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Abstract

In a recent article we started to analyze the time-harmonic equations
of stellar oscillations. As a first step we considered bounded domains
together with an essential boundary condition and established the well-
posedness of the equation. In this article we consider the physical relevant
case of the domain being R®. We discuss the treatment of the exterior do-
main, and show how to couple the two parts to obtain a well-posedness re-
sult. Further, for the Cowling approximation (which neglects the Eulerian
perturbation of gravity) we derive a scalar equation in the atmosphere,
couple it to the vectorial interior equation, and prove the well-posedness
of the new system. This coupled system has the big advantages that it
simplifies the construction of approximating transparent boundary condi-
tions and leads to significant less degrees of freedom for discretizations.
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1 Introduction

In this article we study the time-harmonic linear equations of stellar oscillations
[16] 21] (with the phase convention e~**)

fV(cip divu+ Vp- u) + Vpdivu + Hess(p)u

—pHess(¢)u — pVip — p(w + 0 + i X )2u —iwypu = pf in R?,
1
4G

(1a)
Ay +div(ipu) = 0 inR3.  (1b)

together with the decay conditions

u € H(div;R?) and Vi € L*(R?) (1c)
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and a Gauge condition for ¢ to cancel out the constant functions. Thereat
u is the Lagrangian perturbation of displacement and 1 is the (scaled) Eule-
rian perturbation of the gravitational background potential ¢. The equation is
formulated in a frame rotating at constant angular velocity € R® with the
star. Further, p,p,cs,b,G and f denote density, pressure, sound speed, back-
ground velocity, gravitational constant and sources, Oy := 213:1 b;0x, denotes
the directional derivative in direction b, Hess(v) the Hessian matrix of a scalar
function v = p, ¢, and damping is modeled by the term —iw~ypu with damping
coefficient v. Equation (II) with v = 0 was first derived in [2I] and appears
as Lagrangian linearization of the time-dependent non-linear Euler equations
around a stationary solution (b, p, p, @), i.e. (b, p,p, ¢) satisfy

p(Obb+22xb+Qx (Qxx)—Ve)+Vp=0 inR> (2a)
div(pb) =0 in R?, (2b)
~A¢p —4nGp =0 in R (2¢)

The linearized equations can be reduced to a system for (u, ¢), and subsequently
the term yp(—iw)u is included into ([Ia)) to model damping effects, which are
believed to be caused mainly by radiative damping and interaction with tur-
bulent convection (see [23]). This particular choice of the damping term was
first proposed in [I6], because different to other reasonable and simple damp-
ing models it stabilizes the equation. For more refined damping models which
involve non-local terms we refer e.g. to [19]. Note that (Ta) without damping,
rotational and gravitational terms (y =0, Q =0, ¢ = ¢ = 0) was first derived
by Galbrun [§] and is conveniently referred to as Galbrun’s equation. In this
form the equation is used in aeroacoustics to model and eventually reduce noise
caused by moving objects such as aircraft engines (see, e.g. [7]).

In a preceding article [I6] we established the well-posedness of () in a
bounded interior domain Dj,¢ with the boundary condition v -u = 0 on 9Djy;
(see also [B] [IT] for results in this direction). The present paper is devoted to the
treatment of the exterior domain Dagme := R3 \ Diyt. Since ([a) is formulated
in a rotating frame the rotation of which is aligned to the rotation of the star,
it makes sense physically to assume that the background flow vanishes in the
atmosphere (i.e. b = 0 in Datmo), and we will embrace this assumption in the
entire article. In general, solutions to wave equations in open domains do not
decay fast enough and it is necessary to apply special mathematical tools in the
exterior domain to obtain Fredholmness results. We refer to [20] [15] for complex
scaling /perfectly matched layer methods, to [18| [13] for Hardy space/pole con-
dition methods, and to [12] [0] for radiation boundary conditions. We mention
[4, 22| 1] for complex scaling and infinite element methods for Galbrun’s equa-
tion with uniform flows. For spherical symmetric backgrounds and idealistic
stellar parameters a modal analysis for a simplified Galbrun’s equation (2 = 0,
b =0, ¢» = 0) is reported in [2] by means of the Liouville transform. In our stel-
lar context the equation contains a damping term and thus it seems reasonable
that an intricate radiation condition can be avoided and be replaced by a sim-
ple decay condition. However, at this point this notion is purely intuitive and
needs to be justified properly. The damping and the locality of the background
flow for our stellar configuration simplify the analysis of (Tal) in the atmosphere.
Nevertheless, different to equations which model wave propagation e.g. in the
air or earth crust, in our stellar context we have to deal with non-homogeneous




parameters in the exterior domain. In particular, in the atmosphere of the star
the density p decays to zero for increasing radius.

A key ingredient of our analysis is that the part of the sesquilinearform
associated to ([Il) which involves only u-components can in the atmosphere be
formulated as

(cep(div +a ), (div +a)0') 12 (D o) = (P(IWY +M2) 0, W) 12(D o)

with a vectorial parameter q and a selfadjoint matrix function mso. From this
representation it follows that this part of the sesquilinear form is coercive. Thus
the main work of our analysis is to develop a technique to couple this coercivity
result in the atmosphere to the ideas developed in [I6] for the interior part. To
achieve this we will introduce a transition layer between the interior domain and
the atmosphere. In addition, from the coercivity in the atmosphere it follows
that indeed the decay condition is sufficient to describe the behavior of outgoing
solutions at infinity. We report our first main result, the well-posedness of ()
in Theorem [4.3]

An additional main achievement of this article concerns the Cowling approx-
imation (which neglects the Eulerian perturbation of gravity ) with spherical
symmetric parameters in the atmosphere. In the atmosphere we obtain a rep-
resentation of u in terms of a scalar potential [B8). Thereupon, we derive an
equation for the potential, formulate a system of equations which couples the
interior and the exterior part ([39), and prove its well-posedness in Theorem [5.3]
and Proposition 5.4l This new system achieves a significant simplification for
the construction of numerical transparent boundary condition methods, and a
compelling reduction of degrees of freedom in the atmosphere. Recall that for
(finite element) discretizations it is convenient to truncate the open domain to
a bounded one and to impose an approximated transparent boundary condition
at the artificial boundary. The simplest possibility is to choose a homogeneous
essential boundary condition, and from the coercivity in the atmosphere one
can even deduce that for increasing domain sizes this approximation converges
(see [15], [14] for such analysis techniques). However, the convergence speed de-
pends on the physical damping parameter ~, which cannot be tuned, and thus
this approach is too expensive for practical applications. Up to now numerical
transparent boundary conditions for stellar equations have only been reported
for simplified scalar equations and we refer to [3] for radiation boundary condi-
tions and to [17] for learned infinite elements.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. In Section [2 we for-
mulate our assumptions on the physical parameters, we derive the variational
formulation of (), we set our notation and recall some common definitions.
In Section [B] we consider the so-called Cowling approximation of (), which ne-
glects the Eulerian perturbation of gravity ¢ in (Ial) and is solely an equation for
the Lagrangian displacements u. The Cowling approximation already contains
most of the mathematical difficulties to study (). In Theorem we report
a topological decomposition of the Hilbert space similar to [16, Theorem 3.5],
and subsequently we report the weak T-coercivity and the bijective of the op-
erator under investigation in Theorem and Proposition 3.4l The main work
of this section is to construct a suitable transition for the T-operator between
the interior domain and the atmosphere. In Section M we extend our results to
the full equation () in Theorem 3l Since the off-diagonal operators which



couple the equations for u and v involve integrals over R3, these operators are
not compact, and hence the analysis requires some new ideas compared to [16].
In Section [B] we consider the Cowling approximation and spherical symmetric
parameters in the atmosphere. In the atmosphere we derive a scalar equation
for a potential of u, formulate a coupled system and prove its weak T-coercivity
and bijectivity in Theorem and Proposition .4l We close this article with
a conclusion and outlook in Section

2 Preliminaries

In Section 2] we formulate our assumptions on the physical parameters, in
Section we derive the variational formulation of (IJ), and in Section we
recall some common definitions.

2.1 Basic assumptions

We denote the spatial coordinate as x € R?. For r > 0 let B, := {x € R?: [x| <
r}. Forrg > r > 0let Ay = By, \ By,. Let w € R and Q € R3. Let
p € L®(R3,R) be such that

p, = x1€nEf;T p(x) >0 (3)

for each 7 > 0 and cs,7 € L°°(R?,R) be such that

Cs 1= xiélﬂgs cs(x) >0 and = xigﬂ{fgy(x) > 0. (4)
In particular, for stellar models we have to consider that the density tends
to zero for increasing radius: lim, i infxepe p(x) = 0. For example, the
standard model S of [6] for the sun assumes in the atmosphere p(x) = Ce~ /Xl
with positive constants C, a, and we refer to [24] for alternative models. Further,
let p,¢ € W2 (R, R) and

loc

1 —
=5 Vp and  m=—p "(Hess(p) — pHess(¢) — c2paq’).  (5)
We assume that q € L>(R3,R3) and m; € L>(R3, R3*3). For later use we also
define the matrix function o
mg :=m1 + (w +12x)"(w + i2x). (6)
For a Lipschitz domain D C R? we introduce the weighted spaces L2(D,C) and
L2(D,C?) with scalar products

(w'yp = ()0 = [ puiddx, (uw)p = (w)zmy = [ pueWax
D R3

for scalar functions u,u’ and vectorial functions u,u’, whereby -~ denotes the
complex conjugation. Since we use the same symbol for the scalar products of
scalar and vectorial functions the notation is overloaded, but its meaning will
always be clear from the arguments. Further, for D = R3 we set (-,-) := (-, )gs.



Henceforth we consider R? as the default domain for all function spaces and
suppress the dependency in the notation, if the domain equals R3. Thus we
write e.g. L? = L?(R?®) and so on. If we do not explicitly indicate a particular
field, all spaces are over C, e.g. L? = L?(R?) = L?*(R3;C). Further, for any
space Y of scalar functions y: D — C we set Y := (Y)3. We denote the three-
by-three identity matrix as I3xs. For a scalar or matrix function o we denote
the multiplication operator with symbol o as M,. We denote the directional
derivative in direction b € R? as

3
Op = by, =b-V.

=1

Next we formulate assumptions on the flow b € L>°(R3 R3) and recall some
results from [16]. Let div(pb) € L?(R3,R). Thence we are able to well define
the weak derivative pdy through

(pOpu,u’) := —(pu, dpu’) — (div(pb)u, u’)

for u’ € C§°(R3,C3) and so we set d := p~1(pdy). This way we can define
Sobolev spaces like Y = {u € L2: dpu € L2}, (u,u')y = (u,u’) + (Fpu, dpu’)
and their completeness follows as in [16l Lemma 2.1]. Since Equation (Tal)
is formulated in a frame which is rotating together with the star at angular
velocity €2, it is reasonable to assume that the flow b is local and vanishes in the
atmosphere. Hence, we assume that there exists a constant r; > 0 such that

suppb := {x € R3: b(x) # 0} C B,,. (7)
We note the general integration by parts formula
(p@bu, U.I>L2(D) = —<pu, agu/>L2(D) — <div(pb)u, u/>L2(D) + / (1/ . b)(u . W) ds
aD

for a Lipschitz domain D C R3, and hence with our assumptions on b and (2h)
it follows

(i0pu,u’) = (u,idpu’). (8)

2.2 The variational formulation
If we test () with smooth test functions (u’, ') and exploit (Id), Zh) and (&),

we obtain

a((u,z/J), (u/’w/)) = <f’ u/> (9)
with the sesquilinear form
a((u, ), (W, ¢") := (divu,diva’) + (p~'Vp- u,diva’) + (divu, p~'Vp - u')
— ((w+1i0p + 12X, (w + idp + i x)u’)
4 (™" Hoss(p) — Hess(6))u, ') — iwo{yu, )

— (V) = (0, V) + e (T, Tz



Note that by means of q and m; we can reformulate

a((u,9), (W',9")) = ((divu+q-u),dive’ +q-u')
— (W +i0p + i1Q2x)u, (w + iOp + iQ2x)u’)

— {myu,u’) —iw{yu,u’) (11)
1
_ N / - "Ny
<V¢a u > <U_, Vw > + el <V¢a VQ/’ >L
Hence, for Lipschitz domains D C R? let

X(D):={ueL(D): divueL2(D), dpueL(D)},

(u,u')x(py := (divu,divu’)p + (dpu, dpu’)p + (u,u’)p,
and set
X:=XE®),  {()x = )xms)- (12)
In addition, for Lipschitz domains D C R? with non-trivial boundary let
Xo(D):={ueX:v-u=00ndD},  ()xn) = )x(D)-

Under the assumptions of Section [2Z1]it follows as in [I6, Lemma 2.1] that the
spaces X, X(D), Xo(D) are Hilbert spaces. The appropriate space for the
Eulerian perturbation of gravity ¢ is a bit more technical, because the L?(R3)-
norm of ¢ cannot be bounded by means of the sesquilinear form a(-,-). Let

A = {w € HL (R®): V¢ € L? and / bdx = o},
By,

<"/)7 "//>]§[i = <V1/J, v"//>L2(]R3)-

(13)

By the standard Helmholtz decomposition G := {g € L?(R3): curlg = 0} is
a closed subspace of L2(R?) and hence a Hilbert space with the L?(R3)-inner
product. For each g € G there exists a unique gradient potential » € H! such
that g = V. Since the map ¢ — V1 is an isometric isomorphism between
H! and G, it follows that H} is a Hilbert space. Our specific choice of the
Gauge condition, | B, 1pdx = 0, in the definition of I:Ii will turn out useful

in Section @ Hence, both X and ﬁi are well defined Hilbert spaces and it
is straightforward to see that the sesquilinear form af(-,-) is well-defined and
bounded on (X x H}) x (X x H}).

2.3 Common definitions

We introduce some common functional framework. For some notions it is
more convenient to work with operators instead of sesquilinear forms. Thus,
for generic Hilbert spaces (Y, (-, )y), (Y1, (-, )vy), (Y2, (-, -}y, ) we introduce the
space L(Y1,Y3) of bounded linear operators from Y7 to Y2 and set L(Y) :=
L(Y,Y). For A € L(Y1,Ys) we call A* € L(Y,Y;) its adjoint, which is defined
through (y,fl*y’)yl = (Ay,y’>y2 for all y € Y7,y € Y5. We denote sesquilin-
ear forms with lower case letters and operators with upper case letters. For a



bounded sesquilinear form a(-, -) let A € L(Y) be its Riesz representation, which
is characterized by the relation

(Ay,y)y =a(y,y’) forall y,y €Y. (14)

Vice-versa for A € L(Y) let a(-,-) be the bounded sesquilinear form defined
by the left-hand-side of ([[4]). The tildes in the previous definition were merely
used to prevent a confusion with the sesquilinear form a(-,-) defined in (I0).
The variational equation (@) can now be reformulated as operator equation

A(u,v) = (£,0).
(with f € X).

Definition 2.1. We say that A € L(Y) is coercive, ifinf, ey {0} Ay, )y |/ vl
> 0. We say that A € L(Y) is weakly coercive, if there exists compact K € L(Y')
such that A+ K is coercive. We say that A € L(Y) is (weakly) T-coercive, if
T € L(Y) is bijective and T*A is (weakly) coercive. The same coercivity prop-
erties are also attributed to the associated sesquilinear form a defined by ([I4).

The following proposition follows easily from the Lax-Milgram lemma and
Riesz theory:

Proposition 2.2. If A is weakly T-coercive, then A is a Fredholm operator with
index zero.

Recall that a vector space Y is called the direct algebraic sum of subspaces
Y1,..., Yy CY, denoted by

Y= v (15)

n=1,...,

if each element y € Y has a unique representation of the form y = Zgil Yn

with y,, € Y,,. We refer to ([IT) as algebraic decomposition of Y. Note that there
exist associated projection operators Py, : Y — Y,, y +— y, with ran Py, =Y,

and ker Py, = @,,_1 . Nmzn Y-

Definition 2.3. An algebraic decomposition [IB]) of a Hilbert space Y is called a
topological decomposition, denoted by @T, if all associated projection operators
Py, are continuous.

Note that in a topological decomposition all subspaces Y,, =, £n

are closed and the norms ||y||y and \/22;1 | Py, y||3 are equivalent.

3 Cowling approximation

ker Pym

A common approximation to (), the so-called Cowling approximation, is to set
¥ =0 in (a) and to discard Equation (IB)) together with the decay condition
for 1, i.e.

—V(cip divu+ Vp - u) + Vpdivu + Hess(p)u
—pHess(¢)u — p(w + idp + i x )2u —iwypu = pf in R?,
u € H(div,R?).



The corresponding sesquilinearform is
aCoW(u7 u/) = a((u,O), (ulao))' (16)

In this section we analyze acow(+,-). Later on, in Section Ml we will generalize
our results to a(-,-). First, we note the injectivity of Acow-.

Lemma 3.1. Let the assumptions of Section [21] be satisfied and w # 0. Then
Acow 18 tnjective.

Proof. Let u € ker Acow. Then
0= |S(acow(u,w))| = wl{yu,u) > |w|y|ullL;
and hence u = 0. O

Our goal is to prove the bijectivity of Acow. To succeed, it remains to show
that Acew is weakly T-coercive. This result was achieved in [16] for bounded
domains D together with a boundary condition on dD. Therein a major in-
gredient was a topological decomposition Xo(D) = V @7 W &7 Z such that
V C HY(D), and hence with the compact embedding V < L?(D). However,
for the unbounded domain R3 the embedding H!(R?) — L2(R3) is no longer
compact, and thus an analogous topological decomposition of X (R?) on a global
level does not suffice to reproduce the former results. On the other hand, in the
exterior part By it holds b = 0 and hence for u € X with suppu C By, it fol-
lows with (I8) and (1) that acow(u, ) = ||cs(div +q~)u|\%% - ((Qq%w'y)u, u).
Since the numerical range of the matrix mg(x) + iwy(x)I3x3 is contained in a
fixed closed salient sector in the upper half plane for all x € By, it follows
that acow(-,-) is coercive in the exterior domain By:,. Thus, our approach is
to combine a topological decomposition based in the interior together with the
coercivity in the exterior to a unified analysis. However, it is a delicate matter
to marry these two separate ideas. As preparation we introduce in the next
theorem a topological decomposition of X which is similar, but different to the
one in [16, Theorem 3.5].

Theorem 3.2. Let p, b, q and r1 be as in Section 21l Let ro > r1. Then X
admits a topological decomposition

X=vVae'Wa'Z
with the following properties:

1. V. c {ulpg, = 0,ulp,, = Vug: vg € H?(B,,) with % =0 on 0B,,} is
compactly embedded in L2.

2 W={ueX:divu+q-u=0in B,,}.
3. Z is finite-dimensional.

Moreover, for each ¢ € W1>°(B,.,) there exists a compact operator K. € L(X)
such that

||C div VH%Z(BTZ) = ||CVV||%L2(BT2))SES + <K§V,V>x (17)

forallveV.



Proof. We apply the same construction as in [I6, Theorem 3.5]. Hence we only
sketch the main ideas and focus on the minor points which diverge from [16,
Theorem 3.5]. For given u € X we consider the problem to find vg € H'(B,,)
such that

Avog+q- Vg =divatq-u in B, (182)
v VUO = 0 on 8Br2. (18b)

Since q - V is a (low order) perturbation of A, it is not guaranteed that (8]
admits a unique solution. However, the perturbation is compact and hence there
exists a finite dimensional subspace Z C X with a projection Pz € L(X,Z) onto
Z such that

Avg +q-Vug =div (1 — Pz)u) +q- (1 — Pz)u in B,,, (19a)
v-Vyy =0 on 0B,,. (19b)

admits a unique solution vy € H'(B,,) with [lvo|lg1(,,) < [lullx. Due to
p € L™ it holds Vvy € L3(B,,). Since Avy € L*(B,,), v -Vuvy = 0 on dB,,,
and because B,., is a C1''-domain it follows with convenient regularity theory
(e.g. [10, Theorems 2.3.3.2, 2.4.2.7]) that vy € H?(B,,) and

vollm2(B.,) < lvollmi(m,,) + 1AvollL2(B,,) < lullx.

Thus & Voo € L2(By,) and hence Vg € X(B,,) with [|[Vu|x(s,,) < [ullx.
Let v be the continuation by zero of Vug to By,. Then v € X(By, ). Since
the normal traces of v|p,, and v|pe both vanish at 9B, it follows divv € L.

Since b vanishes in a neighborhood of 0B, it also follows Opv € LIQJ. Thus
v € X and ||v[x < |Jullx. Hence for Pyu := v it holds Py € L(X) and

~

we set V := ran Py. Finally, we set Pwu := u — (Py + Pz)u and it follows
(div+q-)Pwu = 0 in B,, from ([9). Formula (7)) follows the same way as in
[16, Theorem 3.5]. O

To construct a suitable T-operator consider y € C*°(R) with
1. p(r) =0 for r <,

2. p is non-decreasing,

3. u(r) = ps for r > ro with constant u. € (0, ).

For such y let o(x) := ez senw and g, := e#+8"«_ Then a natural candidate
for T is T = Py — oPw + Pz. Although it holds o Pwu ¢ W, which is
undesirable for our analysis. Hence we introduce a slight modification. For
given w € W consider the problem to find ¢y € H*(A,, ,,) such that

(div+q-)(Vig —ow) =0 in Ay s
v-Vig=0 ondA, r,.
Since this equation is weakly coercive, we can find a finite dimensional subspace
W, C W and a projection K7 € L(W, Wj) onto Wy such that the problem to
find 99 € H'(A,, ,,) with
(div+q)(Vig —ow + o K1w) =0 in Ay,
vV - Vf)o =0 on aAT17T27



admits a unique solution ¥p. With convenient regularity theory (e.g. [I0, Theo-
rems 2.3.3.2, 2.4.2.7]) it follows that 0o € H*(Ay, ) and [[00]lg2(a,, ,,) < [ullx.
Let ¥ be the continuation of Vi to R\ A,, ,,, by zero. It follows that v € X.
Hence let

Tww:=0ow —v —ocKjw.

It follows from the definition of ¥ that (div +q-)T{w = 0in A4,, ,,. Since 0 =1
in By,, K1 maps into Wy C W and v =0 in B,, it follows (div+q-)T{xw =0
in B,, too. Hence T{y, € L(W). However, is TYy invertible? To shed light on
this question we compute

<T’{7VW7W>X = HWHg((BTl) - <K1W7W>X(BT1)

+{ow,w)a, ., —(V,W)a —(oK1w,wW)4
+(oq-w,q-w)a, ., —(Q-V,q-w)a, . —(q-cKiw,q-wW)a, .

+ U*HWHg((Bgz) - U*<K1W,W>x(352).

1,72 71,72

Thereat we exploited that o is constant in R3\ A, ,,, v = 0in R3\ A, ,,,
b=0in Bf and divw = —q-w in B,, for w € W. All terms which involve
K are compact, because K is compact. Also, all terms which involve v are
compact due to the compact embedding H!(A,, ,,) < L%(4,, ,,). Again with
divw = —q-w in B,, for w € W, we obtain that the remainder

HWH%(B”) + (oW, W)a,, ., +(0q - W,q-W)a

172

rrrg T U*H“’H%{(Bgz)

is coercive due to o(x) = e (XDsenw € [0, u,] and p. € (0,7). Thus Ty, is
weakly coercive. Hence there exists a compact operator Ky € L(W) such that

Tw =Ty + Ko
is coercive and hence bijective. Now we can define
T:=Pv —TwPw + Pz,
which is bijective with inverse T-! = Py — Tv_lew + Pz. In preparation of
Theorem[3.3 we introduce a technical quantity 6. To this end let the function arg

take values in (—, 7] and recall that the numerical range of a matrix M € C3*3
is defined by

numran M := {¢TM¢: € € C3|¢| = 1},

with the Euclidean vector norm |- |. Then let

0 := max {0, sup |supargnumran (iwy(x)I3x3 + my(x))] — 71'/2} (20)
x€B, -

Note that the numerical range of a matrix is a set and the inner supremum/infimum
in definitions like for # is over this set. Further, we can estimate

0 < arg (ilwly — |Mm, lLwa(5,,)) — /2 < 7/2.

10



Theorem 3.3. Let the assumptions of Section [Z1] be satisfied. Let ro > r1 be
such that cs,p € WH°(B,,) and w # 0. If

1

—1 2
bl < ————,
e BliE~ < Ty

then there exists p such that Acow 1s weakly T'-coercive.

Proof. For u,u’ € X we use the notation

v := Pyu, w = Pwu, z := Pzu,

v = Pyu/, w' = Pwu/, 7z = Pzu’

such that u = v+ w+z and v’ = v/ + w' + 2'. We introduce a sufficiently
small parameter 7 € (0,7/2 — 0) which will be specified later on. Subsequently
we set 8 := . — 7/2+ 0 + 7. We choose p such that 5 € (0,7/2) and

0< ?R( zsgnwﬁ( |w|l+SganMg||L(L’2J))

i : (21)
= R(e B(|W|j — 1| M, [l £ 2))-
Note that such a choice is possible, and 8 € (0,7/2) implies p. < 7 (which is
required for the construction of Tywy).
definition of A1 and As: We split T*Acow = A1 + Ao into a coercive op-
erator A; and a compact operator A,. To this end we introduce an additional
small parameter § > 0, which will be specified later on. Let K., 5 be as in
Theorem Then we define A; and As by
. 1
(APt ') x = (Edivv,divv') — (i0pV,i0uV) + (v, V) + B(KCSWV,KCSWVI>X
— (W + 10 + 12X )W, i0p V') + (i0pV, (w + i0p + iQx )W)
+ (w10 + QX )W, (W + 10 + 1 )W) 5, ,
(i
(

+

iwy + ml)w w)B,,

(Aju,u’)x = (AlMta, u')x

+ (o (zw'y+m2)w w >Bc
— (2 (div +q)w, (div +q )W) B,
7. (2,

z)

O«
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and

1 / bt /

4_5<K03\//5V’ K., V')x +0:(2z,2")x

+{(divv,Vp-v) 2 +(Vp-v,divv' )2 + (c;2p ' Vp-v,Vp- V)2
i0pV, (w+iQX)V') — ((w + iQx)v,i0pV") — ((iwy + ma)v, V')

(Aqu,u’yx = —(v,v') —

(w+ 10 +iQX)W, (W + iQXx)V) + ((w + iQx)v, (W + 10 + 1Qx) Ty W)
(

iwy +m)w, V') + ((iwy + my)v, Tyyw’)

(W +i0p +iQx )W, (w + i0p + QX)) K1w') g, — ((iwy + m)w, K1w')

—{
—{
—{
— (i0pv, (w + i0p + 1QXx)o K W)
—{
—{

o (iwy + mo)w, Kiw')pe + 7> (c2(div 4+q-)w, (div +a ) K1iw') ge,
— {(iwy + ma)w, ¥)a,, .
— acow (V + W, Kow')
+ acow(V+W,Z') + acow (2, V' — Tww') + acow(z,2’)
for all u,u’ € X. To see that indeed T*Acow = A1 + Az consider the following.
The terms

1 _
(v,v') + 4—6<KCS\/,3V, K, 5V )x —0x(2,2')
are compact and added into A; to guarantee the coercivity of A;. Subse-
quently these terms are added with a reverse sign into Ay to sustain the identity
T*Acow = A1 + Az. All remaining terms which involve z or z’
aCow(V + W, 2') + acow(z, V' — TwWw') + acow (2, 2)

are put into Ay. With the definitions of q and my in (@) and (@) respectively a
complete expansion of acow (v, V') yields
aCow (v, V') = (2 divv,div V') — (idpV, i0pv') + (divv, Vp - v/) 2
+(Vp-v,divv') s + (c;2p " Vp-v,Vp- V)2
— (i0pV, (w + iQX)V') = ((w + iQx)Vv,i0pV") — ((iwy + ma)v, V'),

and these terms are split into A; and Ay. Next we apply Tw = Ty + K2 and
all remaining terms involving K>

—acow(V + w, Kow)

are put into Ap. Further, we use representation (II)) and since w,Tyw € W
the term
(2 (div+a)w,v)p,, — (v, (div+a)Tww') s,

vanishes. Since v = 0in By, the remaining terms of acow (W, V') +acow (v, =Ty W')
read
— {(w + 10 + iQXx)W,i0pV") + (i0pV, (w + i0p + iQX)T{HW)
— ((w + i0p + 12X )W, (w + iQX)V') + ((w + QX)) Vv, (w + i0p + Q%) TixW')
— ((iwy + myw, v') + ((iwy + my)v, Ty w').

(22)
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We use T{yyw' = ow’ — v/ —oK1w', b=0in Bf , vV=0and ¢ = 1in B,, to
obtain
(i0pV, (W + i0p + iQx )Ty W) = (i0pV, (W + i0p + IQX)W') — (i0pV, (W + 0 + 12X )o K1 W').
The part
— ((w+i0p + iQx)W,i0pV') + (i0pV, (w + 10 + IQ2X )W)

of 22)) is put into A; and the remainder of (22)) is put into As. It remains to dis-
cuss acow (W, —T{yw’). The term —(cZ(div +q-)w, (div +q-) T3y W) p,, vanishes
due to w € W. With (II) and b = 0 in By, we obtain

acow (W, —T{xyw') = ((w + 10 + iQX)W, (W + i0p + IQX) Ty W) B

( "y
+ ((iwy + ml)W Tiww')B,,

+ ((iwy + ma)w , Ty w’ )Be,

— (c2(div +q)w, (div +a ) Tww') b,

With Tyyw' = ow’ — V' — g Kyw', V' =01in A, ,0=11in B,, and 0 = 0, in
By, we spht the former into a part incorporated into A;

(w10 +1QX )W, (w + 0y + 1QX)W) g, + ((iwy + g)w, w')p
+ (@ (iwy + me)w, w')pe — Fx{c2(div +q-)w, (div +q )W) pe,

1

and a part incorporated into Ao
— (w410 + 1 )W, (w + 10 + 1)K W) 5, — ((iwy + ma)w, Kiw')p
— (E(iw'y + @)W, Klw/>B7§1 + U_*<C§ (diV +q-)W, (diV +q-)K1W/>B£2

T1

— ((iwy + ma)w, V')A

r1,m2 "

Thus indeed T* Acow = A1 + As.

compactness of As: The operator As is compact, because of the compact
embedding V — L? (see Theorem 3.2, Ttem [), because of the compactness of
K., /5 (see Theorem B.2), due to the finite dimension of Z (see Theorem [3.2]
Item [3]), because of the compact embedding H'(A,, ,,) < L?(A,, ,,) for v/ and
because K7, K5 are compact.

coercivity of Ay (1st part): To prove that A is coercive we estimate

1 .
—i(0+7)sgnw A
COS(G—FT)%(e (A, u>x) ’

To treat the A"® we proceed as in [16] and compute

1 . .
—i(0+7)sgnw Aint _
cos(@—l—r)g%(e (A, u>x)

. 1
lles divvi7z = [196VIIzs + Vs + 51 Ke.yaviix
|w|sinT

COS(9+ )H\/_WHL2 (Bry)
—2tan(f + 7) sgnw S((idp v, (w + iy + zQ)w)Lg).

+ [ (w + 0 + iQX)WHig(BTI)

13



Estimating the last term by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the weighted
Young inequality 2ab < (1—e¢)~ta?+ (1 —¢)b? with another parameter € € (0, 1),
a = tan(f + 7)[|0pv|lLz, and b = |[(w + i0b + i2X)W||L2(5,,) We obtain

1 , .
R —i(0+7)sgnw Alnt >
cos(f + 7) (e (A, u>X) -

lesdivv][7. — (1+ (1 — €)' tan®(0 + 7)) [ O V]| 1
b b

1 2

Flvles + = Ke, v

. . |w] sin T
+ell(w+idp +iQx)Wl[Tzp, ) + m”ﬁwﬂigw”y
(23)

Due to Theorem [B.2] it holds
lesy/pdivv]|Ta = [lesy/pVVIIT2yxs + (Ke, 5V, V)x

for each v € V. Since by assumption the flow is subsonic (||c;'b||f~ < 1/(1 +
tan®#)), we can choose € and 7 small enough such that

0<1— (14 (1—e "tan®(0 +7))[lc; 'blfe =: Ce 1o
Bounding ||8bv|\%% by Hc;le%m||cs\/ﬁVvH?L2)3X3 we can estimate
Iles divv||%§ —(I4+ (1 =e) "tan*(0 + 7)) H@vai%
> ces’p, CerolVItn(s,,) — [(Ke, 5V, v)x| (24)
1
> ¢s?p,, CerolVIt(s,,) — 5IHKe.vaVllx = dllvIX
with ¢, as in (@) and p,, asin [@). We continue and estimate by means of (24)
the first two lines of the right hand side of (23]
. _ 1
les divvl[7z = (1+ (1= )7  tan®(0 + 7)) 19 VIIE: + [viiLz + 51 Ke,avlk
> ¢s’pCerolVIin (s,,) + IVIL2 —dlIvIk.
There exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that
es’pCerolVlin (s, + IVIL: = Cvivik
for each v € V. Thus
. _ 1
les divvi[7z = (1+ (1= )7  tan®(0 + 7)) 10 VIIE: + [ViLz + 351 Ke,vavlx

> (Cv = 9)|vllx-
(25)
Now we choose § < Cy. The third line of the right hand side of (23) can be

estimated using a weighted Young inequality and v > 0 (with + defined in (@)
to obtain

. . |w] sin T
el + 0 + 125 )wZa VA5, = O (10w, + 1915 05,,)

ok cos(0+ 1
(26)
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for some Cyy > 0. Thus we can combine (23), [Z5) and (26) to obtain

%(e*i(ﬁﬂsgnw(/lilmu, u}x) > Cin([IVI% + 106WlE2 5,y + [WlEz(s,,)
(27)
with Cipg := cos(f + 7) min{Cy — &, Cw } > 0.

coercivity of A1 (2nd part): Now we estimate the remaining parts of Aj,
which are new compared to [16]. First we consider

8%( 71(9+T)Sgnw< (way+m2)w W >A7‘1,7‘2)'

We recall @ = e~ and mg = my + (w + iQx)*(w + i€2x). Since g > 0 and
(w + iQ2%)*(w 4 iQx) is positive semi-definite and it follows

sgnwarg (e~ (0758 (F (jwy + m)w, w Ay o)

< sgnwarg (e~ (g + my)w,wha,, ) < sgnw(m/2 — 7)

from to the definition of 6, see (20). On the other hand, we can apply u < .
and use the definition of 8 and (2I]) to estimate

sgnwarg (e (0T senw (7 (iwy + ma)w, W) pe, )

=sgnwarg (e*i(eJ”Jr“) S ((iwy + mo)w, W>B;31)

> sgnw arg (efi(OJr'rJr,u*) sgn w <(

iwy + ma)w, W)Bgl) (28)
=sgnwarg (— ie”Psen e (fluwly + g)w, W>B$1)

>sgnwarg (e_iﬂ Y (|w|y — isgnw”MﬂHL(L%)) > —sgnwm/2.
Hence, there exists a constant C; > 0 such that

R(e 0+ G iy + ma)w, wia,, ) > C1|(F(iwy + ma)w, w)a

—

> Cilwly(w, w)a

1.2

(29)
Since also
sgnw arg (e~ (0T sEN @ Gy 4 m2)W, W) pe_ )
=sgnwarg (e (O e (i 4 ma)W, W) pe_) (30)
=sgnwarg (e ((|w|y — im2)w, W) pe_ )
<sgnwarg (|w|y + zsgnw||Mm2||L(L2)) < sgnwm/2,
there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
§R( —i(0+7) sgnwgs— <(zw’y+m2)w w)B ) > CQ|<(ZW'Y+m:)W7W>B£2 (31)

> Colwl|y(w, W>B$2 .
Further, we compute

8%( - e*i(0+'r) sgnwo_—*) — %(Z Sgnwefisgnwﬂ) _ sinﬂ
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and hence
R(— e O80T 2 (div -+ w, (div )W), ) = sin Blles (div +a)wl 30 .
R(— e 1O s 7)) — sin B
(32)
We combine (27), 29), BI) and B2) to obtain

%(e—i(é-i-f) sgnw<A1u, u)X) >
Cs (V1% + 16wl2s + [IWIIZs + [1(div +a)wlZs e ) + [12]1%)

with C3 := min{Cin, C1|w|y, Ca|w|y,sin B, ¢s*sin 8} > 0. In B,, it holds for
w € W that divw = —q - w and hence

Idivwlz2(s,,) = la- wllLzs,,) <max{l, |qlLe}wlrzs,,). (34

On the other hand a weighted Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields the existence
of a constant C; > 0 such that

|\(diV+Q')W||%§(BgQ) + HWH%g(B;gQ) > Cy(]| diVWH%g(BgZ) + HWH%g(B;gQ))- (35)
Finally, we combine (33]), (34) and (B3] to

%(efi(0+r)sgnw<A1u,u>X) >
C 2 a 2 2 di 2 2
s(IvIix + 10ewllzz + Witz + [l divwl|z: + [z]x)
= Cs(|Ivl% + W% + llzll%)

with C5 := Cs3min{C4, 1/ max{1,||q||L=}}/2 > 0. Since the decomposition
X =V a7 Wa7T Zis a topological one, it follows that A; is coercive. [l

Proposition 3.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem[3.3 be satisfied. Then Acow
1s bijective.

Proof. Follows from Proposition [2.2] Lemma 3.1l and Theorem O
Remark 3.5. In Theorem[3.3 the radius ro can be chosen arbitrarily close to r1.
Further, the balls B,,, B,, can be replaced by simply connected open Lipschitz
domains D1, Do whereby D1 contains supp b, Ds contains the closure of D1 and

Dy is of class CYY. Thus in the definition @0) of 6 the ball B,., can be replaced

by a smooth, simply connected, arbitrarily close neighborhood of supp b.

4 The full equation

Let us now consider the full equation (), which includes the Eulerian perturba-
tion ¥ of the gravitational background potential ¢. First we note the injectivity
of A.

Lemma 4.1. Let the assumptions of Section [21] be satisfied and w # 0. Then
A is injective.
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Proof. Let (u,v) € ker A. Then
0= [3(a((u, ), (u,9)))] = [wliyu,u) > [whluli,

and hence u = 0. We further compute

0= a((u ), (u,9)) = a((0,4),(0,9)) = lel 1
and conclude that ¢ = 0. Hence, (u,%) = (0, 0). O

Since a((O, ), (0,1/)’)) = 47rG (W, ¢’ >H1, we can build the Schur complement
Aschur of A with respect to ¢. Thus “A is Fredholm if and only if Agschur
is so, and hence it suffices to analyze Agchy. The difference Acow — Aschur
is of the form F*RE with the embedding E: X — L2 and a positive semi-
definite operator R € L(L?). Thus, to reuse our analysm for Acow we can
put the term (REw, Ew’ >X together with ((iy + mi)w,w’). In particular,
let Miyim, € L(LIQJ) be the multiplication operator with symbol iy + m;.
The we can get control over the numerical range of E*(Miyym, + R)E. If

we continue this approach we need to consider the form of our test function
u’ = Tu, and consequently we have to treat the numerical range of the term
(Miy4m, + R)w,ow). The difficulty here is that R is a non local operator and

hence its interaction with the multiplication by o is unclear. To bypass this
obstacle we split of some compact operators such that the embedding F: X —
L? can be replaced by the embedding Ey: X — L2(Bg,), and R € L(L?)
is replaced by some other positive semi-definite operator R & L(L2(Bg,))-
Since o is constant in B¢, it is then easy to control the numerical range of

ro)
<(Mw+g + R)Wa UW>B$2 = Ox <(Mi7+2 + R)w, W>B$2 .
In the following we carry out this approach in detail. To this end we assume
that there exists r3 > ro > ry such that p € W*°(B,,). Then let

~ 15 ~
Hi={peH:¢=0inB,}, Hy:=H " c{peH : Ap=0i B}

with associated orthogonal projections Py, and Py,. Let Q € L(H!,L2(B,))
be defined by

(6, QV') B, = —(p&, VP,V )L2(Be,) — (P& VPH, Y )12 (B
for all £ € L2(B¢,), ¢ € H!, and K3 € L(H},X) be defined by
(0, K3¢")x = ((pdiv +Vp)u, Pm,d )re(m,,) — (pV W P’ y-1/2(08,,)x 01/2(08,,)

for all u € X, ¢/ € HL. Further, let By € L(X,L2(B,)) be the respective
embedding operator. Then by means of @), K and E> we can express

a((u,0),(0,9")) = —(u, V¢') = —(pu, V') 2

<pu YV Py, V12 — (pu, VP, )2

—(pu, VP, )r2(pe ) — (0, VP, )ra(se ) — (o0, VP, ¥ )12 (s,,)
= —{pu, VP, ¥ )r2(ne,) — (p0, VP ¥ )12 (e, )

+ ((pdiv+Vp)u, Pu,d )r2(m,,) — (ov - 0, Pr,¥ ) g-1/2(0B,,)« 1/2(0B,,)
= (Fau, Q7/)/>B;«2 + (u, K3¢')x

= (u, B5Q¢")x + (u, K3¢')x
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and like-wise a((O, V), (o, 0)) = (E3Q¢,u’)x+ (K51, u’)x. Due to the compact
Sobolev embedding H!(B,,) < L?*(B,,) the operator related to the first term
((pdiv+Vp-)u, Py, )r2(B,,) in the definition of K3 is compact. Since Py,
solves APy,1)’ = 0in By, and r3 > 73, it follows with standard regularity theory
(e.g. [I0, Theorems 2.3.3.2, 2.4.2.7] applied to x1 with a suitable cut-off function
x) that the embedding Hs — HQ(A(TZMS)/QJS) is bounded. Hence, the oper-
ator related to the second term —(pv -0, Pu, V") y-1/2(9p,,)x 11/2(58,,) 0 the
definition of K3 is compact too. Together, it follows that K3 is compact. Since
the Fredholmness and the index of an operator are invariant under compact per-
turbations, it suffices to analyze a((u,v), (0',v)) — (u, K3¢')x — (K3¢,u')x

instead of a((u, ), (u',¢")). As a((0,v),(0,¢')) = 25 (¥, ¥') g1 is unchanged
under the previous perturbation, we can again build the Schur complement of

a((u,w), (u’,w’)) — (u, K3¢')x — (K3t,u’)x with respect to 1) and obtain
Aschur = Acow — 417G E;QQ" Es.
Lemma 4.2. Let the assumptions of Section [21] be satisfied. Let r3 > ro > 11
be such that cs,p € WH°(B,,) and w # 0. If
1
1+ tan%6’
then there exists p such that Acow — 477G E5QQ* Es is weakly T'-coercive.

e bllE <

Proof. To prove that Acow — 477G E5QQ* Es is weakly T-coercive we can apply
the same technique as in the proof of Theorem and only require to make
some minor adaptations. We need to split 7* (Acow —4rG E3QQ" Er) = A1+ Ay
into a coercive operator A; and a compact operator As. Let T*Acow = A1+ Az
be the decomposition as in the proof of Theorem Then let

Ay := Ay + 471G Py E5QQ" B> Py,

Ay = Ay — 47TG(P§E§QQ*E2PW — 0Py E5QQ*Es Py, + PEE;QQ*EQPZ).

Note that since v =0 in B there arise in /~11 and 1212 compared to A; and As

no additional terms involving v. Further, A is indeed compact, because of the
compactness of A and Pz. The additional operator 4nGo, Py, E5QQ* Ex Py
in /11 can be estimated together with &, Py E5 My ym, B2 Pw. To this end
needs to be chosen such that o

0 < R(— e (ifw|y + sgnw|Mpm, + QQ"llrzcss,))
= R(e P (lwly — il My + QQ* Lz (Bs,)))-
is satisfied instead of (ZI)). Then in addition to (28) and (BU) we apply B6) to

estimate

sgnw arg (e_i(‘gJ”)sg“ “ox((iwMy 4+ Mo, + QQ*)W, W) e )

(36)

c
T2

>sgnwarg (e 8 (|wly — isgnw|| M, + QQ*HL(L%(B?Z))) > —sgnwm/2.

and
sgnw arg (e_i(‘gJ”)sg“ T ((iwMy + My, + QQ™ )W, W>B7g2)
<sgnwarg (|w|y + z'sgncuHMg + QQ*HL(Lf)(B;EQ))) < sgnwm/2.
The remainder of the proof is identical to the proof of Theorem [3.31 [l
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We can now prove the first main result of this article:

Theorem 4.3. Let the parameters w, (), cs, b, p,p, ® and -y satisfy the assump-
tions of Section 2], in particular suppb C B,,. Let r3 > ro > r1 be such that
cs,p € WH(B,,), w # 0 and 0 be as defined in 20). Let the Hilbert spaces
X and I:Ii be as defined in (I2)) and [I3) respectively, let the sesquilinearform
a(-,-) be as defined in [0) and A € L(X x H}) be the associated operator as

defined in (I4). If
1

—1 2
bl < ————,
e BliE~ < Ty

then A is bijective, and hence for each f € L,% Equation [l) admits a unique
solution (u,1)) € X x H! which depends continuously on f.

Proof. Recall that A is injective due to Lemma [T and hence it suffices to show
that A is Fredholm with index zero. Since the Fredholmness and the index of an
operator are unchanged by compact perturbations and because K3 is compact,

A is Fredholm with index zero if and only if A — < Ig* Igg) is so. The second
3
0

diagonal component of A — ( Ig?’) equals ﬁ[ 8 and hence we build the

K3
0 Kj . .

Schur complement of A — K50 with respect to ¢. Thus A is Fredholm
3

with index zero, if and only if the Schur complement Acow — 477G E5QQ* E4 is
so. However, Acow — 477G E5QQ* Ey is weakly T-coercive due to Lemma
Thus the claim is proven. [l

5 A scalar equation in the atmosphere

Consider spherical variables 7 = |x| and % = |x|~'x. Assume that suppf C B,,
and that in By, the parameters cs, p and p depend only on r and let us use
the sloppy notation ¢,(r) = ¢5(x), etc.. For the following discussion we consider
only the exterior domain Bjy,,. Under the previous assumptions it holds

arp(r) N

) = B

Let

G (r)p(r')

n(r) := /T: o) dr’.

Since q € L* it follows fgfj € L*(rq,00) and hence 7 is well defined and
n € C([ra,00)). Then it follows g = V7 and we can obtain the representation

(div+qg-)u = e " div(e"u).
Hence in By, the equation for the Cowling approximation reads

—e"V(c2pe " div(e™a)) — p(ma + iwy)u = 0. (37)
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Thus u satisfies
curl(e™"p(mz + iwy)u) = 0.

In the following we assume w # 0. Then for each x € By, the matrix mo(x) +
twy(x)I3x3 is coercive and hence invertible. Thus it follows that

u=e"p ! (mg +iwy) Vo (38)
with a scalar function v. We plug (B8 into [B7) and obtain
—e"V(cipeiQ" div(e%pfl(g +iwy) Vo) + ’U) =0
and hence v satisfies
c2pe 21 div(e*"p~ ! (ma + iwy) "' Vv) + v = const.

If const # 0 the function v = const solves the former equation. However, for
v = const it holds u = e7p~!(mg + iwy)"'Vov = 0 and thus it is sufficient to
consider only the homogeneous equation. A reformulation yields

2
Cs

2n 2n
—div (e—(mg + iwv)_1VU) - y=o.
p prm—

So we couple the equation for u in B,, with the equation for v in By, and end
up with the system

—V(c2pdivu+ Vp-u) + Vpdivu + Hess(p)u

2 (39a)
—pHess(¢)u — p(w +i0p + i x ) u — iwypu = pf in B,,,
e2n e2n
—div (—(mg + iwv)_1VU) ——v= 0 in B, (39b)
p = 2p

v-elp t(mg +iwy) 'Vo=v-u ondB,, (39¢)
div (e”p_l(@ + iwv)_1Vv) =diva on dB,,. (39d)

We introduce the sesquilinearforms

int
Cow

(u,u') ;= (Z(divu+q-u),diva’ + q-u')p,,
— {(w + 0 + 1), (w + iy + QX))

—iw(yu,u’)p,

a

— (mu, w')p

T2

and

acp((ua 'U)a (u/’ U/)) = ai(%w(ua U_/)

/
+ <I/ -, v >H*1/2(8BT2)><H1/2(8BT2)

/
+ (v, v W) 208, )xH-1/2(0B,,)

e2n L e2n
+ <—(m2 + iwy)” VU,VU'> - <Tv,v'> :
p = Lasg,)  \ép /LAy,

(40)
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Further, we introduce the Hilbert spaces

Xint := X(Br,), (41a)
Vext :={v € Lg2n/p(B:2): Vu e Li%/p(B:Z)}v (411)
(V0 ) = (v, v/>Li2n/p(B;32) + (Vv, Vv/>Li2n/p(B;32)'

Then the weak formulation of ([B9) is to find (u,v) € Xint X Vext such that
acp((uﬂ v)ﬂ (u/ﬂ ’U/)) = <f7 u/>B7‘2

for all (u’,v") € Xjnt X Vexs. In particular, if we test the left-hand-side of (39
with v/ € V4 and integrate by parts we obtain the last line of the right-hand-
side of (@0) plus the boundary term

2n
(v (g + i) V0,0 :
p = H*l/z(aBgz)le/z(é‘Bﬁz)

Note that for the outward unit normal vectors v of dB,, and v’ of 0By, it holds
v’ = —v. Hence with (39d) and 7(r2) = 0 the boundary term equals the second
line in the right-hand-side of (@Q). If we test the left-hand-side of ([B9al) with
u’ € Xt and integrate by parts we obtain the first line of the right-hand-side
of Q) plus the boundary term

2 : /
—<csP(d1V +q-)u,v-u >H1/2(ch I H-1/2(0B5. )’
9 9

Since on JdB,, the vectors q and v are parallel we obtain on dB,, with (39d)

and ([39d) that
pe;(div +q-)u = pc(div +q-)e’p ™ (mg + iwy) " Vo
= pcZe div(e*p ! (mg + iwy) T Vv) = —ev = —v,

whereat we used (39h) for the third equality and n(ry) = 0 for the last equality.
Hence the boundary term equals the third line of the right-hand-side of (@0).
The injectivity of A, can be seen similarly as for A and Acow.

Lemma 5.1. Let the assumptions of Section [21] be satisfied and w # 0. Then
Aqp 1s injective.

Proof. Let (u,v) € ker Acp. Then

S (aep((w, ), (u,v))) = s(<@(2 +iwy) "V, w>

P ) —wlyw,u)p,, .

L2(By,)
Since my(x) is a selfadjoint matrix for each x € B,, and v > 7y > 0, it follows
that

0= 18 (aep((w,0), (w,0)))| > o, W, +0(S

TVU, Vv>

L2(By,)

with a constant C' > 0. Thus u = 0 and v = v, € C is constant. Hence

e2n
0= aep((w,0), (,0)) = aepl(0, v0) (0,00)) = ~(Sverwe)

S

and thus v, = 0. Altogether it follows (u,v) = 0 and the claim is proven. O
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Next we introduce a topological decomposition of Xj,¢ in analogy to Theo-
rem [3.2)

Theorem 5.2. Let p, b, q and r1 be as in Section [Z1l and o > r1. Then
Xint = X(By,) admits a topological decomposition

Xint = Vint @T Wint @T Zint
with the following properties:

1. Vin C {Vvo: vo € H*(B,,) with % =0 on OB,,} is compactly embed-
ded in L?(B,,).

2. Wipt = {u € Xjp: divu+q-u=01in B,,}.
3. Zin is finite-dimensional.

Moreover, for each ( € W1°(B,,) there exists a compact operator f(g € L(Xint)
such that

¢ divvl[Ze(p, ) = 1CVVIITL2(p,, s + (Kcv,v)x
forallv e V.
Proof. Follows as for Theorem B.2] and [16, Theorem 3.5]. O
To construct a suitable T-operator let r3 > ro and p € C*°(R) with
1. p(r) =0 for r <,
2. p is non-decreasing in A, ,,,
3. p(rz) € (0,7),
4. p is non-increasing in A, .,
5. u(r) = ps for r > r3 with constant u, € (0,7).

For such p let o(x) = e#(xDsenw and g, := e#+%2"“  Then we construct
Tint € L(Xint) in analogy to T in Section Bl In particular, for given w € Wiy
we consider the problem to find ¥ € H'(A,, ,,) such that

(le +q)(V170 — O'W) =0 in Am,ry
v-Vig=0 ondA, r,.

Since this equation is weakly coercive, we can find a finite dimensional subspace
W, C Wiy and a projection K1 € L(Wiy, WD) onto WD such that the

int

problem to find ¥ € H*(A,, ,,) with

(le +q>(vf)0 — OW + O'Kfvv) = 0 in Arl,rgy
V- V'DO =0 on aAT17T27

admits a unique solution ¥y. With convenient regularity theory (e.g. [10, The-
orems 2.3.3.2, 2.4.2.7]) it follows that o9 € H?*(Ay, ,,) and ||[0o]lg2(a,,,,) <
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|lul|x;.. Let ¥ be the continuation of Vig to By, by zero. It follows that
v € Xint- Hence let

/ L I %
Iy, W:=0w—V—cKiw.

From its definition it follows that (div +q-)Tyy, W = 0in A;, ,,. Since 0 = 1 in
B,,, K1 maps into W2 Wi, and v = 0 in B,, it follows (div +q- )Ty, W =

int int

0 in B, too. Hence Ty, =€ L(Win). We compute

(Tw,, W, W)x = HWH%(B”) - <K1W7W>X(BT1)

+ <UW’W>AT1,T2 - <{’5W>Ar1,r2 - <O-K1W’W>AT1,T2

+(oq-w,q - W)a, ., —{a-V,q-W)a, ., —{(q-cKiw,q - W)a,

All terms which involve K7 are compact, because K7 is compact. Also, all terms
which involve v are compact due to the compact embedding H'(A,, ,,) <
L?(A;,.r,). With divw = —q-w in B,, for w € W, we obtain that the
remainder

HWH;(BTI) +(ow,w)a, .. +{0q-w,q-w)a

1,72 71,72

is coercive due to o(x) = e (XDsene ;e [0, 4u(ro)] and p(r2) € (0,7). Thus
T\/N;m is weakly coercive. Hence there exists a compact operator Ko € L(Wipt)
such that

+ Ko

Tw = T’(’V

int int

is coercive and hence bijective. Now we can define

Tint = Pviny — TWine PWine + Pzie
which is bijective with inverse Ti;tl =Py, — Tv_vlmPWint + Pgz,,.. Subsequently
let
Tep(u,v) = (Tingu, —ov). (42)

It follows that Tt € L(Xint x V) is bijective with inverse T (u, v) = (T ta, —o~ ).

int
Theorem 5.3. Let the parameters w, (), cs, b, p,p, @ and -y satisfy the assump-
tions of Section [21l, in particular suppb C B,,. Let ro > 11 be such that
cs,p € WH(B,,), w # 0 and 0 be as defined in 20). Let the Hilbert spaces
Xint and Vext be as defined in (&), let the sesquilinearform acp(-,-) be as defined
in @Q), let Acp € L(Xint X Vext) be the operator associated to acp(-,-) as defined
in @), and let Tep € L(Xint X Vext) e as defined in [@2). If

1

-1 2
b|fe < ———==,
e BliE~ < Ty

then there exists p such that Acp is weakly Tep-coercive.

Proof. For u,u’ € Xj,; we use the notation

v := Py, . u, w = Pw,_.u, z:= Pz _,u,

/L / /. / /. !/
vioi= Py u, w = Pw,u, z' = Pz, .u
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such that u = v+w+2z and u’ = v/+w’+2'. Note that the space Xin = X(B,,)
differs from X = X(R3) and hence the subspaces Vini, Wing, Zinge differ from
V, W, Z as well. However, the role of the components v, w, z is almost identical.
The first part of the proof is very similar to the proof of Theorem We
introduce a sufficiently small parameter 7 € (0,7/2 — #) which will be specified
later on, and choose u(re) = 7/2 — 60 — 7 € (0,7/2). Thus p(re) € (0,7), which
is required for the construction of Twy,,,. In addition we set 8 := p. —7/24+0+7
and choose p. such that g € (—7/2,0) and

0< inf infR(isgnw e~ P58 numran (mg(x) + iwy(x)I3x3) 7 "). (43)

x€B’,€2 —

Note that such a choice is possible, because ms(x) is a selfadjoint matrix at
each x € B;, and due to v > v > 0. We split TC*pACp = A; + A, into a
coercive operator A; and a compact operator As. To this end we introduce an
additional small parameter § > 0, which will be specified later on. Let f(cs N
be as in Theorem Then similar to the proof of Theorem we define A;
and A, by

i . . . . 1 - -
(APta,u)x,,, o= (c? divv,divv')p,, — (i0bv,i0pV')B, +(v,V)B,, + 4_5<K03\/ﬁVaKcS\/ﬁV/>X;m
w +i0p +iQx)W,i10pV') B, + (i0pV, (W + i0p + QX)W ) B

w+ 10 + 1QX)W, (W + 10y +i2X)W) g

1

1)

~—~ o~ o~

iwy + my)w, w’}BT1

7 (iwy + ma)w, w') 4

r1.7m2
z, Z/>Xint
<A1u7 u/>xint><vcxt = <Ai1ntua u/>Xint
_ e—w(rz)sgnw<y ‘u, UI>H*1/2(6BT2)><H1/2(8BT2)
_ e—in(r2) SEUW () g u/>H1/2(BBT2)><H*1/2(BBT2)
<67i,u sgn w62n e*i,u* sgn w62n

. —1 / /
Vo, (— ")
p (mg + i)™ Vo, Vo L2<B$2>+ cZp Y e,

c
T2
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and

1 - .
<A2u’ u/>X = _<V’V/>B7‘2 - E<KCS\/_VaKCS\/_V/>Xim - <Z’ZI>Xim
+ (divv,Vp-v)2(m,,) + (Vp-v,divv')2(p,) + (¢;2p~ V- v, V- V) 12(8,,)
OV, (w+iQx)V) B, — (W +iQx)v,i0pV') 5, — ((iwy +2)v, v)p

(W + 10 + 1 )W, (w + i)V B, + (W +iQX)V, (W +i0p + i) Ty, W)B,,
(iwy +m)w,v')p,, + ((iwy + m)v, Ty, W),

i (w+z@b+zQx)aK1W'>Brl

(W~ i0p + X)W, (W + i0p + iQx)f(lW’>BT1 — ((fwy + g)w, Kiw')p

1

(
— (i
—
—
— (i
—
—(@

(iwy + mo)w, Kiw') 4, ,, = ((iwy + ma)w,¥)a,, .,

— acow(V + W, Kow’ )

+ade, (v +w,2') + als (2,V — Tw,, W) + adl, (2,2)
o211

+ <—VE~ Vv,v’>
P L2(Ary,r3)

e—iu* sgn w€277 , e—iu sgn w€277 ,
—<72 v,v> +<72 v,v>
csp L2(AT2YT3) Csp LZ(AT%TS)

for all (u,v), (u’,v") € Xint X Vext. Then it follows as in the proof of Theorem [3.3]
that

R (o0 gt ) ) > ol
with a constant C; > 0. The coupling term, which involves both u and v,
appears in e~ 0+ 580w (A (w,v), (0,0))x,,, xVius S
—e_i(e‘”"'“(”)) Sgan%((V . u’U>H*1/2(BBTZ)XHl/Q(BBW))'

Due to the choice of y it holds —e~#0+7+r(r2))senw — json oy and hence

R (7e—i(9+7'+li(7“2))sgn w2§R(<lI -u, U>H*1/2(BBT2)><H1/2(6BT2))) = 0.

At last we estimate the part of A; which involves only v. It follows from (@3]
that
o271

) 2n
% (< _ e—z(9+T+H)Sgnw€_(m2 + ,L'w,y)—lv,u’vvl> ) > 02< V'U v > ,
p = L2(Bg,) L2(52,)
with a constant Co > 0. Further, we note that e /(07 Hr)senw — _jgon e ifsenw

and thus R(e~{0F7FrI)senw) — _gin B. Since B € (—m/2,0) we conclude

R (e O (A (1, 0), (1, 0)) X ) = Clluli, + 003

int ext

with C = min{C;,Cs, —sin} > 0, i.e. Ay is coercive. The operator As is
compact, due to the compact embedding Viy; < L?*(B,,) (see Theorem 5.2
Item ), since K.,/ is compact (see Theorem[5.2)), because Ziy is finite dimen-
sional (see Theorem (.2 Item [3), due to the compact embedding HY (A, ) —
L2(A,,, r2) for v, because K| and K, are compact, and because the embedding

Vst < L? (Arz,r3> is compact. Thus the claim is proven. O

25



Proposition 5.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem [2.3 be satisfied. Then Aqp
is bijective, and hence for each f € L2(B,,) Equation B9) admits a unique
solution (u,v) € Xint X Vext which depends continuously on f.

Proof. Follows from Proposition [2.2] Lemma [5.J] and Theorem O

6 Conclusion and outlook

In this article we considered the time-harmonic linear equations of stellar oscil-
lations in R®. We discussed the treatment of the exterior domain and introduced
a technique to couple the analysis for the interior and exterior domains. Sub-
sequently we established the well-posedness of Equation (IJ) in Theorem
In particular, the stability of (IQ) holds without the background Equations (2])
being satisfied. In Section Bl we considered the Cowling approximation with
spherical symmetric parameters in the atmosphere and therein we derived a
scalar equation for a potential of u. Subsequently we analyzed the obtained
coupled system in Theorem [(.3] and Proposition (.4l This new system simpli-
fies the construction of transparent boundary conditions and leads to significant
less degrees of freedom for discretizations, e.g. for the learned infinite elements
[17]. If the factorization (div+q-)u = e~"div(eu) is applied in the entire R3
instead of only in the atmosphere, there arise new possibilities to analyze the
stellar equations, which is intended for future research.
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