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Nonradial stability of expanding Goldreich-Weber stars

Mahir Hadzi¢! Juhi Jang! King Ming Lam *

Abstract

Goldreich-Weber solutions constitute a finite-parameter of expanding and collapsing solutions to the
mass-critical Euler-Poisson system. Two subclasses of this family correspond to compactly supported
density profiles suitably modulated by the dynamic radius of the star that expands at the self-similar rate
A(t)i—o0 ~ t3 and linear rate A(t);_o0 ~ t respectively. We prove two results: any linearly expanding
Goldreich-Weber star is nonlinearly stable, while any given self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber
star is codimension-4 nonlinearly stable against irrotational perturbations.

The codimension-4 condition in the latter result is optimal and reflects the presence of 4 unstable
directions in the linearised dynamics in self-similar coordinates, which are induced by the conservation
of the energy and the momentum. This result can be viewed as a codimension-1 nonlinear stability of
the moduli space of self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars against irrotational perturbations.

Contents
1 Introduction 2
1.1  The Euler-Poisson system . . . . . . . . . . . e 2
1.2 Goldreich-Weber stars . . . . . . . ... 4
1.2.1  Self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars . . . . . . ... ... ... .... 5
1.2.2  Linearly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars . . . . . ... ... .. ... ..... 5
1.3 Mainresultsand review . . . . . . . . . ..o e 6
2 Notation and preliminary lemmas 7
2.1 Essential lemmas and definitions . . . . . . . . ... ..o L L 9
2.1.1 Basic bounds on the gravityterm G . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... 9
2.1.2 Basic bounds on the pressureterm P . . . . .. ..o 0oL o 0oL 12
3 Nonradial stability of self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars 15
3.1 Formulation and statement of theresult . . . . . . ... .. ... oL oL 15
3.1.1 Equation in self-similar coordinates . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... ... 15
3.1.2 Total energy and momentum . . . . . . . . . . . ... e 16
3.1.3 High-order energies and the main theorem . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. 17
3.1.4  Proofstrateg@y . . . . . . . . . . e e e e e e e 20
3.2 Linearisation and COICIVity . . . . . . . . . . .. Lo 22
3.2.1 The linear and non-linear part of Euler-Poisson system . . . . ... ... .. ... 22
322 Coercivity of L . . . . . . . L 25
3.3 Momentum and €nergy . . . . . . ... oo oL e e e e 34
3.4 Coercivity via irrotationality . . . . . . . . . . . .. 37
3.4.1 Lagrangian description of irrotationality . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 37
342 Coercivity of L . . . . . . . L 40
3.5 Reduction to linear problem . . . . . . .. ... L L 42
3.5.1 Estimating the non-linear part of the pressure term . . . . . . ... ... ..... 42

“Department of Mathematics, University College London, London WCIE 6XA, UK. Email: m.hadzic@ucl.ac.uk.

TDepartrnent of Mathematics, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, CA 90089, USA, and Korea Institute for Ad-
vanced Study, Seoul, Korea. Email: juhijang@usc.edu.

*Department of Mathematics, University College London, London WCIE 6XA, UK. Email: king.lam.19@ucl.ac.uk. Delft
Institute of Applied Mathematics, Delft University of Technology, 2628 CD Delft, Netherlands. Email: K.M.Lam @tudelft.nl.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.11420v2
mailto:m.hadzic@ucl.ac.uk
mailto:juhijang@usc.edu
mailto:king.lam.19@ucl.ac.uk
mailto:K.M.Lam@tudelft.nl

3.5.2 Estimating the linear and non-linear part of the gravity term . . . . . . . ... .. 45

3.5.3 Reduction to linear problem . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... 49

3.6 Energy estimates and proof of the main theorem . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .... 51
3.6.1 Near boundary energy estimate . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... 51

3.6.2 Nearorigin energy estimate . . . . . . . . . .. ..o 52

3.6.3 Bootstrapping scheme and final theorem . . . . . . ... ... ... ........ 57

4 Nonradial stability of linearly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars 58
4.1 Formulation and statement of theresult . . . . . .. .. .. .. ... .. ......... 58
4.1.1 Equation in linearly-expanding coordinates . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 58

4.1.2 High-order energies and the maintheorem . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...... 60

4.1.3 Proofstrategy . . . . . . . .. 61

4.2 Pressure eStimates . . . . . . . . it e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 61
4.3 Gravity estimates . . . . . . . ... e e e e 62
4.4  VOrticity estimates . . . . . . v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 65
4.5 Energy estimates and proof of the main theorem . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. 67

A Appendix 69
A.1 Differentiation and commutation properties . . . . . . . . ... ..ol e . 69
A.2 Spherical harmonics . . . . . . . .. 71
A.3 Hardy-Poincaré inequality and embeddings . . . . . ... .. ... ... ... ... ... 73
A.3.1 Embedding theorems for self-similarly expanding GW stars . . . . ... ... .. 75

A.3.2 Embedding theorems for linearly expanding GW stars . . . . . .. ... ... .. 75

1 Introduction

1.1 The Euler-Poisson system

We consider a fundamental model of a self-gravitating compressible fluid, given by the Euler-Poisson sys-
tem. The unknowns are the fluid density p > 0, the velocity vector u, the fluid pressure p > 0, and the
gravitational potential ¢. They solve the system

Op+ V- (pu) =0, in Q(¢t), (1.1)
p(Or+u-V)u+Vp+pVe =0, in Q(¢t), (1.2)
A¢ = drp, in R3. (1.3)

Here the pressure p satisfies the mass-critical polytropic equation of state

P:P%a 1.4)

and the star is isolated, which translates into the asymptotic boundary condition for the gravitational poten-
tial:

lim ¢(t,x) =0. (1.5)
|x|—00
We refer to the system (1.1)~(1.5) as the (EP)4-system. Moreover (t) := {x | p(t,x) > 0} is the interior
of the support of star density. Note that in (13.3) the density is trivially extended by 0 to the complement
of Q(t). Since we allow the boundary to move, we must complement equations (1.1)—(1.5) with suitable
boundary conditions at the vacuum free boundary 0€2(¢). We assume the classical kinematic boundary
condition

CV@Q(t) =u-n on 8Q(t), (16)

which states that the normal velocity of the boundary Vg ;) equals the normal component of the velocity
vector field; here n is the outward pointing unit normal to 9(t). It is well-known that the presence of the

2



vacuum boundary complicates the local-in-time well-posedness problem, as the acoustic cones degenerate
as the speed of sound c; defined through

S odp 377
becomes 0 at the vacuum boundary. The resolution comes by imposing a condition on initial data, that
specifies the rate of decay of the initial density to 0 as we approach the vacuum boundary. This condition is
known as the physical vacuum condition and reads

v(e2) - n(aﬂo <0. (1.7)

The Euler-Poisson system (1.1)-(1.5) possesses the following important conserved quantities — mass, mo-
mentum and energy, given respectively by:

M]p] ::/ p dx, (1.8)
R3
Wp, u] ::/ pu dx, (1.9)
R3
E[p,u] ::/ (—p\u[ + 3ps +—p¢> dx. (1.10)
r3 \ 2 2

The mass-criticality associated with the polytropic index % in (1.4) is simply a statement that the natural
self-similar rescaling of the problem also preserves the total mass M|[p]. Namely, for any A > 0 and
%o € R3 one can check that if (p, u) is a classical solution of the (EP) 4 -system, then (5, 1) defined by

3

2. ([t x—xXy
t,x) = \73 <—7> (1.11)
p(t;x) (T
1.t x—Xg
u(t,x) =\ —, ——— 1.12
() =3t (3. 55 1)
is also a solution to the (EP)4-system as functions of the rescaled variables (s,y):
3
t X — X
S = —3, _=
A2 YT

Relation (1.11) readily implies that the total mass is conserved under this change of variables.

We shall mostly work in the Lagrangian coordinates in this article, as they are particularly well suited
to the analysis of fluids featuring a vacuum boundary. Let n(¢,x) be the the fluid flow map, defined
through

Om=uon  with  n(0,x) =mny(x),
where u o 9(t,x) = u(t,n(t,x)). The spatial domain is then fixed for all time as Qp := 1, (2(0)). To
reformulate the (EP) 1 -system in the new variables, we introduce

v=uon (Lagrangian velocity)
f=pon (Lagrangian density)
Y=¢on (Lagrangian potential)
A= (Vn)™! (inverse of the deformation tensor)
J = det(Vn) (Jacobian determinant)
a=JA (cofactor matrix of the deformation tensor)

Under this change of coordinates, the continuity equation becomes f.J = fy.Jy and the momentum equation
(1.2) in the domain ) reads

oV + %ak(A’f(wﬂ‘J—%) + AV =0, (1.13)
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where AV := A9, and we have introduced the enthalpy w

1
= (foJo)3. (1.14)
Moreover, v solves the Poisson equation
(AV) - (AV)Y = 4 foJoJ L. (1.15)

For details of the Lagrangian description of the Euler-Poisson system, we refer to [26].

1.2 Goldreich-Weber stars

The mass-criticality of the problem allows for the existence of a special class of expanding solutions, known
as the Goldreich-Weber stars [16]. The reason such solutions exist is, roughly speaking, because the scaling
properties of the Euler-Poisson system in the mass critical case allows us to scale solutions while maintain
the overall mass. This suggests that natural solutions that evolve in time under this scaling exist (note that
solutions must conserve overall mass in time). For reader’s convenience we provide a brief summary of
this special class of solutions of (1.1)—(1.5) which has been analysed in [16, 40, 15, 11]. A comprehensive
overview can be found in [24].

We let
K = AnA! (1.16)
e Hf(x) = — [ps |i(_y)),|dy for any f € LQ(R?’). Observe that
00 = el = [ )y [ SOy s,
In [n(x) —n(2)] [n(x) —n(z)]

= __/ |X—Z| = X%(fo)(x)

We look for spherically symmetric solutions to the Euler-Poisson system of the form 7(¢, x) = A(t)x, and
assume without loss of generality that A\(0) = 1. Under this affine ansatz, the momentum equation (1.13)
reduces to

AN2x + V(f )+ VX fo=0.
Jo

Assuming spherically symmetry we get

4
3

2 4 o 1 _
AN 0 () + L0 fo = 0.

Since we can separate variables above, we look for a § € R and a §-dependent solution (), fo) = (As, f3)
so that

AHA()? =6, (1.17)
%arw(; + %&%(u‘)g) = —94, (1.18)
where ws is the enthalpy associated with fg satisfying
(w5)% == f3. (1.19)
We also equip (1.17) with initial data
A0) =1, A0) = A €R. (1.20)

It can be shown that there exists a negative constant 6 < 0 such that the solution (As(t),ws) to (1.17)—(1.20)
exists for all § > 5, see [15, 24], whereby As(-) either blows up in finite positive time, or exists globally for
all ¢ > 0. Moreover, for any such § > 5, the enthalpy profile w; is compactly supported, has finite total
mass, and by adapting the value ws(0) it can be normalised to be supported on the interval r € [0, R] for a
fixed R > 0. At the vacuum boundary, by analogy to the classical Lane-Emden stars [24], the Goldreich-
Weber star satisfies the so-called physical vacuum condition, which in this context reads

wy(r) o< 0. (1.21)



1.2.1 Self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars

The self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars are the subclass of solutions to (1.17)—(1.20) of total
energy 0, for which A\s(+) exists for all ¢ > 0. Since the total conserved energy of the above affine motion is
easily seen to be

Es(t) = (A} +26) / orfoz dz, (1.22)

solutions with vanishing energy necessitate § < 0. For any such 5 <d8<0, equation (1.17) with (1.20) is
explicitly solvable with

3 2/3
As(t) = (1 + §A1t> : A2 = 2. (1.23)

In particular, for any A\; > 0 we obtain an expanding solution with the explicit rate of expansion
As(t) ~i00 t%. This is the self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber solution.
Definition 1.1 (Self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber solutions). 7o any § € [5 ,0) we associate the

Goldreich-Weber (GW) star which constitutes a solution of the mass-critical free-boundary Euler-Poisson
system (1.1)—(1.5):

ey — (=33 (X o As(D) (1) —
pt,x) = As(t) 3w} (W) , u(t,x) = WX, Q(t) = By, (0), (1.24)

with A\s(t) given by (1.23) with A\ > 0 and ws the normalised solution to (1.18) as above.

These solutions are spherical symmetric about the origin, have zero momentum W {p, u] = 0 and zero
energy F[p, u] = 0. Without loss of generality, this can be assumed by setting our frame of reference.

Remark 1.2. The Galilean invariance of the Euler-Poisson system (1.1)—(1.5) implies the conservation of
momentum. If we change our frame of reference, we can obtain an enlarged family of the GW-solutions
with arbitrary momentum W € R3. More precisely, for any motion p(t) = po + tp1 we can obtain a new
solution via

pp(t,x) = p(t,x — p(t)),
Uip(t,%x) = (t,x — p(t)) + p1,

or equivalently m,(t,x) = n(t,x) + p(t) in Lagrangian coordinates. It is easy to verify that (pp, ) s0
obtained solves the Euler-Poisson system with the total momentum W [pp,Up| = M|[p, a|p1 and energy
Elpp,Up] = 1M[p,u]|p1|%. The freedom to choose p1 € R® thus parametrises the three degrees of
freedom associated with the total linear momentum, and this will play a role in our analysis.

1.2.2 Linearly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars

In the case
§>0 or  S=0withA\; >0 or 4 € (5,0)with \; > /2]d], (1.25)

the solution As(-) exists for all £ > 0 and expands indefinitely at a linear rate, i.e. there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that

tlgrolo At) =c.
These solutions have strictly positive energy
Es ) (t) = ()\% + 25) /27ngz4 dz > 0. (1.26)

We refer to such solutions of (1.17)—(1.20) as the linearly expanding Goldreich-Weber solutions.



Definition 1.3 (Linearly expanding Goldreich-Weber solutions). To any J, \y satisfying (1.25) we asso-
ciate the Goldreich-Weber (GW) star which constitutes a solution of the mass-critical free-boundary Euler-
Poisson system (1.1)—(1.5):

x| > (t, x) = 2o (®) Q(t) = By, (5(0), (1.27)

= X
As (1) s (1)

with As(t) the solution to (1.17), (1.20) and w; the normalised solution to (1.18) as above.

ﬁ(t,X) = >\6,>\1 (t)73w§) <

Unless stated otherwise, we shall drop the subscript ¢ in the definition of the GW-solution, as this will
create no confusion in the analysis.

1.3 Main results and review

The two results to be presented in this paper are a generalisation of nonlinear stability of GW-stars against
radial perturbations shown in [24] by the first two authors. We prove nonlinear stability against non-radial
perturbations. In Section 3 and 4 respectively, we will prove the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.4 (Informal statement). The class of self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars is co-
dimension 1 non-linearly stable under irrotational perturbations.

Theorem 1.5 (Informal statement). The linearly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars are non-linearly stable
(against general perturbations).

The precise statements will be provided in Section 3 and 4 respectively. More precisely, Theorem 1.4
corresponds to Theorem 3.7 and Corollary 3.8, while Theorem 1.5 corresponds to Theorem 4.2.

First discovered class of nontrivial global solutions to the Euler-Poisson system are the classical Lane-
Emden (LE) stars [5]. Their linear stability is well-known to depend on the size of the polytropic exponent
in the general pressure law p = p?, & < 4 < 2. Very few rigorous nonlinear results are available on
the dynamics in the vicinity of LE-steady states, we refer to [44] for some rigorous statements about the

stability in the subcritical range % < v < 2 and to [29, 30] for rigorous nonlinear instability analysis in

the supercritical range g <7< %. In the context of nonradial stability, recent works [32, 35, 34] treat
this question from the Lagrangian and the Eulerian perspective respectively. In the critical case v = %,
the very existence of the GW-stars shows that the LE-steady states are embedded in a larger family of
collapsing/expanding solutions, and are therefore unstable. Our main result can be viewed as a definitive
nonradial instability statement about the mass-critical LE-solutions, improving upon the radial nonlinear
stability shown by the first two authors [24]. We emphasise that in the presence of viscosity, the parabolic
effect takes over and various asymptotic stability results are available [37, 38]. We also mention recent
works [7, 6] on global existence result with radial symmetry in the class of weak solutions and conditional

behaviour of strong solutions.

The driving stabilisation mechanism that allows for the global existence in Theorem 3.7 is the expan-
sion of the support of the background GW-star. Intuitively expansion translates into dispersion, since the
total mass is preserved. When there is no vacuum boundary present, the dispersion induced by the expan-
sion was used by Grassin [17], Serre [50], and Rozanova [48] to give examples of global-in-time solutions
to the compressible Euler flows. We also mention here that there has been a recent surge of activity on the
problem of existence of collapsing self-gravitating flows, which are characterised by the finite-time implo-
sion of the fluid density. We refer the reader to [19, 20, 21, 22, 1, 49] and for a discussion of the various
features of the collapsing and expanding stellar dynamics, we refer to the overview paper [23].

The GW-stars belong to a class of so-called affine motions. In the context of compressible flows the
notion of an affine motion goes back to the works of Ovsiannikov [41] and Dyson [13]. In the presence of
vacuum, Sideris [52] showed the existence of a finite-parameter family of compactly supported expanding
affine flows, whose nonlinear stability was shown by HadZi¢ and Jang [25] and Shkoller and Sideris [51]
for the pure Euler flows. For expanding profiles with small initial densities, but not necessarily close to
the Sideris solutions, see [43]. Further results in this direction, in the nonisentropic setting and in the
presence of heat convection can be found in [45, 46, 47]. A similar method works for the Euler-Poisson
system and global-in-time flows were shown to exist in both the gravitational and electrostatic case [26],
where the Euler part of the flow entirely dominates the gravitational/electrostatic response of the model.
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Another application of an expansion-induced stabilisation is the work of Parmeshwar [42] where an N-
body configuration of expanding stars is shown to exist globally in-time. If damping is present in Euler
flows it can drive sublinear expansion of Barenblatt-like solutions, see [39, 53, 54].

Our result concerning the self-similarly expanding GW stars in Theorem 1.4 has one notable difference
to the above results. The stability of linearly expanding GW stars in Theorem 1.5 is in fact easier than that
for self-similarly expanding GW stars in Theorem 1.4. The reason is that the linearly expanding GW stars
expand faster than the self-similarly expanding ones and thus the effects of dispersion-via-expansion are
stronger in the proof of Theorem 1.5. One important consequence is that the gravitational forces in the
linearly expanding case are of subleading order and from the analysis it is apparent that the results do not
depend on the attractive/repulsive nature of the force field. By contrast, our result on the self-similarly
expanding GW stars in Theorem 1.4 are profoundly sensitive to the attractive nature of the gravitational
force and require more sophisticated estimates. This is particularly felt in the linearised stability analysis in
Section 3.2.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce important notational conventions and
some key objects that will play a role throughout the paper. We introduce the gravity and the pressure oper-
ators G and P expressed in Lagrangian coordinates and include several preparatory lemmas. In Section 3
we provide a precise formulation of Theorem 1.4 and provide its proof. One of the main difficulties is to
obtain coercivity of the associated linearised operator, see Section 3.2. In Section 4 we provide a rigorous
formulation and proof of Theorem 1.5. Finally, in Appendix A we provide an overview of several technical
tools used throughout the paper, including various properties of the spherical harmonics, as well as some
weighted Poincaré inequalities.

Acknowledgments. M. HadZi¢’s research is supported by the EPSRC Early Career Fellowship
EP/S02218X/1. J. Jang’s research is supported in part by the NSF grants DMS-2009458 and DMS-2306910.
K.-M. Lam was supported by the EPSRC studentship grant EP/R513143/1 when undertaking this research;
now supported by the NWO grant OCENW.M20.194.

2 Notation and preliminary lemmas

As Section 3 and 4 are devoted to the self-similarly expanding GW stars and linearly expanding GW stars
respectively, we will write w to denote the the self-similarly expanding GW stars and linearly expanding
GW stars enthalpy profile respectively (see Definition 1.1 and 1.3) in these sections.

Since the gaseous Euler-Poisson system is degenerate near the vacuum boundary, we will need to make
use of weighted Sobolev spaces. Let L?(Bg,w) denote the L? space on By weighted by a non-negative
weight w. Of crucial importance in this paper are the weighted inner products

(g, )y = / ghwdx, (2.28)
Br

(g, h)y = / g - hu'dx, (2.29)
Br

defined for any scalar fields g, h € L?(Bpg,w") and vector fields g, h € L?(Bg,w" ). The weighted inner
product for tensor fields are defined in the same way. The associated norm is then given by

112 = /B (0 Pa()kdx. (2.30)

To capture the structure of the roughly spherical stars, we will need to use the following specially
defined radial and tangential derivatives in our analysis. We define

X, = 2'0; = rd, (2.31)
Pi = €ijnx Oy, (2.32)
Dij = x'0; — 279, (2.33)
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where ¢, is the alternating symbol (see Definition 2.1). Note that @;; = ;5. We denote

divg:=V -0
[curl 8]F := 9,6% — 0,6
divg 0 := (dV) -6
[curly O := d0;0* — 50"

where AV := %9y, and o00; := sﬂfﬁk.

Let (p, u) be a given self-similarly or linearly expanding GW-flow from Definition 1.1 and 1.3 with the
corresponding radius R\(t) and the associated enthalpy w : [0, R] — R . In order to study the stability of
the flow, we will follow the strategy introduced in [24, 25] and renormalise the equation by introducing a
new unknown

_n(t,x)
£t x) = R (2.34)

We suitably renormalise the inverse of the Jacobian gradient and the Jacobian determinant, so that

o = (V€)™ =\A

¥ := det(VE) =\"3J

a = 3d =\"2a
o 0(2)Jo(z) . _

v [ e

We will work mainly with the perturbation variable defined by
0(x) :=&(x) — x, (2.35)

which measures the deviation of the nonlinear flow to the background GW profile.

As will see later, in these new variable, the pressure and gravity term in the Euler-Poisson system take
the following form

P = w 3o, (w (b g—1/3 — 1Y), (2.36)
G :=dVd — IV (2.37)

In the rest of the paper we will use some fairly standard notations which we collect here for reader’s
convenience.

Definition 2.1 (Standard notations).

i. Greek letter superscript on derivatives are multi-index notation for derivatives. For example, J* =

11052957 where o = (0q, a2, a3). And |a| = a1 + o + o

ii. Roman letter indices such as i,7j,k,l, m on derivatives and vector or tensor fields are assumed to
range over {1,2,3}. However, this does not apply to s which we reserved to denote the rescaled time
variable. Also, it does not apply when they are indices of non-vector or non-tensor objects, for example
Wy, and Ay, in Section 3.

iii. The Einstein summation convention will be used, i.e. repeated indices on derivatives and vector or
tensor fields are summed over. For example, 0;0" = 25’:1 0;0". However, this does not apply to
non-vector or non-tensor objects, for example V,,,, and Ay, in Section 3.

iv. I denotes the identity matrix, 6;; or 5; the Kronecker delta, €;;;, the alternating symbol (Levi-Civita
symbol).

v. C'will denote generic “analyst’s constant”, whose exact value can change from line to line and term to
term. When appearing in equalities, it can potentially denote any real constant, but when appearing
in inequalities, it is generally assumed to be non-negative. We will use subscript to emphasise its
dependence on certain variables, for example Cs is a constant that depends on 6.
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vi. e; (i = 1,2,3) denotes the standard basis of R3, while e, denotes the radial unit vector x/|x|.

Now we will define some important special new notations that the reader probably will not have seen
before.

Definition 2.2 (Special notations).
i. We will denote O, as a generic derivative, so it can be any of O, 0;, § or X,.

ii. We will use e to denote an unspecified index, or to emphasise the vectorial/tensorial nature of non-
scalar quantities. For example if A is a matrix, we can write A’f.

iii. When the exact value/ordering of the indices is not important, we shall often write (x) for a generic
term that looks like x to avoid invoking indices. For example, (CAN 0) could represent a term like
Csﬁ;@kﬂlfor some i, 7, k,l and constant C' € R.

iv. We will write R[*] to denote terms that can be bounded by *, e.g. |R[SpEyn]| S SnFn.

v. We will write 1, to denote the usual indicator function, and write 1[*| to denote the Iverson bracket.
For example, 1 4(x) = 1[x € A].
2.1 Essential lemmas and definitions

We next state and prove some essential preparatory lemmas and definitions that will be used throughout the
paper. The following Hodge-type estimate allows us to estimate the norm of the gradient of a quantity in
terms of the div and curl of the quantity term and a lower order term.

Lemma 2.3 (Hodge-type bound). Let k > 0. For any 0 we have
IVO[isz SV - Ollfse + IV x 07z + 61
Proof. We have

/ V6@ 2dx — / (9,67)(8,0° )" H2dx — / (0,60°)(0:69 + [curl 6] )"+ 2dx
= / (9;0")(0:67 )" 2dx + / (0;0")[curl ]w* H2dx
=— / (9;0;6%)(67)w*+2dx + / (0;6")[curl ]/w" +2dx
—(/g+2)/(ajai)(eﬂ) 5L, ddx
= / (0;0%)(9;67) " 2dx + / (0;0")[curl 0] w" +?dx
+ (k +2) ( / (9,0 (67 )yw* 1 9wdx — / (8;0%)(67)w* 1o, wdx>
<5’/]V0\2wk+2dx+$ </(\v-912 IV x 0*)w k+2dx+/]0]2wkdx>.
Picking ¢’ small enough, we are done. U

2.1.1 Basic bounds on the gravity term G

We recall here the definition (2.37) of G. The following lemma is a structural identity that allows us to
estimate the gravitational term G more conveniently.

Lemma 2.4. Recall the definition (2.37) of the gravitational term G. We then have the identity:
G =V - (dow?®) — KVD? (2.38)
=Ke((d — 1)V — w0l dL0;0,0™) + (Ke — K)Vi?, (2.39)

where

(Heg)(x / e (2.40)



Proof. Note that formally

(VK p)(x /v oz —/VZ|X'O(_Z)Z|dz: /|Z'O_( )|d — (V) (x)
and so
AVY(x) = (V) (n(x) = (VIp) (n(x)) = (HVp)(n(x)) / |an y|
AV f(2)J (2 >dZ: aV(fJJ Y, [aV@ e,
n(x) — n<z>| () n(a) o e
-~ [ T / 0 = 5 e )

where we denote V - M = 9; M for a matrix M and recall (2.40). We then have
AV = N2 AVY(x) = KV - (dw?).
Now we have
G =HV - (dow?) — KV = Ke(V - (d?) — Vi) + (He — K)Var
= Ke((d — IV — wPddl olL0;0,0™) + (He — K)Vw®.
O

Since the gravity term is a non-local term, we need to estimate a convolution-like operator. However,
rather than the convolution kernel |x — z|~! we actually need to estimate |£(x) — &(z)| ™. The next lemma
tells us how to reduce the latter to the former, which will allow us to estimate using the Young convolution
inequality.

Lemma 2.5. Let & be as in (2.35). For any x,z € Br we have

|x — 2| < |[dl L () 6(x) — &(2)]
|05 PLE(x) — 03P & (2)| < VLD E| oo () Ix — 2

Proof. Using the mean value inequality we have

[x — 2| = [7€(x) — €E(2)]
<[vg” 1HLoo(BR)IE(X) £(2)] = [l Lo () 6(x) — &(2)]

and
|03 P& (x) — O P E(2)| < (IVO PV €| oo (5 [ x — 2.
O

Since we cannot commute extra weights into the non-local gravity term, the radial derivatives, which
affect the powers in the weight, need to be estimated differently to avoid possible loss of regularity via
unfavourable weights. Using methods from [26], the following two lemmas provide the way to do this.
More precisely, the radial derivative can be estimated with curl, divergence and tangential derivatives. And
this is useful because the curl and divergence of the gravity term consist only of local or non-linear terms,
which we can estimate.

Lemma 2.6. For any vector field G € H.

loc

3
XGPS IV -GP + 11V x GP + ) I9kGP,
k=1

where we recall the notation (2.31)-(2.33).
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Proof. Note that

x- G2 = (/G (@I GY) = (/G (' GY) = (/G (27 G + (/G (2 GI — 29 G
1

= |x]}|G|* — 5 GV — GG — 27 GY) = r?|G]? — |x x GJ?

We have by definition ' '
x/ x! ,
0 = T—Q@ﬂ + r_QXT’ 1=1,2,3.
The divergence and the curl of G can be written as
TQV-G:xjﬁjiéi—i—x-XrG and V“QVXszjaj.Xé—l—XXXTG
We then obtain
X, G|? = [r*V - G — 279;;G*)? + [r?V x G — 279;e x G|?
from which we deduce the result. O
Lemma 2.7 (The div-curl structure of the gravitational term). Let G be as in (2.38). We have
V-G=I-A)V-G+ (I —-d)V-VED® + 4rw(§ — 1)
VxG=T-d)VxG+(I—-od)V x VED>.
Proof. By definition G = AdV® — VX w?, so
AV -G = (dV) - (AV)® — AV - VED® = (AV) - (AV)D + ([ — )V - VE©® — drd®
And we have
(V) - (AV)D(x) = N} (AV) - (AV)ih(x) = X*(V - VE p)(n(x))
= Mdrp(n(x)) = Narf(x) = Xarw® T = dra’ g L. (2.41)
So we get the first formula. Proof for the second formula is similar but we use (AV) x (V) = 0. O

The next lemma lets us deal with time and tangential derivatives on non-local terms and its kernel, as
we will need when dealing with the gravity term.

Lemma 2.8. (i) Forany K : B x Br — R sufficiently smooth and g € H}(BR) we have
Pix | K(x,2z)9(z)dz = / (9(2)(Pix + Diz) K (x,2) + K(x,2)P;29(2)) dz,
Br Br
where we recall the notation (2.31)-(2.33).
(ii) For any 6 : Br — R3 sufficiently smooth and x,y € Br we have
0:9°6(x) — 9:9°6(2)| < [[VOIP*0 1~ () |x — 2l (2.42)
|PPx — PPz| < |x — 2 (2.43)

Proof. For part (i), integrate by parts to get

K(x,2)P; »9(z)dz = —/ 9(2)@; . K (x,2z)dz.

Br Br

For part (ii), use the mean value inequality to get (2.42). Bound (2.43) follows from @ijk = xiéf —
xJ 5;“. O

11



2.1.2 Basic bounds on the pressure term P

In order to apply the high order energy method, will need to estimate derivatives of the pressure term
¢ X PPP and 97P. Recall that P := w30 (0w (4*F~1/3 — I*)) by (2.36) and therefore we will need to
compute the commutators between the operator 92 X°@? and 0" and the weighted derivative w30y (w?-).
Lemma 2.9 deals with the case when no radial derivatives are present, while Lemma 2.10 includes the
radial derivatives. Lemmas 2.9 and 2.10 are necessary to control all the non-“top-order” contributions
coming from ¢ X PP and 9P by our energy norms.

Lemma 2.9. For any tensor field Tl-k sufficiently smooth, we have
07 (0@ TF)) = 0o @'PP T + Y (CaTP (@' T)) (244)
18'1<18]-1

fori =1,2,3, where we recall notations defined in Definition 2.2.

Proof. We will prove this by induction. Assume this is true for 3, then we have
P50 (570 (@' TF) ) = 070 (@' 7T)) — 0 et (@' T +9; Y (CaPV(@'PPT))
18’1<18]-1

=@ o (@' YT + Y (Co V(@97 T)).
18’1<I8l

where we used the commutation relation for [@;, 0] from Lemma A.2. O

The use of radial derivatives naturally changes the weighting structure, which is one of the key obser-
vations that makes the high-order energy argument possible and goes back to [31].

Lemma 2.10. For any tensor field Tzk sufficiently smooth, we have
X, (w_cak(@1+cTik)) =~ g, (0* X, TF)
+ (1 + O)(TF X, 040) + (O) Py TV — w0, T}
9y (0 Ou(@ L)) = w e o0+ TF)
— ejkl((l + C)(al?fj)Tik + ?Daszk))
+ (14 ¢)(TF0;05w) + (95@)OR T} — 2(0;T}) Do
XE9P (w0 (@' TH) ) = 0+ (0 X pOTE)

+ >+ D | CuxtpT)
d'<d d'<d-1
181<1B1-1  |8<IBI+1

+ >+ > | exFprvn
d'<d-1 d'<d—2
811811 1871<18]

+ >+ > | caxf etV (2.45)
d'<d d'<d—1
81<181-1  1871<I]

97 <1I)_38k(w47}k)) = = B2 g, (w21 Tk)

+ Y ((Cw67lT>+<Cw8“/VT>>
[ <]v]-1

12



forany ¢ > 0and i = 1,2,3, where w denotes some derivatives of w. Here we used notations defined in
Definition 2.2.

Proof. First note that
2 X, T = :ci:cjﬁjTi = r29,T" + xj(:clﬁj — x]ﬁi)Ti = r29,T" — xi@ijTj.
Using this we have
X, (?D_cak(chTf)) — X, ((1 + )T + waka)
= (1+4¢) ((Xrﬂk)akw + TﬁX@m) + (x - V)R TF + 0 X, 0, T
= (1+0) ((Xﬂ}k)akw + z;’fxrakw) + (x - V)2 (aF X, TF + 2" 9y T9)
+ WO X, TF — 0o TF
= (14 ) (G THOw + TEX,00) + (Op0) (X TF + Py TY)
+ 0O X, T} — wOR T}
=~ (@ X TF) + (1 + ) (TF X, 000) + (40)Phy T) — 0T}
?; (w—cak(chTik)) — & O (WP, T — ejkzw_caz(chTf)
9 (?Tcak(wHCTf)) = 0; <(1 + ) TF o0 + ?Daszk>
= (1+¢) (1) 0w + T ;000 + (0;0) 04T + @0, 0T}
=~ CTIO (@7 OTY) + (1 + ¢)(TF0;00) + (050) 04T — 2(0,TF)

where we used commutation relations from Lemma A.2. The final two formulas can be proven by induction.

O
The next lemma deals with the terms we get when we apply agx}z PP ordtodF A
Lemma 2.11. Let
T:=dg~'? 1. (2.46)
Recall notations defined in Definition 2.2. For a < 0 and |y| > 0, we have
0T = Tr[0. V], (2.47)
OXIPPT = Tr0s X PPV O] + Theapa (2.48)
T =Tr[0"V0] + Tr.. (2.49)
where
1
Tr[M]F = —g~1/3 <sﬂfnsz€l + ggﬁkmg) M, k=123 (2.50)
a+d+|8| c
Trapa =3 "% > > (C) sty T (oo x & pve) (2.51)
c=2 Zz?:l(aiydiyﬁi):(avdvﬁ) i=1
lai|+[ds|+]8i|>0
el c
Try =32 > (O ][0 V). (2.52)
=231 =" i=1
i[>0

We write Tr.5.q := Tr.0,3,d-

13



Proof. Applying Lemma A.1 we get that

Do (stFg=1/3 — Py = —g=13gk aloo,0m™ — %;*1/3@%6.6197”
1

=_g1/3 <94,’fﬂ9ﬂl +3

ﬂkmﬁ,L) De 0™,
Hence 0,7 = Tr[0,VH]*. By repeated application of this we get the next two formulas. U
We have from (3.62)
DXLPTP = Xt (w0 (0 TH) )

One can see from the last few lemmas (we will prove this properly in Section 3.5.1 and 4.2) that the leading
order term is in fact P;0% X%, where

P40 := 0 40 (0T [V O]F) (2.53)

1
= —p~ Bty <w4+d <sﬂﬁlsﬂl + gsﬂkﬂﬁn> alem> (2.54)

Let P 1, be the linear part of P, i.e.

3

1
w3td

1
Py = —w By, <w4+d (J,’;ﬂ + —Iklfn> alam>

1 —4+d

O (0 IveF) (2.55)

In doing energy estimates, the term (9¢ X?@°P, 92 X@°0) and (02 XLPPP, 0971 X2PP @) will arise. Using
the lemmas in this subsection, we will show in Section 3.5.1 and 4.2 that P here can be reduced to Py 1,
modulo remainder terms that can be estimated. The following identity is needed for that purpose.

Lemma 2.12. For any vector field 01, 04 sufficiently smooth we have
(P301,02)3:4
_ / <(940m01) - (40,,02) + %(dw 01)(divys 0) — %[Curlgg 8,1 curly 92];?1> §-13 g Hdx (2.56)
(Pq,1.01,02)314
_ / <(am91) (OmBs) + %(div 01)(div 0) — %[curlel];ﬂ[curl 92];?1> W ax 2.57)

Proof. We have

1
(P301,02)314 = / ((9@19{”) - (0, 05) + 5 (diva 01)(divy 02)> F 13 ptdax.

We are done for P4 noting that

[curly 61]7 [curly O] = (40,07 — s40,,07) (s40;0%" — 0,,03)
= 2(sh0; 07" ) (s40;05") — 2(H0;07") (40, 03).

Similarly for Py .. U
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3 Nonradial stability of self-similarly expanding Goldreich-Weber
stars

3.1 Formulation and statement of the result
3.1.1 Equation in self-similar coordinates

In this section we will take the enthalpy w to be the profile associated with the self-similarly expanding GW
star from Definition 1.1. To study the stability of self-similarly expanding GW stars, we want to write our
variables as a perturbation from the model GW star. To that end we will use the rescaled variable £ (equation
(2.34)) introduced in Section 2 adapted to the expanding background profile and also write the problem in
self-similar time variables. We introduce the self-similar time coordinate s adapted to the expanding profile
via J
S 3

— = A(f)" 2.

o = At)
We then have the following change of coordinate formula 8, = A~3/29,. The condition A\ = § (1.17)
becomes

_ 02\ 3 (0sN)? s\ 1(9s))? 1
_= 1/2 3/2 g - RA— S — s _ S _ —— 2
d = A720s(A Os\) 3 5 2 Oy ( 3 ) 5 2 21‘} (3.58)
where
6 = _6;)\ = —/2/0] < 0. (3.59)

Then the Euler-Poisson equations (1.13) becomes

0 = v + (fodo) " Ow(A*(foJo) /2T~ 1/?) + AVY
= AP0, 20,08)) + A2 (fo) 1Ok (1™ (foJo) PP F TR + A2V

Times the equation by \? we get
0 = M20,(A20,(A) + (foJo) ™ Ou(st" (fo.0) 2 F~1/?) + sV @

_ (3525 N 1 O\ (332)\ §(03>\)2> 5) + (Foo) 20 (8 (Fo Jo) Y35 1/3) + VD

s Xy e
1 _ _
= (835 - ;aassws) + (foo) " O(st" (foJo) /> § %) + sV D
So the Euler-Poisson equations in terms of & (2.34) is:

1 1
0% — 5006 + 06 + f—Jak(Qﬂk(foJo)4/3j_1/3) + AV = 0. (3.60)
040

The self-similarly expanding GW-star is a particular s-independent solution of (3.60) of the form
£(x) = x and fy = w>. Before formulating the stability problem, we must first make the use of the
labelling gauge freedom and fix the choice of the initial enthalpy ( foJo)l/ 3 for the general perturbation to
be exactly identical to the background enthalpy w, i.e. we set

(fodo)'/? = w on Br(0). (3.61)

Equation (3.61) can be re-written in the form pgy o ny det[Vn,] = @ on the initial domain Br(0). By a
result of Dacorogna-Moser [10] and similarly to [24, 25] there exists a choice of an initial bijective map
Mo : Br(0) — ©(0) so that (3.61) holds true. The gauge fixing condition (3.61) is necessary as it constrains
the freedom to arbitrary relabel the particles at the initial time.
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Lemma 3.1 (Euler-Poisson in self-similar coordinate). With respect to the self-similarly expanding profile
(X, w) from Definition 1.1, the perturbation 0 defined in (2.35) formally solves

1
026 — 5ﬁasa +00+P+G=0, (3.62)

where the nonlinear pressure operator P and the nonlinear gravity operator G are defined in (2.36) and
(2.38).

Proof. Recall that the GW-enthalpy satisfies
0 = 6x + 4Vw + VH@? (3.63)
Using the gauge condition (3.61), the momentum equation (3.60) becomes

W’ (839 - %ﬁase + 59) + O (w* (a*F V3 — 1%)) + @3 (VS — VH©®) = 0.

Hence, we can write the momentum equation as

1
0=09%0 — 5000 + 36 + w30 (W (AP g T3 — 1F) + AV — VHw? .
~ D N—————
P G

3.1.2 Total energy and momentum

Next we will give expressions for the total momentum and energy in terms of 8. We will write the expres-
sions in a way that separates the linear and non-linear terms of @ clearly. To that end, we first derive the
following identity.

Lemma 3.2. For any 0 sufficiently smooth we have the identity
—4 Lo 3 L 3/0r(1) 3
W'V -0 + 67w 0 - x — Sw? (K, 'w?) | dx =0,
Br 2 2

where

R e e O (.64

and we recall (3.59).

Proof. We have
/w(x)g(ﬂf(l)wg)(x)dx = /w(x)gw(z)g (x—2) \x(e—()z(\)?’_ a(z))dzdx
—2)-0(x)

[x — 2’

dzdx

3 X—Z

w(z) P

dzdx = 2 / 020 - VH o dx
Also, using (3.63), we have

/ (0'V -0 — w0 - VEw®) dx = / (-6 Vo' — w’0 - VHw?) dx



With this identity we can now derive the expression for the momentum and the energy in terms of

0.

Lemma 3.3 (Momentum and energy in self-similar coordinate). Fixa d € [5 ,0). In self-similar Lagrangian
coordinates introduced above, the total momentum (1.9) and energy (1.10) are respectively denoted by

W;[0](s) :== W(s,0(s),0:0(s)),
E5(6](s) :== Es(s,6(s),056(s)),
where
1 -3
Ws(s,0(s),0:0(s)) = W + NBEE /(850(8) — 66(s))w’dx,
FEs(s,0(s),0,0(s)) = FE + ﬁ / (; 7 (ya 0(s) — 66(s)|* — bx - <2859(s) — gﬁ0(3)>>> dx
L (a0t (9973 —14 1w 008)) + 2a¥ (e — H — KDV (s) ) dx
+A(S)/<3 (5() L+3V 0()>+2 (Fe—H — H ) ()>d,

and W := W;[0] = 0 and E := Es[0] = 0 are respectively the momentum and energy of the GW star
given by Definition 1.1.

Proof. We clearly have
W(p,u] = / fJom dx = / foJoOim dx = / @A T320,(A(x + 6))dx
1 -3
W+)\1/2/(89 60)w°dx,
1 1 1
Elp,u] = / <§f|8m|2 +3/5 + §f¢> Jdx = / <§foJo|6m|2 +3775 (fodo) s + §f0J07/)> dx

/ (%w3|)\3/2(93()\(x + o))+ i;*m‘l + L q>> dx

2\

E+§/<1 @3 (1050 — 602 — 26x - (9,0 — 66)) + 3(F 3 — 1)

B4l 1.3 _ 4012 _ v . 9
—E+)\/<2w <|030 66|° —6x <2830 2ﬁ9>>>dx
+l 3_4 57%_1+1v.9 +1—3(3{ _%_%(1))—3 d

When re-writing E'[p, u] above, we have used Lemma 3.2 and (3.63). O

0 (He — H)w 3) dx

l\')l»—l

Remark 3.4. [f instead we consider the GW solutions m,, translated at constant velocity p1 as in Remark
1.2, we will get W = Mpy and E = $M|p1|? instead of W = 0 and E = 0.

3.1.3 High-order energies and the main theorem

We now introduce high-order weighted Sobolev norm that measures the size of the deviation 8 without time
derivatives. Recall the notation in Section 2. Assuming that (s,y) — 6(s,y) is a sufficiently smooth field,
for any n € Np and s > 0 we let

Zn(s) = > 1IX20°0|l30+ Y [VO|3120 (3.65)
|B]4+b<n c<n

E,(s) := sup Zp(7). (3.66)
T€[0,s]
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Next we define energy norms with time-derivatives - they will be a basis of our high-order energy method
explained in Section 3.5.

Sals)i= > (10 X001, + 102 XED7613., + |02V XD 0|2 )

a+|Bl+b<n
a>0

Sncls) = > (10 X29%0)3,, + |02 X29%613., + |05V X6, )

a+|Bl+b<n
a>0
|Bl+b<c

Sncals) = > (|05 XID%01F ., + |05 X297013,, + 02V XD 0|3, )
a+|8|+b<n
a>0
|8]+b<c
b<d
Qu(s) ==Y [0:V0|342
a+c<n+1
a>0

Quals) = Y [0:V°0]3,s
a+c<n+1

a>0
c<d+1

Note that Sy, , , = S,,. We will also use the convention that S,, _1 = 0 etc.

Remark 3.5. The indexing above is needed to describe qualitative differences between taking the time, the
angular, and the radial derivatives. We shall need this distinction to later close our estimates via a delicate
induction argument in high-order spaces, which not only depends on the number of derivatives, but also on
the order in which the derivatives are taken.

We define the total instant energy via
E,:=5,+Qn. (3.67)

We shall run the energy identity using E,,; energies S, and (),, will be used for high-order estimates near
the vacuum boundary and near the origin respectively. In particular, the control afforded by @, is stronger
near the origin, while S,, is stronger near the boundary. Finally we define

Se(s) := sup Se(7) +/s Se(7)dT, (3.68)
T7€0,s] 0

Qe(s) := sup Q.(T)+/ Qe (7)dT, (3.69)
T€[0,s] 0

En(s) = sup E,(1)+ /8 E, (7)dr, (3.70)
T€[0,s] 0

where e stands for indices of the form n; n,c; n,c,d in (3.68), and of the form n; n,c in (3.69). The
norms (3.68)—(3.70) will play the role of the “left hand side” in the high-order energy identities.

Remark 3.6. We emphasise that the higher order energies E,, we defined (always with a subscript n € Ng)
are different from the total conserved energy E (and Es) defined in (1.10). Where no confusion arises, we
will refer to both as “energy”.

In this section, we make the following a priori assumption:

A priori assumption: F,, Z, < ¢ where € > 0 is some small constant. (3.71)

We now state our main theorem.

Theorem 3.7 (Nonlinear stability of GW stars). Let n > 21. There exists 6 < 6* < 0 such that for any
d € (0%,0) the associated GW expanding star from Definition 1.1 is codimension-4 nonlinearly stable in
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the class of irrotational perturbations. More precisely, there exists an ey > 0 such that for any initial data

(6(0),056(0)) satisfying

E(0) + Zn(0)* < € (3.72)
W35(0,6(0),056(0)) = Ws[0] == W =0 (3.73)
E5(0,6(0),0,0(0)) = Es[0] =: E =0 (3.74)

curly 3m(0) =0, (3.75)

the associated solution s — (0(s, -),050(s, -)) to (3.62) exists for all s > 0 and is unique in the class of
all data with finite norm E,, + ZTQZ. Morveover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

En(s) + Zn(s)> < Cey  forall 5>0,

and E,,(s) decays exponentially fast in s.

Note that condition (3.75) is the Lagrangian statement that the fluid velocity is irrotational. The mo-
mentum and energy constraints (3.73)—(3.74) define the codimension-4 “manifold” of initial data.

Heuristically speaking, since momentum and energy are conserved quantities for the Euler-Poisson
system, it is necessary that our perturbation does not alter the momentum and energy if our background
solution were to be the right asymptotic-in-time “limit”. Indeed, the momentum and energy constraints
(3.73)—(3.74) are necessary in our stability analysis due to the presence of growing modes of the linearised
operator in self-similar coordinates induced by the conservation of the energy and momentum. However if
our perturbation does alter the momentum W and energy E away from O and 0 such that £ = %|VV|2 /M,
our proof can be easily adapted to show that it still leads to global existence with the solution staying close to
a GW star for all time, but one translated at constant velocity p; with W = Mp; and E = %M |p1]? as de-
scribed in Remarks 1.2 and 3.4. In this sense the “manifold” of GW-solutions is codimension-1 nonlinearly
stable in the class of irrotational perturbations, even though each individual GW-star is only codimension-4
stable. In particular, given any initial data (po, up) such that E[pg, ug] = [W/po, uo]|?/M]po, uo], we
can change our frame of reference and subtract a constant velocity of p;1 = W{pg, up]|/M [po, ug] from ugy
to obtain

Wpo, up — p1] = Wpg, up] — M[po, up]p1 =0

1
Elpo,up — p1] = E[po, ug) —/ poug - prdx + 5/ po|p1/dx
RS RS
1
= E|po,up] — p1 - Wlpo, ug] + §!p1\2M[po,uo] =0

So in this new frame of reference, the constraints (3.73) and (3.74) are satisfied.

To formalise this, note that for any p; € R3, 8 = pitA(t)~! is a global-in-time solution to (3.62)
which corresponds to a Lagrangian description of a GW-star translated by a constant velocity. Then, as a
corollary of Theorem 3.7 we have the following result.

Corollary 3.8. Let n > 21. There exists 6 < 6* < 0 such that for any § € (6*,0), the “manifold” of
GW-stars (pp,Up), P = Pit, P1 € R3 (from Remark 1.2) is codimension-1 nonlinearly stable in the class
of irrotational perturbations. More precisely, for given any initial data (6(0), 0:0(0)) define

60 = 6(0)
(8:0)0 = 9,6(0) — p1,
where - -
P1= M[w? '

D —

Then, there exists an €y > 0 such that for any initial data (6(0), ds0(0)) such that
(En + Z3)[80, (9:0)0] < €
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F5(0,8(0), 0.6(0)) = |W;(0,8(0), 0,6(0)) /M [
curly 9ym(0) =0

the associated solution s — (0(s, -),050(s, -)) 1o (3.62) exists for all s > 0 and is unique in the class of

all data with finite norm (E,, + Z2)[6]. Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
(B, +Z2)[0](s) < Ceyg  forall — s>0,

where @ = 0 — pit\(t) Y, and E,[0](s) decays exponentially fast in s.

Remark 3.9. Our goal is not to optimise the number n of derivatives in our spaces. As usual, the size
of n is conditioned by the Hardy-Sobolev type embeddings, which allow us to bound the L°°-norms of
contributions with less than | 5 | derivatives by w"-weighted Sobolev norms.

Remark 3.10. The subclass of expanding GW-stars with non-zero total energy (in the frame of reference
of 0 momentum) consists of stars that expand at a linear rate in time, i.e. not at the self-similar rate
considered above. This problem leads to a stronger damping effect which allows the “Euler part” of the
flow to dominate the dynamics. The stability of such GW-stars is the content of Section 4.

Local-in-time well-posedness. The presence of vacuum is known to pose challenges in the well-
posedness theory for compressible fluid flows. To develop a satisfactory local existence and uniqueness
theory, one needs to impose an additional assumption on the initial data - the so-called physical vacuum
condition (1.7). In the works of Jang and Masmoudi [31] and independently Coutand and Shkoller [8] the
local well-posedness for the compressible Euler equations was shown in the Lagrangian coordinates (for a
more recent treatment in Eulerian coordinates see [27]). From the point of view of regularity theory, gravity
represents a lower order term, so the techniques from [31, 8] can be adapted to obtain a local-in-time well-
posedness result for the free boundary EP-system [30, 18, 36, 26]. In particular, a simple adaptation of
the methods in [31, 26] yields the following local well-posedness result in the weighted high-order energy
space E,, + Z2.

Theorem 3.11 (Local well-posedness). Let n > 21. Then for any given initial data (6(0),056(0)) such
that E,,(0)+ Z,(0)? < oo, there exist some T > 0 and a unique solution (8,050) : [0,T] x B — R3xR3
to (3.62) such that E,(s) + Zn(s)? < 2(E,(0) + Z,(0)?) for all s € [0,T).

Theorem 3.11 is a starting point for the continuity argument that will culminate in the proof of Theo-

rem 3.7.

3.1.4 Proof strategy

The basic idea behind the global existence in Theorem 3.7 is the presence of the damping term —%ﬁ@se
in (3.62), which clearly suggests a stabilising mechanism in the problem. Such a term appears as a direct
consequence of the expanding character of the underlying GW-motion (and it would be of the opposite sign
if we were linearising about a collapsing GW-star). This stabilisation effect was first exhibited in [24] where
the purely radial version of Theorem 3.7 was established.

Since the problem features the vacuum free boundary satisfying the physical vacuum condition (1.7),
we use weighted high-order energy spaces introduced by Jang and Masmoudi [31]. The key idea to over-
come a possible loss of derivatives is to introduce increasing powers of w into the function spaces, as we
increase the number of radial derivatives, but not the tangential ones. In particular, the proof of the main
result is based on a high-order energy method which necessitates commuting the equation (3.62) with oper-
ators of the form Bg”Xﬁ&ﬁ. To understand the energy contribution from the combined pressure and gravity
term P + G (see (2.36)—(2.38)), we must linearise (3.62). As shown in Lemma 3.12, this linearisation
reads

1
020 — 51‘}639 +L6 =0, (3.76)
where the linearised operator L takes the form
4o 2 3 3
L6 := —§V(w V. (0°0)) — VEV - (w°0), (3.77)
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where we recall (3.59) and (1.16). The fundamental challenge with respect to the radial result [24] is to show
the coercivity of the operator L in suitably weighted spaces, dictated by our local-in-time well-posedness
theory.

The difficulty in proving a useful coercivity bound for the operator L lies in the antagonism between the
nonlocal nature of the gravitational interaction described by G in (2.38), and the Lagrangian perspective,
which is naturally imposed on us by the problem. The operator L has a nontrivial unstable space, spanned
by the eigenvectors x and the standard basis e;, © = 1,2,3. The 4-dimensional nature of the unstable
space is a reflection of the energy and momentum conservation laws, which in self-similar variables induce
formally unstable modes.

Nonradial linearised analysis around the Lane-Emden stars (0 = Ay = 0) is given in [32] where the
non-negativity of the associated quadratic form is shown using the expansion in spherical harmonics. In
this work we work in a similar spirit, but our linear analysis around the GW-stars improves upon [32]
considerably, as we show strict quantitative coercivity bound

(L6,0)5 > / w2 AT 2dx +/ |V |?dx, (3.78)
Br R3
under the crucial orthogonality conditions
(0,x)5 =0=(0,e;)s, 1=1,2,3, (3.79)

where AU = div(w?3@). This is the central estimate of Section 3.2 (see Theorem 3.16) and it relies on
a careful decomposition in spherical harmonics. It is non-trivial as it requires a careful use of the above
orthogonality conditions to obtain quantitative lower bounds for the 0-th and the 1-st order spherical har-
monics. In the former case, the problem essentially reduces to the radial coercivity bound from [24], while
the analysis of the projection of L onto 1-st order spherical harmonics requires a careful use of Sturm-
Liouville theory, see Lemma 3.21, a related argument was used in [32].

One of the main challenges is that the quantity [ Br w2 | AP |?dx+ [ps [VVU|?dx on the right-hand side

of (3.78) a priori does not appear useful for the energy estimates as we need to control the norms ||@]|3 +
|V |, which are localised to the set B by definition, see (2.30). An intermediate step towards a resolution
of this issue is to relate the general estimate (3.78) (which holds for any sufficiently smooth map 8), to the
nonlinear dynamics. In Section 3.3, by linearising the nonlinear energy-momentum constraints

Elp,u] = E, Wp,ul =W, (3.80)

we obtain effective ODEs (modulo lower order nonlinear terms) that allow to dynamically control the inner
products (0, x)s and (0, e;)s. With this in hand we prove in Proposition 3.27 a high-order differentiated
version of the bound (3.78) for the solutions of (3.76) satisfying the constraints (3.80):

/ 0|V - (0?08 P70)Pdx + 0T PP6|3 S (LOLP°0,059°0)s + (|05 9703 + 1ot (3.81)
Br

The final and crucial step toward useful lower bounds is to exploit the irrotationality assumption V x
u = 0 to obtain a dynamic control over ||@]]3 + [|[V||3. Looking at (3.81), this necessitates a careful
examination of the w-weighted divergence appearing on the left-hand side. It is clear that any vectorfield
such that V - (w3@) = 0 formally belongs to the kernel of L and therefore, to obtain strict coercivity, we
must mod out this infinite-dimensional kernel. The orthogonal complement with respect to the (-, -)g-inner
product consists precisely of the gradients, so the first key observation is the content of Lemma 3.28, which
roughly states that 020 is a gradient modulo “good” terms for @ > 1, assuming V x u = 0. Here, in
simplest possible terms, the issue is that the irrotationality in Lagrangian variables creates error terms that
a priori seem problematic, but luckily all such terms can be absorbed into a pure gradient. The second key
ingredient is Lemma 3.33, which is an exact identity relating the norm of the weighted divergence of 8 to
the weighted norms of the derivative of 8. This can be viewed as a form of “elliptic regularity”. Finally, we
use these ingredients in the central statement of Section 3.4 - Proposition 3.34 - to show that natural energy
norms obtained via integration-by-parts from (3.76) control the weighted norms of the pure time derivatives
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of 8. In Proposition 3.36 we treat also the angular derivatives in our operators, and the same statement as
in the previous proposition holds, modulo the presence of a linear (and therefore not small) contribution,
which fortunately involves one angular derivative less. This decoupling structure enables us to use a careful
inductive procedure to eventually close the nonlinear estimates.

The nonlinear arguments are presented in Sections 3.5 and 3.6. The global nonlinear stability will
follow from the bound
€ < 6n(0) + (8, + E2)%8, (3.82)

in the regime where E,, + Z2 is sufficiently small. To prove such a bound, we commute (3.62) with high-
order derivatives and while the discussion above refers to the extraction of coercive bounds for the linear
part of the operator, we are still left with the nonlinear estimates. Propositions 3.38, 3.39, and 3.42 show
that the deviation of the pressure term P and the gravity term G from its linearisation, can be controlled
by the good trilinear error (8,, + £2)/2%,, modulo some terms that scale like the linear norms, but always
decouple at the top order of differentiation, so that they involve, for example, “one spatial derivative less and
one time derivative more”. This decoupling is crucial for the closure of the estimates, and the key effective
reduction to the linear problem is formulated in Theorem 3.44. This feature of the problem suggests that we
can show (3.82) inductively by taking derivatives in the right order. Key energy bounds for the nonlinear
contributions from the pressure and the gravity are presented in Sections 3.6.1 and 3.6.2 respectively. The
final continuity argument and the exponential decay based on (3.82) is presented in Section 3.6.3.

3.2 Linearisation and coercivity
3.2.1 The linear and non-linear part of Euler-Poisson system

The proof of Theorem 3.7 crucially relies on good coercive properties of the linearisation around the back-
ground GW-star. In the next lemma we formally derive the linearised Euler-Poisson system.

Lemma 3.12 (Linearised Euler-Poisson). The formal linearisation of (3.62) reads
1
926 — 5&830 +LO=0 (3.83)
where
o % ——2 —30\\ -3
Lo = 3V(w V- (0°0)) — VEV - (w°0) (3.84)

and we recall (3.59). Moreover, the formal linearisation of the gravitational contribution G (2.38) is given
by the operator

G0 =0 - VVHD® — VHV - (0°0) = K Vw® — Hoy(w* VoY), (3.85)
where we recall (2.40) and (3.64).

Proof. Since V€ = I + V0, to first order (in @) wehave f = — V@ and ¥ =1+ V - 0. So to first order
we have

AF V3 =(I-VO)(1+V-0)"3 = (I-V8) (1—év-9> = <1—év-9>1—v9

and
Lo (@t (sahg—1/3 ey — 1 V(w'V -0 Ly vk
Ek(w( F — ))__W (0*V - )—g g (W )
4
= —gvmv -0) —4V(0 - V@) + 46 - VV©
4
= —gvm—?v- (w30)) + 46 - VV©
4

_ _gv(u—)ﬁv (0°0)) — 0 - V(dx + VH@®)
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= —%V(w”v (w%0)) — 66 — 0 - VVKw®
Since
€(x) —€(2)° = [x — 2 +0(x) = 8(2)* = [x —2” +2(x — 2) - (B(x) — O(2)) + |0(x) — 6(2) ",

to first order we have

11 ( (x-2) () - 6(2))
€0 €@ k- (1 x — 2 )

So to first order we have

e A [(x-%)-06-8()
) = /\ax)—s(z)\d = /rx—zrd +/ (=)°d

|x —z[?

— (Ha®)(x) + / <—0(x) - vxﬁ —0(z) - vzﬁ> ©(z)*dz

= (Kw3)(x) + 0 - V(HD?)(x) — (KV - (00))(x)
and

AVO = (I' = V)0,(Kw> + 0 - VED® — KV - (0°0))
= VHD® — (VO Kw® + V(0 - VEW?) — VEV - (0°6)
= VH©® + 0 - VVKG — VEV - (0°0) = VH©® + G 1.0,

where we have used (3.85) in the last line. Therefore the linearisation of the momentum equation (3.62)
takes the form (3.83). Note that

G0 =0 -VEVD® — K0;(Vw0') — K0;(wVe")

-/ (x—2) |’X(‘i(’z‘|)3_ O9) G (a)dn — Hou(a9V0") = HOVEE - HO(PVE),

which completes the proof of the lemma. U

Finally, it will be important to keep track of the precise structure of the nonlinear correction G — G160,
which is given in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.13 (Non-linear part of gravity term). We have
G — G0 = K (s} (0x0")(VOF)0y0® — P (ol oA, — 0, 12)0;0,6™)
— (He — H)O(@*VO) + (He — K — K )V (3.86)
Proof. Since o = (V&)~1, we have
Il = dl}0;6" = s}, (1) + 0,0").
Therefore sﬂ? — Iji» = —di0;0". We have
G — G0 = He((od — 1)V — @ sl L O,00™) + (Ke — K — He)Vw® + HO(w* Vo)
= Ke(VO — ALV OR) 00 — w3 (Al oAl — I 11)0;0,6™)
+(H — He)O (V) + (He — K — K )V
= K (A} (030" (VOP) 00 — 0P (Al oAl — IE 11)5;0,6™)
— (He — H)O(VO) + (He — K — K )V,
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We next derive helpful identities for the operators K¢ — K and K¢ — K — %él) appearing on the
right-hand side of (3.86). We first note that

(Ke —H)g(x) = — - Ki(x,2z)9(z)dz, (3.87)
(He —H — A )g(x) = — | Ka(x2)g(2)dz, (3.88)
where
1 1
B = e el 05
. g) = 1 1 (x—2) (0(x) — 6(2))
KD = e el x4 PR 30

In the following lemma, we write K7 and K> explicitly in terms of €, which will play a role in our energy
estimates. In particular, we see that @ appears at least linearly in /1, and at least quadratically in K.

Lemma 3.14. We have
(x—2z) - (6(x) — 6(z))

Ksy(x,2z) = K1(x,2) + x— 2’
_ 10 -0@P 3 ([, (x—2)-(0(x) —6(z)  |6(x)~0(=)\"
2 x—z +4\X—Z\ <2 |x — z|? * |x — z|? )
2
oy (2220000 | 000 -00IF) on
: x| x— 7
where
1 1—2
wy(y) = /0 Wdz, y>-1, q€R. (3.92)

Proof. Letq € R\ {—1,0}. Thenfory > —landy # 0

L1 1 1—2 1% 1 1 1

| o = [<1+yz)q+lh‘<q+1)y/0 Aty
- e (14 2 [ y -t (s )
~(g+ 1y qy [A+y2)1],)  alg+1)y? W Ay

1
(1+y)
where we note that (3.93) trivially holds for y = 0 and ¢ = —1, 0. Since

and thus
(3.93)

=1—qy+q(q+ D)y m,(y), y > -1

[€(x) — &(2)]” = |x — 2+ 0(x) — 0(2)]” = [x — 2’ +2(x — 2) - (0(x) — 0(2)) +|6(x) - 6(2) ",

we have
€(x) — &) _ 142 (0x) —0(z)  |0(x) - 9(Z)|2‘

[x —zf? x —zf? x —zf?

Hence by applying (3.93) with y = 2<x7z)'|§(0_(’;|);9(z)) + |9(T}Z:Z‘(2Z)|2 and ¢ = 1, we see that

x—a . ((x—2) (09— 0(z) 1]6(x)—0()]
) €@ ( * )

|x — z|? 2 |jx—1z]

3 (plmn) (00 -0 | 106 - O(F

[x —zf? [x —zf?
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w

<gx—w«ww—ﬂ@»+wwm—eww>_

3 |x — z|? |x — z|?
Therefore, we obtain
_ 1 1 (x—2z)-(0(x) —6(z))
o) = g el k-4 x—ap
=Ki(x,z)
_1|6(x) — 6(=)|? 3 (x—2) (0(x) —0(2) , |0(x)—0(z)]\
2 |x—1z +4|x—z| (2 |x — z|? + |x — z|? >
X —Z) - X) — Z X) — Z 2
oy (2EZ20 200 | 1900

3.2.2 Coercivity of L

A fundamental prerequisite for the understanding of the nonlinear stability is a good linear stability theory.
This entails a precise understanding of the coercivity properties of the operator Li and this is the subject of
this section.

For sufficiently smooth 8, we have
4

<L01, 02>3 = / <§?I}_2V . (’LD?’OQ)V . (1D301) +V- (1D392)3{V . (@391)> dx

Br

Note this is defined in a weak sense for 8; (i = 1, 2) such that V - (1D39i) € L? (Br, w—Q). We see that L
is symmetric under (-, - )3 since

/ V- (@0,)%V - (@0, )dx / / V- (@62) 09V (@005 g

x —y|

Before stating the main theorem, we first characterise the growing modes for the linearised dynam-
ics.
Proposition 3.15 (Growing modes). Let e; (i = 1,2,3) be the standard basis of R3. Then e; and x are
eigenfunctions for L with eigenvalue § and 30 respectively.

Proof. Let f € R3 be a constant vector. Since 0 = §x + 4Vw + VHw?, we have

Lf = -V (%wQV (W) + KV - (w3f)> = -V (%wa -V + HE - Vw3>
= -V (4f -V +f - VE®®) =V (6f - x) = 6f
And
x=-V (3 w2V - (0Px) + KV - (0P )) = -V (4x - Vo + Hx - Voo’ + 4w + 3Kw?)
= -V (4x - Vi + x - VEW® + 4w + Kw*) = V (6x - x — 40 — Hw®) = 20x + 0x = 30x

where we have used

K(x - Vi) (y) = —/de:/<w+w(x)3x-vxﬁ> dx

ly —x| ly — x|

- 3 _ WM 3 _
- [ (o oo ) o= [ (5725 o6y /=) o
ly — x| ly — x| ly — x| ly — x|
= 2Kuw® +y - VHw .
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The main result of this section states that if the perturbation @ is orthogonal to the four eigenvec-
tors from Proposition 3.15, then the operator L is non-negative and we provide a quantitative lower
bound.

Theorem 3.16 (Non-negativity of L). Recall that w = ws and L (3.84) depends on 0. There exists € > 0
such that for any 6 € (—e¢,0) the following holds. If 0 is such that ||0]|3 + || V8|4 < oo and

<0,X>3 =0= <9,ei>3, 1= 1,2,3 (394)
then we have
(L6,0)5 > / w2 AT 2dx +/ |VU|2dx (3.95)
Br R3

where the constants do not depend on 6, and WV is the gravitational potential induced by the flow disturbance
—=30-.
w°0:

1
V= —EV - (w30) € H(R?) N C1(R?)
7r
AV =V - (0°0) € L*(Br,w %)
The proof of Theorem 3.16 is a simple consequence of Lemmas 3.19-3.22. Our strategy is to use spher-
ical harmonics to break down the problem into a sequence of scalar problems for each individual mode, by

analogy to [32]. The modes [ = 0, 1 correspond to radial and translational motion, and therefore, although
formally unstable, can be factored out from the dynamics through suitable orthogonality conditions.

Lemma 3.17 (Spherical harmonics decomposition). Suppose 0 is such that ||0||3 + ||V 0|4 < cc. Then
g:=V - (0°0) € L*(Bg,w ?) (3.96)
1
W(x) = —Hg(x) € HY(R?) N CY(R?), (3.97)
T

and they can be expanded in spherical harmonics

00 l

9) =D gum(r)Yim(x) on Brg, (3.98)
=0 m=—1
0o l

U(x) = > Uy (r)Yim(x) on R3, (3.99)
1=0 m=-1

that converge in L?(Br, w~?2) and L*(R?) respectively, where the spherical harmonics Yy, are introduced
in Appendix A.2. Moreover, U, are related to gy, by

-1 r yl+2 R 7al
Up(r) = —— [ 42— A 1
lm(r) 20 +1 (A P+l glm(y)dy + /ﬂ yl_l glm(y)dy> (3.100)

gim = AOW,, = <Ti2 (r2w),) — l(l: 1)\Illm> . (3.101)

With this, the following identity holds:

o) l
(L6,0)3=> > A, (3.102)
=0 m=-—1
where
Ry
Ap = / <§w—2912m + 47Tglm\I/lm> r2dr, 1>0, me{-l...,1}. (3.103)
0
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Proof. From ||0||3+||V8]4 < oo, Corollary A.5 of Hardy-Poincaré inequality means that we have ||6|2 +
V|4 < co. This immediately gives that g € L?(Bgr,w~2). Since V¥ is a convolution of g with the kernel
| - |71, where g is trivially extended by 0 on R3\ Bp, standard computation shows ¥ € C*(R3)n H!(R?).
Since spherical harmonics form an L? basis (see [2, 28, 9] and Appendix A.2), we have the spherical
harmonics expansion (3.98)-(3.99) for g and ¥ in L2,

By Lemma A.3 we have

|X —yl 2l + 1 max{[x], [y|}"*!

3 Z min{L VY y v 0
=0m

which converge uniformly on all compact set in {(x,y) : |x| # |y|}. So we have

ly|! x|’
p— Vi / GYimdy + Xy dy
SY i ( o [ M,

=0 m=—1

1+2 R | |l

= —4772 ZIQZ—HYZM(X) (/0 ngmdy+/| e 1glmdy>
=0 m=—

X

We therefore conclude that

-1 Tyl+2 R T'l
Vim(r) = 5777 </0 1 9im(y)dy +/T Fglm(y)dy>

since spherical harmonics expansion is unique (using standard Hilbert space theory and the fact that spher-
ical harmonics forms a L? basis for L? functions on the sphere). Inverting this expression, we get (3.101).

Now using the spherical harmonics expansion for g and ¥, we get

(LO,6)3 = / Gw—?yv (@) + V- (TPO)KV - (w39)> dx

0 l
4
= / <§w2]g\2 +47Tg\IJ> dx = Z Z A,

=0 m=-1
with Ay, as in (3.103). O

From [24] we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.18. There exists € > 0 such that for any § € (—e¢,0) and the associated w = ws, we have
<g@7 >w 3rd 2 HSO H 4t HSOHw 3pd whenever <9071>w3r4 =0

where the constants do not depend on 6, and

4
SAVEES ~ 303, 310 (w r @40) + 30p
f g wkrd *= / f )k dr.

We shall use Lemma 3.18 to obtain coercivity for the quadratic form Agp under the orthogonality
assumption (0,x)s = 0.

Lemma 3.19 (! = 0 mode bound). Suppose 0 is as in Lemma 3.17 and (0,x)3 = 0. Then we have
Wio(r) =0forr > Rand

R
Ago 2 / (02950 + (Vo)) rdr, (3.104)
0
where we recall (3.103).

27



Proof. From ||0||3+||V8]4 < oo, Corollary A.5 of Hardy-Poincaré inequality means that we have ||6|2 +
V0|4 < oco. It follows that w36 is well defined on OB (trace theorem) and must vanish there. Since
w30 = V¥ 4 C where C is divergence-free, we have

/ 9,¥ dS = V\I/-dS:/ w30 - dS = 0.
O0BRr OBRr OBR

It follows that W(,,(R) = 0. Now taking the derivative of (3.100) and using goo(r) = 0 for r > R, we see
that in fact we must have

Uy(r)=0  for r>R (3.105)

From the orthogonality condition (@, x)3 = 0 we infer that

1 1
0=(0,x)3 = 3 /w?’e SVx|? dx = 5 /g|x|2 dx.

This means

R
/ goo(r)ridr = 0. (3.106)
0

and therefore by (3.101) and (3.105) in terms of Wy,
R
/ o (r)r3dr = 0. (3.107)
0

Since ¥ € HY(R3) N C'(R3), we have that 9, € L?(R?) N C(R3\ {0}). So 8, ¥ has spherical
harmonics expansion 9,V = 3"/ an:il W, 1 Yim in L2 (R3) with

B 1
 4qr2

1
U, 1 (1) /83 (0,9)Y},,dS = WOT/B VY, dS = 0,9y, (r) = Uy, (7). (3.108)

If we denote
@ = Wi, /(rw), (3.109)

then by (3.107) we have

R R
0 :/ Wpo(r)rddr :/ o(r)yw3ridr
0 0

and thus (p, 1) 43,4 = 0. Using (3.101) and (3.105), we get

R R
4 4 2
Ago = /0 (515‘2980 + 477900\110()) r2dr = /0 <ﬁu_)_2 ((7’2\1/60)/> + 4 (7“2\1"00)/ \I’OO> dr
4
3r?

4 2
ﬁu’}*2 <(r3w3ap),) — 4mp2w6r4> dr
r

2
072 ((r2why)') — dmr( ’00)2> dr + 47 R*W)y(R) Uoo(R)

Now since 0 = 38 + 4Aw + 47w? as in (3.63), we see that
R4 2 "2 2.3 4
Ago :/ <—w <(7°3?D3 ) ) + (36 + 4Aw)p*w’r )dr
0
R4 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 4
:/ (—w (37’ 1D3g0—|— 3r3w w’g0+r3w3g0/) +4(r*w") o wir + 3dp wir )dr
0
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R
4
/ <§ (37“17)2@ + 3rww’ o + r21T)2g0’)2 — 4w (PP r?) + 35@2@137“4) dr
0

R
4
/ <§ (9r2p? + 9w (w')2? + rtid (@) + 187303 ¢ + 6riat e v + 6riwtpy')
0
—4@2pp'@ta’r! + 3P0 (@) + 2P0 ) + 35@2w3r4> dr
R4
- / <§ (9r2wp? + riat ()2 + 123030 o + 6r3wtey’) + 36s02w3r4> dr
0
R4
— / <§T4QI}4(S0/)2 + 36902’(537’4) drr- = <ggp’ SD>1I)3T4
0
2 2 & 2 4 | 2.3\ 4
2 e + llla,e :/0 (&) w* 4+ “w’)ridr

Then for ¢ small enough, we get
R 4
Ago 2 / (e <§r4w4(go')2 + 35@2@137“4> + g02w37‘4> dr
0

R
4
= /0 <€ <§w_298o — dm( 60)2> + w7 60)2> r?dr,

Finally by choosing e small enough we get (3.104). O

In order to prove positivity of the higher modes, we will need the following lemma which provides an
estimate from below for Ay, by an elliptic operator; a related bound was also used in [32].

Lemma 3.20. Suppose 0 is as in Lemma 3.17. Then for anyl > 0,m € {—I,...,l}, we have
R
A > 47?/ (—Aa) — 37?17)2) (V1)U 2dr,
0

Proof. We have

R
Ay, = / <—w2912m + 47Tglm\Iflm> r2dr
0
2 _
———Gim + 27T\/§U)‘I/lm

:/OR V3w

R
> ar [ (-0 = 3707 (V) a1
0

2 R
r2dr — 471/ (glm\I/lm + 37T1D2\I/l2m) r2dr
0

O

With this bound from below by an elliptic operator, we can prove the positivity of Ay, using elliptic
ODE theory.

Lemma 3.21 (I = 1 modes bound). Suppose 0 is as in Lemma 3.17 and (0, e;)s = 0 for i = 1,2,3. Then
we have U1, (r) = 0 for r > R and

R
Aim > / (@ 2g2, 0% + W2 4+ 2, Y dr,  m=—1,0,1, (3.110)
0

where we recall (3.103).

Proof. For these modes, we adapt the method of proof as found in [32] that makes use of the Sturm-
Liouville theory. We have by Lemma 3.20

A > 47T<A1\Ij1m7 \Illm>7"2
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where (y1,92),2 := fOR y1yor2dr and
Ay = —AW — 37w, (3.111)

As this operator A; resembles the operator A analyzed in [32] (cf. (7.15) of [32]), by arguing analogously,
we deduce that the operator A; has the Friedrichs extension in the Hilbert space induced by the inner
product (y1,y2),2, denoted by the same A;. Moreover it is of Sturm-Liouville type and the eigenvalues are
simple under the Dirichlet boundary condition on r» = R, i.e. y(R) = 0 (cf. Section VII of [32]).

We next claim the least eigenvalue pq of Ay is strictly positive. Let ¢1 be an associated eigenfunction
such that A; ¢ = u1¢1. Since ¢ must have no zeros on (0, R) by Sturm-Liouville theory, we may assume
that ¢1(r) > 0 for r € (0, R) so that ¢} (R) < 0 and ¢1(R) = 0. In fact we must have ¢} (R) < 0,
for if ¢} (R) = 0, then ¢ must be the zero function, which is a contradiction. To see the latter assertion,
note that A; is a second order ODE operator with C'! coefficients away from the origin. Picard-Lindelsf
existence theorem implies that for any € > 0 the solution u on (e, R] satisfying «'(R) = u(R) = 0 must
be unique. Since u = 0 is such a solution, we must have ¢) = u = 0. On the other hand, recalling
A(4w) = —35 — 4mw?, we see that Ajw’ = 0. Note that w'(R) # 0, so w' ¢ Dom A; where Dom A;
denotes the domain of A; under the Sturm-Liouville theory framework. By using A;@w’ = 0, the properties
of ¢1 and integration by parts, we have

0= (A, ¢1),2 = (W', A1$1),2 + R0 (R)$) (R) = pa(w', 61),2 + R*w'(R) ¢} (R).

Since @' (r) < 0 for r € (0, R], we see that (@', ¢1),2 < 0. Also R*w'(R)¢(R) > 0. Therefore we must
have 1 > 0.

By the orthogonality condition
0=(0,e;)3 = / w30 - V' dx = / gz’ dx,
Br Br

we conclude that 0 = fOR glmrgdr and therefore
Uin(r) =0 for r> R. (3.112)
This (3.112) means that ¥, € Dom A, it follows that

A > 41 (A1 V1, Yim)r2 2> 47 (Y im, Yim)2 > 0. (3.113)

The second inequality of (3.113) implies

R R
2
/ (xp’f;n + —TQ\I/%m - 3ww2w%m> r’dr > ul/ o, ridr
0 0

which we can rewrite as

(1+e€) /0 " <x1ﬂ12;n + %qf%m - 3ww2w%m> ridr
R 9 R

> 6/0 <\IJ'12m + ﬁ\D%m — 37rw2\11%m> r2dr + 1 /0 \P%mvgdr
R R

> 6/0 (U2r? +208,) dr + (uy — 3e7rw(0)2)/0 w2 ridr

Chose € small enough so that the last term is non-negative. Hence we see that

R R
2
/ (qfﬁn + 5T - 3m2xlf§m> ridr 2 / (U, + ¥i,) dr
0 0
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Together with (3.113) we deduce that

R R
4
Ay = /O <§m—29%m + 47Tg1m\111m> r2dr > /0 (U2, r? +01,,)dr

We can rewrite this as, for some C' > 0,
R 4 R
(I+e)A1 > 6/0 <§w29fm + 47Tglm\I’1m> r2dr + C'/O (\11/12m7’2 + \I’%m) dr

) R
4
= E/ (—w—Zg%mTQ + 47 ((TQ\I,Ilm)/ . 2\I’1m) \I’1m> dr + C/ (\11/127”702 . \I]%m) .
0

3
R4
:e/ <§w_2g%mr2—47r(\ll r? 4203 )dr—i—C/ \IJ 2 r? U m) dr
0
Choosing e small enough we obtain (3.110). U

Lemma 3.22 (I > 2 modes bound). Suppose 0 is as in Lemma 3.17. Then for | > 2,
R
Aim z/ w_leQmTer—i—/ (U2, +1(1+1)07,) dr, me{-l,...,1} (3.114)
0 0
Proof. For these higher modes, we use a continuity argument. We have by Lemma 3.20
R
Ay, > A / (—A<l> — 37T1D2) (V1) Wy 2dr

R
= 47?/ <
0
f H‘ 1) -2 2 C w22 2y Y
47?/ < \I’lm — 3mw \I’lm> redr + 4w </ (V. r? + (r*90,) Wi dr)
0 R

l+1

folm — 37 ‘2\1’1m> r2dr — 47 R*Wy,,(R)V), (R)

Il
W

o0 l 1)
T / T2 + \Iflm - 377@2\1/12,”) r2dr (3.115)
0

47r/ —AD 37 >(\I!lm)\I/lm7° d?“—|—47r/ (I +1) —2)¥3 dr (3.116)
0 0

where we used

I(1+1)
2

1
G (r) = AV, (r) = ﬁ(rz‘l’fm)/ - Vi =0  for r>R.

Recall that w = w;s depends on d. In the proof of Lemma 3.21 we have shown that

R
/ <—A<1> - 37111)(%) (y)yridr >0
0

for all y € H?([0, R],72) such that y(R) = 0. In fact when w; = 1wy (the Lane-Emden star), the same
analysis can be extended to any R’ > R to give rise to

R/
/ (—A<1> - 3m§) (y)yr2dr > 0 (3.117)
0

for all y € H2([0, R'],7?) such that y(R') = 0. To do so, we replace w}, (used to argue the non-negativity
of the least eigenvalue) with @', where @ := —1H @} (recall wy = 0 for r > R). Note that @ is C3(R?),
or C3([0,00)) as a function of the radial variable. By (1.18), we see that @' = @), on [0, R]. Moreover,
W' < 0on (0,00). Since A = —mwg, taking 9, we get AN = —3rwdw) = —3wwidw'. So we have
(=AM — 37w )i’ = 0 on [0, 00) which allows us to apply the same proof in Lemma 3.21.
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Let
R\
e (r) = () = () ()

From (3.100) we see that yr/ (R') = 0. By using A7 = 0 and applying (3.117) with y = yz, we obtain

R/
/ (—A<1> — 3771@8) (U1 )W 2dr
0

— /OR/ (_A<1> _ 37T?D(2)) (yr: (1)) (yR/(r) + U (R) (g)Hl %> y

R ) R I+1 oy
—/0 3mwg ¥ (1) Vi (R) <ﬁ> ﬁr dr

R ) ) R I+1 7,,3 R ) R I+1 7,,3
2/0 (—A —37Two) (yr (1)) ¥im(R) (ﬁ) Fdr_/o 3wy Wi (1) Wi (R) (ﬁ) =
Denote the last two integral terms by K. By integrating by parts and using the boundary condition
yr/(R') =0,
R\ R R\ 3
K = —R*y5(R)¥Y;,n(R) ( ) —/ 3rwayr (1) ¥pm(R) <E> %dr
0

R
R +1 3
_ R T
— /0 37Tw(2]\I/lm(7”)\Ijlm(R) <ﬁ> ﬁd?”

= v ) (2) 7+ rny (2)

R ) ) R 2142 r4 R ) R I+1 r3
vor [ @b F (1) gatr-or [ o ewnm (5) e
—0 as R — o

when [ > 1, where we used (3.100) to see for example that ¥ (R') — 0 as R’ — oo.

Therefore we have proven' that for any [ > 1,

o (141 %
/ (qfﬁn+ ( J; )fo?m—?,mgfo%m) r2dr > / (I(1 + 1) — 2)¥},dr forall ¥;,. (3.118)
0 r 0

So we have
0 (l+1
/ (xp;?m U J; )\I/?m — 3ww§\1/,2m> r*dr
0 T

> /Oo(l(l +1) = 2)¥7, dr — 3 || (w5 — 05)r?|| /OO ©? dr
0 0

=M

For sufficiently small 6 we have
oo
Mz () -3 [ uhr
0
which leads to

Ao > 47(I(1+1) = 3) / W2 dr > 0.
0

!The proof of (3.118) can be easily adapted to correct an inconsistency appearing in [32] and establish the non-negativity of the
quadratic form (L@, 0)3 around the Lane-Emden stars.
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Observe that

o G
(1+¢) /O (xp (L+ > )\I/ 3ww§\pfm> r2dr
Ze/ <\If;2m Wty O — 3 nglf?m> r2dr+(l(l+1)—3)/ 7 dr.
0 7”

0

Choosing € > 0 small enough we see that

g o W41 002 Vo2g s [ 2 2 2
Wi+ ;) U2 — 3raws i) ridr > Ut + (11 +1) —4)0;, ) dr
0 0

z/ 2?11+ 1)07,) dr.
0

We have

R o0
N = [ (507t amatn ) 0z [ (0% 10 198, 0
0 0

We can rewrite this as, for some C' > 0,
R4
(1+e)Ay, > 6/0 <§1D glm + 47Tglm\I’lm> r2dr + C/ \If 7“2 +I(+ 1)\Iflm) dr
R4
:e/ <—w g0, + A (r20,) — 11+ 1)T,,) \I/lm> dr
+c/ (U2,r* + 11+ )07 ) dr
= —e/ w2gl 2d7“—|—47re/ (TRr? =101+ 1)07,) dr
0
+C/ \IJ +ll+1)\I/lm)d

where we used the fact that

R 0
(l+1 (l+1
477/ (xpgfnJr ( )\I/ >r2dr—47rR2\I/lm(R) ;m(R)_47r/ (xpﬁnJr ( 5 )\I!l2m> r*dr
0 r? 0 r

proved in (3.115). Choosing € > 0 small enough we obtain the desired (3.114). U

Proof of Theorem 3.16. Combining all the bounds we have for each [, m from Lemmas 3.19-3.22, we
have

oS l 00 l R o)
(L6,0)3=> > Am2Z> > /0 w_leQmTQdT—i-/O (O2r* +1(1+1)07 ) dr.
=0 m=-1 =0 m=-1

‘We know

/ w2 AD)? dx—47TZZ/ 02 g r2dr.

1=0 m=-1

It remains to show that

|V\If|2dx—47rz Z/ (T2 +1(1+1)07 ) dr (3.119)

=0 m=-1
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Since V¥ € L?(R3)3, it has a vector spherical harmonics expansion in L?(R3)3 [3, 14],

0o l
ve =33 (vl ey el v (3.120)
1=0 m=-1
where
Y —v,.¢, Y — vy, Y —r vy,
are the vector spherical harmonics [3, 14]. We have
0 1 0 1
Ui (r) = v Yinds = /BB (8,9)YndS = W}, (r)
using (3.108). And
W=t [ v ylgg=—_1 / (UrAYy, + Ut - VY, )dS
tm l(l + 1)7"2 OB, tm l(l + 1)7"2 OB,
1 1
= ’]“_3 ; \I’Yimds = ;‘I’lm(’l")
Br
where we used the fact that AY},,, = —1(I + 1)r=2Y},,. Also,
1 2 1
vy = — V\IJ-YHdS:—i/ UV - (r x VVy,)dS = 0.
) =T fyp, VY Y m = T Sy, Y Vi)
Evaluating fRS |V\If|2dx using (3.120) we get (3.119). This completes the proof of (3.119). [l

3.3 Momentum and energy

The energy and momentum conservation account for a four-dimensional freedom in the parameter space of
the self-similar Goldreich-Weber solutions, see Definition 1.1. We shall require that the initial perturbation
belongs to a codimension 4 “manifold” of initial data so that they have the same total momentum and
total energy as the background GW star, i.e. (3.73) and (3.74). We will show that the linearisation of this
requirement allows us to dynamically control the inner products

(0,x)3, (0,€;)3, i=1,2,3,

modulo nonlinear terms, which is necessary for the proof of linear coercivity in Theorem 3.16. Hence,
by fixing the total momentum and energy, we will be able to apply the non-negativity results we have
for the linear operator L to control fBR w2V - (03099P0) |2 dx with (LI*@%0,0°9°0)3 + ||0¢+19P0)| 2
modulo a correction involving non-linear terms. This is the main result of this section, stated and proved in
Proposition 3.27.

Firstly, the momentum condition (3.73) gives us the following.

Lemma 3.23. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, and such that W = W (3.73).
Then

1
—(011976, €:); = 5(05970, )3, a=0,|8] >0,
Proof. From Lemma 3.3, we see that when W[0] = W we have
<630,el'>3 :ﬁ<9,ei>3 for 1= 1,2,3.

and hence for any a with @ sufficiently smooth,

(09710, e;)3 = 6(0%0,e;)3  for  i=1,23. (3.121)
Now note that, using integration by parts,
(019,070, e1)5 = —(957' 970, Pjes)s (3.122)
= 0=26(09;9"0,e))s  for i=1,2,3. (3.123)
We are done noting § = —162 (3.58). O
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We now turn our attention to the energy condition (3.74).

Lemma 3.24. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, and such that E = E (3.74).
Then

1
g@2<aga,x>3 = 26(0%710,x)3 — / <w3ag\asa — 60 4 6w*0? <5—% —1+3V- 0>> dx
- / 0N (He — K — K )wbdx. (3.124)
Proof. From Lemma 3.3, we see that when E5[0] = E we have
5 2
56°(8.x)3 = 26(0.0,x)3
— / <m3|ase — 60)% + 6w* (5—% —1+ %v : 0> + 0 (Ke — K — %§1>)w3>dx.

And hence for any a > 0 the identity (3.124) easily follows. U

The next lemma is needed to estimate the term with K¢ — X — X él).

Lemma 3.25. Let n > 20 and a + |3] < n with a > 0. We have

2 1/2 ! ! ! !
00 (B + 20 Ko, )| < En 0L TS a9 0 — o 97 0(a))
0<a’<a
B8'<B

x —zf?

E1/2
+ x—a > 1970x) - p76(z)],
B'<B
where we recall K5 (3.90).

Proof. From Lemma 3.14,

2
Ky(x,2) = _1 16(x) — 6(z)|? N 3 <2 (x —2z)-(6(x)—0(z)) N 6(x) — G(Z)’2>

2 |x—1z 4]x — z |x — z|? |x — z|?
o (2 (x—2z) (0(x) —0(z) | [0(x) — 9(Z)|2>
; x—aP x—ap
=y(x,2)

Note that |y(x,z)| < [|[VO| L. Our a priori assumption (3.71) together with the embedding theorems A.8
and A.9 mean that || V6)|| .~ is bounded by a small constant. So we can assume |y(x,z)| < 1/2. Then from
the definition of @, (3.92) we can see that

= (y(x,2z)) <1 for any k> 0.

Rl= 0

Now using part (ii) of Lemma 2.8, chain and product rule for derivatives and the embedding theorems A.8
and A.9, we can see that 9%(Px + @,)° K2(x, z) satisfies the stated bounds. O

So the energy condition (3.74) gives us the following.

Lemma 3.26. Let n > 20 and a + |5| < nwitha > 0,|3| > 0. Let 6 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense
of Theorem 3.11, and such that E = E (3.74). Then

24
35(0°9°0, %)% + %(&;Haﬁa,xg < S pi—r0 + Co(Bn + Z2)'2E,,
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Proof. First we deal with the case |3| = 0. From (3.124) we get
5 1
2(0°710, x)3 = 50(056,%)5 + ﬁ—l/ <w3ag|ase —66)? + 6w'0” (5—% —1+3V 9)) dx
_ _ Dy -
+6 /w38§”(?/’£5 ~ % — % )wddx. (3.125)
With the embedding theorems A.8 and A.9, it is easy to see that

1
‘/ <w3ag 10,0 — 66> + 6wo? (5—% —1+3V- 0)) dx

Now using Lemmas 2.8-3.25 and Young’s convolution inequality we have

' / / 2)0° K5 (x, z)dxdz

1
Therefore, upon taking the square of (3.125) and using the simple bound [(0?60, x)3| < E, we obtain

So (Ba+ Z0)'PE?.

S (Bu+ Z2)' B,
(3.126)

'/ W0 (He — K — 3{ Jwdx| =

25

‘4<ag+1e,x> T 62(000,x)%| <5 (E, + Z2)\?E,,

which concludes the proof for when |3| = 0 since § = ——ti2 (recall (3.58)).

Now note that, using integration by parts,

(029,07 6,%)3| = 195970, pix)s| S S/ o

Similarly we have [(92@;0% 8, x)3| < s Noting that 0| < 1 and we are done. O

Iﬁ’l 0
Finally, the momentum condition (3.73) and the energy condition (3.74) together gives us the following

proposition.

Proposition 3.27. Let n > 20 and a + |8l < nwitha > 0. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of

Theorem 3.11 such that W = W (3.73) and E = E (3.74). Then

O [ @ V- (000 Pax < (L0297, 0:0°6)s + o5 |08 o)
Bgr

+ S 1p1-1,0 + C5(Bn + Z7) P Ey,. (3.127)
Proof. Let
5 0°9°0,%)s = (099°6, ;)3
6 = ;970 - (059 0, xs e; (3.128)
M ST el
a 3 a
0/ e aa-f—l@ﬁe — W—&)%X — Z W . (3 129)
’ EIE L el :

Then (0,x)3 = 0 = (6, e;)3 fori = 1,2, 3, and

a 3 a
<as+1@ﬁ07x>§ + <8s+1@ﬁ07ei>§.

162+ 7615 = (16"]13 + e
113 - lleill3
=1

(3.130)

Since x and e; are eigenfunctions of L with eigenvalues 39 and J respectively, we have
(Lo:p"6,0:9°0)s
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3 989, e, s aps 3 (99950 e
<L9+35<a 200, x)s 5D 0 s g 9297030 S (02 e,ez>3ei>
i=1 3

% !!2 lle:ll3 [BSE —~ el
3
D <ag@ﬁ9’x>§ <8g@ﬁ0’ei>§
= (L9,9>3+35W+Z5W. (3.131)
i=1 v

We use Lemmas 3.23 and 3.26 to control the last two terms on the right-most side of (3.131) to get

(L,6); < (L1970, 009°0), + - =L LX)5
25 [IxI3 2o el

+Csn,\ﬁ|—10+06(E +ZQ)1/2E (3.132)

24 (001950, x)2 1 <~ (9911956, e;)2
2+ 3 Z

< (LO;9°6,0 &50>3+ Haa“ﬁﬁauwcs 18l-10+ Cs(Bn + Z2)' B, (3.133)

where we have used (3.130) in the last line. We now use the decomposition (3.128) and then apply Theo-
rem 3.16 (with @ = 0) to obtain

c / @2V - (0°0°9%6)[2dx
Br
(0290, %)3 °L (95976, )]
gce/ @2V - (599) Pdx + el X o N AP0 el
Br H H3 i=1 He'lH?)

Ce
+ WHGEH@BOH% +CSpi51-10+ Cs(Ep + Z1)'V?E,

< (LO;970,0:9°6)s5 + _\|aa+1¢959||3 + s

< <Lé’ é>3

Ce a
’ ’ ||as+1@ﬂ9”§ + CSn,W\—l,O + 05(En + ZTQL)l/QEn

< (LO!P°6,059°6)s + @H@?“@ﬂaui +CSp151-10 + Cs(En + Z2)?E,, (3.134)

where we have chosen ¢ small enough so that C'e < 1 in the second line and then further shrink € so that
\5| < 50 in the fourth line. Note that since § = ——ﬁz (recall (3.58)), the dependence of € on 6 is € ~ \ﬁlz
We have used Lemmas 3.23 and 3.26 in the second bound, and (3.133) in the third bound. [l

3.4 Coercivity via irrotationality

Note that Proposition 3.27 only controls the weighted divergence g = V - (w38) and not the norms of 8
in our energy spaces. It is therefore still not strong enough for our energy estimates in Sections 3.5-3.6.
To derive the coercivity we seek, we must mod out the kernel of L, i.e. the subspace of 8 with weighted
divergence g = 0. This is naturally linked to the assumption of irrotationality (3.75) which guarantees,
we show this in the key result of this section — Proposition 3.36, that we can in fact dynamically control
1099°6||2 + |02V PP0||2 modulo lower order nonlinear terms.

3.4.1 Lagrangian description of irrotationality

From (3.84) it is clear that any H? vectorfield 6 such that g = V - (w38) = 0 is in the kernel of the operator
L. In particular, to obtain strict coercivity of L we restrict ourselves to (-, -)s-orthogonal complement of
K ={0:V - (w*0) = 0}. Note that {§ = ViI} C K~ since for any 8y € K we have

(V19,00)3 = /w - Qywtdx = /W - (8pw?)dx = 0.

Therefore, the natural assumption to hope for the strict coercivity of the term on the left-hand side
of (3.127) is that @ is in fact a gradient. In this section we show that this is true to the top order if we
assume that the fluid is irrotational. The challenge is that the irrotationality condition in the Lagrangian
variables (3.75) is expressed at the level of the s-derivative of the flow map, and a careful analysis is
necessary to obtain satisfactory lower bounds.
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Lemma 3.28. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on its maximal interval of
existence. Assume further that the fluid is irrotational, i.e. initially (3.75) holds. Then for a > 0 we have

-1
0,0 =V (H + 5610+ x\2> — (8,0F)ve* (3.135)
090 = VH, — Y Co;(02776%)V0i6F (3.136)
=0
for some real constants Cy j, j € {1,...,| %]} and H'-functions H, and H.

Proof. Since the Euler-Poisson equation preserves the fluid irrotational condition, (3.75) implies that
curly 9y = 0 for ¢, or equivalently in Eulerian coordinates V x u = 0. Since any curl-free vector

field can be written as a gradient, we have u = V H for some H, or equivalently 0,n = AV H for some H
in Lagrangian coordinates. Since

O = A7320,(N(0 + %)) = A732((8 + x)9 A + \950) = A" V2(9,0 — 6(0 + x)),
this means on the level of 8 we have
050 —6(0 +x) = AV H.
Hence we have
00 =VH+ (A —-I)VH+60+x)=VH+ (I -d " )AVH +6(60 +x)
= VH — (9,08 — 6(0* + 2") V0" +6(0 +x) =V (ﬁf + %@10 + x\2> — (0,0%)VoF.

This proves (3.135). To prove (3.136), we will use induction. We have shown that it is true for a = 1.
Suppose it is true for some a > 1. Then

ot
2
0310 = VO, Hy — 0, Y Caj(0576%)V0i6F
j=0
= VO Hy— > Coj(057790M)VoI0F — >~ Cy (05707 VoI oF

=0 =0
=VO,Ho— > Coj(05T70M)VOI0F — > Coy_1(05176%)V0I0".
j=0 J=1
Note that %51 |+1 > [%] if and only if @ is odd. Assume therefore that a = 2a’+1 for some a’ € NU{0}.
Then [%51] +1=d +1and |4] = a’. When j = @’ + 1 in the last sum, we have

! ’ / / / 1 /
Char 1,00 (024 2@ HDGEYG gk — Oy o (08 TLOF) VT 1ok = 5Cou 1.0V (9 Flghky2

which can be absorbed into H, ;. Therefore

2itlg = v (asHa + %l[a odd]ca,a,V(ag’Hek)?)

125 15]
— > Co (05T1TI0MVOI0F — " Cu 1 (00T T 0F) VI 0F
j=0 j=1
15]
=VHay1— Y Cas1,;(02776%)V0I6",
j=0
where 1[x] denotes the Iverson bracket (see Definition 2.2). This completes the induction argument. O
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Remark 3.29. The above lemma is a purely structural statement about (suitably smooth) irrotational fields.
Strictly speaking we do not need 0 to be a solution of the Euler-Poisson system (3.62).

With this we can now show that the curl of 92X??°@ equals lower order terms and non-linear
terms.

Lemma 3.30. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on its maximal interval of
existence. Assume further that the fluid is irrotational, i.e. initially (3.75) holds. Then for a > 0 we have

V x 020 = —9¢ L((VO,0%) x VoF). (3.137)

Moreover, for some constants C g > 0 we have

V x 02970 = 031 PP ((Vo,0%) x VM) + Y €, 5(VOIPT0), (3.138)
IvI<18]
VX BXP0 = -0 XPPP((VO.6%) x VO )+ Y O, (VLX) (3.139)
[y|+d<|B+b

where we recall notations defined in Definition 2.2.

Proof. Apply V x 9% to (3.135) to get (3.137). Formulas (3.138)~(3.139) follow trivially when |3| =
0 = b. Now assume formula (3.138) is true for a multi-index £, |3| > 0. Then

V x 329,070 = (V2P 8) + §;V x 9°9° 0

= (VOIPP0) — 921907 (VO.0%) x VOF) + > C,5(@;V0iP76)
lvI<18]

= -0 PP (VO6°) x VO )+ Y~ L 5(VoLPe),
IvI<18l+1

where we recall the notation from Definition 2.2 and the commutation relation [}, V] = (V) from Lemma
A.2. The proof then follows by induction. The proof of (3.139) is similar, using the commutation relation
(X, V] = (V) from Lemma A.2. O

Corollary 3.31. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on its maximal interval
of existence. Assume further that the fluid is irrotational, i.e. initially (3.75) holds. Let n > 20.

i. Fora+ |B] <nwitha > 0we have
IV % 970113 < Snjp-1.0 + (En + Z2) En.
ii. Fora+ |B|+b<mnwitha > 0we have
IV x 93 X79°6134 < Sn,jotb-1+ (En + Z3) En.

Proof. Use Lemma 3.30 and note that

99 L9B((Va,6%) x VoF) H (E, + Z2)E,

2

S sV < Suis-10

IvI<IBl 4

which yields the first claim. The second claim follows similarly. U
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3.4.2 Coercivity of L

The lemmas in the last subsection showed that 0260 is a gradient on the linear level, which will ultimately
help us show that [|0¢@°8||2 + |02V P?8]|2 can be “controlled” by the linearised dynamics. We start by
showing we can control ||026)||3 in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.32. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on its maximal interval of
existence. Assume further that the fluid is irrotational, i.e. initially (3.75) holds. Let n > 20. Then we have
the bound

10903 < / w2V - (0%090) Pdx + (E, + Z2)Y2E,  for 0<a<n. (3.140)
Br
Proof. Let g = V - (w3926). Multiply both sides of this equation by H,, and integrate over By to get
/ ZT}?’(VHG) : 830 dx = _/ gH.dx = _/ g(Ha - (Ha)BgR/g)dX
Br Br Br

< 6_1/ w2g%dx + e/ (Hy — (Ha)B2R/3)21D2dX
Br Br l

< 6_1/ w_ZdeX—FeC'/ \VH, |*otdx
Br Br

where we have used the Hardy-Poincaré inequality in the last line, see Theorem A.4. From this and
Lemma 3.28 we get

/ @3[0%0%dx < ¢! / o 2g%dx + eC’/ 189020 dx + (1 + €)C" (B, + Z2)'?E,
Br Br Br

where we bound for example

-1
%43

/ o [ Y Cay(02776F)VoI6F | - 026 dx
Br =
a—1
25t
g(En+Z,3)1/2/ @ | S Cus(007965) | - 090 ax| < (B, + 22)128,
Br =

Choosing e small enough, we get (3.140). U

Before proving the key result of this section, we have the following structural decomposition, which
holds for any sufficiently smooth vectorfield 6.

Lemma 3.33. For any 0 such that ||@||3 + || V0|4 < 0o we have

/ 252V - (%) 2ax
Bg 3

1
= / (w“ <§|v -0 + |VOJ? + [curl e]fakel> — 4@39k9l8k61w> dx
Br

1 1 g
= / <w4 <—\v 0)* + |VOI* — | cur10\2> — @’ (wa e 2+ (102 - |0 er\2)> >dx.
Br 3 2 T

where e, denotes the radial unit vector x/|x|.

Proof. The first line follows from the following identity:

4 ——2 -3 1 —4 1 —4 k —

1 1
— _ﬁv(u—ﬂv - 0) — Eak(wﬂt(ake + [curl 6]%) — 46 - VVw.
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And then the second line follows from

[curl 8]F [curl 8)F = (9,6% — 86" (9,6% — 9i0") = (90" — 3,6%)0k0' — (96" — 9,.6") 96"
= —2(9,0% — 9,.0Y)01.6' = —2[curl 0]} 9.6

and

l 1.k 61 1.k —/
0kl 00w = 04610, (i) o g! (”xf + 'k T >: *”!0-er\2+w7(]0]2— 10-e,2).

T T

O

Using this, we can now prove that we can control |§20]|3 + |02V ||3.
Proposition 3.34. Let n > 20. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on

its maximal interval of existence. Assume further that the energy, momentum, and irrotationality con-
straints (3.73), (3.74), and (3.75) hold respectively. Then for any 0 < a < n we have
1028]|5 + |02V |5 < |62 ( Ha@“aug + (LO%6 aae>> + C5(E, + ZH)YV2E, (3.141)

Proof. Combining Proposition 3.27 and Lemma 3.32 we have, for small e,

e/ w 2|V - (w3099)| dx+uaae\\§ < 1672 <<Lage,age>3+;l—guag“ay@)+05(En+zg)1/2En.
Br

~~

=M

Note that by Corollary 3.31 || curl 9203 < (E,, + Z2)E,. Using Lemma 3.33 we have
M :/ (ew 2|V - (0*920)> + w*|026]*) dx
R3

2 [ (Gt (1womer - glewmionor ) - fatatioro e ool ) ax
- /Rs (62?”4‘%?9’2 - Eiwgw/"a?" cerf* + w3!029’2> dx — eC(E, + Z2)E,
Choosing € small enough, we then have
M+ (En + Z3)Sn 2 /Ra (@*|Va20|? + w’|020)?) dx
O

Next we will upgrade our estimate to control [|9¢@°8|2 + (|0¢V@?0)|2 for | 3| > 0. First we will need
the following lemma.

Lemma 3.35. For any vector field 0 and € > 0,
10113 < el X015 + (1 + e H)|]13.

Proof. We have

1 1 3
—/ 10)?rw' w3 dx = ——/ 102X, wdx = —/ 0*0 - X,0 dx + —/ 16)?w*dx
Br 4 JBp 2 JBg 4 JBg
1 _
< el X001+ 3+ ol

Now

16113 < HGH?;—/B |0 ra' e dx < | X, 07 + - (7+6 Hlels.
R

41



Proposition 3.36. Let n > 20. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on
its maximal interval of existence. Assume further that the energy, momentum, and irrotationality con-
straints (3.73), (3.74), and (3.75) hold respectively. Then for any a + |B| < n with a, || > 0 we have

|

o]+ ozvarel]

5 (49
<lel (5

Proof. By Proposition 3.27 and Lemma 3.33 we have

2
o:19%0| + (Lope, asa%) + CSypa1-10+ Co(En + Z2) B, (3.142)

1
VL6l — 5 curl 2 0l — [ aul(orpe e, P

Br

4
g/ 202V - (@500 p%6) 2ax
Bg 3
_ 49
<167 (L0200, 02p70)s + 3310 19°613 ) + Cul + Z2)E.
By Corollary 3.31 we have

Vool — [ w"atio:p%6 e Pux

Br

- a a 49 a
<161 ((L029%6. 0000 + S5105 19013 ) + CS, -1+ ol + 2D,

Now by Lemma 3.35, we have o [|029°6||3 — 5(|Vo2p°0|3 <c [029°6]3 < Sn,|8|—1,0- Adding this and
the above equation, and chosing e small enough we get

697013 + |z o))
49
<1617 ((L029%6. 02000 + S5108 161 ) + €S, 10+ Col B + 2B,

O

Remark 3.37. Estimate (3.142) features an order 1 term CS,, /1,9 on the right-hand side. This could be
problematic for the closure of the estimates, but the key point is that this term is effectively decoupled, as it
features one tangential derivative less. This will allows us later to close the estimates via induction on the
order of derivatives in the problem.

3.5 Reduction to linear problem

In order to prove the bound (3.82), we will need to apply the coercivity estimates from Section 3.4. In
particular, we must control the non-linear terms in order to effectively reduce the problem to a linear one.
In Sections 3.5.1 and 3.5.2 we will prove high-order energy bounds for the nonlinear contributions from the
pressure and the gravity term respectively. We will also prove high-order energy bounds for the full gravity
term (including the linear part) in Section 3.5.2 that we will need for induction on radial derivatives. Then
using these, we will reduce the full non-linear problem to the linear one in Section 3.5.3. This will then
allow us to prove energy estimates and our main theorem in Section 3.6.

3.5.1 Estimating the non-linear part of the pressure term

In this subsection we will estimate the non-linear part of the pressure term 9¢X2P°P (3.62), and show
that it can be bounded by (€, + Zg)l/ 2%,. More precisely, when doing energy estimates, the term
(00 XPPPP 09 X°P%0) and (92 XLPPP, 09T X2PP9) will arise, we will show that P here can be reduced
to P4 ;, modulo remainder terms that can be estimated. We will use results from section 2.1.2.

Using Lemma 2.12, we will now estimate the difference between “P;,” and “Py, 1,”.
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Proposition 3.38. Let n > 20 and a + |B| + b < n with a > 0. For any 0 that satisfies our a priori
assumption (3.71) we have

S 1 S
/ (P X 950, 091 X 9P 0) 5 ydr — 3 (P, ,0°XtpP0, agxf@ﬁwg%‘o‘ < (8 +F2)V%8,
0

< (G, +F2)'/%8,

' [ @xtpo.00xp 0t — [ PLEXE 0.00X09° )0
Proof. By Lemma 2.12
(P, X170, 07 X0990)s .,
= [ ((60,02x2070) - (0,041 X2970) + v 02 X290 v 057 X9 0)

1 curly 2 X PP01 M [curly 7 XPpBOI™ | §-1/3 4+ dx
2 s r j s r j
1
— / ((Q@m(?;’Xfﬁﬁa) . 65(948m82Xf¢950) + g(diVm 52Xf¢960)35(div94 angz&ﬁe)
— 2 lewrly 92 X101 0, eurly D XLPO) ) 5wt 1 BB, + 22)E,
2 s J s rr j n

_ %as/ (Isz@mﬁﬁXf?WeP + él divy 9° X% — %chﬂm 33X3@59]|2>51/3w4+bdx
+R[(E, + Zi)l/QEn]

- %as/ <|amag X6 + | div 02 X297 — 3 cur] 62X5@50]|2>w4+bdx
+ OsR[(En + Z,%)l/ZEn] + R[(E, + Zi)l/QEn]

— %as<Pb,LagX£@59, X090y + s R[(Ep + Z2) V2B, + R[(En + 22)/2Ey]

where we recall notation % [x] introduced in Definition 2.2. Integrating in time we get the first equation.
For the second equation, note that
(P X)9°0,00 X797 6)311 = (Po, 103 X)P70, 00 X.970)s3 + R[(E, + Z7) ' Ey].
Integrating in time we get the second equation.
And now we will estimate the difference between “P” and “P}”.

Proposition 3.39. Let n > 20. For any 0 that satisfies our a priori assumption (3.71) we have

i. Fora+ |B] <nwitha > 0we have

1/2 1/2 2\1/2
S Spi8l-1,05n8,0 T (G + E2)/%6,

/ (095 — Pyl 0, 00 p0) sar
0

1/2 1/2 2\1/2
S Spi8l-1,05n8,0 T (G + £2)%6,

/ (097 — Pod9"0,0°9°0) sdr
0

ii. Fora+ |B]+b<nwitha >0 we have

| (@extp P Pt XD, 0 X106 ndr
0

1/2 1/2 1/2 2\1/2
S (8 a1 T S ) S g + (B + E0)V7E,

| (@Xtp°P — Pt X1p0. 0 X1976)ndr
0

1/2 1/2 1/2 2\1/2
S S sao1 T S b 1)Sn s T (B + EX)V?E,
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Proof. i. Using Lemma 2.9 we have

[z - prozpo.or 9oy
0

S

< 6k( HThiap))0et 9°0" dxdr
/ / (CV(w*09% T)) (00T pP6) dxdr
Br gr1<|8]-1
0 04(Thea.3)F000pP°0" dxdr| + (COH1 PP TV 00V PP0) dxdr
R:a,8); 08 Ok 7 T)(05VP70)
Br B

B |5’\<|5\ 1
+(En+Zi)(0)1/2En( 0) + (En + Z2)(s )UQE (s)
+ 015110000280 151.0(0) % + Sy 51-1,0(5) 2 S, 51,0(5) 2

1/2 1/2 2\1/2
S 8a181-1,08n 8,0 T (8 + E5) %€,

Proof of the second formula is similar and easier.

ii. By Lemma 2.10 we need to estimate the following.

/ / Yoo+ > | (Cwas X pP Ty (0 XEpP0) P T dxdr

b <b b <b—1
1B'1<I81-1  |8'I<I8]+1

Br b/<b
18/1<[B8]-1

/ / CwTT[ang’aﬁ’ng<3;t+1X7{>¢969>w3+bdXdT
Br oy
[8"1<18|+1

1/2 1/2
T Snﬁ/IBHbflSn,/me + (8, + E2)M%8,

1/2 1/2 1/2 2\1/2
S (Sn,\/3|+b—1 + 8n,|m+b,b—1)8n,m|+b + (€, + %)) / €n

/ / oo+ ) | (cosxtpt Tyt XhpPe)ywt T dxdr
0 JBg

V<b—1 b/ <b—2
18/1<181-1 |B'|<|8]

S / / Yoo+ > | (CoT XY PTTNOIV X pP0)w T dxdr
0o JBg

B<b—1  b<b—2
1B1<I8]-1  |8'|<]B]

S

AL S+ S | emnxrprneoxiyo i

0 JBr| y<p1  y<ho
B1<181-1  1871<I8]

1/2 1/2
T Snﬁ/IBHbflSn,/mHn + (8, + E2)1%8,

1/2 1/2 211/2
S 8n,\6|+b718n,\6|+n + (an + ?jn) / €n
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/ / Yoo+ > | (Cox VT X PP 0y 0t dxdr
0 JBg

y'<b Y <b—1
1B'1<181-1  |8'I<I8]

S

S / / Yoo+ Y | (Cot XY T T)0iv X 0)w ! dxdr

0 Br\ y<p  y<b-1
1/1<I81-1 |B'I<|B]

S

A S v | ot e e
0 /Br b'<b b <b—1
I8/1<I8]—-1 |B'|<IB]

1/2 1/2
T Snﬁ/IBHbflSn,/mHn + (8, + E2)Y%8,

1/2 1/2 211/2
S Sn,\6|+b718n,\6|+n + (an + ?jn) / €n

This proves the first formula. Proof of the second formula is similar and easier.

3.5.2 Estimating the linear and non-linear part of the gravity term

In this subsection we will estimate the gravity term 2 X?@° G (3.62) and show that it can be bounded by E,,.
We will also estimate the non-linear part of 929°G, and show that it can be bounded by (€,, + F2)'/%%,,.
We will use results from Section 2.1.1.

Since the gravity term is a non-local term, we need to estimate convolution-like operator. However,
rather than the convolution kernel |x — z|~! we actually need to estimate |£(x) — £(z)| . Lemma 2.5 and
the following lemma tell us how to reduce the latter to the former, which will allows us to estimate using
the Young’s convolution inequality.

Lemma 3.40. Let & and 0 be as in (2.35), and 0 satisfies our a priori assumption (3.71). Let n > 21 and
a+ 8] < nwitha > 0.

i. When a+ |B| > n/2 we have

a B 1 1 a’ x) — a’ z
o2+ (i e )| S ap LR

a’>0

EL?
P 2 1) - 96

n/2<ly|<n

ii. When |B| > n/2 we have

000 (e )| S e 2 e - piela)

n/2<|y|<n

iii. When a + || < n/2 we have

0i.208 (D + 92)° <|£(X) ig(z)|>‘ S IXJE%/;2

iv. When |B| < n/2 we have

hau 40" (g s<z>\>‘ S pap
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Proof. These follows from Lemma 2.5, the embedding theorems A.8 and A.9, the a priori bounds E,,, Z, <
1 (3.71), and the following.

a+|B|
) , (—1)™(2m)! 1
o (ggan) " L X S e

m=1 """ (a;+a})=a
> (BitB)=8
la;|+]8i[>0

m

[J0mplie(x) — 0% plie(z)) - (85 P é(x) — 05" o' ().

i=1

O

We will now prove the main results of this subsection.

Proposition 3.41. Let n > 21 and suppose 0 satisfies our a priori assumption (3.71). Fora+ || +b<n
with a > 0 we have

10¢X2D° G54y S En. (3.143)

Proof. By definition

B sy 4 O (sAFw?) ; \TE ;
G = HeV - (ddwr) = HVw" = /R € — &) +/Rs 2]

Consider first when b = 0. Since a > 0, by Lemma 2.8 we have

3k(ﬂkﬂ}3)
s [€(x) — &(2)]

— a1 B1 ; a2 B2 ki3) (z)dz
[ X om0 (e ) et a

al1+az=a

B1+P2=0

al 1 a2 9B2 k -3 P

-/ IR (tecg ey ) oot o) aa
B1+B2= 5
ai+|B1|>n/2

a1 1 a2 2S2 kw?; 2)dz

[ T e () R e
B1+B2= 5
a1+\61|<n/2

a1l 1 a2 9B2 k-3 P

-/ T mer (tecg ey ) Zeoeontat o) aa
B1+B2= 5
ai+|B1|>n/2

E : a1 B1 1 az 282 7
/ ai+az= <vz>as (@x—i_aZ) <’£(X)_£(Z)’> (<a @ ‘Qq> )( )d
51+B2<5
a1+|81|<n/2

0 Gx) = YR - () x) =~ | dz

Now using Lemma 3.40, we get

9997 G(x)] < / % ST 107 g16(%) — 07 90(2)|dz

3 |x — z|?
n/2<a’ +|y|<n

a’ >0
E1/2
" /3 x — 2|2 > 1PE(X) — Pé(2)|dz
. n/2<[y|<n
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>

Now using Young’s convolution inequality we get

e s [ Y

0<az<a R* g,<p
52<5

129" G () 2 (rs) S En/.
Hence [|0¢@°G|2 < E,. From the above proof, with small modification, we can further see that

1059°G(x) || Lo msy S EY? when  a+|B| <n/2
197 G ()| oo ey S 1 when 18] < n/2.

Now we deal with the case b > 0. Let

Wn,c = Z HangaﬁGH%-l-b

a+|B|+b<n
a>0
|8 +b<c

Wn,c,d = Z HangaBGHngb

a+|B|+b<n
a>0
|B]+b<c
b<d

Vie= > sup (@|0rXpOGP)
at|Bl+b<n B

a>0
|B|+b<c

Viea= > sup(a'|orxI9’GR).
a+|B|+b<n R?
a>0
|B]+b<c
b<d

For a + || + b < n/2, using the above lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 we have

@I XPPPGP S @’|roy - X)TIPPGP + @’raiv x X PGP + fjwbmst‘l@kaBGP
k=1
S @i X PPV - G2 4+ @l [rot XETHPPV X G2+ Vi p1-1 + Viss a1
St XY PP (I — )V - GP + @ lrol X2 P01 — )V x G?
+ B+ Vaprg-1 + Vot |s)6-1
Sw’lr(I — )X POV - GIP + @b lr(I — )9t X1 PPV x G?
+ B+ Vaprg-1 + Voot |8)5-1
S (En + Z)rot XY PPV G + En + Vg s-1 + Vo811

So
Vest18lb S (Bn 4 Z2)Va st 1816 + En + Vapt181-1 + Vapt|816-1
By a priori assumption (3.71), we have E,, + Z2 < 1, so

Vo186 S En + Vaprig-1 + Vit 8),6—1-

We know V.0 S Ep, forall ¢ < n' < n/2,so by induction we get Vi g S Ey foralld < ¢ <n’ <n/2.
Now for a + | 3| + b < n, using the above lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 and results for V' we have

3
105 X297 G134y S Ir0eV - X2 DGRy + 1108V x X2 PGS, + ) 100X e GllR
k=1
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S roe Xy 9PV - Gl + [rof X297V X Gl3 s + Wb a1 + Wb 161
S o Xy 9P (1 = )V - Gy + [1r0s X2 7197 (1 = )V x Gl3,
+ En A+ Wopris-1+ Wapriso-1
S (1 =)o X217V - Gy + [Ir(1 — )0 X797V x G34y,
+ En 4 Waptigi-1 + Waptisl6-1
S (En+ Z)Iroe X2 9OV G340 + En + Wi js-1 + Wt sl0-1
So
W16 S (En + Z5) W sri616 + En + Wabgi51-1 + Wit |5,6-1
By a priori assumption (3.71), we have E,, + Z2 < 1, so
W st1816 S En + Wapris—1 + Wapr(5,6-1-
We know W), .o S Ej, for all ¢, so by induction we get Wy, . ¢ S B, forall d < ¢ < n. ]

We are now in the position to estimate the difference between the high order derivatives of nonlinear
gravity term G (2.38) and its linearised part G, (3.85).

Proposition 3.42. Let n > 21 and suppose 0 satisfies our a priori assumption (3.71). For a+ || < n with
a > 0 we have

‘ / (89°G — GL%P°0, 0011 95 0)sdr| < (6, + E2)/?%8,
0

' [ e - e oo < (6, + 2%,
0

Proof. Since [|03T1956||5 + [|029°6||5 < B2, it suffice to prove that
10:9°G — GLOP 013 S (B + Z2)' B/,
Recall from Lemma 3.13 that
G — G0 = K (o} (00" (VOF)0s0® — (ol oAl — I7,12)0;0,0™)
=My
—(He — F)O(@*VO) + (He — K — K )VaD®.

=Ma :=Ms3

Now [|029° M ||3 can be estimated in a similar way as the previous Proposition 3.41, and ||0%@” M3||3 can
be estimated in the same way as in Lemma 3.26 in equation (3.126). Now in the same way as in Lemma 3.25
and recalling K7 (3.89) we can show that

1/2
102 (Px + Pa) F1 (x.2)| S ﬁ Y 1097 0(x) - 07 97 6(z)| Z 97 6(x) — 976 (2)]
O;/a<%a B'<B
(P + )" Ki(x,2)| S |2 Y 1970(x) - 97 6(2)|
B'<p

And when a + || < n/2,

/2
10:,20% (Px + Pa) K1 (x,2)| S
x — 2|
and when |3] < n/2,
(En + Z3)'
x—z*

01,0 (Px + P2) Ki1(x,2)| S

Using these bounds (in the same way we use Lemma 3.40 in the proof of the previous Proposition 3.41),
we can estimate ||9¢@5 Ms||3. O
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3.5.3 Reduction to linear problem

Having estimated the non-linear parts of the equation in the last two subsections, in this section we will
use them to reduce our problem to the linear problem for which we have the coercivity result that we can
apply. We only need to do this for the case with no radial derivatives, the case with radial derivatives can be
obtained by induction.

Lemma 3.43. For any 0 that satisfies our a priori assumption (3.71) we have

/ (GLO°0, 59 6)sdr = £ (GLLD"0, 009°0)s|
0

(LO!P°0,059°6)3 = 6]|02p° 0|3 + (Po,L02P°0,059°6)3 + (GLOP 0,00 0)3,
where we recall (3.84), (3.85) and (2.55).

Proof. We have from (3.85)
(GLd*PP0,0°T19°8)5 = / ((agaﬁei)(agﬂaﬂeﬂ’)w?’aiaj%w?’

— (4m)"YVHV - (@30°9P8)) - (VHV - (1D38§”+1$69))>dx

= 20, / (02976 @00) @ 0,0, %" — (4m)~ |VHV - (2°59°0)|?) dx

1
= §8s<GL53@B9, 059°0)s.

The second formula follows from the definition of L, Po 1, and G,. O

The following theorem reduces the full non-linear problem to the linear one.

Theorem 3.44. Let n > 20 and suppose 0 satisfies our a priori assumption (3.71). For a + || < n with
a > 0 we have

[ @0+ P v @0 9000 — 5 nezpe. o070 |
0

1/2 1/2 2\1/2
S8 poroSn a0 T B+ ENVE, (3.144)

' / (8995 (60 + P + G),9%0)3dr — / (LOPP0,0°9°0) 3dr
0 0

1/2 1/2 2\1/2
<8108 a0 T (B T E) 2%, (3.145)

Proof. Using Lemma 3.43 and Propositions 3.38, 3.39, and 3.42, we conclude the proof. U

This theorem above reduces the non-linear problem for time and tangential derivatives to the linear
problem. Now applying our linear coercivity results from before, we get the following coercivity result for
our non-linear problem, allowing us to control H62+1@50||§+b + \|ag@ﬂe||§+b + H(??V@ﬁOHZer.

Corollary 3.45. Let n > 20. Let 8 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on
its maximal interval of existence. Assume further that the energy, momentum, and irrotationality con-
straints (3.73), (3.74), and (3.75) hold respectively. Then for a + | 3| < n with a > 0 we have

|

_ 1
<1617 (CSuga0(0) + 5

R R e

vl

+ / (0295 (60 + P + G), 8§+1¢950>3d7>
0 0
—201/2 1/2
+C (Sujs10+161728)7 1 oSV o) + ColBn + T2V, (3.146)
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o]+ foroe]+|

i
<ier (]

agw)ﬂaui) dr

2
OF19°0| + (0:97(60 + P + G), ag@ﬁwg) dr

O (Supio10 7+ 161728,15 1 082 510) + ColEa +E2)V%, (3.147)
Proof. Combining Theorem 3.44 and Propositions 3.34 and 3.36 we conclude the proof. O

To control the version with radial derivative |09 X?@°6||2, , + |02 X29°0]|%, , + |05V X297 0|2,
we do not need to apply the linear coercivity result like Theorem 3.44 above. This is because we get
control of [[0¢VXtPP0)%,, directly from the pressure term, while the control of [|0¢T1X29%0)|3,, +
10¢X59P0)2., and the gravity term we get automatically from induction from the step with one less space
derivative, as follows.

Corollary 3.46. Let n > 21 and suppose 0 satisfies our a priori assumption (3.71). Fora+ |5| +b < n
with a,b > 0 we have

S OSy,181466(0) + 3 ‘

aa“XbaﬁaH

aaxbaﬁe)H

8“VXI’@50H

3+b ‘ 3+b ‘ 4+b

o x|+ [ (0297000 + P+ GO X6
0

1/2 1/2
O (Sugsrromt + 8 brams + 8 e )+ (60 + E2)'8, ) (3.148)
a+1Xb ﬁe aXb 60” ‘ a Xb 60
/0 < o4 P H3+b ‘ 0, X9 3+b VXD H4+b
< / (( a@“xb@ﬂeH +(0°Xt95(50 + P + G), agxfaﬁa>3+b> dr
0
1/2 1/2 1/2 2y1/2
+C (Suggiot + (825 + 85 VBN + (B + F2)178, ) (3.149)

Proof. By Propositions 3.39 and 3.38, we can replace 92 X @°P by vaLagxfaﬁe. Now by Lemma 2.12
we have

1 1 1 s
3 [H@?VXW%HEM + gll&?v A(X29°0)]134 — S los curlXi’@B@]IILb]
0
S
= [ ®usoextp’o. o X1 0)s e
Now using Corollary 3.31 we get
S
105V X790 315 < CSn sy 5(0) + /0 (Py, 05 X970, 007 X29°0)3 pdr
+C (Sugp-1+ (Bn + Z3) En)

Furthermore, note that

|

Now note that, using Proposition 3.41,

anrleaBeH

aaxbaﬁeu

anrIVXb laBGH

Y Xb 1@59”

3+b ‘ 3+b " ‘ 4+(b—-1) ‘ 4+(b—-1)

/0 (602 X"9°0, 0% X29P0) yair

S Sn |8 +b-1

< g2

1/2
n,|Bl+b— 16 /

/ (0°XPPPG, 09T X0 9P0) 5 ydT| <
0

then we are done for the first formula. Proof for the second formula is similar. O
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3.6 Energy estimates and proof of the main theorem

In this section we finally commute the momentum equation (3.62) and then derive the high-order energy
estimates. Since the bounds near the vacuum boundary are more delicate as they are sensitive to the weights,
we present them in Section 3.6.1 and the estimates away from the vacuum boundary in Section 3.6.2. Then
finally we will prove our main theorem in section 3.6.3 using the energy estimates.

3.6.1 Near boundary energy estimate

In this subsection we will prove the energy estimate for §,, (recall (3.68)).

Theorem 3.47 (Near boundary energy estimate). Let n > 21, and assume that € > 0 and |0| are sufficiently
small. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on its maximal interval of existence.
Assume further that the energy, momentum, and irrotationality constraints (3.73), (3.74), and (3.75) hold
respectively. Then there exist m > 0 such that

Sp — Ce&, S |6]7™8,(0) + C5(€, + E2)V2%%, (3.150)
whenever our a priori assumption (3.71) is satisfied. Here we recall Definition (3.70) of the total norm &,
Proof. Leta+ |B] + b < n. Apply 02 X°@” to the momentum equation (3.62) to get

6
9v2xtpPe — 5(93“)(3@% +9°X29P (60 + P+ G) =0
Taking the (-, -3 p-inner with 921 X370 we get
1 6
0= S0:[|05 T X7P7613,, + (01 X797 (00 + P + G), 07T X)970)5.1, — S |07 X790 1
On the other hand, taking inner product of the equation with 62X713 90 we get
6
0=085(0" X7970,0{ X20°0) 34 — 057 X2976] 34, — Za3+b‘|agX£a60H§+b
+(05X7P° (00 + P + G), 01 X797 0)3

where we used the identiity (0212 X23°0,0¢ X pP0) = 0,(09T1 X280, 00 XbpP0) — |09+ XLpPo)| 2.
Multiply the latter equation by ¢, add to it two times the equation before, and then integrate w.r.t. s to obtain

S

1 a a a Cﬁ a
0= (HI067 ROy + 08 X101 0 — T OIR

0

+/ <<65X32@ﬁ<50 P4 G) X0y + (XD (00 + P + G), 0 X104
0

6
~ (e 5) lErixipelz., )on

i. When b = 0, using Corollary 3.45 we get

| agvaﬁeuzﬂ/os (‘

_ o o cb .,
#1072 (cl08190.5:070)s ~ Flecp’ol

el + Joro’s] | o], + Joeve] +

s 6
1 [ (20 5 ) N oeler
0

- —2o1/2 1/2
< (6] QSn,IB\,O(O) + 8, 8-1,0 + [6] 28n,/|5\—1,08n,/\5|,0 + Cs(%, + E2)V2%,.

agva%Hi) dr

s

Choosing ¢ small enough (e.g. ¢ = |6|?/100 when 6 < 1), we get

| agvaﬂeHz+/os <(
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il.

_ _ —201/2 1/2
S 16172161 Sn,11,0(0) + Snyig1-1.0 + 61 QSH’/W'?LOSAB‘,O +C5(80 + E7)'°%,),

and so (noting that the constant implicit in the notation < do not depend on s)

_ _ _ 1/2 1/2
g0 S 1617480 151.0(0) + 161728 5110 + 16174822 SV

n,|ﬁ\—1,0 n,|ﬁ\,0 + C(S(%n ‘|‘ zg)l/Q%n

In particular when |3| = 0 we have S, 00 < [6]7%Sn.00(0) + C5(%, + F2)'/?%,,. And so using
Young’s inequality and by induction on || we have

Suialo S 167478818, 15.0(0) + C5(8, + E2)'8, (3.151)

for all |5] < n.
When b > 0, using Corollary 3.46 we get

o= xiote]l,, + |orxwel, + Joroxiote]
v [ (lesxewell, + [rxtoe], + forvximl ) er
+ (clossxtpio.oextp0) - lonxtpol)| - [ (2045 ) 1o xtpoliar
0 0

1/2 1/2
S Sn,\ﬁl—f—b,b(o) + Sn,|ﬁ\+b—1 + (Sn,/|5\+b71 + Sn,/\5|+b,bfl)cgrlz/2 + 05(%n + (zn)l/chn

Choosing c small enough we get

|

aa“XbaﬁeH

+ /0 <( aavxba/feH4+b>

S ‘ﬂr (Sn,|5\+b,b(0) + Sn,\BHbfl + (Sn,/\BHbfl + Sn,/\ﬁHb,bfl)%rlz/ + 05(%71 + C‘£V2L)1/2an)

|

a@xb@ﬁeu +|

aavxbaﬁau

3+b 3+b 4+b

anrle@BoH

aaxbaﬁeu

3+b ‘ 3+b ‘

and so

Sn,18l+bp S 1617 (S 18146.6(0) + S 181401 + S 8| +,5-1
1/2 1/2 1/2 2\1/2
+ (Sn,\BHb 1 TS, 1B +b,b— 1)%7/ + C5(%, + E2)1/%8,).
or equivalently

Snicd S 167 (Sncd(0) + Sne1 + Sned1 + (Syle s +Sy/my V&Y + Co(6n + E2)12E,).

We already know S,, .0 < [6]74758,,.0.0(0) + Cs(€,, + F2)'/?%8,,. And so using Young’s inequality
and by induction on ¢ and d we have

Sncid = CcBu S [6]7785,0,4(0) + C5(8n + Z7) /2.

for all d < ¢ < n. This means we have S,, — Ce¢®,, <¢ |6]7™8,,(0) + C5(&, + E2)1/%%,,.

3.6.2 Near origin energy estimate

In this subsection we will prove the energy estimate for @Q,,, see (3.69).

Using Lemma 2.3, the following lemma shows that in fact we only need to control the divergence

0?V°V - @ in order to control the near origin energy .

Lemma 3.48. Let n > 20 and ¢ < n. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on
its maximal interval of existence. Assume further that the irrotationality constraint (3.75). Then

Qn,c S ”agvcv : 0”§+2(c+1) + Qn,c—l + (En + Zy%)En
52



Proof. Let a + ¢ < n with a > 0. Using the previous Lemma 2.3, we have

\\02VC+10!!§+z(c+1) S05vev - 0”?’)—1—2(0—}—1) +[[0§VV % 0”22’)—1—2(0—1—1) + (105 VCO[3 400
< N05VV - Oll3 01y + [05VV X 0345041 + Qne1-

Recalling (3.135) we have 92V°V x @ = —9¢~1V°¢((9,VO*) x VO*) and therefore

1029V % 012, 5011 < (Bn + Z2) B,

O
Lemma 3.49. For any tensor field T' smooth enough we have
o (w—?’ak(wA‘T’“)) =wd o T+ > ah=lcor'Th).
1Y 1< ]
where we recall notations introduced in Definition 2.2.
Proof. The statement follows easily by induction. O

Theorem 3.50 (Near origin energy estimate). Let n > 21 and § small. Let 0 be a solution of (3.62) in
the sense of Theorem 3.11, given on its maximal interval of existence. Assume further that the energy,
momentum, and irrotationality constraints (3.73), (3.74), and (3.75) hold respectively. Then we have

Qp S (6744 (0) + C5(®, + E7)' /%8, (3.152)
whenever our a priori assumption (3.71) is satisfied.
Proof. Recall the momentum equation (3.62) is
1
0 =050 — 5606 +56 + @ 3O (w (AP TV — 7)) + AV S — VH .
~—_—— ——
=T
where we recall T in (2.46). Also recall from (2.41) (dV) - (dV)®(x) = 4rw3F L. So taking the
divergence of the gravity term makes it easy to estimate. From Lemma 3.48 we also know that to control
@, it suffices to estimate the divergence. Let a + |y| + 1 < n. Evaluating the dot product of (3.62) with
0207dV we get
1
0 =074V - 920 — 6OSVAN - 0,6 + 6057V - 0
DAV - (w*f*ak(w‘*T’f)) F4rdd (@Y — (90T AV) - VH P
1
= 0297dV - 926 — 5&8;’67&1V <050 + 007074V - 0
O AY - (w_36k(w4Tk)) 4 A0 (@3 (F T — 1)) — (8997 (sd — I)V) - VH @

From here we will the do two things (i) and (ii) as follows

(i) Times the equation with 1D6+2|“/|62+1675ﬁv - 6 and integrate in time and space we get

s 1
0= / <<agawv -0%0 — 60507 - 0,6 + 505076V - 6, QT AV - 0>
0 6+2[~|

+ <8§8’79W - (wf?’@k(w‘lTk)) OOV 0>6+2w

+ (4m 0" (0 (F 1 — 1)) — (0207 (A — I)V) - VHw?, 00T 97V - 0>6+2M>d7

53



Now commuting sf with space and time derivatives, we get a non-linear remainder R [(€,, +%2)'/2€,,]
(recall notation 2R [x] defined in Definition 2.2),

s 1

0= <<889W 10 — Loy . orieng, avertion 9>
0 2 6+2[7

+ {0V - 97070, 0554V - 05070) 1.

+ <sﬂv - 0507 <w*33k(w4Tk)) OulV - 05 m‘9>6+z|w|

+ (Ar(F = 10207 (w*) — (d — )V - VHILO w3, 921197V - 9>6+27)d7
+ R[(€n + F2)/%8,]

Now terms in the first two line we factorised, and terms in the last line in the integral we can estimate

12 ~1/2 1/2 1/2
by @n,h\@n,lvlﬂ and @, n,y|+1°

S 1 a 2 1 . 9 1 .
0= /0 <§35 ls#v- astlaW/GH()‘JJIW/I N §ﬂ ItV - aSHWGHGHM + 556‘9 A 88870”&2\'7\

+ <&1V : (wagavam) L0,V - agme> )dT
6+2|~|
2\1/2 1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+R[(8, + E) 8]+ R[Q,) 6, 1+ R[50, ]

Now terms that are full time derivatives can be evaluated, and 92070,T* can be converted to
Tr[02070),VO]* (recall Lemma 2.11) leaving a reminder that we can estimate with (8, + £2)1/2,,.

1 s

- (HsﬁV SCARtAC] Y EA v agmo\|§+w) ‘0
B 1 a+1 2 0 a k a

+/0 <— 56111 0062 . + (A - (wTr[02070,76) ),asggv-asam%”w)w

+R[(8, +ZD)?6,] + [/} 02 1+ &e,Ae)? ]

n, |y sy [+
Now all the term before the term with 77 can be bounded by @71/ |i|®i/ ‘27‘ 4 and @1/ g @1/ ‘2 410 and we
integrate by parts on the term with 77,
0=— / <zDTT[8§6’76kV0]k, DAV (AV - aga’ye)> dr
0 6+2|7]
2\1/2 1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+R[(€, + E;) / Bl + R[Q, ] + %[Qn,h\@thl] + R0, 7@ |“/|+1]

Now we expend the terms by definition and simplify,

0= / <;1/3 (mfngal + lgakgg,k,b) D0 D, ,0™, as(ggﬂ'gafajagagmei)> dr
0 3 7+2|

1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+R[(n + F2) 78] + R[Q ) + RO, 6, ]+ RI6,56, ]

s 1 ) .
— / < g3 <w{;wﬁ, + gm’;g«ﬁn> akalagmam,as(gqgmfajagagaww> dr
0 7+2|5|

1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+ R[(€n + ) 60] + R[Qu ) + RO 0 ]+ RIQ5Q, ]

- / %<;*1/39a’;9ggbakalagamm,as(gggggfajagagmei)> dr
0o 3 7+2|]

1/2 1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+ A8 + )80 + R(Q ) + 10,0 L+ RG]

Now the term in the integral can be factorised into a time derivative,
2 [° ~1/3 kgl 2 T2
- —/ / gV aSHg« g«makalagmemu @™+ 2N dxdr
3Jo JBg
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1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+ R[(Bn + E2)26] + R[Q ] + R[Q)2 Q) T+ 2[00 ]

Now we can evaluate the time integral using integration by parts, leaving a remainder term that can be
estimated with (8, + £2)'/2€,, when the time derivative falls on § /3,

2 2 s
=z / g |ahstl o000 || @A ax
3 JBg 0

1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+ R[(Bn + E2)26] + R[] + 212 Q) T+ 2[00 ]

:3/ V'V - 8°076|> 772N dx
3 Br 0
1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+ R[(€n + ) 7E0] + R[] + R Q) ]+ RI0,56, ]

It follows that

[NAREC AT

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 2\1/2
Sy 1(0) + @y + @, Q)+ @50 (8 + ED)VE,

Using Lemma 3.48 we get

Q"v|’Y|+1 5 ®n7|’y|+1(0) + Qn,\'y\ + Q:L/2 @1/2 +1 + @1/2 @1/2

AT ]

(G +ED)
(ii) Times the equation with @St21719207gIV - @ and integrate in time and space we get
s 1
0= / <<agamv .00 — F6OSVAN - 0,6 + 6050V - 0,0507 AV - 9>
0

6+2|~|

+ <82679W ' (w_gak(w4Tk)> 0TV - t9>6+2|v|

i <4w8§87(w3(}71 —1)) = (8207 (sd — I)V) - vg{w?»,aga“fgﬁv . 0>6+27>d7

Now commuting o with space and time derivatives, we get a non-linear remainder R[(6,, +
Z7)78,),

s 1
0= / <<83521V SO0 — Z6AV - 09T 70, AVIDT - 9>
0 2 6420

+(FSV - 92070,V - 920" 0)g .

+ (V- 0107 (@ 0 TH)) AV - aga’ya>6+2h|

+ {4r (g7 = 10207 (w*) — (A — )V - VHILD w*, 0297 AV - 0>6+2M>d7
+ R[(€, + F2)V2E,)

Now all the terms, apart from the top order term involving 77 from the pressure, can be bounded by

1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
(Gn + F2)2E,] + R[Qp ) + Qpjy) + Q, @y T Q1@

0 _/ <<9W O 0,0,V0207 - 0)g .+ (A (0020 T") AV - 02070) >d7
; 6+2[7|

642|]

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
+9z[(%n+355)1/2%n]+9z[@w]+9z[@/ QY ]+9i[©/ Q/MH]

n, v,y +1
- / <&1V-(wTT[as“(?“’akVH]k),%V-8§670> dr
0 6+2[]
2\1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+R[(6n + F2)' 78] + R[Q ) + RIQ, 6, ]+ R[6,56, ]
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Now we integrate by parts,

0= [ (wriizaaver avey oge) o
0

642
1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ;1/2
+ R[(8, + E2)V?8,] + RIQp )] + %[Qn,h\@mlvlﬂ] + R0, 70 |v|+1]

Now we expend the terms by defintion and simplify,

5 1 ) )
0= / <5 -1/3 <91’;le + —a«ksﬁﬁn) DD 0 00™, wwfajagagmal> dr
0 ; 742

1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+ R[(En + EDV2E] + R[] + 21V Q)7 T+ R[]

= / <;1/3 (gﬂfnsﬂf)—l— 1%5%) akalagamm,wgggfajagagmei> dr
0 3 T+2|9]

1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+ R[(€n + E2)V 26, + R[Q ) + 210,200 )+ 210,756, ]

54 . )
= / —<Z‘1/3sﬁ’;mﬁnakalagmem,aqgmfajagagavel> dr
0 3 42|

1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+ R[( € + E) 78] + R[Qn ) + RO,/ 000 T+ R1Q,5Q,) ]

S 2
_a / / g-13 Ha«’w;akalagawmu @™+ 2N dxdr
3o Ja,
+R[(E + F2)V2E,] + R[Q, ) + R[0T+ @A e

|y, 41 v+l
4 S
25/0 /B IVV - 02078|* @ 2 dxdr
R

1/2 ~1/2 1/2 ~1/2
+R[(80+ F0) 28] + R[Q ] + R[Q, Q) L+ RQC6 ]

It follows that

S . 9
/0 IVV - 930703, 5021y 4T

S ®n7|“/|+1( )+ @Q, e 1/2 @1/2 n ®1/2 ®1/2

211/2
i @41 1+ (B E0) 6

Using Lemma 3.48 we get

7|,Y| ’|fy| 7|’Y| n + 33
0 n n

sy 41 npl+1 T
Combining the results of (i) and (ii) and noting that < does not depend on s, we get that

Qi1 S Qo1 (0) + @ + @2 QY2 L +@Ba)? | + (8, + E2)1,

v v+ |41
1/2 ~1/2 1/2 1/2 2\1/2
S(0) + Qi +Q,/00, 0 +Q 50+ (€ +E7) 28,

We have by definition and equation (3.151) in the previous theorem
Qn0 S Sno S 16]7180(0) + C5(8n + E2)/26, < [6]746,(0) + C5(G,, + E2)V/?8,
And so using Young’s inequality and by induction we have
Qna < [6]71€a(0) + Cs(€n +E2)"/?8,,

for all d < n. Therefore we have @,, < |6|7%€,,(0) + C5(€,, + F2)/%%,,.
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3.6.3 Bootstrapping scheme and final theorem

In this subsection we will prove our main theorem that the energy FE, decays exponentially while Z,
remains bounded. To do so we will use the bootstrapping scheme in the following lemma and proposi-
tion.

Lemma 3.51. Suppose E : [0,T] — [0, o] is continuous and

E(t) < CLE(0) + CoE(t)3/? whenever sup E(7) < Cs.
T€[0,t]

where C1 > 1. Then E < 201 E(0) whenever E(0) < min{(2°C1C2)~!,C5/2C1 }.
Proof. We will prove this by a standard bootstrap argument. Let
I=<t€]0,T]: sup E(r) <min{2C1E(0),C3} p .
T€[0,t]
Then [ is non-empty (since 0 € I) and closed (since F is continuous). If I = [0, 7], then we are done.
Otherwise, let to = inf{t € [0,T] : t ¢ I}. We must have ¢t € I since 0 € [ and [ is closed. Then we have

E(ty) < C1E(0) + C2(2C1 E(0))3/2 < gClE(o) < ZC‘O"

So by continuity of F, a neighbourhood of ¢y must lie in /. But this contradicts the definition of ¢y. So we
must have I = [0, T]. O

Proposition 3.52. Suppose E, 7 : [0,00) — [0, 00] are continuous and for all t > ty > 0 we have

By, (1) < CoBy, (to) + CLZ(t0) 1, (1) + Co(1 + (£ — t0)F) Gy, (£)3/2
Z(t) < Z(to) + Cs(t — t0)8)*(t)

whenever sup, ¢y, 4 (E(7) + Z(7)) < C4, where k,1 > 0 and

t
€, (t) = sup E(1)+ | E(r)dr.
TE[to,t} to

Then there exist € > 0 such that €y < 6Cy€y(0) whenever €y(0),Z(0) < e. Moreover, E(t) <
16(471/32C0)Cy E(0).

Proof. Let T = 32Cy and C1Z(0) < min{1/4,C;Cy/4} < 1/2. Then by the above Lemma 3.51, for
small enough €, we have €y < 4C,%é(0) on [0, 7] whenever €y(0) < €. On [T'/2,T], there must exist a
point T} such that E(T}) < 1% (0), otherwise € (T) > 4Cy€y(0).

By having a small enough €, we can assume 203/2C'1C'3Tl%0 (0)1/2 < min{1/8,C,C4/8}. Now

C1Z(Th) < C1Z(0) + 2C1/*CLC5T' 6, (0) /2

. [1 C1Cy 1 C1Cy . [1 Ci1Cy
< min« —, ng—,—— p <minx —, .
4° 4 8 8 22
Then by the above Lemma 3.51, we get that €, < 4Cyép, (T1) = 4CoE(T1) < Cy%éo(0) on [T1, Ty + T).
On [T} + T/2,T; + T, there must exist a point 75 such that E(T%) < 1&r, (T1) = 1E(T1), otherwise
%TI (T) > 400%7“1 (Tl).

Repeating inductively, we can get T}, € [T,,—1 + T7'/2,T,,—1 + T'| such that

ClZ(Tn) < ClZ(Tn_l) + CchTl%Tnfl (Tn)1/2

12211 11 1
: (1 Dot Zz_n) min{l, €104} < 5 min{l, C1C4)
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Er, <417"Cy%(0)  on [Ty, T, +T].
Now
G < Eo(00) < Eo(T1) + €1, (T2) + 61, (T3) + - - - < 6Cx%0(0).
O

Finally, before proving the main theorem, we provide a simple lemma based on the fundamental theo-
rem of calculus, which relates the Z,,-norm (3.66) to the total energy norm §,, (3.70).

Lemma 3.53. We have
E1(s) < F1(0) + CsY/2872(s)
Fn(s) < Fn(0) + Cs28L2(s)

Proof. We have h(s) — h(0) = [; Osh(r)dr and therefore

(h(s) — h(0))% = ( /O ) ash(T)dT>2 < /O (0uh(r))2dr.

This easily gives [h(s) — h(0)|2 < s [ |0sh(7)]ZdT and thus [A(s)|lx < [|R(0)]x +

s1/2 (Jo N0sh(T)||2dT) 12 , which concludes the proof. O

Theorem 3.54. Let n > 21 and § small. Let (6,050) be a solution of (3.62) in the sense of Theorem 3.11
and that satisfies (3.73), (3.74) and (3.75) (i.e. the perturbation does not change the momentum or energy
of the star, and correspond to an irrotational flow). Then there is some m > 0 such that we have

En(s) < [6]7€,(0) + Cs <‘3£n(0)%n(s) (14 31/2)%n(s)3/2) (3.153)

whenever our a priori assumption (3.71) is satisfied. Moreover, there exists ey > 0 such that if E,,(0) +
Z,(0)2 < €, then we have €, < €,(0) with E,(s) < e CI8™s (decaying exponentially on [0,00)) and
Zy, bounded on [0, 00).

Proof. By the energy estimates in Theorem 3.47 and 3.50 (for §,, and Q,,) in the last two subsections and
Lemma 3.53 we have (choosing e small enough)

€ S Sn 4 Q, — Ce, < 6], (0) + Cs(8, + F2)V%E,
S 1617 60(0) + Cs (Fn(0)8a(s) + (1 + 542, (5)*/2)

Using Proposition 3.52 above, we get €,, < %,,(0) with E,,(s) < e~ 141" and Z,, bounded on [0, 00). [

4 Nonradial stability of linearly expanding Goldreich-Weber stars

4.1 Formulation and statement of the result
4.1.1 Equation in linearly-expanding coordinates

In this section we will take the enthalpy w to be the profile associated with the linearly expanding GW
star from Definition 1.3. To study the linearly expanding GW stars, we want to write our variables as a
perturbation from the model GW star. To that end we will use the rescaled variable £ (equation (2.34))
introduced in Section 2 adapted to the expanding background profile and also write the problem in “linear”
time variables. We introduce the “linear” time coordinate s adapted to the expanding profile via

ds
— =ML
o =)
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In this new coordinate, A(s) is an increasing function such that
A(s) ~ VA2 ag 5 00l (4.154)

We have the following change of coordinate formula 9, = A~'d,. The condition AX2 = § (1.17) be-
comes

(9s0)?

3 (4.155)

§ = N3s(A\T1ON) = 92\ —
Then the Euler-Poisson equations (1.13) becomes
0 = 0,v + (foJo) ' Ok(A" (fodo) /2T ~/%) + AV
= A10,(ANTLO,(AE)) + A2 (fodo) T Ok (A (foJo)VEFTHE) + ATV D
Times the equation by A% we get

0 = A0s (A 105 (NE)) + (foJo) ' Ok(A¥ (foJo) 357 1/%) + ave

2 2
(o6 + o+ (50 - 055 ) €) + ok tautatt (o031 v

= (AO2E + (DsN)Ds& + 68) + (fo o)~ Ok(A" (foJo)* 33 1/3) + V@

So the Euler-Poisson equations in terms of & (2.34) is:

1
NO2E + NO& + 6€ + mak(sﬂk(fojo)4/3}_l/3) L AVD = 0, (4.156)

where X 1= O ).
3

The GW-star is a particular s-independent solution of (4.156) of the form &(x) = x and fy = w”°.
Before formulating the stability problem, we must first make the use of the labelling gauge freedom and
fix the choice of the initial enthalpy (fo Jo)l/ 3 for the general perturbation to be exactly identical to the
background enthalpy w, i.e. we set

(fodo)Y/? = w on Bg(0). (4.157)

Equation (4.157) can be re-written in the form pg o my det[Vn,] = @w> on the initial domain B(0). By
a result of Dacorogna-Moser [10] and similarly to [24, 25] there exists a choice of an initial bijective map
1o : Br(0) — Q(0) so that (4.157) holds true. The gauge fixing condition (4.157) is necessary as it
constraints the freedom to arbitrary relabel the particles at the initial time.

Lemma 4.1 (Euler-Poisson in linearly-expanding coordinate). With respect to the linearly expanding profile
(A, w) from Definition 1.3, the perturbation 0 defined in (2.35) formally solves

20+ N0,0 +60 +P + G =0, (4.158)

where the nonlinear pressure operator P and the nonlinear gravity operator G are defined in (2.36) and
(2.37).

Proof. Recall that the GW-enthalpy satisfies
0 = 0x + 4Vw + VE o’ (4.159)
Using the gauge condition (4.157), the momentum equation (4.156) becomes
@ (AO20 + N 050 + 60) + Oy (w* (Ak 713 — ")) + @ (AVS — VHD?) = 0.
Hence, we can write the momentum equation as

0 = A0 + N 0,0 + 60 + w30y, (w(d*F~1/3 — I*) + AVS — KV > .
N—————
P G
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4.1.2 High-order energies and the main theorem

We now introduce high-order weighted Sobolev norm that we will use for our high-order energy method
explained in Section 4.5. Recall the notation in Section 2. Assuming that (s,y) — 0(s,y) is a sufficiently
smooth field, for any n € Ny we let

Sals)i= Y. (NIXID° 0,613, + 1 X29°013,, + IV XID70)3,,)

|8]4+b<n

Qu(s) =Y (AIV0:03 0. + VO3 120 + V0] 32.)
c<n

Zn(s) =Y MXPPP(AV x 0:0)[71 + MV (AV x 0:0)|[312,
1Bl+b=n

We define the total instant energy via
E, =8, +Q,+ Z,. (4.160)

We shall run the energy identity using E,,; Z, controls the curl of the velocity, while the energies S,, and
@y, will be used for high-order estimates near the vacuum boundary and near the origin respectively. In
particular, the control afforded by @), is stronger near the origin, while .S,, is stronger near the boundary.
Finally we define

Sn(s) := sup Sp(7), (4.161)
T7€0,s]

Qn(s) :== sup Qn(71), (4.162)
T€[0,s]

En(s):= sup E,(7), (4.163)
T7€0,s]

The norms (4.161)—(4.163) will play the role of the “left hand side” in the high-order energy identi-
ties.

In this section, we make the following a priori assumption:

A priori assumption: F,, < ¢ where ¢ > 0 is some small constant. (4.164)

‘We now state our main theorem.

Theorem 4.2 (Nonlinear stability of GW stars). Let n > 21. The linearly expanding GW star from

Definition 1.3 nonlinearly stable. More precisely, there exists an ¢ > 0 such that for any initial data
(6(0),056(0)) satisfying

En(0) < €, (4.165)

the associated solution s — (0(s, - ),0,0(s, -)) to (4.158) exists for all s > 0 and is unique in the class of
all data with finite norm E,,. Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

E.(s) <Ce"  forall s> 0.

Remark 4.3. Like in the last section (cf. Remark 3.9), it is not our goal to optimise the number n of
derivatives in our spaces.

Local-in-time well-posedness. The same process as described in section 3.1.3 for the self-similarly
expanding GW star can be use to obtain the equivalent well-posedness result in the weighted high-order
energy space E,, defined in the current section for the linearly expanding GW star.

Theorem 4.4 (Local well-posedness). Let n > 21. Then for any given initial data (6(0), 050(0)) such that
E,(0) < oo, there exist some T > 0 and a unique solution (6,050) : [0,T] x Br — R3 x R3 t0 (4.158)
such that E,(s) < 2E,(0) forall s € [0,T).

Theorem 4.4 is a starting point for the continuity argument that will culminate in the proof of Theo-
rem 4.2.
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4.1.3 Proof strategy

The basic idea behind the global existence in Theorem 4.2 is similar to that of the self-similarly expanding
GW case in the last section. In fact, it is more straightforward here than in the last section owing to the
fact the linearly expanding GW star expands at a faster rate that the self-similarly expanding GW star, and
hence there is a stronger dispersion effect.

In particular, we have the exponentially increasing A(s) factor in the first term in (4.158). This leads
to a A-factor in front of the “velocity” terms in the higher order energy in (4.160). This gives terms on the
velocity level (terms with at least one time derivatives) an extra decay that effectively make it subleading
order on par with the non-linear term and hence negligible in the dynamics.

This in particular renders the effect of gravity in the dynamics to be secondary:

S

/ (XPDPG, 0,X9°0) 5. a7 < By (s) / A 124r

S0 S0

Here €,,(s) [ A~1/2dr has and effect similar to the non-linear term %3/2, see Proposition 4.15 and Theo-
rem 4.16.

This leads to a key simplification - we do not need a precise coercivity result like in the self-similarly
expanding GW case for the operator L in Section 3. In particular we do not need to make the assumption
that the fluid is irrotational in this case — we allow nontrivial vorticity initially and control its time evolution
by the curl estimates (Section 4.4), similar to [25]. Note also that linear motion is secondary (bounded) in a
linearly expanding coordinate. So a non-zero momentum in the initial data, which in theory should make the
overall GW star to travel at constant speed in the direction of the momentum, is automatically encapsulated
by the linear expanding coordinate about a linearly expanding GW star centred at the origin.

Many terms that appeared on the primary “linear level” in self-similarly expanding case of the last
section are now not at leading order any more. As a result, higher time derivatives can be avoided in our
higher order energy in (4.160), and we do not need the sophisticated triple induction scheme on the higher
order energies that we had to carry out in the proof of Theorem 3.7.

4.2 Pressure estimates

In this section we will estimate the non-linear part of the pressure term X2@°P and 6”P (4.158). More
precisely, when doing energy estimates, terms like (X°@°P, 9, X°#° ) will arise, we will show that P here
can be reduced to P4 ;, modulo remainder terms that can be estimated. We will use results from section
2.1.2.

Using Lemma 2.12, we will now estimate the difference between “P;,” and “Py, ,”.

Proposition 4.5. Let n > 20. Let |3| + b < n and |y| < n. Suppose 0 satisfies our a priori assumption
(4.164). Then, for any 0 < sg < s, we have

< %n(s)i%/?

~

s 1
| Rix190.0.X29%0) 0007 - 5 (P XEP00. X0

S0

s
50

N c871(3)3/2

s 1 s
/ (Poy1070,05070)3191y)d7 — 5 (Papy) £076,070)3451[

S0

Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 3.38 except the reminder term here will be 85%[E$’/ 2] +

Qi[)\_l/ QE,?;/ 2]. Since fooo A12ds < oo, integrating in time we get the first equation. Proof for the
second formula is similar. O

And now we will estimate the difference between “P” and “P}”.

Proposition 4.6. Let n > 20 and | 5| + b < n. Suppose 0 satisfies our a priori assumption (4.164). Then,
forany 0 < sg < s, we have

/ (X9PP — P, X%9°0,0,X°9°0)5 dr

S0

§ 1
< / A 2E,dr
50
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/ <8’YP — PQMBVB, 65870>3+2|,y|d7'

S0

§ 1
S / A2 E,dT.
50

Proof. By Lemma 2.10 we need to estimate the following.

/ / Yo+ Y | (CwxE T TN 0.XEPP0)w* dxdr
S0 BR

b'<b b <b—1
1B'I<IBl-1  |8'<[BI+1

* / / Yoo+ > | (OxXVpIVT) 0. X1970) 0 dxdr
S0 BR

V<b-1  b/<b—2
1B'1<I81-1 |B8'1<18]

* / / Yoo+ > | (CoxPPTVTNOXPP0)w P dxdr
S0 BR

¥ <b b <b—1
1B'1<81-1  |8'I<18]

s 1
< / A2 E,dr
50

where the A~/2 factor comes from estimating ||0s X?@%8||3,, < A7/ 2EM?. The terms with T can be

estimated noting the structure given in Lemma 2.11. This proves the first formula. The proof for the second
formula is similar. O

4.3 Gravity estimates

In this subsection we will estimate the gravity term X’?°G and 97G (4.158) and show that it can be
bounded by E,. We will use results from Section 2.1.1.

Since the gravity term is a non-local term, we need to estimate convolution-like operator. However,
rather than the convolution kernel |x — z|~! we actually need to estimate |€(x) — &(z)|~!. Lemma 2.5 and
the following lemma tell us how to reduce the latter to the former, which will allows us to estimate using
the Young’s convolution inequality.

Lemma 4.7. Let £ and 0 be as in (2.35), and 0 satisfies our a priori assumption (4.164). Let n > 21 and
18] < n.
i. When || > n/2 we have

000 (e )| Samar o et - piela)

n/2<|y|<n

ii. When |B| < n/2 we have

Bio(Px + )" <|£(X) i E(z)|> ‘ S x —1 z|?

Proof. The proof proceed like Lemma 3.40 but using instead the embedding theorems A.10 and A.11 and
the a priori bounds E,, <1 (4.164). O

We next derive an helpful lemma for derivatives on K¢ — . Recall K from (3.89) with
(Ke —H)g(x) = — \ K (x,2)g(z)dz, (4.166)
R
Lemma 4.8. Let n > 20 and || < n. We have

1

\(@x + @Z)BKl(X7Z)‘ S ‘X — Z‘Q

> 1976(x) =97 6(2)]

B'<p
62



Proof. The proof proceed like Lemma 3.25 but using instead the embedding theorems A.10 and A.11 and
the a priori bounds E,, <1 (4.164). O

~

Finally we can prove the main results of this subsection.

Proposition 4.9 (Gravity estimates). Let n > 21 and suppose 0 satisfies our a priori assumption (4.164).
Then we have
IX29°G2,, S En when |8 +b<n,
H?TJI’/QXEWGH%W(R:% S Ey when 1Bl +b<n/2,
VG e S En when c<n,
ch/2chH%oo(R3) < E, when c< ’I’L/2.

Proof. By definition
_ _ O (AP w?) AR
G =%,V - (dw® —%Vw3:—/ 7dz+/ —dz
eV (sh) o 1600 — e w4l

_ — 8]?((‘%]6_[]6)@3) 7z — X, Z ’lj}g Z
- / €00 &) T J e Ved

By Lemma 2.8 we have

B X:—B ak((qu_[k)w3)z x,z)Vw’dz
vae = ([ Heng e et [, Kabxavee)

/ > ax+@zﬂl(,£() (),> P2 0n((ot* — ') (2)dz

B1+p2=

[ et a0 K@ V) )
B1+pB2=p
/[RﬁJrﬁQ
|51\>"/2
L —— k_ 1%Vw3)(z)dz
X e (g ) PO - e

B1+B2=
\51|<"/2

/ S (P P)P K (. 2) (V) () d2

B1+P2=0

— [, X e (W)a?ak((s«k—f’“)wg)(z)dz

B1+p2=
|81 >"/2

DAY AL (m) (P2 (st — 1)) %) ()

B1+P2<8
|B1|<n/2

/ S (P + P)P K (. 2) (V) ()d2

B1+B2=0

b1 1 B k_ hyvad) (2)dz
Bt 09" (g gy ) P ou(t — 190 e

Now using Lemma 4.7 and 4.8, we get

1/2
GRS [ s Y 1) - pEa)leds

S P
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(P22 (st — I))w”) () dz

[0

eyl —aP!
8’9 8’9
sy xR O o s
B1+B2=B B'<p1

Now using Young’s convolution inequality we get
197G ()| 2 es) S BN
Hence [|@°G||2 < E,,. From the above proof, with small modification, we can further see that

1P G ()L @sy S EY? when 8] <n/2

Now we deal with the case b > 0. Let

Wo= Y |X9°Gll3.

|B]+b<n
Wh.a = Z IX20° G5,
|B]+b<n
b<d
V, = Z sugp (u_)b|X7If@5G|2)
18]+b<n R’
Vod = Z sup (u‘)b|Xff@5G|2) .
8+b<n R’
b<d

For || + b < n/2, using the above lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 we have

| XPPGP? < a®|rv - XETIPPG)? + @bV x XETIPPG? + iwb\xf—lak@%y?
k=1
S @ XYV - G + @ lr X2 0V X G+ Vi g1—1 + Va1
S r Xy ((I = )V - G+ a’lr XD 9P ((T - )V x G)?
+ En+ Vg ig-1 + Vot ig,6-1
<@l — )X PPV - G2+ @lr(1 — d) X1 9PV x G
+ B+ Vg -1+ Vorjplp-1
SO E|rXE'PPVG + By + Vi g1 + Viralo-1

So
Vori816 S EnVorig1p + En + Voris-1 + Vo g p-1
By a priori assumption (4.164), we have F,, < 1, so
Vorig1o S Bn+ Vigrg—1 + Vorial,o-1-

We know V,y o < E,, for all n’ < n/2, so by induction we get V,» ¢ S Ep, forall d < n’ <n/2.

Now for |3| + b < n, using the above lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 and results for V' we have

3
IX2PP G5 S 1PV - XEHPPG3., + (IrV x X219 G153, + Z I X '99° G5,
k=1
SIrXEPPV -Gl + Ir X2 PPV X G54y + Wirs—1 + Wasjs10-1
SIrXEPP (A —A)V - G) |34y + [P X' 9°(1 — o)V x G)|34,
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+ En 4+ Whypg-1 + Why15-1

Sl =) X797V - G54 + Ir(1 = ) X197V x G34y,
+ En 4+ Whyyjg-1 + Why 161

S Enllr X 9PVG 34y + En + W ig-1 + Wosjg10-1

So
Wiria1p S EnWei a1 + En + Wiy ig-1 + Weyg,6-1
By a priori assumption (4.164), we have F,, < 1, so
Wiria16 S En + Wirg—1 + Wog16-1-

We know W), o S E,, so by induction we get W,, 4 < E,, forall d < n.
Let

Y= IVGl 2

e<n
By Sobolev embeddings like those used to prove the embedding theorems A.10 and A.11, we have that
[0 *VoG | o) S Bn+Yn  when ¢ <n/2,
Now for ¢ < n, using the above lemmas 2.3 and 2.7 we have
IVGlEs2e S IV - GlEize + VIV X G5 pze + IV G5 pe )
SIVEHA =V - G)5hze + V(1 =)V X G)|5420 + En + Ve

SN =)V - G300 + (1= ) VIV X G340, + En(1+ Yn) + You
S EnHVC_1VGH§+2c + En(l + Yn) + Yo

So
Y.< E)Y,+E,+Y.
By induction on ¢ < n we have
Y, S EY,+ E,
By a priori assumption (4.164), we have E,, < 1,sowe getY,, < E,,. U
4.4 Vorticity estimates

In this section we will estimate the vorticity Z,, |V x X?@58|44; and ||V x 070|442} which will be
needed to control the “curl” part of the pressure term as seem in Lemma 2.12.

By taking curl to the Euler-Poisson equation (4.158) we can essentially get rid of the pressure and
gravity terms, which allows us to estimate the curl separately.

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 be a solution of (4.158) in the sense of Theorem 4.4. Then for any s > sg > 0 we have

A(8)2 (AV x 0,0)(s) = %(gﬁv x 0,0)(s0) + A(s) "2 /S(asg«)v x 0,0ds’

(AV x 0)(s) = (AV x 0)(s0) + /S(OSm)v x 6 ds’ + /8 %ds/(sﬁv x 050)(s0)

+/ )\(s’)l/ (0s4)V x 95,0ds"ds’.

S0 S0
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Proof. Recall (4.156) is
0 = \DZE + NO& + 06 + %ak(quw“;—l/?’) +AVP (4.167)
Now note that
%&C(ﬂkw%—l/:’,) _ w—sak(w4@k5—4/3) — 0 ak(?k(w g- 4/3)
= (@g 1)t o (' %) = SV
and AV x € = eqjpA50E = €ajidji, = 0. So taking AV X to (4.156) we get

(@ F7)

0 =M\AV x 020 + NV x 0,0 = \ (05(AV x 050) — (0s4)V x 050) + NV x 9,0
= 0;(A\AV x 0,0) — (0s4)V x 0,0

So
A(s)(AV x 0,0)(s) = A(s0)(UV x 0,0)(s0) + / (Dusl)V x 0,045’
So i
A, (SAV x B)(5) = A(Dss)V % O(s) + A(s0)(AV x 0:0)(s0) + / (Dusl)V x 0,045’
So i
(AV x 0)(s) = (AV x 8)(s0) + / :(asga)v x 0 ds’ + / );\(iso))ds’(gﬂv x 9,0)(s0)
+ / 0 N / :/(OSQQ)V x 0,60ds"ds’.

O

Proposition 4.11. Let 0 be a solution of (4.158) in the sense of Theorem 4.4. Let n > 21. Then for any
s > sg = 0, we have

(s — 50)?

A(s)
Proof. Take Xf@ﬁ (b + B = n) to the first equation in Lemma 4.10 we get

Zn(8) S Zn(s0) + €n(s) + A(s) ™ Eauls)”.

A(8)2 X2PP (AV x 9,0)(s) = AA(()JQ X298 (AV x 8,0)(s0) + A(s) "2 Xp° / s(asgzq)v x 9,0ds’

Since ) is an increasing function (4.154), we have A(so)'/?/A(s)"/? < ¢ which we can used to bound the

first term on the RHS. And for the other terms we can estimate for example

/

2
U}4+bdx

As)~ /8( 5959,6)V x 9,0 ds’

o),
O

(5—50) 1
) Ea(s) + A(s) 1 n(s)?

where we used A28 = —\ 0,0 — 60 — P — G (4.158).
We can then repeat this process for 7 (|| = n) in place of X2@” to complete the proof. O

2
,U—)4+bdx

/ (XbPPOA)V x 0,0 ds’

2
o ldx + A(s) 71, (s)?

Xba%g V x 926 ds'
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Proposition 4.12. Let 0 be a solution of (4.158) in the sense of Theorem 4.4. Let n > 21. Then for any
s> 59 > 0andn' < n, we have

sl+(5,—80)2

Yo IV X29°0(5) |34y S Ealso) + Swoi(s) +6u(s)” + / ds’ &y ()

b+B<n/ S0 )‘(5/)

s 1+ S/—S 2
STV % 08|40 S Enlso) + als)? +/ %ds’ %n(s).
S0

lv|<n

Proof. Take Xf,’@ﬁ (b 4+ B8 = n) to the second equation in Lemma 4.10 and then estimate in a similar way

to Lemma 4.11. We estimate
S S
S/ </ )\(s’)lds’> /)\(s’)l
Br S0 S0

st
S0 Br

/

2
/)\(s’)l/ * dsds’
50 S0

4+b

’

2
S
/ * ds”
50

w*tldxds’

ds’ | w*ttdx

2
S
/ * ds”
s0

ST+ (s —s0)?
< I S
~ /so A(S/) ds %n(S)

where we used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to get the first inequality, and the fact that fooo A~lds" < oo
for the second inequality (see (4.154)). And

Y IV, X29%10()l3 s S Sw-i(s)

b+B<n
DX (st = DV x 0)(s) 1340 S Bals)”.
b+B<n
Then we get the first formula. Proof for the second formula is similar. U

4.5 Energy estimates and proof of the main theorem

In this section we finally commute the momentum equation (4.158) and then derive the high-order energy
estimates. Then finally we will prove our main theorem using the energy estimates.

Theorem 4.13 (Energy estimates). Let n > 21. Let 0 be a solution of (4.158) in the sense of Theorem 4.4,
given on its maximal interval of existence. Then

S
(5) < Bnl50) + Bnl5)*? + E(s) / A"V2dr, (4.168)
S0
for any s > s’ > 0 whenever our a priori assumption (4.164) is satisfied. Here we recall Definition (4.163)
of the total norm €,

Proof. Since 6, = §,, + Q,, + F,,, we need to prove the formula with LHS each of these three component
terms.

We first deal with the 8,, part. Let |3] + b < n. Apply Xf}@ﬁ to the momentum equation (4.158) to get
N2 X2PP0 4+ N0, X2P°0 + X2PP (660 + P + G) =0
Taking the (-, )3 4-inner with 9, X29°0 we get

1
0= §>\asHasX§@69H§+b + N[0 X2076] 34 + (X9 (60 + P + G), 0, X, 97034,
1 1
= 50 (AOXP0|3,) + SN 10.X19%013 ., + (X297 (90 + P + G), . X1976) 1
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Integrate in time we get

1

0= % <)\||(93X£@ﬁ9||i2’,+b)‘ t3

) / N0, X902, dr + / (X29%(50 + P + G), 0, X90) s, dr
S0 S0

S0
By Proposition 4.6, 4.5, 4.9 and Lemma 2.12 we get

S

1 1, .. 1
3 (MOXLOIR VX0, + gl v X2DPIR, — gl X207, )

S0

1 S
1 / N[0.Xp°|3dr
2 so

< Bpu(s)3/? +/ AV2E,dr
S0

Using Proposition 4.12 we get
A(s)|0: X790 ()54 + IV X2970(5) |13 4

< Eu(s0) + Bno1(s) + Buls)® + / %37)80)2

S En(so) + En—1(s) + an(s)?’/? + %n(s)/ A1/24,

S0

dr €, (s) + Bn(s)>? + / AV2E,dr
S0

where we used (4.154) and (4.164). Add to it

IX20°0()|31 = 1X79°0(s0) 1315 + 2 /S<Xf?¢969(8), 0sX70°0(5))31pd7

S0

< En(so) + / \V2E, dr,

80
sum over |3| + b < n' < n and we get
S
S (8) S En(s0) + Sw—1(s) + (gn(s)g/Q + %n(s)/ A V24r,
S0
Induct on n’ we get

Sn(S) g En(SO) +%n(3)3/2 +an(s)/ )\71/2(:17'.

50

To prove the @,, part, we repeat the above with 3" in place of X?@%, and weight 3 + 2|| instead of
weight 3 + b.

Finally the Z,, part is given by Proposition 4.11 noting that

(s — s0)?

As) 718, ()% + )

B (5) < Bn(5)3/2 + B (5) / A-1/2d7,

S0

where we used (4.154) and (4.164). ]

To proof our main theorem that the energy FE,, remains bounded, we will use the bootstrapping scheme
in the following lemma and proposition.

Lemma 4.14. Suppose E : [0,T] — [0, o] is continuous and

E(t) < C1E(0) + CoE()*?  whenever  sup E(7) < C.
T€[0,¢]

where C1 > 1. Then E < 201 E(0) whenever E(0) < min{(2°C1C2)~!,C5/2C1 }.
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Proof. Same as Lemma 3.51. ]

Proposition 4.15. Suppose E : [0,00) — [0, 00| are continuous and for all s > sy > 0 we have

E(s) < CLE(so) + C2E(s)*? + C3F (s0, s)E(s) whenever — sup E(r) < Cy4
TE€[s0,5]
where F' : {(s0,s) € [0,00) X [0,00) : s > so} — [0,00) is a function such that
i limg, o0 SUPg>, F(S0,5) = 0;
ii. limg 0 Sup|s_g <o £'(50,8) = 0.
Then there exist € > 0 such that E Sc, E(0) whenever E(0) < €*.

Proof. Pick s, large enough so that

DO | =

C3 sup F(seo,5) <

S>> S0

Then by Lemma 4.14 there exist €x > 0 such that sup,¢[; < 4C1 E(8x) whenever E(sx) < €oo.

Oovoo)

Now pick &’ small enough so that

1
Cs3 sup F(sp,s) < =.
[s—s0| <’ 2

Then by Lemma 4.14 there exist €g > 0 such that sup,c,s (m11)0] < 4C1E(md’) whenever E(md’) <
€0-

Let ¢ < min{eg, €xo}/(4C)[5/9'1 Then E(s) < (4C})ls=/Y1H1E(0) for all s > 0 whenever
E(0) <€ O

Theorem 4.16. Let n > 21. Let (6,0,0) be a solution of (4.158) in the sense of Theorem 4.4. Then there
exists €* > 0 such that if E,,(0) < €*, then we have €,, < 6,,(0).

Proof. By the energy estimates in Theorem 4.13 we have

(5) < Gnl50) + En(s)*? + %, (s) / A 124r (4.169)

S0

Applying Proposition 4.15 above with E = €, and F(so, s) = [ A~Y2dr (which satisfies the properties
required for the proposition because of (4.154)) we get the desired result. U

A Appendix

A.1 Differentiation and commutation properties

Here we first collect some standard results on how derivatives interact with § and o, which can be found
for example in [31]. After that we state various derivative commutators frequently used in the article.

Lemma A.1. Recall notations defined in Definition 2.2. We have

i — It = —d}0;60"
Do = Fol D80,0™
Dastlly = —st}, A0,0,0™

Proof. Since o = (V&)™1, we have
Il = dlj.0;¢" = sl (I} + 9;0%).
It can be proven that if U : ¢t — U(t) is a differentiable map of invertible square matrices, then
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ddetU du
i S0 det(U)p <U‘1—>;

dt di
vt ,dA
=-U"—U"
S dt
Using i. we get 0o J = JA¥9,0,n’, and using ii. we get 8.A§- = —Al ((9.(9177’“)/1;. Converting to o and ¥
by tracing the definition and keeping track of the factors of A\, we get the stated formulas. U

We commonly use various commutation properties between the Cartesian, radial, angular derivatives,
and their Lagrangian counterparts.

Lemma A.2 (Commutation relations). We have the following commutation relations

(X, V] ==V
(X, x] =x
(03, 05] = —€ijk0k
[@i,xj] = —eijkxk
(X, K] =2K
[@:, K] =0
[0s, 10;] = —(A0;050™ ) O,
[V, d0;] = —(A0; VO™ ) kO,
(X, d0;] = (91 X,:0,0™ ) A0y, — HAO;
[@;, 10;] = (94 P;0,0™ ) Ay, — eiklgﬂj 5
[ X, @3] =0
[@i’ @z’] = —@w
Proof. We have
(X, 0;] = 168 —635’8 —0;
(X, 27 = 2'0;27 — 292°0; = 2/
81,05 = earx' 0,0; — eqr 070 = —e110%,
[@Z,xj] = eqprOpr? — eypal ! Bk = €T 7!
(0, 40;] = Os Al 0; — oA 0,0y = —sl®, j(alasam)ai
(0;, 40;] = O; sﬁk@k fakal- = —sﬁ,’fﬂsﬂg(ﬁlaﬁm)@k
[Xr,sz@]] X, (sdb o)) — b0, X, = — (st A X,0,0™) 0k + AY X0 — A} O X,

— (st A X,0,0™) 0 — A% 0
[, 0] = &(sﬂkak) A Os = — (o, A50:06™) O + 1Pk — s O
= (A DO O™) M, — gt
(X, 9] = ez’ 0 (27 0k) — €1j42? Ok (270)) = € (5{£Ul<9k + 227 9,0y, — 270 — wj:ﬂlak@z)
= ;i (270 —270)) =0
[ Pir] = €ijicirjin (xjak(wjlak') - leak’(xjak)) = €ijk€iljk’ (5j/96j5/« - 5i/96jl3k>
= eijpein 0 O — Epreinjit’ O = exijertri® Oy — epapierrir i’ Oy
= (O Sjir — Oiir O )29 Ot — (Ot 00 — Ojr§iar )2 O = 2 0y — 'Oy = — Pyt

H(x-Vg)(y) = —/Lg(x)cb@/(g(x)fl,X +g(X)X-Vx,y71X,> dx

ly — x|

L R (e R L
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=-2FXg+y -VHg

€5k Opg(x) yF ot
K(Pig)y :—/]7dx: g(x)€;ipr! ——dx
(@ )( ) |y—X| ( ) J |y—X|3
- gk
= gxei-kxjidX:/gxei-kyjidx
[ ot gt = ot 5=
-
= [ 9(X)eijry’ T —zdx = (9iFKg)(y).
[ a0 E—ax = @) ()

A.2 Spherical harmonics

Spherical harmonics has a real as well as complex version. For the definition and basic properties of the
complex version, see [28]. The relation between complex spherical harmonics Y;™ : S? — C and real
spherical harmonics Y7, : S 2 5 Rare

LY — 1Yim) m<0

V2
Y™ =4 Yoo m =0
L Vi + Y1) M >0

We also have the relation (Y;")* = (—1)"Y,”™. The zeroth and first order real spherical harmonics are
given by

1 3 x?
Yoo(x) = —, Yi1(x) =14/ ——,

0,0(x) i 1-1(%) =/ ]

3 a3 3 !
Y =4/—7— Y =4/——.

100 = G Ty 1) =y

The spherical harmonics satisfy the following orthonormal conditions
/ YimYimdS = 61/ 0mm: = / YWT(YZH/)*dS
S2 S2

and they form a basis for L2(S?) [2] so that, in particular, any function g € L?(S5?) has a spherical harmon-
ics expansion

[e9) l
g = Z Z glevlma Jim € R

=0 m=-—1

that converge in L2(S2). More generally, a function g € L?(Bg) has a spherical harmonics expansion in
L*(Bg),

00 l
9= gm(r)Yim, gim [0, R] = R. (1.170)
=0 m=—1

Indeed, since L?(Bg) = L?([0, R); L*(S?%),r%) = L?([0, R]; L*(0B,)), or in other words

R
/de:// |- | dSdr,
Br 0 OB,

glop, mustbe in L?(0B,.) for almost every r € [0, R]. So a spherical harmonics expansion exist for almost
every r. Now

2 2
R

N l
g— Z Z gleEm dr

=0 m=—1

N l
g_z Z gleEm

=0 m=—1

0

L2(BgRr) L2(8By)
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—0 as N —

by dominated convergence theorem (where the dominating function is 4|g||, (oB,))- Hence (1.170) con-

verge in L?(Bg). Similarly, functions in L?(Bg,w~2) and L?(R?) have a spherical harmonics expan-
sion.

The following lemma allows us to expand gravitational potentials in spherical harmonics.

Lemma A.3. For x,y € R3 we have

> min{ |x !
S Z Wy, ) ¥in()
=0m

|X —yl 2l + 1 max{|x|, [y }+!
and this expression converge uniformly for (x,y) in any compact set in {(r,r’) € RS : |r| # |r'|}.

Proof. From [28] we have

oyl T 2 9 L maxfx] ry\}lﬂ

One derivation of this formula is as follows. Assume ' = |r/| < |r| = r, otherwise swap r’ and r. By the
law of cosines,
1 1 1 !
, - with b= —.
|1°—I'| \/7"2 2 —2rr' cosvy r\/1+h2—2hcosw T

We find here the generating function of the Legendre polynomials Py(cos ):

1 (o ¢]
=Y h'P(cos). (1.171)
V/1+ h2 —2hcosy % t{cos)

Use of the spherical harmonic addition theorem

4

47T m —m m
P(cosy) = 5= D (C1)™Y (0,00 )

m=—¢

gives our first formula. Since | P;(cosy)| < 1 for all ¢, the power series in (1.171) has radius of convergence
1, and uniform convergence for any compact set in ;. By Identity theorem for analytic functions, the
equality of (1.171) holds for h < 1. We thus conclude that the expansion for |r — r/|~! converge uniformly
on any compact set in {(r,r’) € R® : |r| # |r/|}. Moreover, in real spherical harmonics,

min{ |x|, !

3 T ma{l, [y}

—1)" min{|x !
:47TZ Z ( 1) {’ lv‘y’} Yl—m(y)Ylm(X)

« 20+ T max{a, [y}

>y ;2l1+1mr2§|{jj|“|’yy|ﬁﬂ (Vi () = Y5 (7)) (Vi () + Y7 (3))

1 min{lx], ||}’
4 E Yio(y)Y;
A 21+1max{]x] ly| i+t 10(y)Yi0(x)

+ary ij §2lilmﬁ|{jj{‘|’yy|ﬁﬂ (Vi) + ¥in () (Vi () — ¥ ()

S DD

20 + 1 max{|x/|, [y|}'*1
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There also exist a vectorial version of spherical harmonics which allow the expansion of L? vector
fields, details can be found in [3, 14].

A.3 Hardy-Poincaré inequality and embeddings
Here we will state and prove a version of the Hardy-Poincaré inequality and the embedding theorems, which

are important for our analysis.

Denote Br = Br(R™) the ball of radius R in R™, and L?(Bg,w) the L? space on Br weighted by
w. Denote dyp,, the distance function to 0 Bg.

Theorem A.4 (Hardy-Poincaré inequality). Let R > 0 and k > 0. For any 0 € H\. .(Br(R™)) we have
HH - HB(mfl)R/mHLQ(BR,ngR) 5 HVHHH(BR,dg‘g;)’ (1.172)

where Op, denotes the average of 0 on B,.

Proof. Using only the standard Poincaré inequality and elementary methods, we will provide here a proof
for the case k > 0. However, in this paper we also used the case k¥ = 0. A slightly different version of the
case k = 0 was first proven in [4] which makes use of the Hardy inequality. A proof of the k = 0 case
for the version here (and a more general form) can be found in [12] by Drelichman and Duran, the proof of
which (with very slight modification) will work for the £ = 0 as well as the k£ > 0 case.

It suffice to show this for § € C'(Bg) since C'(Bg) is dense in the type of Sobolev spaces we are
considering [33]. In particular we can assume limy|_, r 0(x)do By (x)(B+1/2 = 0 for integration by parts
later.

Let w be a smooth function on B, such that dgp, S w S dgpy and w = dypy, on Br \ B(m_1)r/m-
Let G = Ow*/2. Then

/ ]V&\ka“dX:/ \V(w_k/QG)\kade:/
Bgr Br

lw™*?va — ﬁGw_k/Q_lVu;]2?1}k+2d><
Br 2

2
= / lwVG — Evade = / (wZNG]Q — k(GVG) (wVw) + k—\Vw\2G2> dx
Br 2 Br 4
2 2 k 2 2 kz 22
= w?|VG|* — = (Vw?)(VG*) + —|Vw|°G” | dx
Ba 4 4
= / <w2\VG\2 + k (Aw? + k|Vw|?) G2> dx
Br 4

On Br \ B(yn—1)r/m We have

A+ kTl = ol (S (M)

rn=1 dr dr dr
. k d n—1 2 R 2
=g (r" N (—2R+2r)) +k* =k <—2(n - 1)? + 2n> +k

- k? k>0
T |k +2k k<0
which is strictly positive when k& € R\ [—2, 0]. So we have

k% + min{0, 2k} 2wk dx — k% + min{0, 2k}
4 Br 4 Br

k
S/ \V9!2wk+2d><+—(/€+HAw2Hoo+kHVWH<>o)/ G*dx
Bpr 4 B

(m—1)R/m
,S/ \V@]zwk”dx—F/ 62dx
Br

Bm-1)R/m

G?dx
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2
< / V0w 2dx + < / 6dx> - / IV)?dx
Br Bm-1)R/m Bm-1)rR/m

2
< / V02w 2dx + < / 0dx>
Br Bim-1)R/m

where we used the Poincaré inequality on B(,,_1)g/m- Replacing 6 with 6 — 0p
k > —1) we see that

(m—1)R/m (valid when

/B (0 — HB(mfl)R/m)zwkdx 5/ V02w 2dx.
R

Br
O
An immediate corollary of the Hardy-Poincaré inequality is the following.
Corollary A.5. Let k,l > 0. We have
101 < 1161l + VOl k+2 (1.173)
Proof. We have
101 < 116 — 93(m-1)R/mHk + HQB(m—l)R/mHk S HB(m—l)R/muluk + [VO|[k+2
<NON 2B 1y ry) U 22 (B 1y o) L + VOl [z S 1011 + (VO -42-
O

Using this corollary we will next derive the embedding theorems. We will show that terms with less
than n/2 the derivatives can be estimated in the L>° norm by E,, or E,, + Z,%, which is relevant for the
energy estimates. For this we will need the following lemmas.

Lemma A.6. We have

n n
_ b b
> IV X012 s rbin—se0r S D IVEXEDOOI3 4
c=0 c=0
442n

—1b b b
[ X29°0(s) 17 S D IVX2DOI3 4
c=0
6+42n
102V X270 ()7 S D IVEXPD70310c
c=1
Proof. The first formula follows from repeated application of the above Corollary A.5. The formulas after
follows from the first with n replaced by 4 + 2n and 6 + 2n respectively. O

Lemma A.7. We have

8
[P XEPP0(s) |7 S IIVEXED O3 4
c=0

S > X705, + > VO30
v +|8'|<8+b+|B] c<8+b+|B|
10

b b b
o2V XPPP0(s) |70 <D IVXLD®0131 1
c=1
b/ !

S Z HXT‘ @B 0H§+b/ + Z HVCG‘@Hc

b'+]8|<10+b+| 8] e<10+b+|8]
Proof. This follows from Lemma A.6 and the embedding H? «— L. O
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A.3.1 Embedding theorems for self-similarly expanding GW stars
Using Lemmas A.6 and A.7 we can derive the Embedding theorems for self-similarly expanding GW stars,
relevant for Section 3.
Theorem A.8 (Near boundary embedding theorem). We have
> laPlacxiptes)iie < Y 10XPPIE L+ Y 05VU6l3 0
a+|B|+b<n a+|B|+b<8+n a+c<8+n
<‘E%+84'Zz+8

N e o O 1 D SO 175 ol ] AR SO 27 vi ] Y
a+|B|+b<n a+|B|+b<8+n a+c<8+n
a>0 a>0 a>0
S Engs
S wPvorxtpie(s)ie < Y N0IXIP0I3 .+ D [05V6]3 .
a+|Bl+b<n a+|B|+b<10+n a+c<10+n

2
S Eavi0+ Znti0

S aAverxtpte(s) e < Y 10XI%65 + S 100V°6]5y
a+|B|+b<n a+|B|+b<10+n a+c<10+n
a>0 a>0 a>0
S Entio
Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of Lemma A.7. U

Theorem A.9 (Near origin embedding theorem). We have

S [0 0VO(s) 3 S Enrro + Z2 110
a+c<n+1

Proof. Similar to above A.8. ]

A.3.2 Embedding theorems for linearly expanding GW stars

Using Lemmas A.6 and A.7 we can derive the Embedding theorems for linearly expanding GW stars,
relevant for Section 4.

Theorem A.10 (Near boundary embedding theorem). We have
Yo 0PXp%00)Fe < Y 1X207013 + D0 IVEOl5 a

|B]+b<n |B+b<8+n c<8+n
S Envs
> oo xt900(s) |7 S Y 0 X2PP0I5  + Y 1001300
|B|+b<n |B|+b<8+n c<8+n
5 )‘71En+8
o PPV xo(s)ie S D IXPPP015 0+ D VOl a
|Bl4+b<n |B|+b<10+n c<10+n
S Entio
Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of Lemma A.7. U

Theorem A.11 (Near origin embedding theorem). We have
Z [@°VO(s) |70 S Entio
c<n+1

D I@°0V6(s)lI7e S A Eario

c<n

Proof. Similar to above A.10. U
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