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Abstract

We study the evolution of a self-gravitating compressihl@fin spherical symmetry and we prove the ex-
istence of weak solutions with bounded variation for thesigm-Euler equations of general relativity. We
formulate the initial value problem in Eddington-Finkelist coordinates and prescribe spherically sym-
metric data on a characteristic initial hypersurface. Weonhuce here a broad class of initial data which
contain no trapped surfaces, and we then prove that theclyaldevelopment contains trapped surfaces.
We therefore establish tHermation of trapped surfacds weak solutions to the Einstein equations. This
result generalizes a theorem by Christodoulou for regudauum spacetimes (but without symmetry re-
striction). Our method of proof relies on a generalizatiéth@ "random choice” method for nonlinear
hyperbolic systems and on a detailled analysis of the neaticoupling between the Einstein equations
and the relativistic Euler equations in spherical symmetry
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Résune

Nous étudions I'évolution d’'un fluide compressible agtavitant en symétrie radiale et nous démon-
trons un résultat d’existence de solutions faibles aaviam bornée pour les équations d’Einstein-Euler de
la relativité générale. Nous formulons le probleme @ei€hy en coordonnées d’Eddington-Finkelstein et
prescrivons des données a symeétrie radiale sur une swybace initiale caractéristique. Nous introduisons
ici une classe de données initiales qui ne contiennent pasidaces piégées, et nous déemontrons alors
que leur développement de Cauchy contient des surfaegégs. Nous établissons ainsi un résultat de
formation de surfaces piégéeans les solutions faibles des équations d’Einstein. e3altat généralise
un théoreme de Christodoulou pour les espaces-tempdigégysans matiere (mais sans restriction de
symétrie). Notre méthode de preuve s’appuie sur unermgéisation de la méthode "random choice” pour
les systemes hyperboliques nonlinéaires et sur unesméhe du couplage nonlinéaire entre les équations
d’Einstein et les équations d’Euler relativistes en syrmé&adiale.
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1. Introduction

We are interested in the problem of the gravitational caltapf compressible matter under the assump-
tion of spherical symmetry. When the matter evolves undesetf-induced gravitational field, two distinct
behaviors can be observed: a dispersion of the matter imefutnelike directions, or a collapse of the
matter and the formation of a trapped surface and, undeainerdnditions, a black holahg 29]. The
collapse problem in spherical symmetry was extensivelgstigated by Christodoulou and followers in the
past twenty years, under the assumption that the mattgoriesented by a scalar field B 5] or is driven by
a kinetic equation like Vlasov equation; cf. Andreasson Atjdreasson and Reihl [2], and Rendali [24, 25]
and the references cited therein. Furthermore, the probfeéhe generic formation of trapped surfaces in
vacuum spacetimes without symmetry was solved by Christiodidn the pioneering work [6].

In recent years, the second author together with collabmzﬁ,@,ﬁbl__%éﬂl] has initiated
the mathematical study of self-gravitating compressihlelfl and constructed classes of spacetimes with
weak regularity whose curvature is defined in the sense dfildlisions [17]. Global existence results
have been established for several classes of solution®tBitistein equations with symmetry. LeFloch
and Stewart@l] proposed a mathematical theory of the ctexistic initial value problem for plane-
symmetric spacetimes with weak regularity, while LeFlootd RendaII|L_:I_|8] and Grubic and LeFIodh__t12]
constructed a global foliation for the larger class of wgaldgular spacetimes with Gowdy symmetry.
Furthermore, LeFloch and SmuleviE[lQ] developped thethef weakly regular, vacuum spacetimes
with T2 symmetry.

The present paper is motivated by Christodoulou’s wark feirapped surface formation and, by build-
ing upon the mathematical techniqﬁi@, 16,018, 21], we aletabconstruct a large class of spherically-
symmetric Einstein-Euler spacetimes which have boundgdti@n and exhibit trapped surface formation.
We thus consider matter spacetimad, (@) (with bounded variation) satisfying the Einstein equasio

G = 8T (1.1)

understood in the distributional sense (see SeElion 3yw)elehen the geometry described by the Einstein
tensorG*? is coupled to the matter content governed by the energy-mametensor

T(yﬁ _ (/,[ 4 p)u(tuB + pgtl,B. (12)

Here, all Greek indices take values 0, 3 and implicit summation over repeated indices is used. Atco
ing to the Bianchi identities satisfied by the geomelry.)-{I12) imply the Euler equations

v, T% = 0. (1.3)
In (I.2), « denotes the mass-energy density of the fluid athds velocity vector, which is normalized to
be of unit normu®u, = -1, while the pressure functiom= p(u) is assumed to depend linearly pnthat
is,

The constank € (0, 1) represents the speed of sound, while the light speed isalized to unit.

In the present paper, we thus investigate the class of galllgrsymmetric spacetimes governed by the
Einstein-Euler equations(1.1)-(1.3), and after formnmthe initial value problem with data posed on a
spacelike hypersurface, we establish several resultsecoing their local and global geometry. The main
challenge overcome is coping with the weak regularity ofspacetimes under consideration, which is
necessary since shock waves are expected to form in the Yleidithe initial data are smooth (cf. Rendall
and Stéhl|l_2|7]). Our main result is now stated, in which weadsie to identify a large class of initial data
leading to the formation of trapped two-spheres.

Theorem 1.1(A class of spherically-symmetric Einstein-Euler spavet with bounded variationBy
solving the initial value problem from a cldlbsf initial data set(H, go, 1o, Up) With spherical symmetry and
bounded variation, prescribed on a hypersurfadée- M, one obtains a class of Einstein-Euler spacetimes
(M, g, u, u) with bounded variation satisfyin@.1)-(1.4), together with the following conditions:

Ispecified explicitly in Corollarf_6]5 and Proposition6. idve
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1. The spacetime is a spherically symmetric, future dewvedoy of the initial data set.
2. The initial hypersurface does not contain trapped sphere
3. The spacetime contains trapped spheres.

The notion ofspacetime with bounded variatiarsed in the above theorem will be presented in Sec-
tion[3. Observe that to establish the above theorem we netecbnstruct the maximal development of
the given initial data set, but solely to establish that thleiteon to the Einstein-Euler system exists in a
“sufficiently large” time interval within which trapped surfadesve formed.

An outline of this paper is as follows. In Sectibh 2, we expré® spacetime metric in generalized
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates and we write the Einskuler equations for spherically symmetric
solutions as a first-order partialfirential system which, later in Sectign 5, will be shown tdpeerbolic.
Our choice of coordinates guarantees that the trappedmrredithe development can be reached in the
chosen coordinates. For instance, let us illustrate thagcehwith the Schwarzschild metric which, in the
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates considered in thegarework, readsrt > 0 representing the mass of
the black hole)

g=—(1-2m/r)dV? + 2dvdr + r3(d¢? + sir? 6 dy?), (1.5)

in which (v,r) € [0, +o0) x (0+ c0) and the variable) ) parametrizes the two-spheres. Theflo&@nts are
regular everywhere except at the center O (where the curvature blows 13]) and these coordinates
allow us to “cross” the horizon = 2mand “enter” the trapped regian< 2m. In contrast, in the so-called
Schwarzschild coordinates, we have (witk t + r + 2mIn(r — 2m))

g=—(1-2m/r)de + (1 - 2m/r) "1 dr? + r3(deé? + sir? 0 dg?),

and the metric cd@cients sifer an (artificial) singularity around = 2m, so that these latter coordinates
can not be used for our purpose. The generalized Eddingtt@Istein coordinates mimi€{1.5) for more
general spacetimes (cf. below

In Sectior B, we follow@dj@O] and introduce a definitafrsolutions to the Einstein-Euler system.
We then perform a “reduction” of this system, by eliminatoegtain redundancies in the “full” Einstein-
Euler system and arrive at a well-chosen set of “essentigdtémns”. Throughout the regularity of the
solutions is specified and the equivalence between thenatigiystem and the reduced one is established
within the class of solutions with bounded variation.

Before we can proceed with the study of general solutionbdéocbupled Einstein-Euler system, we
investigate a special class of solutions and, in Seélionedamalyze the class of static spacetimes, which
are described by a system of ordinar{feliential equations associated with a suitably reducedorecs
the Einstein-Euler system. Here, we rely on earlier work leypdRall and Schmid@G] and Ramming and
Rein [23] who, however, assumed dfdient choice of coordinates.

In Sectior b, we investigate the (homogeneous version §fEhker equations on a fixed background
and, specifically, we solve the so-called Riemann problerthi®Euler equations in Eddington-Finkelstein
coordinates. Since shock waves are expected to form in fimi it is natural to investigate initial data
that consist of two constant states separated by an initiapjdiscontinuity. In this “ideal” situation, the
solutions to the Euler system (after having neglected thiplang with the Einstein equations) can be given
in closed form. This Riemann problem, in turn, is fundambnthuilding a general solutions with arbitrary
initial data, as we explain in Sectibh 6, below.

Our key contribution in the present work is the identificataf a large class of untrapped initial data
whose Cauchy development contains trapped surfaces@tiwrefore during the evolution). In Sectidn 6,
we introduce the class of initial data of interest and weesgaprecise version of our main result for the
Einstein-Euler system in spherical symmetry. We rely onrdrelom choice method (for which we refer
to ﬂ,,] and, more specifically, Smoller and Tem@ [28] far as the relativistic fluid equations
is concerned). The Riemann solutions serve as buildingkblacorder to approximate general solutions
and the compactness of these approximate solutions fotlonw & uniform bound on their total variation.
Only local-in-time existence results via the random choice method were esftiabliearlier, however in
other coordinates or underftiirent symmetry assumptions, by Groah and Tenple [11] anceByoch et
al. [3,[12]2D]. Our result is a “semi-global” existence fiesn the sense that we are able to control the
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time of existence of the solutions until a trapped surface® For clarity in the presentation, all technical
estimates are postponed to Secfibn 7.

2. The Einstein-Euler system in spherical symmetry

2.1. Einstein equations in Eddington-Finkelstein cooatés
We impose spherical symmetry and express the spacetimie metre followinggeneralized Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinatefollowing ﬂév,@]):

g = —ab?dV? + 2b dvdr+ r? (dé? + sir? 6d¢?). (2.1)

Here, the time variablg lies in some interval\jp, v.] and the radius belongs to some interval [,),
while (0, ¢) are standard coordinates on the two-sphere. The spacggoraetry is described by two
metric codficients such thaa = a(v, r) may change sign, bitt = b(v, r) remains positive, and we require
the following regularity condition at the center:

Iing)(a, b)(v,r) =(1,1) for all relevantv. (2.2)
r—
In view of (Z.1), the metric and its inverse read
—a? b 0 0 0§ 0 O
b 0 0 0 iao0 o
- By —| b
@=l 0 o o | ©I)=c 01 o
0 0 0 r2sirfd 0 0 0 =
resint 6

and, therefore, the (non-vanishing) Chrisgbsymbold’ = 3 g"é(ﬁg” ’;g)f;’ - %) of the connectiov
read

r9,= % + Jab+ ah, 19, = st
rt, = -lab+ laab?® + a’bby, rt, =-lab-ab, 1"11_ % 2.3)
rl,=-ra, 1%3 = —rasir’é, rs, =4, '
I'2, = —sinfcoso, rs, =1, I3, = cote.
Elementary calculations also yield the non-vanishing congmts of the Einstein tensor:
2b
G = F; G = 2b2(ra,b +ab- b+ 2raby),
1 .
GM = b( a’b— ab+ raa/b + 2ra’h, — rav), G® = (sing)2G% (2.4)
G® = 2r3b3(2a,b + ra b® + 3ra b?b; + 2ab’b; + 2rab?by — 2rbyby + 2rbby).

In the coordinated (2.1) under consideration, the Einstemations[{1]1) are equivalent to the two
ordinary diferential equations

by = 4rrb3 T, (2.5)
ra;b + ab— b+ 2rab, = 87r?p? T, (2.6)
and the two partial dierential equations
a’b—ab+ raab + 2ra’b, —ra, = 87r’b T, (2.7)
2a,b% + ra; b + 3ra,;b?b, + 2ab’b, + 2rab’b,, — 2rbyb; + 2rbby, = 16713b> T?2. (2.8)
The remaining Einstein equations
T2 =TB=TR2=TB=T78=T7%2_(sing)?T¥ =0, (2.9)

should be seen as compatibility condition that the mattedehmust satisfy and, indeed under our sym-
metry assumption, it will be straightforward to cheEkZ@®)the energy momentum tenspr (1.2).

Let us make some remarks about the structureof (Z5)}-(@/@have here equation for the derivatives
a- andby, which can be integrated and providendb when the matter content is “known”:
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1. Onone hand, by integrating (2.5), sirzes positive, we find
r
b(v,r)2=1- 87rf T, r")r'dr’, (2.10)
0

providedthe matter densityT ® is locally integrable on [D+co). This formula implie(v, r) < 1 for
r > 0 and, moreover, one needs thatfg‘oo T%(v,r")r'dr’ < 1 in order forb to remain non-negative
forallr.

2. On the other hand, by combinirig (2.5) ahd}2.6), we obtain
dr(ra—r) + (ra —r)8arb?T% = 87r2p(T% — bT).

The integrating facto€(v, r) = 8 fr; T%r’p?dr’ allows us to write

d; (e°(ra 1)) = € (8mr (T - bT%%)

and, therefore,
_ 1 ' ’2 01 0 ' 00 712 Ay’ ’
a(v,r)=1- - (87rr b(T% - bT °))exp(—87r T%r"b2dr )dr, (2.11)
0 r

providedthe integrand above is locally integrable on{0o).

3. The above formulas for the déieientsa, b use only two of the Einstein equations, the remaining
ones can be thought of as constraints, which can then be eédarn [Z.10){(Z.11).

We will see shortly below thalf (Z.111) is correct, but thaf(}.must be revisited and aftrent “weight”
inr is required.

2.2. Euler equations in Eddington-Finkelstein coordirsate

Under the assumption of spherical symmetry and when theignistexpressed in the Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinate$ (2.1), the energy density and &lecity vector depend on the variablesr(,
only, and we can writg = u(v,r) andu® = u®(v,r). We now express the Euler equatidhsT* = 0, and
we are content with the componets= 0, 1, since the remaining two componepts- 2, 3 will follow
from the former. (Cf. Sectidn_ 3.2, below.)

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumption of spherical symmetry and in the géimedhEddington-Finkelstein
coordinateq2.1), the Euler equations take the form

0= ay (u( + KUL) + 3y (/1(1 LI + kz’%)

2b,  ab 2y, 0,0 . [ Pr 2( 2y, 0y 1 2#) 2Kk
+(b + 5 +abr),u(1+k)uu 5 tT u(1+k9)u'u +kb oM

0=, (ﬂ(l + IR + kZ%) + 0y (u(1 + KDt + Kpa)

(-0, 2t b
b

+ azbb,) (L + KO + ( —ab- 2ab,) (#(1 + AU + k”—‘)

2 "2 b
+(?+?)(ﬂ(1+k)uu +k/1a)—T,u.

Proof. The energy-momentum tensor definedin](1.2) reads

(1 + K2)uouP P+ + K (11 (L + KO

u(1+ k)uut + "ZT” u(l+K)ulut + KPua (1 + k?)utu? u(1+ k?)utud
(L + K2)uPu? L+ RUR L+ KRR + K (1 + ke 2
w1+ kA)ulud w1+ K)utud (1 + KWW (1 + KR)uPu® +



In view of the Einstein equationS{1.1) and the expressidtissocomponents in Sectign 2.1 (cf. the condi-
tions [2.9)), several components of the energy-momentasotevanish, that is,

T T03 T12 Tl3 T23 0.

The normalization-1 = uu, implies thatu® # 0, and it thus follows from the conditigm > 0 that the
last two components of the velocity vector vanish, i.e. weeh& = u® = 0. Consequently, the energy—
momentum tensor has the form

P+ pl+kAE+ S 0 0

(T = p(1+ K3uut + kZT” u(l+k)utul +kK2ua 0 0

2
0 0 %0
r2sirt 9

UsingV,T% = T% 5 + F‘y’éTVﬁ + F‘;JT‘W and the expressiors(2.3) of the Chri&bsymbols, we obtain
B=0) ob,
VoT® = T+ 208 T = T + (S* + &b + 2ab )T,

v, T = -|-10 + r(l)lToo + 1"l T01 -|—10’1 + ( - a{—b - abr)TOO %Tm
. r (2.12)
VoT? = THTO 419,72 = 70 - T2
rsirf g
VsT%0 = 13,7004 19,738 = T01 - T
and 3 =1)
VoT% = 0o+ 1 T0 + T3, T% + 13, T,
b aab?
. (U _ab aab a’bh | T + ETOl,
s 2 2 b
2
VT = 78 o 7O 4+ 1h T = 71, — (ab+ 2ah) TO + %Tll» (2.13)

VoT2 =13, TH 4 13,T? = T11 raT?,
1 .
Vo = T+ IggT% = =TH —rasin® 0T
With 8 = 2, 3, the corresponding components vanish identically andigeao further relations.

Based on the above relations, we can now compute the firstiequid the Euler system, obtained by
settingg = 0 in (I.3), that is,

2b, ab b 2 2r
_ a0 _ 00 10 00 r 01 22
0=V, T =4,T®+4,T +(T+7+abr)T +(B+F)T -5 T (2.14)
and nextg =1,
2
0=V,T = a,T% 4+ 5, T + ( —a;b " aaéb +a2bbf)T°°
2.15
by o, (2o 2\ 1 22 ( D)
+E—arb—2ath +F+FT - 2raT~<~.

2.3. Formulation as a first-order system with source-terms

Since we are interested in solutions with low regularityisinecessary to put the principal parts of
the Euler equations in a divergence form. We are now goindhézk that allv-derivatives of the met-
ric codficients can be “absorbed” in the principal part of the Euleratigpns, while allr-derivatives of
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the codficients can be replaced by algebraic expressions involvindarivatives. To this end, we find
it convenient to normalize the fluid variables in generalifdington-Finkelstein coordinates, and we
introduce

ut  a
bw 2
which we refer to as theormalized fluid variables. We also introduce the constant

M = b2l € (0, +c0), V= € (~o0,0), (2.16)

1-Kk?
K2 = ——
1+k?’

which naturally arises in the principal part of the Euler atijpns after multiplication by A1 + k?). In
terms of the variabled\{, V), the energy-momentum tensor read

2
70 _ (14 13M T - (1+1kM[E 4 K2av+ V2,
b2 4
- » (2.17)
o1 _ aMa oo 2_
T _(1+k)b(2+KV), T2 =MV,

Observe thaV is well-defined sincd andu® are, both, non-vanishing. Moreoverl = g,su®l? implies
1 = bu’(ablf - 2ut), thus

buwo
which was used to derive the sign\éfand will be useful later on.

ut = %(ablp - i) (2.18)

Proposition 2.2(Formulation of the Euler system in spherical symmettyhder the assumption of spher-
ical symmetry and in the Eddington-Finkelstein coordisd&1), the Euler equation§l.2)-(1.4) for the
normalized fluid variableéM, V) defined in(Z.18)can be expressed as a system of two coupled equations,
ie.

o +0rF(U,a,b) = S(U,ab), (2.19)

with

(2.20)

. 1 =
U—M( ), F(U,a.,b) e bM(a2+K2aV+V2

2+ K2V )
2 b
g+ KV &

and

Si(M,V, a, b))

1
S(U,a,b) := (SZ(M,V’a, 0 SiM.V.a,b) = 2 bM(L+a+4v),

(2.21)
So(M,V, a,b) = —2—1rbM(a2 +2aV(2 + K?) — 2K?V + 4v2) — 167(1 - K?)rb M?V?,

1-k2
1+k?
Proof. We need to rewrite the equatiohs (4.14)-(2.15) by elimipthe derivatives of the céiicientsa, b.
Combining the Einstein equationis{P.6) ahd(2.7) yieldsxamession fom,, which can thus be eliminated
from the Euler equations, via

ab a,rb?

2 b2

The termb, can also be eliminated in the right-hand side of the Euleagqns [2.IB), by relying on the
product rule, as follows:

in which the constant K:= € (0,1) is determined from the sound speed.

= 4nrb?(@bTo - T1Y).

1 2100y _ 00 ZbV 00 1 01\ _ 01 bV 01
Eav(loTO)_avT + 5T Bav(bT )=ouT + T



Indeed, let us multiply the Euler equatién(2.14)d8yand the second ong(2]15) by

3V(b2T00) + b26r-|-01 — b2( _ % (a,b + Zah«) T00 _ (E " %)TOl 2r Tzz)

b b
A(OT%Y + bo, T = b( (ab + 2aby) (T - a—;’TO% + 4nrb?(abTot — T1HTOO (2.22)
- (Z—br + g)T11 + 2raT22).
b r

Hence, in order to express the Euler equations in divergiemog we need to include the terrb$ and
b in the spatial derivatives af°* andT*!, respectively. Again, by the product rule we have

b? 6, T% = 6, (b°T%) — 2bb T, bo, TH = 6, (bTH) - b TH,
and the systenf (Z.22) now reads

A(0°T%) + 8,(b°T%) = — (&b + 2ab) — T°° (br rb) bTO! + 2rbT?2,
ou(bT%) +8,(bT™) = (ab + 2aly) b(T* - a—2bT°°) + 4nrb3(@abTot — THH T (2.23)
- (ior - 2r—b)T11 + 2rabT?#.
We can now eliminate,b + 2ak, by using the second Einstein equatibn2.6), since
ab+ 2ab, = % (8r°bT%! — (- 1)b).

The radial derivative ob is eliminated by using the first Einstein equatibnl2.5)t thab, = 4arb3T,
Consequently, the right-hand side bf (2.23) is free of deives, i.e.
(@ —rl)b3_|_ 0_ 27

(0T + 8, (bTH) = %b(%abz(a - 1)T°° —(a—1)bT" - 2T11)

A(O?T) + 8, (b*TO) = 14 2rbT?,

+ 2rb (4rb?(TOh? - 4nb?TOOT™ + aT?).

Recalling the expressiof{Z]17) of the energy-momentusotenwe arrive at the formyU + 6,F(U) =
S(U) stated in the proposition. O

3. Einstein-Euler spacetimes with bounded variation

3.1. A notion of weak solutions

In ZI9){Z.21), the Euler equations are expressed astafiter system of two partial fierential
equations in the normalized variabled,(). On the other hand, in view of (2.5)=(2.8) afd (2.17), the
Einstein equations are equivalent to the three ordindfgrdintial equations

by = 4nrbM (1 + k?), (3.1)
a = 4nrM (1 +1%) (2K2V - a) + #‘ (3.2)
a, = 2mrbM(1 + k%) (8% - 4v?), (3.3)

and the partial dierential equation
(b’) (a,b)r +(ab), = —%(ab)r — 167bM V. (3.4)
'
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Observe that we have here reformulated](2.8) so that itshdeftl side has a meaning in the sense of
distributions (cf. Definitiofi 311, below).

Our reduction of the Einstein-Euler system which is closgdted by our choice of normalized fluid
variables now suggest a way to integrate out the equatidis§ied by the metric cdécientsa, b. For the
functionb, taking into account our choice of fluid variablesV, we have

br

D= 47rM (1 + K?),

which suggests us to recover the functimftom the fluid densityM via the integral formula

b(v, r) = exp(4n(1+ k%) f r M(v, ') r'dr’). (3.5)
0

This formula makes sense provided the functid is locally integrable on [0+0). Interestingly, this
formula difers from the one presented at the end of Seéfidn 2.1 and ogliaphysically more consistent
integrability assumption oM.

Returning to the functiona, we can rely on[(3]2) and obtain

(r(@-1)) + (r(@a-1)) darM(1 + k) = —4ar>M(1 + k*)(2K? V| + 1),

which after integration yields us

2 r ’
av,r)=1- 4r(1 + k) f b(v. ) M(v, I")(2K2 V(v )| + 1) r’?dr’. (3.6)
r o b(v,r)

By replacing the functiom in the above formula by its expressidn (3.5), we concludettimspacetime
geometry is determined once we know its matter content.

In the rest of this paper, we regard the Euler equations)2(Z21) as a first-order hyperbolic system
with non-constant caicients which depend on certain integral expressions of tkeawns (M, V) given
by (3.3) and[(36). We now formulate the initial value prahlevhen data are prescribed on an outgoing
light cone. For this problem, we introduce a definition ofusimins within the spac8V of function with
bounded variation im. We denote byL*(BV) the space of functions depending alsoowhose total
variation is bounded in. Motivated by the standard regularity properties of hypédsystems|_L_1|d35],
we also assume that solutions are locally Lipschitz cowtirsin the time variable, specifically in Lipf).
The low regularity imposed now will be fulfilled by the solaitis to the initial value problem constructed
in this paper. Observe that no regularity is required on tise-éirder derivativé,, which is consistent with
the fact no such term arises in the Einstein equations (@BD)-

Definition 3.1. A spherically symmetric, Einstein-Euler spacetime withibed variatiorin generalized
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates

g = —ab?dV? + 2b dvdr+ r? (dé? + sir? 6d¢?)

is determined by two metric cfieients ab and the two normalized fluid variables
ut a

“pe 2500

all of these independent variables being defined ferlv.= [vp, v.] and r € J := [0, ro), and satisfying the

regularity conditions

M = b?u Ul € (0, +o0), Y

ay, ra;, by, M, V e L(1, BV(J)) n Lip(l, L1(J)),
together with the following conditions:

1. The (first three) Einstein equatiof3.1)-(3.3) are satisfied as equalities between functions with
bounded variation.

2. The (fourth) Einstein equatid.4) holds in the sense of distributions, as an equality betweeslly
bounded measures.



3. The Euler equation@.19) (with the notation(Z.20)-(Z.21) hold in the sense of distributions, as
equalities between locally bounded measures.

4. The following regularity condition holds at the center:

lima(v,r) = limb(v,r) =1, vel.
r—0 r—0

Under the integrability conditions in Definitidn_3.1, thefioulas [3.5) and(316) make sense, and de-
termine both metric cd&cients. Next, givemy > 0, we formulate the initial value problem by imposing
initial data for the (normalized) matter variables on thedngurfaces = vy, that is,

M(Vo, r) = Mo(r), V(Vo, ) = Vo(r), reld, (3.7)

whereMg > 0 andVy < 0 are functions with bounded variation. The metricffic@&ntsag, by on the initial
hypersurface are determined explicitly frdvty, Vo by writing (3.8) and[(316) witlv = vo, and satisfy the
regularity and decay conditions required in Definifion 3.1:

rorag, drbo, € BV(J),

lim ao(r) = lim bo(r) = 1. (3.8)

3.2. The reduced Einstein-Euler system

It is convenient to analyze in this paper only a subset of ihetEin-Euler system, after observing that
the remaining equations are then automatically satisfieel.référ to [IT1)-F{113) as tHell system while
the reduced system consists of only four equations, olddigéeeping[(1]1) withd, 8) = (0,0) or (1, 0),
together with[(T.B) withy, 8 € {0, 1}, only.

Definition 3.2. The first-order systerf2.19)-(2.21)together with the metric expressiofE3) and (3.8) is
refered to as theeduced Einstein-Euler system.

The equations that are not taken into account in our mairysisatan be recovered without further
initial data or regularity assumptions, as now stated.

Proposition 3.3 (From the reduced system to the full system)ny solution(M, V, a, b) to the reduced
Einstein-Euler system is actually a solution to the fultegsof Einstein-Euler equations, that is: if the two
fluid equationgZ.19)-(2.21) and the two metric equationf8.1)-(3.2) hold true, then under the regularity
and decay assumptions in Definitionl3.1, it then follows thatequationg3.3) (satisfied as an equality
between BV functions) ar{@.4) (satisfied in the distributional sense) also hold.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this resHlbwever, the specific form of the en-
ergy momentum tensor is irrelevant for the present argunaent it is more convenient to treat general
matter models. We assumefiscient regularity first, so that all identities under consadimn make sense
between continuous functions, say, and we postpone thegdiemn of the low regularity issue to the proof
of Propositiod 3.8 below.

Recall also that we impose spherical symmetry throughasitghper and the Eddington-Finkelstein
coordinated(2]1) are used. Some redundancies in the fatimubf the full Einstein-Euler equations arise
as a consequence of our assumption of spherical symmetryséfhe following notation to simplify our
calculations (recalling thdi > 0):

B :=logh, X :=ab+2ab = %(abz)r.

From the discussion made in this section and in view of theesgion of the Einstein tensGf” computed
in Sectior 2.1l in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates, we state the Einstein equations as follows. Recall
that T is always assumed to be symmetric.
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The Einstein equatior3® = 87T are equivalent to the four (partial)fférential equations

By = 4nrb? T, (3.9a)
rX +b(a-1)=8rr2p?T%, (3.9b)
aba-1)+r(@ax-ay) = 8rr’b T, (3.9¢)
2(ab); + r(X + 2By); = 167r3b T, (3.9d)
supplemented with the following conditions
TR T8_TR2_TB_T3_, (3.10a)
= (sinH)?> T3, (3.10b)

which are regarded as restrictions on the energy momentusoite Observe thaf (319¢c) may also be re-
placed (thanks td (3.9b)) by the simpler equation

a, = 8arb (abT%t — T1h), (3.11)
Definition 3.4. An energy momentum tensof”Tis said to be compatible with spherical symmetry (with
respect to the generalized Eddington-Finkelstein coat#is(2.1)) if the conditiong[3.10)hold.

Forinstance, the energy momentum tenisol (1.2) of perfedsfis compatible with spherical symmetry,
providedthe velocity vectou® is assumed to have vanishing componenss?2, 3, that is,u® = u® = 0.

Lemma 3.5. If the matter tensor is compatible with spherical symmetgn the componengs= 2, 3 of
the matter equations, that is,
V(tT(Yﬁ =0, ﬂ =273,

are also satisfied.

Proof. In view of our assumption of radial symmetry, the partialigtives in6, ¢ are zero. From the
expressions of the Chridfel symbols[[ZB) and the conditioi$? = T*? = 0, we obtain

VoT% = T2 +IgT? =0,

ViT = T4 4+ 15, T2+ T T2+ 13,2 = 0,

V,T# = 213,72 = 0,

VaT32 = T3, T2 4 13,722 + 25,73 = cotg T# - sinf cosg T,
Thus, the 2-component of the matter equations, tHat 752 = 0, holds wher{3.10) hold. The assumptions
T = T3 = T2 imply thatV, T3 = 0. O

It thus remains to be checked that solving the first two Einstguations and the first two matter
equations sflices to recover the third and fourth Einstein equations.

Lemma 3.6. If the first two Einstein equatior8.9a)-(3.90)hold and the matter tensor is compatible with
spherical symmetry, the@.9d)holds.

Proof. Using [Z.3) and the conditiohi®® = 0, the 0-component of the matter equations reads

0=V, T =T%+T%; + (ZBV+ g)TOO + (Br + %)TOl _ %TZZ,
with
%= g (%) - Brv4;r2bEier = G~ 2T
TOL, = 817r (%ﬁ:n), _ —Z(Br " %)T01+ X+ ;);;;t)z(ab)r ~ 87T|3rr2b’

11



derived from the Einstein equatiofis (3.9a) dnd (3.9b). dleee, again by the first two Einstein equations,

2r B X+ rX; + (ab); B X
T22 v B T01 r TOO
b 4rrb2 822 Bareb
1
= m (r(ZBN + Xr) + X - abB( + (a.b)r)
1
= m (I’(ZBV + X)r + Z(ab)r) . O

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that the three Einstein equati@8a) (3.98)and (3:8d)hold, and the matter tensor
is compatible with spherical symmetry. Then the Einsteiméqn (3.9¢) holds provided the regularity
condition(Z.2) holds at the center together with the additional condition

lim r’ G -8rTh = 0. (3.12)
r—
Proof. By (Z3) and the conditio*? = 0, the 1-component of the matter equations V€L = 0, reads
0=T%+TH, 4+ (aX- av) T00 + (B, - X)T% + 2(3r + 1)T11 2raT?,
This is a linear ordinary dierential equation (for the unknowit?) in the variabler
1 11 _

1+ 2|B +T T+ =R@&b), (3.13)

where the right—hand side is explicitly given by the Eins@jquationd(3.9a)._(3.Pb), add (3.9d), that is,
R@b):= -T% + (a, - aX)gTOO + (X -B)T% + 2raT?

It remains to be checked th&i (3.9c) is the only solutioffdJB Observe that the solutions to the
corresponding homogeneous equatioriof (3.13),

TH 1 = ~(log(rb)*), T*,

are multiples ofz—bz Moreover it is clear tha% is a particular solution t¢ (3.13): In this situation all ron
trivial Einstein equation§&® = 87T are satisfied by assumption. Moreover, it follows from theosel
Bianchi identity thaiG® is divergence-free, i.&7,G% = 0. Thus, in particular, 8V,T*! = V,G** = 0,
which is just the equatiof (3.113) above (after also uditgy= 0).

Thus, the general solutions {0 (3113) are of the form

TH = o= r12b2 (C +ab’(a— 1) + raa,b? + 2rabh, —ra, ) CeR.

The limiting behaviorl(3.72) and the regularity conditid@s?) at the center imply that

Cc
_ i 2/~11 _ 1y _ fim = — _
0= rImer (G =-8aT™) rIme ™ C.

Therefore, the unique solution 10 (3113) is indded (3.9c). O

Proof of Propositiof.3]3.Consider now a solutioi, V, a, b to the reduced Einstein-Euler system satisfy-
ing the regularity and decay conditions in Definit[onl3.1.emhthanks to Lemnia3.6, the Euler equation
V, T = 0 together with the Einstein equatiofis {2.5) and](2.6), dbagethe compatibility assumption
(2.9) imply [2.8). Those equations together with the addail assumption¥,T** = 0 yield (2.7) (by
Lemmd3.Y), sincd(3.12) holds: From (2.4), (2.17) and tis¢ fivo Einstein equationg(2.5) arid (2.6) we
deduce that

12 (G - 82T = 27r2(1 + KOM(a2 — 4V2) — ra“

12



Condition [3.I2) of LemmA3l7 is thus satisfied due to the Wiehaf a andb at the center and thBV
regularity assumed for the functions involved, both spedifin Definitior3.1L.

Finally, by Lemma35, the assumptidn (2.9) implies gt ® = 0 forg = 2, 3.

It remains to discuss the regularity issue. We simply neethserve that all calculations in Lemnias|3.5,
3.8 and_ 3.\ are valid even for solutions with low regulagingvided all equations under consideration are
understood in the distributional sense, along the linesaffrition[3.1. Most importantly, the divergence-
like form of the Euler equations is used without multiplicatby an auxiliary factor with low regularity,
which would not be allowed in the distribution sense. O

4. The class of static Einstein-Euler spacetimes

4.1. A reduced formulation

We now consider the Euler system (2.18)=(2.21) and focugatit solutions i, V) satisfying, by
definition,0yM = o,V = 0, thus
orF(U,a,b) = S(U, a b). (4.2)
Using a diferent choice of coordinates, Rendall and Schrhidt [26, Téred?] and Ramming and Rein [23]
constructed radially symmetric static solutions by prigsieg the mass density at the center of symmetry
r = 0. We revisit here their conclusions in our context of EdttimgFinkelstein coordinates.

For spacetimes that need not be static, it is convenienttodnce the so-calleHlawking mass ns
m(v, r), defined by

a=1-—,
by analogy with the expression of the Schwarzschild mefiom [3:2)-{(3.B), we obtain
m = 2ar2M(1 + k) (1— sz +2K? |V|),

(4.2)
m, = 2r2bM(L + k) (4v2 ~(1- sz)z)

Observe that the functian— m(v, r) is increasing, provided; < K?; the latter condition does hold if, for
instancea s positive but remains true even for negative values(@brresponding to the trapped region) at
least if the normalized velocity is ficient large. On the other hand, the functiors m(v, r) is decreasing
provided the ratiols; is greater than 1.

In view of Q:Zb), the conditiod,U = 0 implies thatM, = 0 and, thus, by[(3]5) an@(3.6) we obtain
thatb, anda, (resp.m,) vanish. By the “third” Einstein equation (3.3), we then bav

a? = 4v?, (4.3)

Henceforth, the static equations may be simplified by kegpinmind that near the center, due to the
regularity assumptioi_(2.23 should be positive whil® < 0. Hence, we find

Ve-o=—-2. (4.4)
Returning to the definitions d¥l, VV, we find thatu® = 0 andab?(u®)? = 1, which implies
aM = (1— sz) M = p. (4.5)

The static Einstein-Euler equations can be expressedrirstef the local massand the fluid density
u, as follows.

13



Lemma 4.1. All solution to the static Euler equatiorf@.]) having a> 0 satisfy a system of first-order
ordinary diferential equations in pu defined for re (0, +o0):

m = 4nry,
A+Ku,, , m (4.6)
Mr = —m(4ﬂ'r o+ rk_Z) <0.
Moreover, the functions, W/, a are recovered fronid.4)-(4.5), while the cogicient b is given by
r 1”2 ’
_ 2 repr’)
b(r) = exp(4r(1 + k%) fo P 2m(r,)dr ). (4.7)

providedr[z;m is integrable at the center.

Proof. If a > 0, thenV is directly related tan as above and{4.2) yields the first equationrigr The
second equation in the system is derived from the first Ewjaagon ind, F(U, a,b) = S(U, a, b), which
reads (in terms afn, M)
(1- Ko, (bM(l— sz)) = —r—zzbmlvl

Using the first Einstein equatioh (8.1) to repldgethe previous equation to replaog and division by
b > 0 yields
1+3k> mM

k2 r(r-2m)
and we only need to use(#.5) and replatdy u. O

M, = 4r(1 - k*)rm? —

The following integral identity will also be useful.

Lemma 4.2. Given a solution tqf4.8), the function &) := r — 2m(r) satisfies the dlerential equation
Z = 1 - 8xrzM with initial value Zrg) = ro — 2m(rg), and is thus given by

' r .
Ar) = Z(fo)efs"ffotM(t)de g8k MO digg

fo

From this lemma, it follows that i&(ro) > O, thenz(ro) = roa(ro) > 0 andz(r) therefore positive for all
r > ro. This, in turn, implies tha& > O forr > rq. This calculation thus also shows that an initial condition
a(0) > 0 is suficient to satisfy the requirement of the functiarbeing positive on (0+c0) needed for

Lemmd4.L.

4.2. Existence of static solutions

We prescribe initial conditions at the centet 0, specificallyup > 0 andmy = 0. The condition on the
initial value onm s consistent withm being non-negative, however, it remains to be checked venhéfie
second equation ifi(4.6) is well-defined.

Theorem 4.3. Fix any initial conditions g = O andyg > 0 at the center. Then, there exists a unique global
solution(m, ) to the static Einstein-Euler systef@.8) with prescribed values

limm(r) =0, lim u(r) = uo.
r—0 r—0

Moreover, the functions jp are smooth and positive di®, +o0) and we havdim,_, .. u(r) = 0. These
static solutiongM, V, a, b) satisfy the low regularity conditions specified in Definifi®1, and the geomet-
ric coefficient b can be recovered usifd.4) and satisfiedim,_o b(r) = 1.

Two remarks are in order at this juncture:

1. Observe that, since Iimo(l— 27”‘ = 1 - lim,_o(87r%x) = 1 by L'Hopital's rule, the initial values
Mo = up coincide, that is, the initial value for the fluid densitys the same as for the fluid variable
M. In the proof, we switch betwedvl andu and work with whatever is more convenient.
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2. It would be interesting to further determine the asyniptoéhavior at infinity, especially whether
lim,_, m(r) exists or, equivalently;?y is globally integrable. Step 3 in the proof below implies
thatr?u is bounded by some constant and one would expect the stretagement lirp, ;.. ru = 0
which would also imply lim, ;. m(r) = 0.

Proof. Step 1. Local existence near the centar= 0. We introduce a new variable= % with initial
value

. 2
ng = lim | My

=lim =0
r—-0r—2m r-01-2m

and we rewrite the equations in termsoM by setting
n=r"n, M= Mg+ r?M,

whereMg = uo is the initial value ofM at the center, and, g remain to be determined. Systelm {4.6) then
reads

n N A a\_- o
Ay =8r M + (87”'\/'0 -1- ?) A + 82 AM — r*R? + 8ar ™M,

1+ 3K? o~
#r“’lnM

M, = (871(1— K2)rMo — /;) M + 4r(1 - K82 -
1-3K
242

r* P IMoh + 4r(1 - KO P ME.
For 0< B < a < 2 only, this system is of the form
rorf + Nf =rG(r, f(r)) +g(r),

with f = (A, M), N linear with positive eigenvalues agdandG are smooth on [O+oo) and [Q +o0) x R2,
respectively. In particular, for the "maximal” choiae= 8 = 2, the system is of the form

' 1+3Kk2 N
M) T\EXM, 2/ (M

8rrM + (87rMo — 1) + 8ar3AM — r2m2 L[ 8o
8r(L - KMo + 4r(1 - KA)r3M2 — L3¢ ) \4n(1 - kM)

Thus, by , Theorem 1] there exists an intervalPand a unique boundegf solution f = (A, M) on

(0. R) that extends to & solution on [OR). Thus, 723 and MMo = ~4es are bounded near 0. The
solution can be extended in a unique way as long as it doeslowtup or reach zero. It remains to be
shown that global existence (and hence uniqueness) isdrgleen, that the fluid has infinite radius and

that the decay is as desired.

Step 2. Infinite extension of the solutionWheneveu > 0, the first equation ii(416) implies that > 0
and hencen(r) > myp = 0 forr > 0. The second equation ih_(#.6) then giygs< 0, thusu is bounded
above by the initial valugg. This forceanto be bounded by

4 ' 4
+eo> Tt > m) = 4r [ Su(gds> Tr%u( > o (4.8)
0

Consequently, if we show that> 0 globally, global existence follows. The proof@f> 0 globally is the
content of this second step.

Sinceyp > 0, itis clear thaj: > 0 initially on some interval [0r;). Suppose, contrary to our claim,
thatu(ry) = 0. Together with[{4]8), the decay rate obtainedrfan [0, R) in Step 1, implies that for some
constantC; > 0,

Hr >_(1+ kK)(Bk?+1) m .
uo k2 r(r—2m) —
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on [0, R) N [0,ry). If R < ry then this estimate can to be extended ta{P) We haver — 2m > z(R) > 0
2 2
due to Lemmd 412, which together with(r) < %r3 from (@B) and forC, := LGN o

K2 R =
(13241 m

a i yields

poo _(+KA@EE+)  m
uo k2 r(r—2m) —
With C := max(Cy, C,) > 0 it thus follows that

(logu)r = -Cr, r €[0,rq],

and henceu(r) > uoe ©". This contradictg«(r;) = 0, and hence forces the solution to have an infinite
radius.

Step 3. Decay propertiesWe prove nextthgi — 0 asr — +co. By Step 2u is monotonically decreasing
(sincey, < 0) and bounded from below by 0. Therefore lim., 1 = pe > 0 exists. ByIIIB) and the fact

<-(1+ k2)r z (47rr o+ 3k2r /1) < —Caru?.
1
(—) > Cgr,
K

which tends to 0 for — +oco.

Hence

and integration yields & u(r) < m

Step 4. Regularity properties. It is easy to check that the following expansions hold at theter as
r—0:

(1+K?)(1+ 3Kk 212

_ _ 3
u(r) = po—2r 3@ +0(r?),
m(r) = 4—;/10I’3 +0(r%).
Therefore, as — 0, we have
8 3
afr)=1- E,ur +O(r?),
23k + K2+ 1
M(r) = = —#0— T uar? + O(r®),

3 3
b(r) = & ““ﬁkM@WS 1+ 27(1 + K)por? + O(r3),

which proves that, a, M, b, b, andV = -£ are of bounded variation near the center and liga(r) =
lim,_ob(r) = 1. According to Lemm&4l2 is positive everywhere, henté< 0. O

5. Euler system on a uniform Eddington-Finkelstein backgraind

5.1. Algebraic properties

In this section, we analyze the principal part of the Eulestey [2.1P)-£(2.21), which we now define
by assuming that the metric dieientsa, b are prescribed functions and, in fact, a@nstantsand, in
addition, by suppressing the source—terms therein. Irr @tbeds, in this section we consider the system
of two equations

oV + 8 F(U) = 0,

+K2v)’

2 51
U= M( L ) F(U)—F(Uab)—bM(a2+l<+2aKv\iv2) -

in which M > 0 andV < 0 are the unknown functions, while € R andb > 0 are constants and
K? = 1+k2 € (0,1) is given. We begin with some basic properties about thehlan matrixDy F(U).
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Proposition 5.1(Algebraic structure of the fluid equationg)he Euler syster@s.J)on a uniform Eddington-
Finkelstein background is a strictly hyperbolic systemaiservation laws, with eigenvalues

1+k a)’ (5.2)

n=b( TV S

1-k a
1-k 2 ’

Ay = b(mV‘l’ 5

and right—eigenvectors (which can be normalized to be)

1 1
ry = —(1 K ) rz:= (1k ) (5.3)
4V +3 AR
Moreover, each characteristic field associated W) is genuinely nonlinear, with
VAa1-r1 >VAo-1r2>0.

Observe that the eigenvalues and eigenvectors are indepeotiM, and arelinear functionsin V.
This property is not met in the standard formulation of théeEequations in Minkowski spacetime, and
is a consequence of our choice of coordinates. Furthermom, (5.2), we deduce that the sign of the
eigenvalueds, 4, is as follows (recalling that is positive):

. . . l1+ka
A1 <A2<0 ifandonlyif V< mln(O, ‘ﬁé)’
l1+ka -ka
i if — == i - 5.4
11 <0< A, ifandonlyif 1_k2<\/<m|n(0, 1+k2> (5.4)
. . 1-ka
0< A1 <Ay ifandonlyif _I:F§<V<O'

Since the velocity is always negative, we can also formulate these conditiotexins ofa, as follows:

A< <0 ifandonlyif % < %':
. . a 1-k 1+k

A1 < 0< Ao if and Only if N € (m, m), (55)
. . a 1+k

0< A1 <A, ifandonlyif N > 1k

In particular, in a region whera < 0, both eigenvalueg;, 1, are negative and the fluid flow toward the
center. These conditions will play a role in Sectidn 7 whenwileneed to describe a class of initial data
set of particular interest.

Proof. 1. In view of (5.1), we can expred8 andV in terms ofU:

1 (U, a
M =U V= 2-2
v KZ(Ul 2)’

and we thus obtain an explicit form &fU) in terms ofU, i.e.
F(U)=b V2
= 2 .
e (82U1 — 4aUy) + & g

The Jacobian matrix df is

0 1
DuF(U)=b| & o 1Y 2u _ _ae
(I-K2)2 KiuZ2  KAUL  (1-k?)2

0 1
- b(—(a{ +K2aV+V?2) 2K2V + a)’
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with eigenvalues

2 =b 1+ k% U, k A-b 1+k
P la-k2u;  1-k2°) T T\1-k
k

<
NI
~———

(5.6)
Ao = 1+|(22+7k a—b—V+9
27 \@+R2u; C@+k2T) T ek T 2)
and right eigenvectors
1 1
b b
as stated in the proposition. Since k < 1+ kandV < 0, itis clear thatl; < 1.
2. The gradients of the eigenvaluis 1, are derived from(5]6), i.e.
Vo = 1+k® b (-U, :(1+k2)£ -2-2Lv
(1-k)?2 U2 U (1-k2M 1 ’
Vot~ LK B (~Ug) (1K) b (-2 Ly
(1+Kk2u2z\ Uy (1+K2M 1 ’
and a straightforward computation yields
(1+k) b (-a- Ly 1 2K(1 +K) bV
VA r =~/ (T2 K2V, s Sl ol
R TRy 1 Ly 42 1-KF M
and 2k(1 — K) bV
V=g
Sincek € (0, 1), the terms involving are positive. Moreover, sinde M > 0 (by assumption) and < 0,
the second factor is negative, and the statement in the pitapofollows. O

5.2. Shock curves and rarefaction curves

We introduce theRiemann invariants ye, associated with the hyperbolic systdm5.1). By definjtion
the functionsw, z are constant along the integral curves of the eigenvedterssatisfy the dterential
equations

Duw(U) - r1(U) =0, Duz(U) - rz(U) = 0
In the coordinatesN], V), these equations are equivalent to
OMW + a 2kk)2 & oyw =0, omz a Zkk)2 m ovz=0,
respectively, so that
w(M, V) :=log|V| - 2 log M, zZ(M,V) :=log|V|+ —— 2K log M. (5.7)
1-K? (1+K)?

Rarefaction waves are determined from integral curvesev#ttor fieldsy, ro. As this is most convenient
for the construction of the solutions to the Riemann prob(amnthe following subsection), we consider
here the “forward” 1-curves and the “backward” 2-curves.

Lemma 5.2 (Rarefaction waves) The 1-rarefaction curveR;’(U.) and the2-rarefaction curveR; (Ug)
associated with the constant states £/ (M, V) and Us = (Mg, VR), respectively, are given by

(1-k?
2

Rr0 =M= me (o) T vive o)
(5.8)
Ry (Ug) :={M = MR(VXR) ; V/Vre[l,)).
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AlongR7’(Uy), the wave speed, (V) is increasing for V increasing fromV AlongR5 (Ur), the wave
speedi,(V) is decreasing for V decreasing fronkVMoreover, M is decreasing in both cases and the
restriction of the component M to these curves satisfies

lim Mir; ) = lim Mirgug = 0. (5.9)
Note also that, in Riemann invariant coordinates, the aatefn curves read

Ry (UL) = {(W.2) [W(M, V) = w(ML, Vi) andz(M, V) < (M., 1)}, 5.10)
R5 (Ur) = {(W.2) [W(M, V) > W(Mg, V&) andz(M, V) = 2(Mg, Vg)}. '

Proof. Rarefaction waves for the systen {5.1) are solutions ofdh@t) = U({), which must therefore
satisfy the ordinary dierential equation

(DuF(U) - £1)9:U =0

in the self-similar variabl& := r/v, wherel denotes the identity matrix. A characterization of the two
rarefaction curves passing through a given stdg, Vo) in the phase space is provided by the Riemann
invariants [5.)7). Specifically, the 1-rarefaction cuRe (Uo) is determined implicitly by the condition
w(U) = w(Uo), while the 2-rarefaction curvig; (Uo) is given byz(U) = z(Uo). Hence, we arrive easily at
the expressions i (3.8).

In view of (5.2), the speeds#;(V) and A,(V) increase whelV increases. Therefore, sinde < 0,
the speedi; (V) increases alonB7’(Ug) while 1>(V) decreases along; (Uo) (from the base point). The
desired monotonicity and limiting behavior ft follows from (5.8). On the other hand, usiig (5.7) and
(5.9), along the curvR;’(Ug) we obtain

2k k (1+K)?2 \Y,
M,V) =log|V| + ———= logM = log|V logM log —
Z(M, V) = log| |+(1+k)2 ¢ og| |+(1+k)2 09 Mo+ 17—z 109 -
2k
< |Og |V0| + m |Og MO = Z(MO, VO)
Similarly, along the curv®3; (Uo), we obtainw(M, V) > w(Mo, Vo). O

Shock waves for the systefn (b.1) consist of two constargsthtandUgr separated by a discontinuity
which propagates at the spegd s(U_, Ur) determined by the so-call&Riankine-Hugoniot conditions

s[U] = [F(U)], (5.11)
with [U] := Ur— UL and [F(U)] := F(Ug) — F(U_). Moreover, theshock admissibility inequalities
/li(MR, VR) <§< /li(ML,VL), i = 1, 2 (512)

are imposed in order to guarantee uniqueness of the Rientduming, defined below. Before we state
some properties of these shock wave solutions, we introthécinctions

0.00) = g (L 2K 6 (- i - ).

1+87F (1+ﬂ)2—4K4,8]

a
Z:(Vo,B) = b(i +Vo K2

The signs above are selected for convenience in the follpgtatement.

Lemma 5.3(Shock waves) Thel-shock curve issuing from a given state &hd the corresponding shock
speed are given by

SI(UD) = {M = MLO_(V/VL);  V/VL € [L, ),
s1(UL, U) = 2 (VL, /L),
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while the2-shock curve issuing from the statg bnd the corresponding shock speed are given by
Sy (Ur) = {M = Mr®,(V/VR);  V/Vre (0.1]),
$(U, UR) = Z_(Vr, V/VR).

Moreover, thel-shock speed;$s increasing for V decreasing, while tReshock speed,s$s decreasing for
V increasing, and the shock admissibility inequalif®g2)hold, together with

S < /lz(VR), /l]_(VL) < S. (513)

Furthermore, along the curvg’(U.), the mass density M is increasing and reacliuk%g asV — —oo,
while along the curvé&; (Ug) it is increasing and blows up as V¥ 0.

The geometry of the shock curves can also described in Rieingariant coordinates 2): namely,
using the parametg = - € [1, o) for S7’(Uy) andg = g € (0, 1] for Sy (Ur), we find

W — W|_ = |Ogﬂ (1 k)2 |Og(q) (ﬂ))
= logp + (Hk)z log(@-(B)),

W — WR = |Og,3 (1—k)2 |09(®+(ﬂ))
=logp + (1+k)2 log(®..(B)).

Sy (U): {
(5.14)

S5 (Ur): {

Proof. 1. In view of (5.1) and in terms of the conservative varididle: (U1, U,), we obtainF(U); = b U,
and, therefore, after eliminating the shock spsétthe jump condition[{5.11), we find

b[U2]? = [U1][F(U)2]. (5.15)
Again in view of [5.1) and by using the notatitly, U rather tharlJ,, Ug, we have
(U] = g(Mo ~ M) + K2(MoVo — MV),
1 a
b [Ud[F(U)2] = Z(Mo — M)? + aK*(Mo — M)(MoVo — MV) + (Mg — M)(MoV§ — MV?),
hence[(5.15) simplifies and yields

(Mo — M)(MoV3 — MV?) = K¥(MoVo — MV)2.

This relations can be written as a quadratic equation ingerfa = - > 0 andB = - - > 0, which admits
two distinct and real solutions
1
=—— __(1-2K*B+p>+(1- 1+ B)2 - 4K48| = @.(B). 5.16
0= sy (- KB+ = a-p Jaep ﬂ) .6 (5.16)

Thus, the shock curves’(Uo), S; (Uo) are given implicitly in terms ofr, 8 in (5.16). Observe that they
do not depend on the geometric fibd@entsa, b, but only on the constat (and thus the sound spekd
SinceK* < 1, the term (& 8)? — 4K*3 is positive.

Moreover, the “first” jump condition yields

_ [F(U)] _ b[Us]
T[Ud U

K2 1-ap
b(2 vﬁ) 5. (Vo. B). (5.17)

in which the terml ”ﬁ is expressed explicitly using the characterizatios ®@..(8) of the shock curves,

namely
1- 1
T = g (148 ® L - akh)
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We emphasize that the negative sign (leading fpcorresponds to the functiah,, while the positive sign
(leading toX, ) corresponds td_. By settingV = Vy, thatis,s = 1 (and thusy = 1 in view of (5.16)), we
conclude that
Kzl—aﬂ _1xV1-K* (1% k)2.
l-« K2 1-k2
Thus, [5.1V) is naturally associated with the eigenvalgesnd;, respectively. (Cf. also Propositibn b.1,
above.)

2. It remains to be determined which half-curves are adbiessiith respect to the shock admissibility
inequalities. Consider for instance the 1-shock cu8y€Uy), defined by the functiod_ and the shock
speed functioiX, . The shock inequalities are equivalent to saying

1+ VI-K4 1 1+ VI-K4
- - _ _ 2 _ 4 - -
v > < 5 (V+Vo VIV + V)2 = 4KV Vp) < Vo e

which (since all values are negative) is equivalent to
2 2 2
AVE(1+ V1-K4) < (V+Vo- V(V+Vo)2— 4KAVVp) < 4V2(1+ V1-K*) .

Forg > 1, thatis,V < Vy < 0, the first inequality is obviously satisfied, sindé € Vo)? — 4K*VV, >
(V + Vo)?(1 — K#). The second inequality also holds, since

(v +Vo— V(V+Vp)2— 4K4VV0)2

= 2(V2+ V) + 4(1— K)VVp = 2(V + Vo) V(V + Vo)? — 4KV Vg
2
<AVZ(2-K*) +8V2VI- K4 = 4v?(1+ VI-K4) .

Adding a constan§ and multiplying byb > 0 has no &ect on the signs, hence we conclude thgV) <
S < /ll(Vo).

We can similarly treat the 2-shock cur8g (Uo), defined byd, andX_. Forg < 1, thatis Vo <V <0,
we find

(Vo+V + v(Vo+ V2= 4K*oV) < (Vo +V + |V = Vol VI— KA)
<(V+ Vol (1- VI-K#) <4vg(1- VI-K3) ,

thusA,2(Vp) < 5. The second inequalityy < 1,(V) follows from

Vo + V + V(Vo + V)2 — 4K4VpV
=2V + (Vo= V) + VAVoV(1 - K4 + (Vo — V)2
<2V+(Vo-V)+2V|VI- K4+ Vo - V| = 2v(1— Vi- K4),

where we used
AVoV(1 - K + (Vo - V)? = 4V2(1 — K% + 4V(Vo — V)(1 - KH) + (Vo — V)?
< AVZ(1- K% + 4V(Vo - V) V1 - K2 + (Vg — V)2
= (2vi V1- K4+ Vo- V|)2.

3. A straightforward calculation reveals (5.13), which w#l wheck only for s;. Since% > ﬁ'ﬁ and
V(Vo + V)2 — 4K4VpV > [V — V|, we obtain

_(a Vo+V - +(Vo+V)2— 4KV
$1(Vo, V) = b(é + K2
a 1-kVo+V-No-V|\ . (a 1-k )_
<b(§+1+k 2 =b{3 1Y) = M)
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and, moreover,

_ 4
%(VO,V)ziz(l_ Vot V- 2KVo ]
2K V(Vo + V)2 - 4K4VV,
_ K4
>i2(1— 2Vo(1 = K7) )>O
2K V(Vo + V)2 - 4K4VV,
so that the shock speed $f (Uo) is monotone increasing .

4. To study the behavior d¥ with respect tov, we setd, (V) := ®. (Vio) and observe that

TLV) =+ Vo ¢+(V)
(1= KHV3(V + V)2 — 4K4V V,

with the auxiliary function

¢=(V) = KWV (V =3V £ V(V + V)2 = 4KV Vo) + Vo (V + Vo VIV + Vo) - 4KV V)
= K4V2 + VoV + V2) = 3KV Vg + (KAV = Vo) V(V + V)2 — 4K4V V.

SinceV? + V3 > 2V, this implies that

¢ (V) > £(K*V = Vo) V(V + Vo)2 — 4K4V Vg,

and hence, is positive as/p < V < 0 andK < 1. In the case op_ we distinguish between two cases, as
follows. If K4V -V, < 0, theng_ is positive by the same inequality. On the other hand*¥ — Vo > 0,
then the sign of_ is derived separately by using< Vo < O:

¢-(V) = KAV (V = 38V = (V + V)2 = 4KV V) + Vo (V + Vo + VIV + Vo) - 4KV Vp)
= (Vo — K*V) (V + Vo + V(V + Vo)2 — 4K4V V) + 2K*V(V - Vo)
> (Vo= KAV) (V + Vo + V(V + Vo)? — 4K4V ) > O,

Henceg. > 0 and@’+ > 0 and®’ < 0. Thus, on both shock curvel, is increasing wheW moves away
from V. The limiting behavioV — —co onS*(Ug) andV — 0 onS; (Uo) is clear from the expressions
of @,. O

5.3. The Riemann problem

We observe that the geometry of the wave curves is indep¢mddéhe geometry of the spacetime
and solely depends on the fluid variablMsandV, while the wave speeds also depend on the geometry
variablesa andb. This provides an important advantage for our analysisigyghper, which strongly relies
on the properties of these wave curves and wave speeds. \IVelyegplving the Riemann problem for the
homogeneous moddl(5.1) of interest in this section, thatéssolve the initial value problem with data
prescribed ow = 0 with a single jump located at some pointe (0, ):

U|_, r<rs,

u(,r) = { (5.18)

UR, r>rsg,

whereU_ (determined byM_, V) andUr (determined byMg, VR) are constants satisfying the physical
constraints
ML, MR > 0, VL,VR <0.

Obviously, since the cdicients of the systeni (5.1) are independent @fe can consider that the solutions
are defined for all (even negative values) and, due to the invariance of the &amroblem by self-similar
scaling, we search for a solution depending upon the varigbbnly. Recall also that all variabled/( V)
under consideration satisfy the conditidvis> 0 andV < 0.
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Proposition 5.4(Riemann problem on an Eddington-Finkelstein backgroufitie Riemann problem as-
sociated with the homogeneous vergBdl) of the Euler system on a uniform Eddington-Finkelstein back
ground and with the initial conditio@e.18)with arbitrary initial data U, Ur, admits a unique self-similar
solution U = U(r/t) made of two waves, each being a rarefaction wave or a shock watisfying the
shock admissibility inequalities. Moreover, the regiowglt o > 0)

Q,={w,2)| -p<w,z<p}

are invariant domains for the Riemann problem, that is, & tfata U , Ur belong toQ, for somep > 0,
then so does the solution for all times\0.

Proof. By Propositio 511 the systeri (5.1) is strictly hyperboliclagenuinely nonlinear as long &

is nonzero andV is bounded. Thus, for siiciently small jumpgUg — U, |, the claim is standard (cf. ,
for instance,|_[_1|5]). In order to extend the Riemann solutmmrbitrarily large initial data, we rely on
the explicit formulas derived earlier in this section. ThierRann solution is constructed in the phase
space by piecing together constant states, shock cunwsagfaction curves (defined in Sectionl5.2) and,
specifically, we introduce the 1-wave curve issuing fromdataU,,

W1 (UL) == Ry’ (U) U S (UL),

which, according to our earlier notation, is naturally paedrized by a variablg describing the interval

(0, 1] (within the rarefaction pafR;’(U.)) and the interval [1+oco) (within the shock parg;’(U.)). The
wave curveW;’(Ug) is defined similarly and the Riemann problem is solved ikthivo curves intersect
ataunique point).. € W (UL)nW3 (Ug) so that the Riemann solution can be defined as a 1-wavempatter
connected to a 2-wave pattern.

In order to establish the validity of this construction, wgwe as follows. Thanks to LemmBas]s.2
and[5.3, the wave speeds arising in the Riemann solution atedse from left to right in the proposed
construction. From Lemmés’®.2 dnd]5.3, it follows tlatecreases from 0 towarebo, while M increases
from 0 towardlﬁ"};4 along the curvéV;’(U.). On the other hand, alonyy;’(Ur), the velocityV decreases
from 0 toward—oo, while the mass densityl decreases fromoo toward 0. Therefore, in view of these
global monotonicity properties, the intersection padinte W1 (UL) N W5 (Ug) exists and is unique (for
any given initial statet), , Ug satisfyingM,, Mg > 0 andV,, Vg < 0).

We next claim that any domai®, is an invariant region for the Riemann problem. We wwitefor
w(UL), etc. and, for definiteness, we suppose thae R{ (U.) N R, (Ugr). Then, by Lemm&5]2, we have
w = w andz < z_for all states betweeld, andU., whilew > wg andz = z for all states betweed. and
Ug. Thus, we obtain

WR <W=W,, rR=2<2Z

along the solution of the Riemann problem, and, in particwla € [—p, p] if W, WR, Z, 2R € [—p, p]-

We are going to prove that both shock cur&YU, ) andS; (Ur) remain within an upper-left triangle
in the (w, 2)-plane so that, if intersected with each other or wthi(Ur) andR7*(UL), respectively, the
corresponding Riemann solution belongs to the regipnNamely, the tangent to the shock cuSg in
the (w, 2)-plane satisfies

dw  dw-w)  dw-w) (d(z— zL))l

dz  dz-z) = dB ds
1+ K21+ K- 2D )
3 ( ) ( V(A+82-4K48
1-K2(1+ k2 + 2D )
(=4 ( Vs

which is less than 1 (sindec (0, 1)). MoreoverS;” is convex, sincg > 1 and

ddw 8K(1 + K)2K2(=1 + B)
dg dz [T+ p)? - 4K ( (L +B)Z - 4K%B + k(2 + 28 + k(L + B)2 — 4KB))
23




i . i i %k _ 2
is non-negative. Smc;/el_—7 1+ k“, we have

qw  QHRP(1 e 2

lim o K
B—1+ dz B L2 2 2k ) o7
(1-K) (1+k + 2

and the second-order derivative being positive, we con&ac:ltu—it%v € [0,1]. Itis checked similarly that
the shock curv&; (Ug) satisfies

(1-K)? (1 + - A )

1 B)2_4K4 _ k)4
dz _ (e [o,(l k)4}c[0,1)
W k(1 s 20 (1+k
and, since8 € (0, 1] and
ddz _ 8k(1 - K)?(1 - k*)K?(~=1+ )
dBdw (14 k)2 V(1 +B)2 — 4KIB (VL + B)2 — 4K*B + k(2 + 28 + K+/(1 + B)2 — 4K4B))
is non-positive. In other words, the cur@ (Ug) is concave in thew, 2)-plane. O

5.4. Wave interactions

To conclude this section we derive some estimates conageenpair of Riemann solutions associated
with the system[{5]1). We now assume that the initial datasists of three constant states, denoted by
UL, Un, Ugr and, specifically, for some @ r; < rp < +00, we prescribe at = 0 the data

U, r<ry,
U(O, r) =<qUm, ri<r<ry, (519)
Ur, I >ra.

Again we can consider thatdescribes the real line. Forfgiently small timesv, it is clear that the
solution can be constructed by combining the Riemann problassociated with the initial datd , Uy
andUy, Ug, respectively. In general these waves interact and genarabmplex wave pattern. Yet, for
suficiently large times after all waves have interacted, the solution is expectegfyoach the solution
of the Riemann problem with initial datd, , Ug; more precisely, this is true for the wave strength (defined
below) and wave speeds, while the location of the wave depepdn the past interactions.

By definition, thewave strengtl&(U_, Ur) of a Riemann problenif, , Ug) measures the magnitude of
the waves in the solution and, in Riemann invariant cootésaeads

&(UL, Ug) := |log Mg — log M.

+ |logM. — log M|,

whereM. denotes the intermediate state characterized by the aamdlt € W{ (U) n W3’ (Ug). The
following property will be essential in order to derive a Inolon the total variation of the solutions to the
general Cauchy problem.

Lemma 5.5. Given arbitrary states Y, Uy, Ug, the wave strengths associated with the Riemann problems
(UL, Uwm), (Um, Ur), and(U_, Ug) satisfy the inequality

8(U|_,UR) SS(UL,UM) +8(U|\/|,UR). (5.20)

Proof. We consider the wave curves in the plane of the Riemann emwti Recall that, in this plane,
rarefaction curves are straightlines, while shock curveslascribed by the expressions (5.14). The shock
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curves have the same geometric shape independently of seeplointU, or Ug and are essentially de-
scribed by the function®... Moreover, by observing the remarkable algebraic property

O_(B)D..(8) = (41— KH2B") (1 - 2K*B + 52 — (L— B(L+ B)? - 4KB))

= (40— KY28%) (1 B)? + 2B(L - K = (L BP((L - ) — 4B(L - K“B)
1

it follows that log@_(3)) = - log(®. (8)) and the expressions in (5]14) coincide up to a change abike
of the variablesv andz. Therefore, the shock curves are symmetric with respetigw/ t= z axis. Finally,
since the wave strengths, by definition, are measured alosg/t= z axis, these symmetry properties are
sufficient to imply that the wave strengths are non-decreasiag@t interaction, as stated [n_(3.20). O

6. The dynamical formation of trapped surfaces

6.1. Random choice method

We now state our main result about the existence of solutibrs U(M, V, a) to the Einstein-Euler
system[[ZI9)E(2.21), supplemented with the equat[odB«(@&.2) for the geometry cigcientsa, b given
by the integral expressiors (B.5) ahd {3.6). We will alsothsenotatiorZ := (M, V, a, b).

We consider initial data which are compactly-supportetipbations of a given static solution, denoted
by Z©@ = (M©@,v©, g0 ). The perturbation is assumed to be initially localized nirgerval -6, .+
6] with for somer. > ¢ > 0 (with a “suficiently small”§) and we construct a spacetime which remains
static in a neighborhood of the center of symmetry. Due tgtioperty of finite speed of propagation, the
support of the initial perturbation remains finite and boeshdway from the center (for all times), but may
increase in space as the time evolves.

For solutions defined for timese [vy, V.], we expect that

suppU —UO)(v,) c IV :=[RI(W.RIWV)],  ve[vo, V],
for some functions
R.(V) =r.—6—-C.(v—Vp), R'(V) =1, + 6+ C.(Vv—Vp), V € [Vo, Vi].

These functions involve a constadt, which should be an upper bound of all wave speeds of the Euler
equations. ChoosinG. is done from the explicit expressions of the wave speeds atedearlier, once

we have a uniform bound on the sup-norn¥ah the spacetime slab under consideration. All our analysis
will take place in the region

Q. :={(1)|Ve [Vo,V.]. 1 € [RI(V), RI(V)]}-

The solutions will be defined in a time slaf[v.] andv. — vo will be estimated below from the prescribed
initial data.

Our main unknowns are the fluid variablet V which must satisfy the Euler system. The geometry
codficientsa, b arise in an undferentiated form in the conservative and flux varialies (U), as well
as in the source ter@(U). If these coéicients were prescribed functions, we would simply have a-non
homogeneous hyperbolic system of first-order. Howeverfuhetionsa, b are not a priori prescribed and
must be recovered from the fluid variables thank§ td (5}(3

To study the initial value problem with data prescribed/egavg, we rely on the random choice method,
which is based on the Riemann problem and takes the sourtce Biler equations into account, as follows.
Consider the Riemann problem for the Euler system with @mgjeometric background diieientsa, b
and an initial jump at time” centered at some point

U, r<r,

6.1
Urg, r>r'. 6.1)

U(\/’) = {
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A generalized solutiolRg (v, r; UL, Ur, & b) (the dependence i, r’ being kept implicit) is constructed
from the solutiorl of the Riemann problemR(U , Ug; a, b) (constructed earlier in Sectibnb.3) by evolving
it with the system of ordinary dierential equations associated with the source-terms angebmetry of
the Euler system. More precisely, we set

V
Ra(v,r; UL, Ug,a,b) := U(v,r;UL,UR,a,b)+f §(\/’,W(\/’,r),a,b)d\/’, (6.2)

V
whereW(v”, r) := P,.U(V, r; U, Ug, a b) andP denotes the solution operator for the ODE system

d _
2w =35wab),
v’ = Stwab) 6.3)

W(V,r) = U(V,r; UL, U, a,b),

whereS is the source term of the Euler system (cf. Proposffioh 2n#)Sitakes also the variation of the
geometry into account:

S:= S—ad.F —bdpF
_ bM 2+ 4V ) ) 8K2V
T (a+ daV + 4V2) — 71+ K)rbM (—a2 +4K2aV + 12v2] (6.4)

The generalized random choice method for the class oflidiita of interest “supported” in the doman
is now introduced. We denote Iy, Ar > 0 the time and space mesh-lengths, respectively, and ly)(
(fori e NU {0}, j € Z) the mesh points of the grid, that is,

Vi = Vg +IiAv, rj =r.+ jAr.
We also fix an equidistributed sequencg) (n the interval 1, 1) and set
Fij =+ (wi + j)Ar.

We will let Av, Ar tend to zero, while keeping the rathw/Ar constant. We can now define the approximate
solutionsZy = Zy(v, r) to the Cauchy problem for the Einstein-Euler system assediwith the (fluid) initial
data

Uop(r) := U(vo, 1), reJ(Vo)=I[r.—-6,r.+d].

Also, throughout the evolution and for the fluid variableg, wmpose the boundary values determined by
the prescribed static solution, i.e.

(M V)V, R (W) = (MV)OR(W), (M V)(V,RI(V) = (M, V)ORE(v)).

The approximate solutions are defined inductively. Firsalgfthe initial data are approximated by
piecewise constant functions by setting for all eyen

Ug(Vo, 1) := Uo(rjs1), 1 e[ry,rjsa),
a(Vo,r) i=ao(r),  refrj-a,rja), (6.5)
by(vo,r) :=bo(rj),  re[rj-1,rja).

Then, we evolvéJy, a;, andb; successively:

1. If Uy is known for allv < vi, we definelUy at the level = v; as

Ug(vi+,1) := Ug(Vi—, T j+1), refririw), i+]jeven

2. Similarly, we randomly pick a value fay; andby betweernrj_; andrj.; using the equidistributed
sequence:

ay(vi+,r) = ay(vi—, rij), refrj-1,rj+1), i+ jeven
by(vi+, 1) == by(vi—, rij), refrj-1,rj+1), i+ jeven
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3. The approximatiolJ; is defined in each slab
Qij={Vi<V<Vii, Trj-1<r<frj1, Ii+jever
from the Riemann problem and we set
Us(v, 1) = Ra(V, r; Ug(Vi+, rj—1), Ug(Vi+, rica);s Vi, 1, as(vi+, ry), bs(vi+, 1)),
as introduced in(612).
3. Next, we update the metric diieientb using the integral formuld(3.5), that is

I
by(v, 1) = exp(47r(1 + kz)f My (v, r") r'dr'), Ve (Vi, Vis1),
0

with My = Uy, being the first component dfy for r € (R7(v), Rf(v)), by relying on the static
solutionM© outsideQ..

4. Similarly, we update the metric cfieienta; using the integral formul&(3.6), that is foe (vi, Vi,1):

ay(V,r) = 4n(1 +) fr Ezg -9 Mg(v, 9) (1 — 2KAVy(v, s)) fds

6.2. The class of initial data of interest

In order to establish the dynamical formation of trappedzsigs, we focus on a class of initial data for
which we can prove an existence result on fiisiently long time interval\p, v.] so that trapped surfaces
form within this time interval, while the initial data are @ben to be untrapped. Here we derive suitable
conditions on the (untrapped) initial data so that trappethses do form in the future. The evolution takes
place within the cone; (v), R} (v)], defined earlier so that the support of the solution exgamtime. The
accumulation of mass in a short amount of time is controliedhle behavior of the derivative,, as we
now explain.

The class of initial data under consideration here consfsidocalized perturbation of a static solution
for whicha, = 0. Generally, the derivativa, is essentially determined & — 4V2, which we choose to be
initially large and negative within an interval.[- 6, r. + ¢]. The sup—norm o¥, a being controlled during
the evolution, we can guarantee that it varies “slowly” meiso that, at later times we havea,(v, ) < h_12
within asmallerspatial interval irr, determined by the property of propagation with finite speed

Heuristically, we expect to choose/ > 0 to be sfficiently large, and that a “large” mass is concen-
trated on a sfliciently “small” interval f. — 6,r. + §]. To complete the argument, we need to carefully
quantify all the relevant “€ects” in the problem.

We identify a set of initial dataM], V, a, b) at an initial hypersurface at time that satisfya > 0
everywhere and, < 0 in a small region. With the notation

M=MO L MO v =vO L vO)

6.6
a=a%+a® ~ b=bO+p®, (©:6)

we denote solutions that consist otatic solution{ M@, V©, a©®, p©) as derived in Theorem4.3 and of a
certainperturbatiofM®, v, a®, b®). By adding a suitable perturbation, the initial d#g has small
support in the radial direction but large absolute valueorliter to control the positive sign af we have
to ensure that thet-norm ofV{" is small. On the other hanf{" must be sfiiciently large (pointwise) to
ensure thaa, is large and negative, which will lead to the formation ofapped surface in a short amount
of time.

The initial data at timeyy are specified as follows. We choose a radius 0, a region of perturbation
[r. -6, r. + 6] given byé > 0 small and a step function

0, r<r,-29,
vi(r) = % refr.—6,r.+6, (6.7)
0, r>r,+94,
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determined by a constant scaling fadtot h(r., ). There is no perturbation assumed for the fluid density
M, hence

MP =0 b’=0. (6.8)

The perturbed geometric cﬂm-:ientagl) resp. the initial valuey, is given by the integral formul&(3.6) and
the fact thav/@© = 22

2\ A (0)
aof) =1 - TEED [ ZTMO (14K (14 Lre-area |09 Fds (69

wherey[r,—sr.+5) denotes the characteristic function enf 6, r. + 6].

Proposition 6.1(The class of initial data of interest§3iven . > 4 > 0, there exist constants;(C,, C3 > 0
depending on.,rand such that for alls, h > 0 with 2 ey L the following holds:

0<ag(r) <a?(r), relo,r, +4],
=0, rel0,r,—9),

ay(vo, 1)< - refr.—6r.+6),
<

Col
2he>
8 re(r.+or.+4].

C3

Geometrically speaking, the conclusion of Proposifiafi$ that we have an untrapped initial data set
(6.4)-{6.9) from which, sinca, is large and negative, the déieienta should change sign in a small region
aroundr,. within a short amount of time, and trapped surfaces are eggdea form.

Proof. Step 1. Positivity ofag. The following calculations are true for al< 4, only the ratio ofs andh
is relevant. Sinca(©@ is positive, so is forr < r, — 6. SinceM©, a®, b©@ > 0 it is immediate from[{6]9)
that

a(r) = a9(r) +25(r) (6.10)
=a(r) - 4”(1 ) f e E§Z§§S§w><s>a<m<s>szds
> a%(r) - 4"(1 ) f - EigiES;M(O)(s)a(o)(s)szds (6.11)
-0

Recall that by Theorein 4.3 static solutions are smooth. €hee «(r.,4) > 0 suficiently small so that
forallr € [r. —4,r. + 4]

aO(r) > aOr, - g)e. (6.12)

Sinceb©@ is increasing ang© = a®@M© is monotonically decreasing and positive by Theofem 4.3, we
conclude from[(6.111) that far>r, - 6,

r.+o6

0<— 1)(r) < M aorr, 6)M(0)(r*—6)[r3}
r.—o

2
-k eerte2n o

_ O)r _
SR o MO, - 4).

Thus, if we seb, h > 0 such thaCy(r.,4) := %_kz) Gr;zf" MO(r, — 4)% < I then by the above assump-
tions
ao(r) = a9(r) - aO(r, —A)e>0, rel0,r, +4].
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Step 2. Negativity ofa,. By TheoreniZ.B the static solutions are smooth and satisfig® = —-2v(©® < 1.
By the choice of initial datd (6l6)=(8.73 is just the static solutioa® on the central interval [0, — &].
In particular,a, = 0 there. More generally, frorh (3.3) we obtain

au(Vo, 1) = 2rb(MO(r) (ao(r)? - 4Vo(r)?)
= 27rbOr)MO) (@) + a())* - %) (L + xr.-sr.441(N)°)

= 20 (MO @ )@olr) + A0 ~rpar. (AP, (6.1

wherey|r,—sr,+s] again denotes the characteristic function on the interglecturbation . — 6, r, + ).
Step 1 made it obvious thag is positive on {. — 4,r. + 4] anda; Dis negative onr(, — 6, +0). Hence, we
find

a,(vo, 1) <0, re(r.—6r.+4],
independently of the size &

Step 3. Bound foraV on (r. + 6,r. + A]. To obtain finer estimates for the behavioragfvp, r) we first
need to estlmata0 ) from above. This follows by the same method as in Step 1rFEor, - 6, sinceu©
is decreasing and® > 1 is increasing by Theoreim 4.3,

An(1 — K2 min(r,r.+9) b(o) S
() = - =) by
th Jis bO)(r)
471'(1 k2) ﬂ(O)(r +6) mln(r r.+6)

a rh bO(r, + 6) }

MO(5)a®(s)? ds

(6.14)

-0

Forr > r. + ¢, in particular,

4r(1 - K2) uO(r, + 6) 5(6r2 + 262) é (6r2 + 26%) uO(r, +6)
rh bO(r, +6) 3 3r bO(r, +0)

Finally, we return to the explicit formuld (6.113) far, at timevy and again make use of the monotonicity
properties of the static part€”) andu© as well as the conclusion of Step 1 that Go(r) +a@(r) < 2a(r)
forallr < r, + 4. Itis then clear thag, in the interval (. + 6,r. + 4] is bounded above by a negative
constant times the scaling factpiof the perturbation:

al(r) < - < —4n(1- K

6 (6r2 + 26%) uOr, + )
3r bOX(r, + 6)

ay(Vo, ) < 22rbOr)MO(r) [-4r(1 - k2) 2a(r)

< =327%(1 - K)r2(uOr, + A))ZE

= —C3(r*,A)%, re(r.+d,r,+4].

Step 4. Bound fora, on [r. — 6,r. + 6]. On the interval of perturbation the contribution of the first
term in the bracket of {6.13) is negative and tends to @ fes r. — § by (€14) and hence is negligible.

Consequently, by making use efr,, 1) > k)62t +2"2 MO(r, — 4)2 chosen in Step 1 together with
(6.12), as well as the monotonicity propertles of the stiamiutlon

a,(Vo,r) < —21——— h rb<°>(|r)|v|<°>(|r)a<°>(r)2
2h+1

< 2:rb(0)(r — NuO(r, + 2)a0(r, - A)e

2 2
< 87T (13 k%) Grr + 242 b(O)( A),u(o)(r —A),u(O)(r* A)2h+ 1i

—Cz(r*,A)

e refr.—6r.+4. O
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6.3. Statement of the perturbation property

We are interested here in the evolution of initial data cstirgj of a radially symmetric, static solution
which is (suficiently strongly) perturbed in a (ficiently small) shell f,. — §,r. + 6]. In Propositiod 6.1,
we have shown that such initial data exist which are untrdjpa central region [0, + 4]. The speed of
propagation influences the domains of dependence and lebtigantC, > 0 be an upper bound for the
(modulus) of all wave speeds of the Euler equations. We then define

R.(v) =r.—6 —C.(V— Vo), RI(V) =1 + 6 + Cu(V— Vo),
E (V) =1 =8+ C(v— Vo), EF(V) = 1.+ 6 — C(V— Vo).

We assume thaf (v), RF (V)] € [r. — 4, r. + A] for all timesv € [vp, V.].
As introduced in Sectiop 8.1, thefect of the perturbatioM®, VD), a®, b® then takes place in the
region

Q. ={(v.NIVe [Vo,v.]. 1 € [Ri (W), RE(V)]}-
Outside of this cone-like region, the fluid variablsV coincide with the unperturbed static components
M© vO A trapped surface will form during evolution when the relavterms ira, are preserved in the
“big data” region

E.={(wnVe Vo, v.]. 1 € [EC (W), EX ()]}

and the speed of propagation igfsziently slow for the dynamical formation to take place beftire region
=, “closes up”, that is, before we reagh- vy such tha&_ (v) = Z}(v). The “mixed” regionv., = Q. \ E,,
ie.
Vi ={(VNIVE [Vo,v.], 1 € [RI(V), REMWL 1 ¢ (EX(v), EX (W)},

is influenced by the outer static solution as well as the pleation. As such, it is more flicult to control
its evolution. However, this is only relevant for the geomi&ariablesa, b, which are defined as integrated
quantities (from the center) using (B.5)=(3.6). They betexactly like the static solutiores®, b© in the
central region [OR; (V)], but also remain (slightly) perturbed on the right side&Xxf

We will be able to establish a growth behavior of the solutidsV, a, b in the domain of dependence
Q. and the “big data” regio. of the perturbation. By Propositidn 6.1 these propertiessatisfied at
the initial timevy. We will check that the same behavior remains valid at eash st the random choice
method introduced in Sectign 6.1.

Before we state the desired control of the solution, let usifixmportant constant that depend on the
sound speel, namely

4k

Ko =

Remark 6.2. It is clear thako > 0. Note thatkg < % for k sufficiently small. More precisely, we need that

8k < (1-k?)K? = % which is equivalent te-1 + 8k + 2k? + 8k3 — k* < 0. Fork = 0, this condition is
satisfied, hence also holds in a neighborhood of 0. Numérithe smallest positive root i ~ 0.1197.

We will be able to prove the formation of trapped surfacesfemaller tharko.

Definition 6.3. An approximate solution MV;, a;, by to the Euler-Einstein syste@@.19)-(2.21)is said
to preserve th@erturbation propertif there exist constants{ZC, Cy, A > 0 depending only on the static
solution MO, V© a© b® a constank > 1 depending on k, so that for all& [vo, V.], with v, := vg + 7h*
(being the time of existence in Theoleni 6.4, below),

e one has in the domain of dependetize

R 1+17K0<M(vr)<Ceh~ 5
Co h ¢ 0
1
—eCF < =Vs(v, r) < Coe® L ( )
Co
—%saﬁ(v,r)sl, 1 <by(v,r) < Cy, —%g ,)g%,
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e and in the “big data” regionZ., the estimates for the fluid can be improved as follows:

1 v vy
C—e’c < Mﬁ(V, r < CoeC [
0

1 V-V 1 V=V 1
C—oe’CT0 (1 + ﬁ) < —Vy(V,r) < Coet T (1 + ﬁ)'

The set of approximate solutions satisfying the pertudmapiroperty will be shown to be non-empty.
First of all, the initial data chosen in Propositionl6.1 sfgtthe above bounds for

logCo := k& = max(1, 2« )( max |Iog(—V(°)(r))‘ + A+ K max [log M(O)(r)|)
0 P R0 refr,—4.r.+4] 8k re[r,—4.r.+4] ’

logC := kp = max(1, 2qo) (el”fDl + Dz),

with constantD;, D, depending ork,r.,4 andCy, := bO(r, + 4) (see Sectiofl7 for details). Note that
€ < =e < eonly depends ok and is bounded as long & [vo, v.] (cf. RemarZY).

To show that the above estimates are satisfied at each timévste.1] of the approximate solution
defined through the random choice method, we rewrite thenatgs in terms of Riemann invariant coor-
dinates and proceed by inductioniinin each inductive step, we have to make sure that the pattarb
property is preserved in the Riemann step, the ODE step aed wpdating the integral quantitiag by.
The details of this induction, including both the pertuibatproperty and the BV bound stated below, will
be carried out in Sectidi 7. It is important to note tkdtas to satisfy certain constraints to obtain an
existence result and observe the formation of trappedsesfa

6.4. Statement of the main result

We can now state our existence result for the Einstein—Egeations with initial data satisfying the
perturbation property. The solutions are constructed frloeninitial data described in Sectibn6.2 which
are known to satisfy the perturbation property and be uptédp

Theorem 6.4 (A class of spherically-symmetric Einstein-Euler spanes with bounded variation)Fix

ke (0,1)andk > 1+ 2«. Given anyup > 0, let M@, V© be the static solution whose density equals
1o at the center (cf. Theoren 4.3). Fix any ¥ 4 > 0 together with perturbation parameters> 0
satisfyings < ﬂl with C; as in Propositioi 6J1. ByZ= (Mo, Vo, ag, bg), denote the initial data se6. 1)~
(6.9) consisting of a compactly supported perturbation of thidistsolution. Then there exists a constant
7 > 0 depending upon the given static solution in the intefval 4, r. + 4] only, so that the approximate
solutions Z constructed by the random choice method are well-definedh@tirne intervalvo, v.] with

V. = Vp + 7h* and satisfy the perturbation property (stated in Definif@8) within the domair, and,
moreover, satisfy the uniform BV property (for some corstan- 0)

sup TV(Zy(v,) - Z9) < C, TV(Zo - ), (6.16)

VE[Vo,Vi]

and the Lipschitz continuity property, € [Vvo, V.])
RI(V)
f IU4(v,r) = Ug(V, )l dr < Co TV(Up — U@) (v — V| + Av). (6.17)
R:(v)

Consequently, the sequencg(@r a subsequence of it, at least) converges pointwise twwadmit Z =
(M, V, a, b) which is a bounded variation solution to the Euler—Einstgstem in spherical symmetry and
satisfies the initial condition and the perturbation progyer

Sketch of the proofThe details of the proof are presented in Sedfion 7 and weartline here the argu-
ment. The proof is based on an inductive argument along tiepsdollowing the random choice method

in Sectiorl G6.11.
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Step 1.Regular initial data.We use initial data that consist of a compact perturbaticea thtic solution.
Due to Theorer 4]3, the static solution is defineddpy- 0 only. A perturbation of orde% is added to the
fluid variableV in a region f. — 6, r.. + 6]. By Propositiod 6.1 the initial data can be chosen to beapped
in the bigger interval [Or, + 4] if 6 < Cﬂl with C; being a positive constant.

Step 2. Approximate solutions satisfy the perturbation propey Lemmad 71l anf 7.3 and Proposi-
tions[Z.2 and7]4 we show that initial data as specified in $teatisfy the perturbation property at time
Vo. We proceed by induction in time steps following the randdmice method in Sectidn 8.1. Suppose
the perturbation property is satisfied up to timeWe first suppose that the geometric varialslg®, are
constant over time, hence their bounds are preserved. ByrémEs.4, the approximate Riemann invari-
antswy, z; do not change their size in the Riemann problem step. In thE €Bp, the Riemann invariants
W, z; only increase by a fact@%¥ as derived in TheoremisT.6 andl7.8, and still satisfy theeiésiounds.
Using Propositions7]2 afd 7.4 the result can be convertégktiuid quantitiesvly, Vy. The waves speeds
A; are controlled by% according to Lemm@7.9. Finally, the geometric varialdgd; are updated us-
ing the integral formulag (3.5)=(3.6). By Propositfon 1.ftieir bounds are preserved as well. Thus, the
perturbation property of Definitidn 8.3 holds up to time; < vg + 7h*.

Step 3.BV estimate and convergen&ince our method relies on the Riemann problem associatadive
Euler system described in Section 4, and since the Riemduatiosts enjoy uniform sup-norm and total
variation bounds, the approximate solutions construciethb random choice method also enjoy such

boundsﬁbﬂdﬂl]. O

Based on this result, we now prove that solutions satisfifiegperturbation property yield the dynamic
formation of trapped surfaces out of untrapped initial datae proof strongly relies on a careful analysis
of the order of the time of existence, wave propagation aitidlimegion of perturbation in terms dfand
%.In afirst step we investigate the behavioagbver time, and in particular show that it remains bounded
from above by a negative constant tirqgés Finally, the control of the speed of propagation of orﬁiemd
the time of existence of ordé ensures the formation of a trapped surface before im&o observe the
formation of trapped surfaces it is crucial to have 2. If we choose := 1 + 2« optimal, this is possible
for smallk (cf. RemarK6.P).

Corollary 6.5 (Formation of trapped surfacesfix k € (0, ko) with ky as in Remark6]2 and < 2. Let
to > 0andr, > 4 > 0 be given so that for the constant @om Propositio 6.1l and for £ A from
Definition[6.3,

8rr. > e’ AC3Cy. (6.18)

Let(M,V, a, b) be the solution associated with this initial data set (cfedten{6.4) under the assumption
thato = c% Then, if h is chosen to begaiently small, a trapped surface forms before the timé.&. there
exists(Ve, r.) € 2.,V € (Vo, Vi) such that &v,,r.) < 0.

Proof. By Theoren{ 614, the solution to the initial value problemsexion a time intervalv, v.] with
V. = Vp + 7h* and preserves the initial perturbation in the way statedaefirition[6.3. Suppose, contrary
to our claim, that remains positive as long as the solution exists. Thus, itiquéar, we have

O0<a(v,r)<1, (v,r) € E.. (6.19)

We will put together all bounds known about the solution tateol a,. More precisely, we will establish
an upper (negative) bound fay in the regiorz. in terms of the initial data and the perturbation fadior

By Propositiof 6.11a, is negative initially, at least on the interval [ 6, r. + 4], and its size can be
controlled by the perturbation constahtands. To show thag, remains negative, it is essential to control
the terma? — 4v2 in (3:3). The solution satisfies the perturbation propemyea?v% < €7 < e, hence for
all (v,r) € 2.,V € [Vo, V]

4 v 1\ 4 1\? 8 4
4VV,I’22—GZCT(1+—) z—(1+—) >+ ———.
12 h) Z@cz\' h) = ecan  ecaw
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Chooseh sufficiently small to haves%; > h. Then, by [(6.19),
0

4 - 4
ece =~ ecihe

a(v,r)?—4v(v,ry?<1-1-

which yields

ay(v, 1) = 27rb(v, r)M(v, 1) (a(v, r? —4v(v, r)2)

1 4 8nr
< —2ar—e°" <- )
Co &Cle ™ eci?

Integratinga in time implies

a(v,r) = ap(r) + fvo ay(w,r)dw<1- %grhz(v— Vo).

We need to make sure thais suficiently small to still have; (v) < =f(v). By LemmdB&.B, the assumption
onk and [6.I8), there exists> 0 so that
2+k

e3C3 1
0 < —— < 7h 2+,
gar. S AC

Thus, forv, := vo + eh? < v + 7h* = v, andr, :=r, € [E7(V.), ZF(V.)], we find

8nr, eh?

il O
eci e ©

a(Ve,re) <1-

Lemma 6.6(Size ofZ,). Let h be the perturbation parameter in the region— 6,r. + 6], 6 = Cﬁl with
constant G from Propositiod 6.1.. Let MW, a, b be a solution tqZ.19)-(2.21) as derived in Theorem 8.4.
ThenZ; (v) < Ef (v) at least as long as

V—\Vo

6>C.(Vv—Vp) = A — (6.20)
with the constanA > 0 as defined in Lemnia?.9. In particular, the above estimatédior all v < v +h?
with e ;= Aicl < th™2*,

Proof. In Lemma[Z.® we derive a bound for the wave speeds in the bigggonQ.. For h small, the
lower bound is much larger than the upper bound @nd= % is an upper bound for the modulus of all
wave speeds of the (homogeneous) Euler equations. Henaetthkregion [r. — 6, r. + §] does not close
up as long a4{6.20) holds. In termswthis yields the proposed bound in the statement since

C.(v—Vp) < Ah™eh? < Agh = cﬂ <é. O
1

It remains to prove the existence of the initial conditipgsr.., 4, k satisfying [6.1B) in Corollarl 615.

Proposition 6.7 (Existence of initial data) There exist initial data sets that satisfy the requiremaexits
Corollary[6.5.

Proof. Note that fork < kp as in RemarlElZ%': < 2 and the relevant constants of the perturbation
property are

(L+ kK max |logMO(r)|,

logCo= max 'Iog (—V(O)(r))' + 8K refr—Ar.+4]

re[r.—4,r.+4]

Cp = bO(r, + 4).
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Fork small, the term&X°€" is very large and diverging ds— 0. Fork ~ 0.1197, the value i 11:"'22

1.236. Hence we may assume t% < 2 for k greater than somike, < ko and only consider such

values. Fix the initial value for the static solution wjth = x/ii Then, by Theoref 4.3 ©@(0) = yo = x/ii

andV©(0) = -1 and bothM©® andV©@ are smooth and do not change their sign. Thus, there exists a
radiusr, > 0 such that for € [0, ry],

~1<-VO(r) < —%, <MOr) < 1.

NI =

Then, we have

1+Kk)2K4
( 8|2 QPOar)l(] |Iog M(O)(r)|

<-2log2-2log2=-4log2

logCo:= max 'Iog (—V(O)(r))| +

and therefor€, < e #1092 = 6 is an upper bound fdCy if r. + 4 < r1. Similarly we estimat€, by using

. . 1
the integral formule[(3]5). If we assume, without loss galis thatr; < 3, then

Co:=bO(ry) = ¢ an(1+k?) [ MO(S)sds o 2r(1+ g o 2 _ g
We turn to the constar@;, which appeared in Step 1 of the proof of Proposifiod 6.1 tatrmb the ratio
betweens andh. Recall that the static solution satisf&?® = —2v©. Thus by the above, fare [0, 1],
1
Z<a9%) <2
> <a (r) <

anda@(r) > aO(r, — A)e is satisfied for = % if r. + 4 < r1. The latter condition is, for example, satisfied
forr, := 8201 and/ := 2, wheren is a large natural number that will be specified later. Fohsuchoice
of r., 4 we can estimate the constalit from above by a very small number (folarge)

~  4n6r2+24%> 167 6n- 4.
Ci=—2"= 4=
3 r.—4 3 n(n 3)
Thus, we can estimate(6]18) by
e3C1CS‘A < e3C~1§3K < esélégéb (1260 + 1)

3167 6n-4 18(1+1) e 6n-4

< -
= 3 hn-3 1 28n(n—3)"
Forn = 4, we have
5¢ 208
SC1C3A < 2 ary = 2L < 3y
ECICA < 287 = g7y =3 =

Remark 6.8. All statements above assume that the radial compone@t af contained in [Or. + 4]. It
is easy to see th&. does not go beyond + 4 during the relevant time intervald, v.]. We only need to
show that

C.v=vo) < (re+4)=(r. +6)=4-6, V € [Vo, V], (6.21)

with v, = Vo + 7h*. Due to Propositiofl 6l1§ was chosen to be less than or equal&o Moreover,
by Lemmd7ZRC. = % for some positive constart that only depends on the static solution within the
interval [Qr, + 4] (see Sectiof]7). Note that = é also only depends on the initial data in the region
[0,r. + 4] (again, see Sectidd 7 for the details). Hence we may, withass of generality, assume that
h < 1 is suficiently small to have

hmln(:( 11) < Ci4
1+ ATCy’
Then, [6.21) holds for alf < v, = vp + 7h*:
AATCy 4 hmint-1.1)
C.(V—V —hK<hK1A <A- <A- <A-6.
( O) T “ 1+ ATCy 1+ A7Cy C
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7. Completion of the proof of the main result

7.1. Aformulation in terms of the Riemann invariants
The fluid variablesvl, V may be expressed in terms of the Riemann invarianig5.4) as follows:

logM =

1-k 1+k) (7.1)

4k
= (z- | V) = —
a-rre e~ W log=v) = (1 KTk
Initially, the sum and dference of the Riemann invariants can therefore be condrbifehe static solution
M©, v and the perturbation term+1%. From this, and the ODE step in the following section, thevaer
the bounds fow, zby induction in time (steps). Here we only check that thesels are satisfied initially
and imply the perturbation property stated frV in Definition[6.3.

Lemma 7.1 (Initial condition inQ.). Let¢ be a positive constant depending on the static solutionén th
interval[r. —4,r. + 4],

(1+K)2K*

8k refr. Ar +A |Iog M(O)(r)l (7.2)

¢=¢69:=  max ’Iog(—v(o)(r))’+

refr.—4,r.+4]

Then, initially, the (approximate) Riemann invariantsisiyt

W;(Vo, 1), z(Vo, I) €

=¢, Iog(1+ ) &l

Proof. The regiom, is influenced by the static solution as well as the pertuobaBy (7.1), the Riemann
invariantsw, z can initially at timevp be controlled by

(1- k)K? 0 (1- K)K? -
100 MOW) 22w < TG gl max MO).
and
2 1-k 1+k
“ 1oal - © PP
K2 Iog( et T Y (r)) S TrRMT TR

2 e 2 1
<13 Iog(— min V¢ )(r)) 1z Iog(1+ ﬁ)'

refr.—4,r.+4]

Adding up both inequalities implies bounds fey andz;. Forz; the upper bound reads

B 1—k( )+ 1- k 1+k
S Tk T T M T
(1-K?K* ©) ; ©) 1
< T 09 M, MO Hlog| = min VI Hlog| e g,
and the lower bound is
(1 - k)2K4 . 0) 0)
%= - 8k log re[rﬂ,rrlm] M) ) + log| - refr mAarx A]V ).

The bounds fowmy are

K2[ 1+k 1- k 1+k
W= o | TR @ W T TR
= _T log re[r*rpAl,'lJrA] MP(0)) + log| - fE[r*rEllpﬁrA]V ()] +log{1+ E
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and

(1+K)?K*
Wy 2 ——a — log

max M(O)(r))+log(— max V(O)(r)).

refr.—4,r.+4 refr.—A4,r.+4]

Thus in the first Riemann problem step, the Riemann invagiarg contained in the large region

Wu,zne[ &, Iog(1+ )+§

with & as defined in{7]2). Because of Theofem 4.3, well-defined and positive. O

During each Riemann problem step, by Proposifioh 5.4, tieen&ihn invariants remain unchanged.
Later we show that in each ODE step, z may only increase by a factarp!, wherep is a positive
constant that can be uniformly chosen for all time steps. ushsve expect for all timeg € [vp, v.] that
the perturbation propertiels (7.3) stated below remairesitiieach step of the random choice method. It
thus remains to be shown thaf{7.3) determines the pertarbatoperty inQ. as stated in Definition 8.3.

Proposition 7.2(Conversion irf,). Suppose the (approximate) Riemann invariants satisfy

V_VO], (7.3)

1
Wﬁzu€|: & - p - Iog(1+h)+§+p -

with ¢ > O as in(Z2)andp > 0, « > 1 as specified in TheoremY.6. Then the corresponding (appete)
solution M, V; has the perturbation property of Definitign .3 in the reg@nwith k = max(1, = kIZ()KZ)

Co := €€ and C:= kp.
Proof. By (Z1) and[[Z.B),

4k
T 1-KDK2 V-V V-V
(1 + }) [ e (- k2)K2§ 7(1 SZ)KZP h"O = eq-l kZ)KZ( |09(1+h) 2§ 2/7 0)

< My(v.r) = e @)

4k
1 v (1-k2)K2 v-Yp
< e TR (log(1+f)+262052) (1 + l e<1—k2)K2£e(1 2P T
h

and

1k

e T < —Vy(v,r) = e (Hw i) < (1 + r11) e

With k, x, Co, C as specified in the statemeMy, V; satisfy the perturbation property (B . O
We now turn to the estimates in the regi®nwhich are obtained in a similar fashion.

Lemma 7.3 (Initial condition InZ,). Let¢ be a positive constant depending on the static solutionén th
interval[r. — 6, r. + 4],

o. (L+ 2k
f f ' mex 8k re[r 6r+6

re[r*—é,r*ﬂ?]

log MO(r)|. (7.4)

Iog(—V(o)(r))| +
Then, initially, the (approximate) Riemann invariantsisit
1
W 1).7001) € log(1+ 1)+ [-6.61.

Note thate® < £9. We may thus usé := £ > 0 throughout for the definition of the constants in
Definition[6.3.
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Proof. The “big data” regiorE. is solely influenced by the perturbation, and the relevantseare

(1-kHK? - ) (1-K)K? o)
P e g ™ D)= 2z-w= —Z—log el s M)

and

2 1
@Iog(— max V(O)(r)) 2Iog(1+ ﬁ)

re[r.—6,r.+6]

1-k  1+k. 2 o 2 1
+ T —7< Iog(— min V¢ )(r)) e Iog(1+ ﬁ)'

refr.—6,r.+6]

Therefore, the Riemann invariants in the first Riemann moldtep are bounded by (with a constaat
in (Z4)) so thatv,z € Iog(1+ %) +[-¢,€]. O

Proposition 7.4(Conversion irg,). Suppose the (approximate) Riemann invariants satisfy

1
Wu,zuelog(1+h) [5 P §+pVhKV° (7.5)

with ¢ > Oas in(Z4)andp > 0, x > 1 as specified in Theorem 7.8. Then the corresponding (appede)
solution M,V has the perturbation property of Definitin 6.3 in the reg@nwith k = max(1, = kIZ()KZ)

Co := €€ and C:= kp.

Proof. We use[(711) to translate the propeffy {7.5) backkoV;. Since the bounds are symmetric it is
suficient to consider the upper bounds,

V-V

Mﬁ(V r) < el kz)Kz <§+P 3 ) N kz)Kzf (1—k2)K2p s

~Vy(v, 1) < o5 B (log(L+})re+p ) _ ( ) ey

Letk = max(1, —%xz). By definingCo := é¢ andC := kp, it is clear that Definitiof 6]3 is true for

Mg, Vg O

It remains to be shown that;, z; satisfy [Z.8) and(7]5) during the evolution and thab; also satisfy
the perturbation property.

7.2. The Riemann invariant bounds in each ODE step

In each Riemann problem step, the Riemann invariaptg are non-increasing and (7.3) aid{7.5) are
preserved. In each ODE step, the sup-normgiz; may only increase by a factprAW". By iterating our
estimates within the time interval{, v.], we obtain the desired uniform bounds.

We consider the nonlinear system of ordinarjatiential equations in thevariable, that is,

U = S(U,a,b),

with conservative variable) and right-hand sid&(U, a, b) as derived in[{6]4). Here, the geometry terms
a = a(v) andb = b(v) are assumed to be (regular) functionsvpbnly. In particulara, satisfies[(3.13).
We will show that the solutions to these equations satiséypérturbation property, thus in particular the
physical bound$/ > 0 andV < 0 hold and they cannot blow up in finite time. We will work withet
variablesw, zand prove that they remain bounded on every bounded timevaite-irst we establish that
the sup-norm of the approximate solutioms z; remains uniformly bounded.
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Let us write the spatially independent solutight) = S(U) in terms of the fluid variableM, V. By
Propositiod 2R [(3]13) and (6.4), we have

M, = S; = -bM

3(1 +2V) + 8n(1 - k2)r|vlv} ,

\

[sz—sl( +K2V) @]

K2

- ((a— KAV +2(1- K?)V?) + 167k rMV2

K2
Alternatively we may write the ODE system in terms of the Ré@m invariant coordinates, z. The
first equationg,U; = S(U)1, implies

1- kK2
Wv_zvz_%( M)v—

(1 - K)K?2

2 2
0 b[F FV+87r(1—|<)r|v|v], (7.6)

and the second equatiohU, = S(U),, together with[[313) implies

1-k  1+k. 2 (1,
mw\/ + ﬁ(z\, W (IOg(-V))V = _W |:?(a— K ) +

Adding up the two equationg (7.6)=(F7.7), we thus obtain &esyf two nonlinear ordinary fierential
equations for foww andz, which is used to prove that thvg z remain under control by the initial data in
each ODE step. We then estimate the equationsvfarby a Riccati type equation to gain the desired
bounds fom, z,.

K2
Mv + 167rk2rMV} (7.7)

Lemma 7.5(Estimates fow, 7). Let ke (0,1) andxp := T k2)K2 Suppose that < b < Cy as well as
—% <a< 1hold. If w, z satisfy the nonlinear ordinary gierential systenfZ.8)(Z.7), then for h< 1

Wy, 2 < Al + % + Asemax@v,z) + A4e(l+/<0)max6/v,z)e—/<o min(w,z)’ (7.8)

with some expressions A 0 that only depend upon k., 4, Cy,.
Proof. Adding and subtracting (4.6]=(7.7) in a suitable way yieldsations fom, z,, i.e.

K?(1-k 1+k (1+Kk)?
":_(1+kw"+1—k )+2(1+k2)(WV_ZV)’
CKZ(1-k 14k | (1-K?
__(1+kw"+1—k) 1+ 1) W )

Both equations exhibit a very similar structure, and to wbtgper and lower bounds faw, z, it thus

remains to estimate the right-hand sidi;m), 2((11++k|222) (Z.9) andz((ll’—jg) (Z.9).

By assumption and fdn suficiently small,—% <-l1<a<land1i1<b <Cy We use[(Z1) to replace
M, V by expressions iw, z. Thus, we have

K_Zl—k 1+k <Cb[1(1

2
+ K2) M 2 T (Fow+ 152 + 167k2rekoz W)e 2 (1+kWJr 2
r

1+ k 1 k r\h
Cp Cp 1 2(1_ KZ)Cb ax(w,2) 167rk2rcb (L+ko) max(w,z) o—ko min(w,z)
T o e t—a € €
and, similarly,
(1-K? (1+K?*
Y —ad < o w2
2(1+ 12) 2(1+ K )
(1+K)? (1-kJ)K? 2 (s 1t7) N "
< =1 Ze (mwr 1 -k Ko(z-W) 2(1+ Wt Tk
<20+ 10 7K Cb r e KWK 4+ 8 ( Jre e KW TR
(1 + k)2K4Cb (1 + k)ZKACb emax@/v z) 77(1 + k)2(1 kZ)K4er (1+K0) maxw, z) —Ko Min(w, z)
8kr 4kr k
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Therefore,[[718) holds with constants

Ch (1 + K)2K*4Cy 2(1-K?Cp (L+K)?KACy
r.—4 8Kk(r. — 4) K2(r, — 4) AK(r, — A)
_ Cp _16ak%(r, + A)Cp | m(1+ KA1 - KAKA(r, + 4)Cp
A = =) A= e + » . O

Theorem 7.6(Bounds for the ODE step if2,). Fix k € (0,1) andx > 1 + 2«p. Supposd < b < Cy
and—% < a < 1. Then there exists > 0 so that the (approximate) Riemann invariants zv obeying the
differential systenZ.8)~(Z.17) with initial values as derived in LemrfaY.1 satisfy

w2, € [—f—p%,log(u ) +f+p%] (7.9)

for all v € [vo, v,.] with v, 1= vo + 7h*, 7 := % and¢ as defined ir{Z.2).

Remark 7.7. The parameter for the time of existence can be estimated%b'ywe assume that is always
chosen greater than 1. Moreover, by definitio€at= ko, we see thae®" is always independent pf More
precisely,eCT0 < € = ef <eholds forallv [Vo, V], sincek = max(l, ﬁ) <1+ 2 <k

Proof. Step 1. Linearizing the nonlinear ODE system.Let us assume that, z are bounded by some
functiony(v) so that

w(v), (V) € [—y(v), log (1 + %) + y(v)] . (7.10)
We therefore get by (7.8),

1+ko
Wy, 2 < A+ A, 2814 1), 2A(1+1) g2y
h h hl+l(0

Without loss of generality we assume tleis sufficiently small to satisfy (& h)*< < 2. This condition
only depends ok and does not disturb the inductive argument. £or 1 + 2«o, the inequalities are still
satisfied and we get thatmust satisfy the dierential equation

D1 D2

W= h +h1+"0 7

for some expressiorn3,;, D, depending ok, r.., 4, Cp. Introducingg = € yields a Riccati type dierential
equation
_ oq = D1 D2
9v = K9Gy = K 9+Khl+Kog ,
which can be solved by standard methods, namely by rewritiag a linear dierential equation with
G=1je.
gl

9 D1 D>
GV = —@ = —KFG —KW.

(7.11)
Step 2. Solution and estimates for the linear ODEWe proceed by induction in time steps. Suppose
(Z9) is true up to some timeg > vp. According to Theorer 54, the Riemann invariamtg do not change
their size during the Riemann problem step. It remains tdbea that they are also preserved in the ODE
step. The dierential equation 7.11 is considered with initial valueimty; given by

G =G(V)=e* = e—K<f+pV;ZO)’

for some functiom. It remains to be shown that for alle [vo, Vi11], Viz1 — Vo < 7h*, also
GW) > e+ ) > Gy (7.12)
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We show that we can choog@ndr so that[[Z.IR) holds (independenti@ndh). The solution to the initial
value problem{7.11) is

D V
G(v):ek%wvi)(Gi_Khhio fv e((%(tvi)dt)

Do, .\ _(Pioyy D2, _
=[G + Z2ho | g*F(-%) _ ZZh*o
('+D1 ) D,

— e—K(£+p%)eK(p—DlThk)% 4 %h—m (e—K%(V—Vi) _ 1).
1

D\ vy

The terme™*7 ) is small but negative, hence we have to 94@77 " > 1 to compensate for it.
Estimates of the exponential map by the first two terms of tddr expansion imply

Dih*\ v -y,
h h«

V-y — Vi K V-
_ e’K(‘erPh_KO) N KV Vi [(p B D:h )hl+K0KeK§erT0 _ DZ} ,

G(v) > ek<f+”vh#)(1+;<(p— )+ %h’“ (1—K%(V—Vi)—1)
1

hl+K0 h

and it remains to be shown that the term in the square brazketinegative. To achieve this we only have
V,—Vo

to make sure that andr are defined in a way that— D1h*"* > e"**¥D, andkp“R2 < ko™ = kpr = 1
hold. Since L+« — « < 0,

(p - Dlhk-l)hlﬂo-Ke-Kfe-ﬂ% - D, > eé!Doht 0 *e el _ D, > 0.

This completes the inductive argument and shows fhafl(s10)e for

V —V
YW =E+p— = Ve Vo vial,

with p := %Dy + Dy and2 < 7= é. O

The proof of the analogous statement in the redioris now straightforward. Due to the figrent

boundaries, we can get rid of some m(%rmrms and would obtain slightly better constants. In thiofo!
ing, however we assume thats the same constant in both regiddsand=z..

Theorem 7.8(Bounds for the ODE step iB.). Fix k € (0,1) andk > 1 + 2kg. Suppose. < b < Cy
and—% < a < 1. Then there exists > 0 so that the (approximate) Riemann invariants ay obeying the
differential systenZ.8)~(Z.17) with initial values as derived in Lemria¥.3 satisfy

w7 elog(1+ 1)+ -6 - p 0 6+ 0], (7.13)
h hr h«
for all v € [vo, v.] with v, := Vg + 7h*, with 7 := é, & as in(Z.4) andp a positive constant.
Proof. We follow the proof of Theoredn 7.6 but assume that
w(v), z(v) € log (1 + %) + [=y(V), y(v)]. (7.14)
By (Z.8), we may estimate
Wy, 2, < A+ Po A+ )y AL+ D) riagy
h h h
Forhsmall (e.g.h < 1) andk > 1 + 2« we thus get and ordinaryfiiérential equation of the form
D D
YW= Fl + er”.
Solving the corresponding linearized ODE, we derive as énpiftoof of Theorerii 716 that we must choose
p = e1+"fD2 + D1 > e1+KfD2 + D]_hK_l. O
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The above results are true for akyg (0, 1) and can be generalized to general existence resultsdor th
ODE systemi,U = S(U,a,b) or 8,U = S(U, a,b) (assuming thaM, -V > 0 should be preserved). To
obtain a good control on the time of existence in view of thaaiyical formation of trapped surfaces we
rely on the above control of the random choice method andeowear, we would like to have that< 2
which we saw in Remaik .2 is possible for small sound spkeds

7.3. Estimates of the wave speeds and geometric terms

After the fluid variabledViy, V; have been computed using the random choice method of S&fipn
the (approximate) geometric variablagb; are updated using the integral equatidnsl(3.5) (3.6). It
remains to be shown that, by satisfy the bounds stated in Definitibn16.3. To control thegnals, it is
necessary to control the “size” of the regiddsand=.. The boundaries of both regions are defined using
an upper bound for the modulus of all wave speeds of the (hemsmus) Euler system, denoted@y

Lemma 7.9(Wave speeds i®,). Fixk € (0,1) andx > 1+ 2«p. Suppose \4, b satisfy the perturbation
property of Definitiod 613 up to some timg« v + 7h*. Then, for ve [vp, vi;1], the wave speeds in the
regionQ, are controlled by C := 2 for h syficiently small, with positive constant, defined by

1+k
A :=Cy (Zeﬁco + 1).

Proof. By assumptiony, a, b satisfy the bounds of Definitidn 8.3 up to time At time v; the Riemann
problem and the ODE step are solved to compuigp to timevi,1. The geometric variables b remain
constant in both steps. The wave spegds, of Propositiod 511 are

1+k, a 1 k . a

Plugging in the estimates f&f, a, b from the perturbation property yields upper and lower baufwd 4;
independent ofy;r) € Q.. In particular, sinc&/ is negative an@ < 1, forh small,

On the other hand, for € [Vvp, vi;1] andh sufficiently small,

A > b(—bV+a) > Cb(ilzcoe C7 (1+ 1) 1)

h/ h
1+k Cr Co 1 A
> =G (Zme o E) >
The last inequality is due to Remdrk17.7 which statesefak e. O

Corollary 7.10. Suppose \4, b satisfy the perturbation property of Definitibn16.3 and &. Then

1+k 1
C. = ﬁ(CbCo (1+ H)

We are now in a position to estimate the “updated” integramgitiesa andb in the random choice
method.

Proposition 7.11(Estimates fom andbin Q.). Fixk e (0,1) andk > 1 + 2«o. Suppose that at timeg ¥he
fluid variables M, Vo satisfy the initial conditions stated in Propositién 6. thwi < g Then there exists
a positive constant gso that for(v, r) € Q. with v e [vo, vo + 7h*], and h syiciently small

1< b(v,r) <Cp, —% <a(v,r) <1, (7.15)
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Proof. Step 1. Initial time vp. Again, we proceed by induction in time steps. Sibde independent o4,
we consider it first. The initial step & is true sinceb is equal to the static solution,

1 < bo(r) = bO(r) = @) |y MOGsds < pO (4 4) =: Cp.

Similarly, for a, we have seen in Propositibnb.1, that for an appropriateetod compact perturbation of
the static solution,
0<ap(r) <1, rel0,r. +4].

Suppose the inequalities (7]115) hold up to time In view of Sectior 611, this is $ficient to compute
the approximate solutions!, V up to timevi,;. Theorem$ 716 and 4.8 (or its equivalent formulation in
Definition[6.3 in terms oM, V) moreover state certain bounds figk andV valid up to timevi,;. This
allows us to compute the maximal wave speeds by Lemma 7.9. ilMase those bounds to show thatb
satisfy the above bounds up to time;, too.

Step 2. Inductive step forb. To estimaten we use the integral formula(3.5), and tihatis positive,

== =+ +
fRZ(V) S v) cHU) N E?(f/\)/))

b(v, r) = 1) Mivgsas o g5+ o5 £

of (570 () Rt(v))
gLk )( kw tew Ew

= bR (V)

By LemmdZ.® and the assumed bound\bifor h small and up to time;,; < vo + 7h¥,

= (V) = (V) g 1 Ko 52 r.—6+C.(v—Vp)
= f M(v, S)sds< Coet ™ (1 n _) [_}
R(v) R:(v) h 2 Fo5-C.(v-vo)

Ko
< 2Co€e" (1 + %) (r. — 8)C.(v — Vo) < 29" eCor, TAR L0 =: B;h7,

with o := k — 1 — ko > 0. Similarly, for (v,r) € Z.,v < vi,1, by < Cﬁl of Propositiod .11,
r.+6—C.(V—Vo)

=) SR &
f ;:f M(v, 9)sds< CoeCT[—}
E (V) EL (V) 2 r,—6+C. (V-Vp)

h
< 2Co€°r,(6 — C.(v— o)) < 2er*C0C— =: Bh,
1

as well as

RI(Wv) R (V) 1\ [ 2 r.+6—C. (V-Vp)
f :=f M(V, s)s ds< Coe™ (1+ﬁ) [5]

T(v) (V) r.+6+C, (V-Vo)

< 201eCy(r, + A)TAh 10 =: B3h?.
Therefore we may estimabeup to timev;,; by

b(V, r) < b(O)(r* _ 6)e4n(1+k2)((Bl+B3)h"+Bzh) < b(O)(r*)e4n(l+k2)(Bl+B3+Bz)hmi”("=1)’

which, forh sufficiently small (independent @) is bounded by

bO(r, +4)

b(v,r) < bO(r,) o) - Cp.

The estimate for the lower bound bfollows immediately from[(311) itself, sinc® is positive every-
where (thus so is,) andb is equal to the static solutidsi® at the center, i.eb(v,r) > b©(0) = 1 for all
r>o0.
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Step 3. Inductive step fora. The geometric term can now be estimated using the integral formblal(3.6).
We already know thaM, —V as wellb are positive and satisfy certain bounds up to time. Thus for
(v,r) € E,,V € [V, Viy1] itis immediate that

a(v,r) = 4ﬂ(1 +) f b(v S) M(v, 9 (1 - 2K2V(v, s)) Sds< 1.

To estimatea from below, we carefully check all parts involved. Foe [R; (v), Rf(v)], due to the mono-
tonicity of and bounds fob (cf. Step 2) and the positivity of the static solutia®, we have

a(v,r) = 4ﬂ(1 +K) f b(V ) M(v, 9) (1 — 2K2V(v, s)) fds

B Fik(V)b(v,R:(V)) R (L Ol N R:M}
>1- ROPREO) (1 - a0 w) - T L o f L f .
. RWb(v, R/(V)) 40 RN R Rr<v>]
B rb(v,r) (RV) rb(v,r) L(V) +f5*(v) +L:(v)
4n(1+ k2)

=, (V) f’*(v) fR’I(V)]

R:(v) E (V) E1(V)

V) BV RV
’ fE:(V) ? JEL(V)

with integral termsz ( as follows. The first term may be estimated by

\

(V) (V)
0< f f b(v, M(V, 5)(1 - 2KV (v, 5))S*ds
R-(v) R (v)

1 Ko 1 S'; r.—6+C.(v—Vp)
< CpCoe™" (1 + E) (1 + 2K2Coe™" (1 + ﬁ)) [E]

Sg r.—6+C. (Vv—Vp)
< 20M2K2C,CHEPTh o [—] ,

r.—6—C. (v—Vp)

r.—6—C.(v—Vo)

where, forh small,

Sg r.—6+C.(v—Vp)
[ = ZC.(v— Vo) [3(r. = 6)” + C2(v — o)°|

r,—6—C.(v—Vo) 3

< %Ahflrhk [3(r. - 6)? + AP 22 2% | < 2Ax(r, - 6)*h* T,

3

sinceC, = Ah™! by LemmdZ.D. Therefore, for some constint 0 ando = k — 1 — ko > 0,

=0
f < 203K 2CpCAAT(r ., — 6)*h 20 < 207 32K2C,CAATIZN 20 = |1 h 17,
R()
In a similar fashion we derive, by< &,
=W 1 oGl
< CoCoe™ (14 2K2CoeS (14 = [53]“” €. (vm)
=5 (V) h r.—0+C,(V-Vo)
< 4K2C,C2e%°"hT 19 3 (3r2+ (6 + C.(v—v0))?)

CoC2
< 20+2g2K2C,C2h 1512 < 12%2%@ =1y,
1
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and

Sg }r*+6+c* (v—Vo)

RW)
0< f < 222K 2C,CePTh 1o [—
S0 3

r.+6—C.(v—Vo)

1
- 2K°+2e2K2CbC§e2CTh‘1‘K°§C* (V=v0) [3(r. + 6)% + C2(v - wo)?|
< 203K 2C,C2AT(r, + A)?h 270 = |3h™3+7,

Summing up all contributions we finally derive a (negativ@yér bound fora. For h sufficiently small,

sinceo > 0,

[|2h+(|1+I3)h“]h*12—} O

4n(1+ K?)
— h

a(v,r) > -
(v,r) P—

7.4. The total variation estimate

As mentioned earlier in Section 6, the total variation boand the consistency are standard and we
only provide a sketch. We refer tal 11] for further detahd focus on the derivation of the total
variation bound on the approximate solutions. From thisnligut is a standard matter to deduce that a
subsequence converges and we can also check that the larsbisition of the Euler system.

To this end, denote by, j.1 the value achieved by the approximate solutignat the point ¢, rj.1),

S0
Uij+1 = Ug(vi,rjs1), i+ jeven

LetU; ; be the solution to the classical Riemann prob#®{ti_ j, Ui_1 j+2; Vi_1, fj+1), in which
— Vi _ —
Ui’j+1 = Ui’j+1 + f S(V’,]P)V/Ui’Hl) dv.
Vi1
We divide the ¥, r)-plane into diamonds j (i + j even) with verticesr{_yj, Vi-1), (rij-1, Vi), (i j+1. Vi),

(ris1j» Vi«1). To simplify the notation, we introduce the valuesldf at the vertices of); j and the corre-
sponding Riemann problems by

Us = Uj_yj, Uw = Ui j_1, Ug = Ujjs1, Un = Uiy,
Uw = Gi,j—L GE = Gi,j+1, UN = Gi+1,j,
in terms of which, the streng.(0; j) of the waves entering the diamond is defined as
E.(0i) := 18(Uw, Us)| + IE(Us, Ug)|,
whereas the strengi(Q; ;) of the waves leaving is
&'(0i) 1= 16(Uw, Un)l +1E(Un, Ug)!.

Let J be a spacelike mesh curve, that is a polygonal curve comgettte verticesr( .1, vi) of different
diamonds, where+ j is even. We say that wavesi(1 j, Ui,,-ﬂ) cross the curvd if J connectsi(_1 j, vi-1)
to (ri j+1, vi) and similarly for (J\i,,-,l, Ui_1j). The total variatiorL.(J) of J is defined as

L) = Z [E(Ui-1js Ui,j+l)| + |8(Ui,ifl, Uil

where the sum is taken over all the waves crossingurthermore, we say that a curdgis an immediate
successor of the cuna if they connect all the same vertices except for one aidd lies in the future of
J;. For the diterence of their total variation, we have the following résul

Lemma 7.12(Global total variation estimate)Let J,, J, be two spacelike curves such thatid an im-
mediate successor of and let(; ; be the diamond limited by these two curves. There existsfaroni
constant G such that

L(Jz) - L(Jl) <G AVS*(OL]),

in whichAv denotes the time step length.
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From this lemma, it is immediate to derive, by induction iméi and for all spacelike curv& the
uniform bound_(J) < Cge%~)|_(Jy), which is equivalent to a uniform total variation on the epppmate
solutions up to the time..

Proof. By definition, we have

L(J2) - L(J1) = [EUw, Un)| + [E(Un, Ug)| - 1E(Uw, Us)| — 1E(Us, Ug)|
= &"(01,j) — E(0i)-

Observe thalS(Uw, Un)| + 1E(Un, Ug)| = |E(Uw, Ug)| sinceUy is just one of the states in the solution of
the Riemann problem fddy, Ug. Hence, we can write(Jy) — L(J1) = X3 + Xp, where

X1 = |E(U0w, Ug)| - 1E(Uw, Us)| - 1E(Us. Ug)!.
Xz := [8(Uw, Ue)| - 180w, Ug)l.

By the interaction estimate established in Lenima 5.5 caniegrthe Euler system in a flat geometry and
in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates, we haXe< 0. The termX; accounts for theféect of the source-
terms and geometric terms in the Euler equations. UsingUhas uniformly bounded (for the interval
Vv € [vo, Vi.] under consideration) and for some consi@nte obtain

X;<C |8(0w, UE)| (Uw — Uw| + |Ug - GE|) +C |(UW —Ug) - (UW - UE)l
< CAVIE(Uw, Ug)l ( sup (U3l + sup [UL(v)) + CAv|(Uw - U)

Ve[Vi_1,Vi] Ve[Vi_1,Vi]

< CAVIE([Uw, Ug)| < CAv(1EUw, Us)| + IE(Us, Ug))),

in which we have denoted Hyw(v) andUg(v) the solutions of the ODE associated with the vekiéand
E, and we have used the continuous dependence prdféwy- Ug)| = O(1)|E(Uw, Ug)|. O
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