Lu1|u2)X + a(u1|u2)X = Q(u1,u2) for ∀u1 ∈ D(L), ∀u2 ∈ Y0.

Here a is a non-negative number.
B is a bounded linear operator in X such that |‖B‖|B(X) ≤ β.

Proposition A1 For any c ∈ R and λ > a+ |c|β the operator L+ cB + λ
has the bounded linear inverse operator (L + cB + λ)−1 defined on the whole
space X such that

|‖(L+ cB + λ)−1‖|B(X) ≤
1

λ− a− |c|β .

49



Proof. First we see L+ cB + λ is invertible. In fact, if

(L+ cB + λ)u = f , u ∈ D(L), f ∈ X,

then we see

(λ−a−|c|β)‖u‖2
X
≤ Q[u]+(λ−a)‖u‖X+(cBu|u)X+λ‖u‖2X = (u|f)X ≤ ‖u‖X‖f‖X,

therefore we have

‖u‖X ≤ 1

λ− a− |c|β ‖f‖X.

We claim that the range R(L+ cB + λ) is dense in X. In fact, suppose

((L+ cB + λ)u|f) = 0 ∀u ∈ D(L).

Then

(Lu|f) = −((cB + λ)u|f)
= (u|(−cB∗ − λ)f)

for ∀u ∈ D(L). Hence f ∈ D(L∗) and

L∗f = −cB∗ − λf .

Since L = L∗, this means that f ∈ D(L) and

(L+ cB∗ + λ)f = 0.

Since L+ cB∗ + λ is invertible, for |‖B∗‖| = |‖B‖| ≤ β, it follows that f = 0.
Summing up, we have the assertion. �

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

d2u

dt2
+B

du

dt
+Lu = 0,

u(t) ∈ D(L) for ∀t ≥ 0,

u =
◦
u,

du

dt
=

◦
v at t = 0,
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We put

U =





u

u̇



 , u̇ =
du

dt
,

AU =





O −I

L B



U =





−u̇

Bu̇+Lu



 ,

Z = Y0 × X

with

(U1|U2)Z = (u1|u2)Y + (u̇1|u̇2)X =

= Q(u1,u2) + (u1|u2)X + (u̇1|u̇2)X,

D(A) = D(L)× Y0.

Then the initial-boundary value problem (1) can be written as the problem
(0):

dU

dt
+AU = 0, U |t=0 = U0,

where

U0 =







◦
u

◦
v






.

Applying [4, Theorem 7.4], we can claim

Proposition A2 If U0 ∈ D(A), say, if
◦
u ∈ D(L) and

◦
v ∈ Y0, then there

exists a unique solution U ∈ C1([0,+∞[,Z) ∩ C([0,+∞[,D(A)) to the problem
(0). Moreover E(t) = ‖U(t)‖2

Z
enjoys

√

E(t) ≤ eΛt
√

E(0),

where Λ = 1 + a+ β.

Here we consider that D(A) is equipped with the operator norm (‖U‖2
Z
+

‖AU‖2
Z
)1/2.

Proof of Proposition A2. Firstly A + 1 + a + β is monotone, that is, for
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∀U ∈ D(A) we have

Re[(AU |U)Z] + (1 + a+ β)‖U‖2Z = Re
[

−Q(u̇,u)− (u̇|u)X + (Lu|u̇)X + (Bu̇|u̇)X
]

+

+(1 + a+ β)(Q[u] + ‖u‖2X + ‖u̇‖2X)
≥ −(1 + a)Re[(u̇|u)X]− β‖u̇‖2

X
+

+(1 + a+ β)‖u‖2
X
+ (1 + a+ β)‖u̇‖2

X

≥ (1 + a)
[

‖u̇‖2X −Re[(u̇|u)X] + ‖u‖2X
]

≥ 0,

since ((L+ a)u|u̇) = Q(u, u̇) = Q(u̇,u)∗ and |Re[(Bu̇|u̇)X]| ≤ β‖u̇‖2
X
.

If Λ > β
2 +

√

β2

4 + a, then the operator A + Λ has the bounded inverse

defined on Z. Actually the equation

AU + ΛU = F =





f

g



 ∈ Z

means










−u̇+ Λu = f ∈ Y0

Bu̇+Lu+ Λu̇ = g ∈ X,

which can be solved as










u = (L+ ΛB + Λ2)−1(Bf + Λf + g) ∈ D(L),

u̇ = (L+ ΛB + Λ2)−1(Bf + Λf + g)− f ∈ Y0,

thanks to Proposition A1, since Λ2 > a+ |Λ|β holds for Λ > β
2 +

√

β2

4 + a. �

Therefore, considering the problem (1):

d2u

dt2
+B

du

dt
+Lu = 0,

u(t) ∈ D(L) for ∀t ≥ 0,

u =
◦
u,

du

dt
=

◦
v at t = 0,

we can claim

Theorem A1 Suppose
◦
u ∈ D(L) and

◦
v ∈ Y0. Then the initial-boundary

value problem (1) admits a unique solution

u ∈ C2([0,+∞[,X) ∩ C1([0,+∞[,Y0) ∩ C([0,+∞[,D(L))
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and the energy

E(t) = ‖u‖2Y + ‖u̇‖2X
= ‖u||2X +Q[u] +

∥

∥

∥

du

dt

∥

∥

∥

2

X

enjoys the estimate
√

E(t) ≤ eΛt ·
√

E(0),

where Λ = 1 + a+ β.

Here D(L) is equipped with the norm (‖u‖2
Y
+ ‖Lu‖2

X
)1/2.

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

dU

dt
+AU = F (t), U |t=0 = U0.

We can claim

Proposition A3 If U0 ∈ D(A) and F ∈ C([0,+∞[;Z), then there exists a
unique solution

U ∈ C1([0,+∞[;Z) ∩ C([0,+∞[;D(A))

to the problem (2) , and it enjoys the estimate

‖U(t)‖Z ≤ eΛt
(

‖U0‖Z +

∫ t

0

e−Λs‖F (s)‖Zds
)

,

where Λ = 1 + a+ β.

Therefore, considering the problem (3):

d2u

dt2
+B

du

dt
+Lu = f(t,x),

u =
◦
u,

du

dt
=

◦
v at t = 0,

u(t) ∈ D(L) for ∀t ≥ 0.,

we can claim:

Theorem A2 Suppose
◦
u ∈ D(L),

◦
v ∈ Y0 and f ∈ C([0,+∞[;X). Then the

initial-boundary value problem (3) admits a unique solution

u ∈ C2([0,+∞[,X) ∩ C1([0,+∞[,Y0) ∩ C([0,+∞[,D(L))
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and the energy

E(t) = E(t,u) := ‖u‖2
Y
+ ‖u̇‖2

X

= ‖u||2X +Q[u] +
∥

∥

∥

du

dt

∥

∥

∥

2

X

enjoys the estimate

√

E(t) ≤ eΛt
(

√

E(0) +

∫ t

0

e−Λs‖f(s)‖Xds
)

for Λ = 1 + a+ β.

Appendix B

Let us imagine the motion x = xp(t),xp(0) = x0 of an infenitesimally small
percel in the background (ρb, Sb,vb). The density ρp(x(t)), pressure Pp(x(t)),
entropy density Sp(x(t)) of the percel obeys the same EOS: P = ργ exp[S/CV ]
as the background. Suppose ρp(x(t)) = ρp(x0) =: ρ0 ∀t. The equation of
motion of the percel is

ρ0
d2xp
dt2

= −gradPb − ρ0gradΦb

= (ρb − ρ0)gradΦb.

Since gradPb, gradΦb are parallel to n and n(x(t)) ≅ n(x0) =: n0, we suppose
xp(t) = X(t)n0. Then the equation of motion reads

d2X

dt2
=

(ρb
ρ0

− 1
)

(gradΦb|n0)
∣

∣

∣

x=X(t)n0

.

But

ρb
ρ0

=

[

Pb exp
(

− Sb

CV

)

P0 exp
(

− S0

CV

)

]
1
γ

,

where P0 := Pp(x0), S0 := Sp(x0). We suppose that Pp(x(t)) = Pb(x(t)), Sp(x(t)) =
S0 := Sp(x0) = Sb(x0) ∀t, 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

ρb
ρ0

− 1 = exp
[

− 1

γCV
(Sb − S0)

]

− 1

≅ − 1

γCV

(

gradSb(x0)
∣

∣

∣
x(t)− x0

)

= −Ab(x0)(X(t)−X(0))
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by the definition

−Ab = (ab|n) = − 1

γCV
(gradSb|n).

Hence
d2X

dt2
= −Ab(x0)(gradΦb(x0)|n0)(X(t)−X(0))

= −N
2(x0)(X(t)−X(0)), (∗)

if we define
N

2 = Ab(gradΦb|n) (2.9).

The solution of (∗) is
X(t) = X(0) + C+e

iNt + C−e
−iNt where N := N (x0).

Clearly |X(t)−X(0)| = O(1) for non-trivialX(t) if and only ifN ∈ R. Therefore
the definition (2.9) is justifiable.
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