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Abstract

We show that the question about the criterion of a singularity formation for

radially symmetric solutions to the Cauchy problem for a fairly wide class of

equations related to the pressureless Euler-Poisson equations can be reduced to

the study of solutions to a linear homogeneous ordinary differential equation.

In some cases, such a criterion can be obtained in terms of the initial data. In

the remaining cases, it is possible to construct a simple numerical procedure,

on the basis of which the question about preserving smoothness for any set of

initial data can be solved.
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1. Introduction

The history of attempts to obtain criteria of a singularity formation for

the solution of the Cauchy problem to the pressureless Euler-Poisson system

is quite long. The pressureless Euler-Poisson system is interesting because it

contains features of real physical models, but at the same time allows an accurate

analytical study of threshold phenomena in terms of initial data, which occurs

extremely rarely. The nature of the solution varies considerably depending on
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the assumptions made about the interaction force (attractive or repulsive) and

the background density. For the case of one spatial variable, the question about

the exact identification of the initial data corresponding to a globally smooth

solution is almost completely solved in [11]. However, the transfer of the results

to the case of radially symmetric solutions turned out to be very difficult. A

review can be found in [1], [22].

This work is inspired by the possibility of obtaining the criterion for a singu-

larity formation in terms of initial data in the repulsive case in the exceptional

spatial dimension 4 [18]. The question arose as to what other classes of systems

this method could be extended to. We show that the success in obtaining a

criterion in terms of the initial data is related to the possibility of obtaining a

first integral of some auxiliary system. In the multidimensional case, the criteria

turn out to be quite cumbersome, since they involve not only derivatives of the

initial data, but also the data themselves. Therefore, the space of initial data

sets corresponding to a globally smooth solution is four-dimensional.

At the same time, such a criterion in terms of the existence of a zero of a

particular solution of some linear homogeneous differential equation can be ob-

tained for a wider class of systems. Although it does not give explicit conditions

on the initial data under which the solution preserves global smoothness, it can

be simply implemented numerically and allows the possibility of checking any

initial data.

We are also substantially interested in the connection with the theory of

linear differential equations, the results of which can be applied to the new

area.

We study a class of extended Euler-Poisson equations

∂n

∂t
+ div (nV) = 0,

∂V

∂t
+ (V · ∇)V = − k∇Φ − µV +mr, −∆Φ = n− c, (1)

where the scalar functions n (density), Φ (force potential), and the vector V

(velocity) depend on the time t and the point x ∈ R
d, d > 1, r = (x1, . . . , xd).

Here c > 0 is the density background, µ = const > 0 is the friction coefficient,

m = const is the intensity of the quadratic confinement, k = const 6= 0. The
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sign of k corresponds to a repulsive (plus) or attractive (minus) force.

Many important models can be reduced to (1). In particular, it is the pres-

sureless Euler-Poisson equations with a quadratic confinement [5]

∂n

∂t
+ div (nV) = 0,

∂V

∂t
+ (V · ∇)V = −

∫

Rd

∇xN(x− y)n(t, y) dy − r, (2)

where −N(x) is the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator in d - dimen-

sional space, i.e. −∆N(x) = δ(x), d > 2. Indeed, the right hand side term in

the second equation (2) is −∇Ψ, where Ψ is the solution of ∆Ψ = n− d. Thus,

(2) coincides with (1) for c = d, m = µ = 0.

Further, the Euler-Poisson equations with a nonlocal pressure term (e.g. [4])

∂n

∂t
+ div (nV) = 0,

∂V

∂t
+ (V · ∇)V = −

∫

Rd

∇xN(x− y)n(t, y) dy, (3)

similarly can be reduced to (1) with c = m = µ = 0.

First, we write (1) in a more convenient form and introduce E = ∇Φ. Under

the assumption that the solution is sufficiently smooth and E vanishes as |r| →
∞ we obtain

n = c− divE, (4)

and remove n from (1). The result is

∂V

∂t
+ (V · ∇)V = −kE− µV +mr,

∂E

∂t
+VdivE = cV. (5)

Denote r = |r|, and consider radially symmetric solutions depending only on

r,

V = F (t, r) r, E = G(t, r) r, n = n(t, r) n0 = n0(r). (6)

Consider the initial data

(V,E)|t=0 = (F0(r) r, G0(r) r), (F0(r), G0(r)) ∈ C2(R̄+), (7)

such that n|t=0 > 0.

For the local in t well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (1), (7) we refer to

[22]. Notice that the formation of singularity is associated with infinite gradient

of the solution.
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We call a solution of (5), (7) smooth for t ∈ [0, t∗), t∗ 6 ∞, if the functions

F and G in (6) belong to the class C1([0, t∗) × R̄+). The blow-up of solution

implies that the derivatives of solution tends to infinity as t → t∗ < ∞.

The paper is organized as follows.Sections 2 and 3 are devoted to deriving the

equations of behavior of the solution components and their derivatives along the

characteristic. In Section 4, we perform a procedure of linearizing the equations

for the derivatives and prove Theorem 4.1 stating that the question about the

criterion for a singularity formation in a fairly general situation can be reduced

to studying the possibility of some solution of a linear equation vanishing. Sec-

tion 5 classifies singular points on the phase plane associated with the solution

components depending on the assumptions about the acting force (k > 0 or

k < 0) and the background density (c > 0 or c = 0). In Section 6, we consider

the repulsive case k > 0, c > 0, the results are a generalization of [18]. Further

results concern dimension d > 3. In Section 7, we present a general scheme

for reducing the question of the possibility of obtaining the desired criterion to

the possibility of obtaining an analytical solution of some linear homogeneous

second-order equation. In Section 8, we apply this scheme to the case k > 0,

c = 0 and obtain a criterion for the formation of a singularity for the case of

zero initial velocity (Theorem 8.1). As a consequence, we obtain a similar cri-

terion for a system of gas dynamics equations with nonlocal pressure. The case

d = 4 is again different from the others. Namely, we show that it is possible

to obtain a criterion for arbitrary initial data, which is most simple for zero

initial velocity. In Section 9 we analyze the case k < 0, c > 0 and show that

analytical results can be obtained only for d = 4 (in terms of special functions),

Theorem 9.1. If analytical results cannot be obtained, numerical illustrations

are given to confirm that the qualitative structure of the boundary of the sets of

initial data that guarantee global smoothness is the same as in the case where

analytical results are possible. Moreover, we provide a sufficient condition for

the singularity formation for all d > 1. Section 10 is devoted to a discussion

about the possibility of applying the described technique to other physically

significant situations.
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2. The behavior along characteristics

A great advantage of the problem in the radially symmetric case is that the

behavior of all components of the solution and their derivatives is completely

described by their behavior along the Lagrangian trajectory, i.e. along the only

characteristic of the first-order quasilinear system. This allows the use of a well-

developed technique for studying systems of ordinary differential equations.

First of all, we note that from (5), (7) it follows that the functions F and G

satisfy the following Cauchy problem:

∂G

∂t
+ Fr

∂G

∂r
= cF − dFG,

∂F

∂t
+ Fr

∂F

∂r
= −F 2 − kG− µF −m, (8)

(F (0, r), G(0, r)) = (F0(r), G0(r)), (F0(r), G0(r)) ∈ C2(R+)

Along the characteristic

ṙ = Fr, (9)

which starts from the point r0 ∈ [0,+∞), the system (8) takes the form

Ġ = cF − dFG, Ḟ = −F 2 −m− kG− µF. (10)

Let us introduce the notation

D = divV, λ = divE,

Jij = ∂xi
Vi∂xj

Vj − ∂xj
Vi∂xj

Vi, i 6= j, J =
d
∑

i,j=1,i<j

Jij .

The number of terms in the sum for J is equal to d(d−1)
2 . It is easy to show that

the relations

D = dF + Frr, λ = dG+Grr, J = (d− 1)FFrr +
d(d− 1)

2
F 2,

are satisfied, which implies

2J = 2(d− 1)DF − (d− 1)dF 2. (11)

Then from system (5) we have

∂D
∂t

+ (V · ∇D) = −D2 + 2J − kλ−md− µD,

∂λ

∂t
+ (V · ∇λ) = D(c− λ) + (∇c,V).
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Thus, taking into account equality (11) along the characteristic outgoing from

the point r0, we obtain

Ḋ = −D2 + 2(d− 1)FD − kλ−md− (d− 1)dF 2 − µD, (12)

λ̇ = D(c− λ) + c′rF.

This is a quadratically nonlinear system with F , r and c(r) as coefficients,

which can be found from (9), (10). We can also consider (10) and (12) as a

quadratically nonlinear system of 4 equations on G, F , D, λ, in which system

(10) is closed. Introducing new variables u = D − dF , v = λ− dG, we obtain

u̇ = −u2 − (2F + µ)u− kv − d(m+ µF ), (13)

v̇ = −uv + (c− dG)u − dFv + c′rF.

3. Linearization of system (13)

The main tool for further research is the following theorem ([13], [10]).

Theorem 3.1 (The Radon lemma (1927)). A matrix Riccati equation

Ẇ = M21(t) +M22(t)W −WM11(t)−WM12(t)W, (14)

(W = W (t) is a matrix (n × m), M21 is a matrix (n × m), M22 is a matrix

(m × m), M11 is a matrix (n × n), M12 is a matrix (m × n)) is equivalent to

the homogeneous linear matrix equation

Ẏ = M(t)Y, M =





M11 M12

M21 M22



 , (15)

(Y = Y(t) is a matrix (n× (n +m)), M is a matrix ((n +m)× (n +m)) ) in

the following sense.

Let on some interval J ∈ R the matrix-function Y(t) =





Q(t)

P(t)



 (Q is a

matrix (n × n), P is a matrix (n × m)) be a solution of (15) with the initial

data

Y(0) =





I

W0
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(I is the identity matrix (n×n), W0 is a constant matrix (n×m)) and detQ 6= 0

on J . Then W (t) = P(t)Q−1(t) is the solution of (14) with W (0) = W0 on J .

To apply this theorem, we rewrite system (13) in matrix form (14). Then

W = (u v)T ,

M11 =
(

0
)

, M12 =
(

1 0
)

,

M21 =





−d(m+ µF )

c′rF



 , M22 =





−2F − µ −k

c− dG −dF



 .

Thus, we obtain the Cauchy problem for a system linear with respect to the

functions q, p1, p2:











q̇

ṗ1

ṗ2











=











0 1 0

−d(m+ µF ) −2F − µ −k

c′rF c− dG −dF





















q

p1

p2











, (16)











q(0)

p1(0)

p2(0)











=











1

u0

v0











, (17)

in which the coefficients r(t), G(t), F (t) are found from (9), (10). System (16)

in all cases can be reduced to a single third-order equation

...
q + [(2 + d)F + µ]q̈ + [2(d− 1)F (F + µ)− kG(d+ 2) +m(d− 2) + kc(r)]q̇

+ [µd(d − 1)F 2 + (md2 − µ2d+ kc′r)F − µd(m+ kG)]q = 0. (18)

4. Criterion of the singularity formation in terms of auxiliary function

We see from Theorem 3.1 that the derivatives of radially symmetric solutions

of system (5) go to infinity when the auxiliary function q(t) vanishes at some

point of the semiaxis t > 0. Thus, we can formulate the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the components of the radially symmetric solution

(E,V) of system (5) have at most linear growth as r → ∞. Then the solution

of the Cauchy problem (5), (7) preserves smoothness for all t > 0 if and only if
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q(t), the component of the solution of the Cauchy problem for the linear system

(16), does not vanish for all t > 0.

Indeed, if we restrict ourselves to solutions that grow in space no faster than

a linear function, we consider bounded (F,G), i.e. bounded coefficients of the

system (16). Note that solutions that grow in space as a linear function play

an important role in the theory of constructing solutions to the Euler-Poisson

equations [16], [19]. In particular, explicit solutions can be constructed in this

class.

Theorem 4.1 is implicit, and it is difficult to construct on its basis a set of

initial data for problem (5), (7) corresponding to a smooth solution. However,

it gives a very simple numerical algorithm that allows one to check whether any

given initial data (7) belong to this class. Examples of the application of this

algorithm to particular cases of system (5) can be found in [16], [17], [8], we

will not dwell on the numerical results now, but will try to identify cases when

Theorem 4.1 allows us to obtain as a consequence a criterion for preserving

smoothness in terms of the initial data.

Success is ensured by the possibility of obtaining the first integrals of system

(9), (10), (16).

5. Phase curves of the system (10) and classification of equilibria

In what follows, due to the desire to obtain an analytical first integral of the

system (10), we restrict ourselves to a constant value of c, as well as a zero value

of µ. If an analytical first integral cannot be obtained, then it is still possible to

obtain various estimates of the solution that lead to some sufficient conditions

on the initial data that ensure the global smoothness of the solution (e.g. [8]),

but a criterion cannot be obtained in this way.

Thus, for µ = 0 on the phase plane (G, F ) the phase curves of system (10)

are symmetric with respect to the axis F = 0, and the system itself is reduced

to one equation
1

2

dF 2

dG
=

F 2 + kG+m

dG− c
,
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which is linear with respect to F 2. For d = 2 its direct integration yields

2F 2 = (2G− c)k ln |2G− c| − kc− 2m+ C2(2G− c), (19)

C2 =
2F 2

0 (r0)+kc+2m
2G0(r0)−c

− k ln |2G0(r0)− c|.

For d = 1 or d > 3 we similarly have

F 2 = Cd|dG− c| 2d + k(2G−c)
d−2 −m, (20)

Cd =
(F 2

0 (r0)+m)(d−2)−k(2G0(r0)−c)

(d−2)|dG0(r0)−c|
2
d

. (21)

Proposition 1. On the phase plane (F, G) corresponding to system (10), the

motion occurs either in the half-plane G < c
d
, or in the half-plane G > c

d
, or on

the line G = c
d
.

Proof. From (10) taking into account (9) we obtain

dG

F (c− dG)
=

dr

Fr

and

c− dG = const · r−d.

From here we see that the sign of the expression (c− dG) does not change, i.e.

sign(c− dG) = sign(c− dG0(r0)).

�

The system (10) for µ = 0 has the following equilibria:

1. For md + ck > 0 there is a unique equilibrium (F = 0, G = −m
k
), a

center;

2. For md + ck = 0 there is a unique equilibrium (F = 0, G = −m
k
), a

saddle-node;

3. For md+ ck < 0 there are three points:

(F = 0, G = −m
k
), which is a saddle,

(F =
√

−m− kc
d
, G = c

d
) — a stable node, and (F = −

√

−m− kc
d
,

G = c
d
) — an unstable node.

9



Note that the change

G1 = G+
m

k
, c1 = c+

dm

k
(22)

reduces the equilibrium (F = 0, G = −m
k
) to zero, but at the same time, if no

additional conditions are imposed, it may turn out that the new background

value c1 is negative. In what follows we restrict ourselves to the case c1 > 0,

since otherwise we change G1 to −G1 and k to −k.

Figure 1: The behavior of solution of (10) for d = 3. Left: oscillatory case, k = 1, c = 1,

m = 0. Center: oscillatory case I, k = 1, c = 0, m = 0. Right: non-oscillatory case II, k = −1,

c = 1, m = 0.

We will always consider only the motion in the half-plane G < c
d
. Indeed,

since the positivity of density and (4) imply

divE = rGr + dG < c (23)

and we assumed that Gr is bounded in zero, then for r0 = 0 we have G < c
d
.

For r > 0 (here r is the independent variable), from (23) we have

rG(t, r) < −(d− 1)

r
∫

0

G(t, ξ)ξdξ + cr. (24)

Assume that for a point G0(r0) > c
d
, then G > c

d
for all t along this charac-

teristic. For k > 0 the function G(t) tends to plus infinity as t → t∗ < 0 for

all possible data, therefore (24) leads to a contradiction with (23). For k < 0,

c = 0, (24) cannot be valid for G > 0. For k < 0, c > 0 the domain G > c
d
does

not contain the origin, therefore all solutions corresponding to this domain are

10



unbounded (for example, the affine solutions (F (t)r, G(t)r), for which Gr = 0

and G > c
d
implies n < 0).

6. Oscillatory case (the equilibrium is a center), k > 0, c > 0.

For md + kc > 0 the equilibrium (F = 0, G = −m
k
) is a center. Let

us perform the change of variables (22) and therefore consider the equilibrium

(F = 0, G1 = 0) and c1 > 0. To avoid cluttering the notation, we omit the

index 1.

Thus, there is a neighborhood of the origin (0, 0) in which the phase tra-

jectories on the plane (F,G) are closed and the solution with initial data lying

on these trajectories is periodic. Let us study the question when all phase

trajectories lying in the half-plane G < c
d
are closed.

We will prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2. Phase trajectory of system (10) starting from r0 ∈ R+ for

k > 0 are closed in the half-plane G < c
d

1. for d = 1 if and only if F 2
0 < c− 2G0;

2. for d > 2 for any initial point from G < c
d
.

In the half-plane G > c
d
all trajectories are unbounded.

Proof. 1. For d = 1, k > 0, system (12) coincides with (10), and the inequality

F0(r0)
2 < c− 2G0(r0) implies the known criterion for the global smoothness of

a solution to the Cauchy problem V′
0(r0)

2 < c− 2E′
0(r0), r0 ∈ R, see [15].

2. For d > 2, k > 0, the boundedness of all trajectory for G < c
d
is proved

in [16], Lemma 2. The unboundedness for G < c
d
follows similarly from the

comparison of degrees of G in the right hand sides of (19) and (20). �

The respective phase trajectories are presented in Pic.1, left.

For the case of periodic solutions (F,G), the following result applies [17], [5]:

if the period of oscillations (F,G) depends on the initial point of the trajectory

(the equilibrium is not an isochronous center), then the Lagrangian trajectories

corresponding to different initial points of the characteristic necessarily intersect

11



within a finite time, and, accordingly, the solution of the Cauchy problem (5),

(7) loses smoothness within a finite time. Therefore, the only globally smooth

solution corresponds to the equilibrium position itself, that is, V = 0, E = −m
k
r.

Note that the isochronicity of the system means that it has an additional

first integral. In the theory of Hamiltonian systems, such a situation is called

superintegrability. Moreover, since Pouncaré, it has been known that there is a

transformation by which an isochronous system can be linearized [14].

For the study of isochronous oscillations in our case, the following Sabatini

criterion is convenient [20].

Theorem 6.1. Let us consider a Liénard type equation

ÿ + f(y)ẏ + g(y) = 0, (25)

where f, g are analytic, g odd, f(0) = g(0) = 0, g′(0) > 0. Then O = (y, ẏ) =

(0, 0) is a center if and only if f is odd and O) is an isochronous center if and

only if

τ(y) :=





y
∫

0

sf(s)ds





2

− y3(g(y)− g′(0)y) = 0. (26)

Note that system (10) can be rewritten as (25):

F̈ + (2 + d)FḞ + (ck +md)F + dF 3 = 0.

Having calculated τ(F ), as (26), we see that in the case (ck + md) > 0 the

system has an isochronous center if and only if (2 + d)2 = 9d, i.e. d = 1 and

d = 4.

Thus, only in dimensions d = 1 and d = 4 there exists an open neighbor-

hood of the equilibrium position in the C1 norm, the initial data from which

correspond to a globally smooth solution.

For the equilibrium (0, 0) and c > 0 there are results concerning the possi-

bility of constructing globally smooth solutions. Namely, for d 6= 1, d 6= 4 the

only possibility of this kind is a simple wave F = F (G) [16], [18], for d = 1 the

conditions that single out the initial data corresponding to smooth solutions are

12



found in [11], [15], for d = 4 the criterion for the formation of singularities in

terms of the initial data is found in [18]. By applying the substitution (22) we

can shift the equilibrium and apply the already known results.

7. Behavior of derivatives, formal scheme

Let us study the behavior of derivatives for the case d > 3. To this aim we

introduce a new variable M = |c− dG| 2d , M > 0, therefore

G =
c−M

d
2

d
F 2(M) = CdM − 2k

d(d − 2)
M

d
2 − kc

d
−m,

Cd is defined in (21). Let us denote P (t) = p1(t) and R(t) = Ṗ (t). Thus, from

the first equation of (10), (20), and (18) we get

dq

dM
= − P

2FM
(27)

dP

dM
= − R

2FM
(28)

dR

dM
=

1

2FM
(Q2(M)R+Q1(M)P +Q0(M)q), (29)

where

Q0(M) = d2mF (M),

Q1(M) = 2(d− 1)F 2(M)− k(d+ 2)G(M) +m(d− 2) + kc,

Q2(M) = (d+ 2)F (M).

If we assume that the shift (22) is made, then Q0(M) = 0, and P (M) is a

solution of the second order linear homogeneous ODE

Y ′′(M) + S1(M)Y ′(M) + S2(M)Y (M) = 0, (30)

S1(M) =
−2d(d− 1)(d− 2)CdM + kd((d− 2)dc− 2M

d
2 )

4d(d− 2)CdM2 − 2k(cd(d− 2) + 4M
d
2 )M

,

S2(M) =
2d(d− 1)(d− 2)CdM − ckd(d− 2)M

d
2 − ck(d− 2)(d2 − d+ 2)

4d(d− 2)CdM3 − 2k(cd(d− 2) + 4M
d
2 )M2

.

If equation (30) is solved subject to initial conditions

Y (M0) = P (M0) = u0,

Y ′(M0) = −2F (M0)M0R(M0) = 2F (M0)M0(2F (M0)u0 + kv0),

13



(see (16)) where (M0 = |c− dG0|
2
d ), then

q(M) = 1−
M
∫

M0

Y (ξ)

2ξF (ξ)
dξ, (31)

and then we have to analyze this function. For a globally smooth solution it

should be positive for all possible M .

Of course, this program can hardly be performed in the general case. In

what follows we show that sometime this problem still can be solved.

8. Non-oscillatory case I (the equilibrium is a saddle-node), c = 0.

Again we assume that the shift (22) is made, therefore c = 0. Further,

we notice that we can restrict ourselves to the case k > 0, since if k < 0 (the

attractive case) in the half-plane (G,F ) all trajectories are unbounded and both

components tend to minus-infinity as t → t∗ < ∞.

Thus, the only equilibrium is the origin (0, 0). Exactly as in the case of

Proposition 2, we prove that for d > 2 all trajectories are bounded in the half-

plane G < 0. For d = 1 the solution (G,F ) is bounded in the half-plane G < 0

if and only if F > 0 or F0(r0)
2 < −2G0(r0), F < 0 for every r0 and for every

initial data (see also [23]).

In the half-plane G > 0 every solution is unbounded. See Pic.1, center.

The attractive case can be reduced to the repulsive case if we change k to

−k and G to −G. Thus, in the attractive case in the physical half-plane G > 0

every non-trivial solution blows up. It is quite natural since in the pressureless

case in does not exist a force that counteracts the gravity. The presence of

pressure changes the situation dramatically (e.g. [3]).

The plan of this section is the following. First we obtain the criterion of

the singularity formation for the initial conditions (7) with V0(r) = 0, which

implies F0 = v0 = 0, since the formulation of the result is too cumbersome.

Then for the case d = 4, where the solution can be expressed in a compact

algebraic form, we obtain the criterion in the general case.

Below we set k = 1.
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8.1. d > 3, V0 = 0

Equation (30) has following solutions for F0:

Y1(M) = M

√

M
d−2

2

0 −M
d−2

2 F
(

[

− 1
2 ,

d−1
d−2

]

,
[

1
d−2

]

,
(

M
M0

)
d−2

2

)

,

Y2(M) = M
d−1

2

√

M
d−2

2

0 −M
d−2

2 F
(

[

d−4
2(d−2) , 2

]

,
[

2− 1
d−2

]

,
(

M
M0

)
d−2

2

)

.

Here F ([a, b] , [c] , z) is the Gaussian hypergeometric function [12], the solution

of the equation

z(1− z)
d2w

dz2
+ (c− (a+ b+ 1)z)

dw

dz
− abw = 0,

0 < M 6 M0, from the point (M0, 0) on the phase plane (M,F ) the trajectory

moves from M0 to zero. Further, Y1(0) = Y2(0) = 0, the limits of Y1(M)

and Y2(M) as M → M0 − 0 are finite. Moreover, one of the functions can be

simplified as

Y1 =

(

M

M0

)

(

d

(

M

M0

)
d−2

2

− 2

)

.

For d > 4 both solutions Y1(M) and Y2(M) are linearly independent and can

be taken as a fundamental system, however, Y1 = Y2 for d = 3, and we can add

to the fundamental system together with Y1 another solution

Y2(M) = M

√

√

M0 −
√
M F

(

[

−1

2
, 2

]

,

[

3

2

]

, 1−
√

M

M0

)

.

Notice that for d = 3 and d = 4 the function Y2(M) is such that Y2(M0) = 0.

For d > 5 we introduce another fundamental system, Y1(M) and Ȳ2(M) =

Y2(M) − Y2(M0)
Y1(M0)

Y1(M), such that Ȳ2(M0) = 0. For d = 3 and d = 4 we denote

Ȳ2 = Y2. Further,

p1(M) = C1Y1 + C2Ȳ2,

p2(M) = 2MF (M)(C1Y
′
1 + C2Ȳ

′
2)− 2F (M)(C1Y1 + C2Ȳ2),

u0 = p1(M0) = 0 = C1Y1(M0), therefore C1 = 0, and

C2 = lim
M→M0

v0

2M0F (M)Ȳ ′
2(M)

. (32)

Thus, according to (31), we obtain the following result.
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Theorem 8.1. The solution to the problem (5), (7) for k = 1, c = 0, V0 = 0

preserves the initial smoothness if and only if for every r ∈ R+ the following

inequality holds:

1 + C2

M0
∫

0

Ȳ2(ξ)

2ξF (ξ)
dξ > 0, (33)

where C2 is defined in (32).

Notice that Ȳ ′
2(M0) = −∞, but since F > 0 when M0 tends to zero and

F (M0) = F0 = 0, then it can be shown that the limit (32) exists and the sign

of C2 coincides with the sign of v0. Therefore if (33) is not satisfied, then v0 is

negative.

As a corollary of this theorem we can obtain the criterion for a singularity

formation for the Euler-Poisson equations with the nonlocal pressure term (2)

with zero initial velocity.

Corollary 1. Let d > 3. The solution to the Cauchy problem (3),

(n,V)|t=0 = (n0(r) > 0,V = 0),

keeps the initial smoothness for all t > 0 if and only if condition (33) holds with

M0(r) = d|G0(r)|
2
d , G0(r) =

1

r

∫

Rd

∇xN(x− y)n0(y) dy, v0(r) = n0(r) − dG0(r)

for every r ∈ R+.

Proof. It is enough to notice that (2) can be reduced to (1) for c = m = µ = 0,

k = 1, for E = ∇Φ =
∫

Rd ∇xN(x − y)n(t, y) dy. Further, divE = n = rGr +

dG = v + dG. �

8.2. d = 4

1. First of all we obtain a corollary of Theorem 2 for d = 4.

Corollary 2. If d = 4, then the solution to the problem (5), (7) for k = 1,

c = 0, V0 = 0 preserves the initial smoothness if and only if for every r ∈ R+

the following inequality holds:

1 +
2v0
M2

0

> 0. (34)
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Proof. If F0 = 0, then Y1 = M(2M − M0) and Y2 = M
3
2

√
M −M0. It can

be easily shown that Ȳ2(M)
2MF (M) = 1, C2 = 2v0

M3
0

and the function q(M) can be

explicitly found as

q(M) = − 2v0
M3

0

(M −M0) + 1,

and (33) reads as (34). �

2. For V 6= 0 the expression for q(M) is more complicated but can still

explicitly found by solving (27) - (29):

q(M) = 1 +A1(M0, F0;M)u0 +A2(M0, F0;M)v0,

M ∈ (0,M+), M+ =
4F 2

0 +M2
0

M0
.

The dependence of A1 and A2 on M is quite cumbersome (it is the reason why

we do not write out the coefficients here), however, it can be easily obtained by

means of a computer algebra package. Moreover,

q′′(M) =
B(M0, F0, u0, v0)

(M(4F 2
0 +M2

0 −M0M))
3
2

,

where B depends only on the initial data. Therefore, the convexity of the graph

of q(M) preserves for all M ∈ (0,M+). To check whether specific initial data

M0, F0, u0, v0 belong to the smoothness domain in 4D space, it is necessary to

investigate the positivity of q(M) using standard methods (on (0,M0) for F0 > 0

or on (0,M+) for F0 < 0).

9. Non-oscillatory case II (the stable equilibrium is a node), k < 0,

c > 0.

First of all we notice that in contract to the previous cases the zero equi-

librium is nor stable here. The asymptotically stable equilibrium on the plane

(F,G) in the point (F∗ =
√

−kc
d

, G∗ = c
d
) (see Pic.1, right). This point corre-

sponds to the affine solution

(V,E) = (F∗r, G∗r),

which us unbounded as r → ∞.
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9.1. Sufficient condition for the blow-up

We see that if the initial data are such that (F0, G0) lie below than a sepa-

ratrix of the saddle in the origin, then F and G tend to −∞ and the solution

blows up in a finite time (the fact that this time is finite follows from (20) and

(10)).

The equation for the separatrices can be found from (20), choosing the con-

stant Cd such that this phase curve goes through the origin (see Fig.2):

F 2 =
kc

d− 2

(

(

1− dG

c

)
2
d

+
2G

c
− 1

)

. (35)

Figure 2: Separatrices of sad-

dle equilibrium and the direc-

tion field for system (10) at

d = 3, c = 0, k = −1, G <
c

d
.

The blow-up region is below

the separatrix emerging from

the unstable node.

Thus, we can formulate the following statement.

Proposition 3. If the initial data (7) are such that there exists r0 ∈ R+ for

which

F0 < −signG0

√

√

√

√

kc

d− 2

(

(

1− dG0

c

)
2
d

+
2G0

c
− 1

)

, (36)

then the solution to the Cauchy problem (5), (7) for k < 0 and c > 0 blows up

in a finite time.

Notice that for d = 1 condition (36) gives the criterion of the singularity

formation, whereas for d > 1 for the case of initial data are such that the

inequality opposite to (36) is satisfied, we have to analyse the behavior of u and

v. For d = 2 the equation for separatrices, analogous to (35) and the sufficient

condition of the singularity formation can also be obtained from (19).
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9.2. d = 4

The success of the method of reducing to (30) is ensured by the possibility

of expressing its solution in known functions. It is not possible for an arbitrary

d. Only for d = 4 the fundamental system of (30) can be expressed in the

derivatives of the Heun functions [21].

As in Sec.8.1 we consider initial data with V0, therefore F0 = u0 = 0. For

the sake of simplicity we set c = 1, k = −1. The variable M ∈ (0, 1).

The fundamental system in this case consists of

Y1(M) =
√

2−MM0M
3+

√

2

2 H
(

[a1, q1], [α1, β1, γ1, δ1];
M

M0

)

,

Y2(M) =
√

2−MM0M
3−

√

2

2 H
(

[a2, q2], [α2, β2, γ2, δ2];
M

M0

)

,

where ,H is Heun function, the solution of the problem

d2w

dz2
+

(

γ

z
+

δ

z − 1
+

ǫ

z − a

)

dw

dz
+

αβz − q

z(z − 1)(z − 2)
w = 0, w(0) = 1, w′(0) =

q

γa
,

and

a1 =
2

M2
0

, q1 = 1 +
3
√
2

4
+

2 +
√
2

2M2
0

, α1 =

√
2

2
, β1 = 2 +

√
2

2
, γ1 = 1 +

√
2, δ1 =

1

2

a2 =
2

M2
0

, q2 = 1− 3
√
2

4
+

2−
√
2

2M2
0

, α2 = −
√
2

2
, β2 = 2−

√
2

2
, γ2 = 1−

√
2, δ2 =

1

2
.

One can check that Y1(0) = Y2(0) = 0, Y1(M0) 6= 0, Y2(M0) 6= 0. As in

Sec.8.1 we introduce another fundamental system, Y1(M) and

Ȳ2(M) = Y2(M)− Y2(M0)

Y1(M0)
Y1(M), (37)

such that Ȳ2(M0) = 0. Then

p1(M) = C1Y1 + C2Ȳ2,

p2(M) = 2MF (M)(C1Y
′
1 + C2Ȳ

′
2)− 2F (M)(C1Y1 + C2Ȳ2),

u0 = p1(M0) = 0 = C1Y1(M0), therefore C1 = 0, and C2 can be computed as

(32). Thus, according to (31), we obtain the following analog of Theorem 8.1.
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Theorem 9.1. The solution to the problem (5), (7) for d = 4, k = −1, c = 1,

V0 = 0 preserves the initial smoothness if and only if for every r ∈ R+ the

following inequality holds:

1 + C2

M0
∫

0

Ȳ2(ξ)

2ξF (ξ)
dξ > 0, (38)

where Ȳ2 and C2 are defined in (37) and (32), respectively.

9.3. d > 3, numerical result

Since we are interested in the structure of the set of smoothness for any d,

we can perform a numerical procedure based directly on (16), (10) with data

(17) and (F0, G0).

Some idea of how the set of initial data is structured for a solution to be

globally smooth can be obtained by considering the case of the equilibrium

itself, when F = F∗ =
√

−kc
d
, G = G∗ = c

d
. Then system (16) has constant

coefficients and the solution can be explicitly found. Thus, if in a point r0 > 0

the initial data for system (16), (10) are such that (F0 = F∗, G0 = G∗), then

q(t) preserves positivity if and only if u0 and v0 satisfy

1− dF∗u0 + v0

1− d(G∗ + 2F 2
∗ )

> 0.

One can expect that in the general case the dependence in the criterion of

the singularities formation on u0 and v0 is also linear. Indeed, let us consider

the system on p1 and p2 (a part of (16)). The coefficients F (t) and G(t) with

the data above the separatrix (36) tends asymptotically to F∗ and G∗ as t → ∞.

As follows from Theorem 8, Ch.2 [2], the fundamental system consists of two

solutions, having as t → ∞ the same asymptotics that this system with constant

coefficients F∗ and G∗, i.e. const e−
√
cd t and const e−2

√
c
d
t. Nevertheless, to find

q(t), we have to integrate p1, and the initial F0 and G0 play the role.

The numerical computations show that if we fix any two parameters in the

quadruple (F0, G0, u0, v0), the relationship between the rest two parameters on

the borderline is (very close to) linear. Fig.3 presents this kind of pictures for

d = 3, c = 1.
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Figure 3: The structure of the set, corresponding to a singularity formation (dash), for d = 3,

k = −1, c = 1. Left: F0 = u0 = 0 (V0 = 0). Center: G0 = v0 = 0 (E0 = 0). Right: F0 = 0,

G0 = 0.2.

10. Discussion

In this paper we show that the method of linearization can be successfully

applied to construct criteria for singularity formation for some classes of prob-

lems related to non-relativistic Euler-Poisson equations without pressure. We

show that for some types of initial data and some spatial dimensions, analyti-

cal criteria can be obtained, at least in terms of special functions. In all other

cases, a criterion for singularity formation is obtained in terms of some auxil-

iary function. The criterion can be easily realized numerically. These results can

also be useful for estimates that allow one to obtain various types of sufficient

conditions for a singularity formation, for example, in the case of dissipation

[8]. Of course, this is an interesting, but purely mathematical problem, and

the benefit from detailed results can be extracted not so much by physicists

as by specialists in numerical methods for testing high-precision algorithms [6].

Physicists would be more interested in the relativistic case and the possibility

of adding the magnetic field to the problem. Note that in the context of cold

plasma oscillations, the method considered here also provides a criterion for the

occurrence of a singularity and gives analytical results for the Davidson model

with the magnetic field [9] and for relativistic plasma. However, for the rela-

tivistic case, globally smooth solutions to the Cauchy problem do not exist in

general (at least in the context of cold plasma), so it is impossible to talk about
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finding a criterion. However, the question of the lifetime of a smooth solution

remains, and the answer can also be obtained in terms of an auxiliary function

(based on the proposed numerical algorithm).

Note that the repulsive case with a non-negative background, for which the

solutions are oscillating, is rather unpromising from the point of view of non-

constant smooth solutions. For example, even in the simplest one-dimensional

case, any deviation of the density background from a constant destroys a globally

smooth solution [17]. The situation is quite different in the attractive case. As

was recently shown, in such a situation it is possible to construct globally smooth

solutions for non-constant density profiles [7].

In addition, one can consider a wide class of non-strictly hyperbolic equa-

tions, generally speaking, not having a physical nature, for which the described

technique is applicable. For the case of two equations and spatial dimension one,

the problem of finding a criterion for the singularity formation of a solution to

the Cauchy problem in terms of the initial data is solved in [23].
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