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ON THE STABILITY OF RELATIVISTIC PERFECT FLUIDS WITH LINEAR
EQUATIONS OF STATE p=Kp WHERE 1/3<K <1

ELLIOT MARSHALL AND TODD A. OLIYNYK

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 = Kp 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 T?-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 92p agsociated 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, §) are governed by
the relativistic Euler equations!

VT =0 (1.1)
where
T9 = (p+p)o'v’ + pg”
is the stress energy tensor, ¢ is the fluid four-velocity normalized by §;;0'07 = —1, and the fluid’s proper energy

density p and pressure p are related by
p= Kp.

Since K = % is the square of the sound speed, we will always assume? 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-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetimes (M, §) where M = (0,1] x T? and?

. 1
with
g=—dt®dt+ 6rydr’ @ da’. (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 7° < 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

f= o0 1.4
vt=20 (1.4)

lour indexing conventions are as follows: lower case Latin letters, e.g. 1, 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 £ = —In(t), the metric (1.2) can be brought into the more recognizable form
§g=—di®dt+ 6256”(13:[ ® dx’, where now t € [0, 00).
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1.1. Stability for 0 < K < 1/3. It can be verified by a straightforward calculation that
(ps,02) = (U pe, =55),  t € (0,1], (1.5)

defines a spatially homogeneous solution of the relativistic Euler equations (1.1) on the exponentially expanding
FLRW spacetimes (M, §) for any choice of the parameter 0 < K < 1 and constant p. € (0,00). 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 articles® 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 later’ 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 v* of
small, nonlinear perturbations of the homogeneous solution (1.5) decay to zero at future timelike infinity, that
is,

limv! =0,

N0
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 v® for
perturbed solutions do not, in general, decay to zero at timelike infinity, and instead limit to a spatial vector
field &7 on T3, that is,

limo! = ¢,
fi' =
This behaviour is consistent with a family of non-isotropic homogeneous solutions defined by®
(poy ) = (B0 gy, T 020+ vadh),  t € (0,1], (1.6)

where (p., ) € (0,00) x (0,00), 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 v, sufficiently small, from a stability point of view there seems to be verify little difference between
the two classes of solutions for small v.. Indeed, the future nonlinear stability of both classes of solutions,
where v, 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 (p,v!)|;=1 that is sufficiently close to (p«, vl)|;=1 and satisfies

- 1,7 —
;Ielljrré(gjjv v )’t:l— 0, (1.7)

while stable perturbations of solutions of the type (1.6) are generated from initial data (p,v!)|;=1 that is
sufficiently close to (pe,v!)|;=1 and satisfies
. I,J

;reuj%(guv v )|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 grjvTv’ 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.
5Again7 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 vl to be any non-zero vector in R® and

determine v via the conditions g;;vé ’UZ = —1 and vQ < 0. However, for simplicity, we will assume here that v] is chosen so that it

is pointing in the direction of the coordinate vector field 91 = %
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density contrast % 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

2(1+K)

. BARES _ . _ )
(pe,vl) = (pHK,—t Hy/e2v + 215y +t ”e"&i), t € (0,1], (1.9)

<t2u+e2u) 5

where sk 1
= 1.10
p=TR (1.10)

and u = u(t) solves the initial value problem (IVP)
K21
04 —

W) = i mem 0<t<h (1.11)
u(1) = up. (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, p = (3K —1)/(1 — K), and ug € R. Then there exists a unique
solution u € C*°((0,1]) N C°([0,1]) to the initial value problem (1.11)-(1.12) that satisfies

lu(t) — u(0)] < ¢ and |ul(t)| < 24 (1.13)

for all t € (0,1]. Moreover, for each p. € (0,00), 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 T?-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 ¢ = 1, and
furthermore, this positivity property propagates to the future in the sense that the perturbed solutions satisfy

: 20 I,.J
xlél]&(t grjv v’) > 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 T?-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 ¢ defined via

p= t3(1+K)pce(1+K)< (1.14)

and the spatial components v; of the conformal fluid four-covelocity” v; = g;;v’. In terms of these variables,
the relativistic Euler equations (1.1) can be formulated as the following symmetric hyperbolic system:

B*9,V = %@wv (1.15)
where
V= (¢ug)", (1.16)
vo = \/m, lv|? = 6" wrvy, (1.17)
o= 50, — 537107 (1.18)
B %01 ((1] 11}3}36][)7 (1.19)

"Here and in the following, all spacetime indices will be raised and lowered with the conformal metric g;;.
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0 0
vy
LY =k %(S’g, (1.21)
1
My =415 — IO Bl (1.22)
K KLO 5MJ >
B’ = op M 1.23
(vKO(SLIL% 5LIMLM5MJ ( )
and
1 ([ KoK KLE §MI
K _ * M
B" = 20 (K(SLILf ST My MK ) - (1.24)

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

¢ = ¢ +In(vy) (1.25)
and decomposing the spatial components of the conformal fluid four-velocity as

t*,ueu(t)erl

vy = , (1.26)
\/tQ“ ((wg - ’11)3)2 + (wg + ’lU3)2) +1
u(t) 4w
vy — (ws + ws)e (1.27)
\/t2“ ((we — ’LU3)2 + (wa + w3)2) +1
and
_ u(t)+wy
vy — (wy — ws)e 7 (1.28)
\/t2“ ((wg —w3)? + (wy +w3)?) +1
where u(t) solves the IVP (1.11)-(1.12). Then setting
W, = u+ wi, (1.29)
W =t 4 201 (1.30)
x =t — (K — 1)1, (1.31)
¢ =2t (w3 +wj) + 1, (1.32)
na = (2wat?(we —ws) + (—1)*1), A =23, (1.33)
and
En = (2wat* (w2 +ws) +1), A=2,3, (1.34)
it was shown in [16, §3.2] that in terms of the variables
W = (57w17w27w3)tr (135)
the relativistic Euler equations become
oW + Ao W = —%HWHM*Q (1.36)
where
1 _ 2+ 2t%H wo t2Hwg
Vo Ve 577 3/
1 . Kt%\e;?ww (2K—1)t /:;(Kq)e S 2}2;;21/;102 . QK(;;/‘;wwg
At = 2 %X X x| (1.37)
2 Kt*wye "1/ *722 :;;\2 *ﬁ 0
2 -2 Hw 1
_ t*(wstws) _ P (watws) "3 _thns
Vo g ) ralk 9372
1 Kt (wytwg)e =201y t (watws) (2K —1)t*H +(K —1)e*"1) Kty Kth s
A2 = — Vox Kﬁ\)}& , (¢3/ix ) #3/2x
2 1 g ppt,— 2 _ t(wstws)
G H1 | —oKteVe 2 Vo o
1K /G K0 V3 0 st

(1.38)
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tH (w3 —ws) 34 (w3 —ws) _thes th e
4\/5 w\/az ) ¢3/2 ¢3/2
1 Kt (wa—wg)e 2Pyt (wa—ws) (RQE-DEFH(K-1)e*1)  gymypey _ Kthype,
A= o x s plx e (1.39)
24 — 240 W3 — W2
21| —aKte Mg = I 0 :
1 —2 t w3 —w
LK e /5 _Key 0 tlwsw

0
K(BK-1)(e*"1—1)e*"
)

G=| ((K-—Deru—rzu)((E—1)e2i1—12) | (1.40)
0
0
and
IT = diag(0,0,1,1). (1.41)
For later use, we also define
ot =1 —1I, (1.42)
and observe that IT and IT* satisfy the relations
M =1, (IH)?=1t, HOIt=0'1=0 and D41+ =1. (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

K 0 0 0
0 (21201 (K 1)1 0 0
,(/)2
A = 0 0 2¢2%1 (2w§t2“+1)  dwgwytHe?T1 (1.44)
2 2
0 0 _ 4w2w3£§”'62w1 221 (2¢1j}2§t2‘L+1)
yields
A9 W + AloyW = —%AOHW Fr1A0G (1.45)
where it is straightforward to verify from (1.37)-(1.39) that the matrices
Al = A1 (1.46)
are symmetric, that is,
(ADr = Al (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~3/241, 1/3< K <1, p=BK -1)/(1-K), 0 >0, up € R, u € C*((0,1]) N
C°([0,1]) is the unique solution to the IVP (1.11)-(1.12) from Proposition 1.1 and Co, w9 € H**1(T3). Then
for § > 0 small enough, there exists a unique solution
W = (Cwy)™ € CO(0,1), H**(T?, RY)) N C((0,1], H*(T*, RY))
to the initial value problem
OW + ALo;W = _%HW FtIC in (0,1] x T3, (1.48)
W = (o, wh)™ in {1} x T3, (1.49)

provided that

3 3
(Rl + 3 o) <5
J=1
Moreover,
(i) W = (C~, wy)¥ satisfies the energy estimate
3

1
&(t) +/ T (IDE) g + [ Dwr (7)) dr S 1 Coll s + Y Twd iz
t J=1
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for all t € (0,1] where®
8(t) = IS + [lwr (DN +t2”(\|D§(t)|\§Jk +1Dwi ()1 + w2 ()| T + \\U)?,(t)llikﬂ),

(ii) there exists functions C.,w} € H*1(T3) and w},w} € H*(T3) such that the estimate

6(t) St
holds for all t € (0,1] where
&(t) = [1C(t) = Cullarn—r + [lwn(8) = willgx-r + [t wa () — @5 | gy + [[##ws (8) — @5]| 25,
(iii) w and W = (C,wy)™ determine a unique solution of the relativistic Euler equations (1.1) on the spacetime
region M = (0,1] x T? via the formulas
2(1+K)

pct I-K e(1+K)é:

_ , 1.50
P (2§ catarwn) O (1.50)

70 = —lmHy/e2(urwr) 4 g2 (1.51)

u+wi
! = t1“< ¢ > (1.52)
\/(t“wg — t”’LU3)2 + (t“’LUQ + t”wg)Q +1
tH t,u u+wq
7 = tl_”< (tws £ tug)e ) (1.53)
\/(t/"”wg — t/“’w?,)Q + (t”’IUQ —+ t“w3)2 —+ ].
thg — tHawg)e
7= t1“< (Hws — tHug)e ) (1.54)
V(tFwg — thwz)2? + (thwg + thws)? + 1
(iv) and the density contrast % satisfies
an@ — (14 K)dr(C. —wf)‘ —0. (1.55)
t\OIl p Hk=2

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

(f(t,xl,xQ,xB) = z(t, ), (1.56)
vr(t,xt, 22 23) = tFu(t, 2)or, (1.57)

where C 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 solve’

W 2
Oz — +0pz — Oy =0, (1.58)
(21 +w?)z2 (21 +w?)2
20 (20 4 y2)2 2K — 1)t + (K — 1)w? 2u=1(—
o~ K@ 1w P+ (K —Dw)w o UK it D (1.59)
(2 — (B = Dw?) ™ 0 (g2 4 w23 (20— (K — w?) e — (K = Ljw?

In Section 3, we numerically solve this system for specific choices of initial data
(z,%)|t=t, = (zo,wo) in T
Importantly, these choices include initial data for which wg crosses zero at two points in T!, 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 (zo,wo) 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| g is defined by |Df|2,, = 3_ [0, £11%,1

9Hcrc, we set © = xl.
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(2) For each K € (1/3,1) and each choice of initial data (zg,wp) that violates (1.8) and is sufficiently close to
homogeneous initial data of the family of solutions (1.5), there exists a £ = ¢(K) € Z>( such that

sup (|05z(t, )| + |05u(t, x)|) /oo ast\,0.
z€eT?!

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 (zg,wo) 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 system!°
Oz =0, (1.60)
2N (=3K 4+ p+1)w
Oy = 1.61
T T (K- D@ (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 (zg,wp) that violates (1.8) and is sufficiently close to
homogeneous initial data of the family of solutions (1.5), the density contrast % develops steep gradients
near a finite number of spatial points where it becomes unbounded as ¢ ™\, 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 N\, 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~2pv;v;, which is the only potentially problematic term that could, if it grew too quickly as ¢ \, 0, prevent the

2(14K)

use of the arguments from [14]. However, by Theorem 1.2, we know that p = O(t T-K ) and v; = O(t 11131?)
from which it follows that tfzpvivj = O(#?). This shows that t’gpvivj decays quickly enough as ¢ \ 0 to expect
that it should not be problematic. We are currently working on generalizing Theorem 1.2 to include coupling to
FEinstein’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 II to (1.36), while noting that II¢ = 0
by (1.40)-(1.41), yields

8,(TIW) + LA 9, W = —%HW.
Multiplying this equation through by t* gives

O (t'TIW) + t* 1AL 9, W = 0. (2.1)
Applying IT+ to (1.36), we further observe, with the help of (1.43), that
oI W) + Tt Ao, w = -1t g, (2.2)

Next, we decompose the term I+ A19;W in (2.2) as follows
ntalo,w =t A o, (I w) + ¢+t A e o, w.
Inserting this into (2.2) and multiplying the resulting equation on the left by I+ A°TI+ gives
M AT 0, (T W) + T AT AT 0, (T W) + ¢TI APTT A T o, W = 24~ 1T AT 6. (2.3)
It is worth noting at this point that it is the use of this equation to control II*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 <

1/2in [16] to 1/3 < K < 1 in this article.
Now, multiplying (2.3) by

T2y 0 0 0
X 1j)2
S = 0 t21e2W1 — (K —1)et?1 0 0 (2 4)
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

and adding the resulting equation to (2.1) yields
Op(t"TIW) 4 STI+ A°TIH 9, (T W) 4 STIH AT A 11+ 0, (T W) = —TTAaltho, W
— ¢ HSTIH AT AT O, W + 21~ L STIH AT G
Setting
W =W + t*TIW = (C, wy, tHws, tHws)", (2.5)
it is then not difficult to verify that the above equation can be expressed as

BY9,W + Blo;W = —TLA "o, W — ¢t~ STI+ A°TIH A Tt or W + 2+~ LSTIH AT @ (2.6)
where
BY = SIITATIY + 11 and B’ = SI+-ATI- AT (2.7)
Noting from (1.37)-(1.39) that
_ L _
bl Kt2“\e/’$2"f’1w (2K—1)t2“1ﬁ-\(/l§—1)e2d’1 -
A = ———— | 77 Vi Vox 00
eggl +1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
where
bl =1, b =t'(ws+wy) and b = t"(wy — 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
Ke™ 20142
—— 000
0 010
0 0 01
and
B Ke— 20142 B K2 e—291 4, 00
bt Kt23<@f”1w (2K71)t2“ﬁ1>§71) 201
= | Vox 00 (2.10)
S + 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

From these formulas, it is clear that the matrices B* are symmetric, that is,
(B = B". (2.11)
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We proceed by differentiating (1.36) spatially to get
8,0,W + AL010,W + 8, A0 W = —%H&;W e

Setting B
WJ = t“a]W = (t“&;(, t“ale, t#a]wz, t”&]wg)“, (2.12)
we can write this as

(9,5WJ + ﬂla[WJ + 8JﬂIW1 = %HJ‘WJ + tg'uilajg.
Multiplying the above equation on the left by A° and recalling the definitions (1.46), we find that W satisfies

Ao, Wy + ATorW; = %AOHLWJ + 371 4%9;¢ — Ao, W ;. (2.13)
Finally, combining (2.6) and (2.13) yields the Fuchsian system
AW + oW = %%OIP’W +F (2.14)
where
w
W = (WJ> , (2.15)
B 0
70— < ’ AO) , (2.16)
BT 0
I _
(50, o
0 O
P = (o Hi> , (2.18)
and

7 (—HﬂIWI — tTHSTIH AT ATOIW | + 15_2“_15’HJ-A0HJ-Q>
- t3”_1AOan — AOaJﬂIW] ’
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] x T? as well as decay estimates as ¢ \ 0.

(2.19)

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

t=1t* and wx =trws, A=2,3, (2.20)

and observe from (1.29)-(1.32), (1.44), (2.9) and (2.16) that the matrix 27° can be treated as a map depending
on the variables (2.20), that is,

0 = (L, 101, wa, W3), (2.21)
where for each R > 0 there exists constants r,w > 0 such that 7° is smooth on the domain defined by
(t, 01, wa,w3) € (—7,2) X (—R,R) X (—R,R) x (—R, R), (2.22)
and satisfies
0 (t,101,0,0) > wi (2.23)

for all (¢,w1) € (—7,2) x (—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 </° with respect to ¢ then shows, with the help of (1.29), (2.5) and (2.20)-(2.21), that

2ﬂt2u71
u'(t) + Opwy
Opa
Oyog
2Mt2p,71
/ —
= D/O(F, 101, W, W3) “ét) + P oW (2.24)
0

0,./° = DO (t, 101, Wy, W3)
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where
®1 = diag(0,1,1,1),
and ;W can be computed from from (2.6), that is,

OW = (B (=Bl oW — AW — ¢ ST AT AT 4 27 ST AT G ). (2.25)
We note from (1.29)-(1.31), (2.4), (2.9) and (2.20) that the matrices
S = S(t,0;) and B = B(,0;) (2.26)
are smooth on the domain (£,;) € (—r,2) x (=R, R), and that B° is bounded below by
B > wl (2.27)

for all (¢,wy) € (—r,2) X (—R, R) where w 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

Al = Ai(f, w1, Wa, 1I]3) and B! = BI(LT7 w1, Wa, ’ng) (2.28)
are smooth on the domain (2.22), while is clear from (1.40) that the vector-valued map
G = G(t, w1, w1) (2.29)

is smooth on the domain (¢, w1, w1) € (—7,2) x (=R, R) X (—R, R).
Next, setting

Wy = them 201, (2.30)
it follows from (1.29)-(1.34), (1.37)-(1.39) and (2.20) that the matrices A! can be expanded as
Al = ﬂ{(ﬁ}l, W3, 1173) + t#ﬂé(ﬂ w1, Wa, IT]3) + tg'uﬂé(f, w1, Wa, 1173) (2.31)

where the A%, AL are smooth on the domain (2.22) and the A are smooth on the domain defined by
(1,wg,ws) € (—R, R) X (—R, R) X (—R, R).
It is also not difficult to verify from (1.37)-(1.39) that the A! satisfy
111 = o. (2.32)
Differentiating the matrices A’ spatially, we have by (1.29), (2.12), (2.20), (2.30) and (2.31) that

—2e 2B 1y

oy At = DAL (1, o, 03) 10 yws
t"a]wg
0 0
_ 07w _ ojw
15 v - _ JW1 2 L(F % = JW1
+ t' DAL (t, w1, wa, W3) 14 1w + t**DAs(t, w1, we, W3) 148 jws
throyws t* O ws
= (Dﬂ{(ﬁ)l,ﬂ}z,wgg)@g + Dﬂé(f,wl,wg,wz),)@?, + t“Dﬂé(ﬂwl,ﬂ}Q,’lf}g)g}zJ,) WJ, (233)
where
0 -2 0 o 00 0 0
Pr=1{0 0 1 0 and P3 =
0o 0 01 0 0" 0
0 0 0 ¢+

By (1.41)-(1.42) and (1.44), we note that the matrix A° satisfies [II1, A°] = 0 and I+ A°II = ITA°TI+ = 0.
Using these identities, it is then follows from the definitions (2.16) and (2.18) that /¥ satisfies

P, o°] =0 (2.34)
and
PLo/'P = PP+ =0, (2.35)
where
PL=1 —P. (2.36)
Additionally, by (1.41)-(1.43), we observe that P satisfies
PP=P, P¥"=P, 9P=0 and 0;P=0, (2.37)
while the symmetry of the matrices 7, that is,
()" = o, (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(¢) and «/(¢), the smoothness properties (2.21), (2.26), (2.28), (2.29) and (2.31) of the
matrices &0, S, A%, B°, AT, B!, A and the source term ¢, the lower bound (2.27) on B°, and the identity
(2.32), it is not difficult to verify that for each pu € (0, 00) that there exists a constant § > 0 such that

10,27°] < O(t* 1 4+ 1) (2.39)

forall (t,%,DW) € [0,1] x Br(R'%) x Br(R'5*3), where D¥ = (0r#'). From (2.19) and similar considerations,
it is also not difficult to verify

\F| S @+ 1) (2.40)
for all (t,7#) € [0,1] x Br(R'¥). It is also clear that we can view (2.14) as an equation for the variables
W =W, W), with W = (6,1[]1,1172,1173) and W, = (5],11]1],1172],“73])7 where the maps &% and .% depend on
the variables (t, W) and (t, %), 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 &%, S, A% BY Al B! A! and the source
term @, (iii) the identities (2.34)-(2.35) and the lower bound (2.23) satisfied by matrix 7%, (iv) the definitions
(2.17) and (2.19) of the matrices /! and the source term .%, (v) the properties (2.37) of the projection map
P, and (vi) the bounds (2.39) and (2.40) on 9;.27° and .Z, respectively, imply that for any'' 1 € (0,00) and
R > 0 chosen sufficiently small, there exist constants 6,7, = 31,72 = 42 > 0 such that the Fuchsian system
(2.14) satisfies satisfies all the assumptions from Section 3.4 of [2] for following choice of constants: k = & = p,
Be=0,1<0<T,

)2 if0<pu<1/2
)1 ifp>1

and A\ = Ay = A3 = a = 0. As discussed in [2, §3.4], under the time transformation'? ¢ +— ¢?, the transformed
version of (2.14) will satisfy all of the assumptions from Section 3.1 of [2]. Moreover, since the matrices /!
have a regular limit as ¢ N\, 0, the constants b and b from Theorem 3.8 of [2] vanish. This fact together with
B1 =0 and k = & = p implies that the constant'® 3 from Theorem 3.8 of [2] that determines the decay rate is
given by 3 = pu.

2.3. Step 3: Existence and uniqueness. By (1.44) and (1.47), we know that the matrices A® are symmetric.
Furthermore, from the analysis carried out in Step 2 above, we know that the matrices A’ and the source term
A4 depend smoothly on the variables (t,w ) for t € (0,1] and w; in an open neighbourhood of zero, and that
the matrix A° 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 A°.
Since k € Zs3/941 and Wy := (Co,w$)®™ € H*1(T3 R*), 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 = ((wy) € CO((T, 1], HFFH(T3 RY)) N O (T, 1), H* (T3, RY))

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 = (W,W,) e C°((T\, 1], H*(T*,R')) n C* (T, 1], H*1(T?, R'%)) (2.41)

of the IVP
AW + oW = %ﬂOPW +F in (T,,1] x T3, (2.42)
W =Wo:= Wy ;W) in {1} x T3, (2.43)

where we observe that
17 ol S [Wollgres < 6. (2.44)
On the other hand, by Step 2 we can apply'* Theorem 3.8. from [2] to the time transformed version of (2.14)
as described in [2, Section 3.4] to deduce, for § > 0 chosen small enough and the initial data satisfying (2.44),

1By (1.10), p € (0,00) corresponds to 1/3 < K < 1.

12Note that our time variable ¢ 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 ¢ in the article [2]. We denote it here by 3 because ( is already being used denote the modified
density.

Myt it is important to note that the regularity k € Z-3/5,1 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 &1 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* e CO((0,1], H* (T3, R'®)) N L>°((0, 1], H*(T*,R'®))) n C* ((0, 1], H*~ (T3, R'°))
to the IVP (2.42)-(2.43) with T\ = 0 that satisfies the following properties:

(1) The limit of PX#* as t \, 0, denoted P+#*(0), exists in H*~1(T3 R19).
(2) The solution #* is bounded by the energy estimate

1
* 1 *
1Ol + [ I Olpedr S 1ol (2.5
t

for all ¢ € (0,1], where the implied constant depends on 4.
(3) For any given o > 0, the solution #* satisfies the decay estimate

P * () || ge—r < t#7° and  |[|[PE#7*(t) — PE#7*(0)|| ey StH7° (2.46)
for all ¢t € (0,1], where the implied constants depend on § and o.

By uniqueness, the two solutions # and #* to the IVP (2.42)-(2.43) must coincide on their common domain
of definition, and consequently, # (t) = #*(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

W@ lwroe STW @ ee < N7 Ollge-2 SN#oll, T <t<1.

By shrinking 0 if necessary, we can, by (2.44), make ||# o|| g+ as small as we like, which in turn, implies via the
above estimate that we can bound W by [|[W(t)||w1. < & for all t € (I'*, 1], where R > 0 is as determined in
Step 2 of the proof. This bound is sufficient to guarantee that the matrices A* and the source term A°% from
the symmetric hyperbolic system (1.45) remain well defined and that the matrix A° continues to be positive
definite. By the continuation principle and the maximality of Ty, we deduce that T, = 0, and hence that
W (t) = #*(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

1
g(t)+/ T2V ([DE) 12 + | Dwr (1) ||200) dr S [Wol %, 0 <t <1,
t
where
&(t) = IS I3k + llwi (8) |3 + tzu(HDi(t)quk + | Dws () |36 + Jwa(8)]|Fesr + \\wg(t)lli,k+1).

We further obtain from the decay estimate (2.46) and (2.36) the existence of functions (,,w} € H*~1(T3) and
wy, w} € H*(T?) such that B

8(t) Sthe (2.47)
for all t € (0,1] where

&(t) = 1C(t) = Cullmrns + llwi (t) = wi | gaer + [|t#wa () — @3 e + [t w3 (t) — @5 -

We also note by (1.4), (1.14), (1.17) and (1.25)-(1.28) that u and W = ({,ws)" determine a solution of the
relativistic Euler equations (1.1) on the spacetime region M = (0,1] x T? 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

% B (1 + K)(t2,u + 62(u+w1)) LUK 315 _ (1 + K)(tQ,u + 62(u+wl)) . 62(u+w1)31w1 (2 48)
P (t21  e2(utwn)) 5 ' '

Since p > 0, we can choose c>0 small enough so that gy — o > 0. Doing so then implies by (2.47) that 5 and
wy converge in H*~1(T3) to ¢, and w} 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
. alp p *
}%] SE = (1K) (e~ wi)

Hk—2

)

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, 2] with periodic boundary condition, the variables z and w are discretised in space using 2" order
central finite differences, and time integration is performed using a standard 2"¢ order Runge-Kutta method
(Heun’s Method). As a consequence, our code is second order accurate'®.

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. Conwvergence 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

(zo,wo) = (0,0.1sin(x)) (3.1
and

(zo,wo) = (0,0.1sin(z) + 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.

Convergence plot of w at Time = 0.7995991983967935 Convergence plot of w at Time = 0.5991983967935871 Convergence plot of w at Time = 0.028056112224448895
e —
\/——_ 200
%
— S I o »
2 %0
4 - e — B ST e — = B
&30 ¢
¥, E; §
300
- _—
—_— 200 2 — 200
3 25
“w 0 2
e — w0
— 1o 31| — 1600 350
361 — 3200 \_/*_ — 300 —— -
. ; : ; : 3 v ] i 3 : L . i 3 : ;
© ) x(0 ) (0<e<2)
(a) t=0.799 (b) t =0.599 (c) t =0.028

FIGURE 1. Convergence plots of w at various times. K = 0.5, (29, wo) = (0, 0.1sin(z) + 0.15).

Convergence plot of z at Time = 0.7995991983967935 Convergence plot of z at Time = 0.5991983967935871 Convergence plot of z at Time = 0.028056112224448895

-25.0
-215
-275
-30.0
-30.0
-325
-325

logz|a|
logz (4|

-35.0
-35.0
-375
-375
-20.0
-40.0

-425

3
x(0=x=2m x(0=x=2m) x(0=x=2m)

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

FIGURE 2. Convergence plots of z at various times. K = 0.5, (zg,w) = (0,0.1sin(z) 4 0.15).

Convergence plot of w at Time = 0.7995991983967935 Convergence plot of w at Time = 0.19839679358717432 Convergence plot of w at Time = 0.028056112224448895

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

FIGURE 3. Convergence plots of w at various times. K = 0.5, (zg,wo) = (0,0.1sin(z)).
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Convergence plot of z at Time = 0.7995991983967935 Convergence plot of z at Time = 0.19839679358717432 Convergence plot of z at Time = 0.028056112224448895

log:|a|
)
b3

x(0=x=2m) x(0=x=2m) x(0=x=2n)

(a) t = 0.799 (b) t =0.198 (c) t =0.028
FIGURE 4. Convergence plots of z at various times. K = 0.5, (zg,wo) = (0,0.1sin(z)).

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 (zg,wo) with wo > 0 satisfy the decay rates of Proposition 1.1

lu(t) —u(0)] St and |u(t)] S 71, (3-3)
and Theorem 1.2
I1C(t) = Cull e + lwa(t) = wi | o + [t wa(t) — @3 || g + [[t#2w3(E) — D3| e S 477, 0 > 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 wg (t) of (1.58)-(1.59) as w(t) = In(wg(¢)). The decay rates
for the homogeneous solution (3.3) can then be re-written in terms of wy as

[In(wg (1) — In(wg (0))] < 2, (3.5)
‘;’gg’ < 2l (3.6)

Similarly, for non-homogeneous solutions, we can express w; in terms of w by setting we = w3 = 0 and equating
(1.26) and (1.57) to get wy = In(w(t,x)) — In(wy (¢)). The decay rate (3.4), in the H! norm, is then
z(t, z) —2(0,2)|[ g2 + [[In(u(t, z)) — In(wp (t))] — [In(w(0, 2)) — In(wp (0)]||m S 7. (3.7)

We have estimated z|;—g, Ww|t—0, Wi |t=0 by taking the values of the functions at a time-step close to t = 0 and
calculated w';(¢) 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.

Decay Rate Solution | Decay Rate for Derivative lution
3 10!

107 102 10! 100 109 10? 10 100 109 10? 10 10°

(a) Numerical test of (3.5) (b) Numerical test of (3.6) (¢) 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 ¢ (Yellow). K = 0.5, N = 1000. Initial
data for the homogeneous solution is (z(0,x),wg(0,2)) = (0,1). Initial data for the non-
homogeneous solution is (zg,wp) = (0,0.1sin(z) 4+ 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 (z,wo) for which wy 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 wy that cross the z-axis at least twice,'® while for initial data satisfying
(1.8), wo does not cross the z-axis at all.

16 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
(zo,wo) = (0,asin(z +0) +¢)

for some particular choice of the constants a,c, € 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. Deriwative 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 ¢ = 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 sup, e (|052(t, )| + [05w(t,)|) /7 oo as ¢ \, 0. From these values, it appears that ¢ is a
monotonically decreasing function of K.

K | 040 |0.45|0.50 | 0.55 | 0.60 | 0.65 | 0.75 | 0.85 | 0.95
Y4 4 3 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
TABLE 1. Observed value of ¢ for various K

Time = 1.0 Time = 0.017711210643450877 Time = 0.00014000583824680976

0100 w 0.002 w 0.002 w

0075
0050 0.001 0.001
0025
0.000

0.000 0.000

Function Value
Function Value
Function Value

-0.025

-0.050 ~0.001 -0.001

-0.075
-0.002 -0.002

-0.100

3
x(0=x=2m) x(0=x=2m) x(0=x=2n)

(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, (zo,wo) = (0,0.1sin(x))

Time = 1.0 Time = 0. 9158 Time = 0.0001. 4680976

0.00

Function Value

°

5

8
Function Value
Function Value

-0.05

-0.10

-0.04 -015

3
x(0=x=2m) x(0=x=2m) x(0=x=2m)

(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, (zg,wo) = (0,0.1sin(x))

3.2.2. Asymptotic behaviour and approzimations. 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 ¢ = 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 (zg,wp) specified at time ¢y > 0.
(ii) Fix a time o € (0,%0) 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 = ¢y by setting

(20,%0) = (2, w)|t:fo'
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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 (z,w) where
Z = Z, (3.8)
and w is defined implicitly by
(3K — pp—1)In (3K — )12 — (K — 1)pie?)
203K — 1)

~ In(j#](1 - 3K)
1-3K

=c (3.9
and

BK —p—1)In ((SK — iy — (K — 1)/@%) In([wo| (1 — 3K))
28K — 1)u - 1-3K

CcC =

(v) Compare the numerical solution (z,w) to the asymptotic solution (Z,%) on the region (0,%y) x T?.

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

. ngl("~7c))|‘7’o|ﬁ

Wpi=W|t=0 = 3.10
f l1=0 (I%H + ﬁ%)iz(ffx) ( )

where sgn(z) is the sign function, we have, with the help of (3.8), that
(z,w)|t=0 = (20, Wy). (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 (z,w) of the asymp-
totic system (1.60)-(1.61) near ¢ = 0, we compare in Figure 8 the plot of #; = %|,—¢, for a fixed choice of ¢, and
Wo (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.

Function Value

0.002

0.001

0.000

-0.001

-0.002

Time = 0.03968246104569482

\. /

(a) t =0.039

Function Value

0.002

0.001

0.000

~0.001

~0.002

Time = 0.024456166834524454

./

(b) t =0.024

Function Value

0.002

0.001

0.000

-0.001

-0.002

FIGURE 8. Comparison of numerical solution w (Blue) and w; (Orange). K = 0.6,

Time = 0.00790492762269642

(c) t =0.007

N =

1000, (zo,wo) = (0,0.1cos(x)), (to,%0) = (9.93 x 10™*,w|;—9.93x10-1)-

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

. 2(K+1) . .. . .
in terms of z and w as p = (w? + tQ”)_Kgrlpct i=r (152 wwhere p,. € (0,00). Differentiating this expression,

we find after a short calculation that the density contrast is given by

Ogp W

7 = (1 + K) <8xz - (752“—|—WQ)81W>
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 N\, 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 ¢ = 0 at isolated
spatial points; see Figure 10 for an example of this behaviour.

(3.12)
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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 ¢ = 0 and
using (3.11) to approximate the density contrast at ¢ = 0 by

Ozp

t=0

This formula identifies, at least heuristically, that the blow-up at ¢ = 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.

Time = 1.0 Time = 0.19920457084538704 Time = 6.148777653810029e-12

Rho_x/Rho Rho_x/Rho Rho_x/Rho

Function Value

°

2

8
Function Value
Function Value

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
x(0=sx=2m) x(0sx=2m) x(0sx=2m)

(a) t=1.0 (b) t =0.199 (c) t=6.14 x 10712

FicURE 9. Plots of density contrast, %, at various times. K=0.6, N = 1000, (zg,wo) =
(0,0.1sin(z) + 0.15)

Time = 1.0 Time = 0.012826498305280605 Time = 0.0015746977146430868 Time = 0.00031368693245668765
o_xiibo

A

i R il

(a) t=1.0 (b) t = 0.012 (c) t =0.0015 (d) t=3.13 x 1074

,,,,,,,,,

50
-s0
100
3 i 3 %
m

F1GURE 10. Plots of density contrast, BZ”, at various times. K=0.6, N = 1000, (2o, wo) = (0,0.1sin(z)).

[Rp———— Denayconrmstat 102100 Y Denatyconrastat 32174000

(a) t = 0.001 (b) t =3.23 x 107> (c) t =1.02 x 1076 (d) t=3.21x10"8

FI1GURE 11. Plots of density contrast, %, calculated from numerical results (Blue) and the
asymptotic map (Green). K=0.45, N = 160000, (zg,wo) = (0,0.1sin(x)). Points near wg = 0
in the asymptotic map have been removed to emphasise agreement of the plots away from the
singularities.
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