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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

AssTRACT. 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

Top = (p + pluglig + pgap, (L.1)

where p 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

Rop — %gaﬂl_? = 8Ty, (1.2)
where R,z and R are respectively the Ricci curvature and scalar curvature of g. The Bianchi identity applied
to the field equations (I.2)) yields conservation laws

VT3 =0, (1.3)
where V denotes the Levi-Civita connection of g. When the fluid is isentropic, the component of (I.3) along
uis

u'Vop + (o + p)Veu, = 0. 1.4
the projection of (I.3) with respect to u is
(o + pPuVoug + (gop + uqug)Vip = 0. (1.5)

Assume the fluid is initially supported on a compact domain By ¢ R®. The domain B(#) occupied by fluid
does not have a fixed shape and as the system evolves B(#) 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 9B({), ulpg € T(t,08(1)). (1.6)
In this work we consider an equation of state of the following form

P =p = po (L.7)

where pg > 0 is a constant. In this work we choose appropriate units so that pg = 1. The fluid described
by 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 [2,13,[5,[14,[15,[18-20]]. The well-posedness of the free boundary problem

(CD)-(2)-(3)- [@C6)-(7) is proved in [T51.

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 A. In Schwarzschild coordinates (t,r,0,0) =
(xo, X X2, x3), the spacetime metric g can be written in the form

g = -4 4+ AN gr? 4 2(de? + sin® 0dp?). (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 A(z, r) = lim u(t,r) = 0. (1.9)
r—00 r—00

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 A at the center:

A(#,0) = 0. (1.10)

The nonvanishing connection coefficients of the metric (L.8)) are F/k A F‘gc (A,B,C €{2,3}) and

0 _ - 0 _ v 0 _ -2u 2 1 _ =24 2u, 1 _ 1 _ y 2 _ 13 _ -1
Lo = Tjp=u', Ijj=eFerd, Tyy=e ey, Ty=4 TI,=2, TI=I3=r",
where “and ’ denote the derivatives with respect to r and r respectively. The spherically symmetric fluid

quantities p = p(t,7), p = p(t,r),u = u(t,r) are scalar functions, and the four velocity is i = (u°, u,0,0)
where

W = e V1 + 22 =: e {u).

ISee also a version [16] in a fixed Minkowski spacetime and [6L117] 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 = 1)+ 1 =8xr° (p +e o+ p)uz), (1.11)
e + 1) = 1 =877 (p + e*(p + pii®), (1.12)
A= —4are > (wy u(p + p), (1.13)
e (u” + (W - )+ %)) — e (A+ A - ) = 87p, (1.14)
) u i u ., g u_’ 2 U Au+ it B

p+e“@p +(p+p)/l+e‘“@(/l + u +r)+e"<u>+e w =0, (1.15)
(o+p) [eﬂ(u +20u) + e (uyp + e’”z’l%(u’ + )|+ e W p’ +e*up = 0. (1.16)

Outside the fluid domain, we simply set p = p = 0. As we shall show, the above system (I.11)-(1.16]) admits
a family of steady states which satisfy the following static equations:

e Q2 = 1) + 1 = 8ar?p, (1.17)

e’ +1) -1 = 8arp, (1.18)
=22, ’ ’ ’ 1

e (y + W =) +—))=87rp, (1.19)
r

e+pu +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 [2that there is a solution to the above static system. Therefore we obtain
a 1-parameter family (o, p«, Ac, ii), Where k 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 (oy, Py, A, i) be a one-parameter family of spherically symmetric steady states to the
Einstein-Euler system with equation of state (1)) and « be the central redshift of the corresponding steady
state. Then,

(1) For «k 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 «k sufficiently small,
there is no such growing mode, which means the steady state is linearly stable.

(2) For the full nonlinear system (L11)-(LI16) and « 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 (7).
In fact our argument can be generalized (without any essential modifications) to more general model with
equation of state in the form

p=cp-po), 0<c2<1, po>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 (L.I17)-(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 [89] 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 p 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 ¢ to reduce the operator L to a Schodinger 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
k > 0. For a member of this family, given a point pg in the corresponding static spacetime. Then let
y = ¥(po) > 0 be the distance between pg and the center of symmetry. Let n(y, ) be the radial position of
the fluid particle at time 7 so that

u
om = 0 on. (1.22)

Then for a steady state we have 7(y, ) = y for all . Now we consider a perturbation around a steady state
such that

n(y, 1) =y + {0, 0). (1.23)
In Proposition 3.1} we derive a linearized equation for ¢ of the form (see (3.22)
{+LL=0, (1.24)

with a Robin boundary condition, where L is a Schodinger 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 4.1l the smallest eigenvalue of the operator L corresponds to the
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minimum of the functional (Ly, y), where y is a function of the radial variable y. For x > 0 sufficiently
small, we can prove (Ly, x) > 0 for any y, so there is no growing mode for the linearized system (L.24) and
it is spectrally stable. To prove the instability for large values of x > 0 it is therefore natural to construct an
explicit test function y, such that {(Ly,, x«) < 0. The key to the construction is a precise understanding of
the limiting behavior of the sequence of steady states (0., P«, A«, Ux) in the singular limit k — co. 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 y, such that (Ly,, x,) < 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 /—v, defined in Sectionldl 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 (LII)-
(L16). By introducing the renormalized fluid velocity field V and the enthalpy o (see (3.1)), we obtain a
coupled quasilinear system for fluid velocity V and enthalpy perturbation variable & (see (3.26)), (5.27) and

(.28)):

oDX

1 1
V=F+—-Fr, in8B(@), D> + —aD, |DXV = f;  on d8B(1), (1.25)
V r \% 2 V

and
1
uD’gls = —126_2/1/1/arD]‘{7+18 +Hy+—Hi_; in B(1), D@“e =0 ondB®), (1.26)
r

for any k > 0, where fi, F and Hy are described in Lemma 5.3l5.3l 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 (1.23]), We multiply the boundary equation and interior equation
by %(D"‘;l V), D"‘?“V respectively and integrate. By observing the signs of the boundary terms, we obtain

the following energy in Lemmal(6.9]

f 10, DV Pdx + f DXV .
B(1) 0By v

For the wave equation for D"‘;ls with Dirichlet boundary conditions, we choose a suitable multiplier con-

sisting of an appropriate linear combination of V and the normal n to d8B(t), and apply integration by parts
in Lemma[6.10land [6.11]1 The energy functional for (L26) controls

!
f 10, D e dx + f f 0., D" e)2dS dr.
B(1) v 0 Jos) v

Then we apply elliptic estimates to (L23) and (I.26) to control high energy norm &(¢) defined in Section
(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 (z, r, 6, )
under the assumptions (6.2). Applying Sobolev interpolation inequality, we get the following sharp energy
estimate

_ _ r_ _3 _
&) < Co&(0) + j; 081(s) + C287° (5) + CyllV, Ell 2 ds,
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for small enough o > 0 and constants Cy, C», C, > 0. By a standard bootstrap argument (see [7]), we have
IV, &l 2@ S %6@ V=" where § is the magnitude of the initial perturbation. Choosing the appropriate initial
perturbation 6V, &, , we have lle'= 6V, 68| 2@ ~ oe V= due to linear instability. This means linear
solution dominate the nonlinear dominate correction. Therefore at the escape time ¢ = T° defined by (Z.3),
we shall see

_ 1 — 1
|Wa%£amm®zz&V“”=5%

where 6 is independent of ¢, 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 ¢ and investigate the structure of the
linearized operator. In Section 4| we complete the proof of linear stability and instability, which proves the
part (I)) of Theorem [[LIl In Section 3] we derive the quasilinear equations for renormalized fluid velocity
V and enthalpy perturbation variable €. In Section [l 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 [I.11

Acknowledgment. This work was supported by National Key R & D Program of China 2021 YFA 1001700,
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 (I.13)) and (I.13) are satisfied identically. The
Einstein-Euler system becomes (L.I7)-(1.20). We reduce the above equations as an ODE. Define

(" P
Q@%_L‘S+M®d&pZL

Then (1.20) can be written as

d
E(Q(P) +u) =0, = Q(p(r)) + u(r) = const.

We introduce X(r) = const — u(r) and find that p is given in terms of y

7', y =0,

2.1
0 ’X<O‘ @D

p=gQ%={

Taking into account the equation of state (/) it follows that
p=nhQy) =gl -1 (2.2)

Then we eliminate the metric coefficient A in the system. By integrating the field equation (I.I7) and using
the center condition (L.10), we get

e 2N — 1 = M, (2.3)
r
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where the mass function m is defined by

r r
m(r) = 4n f s*p(s)ds = 4n f s?g(y(s))ds. (2.4)
0 0
Finally, using (2.3) to substitute for the term e~2! together with (LIS8)), we have
, 1 m(r)
= +4 , 2.5
y(r) 1—2m(r)/r( 2 nrp(r)) (2.5)

where m and p are given in terms of y by (2.2)) and (2.4). For any central value
X(O) =«>0, (2.6)

we can solve the ODE (2.3) to obtain the properties of the steady-state solution which are recorded in the
following several lemmas.

LemmNa 2.1. Let m(r) and p(r) be dgﬁned by .2) and respectively. Then there exists a unique solution
y : [0,0] = R for sufficiently small 6 > 0 satisfying the equation 2.3) and initial condition (2.6)).

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

) = g (2 0] with ) = @)
Defining
(Tu)(r) = o + fr ! (m(s) + 47rsp(s)) ds.
o 1=2m(s)/s\ s2

we obtain the following fixed point problem for u:
u(r) = (Tp)(r).

It is straightforward to verify that the set

2 1 -
M := {u € C([0,0]) | u(0) = po, po < pu(r) < o + 1, Tm <5. 7€ [0’5]}

is complete with respect to the norm || - ||. We show that 7" is a contraction map on the set M. For any
Ui, 2 € M, we have

(Tu)(r) = (Tp2)(r)

— ' 1 ml(s) 1 mZ(S)
_j(: 1~ 2m1(s)/s( 52 * 4ﬂsp1(S)) - 2m2(S)/S( 52 " 4ﬂsp2(S)) as

[ 20m() —ma(s) mi(s)
_jO‘ (1 =2m(s)/s)(1 —2m2(s)/s)( §3 +4”p1(s))d5

1 my(s) — ma(s)
’ fo 1 = 2my(s)/s ( 2 +dns(pi(s) - Pz(S))) ds.
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Then we compute
S
my(s) — ma(s) < 4ﬂf o’ max 8'Wlly, (@) =y, (@)ldo < Clluy — pialeos’,
o 20 == -

and
P1(s) = pa(s) < Clluy — p2lo-

Choosing small enough 6 > 0, it is proved that 7 maps the set M acts as a contraction by

)
~ - 1
ITuy = Tuslleo < Cllur = g2l f (57 + s)ds < C(* + 8)l|ur — palleo < Sl = polles,
0

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

In order to show that the above solutions actually extend to r = co we give an important relation which is
known as the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkov equation.

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

holds:
A+ = 4nre* (o + p). (2.8)
Proof. 1t is straightforward to be proved by adding (L.17) to (LIS). m|

Lemma 2.3. Let m(r) and p(r) be defined by 2.2)) and @.4) respectively. Then there exists a unique solution
y i [0,00) — R satisfying the equation 2.3) and initial condition [2.6)).

Proof. As discussed in Lemma[2.1] we take into account the corresponding solution . Let u : [0,R) — R
be the maximal solution to (2.7). Inserting (2.3) into (I.18) yields

' (r) = dnre* O (p(r) + w(r)) 2.9)
where
T 2 d
w(r) = w. (2.10)

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

w’(r)zT—T_T— 3 <0, (2.11)
and
(4 (p+w)) () = [ +1)(p +w) + P/ + W]
=t [47rreﬂ(p +p)p+w)— 47rre2ﬁ(p +p)(p+w)+ w’]
=Mty <0,
where we have used the (1.20), (2.8) and (2.9) in the second line. This implies that
A (p(r) + w(r)) < OO (p0) + w(0)) = C > 0. (2.12)
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Now assume that R < co. Then we have

5 fOR szp(s)ds
W(F)ZW(R):T:C>O
Combined with 2.12)), it leads to

MM < CLo0<r <R

Since A(r) > 0 by (2.3) and u(r) > uo by monotonicity, this implies that u is bounded on [0, R) which means
that the solution u(r) extends beyond R and therefore R = co. m|

The following, a crucial step is to show that the steady state p 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 X(r) satisfy the equation @2.3) with X(O) =k > 0. Then the limit y_ = lim, e X(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, = = Cor y, =% Assume that y = —co. Then there exists
ro < 00, when r > ro we have y(r) <0and, g(y(r)) = h(y(r)) = 0. Now we con81der the equation

s 1 m(r) : B
y (r) = = 2m)/r ( 2 ) with X(r()) =0, (2.13)

where m(r) = C and rg — 2C > 0 due to 2.3)) and (2.4)). Integrating (2.13) from ry to r, we get

roC 1{ r-2C . r-2C
= — —d = = 1 _1 .
) fo ss—200"° 2(“ " i )

Thus y, = i 5 In == r" —2C — , which is a contradiction to y = —oo. The following we need to show that
y, < 0. Assume that v,z 0. Then y(r) > y_on [0, c0), and by the monotonicity of g,

m(r) = 47Tf sg(V())ds > 4mg(y )f s*ds > ;I’S.
0 =" Jo
According to the equation (2.3),
Y < -2 < -2 (2.14)
= r

Integrating this estimate we obtain a contradiction

2r ,
y(r)SyO—?r — —o0asr — oo,

which completes the proof. O

Now we have proved that for every central value y(0) = x > 0 there exists a unique solution y = Y
to (2.3), which is defined on [0, o), and the correspondlng quantities p,, p, are supported on the interval
[0, R,]. In the literature y(0) = « is called the central redshift, which is used to parameterize the steady
state solutions. It is worth noting that the central redshift « and the central densityp, = p(0) are in a 1-1
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relationship by 2.I)) thus p. 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

, S(p)+p (47T f’ 2 )
= - — s“S(p)ds + 4nrp|, (2.15)
1- 87” fo 28 (pyds \r* Jo

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

, 2p (47r f’ 5 )
p=—--""——|= | s°pds+anrp|. (2.16)
1- 87” for s2pds \1* Jo

Let p, and p;; denote the solutions to (2.15)) and (2.16)) respectively, and satisfy the boundary condition
P(0) = ¢* = p(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 — oo iff p — oo, that is, p(0) — oo is equivalent to y(0) — oo.

We now show that near the origin and for large « the behavior of p, is captured by py.
Lemma 2.6. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all k > 0 and r > 0,
|p(r) = pi(r)| < Ce* (r2 + e4"r4) exp (C (e4kr2 + egKr4)).

Proof. The proof is inspired by [9]. For simplicity we drop the subscript k 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)=a2o(r), p'(r=a’c(x), r=anr,

where & = ¢72¢. A direct calculation gives

2 -2 T
() = - — T 7S @ To(D) (4—7; f s2a25(a/_20'(s))ds+4m’0’(1’)), (2.17)
1- 87”f0 s2a2S (@20 (8)ds \ 7 Jo
@Y (1) = - 207(1) (4—’; f ' sza*(s)ds+4m'0'*(r)), (2.18)
1- 87” fo s20(8)ds \7° Jo

and
o(0) =1 =0c"(0).

In order to estimate the difference 0’ — (0*)" and apply a Gronwall argument we need some preliminary
estimates. First we note that o and o™ are decreasing, and hence, for 7 > 0,

0<o(),c"(r)< 1,
and
a?S (a_zo'(‘r)) =0(1) + a? <C,

le*S (@20(1) - " (1)| <Ce™ +|or(r) — (7).
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By Buchdahl’s inequality (see [1]]), we have
1 1

-8 72025 (@20 (s))ds” 1= [7 2*(s)ds

Let us abbreviate now

x(1) = max |cr(s) - cr*(s)|.

Combined with previous estimates, we get

|o"(‘r) - (0'*)’(T)| < |O'(T) +@*S (@20 (1)) - 207 (T)|

1 4 f T2 g2
— sca“S (a “o(s))ds + 4nto(T)
1- 87” fOT 5228 (@ 20(s))ds 1 T Jo
1 1
+ 207 (1) —
1-& 72028 (@ 20(s))ds 11— [ 20 (s)ds
4n 20" (1)

+

f ' s*a’S (a_zcr(s))ds + 4nto(T)
0

72 1-— 87” fOT s20*(8)ds

A RS P dr (T, *
- s“a”S(a “o(s))ds + dnto(r) — - s o (8)ds + dnto™ (1)
™ Jo ™ Jo

< Ce + x(T)T + Cle™ X + x(t)T° + C(e > + x(T)1T

< Ct+ )™ + x(1)).
Gronwall’s lemma implies that

x(1) < C(7* + ™) exp (C (72 + 74)) e,
Recalling the original variable, we finally obtain
Ip(r) = p*(r)] < Ce® (r2 + e4Kr4) exp (C (e4Kr2 + eg’(r4)),

which completes the proof. O
Corollary 2.7. Let p: denote the solution of @.16) with initial data p’(0) = ¢*. Then for all k > 0,

pe(r) = e4"p8(62’(r), r>0.

Proof. The proof is straightforward using the fact that the rescaled function o (1) = ™ pi(r) solves (2.18).
O

The following result gives detailed estimate for large r for the behavior py(r).
Lemma 2.8. Let p, and my, denote the quantities induced by p,,. Then for anyy € (0, 1),
1

rng(r) - E‘ +

my(r) 1

<Cr7,r>0.

r
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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 = p, we have

dp 20 (m
P (53 +4m0).
r
dm
— =4nr?p.
dr e
This can be written in terms of u;(r) = r2p(r), us(r) = m(r)/r:
du1 2 2u1 1 1
— =—u — —upy +4m—uy |,
dr r 1—2u2(ru2 ﬂrul)
d 1 1
an =dr—u; — —uy.
dr r r
Multiplying both equations with r and introducing w(7) = u;(r), wa(7) = u(r) with T = In r, we obtain
dW1 w1
— = 2—6wy,—8 , 2.19
I 1—2wz( wy — 8wy) (2.19)
d
22 —trwy —w. (2.20)
dr

We denote the right hand side of the system (2.19), (2.20) by F(w), which is defined and smooth for w; € R
and wy € (—o0, 1/2). The system has two steady states:

1 1
F(W)—O @W—(0,0)OI'W—Z.—(E,Z).

Firstly we observe that
-1 = 41
— T
bE@) (471 -1 )

has eigenvalues

/11’2 =-1=+ \/gi

so that Z is an exponential sink. On the other hand,
2 0
DF(0,0) = (471 _1)

with eigenvalues —1 and 2, stable direction (0, 1) and unstable direction (3, 47r). For the solution induced by
P, it holds that w(r) — (0,0) for 7 — —oco which corresponds to r — 0. Since the corresponding trajectory
lies in the first quadrant [w; > 0, w, > 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

[wi =0I, [w2=4/9], [wi=w2]

It is clear that Z € D. Now we show that the trajectory T cannot leave this domain. Firstly the unstable
direction (3,4m) 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 w; > 0, we can see that the trajectory 7 can not cross the
boundary [w; = 0] and [w, = 4/9]. Finally in the line [w; = w;], we have

(-1, 1) - F(wi,wy) = (47 = 3ywy + 8w}) > 0.

1
1- 2W1
This leads to the trajectory T can not cross the boundary [w; = w;], hence T cannot leave the domain D.
According to Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem, the w—-limit set of 7 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 (LF(W)) = -
wi
In view of the real part of the eigenvalues A it follows that, for any 0 < y < 1 and all 7 sufficiently large,
w(t) —Z| < Ce™ .
The proof is completed by rewriting in terms of the original variables. O

We now combine the previous three lemmas to show that the crucial asymptotic properties of the steady
state solution for « large.

Proposition 2.9. There exist parameters 0 < @ < ay < zlt’ ko > O sufficiently large, and constants 6 >
0, C > 0 such that on the interval

[r,i, rf] = [k e K ke
and for any k > ko the following estimates hold:

1

] ()
167

r

1 1 ]
Pp(r) - ol P pi(r) - - Z‘ e = 1] [P+ 1 e = 2] |rag, 2| < ek, 2:21)

’

and

e/'lk(r)

Crexp(=Ck ™ Ink) < < Ceexp(Cx° Inx), (2.22)

r

where C, > 0 does depend on k, but C > 0 does not. Notice that in this estimate the exponential terms on
both sides converge to 1 as k — oo.

Proof. First we note that by Corollary 2.7]and Lemma[2.8]

< Ce 2y,

1
2k N2 ko KON
(€r) po(e™r) = 7

N 1
rsz(r) " Ton =

. 1
VzPK(r) - E =

so that together with Lemma[2.6]

rsz(r) - % <Ce* (r4 + e4"r6) exp (C (64’<r2 + eSKr4)) + e VY

<C(* + K5)exp (C(KM2 + ka2 - 2K) + Ck,
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Selecting 0 < @ < ap < %, the first term on the right side of above inequality has a faster decay with respect
to « than the second term. Let 6 = ya;. Without loss of generality, there exist ko > 0 such that on the interval
[r,%, r,%] for any x > ky we have

< Ck°.

1
2 — —
" pi(r) Ton

By the equation of state (I.7)), it follows that

1 r
rzpk(r) - E‘ + |r2| < Ck°.

1
2 —_ =
Ppe(r) W‘

The scaling property in Lemma[2.6 implies that

2K
mi(e™ r) 1 -
L < e < K.

‘m:(r) 1 ’ B
e*r 4

r 4|

Hence integrating the p — p* estimate directly yields

me(r) 1 ’ <

r 4

mdr) _m )| ‘mi(r) B 1’ it
r r r 4

Using the steady state equation (I.17), (I.18)) and (2.3), we obtain
|ry,’( - 1| , |r2u,’(' + 1| , |euk - 2| , |r/l,’(, rle,'(’| < CK,

where we omit the lengthy but straightforward argument. In order to prove the asymptotical property (2.22)),
we need some special preparation. Clearly,

"1 " 1
t(r) =plry) + f ~ds+ f (u;<s>—;)ds
) )

1 r ", 1
=w(r,) +1n =+t w(s)——\ds.
rl ! s
" 1
e = e“K(’KI)Ll exp (f (u;(s) - —)ds),
I’K rl N

K

Therefore

and using the previous results it follows that
2

r 1 s 1 }"2 Ckd N
K < -6
exp w(s)— —|ds] < exp Cko=)ds| ==X = ell@-a ik
rl s rl N r,}

K K

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(p) called number density:

P ds
Mp) = exp(fl s+p<s>)'

AN N
do p+plp)

Clearly, we have

3.1)

Using (3.I) and the equation (1.20) it follows that

(dN(p ))’ _ NpJd , _ Np) , dN(p v
dp “ (o« + pK)2 Px Px + pKﬂK dp K
on the interval [0, R,], where [0, R,] is the support of the steady state. We integrate this differential equation
to obtain

dN

dN
—(ox - — 1 ,ul((r)_l'lK(RK)‘
dp (Px(r) dp( )e

Let the function N, := ¢, N and choose the normalization constant ¢, such that ‘Z—]Z“(l) = <R We can get
the simplified identity

ng

dN
= 2% (p,) = ek« 3.2
P + Px dp(p) ¢ (3.2)

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

d
W) = ——L(pr), 0<r <Ry, (3.3)
n,(r) dp
which is known as enthalpy of the steady state, and it is obvious that ¥,n, = —u,. In order to linearize

the Einstein-Euler system (L.I1) — (IL16), we need to write them in Lagrangian coordinates, since there is
difference with the gaseous case corresponding to a Cauchy problem. Let 7(y, ) be the radial position of the
fluid particle at time ¢ so that

u .
O = e with  7(y, 0) = 170()- (3.4)

Here 7 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),p = p(t,y), p = p(t,y), A = A(t,y) and u = u(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

6—2/1(2’7_:1' -1+ 1 = 8r? (p + e (p + p)”‘z)’
64%§£:+D_1:gmf@+e”@+pW3,
_ o ut’__ —dmnet** (uy u(p + p),
('
p+@+p)ﬂ+#<>(/+2)+ngn+eu£{%;u

o+ p) W

o U u? /l’u+u

ezﬁu+2}1u)+e“<u> e‘”zﬁuﬂu] e“(u>—+e up — e‘””upu:O

(3.5)

(3.6)

(3.7

(3.8)

(3.9

Let us now linearize the Einstein—Euler system (3.3) — (3.9) around a given steady state. By a slight abuse
of notation again, we write n, u, p, p, 4, u for the Lagrangian perturbations, that is p, + p, p« + p, ne + n and
so on correspond to the solution of the original nonlinear system. First we linearize the equation p, + p =

Nk_l(n,( +n)and p,+ p = p(NK_I(nK +n))
dN_
dn

non

p =
dp

(pK K)n_lIl (pK+pK)n

where we have used and (3.3). Let n(t, y) = (1 +£(1,)), so
n=1+{+yl.
Substituting (3.12) into (3.3)), we have

20 (DA O+ )
L+ 0 +yd”

Since

(L+Z+y) " =1-¢=y + o2l +1D)

2L =1-21+0(2)
we simplify (3.13)) by discarding non-linear terms

ey (2A, =y + ) + e A =4ny? (p + 2p,0)
e (=29, + yA' + A) =4ny (o + 2pl) + e NP AL
(yAe %Y =y (4mp + 8rpil + e WAL,

Intergating the above equation we obtain the linearization of (3.3))

eZ/IK
A=

n = e *n,

- 1) +1=8m?(1 +¢)? (pK +p+ D+ pet+p+ p)uz).

y .
s?(4mp + 8npl + e M AL )ds =: ¢

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)
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Similarly linearizing (3.6]) we arrive at

v =Qyu;, + DA+ 47ry262’1kp + yz(/J,’g’ + SNng’ezﬂK)

’ ’ ’ 2001 o1 22, (315)
=2y + DA+ WA + e p + y* (el + 8npele™),
where we have used 2.8)), (3.10) and (3.11). Linearizing (3.9) we obtain the equation
A + p e/'lk
0 =i+ L et ul + et u’ + P
petpe " Px + Dk
22 eHx eHx
=™ i + wep + Peetcel urp + ey’ + W, (ox + pr)etp
K K K + K
e‘uk ’ / ’ ’
+ [Wi(or + Pep + ¥ (o + pe“up + V(o + petp’]
Px t Dk
=e>ip + W etveti ! p + ety + Wetcelp + P et etip
=*M i + &’ + e (e p) .
Multiplying by e’ we find that
0 =Yg + MMy + e TH (P, p)
3 7, 1 A+t ’ A+2u ’ 3+, =2, ) ot (316)
=e ™1 + ;e TH 2y + DA+ (T o) + ye T (8rped + el
where we have use the linearized equation (3.13). Linearizing (3.7) and using (2.8) we arrive at
A =" Au - drye T u(p, + pp)
= Vo — (X, + (3.17)
=—e"uu.
From (3.17) it follows that linearizing (3.8)) we get
. 2
0 =p + (o + pu) [/l + e"Ku(/J,Q + —) + e“Ku’]
y
. 2u
=0+ (ox + px) || — +u (3.18)
y

n
=0+ —;(yzu)’.
y
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
vyl = é'u. (3.19)

Together with the relation (3.18)) this yields

. n _ " n _ , n — ’
P Myl =0 = p+ 2 "y30) = po+ =2 “y¢Y li=o.
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For a small perturbation pgy, we can pick ¢y such that
N —li~,3 N _ N —iy,3 N
po + y—z(e’ Vl==0 = p+ y—z(e’ v =0. (3.20)
Since p(R,) = 0, we have the following boundary condition by (3.20)
(3 = Rty (RNE(R) + R L (R,) = 0. (3.21)

Combined with the previous results, we give the linearized equation about the perturbation variable {(z, ).

Proposition 3.1. For the given steady state solution ny, Py, Pi> Ax» Ux» Y induced by y,, we arrive at the
linearized equation of the Einstein-Euler system (LI11) — (I16) through the perturbation variable ((t,y)
with a Robin type boundary condition

3ty ¥ 3+ 2)7/1,,( +1 Y 2 24+ Ay ’ 3+ =2, #I\ _
ye {+e y—2 ; s f(s)ds + (e ‘I’Kp) + ye @rpeld + e = u L") =0 (3.22)

(3 = Rty (R (R + R L (Ry) =0, (3.23)
where f and p given by 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

s2f(s) =4ns’p + 8nsp L + e M AL
= —dan (e 30 + 8nsPpel + e PSP AL
= — dnet(p, + p)(—e 3¢ + 3eTH 5?0 + e + 8nsPpl + e NS AL
= —dapl 30 — 12np,s*L — Anpes*l — An(pe + p)SL + e PSP AL
=~ 4n(pes’) { — Anpes’l - e Hops’l
= = 4n(pes’) { = 4mps’ = 45 (P + WL,

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

f ' s2f(s)ds = f y[—4n(pks3>'§ — dnpy s — Ans> (pe + w)1ds
0 0

y
=f [—47Tp,<S2§ - 47rs3w,<§’]ds - 4ﬂ'pKy3§ (3.24)
0

=-m — 4ﬂ-pKy3§a
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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 /’ and ¢”’ in the linearized equation (3.22))

(2w p) + yelettep
= (P by (—e My L) )+ yet el
— (At (1) vr — T7NY Aty , ) 2!
(e Gyt =3¢ = 30)) +ye g (3.25)
=e (L + )y = 3) + (Ul y + I + e [y, — yay, — 417 — ye g
= — eIy ALY+ WL + )iy = 3) + (ly + 1)K
+ ML = D + e = )L

In this paper, we say the system is linearly unstable to mean that the linearised equation admits an growing
mode solution of the form £(y,7) = e y(y) with a > 0. Otherwise we call the system linearly stable. By
(.22), 3.23), 3.24) and (B.23)), we give the linearized equation about the perturbation variable x(y), which
is described in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Given steady state solution ny, py, Pi, A, Ui, Y induced by y,. If the Lagrangian parameter
perturbation has the form {(y, t) = e x(y), then we have the linearized equation of the Einstein-Euler system
[1.11) — (L16) through the perturbation variable (y) with a Robin type boundary condition

Ly := - [e““_’lky_2 (e’lk_““y3)() ] + ALy + Agy + Asy + Agy + Asy + Agy = — alye* Ty (3.26)

(3 = Ryt (RO)W(R,) + Ry’ (Ry) =0, (3.27)
where
Ay =y — 1y Ay = —4ryp e 2yl + )y
y 2yp; + 1
Agx =(A — )y Asy = _;—2€2AKmKX

Asy = + 1)y = 3) + Wy + uly Ay = 8mypee™y.

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 v.. < 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 y1, y» € C%([0, R,]) satisfying the boundary condition (3.27)) and () represent the L? inner product
with weight e~ #xy3  we have using integration by parts

Ry ’ /
Barx) =f0 ey (eAK_#Kya/l) (e/lk_ﬂky3)(2) + (AL + -+ Ag)1e¥ Ty yady
_ [y (eﬂx—#xy3)(l)/X2] R)
- jO*RK [euk—axy—z (eak—my%z)']feﬂk—uky%l + (AL 4+ Agae 3y dy

~ [ (") x2| RO + [y (e ¥ x2) 11| RO
=(Ly2.x1) + Rie™ ™ (Wb (Rx1(R) = X ROx2(R))
=(Lx2,x1)

where have used the boundary condition (3.27). Therefore the operator L is symmetric under the inner
product (-) and we note that in particular

R ’ ’
(Ly.x) = fo ety 2 () Y+ 4y + o+ Age Ty dy — [y (eM My x) x| (R (1)

Making use of the symmetry of the operator L, we give a crucial criterion for finding the smallest eigenvalue
v, which is described in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let H,1 (Br(R>)) denote the subspace of spherically symmetric functions in Hé(BR(RS)). We
consider functions in H,1 (Br(R?)) to be functions defined by one radial variable y € [0, R] and supported
in the interval [0, R,). In this space we have

2/1K_2ﬂK

inf (Ly,x) =:ve =inf[yv : Ay # 0s.t.Ly = ve x|

[l 300 -3p0 =1

where |[x|>, = (x, wx) 12([0.R,])- Moreover, the infimum is attained by some x., which is an eigenfunction of L
with eigenvalue v..

Proof. 1t is clear that

2,241

Vi = inf (Ly,x) <inf[v: dy # 0s.t.Ly = ve yx].

el 4 3.0 -30 =1
In order to prove equality, it suffice then to prove that v, is an eigenvalue of L. Pick y,, with [y, [lyse3a-3u = 1

such that (Ly,, x») — inf||)(||y4e3/lr3ﬁk= 1 {Lx, x). It is straightforward to compute

2
A= e (47ryp,< - %) = 2eM (47ryp,< - %) — 1276t (n;,(

m
+ 47Ty2pk) (o« + po) + 262/1'( _3K
4.2)

2 1
py = et (47rypk + m—f) ! = 8mpe — e (4ﬂy(pK — P+ %) (eu‘ (47Typk + m—zk) * ‘)-
y y )y
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Therefore we have
o P> Ao i mie/y?| S € = ALl Ay /y| < €y € [0,R,]. 4.3)

This leads to

R, Ry
f (Ay + -+ Ag)e M ydy2dy < f Yxady < Inlly s = 1. (4.4)
0 0

It is obvious that the last term in (@.I)) is free by the fact that y,, are supported in the interval [0, R,).
Then since (4.4) holds and the first term in (.I]) are nonnegative, inf”)(”v%3 ey =1 (Lx, x) is finite. Then we

consider the main part of the functional (Ly, x), that is the first term
f =iy 2 (e Y Y dy
_ f ey 2 (e ) x+ ety dy
f ey () ) o2+ 2 () At + (A @Ry @)
i(G

f e,uk K

R,
+ f 2 (M (A — ) ¥ + 3¢ ey dy + fo eyt (Y dy.

0

=3pk

At (= )Y+ (3 H) 46 (M) (A - )y )dey

Using integration by parts, we have

R

R, Ry «
fo 2%y xx'dy = e R (R,) — fo e, — ) Y xdy — fo 3¢ty y P dy.

Substituting the above identity into (4.3)), we get
R e (ette 3 YV
ety (e yx) ) dy
| ("))
Ry Ry
= f byt () dy + f 26 (A, — ) yxx dy + 3¢ RO (R,)
0 0
& 2.4 3) .2
+f0 (A, = )y + 3 - 1)y ) X dy.

R R, Ry
= fo eyt (Y dy + fo 267 (= 1) yhox dy + fo (A = )y + 3, — 1) YY) Py
(4.6)
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Now

R,
H/Y;lHiZ(BR(RS)) s‘fo‘ e/lk_ﬂky4()(;l)2dy
R, R,
= (Lxns Xn)| — fo (A1 + -+ Ag)e ™ Heydy2dy — fo 28 (AL = 1) Y xuxndy

Ry
- fo (A = )y + 3, - 1)y xady

Ry Ry
SKM%MNH%%whm+a®f‘ﬁﬁ@W5f Y ) dy.
0 0

The last term in the above inequality can be absorbed on the left-hand side if ¢ is chosen sufficiently small
(an absolute constant). Then we have

R,
lwﬁwﬁmsf My O dy S KL xdl + allysensu < C,
0
and obviously

|L\,/n”L2(BR(R5)) < |L\(n||y4e3ﬁk—3yk <C.

Hence y,, is bounded in H'(Bg(R>)) and there exists an appropriate subsequence y, that converge weakly
to some y, € H'(Bg(R)). By the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, y,» — y in L2(Br(RY)). It follows that
Ilyllye3a-3 = 1. By the lower semi-continuity of weak convergence, we have liminf ||y, ||z gywrs)) =

¢l Brsy - Since lw llr2gewsy = Isllr2gews))> we must have

.. 2 2
liminf [, 115 g, @5y 2 N2 g 05y

Since || - [|4¢1-u is an equivalent norm for L*(Bgr(R?)), we have

R, Ry
lim inf f yrelW (! Ydy > f yret Ty ) dy
0 0

It follows that (Ly, x+) < inf||X||y4gMK -1{Lx, x», and that means we must have equality and the infimum is

—3ux
attained. Finally we show y. is in fact an eigenfunction of L. For any function & € Hr1 (Bgr(R?)), we have

_d [ (L(x« + €h),x. + €h) _d (Ly, x) + 2€{Ly., h) + € (Lh, h)

_dE ()(* + Eh,)(* + 6h>y4e3/1,<73m =0 B de (X*,X* 4 3k =3 + 2¢ (,\(*, h>y463/l,<—3,u,< + 62 (h, h>y463/l,<—3/¢;( =0

_ 2 <LX*, h> 2 <LX* ,X*) <)(*, h>y4g3/1/<*3#;<
O X >)Ae3,1,(—3uk (s X )54631,(73}“

>

SO (Lys, h) = vi (¥, h>}4€3,1k_3ﬂk. Hence y. is a weak solution to Ly = v*euk‘zﬂky)(. By elliptic regularity,
X+ 18 smooth on (0, R, ], and so the weak solution is in fact a classical solution. Therefore y. is in fact an
eigenfunction of L with eigenvalue v, which completes the proof of Lemma 4.1l |

Corollary 4.2. If {Ly,x) = O for any y satisfying the boundary condition (3.27), then the correspond-
ing Einstein-Euler system is linearly stable under radial perturbations. Conversely, if there exist y €
H(BRr(RY)) such that {Ly, x) < O, then it must be linearly unstable.
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Proof. If there exist y € H,1 (Br(R>)) such that (Ly, x) < 0, then by the Lemma B.1] there exist v, < 0
and y. € H,1 (BR(RS)) such that Ly, = v*ez’lk‘zﬂky)(*. This, by the proposition 3.2] means the linearized
system admits a solution of the form /(y, ) = e V™"y.(y). This grows exponentially in time, and hence the
corresponding Einstein-Euler system is linearly unstable. Conversely, if (Ly, y) > 0 for any y 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. O

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 k > 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. Lety = Rz and ¥(z) = y(R,z). Note that 1, — 0,0, — 1, p, — 0 as « — 0*. Hence the constant in
(@.3) is independent of k, when k > 0 is sufficiently small. Then we have the following estimate

R, Ry
j(: (Aj + -+ Ag)e™Hy3ydy < j; y'x2dy, (4.7)

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

Ry Ry Ry
[Tt mtedy s co [ yteaes [ yara, @8)
0 0 0
where ¢ is independent of x and chosen sufficiently small. For the boundary term, we have

[ () x| (R = = Ree™ ¥ (A, R +3R2x + R (R) x(Ro)
= — Rie/lx—#x/l”«\/l(Rk).

According to (.6), [@.7) and (4.8), the functional (.I)) has a lower bound

R ’ ’
(Ly,x) = j; ety 2 () Y+ (A + -+ Age iy dy = [y (e ) x| (Ro)

Ry Ry
zf‘fw?w—af‘ﬁﬁ@+@fmo—a@fm@
0 0

where the constants C; > 0 and are independent of x. From the decay estimates (2.14)), it is obvious that
R, — 0 as k — 0*. Now we consider the Poincare-Hardy-type inequality proved in [13]].

1 1
fZ4|v(z)|2dz$fz4|v’(z)|2dz+|v(1)|2 forall  ve C'([0,1]).
0 0
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The previous estimate tells us that
Ry Ry
(Ly.x) 2 f V') dy - Ci f YPdy + R (RO — CROYC(R)
0 0

1 1
>R} f ) dz - CR? f H0)Pdz + R - QR (1)
0 0

1 1
=R} ( f (Y)Y dz + (1) - CiR: f 2)2dz - cle)zza)) ,
0 0
and hence, for small enough central redshift « > 0, we have
(Ly.xy2 0 Yy € H}(Bp(R)).
So the linear stability follows. m|

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

Proposition 4.4. For k sufficiently large, the operator L defined in Proposition 3.2l 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 y, € H, ,1 (Bg(RY)) such that Lx-xx) <0,
when « is sufficiently large. We localize the perturbation y,(y) on the interval [r}, r2] by setting y,(y) =
yP&,.(y) for some b € R to be specified later, where the smooth cut-off function R(&,) c [0, 1] is supported
in the interval [r,l, r,%] and identically equal to 1 on the interval [2r,£, r,% /2]. Note that the latter interval is
non-trivial for « sufficiently large. In addition, we require that

, 4 1Al , 4 2 2
&I < e [re, 2], £l < = 7€ [r2/2,r2].

K

K

Then we deal with (4.1)) splited into two parts (Ly,, xx) = B1 + B, where

72

e 2 K
B, :f eIJK—ﬂKy—Z [(e/l,(—/l,(y3+b) ] ,%dy + f e/lK—/tKy3+2b(A1 +oet Aé)é:,%dy
) !

r

2rl 2
K K _ _ ’
R e SR e PP
rK rl(

We first compute

2

rl(
B = f My EL [V, = ) + 23 + b)Y, — ) + B+ ) + YA, — )| dy
I,

K

rK
+ f ety [y — ) + ¥ (A + )iy = 3) + 'y + )] dy
;

K

A-pe242b 2 | D+ 1 o) 2 2 /
+ 1 e THky ST —Te “My + 8y~ pre™ ™ — 4my“ pe= 2yu, + 1)|dy.
rK
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We expect that the integral becomes proportional to y~! and hence choose b = —1. By the asymptotical
properties (2.21) and ([2.22), when « sufficiently large we have

r% r,%/Z
B < f W E2 [-3]dy < —CC! f yldy < -C,C; Ink,
rl

1
K 2rl(

where C; > 0 is independent of kx and C, > 0 is the constant introduced in Lemma[2.9] Then we turn to
consider the magnitude of B,. We split this term into two parts

2r,£ r,% 2r,l r,%
By - f v f fody + f ¥ f fuady,
n e n Jan

_ _ 2
fer = eyt e < colylél

where

and
fep = X[ — 1)y + B + D) &, < CC ey

We recall that on the interval [r,l,2r,£] the estimate |£;| < 4/ r,l holds, and || < 4/ r,% holds on [r,% /2, r,%].
Thus

|By| < C2C1,

where C, > 0 is independent of x. Combined with the previous results, we show that there exist y,(y) €
H!(Br(R?)) such that

(L xi) < —=C1C Ink + CrCL L

When « is sufficiently large, we have (Ly,, v«) < 0, which completes the proof. O

5. QUASILINEARIZATION

We start by introducing the renormalized fluid velocity field V and the enthalpy o as
V= ou, o? = p+p. 5.1
Since u is future directed unit timelike, we have
V=(%1,0,00 V=eH Vo2 +eXV2 =i (V).
Then (L.4)-(1.3) reduce to the following equations in the fluid domain B(r)
V.7 1o 5

gV + EVO' =0, 5.2)
vV, Ve =0. (5.3)
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Let Dy := V%9, + Va,. The spherically symmetric Einstein-Euler system (L.I1I) — (II6) can take the
following form:

e = 1)+ 1 = 8ar° (p + ez’le), (5.4)
e Q2 +1) -1 = 8ar? (p + ez’le), (5.5)
A= —4nre 2t (vy v, (5.6)
1
DyV + e 2 W (VY = 8are? (VY2 V2 + A'V2 + Ee—”arﬁ =0, (5.7)
Dy (V) 9,.(V) ( 2)
|4 r 24 2 ’ ’
- V+0,V—-A4nre= (VY*V + +A+—-|V=0. 5.8
G g ; :8)

We introduce the Lagrangian parametrization n(-,¢) : [0, R,] — [0, R(z)] that represents the radial position
of the fluid particle at time ¢ so that

74 .
om = 70 on with n(y,0) =ny(y). (5.9)

Here 19 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

o (r,0) = o (1 0) + &(r, 1),
By a slight abuse of notation, we often write o-,%(r, t) instead of o-,% (177 (r, 1)), therefore we have

2
D‘70'K =0.

Then we derive the quasilinear equations for the renormalized fluid velocity V and the enthalpy perturbation
variable &. Applying the covariant derivative V; to the equation (5.2) yields

1 1
ViV - Evﬁ#vﬁva + EV"DVOJ =0, (5.10)

where we have used the identity V, Vg = VgV, in spherical symmetry. Let n be the unit outward pointing
(spacetime) normal to d8. Since o2 = 1 on 8, Vo? is normal (with respect to g) to 08. Going back to
(5.10) and restricting it to the boundary we get

|
V2Vt gvnva +3VDyo” =0, (5.11)

where

a:= \V,02Veg2,
Using the connection coefficient, we can express the V component equation of (3.11) as

1 1 1
(D} + 5aDy)V = =5V Dyo? = Dy(LogVVE) =T, V(D VY + T VeVE) + STp(Via) Ve (5.12)

We next turn to the interior wave equation for V. Applying V to the vanishing divergence equation V,V® =
0, commuting Vg and V,, and using V, Vg = V3V, gives

0=V,V'Vs — Ry V. (5.13)
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Taking trace of (I.2)) we get
R = 8n(V, V¥ +2),
and therefore in view of (I.1)) and (1.2)

_ 1
Rop = 8n(Vy Vg + Egaﬁ)' (5.14)
Plugging back into (5.13)) gives
1
V, VoV = 87(5 - a?)VE, (5.15)
Let O denote the wave operator of g. we express the V component equation of (5.13)) as
1
nv = 8x(5 - o)V = Dy(g" T, VF) - g}, T sVP =T, (D'V + g‘Wrgﬁvﬁ). (5.16)

To complete the set of fluid equations we need to derive wave equations for o> and D‘70'2 with Dirichlet
boundary conditions. Applying Vg to (5.2) and (5.10) and using V,V?* = 0,V, Vs = V4V, yield

no? = 8n(0* — 20*) = 2(Vo Va)(V V), (5.17)
and
ODyo? = 16n(Dyo? — 307 Dyo?) + 6(VEVA)(Vo Vo) + 4V VAY (Vo VYV V) — 4R 10, (VEVAIVAV.
(5.18)

Using the connection coefficients associated with the metric (L8], the equations (3.12)), (3.16), (5.17)), (3.18)
become

1 1
(Dé +5aDy)V = - Ee-”arz)vaz - Dy (e—” (VY i = 8rre* (VY2 V2 + A’Vz)
+ (4 (VY V2 = e 2V ') (D (V) + 1/ (V) V = daret (V) V)

(5.19)
+ (4 (VY2 V = A'V)(DyV + e (V) = 8re*! (VY2 V2 + A'V?)

1
+ Ee_u (W + ) Vd.0? — 4nr (VY Vo> on 6B,

! Dy (V) Vo, (V)
V =8n(= — 0>)V + Do(e ') — Vo, 24,7 =24,V =21, YO
OV =8n(5 — o)V + Dyle™u ) (e W) +e — =

1
- Py (47re® (V) V) + 0, (4 (V)P V = e AV) = drr (V)P V + 167 (V)? V°

+ 6—2/1 ’ (DV <V> _ Var <V>
V) V)
DyV vo,v

— 8rre? (VY V (W W + e 2 (VY — drre®t (V) Vz)

2
—e A (—4me”u’ (VYPV = dar® (VY2 V = 8ae® (VY2 V + (/ A'V + (X)*V + —/l’V) ,
r

+ u’v) — e (9,V - dmre (VY2 V + X'V (5.20)
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oo sfe 2o 2084 0, 02() - Lot - 2oy
‘ ‘ r (V)2 K (V)2 K
1 V2 VD, (V) V29.(V
’ (Vy? (DVV)(arO-%) —H ‘ . dyog =2 <3 >3r0',% — drre* V29,02

RV 3
(V) %2 \2 (5.21)
+ e 2 (VY = ArreP (V) V2) (0, (V) — dmre*t (V) V?)

B 4(DvV V(W)
vy ~ Wy

2
+ e = 10,02 + ¢7210,0,0% + e 28,02 — 20t — 4 (VY D, (V),
r
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Dy (V)= Vo, (V)
ODyo? =167 (Dyo? - 30°Dyo?) + 4( v

SNATAS 1
V)| +8 (—) + 64m— (V2 V3
(V) r r
+ 67 (G,V — dare® (VY V + /l’V) (8,8,0'2 + drre*t VD‘70'2 — 4dxre* V28,0'2)

Dy(Vy =V (V) )
( v 0 +u v)( A (VY = drret (VY V) (0, (V) - dmret (V) V)

12D‘7V - Vo, (V) (DV(V> - Vo, (V)
V) V)

D;V D, 0,0 - Vo,0,0°
12( v —Varm+e—”u'<v>—4nre”<v>v2)[[ u ]<V> ]

+12

’V) (a, (VY = drre* (V) Vz)

V) V)
(DV Vo, (V)
V) V)

DyV Vo, (V) o, 22 2\ 9Py
((V) W+e W (V) —4nre (V)V) T

6(1) 7 (V)= Vo, v, ) DyDyo* (D‘7<V)—V8,<V))(D‘70'2—V@,O'Z))

+ e 2 (VY — drre®t (V) Vz) (— <‘l/> 0' +u m@,o- )

+ dnre* (VY Voo )

(V) (V)2 (vy?
(D v (VO -VoV) 2V ,  (DpV)@,07) V(é,V)((?,O'Z)]
6 T orve — 2 + 2
V) V) V) V)
Dy (V) =Vo,(V) VIDy,0,10%  V29,0,0
6= il - v rO 0 20,08 o2
( vy, ) v v ¢ ]
DyV = Vo, (V)
V)

8
(9, (V) = 4rre™ (V) V2) + 4(8,V = drr? (V2 V + V) + S0 V(v + 8 V3
r?

+12(8,V = 4xre (VY V + 1'V) ( e (VY — drre* (V) Vz)

Dy((V)V Vo,(VyV
_ 462/1 (487‘[}’264/1 <V>2 V2 _ 47”_62/1 V(<V> ) + 47Tr€2/1 §<‘/>> ) + /l, ’ —2/1 (/'l )2 =24 _ N —2/1)

(DV (V) = Va, (V)
4%
+ e 2 (y)? (a,v — At (VY V + X v)].

;/V) V2 4+ (DyV = Vo,V + e 2 (V) = drre™ (VY2 V)V

(5.22)

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

A, AW
Dy 016 =4 Dyt = Va0 - 2D y0 + X V0,6 - 0,1)0,0
26, (V , 20, (V ,
Dy 0,0,10 =24 1Dy 0,16 = 221Dy, 0,10 - 20, Dgo ~ = 20,Dgor - 2 V0,0,
+ L V0,0,0 4+ "Dy - V0,0~ W P Dy + W PVO + 2 2Dy
V) DY) 8,0,()

- 2u P — D; |% 0,¢ — 2(0,V)(0,0,¢) — (0,0, V)(0,

2 vo,0 - L Dg 4 VL0 - 20,)0,0,6) - 0,0,V)0,0

[Dy. 0l =

[Dy,

1 2V 2V 2V
207z ) Psb + 00 (w) g+ alPa: 050~y {75 o

- W(ar‘p)[Dv, 0,1V - W(@,V)[DV, 0,19 + D\7 (W) (DVV)(6r¢) + W(va)[DV’ d,1¢

ol P L0, — ———[D3. 8,
V(“ <v>2) v ( <V>2) ST >2[ T
2
+ —2V< 3;3<—V> [Dy, 0,1¢ + Dy(4rre*' V)Dy¢ — Dy(dnre* V), — drre* V2 [Dy, 0,14

2
+ Dyle™ (' = )18,¢ + e (' — V)[Dy, 8,16 + Dy (e-” - 0%) 8,0,

"2 2 1 2
-21 =21 -21 =21
(e - W) [D‘-}, (9r(9r]¢> + D‘-;(e );8r¢ —e V ﬁargb +e ;[D‘-;, ar]¢

1 Dy (V)
(5 DyV)(0,9) + RGe — (DyDyV)(0,¢) + Dy (—) Dy¢

(Y (vy?
VDy (V) 2V, (V) 2V20,(V)
B V( vy )6’ _DV( Wy )DV +DV( vy )a’
Dyo? - Vo,o?
W Vg = 3D ( T ](Dvas—vareb)—%Dv(e—“arcrz)areb
1D»0'2—V(9 o?

r 1 -
_ §V<V—>2 ((DyV)(@,) + VIDy.0,10) 5¢ *9,0%[Dy, 0,1

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:

87 [ s2[p(s) + €*V]ds

e =1 (5.23)
r
A+ =4nre* (p +p+2e* Vz) (5.24)
r 2 21172
s [o(s) + e V-]ds
u =dnre*t| p + eV + ﬁ) . (5.25)

3

Proof. Using the boundary condition at r = 0, (3.23)) can be obtained by integrating equation (3.4). Equation
(5.24) can be proved by adding (5.4) to (3.5). Finally using (5.23) to substitute for the term (¢! — 1), we
arrive at the desired identity (5.23)). m|

Let the notation @ represent the perturbed terms including V, & and their derivatives. Applying Lemma
[B.1land[5.2lyields higher order equations for the fluid variables which we record in the form of a few lemmas
for future reference.

Lemma 5.3. D"‘7V satisfies

1
(Dé + EaDn)D";V = fi (5.26)

on 0B, where f; is a linear combination (coefficients are related to ', 1, e*,0,0°) of the perturbed
terms including the linear terms of ang H(rz, D? V and nonlinear terms w(ang +l0'2, Dé‘ V, 8rD</f V), with
Jsi2<k j3js<k-1 ja<k+1

Proof. Here we just outline the crucial steps. Applying Lemmal[5.2] we have

24 _ 1
DV“, =Dy [47rrez’1(p + ez’le)] + Dy (e )

2r
24 24
e et —1
=Dy, [47rreﬂ(p + eMVZ)] + TDV’l -V 272
Dy (V) 9,(V)

V+0,V—A4nre (V¥ V+ W + )V

1
=3 [,u’ —dnre*(p + eMVz)]

\2 2
o2
+ Dy [47rrez’1(p + eﬂvz)] + TDV/L
where we have used (5.8). Using equation (5.6), we have
Dyd=VO1+ VA = —~4nre (VY V + VA

Therefore Dy; applied to " have the desired forms, as well as DyA’. This means that the derivative acting
on the background metric y, A4 can be converted to the fluid variable V, &. By the induction and commutator
identities, a lengthy but straightforward argument completes the proof. |

Next we record the wave equation for D VV’
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Lemma 5.4. D"‘?V satisfies

1
oDV = Fi+ ~Fi1, (5.27)
in B, where Fy is a linear combination (coefficients are related to p’, /", A, 1", e , 02,0,02,0,0,0%) of the

perturbed terms including the linear terms of 0, Djl D”V 0, Dngrl 2 D”Jrlo'2 with ji, js <k, jo <k+1,
J3 < k—1 and nonlinear terms w(é,ng, D:,;’V, 5r3rD<77V,8,D€+1 2,D<79+1 2,8,(9,D<7'°+1 o), with js, jo <
k, j1.js Sk =1, je <k +1,ji0 < k=2,

The next lemma contains the wave equation for D"‘;lo-z

Lemma 5.5. D";“o'2 satisfies

1
oD o? = —12e7/0,D% 0 + Hy + ~Hy1, (5.28)
14
in B, where Hy is a linear combination (coefficients are relc_lted to p ,/1”,/1’,_/1”,62’1, 02,98,02%,0,0,0%) of
the perturbed terms including the linear terms of B,Dé' V,DgV, 6,D</3+10'2,D€ 162, with Ji.ja <k jo <
k+ 1, j3 < k—1 and nonlinear terms w(é,D{/fV, D{/EV, G,B,D{/JV, G,D{;HO'Z, D{/f“o-z, G,G,D{;"Hoi), with
j5aj8 < k» j7aj10 < k— 1) j65j9 < k + 1'
The proof of the above two lemmas is similar to the Lemma 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 ¢ we introduce the following energies

R
Elg,1] := f r?10,,¢I*dr + R*Dy¢l*(R),
0 6.1)

R
Elg,1] := f 210, ,¢\dr,
0

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

k k
Ejlg.01 = EID) .1, Exld.nl= Y Ejfetl, Ejfg.il = EIDLg1l,  Exloal = ) Ejlg.1l.

j=0 J=0
For the perturbed solutions (g, V) to Einstein-Euler equation, we introduce the following unified energy
E(t) :=E4[V, 1] + E<l+l[8 t]
R
&= ) f PoIDEVIEdr+ f 10D e dr + &(0).
JHk<l+1 JHk<i+1 0

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, ) is a solution to Einstein-Euler system (3.4) — (3.8) with
(1) < Cy, ] < Cy, IIG;",n(y, N2 10510, D, 10y, 1) = 1, In(y, 1) = yI < Cy, (6.2)

for some constants 0 < C;,Cy, < 1,C, and [ sufficiently large satisfying 1 <m <[1-1,1<m’ <1+ 1. Then
we have

d 3
60 < i)+ [ 06i(0)+ C1éi(9)+ 6 (s 1€ 10.T] (6.3)
0

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

To prove Proposition we need to show that higher order energy &(f) controls the total energy &(?).
The result is stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition for any t € [0, T], we have
R R ro
Z f 10" DR VIdr + Z f P10’ D effdr < &) + £(0) + f &7 (s)ds. (6.4)
0 v 0 v 0

p+k<i+1 p+k<i+1
The implicit coefficient in this estimate depends on the constants of the bootstrap assumption (6.2).
In order to prove Proposition we first recall standard Hardy inequalities.
Lemma 6.3. For a given function ¢, we have
R R
f ¢*dr < f (67 +10,¢%)dr,
0 0

and if k < 1, the following estimate hold

R R
[ 2 w-v0rars [ oot
0 0
The proof of Lemmal6.3|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
1
16 D5 VIl + 107D ellow s &2 (), a+k<I-1,1€[0,T].
Proof. This follows from the Sobolev embedding H'(0, R) < L*(0, R) and standard Hardy inequality. O

The following lemma gives a estimate for the L? norms.

Lemma 6.5. Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2), ifa +k < I,t € [0, T], then we have
R R ¢
f r218°Dr Vv dr + f r10°DKH el dr < £(0) + f &i(s)ds.
0 v 0 v 0
Proof. We rcall the Lagrangian parametrization n(y, t), that is

v :
on with 7(y,0) = n0(y).

atU:W
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For any function ¢, we have

de (n(y,1,1) _ Dy¢
S = 00000, (6.5)

Multiplying both sides of the above equation by y?>¢ and integrating over [0, R,] X [0, 1], we get

LR, 2 LR, 2 S AL Dy¢
3 f ¥ Iy 1), 0F dy = 5 f ¥ le(n(y, 0), 0)* dy = f f YO0, 5), 95010, 5), $)dyds.
0 0 0 JO

Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2)), we can bound the Jacobian of the Lagrangian coordinate transforma-
tion from [0, R,] to [0, R(r)] using the fundamental theorem of calculus. Therefore we give

R R t R
f rlo(r,t)* dr < f  1¢(r, 0) dr + f f 7 (IDyg(r, )P + 16(r, )P ) drds. (6.6)
0 0 0 Jo

We apply this estimate to ¢ = G?D"; Vaswell ¢ = B?D";“e. Then as long as a + k < [, the right-hand side of
(6.6) is bounded by

!
&1(0) + f Si(s)ds,
0
which completes the proof of Lemmal6.51 m|
The next lemma will be used to control ||0,0,812(g(y) in terms of [|0¢l2(g ) and [10,Dydllr2s)-

Lemma 6.6. Let A be defined as A := f;—;’a,(ﬂa,(p), where @ = e — L. Then for any ¢,

-z
1 2V 2V 1 \%
Ad = —DsDop — ——0,D3 —— (0, V)(0,p) — —=(D:V)0,¢) — ' —=D
8 =0+ 5 DyDyd = 5Dy + SOV = s (DyVIO,9) ~ i 15Dy
, V2 Dy (V) VDy(V) 2V, (V) 2V26,(V) a1
—— 8¢ - ——"D, 0, D, 8,4 — Anre*' VD,
R T S P T ¢~ dmreV Dy

Wy TV 6.7)

V2
+47re*' V20,0 + e 2N — 1)d, ¢ — e

-0
WRr r¢
=:0¢ + Ry,
and there is constant co > 0 such that

inf ad" > ¢y.
0<t<T

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

. 2
O¢ = —e #0,0,0 + € 210,0,¢ + ¢ (it — DO + ¢4 (ﬂ' -+ ;) 0,9,

and we have

2 2 -21 .2
rr 6—2/1 V 6—2/1 _ V — € %
<V>2 0-2 + 62/1 V2 0-2 + 62/1‘/2

By continuty, the proof of Lemmal[6.6]is completed. m|

> 0.
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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 2.

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

R R R
f 10,0, dr < f 10,7 dr + f r |Agl dr.
0 0 0

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

R R a’ 2
[ aolowaola- "% poaof a
0 o r
(6.8)

R
- f (a7 10,0, + 4" r(0,0,4)(D,¢) + 4 0,417 dr.
0

Using integration by parts, we have

R R R
f 4a""1(0,0,¢)(,¢)dr = 2a" (R)R |0,91* (R) — f 24" 10,4 dr - f 28,a")r1d,4I dr. (6.9)
0 0 0
Combined with (6.8) and (6.9), we get

R
f (772 10,0,41 + 20" 10,4 dr + 2" (RIR 10,41 (R)
; (6.10)

R R
= f (49)|0,(70,0)| dr + f 2(8,d")r 18,1 dr.
0 0
Since a’ > ¢y > 0 by Lemmal6.6] the left-hand side of (6.10) controls

R R
f > 10,0,¢|* dr + f 10,6 dr.
0 0

Notice that 7~!(d,a™) 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 R
f 10,07 dr + f r |Ag|* dr,
0 0

which completes the proof of Lemmal6.7] m]

Notice that Einstein-Euler system (5.4]) — (5.8) does not contain the time derivative of u, so we need some
additional estimates.

Lemma 6.8. Under the bootstrap assumption (6.2), if k < I, then we have
1
Nl sl and  |Ou(rl < & (1)

Proof. For the first estimate, we consider the equation (53.3) by recasting the following form
24

Wt r) = +4nre*(p + V). (6.11)
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By integrating (6.11)) and using the boundary condition (L.9)), we get

® (20 _ ]
u(t,r) = —f ( 5 + 47rse2’1(p + ez’le)) ds.
s
-

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

00 62/1 -1 R 62/1 -1
ut,r) = —f ds — f + 4nse* (p + V)| ds. (6.12)
R 2s r 2s

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

-*(62/1]7 + 64/1‘/2)

D V(24 412
(@) (t, r) = —4re (VY V + dnret L Arret (e p+eV)

V) (V)
According to (I.9) and (6.2)), we integrate the above equation to get

1
la(r,0l < 67 (1) < 1,

where we have used the Sobolev embedding inequality and the Hardy inequality. For 1 < k < [, 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 Lemmal6.8] |

Proof of Proposition (6.2). we will use the induction argument on the order p of 47, starting with the fluid
quantities V and &. When p = 0, 1 the estimates for 9" D";V and 87 D"‘;ls follow from the definition of the

energies. Now we assume that the estimate holds for orders less or equal to 1 < p </, that is
R R to
> f PlotDEVPdr+ > Y f P1IDM effdr < Ei(t) + £(0) + f &2 (s)ds,  (6.13)
1 v
q<p q+k<l+1 Y0 q<p q+k<l+1 Y9 0

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

R R N
Z P20P DR VIEdr + Z PP DR eldr < Ei6) + £0) + | &2 (s)ds. (6.14)
% 1% l
k<i-p Y0 k<i—p 0 0
We start with the estimate for ||8f+1D"‘7+1(9||i2 B0y Applying Lemma to ¢ = af_lD";“s we need to
estimate ||A0” _IDI“;lglli2 o Using the notation of Lemmal[3.5] we have

R R R R
i 2
f Pl D efdr < f Plop Dk efdr + f r2|[u,a£’ 1]D"+1s| dr + f P10, 0,0 ' e)Pdr
0 0 0 0

V
R 2 R
2 2
+f r |Rap_1D dr+f r
r V€
0 v 0

2
dr.

_ 1
61: ! (Hk + ;Hk—l)

(6.15)
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Except for the last term on the right-hand side of (6.13)), all the terms are bounded by the right-hand side
of (6.14) using the induction hypothesis (6.13). In view of Lemma and the Hardy inequalities, the
remainder terms in the last term on the right-hand side of (6.15)) are

R R
+1 +1 k-
f rzlw-(?f Dl‘;slzdr, f rzlw-af Dl“71V|2dr,
0 0

1
where ||@]lo < &,°(7), and the all other term appearing in (6.13) can be bounded by the right-hand side of
using the induction hypothesis (6.13). For the two top order terms above, since p + 1 + k— 1 < [
we can use Lemma [6.3] to bound these terms by the right-hand side of as well. The estimate for

||(917 *1pk V|| is similar, so we omit the details. Based on the argument inductively, we finally obtain

L(B(1))

r3
> f SAATT Y f P10 DY el dr < () + £(0) + f &2 (s)ds,
0

p+k<l+1 p+k<I+1 0

which completes the proof of Proposition |

The following we develop the necessary nonlinear energy estimates for sufficiently small perturbed solu-
tions (V, &) to the Einstein-Euler system (5.4)-(3.8). We start by recording a general multiplier identity for
the wave equation. Let Q = Q%V,, be an arbitrary first order multiplier. Then a direct calculation shows that

1 1
(0$)(Q9) = Va((QA)(V'$) = 50" (Vpd)(V'$)) + 5(Va Q) Vp$)(V'9) = (V' Q) (Vad)(Vp#)-  (6.16)
The next energy estimate is used for D";V.

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

! R !
E[DLV, 1] <&(0) + f f rz(Fk+le_1)(D"‘7+1V)drds+ f R (f) (D5'V) (R)ds
0 Jo r 0 4

! R ! 3
+ f f r*10,DEV P drds + f &7 (s)ds.
0 Jo v 0

Proof. Multiplying the equation (5.26) by a‘lefl V we get

(6.17)

;DV ( 1 (Dk+1V)2) + =(D,, DF V)(Dk+1V) f Dl“;lV _ —(D a)(Dk+1V)2

which upon integration over 08 = U,¢o,7108(¢) gives

VO t
f —(D"V+1V)2dsg+ f f (D,,D";V)(D";“V)ngdT
O 0 JoB(1)
0 t 2
= 1(D’:“V)st + Z D5VAS dr (6.18)
v 8 V 8
05(0) a 0 Jos(r) @

k172 ! divV i
—2(D a)(D V)<dS dT + —(D5V) ngdT,
08(1) 4 0 Josr a v
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where dfv denotes the divergence operator on 8. To treat the second term on the left, we integrate (6.16)
with O =V, ¢ = D"‘7 V over Usepo,71B(1). Using the fact that V is tangent to 08, we get

VO t
f ((D";”V)(VODIZV)-i-—(V“D";V)(VQDIZV))dxg— f f (D VYDLDEVS ydr
B(1) v 2 v 0 Josx Y
VO t
= f (DXVY(Vo DA V) + — (VDA V)(V, DR V) | dx, — f @Dh V(DN Vydx,dr (6.19)
so\ Y o2 v 0 Jso VY

f !
1 k k k k
fo fB . 5Va VOVEDLV (VDL V)dxxgdr - fo B(T)(va VE)(Vo D V)V DL V)dxgdr.
By adding (6.19) to (6.18]), we have

Vo Vo
(D V(YDA V) + — (VEDRV)(V D’iV))dx + f —(DMv)2ds
L(r)( v 4 2 v *v & Jogw a v #

& &
= (DK V(YD V) + —(VDE V(YD V)) dxg + f —(DY'v)ds
L(O)( v 4 2 Ve " Josoy a Y ¢

t 1 !
_ f f (Fk+—Fk_1)(D"‘7+1V)dxng— f (VIVAYV D VI(VpDLV )dxgdt
0 JB() r 0 JB()

' 2 ke ' 1 12 ' dvV i
+ f f Z D5V S jdr — f f —(Dya) (D VS odr + f f (D5 VYdS gdr,
0 Jasmy @V 0 Josw) a 0 Josm @
(6.20)

where we have used (3.3) 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

VO

k+1 k @ Yk k k 712

(D VIVoDEY) + = (V*DEVI(VaDV) 2 16, D} VP

For the steady-state solution to (LI7)-(L.20), we have the following Taylor sign condition
Vno2 < —ap <0, on 4B, where  Vy = N%9,. 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
f 10, D",V Pdx, + f DX VRdS , 2 ELDN V1,
B() v 08wV v
which completes the proof of Lemmal[6.9] through some direct calculations. O

The following lemma is the main energy identity for D"‘;ls.
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Lemma 6.10. Suppose Q =V — vn with v > 0 sufficiently small, then the following energy identity holds

f [ (QD"+l )(VODk+18)+ o = Ve D"+l )(V"Dk“g)] dx, + f f v(nD"“g)2ngdr
B(1) 08(r) 2

- sz(O)

f f [ (VCOP)(V, Dk“g)(VﬂDl‘;“s)—Ze_M "8, D’:“g)(QD’:“s)] dx,dt
B(7)

k+1 0 Hk+1 Q k+1 @ yk+1 1 k+1
_(QD‘7 )V D‘7 <9)+7(V[,D‘7 e)Vv D‘7 s)]dxg—f I(T) (H/<+;H;<_1)(QD‘7 &)dxgdr

f f 5(VaQ" (VD ) (VP D e)dxgdr + f f 4 ,D o) (D e)dxgdr.
B(7) B(1) 6.22)

Proof. Integrating (6.16) with ¢ = D’i“s over Usepo.718(t), we get

0’

f [ (QDk+18)(VODk+18) + (V Dk+1 )(VQD/{+18)] dxg
B(1)

!
_ f f n(,((QD"‘;ls)(V"D"‘;ls)—EQ"(V(,D";HE)(V"DI‘;“@))ngdT
I0B(1)

QO

!
= f [—(QD’:“e)(vOD’i“e)+ (VQD’i“e)(V"D’i“e)] dx, — f (@D ) QDN e)dux dr
8(0) Y Y 2 v v 0o Jsm Y v

! 1 t
+ f f S (Vo O)(VpD )(VP D e)dxgdr f (VY OO\ (Vo D e)(Vp D e)dxgdr.
B(1) 2 0 JB(1)

(6.23)
Since D"‘;ls is constant on 98, we have
(VQD?IS)(V“D";“(Q) = (nDl“;ls)z,
and
Ny ((QDk+18)(Va/D/‘c7+18) Qa/(v Dk+1 )(VaDk+18)) V(nDk+18)2
on d8. Using the notation of Lemmal[3.3] we arrive at (6.22)). |

Since Q is future-directed timelike, the first term on the left-hand side of (6.22)) satisfies
R
f r2|a,,,D’g1.s|2dr < f [ (QD"“s)(VODk“s) + 0 = Ve Dk“s)(V"Dk“s) dx;.
0 B(1)
Therefore the left-hand side of the energy identity (6.22) controls

!
E[D e, + f R0, D e (Ryds.
0
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When k = [ the last term on the right-hand side of (6.22) is equivalent to

A
f E[Dl‘;ls, slds,

0

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

g = = 4 PN G2 4 M2 (d6% + sin® 0dp?).

Using the notation O to represent the wave operator with respect to metric g, a straightforward calculation
shows that

ﬁDl‘;le = DDl‘;le + 14724 u'o, Dl+18 + non-linear terms,

and this makes the last term on the right-hand side of (6 can be eliminated, which is recorded in the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.11. Suppose Q =V — vn with v > 0 sufficiently small, then the following energy identity holds

QO
L(t)

~(QD'e)(VODe) + 7(%D’“ )(V"D’“g)] dxz + f f —v(nDl“s)zdS dr
0B
_L(O)

(r) 2
t ~ ~ ~
+ f f [—(V“QB)(V[,Dl‘;Ig)(VﬂDl‘;Ig)—26_2’1 (0, D”ls)(QD“lg)]dxgdr
B(1)

0
I+1 0 /+1 Q v I+1 oo ny+1 ~ l+1 I+1
Dy e)VODe) + S (VoD o) (VDY g)] dxg — f Lm (DDv s)(QDv &)dxzdt
(6.24)

f f —(v 0"V &)V DY &)dxgdr + f f 2e7y (9,D''2) (DY e)dxgdr,
B(r) 2 B(1)

where the notation N denotes covariant derivative with respect to g.

The proof of the above lemma is similar to the Lemmal6.10l and we omit the details. Then we turn to the
proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition (6.1). According to Proposition we only need to show that &;(¢) is bounded by the
right-hand side of (6.3), that is,

_ ! 3
EalVotl + Eaule] < Qo)+ [ 06i(9)+ Ci6ia(s) + a6l o) (6.25)
0
Step 1: First we show that
_ ! 3
Eqy1le, 1] < Coéi(0) +f 081(s) + C181-1(s) + C26,° (s)ds. (6.26)
0

As we have discussed before, the method is to apply energy estimate (6.22) for k < /— 1 and energy estimate
(6.24) for k = I. Using the Lemmal6.10] E[e, 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 = . In view of Lemmal6.11] we have

!
1yl ~ yl+1 =24, I+1 I+1
EDY'e, 1] <6(0) + fo f%) [DDv e—2e My (3,1)v £)] (D' &)dxzdr

N (6.27)

!
_(oa C I+1 C +1 N _~ =24, I+1 I+1 ~
fo fB(r)[ (V Qﬁ)(VQD‘7 8)(V'3D‘7 g)—2e "u (B,D‘7 z;)(QD‘7 8)] dxgdr

+

t
1 - . 5
f f —(VaQ")(VﬁDl‘;lg)(VﬂDl‘;ls)dxgd‘r
0 JB(1) 2

By using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and taking v small enough, a straight forward calculation shows that
the last two terms on the right-hand of (©.27) can be bounded by the right-hand of (6.3)). For the main term

!
BaD* e — 2724 (8,D" ' €)| (OD ' &)dxzdr
L »fB(‘r)[ V ( 7 )] V 8

in fact, we need to consider the contribution

t R
Lk
0 Jo
In view of Lemma[3.3] 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 R
N
0 Jo

Notice that [ is large enough, therefore using (3.7) and computing commutators the contribution can be

bounded by
f R 5 - 2 t R 5
J
Zjo‘forarDvV|drdT+ Z j;j;r

JHk<l JHk<i+1

which completes the proof of (6.23).
Step 2: Here we prove that

’

1 2
Hl+ _Hl—l drdr.
r

2 1 R 2
a,DCv| drdt + f f 2 |D£+1v| drd-. (6.28)
\% 0 0 \%

aﬁDl“?s

2 13
drdt + f éalz(‘r)d‘r,
0

!
E4[V,1] < Coéi(0) + f 0é1(s) + C161-1(s) + Cchf}%(S)dS- (6.29)
0

Similar to the previous step, we consider the most difficult part E [Dl‘7 V,t]. In view of Lemmal6.9] we need
to control

t R 1 " ! +
[ e e R R R 63

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

by
Z fterz BjDkV|2drdT+ Z fterz
0 Jo v 0o Jo

JHk<l+1 JHk<I+1

3Dk 8|2 drdr + ft @‘"% (7)dr
r ‘7 0 l ’
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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

I+1

> [
k=0 0

In view of Lemmal6.10/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] O

1 f !
2 2 3
8,Dke| (RydT+ )| f R|DLV] (Rydr + f &7 (vydr. 6.31)
k=0 V0 0

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
&(¢) in terms of the linear growth rate 4/—v.. 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

V =V on (Lagrangian velocity),
& = g on (Lagrangian enthalpy),

and the corresponding energy

_ Ry . 2 Ry . 2 _
SOEEDY ( fo y2|a§6’iwzdy) + ) ( fo y2|a§6’:“é|2dy) + ) (RIGIVIRY).

JHk<l+1 JHk<I+1 k<I+1

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 still holds in the Lagrangian coordinate
system, that is

E(t) < Coi(0) + fo 0i(5) + C1é11(5) + Co (s)ds, (7.1)

for some positive constants Cg, Cy, C, and sufficiently small absolute constant o to be chosen later. In order
to control the growth rate of the linear term &;_;, we apply Sobolev interpolation inequality and roughly
illustrate the idea.

! 2 i Ry ) ! Ry . !
é_l(s)ds) ~ f f V1005V 2 dyds + f f V100 & dyds + f R V(R ds.
(j(: Z 0 JO v Z 0 JO v Z 0 !

jrk<l jtksl k<l
(7.2)



STABILITY AND INSTABILITY HARD PHASE 43

The first term on the right-hand side of (Z.2)) can be written as

f PR o
> f f V1810 VP dyds
0 JO

Jk<l

{ PR o { PR .
< > f f Y10J0f VP dyds + Cy, ) f f Y18V Pdyds
0 JO 0 JO

JHk<l+1 J<I

f Ry o PN . t PR
<6 ) f f Y10J0f VP dyds + 0,Co, f f Y18]VPdyds + Co, Co, f f YIVPdyds,
0 Jo 0 Jo 0 Jo

JHk<l+1 J<I+1
(7.3)

where we apply Sobolev interpolation inequality to time norm and space norm with weight y? respectively.
Since 61, 6, can be small enough, we have

1
t R o 2 r B
[ZLgL;%ﬂW%mJ§LM®+%MMWm
J+k<l

for sufficiently small absolute constant o to be chosen later. The remainder terms on the the right-hand side
of ([Z.2) are bounded by the trace theorem and the same way. Combined with the previous discussion, we
get

_ _ T _3 _
&)(1) < Co&i(0) + f 081(s) + C2877 (5) + CyllV, Ell 2 ds, (7.4)
0

for some positive constants Co, C3, C, and sufficiently small absolute constant o to be chosen later. In the
statement of the following proposition, for any given 6 > 0 and 6y > 6, we define
1 6o
T°= ——1In—, 7.5
50 (7.5)

where +/—v, is the fastest linear growth mode.

Proposition 7.1. Assume the stars have large enough central densities. For any sufficiently small 6 > 0,
there exists a family of initial data (V°(0), £%(0)) = 8(Vy, &) such that the perturbed solutions (V°(t), 8(t))
to the Einstein-Euler system with equation of state (L) for t € [0, T°] satisfy

VT, &(T)ll2 = 70 > 0,
where 1 is independent of 6.

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°: the system is
nonlinear instability.

Proof. Formally the perturbation solution Y’ = (V, &) of Einstein-Euler system satisfies

T =LY+ NY, (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

-2
INTl 2 < CnéT,

for some positive constant Cyy. In Section 4l we prove that the existence of the fastest linear growth mode
\/=V, of the linearized operator around steady states with large central density. This means that e’ generates
a strongly continuous semigroup on L*(Q) such that

L N
le™ 2@z < Cre V",

for some positive constant C;. Consider a family of initial data Y°(0) = Y with |||l 2@ = 1, where Ty
is the eigenfunction corresponding to the fastest growing modes of the linearized system satisfying

lle™™Yoll 2 = € V™. (1.7)
In order to finish instability argument, we need the following two additional bootstrap assumptions

V=vs

1
&) < ,
72 (0) 10,

(D)l 20y < 26e V7. (7.8)

Then we apply (Z.4) with o = ‘/?, C, = C,, and obtain
A [_V*
4

“;V* &(s) +2C,.5e V7 ds (7.9)

v ;V* & (s)ds.

, _3
é1(s) + C267° () + Gy IIT(9)ll 2y d's

&i(t) <Co&(0) + f
0

!
<Coéi(0) + f
0

- 2C, !
<Co&)(0) + —=e V""" + f
V — Vi 0
It follows from the Gronwall lemma that

z z 2C, "NV - 2C, \ v
é?(l‘) SCoé‘}(O) + —= e — V.t + f _V (Cog}(()) + — Se —v*.s)eT(t—.s)dS
0o 2 =

*

(7.10)

_ Vs 2C
<Co&(0)e 7 '+ Lo V7!
_V*

<C(Cy, + 1)se V",
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where C = max( f/c_v_:, Co) and C+,, > 0. Applying the Duhamel principle to (7.6)) yields

!
I0(5) = 6" Yol 2 =H f HITIN(L(s))ds
0

L2(Q)

!
<, f VT EIINCE(3) 2 s
0
, ) 7.11
<C.C f VT E2 () ds i
0

!
S2C~'ZCLCN[C§O + 1]52f e V=9 2NVs g
0
<C[CY, + 116872V,
where C = ZC%_N~ Using (7.7) and (Z.I1), at the escape time ¢ = 7° we have

0TIz > |57 = CICE, + 11622V (7.12)
> |6y - C[C, + 1163 -

Then we close the bootstrap assumptions (6.2) and (Z.8]) by taking an appropriate constant 6. Set

v\ 1
1 4C, C12 C’]

6p = min| — y == » = » TR
2C[C§O + 1] 4C[Cy, + 1] 2C[Cy, + 1] 2C[Cy, + 1]

We have from (7.10) and (7.11)),
1 ~ Vi
&2(1) <C(Cr, + oeVT 1" < Y0
8C,
- 3
1Tl <(1+CICT, + 1166 V7T") e V7 < S0e V7,
which close the bootstrap assumptions (Z.8). Applying the fundamental theorem of calculus, the bootstrap

assumptions (6.2)) can be closed in the same way as in the treatment of (Z.8]). We omit the details. Combined
with the previous estimate (7.12)), we shall see at the escape time t = 79,

_ 1
NPTz 2 |60 = CICY, + 165] = 6,

where 6 is independent of &, which completes the proof of Proposition [7.11 |
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