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Abstract. For 1/3 < K < 1, we consider the stability of two distinct families of spatially homogeneous

solutions to the relativistic Euler equations with a linear equation of state p = Kρ on exponentially expanding
FLRW spacetimes. The two families are distinguished by one being spatially isotropic while the other is not.

We establish the future stability of nonlinear perturbations of the non-isotropic family for the full range of

parameter values 1/3 < K < 1, which improves a previous stability result established by the second author
that required K to lie in the restricted range (1/3, 1/2). As a first step towards understanding the behaviour

of nonlinear perturbations of the isotropic family, we construct numerical solutions to the relativistic Euler

equations under a T2-symmetry assumption. These solutions are generated from initial data at a fixed time
that is chosen to be suitably close to the initial data of an isotropic solution. Our numerical results reveal that,

for the full parameter range 1/3 < K < 1, the density contrast ∂xρ
ρ

associated to a nonlinear perturbation of an

isotropic solution develops steep gradients near a finite number of spatial points where it becomes unbounded

at future timelike infinity. This behaviour, anticipated by Rendall in [18], is of particular interest since it is not
consistent with the standard picture for inflation in cosmology.

1. Introduction

Relativistic perfect fluids with a linear equation of state on a prescribed spacetime (M, g̃) are governed by
the relativistic Euler equations1

∇̃iT̃ ij = 0 (1.1)

where

T̃ ij = (ρ+ p)ṽiṽj + pg̃ij

is the stress energy tensor, ṽi is the fluid four-velocity normalized by g̃ij ṽ
iv̄j = −1, and the fluid’s proper energy

density ρ and pressure p are related by

p = Kρ.

Since K = dp
dρ is the square of the sound speed, we will always assume2 that 0 ≤ K ≤ 1 in order to ensure that

the speed of sound is less than or equal to the speed of light. We further restrict our attention to exponentially
expanding Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetimes (M, g̃) where M = (0, 1]× T3 and3

g̃ =
1

t2
g (1.2)

with

g = −dt⊗ dt+ δIJdx
I ⊗ dxJ . (1.3)

It is important to note that, due to our conventions, the future is located in the direction of decreasing t and
future timelike infinity is located at t = 0. Consequently, we require that ṽ0 < 0 holds in order to guarantee that
the four-velocity is future directed. For use below, we find it convenient to introduce the conformal four-velocity
via

vi =
1

t
ṽi. (1.4)

1Our indexing conventions are as follows: lower case Latin letters, e.g. i, j, k, will label spacetime coordinate indices that run

from 0 to 3 while upper case Latin letters, e.g. I, J,K, will label spatial coordinate indices that run from 1 to 3.
2While this restriction on the sound speed is often taken for granted, it is, strictly speaking, not necessary; see [7] for an extended

discussion.
3By introducing a change of time coordinate via t̃ = − ln(t), the metric (1.2) can be brought into the more recognizable form

g̃ = −dt̃⊗ dt̃+ e2t̃δijdx
I ⊗ dxJ , where now t̃ ∈ [0,∞).
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1.1. Stability for 0 ≤ K ≤ 1/3. It can be verified by a straightforward calculation that

(ρ∗, v
i
∗) = (t3(1+K)ρc,−δi0), t ∈ (0, 1], (1.5)

defines a spatially homogeneous solution of the relativistic Euler equations (1.1) on the exponentially expanding
FLRW spacetimes (M, g̃) for any choice of the parameter 0 ≤ K ≤ 1 and constant ρc ∈ (0,∞). From a
cosmological perspective, these solutions are, in a sense, the most natural since they are also spatially isotropic
and hence do not determine a preferred direction.

The future, nonlinear stability of the solutions (1.5) on the exponentially expanding FLRW spacetimes was
first established in the articles4 articles [20, 22] for the parameter values 0 < K < 1/3. Stability results
for the end points K = 1/3 and K = 0 were established later5 in [13] and [8], respectively. See also [6,
10, 11, 14] for different proofs and perspectives, the articles [9, 12] for related stability results for fluids with
nonlinear equations of state on the exponentially expanding FLRW spacetimes, the articles [4, 23, 26] for
analogous stability results on other classes of expanding cosmological spacetimes, and [19] for related, early
stability results for the Einstein-scalar field system. One of the important aspects of these works is they
demonstrate that spacetime expansion can suppress shock formation in fluids, which was first discovered in the
Newtonian cosmological setting [25]. This is in stark contrast to fluids on Minkowski space where arbitrary
small perturbations of a class of homogeneous solutions to the relativistic Euler equations form shocks in finite
time [3].

A consequence of these stability proofs is that the spatial components of the conformal four-velocity vi of
small, nonlinear perturbations of the homogeneous solution (1.5) decay to zero at future timelike infinity, that
is,

lim
t↘0

vI = 0,

for the parameter values 0 ≤ K < 1/3. This behaviour is, of course, consistent with the isotropic homogeneous
solutions (1.5). On the other hand, when K = 1/3, the spatial components of the conformal four-velocity vi for
perturbed solutions do not, in general, decay to zero at timelike infinity, and instead limit to a spatial vector
field ξI on T3, that is,

lim
t↘0

vI = ξI .

This behaviour is consistent with a family of non-isotropic homogeneous solutions defined by6

(ρ•, v
i
•) = (t3(1+K)ρc,−

√
1 + ν2

c δ
i
0 + νcδ

i
1), t ∈ (0, 1], (1.6)

where (ρc, νc) ∈ (0,∞)× (0,∞), which satisfy the relativistic Euler equations for K = 1/3. The known stability
results for K = 1/3 imply the future stability of nonlinear perturbations of these solutions.

Noting that solutions of the type (1.6) can be made arbitrarily close to solutions of the type (1.5) for K = 1/3
by choosing νc sufficiently small, from a stability point of view there seems to be verify little difference between
the two classes of solutions for small νc. Indeed, the future nonlinear stability of both classes of solutions,
where νc is sufficiently small, can be achieved via a common proof. However, as will become clear, the essential
difference between these solutions is that, from an initial data point of view, stable perturbations of solutions
of the type (1.5) are generated from initial (ρ, vI)|t=1 that is sufficiently close to (ρ∗, v

I
∗)|t=1 and satisfies

min
x∈T3

(gIJv
IvJ)

∣∣
t=1

= 0, (1.7)

while stable perturbations of solutions of the type (1.6) are generated from initial data (ρ, vI)|t=1 that is
sufficiently close to (ρ•, v

I
•)|t=1 and satisfies

min
x∈T3

(gIJv
IvJ)

∣∣
t=1

> 0. (1.8)

1.2. Stability for 1/3 < K < 1. Until recently, it was not known if any solutions of the relativistic Euler
equations were stable to the future for the parameter values 1/3 < K < 1. In fact, it was widely believed that
solutions to the relativistic Euler were not stable for these parameter values. This belief was due, in part, to the
influential work of Rendall [18] who used formal expansion to investigate the asymptotic behaviour of relativistic
fluids on exponentially expanding FLRW spacetimes with a linear equation of state. Rendall observed that the
formal expansions become inconsistent for K in the range 1/3 < K < 1 if the leading order term in the expansion
of gIJv

IvJ at t = 0 vanished somewhere. He speculated that the inconsistent behaviour is the expansions could
be due inhomogeneous features developing in the fluid density that would ultimately result in the blow-up of the

4In these articles, stability was established in the more difficult case where the fluid is coupled to Einstein’s equations. However,

the techniques used there also work in the simpler setting considered in this article where gravitational effects are neglected.
5Again, stability was established in these articles in the more difficult case where the fluid is coupled to Einstein’s equations.
6More generally, we could set the spatial components of the conformal four-velocity vI• to be any non-zero vector in R3 and

determine v0• via the conditions gijv
i
•v
j
• = −1 and v0• < 0. However, for simplicity, we will assume here that vI• is chosen so that it

is pointing in the direction of the coordinate vector field ∂1 = ∂
∂x1 .
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density contrast ∂Iρ
ρ at future timelike infinity. Speck [23, §1.2.3] added further support to Rendall’s arguments

by presenting a heuristic analysis that suggested uninhibited growth would set in for solutions of the relativistic
Euler equations for the parameter values 1/3 < K < 1 . Combined, these considerations left the stability of
solutions to the relativistic Euler equations in doubt for K in the range 1/3 < K < 1.

However, it was established in [16] that there exists a class of non-isotropic homogeneous solutions of the
relativistic Euler equations that are stable to the future under small, nonlinear perturbations. This class of
homogeneous solutions should be viewed as the natural continuation of the solutions (1.6) over the parameter
range 1/3 < K < 1, and they are defined by(

ρ•, v
i
•) =

(
ρct

2(1+K)
1−K

(t2µ + e2u)
1+K

2

,−t−µ
√
e2u + t2µδi0 + t−µeuδi1

)
, t ∈ (0, 1], (1.9)

where

µ =
3K − 1

1−K
(1.10)

and u = u(t) solves the initial value problem (IVP)

u′(t) =
Kµt2µ−1

t2µ + (1−K)e2u(t)
, 0 < t ≤ 1, (1.11)

u(1) = u0. (1.12)

Existence of solutions to this IVP is guaranteed by Proposition 3.1. from [16], which we restate here:

Proposition 1.1. Suppose 1/3 < K < 1, µ = (3K − 1)/(1 − K), and u0 ∈ R. Then there exists a unique
solution u ∈ C∞((0, 1]) ∩ C0([0, 1]) to the initial value problem (1.11)-(1.12) that satisfies

|u(t)− u(0)| . t2µ and |u′(t)| . t2µ−1 (1.13)

for all t ∈ (0, 1]. Moreover, for each ρc ∈ (0,∞), the solution u determines a homogeneous solution of the
relativistic Euler (1.1) equations via (1.4) and (1.9).

The main result of [16] was a proof of the nonlinear stability to the future of the homogeneous solutions (1.9)
for the parameter values 1/3 < K < 1/2. It was also established in [16] that under a T2-symmetry assumption,
future stability held for the full parameter range 1/3 < K < 1. An important point that is worth emphasising is
that the initial data used to generate the perturbed solutions from [16] satisfies the condition (1.8) at t = 1, and
furthermore, this positivity property propagates to the future in the sense that the perturbed solutions satisfy

inf
x∈M

(t2µgIJv
IvJ) > 0.

It is this property of the perturbed solutions from [16] that avoids the problematic scenario identified by Rendall.
This article has two main aims: the first is to establish the nonlinear stability to the future of the homogeneous

solutions (1.9) for the full parameter range 1/3 < K < 1 without the T2-symmetry that was required in [16].
The second aim is to provide convincing numerical evidence that shows the density contrast blow-up scenario
of Rendall is realized if the condition (1.8) on the initial data is violated.

Before stating a precise version of our stability result for the homogeneous solutions (1.9), we first recall
two formulations of the relativistic Euler equations from [16]. The first formulation, which was introduced in
[15] and subsequently employed in [14] to establish stability for the parameter range 0 < K ≤ 1/3, involves
representing the fluid in terms of the modified fluid density ζ defined via

ρ = t3(1+K)ρce
(1+K)ζ (1.14)

and the spatial components vI of the conformal fluid four-covelocity7 vi = gijv
j . In terms of these variables,

the relativistic Euler equations (1.1) can be formulated as the following symmetric hyperbolic system:

Bk∂kV =
1

t
BπV (1.15)

where

V = (ζ, vJ)tr, (1.16)

v0 =
√
|v|2 + 1, |v|2 = δIJvIvJ , (1.17)

vi = δiJvJ − δi0v0, (1.18)

B =
−1

v0

(
1 0
0 1−3K

v0
δJI

)
, (1.19)

7Here and in the following, all spacetime indices will be raised and lowered with the conformal metric gij .
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π =

(
0 0
0 δJI

)
, (1.20)

LkI = δkJ −
vJ
v0
δk0 , (1.21)

MIJ = δIJ −
1

(v0)2
vIvJ , (1.22)

B0 =

(
K K

v0L
0
Mδ

MJ

K
v0 δ

LIL0
L δLIMLMδ

MJ

)
(1.23)

and

BK =
1

v0

(
KvK KLKMδ

MJ

KδLILKL δLIMLMδ
MJvK

)
. (1.24)

The second formulation of the relativistic Euler equations is obtained by introducing a new density variable
ζ̃ via

ζ̃ = ζ + ln(v0) (1.25)

and decomposing the spatial components of the conformal fluid four-velocity as

v1 =
t−µeu(t)+w1√

t2µ ((w2 − w3)2 + (w2 + w3)2) + 1
, (1.26)

v2 =
(w2 + w3)eu(t)+w1√

t2µ ((w2 − w3)2 + (w2 + w3)2) + 1
(1.27)

and

v3 =
(w2 − w3)eu(t)+w1√

t2µ ((w2 − w3)2 + (w2 + w3)2) + 1
, (1.28)

where u(t) solves the IVP (1.11)-(1.12). Then setting

w̆1 = u+ w1, (1.29)

ψ =t2µ + e2w̆1 , (1.30)

χ =t2µ − (K − 1)e2w̆1 , (1.31)

φ = 2t2µ
(
w2

2 + w2
3

)
+ 1, (1.32)

ηΛ =
(
2wΛt

2µ(w2 − w3) + (−1)Λ1
)
, Λ = 2, 3, (1.33)

and

ξΛ =
(
2wΛt

2µ(w2 + w3) + 1
)
, Λ = 2, 3, (1.34)

it was shown in [16, §3.2] that in terms of the variables

W = (ζ̃, w1, w2, w3)tr (1.35)

the relativistic Euler equations become

∂tW + AI∂IW = −µ
t

ΠW + tµ−1G (1.36)

where

A1 =
1√

t2µ

e2w̃1
+ 1


− 1√

φ
− t2µ

ψ
√
φ

2t2µw2

φ3/2
t2µw3

φ3/2

−Kt
2µe−2w̆1ψ√

φχ

(2K−1)t2µ+(K−1)e2w̆1
√
φχ

− 2Kt2µψw2

φ3/2χ
− 2Kt2µψw3

φ3/2χ

Kt2µw2e
−2w̆1

√
φ −Kt

2µw2

√
φ

ψ − 1√
φ

0

Kt2µw3e
−2w̆1

√
φ −Kt

2µw3
√
φ

ψ 0 − 1√
φ

 , (1.37)

A2 =
1√

t2µ

e2w̃1
+ 1


− t

µ(w3+w2)√
φ

− t
3µ(w3+w2)

ψ
√
φ

tµη3

φ3/2 − t
µη2

φ3/2

−Kt
3µ(w2+w3)e−2w̆1ψ√

φχ

tµ(w2+w3)((2K−1)t2µ+(K−1)e2w̆1)√
φχ

−Kt
µψη3

φ3/2χ
Ktµψη2

φ3/2χ

− 1
2Kt

µe−2w̆1
√
φ Ktµ

√
φ

2ψ − t
µ(w3+w2)√

φ
0

− 1
2Kt

µe−2w̆1
√
φ Ktµ

√
φ

2ψ 0 − t
µ(w3+w2)√

φ

 ,

(1.38)
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A3 =
1√

t2µ

e2w̃1
+ 1


tµ(w3−w2)√

φ

t3µ(w3−w2)

ψ
√
φ

− tµξ3
φ3/2

tµξ2
φ3/2

−Kt
3µ(w2−w3)e−2w̆1ψ√

φχ

tµ(w2−w3)((2K−1)t2µ+(K−1)e2w̆1)√
φχ

Ktµψξ3
φ3/2χ

−Kt
µψξ2

φ3/2χ

− 1
2Kt

µe−2w̆1
√
φ Ktµ

√
φ

2ψ
tµ(w3−w2)√

φ
0

1
2Kt

µe−2w̆1
√
φ −Kt

µ√φ
2ψ 0 tµ(w3−w2)√

φ

 , (1.39)

G =


0

− K(3K−1)(e2w1−1)e2u

((K−1)e2u−t2µ)((K−1)e2w̆1−t2µ)
0
0

 , (1.40)

and

Π = diag(0, 0, 1, 1). (1.41)

For later use, we also define

Π⊥ = 1I −Π, (1.42)

and observe that Π and Π⊥ satisfy the relations

Π2 = Π, (Π⊥)2 = Π⊥, ΠΠ⊥ = Π⊥Π = 0 and Π + Π⊥ = 1I . (1.43)

An important point regarding the formulation (1.36) is that it is symmetrizable. Indeed, as shown in [16],
multiplying (1.36) by the positive definite, symmetric matrix

A0 =


K 0 0 0

0 t2µe2w̆1−(K−1)e4w̆1

ψ2 0 0

0 0
2e2w̆1(2w2

3t
2µ+1)

φ2 − 4w2w3t
2µe2w̆1

φ2

0 0 − 4w2w3t
2µe2w̆1

φ2

2e2w̆1(2w2
2t

2µ+1)
φ2

 (1.44)

yields

A0∂tW +AI∂IW = −µ
t
A0ΠW + tµ−1A0G (1.45)

where it is straightforward to verify from (1.37)-(1.39) that the matrices

AI = A0AI (1.46)

are symmetric, that is,

(AI)tr = AI . (1.47)

We are now in a position to state the main stability theorem of this article. The proof is presented in Section
2. Before stating the theorem, it is important to note that, due to change of variables defined via (1.25)-(1.28)
and (1.35), the homogeneous solutions (1.9) correspond to the trivial solution W = 0 of (1.36).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose k ∈ Z>3/2+1, 1/3 < K < 1, µ = (3K − 1)/(1 −K), σ > 0, u0 ∈ R, u ∈ C∞((0, 1]) ∩
C0([0, 1]) is the unique solution to the IVP (1.11)-(1.12) from Proposition 1.1 and ζ̃0, w

0
J ∈ Hk+1(T3). Then

for δ > 0 small enough, there exists a unique solution

W = (ζ̃, wJ)tr ∈ C0
(
(0, 1], Hk+1(T3,R4)

)
∩ C1

(
(0, 1], Hk(T3,R4)

)
to the initial value problem

∂tW + AI∂IW = −µ
t

ΠW + tµ−1G in (0, 1]× T3, (1.48)

W = (ζ̃0, w
0
J)tr in {1} × T3, (1.49)

provided that (
‖ζ̃0‖2Hk+1 +

3∑
J=1

‖w0
J‖2Hk+1

) 1
2

≤ δ.

Moreover,

(i) W = (ζ̃, wJ)tr satisfies the energy estimate

E(t) +

∫ 1

t

τ2µ−1
(
‖Dζ̃(τ)‖2Hk + ‖Dw1(τ)‖2Hk

)
dτ . ‖ζ̃0‖2Hk+1 +

3∑
J=1

‖w0
J‖2Hk+1
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for all t ∈ (0, 1] where8

E(t) = ‖ζ̃(t)‖2Hk + ‖w1(t)‖2Hk + t2µ
(
‖Dζ̃(t)‖2Hk + ‖Dw1(t)‖2Hk + ‖w2(t)‖2Hk+1 + ‖w3(t)‖2Hk+1

)
,

(ii) there exists functions ζ̃∗, w
∗
1 ∈ Hk−1(T3) and w̄∗2, w̄

∗
3 ∈ Hk(T3) such that the estimate

Ē(t) . tµ−σ

holds for all t ∈ (0, 1] where

Ē(t) = ‖ζ̃(t)− ζ̃∗‖Hk−1 + ‖w1(t)− w∗1‖Hk−1 + ‖tµw2(t)− w̄∗2‖Hk + ‖tµw3(t)− w̄∗3‖Hk ,

(iii) u and W = (ζ̃, wJ)tr determine a unique solution of the relativistic Euler equations (1.1) on the spacetime
region M = (0, 1]× T3 via the formulas

ρ =
ρct

2(1+K)
1−K e(1+K)ζ̃

(t2µ + e2(u+w1))
1+K

2

, (1.50)

ṽ0 = −t1−µ
√
e2(u+w1) + t2µ, (1.51)

ṽ1 = t1−µ
(

eu+w1√
(tµw2 − tµw3)2 + (tµw2 + tµw3)2 + 1

)
, (1.52)

ṽ2 = t1−µ
(

(tµw2 + tµw3)eu+w1√
(tµw2 − tµw3)2 + (tµw2 + tµw3)2 + 1

)
, (1.53)

ṽ3 = t1−µ
(

(tµw2 − tµw3)eu+w1√
(tµw2 − tµw3)2 + (tµw2 + tµw3)2 + 1

)
, (1.54)

(iv) and the density contrast ∂Iρ
ρ satisfies

lim
t↘0

∥∥∥∂Iρ
ρ
− (1 +K)∂I(ζ̃∗ − w∗1)

∥∥∥
Hk−2

= 0. (1.55)

1.3. Instability for 1/3 < K < 1. It is essential for the stability result stated in Theorem 1.2 to hold that the
initial data used to generated the nonlinear perturbations of homogeneous solutions of the type (1.9) satisfies
the condition (1.8). This leaves the question of what happens when this condition is violated, which would
be guaranteed to happen for some choice of initial data from any given open set of initial data that contains
initial data corresponding to an isotropic homogeneous solution (1.5). To investigate this situation, we consider
a T2-symmetric reduction of the system (1.15) obtained by the ansatz

ζ̃(t, x1, x2, x3) = z(t, x1), (1.56)

vI(t, x
1, x2, x3) = t−µw(t, x1)δ1

I , (1.57)

where ζ̃ is as defined above by (1.25). It is not difficult to verify via a straightforward calculation that the
relativistic Euler equations (1.15) will be satisfied provided that z and w solve9

∂tz−
w

(t2µ + w2)
1
2

∂xz−
t2µ

(t2µ + w2)
3
2

∂xw = 0, (1.58)

∂tw−
Kt2µ(t2µ + w2)

1
2

(t2µ − (K − 1)w2)
∂xz +

(
(2K − 1)t2µ + (K − 1)w2

)
w

(t2µ + w2)
1
2 (t2µ − (K − 1)w2)

∂xw =
t2µ−1(−3K + µ+ 1)w

t2µ − (K − 1)w2
. (1.59)

In Section 3, we numerically solve this system for specific choices of initial data

(z, w)|t=t0 = (z0, w0) in T1.

Importantly, these choices include initial data for which w0 crosses zero at two points in T1, and as a consequence,
violates the condition (1.8). From our numerical solutions, we observe the following behaviour:

(1) For all K ∈ (1/3, 1) and all choices of initial data (z0, w0) that are sufficiently close to homogeneous initial
data of either family of solutions (1.5) and (1.9), z and w remain bounded and converge pointwise as t↘ 0.

8The norm ‖Df‖Hk is defined by ‖Df‖2
Hk

=
∑3
J=1 ‖∂Jf‖2Hk .

9Here, we set x = x1.
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(2) For each K ∈ (1/3, 1) and each choice of initial data (z0, w0) that violates (1.8) and is sufficiently close to
homogeneous initial data of the family of solutions (1.5), there exists a ` = `(K) ∈ Z≥0 such that

sup
x∈T1

(
|∂`xz(t, x)|+ |∂`xw(t, x)|

)
↗∞ as t↘ 0.

This indicates an instability in the H`-spaces for solutions of (1.58)-(1.59) that is not present, c.f. Theorem
1.2, in solutions generated from initial data satisfying (1.8). We also observe that the integer ` is a mono-
tonically decreasing function of K with a minimum value of 1. For the initial data we tested, the blow-up
at t = 0 in the derivatives occurs at a finite set of spatial points.

(3) For all K ∈ (1/3, 1) and all choices of initial data (z0, w0) that are sufficiently close to homogeneous initial
data of either family of solutions (1.5) and (1.9), solutions to (1.58)-(1.59) are approximated remarkably
well, for times sufficiently close to zero, by solutions to the asymptotic system10

∂tz̃ = 0, (1.60)

∂tw̃ =
t2µ−1(−3K + µ+ 1)w̃

t2µ − (K − 1)w̃2
, (1.61)

everywhere except, possibly, at a finite set of points where steep gradients form in z, which only happens
for K large enough and initial data violating (1.8).

(4) For each K ∈ (1/3, 1) and each choice of initial data (z0, w0) that violates (1.8) and is sufficiently close to

homogeneous initial data of the family of solutions (1.5), the density contrast ∂xρ
ρ develops steep gradients

near a finite number of spatial points where it becomes unbounded as t↘ 0. This behaviour was anticipated
by Rendall in [18], and it is not consistent with either the standard picture for inflation in cosmology where
the density contrast remains bounded as t ↘ 0, or with the behaviour of the density contrast of solutions
generated from initial data satisfying (1.8), c.f. Theorem 1.2.

1.4. Stability/instability for K = 1. When the sound speed is equal to the speed of light, i.e. K = 1,
it is well known that the irrotational relativistic Euler equations coincide, under a change of variables, with
the linear wave equation. Even though the future global existence of solutions to linear wave equations on
exponentially expanding FLRW spacetimes can be inferred from standard existence results for linear wave
equations, a corresponding future global existence result for the irrotational relativistic Euler equations does
not automatically follow. This is because the change of variables needed to interpret a wave solution as a
solution of the relativistic Euler equations requires the gradient of the wave solution to be timelike. Thus an
instability in the irrotational relativistic Euler equations can still occur for K = 1 if the gradient of the wave
solution starts out timelike but becomes spacelike somewhere in finite time. This phenomena was shown in [5]
to occur in the more difficult case where coupling to Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmological constant
was taken into account. In fact, it was shown in [5] that all wave solutions generated from initial data sets that
correspond to a sufficiently small perturbation of the FLRW fluid solution (i.e. (1.5) in our setting) become
spacelike in finite time. This proves that the self-gravitating version of the isotropic homogeneous (1.5) are
unstable, and in the irrotational setting at least, characterizes the cause of the instability. What is not known
is if the other family of homogeneous solutions (1.9) or their self-gravitating versions remain stable for K = 1.

1.5. Future directions. The most natural and physically relevant generalization of the the stability result
stated in Theorem 1.2 would be an analogous stability result for the coupled Einstein-Euler equations with a
positive cosmological constant for K satisfying 1/3 < K < 1. We expect that establishing this type of stability
result is feasible by adapting the arguments from [14]. This expectation is due to the behaviour of the term
t−2ρvivj , which is the only potentially problematic term that could, if it grew too quickly as t↘ 0, prevent the

use of the arguments from [14]. However, by Theorem 1.2, we know that ρ = O
(
t

2(1+K)
1−K

)
and vi = O

(
t

1−3K
1−K

)
from which it follows that t−2ρvivj = O(t2). This shows that t−2ρvivj decays quickly enough as t↘ 0 to expect
that it should not be problematic. We are currently working on generalizing Theorem 1.2 to include coupling to
Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmological constant, and we will report on any progress in this direction
in a follow-up article. We are also planning to investigate numerically, under a Gowdy symmetry assumption,
if a similar behaviour, as described in Section 3, occurs for initial data that violates (1.8) when coupling to
Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmological constant is taken into account.

10Note this system is obtain from (1.58)-(1.59) simply by discarding the terms involving spatial derivatives.
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.2

2.1. Step 1: Fuchsian formulation. Applying the projection operator Π to (1.36), while noting that ΠG = 0
by (1.40)-(1.41), yields

∂t(ΠW ) + ΠAI∂IW = −µ
t

ΠW.

Multiplying this equation through by tµ gives

∂t(t
µΠW ) + tµΠAI∂IW = 0. (2.1)

Applying Π⊥ to (1.36), we further observe, with the help of (1.43), that

∂t(Π
⊥W ) + Π⊥AI∂IW = t2µ−1Π⊥G. (2.2)

Next, we decompose the term Π⊥AI∂IW in (2.2) as follows

Π⊥AI∂IW = Π⊥AIΠ⊥∂I(Π
⊥W ) + t−µΠ⊥AIΠtµ∂IW.

Inserting this into (2.2) and multiplying the resulting equation on the left by Π⊥A0Π⊥ gives

Π⊥A0Π⊥∂t(Π
⊥W ) + Π⊥A0Π⊥AIΠ⊥∂I(Π

⊥W ) + t−µΠ⊥A0Π⊥AIΠtµ∂IW = t2µ−1Π⊥A0Π⊥G. (2.3)

It is worth noting at this point that it is the use of this equation to control Π⊥W instead of (2.2) that is
responsible for the improvement of the range of the parameter values for which stability holds from 1/3 < K <
1/2 in [16] to 1/3 < K < 1 in this article.

Now, multiplying (2.3) by

S =


e−2w̆1ψ2

χ 0 0 0

0 ψ2

t2µe2w̆1−(K−1)e4w̆1
0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 (2.4)

and adding the resulting equation to (2.1) yields

∂t(t
µΠW ) + SΠ⊥A0Π⊥∂t(Π

⊥W ) + SΠ⊥A0Π⊥AIΠ⊥∂I(Π
⊥W ) = −ΠAItµ∂IW

− t−µSΠ⊥A0Π⊥AIΠtµ∂IW + t2µ−1SΠ⊥A0Π⊥G.

Setting

W̄ := Π⊥W + tµΠW = (ζ̃, w1, t
µw2, t

µw3)tr, (2.5)

it is then not difficult to verify that the above equation can be expressed as

B0∂tW̄ +BI∂IW̄ = −ΠAItµ∂IW − t−µSΠ⊥A0Π⊥AIΠtµ∂IW + t2µ−1SΠ⊥A0Π⊥G (2.6)

where
B0 = SΠ⊥A0Π⊥ + Π and BI = SΠ⊥A0Π⊥AIΠ⊥. (2.7)

Noting from (1.37)-(1.39) that

Π⊥AIΠ⊥ =
bI√
t2µ

e2w̃1
+ 1


− 1√

φ
− t2µ

ψ
√
φ

0 0

−Kt
2µe−2w̆1ψ√

φχ

(2K−1)t2µ+(K−1)e2w̆1
√
φχ

0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


where

b1 = 1, b2 = tµ(w3 + w2) and b3 = tµ(w2 − w3), (2.8)

a short calculation using (1.41)-(1.42), (1.44), and (2.4) shows that the matrices (2.7) are given by

B0 =


Ke−2w̆1ψ2

χ 0 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 (2.9)

and

BI =
bI√
t2µ

e2w̃1
+ 1


−Ke

−2w̆1ψ2

χ
√
φ

−Kt
2µe−2w̆1ψ√

φχ
0 0

−Kt
2µe−2w̆1ψ√

φχ

(2K−1)t2µ+(K−1)e2w̆1
√
φχ

0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 . (2.10)

From these formulas, it is clear that the matrices Bi are symmetric, that is,

(Bi)tr = Bi. (2.11)
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We proceed by differentiating (1.36) spatially to get

∂t∂JW + AI∂I∂JW + ∂JA
I∂IW = −µ

t
Π∂JW + t2µ−1∂JG.

Setting

W̄J := tµ∂JW = (tµ∂J ζ̃, t
µ∂Jw1, t

µ∂Jw2, t
µ∂Jw3)tr, (2.12)

we can write this as
∂tW̄J + AI∂IW̄J + ∂JA

IW̄ I =
µ

t
Π⊥W̄J + t3µ−1∂JG.

Multiplying the above equation on the left by A0 and recalling the definitions (1.46), we find that W̄J satisfies

A0∂tW̄J +AI∂IW̄J =
µ

t
A0Π⊥W̄J + t3µ−1A0∂JG −A0∂JA

IW̄ I . (2.13)

Finally, combining (2.6) and (2.13) yields the Fuchsian system

A 0∂tW + A I∂IW =
µ

t
A 0PW + F (2.14)

where

W =

(
W̄
W̄J

)
, (2.15)

A 0 =

(
B0 0
0 A0

)
, (2.16)

A I =

(
BI 0
0 AI

)
, (2.17)

P =

(
0 0
0 Π⊥

)
, (2.18)

and

F =

(
−ΠAIW̄ I − t−µSΠ⊥A0Π⊥AIΠW̄ I + t2µ−1SΠ⊥A0Π⊥G

t3µ−1A0∂JG −A0∂JA
IW̄ I

)
. (2.19)

As will be established in Step 2 below, the Fuchsian system (2.14) satisfies assumption needed to apply the
Fuchsian global existence theory from [2]; see, in particular, [2, Thm. 3.8.] and [2, §3.4.]. This global existence
theory will be used in Step 3 of the proof to establish uniform bounds on solutions to the initial value problem
(1.48)-(1.49) under a suitable small initial data assumption. These bounds in conjunction with a continuation
principle will then yield the existence solutions to (1.48)-(1.49) on (0, 1]×T3 as well as decay estimates as t↘ 0.

2.2. Step 2: Verification of the coefficient assumptions. In order to apply Theorem 3.8. from [2], see
also [2, §3.4.], to the Fuchsian system (2.14), we need to verify that the coefficients of this equations satisfy the
assumptions from Section 3.4. of [2], see also [2, §3.1.]. To begin the verification, we set

t̄ = t2µ, and w̄Λ = tµwΛ, Λ = 2, 3, (2.20)

and observe from (1.29)-(1.32), (1.44), (2.9) and (2.16) that the matrix A 0 can be treated as a map depending
on the variables (2.20), that is,

A 0 = A 0(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3), (2.21)

where for each R > 0 there exists constants r, ω > 0 such that A 0 is smooth on the domain defined by

(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3) ∈ (−r, 2)× (−R,R)× (−R,R)× (−R,R), (2.22)

and satisfies
A 0(t̄, w̆1, 0, 0) ≥ ω1I (2.23)

for all (t̄, w̆1) ∈ (−r, 2)× (−R,R). In the following, we will always be able to choose R > 0 and r > 0 as needed
in order to guarantee that the statements we make are valid.

Differentiating A 0 with respect to t then shows, with the help of (1.29), (2.5) and (2.20)-(2.21), that

∂tA
0 = DA 0(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3)


2µt2µ−1

u′(t) + ∂tw1

∂tw̄2

∂tw̄3



= DA 0(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3)




2µt2µ−1

u′(t)
0
0

+ P1∂tW̄

 (2.24)
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where
P1 = diag(0, 1, 1, 1),

and ∂tW̄ can be computed from from (2.6), that is,

∂tW̄ = (B0)−1
(
−BI∂IW̄ −ΠAIW̄ I − t−µSΠ⊥A0Π⊥AIΠW̄ I + t2µ−1SΠ⊥A0Π⊥G

)
. (2.25)

We note from (1.29)-(1.31), (2.4), (2.9) and (2.20) that the matrices

S = S(t̄, w̆1) and B0 = B0(t̄, w̆1) (2.26)

are smooth on the domain (t̄, w̆1) ∈ (−r, 2)× (−R,R), and that B0 is bounded below by

B0 ≥ ω1I (2.27)

for all (t̄, w̆1) ∈ (−r, 2)× (−R,R) where ω can be taken as the same constant as in (2.23). We further note from
(1.29)-(1.32), (1.44), (1.46), (2.10), (2.8) and (2.20) that the matrices

Ai = Ai(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3) and BI = BI(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3) (2.28)

are smooth on the domain (2.22), while is clear from (1.40) that the vector-valued map

G = G(t̄, w̆1, w1) (2.29)

is smooth on the domain (t̄, w̆1, w1) ∈ (−r, 2)× (−R,R)× (−R,R).
Next, setting

ŵ1 = tµe−2w̆1 , (2.30)

it follows from (1.29)-(1.34), (1.37)-(1.39) and (2.20) that the matrices AI can be expanded as

AI = AI
1(ŵ1, w̄2, w̄3) + tµAI

2(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3) + t2µAI
3(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3) (2.31)

where the AI
2, ÃI3 are smooth on the domain (2.22) and the AI

1 are smooth on the domain defined by

(ŵ1, w̄2, w̄3) ∈ (−R,R)× (−R,R)× (−R,R).

It is also not difficult to verify from (1.37)-(1.39) that the AI
1 satisfy

Π⊥AI
1Π = 0. (2.32)

Differentiating the matrices AI spatially, we have by (1.29), (2.12), (2.20), (2.30) and (2.31) that

∂JA
I = DAI

1(ŵ1, w̄2, w̄3)

−2e−2w̆1tµ∂Jw1

tµ∂Jw2

tµ∂Jw2



+ tµDAI
2(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3)


0

∂Jw1

tµ∂Jw2

tµ∂Jw3

+ t2µDAI
3(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3)


0

∂Jw1

tµ∂Jw2

tµ∂Jw3


=
(
DAI

1(ŵ1, w̄2, w̄3)P2 +DAI
2(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3)P3 + tµDAI

2(t̄, w̆1, w̄2, w̄3)P3

)
W̄J , (2.33)

where

P2 =

0 −2e−2w̆1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 and P3 =


0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 tµ 0
0 0 0 tµ

 .

By (1.41)-(1.42) and (1.44), we note that the matrix A0 satisfies [Π⊥, A0] = 0 and Π⊥A0Π = ΠA0Π⊥ = 0.
Using these identities, it is then follows from the definitions (2.16) and (2.18) that A 0 satisfies

[P,A 0] = 0 (2.34)

and
P⊥A 0P = PA 0P⊥ = 0, (2.35)

where
P⊥ = 1I − P. (2.36)

Additionally, by (1.41)-(1.43), we observe that P satisfies

P2 = P, Ptr = P, ∂tP = 0 and ∂IP = 0, (2.37)

while the symmetry of the matrices A i, that is,

(A i)tr = A i, (2.38)

is obvious from the definitions (1.44) and (2.16)-(2.17), and the relations (1.47) and (2.11).
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Now, from the definitions (1.29), (2.5), (2.12), (2.15), (2.20) and (2.30), the formulas (2.24) and (2.25), the
estimates (1.13) for u(t) and u′(t), the smoothness properties (2.21), (2.26), (2.28), (2.29) and (2.31) of the
matrices A 0, S, A0, B0, AI , BI , AI and the source term G, the lower bound (2.27) on B0, and the identity
(2.32), it is not difficult to verify that for each µ ∈ (0,∞) that there exists a constant θ > 0 such that

|∂tA 0| ≤ θ(t2µ−1 + 1) (2.39)

for all (t,W , DW ) ∈ [0, 1]×BR(R16)×BR(R16×3), where DW = (∂IW ). From (2.19) and similar considerations,
it is also not difficult to verify

|F | . (t2µ−1 + 1)|W | (2.40)

for all (t,W ) ∈ [0, 1] × BR(R16). It is also clear that we can view (2.14) as an equation for the variables

W = (W̄ , W̄ J), with W̄ = (ζ̃, w1, w̄2, w̄3) and W̄ J = (ζ̃J , w1J , w̄2J , w̄3J), where the maps A i and F depend on
the variables (t, W̄ ) and (t,W ), respectively.

Taken together, (i) the variable definitions (1.29), (2.5), (2.12), (2.20) and (2.30), (ii) the smoothness
properties (2.21), (2.26), (2.28), (2.29) and (2.31) of the matrices A 0, S, A0, B0, AI , BI , AI and the source
term G, (iii) the identities (2.34)-(2.35) and the lower bound (2.23) satisfied by matrix A 0, (iv) the definitions
(2.17) and (2.19) of the matrices A I and the source term F , (v) the properties (2.37) of the projection map
P, and (vi) the bounds (2.39) and (2.40) on ∂tA 0 and F , respectively, imply that for any11 µ ∈ (0,∞) and
R > 0 chosen sufficiently small, there exist constants θ, γ1 = γ̃1, γ2 = γ̃2 > 0 such that the Fuchsian system
(2.14) satisfies satisfies all the assumptions from Section 3.4 of [2] for following choice of constants: κ = κ̃ = µ,
β` = 0, 1 ≤ ` ≤ 7,

p =

{
2µ if 0 < µ ≤ 1/2

1 if µ > 1

and λ1 = λ2 = λ3 = α = 0. As discussed in [2, §3.4], under the time transformation12 t 7→ tp, the transformed
version of (2.14) will satisfy all of the assumptions from Section 3.1 of [2]. Moreover, since the matrices A I

have a regular limit as t ↘ 0, the constants b and b̃ from Theorem 3.8 of [2] vanish. This fact together with
β1 = 0 and κ = κ̃ = µ implies that the constant13 z from Theorem 3.8 of [2] that determines the decay rate is
given by z = µ.

2.3. Step 3: Existence and uniqueness. By (1.44) and (1.47), we know that the matrices Ai are symmetric.
Furthermore, from the analysis carried out in Step 2 above, we know that the matrices Ai and the source term
A0G depend smoothly on the variables (t, wJ) for t ∈ (0, 1] and wJ in an open neighbourhood of zero, and that
the matrix A0 is positive definite on this neighbourhood. As a consequence, the system (1.48) is symmetrizable
and can be put in the symmetric hyperbolic form (1.45) by multiplying it on the left by the matrix A0.

Since k ∈ Z>3/2+1 and W0 := (ζ̃0, w
0
J)tr ∈ Hk+1(T3,R4), we obtain from an application of standard local-in-

time existence and uniqueness theorems and the continuation principle for symmetric hyperbolic systems, see
Propositions 1.4, 1.5 and 2.1 from [24, Ch. 16], the existence of a unique solution

W = (ζ̃, wJ) ∈ C0
(
(T∗, 1], Hk+1(T3,R4)

)
∩ C1

(
(T∗, 1], Hk(T3,R4)

)
to IVP (1.48)-(1.49) where T∗ ∈ [0, 1) is the maximal time of existence. From the computations carried out in
Step 1 of the proof, this solution determines via (2.5) and (2.12) a solution

W = (W̄ , W̄J) ∈ C0
(
(T∗, 1], Hk(T3,R16)

)
∩ C1

(
(T∗, 1], Hk−1(T3,R16)

)
(2.41)

of the IVP

A 0∂tW + A I∂IW =
µ

t
A 0PW + F in (T∗, 1]× T3, (2.42)

W = W 0 := (W0, ∂JW0) in {1} × T3, (2.43)

where we observe that

‖W 0‖Hk . ‖W0‖Hk+1 ≤ δ. (2.44)

On the other hand, by Step 2 we can apply14 Theorem 3.8. from [2] to the time transformed version of (2.14)
as described in [2, Section 3.4] to deduce, for δ > 0 chosen small enough and the initial data satisfying (2.44),

11By (1.10), µ ∈ (0,∞) corresponds to 1/3 < K < 1.
12Note that our time variable t is assumed to be positive as opposed to [2], where it is taken to be negative. This causes no

difficulties as we can change between these two conventions by using the simple time transformation t→ −t.
13This constant is denoted by ζ in the article [2]. We denote it here by z because ζ is already being used denote the modified

density.
14It it is important to note that the regularity k ∈ Z>3/2+1 of the initial data (2.44) is less than what is required to apply

Theorem 3.8. [2] to the Fuchsian system (2.14). The reason that we can still apply this theorem is that the matrices A I in (2.14)
do not have any 1/t singular terms; see Remark A.3.(ii) from [1].
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the existence of a unique solution

W ∗ ∈ C0
(
(0, 1], Hk(T3,R16)

)
∩ L∞

(
(0, 1], Hk(T3,R16))

)
∩ C1

(
(0, 1], Hk−1(T3,R16)

)
to the IVP (2.42)-(2.43) with T∗ = 0 that satisfies the following properties:

(1) The limit of P⊥W ∗ as t↘ 0, denoted P⊥W ∗(0), exists in Hk−1(T3,R16).
(2) The solution W ∗ is bounded by the energy estimate

‖W ∗(t)‖2Hk +

∫ 1

t

1

τ
‖PW ∗(τ)‖2Hk dτ . ‖W 0‖2Hk (2.45)

for all t ∈ (0, 1], where the implied constant depends on δ.
(3) For any given σ > 0, the solution W ∗ satisfies the decay estimate

‖PW ∗(t)‖Hk−1 . tµ−σ and ‖P⊥W ∗(t)− P⊥W ∗(0)‖Hk−1 . tµ−σ (2.46)

for all t ∈ (0, 1], where the implied constants depend on δ and σ.

By uniqueness, the two solutions W and W ∗ to the IVP (2.42)-(2.43) must coincide on their common domain
of definition, and consequently, W (t) = W ∗(t) for all t ∈ (T∗, 1]. But this implies by (2.41), the energy estimate
(2.45), and Sobolev’s inequality [17, Thm. 6.2.1] that

‖W̄ (t)‖W 1,∞ . ‖W̄ (t)‖Hk ≤ ‖W (t)‖Hk−1 . ‖W 0‖, T ∗ < t ≤ 1.

By shrinking δ if necessary, we can, by (2.44), make ‖W 0‖Hk as small as we like, which in turn, implies via the
above estimate that we can bound W̄ by ‖W̄ (t)‖W 1,∞ ≤ R

2 for all t ∈ (T ∗, 1], where R > 0 is as determined in

Step 2 of the proof. This bound is sufficient to guarantee that the matrices Ai and the source term A0G from
the symmetric hyperbolic system (1.45) remain well defined and that the matrix A0 continues to be positive
definite. By the continuation principle and the maximality of T∗, we deduce that T∗ = 0, and hence that
W (t) = W ∗(t) for all t ∈ (0, 1]. From this and the energy estimate (2.45), it then follows with the help of the
definitions (1.41)-(1.42), (2.5), (2.12), (2.18) and (2.41) that

E(t) +

∫ 1

t

τ2µ−1
(
‖Dζ̃(τ)‖2Hk + ‖Dw1(τ)‖2Hk

)
dτ . ‖W0‖2Hk , 0 < t ≤ 1,

where

E(t) = ‖ζ̃(t)‖2Hk + ‖w1(t)‖2Hk + t2µ
(
‖Dζ̃(t)‖2Hk + ‖Dw1(t)‖2Hk + ‖w2(t)‖2Hk+1 + ‖w3(t)‖2Hk+1

)
.

We further obtain from the decay estimate (2.46) and (2.36) the existence of functions ζ̃∗, w
∗
1 ∈ Hk−1(T3) and

w̄∗2, w̄
∗
3 ∈ Hk(T3) such that

Ē(t) . tµ−σ (2.47)

for all t ∈ (0, 1] where

Ē(t) = ‖ζ̃(t)− ζ̃∗‖Hk−1 + ‖w1(t)− w∗1‖Hk−1 + ‖tµw2(t)− w̄∗2‖Hk + ‖tµw3(t)− w̄∗3‖Hk .

We also note by (1.4), (1.14), (1.17) and (1.25)-(1.28) that u and W = (ζ̃, wJ)tr determine a solution of the
relativistic Euler equations (1.1) on the spacetime region M = (0, 1]× T3 via the formulas (1.50)-(1.54).

To complete the proof, we find from differentiating (1.50) that the density contrast can be expressed as

∂Iρ

ρ
=

(1 +K)(t2µ + e2(u+w1))
1+K

2 ∂I ζ̃ − (1 +K)(t2µ + e2(u+w1))
K−1

2 e2(u+w1)∂Iw1

(t2µ + e2(u+w1))
1+K

2

. (2.48)

Since µ > 0, we can choose σ > 0 small enough so that µ− σ > 0. Doing so then implies by (2.47) that ζ̃ and

w1 converge in Hk−1(T3) to ζ̃∗ and w∗1 as t↘ 0. Since u(t) converges as well by Proposition 1.1, it is then not
difficult to verify from (2.48) and the Sobolev and Moser inequalities [17, Thms. 6.2.1 & 6.4.1] that

lim
t↘0

∥∥∥∂Iρ
ρ
− (1 +K)∂I(ζ̃∗ − w∗1)

∥∥∥
Hk−2

= 0,

which completes the proof.

3. Numerical solutions

3.1. Numerical setup. In the numerical setup that we use to solve the system (1.58)-(1.59), the computational
domain is [0, 2π] with periodic boundary condition, the variables z and w are discretised in space using 2nd order
central finite differences, and time integration is performed using a standard 2nd order Runge-Kutta method
(Heun’s Method). As a consequence, our code is second order accurate15.

15Strictly speaking one also needs to enforce the CFL condition to ensure convergence. In this case we have used the tightened
4/3 CFL condition for Heun’s Method which is discussed in [21].
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3.1.1. Convergence tests. We have verified the second order accuracy of our code with convergence tests involv-
ing perturbations of both types of homogeneous solutions (1.5) and (1.9). In our convergence tests, we have
evolved the system (1.58)-(1.59) staring from the the two initial data sets

(z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x)) (3.1)

and

(z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x) + 0.15) (3.2)

using resolutions of N = 200, 400, 800, 1600, 3200, and 6400 grid points. The initial data (3.1) and (3.2)
satisfy the conditions (1.7) and (1.8), respectively, and the solutions generated from this initial data represent
perturbations of the homogeneous solutions (1.5) and (1.9), respectively.

To estimate the error, we took the base 2 log of the absolute value of the difference between each simulation
and the highest resolution run. The results for are shown in Figures 1, 2, 3 and, 4 from which the second order
convergence is clear.

(a) t = 0.799 (b) t = 0.599 (c) t = 0.028

Figure 1. Convergence plots of w at various times. K = 0.5, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x) + 0.15).

(a) t = 0.799 (b) t = 0.599 (c) t = 0.028

Figure 2. Convergence plots of z at various times. K = 0.5, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x) + 0.15).

(a) t = 0.799 (b) t = 0.198 (c) t = 0.028

Figure 3. Convergence plots of w at various times. K = 0.5, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x)).
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(a) t = 0.799 (b) t = 0.198 (c) t = 0.028

Figure 4. Convergence plots of z at various times. K = 0.5, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x)).

3.1.2. Code validation. A simple way to test the validity of our code is to verify that numerical solutions to
(1.58)-(1.59) that are generated from initial data (z0, w0) with w0 > 0 satisfy the decay rates of Proposition 1.1

|u(t)− u(0)| . t2µ and |u′(t)| . t2µ−1, (3.3)

and Theorem 1.2

‖ζ̃(t)− ζ̃∗‖Hk−1 + ‖w1(t)− w∗1‖Hk−1 + ‖tµw2(t)− w̄∗2‖Hk + ‖tµw3(t)− w̄∗3‖Hk . tµ−σ, σ > 0. (3.4)

We first note that, by equating (1.26) and (1.57) and recalling that W = 0 for homogeneous solutions, u(t) can
be expressed in terms of a homogeneous solution wH(t) of (1.58)-(1.59) as u(t) = ln(wH(t)). The decay rates
for the homogeneous solution (3.3) can then be re-written in terms of wH as

| ln(wH(t))− ln(wH(0))| . t2µ, (3.5)∣∣∣w′H(t)

wH(t)

∣∣∣ . t2µ−1. (3.6)

Similarly, for non-homogeneous solutions, we can express w1 in terms of w by setting w2 = w3 = 0 and equating
(1.26) and (1.57) to get w1 = ln(w(t, x))− ln(wH(t)). The decay rate (3.4), in the H1 norm, is then

‖z(t, x)− z(0, x)‖H1 + ‖[ln(w(t, x))− ln(wH(t))]− [ln(w(0, x))− ln(wH(0)]‖H1 . tµ−σ. (3.7)

We have estimated z|t=0, w|t=0, wH |t=0 by taking the values of the functions at a time-step close to t = 0 and
calculated w′H(t) using second order central finite differences. As shown in Figure 5, the numerical solutions
clearly replicate the above decay rates suggesting the code is correctly implemented.

(a) Numerical test of (3.5) (b) Numerical test of (3.6) (c) Numerical test of (3.7)

Figure 5. Log-log decay plots of numerical solutions (Blue) against the corresponding bound
(Orange) and the bound multiplied by a constant c (Yellow). K = 0.5, N = 1000. Initial
data for the homogeneous solution is (z(0, x), wH(0, x)) = (0, 1). Initial data for the non-
homogeneous solution is (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x) + 1).

3.2. Numerical behaviour. Beyond the convergence tests, we have generated numerical solutions to the
system (1.58)-(1.59) from a variety of initial data sets (z0, w0) for which w0 satisfies the conditions (1.7) and
(1.8). We employed resolutions ranging from 1000 to 160,000 grid points in our simulations. For initial data
satisfying (1.7), we chose functions w0 that cross the x-axis at least twice,16 while for initial data satisfying
(1.8), w0 does not cross the x-axis at all.

16It is necessary to cross the x-axis at least twice to enforce the periodic boundary condition.
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All of the solutions in this article displayed in the figures are generated from initial data of the form

(z0, w0) = (0, a sin(x+ θ) + c)

for some particular choice of the constants a, c, θ ∈ R. From our numerical solutions, we observe, for the full
parameter range 1/3 < K < 1 and all choices of the initial data with a sufficiently small, that z and w remain
bounded and converge pointwise as t↘ 0; see Figures 6 and 7.

3.2.1. Derivative blow-up at t = 0. While z and w remain bounded, our numerical simulations reveal that
derivatives of the solutions of sufficiently high order blow-up at t = 0 for the parameter values 1/3 < K < 1
and initial data satisfying (1.7). In Table 1, we list, for a selection of K values, the corresponding minimum
value of ` for which supx∈T1

(
|∂`xz(t, x)| + |∂`xw(t, x)|

)
↗ ∞ as t ↘ 0. From these values, it appears that ` is a

monotonically decreasing function of K.

K 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.75 0.85 0.95
` 4 3 2 1 1 1 1 1 1

Table 1. Observed value of ` for various K

(a) t = 1.0 (b) t = 0.017 (c) t = 0.0001

Figure 6. Plots of w at various times. K = 0.6, N = 1000, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x))

(a) t = 1.0 (b) t = 0.088 (c) t = 0.0001

Figure 7. Plots of z at various times. K = 0.6, N = 1000, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x))

3.2.2. Asymptotic behaviour and approximations. For the full range of parameter 1/3 < K < 1 and all choices
of initial data, we observe that our numerical solutions display ODE-like behaviour near t = 0. In particular,
these solutions can be approximated by solutions of the asymptotic system (1.60)-(1.61) at late times using the
following procedure:

(i) Generate a numerical solution (z, w) of (1.58)-(1.59) from initial data (z0, w0) specified at time t0 > 0.
(ii) Fix a time t̃0 ∈ (0, t0) when the numerical solution (z, w) first appears to be dominated by ODE behaviour.
(iii) Fix initial data for the asymptotic system (1.60)-(1.61) at t = t̃0 by setting

(z̃0, w̃0) = (z, w)|t=t̃0 .
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(iv) Solve the asymptotic system (1.60)-(1.61) with initial data as chosen above in (iii) to obtain the asymptotic
solution (z̃, w̃) where

z̃ = z̃0, (3.8)

and w̃ is defined implicitly by

(3K − µ− 1) ln
(
(3K − 1)t2µ − (K − 1)µw̃2

)
2(3K − 1)µ

− ln(|w̃|(1− 3K)

1− 3K
= c (3.9)

and

c =
(3K − µ− 1) ln

(
(3K − 1)t̃2µ0 − (K − 1)µw̃2

0

)
2(3K − 1)µ

− ln(|w̃0|(1− 3K))

1− 3K
.

(v) Compare the numerical solution (z, w) to the asymptotic solution (z̃, w̃) on the region (0, t̃0)× T1.

Using this procedure, we find that numerical solutions (z, w) of the system (1.60)-(1.61) can be remarkably
well-approximated by solutions (z̃, w̃) of the asymptotic system. In particular, by setting t = 0 in (3.9) and
noting that we can solve for w̃|t=0 to get

w̃f := w̃|t=0 =
sgn(w̃0)|w̃0|

1
1−K

(t̃2µ0 + w̃2
0)

K
2(1−K)

(3.10)

where sgn(x) is the sign function, we have, with the help of (3.8), that

(z, w)|t=0 ≈ (z̃0, w̃f ). (3.11)

It is worth noting that this ODE-like asymptotic behaviour of solutions generated from initial data satisfying
(1.8) is expected by Theorem 1.2. What is interesting is that this behaviour of solutions persists for initial data
that violates (1.8).

To illustrate how well solutions (z, w) of (1.58)-(1.59) can be approximated by solutions (z̃, w̃) of the asymp-
totic system (1.60)-(1.61) near t = 0, we compare in Figure 8 the plot of w̃f = w̃|t=0, for a fixed choice of t̃0 and
w̃0 (see (3.10)), with that of w(t) at times close to zero. From the figure, it is clear that the agreement is almost
perfect for times close enough to zero.

(a) t = 0.039 (b) t = 0.024 (c) t = 0.007

Figure 8. Comparison of numerical solution w (Blue) and w̃f (Orange). K = 0.6, N =
1000, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 cos(x)), (t̃0, w̃0) = (9.93× 10−4, w|t=9.93×10−4).

3.2.3. Behaviour of the density contrast. By (1.14), (1.17), (1.25) and (1.56)-(1.57), the density can be written

in terms of z and w as ρ = (w2 + t2µ)−
K+1

2 ρct
2(K+1)

1−K e(1+K)z where ρc ∈ (0,∞). Differentiating this expression,
we find after a short calculation that the density contrast is given by

∂xρ

ρ
= (1 +K)

(
∂xz−

w

(t2µ + w2)
∂xw

)
. (3.12)

Using this formula to compute the density contrast for numerical solutions of (1.58)-(1.59), we observe from our
numerical solutions that density contrast displays markedly different behaviour depending on whether or not it
is generated from initial data satisfying (3.2). For solutions generated from initial data satisfying (3.2), we find
that the density contrast remains bounded and converges as t ↘ 0 to a fixed function, which is expected by
Theorem 1.2. An example of this behaviour is provided in Figure 9. On the other hand, the density contrast of
solutions generated from initial data violating (3.2) develop steep gradients and blows-up at t = 0 at isolated
spatial points; see Figure 10 for an example of this behaviour.
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As in Section 3.2.2, we can compare the density contrast of the full numerical solutions with the density
contrast computed from a solutions of the asymptotic equation. We do this by evaluating (3.12) at t = 0 and
using (3.11) to approximate the density contrast at t = 0 by

∂xρ

ρ

∣∣∣∣
t=0

≈ (1 +K)

(
∂xz̃0 −

(t̃2µ0 + (1−K)w̃2
0)

(1−K)(t̃2µ0 + w̃2
0)w̃0

∂xw̃0

)
.

This formula identifies, at least heuristically, that the blow-up at t = 0 in the density density contrast is due
the vanishing of w. Once again the agreement between the numerical and asymptotic plots is close enough that
the two are practically indistinguishable as can be seen from Figure 11.

(a) t = 1.0 (b) t = 0.199 (c) t = 6.14× 10−12

Figure 9. Plots of density contrast, ∂xρ
ρ , at various times. K=0.6, N = 1000, (z0, w0) =

(0, 0.1 sin(x) + 0.15)

(a) t = 1.0 (b) t = 0.012 (c) t = 0.0015 (d) t = 3.13× 10−4

Figure 10. Plots of density contrast, ∂xρ
ρ , at various times. K=0.6, N = 1000, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x)).

(a) t = 0.001 (b) t = 3.23× 10−5 (c) t = 1.02× 10−6 (d) t = 3.21× 10−8

Figure 11. Plots of density contrast, ∂xρ
ρ , calculated from numerical results (Blue) and the

asymptotic map (Green). K=0.45, N = 160000, (z0, w0) = (0, 0.1 sin(x)). Points near w0 = 0
in the asymptotic map have been removed to emphasise agreement of the plots away from the
singularities.
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8. M. Hadžić and J. Speck, The global future stability of the FLRW solutions to the Dust-Einstein system with a positive cosmo-

logical constant, J. Hyper. Differential Equations 12 (2015), 87–188.

9. P.G. LeFloch and Changhua Wei, The nonlinear stability of self-gravitating irrotational Chaplygin fluids in a FLRW geometry,
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