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ON STABILITY ANALYSIS FOR STEADY STATES OF THE FREE BOUNDARY HARD

PHASE MODEL IN GENERAL RELATIVITY

ZEMING HAO AND SHUANG MIAO

Abstract. The hard phase model describes a relativistic barotropic fluid with sound speed equal to the speed

of light. In the framework of general relativity, the motion of the fluid is coupled to the Einstein equations

which describe the structure of the underlying spacetime. This model with free boundary admits a 1-parameter

family of steady states with spherical symmetry. In this work, for perturbations within spherical symmetry, we

study the stability and instability of this family. We prove that the linearized operator around steady states with

large central densities admits a growing mode, while such growing modes do not exist for steady states with

small central densities. Based on the linear analysis, we further demonstrate a dynamical nonlinear instability

for steady states with large central densities. The proof relies on a spectral analysis of the linearized operator

and an a priori estimate on the full nonlinear free boundary problem.

1. Introduction

1.1. General setup. General relativity presents us with a unified theory about space, time and gravita-

tion, which is is considered on a 4-dimensional spacetime manifold M with the metric g of signature

(−1,+1,+1,+1). An ideal fluid is defined to be matter whose energy-momentum tensor satisfies

Tαβ = (ρ + p)uαuβ + pgαβ, (1.1)

where ρ is mass-energy density, p is pressure and u is a future directed unit timelike vector field. Einstein

equations give the relation between the space-time geometry and the matter represented by the tensor T

R̄αβ −
1

2
gαβR̄ = 8πTαβ, (1.2)

where R̄αβ and R̄ are respectively the Ricci curvature and scalar curvature of g. The Bianchi identity applied

to the field equations (1.2) yields conservation laws

∇αTαβ = 0, (1.3)

where ∇ denotes the Levi-Civita connection of g. When the fluid is isentropic, the component of (1.3) along

u is

uα∇αρ + (ρ + p)∇αuα = 0. (1.4)

the projection of (1.3) with respect to u is

(ρ + p)uα∇αuβ + (gαβ + uαuβ)∇αp = 0. (1.5)

Assume the fluid is initially supported on a compact domain B0 ⊂ R3. The domain B(t) occupied by fluid

does not have a fixed shape and as the system evolves B(t) changes in time. Therefore it leads to a free
1
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boundary problem subject to the following boundary conditions:

p = 0 on ∂B(t), u|∂B ∈ T (t, ∂B(t)). (1.6)

In this work we consider an equation of state of the following form

p = ρ − ρ0, (1.7)

where ρ0 > 0 is a constant. In this work we choose appropriate units so that ρ0 = 1. The fluid described

by (1.7) is called hard phase fluid, which is an idealized model for the physical situation where, during

the gravitational collapse of the degenerate core of a massive star, the mass-energy density exceeds the

nuclear saturation density. See [2, 3, 5, 14, 15, 18–20]. The well-posedness of the free boundary problem

(1.1)-(1.2)-(1.3)- (1.6)-(1.7) is proved in [15]1.

1.2. Statement of the main result. In this work we assume the underlying spacetime is spherically sym-

metric, i.e. the group S O(3) acts as an isometry group on M 2. In Schwarzschild coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ) =

(x0, x1, x2, x3), the spacetime metric g can be written in the form

g = −e2µ(t,r)dt2 + e2λ(t,r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2). (1.8)

It should be noted that the fluid occupies a bounded region, but the gravitational field exists in whole space.

We consider space-time to be asymptotically flat, therefore the boundary condition hold:

lim
r→∞
λ(t, r) = lim

r→∞
µ(t, r) = 0. (1.9)

As radius r → 0+, the mass of the portion of fluid occupying the ball centered at the center of symmetry

with radius r vanishes faster than r. This implies the following condition on λ at the center:

λ(t, 0) = 0. (1.10)

The nonvanishing connection coefficients of the metric (1.8) are Γ1
AA
, ΓA

BC
(A, B,C ∈ {2, 3}) and

Γ0
00 = µ̇, Γ

0
10 = µ

′, Γ0
11 = e−2µe2λλ̇, Γ1

00 = e−2λe2µµ′, Γ1
10 = λ̇, Γ

1
11 = λ

′, Γ2
12 = Γ

3
13 = r−1,

where ˙ and ′ denote the derivatives with respect to t and r respectively. The spherically symmetric fluid

quantities ρ = ρ(t, r), p = p(t, r), u = u(t, r) are scalar functions, and the four velocity is ~u = (u0, u, 0, 0)

where

u0 = e−µ
√

1 + e2λu2 =: e−µ 〈u〉 .

1See also a version [16] in a fixed Minkowski spacetime and [6, 17] for similar models in a fixed spacetime.
2See [3] for more detailed discussions on the geometry of spacetime with spherical symmetry.
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A straightforward calculation gives the following Einstein-Euler system under spherical symmetry

e−2λ(2rλ′ − 1) + 1 = 8πr2
(

ρ + e2λ(ρ + p)u2
)

, (1.11)

e−2λ(2rµ′ + 1) − 1 = 8πr2
(

p + e2λ(ρ + p)u2
)

, (1.12)

λ̇ = −4πreµ+2λ 〈u〉 u(ρ + p), (1.13)

e−2λ

(

µ′′ + (µ′ − λ′)(µ′ + 1

r
)

)

− e−2µ
(

λ̈ + λ̇(λ̇ − µ̇)
)

= 8πp, (1.14)

ρ̇ + eµ
u

〈u〉ρ
′ + (ρ + p)

[

λ̇ + eµ
u

〈u〉

(

λ′ + µ′ +
2

r

)

+ eµ
u′

〈u〉 + e2λ u

〈u〉
λ̇u + u̇

〈u〉

]

= 0, (1.15)

(ρ + p)

[

e2λ(u̇ + 2λ̇u) + eµ 〈u〉 µ′ + eµ+2λ u

〈u〉 (u
′ + λ′u)

]

+ eµ 〈u〉 p′ + e2λuṗ = 0. (1.16)

Outside the fluid domain, we simply set p = ρ = 0. As we shall show, the above system (1.11)-(1.16) admits

a family of steady states which satisfy the following static equations:

e−2λ(2rλ′ − 1) + 1 = 8πr2ρ, (1.17)

e−2λ(2rµ′ + 1) − 1 = 8πr2 p, (1.18)

e−2λ

(

µ′′ + (µ′ − λ′)(µ′ + 1

r
)

)

= 8πp, (1.19)

(ρ + p)µ′ + p′ = 0. (1.20)

We consider the density at the center of symmetry called central density. Then given a value of central

density, we shall show in Section 2 that there is a solution to the above static system. Therefore we obtain

a 1-parameter family (ρκ, pκ, λκ, µκ), where κ is called central redshift defined in Section 2, which is used to

parameterize the steady state solutions. In this paper we demonstrate a stability analysis for the hard phase

model around the above equilibrium states:

Theorem 1.1. Let (ρκ, pκ, λκ, µκ) be a one-parameter family of spherically symmetric steady states to the

Einstein-Euler system with equation of state (1.7) and κ be the central redshift of the corresponding steady

state. Then,

(1) For κ sufficiently large, the associated steady state is linearly unstable in the sense that its linearized

system possesses an exponentially growing mode, while for a steady state with κ sufficiently small,

there is no such growing mode, which means the steady state is linearly stable.

(2) For the full nonlinear system (1.11)-(1.16) and κ sufficiently large, no matter how small the am-

plitude of the initial perturbation around the steady state is, we can find a solution such that the

corresponding energy escapes at a later time: the associated steady state is unstable. More pre-

cisely, the nonlinear instability is driven by a linear growing mode.

Remark 1.2. In this work we are interested in the hard phase fluid whose equation of state is given by (1.7).

In fact our argument can be generalized (without any essential modifications) to more general model with

equation of state in the form

p = c2
s (ρ − ρ0), 0 < c2

s ≤ 1, ρ0 > 0. (1.21)
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1.3. History and related works. In the past few decades, much progress has been made beyond the local

theory for Einstein equations. However, in the presence of isolated bodies, especially with free boundary,

our understanding on long time evolution is very limited. Such a theory for isolated bodies is of central

importance as it is naturally a preliminary step in any further analysis of the motion and interaction of

gravitating bodies. In [4], the authors proved the existence of solutions to static system (1.17)-(1.20), and

show that small stars are stable in the sense that these stars lie in a local minimum of a certain mass energy

functional. Moreover in [4] for small stars the authors proved a uniform boundedness for an energy of

linearized system. However, the spectral stability of the linearized operator does not seem to be investigated

in [4].

For Einstein-Euler system over the entire spacetime, in [8, 9] the authors gave a precise description on

the spectral stability of the linearized operator around a 1-parameter family of steady states, under the

assumption of spherical symmetry. There are crucial differences between our work and [8, 9]. First, the

equation of state considered in [8, 9] does not seem to cover the hard phase model, i.e. the sound speed of

the model in [8, 9] is not always equal to the speed of light. Second, when the steady states for the model

considered in [8,9] are compactly supported, the density ρ is continuous across the boundary of the support,

which is more like a “gaseous" model. While the hard phase model is more like a “liquid" model in the

sense that the density is discontinuous across the boundary of compact support. Third, the authors in [8, 9]

use a Hamiltonian formulation to investigate the spectral stability, while for the hard phase model we use

the boundary condition satisfied by ζ to reduce the operator L to a Schödinger type operator with a localized

potential and use a more direct approach to analyze the spectrum of L. See [13] for a similar approach on

linear stability analysis for liquid Lane-Emden stars in Newtonian framework.

Based on the linear analysis in this work and the a priori estimates for the full general hard phase free

boundary problem established in [15], we further prove the nonlinear instability for steady states with suffi-

ciently large central density. See a counterpart [10, 11] for Newtonian Lane-Emden stars.

1.4. Main ideas for the proof.

1.4.1. linear stability and instability. The hard phase model posses a corresponding one-parameter family

of compactly supported steady states with finite mass, parameterized by the value of the central redshift

κ > 0. For a member of this family, given a point p0 in the corresponding static spacetime. Then let

y = y(p0) > 0 be the distance between p0 and the center of symmetry. Let η(y, t) be the radial position of

the fluid particle at time t so that

∂tη =
u

u0
◦ η. (1.22)

Then for a steady state we have η(y, t) ≡ y for all t. Now we consider a perturbation around a steady state

such that

η(y, t) = y(1 + ζ(y, t)). (1.23)

In Proposition 3.1, we derive a linearized equation for ζ of the form (see (3.22))

ζ̈ + Lζ = 0, (1.24)

with a Robin boundary condition, where L is a Schödinger type operator. Therefore the stability analysis

on the linearized system is reduced to the analysis on the eigenvalues of the operator L. According to the

functional tools introduced in Lemma 4.1, the smallest eigenvalue of the operator L corresponds to the
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minimum of the functional 〈Lχ, χ〉, where χ is a function of the radial variable y. For κ > 0 sufficiently

small, we can prove 〈Lχ, χ〉 ≥ 0 for any χ, so there is no growing mode for the linearized system (1.24) and

it is spectrally stable. To prove the instability for large values of κ > 0 it is therefore natural to construct an

explicit test function χκ such that 〈Lχκ, χκ〉 < 0. The key to the construction is a precise understanding of

the limiting behavior of the sequence of steady states (ρκ, pκ, λκ, µκ) in the singular limit κ → ∞. We show

in Lemma 2.9 (see also [9]) that in a suitably rescaled annulus around the center r = 0 the behavior of the

steady states is asymptotic to the equilibrium point of a autonomous planar dynamical system . Therefore we

can make a judicious choice of a test function χκ such that 〈Lχκ, χκ〉 < 0, which implies the linear instability.

1.4.2. Nonlinear instability. The passage from linear instability to nonlinear instability requires a sharp

nonlinear energy estimate that allows us to control the growth of high energy norm in terms of the fastest

linear growth rate
√
−ν∗ defined in Section 4. To obtain such an estimate, we follow the approach introduced

in [16]. We start by deriving a quasilinear system for fluid variables from Einstein-Euler system (1.11)-

(1.16). By introducing the renormalized fluid velocity field ~V and the enthalpy σ (see (5.1)), we obtain a

coupled quasilinear system for fluid velocity V and enthalpy perturbation variable ε (see (5.26), (5.27) and

(5.28)):

�Dk
~V

V = Fk +
1

r
Fk−1 in B(t),

(

D2
~V
+

1

2
aDn

)

Dk
~V

V = fk on ∂B(t), (1.25)

and

�Dk+1
~V
ε = −12e−2λµ′∂rDk+1

~V
ε + Hk +

1

r
Hk−1 in B(t), Dk+1

~V
ε = 0 on ∂B(t), (1.26)

for any k ≥ 0, where fk, Fk and Hk are described in Lemma 5.3-5.5. In [15] a similar quasilinear system

was shown to be hyperbolic type, and a local-wellposedness result of free boundary hard phase fluids was

obtained. For the fluid velocity equations (1.25), We multiply the boundary equation and interior equation

by 1
a
(Dk+1
~V

V),Dk+1
~V

V respectively and integrate. By observing the signs of the boundary terms, we obtain

the following energy in Lemma 6.9
∫

B(t)

|∂t,rDk
~V

V |2dx +

∫

∂B(t)

|Dk+1
~V

V |2dS .

For the wave equation for Dk+1
~V
ε with Dirichlet boundary conditions, we choose a suitable multiplier con-

sisting of an appropriate linear combination of ~V and the normal n to ∂B(t), and apply integration by parts

in Lemma 6.10 and 6.11. The energy functional for (1.26) controls
∫

B(t)

|∂t,rDk+1
~V
ε|2dx +

∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

|∂t,rDk+1
~V
ε|2dS dτ.

Then we apply elliptic estimates to (1.25) and (1.26) to control high energy norm El(t) defined in Section

6 (see details in Proposition 6.1). To close the energy estimate and prove nonlinear instability, we consider

the energy estimate in Lagrangian coordinate system that is equivalent to the coordinate system (t, r, θ, ϕ)

under the assumptions (6.2). Applying Sobolev interpolation inequality, we get the following sharp energy

estimate

Ēl(t) ≤ C0Ēl(0) +

∫ t

0

̺Ēl(s) +C2Ēl

3
2 (s) +C̺‖V̄ , ε̄‖L2(Ω)ds,
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for small enough ̺ > 0 and constants C0,C2,C̺ > 0. By a standard bootstrap argument (see [7]), we have

‖V̄ , ε̄‖L2(Ω) .
1
2
δe
√
−ν∗t, where δ is the magnitude of the initial perturbation. Choosing the appropriate initial

perturbation δV̄0, δε̄0 , we have ‖etL(δV̄0, δε̄0)‖L2(Ω) ∼ δe
√
−ν∗t due to linear instability. This means linear

solution dominate the nonlinear dominate correction. Therefore at the escape time t = T δ defined by (7.5),

we shall see

‖V̄(T δ), ε̄(T δ)‖L2(Ω) &
1

2
δe
√
−ν∗T δ =

1

2
θ0,

where θ0 is independent of δ, and instability happens (see details in Section 7).

1.5. Outline of the paper. In Section 2 we prove the existence of a 1-parameter family of steady states.

In Section 3 we derive the linearized equation for the perturbation ζ and investigate the structure of the

linearized operator. In Section 4 we complete the proof of linear stability and instability, which proves the

part (1) of Theorem 1.1. In Section 5 we derive the quasilinear equations for renormalized fluid velocity

V and enthalpy perturbation variable ε. In Section 6 we prove a sharp nonlinear energy estimate (see

Proposition 6.1). Finally in Section 7 we close all bootstrap assumption and prove the nonlinear instability,

which completes the proof of the part (2) of Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgment. This work was supported by National Key R & D Program of China 2021YFA1001700,

NSFC grants 12071360, 12221001, & 12326344.

2. Steady states

For a steady state, all the physical quantities are time-independent and the spatial components of the

velocity field necessarily vanishes. Notice that equations (1.13) and (1.15) are satisfied identically. The

Einstein-Euler system becomes (1.17)-(1.20). We reduce the above equations as an ODE. Define

Q(ρ) :=

∫ ρ

1

p′(s)

s + p(s)
ds, ρ ≥ 1.

Then (1.20) can be written as

d

dr
(Q(ρ) + µ) = 0, =⇒ Q(ρ(r)) + µ(r) = const.

We introduce y(r) = const − µ(r) and find that ρ is given in terms of y

ρ = g(y) :=















Q−1(y), y ≥ 0,

0 , y < 0.
(2.1)

Taking into account the equation of state (1.7) it follows that

p = h(y) := g(y) − 1. (2.2)

Then we eliminate the metric coefficient λ in the system. By integrating the field equation (1.17) and using

the center condition (1.10), we get

e−2λ(r) = 1 − 2m(r)

r
, (2.3)
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where the mass function m is defined by

m(r) = 4π

∫ r

0

s2ρ(s)ds = 4π

∫ r

0

s2g(y(s))ds. (2.4)

Finally, using (2.3) to substitute for the term e−2λ together with (1.18), we have

y′(r) = − 1

1 − 2m(r)/r

(

m(r)

r2
+ 4πrp(r)

)

, (2.5)

where m and p are given in terms of y by (2.2) and (2.4). For any central value

y(0) = κ > 0, (2.6)

we can solve the ODE (2.5) to obtain the properties of the steady-state solution which are recorded in the

following several lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. Let m(r) and p(r) be defined by (2.2) and (2.4) respectively. Then there exists a unique solution

y : [0, δ̃]→ R for sufficiently small δ̃ > 0 satisfying the equation (2.5) and initial condition (2.6).

Proof. Due to the relation y(r) = const − µ(r), we can consider the equation equivalently

µ′(r) =
1

1 − 2m(r)/r

(

m(r)

r2
+ 4πrp(r)

)

with µ(0) = µ0. (2.7)

Defining

(Tµ)(r) := µ0 +

∫ r

0

1

1 − 2m(s)/s

(

m(s)

s2
+ 4πsp(s)

)

ds.

we obtain the following fixed point problem for µ:

µ(r) = (Tµ)(r).

It is straightforward to verify that the set

M :=

{

µ ∈ C([0, δ]) | µ(0) = µ0, µ0 ≤ µ(r) ≤ µ0 + 1,
2m

r
≤ 1

2
, r ∈ [0, δ̃]

}

is complete with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖∞. We show that T is a contraction map on the set M. For any

µ1, µ2 ∈ M, we have

(Tµ1)(r) − (Tµ2)(r)

=

∫ r

0

1

1 − 2m1(s)/s

(

m1(s)

s2
+ 4πsp1(s)

)

− 1

1 − 2m2(s)/s

(

m2(s)

s2
+ 4πsp2(s)

)

ds

=

∫ r

0

2(m1(s) − m2(s))

(1 − 2m1(s)/s)(1 − 2m2(s)/s)

(

m1(s)

s3
+ 4πp1(s)

)

ds

+

∫ r

0

1

1 − 2m2(s)/s

(

m1(s) − m2(s)

s2
+ 4πs(p1(s) − p2(s))

)

ds.
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Then we compute

m1(s) − m2(s) ≤ 4π

∫ s

0

σ2 max
y≥0
|g′(y)||y

1
(σ) − y

2
(σ)|dσ ≤ C‖µ1 − µ2‖∞s3,

and

p1(s) − p2(s) ≤ C‖µ1 − µ2‖∞.

Choosing small enough δ̃ > 0, it is proved that T maps the set M acts as a contraction by

‖Tµ1 − Tµ2‖∞ ≤ C‖µ1 − µ2‖∞
∫ r

0

(s3 + s)ds ≤ C(δ̃4 + δ̃2)‖µ1 − µ2‖∞ ≤
1

2
‖µ1 − µ2‖∞.

Fixed point theorem gives the existence and uniqueness of the solution about (2.7) and the proof is complete.

�

In order to show that the above solutions actually extend to r = ∞ we give an important relation which is

known as the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkov equation.

Lemma 2.2. Let λ, µ, ρ and p be steady-state solutions of Einstein-Euler system. Then the following identity

holds:

λ′ + µ′ = 4πre2λ(ρ + p). (2.8)

Proof. It is straightforward to be proved by adding (1.17) to (1.18). �

Lemma 2.3. Let m(r) and p(r) be defined by (2.2) and (2.4) respectively. Then there exists a unique solution

y : [0,∞)→ R satisfying the equation (2.5) and initial condition (2.6).

Proof. As discussed in Lemma 2.1, we take into account the corresponding solution µ. Let µ : [0, R̃) → R
be the maximal solution to (2.7). Inserting (2.3) into (1.18) yields

µ′(r) = 4πre2λ(r)(p(r) + w(r)) (2.9)

where

w(r) :=

∫ r

0
s2ρ(s)ds

r3
. (2.10)

Because the function ρ(r) is decreasing, we have

w′(r) =
ρ(r)

r
−

3
∫ r

0
s2ρ(s)ds

r4
≤ ρ(r)

r
− ρ(r)r3

r4
≤ 0, (2.11)

and
(

eλ+µ(p + w)
)′

(r) =eλ+µ
[

(λ′ + µ′)(p + w) + p′ + w′
]

=eλ+µ
[

4πre2λ(ρ + p)(p + w) − 4πre2λ(ρ + p)(p + w) + w′
]

=eλ+µw′ ≤ 0,

where we have used the (1.20), (2.8) and (2.9) in the second line. This implies that

eλ(r)+µ(r)(p(r) + w(r)) ≤ eλ(0)+µ(0)(p(0) + w(0)) = C > 0. (2.12)
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Now assume that R̃ < ∞. Then we have

w(r) ≥ w(R̃) =

∫ R̃

0
s2ρ(s)ds

R̃3
= C > 0.

Combined with (2.12), it leads to

eλ(r)+µ(r) ≤ C , 0 ≤ r < R̃.

Since λ(r) ≥ 0 by (2.3) and µ(r) ≥ µ0 by monotonicity, this implies that µ is bounded on [0, R̃) which means

that the solution µ(r) extends beyond R̃ and therefore R̃ = ∞. �

The following, a crucial step is to show that the steady state ρ and p have compact support, which is to

prove the solution y(r) has a unique zero at some finite radius R > 0.

Lemma 2.4. Let y(r) satisfy the equation (2.5) with y(0) = κ > 0. Then the limit y
∞

:= limr→∞ y(r) exists

and y
∞
< 0, which implies that the function y(r) has a unique zero.

Proof. Since y(r) is decreasing, the limit y
∞
= C or y

∞
= −∞. Assume that y

∞
= −∞. Then there exists

r0 < ∞, when r > r0 we have y(r) < 0 and g(y(r)) = h(y(r)) = 0. Now we consider the equation

y′(r) = − 1

1 − 2m(r)/r

(

m(r)

r2

)

with y(r0) = 0, (2.13)

where m(r) ≡ C and r0 − 2C > 0 due to (2.3) and (2.4). Integrating (2.13) from r0 to r, we get

y(r) = −
∫ r

r0

C

s(s − 2C)
ds =

1

2

(

ln
r0 − 2C

r0

− ln
r − 2C

r

)

.

Thus y
∞
= 1

2
ln

r0−2C
r0
= C, which is a contradiction to y

∞
= −∞. The following we need to show that

y
∞
< 0. Assume that y

∞
≥ 0. Then y(r) ≥ y

∞
on [0,∞), and by the monotonicity of g,

m(r) = 4π

∫ r

0

s2g(y(s))ds ≥ 4πg(y
∞

)

∫ r

0

s2ds ≥ 4π

3
r3.

According to the equation (2.5),

y′(r) ≤ −m(r)

r2
≤ −4π

3
r. (2.14)

Integrating this estimate we obtain a contradiction

y(r) ≤ y
0
− 2π

3
r2 → −∞ as r → ∞,

which completes the proof. �

Now we have proved that for every central value y(0) = κ > 0 there exists a unique solution y = y
κ

to (2.5), which is defined on [0,∞), and the corresponding quantities ρκ, pκ are supported on the interval

[0,Rκ]. In the literature y(0) = κ is called the central redshift, which is used to parameterize the steady

state solutions. It is worth noting that the central redshift κ and the central densityρc = ρ(0) are in a 1-1
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relationship by (2.1) thus ρc is an equivalent parameterization. In order to show linear instability, we need

to describe the asymptotic properties of the steady state solution. we consider the equation

p′ = − S (p) + p

1 − 8π
r

∫ r

0
s2S (p)ds

(

4π

r2

∫ r

0

s2S (p)ds + 4πrp

)

, (2.15)

where S (p) := ρ, and its massless counterpart in terms of S ∗(p) = p:

p′ = − 2p

1 − 8π
r

∫ r

0
s2 pds

(

4π

r2

∫ r

0

s2 pds + 4πrp

)

. (2.16)

Let pκ and p∗κ denote the solutions to (2.15) and (2.16) respectively, and satisfy the boundary condition

pκ(0) = e4κ = p∗κ(0).

Remark 2.5. We reparametrize our steady state family here and use the central pressure as the new param-

eter. However, the quantities y and p are in a strictly increasing, one-to-one correspondence in such a way

that y→∞ iff p→∞, that is, p(0)→ ∞ is equivalent to y(0)→ ∞.

We now show that near the origin and for large κ the behavior of pκ is captured by p∗κ .

Lemma 2.6. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all κ > 0 and r ≥ 0,

|pκ(r) − p∗κ(r)| ≤ Ce6κ
(

r2 + e4κr4
)

exp
(

C
(

e4κr2 + e8κr4
))

.

Proof. The proof is inspired by [9]. For simplicity we drop the subscript κ when there is no confusion and

write p and p∗ for the two solutions which we want to compare. We first introduce re-scaled variables as

follows:

p(r) = α−2σ(τ), p∗(r) = α−2σ∗(τ), r = ατ,

where α = e−2κ. A direct calculation gives

σ′(τ) = − σ(τ) + α2S (α−2σ(τ))

1 − 8π
τ

∫ τ

0
s2α2S (α−2σ(s))ds

(

4π

τ2

∫ τ

0

s2α2S (α−2σ(s))ds + 4πτσ(τ)

)

, (2.17)

(σ∗)′(τ) = − 2σ∗(τ)

1 − 8π
τ

∫ τ

0
s2σ∗(s)ds

(

4π

τ2

∫ τ

0

s2σ∗(s)ds + 4πτσ∗(τ)

)

, (2.18)

and

σ(0) = 1 = σ∗(0).

In order to estimate the difference σ′ − (σ∗)′ and apply a Gronwall argument we need some preliminary

estimates. First we note that σ and σ∗ are decreasing, and hence, for τ ≥ 0,

0 ≤ σ(τ), σ∗(τ) ≤ 1,

and

α2S (α−2σ(τ)) =σ(τ) + α2 ≤ C,
∣

∣

∣α2S (α−2σ(τ)) − σ∗(τ)
∣

∣

∣ ≤Ce−2κ +
∣

∣

∣σ(τ) − σ∗(τ)
∣

∣

∣ .
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By Buchdahl’s inequality (see [1]), we have

1

1 − 8π
τ

∫ τ

0
s2α2S (α−2σ(s))ds

,
1

1 − 8π
τ

∫ τ

0
s2σ∗(s)ds

< 9, τ ≥ 0.

Let us abbreviate now

x(τ) := max
0≤s≤τ

∣

∣

∣σ(s) − σ∗(s)
∣

∣

∣ .

Combined with previous estimates, we get
∣

∣

∣σ′(τ) − (σ∗)′(τ)
∣

∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣

∣σ(τ) + α2S (α−2σ(τ)) − 2σ∗(τ)
∣

∣

∣

1

1 − 8π
τ

∫ τ

0
s2α2S (α−2σ(s))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4π

τ2

∫ τ

0

s2α2S (α−2σ(s))ds + 4πτσ(τ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2σ∗(τ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

1 − 8π
τ

∫ τ

0
s2α2S (α−2σ(s))ds

− 1

1 − 8π
τ

∫ τ

0
s2σ∗(s)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4π

τ2

∫ τ

0

s2α2S (α−2σ(s))ds + 4πτσ(τ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
2σ∗(τ)

1 − 8π
τ

∫ τ

0
s2σ∗(s)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4π

τ2

∫ τ

0

s2α2S (α−2σ(s))ds + 4πτσ(τ) − 4π

τ2

∫ τ

0

s2σ∗(s)ds + 4πτσ∗(τ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(e−2κ + x(τ))τ +C(e−2κ + x(τ))τ3 +C(e−2κ + x(τ))τ

≤ C(τ + τ3)(e−2κ + x(τ)).

Gronwall’s lemma implies that

x(τ) ≤ C(τ2 + τ4) exp
(

C
(

τ2 + τ4
))

e−2κ.

Recalling the original variable, we finally obtain

|p(r) − p∗(r)| ≤ Ce6κ
(

r2 + e4κr4
)

exp
(

C
(

e4κr2 + e8κr4
))

,

which completes the proof. �

Corollary 2.7. Let p∗κ denote the solution of (2.16) with initial data p∗κ(0) = e4κ. Then for all κ ≥ 0,

p∗κ(r) = e4κp∗0(e2κr), r ≥ 0.

Proof. The proof is straightforward using the fact that the rescaled function σ∗(τ) = e−4κp∗κ(r) solves (2.18).

�

The following result gives detailed estimate for large r for the behavior p∗
0
(r).

Lemma 2.8. Let ρ∗
0

and m∗
0

denote the quantities induced by p∗
0
. Then for any γ ∈ (0, 1),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2ρ∗0(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m∗
0
(r)

r
− 1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cr−γ, r > 0.
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Proof. The proof relies on transferring the steady state equations (2.16) into a planar, autonomous dynamical

system analogous to that in [9]. According to the equation of state p = ρ, we have

dρ

dr
= − 2ρ

1 − 2m
r

(

m

r2
+ 4πrρ

)

,

dm

dr
=4πr2ρ.

This can be written in terms of u1(r) = r2ρ(r), u2(r) = m(r)/r:

du1

dr
=

2

r
u1 −

2u1

1 − 2u2

(

1

r
u2 + 4π

1

r
u1

)

,

du2

dr
=4π

1

r
u1 −

1

r
u2.

Multiplying both equations with r and introducing w1(τ) = u1(r), w2(τ) = u2(r) with τ = ln r, we obtain

dw1

dτ
=

w1

1 − 2w2

(2 − 6w2 − 8πw1) , (2.19)

dw2

dτ
=4πw1 − w2. (2.20)

We denote the right hand side of the system (2.19), (2.20) by F(w), which is defined and smooth for w1 ∈ R
and w2 ∈ (−∞, 1/2). The system has two steady states:

F(w) = 0 ⇔ w = (0, 0) or w = Z :=

(

1

16π
,

1

4

)

.

Firstly we observe that

DF(Z) =

(

−1 − 3
4π

4π −1

)

has eigenvalues

λ1,2 = −1 ±
√

3i

so that Z is an exponential sink. On the other hand,

DF(0, 0) =

(

2 0

4π −1

)

with eigenvalues −1 and 2, stable direction (0, 1) and unstable direction (3, 4π). For the solution induced by

p∗
0

it holds that w(τ) → (0, 0) for τ → −∞ which corresponds to r → 0. Since the corresponding trajectory

lies in the first quadrant [w1 > 0, w2 > 0], it must coincide with the corresponding branch T of the unstable

manifold of (0, 0). Let D denote the triangular region bounded by the lines

[w1 = 0], [w2 = 4/9], [w1 = w2].

It is clear that Z ∈ D. Now we show that the trajectory T cannot leave this domain. Firstly the unstable

direction (3, 4π) points into the interior of D, so the part of T close to the origin must lie in the domain
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D. Then by the fact Buchdahl’s inequality and w1 > 0, we can see that the trajectory T can not cross the

boundary [w1 = 0] and [w2 = 4/9]. Finally in the line [w1 = w2], we have

(−1, 1) · F(w1,w1) =
1

1 − 2w1

(

(4π − 3)w1 + 8w2
1

)

> 0.

This leads to the trajectory T can not cross the boundary [w1 = w2], hence T cannot leave the domain D.

According to Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem, the ω−limit set of T must either coincide with Z, or with a

periodic orbit. However, according to Dulac’s negative criterion, the set does not contain a periodic orbit,

since

div

(

1

w1

F(w)

)

= − 8π

1 − 2w2

− 1

w1

< 0.

In view of the real part of the eigenvalues λ1,2 it follows that, for any 0 < γ < 1 and all τ sufficiently large,

|w(τ) − Z| ≤ Ce−γτ.

The proof is completed by rewriting in terms of the original variables. �

We now combine the previous three lemmas to show that the crucial asymptotic properties of the steady

state solution for κ large.

Proposition 2.9. There exist parameters 0 < α1 < α2 <
1
4
, κ0 > 0 sufficiently large, and constants δ̄ >

0,C > 0 such that on the interval

[r1
κ , r

2
κ ] = [κα1 e−2κ, κα2 e−2κ]

and for any κ ≥ κ0 the following estimates hold:
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2ρκ(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2 pκ(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

mκ(r)

r
− 1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,
∣

∣

∣rµ′κ − 1
∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣

∣r2µ′′κ + 1
∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣

∣e2λκ − 2
∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣

∣rλ′κ, r
2λ′′κ

∣

∣

∣ ≤ Cκ−δ̄, (2.21)

and

Cκ exp(−Cκ−δ̄ ln κ) ≤ eµκ(r)

r
≤ Cκ exp(Cκ−δ̄ ln κ), (2.22)

where Cκ > 0 does depend on κ, but C > 0 does not. Notice that in this estimate the exponential terms on

both sides converge to 1 as κ → ∞.

Proof. First we note that by Corollary 2.7 and Lemma 2.8,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2 p∗κ(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2ρ∗κ(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(e2κr)2ρ∗0(e2κr) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Ce−2κγr−γ,

so that together with Lemma 2.6,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2 pκ(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤Ce6κ
(

r4 + e4κr6
)

exp
(

C
(

e4κr2 + e8κr4
))

+ e−2κγr−γ

≤C(κ4α2 + κ6α2 ) exp
(

C(κ2α2 + κ4α2 ) − 2κ
)

+Cκ−γα1 .
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Selecting 0 < α1 < α2 <
1
4
, the first term on the right side of above inequality has a faster decay with respect

to κ than the second term. Let δ̄ = γα1. Without loss of generality, there exist κ0 > 0 such that on the interval

[r1
κ , r

2
κ ] for any κ ≥ κ0 we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2 pκ(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cκ−δ̄.

By the equation of state (1.7), it follows that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2ρκ(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r2 pκ(r) − 1

16π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣r2
∣

∣

∣ ≤ Cκ−δ̄.

The scaling property in Lemma 2.6 implies that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m∗κ(r)

r
− 1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m∗
0
(e2κr)

e2κr
− 1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Ce−2κγr−γ ≤ Cκ−δ̄.

Hence integrating the ρ − ρ∗ estimate directly yields

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

mκ(r)

r
− 1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

mκ(r)

r
−

m∗κ(r)

r

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m∗κ(r)

r
− 1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cκ−δ̄.

Using the steady state equation (1.17), (1.18) and (2.3), we obtain

∣

∣

∣rµ′κ − 1
∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣

∣r2µ′′κ + 1
∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣

∣e2λκ − 2
∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣

∣rλ′κ, r
2λ′′κ

∣

∣

∣ ≤ Cκ−δ̄,

where we omit the lengthy but straightforward argument. In order to prove the asymptotical property (2.22),

we need some special preparation. Clearly,

µκ(r) =µκ(r
1
κ ) +

∫ r

r1
κ

1

s
ds +

∫ r

r1
κ

(

µ′κ(s) − 1

s

)

ds

=µκ(r
1
κ ) + ln

(

r

r1
κ

)

+

∫ r

r1
κ

(

µ′κ(s) − 1

s

)

ds.

Therefore

eµκ(r) = eµκ(r
1
κ )

r

r1
κ

exp

(∫ r

r1
κ

(

µ′κ(s) − 1

s

)

ds

)

,

and using the previous results it follows that

exp

(∫ r

r1
κ

(

µ′κ(s) − 1

s

)

ds

)

≤ exp















∫ r2
κ

r1
κ

(

Cκ−δ̄
1

s

)

ds















=

(

r2
κ

r1
κ

)Cκ−δ̄

= eC(α2−α1)κ−δ̄ ln κ.

The lower estimate is completely analogous and this finishes the proof of Proposition 2.9. �
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3. Linearized equation

We start by introducing an additional quantity n = N(ρ) called number density:

N(ρ) := exp

(∫ ρ

1

ds

s + p(s)

)

.

Clearly, we have

dN

dρ
=

N

ρ + p(ρ)
. (3.1)

Using (3.1) and the equation (1.20) it follows that

(

dN

dρ
(ρκ)

)′
= − N(ρκ)

(ρκ + pκ)2
p′κ =

N(ρκ)

ρκ + pκ
µ′κ =

dN

dρ
(ρκ)µ

′
κ,

on the interval [0,Rκ], where [0,Rκ] is the support of the steady state. We integrate this differential equation

to obtain

dN

dρ
(ρκ(r)) =

dN

dρ
(1)eµκ(r)−µκ(Rκ).

Let the function Nκ := cκN and choose the normalization constant cκ such that dNκ
dρ

(1) = eµκ(Rκ). We can get

the simplified identity

nκ

ρκ + pκ
=

dNκ

dρ
(ρκ) = eµκ (3.2)

on the interval [0,Rκ]. We introduce the following variable

Ψκ(r) :=
1

nκ(r)

dp

dρ
(ρκ(r)), 0 ≤ r ≤ Rκ, (3.3)

which is known as enthalpy of the steady state, and it is obvious that Ψκn
′
κ = −µ′κ. In order to linearize

the Einstein-Euler system (1.11) − (1.16), we need to write them in Lagrangian coordinates, since there is

difference with the gaseous case corresponding to a Cauchy problem. Let η(y, t) be the radial position of the

fluid particle at time t so that

∂tη =
u

u0
◦ η with η(y, 0) = η0(y). (3.4)

Here η0 is not necessarily the identity map but depend on the initial density profile. By a slight abuse of

notation, we still write the Lagrangian quantities u = u(t, y), ρ = ρ(t, y), p = p(t, y), λ = λ(t, y) and µ = µ(t, y)

instead of the corresponding Euler variables, and ′ denotes the derivative with respect to y. Then we get the
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Einstein-Euler equation in Lagrangian coordinates

e−2λ(
2ηλ′

η′
− 1) + 1 = 8πη2

(

ρ + e2λ(ρ + p)u2
)

, (3.5)

e−2λ(
2ηµ′

η′
+ 1) − 1 = 8πη2

(

p + e2λ(ρ + p)u2
)

, (3.6)

λ̇ − eµ
uλ′

〈u〉 η′
= −4πηeµ+2λ 〈u〉 u(ρ + p), (3.7)

ρ̇ + (ρ + p)

[

λ̇ + eµ
u

〈u〉

(

µ′

η′
+

2

η

)

+ eµ
u′

〈u〉 η′ + e2λ u

〈u〉
λ̇u + u̇

〈u〉 − eµ+2λ u2

〈u〉2
λ′u + u′

〈u〉 η′

]

= 0, (3.8)

(ρ + p)

[

e2λ(u̇ + 2λ̇u) + eµ 〈u〉 µ
′

η′
− eµ+2λ u

〈u〉
λ′u

η′

]

+ eµ 〈u〉 p′

η′
+ e2λuṗ − eµ+2λ u

〈u〉
p′u

η′
= 0. (3.9)

Let us now linearize the Einstein-Euler system (3.5) − (3.9) around a given steady state. By a slight abuse

of notation again, we write n, u, ρ, p, λ, µ for the Lagrangian perturbations, that is ρκ + ρ, pκ + p, nκ + n and

so on correspond to the solution of the original nonlinear system. First we linearize the equation ρκ + ρ =
N−1
κ (nκ + n) and pκ + p = p(N−1

κ (nκ + n))

ρ =
dN−1
κ

dn
(nκ)n =

1
dNκ
dρ (ρκ)

n = e−µκn, (3.10)

p =
dp

dρ
(ρκ)

dN−1
κ

dn
(nκ)n = Ψκ(ρκ + pκ)n, (3.11)

where we have used (3.2) and (3.3). Let η(t, y) = y(1 + ζ(t, y)), so

η′ = 1 + ζ + yζ′. (3.12)

Substituting (3.12) into (3.5), we have

e−2(λκ+λ)

(

2y(1 + ζ)(λ′κ + λ
′)

1 + ζ + yζ′
− 1

)

+ 1 = 8πy2(1 + ζ)2
(

ρκ + ρ + e2(λκ+λ)(ρκ + pκ + ρ + p)u2
)

. (3.13)

Since

(1 + ζ + yζ′)−1 = 1 − ζ − yζ′ + o(|ζ | + |ζ′|)
e−2λ = 1 − 2λ + o(λ)

we simplify (3.13) by discarding non-linear terms

e−2λκy(−2λλ′κ − yλ′κζ
′ + λ′) + e−2λκλ =4πy2(ρ + 2ρκζ)

e−2λκ (−2yλλ′κ + yλ′ + λ) =4πy2(ρ + 2ρκζ) + e−2λκy2λ′κζ
′

(yλe−2λκ )′ =y2(4πρ + 8πρκζ + e−2λκλ′κζ
′).

Intergating the above equation we obtain the linearization of (3.5)

λ =
e2λκ

y

∫ y

0

s2(4πρ + 8πρκζ + e−2λκλ′κζ
′)ds =:

e2λκ

y

∫ y

0

s2 f (s)ds. (3.14)
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Similarly linearizing (3.6) we arrive at

yµ′ =(2yµ′κ + 1)λ + 4πy2e2λκ p + y2(µ′κζ
′ + 8πpκζe

2λκ )

=(2yµ′κ + 1)λ + yΨκ(λ
′
κ + µ

′
κ)e
µκρ + y2(µ′κζ

′ + 8πpκζe
2λκ ),

(3.15)

where we have used (2.8), (3.10) and (3.11). Linearizing (3.9) we obtain the equation

0 =e2λκ u̇ +
ρ + p

ρκ + pκ
eµκµ′κ + eµκµ′ +

eµκ

ρκ + pκ
p′

=e2λκ u̇ +
eµκ

ρκ + pκ
µ′κρ + Ψκe

µκeµκµ′κρ + eµκµ′ +
eµκ

ρκ + pκ
Ψ′κ(ρκ + pκ)e

µκρ

+
eµκ

ρκ + pκ

[

Ψκ(ρ
′
κ + p′κ)e

µκρ + Ψκ(ρκ + pκ)e
µκµ′κρ + Ψκ(ρκ + pκ)e

µκρ′
]

=e2λκ u̇ + Ψκe
µκeµκµ′κρ + eµκµ′ + Ψ′κe

µκeµκρ + Ψκe
µκeµκρ′

=e2λκ u̇ + eµκµ′ + eµκ(eµκΨκρ)
′.

Multiplying by eλκ we find that

0 =e3λκ u̇ + eλκ+µκµ′ + eλκ+µκ (eµκΨκρ)
′

=e3λκ u̇ +
1

y
eλκ+µκ (2yµ′κ + 1)λ + (eλκ+2µκΨκρ)

′ + ye3λκ+µκ(8πpκζ + e−2λκµ′κζ
′),

(3.16)

where we have use the linearized equation (3.15). Linearizing (3.7) and using (2.8) we arrive at

λ̇ =eµκλ′κu − 4πyeµκ+2λκu(ρκ + pκ)

=eµκλ′κu − eµκ(λ′κ + µ
′
κ)u

= − eµκµ′κu.

(3.17)

From (3.17) it follows that linearizing (3.8) we get

0 =ρ̇ + (ρκ + pκ)

[

λ̇ + eµκu

(

µ′κ +
2

y

)

+ eµκu′
]

=ρ̇ + (ρκ + pκ)

[

eµκ
(

2u

y
+ u′

)]

=ρ̇ +
nκ

y2
(y2u)′.

(3.18)

With respect to the linearized equation of the free boundary problem, the usual approach is to transform the

density perturbation into perturbation of the Lagrangian parameter. Linearizing (3.4) we arrive at

yζ̇ = eµκu. (3.19)

Together with the relation (3.18) this yields

ρ̇ +
nκ

y2
(e−µκy3ζ̇)′ = 0 =⇒ ρ +

nκ

y2
(e−µκy3ζ)′ = ρ0 +

nκ

y2
(e−µκy3ζ)′|t=0.
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For a small perturbation ρ0, we can pick ζ0 such that

ρ0 +
nκ

y2
(e−µκy3ζ)′|t=0 = 0 =⇒ ρ +

nκ

y2
(e−µκy3ζ)′ = 0. (3.20)

Since ρ(Rκ) = 0, we have the following boundary condition by (3.20)

(3 − Rκµ
′
κ(Rκ))ζ(Rκ) + Rκζ

′(Rκ) = 0. (3.21)

Combined with the previous results, we give the linearized equation about the perturbation variable ζ(t, y).

Proposition 3.1. For the given steady state solution nκ, ρκ, pκ, λκ, µκ,Ψκ induced by yκ, we arrive at the

linearized equation of the Einstein-Euler system (1.11) − (1.16) through the perturbation variable ζ(t, y)

with a Robin type boundary condition

ye3λκ−µκ ζ̈ + e3λκ+µκ
2yµ′κ + 1

y2

∫ y

0

s2 f (s)ds +
(

e2µκ+λκΨκρ
)′
+ ye3λκ+µκ(8πpκζ + e−2λκµ′κζ

′) =0 (3.22)

(3 − Rκµ
′
κ(Rκ))ζ(Rκ) + Rκζ

′(Rκ) =0, (3.23)

where f and ρ given by (3.14) and (3.20) respectively.

In general stability analysis, we usually hope that the linearized equation have great symmetry, however,

the existence of the integral term in (3.22) violates this property. We need a more precise treatment of the

linearized equation. According to the definition of the function f , we have

s2 f (s) =4πs2ρ + 8πs2ρκζ + e−2λκ s2λ′κζ
′

= − 4πnκ(e
−µκ s3ζ)′ + 8πs2ρκζ + e−2λκ s2λ′κζ

′

= − 4πeµκ (ρκ + pκ)(−e−µκµ′κs
3ζ + 3e−µκ s2ζ + e−µκ s3ζ′) + 8πs2ρκζ + e−2λκ s2λ′κζ

′

= − 4πp′κs
3ζ − 12πpκs

2ζ − 4πρκ s
2ζ − 4π(ρκ + pκ)s3ζ′ + e−2λκ s2λ′κζ

′

= − 4π(pκs
3)′ζ − 4πρκs

2ζ − e−2λκµ′κs
2ζ′

= − 4π(pκs
3)′ζ − 4πρκs

2ζ − 4πs3(pκ + wκ)ζ
′,

where we have used (1.20), (2.8), (2.9), (3.2) and (3.20). By integrating the above identity we get

∫ y

0

s2 f (s)ds =

∫ y

0

[−4π(pκs
3)′ζ − 4πρκs

2ζ − 4πs3(pκ + wκ)ζ
′]ds

=

∫ y

0

[−4πρκs
2ζ − 4πs3wκζ

′]ds − 4πpκy
3ζ

= − mκζ − 4πpκy
3ζ,

(3.24)
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where we used integration by parts twice and the integral term is eliminated. In order to get the desired

symmetry, we deal with the terms about ζ′ and ζ′′ in the linearized equation (3.22)

(

e2µκ+λκΨκρ
)′
+ yeλκ+µκµ′κζ

′

=
(

e2µκ+λκy−2(−e−µκy3ζ)′
)′
+ yeλκ+µκµ′κζ

′

=
(

eλκ+µκ
(

µ′κyζ − 3ζ − yζ′
)

)′
+ yeλκ+µκµ′κζ

′

=eλκ+µκ[(λ′κ + µ
′
κ)(µ

′
κy − 3) + (µ′′κ y + µ′κ)]ζ + eλκ+µκ [yµ′κ − yλ′κ − 4]ζ′ − yeλκ+µκζ′′

= − eλκ+µκ[eµκ−λκy−2(eλκ−µκy3ζ)′]′ + eλκ+µκ[(λ′κ + µ
′
κ)(µ

′
κy − 3) + (µ′′κ y + µ′κ)]ζ

+ eλκ+µκy(λ′′κ − µ′′κ )ζ + eλκ+µκ(λ′κ − µ′κ)ζ.

(3.25)

In this paper, we say the system is linearly unstable to mean that the linearised equation admits an growing

mode solution of the form ζ(y, t) = eatχ(y) with a > 0. Otherwise we call the system linearly stable. By

(3.22), (3.23), (3.24) and (3.25), we give the linearized equation about the perturbation variable χ(y), which

is described in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Given steady state solution nκ, ρκ, pκ, λκ, µκ,Ψκ induced by yκ. If the Lagrangian parameter

perturbation has the form ζ(y, t) = eatχ(y), then we have the linearized equation of the Einstein-Euler system

(1.11) − (1.16) through the perturbation variable χ(y) with a Robin type boundary condition

Lχ := −
[

eµκ−λκy−2
(

eλκ−µκy3χ
)′]′
+ A1χ + A2χ + A3χ + A4χ + A5χ + A6χ = − a2ye2λκ−2µκχ (3.26)

(3 − Rκµ
′
κ(Rκ))χ(Rκ) + Rκχ

′(Rκ) =0, (3.27)

where

A1χ :=y(λ′′κ − µ′′κ )χ A4χ := −4πypκe
2λκ (2yµ′κ + 1)χ

A2χ :=(λ′κ − µ′κ)χ A5χ := −
2yµ′κ + 1

y2
e2λκmκχ

A3χ :=[(λ′κ + µ
′
κ)(µ

′
κy − 3) + (µ′′κ y + µ′κ)]χ A6χ := 8πypκe

2λκχ.

According to the above result, the stability problem of the linearized system is reduced to the problem

of the eigenvalues of the operator L. If the operator L has a negative eigenvalue ν∗ < 0, then we can find a

growing mode of the original linearized problem, so the system is unstable. Conversely, the system is stable.

In the next section, we will give stability analysis by developing the necessary functional tools.
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4. Linear stability analysis

Given χ1, χ2 ∈ C2([0,Rκ]) satisfying the boundary condition (3.27) and 〈·〉 represent the L2 inner product

with weight eλκ−µκy3, we have using integration by parts

〈Lχ1, χ2〉 =
∫ Rκ

0

eµκ−λκy−2
(

eλκ−µκy3χ1

)′ (
eλκ−µκy3χ2

)′
+ (A1 + · · · + A6)χ1eλκ−µκy3χ2dy

−
[

y
(

eλκ−µκy3χ1

)′
χ2

]

(Rκ)

= −
∫ Rκ

0

[

eµκ−λκy−2
(

eλκ−µκy3χ2

)′]′
eλκ−µκy3χ1 + (A1 + · · · + A6)χ2eλκ−µκy3χ1dy

−
[

y
(

eλκ−µκy3χ1

)′
χ2

]

(Rκ) +
[

y
(

eλκ−µκy3χ2

)′
χ1

]

(Rκ)

= 〈Lχ2, χ1〉 + R4
κe
λκ−µκ

(

χ′2(Rκ)χ1(Rκ) − χ′1(Rκ)χ2(Rκ)
)

= 〈Lχ2, χ1〉

where have used the boundary condition (3.27). Therefore the operator L is symmetric under the inner

product 〈·〉 and we note that in particular

〈Lχ, χ〉 =
∫ Rκ

0

eµκ−λκy−2
((

eλκ−µκy3χ
)′)2
+ (A1 + · · · + A6)eλκ−µκy3χ2dy −

[

y
(

eλκ−µκy3χ
)′
χ
]

(Rκ). (4.1)

Making use of the symmetry of the operator L, we give a crucial criterion for finding the smallest eigenvalue

ν, which is described in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let H1
r (BR(R5)) denote the subspace of spherically symmetric functions in H1

0
(BR(R5)). We

consider functions in H1
r (BR(R5)) to be functions defined by one radial variable y ∈ [0,Rκ] and supported

in the interval [0,Rκ). In this space we have

inf
‖χ‖

y4e3λκ−3µκ=1
〈Lχ, χ〉 =: ν∗ = inf[ν : ∃χ , 0s.t.Lχ = νe2λκ−2µκyχ]

where ‖χ‖2ω = 〈χ, ωχ〉L2([0,Rκ])
. Moreover, the infimum is attained by some χ∗, which is an eigenfunction of L

with eigenvalue ν∗.

Proof. It is clear that

ν∗ = inf
‖χ‖

y4e3λκ−3µκ=1
〈Lχ, χ〉 ≤ inf[ν : ∃χ , 0s.t.Lχ = νe2λκ−2µκyχ].

In order to prove equality, it suffice then to prove that ν∗ is an eigenvalue of L. Pick χn with ‖χn‖y4e3λκ−3µκ = 1

such that 〈Lχn, χn〉 → inf‖χ‖
y4e3λκ−3µκ=1 〈Lχ, χ〉. It is straightforward to compute

λ′κ = e2λκ

(

4πyρκ −
mκ

y2

)

λ′′κ = 2e4λκ

(

4πyρκ −
mκ

y2

)2

− 12πe4λκ

(

mκ

y
+ 4πy2 pκ

)

(ρκ + pκ) + 2e2λκ
mκ

y3

µ′κ = e2λκ

(

4πypκ +
mκ

y2

)

µ′′κ = 8πpκe
2λκ − e2λκ

(

4πy(pκ − ρκ) +
2mκ

y2

) (

e2λκ

(

4πypκ +
mκ

y2

)

+
1

y

)

.

(4.2)
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Therefore we have

∣

∣

∣ρκ, pκ, λκ, µκ,mκ/y
3
∣

∣

∣ ≤ C =⇒
∣

∣

∣λ′′κ , µ
′′
κ , λ

′
κ/y, µ

′
κ/y

∣

∣

∣ ≤ C, y ∈ [0,Rκ]. (4.3)

This leads to

∫ Rκ

0

(A1 + · · · + A6)eλκ−µκy3χ2
ndy .

∫ Rκ

0

y4χ2
ndy . ‖χn‖y4e3λκ−3µκ = 1. (4.4)

It is obvious that the last term in (4.1) is free by the fact that χn are supported in the interval [0,Rκ).
Then since (4.4) holds and the first term in (4.1) are nonnegative, inf‖χ‖

y4e3λκ−3µκ=1 〈Lχ, χ〉 is finite. Then we

consider the main part of the functional 〈Lχ, χ〉, that is the first term

∫ Rκ

0

eµκ−λκy−2
((

eλκ−µκy3χ
)′)2

dy

=

∫ Rκ

0

eµκ−λκy−2
((

eλκ−µκy3
)′
χ + eλκ−µκy3χ′

)2
dy

=

∫ Rκ

0

eµκ−λκy−2
(

((

eλκ−µκy3
)′)2
χ2 + 2

(

eλκ−µκy3
)′

eλκ−µκy3χχ′ +
(

eλκ−µκy3
)2 (

χ′
)2
)

dy

=

∫ Rκ

0

eµκ−λκy−2
(

(

eλκ−µκ
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y3
)2
+

(

3eλκ−µκy2
)2
+ 6

(

eλκ−µκ
)2 (

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y5
)

χ2dy

+

∫ Rκ

0

2
(

eλκ−µκ
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y3 + 3eλκ−µκy2
)

yχχ′dy +

∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκy4(χ′)2dy.

(4.5)

Using integration by parts, we have

∫ Rκ

0

2eλκ−µκy3χχ′dy = eλκ−µκR3
κχ

2(Rκ) −
∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκ
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y3χ2dy −
∫ Rκ

0

3eλκ−µκy2χ2dy.

Substituting the above identity into (4.5), we get

∫ Rκ

0

eµκ−λκy−2
((

eλκ−µκy3χ
)′)2

dy

=

∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκy4(χ′)2dy +

∫ Rκ

0

2eλκ−µκ
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y4χχ′dy + 3eλκ−µκR3
κχ

2(Rκ)

+

∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκ
(

(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)2

y4 + 3
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y3
)

χ2dy.

=

∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκy4(χ′)2dy +

∫ Rκ

0

2eλκ−µκ
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y4χχ′dy +

∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκ
(

(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)2

y4 + 3
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y3
)

χ2dy

(4.6)
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Now

‖χ′n‖2L2(BR(R5))
.

∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκy4(χ′n)2dy

= |〈Lχn, χn〉| −
∫ Rκ

0

(A1 + · · · + A6)eλκ−µκy3χ2
ndy −

∫ Rκ

0

2eλκ−µκ
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y4χnχ
′
ndy

−
∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκ
(

(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)2

y4 + 3
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y3
)

χ2
ndy

. |〈Lχn, χn〉| + ‖χn‖y4e3λκ−3µκ +C(δ)

∫ Rκ

0

y4χ2
ndy + δ

∫ Rκ

0

y4(χ′n)2dy.

The last term in the above inequality can be absorbed on the left-hand side if δ is chosen sufficiently small

(an absolute constant). Then we have

‖χ′n‖2L2(BR(R5))
.

∫ Rκ

0

eλκ−µκy4(χ′n)2dy . |〈Lχn, χn〉| + ‖χn‖y4e3λκ−3µκ ≤ C,

and obviously

‖χn‖L2(BR(R5)) . ‖χn‖y4e3λκ−3µκ ≤ C.

Hence χn is bounded in H1(BR(R5)) and there exists an appropriate subsequence χn′ that converge weakly

to some χ∗ ∈ H1(BR(R5)). By the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, χn′ → χ∗ in L2(BR(R5)). It follows that

‖χ∗‖y4e3λκ−3µκ = 1. By the lower semi-continuity of weak convergence, we have lim inf ‖χn′‖H1(BR(R5)) ≥
‖χ∗‖H1(BR(R5)). Since ‖χn′‖L2(BR(R5)) → ‖χ∗‖L2(BR(R5)), we must have

lim inf ‖χ′n′‖
2
L2(BR(R5))

≥ ‖χ′∗‖2L2(BR(R5))
.

Since ‖ · ‖y4eλκ−µκ is an equivalent norm for L2(BR(R5)), we have

lim inf

∫ Rκ

0

y4eλκ−µκ(χ′n′ )
2dy ≥

∫ Rκ

0

y4eλκ−µκ(χ′∗)
2dy

It follows that 〈Lχ∗, χ∗〉 ≤ inf‖χ‖
y4e3λκ−3µκ=1 〈Lχ, χ〉, and that means we must have equality and the infimum is

attained. Finally we show χ∗ is in fact an eigenfunction of L. For any function h ∈ H1
r (BR(R5)), we have

0 =
d

dǫ

(

〈L(χ∗ + ǫh), χ∗ + ǫh〉
〈χ∗ + ǫh, χ∗ + ǫh〉y4e3λκ−3µκ

)

ǫ=0

=
d

dǫ













〈Lχ∗, χ〉 + 2ǫ 〈Lχ∗, h〉 + ǫ2 〈Lh, h〉
〈χ∗, χ∗〉y4e3λκ−3µκ + 2ǫ 〈χ∗, h〉y4e3λκ−3µκ + ǫ2 〈h, h〉y4e3λκ−3µκ













ǫ=0

=
2 〈Lχ∗, h〉

〈χ∗, χ∗〉y4e3λκ−3µκ

−
2 〈Lχ∗, χ∗〉 〈χ∗, h〉y4e3λκ−3µκ

〈χ∗, χ∗〉2y4e3λκ−3µκ

,

so 〈Lχ∗, h〉 = ν∗ 〈χ∗, h〉y4e3λκ−3µκ . Hence χ∗ is a weak solution to Lχ = ν∗e
2λκ−2µκyχ. By elliptic regularity,

χ∗ is smooth on (0,Rκ], and so the weak solution is in fact a classical solution. Therefore χ∗ is in fact an

eigenfunction of L with eigenvalue ν∗, which completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. �

Corollary 4.2. If 〈Lχ, χ〉 ≥ 0 for any χ satisfying the boundary condition (3.27), then the correspond-

ing Einstein-Euler system is linearly stable under radial perturbations. Conversely, if there exist χ ∈
H1

r (BR(R5)) such that 〈Lχ, χ〉 < 0, then it must be linearly unstable.
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Proof. If there exist χ ∈ H1
r (BR(R5)) such that 〈Lχ, χ〉 < 0, then by the Lemma 4.1 there exist ν∗ < 0

and χ∗ ∈ H1
r (BR(R5)) such that Lχ∗ = ν∗e

2λκ−2µκyχ∗. This, by the proposition 3.2, means the linearized

system admits a solution of the form ζ(y, t) = e
√
−ν∗tχ∗(y). This grows exponentially in time, and hence the

corresponding Einstein-Euler system is linearly unstable. Conversely, if 〈Lχ, χ〉 ≥ 0 for any χ satisfying the

boundary condition (3.27), then no such growing solutions exist and hence the corresponding Einstein-Euler

system is linearly stable under radial perturbations. �

Now we prove our main conclusions on the linear (in)stability results for Einstein-Euler system. This

will be split into two propositions below.

Proposition 4.3. For κ > 0 sufficiently small, the operator L defined in Proposition 3.2 does not admit

any negative eigenvalues. Therefore the corresponding Einstein-Euler system is linearly stable under radial

perturbations.

Proof. Let y = Rκz and χ̃(z) = χ(Rκz). Note that λκ → 0, ρκ → 1, pκ → 0 as κ → 0+. Hence the constant in

(4.3) is independent of κ, when κ > 0 is sufficiently small. Then we have the following estimate

∫ Rκ

0

(A1 + · · · + A6)eλκ−µκy3χ2dy .

∫ Rκ

0

y4χ2dy, (4.7)

where the implicit constant is independent of κ. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

∫ Rκ

0

2eλκ−µκ
(

λ′κ − µ′κ
)

y4χχ′dy . C(δ)

∫ Rκ

0

y4χ2dy + δ

∫ Rκ

0

y4(χ′)2dy, (4.8)

where δ is independent of κ and chosen sufficiently small. For the boundary term, we have

−
[

y
(

eλκ−µκy3χ
)′
χ
]

(Rκ) = − Rκe
λκ−µκ

(

(λ′κ − µ′κ)R3
κχ + 3R2

κχ + R3
κχ
′(Rκ)

)

χ(Rκ)

= − R4
κe
λκ−µκλ′κχ

2(Rκ).

According to (4.6), (4.7) and (4.8), the functional (4.1) has a lower bound

〈Lχ, χ〉 =
∫ Rκ

0

eµκ−λκy−2
((

eλκ−µκy3χ
)′)2
+ (A1 + · · · + A6)eλκ−µκy3χ2dy −

[

y
(

eλκ−µκy3χ
)′
χ
]

(Rκ)

&

∫ Rκ

0

y4(χ′)2dy −Cl

∫ Rκ

0

y4χ2dy + R3
κχ

2(Rκ) −ClR
5
κχ

2(Rκ),

where the constants Cl > 0 and are independent of κ. From the decay estimates (2.14), it is obvious that

Rκ → 0 as κ → 0+. Now we consider the Poincare-Hardy-type inequality proved in [13].

∫ 1

0

z4 |v(z)|2 dz .

∫ 1

0

z4
∣

∣

∣v′(z)
∣

∣

∣

2
dz + |v(1)|2 for all v ∈ C1([0, 1]).
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The previous estimate tells us that

〈Lχ, χ〉 &
∫ Rκ

0

y4(χ′)2dy −Cl

∫ Rκ

0

y4χ2dy + R3
κχ

2(Rκ) −ClR
5
κχ

2(Rκ)

&R3
κ

∫ 1

0

z4(χ̃′)2dz −ClR
5
κ

∫ 1

0

z4(χ̃)2dz + R3
κχ̃

2(1) − ClR
5
κ χ̃

2(1)

=R3
κ

(∫ 1

0

z4(χ̃′)2dz + χ̃2(1) −ClR
2
κ

∫ 1

0

z4(χ̃)2dz −ClR
2
κ χ̃

2(1)

)

,

and hence, for small enough central redshift κ > 0, we have

〈Lχ, χ〉 ≥ 0 ∀χ ∈ H1
r (BR(R5)).

So the linear stability follows. �

Finally, it remains to prove linear instability for Einstein-Euler system of large central redshift.

Proposition 4.4. For κ sufficiently large, the operator L defined in Proposition 3.2 admits a negative eigen-

value. Therefore the corresponding Einstein-Euler system is linearly unstable.

Proof. Using Corollary 4.2, we just need to show that there exist χκ ∈ H1
r (BR(R5)) such that 〈Lχκ, χκ〉 < 0,

when κ is sufficiently large. We localize the perturbation χκ(y) on the interval [r1
κ , r

2
κ ] by setting χκ(y) =

ybξκ(y) for some b ∈ R to be specified later, where the smooth cut-off function R(ξκ) ⊂ [0, 1] is supported

in the interval [r1
κ , r

2
κ ] and identically equal to 1 on the interval [2r1

κ , r
2
κ/2]. Note that the latter interval is

non-trivial for κ sufficiently large. In addition, we require that

|ξ′κ(y)| ≤ 4

r1
κ

, y ∈ [r1
κ , 2r1

κ ], |ξ′κ(y)| ≤ 4

r2
κ

, y ∈ [r2
κ/2, r

2
κ ].

Then we deal with (4.1) splited into two parts 〈Lχκ, χκ〉 = B1 + B2, where

B1 =

∫ r2
κ

r1
κ

eµκ−λκy−2
[(

eλκ−µκy3+b
)′]2
ξ2κdy +

∫ r2
κ

r1
κ

eλκ−µκy3+2b(A1 + · · · + A6)ξ2κdy

B2 =















∫ 2r1
κ

r1
κ

+

∫ r2
κ

r2
κ/2















[

eλκ−µκy4+2bξ′κ + 2y1+b
(

eλκ−µκy3+b
)′
ξκ

]

ξ′κdy.

We first compute

B1 =

∫ r2
κ

r1
κ

eλκ−µκy2+2bξ2κ
[

y2(λ′κ − µ′κ)2 + 2(3 + b)y(λ′κ − µ′κ) + (3 + b)2 + y2(λ′′κ − µ′′κ )
]

dy

+

∫ r2
κ

r1
κ

eλκ−µκy2+2bξ2κ
[

y(λ′κ − µ′κ) + y
(

(λ′κ + µ
′
κ)(µ

′
κy − 3) + (µ′′κ y + µ′κ)

)]

dy

+

∫ r2
κ

r1
κ

eλκ−µκy2+2bξ2κ

[

−
2yµ′κ + 1

y
e2λκmκ + 8πy2 pκe

2λκ − 4πy2 pκe
2λκ (2yµ′κ + 1)

]

dy.
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We expect that the integral becomes proportional to y−1 and hence choose b = −1. By the asymptotical

properties (2.21) and (2.22), when κ sufficiently large we have

B1 ≤
∫ r2

κ

r1
κ

eλκ−µκξ2κ [−3] dy ≤ −CC−1
κ

∫ r2
κ/2

2r1
κ

y−1dy ≤ −C1C−1
κ ln κ,

where C1 > 0 is independent of κ and Cκ > 0 is the constant introduced in Lemma 2.9. Then we turn to

consider the magnitude of B2. We split this term into two parts

B2 =















∫ 2r1
κ

r1
κ

+

∫ r2
κ

r2
κ /2















fκ,1dy +















∫ 2r1
κ

r1
κ

+

∫ r2
κ

r2
κ /2















fκ,2dy,

where

fκ,1 = eλκ−µκy4+2b(ξ′κ)
2 ≤ CC−1

κ y
∣

∣

∣ξ′κ
∣

∣

∣

2
,

and

fκ,2 = eλκ−µκy3+2b [

(λ′κ − µ′κ)y + (3 + b)
]

ξκξ
′
κ ≤ CC−1

κ

∣

∣

∣ξ′κ
∣

∣

∣ .

We recall that on the interval [r1
κ , 2r1

κ ] the estimate |ξ′κ| ≤ 4/r1
κ holds, and |ξ′κ| ≤ 4/r2

κ holds on [r2
κ/2, r

2
κ ].

Thus

|B2| ≤ C2C−1
κ ,

where C2 > 0 is independent of κ. Combined with the previous results, we show that there exist χκ(y) ∈
H1

r (BR(R5)) such that

〈Lχκ, χκ〉 ≤ −C1C−1
κ ln κ +C2C−1

κ .

When κ is sufficiently large, we have 〈Lχκ, χκ〉 < 0, which completes the proof. �

5. Quasilinearization

We start by introducing the renormalized fluid velocity field ~V and the enthalpy σ as

~V := σu, σ2 := ρ + p. (5.1)

Since u is future directed unit timelike, we have

~V = (V0,V, 0, 0) V0 = e−µ
√

σ2 + e2λV2 =: e−µ 〈V〉 .

Then (1.4)-(1.5) reduce to the following equations in the fluid domain B(t)

∇~V ~V +
1

2
∇σ2 = 0, (5.2)

∇αVα = 0. (5.3)
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Let D~V := V0∂t + V∂r. The spherically symmetric Einstein-Euler system (1.11) − (1.16) can take the

following form:

e−2λ(2rλ′ − 1) + 1 = 8πr2
(

ρ + e2λV2
)

, (5.4)

e−2λ(2rµ′ + 1) − 1 = 8πr2
(

p + e2λV2
)

, (5.5)

λ̇ = −4πreµ+2λ 〈V〉V, (5.6)

D~VV + e−2λµ′ 〈V〉2 − 8πre2λ 〈V〉2 V2 + λ′V2 +
1

2
e−2λ∂rσ

2 = 0, (5.7)

D~V 〈V〉
〈V〉 −

∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 V + ∂rV − 4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V +

(

µ′ + λ′ +
2

r

)

V = 0. (5.8)

We introduce the Lagrangian parametrization η(·, t) : [0,Rκ] → [0,R(t)] that represents the radial position

of the fluid particle at time t so that

∂tη =
V

V0
◦ η with η(y, 0) = η0(y). (5.9)

Here η0 is not necessarily the identity map but depend on the initial density profile. We express the enthalpy

as the sum of the steady state and the perturbation

σ2(r, t) = σ2
κ(η
−1(r, t)) + ε(r, t).

By a slight abuse of notation, we often write σ2
κ(r, t) instead of σ2

κ (η
−1(r, t)), therefore we have

D~Vσ
2
κ = 0.

Then we derive the quasilinear equations for the renormalized fluid velocity V and the enthalpy perturbation

variable ε. Applying the covariant derivative ∇~V to the equation (5.2) yields

∇2
~V

Vα − 1

2
∇βσ2∇βVα + 1

2
∇αD~Vσ

2 = 0, (5.10)

where we have used the identity ∇αVβ = ∇βVα in spherical symmetry. Let n be the unit outward pointing

(spacetime) normal to ∂B. Since σ2 ≡ 1 on ∂B, ∇σ2 is normal (with respect to g) to ∂B. Going back to

(5.10) and restricting it to the boundary we get

∇2
~V

Vα +
a

2
∇nVα +

1

2
∇αD~Vσ

2 = 0, (5.11)

where

a :=
√

∇ασ2∇ασ2.

Using the connection coefficient, we can express the V component equation of (5.11) as

(D2
~V
+

1

2
aDn)V = −1

2
∇1D~Vσ

2 − D~V(Γ1
αβV

αVβ) − Γ1
νγV

ν(D~VVγ + Γ
γ
αβV

αVβ) +
1

2
Γ1
αβ(∇

ασ2)Vβ. (5.12)

We next turn to the interior wave equation for V . Applying ∇β to the vanishing divergence equation ∇αVα =
0, commuting ∇β and ∇α, and using ∇αVβ = ∇βVα, gives

0 = ∇α∇αVβ − RβλV
λ. (5.13)
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Taking trace of (1.2) we get

R̄ = 8π(VαV
α + 2),

and therefore in view of (1.1) and (1.2)

R̄αβ = 8π(VαVβ +
1

2
gαβ). (5.14)

Plugging back into (5.13) gives

∇α∇αVβ = 8π(
1

2
− σ2)Vβ. (5.15)

Let � denote the wave operator of g. we express the V component equation of (5.15) as

�V = 8π(
1

2
− σ2)V − Dν(g

ανΓ1
αβV

β) − gαγΓννγΓ
1
αβV

β − Γ1
νγ(D

νVγ + gανΓ
γ
αβV

β). (5.16)

To complete the set of fluid equations we need to derive wave equations for σ2 and D~Vσ
2 with Dirichlet

boundary conditions. Applying ∇β to (5.2) and (5.10) and using ∇αVα = 0,∇αVβ = ∇βVα yield

�σ2 = 8π(σ2 − 2σ4) − 2(∇αVβ)(∇βVα), (5.17)

and

�D~Vσ
2 = 16π(D~Vσ

2 − 3σ2D~Vσ
2) + 6(∇αVβ)(∇α∇βσ2) + 4(∇αVβ)(∇αVλ)(∇λVβ) − 4Rλαβν(∇αVβ)VλVν.

(5.18)

Using the connection coefficients associated with the metric (1.8), the equations (5.12), (5.16), (5.17), (5.18)

become

(D2
~V
+

1

2
aDn)V = − 1

2
e−2λ∂rD~Vσ

2 − D~V

(

e−2λ 〈V〉2 µ′ − 8πre2λ 〈V〉2 V2 + λ′V2
)

+
(

4πre2λ 〈V〉V2 − e−2λ 〈V〉µ′
) (

D~V 〈V〉 + µ
′ 〈V〉V − 4πre4λ 〈V〉V3

)

+
(

4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V − λ′V
) (

D~VV + e−2λµ′ 〈V〉2 − 8πre2λ 〈V〉2 V2 + λ′V2
)

+
1

2
e−2λ (µ′ + λ′

)

V∂rσ
2 − 4πr 〈V〉2 V∂rσ

2 on ∂B,

(5.19)

�V =8π(
1

2
− σ2)V + D~V(e−2λµ′) − V∂r(e

−2λµ′) + e−2λµ′
D~V 〈V〉
〈V〉 − e−2λµ′

V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉

− 1

〈V〉
D~V

(

4πre2λ 〈V〉V2
)

+ ∂r

(

4πr 〈V〉2 V − e−2λλ′V
)

− 4πr 〈V〉2 V + 16πr2e4λ 〈V〉2 V3

+ e−2λµ′
(

D~V 〈V〉
〈V〉

− V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉

+ µ′V

)

− e−2λλ′
(

∂rV − 4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V + λ′V
)

− 8πre2λ 〈V〉V
(

D~VV

〈V〉 −
V∂rV

〈V〉 + e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 − 4πre2λ 〈V〉V2

)

− e−2λ

(

−4πre2λµ′ 〈V〉2 V − 4πre2λλ′ 〈V〉2 V − 8πe2λ 〈V〉2 V + µ′λ′V + (λ′)2V +
2

r
λ′V

)

,

(5.20)



28 ZEMING HAO AND SHUANG MIAO

�ε =8π
(

ε − 2
(

ε + σ2
κ

)2
+ 2σ4

κ

)

+ 4e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 ∂r 〈V〉 + 2

(

V

r

)2

− V2

〈V〉2
∂r∂rσ

2
κ −

2V

〈V〉2
(∂rV)(∂rσ

2
κ)

+
1

〈V〉2
(D~VV)(∂rσ

2
κ) − µ′

V2

〈V〉2
∂rσ

2
κ −

VD~V 〈V〉
〈V〉3

∂rσ
2
κ − 2

V2∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉3

∂rσ
2
κ − 4πre2λV2∂rσ

2
κ

− 4

(

D~VV

〈V〉 −
V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 − 4πre2λ 〈V〉V2

)

(

∂r 〈V〉 − 4πre4λ 〈V〉V2
)

+ e−2λ(µ′ − λ′)∂rσ
2
κ + e−2λ∂r∂rσ

2
κ + e−2λ 2

r
∂rσ

2
κ − 2σ4

κ − 4e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 ∂r 〈V〉 ,

(5.21)
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�D~Vσ
2 =16π

(

D~Vσ
2 − 3σ2D~Vσ

2
)

+ 4

(

D~V 〈V〉 − V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + µ′V

)3

+ 8

(

V

r

)3

+ 64π
1

r
e2λ 〈V〉2 V3

+ 6e−2λ
(

∂rV − 4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V + λ′V
) (

∂r∂rσ
2 + 4πre4λVD~Vσ

2 − 4πre4λV2∂rσ
2
)

+ 12

(

D~V 〈V〉 − V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + µ′V

)

(

e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 − 4πre2λ 〈V〉V2
) (

∂r 〈V〉 − 4πre4λ 〈V〉V2
)

+ 12
D~VV − V∂r 〈V〉

〈V〉

(

D~V 〈V〉 − V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + µ′V

)

(

∂r 〈V〉 − 4πre4λ 〈V〉V2
)

− 12

(

D~VV

〈V〉 −
V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 − 4πre2λ 〈V〉V2

)















[D~V , ∂r]σ
2 − V∂r∂rσ

2

〈V〉















− 12

(

D~VV

〈V〉 −
V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 − 4πre2λ 〈V〉V2

) (

−µ′ 1

〈V〉D~Vσ
2 + µ′

V

〈V〉∂rσ
2

)

− 12

(

D~VV

〈V〉
− V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉

+ e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 − 4πre2λ 〈V〉V2

)















∂rD~Vσ
2

〈V〉
+ 4πre2λ 〈V〉V∂rσ

2















− 6

(

D~V 〈V〉 − V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉

+ µ′V

)















D~V D~Vσ
2

〈V〉2
−

(D~V 〈V〉 − V∂r 〈V〉)(D~Vσ
2 − V∂rσ

2)

〈V〉3















− 6

(

D~V 〈V〉 − V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + µ′V

)















− 2V

〈V〉2
∂rD~Vσ

2 −
(D~VV)(∂rσ

2)

〈V〉2
+

V(∂rV)(∂rσ
2)

〈V〉2















− 6

(

D~V 〈V〉 − V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + µ′V

)















−
V[D~V , ∂r]σ

2

〈V〉2
+

V2∂r∂rσ
2

〈V〉2
− e−2λµ′∂rσ

2















+ 12
(

∂rV − 4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V + λ′V
)

(

D~VV − V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 e−2λµ′ 〈V〉 − 4πre2λ 〈V〉V2

)

(

∂r 〈V〉 − 4πre4λ 〈V〉V2
)

+ 4
(

∂rV − 4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V + λ′V
)3
+

8

r2
e−2λµ′V 〈V〉2 + 8

λ′

r2
V3

− 4e2λ

(

48πr2e4λ 〈V〉2 V2 − 4πre2λ
D~V (〈V〉V)

〈V〉 + 4πre2λV∂r(〈V〉V)

〈V〉 + λ′µ′e−2λ − (µ′)2e−2λ − µ′′e−2λ

)

[−
(

D~V 〈V〉 − V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 + µ′V

)

V2 +
(

D~VV − V∂rV + e−2λµ′ 〈V〉2 − 4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V
)

V

+ e−2λ 〈V〉2
(

∂rV − 4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V + λ′V
)

].

(5.22)

Then we compute commutator identities with the main linear operators.
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Lemma 5.1. For any scalar function φ,

[D~V , ∂r]φ =µ
′D~Vφ − µ

′V∂rφ −
∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 D~Vφ +

∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 V∂rφ − (∂rV)(∂rφ)

[D~V , ∂r∂r]φ =2µ′[D~V , ∂r]φ −
2∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉

[D~V , ∂r]φ − 2µ′∂rD~Vφ −
2∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉

∂rD~Vφ − 2µ′V∂r∂rφ

+
2∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 V∂r∂rφ + µ

′′D~Vφ − µ
′′V∂rφ − (µ′)2D~Vφ + (µ′)2V∂rφ + 2µ′

∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 D~Vφ

− 2µ′
∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 V∂rφ −

∂r∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 D~Vφ + V

∂r∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 ∂rφ − 2(∂rV)(∂r∂rφ) − (∂r∂rV)(∂rφ)

[D~V ,�]φ = − D~V

(

1

〈V〉2

)

D~V D~Vφ + D~V

(

2V

〈V〉2

)

∂rD~Vφ +
2V

〈V〉2
[D~V , ∂r]D~Vφ − D~V

(

2V

〈V〉2

)

(∂rV)(∂rφ)

− 2V

〈V〉2
(∂rφ)[D~V , ∂r]V −

2V

〈V〉2
(∂rV)[D~V , ∂r]φ + D~V

(

1

〈V〉2

)

(D~VV)(∂rφ) +
1

〈V〉2
(D~VV)[D~V , ∂r]φ

D~V

(

µ′
V

〈V〉2

)

D~Vφ − D~V

(

µ′
V2

〈V〉2

)

∂rφ − µ′
V2

〈V〉2
[D~V , ∂r]φ −

VD~V 〈V〉
〈V〉3

[D~V , ∂r]φ

+
2V2∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉3

[D~V , ∂r]φ + D~V (4πre2λV)D~Vφ − D~V (4πre2λV2)∂rφ − 4πre2λV2[D~V , ∂r]φ

+ D~V [e−2λ(µ′ − λ′)]∂rφ + e−2λ(µ′ − λ′)[D~V , ∂r]φ + D~V

(

e−2λ − V2

〈V〉2

)

∂r∂rφ

(

e−2λ − V2

〈V〉2

)

[D~V , ∂r∂r]φ + D~V(e−2λ)
2

r
∂rφ − e−2λV

1

r2
∂rφ + e−2λ 2

r
[D~V , ∂r]φ

− 2V

〈V〉2
(∂rD~VV)(∂rφ) +

1

〈V〉2
(D~V D~VV)(∂rφ) + D~V

(

D~V 〈V〉
〈V〉3

)

D~Vφ

− D~V

(

VD~V 〈V〉
〈V〉3

)

∂rφ − D~V

(

2V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉3

)

D~Vφ + D~V

(

2V2∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉3

)

∂rφ

[D~V ,D
2
~V
−1

2
∇ασ2∇α]φ = 1

2
D~V















D~Vσ
2 − V∂rσ

2

〈V〉2















(

D~Vφ − V∂rφ
)

− 1

2
D~V (e−2λ∂rσ

2)∂rφ

− 1

2

D~Vσ
2 − V∂rσ

2

〈V〉2
(

(D~VV)(∂rφ) + V[D~V , ∂r]φ
)

− 1

2
e−2λ∂rσ

2[D~V , ∂r]φ.

The above identities can be obtained by direct calculation. Then we give an important relation between

the background metric and the fluid variable, which is similar to the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkov equation

in steady state.
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Lemma 5.2. The solution of Einstein-Euler system satisfies the following identities:

e−2λ =1 −
8π

∫ r

0
s2[ρ(s) + e2λV2]ds

r
(5.23)

λ′ + µ′ =4πre2λ
(

ρ + p + 2e2λV2
)

(5.24)

µ′ =4πre2λ

















p + e2λV2 +

∫ r

0
s2[ρ(s) + e2λV2]ds

r3

















. (5.25)

Proof. Using the boundary condition at r = 0, (5.23) can be obtained by integrating equation (5.4). Equation

(5.24) can be proved by adding (5.4) to (5.5). Finally using (5.23) to substitute for the term (e−2λ − 1), we

arrive at the desired identity (5.25). �

Let the notation ̟ represent the perturbed terms including V, ε and their derivatives. Applying Lemma

5.1 and 5.2 yields higher order equations for the fluid variables which we record in the form of a few lemmas

for future reference.

Lemma 5.3. Dk
~V

V satisfies

(D2
~V
+

1

2
aDn)Dk

~V
V = fk, (5.26)

on ∂B, where fk is a linear combination (coefficients are related to µ′, λ′, e2λ, ∂rσ
2) of the perturbed

terms including the linear terms of ∂rD
j1+1

~V
σ2,D

j2

~V
V and nonlinear terms̟(∂rD

j3+1

~V
σ2,D

j4

~V
V, ∂rD

j5
~V

V), with

j1, j2 ≤ k, j3, j5 ≤ k − 1, j4 ≤ k + 1.

Proof. Here we just outline the crucial steps. Applying Lemma 5.2, we have

D~Vµ
′ =D~V

[

4πre2λ(p + e2λV2)
]

+ D~V

(

e2λ − 1

2r

)

=D~V

[

4πre2λ(p + e2λV2)
]

+
e2λ

r
D~Vλ − V

e2λ − 1

2r2

=
1

2

[

µ′ − 4πre2λ(p + e2λV2)
]

[

D~V 〈V〉
〈V〉 −

∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉 V + ∂rV − 4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V +

(

µ′ + λ′
)

V

]

+ D~V

[

4πre2λ(p + e2λV2)
]

+
e2λ

r
D~Vλ,

where we have used (5.8). Using equation (5.6), we have

D~Vλ = V0λ̇ + Vλ′ = −4πre2λ 〈V〉2 V + Vλ′.

Therefore D~V applied to µ′ have the desired forms, as well as D~Vλ
′. This means that the derivative acting

on the background metric µ, λ can be converted to the fluid variable V, ε. By the induction and commutator

identities, a lengthy but straightforward argument completes the proof. �

Next we record the wave equation for Dk
~V

V .
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Lemma 5.4. Dk
~V

V satisfies

�Dk
~V

V = Fk +
1

r
Fk−1, (5.27)

in B, where Fk is a linear combination (coefficients are related to µ′, µ′′, λ′, λ′′, e2λ, σ2, ∂rσ
2, ∂r∂rσ

2) of the

perturbed terms including the linear terms of ∂rD
j1

~V
V,D

j2

~V
V, ∂rD

j3+1

~V
σ2,D

j4+1

~V
σ2, with j1, j4 ≤ k, j2 ≤ k + 1,

j3 ≤ k−1 and nonlinear terms̟(∂rD
j5
~V

V, D
j6
~V

V, ∂r∂rD
j7

~V
V, ∂rD

j8+1

~V
σ2,D

j9+1

~V
σ2, ∂r∂rD

j10+1

~V
σ2), with j5, j9 ≤

k, j7, j8 ≤ k − 1, j6 ≤ k + 1, j10 ≤ k − 2.

The next lemma contains the wave equation for Dk+1
~V
σ2.

Lemma 5.5. Dk+1
~V
σ2 satisfies

�Dk+1
~V
σ2 = −12e−2λµ′∂rDk+1

~V
σ2 + Hk +

1

r
Hk−1, (5.28)

in B, where Hk is a linear combination (coefficients are related to µ′, µ′′, λ′, λ′′, e2λ, σ2, ∂rσ
2, ∂r∂rσ

2) of

the perturbed terms including the linear terms of ∂rD
j1
~V

V,D
j2
~V

V, ∂rD
j3+1

~V
σ2,D

j4+1

~V
σ2, with j1, j4 ≤ k, j2 ≤

k + 1, j3 ≤ k − 1 and nonlinear terms ̟(∂rD
j5
~V

V, D
j6
~V

V, ∂r∂rD
j7
~V

V, ∂rD
j8+1

~V
σ2,D

j9+1

~V
σ2, ∂r∂rD

j10+1

~V
σ2), with

j5, j8 ≤ k, j7, j10 ≤ k − 1, j6, j9 ≤ k + 1.

The proof of the above two lemmas is similar to the Lemma 5.3 and we omit the details. In the next

section, we will develop the nonlinear theory for solutions to the Einstein-Euler equation in the spherically

symmetric motion.

6. Nonlinear a priori estimate

For any function φ we introduce the following energies

E[φ, t] :=

∫ R

0

r2|∂t,rφ|2dr + R2|D~Vφ|
2(R),

Ē[φ, t] :=

∫ R

0

r2|∂t,rφ|2dr,

(6.1)

where R is the radius of the domain B(t), and the higher-order energies are defined as

E j[φ, t] = E[D
j

~V
φ, t], E≤k[φ, t] =

k
∑

j=0

E j[φ, t], Ē j[φ, t] = Ē[D
j

~V
φ, t], Ē≤k[φ, t] =

k
∑

j=0

Ē j[φ, t].

For the perturbed solutions (ε,V) to Einstein-Euler equation, we introduce the following unified energy

El(t) :=E≤l[V, t] + Ē≤l+1[ε, t]

El(t) :=
∑

j+k≤l+1

∫ R

0

r2|∂ j
rDk
~V

V |2dr +
∑

j+k≤l+1

∫ R

0

r2|∂ j
rDk+1
~V
ε|2dr + El(t).

Our main goal in this section is to prove the following proposition under the smallness assumption.
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Proposition 6.1. Suppose (V, ε) is a solution to Einstein-Euler system (5.4) − (5.8) with

El(t) ≤ Cl, |λ| ≤ Cλ, ‖∂m′
y η(y, t)‖L2(Ω), |∂m

y η(y, t)|, |∂yη(y, t) − 1|, |η(y, t) − y| ≤ Cη, (6.2)

for some constants 0 < Cl,Cη ≪ 1,Cλ and l sufficiently large satisfying 1 < m ≤ l − 1, l ≤ m′ ≤ l + 1. Then

we have

El(t) ≤ C0El(0) +

∫ t

0

̺El(s) +C1El−1(s) +C2E

3
2

l
(s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ], (6.3)

for some positive constants C0,C1,C2 and sufficiently small absolute constant ̺ to be chosen later.

To prove Proposition 6.1 we need to show that higher order energy El(t) controls the total energy El(t).

The result is stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.1, for any t ∈ [0, T ], we have

∑

p+k≤l+1

∫ R

0

r2|∂p
r Dk
~V

V |2dr +
∑

p+k≤l+1

∫ R

0

r2|∂p
r Dk+1
~V
ε|2dr . El(t) + El(0) +

∫ t

0

E

3
2

l
(s)ds. (6.4)

The implicit coefficient in this estimate depends on the constants of the bootstrap assumption (6.2).

In order to prove Proposition 6.2, we first recall standard Hardy inequalities.

Lemma 6.3. For a given function φ, we have
∫ R

0

φ2dr .

∫ R

0

r2
(

φ2 + |∂rφ|2
)

dr,

and if k < 1, the following estimate hold
∫ R

0

rk−2 (φ − φ(0))2 dr .

∫ R

0

rk |∂rφ|2dr.

The proof of Lemma 6.3 refer to [12]. The next lemma allows us to bound lower order terms in L∞.

Lemma 6.4. Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2), we have

‖∂a
r Dk
~V

V‖∞ + ‖∂a
r Dk+1
~V
ε‖∞ . E

1
2

l
(t), a + k ≤ l − 1, t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. This follows from the Sobolev embedding H1(0,R) ֒→ L∞(0,R) and standard Hardy inequality. �

The following lemma gives a estimate for the L2 norms.

Lemma 6.5. Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2), if a + k ≤ l, t ∈ [0, T ], then we have
∫ R

0

r2|∂a
r Dk
~V

V |2dr +

∫ R

0

r2|∂a
r Dk+1
~V
ε|2dr . El(0) +

∫ t

0

El(s)ds.

Proof. We rcall the Lagrangian parametrization η(y, t), that is

∂tη =
V

V0
◦ η with η(y, 0) = η0(y).
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For any function φ, we have

dφ (η(y, t), t)

dt
=

D~Vφ

V0
(η(y, t), t). (6.5)

Multiplying both sides of the above equation by y2φ and integrating over [0,Rκ] × [0, t], we get

1

2

∫ Rκ

0

y2 |φ(η(y, t), t)|2 dy − 1

2

∫ Rκ

0

y2 |φ(η(y, 0), 0)|2 dy =

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2φ(η(y, s), s)
D~Vφ

V0
(η(y, s), s)dyds.

Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2), we can bound the Jacobian of the Lagrangian coordinate transforma-

tion from [0,Rκ] to [0,R(t)] using the fundamental theorem of calculus. Therefore we give
∫ R

0

r2 |φ(r, t)|2 dr .

∫ R

0

r2 |φ(r, 0)|2 dr +

∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2
(

|D~Vφ(r, s)|2 + |φ(r, s)|2
)

drds. (6.6)

We apply this estimate to φ = ∂a
r Dk
~V

V as well φ = ∂a
r Dk+1
~V
ε. Then as long as a + k ≤ l, the right-hand side of

(6.6) is bounded by

El(0) +

∫ t

0

El(s)ds,

which completes the proof of Lemma 6.5. �

The next lemma will be used to control ‖∂r∂rφ‖L2(B(t)) in terms of ‖�φ‖L2(B(t)) and ‖∂rD~Vφ‖L2(B(t)).

Lemma 6.6. Let A be defined as A := arr

r2 ∂r(r
2∂rφ), where arr = e−2λ − V2

〈V〉2 . Then for any φ,

Aφ =�φ +
1

〈V〉2
D~V D~Vφ −

2V

〈V〉2
∂rD~Vφ +

2V

〈V〉2
(∂rV)(∂rφ) −

1

〈V〉2
(D~VV)(∂rφ) − µ′

V

〈V〉2
D~Vφ

+ µ′
V2

〈V〉2
∂rφ −

D~V 〈V〉
〈V〉3

D~Vφ +
VD~V 〈V〉
〈V〉3

∂rφ +
2V∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉3

D~Vφ −
2V2∂r 〈V〉
〈V〉3

∂rφ − 4πre2λVD~Vφ

+ 4πre2λV2∂rφ + e−2λ(λ′ − µ′)∂rφ −
V2

〈V〉2
2

r
∂rφ

=:�φ + Rφ,

(6.7)

and there is constant c0 > 0 such that

inf
0≤t≤T

arr > c0.

Proof. The proof of (6.7) is a direct calculation using the definition of the wave operator

�φ = −e−2µ∂t∂tφ + e−2λ∂r∂rφ + e−2µ(µ̇ − λ̇)∂tφ + e−2λ

(

µ′ − λ′ + 2

r

)

∂rφ,

and we have

arr = e−2λ − V2

〈V〉2
= e−2λ − V2

σ2 + e2λV2
=

e−2λσ2

σ2 + e2λV2
> 0.

By continuty, the proof of Lemma 6.6 is completed. �
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To use the above Lemma, we will use standard Hardy inequalities, and derive the following elliptic

estimate which is adapted to our energy spaces with weight r2.

Lemma 6.7. Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2), we have the elliptic estimate
∫ R

0

r2|∂r∂rφ|2dr .

∫ R

0

r2|∂rφ|2dr +

∫ R

0

r2 |Aφ|2 dr.

Proof. We start by exploiting the elliptic structure of the integral
∫ R

0

(Aφ)
[

∂r(r
2∂rφ)

]

dr =

∫ R

0

arr

r2

∣

∣

∣∂r(r
2∂rφ)

∣

∣

∣

2
dr

=

∫ R

0

(

arrr2 |∂r∂rφ|2 + 4arrr(∂r∂rφ)(∂rφ) + 4arr |∂rφ|2
)

dr.

(6.8)

Using integration by parts, we have
∫ R

0

4arrr(∂r∂rφ)(∂rφ)dr = 2arr(R)R |∂rφ|2 (R) −
∫ R

0

2arr |∂rφ|2 dr −
∫ R

0

2(∂ra
rr)r |∂rφ|2 dr. (6.9)

Combined with (6.8) and (6.9), we get
∫ R

0

(

arrr2 |∂r∂rφ|2 + 2arr |∂rφ|2
)

dr + 2arr(R)R |∂rφ|2 (R)

=

∫ R

0

(Aφ)
[

∂r(r
2∂rφ)

]

dr +

∫ R

0

2(∂ra
rr)r |∂rφ|2 dr.

(6.10)

Since arr > c0 > 0 by Lemma 6.6, the left-hand side of (6.10) controls
∫ R

0

r2 |∂r∂rφ|2 dr +

∫ R

0

|∂rφ|2 dr.

Notice that r−1(∂ra
rr) is bounded under the bootstrap assumption (6.2). Therefore using Cauchy-Schwarz

and Hardy inequalities, the right-hand side of (6.10) can be bounded by
∫ R

0

r2|∂rφ|2dr +

∫ R

0

r2 |Aφ|2 dr,

which completes the proof of Lemma 6.7. �

Notice that Einstein-Euler system (5.4)− (5.8) does not contain the time derivative of µ, so we need some

additional estimates.

Lemma 6.8. Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2), if k ≤ l, then we have

|µ(t, r)| . 1 and |∂k
t µ(r, t)| . E

1
2

l
(t).

Proof. For the first estimate, we consider the equation (5.5) by recasting the following form

µ′(t, r) =
e2λ − 1

2r
+ 4πre2λ(p + e2λV2). (6.11)
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By integrating (6.11) and using the boundary condition (1.9), we get

µ(t, r) = −
∫ ∞

r

(

e2λ − 1

2s
+ 4πse2λ(p + e2λV2)

)

ds.

When r ≥ R, p(t, r) = V(t, r) = 0 and therefore we have

µ(t, r) = −
∫ ∞

R

(

e2λ − 1

2s

)

ds −
∫ R

r

(

e2λ − 1

2s
+ 4πse2λ(p + e2λV2)

)

ds. (6.12)

As mentioned in Lemma 2.4, we can show that the first term of the right-hand side of (6.12) is bounded.

We omit the details. Combined with (6.2) and (6.12), we prove the first estimate in Lemma 6.8. Then we

differentiate the time derivative with respect to equation (6.11) to obtain

(µ̇)′(t, r) = −4πeµ+4λ 〈V〉V + 4πreµ
D~V(e2λp + e4λV2)

〈V〉
− 4πreµ

V∂r(e
2λp + e4λV2)

〈V〉
.

According to (1.9) and (6.2), we integrate the above equation to get

|µ̇(r, t)| . E
1
2

l
(t) . 1,

where we have used the Sobolev embedding inequality and the Hardy inequality. For 1 < k ≤ l, we only

need to differentiate the k time derivative about equation (6.11) and use a similar method as before, which

completes the proof of Lemma 6.8. �

Proof of Proposition (6.2). we will use the induction argument on the order p of ∂
p
r , starting with the fluid

quantities V and ε. When p = 0, 1 the estimates for ∂
p
r Dk
~V

V and ∂
p
r Dk+1
~V
ε follow from the definition of the

energies. Now we assume that the estimate holds for orders less or equal to 1 ≤ p ≤ l, that is

∑

q≤p

∑

q+k≤l+1

∫ R

0

r2|∂q
r Dk
~V

V |2dr +
∑

q≤p

∑

q+k≤l+1

∫ R

0

r2|∂q
r Dk+1
~V
ε|2dr . El(t) + El(0) +

∫ t

0

E
3
2

l
(s)ds, (6.13)

and prove the estimates for p + 1, that is,

∑

k≤l−p

∫ R

0

r2|∂p+1
r Dk

~V
V |2dr +

∑

k≤l−p

∫ R

0

r2|∂p+1
r Dk+1

~V
ε|2dr . El(t) + El(0) +

∫ t

0

E
3
2

l
(s)ds. (6.14)

We start with the estimate for ‖∂p+1
r Dk+1

~V
ε‖2

L2(B(t))
. Applying Lemma 6.7 to φ := ∂

p−1
r Dk+1

~V
ε we need to

estimate ‖A∂p−1
r Dk+1

~V
ε‖2

L2(B(t))
. Using the notation of Lemma 5.5, we have

∫ R

0

r2|∂p+1
r Dk+1

~V
ε|2dr .

∫ R

0

r2|∂p
r Dk+1
~V
ε|2dr +

∫ R

0

r2
∣

∣

∣

∣

[�, ∂
p−1
r ]Dk+1

~V
ε
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dr +

∫ R

0

r2|∂r(µ
′∂rDk+1

~V
ε)|2dr

+

∫ R

0

r2
∣

∣

∣

∣

R
∂

p−1
r D~Vε

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dr +

∫ R

0

r2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂
p−1
r

(

Hk +
1

r
Hk−1

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dr.

(6.15)
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Except for the last term on the right-hand side of (6.15), all the terms are bounded by the right-hand side

of (6.14) using the induction hypothesis (6.13). In view of Lemma 5.5 and the Hardy inequalities, the

remainder terms in the last term on the right-hand side of (6.15) are
∫ R

0

r2|̟ · ∂p+1
r Dk

~V
ε|2dr,

∫ R

0

r2|̟ · ∂p+1
r Dk−1

~V
V |2dr,

where ‖̟‖∞ . E
1
2

l
(t), and the all other term appearing in (6.15) can be bounded by the right-hand side of

(6.14) using the induction hypothesis (6.13). For the two top order terms above, since p + 1 + k − 1 ≤ l

we can use Lemma 6.5 to bound these terms by the right-hand side of (6.14) as well. The estimate for

‖∂p+1
r Dk

~V
V‖2

L2(B(t))
is similar, so we omit the details. Based on the argument inductively, we finally obtain

∑

p+k≤l+1

∫ R

0

r2|∂p
r Dk
~V

V |2dr +
∑

p+k≤l+1

∫ R

0

r2|∂p
r Dk+1
~V
ε|2dr . El(t) + El(0) +

∫ t

0

E

3
2

l
(s)ds,

which completes the proof of Proposition 6.2. �

The following we develop the necessary nonlinear energy estimates for sufficiently small perturbed solu-

tions (V, ε) to the Einstein-Euler system (5.4)-(5.8). We start by recording a general multiplier identity for

the wave equation. Let Q = Qα∇α be an arbitrary first order multiplier. Then a direct calculation shows that

(�φ)(Qφ) = ∇α((Qφ)(∇αφ) −
1

2
Qα(∇βφ)(∇βφ)) +

1

2
(∇αQα)(∇βφ)(∇βφ) − (∇αQβ)(∇αφ)(∇βφ). (6.16)

The next energy estimate is used for Dk
~V

V .

Lemma 6.9. Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2), for any k ≤ l we have

E[Dk
~V

V, t] .El(0) +

∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2

(

Fk +
1

r
Fk−1

)

(

Dk+1
~V

V
)

drds +

∫ t

0

R2 ( fk)
(

Dk+1
~V

V
)

(R)ds

+

∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2|∂rDk
~V

V |2drds +

∫ t

0

E
3
2

l
(s)ds.

(6.17)

Proof. Multiplying the equation (5.26) by a−1Dk+1
~V

V we get

1

2
D~V

(

1

a
(Dk+1
~V

V)2

)

+
1

2
(DnDk

~V
V)(Dk+1

~V
V) =

1

a
fkDk+1
~V

V − 1

2a2
(D~Va)(Dk+1

~V
V)2,

which upon integration over ∂B = ∪t∈[0,T ]∂B(t) gives
∫

∂B(t)

V0

a
(Dk+1
~V

V)2dS g +

∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

(DnDk
~V

V)(Dk+1
~V

V)dS gdτ

=

∫

∂B(0)

V0

a
(Dk+1
~V

V)2dS g +

∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

2

a
fkDk+1
~V

VdS gdτ

−
∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

1

a2
(D~Va)(Dk+1

~V
V)2dS gdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

div/ V

a
(Dk+1
~V

V)2dS gdτ,

(6.18)
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where div/ denotes the divergence operator on ∂B. To treat the second term on the left, we integrate (6.16)

with Q = V, φ = Dk
~V

V over ∪t∈[0,T ]B(t). Using the fact that V is tangent to ∂B, we get

∫

B(t)

(

(Dk+1
~V

V)(∇0Dk
~V

V) +
V0

2
(∇αDk

~V
V)(∇αDk

~V
V)

)

dxg −
∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

(Dk+1
~V

V)(DnDk
~V

V)dS gdτ

=

∫

B(0)

(

(Dk+1
~V

V)(∇0Dk
~V

V) +
V0

2
(∇αDk

~V
V)(∇αDk

~V
V)

)

dxg −
∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

(�Dk
~V

V)(Dk+1
~V

V)dxgdτ

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

1

2
(∇αVα)(∇βDk

~V
V)(∇βDk

~V
V)dxgdτ −

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

(∇αVβ)(∇αDk
~V

V)(∇βDk
~V

V)dxgdτ.

(6.19)

By adding (6.19) to (6.18), we have

∫

B(t)

(

(Dk+1
~V

V)(∇0Dk
~V

V) +
V0

2
(∇αDk

~V
V)(∇αDk

~V
V)

)

dxg +

∫

∂B(t)

V0

a
(Dk+1
~V

V)2dS g

=

∫

B(0)

(

(Dk+1
~V

V)(∇0Dk
~V

V) +
V0

2
(∇αDk

~V
V)(∇αDk

~V
V)

)

dxg +

∫

∂B(0)

V0

a
(Dk+1
~V

V)2dS g

−
∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

(

Fk +
1

r
Fk−1

)

(Dk+1
~V

V)dxgdτ −
∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

(∇αVβ)(∇αDk
~V

V)(∇βDk
~V

V)dxgdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

2

a
fkDk+1
~V

VdS gdτ −
∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

1

a2
(D~Va)(Dk+1

~V
V)2dS gdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

div/ V

a
(Dk+1
~V

V)2dS gdτ,

(6.20)

where we have used (5.3) and (5.27). Because the vectorfield V is timelike and future-directed, according

to the positivity of energy-momentum tensor, the first term on the left-hand side of (6.20) satisfies

(Dk+1
~V

V)(∇0Dk
~V

V) +
V0

2
(∇αDk

~V
V)(∇αDk

~V
V) & |∂t,rDk

~V
V |2.

For the steady-state solution to (1.17)-(1.20), we have the following Taylor sign condition

∇Nσ2
κ ≤ −a0 < 0, on ∂B, where ∇N = Nα∂α. (6.21)

Since the solution we shall construct in this paper is a small perturbation of the steady-state solution, the

condition (6.21) holds also for the perturbed solution. Therefore a must be positive and the left-hand side of

(6.20) controls

∫

B(t)

|∂t,rDk
~V

V |2dxg +

∫

∂B(t)

|Dk+1
~V

V |2dS g & E[Dk
~V

V, t],

which completes the proof of Lemma 6.9 through some direct calculations. �

The following lemma is the main energy identity for Dk+1
~V
ε.
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Lemma 6.10. Suppose Q = V − νn with ν > 0 sufficiently small, then the following energy identity holds

∫

B(t)

[

−(QDk+1
~V
ε)(∇0Dk+1

~V
ε) +

Q0

2
(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg +

∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

1

2
ν(nDk+1

~V
ε)2dS gdτ

=

∫

B(0)

[

−(QDk+1
~V
ε)(∇0Dk+1

~V
ε) +

Q0

2
(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg −
∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

(

Hk +
1

r
Hk−1

)

(QDk+1
~V
ε)dxgdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

[

−(∇αQβ)(∇αDk+1
~V
ε)(∇βDk+1

~V
ε) − 2e−2λµ′(∂rDk+1

~V
ε)(QDk+1

~V
ε)

]

dxgdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

1

2
(∇αQα)(∇βDk+1

~V
ε)(∇βDk+1

~V
ε)dxgdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

14e−2λµ′(∂rDk+1
~V
ε)(QDk+1

~V
ε)dxgdτ.

(6.22)

Proof. Integrating (6.16) with φ = Dk+1
~V
ε over ∪t∈[0,T ]B(t), we get

∫

B(t)

[

−(QDk+1
~V
ε)(∇0Dk+1

~V
ε) +

Q0

2
(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg

−
∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

nα

(

(QDk+1
~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε) − 1

2
Qα(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)

)

dS gdτ

=

∫

B(0)

[

−(QDk+1
~V
ε)(∇0Dk+1

~V
ε) +

Q0

2
(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg −
∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

(�Dk+1
~V
ε)(QDk+1

~V
ε)dxgdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

1

2
(∇αQα)(∇βDk+1

~V
ε)(∇βDk+1

~V
ε)dxgdτ −

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

(∇αQβ)(∇αDk+1
~V
ε)(∇βDk+1

~V
ε)dxgdτ.

(6.23)

Since Dk+1
~V
ε is constant on ∂B, we have

(∇αDk+1
~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε) = (nDk+1

~V
ε)2,

and

nα

(

(QDk+1
~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε) − 1

2
Qα(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)

)

= −1

2
ν(nDk+1

~V
ε)2

on ∂B. Using the notation of Lemma 5.5, we arrive at (6.22). �

Since Q is future-directed timelike, the first term on the left-hand side of (6.22) satisfies

∫ R

0

r2|∂t,rDk+1
~V
ε|2dr .

∫

B(t)

[

−(QDk+1
~V
ε)(∇0Dk+1

~V
ε) +

Q0

2
(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)(∇αDk+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg.

Therefore the left-hand side of the energy identity (6.22) controls

Ē[Dk+1
~V
ε, t] +

∫ t

0

R2|∂t,rDk+1
~V
ε|2(R)ds.



40 ZEMING HAO AND SHUANG MIAO

When k = l the last term on the right-hand side of (6.22) is equivalent to

∫ t

0

Ē[Dl+1
~V
ε, s]ds,

and cannot be controlled by the right-hand side of (6.3). In order to close the energy estimates, we introduce

conformal metric g̃ defined as

g̃ = −e2µ(t,r)dt2 + e2λ(t,r)dr2 + e14µr2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2).

Using the notation �̃ to represent the wave operator with respect to metric g̃, a straightforward calculation

shows that

�̃Dl+1
~V
ε = �Dl+1

~V
ε + 14e−2λµ′∂rDl+1

~V
ε + non-linear terms,

and this makes the last term on the right-hand side of (6.22) can be eliminated, which is recorded in the

following lemma.

Lemma 6.11. Suppose Q = V − νn with ν > 0 sufficiently small, then the following energy identity holds

∫

B(t)

[

−(QDl+1
~V
ε)(∇̃0Dl+1

~V
ε) +

Q0

2
(∇̃αDl+1

~V
ε)(∇̃αDl+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg̃ +

∫ t

0

∫

∂B(τ)

1

2
ν(nDl+1

~V
ε)2dS g̃dτ

=

∫

B(0)

[

−(QDl+1
~V
ε)(∇̃0Dl+1

~V
ε) +

Q0

2
(∇̃αDl+1

~V
ε)(∇̃αDl+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg̃ −
∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

(

�̃Dl+1
~V
ε
)

(QDl+1
~V
ε)dxg̃dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

[

−(∇̃αQβ)(∇̃αDl+1
~V
ε)(∇̃βDl+1

~V
ε) − 2e−2λµ′(∂rDl+1

~V
ε)(QDl+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg̃dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

1

2
(∇̃αQα)(∇̃βDl+1

~V
ε)(∇̃βDl+1

~V
ε)dxg̃dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

2e−2λµ′
(

∂rDl+1
~V
ε
)

(QDl+1
~V
ε)dxg̃dτ,

(6.24)

where the notation ∇̃ denotes covariant derivative with respect to g̃.

The proof of the above lemma is similar to the Lemma 6.10 and we omit the details. Then we turn to the

proof of Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Proposition (6.1). According to Proposition 6.2, we only need to show that El(t) is bounded by the

right-hand side of (6.3), that is,

E≤l[V, t] + Ē≤l+1[ε, t] ≤ C0El(0) +

∫ t

0

̺El(s) +C1El−1(s) +C2E
3
2

l
(s)ds. (6.25)

Step 1: First we show that

Ē≤l+1[ε, t] ≤ C0El(0) +

∫ t

0

̺El(s) +C1El−1(s) +C2E
3
2

l
(s)ds. (6.26)

As we have discussed before, the method is to apply energy estimate (6.22) for k ≤ l−1 and energy estimate

(6.24) for k = l. Using the Lemma 6.10, Ē≤l[ε, t] is directly bounded by the right-hand of (6.3). Therefore
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we only consider the most difficult case, that is k = l. In view of Lemma 6.11, we have

Ē[Dl+1
~V
ε, t] .El(0) +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

[

�̃Dl+1
~V
ε − 2e−2λµ′

(

∂rDl+1
~V
ε
)]

(QDl+1
~V
ε)dxg̃dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

[

−(∇̃αQβ)(∇̃αDl+1
~V
ε)(∇̃βDl+1

~V
ε) − 2e−2λµ′(∂rDl+1

~V
ε)(QDl+1

~V
ε)

]

dxg̃dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

1

2
(∇̃αQα)(∇̃βDl+1

~V
ε)(∇̃βDl+1

~V
ε)dxg̃dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

(6.27)

By using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and taking ν small enough, a straight forward calculation shows that

the last two terms on the right-hand of (6.27) can be bounded by the right-hand of (6.3). For the main term
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

B(τ)

[

�̃Dl+1
~V
ε − 2e−2λµ′

(

∂rDl+1
~V
ε
)]

(QDl+1
~V
ε)dxg̃dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

in fact, we need to consider the contribution
∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Hl +
1

r
Hl−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

drdτ.

In view of Lemma 5.5 and the Hardy inequalities, all the terms can be bounded by the right-hand of (6.3)

except for the top order linear terms
∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂rDl
~V

V
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
drdτ +

∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2
∣

∣

∣

∣

Dl+1
~V

V
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
drdτ. (6.28)

Notice that l is large enough, therefore using (5.7) and computing commutators the contribution can be

bounded by

∑

j+k≤l

∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2
∣

∣

∣

∣
∂

j
rDk
~V

V

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
drdτ +

∑

j+k≤l+1

∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2
∣

∣

∣

∣
∂

j
rDk
~V
ε
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
drdτ +

∫ t

0

E

3
2

l
(τ)dτ,

which completes the proof of (6.25).

Step 2: Here we prove that

E≤l[V, t] ≤ C0El(0) +

∫ t

0

̺El(s) +C1El−1(s) +C2E
3
2

l
(s)ds. (6.29)

Similar to the previous step, we consider the most difficult part E[Dl
~V

V, t]. In view of Lemma 6.9, we need

to control
∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2

(

Fl +
1

r
Fl−1

)

(

Dl+1
~V

V
)

drdτ +

∫ t

0

R2 ( fl)
(

Dl+1
~V

V
)

(R)dτ. (6.30)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz and Hardy inequalities, the contribution of the first term of (6.30) can be bounded

by

∑

j+k≤l+1

∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂
j
rDk
~V

V
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
drdτ +

∑

j+k≤l+1

∫ t

0

∫ R

0

r2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂
j
rDk
~V
ε
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
drdτ +

∫ t

0

E
3
2

l
(τ)dτ,
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therefore it can be bounded by the right-hand of (6.3) in the same way as in the treatment of (6.28). For the

second term of (6.30), by Lemma 5.3 and Cauchy-Schwarz we need to control

l+1
∑

k=0

∫ t

0

R2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂rDk
~V
ε
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
(R)dτ +

l
∑

k=0

∫ t

0

R2
∣

∣

∣

∣

Dk
~V

V
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
(R)dτ +

∫ t

0

E
3
2

l
(τ)dτ. (6.31)

In view of Lemma 6.10 and (6.11), the first term of (6.31) can be bounded by the right-hand of (6.3) in the

same way as before. Combined with the previous discussion, we have completed the proof of Proposition

6.1. �

7. Nonlinear instability

In this section, we describe how to prove the nonlinear instability. Based on the sharp nonlinear estimates

in the previous section, we are now ready to show a bootstrap argument that allows us to control the growth of

El(t) in terms of the linear growth rate
√
−ν∗. The idea comes from a bootstrap framework [7], which is key

passage from linear instability to nonlinear instability. The following we make some necessary preparations.

Define the Lagrangian variables

V̄ = V ◦ η (Lagrangian velocity),

ε̄ = ε ◦ η (Lagrangian enthalpy),

and the corresponding energy

Ēl(t) :=
∑

j+k≤l+1

(∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
y∂

k
t V̄ |2dy

)

1
2

+
∑

j+k≤l+1

(∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
y∂

k+1
t ε̄|2dy

)

1
2

+
∑

k≤l+1

(

Rκ|∂k
t V̄ |(Rκ)

)

.

The bootstrap assumptions (6.2) implies that the norm in the Lagrangian coordinate system is equivalent

to the norm in the Cartesian coordinate system, so Proposition 6.1 still holds in the Lagrangian coordinate

system, that is

Ēl(t) ≤ C0Ēl(0) +

∫ t

0

̺Ēl(s) +C1Ēl−1(s) +C2Ēl

3
2 (s)ds, (7.1)

for some positive constants C0,C1,C2 and sufficiently small absolute constant ̺ to be chosen later. In order

to control the growth rate of the linear term Ēl−1, we apply Sobolev interpolation inequality and roughly

illustrate the idea.

(∫ t

0

Ēl−1(s)ds

)2

≃
∑

j+k≤l

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
y∂

k
t V̄ |2dyds +

∑

j+k≤l

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
y∂

k+1
t ε̄|2dyds +

∑

k≤l

∫ t

0

R2
κ |∂k

t V̄ |2(Rκ)ds.

(7.2)
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The first term on the right-hand side of (7.2) can be written as

∑

j+k≤l

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
y∂

k
t V̄ |2dyds

≤θ1
∑

j+k≤l+1

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
y∂

k
t V̄ |2dyds +Cθ1

∑

j≤l

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
yV̄ |2dyds

≤θ1
∑

j+k≤l+1

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
y∂

k
t V̄ |2dyds + θ2Cθ1

∑

j≤l+1

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
yV̄ |2dyds +Cθ1Cθ2

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|V̄ |2dyds,

(7.3)

where we apply Sobolev interpolation inequality to time norm and space norm with weight y2 respectively.

Since θ1, θ2 can be small enough, we have



















∑

j+k≤l

∫ t

0

∫ Rκ

0

y2|∂ j
y∂

k
t V̄ |2dyds



















1
2

≤
∫ t

0

̺Ēl(s) +C̺‖V̄‖L2(Ω)ds,

for sufficiently small absolute constant ̺ to be chosen later. The remainder terms on the the right-hand side

of (7.2) are bounded by the trace theorem and the same way. Combined with the previous discussion, we

get

Ēl(t) ≤ C0Ēl(0) +

∫ t

0

̺Ēl(s) +C2Ēl

3
2 (s) +C̺‖V̄ , ε̄‖L2(Ω)ds, (7.4)

for some positive constants C0,C2,C̺ and sufficiently small absolute constant ̺ to be chosen later. In the

statement of the following proposition, for any given δ > 0 and θ0 > δ, we define

T δ ≡ 1
√
−ν∗

ln
θ0

δ
, (7.5)

where
√
−ν∗ is the fastest linear growth mode.

Proposition 7.1. Assume the stars have large enough central densities. For any sufficiently small δ > 0,

there exists a family of initial data (V̄δ(0), ε̄δ(0)) = δ(V̄0, ε̄0) such that the perturbed solutions (V̄δ(t), ε̄δ(t))
to the Einstein-Euler system with equation of state (1.7) for t ∈ [0, T δ] satisfy

‖V̄δ(T δ), ε̄δ(T δ)‖L2(Ω) ≥ τ0 > 0,

where τ0 is independent of δ.

Remark 7.2. The above result shows that no matter how small the amplitude of initial perturbed data is

taken to be, we can find a solution such that the corresponding energy escapes at a time T δ: the system is

nonlinear instability.

Proof. Formally the perturbation solution Υ = (V̄, ε̄) of Einstein-Euler system satisfies

Υ̇ = LΥ + NΥ, (7.6)
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where L is the linearized operator and N is the nonlinear operator. According to the Sobolev embedding

inequalities, we have

‖NΥ‖L2(Ω) ≤ CN Ēl
2
,

for some positive constant CN. In Section 4 we prove that the existence of the fastest linear growth mode√
−ν∗ of the linearized operator around steady states with large central density. This means that etL generates

a strongly continuous semigroup on L2(Ω) such that

‖etL‖(L2(Ω),L2(Ω)) ≤ CLe
√−ν∗t,

for some positive constant CL. Consider a family of initial data Υδ(0) = δΥ0 with ‖Υ0‖L2(Ω) = 1, where Υ0

is the eigenfunction corresponding to the fastest growing modes of the linearized system satisfying

‖etLΥ0‖L2(Ω) = e
√
−ν∗t. (7.7)

In order to finish instability argument, we need the following two additional bootstrap assumptions

Ēl

1
2 (t) ≤

√
−ν∗

4C2

, ‖Υ(t)‖L2(Ω) ≤ 2δe
√
−ν∗t. (7.8)

Then we apply (7.4) with ̺ =
√−ν∗

4
, C̺ = Cν∗ and obtain

Ēl(t) ≤C0Ēl(0) +

∫ t

0

√
−ν∗
4

Ēl(s) +C2Ēl

3
2 (s) +Cν∗‖Υ(s)‖L2(Ω)ds

≤C0Ēl(0) +

∫ t

0

√−ν∗
2

Ēl(s) + 2Cν∗δe
√
−ν∗sds

≤C0Ēl(0) +
2Cν∗√
−ν∗
δe
√
−ν∗t +

∫ t

0

√
−ν∗
2

Ēl(s)ds.

(7.9)

It follows from the Gronwall lemma that

Ēl(t) ≤C0Ēl(0) +
2Cν∗√
−ν∗
δe
√
−ν∗t +

∫ t

0

√−ν∗
2

(

C0Ēl(0) +
2Cν∗√
−ν∗
δe
√
−ν∗s

)

e

√
−ν∗
2

(t−s)ds

≤C0Ēl(0)e

√−ν∗
2

t +
2Cν∗√−ν∗

δe
√−ν∗t

≤C̃(CΥ0
+ 1)δe

√
−ν∗t,

(7.10)
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where C̃ = max(
2Cν∗√−ν∗
,C0) and CΥ0

> 0. Applying the Duhamel principle to (7.6) yields

‖Υ(t) − δeLtΥ0‖L2(Ω) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

eL(t−s)N(Υ(s))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2(Ω)

≤CL

∫ t

0

e
√
−ν∗(t−s)‖N(Υ(s))‖L2 (Ω)ds

≤CLCN

∫ t

0

e
√
−ν∗(t−s)

Ēl
2
(s)ds

≤2C̃2CLCN[C2
Υ0
+ 1]δ2

∫ t

0

e
√
−ν∗(t−s)e2

√
−ν∗sds

≤C̄[C2
Υ0
+ 1]δ2e2

√
−ν∗t,

(7.11)

where C̄ =
2C̃2CLCN√
−ν∗

. Using (7.7) and (7.11), at the escape time t = T δ we have

‖Υ(T δ)‖L2(Ω) ≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

δe
√
−ν∗T δ − C̄[C2

Υ0
+ 1]δ2e2

√
−ν∗T δ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
∣

∣

∣θ0 − C̄[C2
Υ0
+ 1]θ20

∣

∣

∣ .
(7.12)

Then we close the bootstrap assumptions (6.2) and (7.8) by taking an appropriate constant θ0. Set

θ0 = min





























1

2C̄[C2
Υ0
+ 1]
,

( √
−ν∗

4C2

)2

4C̃[CΥ0
+ 1]
,

C
1
2

l

2C̃[CΥ0
+ 1]
,

Cη

2C̃[CΥ0
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We have from (7.10) and (7.11),

Ēl

1
2 (t) ≤C̃(CΥ0

+ 1)δe
√−ν∗T δ ≤

√
−ν∗

8C2

‖Υ(t)‖L2(Ω) ≤
(

1 + C̄[C2
Υ0
+ 1]δe

√
−ν∗T δ

)

δe
√
−ν∗t ≤ 3

2
δe
√
−ν∗t,

which close the bootstrap assumptions (7.8). Applying the fundamental theorem of calculus, the bootstrap

assumptions (6.2) can be closed in the same way as in the treatment of (7.8). We omit the details. Combined

with the previous estimate (7.12), we shall see at the escape time t = T δ,

‖Υ(T δ)‖L2(Ω) ≥
∣

∣

∣θ0 − C̄[C2
Υ0
+ 1]θ20

∣

∣

∣ ≥ 1

2
θ0,

where θ0 is independent of δ, which completes the proof of Proposition 7.1. �
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