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13.4 Commutator with Z0Û . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 130

13.5 Commutator with ZAXA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 130

13.6 Commutator with α̂ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 132
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The subject of these notes is the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to linear systems of wave
equations in the vicinity of big bang singularities. In particular, we are interested in the case of
crushing singularities (cf. Definition 2.1 below) with silent and anisotropic asymptotics. Beyond
studying wave equations, we here develop a geometric framework for understanding such singu-
larities, and in a companion article [57], we combine this framework with Einstein’s equations
in order to deduce additional information. Due to the length of these notes, we, in the present
chapter, wish to give an overview of the context of this study, as well as of the motivation, goals,
assumptions and results. In the following chapter, we introduce additional terminology and justify
the importance of the anisotropic setting. We also provide quite a detailed overview of previous
results. This material serves as a background for the formal assumptions, stated in Chapter 3. A
detailed formulation of the results is then to be found in Chapter 4. For an outline of these notes,
the reader is referred to Section 4.7.

1.1 Big bang singularities

Soon after the formulation of the general theory of relativity, the spatially homogeneous and
isotropic Friedman-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetimes, cf. (2.5) below, became the
dominant models when describing the universe. In spite of the fact that the corresponding solutions
typically contain a big bang singularity, and in spite of the observations by, e.g., Hubble indicating
that our universe expands, the existence of a cosmological singularity only became accepted much
later. Hawking’s singularity theorem, providing robust conditions that guarantee the presence of
incomplete causal geodesics, combined with the discovery of the cosmic microwave background
radiation by Penzias and Wilson, made it difficult to avoid the conclusion that our universe began
with a big bang.

The currently preferred ΛCDM models of the universe can be demonstrated to be future globally
non-linearly stable; cf., e.g., [54] and references cited therein. However, spatially homogeneous and
isotropic solutions are typically unstable in the direction of the singularity; cf. Section 2.1 below.
There are some exceptions, correponding to matter models (such as stiff fluids and scalar fields)
that give rise to so-called quiescent asymptotics; see Chapter 2 below for more details. However,
even in these cases, the isotropic solutions are stable but not asymptotically stable, and there is
no reason to expect the asymptotics to be isotropic; cf. Section 2.1 below.

Since there is observational support for the spatial homogeneity and isotropy of the universe (even
though the degree of this support can be questioned), there is a tension between the observations
and the instability. One way to resolve it is to say that the universe may be approximately
spatially homogeneous and isotropic back to some time (say, e.g., the surface of last scattering
or the end of inflation, assuming that there is an inflationary phase in the universe), but that

3



4 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

it before that could be substantially different. Another way is to say that the “initial data” for
our universe are very special. However, regardless of perspective, it is of interest to have a more
general understanding of big bang singularities, in order to see if there are classes of solutions
which are far from spatially homogeneous and isotropic before some time which are still consistent
with observations; or, alternatively, to see how special the initial data have to be in order to be
consistent with observations.

1.2 Motivation

This paper is the first in a series of two in which we develop a geometric framework for under-
standing highly anisotropic and oscillatory big bang singularities. The observations of the previous
section constitute the main motivation for doing so. However, an additional motivation is that un-
derstanding highly anisotropic and oscillatory singularities is the natural next step in a hierarchy
of difficulty in the study of the asymptotics of cosmological solutions to Einstein’s equations. The
hierarchy is determined by several features of the asymptotics: isotropic/anisotropic; silent/not
silent; quiescent/oscillatory. We discuss these notions in greater detail in the following chapter,
but for the purposes of the present discussion, assume that there is a crushing singularity; cf.
Definition 2.1 below. Let K denote the expansion normalised Weingarten map associated with the
foliation, i.e., the Weingarten map of the leaves of the foliation divided by the mean curvature; cf.
Definition 2.3 below for a formal definition. Then (local) isotropy corresponds to K being a multi-
ple of the identity. Moreover, for the purposes of the present discussion, the asymptotics are said
to be quiescent if the eigenvalues of K converge along causal curves going into the singularity and
oscillatory if they do not. Heuristically, the condition of silence should be interpreted as saying
that different observers (i.e., causal curves) going into the singularity typically lose the ability to
communicate (i.e., close enough to the singularity, there is no past pointing causal curve from one
observer to the other); cf. Section 2.2 below for a more formal discussion. Isotropic situations are
easier to analyse than anisotropic ones; silent situations are easier to handle than non-silent ones;
and quiescent situations are less difficult than oscillatory ones.

Until recently, the results on future and past global non-linear stability were, at least to the best
of our knowledge, all concerned with the near isotropic setting. In the expanding direction, there
is by now a vast literature of stability results in the case of accelerated expansion. However,
in that setting, the solutions isotropise asymptotically. There are also results concerning the
future stability of the Milne model and similar solutions. Again, these solutions exhibit isotropic
asymptotics. In the direction of the singularity, there are proofs of stable big bang formation; cf.
Subsection 2.3.4 below for further details. Until recently, these results concerned solutions that are
close to isotropic or moderately anisotropic. However, in late 2020, the authors of [25] achieved a
breakthrough by demonstrating stable big bang formation for the Einstein-vacuum and Einstein-
scalar field equations in the full regime expected on the basis of heuristic arguments. In particular,
the results cover the highly anisotropic setting. On a general level, it is therefore of interest to
investigate the asymptotics in highly anisotropic and oscillatory settings, since it represents a new
level of difficulty and might yield insights concerning the dynamics in unexplored regimes. On the
other hand, to simplify the setting, while still allowing oscillations and substantial anisotropies, it
is natural to assume silence.

An additional important observation is that for large classes of cosmological singularities, the
expansion normalised Weingarten map is bounded. This bound holds for examples with quiescent
asymptotics; examples with oscillatory asymptotics; for examples that are spatially homogeneous;
and for examples that are spatially inhomogeneous. In fact, we only know of one exception: In
the case of so-called non-degenerate true spikes in T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum solutions, the
expansion normalised Weingarten map is unbounded along causal geodesics that end up on the
tip of a non-degenerate true spike. However, for generic T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum solutions,
there are only finitely many non-degenerate true spikes. It is therefore to be expected that a generic
causal geodesic going into the singularity does not end up on the tip of such a spike; cf. Section C.4



1.3. GOALS 5

and, more specifically, Subsection C.4.7 below for more details on this topic. To conclude, it is
of interest to analyse what can be deduced from the assumption that the expansion normalised
Weingarten map is bounded in the direction of the singularity, since such an assumption can be
expected to be a natural bootstrap assumption in the context of a non-linear stability argument.
In some respects, this is the main motivation for writing these notes.

1.3 Goals

In these notes, we formulate the assumptions of the geometric framework. However, our main
goal is to analyse the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to linear systems of wave equations on
the corresponding backgrounds. An important step in achieving both this goal and the goal of
obtaining a clear picture of the asymptotic geometry is to find an appropriate frame. We do so
here, and we deduce the central properties of the frame. Beyond stating results concerning the
asymptotics of solutions to linear systems of wave equations, we, in the present paper, formulate
some of the conclusions concerning the geometry. However, we devote a separate paper to the
conclusions that follow from combining the geometric framework with Einstein’s equations. In
particular, we there demonstrate that the so-called Kasner map appears naturally.

In the present paper, we do not formulate non-linear results. One of the reasons is that we expect
the geometric framework developed here to be only one, albeit important, ingredient in a bootstrap
argument. However, as is illustrated by the results and methods of the present paper, controlling
the geometry comes at the price of losing derivatives. It is therefore to be expected that the
geometric framework will have to be combined with methods to obtain crude estimates without a
derivative loss in order to obtain non-linear results. Moreover, we expect the particular form of
the methods to obtain crude estimates to depend on the context.

1.4 Assumptions

We formulate the assumptions of these notes in Chapter 3 below. However, as a part of the intro-
duction, we wish to give an outline of the results. This necessitates providing a rough description
of the assumptions, which is the purpose of the present section.

The expansion normalised Weingarten map. The main assumptions are formulated in
terms of the expansion normalised Weingarten map, denoted K and defined as follows. If (M, g)
is a spacetime with a crushing singularity (cf. Definition 2.1 below) with corresponding foliation
M = M̄ × I (where I is an open interval), then the expansion normalised Weingarten map of
M̄t := M̄ × {t} is defined to be the Weingarten map (or shape operator) of M̄t divided by the
mean curvature θ of M̄t; cf. Definition 2.3 below. The notion of (local) isotropy can be interpreted
in terms of K; at a given spacetime point, isotropy corresponds to K being a multiple of the identity.

The logarithmic volume density. For the assumptions to be general enough, it is important
that some quantities are allowed to diverge in the direction of the singularity. Moreover, we need
to quantify the rate of divergence. One way of doing so is by introducing the volume density ϕ
by demanding that the relation µḡ = ϕµḡref

hold. Here ḡ is the metric induced on M̄t (considered
as a Riemannian metric on M̄), ḡref is a fixed reference metric on M̄ and µh is the volume form
associated with a given Riemannian metric h on M̄ . Here we assume ϕ to converge to zero in the
direction of the singularity. The logarithmic volume density % := lnϕ can therefore be used as a
measure of proximity to the singularity.

Non-degeneracy. Since we are interested in the highly anisotropic setting, we assume the eigen-
values of K to be distinct, and the absolute value of the differences of the different eigenvalues to
have a positive lower bound. Since K is symmetric with respect to ḡ, there are thus n distinct real
eigenvalues `1 < · · · < `n (and, by assumption, |`i − `j | has a positive lower bound for i 6= j). By
taking a finite covering space of M̄ , if necessary, there is an associated frame {XA}, A = 1, . . . , n,
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such that KXA = `AXA (no summation) and such that ḡref(XA, XA) = 1. Note also that the
frame {XA} is orthogonal with respect to ḡ.

Silence. One important assumption in our framework is that the causal structure of the singularity
is silent; cf. [22, 64] for the origin of the terminology. Heuristically, the condition of silence should
be interpreted as saying that different observers (i.e., causal curves) going into the singularity
typically lose the ability to communicate (i.e., close enough to the singularity, there is no past
pointing causal curve from one observer to the other). One way to express the condition of silence
formally is via the Weingarten map, say Ǩ, of the conformally rescaled metric ĝ := θ2g. The
condition of silence we impose here is that Ǩ is negative definite in the sense that there is a
constant εSp > 0 such that Ǩ ≤ −εSpId; cf. Definition 2.11 below.

Frame. If U is the future pointing unit normal to the leaves of the foliation and Û := θ−1U ,
then combining Û with the XA yields an orthogonal frame of g (and ĝ). Moreover, Û is a future
pointing unit vector field with respect to ĝ and ĝ(XA, XA) = e2µA for some functions µA.

Sobolev norms. If M̄ is closed and T (·, t) is a tensorfield on M̄t for each t ∈ I, let

‖T (·, t)‖Hl
v(M̄) :=

(∫
M̄

∑l1
m=l0

〈%(·, t)〉−2va−2mvb |D̄mT (·, t)|2ḡref
µḡref

)1/2

,

where l = (l0, l1); v = (va, vb); va and vb are non-negative real numbers; l0, l1 are non-negative
integers; and l0 ≤ l1. Here D̄ is the Levi-Civita connection of (M̄, ḡref) and 〈ξ〉 := (1 + |ξ|2)1/2.
We introduce similar notation when imposing control in Ck; cf. (3.14) below. Note that the norms
and the covariant derivative are defined using a fixed Riemannian metric on M̄ , not the induced
metric ḡ.

Boundedness of the expansion normalised Weingarten map. It is a remarkable fact that
for large classes of big bang singularities, K and its covariant derivatives are uniformly bounded
with respect to a fixed metric on M̄ . Here, we assume K to be bounded with respect to weighted
Ck and Sobolev spaces. For example, we assume ‖K(·, t)‖Hl

v(M̄) to be uniformly bounded for some
l = (0, l), l ∈ N, v = (0, u) and 0 ≤ u ∈ R. Note that this bound is consistent with the pointwise
norms of the covariant derivatives of K diverging. It is of interest to allow faster blow up of the
derivatives. However, in order to obtain results in such a setting, we expect it to be necessary
to make more detailed assumptions concerning the eigenvalues `A, and, potentially, to make the
weights dependent on the tangential directions of the derivatives. Nevertheless, we expect the
methods developed in these notes to be of interest under such circumstances as well.

Next, consider the expansion normalised normal derivative of K, denoted L̂UK. This quantity is
essentially an expansion normalised Lie derivative of K with respect to U ; cf. Section A.2 below
for a formal definition. In this case, we impose bounds on the covariant derivatives similar to
those imposed on K. In particular, we assume ‖L̂UK(·, t)‖Hl

v(M̄) to be uniformly bounded, where
l = (0, l), v := (u, u), l ∈ N and 0 ≤ u ∈ R. It is important to note that such a bound is consistent
with the pointwise norm of the expansion normalised normal derivative of K diverging in the
direction of the singularity.

Finally, we impose bounds on the components of L̂UK with respect to the eigenspaces of K.
To be more precise, if {Y A} is the frame dual to {XA}, then we impose decay conditions on
(L̂UK)(Y A, XB) for B > 1 and A 6= B; cf. Definition 3.19 below for further details. Note that
since the `A are ordered, and since the XA are ordered accordingly, it matters if A > B or
B > A. A posteriori, it is possible to improve the bounds for A < B. However, in the case
of 3 + 1-dimensions, the case that B = 2 and A = 3 remains, and this constitutes the main
assumption. Nevertheless, in the companion article [57, Corollary 52, p. 35], we demonstrate that,
when combining the assumptions with Einstein’s equations, the estimate in this remaining case
can also be improved a posteriori. That the above conditions are satisfied for large classes of
spacetimes is justified below; cf., in particular, Appendix C.

The mean curvature. Since information concerning the mean curvature cannot be extracted
from the expansion normalised Weingarten map, we need to impose conditions on the mean
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curvature separately. The assumptions take two forms. First, we impose a uniform bound on
‖ ln θ‖Hl

v(M̄), where l = (1, l), l ∈ N, v = (0, u) and 0 ≤ u ∈ R. Note in particular, that such a
bound does not impose any restrictions on the rate of blow up of ln θ. Moreover, it is consistent
with the covariant derivatives of ln θ blowing up. We also impose restrictions on the expansion
normalised normal derivative of ln θ. It is convenient to express the corresponding conditions in
terms of the deceleration parameter q, defined by the equality Û(n ln θ) = −1 − q. Concerning
the deceleration parameter, we, e.g., impose uniform bounds on ‖q‖Hl

v(M̄), where l = (0, l), l ∈ N,
v = (0, u) and 0 ≤ u ∈ R.

Lapse and shift. We also impose bounds on the shift vector field χ and the relative spatial
variation of the lapse function N , defined by ∂t = NU + χ. The conditions imposed on the
lapse function are similar to those imposed on the mean curvature. The shift vector field is
the only quantity on which we impose a smallness condition. However, we also need to impose
boundedness conditions on higher covariant derivatives (with appropriate weights). We refer the
reader interested in the details to Chapter 3 below.

Equations. In these notes, we are interested in analysing the asymptotics of solutions to linear
systems of wave equations taking the following form:

�gu+ X (u) + αu = f, (1.1)

where u is an Rms valued function on M , X is an ms × ms-matrix of vector fields on M , α ∈
C∞[M,Mms

(R)] and Mms
(R) denotes the set of real valued ms × ms-matrices. Moreover, f ∈

C∞(M,Rms). Due to the assumed silence, the global topology of the manifold is not of importance.
In particular, u could equally well be assumed to take its values in a vector bundle.

Coefficients of the equations. In order to derive conclusions concerning solutions to linear
systems of wave equations, we, needless to say, also need to impose conditions on the coefficients of
these systems. The conditions take the form of bounds on weighted norms of expansion normalised
versions of the coefficients, such as α̂ := θ−2α. For example, we assume ‖α̂‖Hl

v(M̄) to be uniformly
bounded, where l = (0, l), l ∈ N, v = (0, u) and 0 ≤ u ∈ R. The expansion normalised version of
X takes the form

X̂ := θ−2X = X̂ 0Û + X̂⊥ = X̂ 0Û + X̂AXA, (1.2)

where the components of X̂⊥ are tangential to M̄t. Here we require X̂ 0 to satisfy weighted bounds
similar to those imposed on K. Concerning X̂⊥, we demand that the components are bounded
relative to the metric induced on the hypersurfaces M̄t by ĝ. However, we also impose bounds on
weighted Sobolev norms etc. We refer the reader interested in the details concerning the different
coefficients to Chapter 3 below.

Generality of the assumptions. Below, we discuss the generality of the assumptions by com-
paring them with the properties of known solutions to Einstein’s equations; cf., in particular,
Appendix C.

1.5 Results

The main results of these notes concern the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to linear systems of
wave equations under the assumptions described in the previous section. In order to understand
the asymptotics, it is convenient to write down the equation with respect to the frame introduced
in the previous section. It then takes the form

− Û2u+
∑
Ae
−2µAX2

Au+ Z0Ûu+ ZAXAu+ α̂u = f̂ . (1.3)

Here the coefficients Z0 and ZA can be calculated in terms of X̂ and the geometry; cf. Subsec-
tion 4.1.1 below. When analysing the asymptotics, the most important coefficients are α̂ and

Z0 :=
1

n
[q − (n− 1)]Id + X̂ 0. (1.4)
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Due to this formula, it is clear that the difference q− (n− 1) is of importance. In many quiescent
settings, this quantity converges to zero exponentially; cf. Appendix C below.

Energies. To begin with, we derive energy estimates for energies such as

Ê[u](t) :=
1

2

∫
M̄t

(
|Û(u)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(u)|2 + |u|2

)
θµḡ

and higher order versions thereof; using the volume form θµḡ turns out to simplify the derivation
of the estimates. When formulating the results, it is convenient to change the time coordinate to
τ(t) := %(x̄0, t) for some reference point x̄0 ∈ M̄ . The exact estimate will depend on the choice
of x̄0. However, the main observation is that the energy could, potentially, grow exponentially (in
terms of the τ -time) in the direction of the singularity, but that the rate of exponential growth
does not depend on the number of derivatives. Conclusions of this nature do not depend on the
choice of x̄0. The resulting estimates may not seem to be very useful. However, they are an
essential first step in making it possible to derive more detailed estimates in localised regions.

Localising the estimates. In order to obtain more detailed information, it is necessary to
localise the analysis. If γ is an inextendible future pointing causal curve, it is natural to focus
on the behaviour of solutions in regions such as J+(γ), the causal future of the range of γ; note
that we are here interested in the asymptotic behaviour of solutions towards the past. Due to the
silence, the spatial component of γ, say γ̄, converges in the direction of the singularity. Assume,
from now on, that the limit point is x̄0. Again, due to the silence, the variation of % in spatial slices
of J+(γ) decays exponentially in the direction of the singularity. This means that in J+(γ), % and
τ are essentially the same. On the other hand, it can be demonstrated that Û(%) is essentially
equal to 1. From this perspective, it is therefore natural to think of Û as ∂τ . In the spirit of
the BKL conjecture (cf. Subsection 2.3.1 below), it should also be possible to ignore the spatial
derivatives. Applying these ideas to (1.3) leads (assuming f = 0) to the following model equation
for the asymptotic behaviour in J+(γ):

− uττ + Z0
locuτ + α̂locu = 0. (1.5)

Here Z0
loc(t) := Z0(x̄0, t) and α̂loc(t) := α̂(x̄0, t), though we could just as well localise the coeffi-

cients along γ.

At this point, the crucial question is: how do solutions to the model equation (1.5) compare with
solutions to the actual equation? In order to answer that question, we need to know something
about how solutions to the model equation behave. However, the assumptions are such that we
only know Z0

loc and α̂loc to be bounded. In particular, we do not know that they converge. On the
other hand, since the coefficients of the model equation are bounded, solutions cannot grow faster
than exponentially. This indicates one way of quantifying the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to
the model equation: assuming a specific estimate for the flow associated with the model equation.
The hope would then be that solutions to the actual equation can be demonstrated to satisfy the
same estimate. In order to be more specific, note that (1.5) can be written as a first order system
of ODE’s: Ψτ = AΨ; cf. (4.25) below. Let Φ be the flow associated with this first order system;
cf. (4.26) below. Let CA, dA and $A be constants such that if s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, then

‖Φ(s1; s2)‖ ≤ CA〈s2 − s1〉dAe$A(s1−s2). (1.6)

Then one of the main results of these notes is that if (1.6) holds and u is a solution to (1.3) with
f = 0, then

|Ûu|+ |u| ≤ C〈%〉dAe$A% (1.7)

in J+(γ). In other words, the solution satisfies the best estimate one could hope for. Note that
$A and dA are determined by A; i.e., by α̂loc and Z0

loc. In particular, these constants depend on
x̄0, i.e. on γ. We also obtain higher order versions of the estimate (1.7).

Asymptotics. In order to derive asymptotics, we need to make more detailed assumptions
concerning the coefficients. Say, for the sake of argument, that Z0

loc and α̂loc converge exponentially
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(in τ -time) to limits Z0
∞ and α̂∞ respectively. Then we replace Z0

loc and α̂loc with Z0
∞ and α̂∞

respectively in the model equation (1.5). This results in a linear system of second order constant
coefficient ODE’s which can be rewritten in first order form as Ψτ = A0Ψ, where A0 is given by
(4.33) below. In this setting, dA and $A can be calculated in terms of A0. Moreover, given a
solution u to (1.3), there is a vector V∞ and a β > 0 such that∣∣∣∣( u

Ûu

)
− eA0%V∞

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce($A+β)% (1.8)

in J+(γ). In other words, the solution to the actual equation behaves as a solution to the model
equation. The estimate (1.8) also holds with Ûu replaced by uτ . Additionally, detailed asymptotics
for the higher order derivatives can be derived; cf. Subsection 4.3.1 below. It is also possible to
specify the leading order asymptotics; cf. Section 4.4. Due to this fact, it is possible to prove
that estimates such as (1.7) are optimal. Note, however, that these estimates are associated with
substantial losses in derivatives.

Lack of uniformity. In addition to the above, there are results of the following nature. Given a
finite number of distinct points, say x̄i ∈ M̄ , i = 1, . . . , l; a finite set of real numbers (characterising
the growth/decay rate), say ai ∈ R, i = 1, . . . , l; and future pointing inextendible causal curves γi,
i = 1, . . . , l such that the spatial component of γi converges to x̄i in the direction of the singularity;
there is an equation and a corresponding solution such that the (exponential) growth rate of the
energy density of the solution in J+(γi) is given by ai for i = 1, . . . , l, and for causal curves γ such
that the spatial component of γ converges to a point x̄ /∈ {x̄1, . . . , x̄l}, the solution decays at a fixed
prespecified rate. Note, in particular, that the optimal rate in general depends discontinuously on
the endpoint of the spatial component of the causal curve. The above observations make it clear
that it is not reasonable to hope a general energy estimate to yield detailed information, since the
behaviour of the solution in J+(γ) can be expected to depend strongly (and discontinuously) on
the choice of causal curve.

It is of interest to compare the results mentioned above with the BKL proposal, which we discuss
in Subsection 2.3.1 below. One of the key ideas of this proposal is that, with respect to suitable
foliations, solutions to Einstein’s equations should be well approximated by solutions to the equa-
tions obtained by dropping the spatial derivatives. The results mentioned above yield conclusions
of this nature. However, it is important to note that in the BKL proposal, it is assumed that
the spatial derivatives can be ignored, whereas we here formulate conditions that make it possible
to prove that the spatial derivatives can be ignored. On the other hand, these notes are only
concerned with linear systems of wave equations on given backgrounds, as opposed to the Einstein
equations.

1.6 Outline

In addition to the present chapter, the introductory part consists of three chapters. In Chapter 2,
we introduce some of the basic notions. Moreover, we justify the importance of considering the
highly anisotropic and oscillatory setting and give an overview of mathematical results concerning
big bang singularities. In Chapter 3, we then describe the assumptions, as well as some of the
basic conclusions. Finally, in Chapter 4, we describe the results and give an outline of the contents
of these notes.
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Chapter 2

Basic notions and previous results

The purpose of the present chapter is to justify why it is natural to consider highly anisotropic
and oscillatory solutions in the direction of the singularity; to introduce some basic terminology;
to briefly describe existing conjectures concerning big bang singularities; and to give examples of
previous results. In other words, beyond the terminology, the present chapter is largely motiva-
tional. The examples of previous results also serve the purpose of providing a frame of reference
for the assumptions we make in these notes. However, it should be mentioned that, logically, the
present chapter could largely be skipped by the reader only interested in the formal statements
and proofs.

2.1 Anisotropy

As noted in Section 1.1, spatially homogeneous and isotropic solutions are typically unstable in the
direction of the big bang singularity. In the present section, we justify this statement. However,
before doing so, we need to introduce notation allowing us to quantify the anisotropies of solutions.
This naturally leads to the introduction of the expansion normalised Weingarten map, the central
object in these notes.

2.1.1 The expansion normalised Weingarten map

In these notes, we restrict our attention to crushing singularities.

Definition 2.1. A spacetime (M, g) is said to have a crushing singularity if the following con-
ditions are satisfied. First, (M, g) is foliated by spacelike Cauchy hypersurfaces in the sense that
M = M̄ × I, where M̄ is an n-dimensional manifold, I = (t−, t+) is an interval, the metric ḡ
induced on the leaves M̄t := M̄ × {t} of the foliation is Riemannian, and M̄t is a Cauchy hyper-
surface in (M, g) for all t ∈ I. Second, the mean curvature, say θ, of the leaves of the foliation
tends to infinity as t→ t−+.

Remark 2.2. A spacetime is a time oriented Lorentz manifold. And given a foliation as in the
statement of the definition, ∂t is always assumed to be future pointing.

Given a crushing singularity, let K̄ be the Weingarten map (shape operator) of the leaves of the
foliation. In other words, K̄ is the second fundamental form, considered as a linear map from
the tangent space of the leaves of the foliation to itself (or, alternately, K̄ is obtained from the
second fundamental form by raising one index). Then the expansion normalised Weingarten map,
in many ways the central object in these notes, is defined as follows.

11
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Definition 2.3. Let (M, g) be a spacetime with a crushing singularity. Let θ be the mean
curvature and K̄ be the Weingarten map of the leaves of the foliation. Assume θ to always be
strictly positive. Then the expansion normalised Weingarten map is defined by K := K̄/θ.

Remark 2.4. In these notes, we are interested in the asymptotics in the direction of a crushing
singularity. For that reason, the assumption that θ be strictly positive is not a substantial restric-
tion, since limiting one’s attention to a region of the spacetime close enough to the singularity
ensures that this condition is satisfied.

Remark 2.5. Since K is symmetric with respect to ḡ, the eigenvalues of K, say `A, are real,
and, due to the normalisation, their sum equals one. In what follows, we order them so that
`1 ≤ `2 ≤ · · · ≤ `n. In the case of 3 + 1-dimensions, it is convenient to summarise the information
contained in the `A by `±, defined as follows:

`+ :=
3

2

(
`2 + `3 −

2

3

)
=

3

2

(
1

3
− `1

)
, (2.1)

`− :=

√
3

2
(`2 − `3). (2.2)

Remark 2.6. If the eigenvalues `A are all equal, then K = Id/n. A solution is said to be
asymptotically isotropic if the eigenvalues `A asymptotically become equal (since the sum of the
eigenvalues equals 1, this means that the eigenvalues all have to converge to 1/n). In the case of
3 + 1-dimensions this requirement is equivalent to (`+, `−) converging to (0, 0).

With the above terminology, the distinction between quiescent and oscillatory asymptotics can be
defined as follows.

Definition 2.7. Assume the conditions of Definition 2.3 to be satisfied and let {`A} be defined
by Remark 2.5. Then the singularity is said to be quiescent if, for every future pointing and past
inextendible causal curve γ : (s−, s+) → M , and for every A ∈ {1, . . . , n}, `A ◦ γ(s) converges as
s→ s−+. If the singularity is not quiescent, it is said to be oscillatory.

Before proceeding, it is convenient to introduce some classes of solutions that can be used to
illustrate general definitions etc. in the discussions to follow.

Example 2.8 (The Kasner solutions). The Kasner solutions to Einstein’s vacuum equations are
the metrics

gK := −dt⊗ dt+
∑n
i=1t

2pidxi ⊗ dxi (2.3)

on the manifold MK := Rn × (0,∞), where pi are constants satisfying the so-called Kasner
relations: ∑n

i=1pi = 1,
∑n
i=1p

2
i = 1. (2.4)

In this case the constant-t hypersurfaces constitute a natural foliation, and the mean curvature
of Rn × {t} satisfies θ = t−1. In particular, (MK, gK) has a crushing singularity corresponding to
t → 0+. Next, note that Kij = piδ

i
j (no summation on i), where we calculate the components of

K using the frame {∂i} and its dual. In particular, the pi are the eigenvalues of K so that `i = pi.
In case n = 3, we can define `± as in (2.1) and (2.2). With this terminology, the Kasner relations
(2.4) can be summarised by one equality: `2+ + `2− = 1. The corresponding set is referred to as
the Kasner circle, and plays a central role in what follows; cf. Figure 2.1. If one of the pi = 1
and all the others equal 0, then the corresponding spacetime is flat (as opposed to Ricci flat).
These conditions define the flat Kasner solutions, and they correspond to subsets of Minkowski
space (or quotients of subsets, in case the spatial topology is different from Rn). On the Kasner
circle, the flat Kasner solutions correspond to three points, T1 = (−1, 0), T2 = (1/2,

√
3/2) and

T3 = (1/2,−
√

3/2), referred to as the special points; cf. Figure 2.1.
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`+

`−

T2

T1

T3

Figure 2.1: The Kasner circle with the special points Ti, i = 1, 2, 3, indicated.

Remark 2.9. Note that, except for Minkowski space, all maximal globally hyperbolic develop-
ments (MGHD’s) of left invariant vacuum initial data on Rn (with respect to the standard Lie
group structure) can be written in the form (2.3). Moreover, all of these solutions can be con-
sidered to be solutions on Tn × (0,∞). Note, however, that when taking the quotient, the edges
of the corresponding fundamental domains need not be aligned with the ∂i appearing in (2.3).
Moreover, the sizes of the fundamental domains are variable. Note also that Minkowski space,
considered as a solution to Einstein’s vacuum equations on Tn × R, is unstable.

2.1.2 Instability of spatially homogeneous and isotropic solutions

As already mentioned in Section 1.1, cosmologists normally use FLRW spacetimes to model the
universe. They take the form (MF, gF), where

gF = −dt⊗ dt+ a2(t)ḡ, (2.5)

MF := Σ × I, I is an open interval, a ∈ C∞[I, (0,∞)] and (Σ, ḡ) is a complete Riemannian
manifold of constant curvature 0, 1 or −1; i.e., (Σ, ḡ) is a quotient of Euclidean, spherical or
hyperbolic space. Since we are interested in crushing singularities, we here assume ȧ/a to tend
to infinity as t → t−+ (assuming the range of the foliation to be given by I = (t−, t+)). This
does not necessarily mean that a → 0 as t → t−+. However, for the spacetimes of interest here,
this condition is satisfied, and we, in what follows, tacitly assume it. In order to connect the
Lorentz manifolds of the form (MF, gF) with cosmology, we have to make a choice of matter model
and impose Einstein’s equations. In the standard models of the universe, the matter content is
normally modeled by perfect fluids, defined as follows.

Perfect fluids. On a spacetime (M, g), the stress energy tensor associated with a perfect fluid
takes the form

T = (ρ+ p)U [ ⊗ U [ + pg. (2.6)

Here U is the flow vector field of the fluid. In particular, it is a future pointing unit timelike
vector field. Moreover, U [ is the metrically equivalent one-form field. Finally, ρ and p are the
energy density and pressure of the fluid. In particular, they are smooth functions on M . In
order to be able to deduce how the fluid evolves, we here, in addition, impose a linear equation
of state p = (γ − 1)ρ, where γ is a constant. Here γ = 1 corresponds to dust (this is used to
model ordinary and dark matter), γ = 4/3 corresponds to a radiation fluid (describing radiation
and highly relativistic particles) and γ = 2 corresponds to a stiff fluid. Note that a positive
cosmological constant can be interpreted as as a perfect fluid with p = −ρ: i.e., γ = 0. When
taking this perspective, the cosmological constant can be thought of as a particular form of dark
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`+

`−

T3

T1

T2

Figure 2.2: A projection of the dynamics of Bianchi type I radiation fluid solutions to the `+`−-
plane. In fact, all Bianchi type I perfect fluid solutions exhibit these dynamics if 2/3 < γ < 2.

energy. The equations that have to be satisfied by the matter are summarised by the requirement
that the stress energy tensor be divergence free. Note that, in the case of γ = 0, this requirement
implies that ρ is constant (assuming M to be connected), and this constant is then the cosmological
constant.

Perfect fluids in the spatially homogeneous and isotropic setting. In the spatially homo-
geneous and isotropic setting, U has to be orthogonal to the spatial hypersurfaces of homogeneity
Σt := Σ× {t} and p and ρ have to be independent of the spatial variable. This means, in partic-
ular, that U = ∂t and that p and ρ only depend on t. In the case of the metric (2.5), it can then
be deduced that ρ̇ = −3(ρ + p)ȧ/a; cf. [41, Corollary 13, p. 346]. Due to the equation of state,
this equality is equivalent to the statement that a3γρ is constant. In particular, when a → 0+,
the energy density of dust tends to infinity as a−3; the energy density of a radiation fluid tends to
infinity as a−4; the energy density of a stiff fluid tends to infinity as a−6; and the energy density
of dark energy remains constant.

The ΛCDM models. The currently preferred models of the universe are spatially flat, include
cold dark matter, ordinary matter, radiation and a positive cosmological constant Λ. The different
matter components can be modeled in different ways. However, one specific choice is that ḡ is
Euclidean, that gF is a solution to

G+ Λg = T,

where G is the Einstein tensor, Λ is the cosmological constant and T is the sum of three contribu-
tions: dust corresponding to ordinary matter, dust corresponding to dark matter and a radiation
fluid corresponding to radiation and highly relativistic particles. When analysing the asymptotics
in the direction of the singularity, physicists normally ignore the contribution from the dark energy
and from the ordinary and dark matter. The reason for this is quite simple: the energy density
of the radiation fluid grows as a−4, whereas the energy density of the remaining components of
the matter is bounded by Ca−3. Thus the radiation fluid will dominate asymptotically. For that
reason, we, for the rest of this subsection, restrict our attention to solutions to Einstein’s equations
with a vanishing cosmological constant and matter consisting of a radiation fluid.

Instability to anisotropic perturbations. In order to determine the stability of the above
solutions in the direction of the singularity with respect to anisotropic perturbations, it is natu-
ral to begin by addressing the stability in the simplest setting possible, namely that of Bianchi
type I solutions. The Bianchi type I solutions are the maximal globally hyperbolic developments
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`−

`+

ω

T1

T3

T2

F

Figure 2.3: The dynamics of Bianchi type I radiation fluid solutions in the full state space. Here F
denotes the fixed point corresponding to the isotropic solutions. Moreover, ω corresponds to the
square root of a rescaled version of the energy density. All Bianchi type I fluid solutions exhibit
these dynamics if 2/3 < γ < 2.

(MGHD’s) of left invariant initial data on R3 or a quotient thereof. In the Bianchi type I state
space, the isotropic solutions coincide with a single fixed point (assuming one uses, e.g., the ex-
pansion normalised variables introduced by Wainwright and Hsu, cf. [65]). We here denote it F .
The full Bianchi type I state space corresponds to a hemisphere and the equator corresponds to
the Kasner circle. In particular, the north pole and the equator consist of fixed points. Moreover,
the dynamics can be summarised as saying that, in the direction of the singularity, (`+, `−) moves
radially towards the Kasner circle; and in the expanding direction (`+, `−) moves radially towards
the origin; cf. Figure 2.2 for an illustration of the projected dynamics. The dynamics in the full
state space are illustrated in Figure 2.3. For a justification of the above statements, cf., e.g., [50,
Section 8, p. 428].

Given the above observations, it is of interest to ask if the Kasner solutions are stable. This is not
to be expected, for the following reason. First, the Bianchi type I solutions are on the boundary of
the state space of Bianchi type IX solutions (with respect to the Wainwright Hsu variables), where
Bianchi type IX solutions are the MGHD’s of left invariant initial data on SU(2). Perturbing into
the Bianchi type IX state space, the Kasner solutions are unstable, and the dynamics are expected
to be well approximated by the Kasner map (cf. Figure 2.5 below); cf. [50, Proposition 6.1, p. 421]
and its proof for a justification. The topologies of the spatial hypersurfaces of homogeneity are of
course different in the Bianchi type I and IX settings. For this reason, global perturbations from
Bianchi type I to Bianchi type IX are not meaningful. However, local perturbation are, and they
indicate the instability of the Kasner solutions.

Stiff fluids. The dynamics in the Bianchi type I setting are illustrated by Figure 2.3 for all
perfect fluids satisfying 2/3 < γ < 2. However, for stiff fluids the dynamics are different. In that
case, the hemisphere illustrated in Figure 2.3 consists of fixed points; i.e., there are no dynamics.
Projecting the state space to the `+`−-plane yields Figure 2.4. Again, the question arises if these
fixed points are stable. It turns out that when perturbing initial data corresponding to the fixed
points belonging to the full disc in Figure 2.4 into the Bianchi type VIII and IX state spaces, then
only the fixed points belonging to the shaded area in Figure 2.7 are stable. More specifically, all
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`+

`−

T2

T1

T3

Figure 2.4: A projection of the Bianchi type I stiff fluid state space (γ = 2) to the `+`−-plane.
The state space consists of fixed points.

Bianchi type VIII and IX stiff fluid solutions with a non-vanishing energy density converge to a
point in the shaded area of Figure 2.7 below; cf. [50, Theorem 19.1, p. 478]. Here the Bianchi
type VIII solutions are the MGHD’s corresponding to left invariant initial data on the universal
covering group of Sl(2,R).

Considering a solution which is similar to a ΛCDM model but with a small stiff fluid component,
it is reasonable to expect the stiff fluid component to dominate asymptotically, so that spatially
homogeneous and isotropic solutions are stable. On the other hand, for this to be true, the stiff fluid
component has to be large enough in comparison with the anisotropic perturbations. Since there
is no stiff fluid component at all in the standard models, it is not obvious that such a condition is
satisfied. In that setting, it may therefore be more reasonable to expect anisotropic perturbations,
combined with, say, a radiation fluid, to, initially, generate significant anisotropies. At a later
stage, the stiff fluid then begins to dominate, leading to quiescent behaviour. However, since the
solution is already anisotropic by that time, and since isotropic solutions are not asymptotically
stable in the stiff fluid setting, there is no reason to prefer a specific subset of the stable regime
depicted in Figure 2.7 below.

Inflation. Inflation is an important ingredient of the standard models of the universe. However,
since it is supposed to begin and end at times which are determined in a somewhat ad hoc fashion,
and since the relevant times are both distinct from the asymptotic regime, we do not discuss this
topic further here.

Example 2.10 (Bianchi type I stiff fluids). As is clear from the above discussion, the Bianchi
type I stiff fluid solutions are of particular interest. The corresponding metrics can be written

gQ := −dt⊗ dt+
∑n
i=1t

2pidxi ⊗ dxi (2.7)

on the manifold MQ := Rn × (0,∞), where pi and pφ are constants satisfying

∑n
i=1pi = 1,

∑n
i=1p

2
i + p2

φ = 1. (2.8)

Defining ρQ := p2
φ/(2t

2), (MQ, gQ, ρQ) is a solution to the Einstein stiff fluid equations. Moreover,
fixing φ0 ∈ R and defining φQ = pφ ln t+φ0, (MQ, gQ, φQ) is a solution to the Einstein scalar field
equations. The mean curvature and the expansion normalised Weingarten map can be calculated
as in Example 2.8. In particular, t = 0 represents a crushing singularity in (MQ, gQ).
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2.2 Silence

An extremely important notion in these notes is that of silence; cf. [22], in particular [22, Sub-
section 5.3], and [64], in particular [64, Subsection III.B.3] and [64, Section IV], for the origin
of the terminology. There are various ways of defining it. On a heuristic level, the idea is that
observers going into the singularity typically lose the ability to communicate. On the weakest
level, there should be points p, q ∈M such that J−(p)∩ J−(q) = ∅. Another indication of silence
is the presence of particle horizons. Here, a particle horizon is a set which is non-empty and which
can be written as the boundary of J+[J−(p)] for some p ∈ M . However, in practice it is often
convenient to formulate the property of silence in terms of a foliation, even though the resulting
notion is foliation dependent. Given a foliation M = M̄ × I of the spacetime, the idea is then that
the spatial component of past intextentible causal curves should converge with respect to some
reference metric on M̄ . However, in these notes we make an even stronger assumption.

Definition 2.11. Let (M, g) be a spacetime with a crushing singularity. Let θ be the mean
curvature of the leaves of the corresponding foliation and assume θ to always be strictly positive.
Let ĝ := θ2g and let Ǩ be the Weingarten map of the leaves of the foliation with respect to ĝ. If
there is a constant εSp > 0 such that

Ǩ ≤ −εSpId (2.9)

on M , then Ǩ is said to satisfy a silent upper bound on M .

Remark 2.12. The inequality (2.9) should be interpreted as saying that

ḡ(Ǩv, v) ≤ −εSpḡ(v, v)

for all tangent vectors v to the leaves of the foliation. Here ḡ is the metric induced on the leaves
of the foliation by g.

Example 2.13. In the case of the Kasner solutions introduced in Example 2.8, Ǩ takes the form

Ǩi
j = (pi − 1)δij

(no summation on i), where we calculate the components of Ǩ using the frame {∂i} and its dual.
Note, in particular, that for all Kasner solutions except the flat ones, Ǩ satisfies a silent upper
bound on MK. The above calculation is also valid for Bianchi type I stiff fluids; cf. Example 2.10.
In case the fluid is non-vanishing, it follows that pφ 6= 0 and that pi < 1 for all i, with the
consequence that Ǩ satisfies a silent upper bound on MQ.

2.3 Conjectures and results concerning big bang singulari-
ties

In these notes, we develop a framework for analysing anisotropic big bang singularities. For this
framework to be of interest, it, of course, has to be consistent with large classes of solutions
whose asymptotics are understood. In the present section, we therefore first formulate a general
conjecture concerning big bang singularities and then give an overview of known results. The
organising principle in our description of the results is that of a symmetry hierarchy. However, the
interested reader is also referred to, e.g., [43] for a discussion of more specific solutions illustrating
silence breaking, different types of curvature dominance etc.

2.3.1 The BKL conjecture

In the physics literature, the dominant conjecture concerning the generic behaviour in the direction
of the singularity is due to Belinskǐı, Khalatnikov and Lifschitz (BKL); cf. [10] and [11], as well
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Figure 2.5: The Kasner map, here denoted κ, is a map from the Kasner circle to itself. Given
a point S on the circle, κ(S) is obtained by taking the nearest corner of the triangle, drawing a
straight line from this corner to S, and then continuing this straight line to the next intersection
with the circle. This next intersection defines κ(S). Above we illustrate four iterations of the
map. That the dynamics associated with the Kasner map are chaotic follows from the fact that
the Kasner map is topologically conjugate to the map θ 7→ −2θ on R/Z; cf. [9, Section 8, p. 22].

as, e.g., [16, 17, 29, 27] for recent refinements. The idea of the corresponding BKL conjecture
is that the singularity should be spacelike, in the sense that there is silence asymptotically, and
oscillatory. Moreover, the matter content should not play a role asymptotically, so that it is
sufficient to focus on vacuum solutions. More specifically, for an appropriately chosen foliation
of the spacetime, the simplified equations obtained by dropping the spatial derivatives in the
original equations should yield a good model of the asymptotic behaviour. Dropping the spatial
derivatives, one is left with a system of ODE’s for each spatial point. According to the BKL
picture, the relevant ODE’s are the equations for the spatially homogeneous vacuum solutions
with the maximal number of degrees of freedom; i.e., vacuum Bianchi type VIII, IX or VI−1/9

solutions. Finally, the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to the model ODE’s is oscillatory and
described by the Kasner map (essentially a chaotic billiard); cf. Figure 2.5 for an illustration.
The BKL picture is conjectured to be valid for Einstein’s equations coupled to large families of
matter sources in 3 + 1-dimensions. However, in the presence of a scalar field or a stiff fluid,
e.g., the matter plays a role asymptotically, the model ODE’s are different, and instead of being
well approximated by the Kasner map, the asymptotics are quiescent. In higher dimensions, the
picture is also different. The statements are in many ways quite vague, and the BKL perspective
should not be thought of as a mathematical conjecture. However, it is a very useful perspective
to have in mind when studying solutions. Spikes is a phenomenon which is not discussed by BKL,
but which has turned out to be important in numerical and analytical studies. The spikes were
first discovered numerically, see [13], and were later constructed analytically; cf. [48] and [39]. See
also [29] for a generalisation of the BKL picture involving spikes and spike oscillations.
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2.3.2 Spatially homogeneous solutions

Due to the central role spatially homogeneous solutions play in the BKL conjecture, it is of
importance to analyse their asymptotics. These solutions are classified as being of Bianchi class
A, Bianchi class B or Kantowski-Sachs type. The Bianchi class A (B) solutions are the MGHD’s
of left invariant initial data on 3-dimensional unimodular (non-unimodular) Lie groups; and the
Kantowski-Sachs solutions are the MGHD’s of initial data invariant under the isometry group
of the standard metric on S2 × R. The Bianchi A and B classes are further divided into types
according to a classification of the corresponding Lie algebras. Since the Kantowski-Sachs solutions
typically exhibit simpler dynamics, it is natural to focus on Bianchi class A and B. In [23], the
authors develop a general perspective on the Bianchi class A and B setting. Building on these
ideas, scale invariant versions of the equations (for all Bianchi types except VI−1/9) are developed
in [65, 30]. The importance of developing a scale invariant perspective is due to the fact that the
mean curvature (and many other geometric quantities) diverge in the direction of the singularity.
However, using the mean curvature to extract a scale and to change the time coordinate leads
to a dynamical system with a state space which is either compact or such that the solution is
asymptotically contained in a compact subset of the state space. Moreover, extracting a scale
yields a clearer picture of the dynamics.

Mechanisms causing oscillatory and quiescent asymptotics. Turning to results, it is con-
venient to classify them according to whether the asymptotics are quiescent or oscillatory; cf.
Definition 2.7. In the companion article [57], we provide a systematic way to predict whether the
asymptotics will be quiescent or oscillatory (in the vacuum and scalar field settings). However,
for the purposes of the present discussion, let us just note that there are two main aspects that
influence the outcome. To begin with, symmetry assumptions and particular matter models can
suppress the oscillations. Moreover, certain matter models can also reactivate oscillations under
symmetry assumptions that would otherwise have suppressed them. Turning to specific examples,
Bianchi type I vacuum solutions (i.e., the Kasner solutions, cf. Figure 2.1) are clearly quiescent,
contrary to the BKL expectation concerning generic vacuum solutions. However, in this case, the
oscillations are suppressed by the symmetry assumption that the initial data be invariant under
left translations in the Lie group Rn. Generic Bianchi type VIII and IX vacuum spacetimes ex-
hibit oscillatory behaviour; cf. [49]. However, adding a non-vanishing stiff fluid eliminates the
oscillations; cf. [50]. In fact, in the case of Bianchi type VIII and IX stiff fluid spacetimes, (`+, `−)
converges to a point in the interior of the shaded triangle in Figure 2.7; cf. [50, Theorem 19.1,
p. 478]. Finally, Bianchi type VI0 vacuum and generic orthogonal perfect fluid solutions with
γ ∈ (2/3, 2) are quiescent; cf., e.g., [53, Proposition 22.16, p. 239] and [42, Theorem 1.6, p. 3076].
However, magnetic Bianchi type VI0 solutions are oscillatory; cf. [67, Theorem, p. 426].

Results concerning spatially homogeneous solutions with quiescent asymptotics. There
is a vast literature of results in the spatially homogeneous and quiescent setting and, as a con-
sequence, it is not realistic to describe them all. Some examples can be found in [65, 30, 66,
50, 28, 45, 46, 42]. These results include conclusions for all Bianchi types except VIII, IX and
VI−1/9 in the orthogonal perfect fluid settings. However, the exact restrictions on the equation
of state differ between the references. Concerning the stiff fluid setting, there are results for all
Bianchi types except VI−1/9; cf. [50, 46]. Beyond being quiescent, spatially homogeneous solu-
tions with quiescent asymptotics typically have the property that all the expansion normalised
variables parametrising the relevant state space converge. Moreover, Ǩ typically satisfies a silent
upper bound asymptotically.

Results concerning spatially homogeneous solutions with oscillatory asymptotics. As
already mentioned, generic Bianchi type VIII and IX vacuum spacetimes exhibit oscillatory asymp-
totics, and the same is true of magnetic Bianchi type VI0 solutions. That generic Bianchi type IX
solutions (in the orthogonal and non-stiff perfect fluid setting) converge to an attractor on which
the dynamics are described by the Kasner map (cf. Figure 2.5) is demonstrated in [50]. Lebesgue
generic Bianchi type VIII and IX vacuum solutions have silent asymptotics in the sense that the
spatial component of causal curves (with respect to the uniquely determined foliation by constant
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mean curvature hypersurfaces) converges in the direction of the singularity. This is demonstrated
in [14]. Finally, one can specify orbits of the Kasner map and then prove that there are stable
manifolds of solutions to the full Bianchi type VIII and IX dynamics that shadow these orbits. In
the case of periodic orbits, this is demonstrated in [37]. In the case of aperiodic orbits that stay
away from the special points (cf. Figure 2.1) this is demonstrated in [9]. In [20], Dutilleul proves
that for Lebesgue almost every point p of the Kasner circle, the heteroclinic chain H starting at
p (i.e., the orbit of the Kasner map starting at p) is such that the union of all the type IX orbits
shadowing H contains a 3-dimensional Lipschitz immersed submanifold. Moreover, for every sub-
set E of the Kasner circle with positive 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure, the union of all the type
IX orbits shadowing some heteroclinic chain starting at a point of E has positive 4-dimensional
Lebesgue measure. Concerning Bianchi type VI−1/9 solutions, there is a qualitative description of
the expected dynamics, cf. [31], but, to the best of our knowledge, no mathematical results.

2.3.3 T3-Gowdy symmetry

Proceeding beyond spatial homogeneity, it is natural to consider Gowdy and T2-symmetry. In
these cases, there is a 2-dimensional isometry group, so that the equations are effectively a system
of 1+1-dimensional wave equations. In the vacuum Gowdy setting, the symmetry is such that the
oscillations are suppressed. However, this is not expected to be the case for general T2-symmetric
solutions. In the T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum setting, there is an analysis of the asymptotics for
generic initial data, as well as a proof of generic curvature blow up (and, thereby, strong cosmic
censorship); cf., e.g., [51, 52] and references cited therein. Even though the methods used in
[51, 52] cannot be expected to carry over to the general setting, the conclusions of the analysis do
have important implications. In order to formulate the conclusions, note that the metric can be
assumed to take the form

g = t−1/2eλ/2(−dt2 + dϑ2) + teP (dx+Qdy)2 + te−P dy2 (2.10)

on T3 × (0,∞). Here the functions P , Q and λ only depend on t and ϑ, so that the metric is
invariant under the action of T2 corresponding to translations in x and y. In what follows, it is
also convenient to use the time coordinate τ = − ln t. With this choice, the big bang singularity
corresponds to τ →∞.

Let γ be a past inextendible causal curve. Then, due to the causal structure of the metric g
given by (2.10), the ϑ-component of γ converges in the direction of the singularity. Denote the
limit by ϑ0. Letting κ = P 2

τ + e2PQ2
τ , it can then be demonstrated that κ converges (in the

direction of the singularity) uniformly in J+(γ) to a limit. We denote this limit by v2
∞(ϑ0) and

refer to the function v∞ ≥ 0 as the asymptotic velocity. A proof of these statements is provided in
[51]; cf. Subsection C.4.2 below for a more detailed discussion and more detailed references. The
eigenvalues, `A, A = 1, 2, 3, of K can be calculated; cf. Remark C.4 below. The corresponding
eigenvector fields XA, A = 1, 2, 3, can be chosen such that X1 = ∂ϑ, and XA = Xx

A∂x +Xy
A∂y for

A = 2, 3, where Xx
A and Xy

A only depend on t and ϑ. Note, in particular, that [X2, X3] = 0. Next,
it can be demonstrated that the eigenvalues `1, `2 and `3 converge uniformly to

v2
∞(ϑ0)− 1

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
, 2

1− v∞(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
, 2

1 + v∞(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
(2.11)

respectively in J+(γ); cf. (C.14)–(C.16) below. Denoting the limits by `i,∞(ϑ0), it can be verified
that they satisfy the Kasner relations; cf. (C.17) below. It can also be verified that the deceleration
parameter q converges to 2 uniformly in J+(γ); cf. Lemma C.5 below. This means that the
eigenvalues of Ǩ converge uniformly to

− 4

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
, − [v∞(ϑ0)− 1]2

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
, − [v∞(ϑ0) + 1]2

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

in J+(γ); cf. (C.22)–(C.24) below. In particular, Ǩ is asymptotically negative definite unless
v∞(ϑ0) = 1. That v∞(ϑ0) = 1 is, potentially, an obstruction to silence is illustrated by the fact
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that P = τ , Q = 0 and λ = −τ is a solution to the T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum equations.
Moreover, this solution is a flat Kasner solution (which has a Cauchy horizon).

Generic solutions. The above observations hold for all T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum solutions.
However, some values of v∞ are not stable under perturbations. In fact, generic solutions are
such that 0 < v∞ < 1 for all but a finite number of points. Moreover, the exceptional points are
so-called non-degenerate true spikes, for which, in particular, 1 < v∞ < 2. These statements are
justified in [52]; cf. Section C.4 and Subsection C.4.7 below for a more detailed discussion and
more detailed references. In particular, it is clear that there is something special about the regime
0 < v∞ < 1. This can be understood from (2.11). Due to (2.11), it is clear that `1 is asymptotically
negative and `2, `3 are asymptotically positive if 0 < v∞ < 1. In particular, the one negative
eigenvalue corresponds to an eigenvector field which is orthogonal to two commuting eigenvector
fields. Note that the fact that this combination is possible is due to the particular structure
of T3-Gowdy symmetry. In the companion article [57], we, moreover, argue that this particular
combination is related to the suppression of oscillations and the appearance of a convergent regime
(for 0 < v∞ < 1) in T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum spacetimes.

The low velocity regime. Consider a solution and a ϑ0 ∈ S1 such that 0 < v∞(ϑ0) < 1. Then there
is an open neighbourhood I containing ϑ0 such that the conditions of these notes are satisfied in I.
In fact, K converges exponentially in any Ck norm on I; L̂UK converges exponentially to zero with
respect to any Ck-norm etc. The justification for these statements is given in Subsections C.4.5
and C.4.6 below.

Non-degenerate true spikes. Next, consider a non-degenerate true spike; cf. Subsection C.4.7
below for a precise definition of this notion. Given that ϑ0 corresponds to the tip of the spike,
assume γ to be a past inextendible causal curve such that the ϑ-component of γ converges to
ϑ0 in the direction of the singularity. Then, with respect to suitable local coordinates on T3, all
the components of K but one converge in J+(γ) in the direction of the singularity. However, the
remaining component tends to infinity. Moreover, the eigenvector fields X2 and X3 asymptotically
point in the same direction, even though the eigenvalues corresponding to X2 and X3 converge
to distinct values. In other words, the span of the limits of the eigenvector fields X2 and X3 is a
one dimensional subspace. This is clearly not the case when 0 < v∞(ϑ0) < 1, since K converges
and the limits of the eigenvalues are distinct in that case. In other words, for a generic solution,
the non-degenerate true spikes are characterised by the property that the span of the limits of the
eigenvector fields X2 and X3 is a one dimensional subspace. The above statments are justified in
Subsection C.4.7.

Localisations. An important lesson to be learnt from the study of T3-Gowdy symmetric space-
times is that focussing on regions of the form J+(γ) substantially simplifies the analysis. In order
to justify this statement, it is useful to consider the spikes in greater detail. Figure 2.6 illustrates a
non-degenerate true spike. Note, in particular, that the tip of the spike is a point of discontinuity
for v∞. If one abandons the requirement of non-degeneracy, there can be infinitely many spikes,
and the corresponding asymptotic behaviour is very complicated. On the other hand, following a
causal curve, say γ, into the singularity, then intersecting the leaves of the natural foliation with
J+(γ), the spatial variation of, e.g., the eigenvalues of K, in the corresponding sets decays to zero
in the direction of the singularity. And this is true even if the spatial component of γ converges
to a point on the singularity which is an accumulation point of spikes. The important observation
here is that

• in order to prove, e.g., generic curvature blow up, it is sufficient to consider the behaviour
of solutions along causal curves,

• in order to predict the behaviour of the solution along a causal curve going into the singu-
larity, it is, from a PDE perspective, sufficient to control the behaviour in J+(γ),

• the behaviour in J+(γ) is in general much less complicated; e.g., the eigenvalues ofK converge
and their spatial variation dies out,
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Figure 2.6: In a neighbourhood of a true spike, the asymptotic velocity is the limit of Pτ . The
plots are of Pτ at three different times. The limit, i.e. the asymptotic velocity, is discontinuous.

• considering larger regions that intersect the singularity in a subset containing an open set, the
behaviour can be extremely complicated; there can be infinitely many spikes and infinitely
many discontinuity points of the asymptotic velocity.

In short: it is sufficient to focus on sets of the form J+(γ), and considering the solution in larger
regions in general takes the degree of difficulty to a completely different level.

2.3.4 Quiescent singularities

In spite of the central role of the BKL proposal in cosmology, there is no construction of a
spatially inhomogeneous solution with the properties stated in the BKL conjecture. There is not
even a construction of a spatially inhomogeneous solution with an oscillatory singularity. However,
according to the BKL proposal, the presence of a scalar field or a stiff fluid is expected to suppress
the oscillations and produce a quiescent singularity. In addition, as noted in [19], even for Einstein’s
vacuum equations, there are quiescent regimes in the case of n+1-dimensions for n ≥ 10. Moreover,
as already discussed above, the presence of symmetries can suppress oscillations.

Specifying data on the singularity. The vacuum T3-Gowdy setting is the most general cos-
mological setting in which the generic behaviour of solutions in the direction of the singularity
has been analysed. There are Gowdy settings with different spatial topologies (S3 and S1× S2) as
well as the so-called polarised T2-symmetric solutions, all of which are expected to be quiescent
and for which the asymptotics could potentially be analysed. However, due to the difficulty, the
results going beyond these classes largely consist of specifying data on the singularity. The idea
here is to specify the asymptotic behaviour of solutions, and then to prove that there are solutions
with the prescribed asymptotics. This point of view is applied to the T3-Gowdy symmetric setting
in [36], an article which generated substantial activity in the area; cf., e.g., [33, 47, 6, 63, 34, 18].
Even though results of this nature allow for the correct number of free functions, it is unclear
how large a subset of regular initial data the constructed solutions correspond to. In particular,
it is unclear if they correspond to an open set. As mentioned before, in order to obtain quiescent
behaviour in a situation without symmetries, it is necessary to introduce matter (such as a scalar
field or a stiff fluid), or to consider higher dimensions; e.g., the Einstein vacuum equations in n+1
dimensions, where n ≥ 10. In [6, 18], results are derived in these contexts in the class of real
analytic solutions, using Fuchsian techniques. Two more recent results on specifying data on the
singularity are [5, 24]. The results of [24] (cf. also [35]) are of particular importance, in that they
apply to the Einstein vacuum equations in 3 + 1-dimensions in the absence of symmetries. In
particular, the authors construct a class of solutions such that for each “point on the singularity”,
the asymptotics are approximately those of a Kasner solution; cf. Example 2.8. This may seem to
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Figure 2.7: The Kasner disc. The gray area indicates the subset in which stable big bang formation
is expected in the stiff fluid/scalar field setting. Note that all Bianchi type VIII and IX stiff fluid
spacetimes (with non-vanishing energy density) asymptotically converge to a point in the gray
region; cf. [50].

contradict the BKL proposal. However, in spite of the fact that the solutions are not symmetric,
they are still expected to be highly non-generic; cf. the companion article [57] for a discussion.
On the other hand, the results of [24] are in the C∞-setting.

In spite of the weaknesses described above, the results allowing the specification of data on the
singularity are very important, in that they (in particular [6, 18]) indicate that there are regimes
for which one could hope for stable big bang formation. In particular, in the 3+1-dimensional stiff
fluid and scalar field setting, the initial data are, essentially, freely specifiable under the constraint
that the pointwise asymptotic limits of (`+, `−) belong to the shaded region in Figure 2.7.

Stable big bang formation. In [58, 59, 60, 62], the authors accomplish an important break-
through in the study of big bang singularities. In particular, they demonstrate stable big bang
formation in the case of stiff fluids, in the case of scalar fields, and in the case of higher dimen-
sions. One drawback is that the results only yield solutions that are close to isotropic or whose
anisotropy has a definite bound which excludes the full range of possibilities one would expect
on the basis of [6, 18]. In order to explain the discrepancy, consider first the 3 + 1-dimensional
setting. Due to [6], the expectation in the scalar field/stiff fluid setting is that stable big bang
formation should be obtained for (`+, `−) belonging to the interior of the equilateral triangle with
vertices given by the special points Ti, i = 1, 2, 3, introduced in Example 2.8; cf. Figure 2.7. The
results obtained in [59] yield stable big bang formation in a neighbourhood of `+ = `− = 0. In
that sense, there is a large region missing for which one expects to be able to prove stable big bang
formation. In [60], the authors prove stable big bang formation for Einstein’s vacuum equations
in n + 1-dimensions for n ≥ 38. However, as noted above, n + 1-dimensions with n ≥ 10 should
be enough. For these reasons, the paper [25] constitutes an important breakthrough. In [25], the
authors prove stable big bang formation in the Einstein-scalar field setting (for n ≥ 3) and for the
Einstein vacuum equations (for n ≥ 10). Moreover, their results cover the full regimes expected
on the basis of [6, 18]. In order to prove their results, the authors use Fermi-Walker transported
frames. This gives a more geometric perspective on the behaviour of solutions than the coordinate
based analysis of [58, 59, 60, 62]. Related results are obtained in [1]. In this paper, the authors
demonstrate a stability result for the Schwarzschild singularity. The result concerns the interior
of the black hole for solutions to Einstein’s vacuum equations with polarized axial symmetry.

One potential problem with the methodology used in [58, 59, 60, 62, 25], is that the gauge is
non-local. As pointed out concerning the vacuum T3-Gowdy setting, it can in general be expected
to be of central importance to localise the analysis to sets of the form J+(γ) for a causal curve γ
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going into the singularity. In case the gauge is non-local, this might be problematic.



Chapter 3

Assumptions

3.1 Equations and basic terminology

Equation. Many of the fundamental questions in general relativity can be phrased in terms of
the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to Einstein’s equations. There are various ways of defining
an asymptotic regime, but here we use a foliation. This is a somewhat non-geometric approach.
However, given information along a foliation, it is typically possible to draw geometric conclusions.
In the present paper, we are interested in a toy problem associated with the Einstein equations,
namely that of analysing the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to systems of linear wave equations
of the form (1.1).

Induced metric and second fundamental form. In these notes, we focus on spacetimes
(M, g) with a crushing singularity; cf. Definition 2.1. The justification for this is that for large
classes of solutions with big bang singularities, such as the ones discussed in Section 2.3, the
singularity is crushing; cf. Appendix C below. We use the notation ḡ and k̄ for the metric and
second fundamental form induced on the leaves of the associated foliation. We think of ḡ and
k̄ as families of symmetric covariant 2-tensor fields on M̄ (here and below we use the notation
introduced in Definition 2.1). The mean curvature is of particular interest, and we denote it
θ := trḡk̄. Next, the volume density ϕ is defined by the requirement that

µḡ = ϕµḡref
. (3.1)

Here µḡ and µḡref
are the volume forms with respect to ḡ and ḡref respectively. Moreover, ḡref can

be chosen to be any reference (Riemannian) metric on M̄ . However, for the sake of convenience,
we here assume ḡref to equal the metric induced on M̄t0 for some fixed reference time t0 ∈ I; this
means that ϕ(x̄, t0) = 1 for all x̄ ∈ M̄ . It is also convenient to introduce the logarithmic volume
density :

% := lnϕ. (3.2)

In the case of a big bang singularity, it is natural to assume ϕ to converge to zero as t→ t− (this
is satisfied for the spacetimes discussed in Section 2.3; cf. Appendix C below). Then % → −∞
as t → t−. Finally, we assume that θ > 0 on the entire foliation. Since we are interested in the
asymptotic regime where θ → ∞ uniformly, this is not a restriction; if it is not fulfilled, we can
restrict I in such a way that it is.

Terminology. Sometimes, it is of interest to consider more general situations than the one
discussed above. We then use the following terminology.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. A partial pointed foliation of
(M, g) is a triple M̄ , I and t0 ∈ I, where M̄ is a closed n-dimensional manifold; I is an interval
with left end point t− and right end point t+; and there is an open interval J containing I and a

25
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diffeomorphism from M̄ × J to an open subset of M . Moreover, the hypersurfaces M̄t := M̄ ×{t}
are required to be spacelike Cauchy hypersurfaces (in (M̄ × J, g)) and ∂t is required to be future
pointing timelike with respect to g (where ∂t represents differentiation with respect to the variable
on I). Given a partial pointed foliation, the associated induced metric, second fundamental form,
mean curvature and future pointing unit normal are denoted ḡ, k̄, θ and U respectively; the
associated Weingarten map K̄ is the family of (1, 1) tensor fields on M̄ obtained by raising one
of the indices of k̄ with ḡ; the associated reference metric is the metric induced on M̄t0 by g
(it is denoted by ḡref with associated Levi-Civita connection D̄); and the volume density ϕ and
logarithmic volume density % associated with the partial pointed foliation are defined by (3.1) and
(3.2) respectively.

An expanding partial pointed foliation is a partial pointed foliation such that the mean curvature
θ of the leaves of the foliation M̄t, t ∈ I, is always strictly positive. Given an expanding partial
pointed foliation, the associated expansion normalised Weingarten map K is the family of (1, 1)
tensor fields on M̄ given by K := K̄/θ; the associated conformal metric is ĝ := θ2g; the associated
induced conformal metric, second fundamental form, mean curvature and future pointing unit nor-
mal are denoted ǧ, ǩ, θ̌ and Û respectively, and they are the objects induced on the hypersurfaces
M̄t by the conformal metric ĝ; and the associated conformal Weingarten map Ǩ is the family of
(1, 1) tensor fields on M̄ obtained by raising one of the indices of ǩ with ǧ.

Remark 3.2. We consider the family ḡ of Riemannian metrics to be defined on M̄ (in other
words, we identify M̄t and M̄). Similar comments apply to k̄, ǧ etc. We also consider ḡref to be
defined on M̄ .

Remark 3.3. Given a partial pointed foliation of a spacetime, we, in what follows, speak of M ,
g, n, ḡ, U , k̄, θ, K̄, M̄ , I, t±, t0, ḡref , D̄, ϕ and % without further comment. Given an expanding
partial pointed foliation, we, in addition, speak of ĝ, ǧ, Û , ǩ, θ̌, K and Ǩ without further comment.

Remark 3.4. The assumption that M̄ be closed is mainly for convenience. With slightly modified
assumptions, the arguments presented below should also work for non-compact M̄ . The reason
we do not assume M̄ × I to be diffeomorphic to M is that we wish to be able to use the results
presented below in the context of a bootstrap argument. Then I is an interval the size of which
increases in the course of the argument.

It is of interest to relate K̄, K and Ǩ. Note, to this end, that

Ǩ = θ−1K̄ + Û(ln θ)Id = K + Û(ln θ)Id. (3.3)

In particular, Ǩ, K̄ and K have the same eigenspaces. On the other hand, the eigenvalues are
quite different.

3.1.1 Deceleration parameter

We are interested in situations where the mean curvature of the leaves of the foliation tends to
infinity. We can therefore not impose bounds on θ. However, in many applications, Û(ln θ) is
bounded. For that reason, it is of interest to introduce the notion of a deceleration parameter,
defined as follows.

Definition 3.5. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Then the deceleration parameter q is defined by

Û(n ln θ) = −1− q. (3.4)

Remark 3.6. For an FLRW spacetime with scale factor a(t), cf. (2.5), it can be computed
that q = −aä/ȧ2. In this sense, q measures the deceleration. In more general situations, the
Raychaudhuri equation can be used to compute q. Moreover, the Hamiltonian constraint can be
used to draw conclusions concerning the boundedness of q; cf. [57] for further details.
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For future reference, it is of interest to note that taking the trace of (3.3) yields

θ̌ = 1 + Û(n ln θ) = −q, (3.5)

where we appealed to (3.4) in the last step.

3.1.2 Lapse and shift

Two important objects associated with a foliation are the lapse function and the shift vector field.
They are defined as follows.

Definition 3.7. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Then the lapse function N and the shift vector field χ associated with
the foliation are defined by the condition that

∂t = NU + χ (3.6)

and the condition that χ is tangential to the constant t hypersurfaces. In the case of ĝ, the lapse
function and shift vector field are defined by ∂t = N̂Û + χ̂. In particular, N̂ = θN and χ̂ = χ.

Remark 3.8. Since ∂t is future pointing timelike, N is a strictly positive function. Moreover,

U = N−1(∂t − χ). (3.7)

Remark 3.9. Since the shift vector field is the same for g and ĝ, we, from now on, only speak of
χ.

In the process of constructing a spacetime via a foliation, it is necessary to make a choice of
lapse and shift. They are defined, explicitly or implicitly, via gauge conditions. What gauge
conditions are appropriate to impose depends on the situation. However, we are mainly interested
in situations in which the shift vector field is small. Note, in particular, that in all the examples
discussed in Section 2.3, χ = 0. Moreover, except for the results concerning T3-Gowdy symmetric
solutions and stable big bang formation, N = 1. However, in the case of the results on stable big
bang formation, N converges to 1.

3.2 Basic assumptions

To begin with, we make assumptions concerning the eigenvalues of K and Ǩ.

3.2.1 Silence and non-degeneracy

Two fundamental assumptions concerning the geometry are silence and non-degeneracy. They can
be formulated purely in terms of K and Ǩ, and are the basis for drawing conclusions concerning
the causal structure.

Definition 3.10. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expand-
ing partial pointed foliation. If there is a constant εSp > 0 such that

Ǩ ≤ −εSpId (3.8)

(i.e., if Ǩ is negative definite) on M̄ × I, then Ǩ is said to have a silent upper bound on I. In
what follows, εSp is assumed to satisfy εSp ≤ 2. If the eigenvalues of K are distinct and there is
an εnd > 0 such that the distance between different eigenvalues is bounded from below by εnd on
I, then K is said to be non-degenerate on I.
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Remark 3.11. Remark 2.12 is equally relevant here. Note also that the inequality (3.8) is
equivalent to the statement that the eigenvalues of Ǩ are bounded from above by −εSp.

Remark 3.12. If (3.8) holds, then q ≥ nεSp, where q is introduced in Definition 3.5; cf. (3.5).

The quiescent examples discussed in Section 2.3 are generally such that Ǩ has a silent upper bound;
cf. Appendix C below for a more detailed discussion. In the oscillatory setting, the situation is
more complicated. For large periods of time, an estimate such as (3.8) holds. However, there will,
at the very least, be short periods of time during which this inequality is violated. Moreover, if
the solution is such that its α-limit set contains one of the special points on the Kasner circle, then
there will also be long periods of time during which the largest eigenvalue of Ǩ is close to zero;
cf. Example 2.13. Nevertheless, regions in which (3.8) is satisfied are essential when analysing the
asymptotics of solutions.

Turning to the condition of non-degeneracy, one would expect it to be satisfied generically. How-
ever, there will be periods of time where it is violated. In the oscillatory setting, the violations
can mainly be expected to take place during short periods of time. However, in either case, if
there are violations during longer periods of time, the situation in some sense simplifies. The
reason for this is that if two eigenvalues are roughly equal, then there is no reason to distinguish
the corresponding eigenspaces and it should (with, presumably, somewhat different methods) be
possible to treat the direct sum of the eigenspaces on the same footing as the eigenspaces of the
distinct eigenvalues.

3.2.2 Frame

In order to formulate the next assumptions, we need to introduce a frame on the constant t
hypersurfaces.

Definition 3.13. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I. By assumption, the eigenvalues, say
`1 < · · · < `n, of K are distinct. Locally, there is, for each A ∈ {1, . . . , n} an eigenvector XA of K
corresponding to `A such that

|XA|ḡref
= 1. (3.9)

If there is a global smooth frame with this property, say {XA}, then K is said to have a global
frame and {Y A} denotes the frame dual to {XA}.

Remark 3.14. Since K is smooth, the eigenvalues `A are smooth.

Remark 3.15. Note that, once we have fixed the XA at one point of M , they are uniquely deter-
mined in a neighbourhood by the conditions that XA be an eigenvector of K corresponding to `A;
(3.9); and the condition that the XA be smooth vector fields. On the other hand, there may be
global topological obstructions to extending this local frame to a global one. Nevertheless, by tak-
ing a finite cover of M̄ , if necessary, it can be ensured that there is a global frame; cf. Section A.1
below. The local geometry of this finite cover is of course identical to the original geometry. In
other words, no geometric understanding is lost by going to the finite cover. Moreover, as will
become clear, since we are interested in the silent setting, we can localise the analysis asymptoti-
cally, so that the issue of the existence of a global frame is, in practice, not a problem. For these
reasons, we below restrict our attention to the case that K has a global frame. In what follows, if K
is non-degenerate and has a global frame, we speak of {XA} and {Y A} without further comment.

Remark 3.16. The assumptions imply that M̄ is parallelisable, which, in general, is a topological
restriction. Note, however, that in the case of n = 3, M̄ is parallelisable as long as it is orientable;
cf. [12] and references cited therein. Nevertheless, allowing degeneracy is, in general, of interest.
However, degeneracy is in some respects associated with a higher degree of symmetry; e.g., all
the eigenvalues coinciding corresponds to isotropy. Moreover, many of the complications in the
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analysis of the dynamics of cosmological solutions are associated with different rates of expansion
in different spatial directions (which, in its turn, corresponds to non-degeneracy). If there is
complete degeneracy (in the sense that all the eigenvalues are similar), different methods should
be applicable (since there is no reason to distinguish the different spatial directions, due to the
similar rates of expansion/contraction). If there is partial degeneracy in the sense that two or more
eigenvalues are similar (or that there are pairs of similar eigenvalues etc.), it should be possible
to divide the tangent space of M̄ into a finite sum of vector spaces (which are not necessarily
one-dimensional), in which the eigenvalues are similar. The analysis in the present notes should
suffice to analyse the distinct eigenspaces, and methods similar to those of, e.g., Rodnianski and
Speck should suffice to analyse the behaviour in one of the vector spaces. Nevertheless, in order
to obtain a clear picture of the geometry, we here insist on non-degeneracy.

Remark 3.17. If all the assumptions of the definition are satisfied, there is a global orthonormal
frame {Ei} on M̄ with respect to the metric ḡref , with dual frame {ωi}.

Given that the assumptions of the definition are satisfied, a standard argument implies that {XA}
is an orthogonal frame with respect to ḡ; cf. (5.1) below. This naturally leads to the following
definition.

Definition 3.18. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Let the
frame {XA} be given by Definition 3.13. Then µA and µ̄A are defined by

ǧ(XA, XA) =e2µA , (3.10)

ḡ(XA, XA) =e2µ̄A . (3.11)

In particular, µA = µ̄A + ln θ.

3.2.3 Off-diagonal exponential decay/growth

Most of our assumptions take the form of bounds. However, we need to impose additional condi-
tions on the off-diagonal components of the expansion normalised normal derivative of K. By the
normal derivative of K, we here mean the Lie derivative of K with respect to the future pointing
unit normal U , denoted LUK, and the expansion normalised normal derivative of K is defined by
L̂UK := θ−1LUK. However, it is not completely obvious how to define LUK: K is a family of
(1, 1)-tensor fields on M̄ , and LUK should be an object of the same type. On the other hand, U is
clearly not tangential to M̄ . The precise definition is straightforward but somewhat lengthy. For
that reason, we only provide it in Section A.2 below. If Einstein’s equations are satisfied, L̂UK can
be calculated in terms of the stress energy tensor, K, the lapse function and the spatial geometry;
cf. [57]. However, we here do not assume Einstein’s equations to be satisfied, and therefore we
impose bounds directly on L̂UK.

Definition 3.19. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then L̂UK
is said to satisfy an off-diagonal exponential bound if there are constants CK,od > 0, GK,od > 0,
MK,od > 0 and 0 < εK ≤ 2 such that

|(L̂UK)(Y A, XB)| ≤ CK,ode
εK% +GK,ode

−εK% (3.12)

on M̄ × I for all A 6= B, where
GK,ode

−εK% ≤MK,od (3.13)

on M̄ × I. If there are constants CK,od > 0, GK,od > 0, MK,od > 0 and 0 < εK ≤ 2 such that

(3.12) and (3.13) hold on M̄ × I for all A,B such that A 6= B and B > 1, then L̂UK is said to
satisfy a weak off-diagonal exponential bound.
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Remark 3.20. We have ordered the eigenvalues of K so that `1 < · · · < `n. For this reason, the
order of A and B in (3.12) is potentially important. In fact, it turns out that the condition (3.12)
is much stronger if A > B than if A < B. Moreover, the estimate (3.12) can, under quite general
circumstances, be improved in the case that A < B; cf. Proposition 7.11 below. For this reason,
it is of interest to note that we here only assume that the estimates (3.12) and (3.13) hold in the
case that B > 1; cf., e.g., Lemma 7.5, Corollary 7.7 and Proposition 7.11 below. Note also that in
the case of 3+1-dimensions, the only A,B satisfying B > 1 and A > B are A = 3 and B = 2. The
only condition that cannot be improved by appealing to Proposition 7.11 is thus when A = 3 and
B = 2. However, if we impose Einstein’s equations, and make suitable assumptions concerning
the matter, the estimate for this remaining component can also, a posteriori, be improved; cf. [57,
Corollary 52].

Remark 3.21. The conditions are only imposed for A 6= B. As an illustration of the importance
of this observation, note that Bianchi type VIII and IX vacuum spacetimes are such that there
is a time independent frame with respect to which K is diagonal. Thus, in that case, the left
hand side of (3.12) vanishes identically for all A 6= B. In this respect, (3.12) is consistent with an
oscillatory singularity. Note also that, for generic Bianchi type VIII and IX vacuum spacetimes,
(L̂UK)(Y A, XA) (no summation on A) does not converge to zero in the direction of the singularity.

Remark 3.22. The estimates (3.12) and (3.13) may seem like a curious combination of condi-
tions. However, there are two reasons to impose them. First, if you consider oscillatory spatially
homogeneous solutions, then there are typically exponentially decaying terms and exponentially
growing terms. On the other hand, the exponentially growing terms are typically bounded. This
combination is captured by (3.12) and (3.13). Second, integrating a non-negative function f over
an interval [a, b] on which f(t) ≤ Ceεt ≤M yields an estimate∫ b

a

f(t)dt ≤ ε−1M.

In particular, there is a bound on the integral which is independent of the length of the interval,
a property which is very useful when deriving estimates.

Returning to the results discussed in Section 2.3, note that, generally speaking, quiescent singu-
larities are such that L̂UK decays to zero exponentially (in %); cf. Appendix C below for a more
precise statement and a justification. In particular, the off-diagonal components converge to zero
exponentially. In the case of Bianchi type VIII and IX orthogonal perfect fluids, the off-diagonal
components vanish identically.

3.2.4 Weighted norms and assumptions concerning the expansion nor-
malised Weingarten map

A remarkable feature of many, if not all, of the big bang singularities for which the asymptotics
are understood is that K is bounded with respect to a fixed metric on M̄ ; cf. Appendix C below
for a more detailed discussion. Since this is the case, it is of interest to analyse what conclusions
can be drawn from the assumption that this bound holds. In some respects, this is the main
motivation for writing these notes. In order to obtain conclusions concerning, e.g., solutions to
partial differential equations, it is, however, not sufficient to only assume bounds on K. We
also need to impose bounds on its derivatives. For many singularities, the derivatives of K are
bounded; cf. Appendix C below. In fact, in the case of quiescent singularities, K typically converges
exponentially. For the spatially homogeneous and oscillatory spacetimes, K does not converge, but
it and its derivatives are bounded. However, in the case of non-degenerate true spikes in T3-Gowdy
symmetric vacuum solutions, K is not bounded; cf. Subsection C.4.7 below. On the other hand,
a generic T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum solution only has a finite number of non-degenerate true
spikes, and for every other point on the singularity, there is an open neighbourhood thereof such
that K converges exponentially in any Ck-norm in that neighbourhood; cf. Section C.4 below.



3.2. BASIC ASSUMPTIONS 31

Here, we are going to impose bounds with respect to weighted Sobolev and Ck-norms. The bounds
are consistent with the derivatives of K growing polynomially in %, but not exponentially. However,
that is not to say that the methods developed in these notes are not useful in the latter context.
On the other hand, if we allow a faster rate of blow up of the spatial derivatives, we expect it
to be necessary to impose more detailed assumptions concerning the eigenvalues `A, in fact to
relate the rate of blow up of derivatives in specific directions with corresponding eigenvalues `A.
In short: in order to analyse this situation, we expect it to be necessary to make very specific and
interconnected assumptions concerning the eigenvalues and the rate of blow up. Here we wish to
avoid doing so. We therefore make stronger assumptions concerning the bounds on K.

We also need to impose bounds on L̂UK. We do not assume L̂UK to be bounded with respect to
a fixed metric, but we assume it not to blow up faster than polynomially in %. We also impose
weighted Sobolev and Ck-bounds. In the quiescent setting, such bounds are satisfied with a margin
since L̂UK typically converges to zero exponentially in this setting; cf. Appendix C below. In the
spatially homogeneous orthogonal perfect fluid setting (including the oscillatory Bianchi type VIII
and IX solutions), L̂UK and its spatial derivatives are bounded but do not, in general, converge
to zero. In the T3-Gowdy symmetric setting, the spikes can be expected to cause complications.

As noted above, in the context of Einstein’s equations, L̂UK can be calculated in terms of the
stress energy tensor, K, the lapse function and the spatial geometry. However, since we do not
assume Einstein’s equations to be satisfied here, we impose conditions on L̂UK directly.

In order to define the weighted Sobolev and Ck-norms used to phrase the assumptions, let

V := {(va, vb) ∈ R2 : va ≥ 0, vb ≥ 0}.

Let, moreover,
I := {(l0, l1) ∈ Z2 : 0 ≤ l0 ≤ l1}.

Then, if (va, vb) = v ∈ V, (l0, l1) = l ∈ I and T is a family of tensor fields on M̄ for t ∈ I,

‖T (·, t)‖Cl
v(M̄) :=supx̄∈M̄

(∑l1
j=l0
〈%(x̄, t)〉−2va−2jvb |D̄jT (x̄, t)|2ḡref

)1/2

, (3.14)

‖T (·, t)‖Hl
v(M̄) :=

(∫
M̄

∑l1
j=l0
〈%(·, t)〉−2va−2jvb |D̄jT (·, t)|2ḡref

µḡref

)1/2

. (3.15)

Here 〈ξ〉 := (1 + |ξ|2)1/2. In case v = 0, we write Cl(M̄) and H l(M̄) for the spaces and corre-
spondingly for the norms. In case l = (0, l), then we replace l with l (in practice, this will be
signalled by the fact that the superscript is not in boldface) in the names of the spaces and the
notation for the norms. Note that the norms are calculated with respect to the time independent
Riemannian reference metric ḡref , and not with respect to the induced metric ḡ.

Remark 3.23. In order to justify the above, somewhat cumbersome, notation, note that we wish
K to be bounded. For the norms of K, it is therefore natural to assume that there is no weight
in front of the zeroth order term in the sum on the right hand sides of (3.14) and (3.15). For
other tensor fields, it might be natural to include a weight also in front of the zeroth order term.
The reason for introducing the terminology I is that in the case of, e.g., θ, we wish to impose
conditions on the derivatives of ln θ, but not on the C0- or L2-norm of ln θ.

Remark 3.24. Throughout these notes, we assume that there is a constant CK such that

‖K(·, t)‖C0(M̄) ≤ CK (3.16)

for all t ∈ I−, where
I− := {t ∈ I : t ≤ t0}. (3.17)

Remark 3.25. We are mainly interested in imposing conditions on the Sobolev norms of K and
its normal derivative. However, the assumptions yielding the basic conclusions concerning the
geometry are most naturally formulated using lower order supremum norms. It is of course also
possible to deduce estimates for the supremum norms using Sobolev embedding.
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3.2.5 Assumptions concerning the mean curvature

We are interested in situations where the mean curvature of the leaves of the foliation tends to
infinity. We can therefore not impose boundedness conditions on θ. However, in the case of many
big bang singularities, the deceleration parameter q introduced in Definition 3.5 is bounded. For
example, the 3 + 1-dimensional quiescent singularities discussed in Section 2.3 are typically such
that q converges to 2 exponentially; cf. Appendix C below. In the case of the oscillatory and
spatially homogeneous solutions discussed in Section 2.3, q and its derivatives are bounded, but q
does not converge. For these reasons, it is natural to impose bounds on q, and we do so in what
follows. We also need to impose bounds on the relative spatial variation of the mean curvature. In
order to develop a feeling for what bounds are natural to impose, note that we are here interested
in singularities such that the mean curvature tends to infinity in a synchronised way. In other
words, if t− represents the singularity, then, for all x̄ ∈ M̄ , θ(x̄, t) → ∞ as t → t−. Combining
this assumption with weighted bounds on q and lnN , and assuming that χ = 0, we deduce that
weighted norms of D̄ ln θ are bounded; cf. Section A.3 below for a more detailed justification. For
this reason, we typically demand that weighted norms of D̄ ln θ are bounded. Note also that most
of the examples mentioned in Section 2.3 are such that θ is constant over the leaves of the foliation
or such that the relative spatial variation decays in the direction of the singularity. However, the
T3-Gowdy setting is somewhat different; cf. Section C.4 below.

Remark 3.26. In what follows, we always assume that there is a constant Crel such that

|D̄ ln N̂ |ḡref
≤ Crel (3.18)

on M̄ × I−.

3.2.6 Assumptions concerning the lapse function and the shift vector
field

The conditions on the lapse function are imposed implicitly, since we impose weighted bounds on
derivatives of ln N̂ and ln θ. However, they are analogous to those imposed on θ. For reference,
note that N = 1 or N → 1 for most of the examples in Section 2.3.

Turning to the shift vector field, we assume χ to be small. In order to develop a feeling for which
norms are appropriate to use concerning χ, note that (3.6) implies that

g(∂t, ∂t) = −N2 + |χ|2ḡ.

Here, we are interested in foliations such that ∂t is timelike; i.e., such that N−1|χ|ḡ < 1. In what
follows, we therefore assume that

1

N
|χ|ḡ ≤

1

2
. (3.19)

This inequality ensures that ∂t is timelike, with a margin. We also need to impose conditions on
derivatives of χ. However, we wish to measure the size of the derivatives with respect to a fixed
metric, in analogy with the conditions imposed on K. To this end, we introduce the following
hybrid measure: if ξ is a vector field on M which is tangential to the leaves of the foliation, let

|D̄kξ|hy := N−1
(
ḡi1j1ref · · · ḡ

ikjk
ref ḡlmD̄i1 · · · D̄ikξ

lD̄j1 · · · D̄jkξ
m
)1/2

. (3.20)

With this notation, the inequality (3.19) can be written |χ|hy ≤ 1/2. Given (va, vb) = v ∈ V and
(l0, l1) = l ∈ I, it is also convenient to introduce the notation

‖ξ(·, t)‖Hl,v
hy (M̄) :=

(∫
M̄

∑l1
k=l0
〈%(·, t)〉−2va−2kvb |D̄kξ(·, t)|2hyµḡref

)1/2

, (3.21)

‖ξ(·, t)‖Cl,v
hy (M̄) := sup

x̄∈M̄

∑l1
k=l0
〈%(x̄, t)〉−va−kvb |D̄kξ(x̄, t)|hy. (3.22)
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In case l = (0, l), we replace l with l (in practice, this will be signalled by the fact that the
superscript is not in boldface) in the names of the spaces and the notation for the norms. In case
v = 0, we also use the notation H l

hy(M̄) and Cl
hy(M̄). In what follows, we also need to impose

bounds on
χ̇ := LÛχ. (3.23)

Here the overline represents orthogonal projection to the tangent spaces of M̄t; i.e., χ̇ − LÛχ is
parallel to U . Note that χ̇ can also be written

χ̇ = L̂Uχ,

where L̂U := θ−1LU .

In the case of the examples mentioned in Section 2.3, the shift vector field vanishes, so that the
conditions concerning χ are trivially satisfied.

3.2.7 Assumptions concerning the coefficients

Turning to the assumptions concerning the coefficients of the equation, it is useful to take an
expansion normalised perspective. Effectively, this means that we multiply (1.1) by θ−2 (or,
alternately, that we rephrase the wave operator in terms of the wave operator associated with the
conformally rescaled metric ĝ; cf. Subsection 11.1.1 below). In particular, we therefore need to
impose conditions on

X̂ := θ−2X = X̂ 0Û + X̂⊥, α̂ := θ−2α, (3.24)

where the components of X̂⊥ consist of vector fields that are perpendicular to Û with respect to
g. Concerning α̂ and X̂ 0, we impose bounds with respect to norms such as (3.14) and (3.15).
However, when it comes to X̂⊥, we need to proceed differently. To begin with, if ξ is a vector field
on M which is tangential to the leaves of the foliation, let

|D̄kξ|hc :=
(
ḡi1j1ref · · · ḡ

ikjk
ref ǧlmD̄i1 · · · D̄ikξ

lD̄j1 · · · D̄jkξ
m
)1/2

. (3.25)

Given (va, vb) = v ∈ V and (l0, l1) = l ∈ I, it is also convenient to introduce the notation

‖ξ(·, t)‖Hl,v
hc (M̄) :=

(∫
M̄

∑l1
k=l0
〈%(·, t)〉−2va−2kvb |D̄kξ(·, t)|2hcµḡref

)1/2

, (3.26)

‖ξ(·, t)‖Cl,v
hc (M̄) := sup

x̄∈M̄

∑l1
k=l0
〈%(x̄, t)〉−va−kvb |D̄kξ(x̄, t)|hc. (3.27)

In case l = (0, l), we replace l with l (in practice, this will be signalled by the fact that the
superscript is not in boldface) in the names of the spaces and the notation for the norms. In case
v = 0, we also use the notation H l

hc(M̄) and Cl
hc(M̄). Below, we impose boundedness of X̂⊥ with

respect to norms such as the ones introduced in (3.26) and (3.27).

It is of interest to analyse how strong the assumptions are by considering a specific example, such
as the Klein-Gordon equation. In that case X = 0 and α is constant. In the context of interest
here, it can be demonstrated that θ tends to infinity exponentially (with respect to %). Since α
is constant, this means that α̂ converges to zero exponentially. In particular, it is in that setting
trivial to prove that α̂ is bounded with respect to norms such as (3.14) and (3.15).

3.3 Assumptions

Since it is cumbersome to repeat all the assumptions in the statement of every lemma, we here
formulate the basic assumptions.
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Definition 3.27. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation, K to be non-degenerate on I, K to have a global frame and Ǩ to have
a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition 3.10. Assume, moreover, L̂UK to satisfy a weak off-
diagonal exponential bound; cf. Definition 3.19. Next, let v0 = (0, u) ∈ V and assume that there
is a constant Ku such that

‖K(·, t)‖C1
v0

(M̄) ≤ Ku (3.28)

for all t ∈ I−; in particular, there is a constant CK such that (3.16) holds. Assume, finally, that
(3.18) holds; and that

‖χ(·, t)‖C0
hy(M̄) ≤

1

2
(3.29)

for all t ∈ I−. Then the basic assumptions are said to be fulfilled. The associated constants are
denoted by

cbas := (n, εSp, εK, εnd, CK, CK,od,MK,od, u,Ku, Crel). (3.30)

3.3.1 Higher order Sobolev assumptions

In Definition 3.27 we state the basic assumptions. However, in many contexts, it is of interest to
make assumptions concerning higher order derivatives. In the corresponding definitions, and in
what is to follow, it is convenient to use the following notation

θ0,− := inf
x̄∈M̄

θ(x̄, t0), θ0,+ := sup
x̄∈M̄

θ(x̄, t0). (3.31)

Definition 3.28. Given that the basic assumptions, cf. Definition 3.27, are satisfied, let 1 ≤ l ∈ Z,
l0 := (1, 1), l := (1, l) and l1 := (1, l + 1). Let u and v0 be defined as in the statement of
Definition 3.27. Let, moreover, v := (u, u). Then the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are said to be
satisfied if there are constants Srel,l, Sχ,l, SK,l, Sθ,l, Crel,1, CK,1, Cχ,1 and Cθ,1 such that

‖ ln N̂‖
H

l1
v0

(M̄)
+ ‖Û(ln N̂)‖Hlv(M̄) ≤Srel,l,

θ−1
0,−‖χ‖Hl+2,v0

hy (M̄)
+ θ−1

0,−‖χ̇‖Hl,vhy (M̄) ≤Sχ,l,

‖K‖Hl+1
v0

(M̄) + ‖L̂UK‖Hl+1
v (M̄) ≤SK,l,

‖ ln θ‖
H

l1
v0

(M̄)
+ ‖q‖Hlv0

(M̄) ≤Sθ,l

for all t ∈ I−, where I− is defined by (3.17), and

‖ ln N̂‖
C

l0
v0

(M̄)
+ ‖Û(ln N̂)‖C0

v(M̄) ≤Crel,1,

θ−1
0,−‖χ‖C2,v0

hy (M̄)
+ θ−1

0,−‖χ̇‖C1,v
hy (M̄) ≤Cχ,1,

‖K‖C1
v0

(M̄) + ‖L̂UK‖C0
v(M̄) ≤CK,1,

‖ ln θ‖
C

l0
v0

(M̄)
+ ‖q‖C0

v0
(M̄) ≤Cθ,1

for all t ∈ I−. Given that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions hold, let

su,l := (cbas, l, Srel,l, Sχ,l, SK,l, Sθ,l, Crel,1, CK,1, Cχ,1, Cθ,1).

Remark 3.29. In specific situations, we typically do not need to make all these assumptions.
However, in order to avoid stating distinct and detailed assumptions in every lemma, and in order
to avoid listing dependence on a large number of constants, we here prefer to make all the needed
assumptions in one place.
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Remark 3.30. There are two undesirable assumptions in the above definition. First, we bound
L̂UK in H l+1 instead of in H l. Second, we bound χ in H l+2 instead of in H l+1. Both of these
anomalies have the same origin, namely the fact that we need to bound µA, defined by (3.10), in
H l+1. Moreover, we only control µA via L̂UK and χ. In short, the reason for these anomalies is
that we wish to express the spatial derivatives in the equation with respect to a geometric frame.
But the geometric frame is defined using the second fundamental form, which, in the end, leads to
a loss of derivatives. In other words, we are losing derivatives in order to obtain a clear geometric
picture.

The above assumptions concern the geometry. However, it is also necessary to make assumptions
concerning the coefficients of the equation. The conditions we impose here are of the following
form. For a suitable choice of 0 ≤ l ∈ Z, we assume the existence of a constant scoeff,l such that

‖X̂ 0(·, t)‖Hlv0
(M̄) +

∑
i,j‖X̂⊥ij (·, t)‖

H
l,v0
hc (M̄)

+ ‖α̂(·, t)‖Hlv0
(M̄) ≤ scoeff,l (3.32)

for all t ∈ I−, where v0 and v are given in Definition 3.28. Since X̂ 0 and α̂ are matrix valued, the
meaning of the left hand side of (3.32) needs to be clarified. Here, we take it to be understood
that

‖α̂(·, t)‖Hlv0
(M̄) :=

∑ms

i,j=1‖α̂ij(·, t)‖Hlv0
(M̄) (3.33)

and similarly for the norm of X̂ 0.

3.3.2 Higher order Ck-assumptions

Next, we introduce the Ck-terminology analogous to Definition 3.28.

Definition 3.31. Given that the basic assumptions, cf. Definition 3.27, are satisfied, let 0 ≤ l ∈ Z
and l1 := (1, l+ 1). Let u and v0 be defined as in the statement of Definition 3.27. Let, moreover,
v := (u, u). Then the (u, l)-supremum assumptions are said to be satisfied if there are constants
Crel,l, Cχ,l, CK,l, Cθ,l such that

‖ ln N̂‖
C

l1
v0

(M̄)
+ ‖Û(ln N̂)‖Clv(M̄) ≤Crel,l,

θ−1
0,−‖χ‖Cl+2,v0

hy (M̄)
+ θ−1

0,−‖χ̇‖Cl,vhy (M̄) ≤Cχ,l,

‖K‖Cl+1
v0

(M̄) + ‖L̂UK‖Cl+1
v (M̄) ≤CK,l,

‖ ln θ‖
C

l1
v0

(M̄)
+ ‖q‖Clv0

(M̄) ≤Cθ,l

for all t ∈ I−. Given that the (u, l)-supremum assumptions hold, let

cu,l := (cbas, l, Crel,l, Cχ,l, CK,l, Cθ,l).

Remark 3.32. Remarks 3.29 and 3.30 are equally relevant in the present setting.

Again, the above assumptions concern the geometry, but we also need to make assumptions
concerning the coefficients of the equation. For a suitable choice of 0 ≤ l ∈ Z, we assume the
existence of a constant ccoeff,l such that

‖X̂ 0(·, t)‖Clv0
(M̄) +

∑
i,j‖X̂⊥ij (·, t)‖

C
l,v0
hc (M̄)

+ ‖α̂(·, t)‖Clv0
(M̄) ≤ ccoeff,l (3.34)

for all t ∈ I−, where v0 and v are given in Definition 3.31. Moreover, the notation is analogous to
that introduced in (3.33).
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3.4 Smallness of the shift vector field

In these notes, we only make one smallness assumption, namely that the shift vector field is small.

Lemma 3.33. Assume the conditions of Definition 3.27 to be fulfilled; i.e., the basic assumptions
to hold. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant cχ,2 such that

θ−1
0,−‖χ‖C2,v0

hy (M̄)
≤ cχ,2

holds for all t ∈ I−, where v0 is the same as in Definition 3.27. Then there is an εχ > 0, depending
only on cbas, and a δχ, depending only on cbas, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref), such that if

n1/2θ−1
0,−|χ|hy ≤δχ, (3.35)

n1/2θ−1
0,−|D̄χ|hy ≤εχ (3.36)

hold on M− := M̄ × I−, then

µmin ≥ −εSp%+ ln θ0,− −Mmin (3.37)

on M−, where Mmin only depends on cbas. Here µmin := minA µA. Moreover, there is a constant
C%, depending only on cbas, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref), such that |D̄%|ḡref

≤ C%〈%〉. Next, there is a constant
Kvar, depending only on Crel and (M̄, ḡref), such that if x̄1, x̄2 ∈ M̄ and t1, t2 ∈ I− are such that
t1 < t2, then

1

3Kvar
≤ %(x̄2, t2)− %(x̄2, t1)

%(x̄1, t2)− %(x̄1, t1)
≤ 3Kvar. (3.38)

Finally
1/2 ≤ N̂−1∂t% ≤ 3/2 (3.39)

holds on M−.

Remark 3.34. The fact that (3.37) holds can be interpreted as saying that the conformally
rescaled spacetime exhibits exponential expansion in the direction towards the singularity. The
estimate (3.38) yields a bound on the relative spatial variation of %. Finally, (3.39) allows us to,
roughly speaking, introduce % as a time coordinate.

Remark 3.35. The values of the constants εχ and δχ can be deduced from the statements of
Lemmas 7.5 and 7.13 respectively.

Proof. The statement follows by combining Lemmas 7.5, 7.12 and 7.13 below.

In most of the arguments and results presented in these notes, it will be important to know that
the conclusions of Lemma 3.33 hold. For this reason, it is convenient to introduce the following
terminology.

Definition 3.36. Assume that the conditions of Definition 3.27 are fulfilled. If, in addition, the
conditions of Lemma 3.33 are satisfied, then the standard assumptions are said to be satisfied.

Time coordinate. Given that the standard assumptions hold, it is convenient to introduce a
new time coordinate by fixing a reference point x̄0 ∈ M̄ and defining

τ(t) := %(t, x̄0); (3.40)

cf. (7.83) below. Moreover, several conclusions concerning this time coordinate can be deduced;
cf. Lemma 7.17 below.



Chapter 4

Results and outline

Given the terminology introduced in the previous chapter, we are in a position to formulate
the conclusions. There are several types of results: general energy estimates; localised energy
estimates (in regions of the form J+(γ) for causal curves γ going into the singularity); a derivation
of the leading order asymptotics and the corresponding asymptotic data; and a specification of
the leading order asymptotics (leading to a proof of optimality of the localised energy estimates).
The corresponding theorems are formulated in Sections 4.1–4.4 below. It is of interest to compare
the results of these notes with the ones obtained in previous work, and we do so in Section 4.5
below. We also provide an outlook in Section 4.6. Finally, we provide an outline of these notes in
Section 4.7.

4.1 Energy estimates

Before formulating the results, it is convenient to introduce some terminology.

4.1.1 Reformulation of the equation

The subject of these notes is the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to (1.1). We begin by stating
energy estimates. Before doing so, it is convenient to rewrite the equation in terms of the global
frame introduced in Definition 3.13. It then takes the form

− Û2u+
∑
Ae
−2µAX2

Au+ Z0Ûu+ ZAXAu+ α̂u = f̂ . (4.1)

Here Û and XA are introduced in Definitions 3.1 and 3.13 respectively; and α̂ is defined by (3.24).
Moreover,

Z0 :=
1

n
[q − (n− 1)]Id + X̂ 0, (4.2)

ZA :=ŶAId + X̂A; (4.3)

cf. (12.32)–(12.35) below, as well as (3.5). Note that here ŶA is given by (12.35), (11.44) and
(11.42). Moreover, X̂ 0 is defined by (3.24) and X̂A = Y A(X̂⊥), where Y A is given by Defini-
tion 3.13 and X̂⊥ is given by (3.24). In what follows, it is also convenient to use the notation

‖X̂⊥‖ǧ :=
(∑

Ae
2µA‖X̂A‖2

)1/2

. (4.4)

37
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4.1.2 Basic energy

How the energy is defined depends on the coefficients of the equation. In order to separate the
different cases, fix τc ≤ 0. If there is a constant dα such that

‖α̂(·, t)‖C0(M̄) ≤ dα〈τ(t)− τc〉−3 (4.5)

for all t ≤ tc, where τc = τ(tc), we choose ιa = 0 and ιb = 1; here τ is the time coordinate
introduced in (3.40). Otherwise, we choose ιa = 1 and ιb = 0. Let

E [u] :=
1

2

(
|Û(u)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(u)|2 + ιa|u|2 + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3|u|2

)
. (4.6)

This expression represents the energy density. In order to use E to define an L2-based energy, we
need to fix a measure on M̄ . Three naive choices are µḡref

, µḡ and µǧ. However, considering the
identities that appear when deriving energy estimates, it turns out that θµḡ = θϕµḡref

is a more
promising candidate. Nevertheless, this measure also has a deficiency. In fact, it is sometimes
of interest to express the estimates in terms of a starting time, say tc, different from t0. In that
context, it is natural to express the control at tc in terms of a measure which does not depend on
tc, such as µḡref

. On the other hand, if tc is close to the singularity, then the constants relating
µḡref

and θµḡ diverge. For this reason, it is convenient to introduce ϕ̃ := θϕ, ϕ̃c(x̄, t) := ϕ̃(x̄, tc)
and

Ê[u](τ ; τc) :=

∫
M̄τ

E [u]µg̃;c, (4.7)

where

µg̃;c = ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)µǧ = ϕ̃−1

c θµḡ = ϕ̃−1
c ϕ̃µḡref

.

However, in many situations it is of interest to relate this energy to

Ĝ[u](τ) :=

∫
M̄τ

E [u]µḡref
. (4.8)

One special situation of interest is the following.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that the standard assumptions are satisfied (cf. Definition 3.36); that there
is a constant cθ,1 such that

‖(ln θ)(·, t)‖
C

l0
v0

(M̄)
≤ cθ,1 (4.9)

holds for all t ≤ tc, where l0 = (1, 1); and that there is a constant dq such that

‖〈%(·, t)〉3/2[q(·, t)− (n− 1)]‖C0(M̄) ≤ dq (4.10)

for all t ≤ tc. Then there is a constant cG ≥ 1, depending only on cbas, cθ,1, cχ,2, dq and (M̄, ḡref)
such that

c−1
G Ĝ[u](τ) ≤ Ê[u](τ ; τc) ≤ cGĜ[u](τ)

for all t ≤ tc.

Remark 4.2. As mentioned in the previous chapter, the 3+1-dimensional quiescent singularities
discussed in Section 2.3 are typically such that q converges to 2 exponentially; cf. Appendix C
below. They are also such that (4.9) holds.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Lemma 7.19 below. Note that Kvar appear-
ing in the statement of Lemma 7.19 is given by (7.73).

The following result represents the basic energy estimate.
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Proposition 4.3. Assume the standard assumptions to be fulfilled; cf. Definition 3.36. Assume,
moreover, (3.34) to hold for l = 0; q to be bounded on M−; and assume that there is a constant
cθ,1 such that (4.9) holds for all t ∈ I−, where l0 = (1, 1). Then, if u is a solution to (1.1) with
vanishing right hand side,

Ê(τa; τc) ≤Ê(τb; τc) +

∫ τb

τa

[c0 + κrem(τ)]Ê(τ ; τc)dτ (4.11)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0, where c0 is a constant and κrem ∈ L1(−∞, τc]. Moreover, the L1-norm
of κrem only depends on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1, (M̄, ḡref), dα (in case ιb = 1) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Assume, in addition to the above, that (4.5) holds and that there are constants dq and dcoeff such
that (4.10) and

sup
x̄∈M̄

[‖X̂ 0(x̄, t)‖+ ‖X̂⊥(x̄, t)‖ǧ] ≤dcoeff〈τ(t)− τc〉−3/2 (4.12)

hold for all t ≤ tc. Then (4.11) holds with c0 = 0. Moreover, the L1-norm of κrem is bounded by
a constant depending only on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1, (M̄, ḡref), dα, dq, dcoeff and a lower bound on θ0,−.
Finally,

Ĝ[u](τ) ≤ CĜ[u](τc) (4.13)

for all τ ≤ τc, where C only depends on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1, (M̄, ḡref), dα, dq, dcoeff and a lower bound
on θ0,−.

Remarks 4.4. Due to (4.11), Ê does not grow faster than exponentially. It is important to note
that if estimates such as (3.34) do not hold for l = 0, then the energy could grow superexponen-
tially. For a justification of this statement, see [56, Chapter 2].

Remark 4.5. The constant c0 can be calculated in terms of q and the coefficients of the equation;
cf. (11.38) below.

Remark 4.6. In the case of the Klein-Gordon equation, (4.5) and (4.12) are automatically sat-
isfied. The reason for this is that then X̂ = 0 and α̂ = −θ−2m2

KG, where mKG is a constant.
Moreover, due to (7.51), θ tends to infinity exponentially as τ → −∞. Beyond the main assump-
tions in Proposition 4.3, it is thus sufficient to assume (4.10) to be satisfied in order to conclude
that (4.13) holds.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Corollary 11.9 (a result which also gives
conclusions in the case that f 6= 0), Lemma 4.1 and Grönwall’s lemma. Note also that the notion
of C0-balance is introduced in Definition 11.4 and that the equation is C0-balanced on I− due to
Remark 11.6.

4.1.3 Higher order energies

In order to define the higher order energies, it is convenient to recall that there is a global or-
thonormal frame {Ei} on (M̄, ḡref); cf. Remark 3.17. We also use the following terminology.

Definition 4.7. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Then a vector field multiindex is a vector, say I = (I1, . . . , Il), where Ij ∈ {1, . . . , n}. The
number l is said to be the order of the vector field multiindex, and it is denoted by |I|. The vector
field multiindex corresponding to the empty set is denoted by 0. Moreover, |0| = 0. Given that
the letter used for the vector field multiindex is I, J etc.,

EI :=(EI1 , . . . , EIl), D̄I := D̄EI1
· · · D̄EIl

, EI := EI1 · · ·EIl

etc. where I = (I1, . . . , Il), with the special convention that D̄0 and E0 are the identity operators,
and E0 is the empty argument.
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Given this notation, the higher order energies are defined as follows:

Êk[u](τ ; τc) :=
∑
|I|≤kÊ[EIu](τ ; τc). (4.14)

In analogy with (4.8), we also introduce

Ĝk[u](τ) :=
∑
|I|≤kĜ[EIu](τ). (4.15)

In case the conditions of Lemma 4.1 are satisfied, we then have

c−1
G Ĝk[u](τ) ≤ Êk[u](τ ; τc) ≤ cGĜk[u](τ) (4.16)

for all t ≤ tc. The basic estimate of the higher order energies takes the following form.

Proposition 4.8. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the standard as-
sumptions are fulfilled (cf. Definition 3.36) and let κ1 be the smallest integer strictly larger than
n/2 + 1. Assume the (u, κ1)-supremum assumptions to be satisfied; and that there is a constant
ccoeff,κ1

such that (3.34) holds with l replaced by κ1. Fix l ≥ κ1 as in Definition 3.28 and assume
the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions to be satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant scoeff,l

such that (3.32) holds. Assume, finally, (1.1) to be satisfied with vanishing right hand side. Then

Êl(τa; τc) ≤Ca〈τa〉2αl,nu〈τa − τc〉2βl,nec0(τc−τa)Êl(τc; τc) (4.17)

for all τa ≤ τc ≤ 0. Here c0 is the constant appearing in the statement of Proposition 4.3; αl,n
and βl,n only depend on n and l; and Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,κ1 , ccoeff,κ1 , ms, dα
(in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. If, in addition to the above assumptions,

(4.5), (4.10) and (4.12) hold for all t ≤ tc, then (4.17) holds with c0 = 0 and Êj replaced by Ĝj.
However, in this case, the constant Ca, additionally, depends on dq, dα and dcoeff .

Remark 4.9. The combination of Ck and Sobolev assumptions may seem somewhat strange.
However, the logic is that the Ck assumptions allow the deduction of energy estimates up to a
certain order. Combining these energy estimates with Sobolev embedding yields Cm control of the
solution up to the order necessary for the combination of Sobolev assumptions, energy arguments
and Moser-type estimates to yield control of the the higher order energies.

Proof. The statement of the lemma is an immediate consequence of Proposition 14.19, Remark 14.20
and (4.16).

In some respects, the result is not very impressive, since it only states that the energy does not grow
faster than exponentially, and since the rate of exponential growth is quite rough. However, an
estimate of this form is very valuable, and it can be used to derive much more detailed information.
The reason for this is that the rate of exponential growth is independent of the order of the
energy ; in general, one might expect the rate of exponential growth of the l’th energy to depend
on l. Combining this independence with the assumed silence, cf. Definition 3.10, the asymptotic
estimates can gradually be improved in order to obtain more detailed information.

4.1.4 The Klein-Gordon equation

It is of interest to draw more detailed conclusions in the case of the Klein-Gordon equation

�gu−m2
KGu = 0, (4.18)

where mKG is a constant.
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Proposition 4.10. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume the standard assumptions
(cf. Definition 3.36) and the (u, κ1)-supremum assumptions to be fulfilled, where κ1 is the smallest
integer strictly larger than n/2 + 1. Assume, additionally, that there are constants δq and εq > 0
such that

‖[q(·, t)− (n− 1)]‖C0(M̄) ≤ δqeεqτ(t) (4.19)

for all t ∈ I−. Let εKG := min{εq, εSp} and u be a solution to (4.18). Here εSp = εSp/(3Kvar),
where Kvar is the constant appearing in (3.38). Then there is a ψ∞ ∈ C0(M̄) such that

‖(Ûu)(·, τ)− ψ∞‖C0(M̄) ≤CKG〈τ〉αnu+βneεKGτ Ĝ1/2
κ1

(0), (4.20)

‖ψ∞‖C0(M̄) ≤CKGĜ
1/2
κ1

(0), (4.21)

for all τ ≤ 0, where CKG only depends on cu,κ1
, δq, εq, mKG, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Moreover, αn and βn only depend on n.

Remark 4.11. Similar conclusions hold for more general classes of equations; cf. Proposi-
tion 14.24 below.

Remark 4.12. Making stronger assumptions, it might be possible to derive stronger conclusions.
In particular, it might be possible to prove that there is, additionally, a function u∞ ∈ C0(M̄) such
that u− ψ∞%− u∞ becomes small asymptotically; cf. Remarks 14.26 and 14.27 for a discussion.
However, we do not prove such estimates here. Nevertheless, in the context of the Einstein-scalar
field equations, we do derive such estimates in [57] (as well as higher order versions thereof).

Proof. Since the (u, κ1)-supremum assumptions are fulfilled, the (u, κ1)-Sobolev assumptions are
fulfilled. Turning to the coefficients of the equation, note that X = 0 and that α̂ = −θ−2m2

KG.
Due to the proof of Lemma 14.21, it follows that for j ≤ κ1,

‖α̂(t, ·)‖Cjv0
(M̄) ≤ Cθ

−2
0,−e

2εSpτ 〈τ〉ju

for all τ ≤ 0, where C only depends on mKG, cu,κ1 and (M̄, ḡref). Here εSp = εSp/(3Kvar) is
defined in the statement of the proposition. In particular, (3.32) and (3.34) are satisfied with
l = κ1. Moreover, since τc = 0, (4.5) is satisfied with dα only depending on mKG, cu,κ1

, (M̄, ḡref)
and a lower bound on θ0,−. Finally, note that (4.10) holds with dq depending only on cbas, εq
and (M̄, ḡref); in order to obtain this conclusion, we appeal to (3.38). Due to these observations,
Proposition 14.24 applies and yields the statement of the proposition.

4.2 Energy estimates in causally localised regions

The estimates obtained in Propositions 4.3 and 4.8 are crude in that they only state that the
energies do not grow faster than exponentially. However, there is one very important advantage of
these estimates, namely that the exponential rate does not depend on the number of derivatives.
Due to this fact and the fact that the geometry is silent, it is possible to improve the estimates
in causally localised regions. In order to state the results, we first need to define the regions in
which the estimates hold.

Lemma 4.13. Given that the standard assumptions are satisfied, cf. Definition 3.36, let τ be
defined by (3.40). Let γ : (s−, s+) → M̄ × I be a future pointing and past inextendible causal
curve. Writing γ(s) = [γ̄(s), γ0(s)], where γ̄(s) ∈ M̄ , there is an x̄γ ∈ M̄ such that

lim
s→s−+

d(γ̄(s), x̄γ) = 0,

where d is the topological metric induced on M̄ by ḡref . Moreover, there is a constant KA such
that if x̄γ = x̄0 (where x̄0 ∈ M̄ is the reference point introduced in connection with (3.40)), then

A+(γ) := {(x̄, t) ∈ M̄ × I : d(x̄, x̄γ) ≤ KAe
εSpτ(t)} (4.22)
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has the property that J+(γ) ∩ J−(M̄t0) ⊂ A+(γ). Here KA only depends on cbas, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref)
and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Remark 4.14. In what follows, it is also, given a tc ≤ t0, convenient to use the notation

A+
c (γ) := {(x̄, t) ∈ A+(γ) : t ≤ tc}.

Proof. The statement of the lemma follows from Lemma 15.1, Remark 15.2 and the observations
made in connection with (15.12).

There is no restriction in assuming x̄γ = x̄0, and therefore we do so in what follows. Moreover,
we focus on deriving estimates in regions of the form A+

c (γ). Before stating the result concerning
the evolution of the energy in A+

c (γ), it is of interest to develop some intuition. Considering
(4.1) and keeping in mind that the geometry is silent (which implies that e−µA converges to
zero exponentially in τ -time), it is natural to discard the XA-derivatives; i.e., to omit the spatial
derivatives. Note that this idea is in accordance with the BKL conjecture (which we briefly describe
in Subsection 2.3.1). In case f = 0, the corresponding (preliminary) model equation is

− Û2u+ Z0Ûu+ α̂u = 0. (4.23)

On the other hand, due to (7.9) and (7.20), Û(%) equals 1 up to an exponentially small error.
Moreover, τ = %(x̄0, t) so that, in A+(γ), τ and % should be comparable. Naively, it should thus
be possible to replace Û with ∂τ . Finally, since the region A+(γ) shrinks exponentially, it should
be possible to replace Z0 and α̂ with localised versions of the coefficients, defined as follows:

Z0
loc(t) := Z0(x̄0, t), α̂loc(t) := α̂(x̄0, t). (4.24)

In some respects, it would be more intuitive to evaluate the coefficients along the causal curve γ,
and we could equally well do so. The above ideas lead to the model equation

−uττ + Z0
locuτ + α̂locu = 0.

This is a system of ODE’s which can be written in first order form as:

Ψτ = AΨ, Ψ :=

(
u
uτ

)
, A :=

(
0 Id
α̂loc Z0

loc

)
. (4.25)

The naive expectation concerning the growth/decay of the solution is then that it should be
determined by the flow associated with Ψτ = AΨ. To be more specific, define the matrix valued
function Φ by

Φτ = AΦ, Φ(τ ; τ) = Id. (4.26)

Assume now that there are constants CA, dA and $A such that if s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, then

‖Φ(s1; s2)‖ ≤ CA〈s2 − s1〉dAe$A(s1−s2). (4.27)

The assumptions we make in these notes are such that ‖A‖ is bounded; cf. Definition 3.31, (3.34)
and (4.2). For this reason, there are CA, dA and $A such that (4.27) holds. However, how well
the corresponding numbers reflect the actual behaviour of solutions is unclear. In practice, it is
natural to take the supremum of all the $A such that there is a CA and a dA with the properties
that (4.27) holds for all s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0. Any number strictly smaller than this supremum would then
be a valid choice of $A. Note also that CA, dA and $A depend on x̄0, and as examples below will
illustrate, the optimal choice of $A can typically be expected to depend discontinuously on x̄0.

Theorem 4.15. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the standard assumptions,
cf. Definition 3.36, are satisfied. Let κ0 be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2;
κ1 = κ0 + 1; κ1 ≤ k ∈ Z; and l = k + κ0. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u, l)-Sobolev
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assumptions to be satisfied; and that there are constants ccoeff,k and scoeff,l such that (3.32) holds
and such that (3.34) holds with l replaced by k. Let γ and x̄γ be as in Lemma 4.13, and assume
that x̄0 = x̄γ . Assume, finally, that (4.1) is satisfied with vanishing right hand side; and that if
A is defined by (4.25) and Φ is defined by (4.26), then there are constants CA, dA and $A such
that (4.27) holds. Let c0 be the constant appearing in the statement of Proposition 4.3 and c̃0 be
defined by

c̃0 := c0 + 1− 1/n− εSp. (4.28)

Let m0 be the smallest integer greater than or equal to

max

{
1,

2$A + c̃0
2εSp

+
1

2

}
. (4.29)

Assuming k ≥ m0 and letting m1 := m0 + κ0, the estimate

E1/2
m ≤Cm,a〈τ − τc〉κm,a〈τ〉λm,ae$A(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2

m+m1
(τc) (4.30)

holds on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ m ≤ k −m0, where Cm,a only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, ms,

dα (in case ιb 6= 0), CA, dA, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; κm,a only depends on dA, n,
m and k; λm,a only depends on u, n, m and k; and we use the notation introduced in (4.15).
Moreover, κ0,a = dA and λ0,a = 0.

Remark 4.16. Note, in particular, that E1/2
0 ≤ C〈τ − τc〉dAe$A(τ−τc) on A+

c (γ), which, given
(4.27), is the best estimate one could hope for.

Proof. The statement is a direct consequence of Theorem 16.1.

It is important to note that the above result is associated with a substantial loss of derivatives.
Moreover, considering (4.29), it is clear that the loss tends to infinity as εSp → 0+. In other
words, in the limit that the causal structure is no longer silent, the loss of derivatives tends to
infinity. This could be a deficiency of the method. However, it is of interest to note that a similar
phenomenon appears in at least two other contexts. In [63], the author specifies smooth data on
the singularity in the S3- and S2 × S1-Gowdy vacuum settings. However, the closer the data are
to those of a solution with a horizon, the higher the order of the correction terms that need to be
added to the unknowns in order to construct a solution; cf., in particular, [63, (52)–(54), p. 4501]
and the adjacent text. In [40], the author specifies initial data on compact Cauchy horizons for
wave equations. Again, the results are in the smooth setting. Moreover, the arguments use families
of approximate solutions that are defined using gradually higher numbers of derivatives of the data
on the horizon. Due to these examples, it is tempting to suggest that horizons are associated with
a possibly infinite loss of derivatives. Moreover, since generic solutions are, according to the BKL
proposal, expected to behave locally like Bianchi type IX solutions; since Bianchi type IX solutions
are supposed to be well approximated by the Kasner map; and since generic orbits of the Kasner
map have the special points (which correspond to solutions with compact Cauchy horizons) as
limit points, it is tempting to conjecture that the loss of derivatives is a generic phenomenon, so
that, in the generic setting, it is necessary to restrict one’s attention to the smooth setting.

On the other hand, the results [63, 40] are concerned with specifying data on the singularity. This
could, potentially, be the cause of the loss of derivatives in these settings. Moreover, the loss of
derivatives in the above result could perhaps be avoided if more detailed assumptions are made
concerning the asymptotic geometry; note, e.g., that optimal energy estimates without a loss of
derivatives are obtained in [56] (on the other hand, the optimal energy estimates without a loss of
derivatives can, in general, be expected to be worse (in terms of growth/decay) than the optimal
energy estimates with a loss of derivatives).
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4.2.1 Coefficients converging along a causal curve

The case that the matrix valued function A, introduced in (4.25), converges is of particular interest.
In order to state the corresponding results, we need to introduce the following terminology.

Definition 4.17. Given A ∈Mk(C), let SpA denote the set of eigenvalues of A. Moreover, let

$max(A) := sup{Reλ | λ ∈ SpA}, $min(A) := inf{Reλ | λ ∈ SpA}.

In addition, if $ ∈ {Reλ | λ ∈ SpA}, then dmax(A,$) is defined to be the largest dimension of a
Jordan block corresponding to an eigenvalue of A with real part $.

Remark 4.18. Here Mk(K) denotes the set of k × k-matrices with coefficients in the field K.

Corollary 4.19. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 4.15 are satisfied. Let A be the matrix
defined by (4.25) and consider it to be a function of τ . Assume that there is an A0 ∈ M2ms(R)
such that A(τ) → A0 as τ → −∞. Let $A = $min(A0) and dA := dmax(A0, $A) − 1. Let
ξ(τ) := 〈τ〉dA‖A(τ) − A0‖. If ‖ξ‖1 := ‖ξ‖L1(−∞,0] < ∞, then there is a constant CA, depending
only on A0 and ‖ξ‖1, such that (4.27) holds. In particular, (4.30) holds with $A = $min(A0).

Remark 4.20. One particular consequence of the corollary is that the energy growth is determined
by the limit of the coefficients, assuming this limit exists and the convergence is sufficiently fast.
Note also that the limit could equally well be calculated along γ, since the spatial variation of the
coefficients in A+(γ) is exponentially small.

Remark 4.21. It is important to note that we only assume the coefficients to converge as τ → −∞
for one fixed x̄0 ∈ M̄ . In particular, the coefficients need not converge, even pointwise, in a
punctured neighbourhood of x̄0, and even if they do converge, the limiting function need not be
continuous.

Remark 4.22. It is of interest to ask if $A and dA obtained in the corollary are optimal. Below,
we demonstrate that if the rate of convergence of A to A0 is exponential, then the rate is optimal.

Proof. The statement follows from Theorem 16.1 and Corollary 16.5.

4.3 Asymptotics in causally localised regions

In Theorem 4.15, we assume neither Z0
loc nor α̂loc to converge. In Corollary 4.19 we assume them to

converge at a specific polynomial rate. This allows us to estimate the growth/decay of the energies
in terms of the growth/decay associated with an asymptotic system of ODE’s. In order to obtain
more detailed asymptotic information, it is, however, convenient to assume the coefficients to
converge exponentially. In order to state the relevant results, we first need to introduce additional
terminology; cf. [56, Definition 4.7, p. 48].

Definition 4.23. Let 1 ≤ k ∈ Z, B ∈Mk(C) and PB(X) be the characteristic polynomial of B.
Then

PB(X) =
∏

λ∈SpB

(X − λ)kλ ,

where 1 ≤ kλ ∈ Z. Moreover, given λ ∈ SpB, the generalised eigenspace of B corresponding to λ,
denoted Eλ, is defined by

Eλ := ker(B − λIdk)kλ , (4.31)

where Idk denotes the k × k-dimensional identity matrix. If J ⊆ R is an interval, then the J-
generalised eigenspace of B, denoted EB,J , is the subspace of Ck defined to be the direct sum
of the generalised eigenspaces of B corresponding to eigenvalues with real parts belonging to J
(in case there are no eigenvalues with real part belonging to J , then EB,J is defined to be {0}).
Finally, given 0 < β ∈ R, the first generalised eigenspace in the β, B-decomposition of Ck, denoted
EB,β , is defined to be EB,Jβ , where Jβ := ($ − β,$] and $ := $max(B); cf. Definition 4.17.
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Remark 4.24. In case B ∈Mk(R), the vector spaces EB,J have bases consisting of vectors in Rk.
The reason for this is that if λ is an eigenvalue of B with Reλ ∈ J , then λ∗ (the complex conjugate
of λ) is an eigenvalue of B with Reλ∗ ∈ J . Moreover, if v ∈ Eλ, then v∗ ∈ Eλ∗ . Combining the
bases of Eλ and Eλ∗ , we can thus construct a basis of the direct sum of these two vector spaces
which consists of vectors in Rk.

Theorem 4.25. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the standard assumptions,
cf. Definition 3.36, are satisfied. Let κ0 be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2;
κ1 = κ0 + 1; κ1 ≤ k ∈ Z; and l = k + κ0. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u, l)-Sobolev
assumptions to be satisfied; and that there are constants ccoeff,k and scoeff,l such that (3.32) holds
and such that (3.34) holds with l replaced by k. Assume, moreover, that (4.1) is satisfied with
vanishing right hand side and that %(x̄0, t)→ −∞ as t tends to the left endpoint of I−; cf. (3.17).
Let γ and x̄γ be as in Lemma 4.13, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Assume, finally, that there are
Z0
∞, α̂∞ ∈Mms

(R) and constants εA > 0, crem ≥ 0 such that

[‖Z0
loc(τ)− Z0

∞‖2 + ‖α̂loc(τ)− α̂∞‖2]1/2 ≤ creme
εAτ (4.32)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Z0
loc and α̂loc are introduced in (4.24). Let

A0 :=

(
0 Id
α̂∞ Z0

∞

)
, (4.33)

$A := $min(A0) and dA := dmax(A0, $A) − 1. Let m0 be defined as in the statement of Theo-
rem 4.15 and assume k > m0. Let, moreover, β := min{εA, εSp}, Ja := [$A, $A+β), Ea := EA0,Ja

and

V :=

(
u

Ûu

)
. (4.34)

Then, given τc ≤ 0, there is a unique V∞,a ∈ Ea with V∞,a ∈ R2ms such that∣∣∣V − eA0(τ−τc)V∞,a
∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc) (4.35)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA,

(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and ηa, ηb only depend on u, A0, n and k. Moreover,

|V∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2
l (τc), (4.36)

where Ca and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (4.35).

Remark 4.26. Note that eA0(τ−τc)V∞,a is a solution to the model equation

− uττ + Z0
∞uτ + α̂∞u = 0 (4.37)

written in first order form. On a heuristic level, the estimate (4.35) thus says that the leading
order behaviour of the solution in A+

c (γ) is given by a solution to the model equation (4.37).

Remark 4.27. Due to the proof, the function V appearing in (4.35) can be replaced by Ψ
introduced in (4.25).

Remark 4.28. The estimate (4.35) can be improved in that there is a V∞ ∈ R2ms such that∣∣∣V − eA0(τ−τc)V∞
∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc) (4.38)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (4.35). However,

the corresponding V∞ is not unique. Nevertheless, V∞ can be chosen so that it satisfies (4.36)
with V∞,a replaced by V∞. On the other hand, letting τc be close enough to −∞, the factor
Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc appearing on the right hand side of (4.38) can be chosen to be as small as we wish.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Theorem 17.5.
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4.3.1 Asymptotics of the higher order derivatives

Due to the fact that the causal structure is silent, (4.23) is a natural model equation for the
asymptotic behaviour. This equation is the basis for the localised energy estimates obtained in
Theorem 4.15 and the asymptotics derived in Theorem 4.25. However, it is also of interest to
derive the asymptotic behaviour for the higher order derivatives; i.e., for EIu and ÛEIu. In order
to do so, we first need to commute (4.23) with EI. However, commuting Ei with Û leads to terms
that cannot be neglected. Nevertheless, in the general spirit of neglecting spatial derivatives, it is
possible to derive a model equation of the form

− ∂2
τEIu+ Z0

∞∂τEIu+ α̂∞EIu = Lpre,Iu, (4.39)

where Lpre,Iu can, roughly speaking, be written in the form

Lpre,Iu =
∑
|J|<|I|

∑2
m=0L

m
pre,I,J∂

m
τ EJu. (4.40)

We refer the reader to Section 17.2 below for a more detailed discussion and justification. A
simplifying feature of the system given by (4.39) and (4.40) is that it is hierarchical in the following
sense. In case |I| = 0, the right hand side of (4.39) vanishes, and it is sufficient to solve the model
equation (4.37). This yields u, uτ and, via (4.37), uττ . Thus Lpre,Iu can be calculated for |I| = 1,
so that the right hand side of (4.39) can be considered to be given for |I| = 1. Thus EIu, EIuτ
and EIuττ can be calculated by solving (4.39) where the right hand side is given. This process
can be continued to any order.

When deriving asymptotics, the above perspective is sufficient. However, below we are also inter-
ested in specifying asymptotics. In that context, the fact that the different EIu are not independent
causes problems. In fact, EIu can be expressed in terms of Eωu for Rn-multiindices ω satisfying
|ω| ≤ |I|; if ω is an Rn-multiindex, we here use the notation

Eωu := Eω1
1 · · ·Eωnn u.

Again, we refer the reader to Section 17.2 below for details. This leads, roughly speaking, to the
model system

− ∂2
τUI + Z0

∞∂τUI + α̂∞UI = L̂I, (4.41)

where
L̂I(τ) :=

∑
|ω|<|I|

∑2
m=0L

m
I,ω(x̄0, τ)∂mτ Uω(τ) (4.42)

and ω are Rn-multiindices. Here LmI,ω(x̄0, ·) can be calculated in terms of the geometry, the
coefficients of the equation and the structure constants of the frame {Ei}; cf. Section 17.2 below.
Moreover, UI should be thought of as (EIu)(x̄0, ·) and Uω should be thought of as (Eωu)(x̄0, ·).
Again, the system given by (4.41) and (4.42) is hierarchical in the above sense. The solutions can
be written (

UI(τ)
(∂τUI)(τ)

)
= eA0(τ−τc)XI +

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0

L̂I(s)

)
ds,

where XI ∈ R2ms . For this reason, the goal is to prove that for a suitable choice of XI, the
difference (

EIu

ÛEIu

)
− eA0(τ−τc)XI −

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0

L̂I(s)

)
ds

is small in A+
c (γ).

Theorem 4.29. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the standard assumptions,
cf. Definition 3.36, are satisfied. Let κ0 be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2;
κ1 = κ0 + 1; κ1 ≤ k ∈ Z; and l = k + κ0. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u, l)-Sobolev
assumptions to be satisfied; and that there are constants ccoeff,k and scoeff,l such that (3.32) holds
and such that (3.34) holds with l replaced by k. Assume that (4.1) is satisfied with vanishing right
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hand side and that %(x̄0, t)→ −∞ as t tends to the left endpoint of I−; cf. (3.17). Let γ and x̄γ be
as in Lemma 4.13, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Assume, finally, that there are Z0

∞, α̂∞ ∈Mms
(R)

and constants εA > 0, crem ≥ 0 such that (4.32) holds for all τ ≤ 0. Let A0 be defined by (4.33).
Let, moreover, $A := $min(A0) and dA := dmax(A0, $A)−1. Let m0 be defined as in the statement
of Theorem 4.15 and assume k > m0 + 1. Let, moreover, β := min{εA, εSp}, Ja := [$A, $A + β),
Ea := EA0,Ja , V be defined by (4.34) and

VI :=

(
EIu

ÛEIu

)
.

Fix τc ≤ 0, let V∞,a be defined as in the statement of Theorem 4.25 and define U0,m ∈ C∞(R,Rms),
m = 0, 1, 2, by(

U0,0(τ)
U0,1(τ)

)
:= eA0(τ−τc)V∞,a, U0,2(τ) := Z0

∞U0,1(τ) + α̂∞U0,0(τ). (4.43)

Let 1 ≤ j ≤ k −m0 − 1 and assume that UJ,m has been defined for |J| < j and m = 0, 1, 2 (for
J = 0, these functions are defined by (4.43) and for |J| > 0, they are defined inductively by (4.46)
and (4.47) below). Let I be such that |I| = j and define LI by

LI(τ) :=
∑
|ω|<|I|

∑2
m=0L

m
I,ω(x̄0, τ)Uω,m(τ).

Then there is a unique VI,∞,a ∈ Ea with VI,∞,a ∈ R2ms such that∣∣∣∣VI − eA0(τ−τc)VI,∞,a −
∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
≤Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)
(4.44)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA,

(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and ηa and ηb only depend on u, A0, n and k. Moreover,

|VI,∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2
l (τc), (4.45)

where Ca and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (4.44). Given VI,∞,a as above, define
UI,m, m = 0, 1, 2, by(

UI,0(τ)
UI,1(τ)

)
:=eA0(τ−τc)VI,∞,a +

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds, (4.46)

UI,2(τ) :=Z0
∞UI,1(τ) + α̂∞UI,0(τ)− LI(τ). (4.47)

Proceeding inductively as above yields UI,m and VI,∞,a for |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1 and m = 0, 1, 2 such
that (4.44) holds.

Remark 4.30. It is possible to improve the estimates. First, define V∞ as in Remark 4.28. This
yields (4.38). Defining U0,m, m = 0, 1, 2, by (4.43) with V∞,a replaced by V∞, we can proceed
inductively as in the statement of the theorem. In particular, a VI,∞ ∈ R2ms can be constructed
such that (4.44) is improved to∣∣∣∣VI − eA0(τ−τc)VI,∞ −

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
≤Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)
(4.48)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in (4.44). Defining UI,m as in (4.46)

and (4.47) with VI,∞,a replaced by VI,∞, and modifying LI accordingly, it can be demonstrated
that (4.48) holds for |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1. Note that the advantage here is that by taking τc close
enough to −∞, the factor Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc can be chosen to be as small as we wish. The disadvantage
of the estimate is that VI,∞ is not unique. However, VI,∞ satisfies (4.45) with VI,∞,a replaced by
VI,∞.
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Proof. The statements of the theorem and of the remark follow from Theorem 17.9 and Re-
mark 17.10.

4.4 Specifying asymptotics

Theorems 4.25 and 4.29 yield the leading order asymptotics. However, the statement of The-
orem 4.25, e.g., does not guarantee that V∞,a 6= 0. If, for the sake of argument, V∞,a always
vanishes, irrespective of the solution, then the energy estimate obtained in Theorem 4.15 is not
optimal and Theorem 4.25 does not yield the leading order asymptotics of solutions. It is therefore
of interest to ask if it is possible to specify the asymptotic data. This turns out to be possible, but
before stating the corresponding result, it is convenient to introduce the following terminology.

Definition 4.31. Given a vector field multiindex I = (I1, . . . , Ip), let ω(I) ∈ Nn be the vector
whose components, written ωi(I), i = 1, . . . , n, are given as follows: ωi(I) equals the number of
times Iq = i, q = 1, . . . , p.

Theorem 4.32. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 4.29 are satisfied. Then, using the
notation of Theorem 4.29, the following holds. Fix vectors vω ∈ Ea for Rn-multiindices ω satisfying
|ω| ≤ k −m0 − 1. Then, given τc close enough to −∞, there is a solution to (4.1) with vanishing
right hand side such that if VI,∞,a are the vectors uniquely determined by the solution as in the
statement of Theorem 4.29, then VIω,∞,a = vω, where Iω = (I1, . . . , Ip) is the vector field multiindex
such that Ij ≤ Ij+1 for j = 1, . . . , p− 1 and such that ω(Iω) = ω.

Remark 4.33. The bound τc has to satisfy in order for the conclusions to hold is of the form
τc ≤ Tc, where Tc only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA,
(M̄, ḡref), a lower bound on θ0,−, a choice of local coordinates on M̄ around x̄0 and a choice of a
cut-off function near x̄0.

Remark 4.34. The solutions constructed in the theorem are such that∑
|I|≤k−m0−1

∣∣∣∣VI − eA0(τ−τc)VI,∞,a −
∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
≤Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)∑

|ω|≤k−m0−1|vω|
(4.49)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA,

(M̄, ḡref), a lower bound on θ0,−, a choice of local coordinates on M̄ around x̄0 and a choice of a
cut-off function near x̄0; and ηa and ηb only depend on u, A0, n, and k. Note, in particular, that
by choosing τc close enough to −∞, the factor Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc appearing on the right hand side of
(18.1) can be chosen to be as small as we wish.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Theorem 18.1.

Due to this result, it is clear that Theorem 4.15 yields optimal energy estimates and that Theo-
rems 4.25 and 4.29 yield the leading order asymptotics of solutions. Assuming the geometry and
the equation to be such that for every x̄ ∈ M̄ , Z0(x̄, ·) and α̂(x̄, ·) converge exponentially, we can
therefore, with each x̄ ∈ M̄ , associate $A(x̄) and dA(x̄) such that the following holds. Let γ be a
causal curve with the properties stated in Lemma 4.13, and let x̄γ be the associated limit point
on M̄ . Then, if u is a solution to (4.1) with vanishing right hand side, there is a constant C such
that

|(Ûu) ◦ γ(s)|+ |u ◦ γ(s)| ≤ C〈% ◦ γ(s)〉dA(x̄γ)e$A(x̄γ)·%◦γ(s).

Moreover, this estimate is optimal in the sense that there is a solution and a C > 0 such that the
reverse estimate holds asymptotically. The functions $A and dA need not be continuous. The
following example illustrates some of the possibilities.
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Example 4.35. Consider a non-flat Kasner solution to Einstein’s vacuum equations, say (M, gK),
where M = Tn × (0,∞) and

gK = −dt⊗ dt+
∑n
i=1t

2pidxi ⊗ dxi.

Here pi are constants such that pi < 1,
∑
pi = 1 and

∑
p2
i = 1. We also assume the pi to be

distinct. Choosing t0 = 1, the metric ḡref becomes the standard metric on Tn. Moreover, ϕ = t,
so that % = ln t and τ = ln t. Additionally, θ = t−1, N = 1, χ = 0, U = ∂t and Û = t∂t = ∂τ .
Moreover,

K =
∑n
i=1pi∂xi ⊗ dxi.

In particular, pi are the eigenvalues of K and the ∂xi are the corresponding eigenvectors. Moreover,
if the pi are distinct, then K is non-degenerate. Note also that L̂UK = 0, cf. (A.4), and that

ĝK = −dτ ⊗ dτ +
∑n
i=1e

2βiτdxi ⊗ dxi, K̂ =
∑n
i=1βi∂xi ⊗ dxi

where βi = pi − 1 < 0. In particular, K̂ is negative definite and εSp = 1 − pmax, where pmax :=
max{p1, . . . , pn}. Moreover, the µA’s correspond to the functions βiτ . Next, note that

−1− q = Û(n ln θ) = ∂τ (n ln t−1) = n∂τ (−τ) = −n,

so that q = n − 1. Consider the homogeneous version of the equation (1.1), where g is given by

gK . It can be rewritten as (4.1) with f̂ = 0; i.e.

−uττ +
∑
ie
−2βiτ∂2

i u+ X̂ 0uτ + X̂ i∂iu+ α̂u = 0

in the current setting, where we appealed to (4.2); the fact that q = n− 1; (4.3), (12.35), (11.44)
and (11.42); the fact that µA, µtot, N̂ only depend on time; and the fact that the structure
constants γABC associated with the frame {∂xi} vanish. Here, the coefficients of uτ , ∂iu and u
are freely specifiable. As long as X is such that the second terms on the left hand sides of (3.32)
and (3.34) are bounded for all l, what X̂ i is does not affect the asymptotics. From now on, we
therefore only assume X̂ i to satisfy these bounds. Let φ ∈ C∞0 (Rn) be such that φ = 1 in an open
neighbourhood of 0 and such that φ(x̄) = 0 for |x̄| ≥ 1. Let 0 < u ∈ R and x̄i ∈ Tn, i = 1, . . . ,m,
be distinct. Then we can think of

ψi(x̄, t) := φ [〈ln t〉u(x̄− x̄i)]

as being defined on M . Let aj , bj ∈ R, j = 0, . . . ,m, and let

X̂ 0 = a0 +
∑m
i=1(ai − a0)ψi, α̂ = b0 +

∑m
i=1(bi − b0)ψi.

Then (3.32) and (3.34) are satisfied to any order. Note also that the standard assumptions are
satisfied. Moreover, the (u, l)-supremum and the (u, k)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied to any
order. Finally, note that if x̄ 6= x̄i for all i, then, for t close enough to 0, Z0(x̄, t) = a0 and
α̂(x̄, t) = b0. In particular, (4.32) is satisfied for x̄0 = x̄ and any choice of εA. Moreover, for t
close enough to 0, Z0(x̄i, t) = ai and α̂(x̄i, t) = bi. Thus (4.32) is again satisfied for x̄0 = x̄i,
i = 1, . . . ,m, and any choice of εA. To conclude, the assumptions of Theorem 4.29 are satisfied
for all x̄ ∈ Tn. Let

A0 :=

(
0 1
b0 a0

)
, Ai :=

(
0 1
bi ai

)
.

Then $A(x̄) = $max(A0) and dA(x̄) = dmax[A0, $A(x̄)] − 1 for x̄ /∈ {x̄1, . . . , x̄m}, where we
used the notation introduced in Definition 4.17. Similarly, $A(x̄i) = $max(Ai) and dA(x̄i) =
dmax[Ai, $A(x̄i)] − 1 for i = 1, . . . ,m. In particular, we can specify the ai and bi so that the
solution decays at any given rate along causal curves γ with x̄γ /∈ {x̄1, . . . , x̄m} and such that the
solution grows at any given rate along causal curves γ with x̄γ ∈ {x̄1, . . . , x̄m}. Here the latter
statement requires an application of Theorem 4.32. However, Theorem 4.32 does apply and can
be used to not only demonstrate that the decay/growth rate is the expected one along causal
curves γ with x̄γ = x̄i, but also to demonstrate that the solution, to leading order, coincides with
a solution to ξτ = Aiξ in A+

c (γ).
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Remark 4.36. Due to Example 4.35, it is clear that uniform growth rates such as those derived in
Propositions 4.3 and 4.8 cannot be expected to be very informative, since the asymptotic behaviour
can be substantially different along different causal curves. In particular, given $1 > 0, $2 < 0
and x̄2 ∈ Tn, we can construct equations with solutions such that along causal curves γ with
x̄γ 6= x̄2, the energy density of the solution decays at the rate $1 and along causal curves γ with
x̄γ = x̄2, the energy density of the solution grows at the rate $2. Since a uniform estimate is
worse than the worst causally localised estimate, any uniform estimate will be misleading when it
comes to describing the asymptotic behaviour along most causal curves.

4.5 Previous results

The subject of these notes is linear systems of wave equations on cosmological backgrounds. There
are several previous results on this topic; cf., e.g., [3, 44, 58, 56, 2, 26, 8, 55] and references cited
therein. As far as the study of the singularity is concerned, the assumptions made in these notes
are less restrictive than the ones made in most of these references. However, let us briefly relate
the results of these notes with those of [55, 56].

In [55], we consider solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation on Bianchi backgrounds. In particular,
we analyse the asymptotic behaviour of solutions in the direction of the big bang singularity.
Since the background geometries are spatially homogeneous, and since we only consider the Klein-
Gordon equation, several of the results of [55] are corollaries of the results of these notes. However,
[55] also yields results in the degenerate setting, and, more importantly, in the case of generic
Bianchi type VIII and IX vacuum solutions. Note that for generic Bianchi type VIII and IX
vacuum solutions, the expectation is that there is no εSp > 0 such that the estimate (2.9) holds.

In [56], we analyse the asymptotics of solutions to systems of wave equations both in the direction
of the singularity and in the expanding direction. However, the equations studied in [56] are
assumed to be separable. This is a very strong assumption which we do not make here. On the
other hand, in [56] we obtain optimal energy estimates without a loss of derivatives. Moreover,
given suitable assumptions, we essentially control every mode of the solution for all times. We
are very far from doing so here; the results of these notes typically entail a substantial loss of
derivatives, cf. the text below Theorem 4.15. Concerning the map from initial data to asymptotic
data, the results of these notes involve a derivative loss, but in the results of [56], the regularity
of the asymptotic data is sometimes higher than that of the initial data; cf., e.g., the discussion
in [55, Section 8, pp. 618–620]. In particular, if u is a solution to the Klein-Gordon equation on a
non-flat Kasner background, then the limit of uτ is half a derivative more regular than the initial
data for uτ ; here τ is the time coordinate introduced in Example 4.35. Turning to Einstein’s
equations, one can naively think of the metric components as the unknown. This means that if
one could prove that the normal derivative of the unknown has better regularity asymptotically,
one would obtain improved asymptotic knowledge concerning the second fundamental form. In
view of the central role played by the expansion normalised Weingarten map in these notes, such
an improvement could potentially be very important.

4.6 Outlook

As mentioned in the introduction, this article is the first in a series of two. In the present paper,
we focus on analysing the asymptotics of solutions to linear systems of wave equations. In the
companion paper [57], we consider the geometric consequences of the assumptions. In particular,
we combine the assumptions made here with Einstein’s equations in order to derive conclusions
concerning, e.g., how `± evolve (in fact, we recover the Kasner map from the assumptions). We
also demonstrate that the combination yields improvements of some of the assumptions. Making
stronger assumptions concerning `± (such as demanding, e.g., that they belong to the triangle
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depicted in Figure 2.7), we deduce, moreover, exponential decay of L̂UK and convergence of K.

Needless to say, the purpose of these notes is to develop methods that can ultimately be used in
a non-linear setting. Here the assumptions concerning the foliation and the geometry are quite
general (we do not make any specific gauge choices) and the purpose is to illustrate the features
that are general and, hopefully, common to several different settings. Exactly what gauge choices
and additional simplifications will be useful can be expected to depend on the situation one wishes
to study.

4.7 Outline

These notes are divided into four parts: an introductory part, a geometry part, a PDE part, and
appendices. The present section ends the introductory part.

4.7.1 Part II: Geometry

The frame. In Chapter 5, we begin by deriving the basic properties of the frame {XA}, introduced
in Definition 3.13, and its dual frame {Y A}. To begin with, we need to estimate the norm of the
elements of the dual frame. We are also interested in estimating the covariant derivatives of the
eigenvalues `A as well as of the elements of the frame and the dual frame. The goal is to estimate
these quantities in terms of the covariant derivatives of K; cf., e.g., Lemma 5.11 below. We end
Chapter 5 by estimating products that we will need to bound in later arguments.

Geometric formulae. In Chapter 6, we derive formulae relating some of the basic geometric
quantities. To begin with, we express Û(`A) in terms of L̂UK and the frame {XA}. Introducing
WA
B by

L̂UXA =WB
AXB +W0

AU, (4.50)

we expressWA
B in terms of L̂UK, the frame {XA}, the eigenvalues `A, the lapse function, the shift

vector field, and the reference metric. We end Chapter 6 by discussing the commutator between
Û and Ei:

[Û , Ei] = A0
i Û +AkiEk. (4.51)

We need to estimate A0
i , A

k
i and their expansion normalised normal derivatives. We take a first

step in this direction in Section 6.3.

Lower bounds on µA. The main point of Chapter 7 is to derive a lower bound for the µA
introduced in Definition 3.18. In particular, we prove that µA grows at least as −εSp% in the
direction of the singularity; cf. (7.22) below. An important secondary goal is to control the
relative spatial variation of %; cf. Lemmas 7.12 and 7.13. However, we begin the chapter by
deriving estimates of Lie derivatives involving the shift vector field in terms of the covariant
derivatives. We also estimate the divergence of χ.

Throughout these notes, % and µA play a central role. We largely control these quantities via
evolution equations. In fact, we derive expressions for Û(%) and Û(µ̄A) in Lemma 7.2. Following
this derivation, we state and prove the basic estimates for µA in Section 7.3. The main assumptions
needed to obtain the corresponding result are non-degeneracy, silence, that K is C0-bounded and
that L̂UK satisfies a weak off-diagonal exponential bound; cf. Definition 3.19. However, we also
need to impose a smallness assumption on χ. This is the only smallness assumption we impose
in these notes. The proof of the bounds on µA consists of a bootstrap argument. The point is
that if the contribution from the shift vector field is small, then µA can be demonstrated to grow
in the direction of the singularity. However, if the µA grow, then it can be demonstrated that
the contribution from the shift vector field not only remains small, but in fact is integrable along
integral curves of Û . Assuming an off-diagonal exponential bound, lower bounds on all the µA
can be deduced directly. However, it is preferable to only require a weak off-diagonal exponential
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bound. Under such assumptions µA for A > 1 and µ1 have to be treated differently. First, we
derive estimates for µA, A > 1, and then we combine these estimates with information concerning
the sum of the µ̄A and the sum of the `A in order to obtain estimates for µ1. The conclusions
are stated in Lemma 7.5. It is also of interest to note that under the assumptions of Lemma 7.5
and a weighted C0-bound on L̂UK, some of the assumption corresponding to a weak off-diagonal
exponential bound can be improved; cf. Proposition 7.11.

In Section 7.4, we turn to the problem of estimating the relative spatial variation of %. We derive
the estimates by commuting the evolution equation for % with a spatial vector field. We also derive
estimates for the time derivative of % in order to demonstrate that τ(t) := %(x̄0, t) can be used as
a time coordinate. In order to obtain the desired estimates, we have to impose bounds such as
(3.18) as well as additional smallness assumptions concerning the shift vector field.

In the remainder of the chapter, we derive consequences of the assumption that q−(n−1) converges
to zero at a suitable rate (in many quiescent settings, this quantity converges to zero exponentially,
and it is of interest to work out the consequences of such an estimate). The conclusions we obtain
are of importance when deriving energy estimates.

Function spaces and estimates. In Chapter 8, we introduce several function spaces. We also
relate the corresponding norms and derive Moser type estimates. The proofs are partly based on
Gagliardo-Nirenberg type estimates derived in Appendix B. In particular, we derive estimates for
the shift vector field. We also estimate weighted Sobolev norms of `A, XA and Y A in terms of K.

Estimating Lie derivatives. In the derivation of energy estimates, we need bounds on WB
A ,

Aki and Û(Aki ), introduced in (4.50) and (4.51), with respect to weighted Sobolev and Ck-norms.
The purpose of Chapter 9 is to derive such estimates. We end the chapter by recording the result
of combining such estimates with the assumptions stated in Subsections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2.

Estimating the components of the metric. Due to our choice of frame, the metric takes a
very simple form; cf. (3.10) and (3.11). However, in order for this information to be of interest,
we need to estimate µA with respect to weighted Sobolev and Ck-norms. This is the purpose of
Chapter 10. We use energy estimates to derive the desired conclusion. In the Sobolev setting, we
integrate over the leaves of the foliation, but in the Ck-setting, we consider the evolution along
integral curves of Û . Due to the definition of the µA in terms of eigenvectors of K, the arguments
involve a loss of derivatives; cf. Remark 3.30.

4.7.2 Part III: Wave equations

Basic energy estimates. We begin Chapter 11 by rewriting the equation in terms of the
wave operator of the conformally rescaled metric ĝ. We also derive a basic energy identity in
Lemma 11.1. Combining this identity with C0-assumptions concerning the coefficients results in
a basic energy estimate; cf. Section 11.3. We end the chapter by expressing the conformal wave
operator in terms of the frame; cf. Lemma 11.13. This also allows us to calculate the relation
between X̂ 0, X̂A appearing in, e.g., (1.2) and Z0 and ZA appearing in (1.3).

Commutators. The equation (1.3) can be written Lu = f̂ . In order to take the step from
the basic energy estimate to higher order energy estimates, we need to calculate the commutator
[EI, L]. This is the subject of Chapter 12. The higher order energy estimates will be derived in two
steps. First we derive conclusions on the basis of weighted Ck-assumptions. Due to the resulting
estimates, we obtain bounds on the unknown and its first derivatives in C0. Combining these
bounds with higher order Sobolev assumptions and Moser type estimates yields energy estimates
with a lower loss of derivatives; this is the second step. However, what is the most convenient
expression for [EI, L] depends on which of these steps one is taking. The reason for this is that
in the Ck-setting, it is of interest to extract the expressions arising from the geometry and the
coefficients directly in C0. However, in the Sobolev setting, one wants to apply a Moser estimate.
The expressions and estimates for the commutators derived in Chapter 12 are the basis for both
steps.
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Energy estimates, step I. In Chapter 13, we derive energy estimates on the basis of weighted
Ck-assumptions. Since we know the basic energy estimate to hold, it is sufficient to estimate
[L,EI]u in L2. We therefore begin by combining the conclusions of Chapter 12 with the (u, l)-
supremum assumptions and the equation in order to bound [L,EI]u. The resulting estimate,
the basic energy estimate and an inductive argument then together yield a higher order energy
estimate; cf. (13.35). Combining the result with a weighted version of Sobolev embedding, we
obtain estimates of the weighted higher order energy densities in Section 13.11.

Energy estimates, step II. In Chapter 14, we derive energy estimates based on a combination
of (u, l)-supremum and (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions. However, in this setting, we have to address
the fact that the output of Moser estimates is expressions of the form∫

M̄τ

|EI(e
−µAXAu)|2µg̃;c.

On the other hand, the expressions that naturally appear in the energies are of the form∫
M̄τ

|e−µAXAEIu|2µg̃;c.

For this reason, the first problem we have to address is that of reordering the derivatives. This is
the subject of Section 14.1. We then estimate [EI, L]u by appealing to the results of Chapter 12,
Moser estimates, and the results concerning reordering of derivatives. Once this has been done, we
essentially immediately obtain higher order energy estimates in Section 14.5. We end the chapter
by deriving energy estimates in the case of, e.g., the Klein-Gordon equation. Combining the energy
estimates with some additional assumptions (in particular, we assume that q − (n− 1) converges
to zero exponentially) leads to partial asymptotics of solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation; cf.
Proposition 14.24.

Localising the analysis. The energy estimates derived in Chapters 13 and 14 are quite crude in
the sense that they yield exponential growth of solutions, without providing detailed information
concerning the rate. On the other hand, it is very important to note that the rate of growth is
independent of the order of the energy. Due to this fact and the silence, it is possible to obtain
more detailed information by localising the analysis. This is the subject of Chapters 15-18. We
begin, in Section 15.1, by analysing the causal structure in the direction of the singularity. In
particular, we wish to limit our attention to sets of the form J+(γ), where γ is a past inextendible
causal curve. In order to obtain specific estimates, we demonstrate that, to the past of t0, J+(γ)
is contained in a set of the form A+(γ); cf. (4.22). We also estimate the distance between % and τ
in A+(γ) and derive an expression for the weight w used in the energy estimates; cf. Lemma 15.5.
Once this preliminary analysis has been carried out, the main goal is to estimate the error terms
that arise when replacing Û with ∂τ , omitting “spatial derivatives” and localising the coefficients;
cf. the heuristic discussions in Sections 1.5 and 4.2. In Section 15.2, we begin by estimating
expressions such as ∂τψ− Ûψ. We then proceed to estimate ∂2

τψ− Û2ψ. In the end, we conclude
that if Lu = 0, then u satisfies the model equation (1.5), up to an error term which is estimated
in Corollary 15.17. In fact, if τc = 0, an estimate of the form

| − ∂2
τEIu+ Z0

loc∂τEIu+ α̂locEIu| ≤Ca〈τ〉ηaeεSpτE1/2
m+1 + Cb〈τ〉ηbE1/2

m−1
(4.52)

holds; cf. (15.58). Here m = |I| and the second term on the right hand side of (4.52) should be
omited in case m = 0.

Localised energy estimates. Given the estimate (4.52), we are in a position to compare solu-
tions to the actual equation with solutions to the model equation. Since we cannot, in general,
determine the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to the model equation, we, in general, have to
make assumptions concerning the evolution associated with the model equation. These assump-
tions take the form of estimates such as (4.27). In the end, we obtain estimates such as (16.9).
The way to prove this estimate is to proceed by induction. In some sense, there are in fact two
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induction arguments. To begin with, we have estimates for all the energy densities Ej , with a
degree of exponential growth that does not depend on the order. However, there is, a priori no
relation between this exponential growth and the estimate (4.27). Given the estimate for all the
Ej , j ≤ l0 (for some l0), we begin by considering (4.52) with m = 0. Then the second term on
the right hand side vanishes and in the first term, there is a factor eεSpτ in front of E1. If E0 and
E1 are not already known to satisfy estimates corresponding to (4.27), then (4.52) can be used to
improve the estimate for E0. Once an improved estimate for E0 has been derived, (4.52) can be
used to improve the estimate for E1 etc. Proceeding in this way, we can improve the estimates for
Ej for j ≤ l0 − 1. In other words, we can improve the estimates by a factor of eεSpτ at the loss of
one derivative (in practice, we typically also get a deterioration in terms of polynomial factors).
This process can be iterated as long as the estimates for Ej are worse than the estimates for the
model equation. In the end, it leads to the desired estimate, and a loss of m0 derivatives; cf. (4.29)
and the adjacent text. In particular, as εSp tends to zero, the number of derivatives lost in the
process tends to infinity.

We end Chapter 16 by discussing the particular case that the coefficients Z0
loc and α̂loc converge at

a sufficiently fast polynomial rate along a causal curve. In this case, dA and $A can be calculated
in terms of the limiting matrix.

Deriving asymptotics. In Chapter 17, we turn to the problem of deriving asymptotics, assuming
Z0

loc and α̂loc to converge exponentially. We begin by deriving estimates in the model case of a
system of ODE’s with an error term; cf. Lemma 17.3. Given the corresponding result and the
estimates already derived, we are in a position to prove results such as Theorem 4.25. In order
to obtain higher order asymptotics, we first need to derive appropriate model equations. We
do so in Section 17.2. Deriving asymptotics for the higher order derivatives is somewhat more
complicated than for the zeroth order derivatives, since we need to proceed inductively; only after
we have derived the asymptotics for the lower order derivatives can we phrase the equation for the
higher order derivatives. The associated technical complications necessitates an argument which
is substantially longer than the one concerning the zeroth order derivatives.

Specifying asymptotics. Finally, in Chapter 18, we turn to the problem of specifying the
asymptotics. We do so by defining an appropriate map from initial data to asymptotic data.
Setting up an appropriate finite dimensional class of initial data (such that its dimension coincides
with the dimension of the asymptotic data one wishes to specify), the idea is then to prove that
the map from initial data to asymptotic data is linear and injective (and, thereby, by the choice of
class of initial data, bijective). It is important to note that the argument applies even in situations
where the spatial derivatives of the coefficients of the equation diverge along γ.

4.7.3 Part IV: Appendices

In the final part of these notes we discuss technical issues we do not wish to address in the main
body of the text. To begin with, we discuss the existence of a global frame in Section A.1 and define
LUK in Section A.2. In Section A.3, we discuss conditions ensuring that the spatial derivatives
of ln θ do not diverge faster than polynomially in %. This section serves as a motivation for the
conditions imposed on ln θ.

Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates. In Appendix B, we derive Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates in
the case of weighted Sobolev spaces on manifolds. The weight is allowed to be time dependent,
and in order to also allow frameworks which are adapted to the geometry, we consider collections
of vector fields (in the definitions of the Sobolev-type spaces) which are not necessarily a frame,
and which are time dependent. Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates, we derive Moser type
estimates which are then used as a basis for deriving the higher order energy estimates.

Examples. In Appendix C, we give examples of classes of spacetimes for which the asymptotic
behaviour in the direction of the singularity is understood. These examples serve the purpose of
justifying the assumptions we impose. We begin by discussing spatially homogeneous solutions.
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Next, we discuss some classes of solutions constructed by specifying initial data on the singularity.
We continue by describing results concerning stable big bang formation. Finally, we discuss T3-
Gowdy symmetric spacetimes.
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Geometry
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Chapter 5

Basic properties of the frame
adapted to the eigenspaces of K

The assumptions concerning the geometry are expressed using norms associated with the fixed
metric ḡref . However, in many of the arguments, the frame {XA}, its dual {Y A} and the eigenvalues
`A, introduced in Definition 3.13, appear naturally. We therefore need to control these objects and
their covariant derivatives in terms of the assumptions. The main purpose of the present chapter
is to take a first step in this direction. We also estimate EI(P ), cf. Definition 4.7, for a general
product P consisting of factors of several different types (eigenvalues of K, tensor fields evaluated
on the frames {XA} and {Y A}, Lie derivatives with respect to the shift vector field etc.). This
simplifies the derivation of estimates in the chapters to follow.

5.1 Constructing a frame

Given that K is non-degenerate and has a global frame, there is a natural frame on the spacetime;
cf. Definition 3.13. In the following lemma, we clarify the properties of this frame.

Lemma 5.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Then there is a collection of smooth vector fields {XA} and covector fields {Y A}, A =
1, . . . , n, on M̄ such that for each t ∈ I, {XA} and {Y A} are frames on TM̄t and T ∗M̄t respectively.
Moreover, KXA = `AXA, KTY A = `AY

A and `1 < · · · < `n (no summation on A). Finally,
ḡref(XA, XA) = 1 (no summation on A); {XA} is an orthogonal frame with respect to ǧ; and
Y A(XB) = δAB.

Remark 5.2. The map KT is defined by the condition that if η ∈ T ∗p M̄t and ξ ∈ TpM̄t, then

(KT η)(ξ) := η(Kξ).

Remark 5.3. It is of interest to keep in mind that
∑
A`A = 1, since trK = 1.

Remark 5.4. The combination of {Û} and {XA}, A = 1, . . . , n, is a frame on M̄ × I. Moreover,
this frame is orthogonal with respect to both g and ĝ.

Proof. The frame {XA} is given by Definition 3.13. Let {Y A} be the dual frame associated with
{XA}. Then

(KTY A)(XB) = Y A(KXB) = Y A(`BXB) = `Bδ
A
B = `AY

A(XB)

59
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(no summation), so that KTY A = `AY
A (no summation). In order to verify the orthogonality of

the frame with respect to ḡ (and thereby with respect to ǧ), note that

`Aḡ(XA, XB) = ḡ(KXA, XB) = θ−1k̄ijX
i
AX

j
B = `B ḡ(XA, XB). (5.1)

The lemma follows.

5.2 Basic estimates

In these notes, we use the frame {XA}, introduced in Definition 3.13, and the frame {Ei}, intro-
duced in Remark 3.17. We also use the terminology introduced in Definition 4.7. In the present
section, we estimate the Y A and make elementary observations concerning the relation between
D̄I and D̄k applied to tensor fields.

5.2.1 Estimating the norm of the elements of the frame {Y A}

In order to construct the frame {XA}, the conditions of Definition 3.13 are sufficient. However,
in order to obtain quantitative control of the frame, we need to use the assumption that K is
bounded with respect to ḡref . We begin by estimating the norms of the Y A with respect to ḡref .

Lemma 5.5. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame
and to be C0-uniformly bounded on I−; i.e., (3.16) to hold. Then there is a constant CY , depending
only on n, CK and εnd, such that |Y A|ḡref

≤ CY on M̄t for all A and t ∈ I−.

Proof. Let {Ei} and {ωi} be chosen as in Remark 3.17. If η ∈ T ∗p M̄ , then η = ηiω
i, where

ηi := η(Ei) and

|η|ḡref
=
(∑

iη
2
i

)1/2
.

By definition,

δAB = Y A(XB) = Y Ai ω
i(Xj

BEj) = Y Ai X
i
B (5.2)

on M̄ × I. In other words, if we let X denote the matrix with elements Xi
B and Y denote the

matrix with elements Y Ai , then Y X = Id; i.e., Y is the inverse of X. Here we consider X and Y
to be maps from M̄ × I to Mn(R). Note that

1 = ḡref(XA, XA) = ḡref(X
i
AEi, X

j
AEj) = δijX

i
AX

j
A

(no summation on A). Thus the columns of X are unit vectors with respect to the standard
Euclidean metric. Let K : M̄ × I →Mn(R) be the matrix valued function with components Kij
(where the components of K are calculated with respect to the frame {Ei}). Then ‖K‖ ≤ CK
on M̄ × I−. Moreover, the eigenvalues of K are distinct and the minimal distance between two
distinct eigenvalues is εnd. Assume that there is a sequence (pl, tl) in M̄×I− such that detXl → 0,
where Xl := X(pl, tl). Then the sequences defined by Kl := K(pl, tl) and Xl are contained in a
compact set. By choosing subsequences, which we still denote by {Kl} and {Xl}, we can assume
Kl and Xl to converge to, say, K∗ and X∗ respectively. Clearly, ‖K∗‖ ≤ CK and the eigenvalues of
K∗ are distinct (due to the continuous dependence of the eigenvalues on the matrix). In fact, the
minimal distance between two distinct eigenvalues of K∗ is εnd. Since the columns of Xl converge
to eigenvectors of K∗, we obtain a contradiction. In fact, it is clear that there is a positive lower
bound CX > 0, depending only on n, εnd and CK, such that |detX| ≥ CX on M̄ × I−. In
particular, there is a constant CY , with the same dependence, such that ‖Y ‖ ≤ CY on M̄ × I−.
Since |Y A|ḡref

can be bounded in terms of ‖Y ‖, the statement follows.
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5.2.2 Basic conversions

Next, we make two elementary observations for future reference.

Lemma 5.6. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Let T be a family of tensor fields on M̄ for t ∈ I. For every 1 ≤ j ≤ l ∈ Z and every pair
of vector field multiindices Ii, i = 1, 2, with |I1| = j and |I2| = l − j,

(D̄I1D̄
l−jT )(EI2) (5.3)

is a tensor field of the same type as T which can be written as a linear combination of expressions
of the form

(D̄JD̄
l−kT )(D̄J1

EJ1
, . . . , D̄Jl−kEJl−k), (5.4)

where J and Ji are vector field multiindices and k is an integer satisfying

|J|+
∑l−k
i=1|Ji| = k < j. (5.5)

Proof. We prove a somewhat more general statement by induction on j. Assume, inductively, that
if |I| = j and 1 ≤ j ≤ l,

(D̄ID̄
l−jT )(D̄K1EK1 , . . . , D̄Kl−jEKl−j ) (5.6)

can be written as a linear combination of expressions of the form

(D̄JD̄
l−kT )(D̄J1

EJ1
, . . . , D̄Jl−kEJl−k),

where J and Ji are vector field multiindices, k is an integer satisfying satisfying k < j and

|J|+
∑l−k
i=1|Ji| = k +

∑l−j
i=1|Ki|.

To begin with, the inductive assumption holds for j = 1:

(D̄EK D̄
l−1T )(D̄K1

EK1
, . . . , D̄Kl−1

EKl−1
)

=(D̄lT )(EK , D̄K1
EK1

, . . . , D̄Kl−1
EKl−1

)
(5.7)

Next, assume that the inductive statement holds up to some 1 ≤ j and for all l ≥ j. Fix an l such
that l ≥ j + 1. Then the inductive hypothesis holds with l replaced by l − 1. Applying D̄EI1

to
the expression (5.6) (with l replaced by l − 1) yields

D̄EI1
[(D̄EI2

· · · D̄EIj+1
D̄l−j−1T )(D̄K1

EK1
, . . . , D̄Kl−j−1

EKl−j−1
)]

=(D̄EI1
· · · D̄EIj+1

D̄l−j−1T )(D̄K1
EK1

, . . . , D̄Kl−j−1
EKl−j−1

)

+ (D̄EI2
· · · D̄EIj+1

D̄l−j−1T )(D̄EI1
D̄K1EK1 , . . . , D̄Kl−j−1

EKl−j−1
)

+ · · ·+ (D̄EI2
· · · D̄EIj+1

D̄l−j−1T )(D̄K1
EK1

, . . . , D̄EI1
D̄Kl−j−1

EKl−j−1
).

Note that the first term on the right hand side is the one we want to calculate. The remaining terms
on the right hand side fit into the induction hypothesis. Appealing to the inductive hypothesis,
D̄EI1

applied to the expression (5.6) (with l replaced by l−1) can be written as a linear combination
of terms of the form

D̄EI1
[D̄JD̄

l−1−kT (D̄J1
EJ1

, . . . , D̄Jl−1−kEJl−1−k)].

Expanding this expression leads to the conclusion that all the corresponding terms satisfy the
conditions of the induction hypothesis (with j replaced by j + 1). Thus the inductive statement
holds. Applying the inductive statement with all the Ki = 0 yields the desired conclusion.
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Lemma 5.7. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Let T be a family of tensor fields on M̄ for t ∈ I. Then D̄IT can be written as a linear
combination of terms of the form

(D̄kT )(EI1)ωJ1(D̄J1
EK1

) · · ·ωJl(D̄JlEKl),

where |I| = k + |J1|+ · · ·+ |Jl| and k ≥ 1 if |I| ≥ 1. Similarly, if k = |I|, then (D̄kT )(EI) can be
written as a linear combination of terms of the form

(D̄JT )ωI1(D̄J1
EK1

) · · ·ωIl(D̄JlEKl),

where k = |J|+ |J1|+ · · ·+ |Jl| and |J| ≥ 1 if k ≥ 1.

Proof. Note that (5.7) holds for l = 1. This demonstrates that the first statement of the lemma
holds for |I| = 1. The general statement follows by means of an induction argument.

In order to demonstrate the second statement of the lemma, note that

(D̄kT )(EI1 , . . . , EIk) =D̄EI1
[(D̄k−1T )(EI2 , . . . , EIk)]− (D̄k−1T )(D̄EI1

EI2 , . . . , EIk)

− · · · − (D̄k−1T )(EI2 , . . . , D̄EI1
EIk).

Combining this observation with an induction argument yields the second statement and completes
the proof of the lemma.

5.3 Basic formulae and estimates for the covariant deriva-
tives of the eigenvalues and frame

Next, we express the covariant derivatives of the `A and the XA with respect to ḡref in terms of
covariant derivatives of K.

Lemma 5.8. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Let ξ be a
vector field on M̄ × I which is tangent to the constant-t hypersurfaces. Then

D̄ξ`A =(D̄ξK)(Y A, XA), (5.8)

Y A(D̄ξXA) =−
∑
B 6=A

1

`A − `B
(D̄ξK)(Y B , XA)ḡref(XB , XA) (5.9)

(no summation on A). Moreover, for A 6= B,

Y B(D̄ξXA) =
1

`A − `B
(D̄ξK)(Y B , XA). (5.10)

Proof. Applying D̄ξ to

K(Y B , XA) = `Aδ
B
A

(no summation on A) yields

(D̄ξK)(Y B , XA) +K(D̄ξY
B , XA) +K(Y B , D̄ξXA) = (D̄ξ`A)δBA . (5.11)

On the other hand,

D̄ξXA = Y D(D̄ξXA)XD, D̄ξY
B = −Y B(D̄ξXD)Y D. (5.12)
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Inserting this information into (5.11) yields

(D̄ξK)(Y B , XA) + (`B − `A)Y B(D̄ξXA) = (D̄ξ`A)δBA

(no summation). In particular, (5.10) holds for B 6= A and (5.8) holds. In order to calculate
Y A(D̄ξXA) (no summation on A), note that

0 =D̄ξ[ḡref(XA, XA)] = 2ḡref(D̄ξXA, XA) = 2Y B(D̄ξXA)ḡref(XB , XA)

=2Y A(D̄ξXA) + 2
∑
B 6=AY

B(D̄ξXA)ḡref(XB , XA)

(no summation on A). Combining this observation with (5.10) yields (5.9). The lemma follows.

These formulae have the following immediate consequences.

Corollary 5.9. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame
and to be C0-uniformly bounded on I−; i.e. (3.16) to hold. Let ξ be a vector field on M̄ × I which
is tangent to the constant-t hypersurfaces. Then there is a constant C1, depending only on n, CK
and εnd such that

|D̄ξ`A|+ |D̄ξY
A|ḡref

+ |D̄ξXA|ḡref
≤ C1|ξ|ḡref

|D̄K|ḡref
(5.13)

on M̄t for all A ∈ {1, . . . , n} and t ∈ I−. Defining the structure constants, say γCAB, of the XA by
[XA, XB ] = γCABXC , the estimate

|γCAB | ≤ C1|D̄K|ḡref
(5.14)

also holds on M̄t for all A,B,C ∈ {1, . . . , n} and t ∈ I−.

Proof. Due to (5.8), it is clear that

|D̄ξ`A| ≤ |D̄K|ḡref
|ξ|ḡref

|XA|ḡref
|Y A|ḡref

= |D̄K|ḡref
|ξ|ḡref

|Y A|ḡref

(no summation on A). On the other hand, due to Lemma 5.5, the right hand side can be estimated
by the right hand side of (5.13) for a C1 with the dependence stated in the lemma. The first equality
in (5.12), combined with (5.9), (5.10), the assumptions and arguments similar to the above yields
the desired estimate for the third term on the left hand side of (5.13). Next, the second equality in
(5.12), combined with the above, yields the desired estimate of the second term on the left hand
side of (5.13). Finally, note that

γCAB =Y C([XA, XB ]) = Y C(D̄XAXB − D̄XBXA). (5.15)

Arguments similar to the above yield the desired estimate for the structure constants.

5.4 Higher order derivatives

Corollary 5.9 yields bounds on the first order derivatives of `A, XA and Y A. However, it is also
of interest to estimate higher order covariant derivatives. Before doing so, it is convenient to
introduce some terminology.

Definition 5.10. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Given 0 ≤ m ∈ Z, let

PK,m :=
∑
m1+···+mj=m,mi≥1|D̄m1K|ḡref

· · · |D̄mjK|ḡref
,

PN,m :=
∑
m1+···+mj=m,mi≥1|D̄m1 ln N̂ |ḡref

· · · |D̄mj ln N̂ |ḡref
,

PK,N,m :=
∑
m1+m2=mPK,m1

PN,m2
,

with the convention that PK,0 = 1 and PN,0 = 1.
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Next, we estimate higher order derivatives of `A, XA and Y A.

Lemma 5.11. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame
and to be C0-uniformly bounded on I−; i.e. (3.16) to hold. Then, for every pair of integers j and
l satisfying 1 ≤ j ≤ l, and every multiindex I with |I| = j, there is a constant DK,l, depending
only on l, n and (M̄, ḡref), such that

|D̄ID̄
l−jK|ḡref

≤ DK,l
∑l
m=l−j+1|D̄mK|ḡref

(5.16)

on M̄ × I−. Similarly, there is a constant DK,j depending only on CK, n, l, εnd and (M̄, ḡref) such
that

|D̄I`A|+ |D̄IXA|ḡref
+ |D̄IY

A|ḡref
≤ DK,j

∑j
m=1PK,m (5.17)

on M̄ × I−.

Proof. The estimate (5.16) can be demonstrated by means of an induction argument, where the
inductive step follows from Lemma 5.6. In order to prove (5.17), it is sufficient to proceed by
induction and to appeal to (5.8), (5.9), (5.10) and (5.16).

5.5 Composite estimates

In the chapters to follow, we need to estimate composite expressions. The purpose of the present
section is to prove general estimates to which we can refer in that context.

Lemma 5.12. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame
and to be C0-uniformly bounded on I−; i.e. (3.16) to hold. Let {Ei} and {ωi} be frames of
the type introduced in Remark 3.17. Consider a product P consisting of k1 factors of type I:
(`A − `B)−1f(`), where f ∈ C∞(Rn,R), A 6= B and ` = (`1, . . . , `n); k2 factors of type II:
T (Y A, XB) where T is a (1, 1)-tensor field on M̄ ; k3 factors of type III: ḡref(XA, XB); k4 factors
of type IV: Û(ln N̂); k5 factors of type V: ωk(N̂−1ξ); k6 factors of type VI: ωi(XA); k7 factors
of type VII: N̂−1(Lζ ḡref)(XA, XB); and k8 factors of type VIII: N̂−1ωk(LηEj). Let I be a
vector field multiindex and l := |I|. Then, up to a constant depending only on l, n, εnd, CK,
(M̄, ḡref), the functions f and the ki, the expression |EI(P )| can be estimated by a sum of products
consisting of one factor of the form PK,N,m; k2 factors of the form |D̄pT |ḡref

; k4 factors of the

form |D̄qÛ(ln N̂)|ḡref
; k5 factors of the form N̂−1|D̄Iξ|ḡref

; k7 factors of the form N̂−1|D̄JD̄Kζ|ḡref

(where |K| = 1); k8,1 factors of the form N̂−1|D̄LD̄Mη|ḡref
(where |M| = 1) and k8,2 factors of

the form N̂−1|D̄Nη|ḡref
, where k8,1 + k8,2 = k8, and the sum of m, the p’s, the q’s, the |I|’s, the

|J|’s, the |L|’s and the |N|’s is bounded from above by l.

Remark 5.13. When we say that there are k2 factors of the form |D̄pT |ḡref
, what we mean is that

if the factors of type II are Ti(Y Ai , XBi), i = 1, . . . , k2, then the k2 factors of the form |D̄pT |ḡref

are given by |D̄piTi|ḡref
, where the pi’s are the p’s referred to at the end of the statement. Similar

comments apply to the other factors.

Remark 5.14. In case k5 = k7 = k8 = 0, the statement can be improved as follows: |EI(P )|
can, up to a constant depending only on l, n, εnd, CK, (M̄, ḡref), the functions f and the ki, be
estimated by a sum of products consisting of PK,q; k2 factors of the form |D̄rT |ḡref

; and k4 factors

of the form |D̄sÛ(ln N̂)|ḡref
, where the sum of q, the r’s and the s’s is bounded from above by l.

Moreover, if, in addition to the above, k6 = 0, then the sum of q, the r’s and the s’s is bounded
from below by min{1, l}. In case k8 = 0, the statement can be improved as follows: |EI(P )| can, up
to a constant depending only on l, n, εnd, CK, (M̄, ḡref), the functions f and the ki, be estimated
by a sum of products consisting of PK,N,q; k2 factors of the form |D̄rT |ḡref

; k4 factors of the form
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|D̄sÛ(ln N̂)|ḡref
; k5 factors of the form N̂−1|D̄Iξ|ḡref

; and k7 factors of the form N̂−1|D̄JD̄Kζ|ḡref

(where |K| = 1), where the sum of q, the r’s, the s’s, the |I|’s and the |J|’s is bounded from above
by l.

Proof. In order to estimate EI(P ), note that if EI1 hits a factor of type I, then the result can be
estimated by a sum of terms of the form CPK,la , where la ≤ l1 := |I1| and C only depends on f ,
CK, εnd, l1, (M̄, ḡref) and n, and we appealed to (5.17). Next, if EI2 hits a factor of type II, then
we need to estimate

(D̄JT )(D̄KY
A, D̄LXB),

where |J|+ |K|+ |L| = |I2|. Due to Lemma 5.7 and (5.17), EI2 applied to a factor of type II can
be estimated by

C
∑
la+lb≤l2PK,la |D̄

lbT |ḡref
, (5.18)

where C only depends on CK, εnd, l2 := |I2|, (M̄, ḡref) and n. If EI3 hits a factor of type III, then
the result can be estimated by a sum of terms of the form CPK,lb , where lb ≤ l3 := |I3| and C only
depends on CK, εnd, l3, (M̄, ḡref) and n, and we appealed to (5.17). Due to Lemma 5.7, EI4 applied
to a factor of type IV can be estimated by a sum of expressions of the form C|D̄laÛ(ln N̂)|ḡref

,
where la ≤ l4 := |I4|, where C only depends on l4, n and (M̄, ḡref). Applying EI5 to a factor of
type V, we need to estimate

(D̄Jω
k)(N̂−1D̄Kξ) · [N̂EL(N̂−1)]

where |J|+ |K|+ |L| = |I5|. Similarly to the above arguments, when EI5 hits a factor of type V,
the result can thus be estimated by

C
∑
la+|J|≤lcPN,laN̂

−1|D̄Jξ|ḡref
, (5.19)

where lc ≤ l5 := |I5| and C only depends on l5, (M̄, ḡref) and n. The contribution arising when
applying EI6 to a factor of type VI can be estimated as in the case of factors of type III. Before
considering terms of type VII, note that

(Lζ ḡref)(XA, XB) =ḡref(D̄XAζ,XB) + ḡref(XA, D̄XBζ)

=ωi(XA)ωj(XB)[ḡref(D̄Eiζ, Ej) + ḡref(Ei, D̄Ejζ)].

Due to this observation, the desired estimate for factors of type VII follows by combining the
arguments in the case of factors of type V and VI. To conclude, if EI7 hits a factor of type VII,
the result can be estimated by

C
∑
la+|I|≤l7,|J|=1PK,N,laN̂

−1|D̄ID̄Jξ|ḡref
,

where C only depends on CK, εnd, l7 := |I7|, n and (M̄, ḡref). Since

N̂−1ωi(LηEj) = N̂−1ωi(D̄ηEj − D̄Ejη), (5.20)

terms of type VIII can be estimated similarly to the above. In fact, if EI8 hits a factor of type
VIII, the result can be estimated by

C
∑
la+|J|≤l8PN,laN̂

−1(|D̄JD̄Kη|ḡref
+ |D̄Jη|ḡref

), (5.21)

where |K| = 1, l8 := |I8| and C only depends on l8, (M̄, ḡref) and n. Combining the above
estimates yields the conclusion of the lemma, as well as the statements made in the remarks.
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Chapter 6

Lie derivatives of the frame

The main purpose of the present chapter is to derive formulae for Lie derivatives of the elements
of the frame {XA} with respect to the future pointing unit normal. However, we also wish to
relate geometric and non-geometric norms of the normal derivative of the expansion normalised
Weingarten map. The reason for this is that the main assumptions in these notes are expressed
using non-geometric norms. It is therefore of interest to relate the two perspectives. We end the
chapter by considering the commutator of Û and Ei. In particular, we derive expressions and
estimates for the corresponding coefficients and their normal derivatives.

6.1 Time derivative, geometric perspective

Define µ̄A by the requirement that (3.11) holds; recall that {XA} is an orthogonal frame with
respect to ḡ. Introduce

XA := e−µ̄AXA.

Then {XA} is an orthonormal frame with respect to ḡ with dual frame {YA}. However, we extend
YA in such a way that YA(U) = 0. In what follows, it will also be convenient to use the notation

L̂U := θ−1LU . (6.1)

Lemma 6.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Let M and L be the matrix valued functions on M̄ × I whose components are given by

MB
C := (L̂UYB)(XC), LBC := `Cδ

B
C (6.2)

(no summation on C). Then M = L+A, where A := (M−MT )/2. In particular, M is the sum
of a diagonal matrix plus an antisymmetric matrix.

Proof. Let X and Y be vector fields on M̄ × I tangent to M̄ . Then it can be calculated that

k̄(X,Y ) =
1

2
(LUg)(X,Y ).

Next, note that
g = −U [ ⊗ U [ +

∑
AY

A ⊗ YA.

In particular,

LUg = −(LUU [)⊗ U [ − U [ ⊗ (LUU [) +
∑
A(LUYA)⊗ YA +

∑
AY

A ⊗ (LUYA).

67
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Thus

(LUg)(XB ,XC) = (LUYC)(XB) + (LUYB)(XC). (6.3)

On the other hand,

(LUg)(XB ,XC) = 2k̄(XB ,XC) = 2ḡ(K̄XB ,XC) = 2θḡ(KXB ,XC) = 2θ`BδBC

(no summation on B). Let M and L be defined as in the statement of the lemma. Then the
equality (6.3) can be written

2L =M+MT .

The lemma follows.

6.2 Formulae, geometric and non-geometric perspectives

Let LUK be defined by (A.1). Then

(LUK)(Y B , XA) = U [Y B(KXA)]− (LUY B)(KXA)− Y B [KLUXA], (6.4)

where the overline signifies orthogonal projection. Note also that we here think of Y A as being
extended to M̄ × I in such a way that Y A(U) = 0. In what follows, we wish to relate L̂UK to
L̂UXA. Let, to this end,

L̂UXA =WB
AXB +W0

AU (6.5)

define WA
B and W0

B , where L̂U is introduced in (6.1).

Lemma 6.2. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Then

Û(`A) =(L̂UK)(Y A, XA), (6.6)

WA
A =−

∑
B 6=AWB

A ḡref(XB , XA) + 1
2N̂

(Lχḡref)(XA, XA), (6.7)

WB
A = 1

`A−`B (L̂UK)(Y B , XA), (6.8)

where there is no summation on A in the first and second equalities and A 6= B in the third
equality. Moreover, if M0

A is defined by

L̂UXA = −M0
AU −MB

AXB ,

where M is the matrix introduced in Lemma 6.1, then

Û(`A) =(L̂UK)(YA,XA), (6.9)

MB
A = 1

`B−`A (L̂UK)(YB ,XA), (6.10)

where there is no summation on A in the first equality and A 6= B in the second equality. Note
also that MA

A (no summation on A) equals `A due to Lemma 6.1. Finally,

W0

A =θ−1XA(lnN), (6.11)

M0
A =− θ−1XA(lnN), (6.12)

Proof. The first term on the right hand side of (6.4) is given by

U [Y B(KXA)] = U(`A)δBA
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(no summation on A). Due to (6.5), the relation LUXA = θWB
AXB holds, so that

−Y B [KLUXA] = −Y B [KθWC
AXC ] = −θ

∑
C`CWC

AY
B(XC) = −θ`BWB

A

(no summation on B). Combining (LUY B)(XA) = −Y B(LUXA) with (6.5) and the fact that
Y B(U) = 0 yields

(LUY B)(XA) = −Y B(θWC
AXC) = −θWB

A . (6.13)

In particular,
−(LUY B)(KXA) = −`A(LUY B)(XA) = `AθWB

A

(no summation on A). Summing up the above observations yields

(LUK)(Y B , XA) = U(`A)δBA + θ`AWB
A − θ`BWB

A (6.14)

(no summation on A or B). In particular, (6.6) and (6.8) hold. We can also carry through the
above argument with XA, Y B and WA

B replaced by XA, YB and −MA
B respectively. This yields

(6.9) and (6.10).

Let {Ei} be an orthonormal basis with respect to ḡref as in Remark 3.17 and let Xi
A be the

components of XA with respect to this basis. Then

U [ḡref(XA, XA)] = 2δijU(Xi
A)Xj

A = 2ḡref(U(Xi
A)Ei, XA). (6.15)

On the other hand,
LUXA = U(Xi

A)Ei +Xi
ALUEi.

Moreover, (A.2) yields LUEi = −N−1LχEi, so that

LUXA = U(Xi
A)Ei −

1

N
Xi
ALχEi. (6.16)

Adding up the above yields

0 =U [ḡref(XA, XA)] = 2ḡref(LUXA +N−1Xi
ALχEi, XA)

=2ḡref(LUXA, XA)−N−1(Lχḡref)(XA, XA)

(no summation on A). On the other hand,

ḡref(LUXA, XA) = ḡref(θWB
AXB , XA) = θWA

A +
∑
B 6=AθWB

A ḡref(XB , XA)

(no summation on A). Combining the last two equalities yields (6.7). The derivations of (6.11)
and (6.12) are similar to the above.

6.2.1 Norm equivalences

One particular consequence of (6.9) and (6.10) is that there is a numerical constant C such that∑
A|Û(`A)|+ ‖A‖ ≤ C

(
1 +

∑
A 6=B |`A − `B |−1

)
|L̂UK|ḡ,

where A is the antisymmetric matrix introduced in the statement of Lemma 6.1. Moreover, (6.9)
and (6.10) also imply that there is a numerical constant C such that

|L̂UK|ḡ ≤ C
∑
A

(
|Û(`A)|+ |`A| · ‖A‖

)
In other words, controlling |L̂UK|ḡ is equivalent to controlling |Û(`A)| and ‖A‖, given that the `A
and the |`A − `B |−1 (A 6= B) are bounded. Considering (6.6) and (6.8), it is clear that there is
a similar statement concerning |L̂UK|ḡref

. However, in order to obtain such a statement, we need
to assume K to be non-degenerate, to have a global frame and to be C0-uniformly bounded. The
equivalent objects in this case are |Û(`A)| and ‖Wod‖; here Wod is the matrix whose off-diagonal
components equal those of W and whose diagonal components vanish.
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6.2.2 Relating geometric and non-geometric norms

Next, let us estimate ‖A‖ in terms of ‖Wod‖. Compute, to this end,

MA
B =(L̂UYA)(XB) = −YA(L̂UXB) = Û(µ̄B)δAB − YA(e−µ̄B L̂UXB)

=Û(µ̄B)δAB − YA(eµ̄C−µ̄BWC
BXC) = Û(µ̄B)δAB − eµ̄A−µ̄BWA

B

(6.17)

(no summation). In particular,
MA

A = Û(µ̄A)−WA
A (6.18)

(no summation on A). Moreover, if A 6= B, then

− eµ̄A−µ̄BWA
B = AAB (6.19)

(no summation). At this point, the fact that the right hand side of this equality is antisymmetric
has important consequences. In fact, combining (6.19) with the antisymmetry of A yields

|AAB | ≤ e−|µ̄A−µ̄B |‖Wod‖, (6.20)

where Wod is the matrix whose off-diagonal components equal those of W and whose diagonal
components vanish. In particular, in an anisotropic setting, the µ̄A can be expected to grow
linearly at different rates. If, in addition, ‖Wod‖ is bounded, then ‖A‖ decays exponentially.
Finally, note that since ‖A‖ is dominated by ‖Wod‖ due to (6.20), it is clear that non-geometric
control on L̂UK implies geometric control on L̂UK.

6.3 Contribution from the shift vector field

Assume now that there is an orthonormal frame {Ei} on M̄ with respect to ḡref , with dual frame
{ωi}. Note that

[Û , Ei] = A0
i Û +AkiEk, (6.21)

where
A0
i := Ei(ln N̂), Aki := −N̂−1ωk(LχEi). (6.22)

Lemma 6.3. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation and that there are frames {Ei} and {ωi} as above. Then

Û(Aki ) =N̂−1ωk(LEi χ̇) +A0
i N̂
−1ωk(χ̇)− Û(ln N̂)Aki

− N̂−1χ(Aki )− N̂−1χ(ln N̂)Aki ,
(6.23)

where χ̇ is introduced in (3.23). In particular,

|EI[Û(Aki )]| ≤C
∑
la+|J|≤l+1PN,laN̂

−1|D̄Jχ̇|ḡref

+ C
∑
la+lb+|J|≤l+1;la+lb≤lPN,la |D̄lbÛ(ln N̂)|ḡref

N̂−1|D̄Jχ|ḡref

+ C
∑
la+|J|+|K|≤l+2;|J|≤l;la≤l+1PN,laN̂

−1|D̄Jχ|ḡref
N̂−1|D̄Kχ|ḡref

,

(6.24)

where l := |I| and C only depends on l, n and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note that (6.22) implies
−N̂−1LχEi = AkiEk.

Applying LÛ to this equality yields

− Û(ln N̂)AkiEk − N̂−1LÛLχEi = Û(Aki )Ek +Aki LÛEk. (6.25)
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In order to proceed, it is of interest to calculate

LÛLχEi =− LÛLEiχ = −[Û , [Ei, χ] = −Û(Eiχ− χEi) + (Eiχ− χEi)Û
=− ÛEiχ+ EiÛχ− EiÛχ+ ÛχEi + EiχÛ − χEiÛ + χÛEi − χÛEi
=− (LÛEi)χ+ χ(LÛEi)− EiLÛχ+ LÛχEi
=−A0

i Ûχ−AkiEkχ+ χ(A0
i Û +AkiEk)− LEiLÛχ

=−A0
iLÛχ−A

k
i LEkχ+ χ(A0

i )Û + χ(Aki )Ek − LEiLÛχ.

In particular

N̂−1LÛLχEi =−A0
i N̂
−1LÛχ−A

k
i N̂
−1LEkχ+ N̂−1χ(Aki )Ek − N̂−1LEiLÛχ

=−A0
i N̂
−1χ̇−AkiAlkEl + N̂−1χ(Aki )Ek − N̂−1LEiLÛχ.

(6.26)

In order to simplify the last expression, note that

LÛχ = Û(χk)Ek + χkA0
kÛ + χkAlkEl.

In particular,
χ̇ = Û(χk)Ek + χkAlkEl, LÛχ = χ̇+ χkA0

kÛ . (6.27)

Thus
LEiLÛχ = LEi χ̇+ Ei(χ

kA0
k)Û + χkA0

kLEiÛ ,

so that
LEiLÛχ = LEi χ̇− χ(ln N̂)AliEl.

Combining this calculation with (6.26) yields

N̂−1LÛLχEi =− N̂−1LEi χ̇−A0
i N̂
−1χ̇−AkiAlkEl

+ N̂−1χ(Aki )Ek + N̂−1χ(ln N̂)AliEl.

Combining this observation with (6.25) yields (6.23).

In order to prove (6.24), note that the first term on the right hand side of (6.23) yields expressions
that can be estimated by the first term on the right hand side of (6.24). This follows from the
end of the proof of Lemma 5.12, in particular (5.21). Consider the second term on the right hand
side of (6.23). It also yields expressions that can be estimated by the first term on the right hand
side of (6.24). This follows from the proof of Lemma 5.12, in particular (5.19). The third term on
the right hand side of (6.23) yields expressions that can be estimated by the second term on the
right hand side of (6.24). This follows from the proof of Lemma 5.12, in particular the estimates
for factors of type IV and VIII. Finally, by similar arguments, the last two terms on the right
hand side of yield expressions that can be estimated by the last term on the right hand side of
(6.24).
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Chapter 7

Estimating the norm of the
elements of the frame

Recall the notation µA and µ̄A introduced in (3.10) and (3.11). The asymptotic behaviour of
these objects is of central importance for understanding the causal structure and the asymptotic
behaviour of solutions to (1.1). In particular, we need lower bounds on µA on I−, where I− =
I ∩ (−∞, t0]. Deriving such estimates is the main goal of the present chapter. However, we
are also interested in estimating the spatial variation of % and in proving that if x̄0 ∈ M̄ , then
τ(t) := %(x̄0, t) can be used as a time coordinate. Beyond these main goals, we record additional
estimates for, e.g., the weights that later appear in the energy estimates.

The lower bound on µA is based on considering the evolution of this quantity along the integral
curves of Û . The same is true of %. In the course of the estimates, it is necessary to control the
divergence of χ as well as certain Lie derivatives involving χ. Obtaining such estimates is the
purpose of Section 7.1. Needless to say, we also need to derive formulae for Û(%) and Û(µ̄A). This
is the purpose of Section 7.2. Given this information, we are in a position to derive the main
conclusion of the chapter, lower bounds on µA; cf. Section 7.3. To achieve this goal, we need
to assume the shift vector field to be small. We also need to assume L̂UK to satisfy a weak off-
diagonal exponential bound. The proof is based on a bootstrap argument along the integral curves
of Û . The conclusion is that the µA grow linearly in % in the direction of the singularity. This can
be interpreted as saying that the conformally rescaled metric ĝ exhibits exponential growth in the
direction of the singularity. However, the expansion is not isotropic.

The next goal is to control the spatial variation of %. To this end, we need to commute the evolution
equation for % with Ei. This leads to the necessity of controlling an additional derivative of χ.
Following this estimate, we demonstrate that ∂t% and N̂ are comparable; cf. Lemma 7.13. This
allows us to introduce the time coordinate τ as above. We end the chapter by discussing the
properties of weight functions that are of importance in the definition of the energies.

7.1 Basic estimates of the shift vector field

Two expressions involving χ that appear frequently in the analysis are divḡref
χ and the second

term on the right hand side of (6.7). We begin by estimating them.

Lemma 7.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global

73
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frame. Then

(2N̂)−1|(Lχḡref)(XA, XA)| ≤n1/2e−µmin |D̄χ|hy, (7.1)

N̂−1|divḡref
χ| ≤n1/2e−µmin |D̄χ|hy (7.2)

on I−, where

µmin := min
A
µA. (7.3)

Proof. Due to (3.20) and (3.11), it is clear that

|D̄χ|2hy = N−2∑
lḡij(D̄Elχ)i(D̄Elχ)j = N−2

∑
A,le

2µ̄A |(D̄Elχ)A|2. (7.4)

On the other hand

|(D̄XAχ)B | =
∣∣∑

iX
i
A(D̄Eiχ)B

∣∣ ≤ (∑i|Xi
A|2
)1/2 (∑

i|(D̄Eiχ)B |2
)1/2

.

Combining this estimate with (7.4) yields

N−2∑
Be

2µ̄B |(D̄XAχ)B |2 ≤ |D̄χ|2hy. (7.5)

Next, let us consider

1

2N̂
(Lχḡref)(XA, XA) =

1

N̂
ḡref(D̄XAχ,XA) =

1

N̂
(D̄XAχ)B ḡref(XB , XA). (7.6)

In particular,

1

2N̂
|(Lχḡref)(XA, XA)| ≤ n1/2

N̂

(∑
B |(D̄XAχ)B |2

)1/2 ≤ n1/2e−µmin |D̄χ|hy,

where we use the notation introduced in (7.3). Thus (7.1) holds. Next, note that divḡref
χ =

Y A(D̄XAχ). Thus

N̂−1|divḡref
χ| ≤N̂−1∑

A|Y A(D̄XAχ)| ≤ N̂−1
∑
A

∑
i |Xi

A||Y A(D̄Eiχ)|

≤N̂−1∑
A

(∑
i |(D̄Eiχ)A|2

)1/2 ≤ n1/2N̂−1
(∑

A,i|(D̄Eiχ)A|2
)1/2

≤n1/2e−µ̄minN̂−1
(∑

A,ie
2µ̄A |(D̄Eiχ)A|2

)1/2

≤ n1/2e−µmin |D̄χ|hy,

(7.7)

where µ̄min := minA µ̄A. Thus (7.2) holds and the lemma follows.

7.2 Geometric identities

Before proceeding, we derive some geometric identities.

Lemma 7.2. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Then

Û(µ̄A) =`A +WA
A , (7.8)

Û(%) =1 + N̂−1divḡref
χ (7.9)

where there is no summation on A in the first equality.
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Remark 7.3. Due to the fact that

(divḡχ)µḡ =d(ιχµḡ) = d[ιχ(ϕµḡref
)] = d(ιϕχµḡref

) = [divḡref
(ϕχ)]µḡref

=(ϕdivḡref
χ+ χ(%)ϕ)µḡref

= (divḡref
χ+ χ(%))µḡ,

the equality (7.9) can also be written

N̂−1%t = 1 + N̂−1divḡχ. (7.10)

Remark 7.4. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, (3.16) holds, then there is a
constant Cdet,nd, depending only on n, CK and εnd, such that

|
∑
Aµ̄A − %| ≤ Cdet,nd (7.11)

on M− := M̄ × I−. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma 5.5 and (7.12) below.

Proof. Combining Lemma 6.1 and (6.18) yields (7.8). Next, consider (3.1). Evaluating this equal-
ity with respect to the frame {XA} yields

exp (
∑
Aµ̄A) = ϕ · (det Ḡref)

1/2, (7.12)

where Ḡref is the matrix with components

Ḡref,AB = ḡref(XA, XB) =
∑
iX

i
AX

i
B

and Xi
A and Y Ai are the components of XA and Y A respectively with respect to an orthonormal

frame as in Remark 3.17. Note also that if ḠABref denotes the components of the inverse of Ḡref ,
then

ḠABref =
∑
iY

A
i Y

B
i .

Differentiating (7.12) with respect to Û yields

exp (
∑
Aµ̄A)

∑
BÛ(µ̄B) = Û(lnϕ)ϕ(det Ḡref)

1/2 + 1
2 Ḡ

AB
ref Û(Ḡref,AB)ϕ(det Ḡref)

1/2.

Appealing to (7.12) again yields∑
AÛ(µ̄A) = Û(lnϕ) + 1

2 Ḡ
AB
ref Û(Ḡref,AB). (7.13)

On the other hand, Remark 5.3 and (7.8) yield∑
AÛ(µ̄A) = 1 +

∑
AWA

A . (7.14)

Next, let us consider

ḠABref Û(Ḡref,AB) =
∑
i,jY

A
j Y

B
j

[
Û(Xi

A)Xi
B +Xi

AÛ(Xi
B)
]

= 2Y Ai Û(Xi
A). (7.15)

Due to (6.16),

Û(Xj
A) = ωj(L̂UXA) + N̂−1Xi

Aω
j(LχEi).

Due to (6.5), the first term on the right hand side equals WB
AX

j
B . Thus

Y Aj Û(Xj
A) =WB

AY
A
j X

j
B + N̂−1Y Aj X

i
Aω

j(LχEi) =
∑
AWA

A + N̂−1ωi(LχEi).

Combining this equality with (7.13), (7.14) and (7.15) yields

1 +
∑
AWA

A = Û(lnϕ) +
∑
AWA

A + N̂−1ωi(LχEi).

Thus
Û(lnϕ) = 1 + N̂−1ωi(LEiχ).

On the other hand

ωi(LEiχ) =
∑
iḡref(D̄Eiχ− D̄χEi, Ei) =

∑
iḡref(D̄Eiχ,Ei) = ωi(D̄Eiχ) = divḡref

χ,

where we used the fact that {Ei} is an orthonormal frame with respect to ḡref . Thus (7.9) holds
and the lemma follows.
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7.3 Estimating the norm of the elements of the frame

Next, we wish to estimate µmin, introduced in (7.3). In order to obtain conclusions, we have to
assume Ǩ to have a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition 3.10. Moreover, we have to assume
χ to be small enough. In fact, the estimate of µmin is based on a bootstrap argument which goes
through if the shift vector field is small enough.

Lemma 7.5. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold with an expanding partial pointed
foliation. Assume K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame and to be C0-uniformly
bounded on I−; i.e. (3.16) to hold. Assume Ǩ to have a silent upper bound on I. Assume,
moreover, that L̂UK satisfies a weak off-diagonal exponential bound; cf. Definition 3.19. Let εχ be
defined by

εχ :=
1

4
e−Mµ min{1, εSp}, (7.16)

where Mµ is defined by

Mµ := (n+ 1)M0 + Cdet,nd +
1

2
; (7.17)

Cdet,nd is the constant introduced in Remark 7.4; M0 is defined by

M0 :=
3(n− 1)

εndεK
(CK,od + 3MK,od) +

1

2
; (7.18)

and εnd is the constant appearing in Definition 3.10. Assume, finally, that

n1/2θ−1
0,−|D̄χ|hy ≤εχ, (7.19)

for all t ∈ I−, where θ0,− is defined by (3.31). Then

N̂−1|divḡref
χ| ≤min{1, εSp}eεSp%, (7.20)

(2N̂)−1|(Lχḡref)(XA, XA)| ≤min{1, εSp}eεSp%, (7.21)

µmin ≥− εSp%+ ln θ0,− −Mmin (7.22)

(no summation on A in the second estimate) on M−, where Mmin := Mµ + 1. Moreover, if γ is

an integral curve of Û with γ(0) ∈ M̄ × {t0}, then

[N̂−1|divḡref
χ|] ◦ γ(s) ≤1

4
min{1, εSp}eεSps, (7.23)

[(2N̂)−1|(Lχḡref)(XA, XA)|] ◦ γ(s) ≤1

4
min{1, εSp}eεSps, (7.24)

µmin ◦ γ(s) ≥− εSps+ ln θ0,− −Mµ (7.25)

for all s ≤ 0 such that γ(s) ∈M−. Moreover,

s− 1/2 ≤ % ◦ γ(s) ≤ s+ 1/2 (7.26)

for all s ≤ 0 such that γ(s) ∈M−.

Remark 7.6. If one would assume L̂UK to satisfy an off-diagonal exponential bound, then the
proof could be simplified somewhat. In particular, it would not be necessary to carry out a separate
argument for µ1.

Proof. The proof is based on a bootstrap argument along integral curves of Û . Let, to this end,
γ be a curve such that γ(0) ∈ M̄t0 and such that γ̇(s) = Ûγ(s). Let, moreover, J− := γ−1(M−)
(which is an interval since the t-coordinate of γ is strictly monotonically increasing due to the fact
that γ is future pointing timelike).
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Bootstrap assumption: Assume that εχ (appearing in (7.19)) and µmin are such that

θ0,−εχe
−µmin◦γ(s) ≤ 1

2
min{1, εSp}eεSps (7.27)

on some open subinterval J1 of J− containing 0. Note that, due to (7.16), the bootstrap assumption
is satisfied with a margin in a neighbourhood of 0. To obtain this conclusion we used the fact that
µ̄A(x̄, t0) = 0; this follows from the definition of ḡref and the normalisation of the XA.

Basic conclusions. Combining the bootstrap assumption with (7.1), (7.2) and (7.19) yields

[N̂−1|divḡref
χ|] ◦ γ(s) ≤1

2
min{1, εSp}eεSps, (7.28)

[(2N̂)−1|(Lχḡref)(XA, XA)|] ◦ γ(s) ≤1

2
min{1, εSp}eεSps (7.29)

on J1 (no summation on A).

Estimating %. Next, note that (7.9) yields

d

ds
% ◦ γ(s) = Û(%)|γ(s) = 1 + (N̂−1divḡref

χ)[γ(s)]. (7.30)

Combining this equality with (7.28) yields∣∣∣∣ dds% ◦ γ(s)− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2
min{1, εSp}eεSps.

Integrating this estimate from s ∈ J1 to 0 yields

s− 1/2 ≤ % ◦ γ(s) ≤ s+ 1/2; (7.31)

note that %◦γ(0) = 0 due to the definition of % and ḡref . In particular, %◦γ(s) and s are comparable
for s ∈ J1.

Estimating µA for A > 1. Next, let us turn to µ̄A, ln θ and µA in the case that A > 1. Recall
that (3.4) holds and that µA = µ̄A + ln θ; cf. the text adjacent to (3.11). Thus

Û(µA) = Û(µ̄A) + Û(ln θ) = `A − n−1(1 + q) +WA
A ,

where we appealed to (7.8). Next, let λA be the eigenvalues of Ǩ. In other words, ǨXA = λAXA

(no summation). Then
λA = `A + Û(ln θ) = `A − n−1(1 + q), (7.32)

where we appealed to to (3.3). Thus

Û(µA) = λA +WA
A . (7.33)

On the other hand, due to the assumption that Ǩ ≤ −εSp, it follows that λA ≤ −εSp, so that

Û(µA) ≤ −εSp +WA
A . (7.34)

In particular,
d

ds
µA ◦ γ(s) ≤ −εSp +WA

A ◦ γ(s). (7.35)

Due to this inequality, it is of interest to estimate the integral of WA
A ◦γ from s to 0. Note, to this

end, that for s ∈ J1:

|WA
A ◦ γ(s)| ≤

∑
B 6=A

|WB
A ◦ γ(s)|+ 1

2
min{1, εSp}eεSps (7.36)
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(no summation on A), where we appealed to (6.7) and (7.29). In particular,∫ 0

s

|WA
A ◦ γ(u)|du ≤

∑
B 6=A

∫ 0

s

|WB
A ◦ γ(u)|du+

1

2
(7.37)

for all s ∈ J1. Clearly, we need to estimate the first term on the right hand side. By assumption,
(3.12) and (3.13) hold for B > 1 and A 6= B. Thus, for A > 1 and B 6= A,∫ 0

s

|WB
A ◦ γ(u)|du ≤ε−1

nd

∫ 0

s

(CK,ode
εK%◦γ(u) +GK,ode

−εK%◦γ(u))du

≤3ε−1
nd ε
−1
K (CK,od +GK,ode

−εKs)

≤3ε−1
nd ε
−1
K (CK,od + 3MK,od),

(7.38)

where we appealed to (6.8), (7.31), the fact that K is non-degenerate and the fact that εK ≤ 2.
Combining (7.37) and (7.38) yields ∫ 0

s

|WA
A ◦ γ(u)|du ≤M0 (7.39)

for all s ∈ J1, where M0 is given by (7.18). Combining this estimate with (7.35) yields

µA ◦ γ(s) ≥ −εSps+ ln θ0,− −M0 (7.40)

for all s ∈ J1 and all A > 1.

Estimating µ1. In order to estimate µ1, we have to proceed differently. The reason for this is
that we do not assume the estimates leading to (7.39) to hold. On the other hand, we know that
for A > 1 and s ∈ J1, ∣∣∣∣∫ 0

s

(µ̄A ◦ γ)′(u)du−
∫ 0

s

`A ◦ γ(u)du

∣∣∣∣ ≤M0,

where we appealed to (7.8) and (7.39). Thus∣∣∣∣µ̄A ◦ γ(s) +

∫ 0

s

`A ◦ γ(u)du

∣∣∣∣ ≤M0 (7.41)

for all A > 1 and s ∈ J1. In particular,∣∣∣∣∫ 0

s

∑
A>1`A ◦ γ(u)du+

∑
A>1µ̄A ◦ γ(s)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (n− 1)M0

for all s ∈ J1. Due to the fact that the sum of the `A equals 1 and the fact that (7.11) holds, this
estimate yields ∣∣∣∣∫ 0

s

[1− `1 ◦ γ(u)]du− µ̄1 ◦ γ(s) + % ◦ γ(s)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (n− 1)M0 + Cdet,nd

for all s ∈ J1. Combining this estimate with (7.31) yields the conclusion that∣∣∣∣∫ 0

s

`1 ◦ γ(u)du+ µ̄1 ◦ γ(s)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (n− 1)M0 + Cdet,nd +
1

2
(7.42)

for all s ∈ J1. In particular, since `1 < `2,

µ1 ◦ γ(s) ≥−
∫ 0

s

`1 ◦ γ(u)du+ ln θ ◦ γ(s)− (n− 1)M0 − Cdet,nd −
1

2

≥−
∫ 0

s

`2 ◦ γ(u)du+ ln θ ◦ γ(s)− (n− 1)M0 − Cdet,nd −
1

2

≥µ2 ◦ γ(s)− nM0 − Cdet,nd −
1

2

≥− εSps+ ln θ0,− − (n+ 1)M0 − Cdet,nd −
1

2

(7.43)
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for all s ∈ J1, where we appealed to (7.40) and (7.41). In particular,

µmin ◦ γ(s) ≥ −εSps+ ln θ0,− −Mµ (7.44)

for all s ∈ J1, where Mµ is given by (7.17).

Improving the bootstrap assumptions. One particular consequence of (7.44) is that

θ0,−εχe
−µmin◦γ(s) ≤ eMµεχe

εSps ≤ 1

4
min{1, εSp}eεSps

for all s ∈ J1. Thus the bootstrap assumption is satisfied with a margin, and can be extended
beyond the lower bound on J1. Thus the bootstrap assumption holds on all of J−. In fact, (7.28)
and (7.29) can be improved to (7.23) and (7.24) respectively. Note also that (7.44) yields (7.25)
and that (7.31) yields (7.26). Combining these improved estimates with (7.31), (7.44) and the fact
that εSp ≤ 2 yields [

N̂−1|divḡref
χ|
]
◦ γ(s) ≤min{1, εSp}eεSp%◦γ(s),[

(2N̂)−1|(Lχḡref)(XA, XA)|
]
◦ γ(s) ≤min{1, εSp}eεSp%◦γ(s),

µmin ◦ γ(s) ≥− εSp% ◦ γ(s) + ln θ0,− −Mµ − 1.

Since these estimates hold along all integral curves of Û to the past of M̄t0 , we conclude that
(7.20), (7.21) and (7.22) hold. The lemma follows.

Due to this lemma, we can estimate WA
A . In fact, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 7.7. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.5 hold, the estimate

|WA
B | ≤ε−1

ndCK,ode
εK% + ε−1

ndGK,ode
−εK% (7.45)

holds on M− for all A 6= B and B > 1. Moreover, (3.13) and

|WA
A | ≤

∑
B 6=A|WB

A |+ min{1, εSp}eεSp% (7.46)

(no summation on A) hold on M−. Next, let γ be a curve with the properties stated in Lemma 7.5
and J− := γ−1(M−). Then, assuming A 6= B and B > 1,

|WA
B ◦ γ(s)| ≤3ε−1

ndCK,ode
εKs + 3ε−1

ndGK,ode
−εKs (7.47)

on J−. Moreover,
GK,ode

−εKs ≤ 3MK,od (7.48)

for all s ∈ J− and

|WA
A ◦ γ(s)| ≤

∑
B 6=A|WB

A ◦ γ(s)|+ 1
4 min{1, εSp}eεSps (7.49)

(no summation on A) for all s ∈ J−. Finally, there is a constant Mdiff , given by (7.57) below,
such that, assuming A > B,

µ̄A − µ̄B ≤(A−B)εnd%+Mdiff , (7.50)

ln θ ≥− (n−1 + εSp)%+ ln θ0,− − 2 (7.51)

on M−.

Remark 7.8. Assuming, in addition to the conditions of the lemma, q to be C0-uniformly bounded
on I− with constant Cq yields

ln θ ≤ − 1

n
(1 + Cq)%+ ln θ0,+ +

1

2n
(1 + Cq) (7.52)

on M−, where θ0,+ is given by (3.31). Combining (7.51) and (7.52) yields the conclusion that
%→ −∞ if and only if θ →∞. In fact, 〈ln θ〉 and 〈%〉 are equivalent.
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Remark 7.9. Assume, in addition to the conditions of the lemma, that, for some A > 1, there is
a constant LA such that `A ≥ LA on M−. Then

µ̄A ≤ LA%+M0 +
1

2
|LA| (7.53)

on M−, where we appealed to (7.26) and (7.41), and M0 is given by (7.18). Similarly, if there is
a constant L1 such that `1 ≥ L1 on M−, then

µ̄1 ≤ L1%+ (n− 1)M0 + Cdet,nd +
1

2
(|L1|+ 1) (7.54)

on M−, where we appealed to (7.26) and (7.42).

Proof. By assumption, (3.12) and (3.13) hold for A 6= B and B > 1. Combining this assumption
with (6.8) and the assumed non-degeneracy yields (7.45). The estimate (7.46) is an immediate
consequence of (6.7) and (7.21). The estimate (7.47) follows from (7.45), (7.26) and the fact that
εK ≤ 2. In addition, (7.48) follows from (3.13), (7.26) and εK ≤ 2. Next, (7.49) follows from (6.7)
and (7.24).

In order to prove (7.50), it is convenient to divide the analysis into two cases. If 1 < B < A, then
(7.26) and (7.41) imply that

µ̄A ◦ γ(s)− µ̄B ◦ γ(s) ≤
∫ 0

s

(`B − `A) ◦ γ(u)du+ 2M0 ≤ (A−B)εnds+ 2M0

≤(A−B)εnd% ◦ γ(s) +
1

2
(n− 2)εnd + 2M0

(7.55)

for all s ∈ J−. If B = 1 and A > 1, then (7.26), (7.41), (7.42) and the fact that `A−`1 > (A−1)εnd

yield

µ̄A ◦ γ(s)− µ̄1 ◦ γ(s) ≤(A− 1)εnds+ nM0 + Cdet,nd +
1

2

≤(A− 1)εnd% ◦ γ(s) +
1

2
(n− 1)εnd + nM0 + Cdet,nd +

1

2

(7.56)

for all s ∈ J−. Defining Mdiff by

Mdiff :=
1

2
(n− 1)εnd + nM0 + Cdet,nd +

1

2
, (7.57)

where M0 is given by (7.18), the estimates (7.55) and (7.56) yield the conclusion that (7.50) holds.
Turning to θ, note that (3.4) and Remark 3.12 yields

Û(ln θ) ≤ −n−1 − εSp,

so that, by arguments similar to the above, (7.51) holds. The proofs of (7.52) and (7.53) are
similar to the above. The lemma follows.

7.3.1 Rough estimate of µ̄A

In what follows, it will be of interest to have a rough estimate of µ̄A.

Corollary 7.10. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.5 hold, the estimate

|µ̄A| ≤ Lmax|%|+Mmax (7.58)

holds on M− for all A, where

Lmax := sup
x∈M−

sup
A
|`A(x)|, Mmax := (n− 1)M0 + Cdet,nd +

1

2
(Lmax + 1)

and M0 is given by (7.18).

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of (7.26), (7.41) and (7.42).
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7.3.2 Revisiting the assumptions

At this stage, we are in a position to revisit the assumptions and to strengthen some of them.
Recall, to this end, that (6.19) holds and that the right hand side of this equality is antisymmetric.
This yields the following conclusion.

Proposition 7.11. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.5 hold and that there is a (va, vb) =
v ∈ V and a constant DK,v such that

‖L̂UK‖C0
v(M̄) ≤ DK,v

on I−, there is a constant C such that for A < B,

|(L̂UK)(Y A, XB)| ≤ C〈%〉vae2(B−A)εnd%

on I−, where C only depends on n, DK,v, CK, εnd and the constant Mdiff introduced in (7.57).

Proof. Due to (6.19) and the fact that the right hand side of this equality is antisymmetric, it is
clear that

|(L̂UK)(Y A, XB)| =|`A − `B | · |WA
B | = e2(µ̄B−µ̄A)|`A − `B ||WB

A |
=e2(µ̄B−µ̄A)|(L̂UK)(Y B , XA)|
≤CYDK,ve2Mdiff 〈%〉vae2(B−A)εnd%

where we appealed to (6.8), (7.50) and the non-degeneracy of K. The proposition follows.

7.4 Estimating the relative spatial variation of %

Next, we estimate the spatial variation of %.

Lemma 7.12. Given that the conditions of Lemma 7.5 are fulfilled, assume (3.18) to hold. Let,
moreover, (0, u) = v0 ∈ V and assume that there is a constant cχ,2 such that

θ−1
0,−‖χ‖C2,v0

hy (M̄)
≤ cχ,2 (7.59)

on I−. Then there is a constant C%, depending only on u, cχ,2, Crel, CK, CK,od, MK,od, εSp, εnd,
εK, n and (M̄, ḡref), such that

|D̄%|ḡref
≤ C%〈%〉 (7.60)

on M−. In particular, there is a constant Cvar ≥ 1 such that

C−1
var ≤

1− %(x̄1, t)

1− %(x̄2, t)
≤ Cvar (7.61)

for all t ∈ I− and x̄i ∈ M̄ , i = 1, 2; recall that % ≤ 0 on M−. Here Cvar is of the form
Cvar = exp (K%dM̄ ), where dM̄ is the diameter of M̄ with respect to ḡref and K% has the same
dependence as C%.

Proof. The starting point is (7.9). Commuting the right hand side with Ei, chosen as in Re-
mark 3.17, yields, cf. (6.21) and (6.22),

Û [Ei(%)] = Ei(ln N̂) + N̂−1Ei(divḡref
χ)− N̂−1(LχEi)(%). (7.62)
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We assume the first term on the right hand side to be bounded. However, we need to estimate
the second and third terms. Note, to this end, that

Ei (divḡref
χ) =Ei

[∑
j(D̄χ)(ωj , Ej)

]
=
∑
j(D̄

2χ)(ωj , Ei, Ej) +
∑
j(D̄χ)(D̄Eiω

j , Ej)

+
∑
j(D̄χ)(ωj , D̄EiEj).

(7.63)

On the other hand,

|(D̄2χ)(ωj , Ei, Ej)| ≤
∑
Ae
−µ̄Aeµ̄A |(D̄2χ)(Y A, Ei, Ej)| · |ωj(XA)|

≤CN̂e−µmin |D̄2χ|hy,

where C only depends on n. The second and third terms on the right hand side of (7.63) can be
estimated similarly. To conclude,

N̂−1 |Ei (divḡref
χ)| ≤ Cae−µmin |D̄2χ|hy + Cbe

−µmin |D̄χ|hy,

where Ca only depends on n and Cb only depends on n and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate
with the assumptions and (7.22) yields

N̂−1 |Ei (divḡref
χ)| ≤ C〈%〉2ueεSp%, (7.64)

where C only depends on cχ,2, n, (M̄, ḡref) and the constant Mmin appearing in (7.22). Next, we
need to estimate

− ωk(N̂−1LχEi) = −N̂−1χAωk(D̄XAEi) + ωk(XA)N̂−1Y A(D̄Eiχ). (7.65)

This expression can be estimated by arguments similar to the above. This yields

|ωk(N̂−1LχEi)| ≤ Ce−µmin(|D̄χ|hy + |χ|hy),

where C only depends on n and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate with the assumptions and
(7.22) yields

|ωk(N̂−1LχEi)| ≤ C〈%〉ueεSp%, (7.66)

where C only depends on cχ,2, n, (M̄, ḡref) and the constant Mmin appearing in (7.22).

Estimating the evolution along an integral curve. Let γ be an integral curve of Û such that
γ(0) ∈ M̄ × {t0}. Let, moreover, ξ be the Rn-valued function whose components are [Ei(%)] ◦ γ;
let A be the matrix whose components are given by the left hand side of (7.65), evaluated along γ
and where the order of the components is such that (7.67) below holds; and let f be the Rn-valued
function whose components are the sum of the first and the second term on the right hand side of
(7.62), evaluated along γ. Then (7.62) implies that

dξ

ds
−Aξ = f. (7.67)

In particular,
d

ds
〈ξ〉 = 〈ξ〉−1ξ · dξ

ds
≥ −‖A‖〈ξ〉 − |f |.

Integrating from s to 0 yields

1− 〈ξ(s)〉 ≥ −
∫ 0

s

‖A(s′)‖〈ξ(s′)〉ds′ −
∫ 0

s

|f(s′)|ds′

recall that %(x̄, t0) = 0. In particular, if s0 ≤ s ≤ 0, then

〈ξ(s)〉 ≤ 1 +

∫ 0

s0

|f(s′)|ds′ +
∫ 0

s

‖A(s′)‖〈ξ(s′)〉ds′.
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Grönwall’s lemma then yields

〈ξ(s0)〉 ≤
(

1 +

∫ 0

s0

|f(s′)|ds′
)

exp

(∫ 0

s0

‖A(s)‖ds
)

(7.68)

for all s0 ≤ 0. In order to estimate the right hand side, note that (7.26), (7.64) and the assumptions
yield

|f(s)| ≤ Crel + Cb〈s〉2ueεSps, (7.69)

where Cb only depends on cχ,2, n, (M̄, ḡref), u and the constant Mmin appearing in (7.22). Next,
note that (7.26) and (7.66) yield

‖A(s)‖ ≤ C〈s〉ueεSps, (7.70)

where C only depends on cχ,2, n, (M̄, ḡref), u and the constant Mmin appearing in (7.22). In-
tegrating the estimates (7.69) and (7.70) and combining the result with (7.26) and (7.68) yields
(7.60).

Next, let t ∈ I− and ξ be a curve in M̄ × {t} such that ξ(0) = (x̄1, t) and ξ(1) = (x̄2, t). Then

d

ds
ln[1− % ◦ ξ] = − 1

1− % ◦ ξ
ξ̇(%) = − 1

1− % ◦ ξ
ξ̇iEi|ξ(%).

Thus ∣∣∣∣ dds ln[1− % ◦ ξ]
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C%,2|ξ̇|ḡref

,

where C%,2 has the same dependence as C%. Integrating this estimate and taking the infimum over
the curves connecting (x̄i, t) yields (7.61). The lemma follows.

In what follows, it is also convenient to know that the following estimate holds.

Lemma 7.13. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.12 hold, assume

n1/2θ−1
0,−|χ|hy ≤ δχ

to hold on M−. Assuming δχ ≤ 1 to be small enough, the bound depending only on u, cχ,2, Crel,
CK, CK,od, MK,od, εSp, εnd, εK, n and (M̄, ḡref), the estimate

1

2
≤ N̂−1∂t% ≤

3

2
(7.71)

holds on M−. Fix x̄1, x̄2 ∈ M̄ and t1, t2 ∈ I− such that t1 < t2. Then

1

3Kvar
≤ %(x̄2, t2)− %(x̄2, t1)

%(x̄1, t2)− %(x̄1, t1)
≤ 3Kvar, (7.72)

where
Kvar := exp(CreldM̄ ) (7.73)

and dM̄ is the diameter of M̄ with respect to ḡref .

Remark 7.14. If the standard assumptions are satisfied, then the conditions of the lemma are
satisfied; cf. Lemma 3.33 and Definition 3.36.

Proof. Due to (7.9),
N̂−1∂t% = 1 + N̂−1χ(%) + N̂−1divḡref

χ. (7.74)

Due to (7.23), it is clear that the third term on the right hand side is bounded from above by 1/4
in absolute value on M−. Next, note that

N̂−1|χ(%)| ≤n1/2N̂−1
(∑

A|χA|2
)1/2 |D̄%|ḡref

≤ n1/2e−µmin |χ|hy|D̄%|ḡref

≤n1/2eMminC%〈%〉eεSp%θ−1
0,−|χ|hy ≤ n1/2eMminC%(1 + ε−1

Sp )θ−1
0,−|χ|hy,

(7.75)
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where Mmin is introduced in connection with (7.22). Assuming δχ to be small enough, the bound
depending only on the quantities listed in the statement of the lemma, it is clear that the right
hand side is bounded by 1/4 on M−. Combining the above observations yields the conclusion that
(7.71) holds. Fix x̄1, x̄2 ∈ M̄ and t1, t2 ∈ I− such that t1 < t2. Then

1

2
N̂(x̄1, t) ≤∂t%(x̄1, t) ≤

3

2
N̂(x̄1, t), (7.76)

1

2Kvar
N̂(x̄1, t) ≤∂t%(x̄2, t) ≤

3

2
KvarN̂(x̄1, t), (7.77)

where Kvar is given by (7.73). Integrating these estimates from t1 to t2 and carrying out appro-
priate divisions yields (7.72). The lemma follows.

7.5 Relating the mean curvature and the logarithmic vol-
ume density

Many solutions to Einstein’s equations are such that the deceleration parameter converges to n−1.
It is of interest to relate ln θ and % under these circumstances.

Lemma 7.15. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 are fulfilled. Assume, moreoever, that
there is a constant dq such that

‖〈%(·, t)〉3/2[q(·, t)− (n− 1)]‖C0(M̄) ≤ dq (7.78)

for all t ∈ I−. Then there is a constant Rq, depending only on dq, such that

‖%+ ln θ − ln θ0,−‖C0(M−) ≤ Rq + Θ+, (7.79)

where θ0,± is defined in (3.31) and

Θ+ := ln
θ0,+

θ0,−
. (7.80)

Remark 7.16. In most of these notes, we assume an estimate of the form

‖ ln θ‖
C

l0
v0

(M̄)
≤ cθ,1 (7.81)

to be satisfied for all t ∈ I−, where l0 := (1, 1). If such an estimate holds, then Θ+ is bounded by
a constant depending only on cθ,1 and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note that combining (3.4) and (7.9) yields

Û(%+ ln θ) = N̂−1divḡref
χ− 1

n
[q − (n− 1)]. (7.82)

Let γ be an integral curve of Û with the properties stated in Lemma 7.5. Combining (7.23), (7.26),
(7.78) and (7.82) yields∣∣∣∣ dds [(%+ ln θ) ◦ γ](s)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

4
min{1, εSp}eεSps +

1

n
dq〈s+ 1/2〉−3/2

for all s ≤ 0. Integrating this estimate yields a bound on % + ln θ − ln θ0,− for s ≤ 0. Since

this estimate holds regardless of the choice of integral curve of Û , the conclusion of the lemma
follows.
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7.6 Changing the time coordinate

In the arguments to follow, it is convenient to change the time coordinate. Fix, to this end, x̄0 ∈ M̄
and let

τ(t) := %(x̄0, t). (7.83)

To begin with, it is of interest to note that we can use τ instead of % in many of the estimates
stated earlier.

Lemma 7.17. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.13 hold, let τ be defined by (7.83). Then

eεSp%(x̄,t) ≤ eεSpτ(t) (7.84)

for all (x̄, t) ∈M−, where εSp := εSp/(3Kvar) and Kvar is given by (7.73). Similarly, if t1 ≤ t2 ≤ t0
and x̄ ∈ M̄ ,

eεK[%(x̄,t1)−%(x̄,t2)] ≤ eεK[τ(t1)−τ(t2)] (7.85)

where εK := εK/(3Kvar). Finally,

(2Kvar)
−1 ≤ [N̂(x̄, t)]−1∂tτ(t) ≤ 2Kvar (7.86)

for all t ∈ I− and x̄ ∈ M̄ .

Proof. Due to the assumptions, (7.72) holds. Applying this estimate with t1 = t, t2 = t0, x̄2 =
x̄ and x̄1 = x̄0 yields (7.84). The proof of (7.85) is similar. Finally, (7.86) is an immediate
consequence of (7.77).

At this stage, it is of interest to rephrase the conditions (3.12) and (3.13) in terms of τ .

Lemma 7.18. Given that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 are fulfilled, assume that (3.12) and
(3.13) are satisfied for some A 6= B. Then

|(L̂UK)(Y A, XB)| ≤ CK,ode
εKτ +MK,ode

εK(τ−−τ) (7.87)

on M−. Here τ− is the limit of τ(t) as t→ t−.

Proof. Appealing to (7.85) with t1 = t and t2 = t0 yields eεK% ≤ eεKτ . Assuming that t1 ≤ t ≤ t0,
the estimate (3.13) yields

GK,od ≤MK,ode
εK%(x̄,t1),

so that

GK,ode
−εK%(x̄,t) ≤MK,ode

εK[%(x̄,t1)−%(x̄,t)] ≤MK,ode
εK[τ(t1)−τ(t)],

where we appealed to (7.85) in the last step. In the right hand side, we can let t1 tend to t−.
Denoting the corresponding limit of τ(t1) by τ−, we obtain

GK,ode
−εK%(x̄,t) ≤MK,ode

εK[τ−−τ(t)].

Combining the above estimates with (3.12) and (3.13) yields the conclusion of the lemma.

7.7 Relating the mean curvature and the logarithmic vol-
ume density II

The following observation will be of importance in the discussion of the energies.
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Lemma 7.19. Assume the conditions of Definition 3.27 and of Lemma 7.13 to be satisfied. As-
sume, moreover, (7.81) to be fulfilled. Let tc ∈ I− and ϕ̃ := θϕ, where ϕ is defined by (3.1).
Define ϕ̃c by ϕ̃c(x̄, t) := ϕ̃(x̄, tc). Finally, let

η̃1 := 1
n |q − (n− 1)|. (7.88)

Then

| ln ϕ̃− ln ϕ̃c| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ūeεSpτc + 2Kvar

∫ τc

τ

η̃1(·, s)ds (7.89)

on Mc := {(x̄, t) ∈ M̄ × I : t ≤ tc}, where τc := τ(tc), ū := max{1, u} and Ca only depends on
cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1 and (M̄, ḡref); here cbas is given by (3.30). Assuming, in addition to the above, that
(7.78) holds,

| ln ϕ̃− ln ϕ̃c| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ūeεSpτc + Cb〈τc〉−1/2 (7.90)

on Mc, where Ca has the same dependence as in the case of (7.89) and Cb only depends on Kvar

and dq.

Remark 7.20. In many convergent settings of interest in general relativity, q− (n− 1) converges
to zero exponentially, so that (7.78) holds. However, even in oscillatory cases, the average of η̃1

over large time intervals tends to zero. To be more precise, it is not unreasonable to assume that
for every ε > 0, there is a T ≤ τc such that for all τ ≤ T ,∫ τc

τ

η̃1ds ≤ ε(τc − τ).

Proof. Note, to begin with, that

∂τ ln ϕ̃ = ÑN̂−1∂t ln ϕ̃ = Ñ(Û + N̂−1χ) ln ϕ̃. (7.91)

Here Ñ := N̂/∂tτ . Note that Ñ is bounded due to (7.86). On the other hand, combining (7.20),
(7.82), (7.84) and (7.86) yields

|ÑÛ ln ϕ̃| = |ÑÛ(%+ ln θ)| ≤ 2Kvare
εSpτ + 2Kvar|q − (n− 1)|/n

on M−. Note that the second term on the far right hand side is bounded by 2Kvarη̃1. Next, we
wish to estimate N̂−1χ(ϕ̃). Note, to this end, that

N̂−1|χ(ln ϕ̃)| ≤ N̂−1|χ|ḡref
|D̄ ln ϕ̃|ḡref

.

However,

N̂−1|χ|ḡref
≤N̂−1|χAXA|ḡref

≤ N̂−1
(∑

A(χA)2
)1/2√

n

≤N̂−1e−µ̄min
(∑

Ae
2µ̄A(χA)2

)1/2√
n =
√
ne−µminN−1|χ|ḡ.

Combining this estimate with (7.22), (7.59), (7.84) and the fact that |χ|hy = N−1|χ|ḡ yields

N̂−1|χ|ḡref
≤ CeεSpτ (7.92)

on M−, where C only depends on cχ,2 and cbas. Next, note that

|D̄ ln ϕ̃|ḡref
≤|D̄ ln θ|ḡref

+ |D̄%|ḡref

≤cθ,1〈%〉u + C%〈%〉 ≤ Ca〈τ〉ū,
(7.93)

where we appealed to (7.60) and (7.81) in the second step and to (7.72) in the last step. Here Ca
only depends on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1 and (M̄, ḡref); and ū := max{u, 1}. To conclude,

N̂−1|χ(ln ϕ̃)| ≤ Ca〈τ〉ūeεSpτ
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on M−, where Ca only depends on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1 and (M̄, ḡref). Combining the above estimates
yields the conclusion that

|∂τ ln ϕ̃| ≤ Ca〈τ〉ūeεSpτ + 2Kvarη̃1

on M−, where Ca only depends on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1 and (M̄, ḡref). Thus (7.89) holds. Assuming, in
addition, that (7.78) holds,

2Kvarη̃1 ≤ Cb〈τ〉−3/2

on M−, where we appealed to (7.72), and Cb only depends on Kvar and dq. Combining this
estimate with (7.89) yields (7.90).
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Chapter 8

Function spaces and estimates

In the present chapter, we introduce weighted spaces and derive some basic estimates. In (3.14)
and (3.15), we introduced weighted spaces using the Riemannian metric ḡref . However, in many
applications, it is more convenient to use the frame {Ei} in combination with ḡref . We begin by
defining the corresponding spaces. We then prove relations and equivalences between different
norms. Moser estimates are of particular importance, and appealing to Appendix B, we derive
such estimates in Section 8.3. We end the chapter by recording weighted Sobolev estimates for
`A, XA and Y A.

8.1 Function spaces

Using the notation introduced in Definition 4.7, the following spaces will be of interest.

Definition 8.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Let {Ei}
be the frame introduced in Remark 3.17. Let (va, vb) = v ∈ V and (l0, l1) = l ∈ I. Define, using
the notation introduced in Definition 4.7,

‖T (·, t)‖ClE,v(M̄) :=supx̄∈M̄
(∑l1

j=l0

∑
|I|=j〈%(x̄, t)〉−2va−2jvb |D̄IT (x̄, t)|2ḡref

)1/2

, (8.1)

‖T (·, t)‖Hl
E,v(M̄) :=

(∫
M̄

∑l1
j=l0

∑
|I|=j〈%(·, t)〉−2va−2jvb |D̄IT (·, t)|2ḡref

µḡref

)1/2

. (8.2)

If l0 = 0, then we replace l in (8.1)–(8.2) with l := l1. Next define, in analogy with the Cl,vhy - and

H l,v
hy -norms introduced in (3.21) and (3.22),

‖χ(·, t)‖Hl,vE,hy(M̄) :=

(∫
M̄

∑
|I|≤l〈%(·, t)〉−2va−2|I|vbN−2|D̄Iχ(·, t)|2ḡµḡref

)1/2

, (8.3)

‖χ(·, t)‖Cl,vE,hy(M̄) := sup
x̄∈M̄

(∑
|I|≤l〈%(·, t)〉−2va−2|I|vbN−2|D̄Iχ(x̄, t)|2ḡ

)1/2

. (8.4)

8.1.1 Basic equivalences and estimates

In what follows, it is of interest to compare the different norms. Some of the comparisons are
straightforward, and we record them in the present subsection. Others require more of an effort
and will only be carried out later on.
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Lemma 8.2. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Let (l0, l1) =
l ∈ I and (va, vb) = v ∈ I. Then, assuming l0 ≤ 1, there are constants Csup,l, CSob,l ≥ 1,
depending only on l, n, (M̄, ḡref) and the type of the tensor field, such that

C−1
sup,l‖T (·, t)‖Cl

v(M̄) ≤‖T (·, t)‖ClE,v(M̄) ≤ Csup,l‖T (·, t)‖Cl
v(M̄), (8.5)

C−1
Sob,l‖T (·, t)‖Hl

v(M̄) ≤‖T (·, t)‖Hl
E,v(M̄) ≤ CSob,l‖T (·, t)‖Hl

v(M̄). (8.6)

Similarly, given 0 ≤ l ∈ Z and v as above, there are constants Chc,l, Chs,l ≥ 1, depending only on
0 ≤ l ∈ Z and (M̄, ḡref), such that

C−1
hc,l‖χ(·, t)‖Cl,vhy (M̄) ≤‖χ(·, t)‖Cl,vE,hy(M̄) ≤ Chc,l‖χ(·, t)‖Cl,vhy (M̄), (8.7)

C−1
hs,l‖χ(·, t)‖Hl,vhy (M̄) ≤‖χ(·, t)‖Hl,vE,hy(M̄) ≤ Chs,l‖χ(·, t)‖Hl,vhy (M̄). (8.8)

Proof. Due to Lemma 5.7, the fact that va, vb ≥ 0 and the fact that l0 ≤ 1, it is clear that (8.5)
and (8.6) hold.

Next, let {Ωi} be a frame of one-form fields which are orthonormal with respect to ḡ. Then esti-
mating |D̄kχ|hy is equivalent to estimating a sum of expressions of the form N−1|Ωi[(D̄kχ)(EI)]|.
Combining this fact with Lemma 5.7 yields the conclusion that

|D̄kχ|hy ≤ C
∑
|I|≤kN

−1|D̄Iχ|ḡ,

where C only depends on n, k and (M̄, ḡref). Thus the left hand side estimates in (8.7) and
(8.8) hold. Next, note that |D̄Iχ|ḡ can be estimated by a sum of terms of the form |Ωi(D̄Iχ)|.
Combining this observation with Lemma 5.7 yields the right hand side estimates in (8.7) and (8.8).
The lemma follows.

For future reference, it is of interest to record a relation between Ck- and Ck-norms. Introduce,
to this end, the following notation.

Definition 8.3. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Let 0 ≤ m ∈ Z and 0 ≤ u ∈ R. Then

PK,m,u :=
∑
m1+···+mj=m,mi≥1‖〈%〉−m1uD̄m1K‖C0(M̄) · · · ‖〈%〉−mjuD̄mjK‖C0(M̄),

PN,m,u :=
∑
m1+···+mj=m,mi≥1‖〈%〉−m1uD̄m1 ln N̂‖C0(M̄) · · · ‖〈%〉−mjuD̄mj ln N̂‖C0(M̄),

PK,N,m,u :=
∑
m1+m2=mPK,m1,uPN,m2,u,

with the convention that PK,0,u = 1 and PN,0,u = 1.

8.2 Estimating the shift vector field

In Subsection 3.2.6, we introduce weighted supremum and Sobolev norms for the shift vector field.
It is of interest to compare them with the following norms:

‖T (·, t)‖Hl,v
E,con(M̄) :=

(∫
M̄

∑
l0≤|I|≤l1N̂

−2(·, t)〈%(·, t)〉−2va−2|I|vb |D̄IT (·, t)|2ḡref
µ̄ḡref

)1/2

, (8.9)

‖T (·, t)‖Cl,vE,con(M̄) := sup
x̄∈M̄

(∑
l0≤|I|≤l1N̂

−2(x̄, t)〈%(x̄, t)〉−2va−2|I|vb |D̄IT (x̄, t)|2ḡref

)1/2

. (8.10)

Here (l0, l1) = l ∈ I, (va, vb) = v ∈ V and we use the notation introduced in Definition 4.7.
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Lemma 8.4. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.13 hold, let τ be defined by (7.83). Let ξ
be a vector field on M̄ , (l0, l1) = l ∈ I and (va, vb) = v ∈ V. Then, assuming l0 ≤ 1,

‖ξ(·, t)‖Hl,v
E,con(M̄) ≤Ce

MmineεSpτθ−1
0,−‖ξ(·, t)‖Hl,v

hy (M̄), (8.11)

‖ξ(·, t)‖Cl,vE,con(M̄) ≤Ce
MmineεSpτθ−1

0,−‖ξ(·, t)‖Cl,v
hy (M̄), (8.12)

where C only depends on n, l, v and (M̄, ḡref); Mmin is defined in the text adjacent to (7.22); and
εSp is defined in the text adjacent to (7.84). Similarly, assuming l0 ≤ 1,

‖ξ(·, t)‖Hl
E,v(M̄) ≤CeMmineεSpτθ−1

0,−‖ξ(·, t)‖Hl,v
hc (M̄), (8.13)

‖ξ(·, t)‖ClE,v(M̄) ≤CeMmineεSpτθ−1
0,−‖ξ(·, t)‖Cl,v

hc (M̄), (8.14)

where C only depends on n, l, v and (M̄, ḡref)

Remark 8.5. Arguments similar to the proof give the following conclusion. Given that the
conditions of Lemma 7.5 are fulfilled and that l and v are as in the statement of the lemma,

〈%〉−va−|I|vbN̂−1|D̄Iξ|ḡref
≤ CeMmineεSp%θ−1

0,−‖ξ(·, t)‖Cl,v
hy (M̄)

for all (x̄, t) ∈M− and l0 ≤ |I| ≤ l1, where C only depends on n, l, v and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover,

〈%〉−va−|I|vb |D̄Iξ|ḡref
≤ CeMmineεSp%θ−1

0,−‖ξ(·, t)‖Cl,v
hc (M̄) (8.15)

for all (x̄, t) ∈M− and l0 ≤ |I| ≤ l1, where C only depends on n, l, v and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note that D̄Iξ can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form

(D̄jξ)(Ek1
, . . . , Ekj )ω

I1(D̄I1EK1
) · · ·ωIl(D̄IlEKl)

where j0 ≤ j ≤ |I| and j0 := min{1, |I|}; cf. Lemma 5.7. The last l factors can be estimated
in absolute value by a constant depending only on (M̄, ḡref) and |I|. Thus N̂−1|D̄Iξ|ḡref

can be
estimated by a linear combination of terms of the form

N̂−1|ωi[(D̄jξ)(Ek1
, . . . , Ekj )]| ≤N̂−1|ωi(XA)Y A[(D̄jξ)(Ek1

, . . . , Ekj )]|
≤
∑
Ae
−µAN−1eµ̄A |Y A[(D̄jξ)(Ek1 , . . . , Ekj )]|,

where j0 ≤ j ≤ |I|. Summing up,

N̂−1|D̄Iξ|ḡref
≤C
∑
j0≤j≤|I|e

−µmin |D̄jξ|hy ≤ CeMmineεSpτθ−1
0,−
∑
j0≤j≤|I||D̄

jξ|hy, (8.16)

where C only depends on n, |I| and (M̄, ḡref); and we appealed to (7.22) and (7.84). The estimates
(8.11) and (8.12) follow. The proof of (8.13) and (8.14) is similar. The lemma follows.

8.3 Moser estimates

In Appendix B, we derive Gagliardo-Nirenberg as well as Moser estimates with respect to different
frames on M̄ . Here we combine these results with estimates of the spatial variation of % in order
to derive weighted versions of the Moser estimates. Before stating the estimates, it is convenient
to introduce the following terminology. If T is a family of smooth tensor fields on M̄ for t ∈ I and
0 ≤ l ∈ Z, then

|(D̄l
ET )(x̄, t)|ḡref

:=
(∑

|I|=l|D̄IT (x̄, t)|2ḡref

)1/2

, (8.17)

where we use the notation introduced in Definition 4.7.
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Proposition 8.6. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 hold. Let 0 ≤ li ∈ Z and l =
l1 + · · ·+ lj. Then there is a constant C such that if T1, . . . , Tj are families of smooth tensor fields
on M̄ for t ∈ I; and (vm,a, vm,b) = vm ∈ V, m = 1, . . . j; then∥∥∥∏j

m=1〈%(·, t)〉−vm,a−lmvm,b |(D̄lm
E Tm)(·, t)|ḡref

∥∥∥
2

≤C
∑
i‖Ti(·, t)‖HlE,vi

∏
m 6=i‖Tm(·, t)‖C0

vm
(M̄);

(8.18)

cf. the notation introduced in (8.17) and (8.2). Moreover, the constant C only depends on Crel,
vm (m = 1, . . . , j), n, l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. First note that we can apply Corollary B.9 with q = r = 0; vm = 〈τ〉−vm,a ; and hm =
〈τ〉−vm,b . This yields∥∥∥∏j

m=1〈τ〉−vm,a−lmvm,b |(D̄lm
E Tm)(·, t)|ḡref

∥∥∥
2

≤Ca
∑
i

∑
k≤l‖〈τ〉−vi,a−kvi,b |(D̄k

ETi)(·, t)|ḡref
‖2
∏
o 6=i‖〈τ〉−vo,aTo(·, t)‖∞,

where the constant Ca only depends on l, n and (M̄, ḡref). At this stage, we can appeal to (7.72)
in order to deduce the conclusion of the proposition.

Next, we formulate a version without a frame.

Proposition 8.7. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 hold. Let 0 ≤ li ∈ Z and l =
l1 + · · ·+ lj. Then there is a constant C such that if T1, . . . , Tj are families of smooth tensor fields
on M̄ for t ∈ I; and (vm,a, vm,b) = vm ∈ V, m = 1, . . . j; then∥∥∥∏j

m=1〈%(·, t)〉−vm,a−lmvm,b |(D̄lmTm)(·, t)|ḡref

∥∥∥
2

≤C
∑
i‖Ti(·, t)‖Hlvi

∏
m 6=i‖Tm(·, t)‖C0

vm
(M̄).

(8.19)

Moreover, the constant C only depends on Crel, vm (m = 1, . . . , j), n, l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 8.6, the statement follows by an application of Corollary B.9,
keeping (7.72) in mind.

8.4 Estimating derivatives of the frame and the eigenvalues
in L2

Lemma 8.8. Assume that (3.28) and the conditions of Lemma 7.13 hold. Let 1 ≤ l ∈ Z and
(0, u) = v0 ∈ V. Then there is a constant CK,l depending only on CK, Ku, Crel, εnd, l, n, u and
(M̄, ḡref), such that the following holds. For every 1 ≤ j ≤ l ∈ Z and every choice of vector field
multiindex I with |I| = j,

‖〈%(·, t)〉−juD̄I`A(·, t)‖L2(M̄) + ‖〈%(·, t)〉−juD̄IXA(·, t)‖L2(M̄)

+‖〈%(·, t)〉−juD̄IY
A(·, t)‖L2(M̄) ≤ CK,l‖K(·, t)‖Hl

v0
(M̄)

(8.20)

for all t ∈ I− and all A ∈ {1, . . . , n}, where l := (1, l). Finally, if m = |I| ≤ l, then

‖〈%(·, t)〉−(m+1)uD̄Iγ
A
BC(·, t)‖L2(M̄) ≤ CK,l+1‖K(·, t)‖

H
l1
v0

(M̄)
(8.21)

for all t ∈ I− and all A,B,C ∈ {1, . . . , n}, where l1 = (1, l + 1).
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Remark 8.9. Similar estimates can be derived without assuming (3.28) to hold. However, then
l has to be replaced by l on the right hand side of (8.20), and l1 has to be replaced by l + 1 on
the right hand side of (8.21). Moreover, the corresponding constants are independent of Ku.

Proof. Consider (8.20). Due to (5.17), it is sufficient to estimate 〈%〉−luPK,p in L2 for 1 ≤ p ≤ l.
Apply Proposition 8.7 to this expression with the Tm replaced by D̄K; vm,a = u; and vm,b = u.
This yields (8.20). The proof of (8.21) is similar.
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Chapter 9

Higher order estimates of the Lie
derivatives of the elements of the
frame

Consider WA
B and W0

A defined by (6.5). When deriving energy estimates, we need to estimate
these quantities in weighted Ck- and Hk-spaces. This is the main purpose of the present chapter.
However, we also need to estimate Aki introduced in (6.22) as well as its first normal derivative.
We end the chapter by recording the consequences of combining these estimates with the higher
order Ck- and Sobolev assumptions.

9.1 Estimating WA
B

The main estimate of the present chapter is the following:

Lemma 9.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame
and to be C0-uniformly bounded on I−; i.e., (3.16) to hold. Then, if B 6= C,

|EI(WC
B )| ≤ Ca

∑
lmin≤la+lb≤|I|PK,la |D̄

lbL̂UK|ḡref
(9.1)

on M̄ × I−, where lmin := min{1, |I|}, and Ca only depends on n, εnd, CK, |I| and (M̄, ḡref). In
particular, if (u, u) = v ∈ V, (l0, l1) = l ∈ I and B 6= C, then

‖WC
B ‖ClE,v(M̄) ≤ Ca

∑
kmin≤la+lb≤l1PK,la,u‖〈%〉

−(lb+1)uD̄lbL̂UK‖C0(M̄) (9.2)

on I−, where kmin := min{l0, 1} and the constant Ca only depends on n, εnd, CK, l and (M̄, ḡref).

Moreover,

|EI(WA
A )| ≤Ca

∑
lmin≤la+lb≤|I|PK,la |D̄

lbL̂UK|ḡref

+ Ca
∑
la+|J|≤|I|,|K|=1PK,N,laN̂

−1|D̄JD̄Kχ|ḡref

(9.3)

(no summation on A), where lmin is defined as above and Ca only depends on n, εnd, CK, (M̄, ḡref)
and |I|. In particular, if (0, u) = v0, lb = (1, lb) and (l0, l1) = l ∈ I, then

‖WA
A‖ClE,v(M̄) ≤Ca

∑
kmin≤la+lb≤l1PK,la,u‖〈%〉

−(lb+1)uD̄lbL̂UK‖C0(M̄)

+ Ca
∑
la+lb≤l1+1,lb≥1PK,N,la,u‖χ‖Clb,v0

E,con (M̄)

(9.4)
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(no summation on A), where kmin is defined as above and Ca only depends on n, εnd, CK, (M̄, ḡref)

and l; and the Cl,vE,con(M̄)-norm is introduced in (8.10).

Remark 9.2. Considering (9.4), it is clear that estimates of the form (8.12) are of interest.

Proof. When B 6= C, Lemma 5.12, Remark 5.14 and (6.8) yield (9.1), an estimate which implies
(9.2); cf. Definitions 5.10 and 8.3. In order to estimate WA

A (no summation), it is sufficient to
appeal to Lemma 5.12, Remark 5.14 and (6.7). This yields (9.3), an estimate which immediately
implies (9.4).

Next we turn to Sobolev estimates.

Lemma 9.3. Given that (3.28) and the assumptions of Lemma 7.13 are satisfied, let 1 ≤ l ∈ Z,
(u, u) = v ∈ V and v0 = (0, u). Then there is a constant Ca such that, for A 6= B,

‖WA
B‖HlE,v(M̄) ≤ Ca(‖L̂UK‖C0

v(M̄)‖K‖Hlv0
(M̄) + ‖L̂UK‖Hlv(M̄)) (9.5)

on I−, where Ca only depends on CK, εnd, Crel, u, n, (M̄, ḡref) and an upper bound on l. Moreover,

‖WA
A‖HlE,v(M̄) ≤Ca(‖L̂UK‖C0

v(M̄)‖K‖Hlv0
(M̄) + ‖L̂UK‖Hlv(M̄))

+ Cbe
MmineεSpτ

(
‖K‖Hl

v0
(M̄) + θ−1

0,−‖χ‖Hl1,v0
hy (M̄)

+ ‖ ln N̂‖Hl
v0

(M̄)

) (9.6)

on I− (no summation on A), where l := (1, l), l1 := (1, l + 1) and Cb only depends on CK, Crel,
Ku, cχ,2, u, εnd, n, l and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 9.4. The estimate (9.5) holds without assuming (3.28) to hold. Moreover an estimate
similar to (9.6) holds without assuming (3.28) to hold. However, we then have to replace l by l
in the norm of K in the second term on the right hand side of (9.6). Moreover, the constants are
then independent of Ku.

Proof. The estimate (9.5) follows by applying Proposition 8.7 to (9.1).

Next, let us turn to WA
A (no summation). Consider (9.3). The first term on the right hand side

gives rise to the first term on the right hand side of (9.6). The argument to prove this is identical to
the proof of (9.5). Turning to the second term on the right hand side of (9.3), we, up to constants
depending only on n, εnd, CK, (M̄, ḡref) and l, need to estimate expressions of the form

〈%〉−(l+1)u∏j
i=1|D̄mi+1K|ḡref

∏p
k=1|D̄lk+1 ln N̂ |ḡref

· N̂−1|D̄JD̄Kχ|ḡref

in L2, where the sum of the mi, the li, j, p and |J| is less than or equal to l; and |K| = 1. At
this stage, we can appeal to (7.72) and (7.86) in order to exchange % with τ and N̂ with ∂tτ .
Appealing to Corollary B.9 with appropriate choices of weights etc., as well as (3.18) and (3.28),
it is thus clear that it is sufficient to estimate

C(‖K‖Hl
v0

(M̄) + ‖ ln N̂‖Hl
v0

(M̄))‖χ‖Cl0,v0
E,con (M̄)

+ C‖χ‖Hl1,v0
E,con (M̄)

,

where l0 = (1, 1), l1 = (1, l + 1) and C only depends on Crel, CK, Ku, u, εnd, n, l and (M̄, ḡref).
We also obtain a similar estimate with l replaced by l in the norm of K. The constant in the
corresponding estimate is independent of Ku, and the estimate holds without demanding that
(3.28) hold. Next,

‖χ‖Cl0,v0
E,con (M̄)

≤ CeMmineεSpτθ−1
0,−‖χ‖Cl0,v0

hy (M̄)
≤CeMmineεSpτ cχ,2

where C only depends n, u and (M̄, ḡref) and we appealed to (8.12) and the assumptions. Finally,

‖χ‖Hl1,v0
E,con (M̄)

≤ CeMmineεSpτθ−1
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

H
l1,v0
hy (M̄)

,

where C only depends on n, l, u and (M̄, ḡref), and we appealed to (8.11). Combining the above
estimates yields the conclusion of the lemma.
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9.2 Estimating Ak
i and Û(Ak

i )

Returning to Section 6.3, we next wish to estimate Aki and Û(Aki ).

Lemma 9.5. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.13 hold, let τ be defined by (7.83). Let
(u, u) = v ∈ V and (0, u) = v0. Then

‖Aki (·, t)‖C0
v(M̄) ≤ CeMmineεSpτ(t)θ−1

0,−‖χ(·, t)‖
C

1,v0
hy (M̄)

(9.7)

for t ∈ I−, where C only depends on n, u and (M̄, ḡref); Mmin is defined in the text adjacent to
(7.22); and εSp is defined in the text adjacent to (7.84). Let 1 ≤ l ∈ Z and assume, in addition to
the above, that

‖ ln N̂‖Cl
v0

(M̄) ≤ Crel,l (9.8)

on I−, where l = (1, l). Then

‖Aki (·, t)‖Clv(M̄) ≤ CeMmineεSpτ(t)θ−1
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

C
l+1,v0
hy (M̄)

for t ∈ I−, where C only depends on Crel,l, l, n, u, and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 9.6. Given that the conditions of Lemma 7.5 are fulfilled, an argument similar to the
proof, combined with Remark 8.5, yields

〈%〉−u|Aki | ≤ CeMmineεSp%θ−1
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

C
1,v0
hy (M̄)

(9.9)

on M−, where C only depends on n, u and (M̄, ḡref); and Mmin is defined in the text adjacent
to (7.22). Assume, in addition, that the estimate (9.8) holds. Then an argument similar to the
proof, combined with Remark 8.5, yields

〈%〉−(|I|+1)u|EIA
k
i | ≤ CeMmineεSp%θ−1

0,−‖χ(·, t)‖
C
l+1,v0
hy (M̄)

(9.10)

on M− for all |I| ≤ l, where C only depends on Crel,l, l, n, u and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Combining the end of the proof of Lemma 5.12 with (6.22) yields

|EI(A
k
i )| ≤ C

∑
la+|J|≤|I|+1,la≤|I|PN,laN̂

−1|D̄Jχ|ḡref
,

where C only depends on n, |I| and (M̄, ḡref). In particular,

‖Aki (·, t)‖C0
v(M̄) ≤ C‖χ‖C1,v0

E,con
≤ CeMmineεSpτ(t)θ−1

0,−‖χ(·, t)‖
C

1,v0
hy (M̄)

,

where we appealed to Lemmas 8.2 and 8.4. This yields (9.7). Assuming, in addition, the stated
bound on ln N̂ ,

‖Aki (·, t)‖Clv(M̄) ≤ C‖χ‖Cl+1,v0
E,con

≤ CeMmineεSpτ(t)θ−1
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

C
l+1,v0
hy (M̄)

,

where we appealed to Lemmas 8.2 and 8.4. The lemma follows.

Lemma 9.7. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.13 hold, let τ be defined by (7.83). Let
(u, u) = v ∈ V, v1 := (2u, u) and (0, u) = v0. Let 0 ≤ l ∈ Z and assume, in addition, that the
estimate (9.8) holds with l replaced by l1 := (1, l + 1). Then

‖Û(Aki )(·, t)‖Clv1
(M̄)

≤CeMmineεSpτ(t)θ−1
0,−‖χ̇(·, t)‖Cl+1,v

hy (M̄)

+ CeMmineεSpτ(t)∑
la+lb≤l‖Û(ln N̂)(·, t)‖Clav (M̄)θ

−1
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

C
lb+1,v0
hy (M̄)

+ Ce2Mmine2εSpτ(t)∑
la+lb≤l+2;la≤lθ

−2
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

C
la,v0
hy (M̄)

‖χ(·, t)‖
C
lb,v0
hy (M̄)

for t ∈ I−, where C only depends on Crel,l1 , l, n, u and (M̄, ḡref).
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Remark 9.8. Given that the conditions of Lemma 7.5 are fulfilled, let v, v1, v0 be as in the
statement of the lemma. Let 0 ≤ l ∈ Z and assume that the estimate (9.8) holds with l replaced
by l1 := (1, l + 1). Then an argument similar to the proof, combined with Remark 8.5, yields

〈%〉−(l+2)u|EIÛ(Aki )|
≤CeMmineεSp%θ−1

0,−‖χ̇(·, t)‖Cl+1,v
hy (M̄)

+ CeMmineεSp%
∑
la+lb≤l‖Û(ln N̂)(·, t)‖Clav (M̄)θ

−1
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

C
lb+1,v0
hy (M̄)

+ Ce2Mmine2εSp%
∑
la+lb≤l+2;la≤lθ

−2
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

C
la,v0
hy (M̄)

‖χ(·, t)‖
C
lb,v0
hy (M̄)

(9.11)

on M− for |I| ≤ l, where C only depends on Crel,l1 , l, n, u and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of (6.24) and arguments similar to the proof
of the previous lemma.

We also need to estimate Aki and Û(Aki ) with respect to weighted Sobolev norms.

Lemma 9.9. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.13 are satisfied, let 1 ≤ l ∈ Z, (u, u) = v ∈ V
and v0 = (0, u). Then

‖Aki (·, t)‖HlE,v(M̄) ≤CaeMmineεSpτ(t)
(
θ−1

0,−‖χ(·, t)‖
H
l+1,v0
hy (M̄)

+ ‖ ln N̂(·, t)‖Hl
v0

(M̄)

)
(9.12)

on I−, where l := (1, l) and Ca only depends on Crel, cχ,2, u, n, l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Due to Lemma 5.12 and its proof, it is clear that when applying D̄I to Aki , the resulting
expression can be estimated by

C
∑
la+|J|≤lPN,laN̂

−1(|D̄JD̄Kχ|ḡref
+ |D̄Jχ|ḡref

),

where |K| = 1, l := |I| and C only depends on l, (M̄, ḡref) and n. In order to estimate this
expression in the appropriate weighted L2-spaces, we can proceed as in the proof of Lemma 9.3.
The lemma follows.

Finally, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 9.10. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 7.13 are satisfied, let 1 ≤ l ∈ Z, (u, u) =
v ∈ V, v0 := (0, u) and v1 := (2u, u). Assume that there is a constant Cχ such that

θ−1
0,−‖χ(·, t)‖

C
1,v0
hy (M̄)

+ θ−1
0,−‖χ̇(·, t)‖C0,v

hy (M̄) ≤ Cχ

on I−. Then

‖Û(Aki )‖HlE,v1
(M̄)

≤CaeMmineεSpτ
(
θ−1

0,−‖χ̇‖Hl+1,v
hy (M̄) + ‖ ln N̂‖

H
l1
v0

(M̄)

)
+ Cae

MmineεSpτ‖Û(ln N̂)‖C0
v(M̄)

(
θ−1

0,−‖χ‖Hl+1,v0
hy (M̄)

+ ‖ ln N̂‖Hl
v0

(M̄)

)
+ Cae

MmineεSpτ‖Û(ln N̂)‖Hlv(M̄)

+ Cae
2Mmine2εSpτ

(
θ−1

0,−‖χ‖Hl+2,v0
hy (M̄)

+ ‖ ln N̂‖
H

l1
v0

(M̄)

)
(9.13)

on I−, where l := (1, l), l1 := (1, l + 1) and Ca only depends on Crel, Cχ, u, n, l and (M̄, ḡref).
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Proof. Consider (6.24). We need to estimate weighted versions of the terms on the right hand side
in L2. Due to an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 9.3, we conclude that the first term on
the right hand side of (6.24) gives rise to expressions that can be estimated by the first term on
the right hand side of (9.13). By a similar argument, the second term on the right hand side of
(6.24) gives rise to expressions that can be estimated by the sum of the second and third terms
on the right hand side of (9.13). Finally, the last term on the right hand side of (6.24) gives rise
to expressions that can be estimated by the last term on the right hand side of (9.13).

9.3 Consequences of the higher order Sobolev assumptions

Given that the higher order Sobolev assumptions hold, cf. Definition 3.28, we obtain the following
conclusions.

Lemma 9.11. Fix l, l0, l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.28. Let v1 := (2u, u). Then, given
that the assumptions of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied,

‖WA
B (·, t)‖Hl+1

v (M̄) ≤Ca, (9.14)

‖Aki (·, t)‖Hl+1
v (M̄) ≤Cae

εSpτ(t), (9.15)

‖Û(Aki )(·, t)‖Hl−1
v1

(M̄) ≤Cae
εSpτ(t) (9.16)

for all t ∈ I−, all A,B and all i, k, where Ca only depends on su,l and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover,

‖WA
B (·, t)‖C0

v(M̄) ≤Ca, (9.17)

‖Aki (·, t)‖C0
v(M̄) ≤CaeεSpτ(t), (9.18)

‖Û(Aki )(·, t)‖C0
v1

(M̄) ≤CaeεSpτ(t) (9.19)

for all t ∈ I−, all A,B and all i, k, where Ca only depends on su,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. The estimate (9.14) follows immediately from (8.6), (9.5), (9.6) and the assumptions. The
estimate (9.15) follows immediately from (8.6), (9.12) and the assumptions. Moreover, the estimate
(9.16) follows immediately from (8.6), (9.13) and the assumptions. Finally, (9.17) follows from
(8.5), (8.12), (9.2), (9.4) and the assumptions; (9.18) follows from (9.7) and the assumptions; and
(9.19) follows from Lemma 9.7 and the assumptions.

9.4 Consequences of the higher order Ck-assumptions

The following consequences of the higher order Ck-assumptions will be of interest in what follows.

Lemma 9.12. Fix l, u and v as in Definition 3.31 and let v1 := (2u, u). Then, given that the
assumptions of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied,

‖WA
B (·, t)‖Cl+1

v (M̄) ≤Ca, (9.20)

‖Aki (·, t)‖Cl+1
v (M̄) ≤Cae

εSpτ(t), (9.21)

‖Û(Aki )(·, t)‖Cl−1
v1

(M̄) ≤Cae
εSpτ(t) (9.22)

for all t ∈ I−, all A,B and all i, k, where Ca only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref). Here l is required
to satisfy l ≥ 1 in order for the last estimate to hold.
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Remark 9.13. In certain situations, it is of interest to keep in mind that the estimates (9.21)
and (9.22) can be improved to

〈%〉−(|I|+1)u|EIA
k
i | ≤CaeεSp%, (9.23)

〈%〉−(|J|+2)u|EJÛ(Aki )| ≤CaeεSp% (9.24)

on M−, for all i, k and all |I| ≤ l+ 1 and |J| ≤ l− 1, where Ca only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).
Here (9.23) follows from (9.10) and the assumptions. Moreover, (9.24) follows from (9.11) and the
assumptions.

Proof. The estimate (9.20) is an immediate consequence of (8.5), (8.12), (9.2), (9.4) and the
assumptions. The estimate (9.21) is an immediate consequence of Lemma 9.5 and the assumptions.
Finally, estimate (9.22) is an immediate consequence of Lemma 9.7 and the assumptions.



Chapter 10

Estimates of the components of
the metric

When deriving energy estimates, we need to control weighted Sobolev and Ck-norms of µA. Due
to the assumptions concerning θ, it is sufficient to derive such estimates for µ̄A. This is the main
purpose of the present chapter. We begin, in Section 10.1, by deriving expressions for Û [EI(µ̄A)].
Combining these expressions with the assumptions; energy type estimates; the previously derived
Moser estimates; and the weighted Sobolev estimates for Aki , we obtain weighted Sobolev estimates
for µ̄A in Section 10.2. In order to obtain weighted Ck-estimates, we carry out energy estimates
for EI(µ̄A) along integral curves of Û . We end the chapter by deriving weighted Ck-estimates for
%.

10.1 An equation for higher order derivatives of µ̄A

Our next goal is to derive L2-based energy estimates for µ̄A. As a preliminary step, it is of interest
to commute the equation (7.8) with EI. Note, to this end, that (6.21) and (6.22) hold. Combining
(7.8) with (6.21) yields

Û [Ei(µ̄A)] =AkiEk(µ̄A) + Ei(`A +WA
A ) +A0

i (`A +WA
A ). (10.1)

Lemma 10.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Let I be a vector field multiindex. Then Û [EI(µ̄A)] is a linear combination of terms of the
form

EI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EJ(Aji )EK(µ̄A), (10.2)

where |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ik|+ |J|+ |K| = |I|, |Ii| 6= 0; and terms of the form

EI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EJ(`A +WA
A ), (10.3)

where |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ik|+ |J| = |I|, |Ii| 6= 0.

Remark 10.2. In case k = 0, there are no terms of the form EIi(ln N̂) in the expressions (10.2)
and (10.3).

Proof. Due to (10.1), the statement holds for |I| = 1. Let us therefore assume that it holds for all
|I| ≤ l and some 1 ≤ l ∈ Z. Given such an I, compute

Û [EmEI(µ̄A)] = A0
mÛ [EI(µ̄A)] +AkmEkEI(µ̄A) + EmÛ [EI(µ̄A)],

where we appealed to (6.21). Combining this equality with the inductive assumption yields the
conclusion of the lemma.
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10.2 Energy estimates

In the present section, we use Lemma 10.1 to derive weighted Sobolev estimates of µ̄A. Let
1 ≤ l ∈ Z, (va, vb) = v ∈ V and consider the following energy:

Eµ̄,v,l(τ) :=
1

2

∫
M̄

∑
A

∑
|I|≤l+1〈τ〉−2va−2|I|vb |(EIµ̄A)(·, t(τ))|2µḡref

.

In what follows, we also use the notation Eµ̄,v := Eµ̄,v,0.

Lemma 10.3. Fix l, l0, l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.28. Given that the the assumptions
of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied, there is a constant Cµ̄,l such
that

‖µ̄A(·, τ)‖Hl+1
E,v (M̄) ≤ Cµ̄,l〈τ〉 (10.4)

on I− for all A, where Cµ̄,l only depends on su,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 10.4. Combining (10.4) with the assumptions and the fact that µA = µ̄A + ln θ yields
the conclusion that

‖µA(·, τ)‖Hl1
E,v(M̄)

≤ Cµ,l〈τ〉 (10.5)

on I− for all A, where Cµ,l only depends on su,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Let va = vb = u, and estimate

∂τEµ̄,v,l ≥
∫
M̄

∑
A

∑
|I|≤l+1〈τ〉−2va−2|I|vbEIµ̄A · ∂τ (EIµ̄A)µḡref (10.6)

for all τ ≤ 0. In order to estimate the right hand side, note that

∂τ (EIµ̄A) =
N̂

τ̇
Û(EIµ̄A) +

1

τ̇
χ(EIµ̄A), (10.7)

where we appealed to (3.7). Combining this observation with (10.6), we need to estimate∫
M̄

EIµ̄A
1

τ̇
χ(EIµ̄A)µḡref

=
1

2τ̇

∫
M̄

χ(|EIµ̄A|2)µḡref
= − 1

2τ̇

∫
M̄

|EIµ̄A|2(divḡref
χ)µḡref

.

In particular, ∣∣∣∣∫
M̄

EIµ̄A
1

τ̇
χ(EIµ̄A)µḡref

∣∣∣∣ ≤Kvar

∫
M̄

|EIµ̄A|2N̂−1|divḡref
χ|µḡref

≤Kvar

∫
M̄

|EIµ̄A|2eεSpτµḡref

where we appealed to (7.20), (7.84) and (7.86). Combining this observation with (10.6) and (10.7)
yields

∂τEµ̄,v,l ≥− 2Kvare
εSpτEµ̄,v,l

− 2Kvar

∫
M̄

∑
A

∑
|I|≤l+1〈τ〉−2va−2|I|vb |EIµ̄A| · |Û(EIµ̄A)|µḡref

,
(10.8)

where we appealed to (7.86). In particular, it is thus clear that we need to estimate Û(EIµ̄A) in
L2. In other words, we need to estimate terms of the form (10.2) and (10.3) in L2.
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Estimating expressions of the form (10.2). Before estimating the expression appearing in
(10.2) in L2, we write EIi = ELiEIi for some Ii. Next, we appeal to Corollary B.9. When we do
so, all the Ui are functions: EIj (ln N̂), Aqm and µ̄A. This yields

‖〈τ〉−va−|I|vbEI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EJ(Aqm)EK(µ̄A)‖2

≤C
(
‖µ̄A‖∞‖Aqm‖Hl1v (M̄)

+ ‖Aqm‖∞‖µ̄A‖Hl1v (M̄)

+ ‖Aqm‖∞‖µ̄A‖∞
∑
p‖〈τ〉−vbEIp ln N̂‖

H
l1
v (M̄)

)
,

(10.9)

where l1 = |I|−k and C only depends on n, l, Crel and (M̄, ḡref). Here the Hlv(M̄)-norm is defined
as follows:

‖T (·, t)‖Hlv(M̄) :=

(∫
M̄

∑l
j=0

∑
|I|=j〈τ(t)〉−2va−2jvb |D̄IT (·, t)|2ḡref

µḡref

)1/2

.

Combining Corollary 7.10 and Lemma 7.13, it is clear that

‖µ̄A(·, t)‖C0(M̄) ≤ Cµ̄〈τ(t)〉 (10.10)

for all t ∈ I−, where Cµ̄ only depends on n, εnd, εK, CK, CK,od, MK,od, Crel and (M̄, ḡref).
Moreover,

‖µ̄A(·, t)‖2
Hl+1

v (M̄)
≤ 2Eµ̄,v,l(τ(t)).

Next, note that the conclusions of Lemma 9.11 hold. Moreover, due to Lemma 7.13,

‖Aji (·, t)‖Hmv (M̄) ≤ C‖A
j
i (·, t)‖HmE,v(M̄) (10.11)

for all t ∈ I−, where C only depends on n, m, u and Kvar. Moreover, the right hand side of (10.11)
is bounded by the right hand side of (9.15) for m ≤ l + 1. Next, note that

‖〈τ〉−vbEp ln N̂‖
H
l1
v (M̄)

≤ C‖ ln N̂‖Hl1
E,v(M̄)

on I−, where l1 = (1, l1 + 1), and C only depends on n, l1, Kvar and u. Combining this estimate
with the assumptions yields the conclusion that for l1 ≤ l, the right hand side is bounded by a
constant depending only on su,l and (M̄, ḡref). Summing up the above observations yields

‖〈τ〉−va−|I|vbEI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EJ(Aji )EK(µ̄A)‖2 ≤C〈τ〉u+1eεSpτ + C〈τ〉ueεSpτE1/2
µ̄,v,l

on I−, where C only depends on su,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Estimating expressions of the form (10.3). Expressions of the form (10.3) can be estimated
similarly to the above. In fact, an estimate analogous to (10.9) combined with the equivalence of
〈τ〉 and 〈%〉 yields

‖〈τ〉−va−|I|vbEI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EJ(`A +WA
A )‖2

≤C
(
‖`A +WA

A‖Hl1E,v(M̄)
+ ‖`A +WA

A‖C0
v(M̄)‖ ln N̂‖Hl1

E,v0
(M̄)

)
(10.12)

where l1 = |I| − k, l1 = (1, l1 + 1) and C only depends on su,l and (M̄, ḡref). Next, note that
`A = K(Y A, XA) (no summation on A), so that `A is bounded. Combining this observation with
(9.17) yields the conclusion that ‖`A+WA

A‖C0
v(M̄) is bounded by a constant depending only on su,l.

Due to (9.14) and the assumptions, the only thing that remains to be estimated is the weighted
Sobolev norm of `A. However, such an estimate follows from (8.20). To conclude, the right hand
side of (10.12) can be estimated by a constant depending only on su,l and (M̄, ḡref).
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Estimating Û(EIµ̄A) in L2. Summing up the above estimates yields(∑
A

∑
|I|≤l+1〈τ〉−2va−2|I|vb‖Û(EIµ̄A)‖22

)1/2

≤ Ca + Cb〈τ〉ueεSpτE1/2
µ̄,v,l, (10.13)

where Ca and Cb only depend on su,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Estimating µ̄A in Hl. Combining (10.8) and (10.13) yields

∂τEµ̄,v,l ≥ −CcE1/2
µ̄,v,l − Cd〈τ〉

ueεSpτEµ̄,v,l (10.14)

on I−, where Cc and Cd only depend on su,l and (M̄, ḡref). Thus

∂τE
1/2
µ̄,v,l ≥ −

1

2
Cc −

1

2
Cd〈τ〉ueεSpτE

1/2
µ̄,v,l

on I−, where Eµ̄,v,l := Eµ̄,v,l + 1. This estimate implies that

E
1/2
µ̄,v,l(τ) ≤ E1/2

µ̄,v,l(0) + Cc〈τ〉+

∫ 0

τ

Cd〈s〉ueεSpsE
1/2
µ̄,v,l(s)ds

on I−. Combining this estimate with an argument similar to the proof of Grönwall’s lemma yields

E
1/2
µ̄,v,l(τ) ≤ C〈τ〉

on I−, where C only depends on su,l and (M̄, ḡref).

10.3 Ck-estimates of µ̄A

The purpose of the present section is to derive weighted Ck-estimates of µ̄A.

Lemma 10.5. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Then, given that the assumptions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied, there is a constant Cµ̄,l such
that

‖µ̄A(·, t)‖Cl+1
E,v (M̄) ≤ Cµ̄,l〈τ〉 (10.15)

for all t ∈ I−, where Cµ̄,l only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 10.6. Similarly to Remark 10.4, combining (10.15) with the assumptions and the fact
that µA = µ̄A + ln θ yields the conclusion that

‖µA(·, τ)‖Cl1E,v(M̄)
≤ Cµ,l〈τ〉 (10.16)

on I− for all A, where Cµ,l only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Fix an integral curve γ of Û such that γ(0) ∈ M̄t0 , let va = vb = u and define

Ev,k(s) =
∑
|I|≤k

∑
A〈s〉−2va−2|I|vb [(EIµ̄A) ◦ γ(s)]2.

Note that, by definition, Ev,k(0) = 0. Differentiating Ev,k yields

E′v,k(s) ≥ 2
∑
|I|≤k

∑
A〈s〉−2va−2|I|vb [Û(EIµ̄A)] ◦ γ(s) · (EIµ̄A) ◦ γ(s) (10.17)

for all s ≤ 0. Thus it is clearly of interest to estimate Û(EIµ̄A) along γ. To this end, we appeal to
Lemma 10.1. We thus need to estimate the contribution from terms of the form (10.2) and terms
of the form (10.3). We begin with some preliminary observations.
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Preliminary estimates. Before proceeding, it is of interest to note that

〈s〉 ≤ 2〈% ◦ γ(s)〉 ≤ C1〈τ ◦ γ0(s)〉, 〈τ ◦ γ0(s)〉 ≤ C2〈% ◦ γ(s)〉 ≤ 2C2〈s〉 (10.18)

for all s ≤ 0, where C1 and C2 only depend on Kvar and we appealed to (7.26) and (7.72). Next,
note that Lemma 5.7 yields

〈s〉−|Ii|vb |(EIi ln N̂) ◦ γ(s)| ≤ C
∑|Ii|
m=1〈% ◦ γ(s)〉−mvb |(D̄m ln N̂) ◦ γ(s)|ḡref

≤ C (10.19)

for all s ≤ 0 and all Ii such that 1 ≤ |Ii| ≤ l + 1, where C only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).
Next, combining (8.5), (9.20), (10.18) and the assumptions yields

〈s〉−va−|I|vb |[EI(WA
B )] ◦ γ(s)| ≤ C

for all s ≤ 0 and all I such that |I| ≤ l+ 1, where C only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover,
due to (5.17), (10.18) and the assumptions, it is clear that

〈s〉−|J|vb |[EJ(`A)] ◦ γ(s)| ≤ C

for all s ≤ 0 and all J such that |J| ≤ l + 1, where C only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref). Finally,
note that combining (9.23) with (10.18) and the assumptions yields

〈s〉−|J|vb |[EJ(Aji )] ◦ γ(s)| ≤ C〈s〉ueεSps (10.20)

for all s ≤ 0 and all J such that |J| ≤ l+ 1, where C only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref). Next, we
consider the contributions from terms of the form (10.2) and terms of the form (10.3) separately.

Estimating the contribution from terms of the form (10.2). The contribution from terms
of the form (10.2) can be estimated by

〈s〉−va−|I|vb |[EI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EJ(Aji )EK(µ̄A)] ◦ γ(s)| ≤C〈s〉ueεSpsE
1/2
v,|K|(s)

for all s ≤ 0, where we appealed to (10.19) and (10.20) and the constant only depends on cu,l and
(M̄, ḡref).

Estimating the contribution from terms of the form (10.3). Due to the preliminary
estimates, the contribution from terms of the form (10.3) can be estimated by Cb for all s ≤ 0,
where the constant Cb only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Summing up. Combining the above estimates yields the conclusion that

E′v,k(s) ≥ −Ca〈s〉ueεSpsEv,k(s)− CbE1/2
v,k (s) (10.21)

for all s ≤ 0 and k ≤ l+ 1, where Ca and Cb only depend on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref). This estimate can
be integrated in order to yield the conclusion that Ev,l+1 does not grow faster than 〈s〉2. Since
the relevant constants only depend on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref) and not on the integral curve, the desired
conclusion follows by appealing to (10.18).

10.4 Ck-estimates of %

In various contexts, it is of interest to estimate % separately. Note that the relation (7.12), combined
with Lemma 10.5, yields estimates for %. However, the corresponding arguments are based on
stronger assumptions than necessary. Here, we therefore use the arguments of Lemma 7.12 as a
starting point.
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Lemma 10.7. Let 1 ≤ l ∈ Z and (0, u) = v0 ∈ V. Given that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 are
fulfilled, assume that the basic assumptions, cf. Definition 3.27, are satisfied. Assume that there
is a constant cχ,l+1 such that

θ−1
0,−‖χ‖Cl+1,v0

hy (M̄)
≤ cχ,l+1

on I−. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant Crel,l such that (9.8) holds with l = (1, l). Then
there is a constant C%,v0,l such that

‖%(·, t)‖ClE,v0
(M̄) ≤ C%,v0,l〈τ〉 (10.22)

for all t ∈ I−, where C%,v0,l only depends on cbas, cχ,l+1, Crel,l, l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note, first of all, that (7.62) can be written

Û [Ei(%)] = Ei(ln N̂) + N̂−1Ei(divḡref
χ) +AkiEk(%), (10.23)

where we used the notation introduced in (6.22). Appealing to (6.21), (10.23) and an inductive
argument, it can be demonstrated that

Û [EI(%)] = AI +BI +
∑

1≤|J|≤|I|CI,JEJ(%),

where AI is a linear combination of terms of the form

EI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂),

where Ij 6= 0 and |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ik| = |I|; BI is a linear combination of terms of the form

EI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)N̂−1EJ(divḡref
χ),

where Ij 6= 0, J 6= 0 and |I1| + · · · + |Ik| + |J| = |I|; and CI,J is a linear combination of terms of
the form

EI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EK(Aki )

where Ij 6= 0 and |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ik|+ |K| = |I| − |J|. At this stage, we can proceed as in the proof
of Lemma 10.5. In fact, fix a curve γ as in the proof of Lemma 10.5 and define

Fv,k(s) =
∑
|I|≤k〈s〉−2|I|u[(EI%) ◦ γ(s)]2.

Note that, by definition, Fv,k(0) = 0. Moreover (10.19) holds for 1 ≤ |Ii| ≤ l, with a constant
depending only on n, l, u, Crel,l and (M̄, ḡref); and (10.20) holds for |J| ≤ l due to (9.10) and the
assumptions, where the constant C only depends on cbas, Crel,l, cχ,l+1, l and (M̄, ḡref). Finally,
we need to estimate

〈s〉−|J|u|[N̂−1EJ(divḡref
χ)] ◦ γ(s)| ≤ Ca〈s〉ueεSps,

where we used the fact that divḡref
χ = ωi(D̄Eiχ). Moreover, we appealed to Remark 8.5 and

the assumptions. Finally, Ca only depends on cbas, cχ,l+1, l and (M̄, ḡref). Combining the above
estimates yields the conclusion that

〈s〉−|I|u|[ÛEI(%)] ◦ γ(s)| ≤ Ca +
∑|I|
m=1Cb〈s〉ueεSpsF

1/2
v,m(s)

for all s ≤ 0, where Ca and Cb only depend on cbas, cχ,l+1, Crel,l, l and (M̄, ḡref). At this stage,
we can proceed as in the proof of Lemma 10.5 in order to deduce the conclusion of the lemma.
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Chapter 11

Systems of wave equations, basic
energy estimate

The main purpose of these notes is to analyse the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to (1.1). It
is natural to begin by obtaining energy estimates. In the present chapter we take a first step in
this direction by deriving a zeroth order energy estimate. This estimate is based on an energy
identity we derive in Section 11.1. In order to take the step from the energy identity to an energy
estimate, we need to impose conditions on the coefficients of the equation. We discuss this topic in
Section 11.2 below. Given these preliminaries, we obtain the basic energy estimate in Section 11.3.
We end the chapter by expressing the wave operator associated with ĝ with respect to the frame
given by Û and the XA. This also leads to a reformulation of (1.1) as (1.3). Note that this
reformulation is important in the derivation of a model equation for the asymptotic behaviour; cf.
the heuristic discussions in Sections 1.5 and 4.2.

11.1 Conformal equation and basic energy estimates

In the present paper, we are interested in equations of the form (1.1). However, it is convenient to
rewrite this equation in terms of the conformal metric ĝ. We do so in Subsection 11.1.1. There, we
also introduce a stress energy tensor which gives rise to the basic energy. Using this information,
we derive the basic energy identity in Subsection 11.1.2. Throughout this section, we assume
(M, g) to be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Moreover, we assume (M, g) to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame.

11.1.1 Expressing the equation with respect to the conformal metric

The wave operator. To begin with, note that the wave operator is given by

�gu :=
1√
− det g

∂α(
√
−det g gαβ∂βu). (11.1)

If ĝ is given by Definition 3.1, then

�ĝu =
1

θn+1
√
− det g

∂α(θn−1
√
−det g gαβ∂βu) = θ−2�gu+ (n− 1)θ−3gαβ∂αθ∂βu,

where n = dim M̄ . Thus

�gu = θ2�ĝu− (n− 1)θĝ(gradĝθ, gradĝu). (11.2)

109
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It is convenient to split the first order expressions into time and space derivatives. Note, to this
end, that

ĝ(gradĝφ, gradĝψ) =− Û(φ)Û(ψ) +
∑
Ae
−2µAXA(φ)XA(ψ)

Combining these observations yields

θ−2�gu = �ĝu+ (n− 1)Û(ln θ)Û(u)− (n− 1)
∑
Ae
−2µAXA(ln θ)XA(u). (11.3)

The equation. Combining (11.3) with (1.1) yields

�ĝu+ (n− 1)Û(ln θ)Û(u)− (n− 1)
∑
Be
−2µBXB(ln θ)XB(u) + X̂ (u) + α̂u = f̂ , (11.4)

where X̂ := θ−2X , α̂ := θ−2α and f̂ := θ−2f . It is convenient to decompose X̂ according to

X̂ = X̂ 0Û + X̂AXA, (11.5)

where X̂ 0 and X̂A are matrix valued functions on M . Appealing, additionally, to (3.3), the
equation can be written

�ĝu+
n− 1

n
(θ̌ − 1)Û(u)− (n− 1)

∑
Be
−2µBXB(ln θ)XB(u)

+ X̂ 0Û(u) + X̂BXB(u) + α̂u = f̂ .

(11.6)

11.1.2 The basic energy identity

In order to estimate the evolution of u, it is convenient to let τc ≤ 0 and to introduce the stress
energy tensor

Tαβ = ∇̂αu · ∇̂βu−
1

2

(
∇̂γu · ∇̂γu+ ιa|u|2 + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3|u|2

)
ĝαβ ,

where ιa and ιb are constants and ∇̂ is the Levi-Civita connection associated with ĝ. We choose
these constants as follows. If there is a constant dα such that

sup
x̄∈M̄
‖α̂(x̄, t)‖ ≤ dα〈τ(t)− τc〉−3 (11.7)

for all t ≤ tc, where τ(tc) = τc, we choose ιa = 0 and ιb = 1. Otherwise, we choose ιa = 1
and ιb = 0. The reason for choosing ιa = 0, ιb = 1 and the factor 〈τ − τc〉−3 in case α̂ satisfies
the estimate (11.7) is that, first of all, this choice ensures that the zeroth order term does not
contribute to the growth of the energy; and, second, controlling the energy gives control of the
L2-norm of u up to a polynomial weight in τ (and most of the estimates derived below will be up
to polynomial weights). In particular,

T (Û , Û) = 1
2 |Û(u)|2 + 1

2

∑
A e
−2µA |XA(u)|2 + 1

2 ιa|u|
2 + 1

2 ιb〈τ − τc〉
−3|u|2,

where | · | denotes the ordinary Euclidean norm of a vector in Rms . It is thus natural to define an
energy

E [u](τ) :=
1

2

∫
M̄τ

(
|Û(u)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(u)|2 + ιa|u|2 + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3|u|2

)
µǧ, (11.8)

where we abuse notation in that if τa = τ(ta), then M̄τa is understood to equal M̄ta etc. With
this definition, the following basic energy identity holds.
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Lemma 11.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then

E (τb) = E (τa)−
∫ τb

τa

(∫
M̄τ

ÑPµǧ
)
dτ, (11.9)

where τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0, Ñ := N̂/∂tτ , τ is introduced in (7.83) and

P :=
(
n−1
n −

n−2
2n θ̌

)
|Û(u)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µAXA

(
ln θn−1

N̂

)
XA(u) · Û(u)

+
∑
A

(
λA − 1

2 θ̌
)
e−2µA |XA(u)|2 − 1

2 θ̌(ιa + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3)|u|2

+ 3
2 ιbÑ

−1〈τ − τc〉−5(τ − τc)|u|2 − [X̂ 0Û(u)] · Û(u)− [X̂AXA(u)] · Û(u)

− (α̂u) · Û(u)− (ιa + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3)u · Û(u) + f̂ · Û(u).

(11.10)

Here X̂ 0 and X̂A are defined by (11.5) and λA is the eigenvalue of Ǩ corresponding to XA; i.e.,
ǨXA = λAXA (no summation).

Remark 11.2. For many solutions to Einstein’s equations, q converges exponentially to n − 1.
For this reason, it is of interest to note that P can be rewritten

P :=− θ̌T (Û , Û) + 1
n [(n− 1)− q]|Û(u)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µAXA

(
ln θn−1

N̂

)
XA(u) · Û(u)

+
∑
AλAe

−2µA |XA(u)|2 + 3
2 ιbÑ

−1〈τ − τc〉−5(τ − τc)|u|2 − [X̂ 0Û(u)] · Û(u)

− [X̂AXA(u)] · Û(u)− (α̂u) · Û(u)− (ιa + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3)u · Û(u) + f̂ · Û(u).

(11.11)

Proof. Compute

∇̂αTαβ =(�ĝu− ιau− ιb〈τ − τc〉−3u) · ∇̂βu+ 3
2 ιb〈τ − τc〉

−5(τ − τc)(∇̂βτ)|u|2.

In particular,

∇̂α(TαβÛ
β) =(∇̂αTαβ)Ûβ + Tαβ∇̂αÛβ

=(�ĝu− ιau− ιb〈τ − τc〉−3u) · Û(u)

+ 3
2 ιbÑ

−1〈τ − τc〉−5(τ − τc)|u|2 + Tαβ π̂αβ ,

(11.12)

where Ñ is defined in the statement of the lemma and the deformation tensor π̂ is defined by

π̂ := 1
2LÛ ĝ.

Let ta < tb, where ta, tb ∈ I, and
Mab := M̄ × [ta, tb]. (11.13)

Let, moreover, V be the vector field defined by

Vα := TαβÛ
β . (11.14)

Then [53, Lemma 10.8, p. 100] yields∫
Mab

divĝVµĝ = −
∫
M̄tb

T (Û , Û)µǧ +

∫
M̄ta

T (Û , Û)µǧ; (11.15)

here we assume u to be such that the integration makes sense. In particular, letting E be defined
by (11.8), it follows that

E (tb) =E (ta)−
∫
Mab

(
�ĝu · Û(u) + Tαβ π̂αβ

)
µĝ

−
∫
Mab

[
−(ιa + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3)u · Û(u) + 3

2 ιbÑ
−1〈τ − τc〉−5(τ − τc)|u|2

]
µĝ,
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where we appealed to (11.12). Let us consider the second term on the right hand side. Since
det ĝ = −N̂2 det ǧ (with respect to standard coordinates; cf. [56, Remark 25.3, p. 469]), it can,
ignoring the sign, be written∫

Mab

(
�ĝu · Û(u) + Tαβ π̂αβ

)
µĝ

=

∫ τb

τa

(∫
M̄τ

Ñ
(
�ĝu · Û(u) + Tαβ π̂αβ

)
µǧ

)
dτ,

where Ñ is defined in the statement of the lemma. Here we abuse notation in that if τa = τ(ta),
then M̄τa is understood to equal M̄ta etc. In order to simplify the expression involving π̂, note
that

(LÛ ĝ)(X,Y ) = 〈∇̂X Û , Y 〉+ 〈∇̂Y Û ,X〉,

where 〈·, ·〉 := ĝ. In particular, (LÛ ĝ)(Û , Û) = 0 and

(LÛ ĝ)(XA, XB) = 2ǩ(XA, XB) = 2ǧ(ǨXA, XB) = 2λAe
2µAδAB

(no summation on A). Next, note that 〈∇̂XAÛ , Û〉 = 0 and that

〈∇̂Û Û ,XA〉 = −〈Û , ∇̂ÛXA〉 = −〈Û , [Û ,XA] + ∇̂XAÛ〉 = XA ln N̂ . (11.16)

Thus
(LÛ ĝ)(Û ,XA) = 〈∇̂Û Û ,XA〉 = XA ln N̂ ,

where we appealed to (11.16). Thus

Tαβ π̂αβ =−
∑
Ae
−2µAXA(ln N̂)XA(u) · Û(u) +

∑
AλAe

−2µA |XA(u)|2

− 1
2 θ̌
(
−|Û(u)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(u)|2 + ιa|u|2 + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3|u|2

)
.

Next, appealing to (11.6) yields

�ĝu · Û(u) =− n−1
n (θ̌ − 1)|Û(u)|2 + (n− 1)

∑
Ae
−2µAXA(ln θ)XA(u) · Û(u)

− [X̂ 0Û(u)] · Û(u)− [X̂AXA(u)] · Û(u)− (α̂u) · Û(u) + f̂ · Û(u).

Summing up the above computations yields the conclusion of the lemma.

In some settings, it is convenient to rescale the stress energy tensor as follows. First, let

ϕ̃ := θϕ, (11.17)

where ϕ is defined by (3.1). Second, fix a tc ≤ t0 and define ϕ̃c by

ϕ̃c(x̄, t) := ϕ̃(x̄, tc). (11.18)

Finally, rescale the stress energy tensor according to

T̂αβ := ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)Tαβ . (11.19)

This leads to an energy analogous to (11.8). If τc = τ(tc), it can be written

Ê[u](τ ; τc) :=

∫
M̄τ

T (Û , Û)ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)µǧ. (11.20)

Note that the rescaling given by (11.19) is such that

Ê[u](τc; τc) =

∫
M̄τc

T (Û , Û)µḡref
. (11.21)



11.2. ASSUMPTIONS CONCERNING THE COEFFICIENTS 113

Corollary 11.3. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then, if
τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0,

Ê(τb; τc) = Ê(τa; τc)−
∫ τb

τa

(∫
M̄τ

ÑQϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)µǧ

)
dτ, (11.22)

where Ñ := N̂/∂tτ , τ is introduced in (7.83) and

Q := 1
n [q − (n− 1)]T (Û , Û) + 1

n [(n− 1)− q]|Û(u)|2 − N̂−1χ(ln ϕ̃c)T (Û , Û)

−
∑
Ae
−2µAXA[ln(ϕ̃cN̂)]XA(u) · Û(u) +

∑
AλAe

−2µA |XA(u)|2

+ 3
2 ιbÑ

−1〈τ − τc〉−5(τ − τc)|u|2 − [X̂ 0Û(u)] · Û(u)− [X̂AXA(u)] · Û(u)

− (α̂u) · Û(u)− (ιa + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3)u · Û(u) + f̂ · Û(u).

(11.23)

Proof. The proof is essentially identical to the proof of Lemma 11.1; we only need to calculate the
changes caused by the rescaling of the stress energy tensor. Note, to this end, that

∇̂αT̂αβ = ∇̂α[ln(ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1))]T̂αβ + ϕ̃−1

c θ−(n−1)∇̂αTαβ .

Define V̂ in analogy with (11.14); we simply replace T with T̂ . Then

divĝV̂ = ∇̂α[ln(ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1))]T̂αβÛ

β + ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)divĝV. (11.24)

Beyond the rescaling, the only correction to the previous calculations thus consists in the first
term on the right hand side of (11.24). However,

∇̂α[ln(ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1))]T̂αβÛ

β =− n− 1

n
(q + 1)T̂ (Û , Û)− N̂−1χ(ln ϕ̃c)T̂ (Û , Û)

+ ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)∑

Ae
−2µAXA[ln(ϕ̃−1

c θ−(n−1))]XA(u) · Û(u).

Adding this correction to the previous calculations yields the conclusion of the corollary.

11.2 Assumptions concerning the coefficients

In order to derive estimates for the energy using (11.22), it is necessary to impose conditions on
X̂ and α̂.

Definition 11.4. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Consider the equation (1.1) and define X⊥ by the conditions that its
components are vector fields which are perpendicular to Û and that it is such that there is a matrix
valued function X 0 with the property that X = X 0U + X⊥. Then (1.1) is said to be C0-balanced
on I− if there is a constant Cbal,0 > 0 such that

θ−1‖X 0‖+
∑ms

i,j=1θ
−1|X⊥ij |ḡ + θ−2‖α‖ ≤ Cbal,0 (11.25)

on M−.

Remark 11.5. Note that X⊥ is a family of matrices of vector fields on M̄ . In particular, X⊥ij is

a family of vector fields on M̄ .

Remark 11.6. Dividing X̂ according to X̂ = X̂ 0Û + X̂⊥, where the components of X̂⊥ are
perpendicular to Û , the estimate (11.25) can be written

‖X̂ 0‖+
∑ms

i,j=1|X̂⊥ij |ǧ + ‖α̂‖ ≤ Cbal,0, (11.26)

where α̂ is defined below (11.4). In particular, if (3.34) holds for l = 0, then (1.1) is C0-balanced
on I−.



114 CHAPTER 11. SYSTEMS OF WAVE EQUATIONS, BASIC ENERGY ESTIMATE

Next, we derive some basic consequences of the assumption of C0-balance.

Lemma 11.7. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. If (1.1) is
C0-balanced on I−, there is a constant Kbal,0 > 0, depending only on Cbal,0, ms and n, such that

if X̂ 0 and X̂A are defined by (11.5) and α̂ := θ−2α, then

‖α̂‖+
(∑

Ae
2µA‖X̂A‖2

)1/2

+ ‖X̂ 0‖ ≤ Kbal,0 (11.27)

on M−.

Proof. The bound on ‖α̂‖ follows immediately from (11.25). Since X̂ 0 = θ−1X 0, the same is true
of the estimate for X̂ 0. In order to estimate X̂A, note that θ−2X⊥ = X̂AXA. Thus

θ−2|X⊥ij |2ḡ = ǧ(X̂AijXA, X̂BijXB) =
∑
Ae

2µA |X̂Aij |2.

Combining this equality with (11.25) yields the desired bound on eµA‖X̂A‖.

In the estimates to follow, it is convenient to use the following notation:

‖X̂⊥‖ǧ :=
(∑

Ae
2µA‖X̂A‖2

)1/2

. (11.28)

11.3 Basic energy estimate

Given that (1.1) is C0-balanced on I−, we obtain a basic energy estimate. In the derivation, it is
convenient to use the notation

E [u] :=
1

2

(
|Û(u)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(u)|2 + ιa|u|2 + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3|u|2

)
, (11.29)

where the constants ιa and ιb are chosen as at the beginning of Subsection 11.1.2.

Lemma 11.8. Assume the conditions of Definition 3.27 and of Lemma 7.13 to be fulfilled. As-
sume, moreover, that there is a constant cθ,1 such that

‖(ln θ)(·, t)‖
C

l0
v0

(M̄)
≤ cθ,1 (11.30)

for all t ≤ t0, where l0 := (1, 1). Then

Ê(τa; τc) ≤Ê(τb; τc) +

∫ τb

τa

ζ(τ)Ê(τ ; τc)dτ +

∫ τb

τa

∫
M̄τ

Ñ |f̂ | · |Û(u)|ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)µǧdτ (11.31)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0. Here Ê is defined by (11.20), ϕ̃c is defined by (11.18),

ζ = 2Kvar(ζ1 + ζ2 + ιaζ3,a + ιbζ3,b),

Kvar is defined in (7.73) and

ζ1(τ) := sup
x̄∈M̄

1
n |q(x̄, τ)− (n− 1)|, (11.32)

ζ2(τ) :=Cb〈τ〉ūeεSpτ , (11.33)

ζ3,a(τ) := sup
x̄∈M̄

(
2‖X̂ 0(x̄, τ)‖+ ‖X̂⊥(x̄, τ)‖ǧ + ‖α̂(x̄, τ)‖+ 1

)
, (11.34)

ζ3,b(τ) := sup
x̄∈M̄

(
2‖X̂ 0(x̄, τ)‖+ ‖X̂⊥(x̄, τ)‖ǧ

)
+ (dα + 1)〈τ − τc〉−3/2, (11.35)

where ū := max{u, 1}. Here Cb only depends on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on
θ0,−. Note also that ζ3,b only enters the definition of ζ in case (11.7) holds.
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Proof. Recall the notation (11.29) and consider (11.22). We already know Ñ to be bounded; cf.
(7.86). We therefore need to estimate Q, defined by (11.23), from above. Consider the first two
terms appearing on the right hand side of (11.23). If the first one is negative, the second one is
non-negative and vice versa. This means that we only have to include one of the terms. In fact,
the sum of the first two terms can be estimated from above by ζ1E , where ζ1 is defined by (11.32).
Turning to the third term, note that

N̂−1|χ(ϕ̃c)| ≤ N̂−1|χ|ḡref
|D̄ ln ϕ̃c|ḡref

.

However, the first two factors can be estimated by appealing to (7.92). Moreover, the last factor
can be estimated by appealing to (7.93) with τ replaced by τc. To conclude,

N̂−1|χ(ϕ̃c)| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ūeεSpτ

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1 and (M̄, ḡref). In particular, the third term
on the right hand side of (11.23) gives rise to an expression that can be estimated by a contribution
to ζ of the form (11.33). Turning to the fourth term on the right hand side, appealing to (3.18),
(7.22), (7.84) and (7.93) with τ replaced by τc yields the conclusion that it can be estimated in the
same way. The fifth and sixth terms on the right hand side of (11.23) are both negative and can
therefore be ignored. In case ιa = 1 and ιb = 0, the sum of terms seven to ten can be estimated
by ζ3,aE , where ζ3,a is defined by (11.34). In case ιa = 0 and ιb = 1, the sum of terms seven to
ten can be estimated by ζ3,bE , where ζ3,b is defined by (11.35). Combining the above estimates
with (7.86) and (11.22) yields the conclusion of the lemma.

Corollary 11.9. Assume the conditions of Definition 3.27 and of Lemma 7.13 to be fulfilled.
Assume, moreover, (1.1) to be C0-balanced on I−, (11.30) to hold and q to be bounded on M−.
Then, if u is a solution to (1.1),

Ê(τa; τc) ≤Ê(τb; τc) +

∫ τb

τa

κ(τ)Ê(τ ; τc)dτ +

∫ τb

τa

∫
M̄τ

Ñ |f̂ | · |Û(u)|ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)µǧdτ (11.36)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0, where

κ(τ) :=c0 + κrem(τ), (11.37)

c0 :=2Kvar sup
M−

(
1
n |q − (n− 1)|+ 2‖X̂ 0‖+ ‖X̂⊥‖ǧ + ιa‖α̂‖+ ιa

)
(11.38)

and κrem ∈ L1(−∞, τc]. Moreover, the L1-norm of κrem only depends on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1, (M̄, ḡref),
dα (in case ιb = 1) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Assume, in addition to the above, that (11.7) holds and that there are constants dq and dcoeff such
that (7.78) and

sup
x̄∈M̄

[‖X̂ 0(x̄, t)‖+ ‖X̂⊥(x̄, t)‖ǧ] ≤dcoeff〈τ(t)− τc〉−3/2 (11.39)

hold for all t ≤ tc. Then (11.36) holds with κ ∈ L1(−∞, τc]. Moreover, the L1-norm of κ is
bounded by a constant depending only on cbas, cχ,2, cθ,1, (M̄, ḡref), dα, dq, dcoeff and a lower
bound on θ0,−

Remark 11.10. One consequence of (11.36) is that if f = 0, then Ê does not grow faster than
exponentially. It is important to note that if the equation is not C0-balanced, then the energy
could grow superexponentially. For a justification of this statement, see [56, Chapters 2 and 16].

Remark 11.11. If all the conditions of the corollary are satisfied and f = 0, then Ê(τ ; τc) is
bounded for all τ ≤ τc ≤ 0. Moreover, all the conditions of Lemma 7.19 are satisfied, so that
(7.90) holds. Since

ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)µǧ =ϕ̃−1

c θ−(n−1)θnµḡ = ϕ̃−1
c θϕµḡref

=ϕ̃−1
c ϕ̃µḡref

= exp[ln ϕ̃− ln ϕ̃c]µḡref
,

(11.40)
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where we use the notation introduced in (11.17) and (11.18), this means, in particular, that it
does not matter if the L2 norm is calculated with respect to the measure ϕ̃−1

c θ−(n−1)µǧ or with
respect to the measure µḡref

. Thus∫
M̄τ

(
|Û(u)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(u)|2 + 〈τ − τc〉−3|u|2

)
µḡref

is bounded.

Remark 11.12. Assuming that (7.78) holds, the conclusions of Remark 11.11 apply to the Klein-
Gordon equation. The reason for this is that in the case of the Klein-Gordon equation, X̂ = 0
and α̂ = −θ−2m2, where m is a constant. Moreover, due to (3.4) and the fact that q ≥ nεSp (cf.
Remark 3.12), it can be demonstrated that θ tends to infinity exponentially as τ → −∞.

Proof. Up to arguments that are similar to those of the proof of Lemma 11.8, the statement follows
from Lemma 11.8.

11.4 Wave operator, conformal rescaling

Our next goal is to derive energy estimates for higher order energies. However, we then need
to commute the wave operator with the vector fields Ei. As a preliminary step, it is of interest
to express the wave operator with respect to the frame given by X0 := Û and the XA. When
doing so, it is convenient to use the following notation. The Christoffel symbols and contracted
Christoffel symbols, denoted by Γ̂γαβ and Γ̂γ respectively, are defined by

∇̂XαXβ = Γ̂γαβXγ , Γ̂γ := ĝαβΓ̂γαβ . (11.41)

Next, if the structure constants γABC are defined as in Corollary 5.9, then

aA :=
1

2
γBAB . (11.42)

Lemma 11.13. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then

�ĝu = −Û2(u) +
∑
Ae
−2µAX2

A(u)− θ̌Û(u)− Γ̂AXA(u), (11.43)

where

Γ̂A = −e−2µAXA(ln N̂) + 2e−2µAXA(µA)− e−2µAXA(µtot) + 2e−2µAaA (11.44)

(no summation), µtot :=
∑
AµA and aA is defined by (11.42).

Remark 11.14. For future reference, it is of interest to note that the conclusion can also be
written

�ĝu =− Û2(u) +
∑
Ae
−2µAX2

A(u)− θ̌Û(u)

+
∑
Ce
−2µCXC(ln N̂)XC(u)− 2

∑
Ce
−2µCXC(µC)XC(u)

+
∑
Ce
−2µCXC(µtot)XC(u)− 2

∑
Ce
−2µCaCXC(u).

(11.45)

Proof. Note, to begin with, that if ĝαβ = ĝ(Xα, Xβ), then

�ĝu =ĝαβ(∇̂2u)(Xα, Xβ) = ĝαβ [∇̂Xα(∇̂u)(Xβ)]

=ĝαβ [XαXβ(u)− ∇̂∇̂XαXβu] = ĝαβXαXβ(u)− ĝαβΓ̂γαβXγ(u),
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where we use the notation (11.41). Thus, again using the notation introduced in (11.41),

�ĝu = −Û2(u) +
∑
Ae
−2µAX2

A(u)− Γ̂γXγ(u).

In order to proceed, it is of interest to note that if 〈·, ·〉 := ĝ, then

Γ̂0
αβ = −〈∇̂XαXβ , X0〉, Γ̂Aαβ = e−2µA〈∇̂XαXβ , XA〉

(no summation on A). In particular, Γ̂0
00 = 0 and

Γ̂0
AB = −〈∇̂XAXB , X0〉 = 〈XB , ∇̂XAX0〉 = ǩAB ,

so that Γ̂0 = trǧǩ = θ̌. Next, note that (11.16) yields

〈∇̂X0X0, XA〉 = XA(ln N̂).

Moreover, the Koszul formula yields

〈∇̂XAXB , XC〉 =e2µCXA(µC)δBC + e2µCXB(µC)δAC − e2µAXC(µA)δAB

− 1

2
e2µAγABC +

1

2
e2µBγBCA +

1

2
e2µCγCAB

(no summation). Combining the above observations yields

Γ̂C =ĝαβΓ̂Cαβ = −Γ̂C00 +
∑
Ae
−2µA Γ̂CAA

=− e−2µC 〈∇̂X0
X0, XC〉+

∑
Ae
−2µA−2µC 〈∇̂XAXA, XC〉

=− e−2µCXC(ln N̂) + 2e−2µCXC(µC)− e−2µCXC(µtot) + 2e−2µCaC .

Summing up yields the conclusion of the lemma.
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Chapter 12

Commutators

In the previous chapter, we derived zeroth order energy estimates. To obtain higher order energy
estimates, we need to commute the differential operator L (corresponding to the left hand side in
(1.3)) with the spatial frame {Ei}. The purpose of the present chapter is to derive formulae for the
commutators of EI with the individual terms in L. We also state estimates for the corresponding
coefficients. In the applications, we either extract the coefficients in C0 (in case we make (u, l)-
supremum assumptions) or apply Moser estimates (in case we make (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions).
The exact form of the commutator formulae and estimates that are most convenient depends on
which of these methods we use. For that reason, most of the commutator formulae and estimates
come in two forms.

12.1 Commuting spatial derivatives with the wave opera-
tor, step I

As a first step, we need to control the commutator of Ei with the second order derivative opera-
tors appearing on the right hand side of (11.45). We begin by calculating the commutator with
e−2µAX2

A. In the statement of the result, the following notation will be useful.

Definition 12.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Given
0 ≤ m, k ∈ Z, let

Pµ,m :=
∑
m1+···+mj=m,mi≥1

∑
A1,...,Aj

|D̄m1µA1
|ḡref
· · · |D̄mjµAj |ḡref

,

Pµ,m,k :=
∑
m1+···+mj=m,1≤mi≤k

∑
A1,...,Aj

|D̄m1µA1
|ḡref
· · · |D̄mjµAj |ḡref

,

PK,µ,m :=
∑
m1+m2=mPK,m1Pµ,m2 ,

PK,µ,N,m :=
∑
m1+m2+m3=mPK,m1

Pµ,m2
PN,m3

,

with the convention that Pµ,0 = Pµ,0,k = 1.

In situations where we make (u, l)-supremum assumptions, the following form of the commutators
and estimates are convenient.

Lemma 12.2. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame and to be C0-
uniformly bounded on I−; i.e. (3.16) to hold. Then

[EI, e
−2µAX2

A]ψ =
∑

1≤|J|≤|I|D
A
I,Je
−2µAXAEJψ +

∑
1≤|J|≤|I|F

A
I,Je
−2µAEJψ (12.1)

119
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(no summeation on A), where

|DA
I,J| ≤C

∑la
m=0PK,µ,m, (12.2)

|FAI,J| ≤C
∑lb
m=0

∑
m1+m2=mPK,m1

Pµ,m2,la (12.3)

on I−, la := |I| + 1 − |J|, lb := |I| + 2 − |J|, and C only depends on |I|, |J|, n, CK, εnd and
(M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note that

[Ei, XA] = BkiAEk, (12.4)

where

BkiA := Ei(X
k
A) +Xj

Aη
k
ij , ηkij := ωk([Ei, Ej ]). (12.5)

Using this notation, it can be calculated that

[Ei, e
−2µAX2

A] =2[BkiA − Ei(µA)Xk
A]e−2µAXAEk

+ e−2µA [BliAB
k
lA +XA(BkiA)− 2Ei(µA)XA(Xk

A)]Ek.
(12.6)

Note also that

[EiEI, e
−2µAX2

A] = Ei[EI, e
−2µAX2

A] + [Ei, e
−2µAX2

A]EI. (12.7)

Let I be a frame index with |I| ≥ 1. Next we prove, by induction, that (12.1) holds, where DA
I,J

is a sum of terms of the form

EI1(µA) · · ·EIm(µA)EK(X l
A)f,

and f is a function all of whose derivatives with respect to the frame {Ei} can be bounded by
constants depending only on (M̄, ḡref) and the order of the derivative. Here |I1|+ · · ·+ |Im|+ |K| ≤
|I|+ 1− |J| and Il 6= 0. Similarly, FAI,J is a sum of terms of the form

EI1(µA) · · ·EIm(µA)EK1
(X l1

A ) · · ·EKp
(X

lp
A )f,

where f is as before. Here |I1|+· · ·+|Im|+|K1|+· · ·+|Kp| ≤ |I|+2−|J| and 1 ≤ |Ij | ≤ |I|+1−|J|.
Due to (12.6), the desired statement holds for |I| = 1. Assuming, inductively, that the desired
statement holds and keeping (12.7) in mind, it follows that the desired statement holds for all
I such that |I| ≥ 1. Combining the above observation with Lemma 5.7 and (5.17) yields the
statement of the lemma.

In situations where we make (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions, the following form of the commutators
and estimates are convenient.

Lemma 12.3. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame and to be C0-
uniformly bounded on I−; i.e., (3.16) to hold. Then

[EI, e
−2µAX2

A]ψ =
∑

1≤|J|≤|I|D̄
A
I,Je
−µAEJ(e−µAXAψ) +

∑
1≤|J|≤|I|F̄

A
I,Je
−2µAEJψ (12.8)

(no summation on A), where

|D̄A
I,J| ≤C

∑la
m=0PK,µ,m, (12.9)

|F̄AI,J| ≤C
∑lb
m=0

∑
m1+m2=mPK,m1

Pµ,m2,la (12.10)

on I−, la := |I| + 1 − |J|, lb := |I| + 2 − |J|, and C only depends on |I|, |J|, n, CK, εnd and
(M̄, ḡref).
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Proof. Note that (12.4), (12.5) and (12.6) hold. On the other hand,

e−2µAXAEkψ = e−µAEk(e−µAXAψ) + e−2µAEk(µA)XAψ − e−2µABlkAElψ.

Combining this equality with (12.6) yields

[Ei, e
−2µAX2

A]ψ

=2e−µA [BkiA − Ei(µA)Xk
A]Ek(e−µAXAψ)

+ e−2µA [−BliABklA +XA(BkiA) + 2BliAEl(µA)Xk
A − 2Ei(µA)XA(µA)Xk

A]Ekψ.

(12.11)

Note also that

[EIEi, e
−2µAX2

A] = EI[Ei, e
−2µAX2

A] + [EI, e
−2µAX2

A]Ei. (12.12)

Let I be a frame index with |I| ≥ 1. Next we prove, by induction, that (12.8) holds, where D̄A
I,J

is a sum of terms of the form

EI1(µA) · · ·EIm(µA)EK(X l
A)f,

and f is a function all of whose derivatives with respect to the frame {Ei} can be bounded by
constants depending only on (M̄, ḡref) and the order of the derivative. Here |I1|+ · · ·+ |Im|+ |K| ≤
|I|+ 1− |J| and Il 6= 0. Similarly, F̄AI,J is a sum of terms of the form

EI1(µA) · · ·EIm(µA)EK1
(X l1

A ) · · ·EKp
(X

lp
A )f,

where f is as before. Here |I1|+· · ·+|Im|+|K1|+· · ·+|Kp| ≤ |I|+2−|J| and 1 ≤ |Ij | ≤ |I|+1−|J|.
Due to (12.11), the desired statement holds for |I| = 1. Assuming, inductively, that the desired
statement holds and keeping (12.12) in mind, it can be demonstrated that the desired statement
holds for all I such that |I| ≥ 1. The only nontrivial step consists in rewriting

D̄A
I,Je
−µAEJ(e−µAXAEiψ)

=D̄A
I,Je
−µAEJEi(e

−µAXAψ) + D̄A
I,Je
−µAEJ[e−µA(Ei(µA)Xk

AEkψ −BkiAEkψ)].

The first term on the right hand side is already of the desired form. Moreover, it can be demon-
strated that the second term on the right hand side is of the form of the second sum on the right
hand side of (12.8). In addition, the corresponding contribution to F̄Ia,Ja is such that it satisfies
the inductive hypothesis. Combining the above observation with Lemma 5.7 and (5.17) yields the
statement of the lemma.

12.2 Commuting spatial derivatives with the wave opera-
tor, step II

Next, we turn to the commutator with Û2, and we begin by deriving the form of the commutators
and estimates that are convenient in the context of the (u, l)-supremum assumptions.

Lemma 12.4. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then

[Û2, EI]ψ =
∑
|J|≤|I|

∑1
k=0 C

k
I,JÛ

kEJψ +
∑
|J|≤|I|−1C

2
I,JÛ

2EJψ, (12.13)
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where

|C2
I,J| ≤C

∑la
m=1PN,m, (12.14)

|C1
I,J| ≤C

∑
m+|K|≤la

∑
i,kPN,m|EK(Aki )| (12.15)

+ C
∑

1≤m+|K|≤laPN,m|EKÛ(ln N̂)|

|C0
I,J| ≤C

∑
m+|K|≤la

∑
i,kPN,m|EKÛ(Aki )| (12.16)

+ C
∑
m+|J1|+|J2|≤la

∑
i,kPN,m|EJ1

(Aki )| · |EJ2
Û(ln N̂)|

+ C
∑
m+|J1|+|J2|≤la

∑
i,k,p,qPN,m|EJ1

(Aki )| · |EJ2
(Aqp)|,

la := |I| − |J| and C only depends on |I|, |J|, n and (M̄, ḡref). Finally, if J = 0, then C0
I,J = 0.

Proof. Due to (6.21),

[Û2, Ei] = 2A0
i Û

2 + 2Aki ÛEk + [Û(A0
i )−AkiA0

k]Û + [Û(Aki )−AliAkl ]Ek. (12.17)

Note also that
[Û2, EiEI] = Ei[Û

2, EI] + [Û2, Ei]EI. (12.18)

Next, we wish to prove, using an inductive argument, that (12.13) holds, where C2
I,J is a linear

combination of expressions of the form

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ , (12.19)

where |I1| + · · · + |Ik| = |I| − |J|, k ≥ 1 and Ij 6= 0. Moreover, C1
I,J is a linear combination of

expressions of the form

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EK(Ari ), (12.20)

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EKÛ ln N̂ , (12.21)

where |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ik|+ |K| = |I| − |J|, Ij 6= 0 and |K|+ k ≥ 1 in the second expression. Finally,
C0

I,J is a linear combination of expressions of the form

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EKÛ(Ari ), (12.22)

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EJ1
(Alr) · EJ2

(Aqp), (12.23)

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EJ1
(Ari ) · EJ2

Û ln N̂ , (12.24)

where |I1| + · · · + |Ik| + |K| = |I| − |J|; |I1| + · · · + |Ik| + |J1| + |J2| = |I| − |J|; Ij 6= 0; and
k + |J2| ≥ 1 in the last expression. Moreover, if J = 0, then C0

I,J = 0.

In order to prove the above statement, note that it holds for |I| = 1. This follows from (12.17),
keeping in mind that A0

i = Ei(ln N̂) and that

Û(A0
i ) =ÛEi(ln N̂) = [Û , Ei](ln N̂) + Ei[Û(ln N̂)]

=A0
i Û(ln N̂) +AkiEk(ln N̂) + Ei[Û(ln N̂)].

(12.25)

In order to prove the statement in general, assume that it holds for frame indices I such that
1 ≤ |I| ≤ m and let I be a frame index such that |I| = m. Given i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we wish to
prove that the left hand side of (12.18), applied to a function ψ, satisfies the desired statement.
In the case of the second term on the right hand side of (12.18), this follows from the fact that the
inductive assumption holds for |I| = 1. Concerning the first term on the right hand side of (12.18),
combining this term with the inductive assumptions, it can immediately be verified that most of
the resulting terms are of the desired form. However, special attention needs to be devoted to∑

|J|≤|I|C
1
I,J[Ei, Û ]EJψ +

∑
|J|≤|I|−1C

2
I,J[Ei, Û

2]EJψ.
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However, keeping (6.21) and (12.17) in mind, the resulting terms also fit into the inductive hy-
pothesis.

In order to deduce the conclusion of the lemma, it is sufficient to note that the products of the
EIj ln N̂ can be estimated by sums of PN,m.

When we make (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions, the following forms of the commutators and estimates
are convenient.

Lemma 12.5. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then

[Û2, EI]ψ =
∑
|J|≤|I|

∑1
k=0 C̄

k
I,JEJÛ

kψ +
∑
|J|≤|I|−1C̄

2
I,JEJÛ

2ψ, (12.26)

where

|C̄2
I,J| ≤C

∑la
m=1PN,m, (12.27)

|C̄1
I,J| ≤C

∑
m+|K|≤la

∑
i,kPN,m|EK(Aki )| (12.28)

+ C
∑

1≤m+|K|≤laPN,m|EKÛ(ln N̂)|

|C̄0
I,J| ≤C

∑
m+|K|≤la

∑
i,kPN,m|EKÛ(Aki )| (12.29)

+ C
∑
m+|J1|+|J2|≤la

∑
i,kPN,m|EJ1

(Aki )| · |EJ2
Û(ln N̂)|

+ C
∑
m+|J1|+|J2|≤la

∑
i,k,p,qPN,m|EJ1(Aki )| · |EJ2(Aqp)|,

la := |I| − |J| and C only depends on |I|, |J|, n and (M̄, ḡref). Finally, if J = 0, then C̄0
I,J = 0.

Proof. Due to (6.21),

[Û2, Ei] = 2A0
i Û

2 + 2AkiEkÛ + [Û(A0
i ) +AkiA

0
k]Û + [Û(Aki ) +AliA

k
l ]Ek. (12.30)

Note also that
[Û2, EIEi] = EI[Û

2, Ei] + [Û2, EI]Ei. (12.31)

Next, we wish to prove, using an inductive argument, that (12.26) holds, where C̄2
I,J is a linear

combination of expressions of the form

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ ,

where |I1| + · · · + |Ik| = |I| − |J|, k ≥ 1 and Ij 6= 0. Moreover, C̄1
I,J is a linear combination of

expressions of the form

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EK(Aki ),

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EKÛ ln N̂ ,

where |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ik|+ |K| = |I| − |J|, Ij 6= 0 and |K|+ k ≥ 1 in the second expression. Finally,
C̄0

I,J is a linear combination of expressions of the form

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EKÛ(Aki ),

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EJ1
(Alk) · EJ2

(Aqp),

EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EJ1
(Aki ) · EJ2

Û ln N̂ ,

where |I1| + · · · + |Ik| + |K| = |I| − |J|; |I1| + · · · + |Ik| + |J1| + |J2| = |I| − |J|; Ij 6= 0; and
k + |J2| ≥ 1 in the last expression. Moreover, if J = 0, then C̄0

I,J = 0.

In order to prove the above statement, note that it holds for |I| = 1. This follows from (12.30),
keeping in mind that (12.25) and A0

i = Ei(ln N̂) hold. In order to prove the statement in general,
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assume that it holds for frame indices I such that 1 ≤ |I| ≤ m and let I be a frame index such
that |I| = m. Given i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we wish to prove that the left hand side of (12.31), applied to
a function ψ, satisfies the desired statement. In the case of the first term on the right hand side of
(12.31), this follows from the fact that the inductive assumption holds for |I| = 1. Concerning the
second term on the right hand side of (12.31), combining this term with the inductive assumptions,
it can immediately be verified that some of the resulting terms are of the desired form. However,
special attention needs to be devoted to∑

|J|≤|I|C̄
1
I,JEJ[Û , Ei]ψ +

∑
|J|≤|I|−1C̄

2
I,JEJ[Û2, Ei]ψ.

However, keeping (6.21) and (12.30) in mind, the resulting terms also fit into the inductive hy-
pothesis.

In order to deduce the conclusion of the lemma, it is sufficient to note that the products of the
EIj ln N̂ can be estimated by sums of PN,m.

12.3 Commuting the equation with spatial derivatives

Combining (11.6) with (11.43) yields the conclusion that (11.6) can be written

Lu = f̂ , (12.32)

where

L :=− Û2 +
∑
Ae
−2µAX2

A + Ŷ0Û + ŶBXB + X̂ 0Û + X̂BXB + α̂, (12.33)

Ŷ0 :=− 1

n
θ̌ − n− 1

n
, (12.34)

ŶA =− Γ̂A − (n− 1)e−2µAXA(ln θ). (12.35)

Due to the above formulae, it is of interest to calculate the commutator of EI with Z0Û and
ZAXA for matrix valued functions Z0 and ZA.

Lemma 12.6. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Let Z0 be a
smooth matrix valued function on M̄ × I. Then

[EI, Z
0Û ] =

∑
|J|≤|I|−1G

1
I,JÛEJ +

∑
1≤|J|≤|I|G

0
I,JEJ, (12.36)

where

‖G1
I,J‖ ≤Ca

∑
ka+|K|≤laPN,ka‖EK(Z0)‖,

‖G0
I,J‖ ≤Ca

∑
ka+|J1|+|J2|≤la

∑
i,kPN,ka |EJ1(Aki )| · ‖EJ2(Z0)‖,

la = |I| − |J| and Ca only depends on |I|, n and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. We begin by proving the following statement inductively: (12.36) holds, where G1
I,J is a

linear combination of terms of the form

EI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EK(Z0), (12.37)

Ij 6= 0 and |I1| + · · · + |Ik| + |K| = |I| − |J|. Moreover, G0
I,J is a linear combination of terms of

the form

EI1(ln N̂) · · ·EIk(ln N̂)EJ1
(Aki )EJ2

(Z0), (12.38)



12.3. COMMUTING THE EQUATION WITH SPATIAL DERIVATIVES 125

Ij 6= 0 and |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ik|+ |J1|+ |J2| = |I| − |J|. In order to prove the statement, compute

[Ei, Z
0Û ] = Ei(Z

0)Û + Z0[Ei, Û ] = Ei(Z
0)Û −A0

iZ
0Û −Aki Z0Ek.

This equality demonstrates that the statement holds in case |I| = 1. Next, note that

[EiEI, Z
0Û ] = Ei[EI, Z

0Û ] + [Ei, Z
0Û ]EI. (12.39)

We consider the terms on the right hand side of (12.39) separately. Appealing to the inductive
assumption, the first term on the right hand side can be written

Ei

(∑
|J|≤|I|−1G

1
I,JÛEJ +

∑
1≤|J|≤|I|G

0
I,JEJ

)
.

Most of the terms that result when expanding this expression fit into the induction hypothesis.
However, we need to consider ∑

|J|≤|I|−1G
1
I,J[Ei, Û ]EJ

more carefully. However, appealing to (6.21), it is clear that this expression also fits into the
induction hypothesis. Finally, the second term on the right hand side of (12.39) can be rewritten
in the desired form by appealing to the induction hypothesis for |I| = 1. Thus the desired statement
holds.

Given the above statement, the conclusions of the lemma follow by arguments similar to the ones
used in the proofs of the previous lemmas.

It will also be of interest to know that the following, related, result holds.

Lemma 12.7. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Let Z0 be a
smooth matrix valued function on M̄ × I. Then

[EI, Z
0Û ] =

∑
|J|≤|I|−1Ḡ

1
I,JEJÛ +

∑
1≤|J|≤|I|Ḡ

0
I,JEJ, (12.40)

where

‖Ḡ1
I,J‖ ≤Ca

∑
ka+|K|≤laPN,ka‖EK(Z0)‖,

‖Ḡ0
I,J‖ ≤Ca

∑
ka+|J1|+|J2|≤la

∑
i,kPN,ka |EJ1

(Aki )| · ‖EJ2
(Z0)‖,

la := |I| − |J| and Ca only depends on |I|, n and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 12.6.

Finally, we need to calculate the commutator of EI and ZAXA.

Lemma 12.8. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame and to be C0-
uniformly bounded on I−; i.e., (3.16) to hold. Let ZA, A = 1, . . . , n, be smooth matrix valued
functions on M̄ × I. Then

[EI, Z
AXA] =

∑
1≤|J|≤|I|HI,JEJ, (12.41)

where

‖HI,J‖ ≤ Ca
∑
ka+|K|≤lb

∑
APK,ka‖EK(ZA)‖

on I−, lb := |I| − |J|+ 1 and Ca only depends on CK, εnd, |I|, n and (M̄, ḡref).
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Proof. We begin by proving the following statement inductively: (12.41) holds, where HI,J is a
sum of expressions of the form

fEJ1
(Xi

A)EJ2
(ZA) (12.42)

where |J1|+ |J2| ≤ |I|+1−|J| and f is a function all of whose derivatives with respect to the frame
{Ei} can be bounded by constants depending only on (M̄, ḡref) and the order of the derivative.
Compute, to this end,

[Ei, Z
AXA] = Ei(Z

A)XA + ZA[Ei, XA] = Ei(Z
A)XA + ZABkiAEk,

where we appealed to (12.4). This equality demonstrates that (12.41) holds for |I| = 1. Next,
note that

[EiEI, Z
AXA] = Ei[EI, Z

AXA] + [Ei, Z
AXA]EI. (12.43)

We consider the terms on the right hand side of (12.43) separately. Appealing to the inductive
assumption, the first term on the right hand side can be written

Ei

(∑
1≤|J|≤|I|HI,JEJ

)
.

The terms that result when expanding this expression fit into the induction hypothesis. Finally,
the second term on the right hand side of (12.43) can be rewritten in the desired form by appealing
to the induction hypothesis for |I| = 1.

Keeping (5.17) in mind, the conclusions of the lemma follow by arguments similar to the ones used
in the proofs of the previous lemmas.



Chapter 13

Higher order energy estimates,
part I

Given the material of the previous two chapters, we are in a position to derive higher order
energy estimates. Due to the zeroth order energy estimate stated in Chapter 11, it is sufficient
to estimate [L,EI]u in L2. To obtain such an estimate, we, in the present chapter, make (u, l)-
supremum assumptions. This allows us to extract the coefficients of the derivatives of u appearing
in [L,EI]u in C0 when estimating the commutator. Moreover, the C0-estimates of the coefficients
follow by combining the commutator estimates of the previous chapter with the (u, l)-supremum
assumptions.

In Section 13.1, we record the conclusions concerning the higher order energies that can imme-
diately be obtained from the zeroth order energy estimates. We also isolate the quantities that
remain to be estimated. Next, we devote Sections 13.2-13.8 to estimating [L,EI]u. The desired
conclusions mainly follow from the commutator estimates of the previous chapter and the (u, l)-
supremum assumptions. However, it is also necessary to estimate expressions such as Û2EIu, and
to this end, it is necessary to use the fact that (1.1) is satisfied. Combining the above results
yields a higher order energy estimate; cf. Section 13.9. In order to obtain the desired conclusion,
we use induction on the order of the energy. It is also of interest to obtain weighted Ck estimates
of the unknown. To this end, we derive weighted Sobolev embedding estimates in Section 13.10.
Combining these estimates with the higher order energy estimates yields weighted Ck-control of
the unknown in Section 13.11.

13.1 Higher order energies

Prior to carrying out estimates, it is convenient to fix τc ≤ 0 and to introduce the notation

Ek[u] :=
∑
|I|≤k

E [EIu] (13.1)

=
1

2

∑
|I|≤k

(
|Û(EIu)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(EIu)|2 + ιa|EIu|2 + ιb〈τ − τc〉−3|EIu|2

)
,

Êk[u](τ ; τc) :=
∑
|I|≤k

Ê[EIu](τ ; τc) =

∫
M̄τ

Ek[u]µg̃;c (13.2)

for all τ ≤ τc, where we use the notation introduced in (11.20) and (11.29) as well as

µg̃;c := ϕ̃−1
c θ−(n−1)µǧ. (13.3)

127
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Commuting (12.32) with EI yields

L(EIu) = EIf̂ + [L,EI]u =: f̂I. (13.4)

Assuming the conditions of Definition 3.27 and Lemma 7.13 to be fulfilled; (1.1) to be C0-balanced
on I−; (11.30) to hold; and q to be bounded on M , (11.36) implies that for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0,

Êk(τa; τc) ≤Êk(τb; τc) +

∫ τb

τa

κ(τ)Êk(τ ; τc)dτ

+

∫ τb

τa

∫
M̄τ

∑
|I|≤kÑ |f̂I| · |Û(EIu)|µg̃;cdτ,

(13.5)

where κ has the properties stated in Corollary 11.9. We wish to estimate the last term on the
right hand side. Keeping in mind that Ñ = N̂/∂tτ is globally bounded, cf. (7.86), it is clear that
it is bounded by

C

∫ τb

τa

(∫
M̄τ

∑
|I|≤k|f̂I|2µg̃;c

)1/2

Ê
1/2
k [u]dτ.

Due to this observation and (13.4) it is natural to focus on estimating∫
M̄τ

∑
|I|≤k|[L,EI]u|2µg̃;c. (13.6)

Keeping (12.33) in mind, the estimate naturally breaks into the following parts.

13.2 Commutator with Û 2

In order to estimate the contribution from [Û2, EI]u, we appeal to Lemma 12.4. Due to (12.13),
we begin by considering ∑1

k=0|CkI,JÛkEJu|2.

We need two different types of estimates. Up to a certain degree of regularity, we need to estimate
CkI,J in L∞. The purpose of the corresponding energy estimates is to obtain L∞-estimates of u, its
first derivatives etc. Once these estimates have been obtained, we use Moser estimates to control
C̄kI,JEJÛ

ku in L2; cf. Chapter 14 below.

Lemma 13.1. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 and the (u, l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Let I and J be frame indices
such that la := |I| − |J| satisfies 0 ≤ la ≤ l. Then,

〈%〉−lau|C2
I,J| ≤Ca, (13.7)

〈%〉−(la+1)u|C1
I,J| ≤CaeεSp% + ιlaCa (13.8)

on M−, where ιk = 0 if k = 0 and ιk = 1 if k ≥ 1. Moreover, Ca only depends on cu,l and
(M̄, ḡref). Next, assume, in addition to the above, that |I| ≤ l. Then

〈%〉−(la+2)u|C0
I,J| ≤ CaeεSp% (13.9)

on M−, where Ca only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note, to begin with, that combining (12.14) with the assumptions yields (13.7). Next,
consider (12.15). In order to estimate weighted versions of the first term on the right hand side,
we appeal to (9.23). The second term on the right hand side of (12.15) can simply be estimated
by appealing to the assumptions; cf. Definition 3.31. Note, however, that the second term on the
right hand side of (12.15) vanishes if la = 0. This yields (13.8). Finally, consider (12.16). Note



13.3. COMMUTATOR WITH E−2µAX2
A 129

that if |J| = 0, then C0
I,J = 0. Only in the case that |J| ≥ 1 is there thus something to estimate.

In particular, we can assume that la ≤ l − 1, since |I| ≤ l. In order to estimate weighted versions
of the first term on the right hand side of (12.16), we appeal to (9.24). The remaining two terms
on the right hand side of (12.16) can be estimated similarly to the above. The result is (13.9).

This lemma has the following consequences in the context of energy estimates.

Corollary 13.2. Given that all the assumptions of Lemma 13.1 are satisfied and |I| ≤ l,∑
|J|≤|I|

∑1
k=0|CkI,JÛkEJu|2 ≤Ca〈%〉4u〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSp%El

+ Ca
∑l−1
m=0〈%〉2(l−m+1)uEm

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 13.3. We only estimate the last term on the right hand side of (12.13) in terms of the
energies later. However, summarising, for |I| ≤ l,

|[EI, Û
2]u|2 ≤Ca〈%〉4u〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSp%El + Ca

∑l−1
m=0〈%〉2(l−m+1)uEm

+ Ca
∑
|J|≤l−1〈%〉2(|I|−|J|)u|Û2EJu|2

(13.10)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. The estimate is an immediate consequence of Lemma 13.1.

13.3 Commutator with e−2µAX2
A

In order to estimate the commutator with e−2µAX2
A, let us return to Lemma 12.2.

Lemma 13.4. Fix l, l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Then, given that the assumptions
of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied,

〈%〉−(la+1)(2u+1)|DA
I,J| ≤Ca,

〈%〉−(la+2)(2u+1)|FAI,J| ≤Ca

on I− for all 1 ≤ |J| ≤ |I| ≤ l, where la := |I| − |J| and Ca only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Combining Remark 10.6 with Lemma 12.2 and the assumptions yields the conclusions of
the lemma.

This observation has the following corollary.

Corollary 13.5. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 13.4 hold,

|[EI, e
−2µAX2

A]u|2 ≤Caθ−2
0,−
∑l
m=1〈%〉2(l−m+1)(2u+1)e2εSp%Em

+ Caθ
−4
0,−
∑l
m=1〈%〉2(l−m+2)(2u+1)〈τ − τc〉3ιbe4εSp%Em

(13.11)

for all τ ≤ τc and |I| ≤ l, where Ca only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. The corollary is an immediate consequence of (7.22) and Lemmas 12.2 and 13.4.
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13.4 Commutator with Z0Û

Considering (12.33), we are next interested in estimating the commutator with Z0Û , where

Z0 := Ŷ0Id + X̂ 0 (13.12)

and Ŷ0 is given by (12.34). Before doing so, we need to impose conditions on the coefficients of
the equation. Here we demand the existence of a constant ccoeff,l such that (3.34) holds for all
t ∈ I−, where l and v0 have the properties stated in Definition 3.31.

Lemma 13.6. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Assume the conditions of Lemma 7.13;
the (u, l)-supremum assumptions; and (3.34) to hold. Let GiI,J, i = 0, 1, be the functions such that

(12.36) holds, where Z0 is given by (13.12). Then

〈%〉−lau‖G1
I,J‖ ≤Ca, (13.13)

〈%〉−(la+1)u‖G0
I,J‖ ≤CaeεSp% (13.14)

on M−, where la := |I| − |J|; |I| ≤ l; |J| ≤ |I| − 1 in the first estimate; |J| ≤ |I| in the second
estimate; and Ca only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 13.7. The same conclusion holds when Z0 = Id, in which case the dependence of the
constants on ccoeff,l can be omitted.

Proof. Note that θ̌ = −q due to (3.5). Combining this observation with Lemma 12.6, (13.12)
and the assumptions yields (13.13). Similarly, appealing to (9.23), Lemma 12.6 as well as the
assumptions yields (13.14).

Corollary 13.8. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 13.6 hold and let 1 ≤ l ∈ Z. Then, for
|I| ≤ l,

|[EI, Z
0Û ]u|2 ≤Ca

∑l−1
m=0〈%〉2(l−m)uEm

+ Ca
∑l
m=1〈%〉2(l−m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSp%Em

(13.15)

on M−, where Z0 is given by (13.12) and Ca only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 13.9. The same conclusion holds when Z0 = Id, in which case the dependence of the
constant on ccoeff,l can be omitted.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Lemmas 12.6 and 13.6.

13.5 Commutator with ZAXA

Next, we wish to estimate the commutator with ZAXA, where

ZA := ŶAId + X̂A. (13.16)

Lemma 13.10. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Assume the conditions of Lemma 7.13;
the (u, l)-supremum assumptions; and (3.34) to hold. Let HI,J be such that (12.41) holds, where
ZA is given by (13.16). Then, if 1 ≤ |J| ≤ |I| ≤ l,

〈%〉−|I|u‖EIZ
A‖+ 〈%〉−(la+1)u‖HI,J‖ ≤ Caθ−1

0,−e
εSp% (13.17)

on M−, where la := |I|− |J|, and Ca only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound
on θ0,−.
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Remark 13.11. Due to the proof, it also follows that

eµA |ŶA| ≤ Caθ−1
0,−〈%〉2u+1eεSp%

on M−, where Ca only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover,

‖ZA‖ ≤ Cbθ−1
0,−e

εSp% (13.18)

on M−, where Cb only depends on cu,0, ccoeff,0, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Proof. Keeping (11.44) and (12.35) in mind, it follows that

|EK(ŶA)| ≤Ca
∑k
m=0

∑
ma+mb=m

e−2µAPK,µ,ma |D̄mb+1 ln θ|ḡref

+ Ca
∑k+1
m=1e

−2µAPK,µ,N,m
(13.19)

on M−, where k := |K| and Ca only depends on CK, εnd, n, k and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this
observation with Lemma 12.8, the contribution of ŶA to HI,J can be estimated by the right hand
side of (13.19) but with k replaced by lb := |I| − |J| + 1. In either case, the contribution to the
terms on the left hand side of (13.17) can be estimated by the right hand side of (13.17). In order
to obtain this conclusion, we appealed to Remark 10.6, (7.22) and the assumptions.

Next, note that EI[X̂Aij ] can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form

(D̄I1Y
A)(D̄I2X̂⊥ij ), (13.20)

where |I1|+ |I2| = |I|. Appealing to (5.17), (8.15) and the assumptions yields

〈%〉−|I|u|EI[X̂Aij ]| ≤ Cθ−1
0,−e

εSp%

on M− for |I| ≤ l, where C only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l and (M̄, ḡref). Again, the contribution to
the terms on the left hand side of (13.17) can be estimated by the right hand side of (13.17).

Corollary 13.12. Given that the assumptions of Lemma 13.10 are satisfied and 1 ≤ |I| = l,

|[EI, Z
AXA]u|2 ≤ Caθ−2

0,−
∑l
m=1〈%〉2(l−m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSp%Em (13.21)

on M−, where Ca only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

It is of interest to record a related result.

Lemma 13.13. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Assume the conditions of Lemma 7.13
and the (u, l)-supremum assumptions to hold. Then, if ψ is a smooth function on M̄×I and |I| ≤ l,∣∣[EI, e

−µAXA

]
ψ
∣∣ ≤ Caθ−1

0,−〈%〉l(2u+1)eεSp%
∑

1≤|J|≤l|EJψ| (13.22)

on M− (no summation on A), where Ca only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Due to Lemma 12.8, we know that∣∣[EI, e
−µAXA

]
ψ
∣∣ ≤ Ca∑1≤|J|≤|I|

∑
ka+|K|≤|I|−|J|+1PK,ka |EK(e−µA)| · |EJ(ψ)|

where Ca only depends on CK, εnd, |I|, n and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate with (7.22),
Remark 10.6 and the assumptions yields the conclusion.
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13.6 Commutator with α̂

Lemma 13.14. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold and 1 ≤ l ∈ Z. Assume it to have
an expanding partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame.
Assume, moreover, (3.34) to hold. Then, if 1 ≤ |I| ≤ l,

|[EI, α̂]u|2 ≤ Ca
∑l−1
m=0〈%〉2(l−m)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbEm (13.23)

on M−, where Ca only depends on ccoeff,l, ms, n, l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note that [EI, α̂] can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form (EJα̂)EK,
where |J| ≥ 1 and |J|+ |K| = |I|. The statement of the lemma is thus an immediate consequence
of the assumptions.

13.7 Estimating Û 2EIu

Lemma 13.15. Let l = 0. Given this l, fix l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Assume the
conditions of Lemma 7.13; the (u, l)-supremum assumptions; and (3.34) to hold. Then, if u is a
solution to (1.1),

|Û2u| ≤ Caθ−1
0,−e

εSp%E1/2
1 +

√
2ηE1/2 + |f̂ | (13.24)

on Mc, where Mc is the subset of M− corresponding to τ ≤ τc; Ca only depends on cbas, (M̄, ḡref)
and a lower bound on θ0,−;

η :=
1

n
|q − (n− 1)|+ ‖X̂ 0‖+ ‖X̂⊥‖ǧ + ιa‖α̂‖+ ιb〈τ − τc〉3/2‖α̂‖

+ Cbθ
−1
0,−〈%〉2u+1eεSp%;

(13.25)

and Cb only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). In particular,

|Û2u| ≤ Caθ−1
0,−e

εSp%E1/2
1 + c̄0E1/2 + Ccθ

−1
0,−〈%〉2u+1eεSp%E1/2 + |f̂ | (13.26)

on Mc, where Cc only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref); and

c̄0 :=
√

2 sup
Mc

(
1

n
|q − (n− 1)|+ ‖X̂ 0‖+ ‖X̂⊥‖ǧ + ιa‖α̂‖+ ιb〈τ − τc〉3/2‖α̂‖

)
.

Remark 13.16. If ιb 6= 0, then 〈τ − τc〉3/2‖α̂‖ is bounded on Mc; cf. Subsection 11.1.2.

Remark 13.17. Note that if the all the conditions of Corollary 11.9 are satisfied, then η̄ ∈
L1(−∞, τc], where

η̄(τ) := sup
x̄∈M̄

η(x̄, τ)

and η is defined by (13.25).

Proof. Due to (12.32) and the definitions (13.12) and (13.16),

|Û2u| ≤
∑
Ae
−2µA |X2

Au|+ |Z0Ûu|+ |ZAXAu|+ |α̂u|+ |f̂ |.

However,

|e−2µAX2
Au| ≤

∑
ie
−2µA |XA(Xi

A)| · |Eiu|+ e−µA
(∑

ie
−2µA |XAEiu|2

)1/2
≤Caθ−2

0,−〈%〉ue2εSp%
(∑

i|Eiu|2
)1/2

+ Caθ
−1
0,−e

εSp%
(∑

ie
−2µA |XAEiu|2

)1/2
≤Cbθ−1

0,−e
εSp%E1/2

1

(13.27)
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on M−, where Ca only depends on cbas and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on cbas, (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−. Next, note that one consequence of (3.34) is that (11.26) holds. In other
words, (1.1) is C0-balanced on I− and (11.27) holds. On the other hand,

|Z0Ûu| ≤
(

1

n
|q − (n− 1)|+ ‖X̂ 0‖

)
|Ûu|,

|ZAXAu| ≤
[
‖X̂⊥‖ǧ +

(∑
Ae

2µA |ŶA|2
)1/2

] (∑
Ae
−2µA |XAu|2

)1/2
,

where we use the notation introduced in (11.28). In order to obtain these estimates, we appealed to
(12.34), (13.12) and (13.16). Combining these estimates with Remark 13.11 yields the conclusion
of the lemma.

Next, we consider higher order derivatives.

Lemma 13.18. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Assume the conditions of Lemma 7.13;
the (u, l)-supremum assumptions; and (3.34) to hold. Then, if u is a solution to (1.1),

|Û2EIu| ≤CaeεSp%E1/2
l+1 + Cb〈%〉αlu+lu〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2E1/2

l

+ Cf
∑l
m=0

∑
|J|=m〈%〉(l−m)u|EJf̂ |

(13.28)

on Mc for all |I| ≤ l, where α0 = 0 and αj = 1 for j ≥ 1; Ca only depends on cu,l, (M̄, ḡref) and a
lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−. Finally, Cf only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Assume, inductively, that if j := |I| ≤ k, then

|Û2EIu| ≤CaeεSp%E1/2
j+1 + Cb〈%〉αju+ju〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2E1/2

j

+ Cf
∑j
m=0

∑
|J|=m〈%〉(j−m)u|EJf̂ |

(13.29)

on Mc, where Ca, Cb and Cf have the dependence stated in the lemma. Moreover, α0 = 0 and
αj = 1 for j ≥ 1. Due to Lemma 13.15, we know this estimate to hold if k = 0. Moreover, for
k = 0, Ca only depends on cbas, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; Cb only depends on cu,0,
ccoeff,0, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cf = 1. Assume that
(13.29) holds for k ≥ 0 and let |I| = k + 1. Due to the equation,

LEIu = [L,EI]u+ EIf̂ . (13.30)

Combining this equality with Lemma 13.15 with u replaced by EIu and f̂ replaced by the right
hand side of (13.30) yields

|Û2EIu| ≤ CaeεSp%E1/2
k+2 + CbE1/2

k+1 + |EIf̂ |+ |[L,EI]u|. (13.31)

For this reason, it is clearly of interest to estimate |[L,EI]u|. Since

L = −Û2 +
∑
Ae
−2µAX2

A + Z0Û + ZAXA + α̂,

it is sufficient to appeal to (13.10), (13.11), (13.15), (13.21), (13.23) and the inductive hypothesis.
This yields

|[L,EI]u| ≤ Cb〈%〉(k+2)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2E1/2
k+1 + Cf

∑k
p=0

∑
|K|=p〈%〉(k+1−p)u|EKf̂ |.

Moreover, given that k + 1 ≤ l, the constants have the desired dependence. Combining this
estimate with (13.31) yields the conclusion that the inductive assumption holds with k replaced
by k + 1. The lemma follows.
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13.8 Summing up

Finally, we are in a position to estimate the expression (13.6).

Lemma 13.19. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Assume the conditions of Lemma 7.13;
the (u, l)-supremum assumptions; and (3.34) to hold. Then, if u is a solution to (1.1),

|[L,EI]u| ≤Ca〈%〉2u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSp%E1/2
l + Cb〈%〉(l+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2E1/2

l−1

+ Cf
∑l−1
m=0

∑
|J|=m〈%〉(l−m)u|EJf̂ |

(13.32)

on Mc for all |I| ≤ l, where Ca and Cb only depend on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0),
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, Cf only depends on cu,l and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 13.20. Combining (13.32) with (7.72) and (7.84) yields the conclusion that

|[L,EI]u| ≤Ca〈τ〉2u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2
l + Cb〈τ〉(l+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2E1/2

l−1

+ Cf
∑l−1
m=0

∑
|J|=m〈τ〉(l−m)u|EJf̂ |

(13.33)

on Mc for all |I| ≤ l, where Ca, Cb and Cf have the same dependence as in the case of (13.32).

Proof. The estimate follows from an argument which is similar to the proof of Lemma 13.18.

13.9 First energy estimate

Fix τc ≤ 0. Then, due to (13.33),∫
M̄τ

∑
|I|≤k|[L,EI]u|2µg̃;c ≤Ca〈τ〉4u+2〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSpτ Êk(τ ; τc)

+ Cb〈τ〉2(k+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbÊk−1(τ ; τc)

+ Cf

∫
M̄τ

∑k−1
m=0

∑
|J|=m〈τ〉2(k−m)u|EJf̂ |2µg̃;c

for all τ ≤ τc, where the constants have the same dependence as in (13.32). Combining this
estimate with (13.5) yields the conclusion that for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0,

Êk(τa; τc) ≤Êk(τb; τc) +

∫ τb

τa

κ(τ)Êk(τ ; τc)dτ

+ Ca

∫ τb

τa

〈τ〉2u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτ Êk(τ ; τc)dτ

+ Cb

∫ τb

τa

〈τ〉(k+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2Ê1/2
k−1(τ ; τc)Ê

1/2
k (τ ; τc)dτ

+ Cf

∫ τb

τa

F̂k(τ)Ê
1/2
k (τ ; τc)dτ,

(13.34)

where

F̂l(τ) :=

(∫
M̄τ

∑l
m=0

∑
|J|=m〈τ〉2(l−m)u|EJf̂ |2µg̃;c

)1/2

.

Here κ is the function introduced in (11.37) and the constants Ca and Cb have the dependence

stated in connection with (13.32). Let us derive energy estimates in the case that f̂ = 0.
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Lemma 13.21. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Assume the conditions of Lemma 7.13;
the (u, l)-supremum assumptions; and (3.34) to hold. Then, if u is a solution to (1.1) and f̂ = 0,

Êk(τa; τc) ≤ Ck
∑k
m=0〈τa〉2ak,mu〈τc − τa〉2bk,m〈τb − τa〉2ck,mec0(τb−τa)Êm(τb; τc) (13.35)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0 and 0 ≤ k ≤ l, where

ak,m =(m+ k + 3)(k −m)/2,

bk,m =3(k −m)ιb/2,

ck,m =k −m

for all 0 ≤ m ≤ k. Moreover, Ck only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref)
and a lower bound on θ0,−. Here c0 is defined by (11.38).

Remark 13.22. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, all the conditions of Corol-
lary 11.9 are satisfied, the estimate (13.35) can be improved to

Êk(τa; τc) ≤ Ck
∑k
m=0〈τa〉2ak,mu〈τc − τa〉2bk,m〈τb − τa〉2ck,mÊm(τb; τc) (13.36)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0 and 0 ≤ k ≤ l, where ak,m, bk,m and ck,m are as in the statement of the
lemma and Ck only depends on cu,l, dq, ccoeff,l, dcoeff , dα, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on
θ0,−. Here dq and dcoeff are the constants appearing in (7.78) and (11.39) respectively. Combining
this estimate, with τb = τc = 0 and τa = τ ≤ 0, with (11.21) and the observations made in
Remark 11.11 yields the conclusion that for |I| ≤ l,∫

M̄τ

(
|ÛEIu|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XAEIu|2 + 〈τ〉−3|EIu|2

)
µḡref

≤Cl〈τ〉γlu+δl
∑
|J|≤l

∫
M̄t0

(
|ÛEJu|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XAEJu|2 + |EJu|2

)
µḡref

for all τ ≤ 0, where Cl only depends on cu,l, dq, ccoeff,l, dcoeff , dα, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound
on θ0,−. Moreover, γl, δl are constants depending only on l.

Proof. In case f̂ = 0, (11.36) takes the form

Ê(τa; τc) ≤Ê(τb; τc) +

∫ τb

τa

κ(τ)Ê(τ ; τc)dτ (13.37)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0. Combining this estimate with a Grönwall’s lemma type argument and
the properties of κ, stated in Corollary 11.9, yields

Ê(τa; τc) ≤ Caec0(τb−τa)Ê(τb; τc) (13.38)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0, where Ca only depends cu,0, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower
bound on θ0,−. Here c0 is defined by (11.38). If the conditions of Remark 13.22 are satisfied, the
estimate (13.38) holds with c0 set to zero. However, the constant Ca then depends on cu,0, dq, dα,
dcoeff , (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Inductive assumption. Let us make the inductive assumption that

Êk(τa; τc) ≤ Ckec0(τb−τa)∑k
m=0〈τa〉2ak,mu〈τc − τa〉2bk,m〈τb − τa〉2ck,mÊm(τb; τc)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0, where ak,m, bk,m and ck,m remain to be determined, and Ck only
depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. We know
this statement to be true for k = 0 with a0,0 = b0,0 = c0,0 = 0. Again, if the conditions of
Remark 13.22 are satisfied, the estimate (13.38) holds with c0 set to zero, at the expense of
demanding that the constant Ck, additionally, depend on dq and dcoeff .
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Inductive argument. Given that the inductive assumption holds for k − 1, we prove that it
holds for k. Denote, to this end, the right hand side of (13.34) by ξ(τa). Then, appealing to
(13.34) and the definition of ξ,

ξ′ ≥ −H ′ξ − gξ1/2,

where

H ′(τ) :=κ(τ) + Ca〈τ〉2u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτ ,

g(τ) :=Cb〈τ〉(k+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2Ê1/2
k−1(τ ; τc),

and the constants Ca and Cb are the ones appearing in (13.34). Using this estimate, it can be
verified that for τa ≤ τb,

ξ1/2(τa) ≤ e[H(τb)−H(τa)]/2ξ1/2(τb) +
1

2

∫ τb

τa

e[H(τ)−H(τa)]/2g(τ)dτ. (13.39)

Note that for all τa ≤ τ ≤ τc,

H(τ)−H(τa) ≤ c0(τ − τa) + Ca,

where Ca has the dependence stated in connection with (13.32). Moreover, if the conditions of
Remark 13.22 are satisfied, c0 can be set to zero, at the expense of demanding that the constant
Ca, additionally, depend on dq and dcoeff . Combining this observation with (13.39) yields

Ê
1/2
k (τa; τc) ≤Caec0(τb−τa)/2Ê

1/2
k (τb; τc)

+ Ca

∫ τb

τa

ec0(τ−τa)/2〈τ〉(k+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2Ê1/2
k−1(τ ; τc)dτ.

Combining this estimate with the inductive assumption yields the conclusion that the inductive
assumption holds with

ak,m =ak−1,m + k + 1,

bk,m =bk−1,m + 3ιb/2,

ck,m =ck−1,m + 1

for all m ≤ k − 1. Moreover, ak,k = bk,k = ck,k = 0. Combining the above observations yields the
conclusions of the lemma, as well as those of Remark 13.22.

13.10 Weighted Sobolev embedding

When deriving asymptotics of solutions, the estimate (13.35) is a natural starting point. However,
we also wish to derive Ck-estimates. To this end, we need Sobolev embedding estimates. However,
the estimates we need are not completely standard. This is due to the fact that, in the energies,
there is a time and space dependent weight; cf. (13.2). In fact, we are integrating with respect to
the measure µg̃;c instead of with respect to the measure µḡref

. This necessitates a slight variation
of the standard Sobolev estimates. To begin with, it is of interest to express µg̃;c in terms of µḡref

.
Note, to this end, that (11.40) and (13.3) yield the conclusion that

µg̃;c = ϕ̃−1
c ϕ̃µḡref

.

Note also that Lemma 7.19 yields an estimate of | ln ϕ̃− ln ϕ̃c|. Combining these observations with
Sobolev embedding yields the following conclusion.
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Lemma 13.23. Let κ0 be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2. Assume that the
conditions of Lemma 10.7 are fulfilled with l = κ0 + 1. Assume, moreover, that

‖ ln θ‖
C

k1
v0

(M̄)
+ ‖q‖Cκ0

v0
(M̄) ≤ Cθ,κ0

for all τ ≤ 0, where k1 = (1, κ0 + 1). Then, if ψ is a smooth function on M̄ and w := ϕ̃
−1/2
c ϕ̃1/2,

‖ψ‖∞,w ≤ C
(∫

M̄

∑κ0

m=0

∑
|I|=m〈τ〉2(κ0−m)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−m)|EIψ|2µg̃;c

)1/2

(13.40)

for all τ ≤ τc, where C only depends on cbas, cχ,κ0+2, Crel,k1
, Cθ,κ0

and (M̄, ḡref). Here

‖ψ‖∞,w := ‖ψw‖C0(M̄).

Remark 13.24. The arguments presented in the proof also yield the conclusion that if the
conditions of Lemma 10.7 are fulfilled with l = 2; and

‖ ln θ‖Cm1
v0

(M̄) + ‖q‖C1
v0

(M̄) ≤ Cθ,1

for all τ ≤ 0, where m1 = (1, 2), then

|D̄ lnw|ḡref
≤ Ca〈τ〉u〈τ − τc〉

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cbas, cχ,3, Crel,m1
, Cθ,1 and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note, to begin with, that if κ0 is the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2, then

‖ψw‖C0(M̄) ≤ C
(∫

M̄

∑
|I|≤κ0

|EI(wψ)|2µḡref

)1/2

. (13.41)

On the other hand, |EI(ψw)| can be estimated by a linear combination of terms of the form

|EI1(lnw)| · · · |EIk(lnw)| · |EI0ψ|w, (13.42)

where Ii 6= 0, i = 1, . . . , k, and |I0|+ · · ·+ |Ik| = |I|. In order to estimate EI lnw, it is convenient
to note that combining (3.4), (7.9) and (7.91) yields

∂τ ln ϕ̃ = −Ñ [q − (n− 1)]/n+ ÑN̂−1divḡref
χ+ ÑN̂−1χ ln ϕ̃. (13.43)

At this stage, we wish to estimate the expressions that result when applying EI to the right hand
side. In order to estimate EI applied to the first term on the right hand side of (13.43), note that
it is sufficient to estimate expressions of the form

Ñ · EI1 ln N̂ · · ·EIk ln N̂ · EJq

where |I1| + · · · + |Ik| + |J| = |I| and Ij 6= 0. However, due to the assumptions, such expressions
can be estimated by Ca〈τ〉|I|u for all τ ≤ 0 and |I| ≤ κ0, where Ca only depends on Crel,k1

, Cθ,κ0

and (M̄, ḡref). In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side of (13.43), note that
divḡref

χ = ωi(D̄Eiχ). It is thus sufficient to estimate expressions of the form

ÑN̂−1(D̄Jω
i)(D̄KD̄Eiχ),

where |J|+ |K| = |I|. Due to (7.72), (7.86), (8.12) and the assumptions, such expressions can be
estimated by Cb〈τ〉(|I|+1)ueεSpτ for all τ ≤ 0 and |I| ≤ κ0, where Cb only depends on cbas, cχ,κ0+1

and (M̄, ḡref). In order to estimate the last term on the right hand side of (13.43), note that

|EI(ln ϕ̃)| ≤ |EI(%)|+ |EI(ln θ)| ≤ Ca〈%〉|I|u+1 (13.44)
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for all τ ≤ 0 and 1 ≤ |I| ≤ κ0 + 1, where we appealed to Lemma 10.7 and the assumptions. Here
Ca only depends on cbas, cχ,κ0+2, Crel,k1

, Cθ,κ0
and (M̄, ḡref). On the other hand, applying EI to

the last term on the right hand side of (13.43) yields expressions of the form

ÑN̂−1(D̄Jω
i)(D̄Kχ)D̄LEi ln ϕ̃.

Due to (7.72), (7.86), (8.12), (13.44) and the assumptions, such expressions can be estimated by
Cc〈τ〉(|I|+1)u+1eεSpτ for all τ ≤ 0 and |I| ≤ κ0, where Cc only depends on cbas, cχ,κ0+2, Crel,k1

,
Cθ,κ0

and (M̄, ḡref). Summing up the above estimates yields the conclusion that

|∂τEI ln ϕ̃| ≤ Ca〈τ〉|I|u + Cb〈τ〉(|I|+1)u+1eεSpτ (13.45)

for all τ ≤ 0 and all |I| ≤ κ0, where Ca only depends on Crel,k1
, Cθ,κ0

and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only
depends on cbas, cχ,κ0+2, Crel,k1

, Cθ,κ0
and (M̄, ḡref). Integrating this estimate from τ to τc yields

|EI lnw| ≤ Ca〈τ〉|I|u〈τ − τc〉+ Cb〈τc〉(|I|+1)u+1eεSpτc ≤ Cb〈τ〉|I|u〈τ − τc〉

for all τ ≤ τc ≤ 0, where Ca and Cb have the same dependence as in the case of (13.45). Combining
this estimate with (13.41) and (13.42) yields the conclusion of the lemma.

13.11 Estimates of the weighted Ck energy density

Next, we turn to the problem of estimating Ek.

Lemma 13.25. Let κ0 be the smallest integer strictly larger than n/2, 0 ≤ u ∈ R, k := (1, κ0),
k1 := (1, κ0 + 1), v0 := (0, u) and v := (u, u). Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 as well
as the (u, κ0)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 0 ≤ k ∈ Z and w2 := ϕ̃−1

c ϕ̃ = w2,

‖Ek(·, τ)‖∞,w2
≤ Ca

∑κ0

m=0〈τ〉2(κ0−m)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−m)Êk+m(τ ; τc) (13.46)

for all τ ≤ τc ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cu,κ0 , k, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Next, let 0 ≤ k ∈ Z, l := k + κ0, and assume, in addition to the above, the (u, l)-supremum
assumptions to be satisfied; (3.34) to hold; and u to be a solution to (1.1) with vanishing right
hand side. Then, for all τ ≤ τb ≤ τc ≤ 0,

‖Ek(·, τ)‖∞,w2

≤Cl
∑κ0

m=0

∑m+k
j=0 〈τ〉2āk,m,ju〈τ − τc〉2b̄k,m,j 〈τ − τb〉2c̄k,m,jec0(τb−τ)Êj(τb; τc),

(13.47)

where Cl only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on
θ0,−. Moreover

āk,m,j =(k +m+ j + 3)(m+ k − j)/2 + κ0 −m,
b̄k,m,j =3(m+ k − j)ιb/2 + κ0 −m,
c̄k,m,j =k +m− j

for all 0 ≤ m ≤ κ0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ m+ k.

Remark 13.26. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, all the conditions of Corol-
lary 11.9 are satisfied, the estimate (13.47) can be improved in the sense that the factor ec0(τb−τ)

can be removed. On the other hand, the constant Cl appearing in (13.47) then also depends on
dcoeff , dq and dα. Finally, note that, in this setting, (7.90) holds, so that ϕ̃−1

c ϕ̃ can be bounded
from above and below by strictly positive constants.
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Proof. The idea of the proof is to appeal to (13.40) with ψ replaced by ÛEJu, e−µAXAEJu and
EJu. However, this necessitates interchanging the order of Û and EI, as well as the order of
e−µAXA and EI.

Commuting with Û . Note that

|EIÛEJu| ≤ |[EI, Û ]EJu|+ |ÛEIEJu|.

Combining this inequality with Remark 13.9 yields, assuming i = |I| and j = |J|,

|EIÛEJu| ≤
√

2E1/2
i+j + Ca

∑i−1
m=0〈%〉(i−m)uE1/2

m+j

+ Ca
∑i
m=0〈%〉(i−m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSp%E1/2

m+j

on M−, where Ca only depends on cu,i and (M̄, ḡref). In particular,∫
M̄τ

〈τ〉2(κ0−i)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−i)|EIÛEJu|2µg̃;c

≤3〈τ〉2(κ0−i)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−i)Êi+j(τ ; τc)

+ Cb
∑i−1
m=0〈τ〉2(κ0−m)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−i)Êm+j(τ ; τc)

+ Cb
∑i
m=0〈τ〉2(κ0−m+1)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−i)+3ιbe2εSpτ Êm+j(τ ; τc)

≤Cb
∑i
m=0〈τ〉2(κ0−m)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−i)Êm+j(τ ; τc)

(13.48)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Cb only depends on cu,i and (M̄, ḡref).

Commuting with e−µAXA. Next, note that

EI(e
−µAXAEJu) = [EI, e

−µAXA]EJu+ e−µAXAEIEJu.

Combining this equality with Lemma 13.13 yields, assuming i = |I| and j = |J|,∣∣EI

(
e−µAXAEJu

)∣∣ ≤√2E1/2
i+j + Cb〈%〉i(2u+1)eεSp%

∑
1≤|K|≤i|EKEJu|

on M−, where Cb only depends on cu,i, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Thus∫
M̄τ

〈τ〉2(κ0−i)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−i) ∣∣EI

(
e−µAXAEJu

)∣∣2 µg̃;c
≤Cb〈τ〉2(κ0−i)u〈τ − τc〉2(κ0−i)Êi+j(τ ; τc).

Combining this estimate with (13.48) and (13.40) yields (13.46). Combining (13.46) with (13.35)
yields (13.47).
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Chapter 14

Higher order energy estimates,
part II

In the previous chapter, we derive estimates for Êk, and, via Sobolev embedding, also for Ek. The
derivation is based on (u, l)-supremum assumptions. In the present chapter, the idea is to estimate
[EI, L]u in L2 using Moser type estimates and (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions. However, in order for
this to be possible, we need to control u and its first derivatives in C0. For that reason, we assume
the (u, κ1)-supremum assumptions to be satisfied, where κ1 is the smallest integer strictly larger
than n/2 + 1. This gives us the desired control of u and its first derivatives. A second problem
which arises when appealing to the Moser estimates is the one of relating expressions of the form∫

M̄τ

|EI(e
−µAXAu)|2µg̃;c,

∫
M̄τ

|e−µAXAEIu|2µg̃;c. (14.1)

The reason for this is that the first expression is of a type that naturally results when appealing
to the Moser estimates, and the second expression is of the type that appears in the energies.

We begin the chapter in Section 14.1 by deriving estimates that, e.g., relate the expressions
appearing in (14.1). The proofs are based on Moser estimates obtained in Section B.5. Given the
results concerning the reordering of derivatives, we then proceed to an estimate of commutators in
Section 14.2. These estimates are based on (u, 1)-supremum assumptions as well as (u, l)-Sobolev
assumptions. However, the right hand sides of the estimates contain supremum norms of up to one
derivative of the unknown, and these expressions will later need to be estimated by appealing to
the (u, κ1)-supremum assumptions. When estimating commutators involving the coefficients of the
equations we, needless to say, need to impose analogous assumptions concerning the coefficients.
In some of the commutator estimates, EKÛ

2u appears on the right hand side. Estimating this
expression requires a separate argument, which we provide in Section 14.3. Given the above, we are
in a position to estimate the commutator with L, and we do so in Section 14.4. Combining these
conclusions with the zeroth order energy estimate and an inductive argument, higher order energy
estimates can now immediately be derived; cf. Section 14.5. We end the chapter by illustrating
the consequences of the estimates in the case of the Klein-Gordon equation. We also illustrate
that it is possible to derive more detailed asymptotic information in case q− (n− 1) converges to
zero exponentially; cf. Proposition 14.24.

14.1 Reordering derivatives

In the arguments to follow, we appeal to Corollary B.9. When doing so, one of the weights will be

w := ϕ̃−1/2
c ϕ̃1/2, (14.2)
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where ϕ̃ and ϕ̃c are defined by (11.17) and (11.18) respectively; from now on tc, and the cor-
responding τc = τ(tc), used to define ϕ̃c will be considered to be fixed. We therefore need to
estimate

γ̃(t) := 1 + sup
x̄∈M̄
|D̄w(x̄, t)|ḡref

. (14.3)

Lemma 14.1. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Then there is a constant
Cγ such that

γ̃(t) ≤ Cγ〈τ(t)〉u〈τ(t)− τc〉 (14.4)

for all t ≤ tc, where Cγ only depends on cu,1 and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 14.2. The choice of assumptions is motivated by the assumptions we make in the
applications; the conclusion of the lemma holds under weaker conditions.

Proof. The statement follows from Remark 13.24 and the assumptions.

Below, we use the following notation for 1 ≤ p < ∞ and families T of tensor fields on M̄ , where
w is defined by (14.2):

‖T (·, t)‖p,w :=

(∫
M̄

|T (·, t)|pḡref
wp(·, t)µḡref

)1/p

, (14.5)

‖T (·, t)‖∞,w := sup
x̄∈M̄
|T (x̄, t)|ḡref

w(x̄, t). (14.6)

Moreover,

‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w :=

∑n
i=1‖Eiu‖∞,w.

In order to relate the expressions appearing in (14.1), note that the following holds.

Lemma 14.3. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 0 ≤ m ∈ Z and
|I| ≤ m,

‖EI(e
−µAXAu)‖2,w

≤
√

2Ê1/2
m + Caθ

−1
0,−〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w[‖K‖Hm
v0

(M̄) + ‖µA‖Hm
v (M̄)]

+ Caθ
−1
0,−〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ Ê1/2

m

(14.7)

for all τ ≤ τc (no summation on A), where m := (1,m), Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref);
and αm, βm only depend on m. Moreover, the second and third terms on the right hand side should
be omitted when m = 0.

If, in addition, the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied for some 1 ≤ l ∈ Z and |I| ≤ m ≤ l,
then

‖EI(e
−µAXAu)‖2,w ≤CaÊ1/2

m + Cb〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w (14.8)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb
only depends on cu,1, su,m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Remark 14.4. In this lemma, and what follows, Êk means Êk(·; τc).

Remark 14.5. Due to the proof, ‖[EI, e
−µAXA]u‖2,w, can be estimated by the sum of the last

two terms on the right hand side of (14.7).
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Proof. To begin with,

|EI(e
−µAXAu)| ≤ |e−µAXAEIu|+ |[EI, e

−µAXA]u|

(no summation on A). On the other hand, the second term on the right hand side can be estimated
by appealing to Lemma 12.8. In fact,

|[EI, e
−µAXA]u| ≤

∑
1≤|J|≤|I||HI,J| · |EJu|,

where
|HI,J| ≤ Ca

∑
ka+|K|≤lbPK,ka |EK(e−µA)|

lb := |I| − |J|+ 1 and Ca only depends on CK, εnd, |I|, n and (M̄, ḡref). In practice, we thus wish
to estimate

e−µA |D̄m1K|ḡref
· · · |D̄mrK|ḡref

|EK1
µA| · · · |EKp

µA||EJu|
in L2 (with weight w), where mj 6= 0, Kj 6= 0 and mtot := m1 + · · ·+mr + |K1|+ · · ·+ |Kp| ≤ lb.
To this end, we first estimate e−µA by appealing to (7.22) and (7.84). If mtot = 0, we obtain∫

M̄

e−2µA |EJu|2µg̃;c ≤ Caθ−2
0,−〈τ〉3ιbe2εSpτ Êka

for τ ≤ τc and |J| ≤ ka. Here Ca only depends on cbas and m. Assume now that mtot > 0.
Then r + p ≥ 1. Moreover, we rewrite EKiµA = EKi,aEKi,b

µA and EJu = EJaEJbu, where it
is understood that |Ki,b| = 1 and |Jb| = 1. Again, we estimate e−µA by appealing to (7.22) and
(7.84) and then appeal to Corollary B.9. Note, when doing so, that q = 0, s = p + 1, uj = 1,
gj = 1, hm = 1, and vm = 1 for m = 1, . . . , p. Moreover, hs = 1 and vs = w, where w is defined
by (14.2). In addition, Tj = D̄K, Um = EKm,b

µA for m = 1, . . . , p, and Us = EJbu. Let

ktot := mtot + |J| − r − p− 1 ≤ |I| − r − p.

Then (∫
M̄

e−2µA |D̄m1K|2ḡref
· · · |D̄mrK|2ḡref

|EK1
µA|2 · · · |EKp

µA|2|EJu|2µg̃;c
)1/2

≤Caθ−1
0,−e

εSpτ
∑
k≤ktot

‖D̄k+1K‖2‖D̄K‖r−1
∞

p∏
i=1

‖EKi,b
µA‖∞‖EJbu‖∞,vs

+ Caθ
−1
0,−e

εSpτ

p∑
i=1

∑
|K|≤ktot

‖D̄K‖r∞‖EKEKi,b
µA‖2

∏
j 6=i
‖EKj,b

µA‖∞‖EJbu‖∞,vs

+ Caθ
−1
0,−e

εSpτ
∑

|K|≤ktot

γ̃ktot−|K|‖D̄K‖r∞
p∏
i=1

‖EKi,b
µA‖∞‖EKEJbu‖2,vs

(14.9)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cbas, ktot and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, γ̃ is given by (14.3).
Combining (14.9) with (14.4), Remark 10.6 and the assumptions yields(∫

M̄

e−2µA |D̄m1K|2ḡref
· · · |D̄mrK|2ḡref

|EK1
µA|2 · · · |EKp

µA|2|EJu|2µg̃;c
)1/2

≤Cbθ−1
0,−〈τ〉pu+(ktot+r+p)u+p−1eεSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w[〈τ〉‖K‖Hκ̄v0
(M̄) + ‖µA‖Hκ̄v (M̄)]

+ Cbθ
−1
0,−e

εSpτ
∑

|K|≤ktot

〈τ〉pu+(ktot+r+p−|K|)u+ktot+p+3ιb/2−|K|Ê1/2
|K|+1

(14.10)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Cb only depends on cu,1, ktot and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, κ̄ = (1, ktot +1). Thus
(14.7) holds. Combining this estimate with (8.6) and the conclusions of Remark 10.4 and yields
(14.8). The lemma follows.
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14.1.1 Reordering involving the normal derivative

Next, we wish to relate expressions of the form ‖EIÛu‖2,w and ‖ÛEIu‖2,w. The following lemma
serves this purpose.

Lemma 14.6. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Let cχ,2 be defined as in
the statement of Lemma 7.12. Then, if |I| = 1,

‖EIÛu‖2,w ≤ CÊ1/2
1 (14.11)

for all τ ≤ τc, where C only depends on cbas, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). Fix l as in Definition 3.28 and
assume that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 2 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = m,

‖EIÛu‖2,w ≤CaÊ1/2
m + Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2

m−1

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βm [‖Ûu‖∞,w + eεSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w]

(14.12)

for all τ ≤ τc. Here αm and βm are constants depending only on m. Moreover, Ca only depends
on cu,1, m, and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on cu,1, su,m and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note that
|EI(Ûu)| ≤ |ÛEIu|+ |[EI, Û ]u|. (14.13)

The second term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing to Lemma 12.7. This yields

|[EI, Û ]u| ≤
∑
|J|≤|I|−1|Ḡ1

I,J| · |EJÛu|+
∑

1≤|J|≤|I||Ḡ0
I,J| · |EJu| (14.14)

where

|Ḡ1
I,J| ≤Ca

∑
ka≤laPN,ka , (14.15)

|Ḡ0
I,J| ≤Ca

∑
ka+|K|≤la

∑
i,kPN,ka |EK(Aki )|,

la := |I| − |J| and Ca only depends on |I|, n and (M̄, ḡref).

Step 1. Note that if |I| = 1, then (14.14) yields

|[EI, Û ]u| ≤ Ca|Ûu|+ Cb〈τ〉ueεSpτ
∑
|J|=1|EJu| (14.16)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on Crel, n and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on cbas, cχ,2
and (M̄, ḡref). In order to obtain this estimate we appealed to Lemma 9.5. Combining (14.16)
with (14.13) yields

|EI(Ûu)| ≤
√

2E1/2
1 + CaE1/2 + Cb〈τ〉u+3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2

1

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on Crel, n and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on cbas, cχ,2
and (M̄, ḡref). In particular,

‖EIÛu‖2,w ≤2Ê
1/2
1 + CaÊ

1/2 + Cb〈τ〉u+3ιb/2eεSpτ Ê
1/2
1 ≤ CcÊ1/2

1
(14.17)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on Crel, n and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb and Cc only depend on
cbas, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). Thus (14.11) holds.

Step 2. Next, we carry out an inductive argument. We begin by estimating the second term on
the right hand side of (14.14) for general I. If |I| = |J| and |I| ≤ m, then∫

M̄

|Ḡ0
I,J|2|EJu|2µg̃;c ≤ Ca〈τ〉2ue2εSpτ

∫
M̄

|EJu|2µg̃;c
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for τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cbas, m, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). In general, let Ja and Jb be
such that EJu = EJaEJbu and |Jb| = 1. Then we wish to estimate(∫

M̄

P2
N,ka |EK(Aki )|2|EJaEJbu|2µg̃;c

)1/2

.

To do so, we proceed as in the proof of Lemma 14.3. Assuming 2 ≤ |I| ≤ m, this expression can
be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉mueεSpτ‖ ln N̂‖Hm
v0

(M̄)‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w

+ Cb〈τ〉mu‖Aki ‖Hm−1
E,v (M̄)‖D̄

1
Eu‖∞,w + Cc〈τ〉mu+m+3ιb/2−1eεSpτ Ê1/2

m

for τ ≤ τc, where Ca and Cc only depend on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on Crel,
u, m, n and (M̄, ḡref). Here m := (1,m− 1) and w := (ϕ̃/ϕ̃c)

1/2.

Step 3. Next, consider the first term on the right hand side of (14.14) for general I. Keeping
(14.15) in mind, there are two cases to consider. If ka ≤ 1, then(∫

M̄

P2
N,ka |EJÛu|2µg̃;c

)1/2

≤ Ca
(∫

M̄

|EJÛu|2µg̃;c
)1/2

for τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on Crel. In this case, the idea is to estimate the right hand side
by appealing to an inductive assumption, since |J| ≤ |I| − 1. In case ka ≥ 1, we can proceed as
above: if k ≥ 1, we rewrite factors of the form |D̄k ln N̂ |ḡref

in PN,ka as |D̄k0+1 ln N̂ |ḡref
and then

appeal to Corollary B.9. Assuming |I| ≤ m, the corresponding expression can be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉mu‖ ln N̂‖Hm1
v0

(M̄)‖Ûu‖∞,w

+ Ca
∑m−1
l=0

∑
|K|=l〈τ〉(m−1−l)u〈τ − τc〉m−1−l‖EKÛu‖2,w

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, m1 := (1,m). Again,
the idea is to estimate the second term by appealing to an inductive assumption.

Step 4. Note that (14.17) holds in case |I| = 1. Let us therefore assume 2 ≤ |I| ≤ m. Combining
(14.13) and (14.14) with the estimates resulting from steps 2 and 3 then yields

‖EIÛu‖2,w ≤‖ÛEIu‖2,w + Ca〈τ〉mu+m+3ιb/2−1eεSpτ Ê1/2
m

+ Ca〈τ〉mu
[
eεSpτ‖ ln N̂‖Hm

v0
(M̄) +

∑
i,k‖Aki ‖Hm−1

E,v (M̄)

]
‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w

+ Ca〈τ〉mu‖ ln N̂‖Hm1
v0

(M̄)‖Ûu‖∞,w

+ Ca
∑m−1
l=0

∑
|K|=l〈τ〉(m−1−l)u〈τ − τc〉m−1−l‖EKÛu‖2,w

(14.18)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref). On the other hand, the conditions
of Lemma 9.11 are fulfilled, so that (9.15) holds. Combining this observation with the fact that
the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied and the fact that (14.18) holds yields the conclusion
that if 2 ≤ |I| ≤ m and m ≤ l,

‖EIÛu‖2,w ≤CaÊ1/2
m + Cb〈τ〉mueεSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w + Cb〈τ〉mu‖Ûu‖∞,w
+ Ca

∑m−1
l=0

∑
|K|=l〈τ〉(m−1−l)u〈τ − τc〉m−1−l‖EKÛu‖2,w

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on su,m,
cu,1 and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate with (14.17) and an inductive argument yields the
conclusion of the lemma.
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14.2 Commutators

Next, we estimate [L,EI]u in L2, just as in the previous chapter. However, we here impose
conditions on weighted L2-based norms of the foliation quantities. This necessitates the derivation
of different estimates.

Lemma 14.7. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fix l as in Definition 3.28
and assume that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 1 ≤ m ≤ l, |I| = m and w
is given by (14.2),

‖[EI, Û
2]u‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmeεSpτ Ê1/2

m + Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2
m−1

+ Ca〈τ〉(m−1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1∑
|K|≤|I|−1‖EKÛ

2u‖2,w
+ Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βm [‖Ûu‖∞,w + eεSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w]

+ Cc〈τ〉mu‖Û2u‖∞,w

(14.19)

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref); Cb only depends on su,m, cu,1 and
(M̄, ḡref); and Cc only depends on su,m and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, αm and βm only depend on m.

Proof. In order to estimate [Û2, EI]u in L2, we appeal to Lemma 12.5.

The case of two normal derivatives. To begin with, we estimate the second sum on the right
hand side of (12.26). Due to (12.27), it is sufficient to estimate expressions of the form(∫

M̄

|D̄m1+1 ln N̂ |2ḡref
· · · |D̄mk+1 ln N̂ |2ḡref

|EJÛ
2u|2µg̃;c

)1/2

.

Here m1 + · · ·+mk + k + |J| ≤ |I|. Moreover, due to (12.26) and (12.27), if equality holds, then
k ≥ 1. Combining these observations with an argument similar to the derivation of (14.9) yields

‖C̄2
I,JEJÛ

2u‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉mu‖ ln N̂‖Hm
v0

(M̄)‖Û2u‖∞,w

+ Cb〈τ〉(m−1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1∑
|K|≤|I|−1‖EKÛ

2u‖2,w

for |I| ≤ m and |J| ≤ |I| − 1, where m := (1,m); Ca only depends on Crel, u, m, n and (M̄, ḡref);
and Cb only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref). In particular,

‖C̄2
I,JEJÛ

2u‖2,w ≤Cc〈τ〉mu‖Û2u‖∞,w
+ Cb〈τ〉(m−1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1∑

|K|≤|I|−1‖EKÛ
2u‖2,w

where Cb has the same dependence as before and Cc only depends on su,m and (M̄, ḡref).

The case of one normal derivative. Next, we estimate the terms arising from the first sum
on the right hand side of (12.26). In particular, we are interested in the case that k = 1. Due to
(12.28), there are two types of terms that we need to estimate, corresponding to the two sums on
the right hand side of (12.28).

Terms of the first type. In order to estimate a term of the first type, we can proceed as before,
and we conclude, assuming |I| ≤ m, that it can be bounded by

Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u∑
i,k‖Aki ‖C0

v(M̄)‖Ûu‖∞,w‖ ln N̂‖Hm
v0

(M̄)

+ Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u‖Ûu‖∞,w
∑
i,k‖Aki ‖Hmv (M̄)

+ Cb〈τ〉(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉m
∑
i,k‖Aki ‖C0

v(M̄)

∑
|K|≤m‖EKÛu‖2,w
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for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on Crel, u, m, n and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on cu,1,
m and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate with (9.7) and Lemma 9.11 and the assumptions yields
the conclusion that the relevant terms can be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉meεSpτ
∑
|K|≤m‖EKÛu‖2,w + Cb〈τ〉(m+1)ueεSpτ‖Ûu‖∞,w

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on su,m and
(M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate with Lemma 14.6 yields the conclusion that terms of the first
type can be estimated by

〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmeεSpτ [CaÊ
1/2
m + Cb(‖Ûu‖∞,w + eεSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w)]

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on su,m, cu,1
and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, αm and βm only depend on m.

Terms of the second type. In the second type of term appearing in (12.28), the lower bound in the
sum is 1. This means that there must be a factor of the form |D̄m1+1 ln N̂ |ḡref

or a factor of the

form |EKÛ(ln N̂)| with K 6= 0. In the first case, we rewrite the factor as |D̄m1(D̄ ln N̂)|ḡref
when

appealing to Corollary B.9. In the second case, we rewrite the relevant factor as |EKÛ(ln N̂)| =
|EKaEKb

Û(ln N̂)|, where |Kb| = 1. The effect of this reformulation is that the total number of
derivatives (denoted l in the statement of Corollary B.9) is bounded from above by m− 1. Thus
a term of the second type can be estimated by, assuming |I| ≤ m,

Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u‖Û ln N̂‖C0
v(M̄)‖Ûu‖∞,w‖ ln N̂‖Hm

v0
(M̄)

+ Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u‖Ûu‖∞,w‖Û ln N̂‖Hmv (M̄)

+ Cb〈τ〉(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1‖Û ln N̂‖C1
v(M̄)

∑
|K|≤m−1‖EKÛu‖2,w

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on Crel, u, m, n and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on cu,1,
m and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate with the assumptions yields the conclusion that a term
of the second type can be estimated by, assuming |I| ≤ m,

Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1∑
|K|≤m−1‖EKÛu‖2,w + Cb〈τ〉(m+1)u‖Ûu‖∞,w

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on su,m and
(M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate with Lemma 14.6 results in terms of the form

Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2
m−1 + Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βm [‖Ûu‖∞,w + eεSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w]

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on su,m, cu,1
and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, αm and βm only depend on m. Summing up yields the conclusion that

‖C̄1
I,JEJÛu‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmeεSpτ Ê1/2

m + Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2
m−1

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βm [‖Ûu‖∞,w + eεSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w]

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends on su,m, cu,1
and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, αm and βm only depend on m.

The case of no normal derivatives. Next, we are interested in the case that k = 0 in the first
sum on the right hand side of (12.26). We then have to estimate C̄0

I,JEJu in a weighted L2-space.

Before doing so, note that C̄0
I,J vanishes if J = 0. In the estimates to follow, it is therefore natural

to rewrite EJu = EJaEJbu, where |Jb| = 1. The corresponding arguments are similar to before,
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and the result is, assuming |I| ≤ m,

‖C̄0
I,JEJu‖2,w

≤Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u∑
i,k

[
‖Û(Aki )‖C0

v1
(M̄) + ‖Aki ‖C0

v(M̄)‖Û ln N̂‖C0
v(M̄)

+
∑
p,q‖Aki ‖C0

v(M̄)‖Aqp‖C0
v(M̄)

]
‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w‖ ln N̂‖
H

m−
v0

(M̄)

+ Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w

∑
i,k

[
‖Û(Aki )‖Hm−1

v1
(M̄) + ‖Û ln N̂‖C0

v(M̄)‖Aki ‖Hm−1
v (M̄)

+‖Û ln N̂‖Hm−1
v (M̄)‖A

k
i ‖C0

v(M̄) +
∑
p,q‖Aki ‖C0

v(M̄)‖Aqp‖Hm−1
v (M̄)

]
+ Cb〈τ〉(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1∑

i,k

[
‖Û(Aki )‖C0

v1
(M̄) + ‖Aki ‖C0

v(M̄)‖Û ln N̂‖C0
v(M̄)

+
∑
p,q‖Aki ‖C0

v(M̄)‖Aqp‖C0
v(M̄)

]∑
|K|≤m‖EKu‖2,w

for all τ ≤ τc, where m− = (1,m− 1); in case m = 1, all the terms on the right hand side but the
last one should be set to zero. Here Ca only depends on Crel, u, m, n and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only
depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate with Lemmas 9.5, 9.7 and 9.11 as well
as the assumptions yields

‖C̄0
I,JEJu‖2,w ≤〈τ〉(m+1)ueεSpτ

[
Ca‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w + Cb〈τ − τc〉m−1∑
|K|≤m‖EKu‖2,w

]
,

where Ca only depends on su,m and (M̄, ḡref), and Cb only depends on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref).

14.2.1 Commutator with e−2µAX2
A

Next, we wish to estimate the commutator with e−2µAX2
A.

Lemma 14.8. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fix l as in Definition 3.28
and assume that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 1 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = m,

‖[EI, e
−2µAX2

A]u‖2,w ≤〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ
(
CaÊ

1/2
m + Cb

∑
i‖e−µAXAEiu‖∞,w

)
+ Cb〈τ〉αmu+βme2εSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w
(14.20)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb
only depends on cu,1, su,m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Here αm and βm only depend on
m.

Proof. Due to Lemma 12.3, we wish to estimate the right hand side of (12.8) in L2 with respect
to the measure µg̃;c. We consider the two terms on the right hand side separately.

The first term on the right hand side of (12.8). In case |J| = |I|,

|D̄A
I,J| ≤ C〈τ〉2u+1

for all τ ≤ 0, where C only depends on cu,1, |I| and (M̄, ḡref). In order to obtain this estimate,
we appealed to Remark 10.6. Combining this observation with (14.8) yields the conclusion that if
1 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = |J| = m,

‖D̄A
I,Je
−µAEJ(e−µAXAu)‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ Ê1/2

m

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu+βme2εSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w

(14.21)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb
only depends on cu,1, su,m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Next, consider the case that
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1 ≤ |J| ≤ |I| − 1. Then, in order to estimate the first term on the right hand of (12.8), it is
sufficient to estimate expressions of the form

e−µA
∏p
i=1|D̄mi+1K|ḡref

∏r
j=1|D̄kj+1µAj |ḡref

|EJaEJb(e
−µAXAu)| (14.22)

in L2 with weight w. Here |Jb| = 1,

ltot := m1 + · · ·+mp + k1 + · · ·+ kr + |Ja| ≤ |I| − p− r

and if the far left hand side equals the far right hand side, then p+ r ≥ 1. At this stage, the factor
e−µA can be estimated by appealing to (7.22) and the remainder can be estimated by appealing
to Corollary B.9. To conclude, (14.22) can, in L2 with weight w, be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ‖D̄1
E(e−µAXAu)‖∞,w

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ
∑

1≤|K|≤|I|‖EK(e−µAXAu)‖2,w
(14.23)

for all τ ≤ τc and |I| ≤ m, where Ca only depends on cu,1, su,m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on
θ0,−; and Cb only depends on cu,1, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. In order to obtain this
conclusion, we appealed to Remark 10.4, Remark 10.6 and the assumptions. In order to express
the terms appearing in (14.23) in a form more useful for future estimates, note that

|Ei(e−µAXAu)| ≤ |e−µAXAEiu|+ |[Ei, e−µAXA]u|.

In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side, we can appeal to Lemma 12.8. This
yields

|[Ei, e−µAXA]u| ≤
∑
k|Hi,k||Eku|,

where
|Hi,k| ≤ Ca

∑
ka+|K|≤1PK,ka |EK(e−µA)|

and Ca only depends on CK, εnd, n and (M̄, ḡref). Summing up the above yields the conclusion
that

‖D̄1
E(e−µAXAu)‖∞,w ≤ Ca

∑
i‖e−µAXAEiu‖∞,w + Cb〈τ〉2u+1eεSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w,

where Ca only depends on n and Cb only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
In order to estimate the second term appearing in (14.23), it is sufficient to appeal to (14.8).
Summing up the above yields the conclusion that if 1 ≤ |J| ≤ |I| − 1, then

‖D̄A
I,Je
−µAEJ(e−µAXAu)‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ Ê1/2

m

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ
∑
i‖e−µAXAEiu‖∞,w

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu+βme2εSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w

(14.24)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb
only depends on cu,1, su,m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Noting that (14.21) holds in case
|J| = |I|, it is clear that (14.24) holds if 1 ≤ |J| ≤ |I|.
The second term on the right hand side of (12.8). In case |I| = |J|,

‖F̄AI,Je−2µAEJu‖2,w ≤ Ca〈τ〉4u+2+3ιb/2e2εSpτ Ê1/2
m (14.25)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. In order
to obtain this conclusion, we appealed to (7.22), Remark 10.6 and the assumptions. Consider
(12.10). For terms on the right hand side of (12.10) such that m1 + m2 ≤ 2, we can proceed as
above, and the relevant terms can be bounded by the right hand side of (14.25). Let us therefore
assume that m1 +m2 > 2 in (12.10). We then need to estimate

e−2µA
∏p
i=1|D̄ki+1K|ḡref

∏r
j=1|D̄qj+1µAj |ḡref

|EJaEJbu| (14.26)
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in L2 with weight w. Here |Jb| = 1 and

k1 + · · ·+ kp + q1 + · · ·+ qr + |Ja| ≤|I|+ 1− p− r, (14.27)

qi + |Ja| ≤|I| − 1 (14.28)

for i = 1, . . . , r. This means that if equality holds in the first inequality and if p + r = 1, then
p = 1. This means that there are three cases to consider. The first possibility is that equality
does not hold in (14.27). Since we, by the above, can assume that p+ r ≥ 1, this means that

ltot := k1 + · · ·+ kp + q1 + · · ·+ qr + |Ja| ≤ |I| − 1. (14.29)

The second possibility is that equality holds in (14.27), but that p + r ≥ 2. In that case, (14.29)
still holds. The third possibility is that equality holds in (14.27) and p + r = 1. Then p = 1 and
k1 ≥ 2, and we need to estimate

e−2µA |D̄k1−1D̄2K|ḡref
|EJaEJbu| (14.30)

in L2 with weight w. In this case, we define ltot to equal k1−1+|Ja| ≤ |I|−1. In the first two cases,
the factor e−2µA can be estimated by appealing to (7.22) and the remainder can be estimated by
appealing to Corollary B.9. Moreover, the l appearing in the statement of Corollary B.9 should
be replaced by ltot given by (14.29). Assuming 1 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = m, the resulting expressions
can be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉αmu+βme2εSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w + Cb〈τ〉αmu+βme2εSpτ Ê1/2

m

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, su,m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb
only depends on cu,1, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. In the third case, ltot := k1−1+|Ja|.
Moreover, if 1 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = m, then ltot ≤ m− 1. Appealing to (7.22) and Corollary B.9 we
conclude that (14.30) can be estimated in L2 with weight w by

Ca〈τ〉αmu+βme2εSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w + Cb〈τ〉αmu+βme2εSpτ Ê1/2

m

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, su,m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb
only depends on cu,1, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Summing up the above yields the
conclusion of the lemma.

14.2.2 Commutator with Z0Û

Next, we wish to estimate the commutator with Z0Û . To this end, we appeal to Lemma 12.7.
Note, in the application of this lemma, that Z0 is given by (13.12), where

Ŷ0 = n−1[q − (n− 1)];

cf. (3.5) and (12.34). In what follows, we, in analogy with (3.34), impose the condition that (3.32)
holds, where l, v0 and v have the properties stated in Definition 3.28.

Lemma 14.9. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fix l as in Definition 3.28
and assume that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Assume, finally, that there are con-
stants ccoeff,1 and scoeff,l such that (3.34) is satisfied with l replaced by 1 and (3.32) is satisfied.
Then, if 1 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = m,

‖[EI, Z
0Û ]u‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmeεSpτ Ê1/2

m + Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2
m−1

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βm
[
‖Ûu‖∞,w + eεSpτ

∑
|I|≤1‖EIu‖∞,w

] (14.31)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, m, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends
on su,m, scoeff,m, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms and (M̄, ḡref). Here αm and βm only depend on m.
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Proof. Due to Lemma 12.7, we need to estimate the terms on the right hand side of (12.40),
applied to u, in L2 with weight w. In order to estimate the first sum on the right hand side, it is
sufficient to estimate expressions of the form∏p

i=1|D̄ki+1 ln N̂ |ḡref
‖EKZ

0‖ · |EJÛu|,

where ltot := k1 + · · · + kp + |K| + |J| ≤ |I| − p and |J| ≤ |I| − 1. If p ≥ 1, we can appeal to
Corollary B.9 with l replaced by ltot. This leads to the conclusion that if 1 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = m,
then the relevant expressions can be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉mu‖Ûu‖∞,w + Cb〈τ〉(m−1)u‖Ûu‖∞,w
+ Cc〈τ〉(m−1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1∑

|L|≤m−1‖ELÛu‖2,w

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on su,m, ccoeff,0, ms and (M̄, ḡref); Cb only depends on
scoeff,m−1, su,m−1, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cc only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,0, m, ms and (M̄, ḡref). In
case p = 0 and |K|+ |J| ≤ |I| − 1, we obtain the same estimate. What remains to be considered
is the case that p = 0 and |K| + |J| = |I|. Since |J| ≤ |I| − 1, this means that |K| ≥ 1. We thus
need to estimate

‖EKa
EKb

Z0‖ · |EJÛu|

in L2 with weight w, where |Kb| = 1. In this case, we let ltot := |Ka|+ |J| ≤ |I| − 1. If 1 ≤ m ≤ l
and |I| = m, we obtain the following bound by appealing to Corollary B.9:

Cb〈τ〉mu‖Ûu‖∞,w + Cc〈τ〉mu〈τ − τc〉m−1∑
|L|≤m−1‖ELÛu‖2,w

where Cb only depends on scoeff,m, su,m, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cc only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1,
m, ms and (M̄, ḡref). Combining the above estimates with Lemma 14.6 yields the conclusion that
if 1 ≤ m ≤ l, |I| = m and |J| ≤ |I| − 1, then

‖Ḡ0
I,JEJÛu‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2

m−1

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βm [‖Ûu‖∞,w + eεSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w]

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, m, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends
on su,m, scoeff,m, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, αm and βm are constants depending
only on m.

Next, we need to estimate the expressions that arise from the second term on the right hand side
of (12.40). In this case, it is possible to directly apply Corollary B.9 in order to conclude that

‖Ḡ1
I,JEJu‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmeεSpτ Ê1/2

m + Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmeεSpτ‖u‖∞,w

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,0, ccoeff,0, m, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends
on scoeff,m, su,m, ccoeff,0, ms and (M̄, ḡref).

14.2.3 Commutator with ZAXA

Next, we wish to estimate the commutator with ZAXA. To this end, we appeal to Lemma 12.8.
Note, in the application of this lemma, that ZA is given by (13.16), where ŶA is given by (12.35).
Before estimating the commutator, it is convenient to derive Sobolev estimates for ZA.

Lemma 14.10. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fix l as in Definition 3.28
and assume that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Then

‖ŶA‖Hl(M̄) ≤ Ca〈τ〉(l+1)(2u+1)e2εSpτ (14.32)
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for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on su,l, cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Assume,
in addition, that (3.34) holds with l replaced by 0 and that (3.32) holds. Then

‖X̂Aij ‖Hl(M̄) ≤ Ca〈τ〉lueεSpτ (14.33)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, ccoeff,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
In particular,

‖ZA‖Hl(M̄) ≤ Ca〈τ〉lueεSpτ (14.34)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,1, ccoeff,0, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound
on θ0,−.

Remark 14.11. If one, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, requires the existence of a
constant ccoeff,1 such that (3.34) holds with l replaced by 1, then

‖ZA‖C1
v0

(M̄) ≤ CaeεSpτ

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
This follows from Lemma 13.10, Remark 13.11 and (7.84).

Proof. We begin by estimating ŶA. Note, to this end, that (13.19) holds, where we use the
notation introduced in Definition 12.1. To begin with, we wish to estimate the first term on the
right hand side of (13.19). To this end, it is sufficient to estimate

e−2µA
∏p
i=1|D̄ki+1K|ḡref

∏q
j=1|D̄lj+1µAj |ḡref

|D̄mb+1 ln θ|ḡref
, (14.35)

where ltot := k1 + · · · + kp + l1 + · · · + lq + mb ≤ k − p − q and k := |K|. In case p + q ≥ 1,
we appeal to (7.22), (7.84), Remark 10.6, Corollary B.9 and the assumptions in order to conclude
that (14.35) can, in L2, be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉k(2u+1)+ue2εSpτ

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on su,k, cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; here
k := |K|. In case p+ q = 0, we need only appeal to (7.22), (7.84) and the assumptions in order to
obtain a better bound. Turning to the second term on the right hand side of (13.19), we need to
estimate

e−2µA
∏p
h=1|D̄kh+1K|ḡref

∏q
i=1|D̄li+1µAi |ḡref

∏r
j=1|D̄mj+1 ln N̂ |ḡref

(14.36)

where ltot := k1 + · · ·+ kp + l1 + · · ·+ lq +m1 + · · ·+mr ≤ k+ 1− p− q− r. Appealing to (7.22),
(7.84), Remark 10.6, Corollary B.9 and the assumptions, we conclude that (14.36) can, in L2, be
estimated by

Ca〈τ〉(k+1)(2u+1)e2εSpτ

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on su,k, cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Thus
(14.32) holds.

Next, we wish to estimate EI[X̂Aij ] for |I| ≤ l. This expression can be written as a linear combination
of terms of the form (13.20). Combining this observation with (5.17) yields the conclusion that it
is sufficient to estimate expressions of the form∏p

i=1|D̄ki+1K|ḡref
|D̄JX̂⊥ij |ḡref

where ltot := k1 + · · · + kp + |J| ≤ |I| − p. Appealing to (8.13), (8.14), Corollary B.9 and the
assumptions, we conclude that this expression can, in L2, be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉lueεSpτ

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, ccoeff,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
Thus (14.33) holds, and the lemma follows.
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Lemma 14.12. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fix l as in Definition 3.28
and assume that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Assume, finally, that (3.34) holds
with l replaced by 1 and that (3.32) holds. Then, if 0 ≤ |I| ≤ l,

‖[EI, Z
AXA]u‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αlu〈τ − τc〉βleεSpτ Ê

1/2
l

+ Cb〈τ〉αlu〈τ − τc〉βleεSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w

(14.37)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, l, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−;
and Cb only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Proof. Due to Lemma 12.8, we need to estimate expressions of the form∏p
i=1|D̄ki+1K|ḡref

‖EKZ
A‖ · |EJaEJbu|, (14.38)

where ltot := k1 + · · ·+kp+ |K|+ |Ja| ≤ |I|−p and |Jb| = 1. In case p ≥ 1, we can directly appeal
to Corollary B.9 to conclude that (14.38) can be estimated in L2 with weight w by

Ca〈τ〉lueεSpτ‖D̄1
Eu‖∞,w + Cb〈τ〉lu〈τ − τc〉l+3ιb/2eεSpτ Ê

1/2
l

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound
on θ0,−; and Cb only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, l, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

In case p = 0 and |K| + |Ja| ≤ |I| − 1, we can proceed as above. However, if p = 0 and
|K| + |Ja| = |I|, then, since |Ja| ≤ |I| − 1, we have to have |K| ≥ 1. In that case, we rewrite
EK = EKa

EKb
, where |Kb| = 1. Then we need to estimate

‖EKa
EKb

ZA‖ · |EJaEJbu|

in L2 with weight w, where ltot := |Ka| + |Ja| ≤ |I| − 1. Appealing to Corollary B.9, we obtain
the bound

Ca〈τ〉lu〈τ − τc〉l+3ιb/2eεSpτ Ê
1/2
l + Cb〈τ〉lueεSpτ‖D̄1

Eu‖∞,w
for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, l, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−;
and Cb only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,1, ccoeff,0, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

14.2.4 Commutator with α̂

Lemma 14.13. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Assume, finally, that (3.34)
holds with l replaced by 1 and that (3.32) holds. Then, if 1 ≤ |I| ≤ l,

‖[EI, α̂]u‖2,w ≤ Ca〈τ〉lu‖u‖∞,w + Cb〈τ〉lu〈τ − τc〉l+3ιb/2Ê
1/2
l−1 (14.39)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cbas, scoeff,l, l, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends
on cu,1, ccoeff,1, l, ms and (M̄, ḡref).

Proof. Note that [EI, α̂]u can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form EJα̂ ·EKu,
where |J|+ |K| = |I| and |J| ≥ 1. Rewrite EJ = EJaEJb with |Jb| = 1, let 1 ≤ m ≤ l and assume
that |I| = m. Then we can appeal to Corollary B.9 to conclude that EJaEJb α̂ · EKu can, in L2

with weight w, be estimated by

Ca〈τ〉mu‖u‖∞,w + Cb〈τ〉mu〈τ − τc〉m+3ιb/2Ê
1/2
m−1

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cbas, scoeff,m, m, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends
on cu,1, ccoeff,1, m, ms and (M̄, ḡref). The lemma follows.
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14.3 Estimating Û 2u

At this stage, we need to return to (14.19). In particular, we need to estimate Û2u, both in
weighted Sobolev spaces and in a weighted C0-space. In order to obtain such estimates, we need
to assume u to satisfy the equation (1.1). Making this assumption, the desired weighted C0-
estimate follows from (13.26). In order to obtain the desired weighted Sobolev estimate, we make
the following observation.

Lemma 14.14. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fix l as in Definition 3.28
and assume that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there are
constants ccoeff,1 and scoeff,l such that (3.34) is satisfied with l replaced by 1 and (3.32) is satisfied.
Assume, finally, that (12.32) is satisfied. Then, if |K| ≤ l,

‖EKÛ
2u‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αku+βkeεSpτ Ê

1/2
k+1 + Ca〈τ〉αku〈τ − τc〉βkÊ1/2

k

+ Cb〈τ〉αku+βkeεSpτ‖E1‖1/2∞,w2

+ Cb〈τ〉αku〈τ − τc〉βk‖E0‖1/2∞,w2
+ ‖EKf̂‖2,w

for all τ ≤ τc, where k := |K|; Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), k, ms, (M̄, ḡref)
and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb only depends on su,k, scoeff,k, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms (M̄, ḡref) and a
lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, w2 := w2 and αk and βk only depend on k.

Remark 14.15. Combining the conclusion of the lemma with (13.26) and Lemma 14.7 yields the
following estimate: if 1 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = m,

‖[EI, Û
2]u‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ Ê1/2

m + Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2
m−1

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ‖E1‖1/2∞,w2
+ Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βm‖E0‖1/2∞,w2

+ Cc〈τ〉mu‖f̂‖∞,w + Cd〈τ〉(m−1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1∑
|K|≤m−1‖EKf̂‖2,w

(14.40)

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), m, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a
lower bound on θ0,−; Cb only depends on su,m, scoeff,m−1, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0),
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; Cc only depends on su,m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cd only depends
on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, αm and βm only depend on m.

Proof. Due to (13.26), we know that

‖Û2u‖2,w ≤ CaeεSpτ Ê
1/2
1 + CbÊ

1/2
0 + ‖f̂‖2,w

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cbas, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb only
depends on cu,0, ccoeff,0, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Next, assume
that |K| ≥ 1 and note that

EKÛ
2u =

∑
AEK(e−2µAX2

Au) + EK(Z0Ûu) + EK(ZAXAu) + EK(α̂u)− EKf̂ . (14.41)

The first term. In order to estimate the first term, note that

‖EK(e−2µAX2
Au)‖2,w ≤‖[EK, e

−2µAX2
A]u‖2,w + ‖e−2µAX2

AEKu‖2,w. (14.42)

The first term on the right hand side can be estimated by the right hand side of (14.20). In order
to estimate the second term on the right hand side of (14.42), we appeal to (13.27) with u replaced
by EKu. This yields

‖e−2µAX2
AEKu‖2,w ≤ CaeεSpτ Ê

1/2
k+1
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for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cbas, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Summing up,

‖EK(e−2µAX2
Au)‖2,w ≤〈τ〉αku+βkeεSpτ [CaÊ

1/2
k+1 + Cb‖E1‖1/2∞,w2

] (14.43)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, k, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb only
depends on cu,1, su,k, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

The second term. Turning to the second term on the right hand side of (14.41),

‖EK(Z0Ûu)‖2,w ≤ ‖[EK, Z
0Û ]u‖2,w + ‖Z0ÛEKu‖2,w. (14.44)

The first term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing to (14.31). In order to
estimate the second term on the right hand side, it is sufficient to note that ‖Z0‖ is bounded by
a constant depending only on ccoeff,0, n, ms and cu,0. Adding up yields

‖EK(Z0Ûu)‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αku〈τ − τc〉βkÊ1/2
k

+ Cb〈τ〉αku〈τ − τc〉βk
[
eεSpτ‖E1‖1/2∞,w2

+ ‖E0‖1/2∞,w2

] (14.45)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, k, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends
on su,k, scoeff,k, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms and (M̄, ḡref). Here αk and βk are constants depending only on
k.

The third term. Next,

‖EK(ZAXAu)‖2,w ≤ ‖[EK, Z
AXA]u‖2,w + ‖ZAXAEKu‖2,w.

In this case, the first term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing to (14.37). The
second term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing to (13.18). Summing up yields

‖EK(ZAXAu)‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αku〈τ − τc〉βkeεSpτ Ê
1/2
k+1

+ Cb〈τ〉αku〈τ − τc〉βkeεSpτ‖E1‖1/2∞,w2

(14.46)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, k, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−;
and Cb only depends on su,k, scoeff,k, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

The fourth term. Finally,

‖EK(α̂u)‖2,w ≤‖[EK, α̂]u‖2,w + ‖α̂EKu‖2,w
≤Ca〈τ〉ku〈τ − τc〉k+3ιb/2Ê

1/2
k + Cb〈τ〉ku‖u‖∞,w

(14.47)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, k, ms and (M̄, ḡref); and Cb only depends
on cbas, scoeff,k, k, ms and (M̄, ḡref).

Summing up. Summing up the above estimates yields the conclusion of the lemma.

14.4 Commutator with L

Summing up the above estimates, we are in a position to bound the commutator of L with EI.

Lemma 14.16. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fix l as in Definition 3.28
and assume that the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there are
constants ccoeff,1 and scoeff,l such that (3.34) is satisfied with l replaced by 1 and (3.32) is satisfied.
Assume, finally, that (12.32) is satisfied. Then, if 1 ≤ m ≤ l and |I| = m,

‖[EI, L]u‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ Ê1/2
m + Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2

m−1

+ Cb〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ‖E1‖1/2∞,w2
+ Cb〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βm‖E0‖1/2∞,w2

+ Cc〈τ〉mu‖f̂‖∞,w + Cd〈τ〉(m−1)u〈τ − τc〉m−1∑
|K|≤m−1‖EKf̂‖2,w

(14.48)
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for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), m, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−; Cb only depends on su,m, scoeff,m, cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0),
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; Cc only depends on su,m and (M̄, ḡref); and Cd only depends
on cu,1, m and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, αm and βm only depend on m.

Remark 14.17. Assuming, in addition to the conditions of the lemma, that the conditions of
Lemma 13.25 are satisfied with k = 1, we conclude that

‖[EI, L]u‖2,w ≤Ca〈τ〉αmu+βmeεSpτ Ê1/2
m + Ca〈τ〉αmu〈τ − τc〉βmÊ1/2

m−1

+ Cb〈τ〉αm,nu+βm,neεSpτec0(τc−τ)/2Ê1/2
κ1

(τc; τc)

+ Cb〈τ〉αm,nu〈τ − τc〉βm,nec0(τc−τ)/2Ê1/2
κ0

(τc; τc)

(14.49)

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), m, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a
lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb only depends on su,m, scoeff,m, cu,κ1 , ccoeff,κ1 , ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0),
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, c0 is given by (11.38); αm and βm only depend on
m; and αm,n and βm,n only depend on n and m. Finally, κ0 is the smallest integer strictly larger
than n/2 and κ1 := κ0 + 1.

Remark 14.18. Assume that the conditions of the lemma and all the conditions of Corollary 11.9
are satisfied. Assume, moreover, that the conditions of Lemma 13.25 are satisfied with k = 1.
Then (14.49) holds with c0 = 0. However, in that case, Cb also depends on dq, dcoeff and dα. This
conclusion is a consequence of the above and Remark 13.26.

Proof. Combining (14.20), (14.31), (14.37), (14.39) and (14.40) yields the estimate stated in the
lemma.

14.5 Energy estimates

Combining the above conclusions with (13.5), we can derive energy estimates.

Proposition 14.19. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 are fulfilled and let κ1 be the smallest integer strictly larger than n/2+1. Assume the
(u, κ1)-supremum assumptions to be satisfied; and that there is a constant ccoeff,κ1

such that (3.34)
holds with l replaced by κ1. Fix l as in Definition 3.28 and assume the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions
to be satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant scoeff,l such that (3.32) holds. Assume,
finally, that (12.32) is satisfied with vanishing right hand side. Then

Êl(τ ; τc) ≤Caec0(τc−τ)Êl(τc; τc) + Ca〈τ〉2αl,nu〈τ − τc〉2βl,nec0(τc−τ)Êl−1(τc; τc)

+ Cb〈τ〉2αl,nu〈τ − τc〉2βl,nec0(τc−τ)Êκ1(τc; τc)
(14.50)

for all τ ≤ τc ≤ 0. Here c0 is the constant defined by (11.38); the second and third terms on the
right hand side vanish in case l = 0; αl,n and βl,n only depend on n and l; Ca only depends on
cu,1, ccoeff,1, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), l, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb only depends
on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,κ1 , ccoeff,κ1 , ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Remark 14.20. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, all the conditions of Corol-
lary 11.9 are satisfied, then (14.50) can be improved in the sense that c0 can be set to zero. On
the other hand, the constants Ca and Cb then, additionally, depend on dq, dcoeff and dα. The
reason for this is the following. First, (13.5) holds. Second, due to Corollary 11.9, the κ appearing
in this estimate is integrable. Third, due to Remark 14.18, (14.49) holds with c0 = 0. Combining
these observations with an argument similar to the proof below yields the desired conclusion.
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Proof. Combining Remark 14.17 with (13.5) yields

Êk(τ ; τc) ≤Êk(τc; τc) +

∫ τc

τ

κ(s)Êk(s; τc)ds+ Ca

∫ τc

τ

〈s〉αku+βkeεSpsÊk(s; τc)ds

+ Ca

∫ τc

τ

〈s〉αku〈s− τc〉βkÊ1/2
k−1(s; τc)Ê

1/2
k (s; τc)ds

+ Cb

∫ τc

τ

〈s〉αk,nu+βk,neεSpsec0(τc−s)/2Ê1/2
κ1

(τc; τc)Ê
1/2
k (s; τc)ds

+ Cb

∫ τc

τ

〈s〉αk,nu〈s− τc〉βk,nec0(τc−s)/2Ê1/2
κ0

(τc; τc)Ê
1/2
k (s; τc)ds

(14.51)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), k, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb only depends on su,k, scoeff,k, cu,κ1

, ccoeff,κ1
, dα (in case ιb 6= 0),

ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Assume, inductively, that there are constants γm,n and
δm,n, depending only on m and n, such that

Êm(τ ; τc) ≤Caec0(τc−τ)Êm(τc; τc) + Ca〈τ〉2γm,nu〈τ − τc〉2δm,nec0(τc−τ)Êm−1(τc; τc)

+ Cb〈τ〉2γm,nu〈τ − τc〉2δm,nec0(τc−τ)Êκ1(τc; τc)
(14.52)

for all τ ≤ τc. Here Ca and Cb have the same dependence as in the case of (14.51) (with k replaced
by m); and the second and third terms on the right hand side of (14.52) should be set to zero in
case m = 0. We know this assumption to be true for m = 0; cf. (13.38). Moreover, the relevant
constant only depends on cu,0, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Assume
that the inductive hypothesis holds for 0 ≤ m ≤ k − 1 and that k ≤ l. In order to demonstrate
that it holds for k, we proceed as in the proof of Lemma 13.21. To begin with, let ξ(τ) be defined
by the right hand side of (14.51). Then

ξ′ ≥ −H ′ξ − gξ1/2,

where

H ′(τ) =κ(τ) + Ca〈τ〉αku+βkeεSpτ ,

g(τ) =Ca〈τ〉αku〈τ − τc〉βkÊ1/2
k−1(τ ; τc) + Cb〈τ〉αk,nu〈τ − τc〉βk,nec0(τc−τ)/2Ê1/2

κ1
(τc; τc).

With this notation, it can be verified that (13.39) holds with τa = τ and τb = τc. Combining this
estimate with the inductive assumption yields the conclusion that the inductive assumption holds
with k − 1 replaced by k. The lemma follows.

14.6 The Klein-Gordon equation

In the interest of illustrating the consequences of the above estimates, we apply them in the case
of the Klein-Gordon equation. In this case, we are interested in analysing the asymptotics of
solutions to

�gu−m2
KGu = 0,

where mKG is a constant. Comparing this equation with (1.1), it is clear that α̂ = −m2
KGθ

−2.
On the other hand, due to (3.4) and the fact that q ≥ nεSp, cf. Remark 3.12, it is clear that θ
tends to infinity exponentially; cf. (7.51). Combining this with, say, (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions
yields exponential decay of α̂ in suitable weighted Sobolev spaces. In fact, we have the following
estimate.

Lemma 14.21. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 and the estimate (7.81) are satisfied. Then, for 1 ≤ l ∈ Z and l = (1, l),

‖θ−2‖Hl
v0

(M̄) ≤ Caθ−2
0,−e

2εSpτ‖ ln θ‖Hl
v0

(M̄) (14.53)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on Crel, u, cθ,1, l, n and (M̄, ḡref).
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Remark 14.22. Note that a C0-estimate for θ−2 follows immediately from (7.51). In particular,
if α̂ = −m2

KGθ
−2, then

‖α̂‖C0(M̄) ≤ Caθ−2
0,−e

2εSpτ , ‖α̂‖Hl
v0

(M̄) ≤ Cbθ−2
0,−e

2εSpτ‖ ln θ‖Hl
v0

(M̄)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on mKG; and Cb only depends on cθ,1, Crel, u, l, n, mKG and
(M̄, ḡref).

Remark 14.23. If we, in addition to the conditions of the lemma, demand that (7.78) hold, then
we obtain a better estimate of θ−2 by appealing to Lemma 7.15.

Proof. Due to (7.51)
θ ≥ e−2θ0,− exp[−(εSp + 1/n)%] (14.54)

for all t ≤ t0. In particular, appealing to (7.84), it is clear that |EIθ
−2| can be estimated by a

linear combination of terms of the form

θ−2
0,−e

2εSpτ
∏
j |EIj ln θ|,

where |I1| + · · · + |Ik| = |I| and |Ij | 6= 0. Combining this observation with Lemma 8.2 and
Corollary B.9 yields the conclusion of the lemma.

In the case of the Klein-Gordon equation, Remark 14.22 makes it clear that ‖X̂ 0‖, ‖X̂⊥‖ǧ and ‖α̂‖
all decay exponentially. For that reason we, from now on, focus on the somewhat more general
situation that these expressions decay to zero exponentially. In other words, we assume that there
are constants dco and εco > 0 such that

sup
x̄∈M̄

[‖X̂ 0(x̄, t)‖+ ‖X̂⊥(x̄, t)‖ǧ + ‖α̂(x̄, t)‖] ≤dcoe
εcoτ(t) (14.55)

for all t ≤ t0. Considering Lemma 11.8, it is clear that, under these circumstances, the only
term that contributes to the growth of the zeroth order energy is q − (n − 1). However, in what
follows, we assume (7.78) to be satisfied. Under these circumstances, we might as well use time
independent measures in the definitions of the energies; cf. Remark 11.11. For this reason, it is
convenient to introduce the notation

Ĝk[u](τ) :=

∫
M̄τ

Ek[u]µḡref
. (14.56)

Note also that, assuming (14.55) to hold, ιa = 0 and ιb = 1 in the definition of Ek; cf. (13.1).
Under these circumstances, we obtain the following conclusions.

Proposition 14.24. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u), v = (u, u) and κ1 be the smallest integer strictly
larger than n/2 + 1. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 are fulfilled. Assume the (u, κ1)-
supremum assumptions to be satisfied; and that there is a constant ccoeff,κ1 such that (3.34) holds
with l replaced by κ1. Fix l as in Definition 3.28 and assume the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions to
be satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant scoeff,l such that (3.32) holds and that
(12.32) is satisfied with vanishing right hand side. Assume, finally, that (7.78), (11.7) and (11.39)
hold and let τc = 0. Then, if l ≥ κ1,

Ĝl(τ) ≤Ca〈τ〉2αl,nu+2βl,nĜl(0), (14.57)

‖E1(·, τ)‖C0(M̄) ≤Cb〈τ〉αnu+βnĜκ1
(0) (14.58)

for all τ ≤ 0. Here αl,n and βl,n only depend on n and l; and Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l,
cu,κ1

, ccoeff,κ1
, dα, dq, dcoeff , ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, αn and βn only

depend on n; and Cb only depends on cu,κ1 , ccoeff,κ1 , dα, dq, dcoeff , ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower
bound on θ0,−.
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Assume, in addition, that (14.55) holds, and that there are constants δq and εq > 0 such that

‖q(·, t)− (n− 1)‖C0(M̄) ≤ δqeεqτ(t) (14.59)

for all t ≤ t0. Let εacc := min{εco, εq, εSp}. Then there is a v∞ ∈ C0(M̄) such that

‖(Ûu)(·, τ)− v∞‖C0(M̄) ≤Cacc〈τ〉αnu+βneεaccτ Ĝ1/2
κ1

(0), (14.60)

‖v∞‖C0(M̄) ≤CaccĜ
1/2
κ1

(0) (14.61)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Cacc only depends on cu,κ1 , ccoeff,κ1 , dα, dq, dcoeff , δq, dco, εco, εq, ms,
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, αn and βn only depend on n.

Remark 14.25. If (14.55) is fulfilled, it follows that (11.7) and (11.39) hold with τc = 0. Moreover,
dα and dcoeff then only depend on dco and εco.

Remark 14.26. In the lemma we impose C0 assumptions on the coefficients and q − (n − 1);
cf. (14.55) and (14.59). This leads to the C0-estimates expressed in (14.60) and (14.61). If one
would impose stronger assumptions on the coefficients and q − (n − 1) (Ck-estimates for some
k ≥ 1 or Sobolev estimates) as well as, possibly, on the remaining components of the geometry,
it should be possible to prove analogous estimates where C0 is replaced by Ck1 or Hk1 for some
suitable k1 ≥ 1. The arguments necessary should be similar to the arguments of the proof below
combined with arguments already presented in these notes. However, for the sake of brevity, we
do not attempt to prove such statements here.

Remark 14.27. If one would have, say, higher order Ck-estimates analogous to (14.60) and
(14.61) (cf. Remark 14.26), the asymptotic information could be improved. In order to justify
this statement, assume that there is a v∞ ∈ C1(M̄) such that (14.60) and (14.61) hold with C0

replaced by C1 and κ1 replaced by κ1 + 1. Given this assumption, let us sketch how to derive
more detailed asymptotics. Compute

Û(u− v∞%) = Ûu− v∞ + v∞[1− Û(%)]− Û(v∞)%. (14.62)

The sum of the first two terms on the right hand side decay exponentially in C0 due to (14.60).
In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side, note that (7.9) yields

|v∞[1− Û(%)]| = |v∞N̂−1divḡref
χ| ≤ CaeεSpτ Ĝ1/2

κ1
(0)

for all τ ≤ 0, where we appealed to (7.20), (7.84) and (14.61). Moreover, Ca has the same
dependence as Cacc in (14.61). Finally, let us estimate the third term on the right hand side of
(14.62). Note, to this end, that

|Û(v∞)| = N̂−1|χ(v∞)| ≤ CbeεSpτ |D̄v∞|ḡref

for all τ ≤ 0, where we, in the last step, combined Remark 8.5 and (7.84). Here Cb only depends
on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). Assuming (14.61) to hold with C0 replaced by C1 and κ1 replaced by κ1 +1,

|Û(v∞)%| ≤ Cc〈τ〉eεSpτ Ĝ
1/2
κ1+1(0),

where Cc only depends on cu,κ1+1, ccoeff,κ1+1, dα,1, dq,1, dcoeff,1, δq,1, dco,1, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a
lower bound on θ0,−. Here dα,1, dq,1, dcoeff,1, δq,1 and dco,1 correspond to assumptions on the
coefficients and q that have to be imposed in order to obtain the C1 version of the estimates
(14.60) and (14.61). Summarising the above estimates yields

‖[Û(u− v∞%)](·, τ)‖C0(M̄) ≤ Cacc,1〈τ〉αnu+βneεaccτ Ĝ
1/2
κ1+1(0) (14.63)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Cacc,1 only depends on cu,κ1+1, ccoeff,κ1+1, dα,1, dq,1, dcoeff,1, δq,1, dco,1, ms,
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and αn and βn only depend on n. In analogy with the proof
of (14.60) (see below) this yields the existence of a u∞ ∈ C0(M̄) such that

‖(u− v∞%− u∞)(·, τ)‖C0(M̄) ≤ Kacc,1〈τ〉αnu+βneεaccτ Ĝ
1/2
κ1+1(0)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Kacc,1 only depends on cu,κ1+1, ccoeff,κ1+1, dα,1, dq,1, dcoeff,1, δq,1, dco,1, εco,
εq, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
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Proof. Note that all the conditions of Corollary 11.9 are satisfied. Due to the assumptions of the
proposition, the conditions of Proposition 14.19 are also satisfied with τc = 0, so that Remark 14.20
applies. Since l ≥ κ1, this means that (14.57) holds for all τ ≤ 0, but with Ĝ replaced by Ê(·; 0),
and the same dependence of the constant. Combining this estimate with (7.90), (11.40) and (13.3)
yields (14.57). Moreover, the assumptions stated in Remark 13.26 apply with k = 1, so that
(14.58) holds.

If, in addition, (14.55) and (14.59) hold, then (13.24) holds with f = 0 and an η (introduced in
(13.25)) satisfying

‖η(·, τ)‖C0(M̄) ≤ Cη〈τ〉2(u+1)eεaccτ

for all τ ≤ 0, where εacc := min{εco, εq, εSp} and Cη only depends on cu,0, δq, dco, (M̄, ḡref) and a
lower bound on θ0,−. Combining this estimate with (13.24), (14.58) and the fact that f = 0 yields

‖(Û2u)(·, τ)‖C0(M̄) ≤ Cacc〈τ〉αnu+βneεaccτ Ĝ1/2
κ1

(0) (14.64)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Cacc only depends on cu,κ1
, ccoeff,κ1

, dα, dq, dcoeff , δq, dco, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, αn and βn only depend on n. Before proceeding, note that

Û2u = N̂−1∂tÛu− N̂−1χÛu. (14.65)

It is of interest to estimate the the second term in C0(M̄). Due to Remark 8.5 and (7.84),

|N̂−1χÛu| ≤ N̂−1|χ|ḡref
|D̄Ûu|ḡref

≤ CaeεSpτ |D̄Ûu|ḡref
(14.66)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). On the other hand,

|EiÛu| ≤ |ÛEiu|+ |[Ei, Û ]u| ≤ CaE1/2
1 ,

where we appealed to (14.16) and Ca only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate
with (14.58) and (14.66) yields

‖(N̂−1χÛu)(·, τ)‖C0(M̄) ≤ Cb〈τ〉αnu+βneεSpτ Ĝ1/2
κ1

(0)

on M−, where αn and βn only depend on n; and Cb only depends on cu,κ1
, ccoeff,κ1

, dα, dq, dcoeff ,
ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Combining this estimate with (14.64), (14.65) and (7.86)
yields the conclusion that

‖(∂τ Ûu)(·, τ)‖C0(M̄) ≤ Cacc〈τ〉αnu+βneεaccτ Ĝ1/2
κ1

(0) (14.67)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Cacc only depends on cu,κ1
, ccoeff,κ1

, dα, dq, dcoeff , δq, dco, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, αn and βn only depend on n. Integrating (14.67) from τa to τb,
where τa ≤ τb ≤ 0 yields the conclusion that

‖(Ûu)(·, τb)− (Ûu)(·, τa)‖C0(M̄) ≤ Kacc〈τb〉αnu+βneεaccτbĜ1/2
κ1

(0),

where Kacc only depends on cu,κ1
, ccoeff,κ1

, dα, dq, dcoeff , δq, dco, εco, εq, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower
bound on θ0,−. Thus there is a function v∞ ∈ C0(M̄) such that

‖(Ûu)(·, τ)− v∞‖C0(M̄) ≤ Kacc〈τ〉αnu+βneεaccτ Ĝ1/2
κ1

(0)

for all τ ≤ 0. In particular,

‖v∞‖C0(M̄) ≤ ‖(Ûu)(·, 0)‖C0(M̄) +KaccĜ
1/2
κ1

(0) ≤ CaĜ1/2
κ1

(0),

where Ca has the same dependence as Kacc, and we appealed to (14.58) in the last step. The
lemma follows.



Chapter 15

Localising the analysis

In the previous two chapters, we derive energy estimates based on various assumptions. Unfortu-
nately, the estimates are quite crude in that they only yield the conclusion that the energies do
not grow faster than exponentially in the direction of the singularity. Moreover, the information
concerning the rate of growth is not very detailed. However, an extremely important feature of
the estimates is that the rate of growth does not depend on the order of the energy. Combining
this fact with the silence allows us to derive more detailed asymptotic information in causally
localised regions. The purpose of the present chapter is to take the first step in carrying out such
a derivation.

In what follows, we derive asymptotics in regions that are roughly speaking of the form J+(γ),
where γ is an inextendible causal curve in the spacetime (in the end it turns out to be convenient
to consider slightly larger regions, denoted A+(γ) and introduced below). To begin with, we
therefore analyse the causal structure in the direction of the singularity. This is the subject of
Section 15.1. In this section, we also analyse the spatial variation of % in A+(γ) and the behaviour
of the weight appearing in the energy estimates. Beyond analysing the causal structure, the main
goal of the present chapter is to derive a model equation for the asymptotic behaviour in A+(γ);
cf. the heuristic discussions in Sections 1.5 and 4.2. We begin this derivation in Section 15.2 by
estimating the difference between ∂τψ and Ûψ. We also estimate ∂τ ÛEIu− Û2EIu. However, the
main difficulty is to estimate differences such as ∂2

τψ− ∂τ Ûψ. This is the purpose of Section 15.3.
Unfortunately, the required arguments are quite technical. However, in the end they result in a
model equation; cf. Corollary 15.17.

15.1 Causal structure

Let γ : (s−, s+) → M̄ × I be a future pointing and past inextendible causal curve. We begin by
providing conditions ensuring that the spatial component of γ(s) converges to a point in M̄ as
s→ s−.

Lemma 15.1. Given that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 and the basic assumptions, cf. Defini-
tion 3.27, are satisfied, let τ be defined by (7.83). Let γ : (s−, s+) → M̄ × I be a future pointing
and past inextendible causal curve. Writing γ(s) = [γ̄(s), γ0(s)], where γ̄(s) ∈ M̄

dγ0

ds
> 0, lim

s→s−+
γ0(s) = t−.

Reparametrising γ so that it is a function of τ , there is a constant Ca such that∣∣∣∣dγ̄dτ (τ)

∣∣∣∣
ḡref

≤ Caθ−1
0,−e

εSpτ (15.1)
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for τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cbas and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark 15.2. Note that s→ s−+ corresponds to t→ t−+ which corresponds to τ → τ−, where
τ− ≥ −∞. Combining this observation with the estimate (15.1) and the observation that (M̄, ḡref)
is complete yields the conclusion that γ̄(s) converges to a point x̄γ as s→ s−+. Moreover,

d(γ̄(s), x̄γ) ≤ Caθ−1
0,−ε

−1
Sp e

εSpτ◦γ0(s) (15.2)

for all s such that τ ◦ γ0(s) ≤ 0. Here d is the topological metric induced on M̄ by ḡref .

Proof. Represent the tangent vector of γ by

γ̇ = v0Û + vAXA, (15.3)

where v0 > 0, since γ is future pointing. Due to the causality of γ,

0 ≥ ĝ(γ̇, γ̇) = −(v0)2 +
∑
Ae

2µA(vA)2. (15.4)

Due to (3.7), (15.3) and the fact that v0 > 0, it is clear that

dγ0

ds
= N̂−1v0 > 0. (15.5)

Using (3.7) and (15.3), it can also be deduced that

˙̄γ = (vA − N̂−1χAv0)XA.

In particular, there is a constant C, depending only on n, such that

| ˙̄γ|ḡref
≤
∑
A(|vA|+ N̂−1|χA|v0) ≤ Ce−µminv0, (15.6)

where we appealed to (3.19) and (15.4). Combining this estimate with (7.22) and (7.84) yields

| ˙̄γ|ḡref
≤ Cθ−1

0,−e
εSpτv0, (15.7)

where C only depends on cbas. On the other hand, due to (15.5),

dγ̄

dτ
=

(
dγ0

ds

)−1(
dτ

dt

)−1
dγ̄

ds
=
N̂

v0

(
dτ

dt

)−1
dγ̄

ds
. (15.8)

Combining this observation with (7.86) and (15.7) yields (15.1).

From now on, we are going to fix one curve γ and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . In that situation, the
estimate (15.1) can be improved slightly.

Corollary 15.3. Given that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 and the basic assumptions, cf. Defi-
nition 3.27, are satisfied, let τ be defined by (7.83) and γ : (s−, s+)→ M̄ × I be a future pointing
and past inextendible causal curve. Let x̄γ be defined as in Remark 15.2 and assume x̄0 to have
been chosen so that x̄0 = x̄γ . Then, reparametrising γ so that it is a function of τ , there is a
constant Ccau such that ∣∣∣∣dγ̄dτ (τ)

∣∣∣∣
ḡref

≤ Ccauθ
−1
0,−e

εSpτ (15.9)

for τ ≤ 0, where Ccau only depends on cbas, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Remark 15.4. With d, γ and x̄γ as in Remark 15.2, the estimate (15.9) yields

d(γ̄(s), x̄γ) ≤ Ccauθ
−1
0,−ε

−1
Sp e

εSpτ◦γ0(s) (15.10)

for all s such that τ ◦ γ0(s) ≤ 0.
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Proof. Combining (7.22), (7.86), (15.6) and (15.8) yields∣∣∣∣dγ̄dτ (τ)

∣∣∣∣
ḡref

≤ Caθ−1
0,−e

εSp%◦γ(τ) (15.11)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cbas and (M̄, ḡref). On the other hand,

|τ − % ◦ γ(τ)| =|%(x̄0, γ
0(τ))− %(γ̄(τ), γ0(τ))|

≤Cb〈τ〉d(x̄0, γ̄(τ)),

where Cb only depends on cbas, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref), and we appealed to (7.60) and (7.72). Combining
this estimate with (15.2) and (15.11) yields the conclusion of the corollary.

Given assumptions and notation as in the statement of Corollary 15.3 and Remark 15.4, let

KA := Ccauθ
−1
0,−ε

−1
Sp

and define, using the notation M− := M̄ × I−,

A+(γ) := {(x̄, t) ∈M− : d(x̄, x̄γ) ≤ KAe
εSpτ(t)}. (15.12)

Then Corollary 15.3 yields the conclusion that J+(γ) ∩ J−(M̄t0) ⊆ A+(γ). Moreover, due to an
argument similar to the proof Corollary 15.3,

|%(x̄, t)− τ(t)| ≤ Cbθ−1
0,−〈τ(t)〉eεSpτ(t) (15.13)

for all (x̄, t) ∈ A+(γ), where Cb only depends on cbas, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

At this stage, it is also of interest to estimate w, defined by (14.2), in A+(γ).

Lemma 15.5. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 and the basic assumptions, cf. Defi-
nition 3.27, are fulfilled, let γ and x̄γ be as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Assume,
moreover, that there is a constant cq such that |q| ≤ cq on M− and that (7.81) holds. Then∣∣∣∣(lnw)(x̄, τa)− 1

2n

∫ τc

τa

[q(x̄0, τ)− (n− 1)]dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τc〉ūeεSpτc (15.14)

for all τa ≤ τc ≤ 0 and x̄ ∈ M̄ such that (x̄, τa) corresponds to an element of A+(γ). Here Ca only
depends on cbas, cθ,1, cq, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, ū := max{u, 1}.

Remark 15.6. As already pointed out, q − (n − 1) converges to zero exponentially in many
situations of interest. In that setting, (15.14) yields the conclusion that w is essentially constant.
However, in oscillatory settings (such as Bianchi VIII and IX), the difference q− (n− 1) does not
converge to zero. On the other hand, it is very small on average.

Proof. Note that

2 lnw(x̄0, τ) = ln ϕ̃(x̄0, τ)− ln ϕ̃(x̄0, τc) = τ − τc + ln θ(x̄0, τ)− ln θ(x̄0, τc),

where we used the fact that %(x̄0, τ) = τ . Next, note that

∂τ ln θ = (∂tτ)−1N̂N̂−1∂t ln θ = Ñ(Û + N̂−1χ) ln θ,

where Ñ := N̂/∂tτ . On the other hand,

|Ñ(x̄0, ·)− 1| = Ñ(x̄0, ·)|1− Ñ−1(x̄0, ·)| ≤ 3|1− Ñ−1(x̄0, ·)|/2,

where we appealed to (7.76). On the other hand, due to (7.74),

|1− Ñ−1(x̄0, ·)| ≤ |[N̂−1χ(%)](x̄0, ·)|+ |[N̂−1divḡref
χ](x̄0, ·)|.
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However, the first term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing to (7.75) and the
second term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing to (7.20). To conclude

|Ñ−1(x̄0, ·)− 1|+ |Ñ(x̄0, ·)− 1| ≤ Ca〈τ〉eεSpτ (15.15)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cbas, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). Next, note that by an argument
similar to (7.75),

N̂−1|χ ln θ| ≤ n1/2e−µmin |χ|hy|D̄ ln θ|.

Evaluating this estimate in (x̄0, ·) and appealing to (7.81) yields

[N̂−1|χ ln θ|](x̄0, τ) ≤ Cb〈τ〉ueεSpτ

for all τ ≤ 0, where Cb only depends on cbas, cθ,1, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). Finally, |Û(ln θ)| is bounded
by a constant depending only on cq and n. Combining the above estimates yields the conclusion
that

|∂τ ln θ − Û(ln θ)|(x̄0, τ) ≤ Ca〈τ〉ūeεSpτ

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cbas, cθ,1, cq, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this estimate
with (3.4) and the fact that τ = %(x̄0, τ) yields

|(∂τ ln ϕ̃)(x̄0, τ) + [q(x̄0, τ)− (n− 1)]/n| ≤ Ca〈τ〉ūeεSpτ

for all τ ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cbas, cθ,1, cq, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). In particular,∣∣∣∣(ln ϕ̃)(x̄0, τc)− (ln ϕ̃)(x̄0, τa) +
1

n

∫ τc

τa

[q(x̄0, τ)− (n− 1)]dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τc〉ūeεSpτc

for all τa ≤ τc ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cbas, cθ,1, cq, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). Thus∣∣∣∣(lnw)(x̄0, τa)− 1

2n

∫ τc

τa

[q(x̄0, τ)− (n− 1)]dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τc〉ūeεSpτc

for all τa ≤ τc ≤ 0, where Ca only depends on cbas, cθ,1, cq, cχ,2 and (M̄, ḡref). Combining this
estimate with (7.93) yields the conclusion of the lemma.

15.2 Localising the equation, first derivatives

In what follows, we wish to replace every occurrence of Û in L with ∂τ . In the end, this will allow
us to replace the PDE with an ODE when analysing the asymptotics. In the present section, we
begin by replacing one occurrence of Û .

Lemma 15.7. Given that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 and the basic assumptions, cf. Defini-
tion 3.27, are fulfilled,

|∂τψ| ≤ Ca
(
|Û(ψ)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(ψ)|2

)1/2

(15.16)

on M−, where Ca only depends on Crel and (M̄, ḡref). Let γ and x̄γ be as in Remark 15.2, and
assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Then

|∂τψ − Ûψ| ≤Cb〈τ〉eεSpτ
(
|Û(ψ)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(ψ)|2

)1/2

+
1

2

(∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(ψ)|2

)1/2 (15.17)

on A+
c (γ), where A+

c (γ) is the subset of A+(γ) corresponding to τ ≤ τc. Here Cb only depends on
cbas, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
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Remark 15.8. One particular consequence of (15.16) is that

|∂τEIu|2 ≤ CaEl[u] (15.18)

for all τ ≤ 0 and vector field multiindices I satisfying |I| ≤ l. Here Ca only depends on Crel and
(M̄, ḡref). One particular consequence of (15.17) is that

|∂τEIu− ÛEIu| ≤ Cb〈τ〉〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2
l+1[u] (15.19)

on A+
c (γ), where Cb only depends on cbas, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Proof. By assumption, the conditions of Lemma 7.17 are fulfilled, so that

|∂τψ| ≤ |∂tτ |−1|∂tψ| ≤ 2KvarN̂
−1|∂tψ| ≤ 2Kvar(|Ûψ|+ N̂−1|χψ|),

where we appealed to (7.86). Next, note that

N̂−1|χψ| ≤
(∑

AN̂
−2e2µA(χA)2

)1/2 (∑
Ae
−2µA [XA(ψ)]2

)1/2
≤N−1|χ|ḡ

(∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(ψ)|2

)1/2 ≤ 1

2

(∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(ψ)|2

)1/2
,

(15.20)

where we appealed to (3.19) in the last step (note that (3.19) is a consequence of (3.29)). Com-
bining the last two estimates yields (15.16). In order to prove the second estimate, note that

∂τψ − Ûψ = (∂tτ)−1∂tψ − N̂−1∂tψ + N̂−1χ(ψ). (15.21)

The last term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing to (15.20). It is therefore of
interest to consider

1− N̂−1(x̄, t)∂tτ(t) =1− N̂−1(x̄, t)N̂(x̄0, t)

+ N̂−1(x̄, t)N̂(x̄0, t)[1− N̂−1(x̄0, t)∂tτ(t)].
(15.22)

On the other hand,

| ln[N̂−1(x̄, t)N̂(x̄0, t)]| ≤ Creld(x̄0, x̄) ≤ CrelKAe
εSpτ

for all (x̄, t) ∈ A+(γ). In particular,

|1− N̂−1(x̄, t)N̂(x̄0, t)| ≤ CaeεSpτ (15.23)

for all (x̄, t) ∈ A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cbas, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
Next, (15.15), (15.22) and (15.23) yield

|1− N̂−1(x̄, t)∂tτ(t)| ≤ Cd〈τ〉eεSpτ (15.24)

for all (x̄, t) ∈ A+(γ), where Cd only depends on cbas, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
Combining this estimate with (15.21) yields

|∂τψ − Ûψ| ≤|1− N̂−1(x̄, t)∂tτ(t)||∂τψ|+ N̂−1|χ(ψ)|

≤Ce〈τ〉eεSpτ
(
|Û(ψ)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(ψ)|2

)1/2

+
1

2

(∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(ψ)|2

)1/2
for all (x̄, t) ∈ A+(γ), where we appealed to (15.16) and (15.20), and Ce only depends on cbas,
cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. The lemma follows.
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Next, we wish to replace Û2 with ∂τ Û .

Lemma 15.9. Fix l, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Then, given that the assumptions of
Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied, assume (3.34) to hold. Let
L be defined by (12.33) and assume u to be a smooth solution to Lu = 0. Let γ and x̄γ be as in
Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Then, for all m = |I| ≤ l,

|∂τ ÛEIu− Û2EIu| ≤ Ca〈τ〉(m+1)u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2
m+1 (15.25)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower

bound on θ0,−.

Remark 15.10. An additional consequence of the proof is that for m = |I| ≤ l and τ ≤ τc,

|∂τ ÛEIu|2 ≤Ca〈τ〉4u+2〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSpτEm+1

+ Cb〈τ〉2(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbEm−1 + CcEm,
(15.26)

where the second term on the right hand side can be omitted in case m = 0. Here Cc only depends
on cu,0, ccoeff,0, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0) and (M̄, ḡref); and Ca and Cb only depend on cu,l, ccoeff,l,
ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Proof. Since Lu = 0,
L(EIu) = [L,EI]u. (15.27)

Moreover, since the conditions of Lemma 13.19 are satisfied,

|[L,EI]u|2 ≤ Ca〈%〉4u+2〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSp%Em + Cb〈%〉2(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbEm−1 (15.28)

for all τ ≤ τc and m = |I| ≤ l, where Ca and Cb only depend on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case
ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Note also that if m = 0, the estimate (15.28) holds
with a vanishing right hand side. Next, let us consider the terms appearing in L(EIu). Appealing
to (13.18) and (13.27) with u replaced by EIu yields, with m = |I|,

|e−2µAX2
AEIu|2 + |ZAXAEIu|2 ≤ Caθ−2

0,−〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSp%Em+1 (15.29)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on cu,0, ccoeff,0, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
Combining this estimate with (15.27) and (15.28) yields, with m = |I|,

| − Û2EIu+ Z0ÛEIu+ α̂EIu|2

≤Ca〈%〉4u+2〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSp%Em+1 + Cb〈%〉2(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbEm−1

(15.30)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Z0 is introduced in (13.12). Here the second term on the right hand side
vanishes if m = 0. Moreover, Ca and Cb only depend on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0),
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Note that one particular consequence of this estimate is
that, if m = |I|,

|Û2EIu|2 ≤Ca〈%〉4u+2〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSp%Em+1

+ Cb〈%〉2(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbEm−1 + CcEm
(15.31)

for all τ ≤ τc, where we appealed to (3.5), (11.26), (12.34), (13.12) and and the assumptions;
note that (11.26) follows from (3.34) and that q is bounded due to Definition 3.31. Moreover, the
second term on the right hand side vanishes if m = 0; Cc only depends on cu,0, ccoeff,0, ms and dα
(in case ιb 6= 0); and Ca and Cb only depend on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover, (15.19) yields, with m = |I|,

|Z0ÛEIu− Z0∂τEIu| ≤ C〈τ〉〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2
m+1
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on A+
c (γ), where C only depends on cu,0, ccoeff,0, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Combining this estimate with (15.30) yields the conclusion that, if m = |I|,

| − Û2EIu+ Z0∂τEIu+ α̂EIu|2

≤Ca〈τ〉4u+2〈τ − τc〉3ιbe2εSpτEm+1 + Cb〈τ〉2(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιbEm−1

(15.32)

holds on A+
c (γ). Again, the second term on the right hand side vanishes if m = 0, and Ca and Cb

only depend on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Applying

(15.16) with ψ = ÛEIu yields

|∂τ ÛEIu| ≤ C
(
|Û2EIu|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XAÛEIu|2

)1/2

(15.33)

on M−, where C only depends on Crel and (M̄, ḡref). In order to estimate the second term inside
the paranthesis, note that (6.21) yields

EiÛEIu =[Ei, Û ]EIu+ ÛEiEIu

=−AkiEkEIu− Ei(ln N̂)ÛEIu+ ÛEiEIu,

where Aki and A0
i are given by (6.22). Due to Lemma 9.5 and (3.18), it follows that if m = |I| ≤ l,

|XAÛEIu| ≤ CE1/2
m+1 (15.34)

on M−, where C only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). In order to estimate the first term inside the
paranthesis on the right hand side of (15.33), it is sufficient to appeal to (15.31). Summing up, we
conclude that (15.26) holds. Appealing to (15.17) with ψ = ÛEIu yields

|∂τ ÛEIu− Û2EIu| ≤C〈τ〉eεSpτ
(
|Û2EIu|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XAÛEIu|2

)1/2

+
(∑

Ae
−2µA |XAÛEIu|2

)1/2

on A+(γ), where C only depends on cbas, cχ,2, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Combining
this estimate with (15.31) and (15.34) yields the conclusion that (15.25) holds.

15.3 Localising the equation, second derivatives

Next, we wish to replace Û2 with ∂2
τ . Note, to this end, that (15.21) and (15.22) yield

∂τψ − Ûψ = h∂τψ + N̂−1χ(ψ),

where

h(x̄, t) :=1− N̂−1(x̄, t)∂tτ(t)

=1− N̂−1(x̄, t)N̂(x̄0, t) + N̂−1(x̄, t)N̂(x̄0, t)[1− N̂−1(x̄0, t)∂tτ(t)].
(15.35)

Thus
∂2
τψ − ∂τ Ûψ = ∂τh∂τψ + h∂2

τψ + ∂τ [N̂−1χ(ψ)].

In particular,
(1− h)(∂2

τψ − ∂τ Ûψ) = h∂τ Ûψ + ∂τh∂τψ + ∂τ [N̂−1χ(ψ)].

Combining this equality with (7.86) yields

|∂2
τψ − ∂τ Ûψ| ≤ 2Kvar[|h∂τ Ûψ|+ |∂τh∂τψ|+ |∂τ [N̂−1χ(ψ)]|]. (15.36)

Note that (15.24) gives an estimate for h. To estimate ∂τ Ûψ in the context of greatest interest
here, it is sufficient to appeal to (15.26). Combining these observations yields an estimate for the
first term inside the parenthesis on the right hand side of (15.36). In order to estimate ∂τh, we
begin by making the following observation.
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15.3.1 The spatial variation of the τ-derivative of N̂

In order to estimate ∂τh, it is natural to begin by estimating the τ -derivative of the second term
on the far right hand side of (15.35).

Lemma 15.11. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum as-
sumptions are satisfied. Let γ and x̄γ be as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Finally,

let N̂0 := N̂(x̄0, ·). Then
|∂τ (N̂−1N̂0)| ≤ C〈τ〉2ueεSpτ (15.37)

on A+(γ), where C only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Proof. Compute
∂τ (N̂−1N̂0) = N̂−1N̂0(∂τ ln N̂0 − ∂τ ln N̂). (15.38)

Next, note that (15.16) yields

|Ei∂τ ln N̂ | = |∂τEi ln N̂ | ≤ Ca
(
|ÛEi ln N̂ |2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XAEi ln N̂ |2

)1/2

. (15.39)

In order to estimate the right hand side, note that (6.21) and (6.22) yield

|ÛEi ln N̂ | ≤|[Û , Ei] ln N̂ |+ |EiÛ ln N̂ |
≤|Ei ln N̂ | · |Û ln N̂ |+

∑
k|Aki ||Ek ln N̂ |+ |EiÛ ln N̂ | ≤ C〈τ〉2u,

where C only depends on cu,1 and (M̄, ḡref). In order to obtain this estimate, we appealed to the
assumptions and (9.7). Combining this estimate with (7.22), (15.39) and the assumptions yields

|Ei∂τ ln N̂ | ≤ C〈τ〉2u

on M−, where C only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Combining this
estimate with (15.38) yields (15.37).

15.3.2 Estimating the contribution from the shift vector field

Considering (15.35), it is clear that what remains to be estimated is the τ -derivative of the right
hand side of

1− N̂−1(x̄0, t)∂tτ(t) = −[N̂−1χ(%) + N̂−1divḡref
χ](x̄0, t); (15.40)

this equality follows from (7.74). Returning to (15.36), it is clear that we need to estimate

∂τ [N̂−1χ(ψ)], ∂τ [N̂−1χ(%)], ∂τ [N̂−1divḡref
χ].

On the other hand, the last two expressions we only need to estimate along (x̄0, t). Next, note
that Aki introduced in (6.22) satisfies

Aki = −N̂−1ωk(LχEi) = −N̂−1ωk(D̄χEi) + N̂−1ωk(D̄Eiχ).

Taking the trace of this equality yields

N̂−1divḡref
χ =

∑
iA

i
i + N̂−1χjωi(D̄EjEi). (15.41)

Due to the above and (15.16), it is of interest to estimate the result when applying Û and XA to
Aii, as well as to

N̂−1χψ, N̂−1χ(%), N̂−1χjωi(D̄EjEi).

Moreover, with the exception of N̂−1χψ, we only need to estimate these expressions along (x̄0, t).
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Lemma 15.12. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 0)-supremum as-
sumptions are satisfied. Let γ and x̄γ be as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Then

|Û [N̂−1χ(ψ)]| ≤ Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ
∑
i

(
|ÛEiψ|+ |Eiψ|

)
(15.42)

on A+(γ) for all smooth ψ on M̄ × I, where Ca only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound
on θ0,−. Moreover,

|Û [N̂−1χ(%)]| ≤ Ca〈τ〉u+1eεSpτ (15.43)

on A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Finally,

|Û [N̂−1χjωi(D̄EjEi)]| ≤ Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ (15.44)

on A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Proof. Note that
|Û [N̂−1χ(ψ)]| ≤ |Û(ln N̂)| · |N̂−1χ(ψ)|+ |N̂−1Ûχ(ψ)|. (15.45)

Before estimating the second term on the right hand side of (15.45), note that

Ûχ(ψ) = Û(χi)Ei(ψ) + χiÛEi(ψ). (15.46)

On the other hand, (6.27) yields
Û(χi) = ωi(χ̇)− χkAik.

This means that

N̂−1|Û(χi)| ≤N̂−1|χ̇|ḡref
+ N̂−1|χ|ḡref

∑
i,k|Aik|

≤Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ (1 + eεSpτ )

in A+(γ), where we appealed to Remark 8.5, (9.7), (15.13) and the assumptions. Moreover, the
constant Ca only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. The first term on the right
hand side of (15.45) and the second term on the right hand side of (15.46) can be estimated by
similar arguments. Summarising yields (15.42). Next, we wish to apply this estimate with ψ = %.
Note, to this end, that (7.60) and (7.72) yield

|Ei%| ≤ Ca〈τ〉 (15.47)

on M−, where Ca only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). Next, note that

|ÛEi(%)| ≤ |[Û , Ei](%)|+ |EiÛ(%)| ≤ Crel|Û(%)|+
∑
k|Aki | · |Ek(%)|+ |EiÛ(%)|,

where we appealed to (6.21) and (6.22). Due to (7.9), (7.20) and (7.84),

|Û(%)| ≤ 1 + eεSpτ

on M−. Moreover,

|EiÛ(%)| = |Ei[N̂−1divḡref
χ]| ≤ Crele

εSpτ + Cb〈τ〉2ueεSpτ ,

where we appealed to (7.64) and Cb only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). Combining the above
observations with (9.7) yields

|ÛEi(%)| ≤ Ca (15.48)

on M−, where Ca only depends on cu,0 and (M̄, ḡref). Combining (15.42), (15.47) and (15.48)
yields (15.43). Finally, the estimate (15.44) follows by arguments similar to the above.

Next, we derive similar estimates for XA[N̂−1χ(ψ)].



170 CHAPTER 15. LOCALISING THE ANALYSIS

Lemma 15.13. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum as-
sumptions are satisfied. Let γ and x̄γ be as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Then, if
ψ is a smooth function on M̄ × I,

|XA[N̂−1χ(ψ)]| ≤Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ
∑
i|Ei(ψ)|+ 1

2

(∑
B,ie

−2µB |XBEi(ψ)|2
)1/2

, (15.49)

|XA[N̂−1χjωi(D̄EjEi)]| ≤Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ , (15.50)

|XA[N̂−1χ(%)]| ≤Ca〈τ〉2u+1eεSpτ (15.51)

on A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Proof. To begin with,

|XA[N̂−1χ(ψ)]| ≤ |XA(ln N̂)| · |N̂−1χ(ψ)|+ |N̂−1XAχ(ψ)|. (15.52)

The first term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing (7.22), (15.13) and (15.20).
This yields

|XA(ln N̂)| · |N̂−1χ(ψ)| ≤ CeεSpτ
∑
i|Eiψ|

on A+(γ), where C only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. In order to estimate
the second term on the right hand side of (15.52), note that

|N̂−1XAχ(ψ)| ≤
(∑

i|N̂−1Eiχ(ψ)|2
)1/2

≤
(∑

i|N̂−1(LEiχ)(ψ)|2
)1/2

+
(∑

i|N̂−1χEi(ψ)|2
)1/2

.

On the other hand,

|N̂−1LEiχ|ḡref
≤|N̂−1D̄Eiχ|ḡref

+ |N̂−1D̄χEi|ḡref
≤ Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ

on A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. To obtain this
estimate, we appealed to Remark 8.5 and (15.13). Next, note that (15.20) yields

|N̂−1χEi(ψ)| ≤1

2

(∑
Be
−2µB |XBEi(ψ)|2

)1/2
.

To summarise, (15.49) holds. The proof of (15.50) is similar but less involved.

Next, applying (15.49) with ψ = %, it is clear that we wish to estimate up to two derivatives of %.
To estimate one derivative of %, it is sufficient to appeal to (15.47). In order to obtain an estimate
of the second order derivatives of %, we appeal to Lemma 10.7.

At this stage we return to (15.36).

Lemma 15.14. Assume that the conditions of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, 1)-supremum as-
sumptions are satisfied. Let γ and x̄γ be as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Then, if
ψ is a smooth function on M̄ × I and ū := max{u, 1},

|∂2
τψ − ∂τ Ûψ|

≤Ca〈τ〉eεSpτ |∂τ Ûψ|+ Ca〈τ〉ū+ueεSpτ
(
|Û(ψ)|2 +

∑
Ae
−2µA |XA(ψ)|2

)1/2

+ Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ
∑
i(|ÛEiψ|+ |Eiψ|) + Cae

εSpτ
(∑

B,ie
−2µB |XBEi(ψ)|2

)1/2

(15.53)

on A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.
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Proof. Due to (15.24), the first term in the parenthesis of the right hand side of (15.36) can be
estimated by

|h∂τ Ûψ| ≤ Ca〈τ〉eεSpτ |∂τ Ûψ|

on A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Next, let us
estimate ∂τh. Consider, to this end, (15.35). Combining this equality with (15.24) and (15.37)
yields

|∂τh| ≤ C〈τ〉2ueεSpτ + N̂−1N̂0|∂τ [1− N̂−1
0 ∂tτ ]|

on A+(γ), where C only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. In order to estimate
the last term on the right hand side, we appeal to (15.40). Due to this equality, we need to estimate
the τ -derivative of

N̂−1χ(%) + N̂−1divḡref
χ = N̂−1χ(%) +

∑
iA

i
i + N̂−1χjωi(D̄EjEi) (15.54)

at (x̄0, t), where we appealed to (15.41) in the last step. In order to estimate the τ -derivative of
the first and last terms on the right hand side of (15.54), it is sufficient to appeal to Lemmas 15.7,
15.12 and 15.13. This yields

|∂τ [N̂−1χ(%)](x̄0, t)| ≤Ca〈τ(t)〉u+1eεSpτ(t),

|∂τ [N̂−1χjωi(D̄EjEi)](x̄0, t)| ≤Ca〈τ(t)〉ueεSpτ(t)

for t ≤ t0, where Ca only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Next, in order
to estimate the τ -derivative of the second term on the right hand side of (15.54), we appeal to
Remark 9.13 and Lemma 15.7. This yields

|(∂τAii)(x̄0, t)| ≤ Ca〈τ(t)〉2ueεSpτ(t)

for t ≤ t0, where Ca only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Summing up the
above estimates leads to the conclusion that if ū := max{u, 1}, then

|∂τh| ≤ Ca〈τ〉ū+ueεSpτ

on A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Next, Lemmas 15.7,
15.12 and 15.13 yield

|∂τ [N̂−1χ(ψ)]| ≤Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ
∑
i(|ÛEiψ|+ |Eiψ|)

+ Cae
εSpτ

(∑
B,ie

−2µB |XBEi(ψ)|2
)1/2

on A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,1, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Combining the
above estimates with (15.36) and Lemma 15.7 yields the conclusion of the lemma.

At this point, we can combine (15.25) and (15.53) in order to draw the following conclusion.

Lemma 15.15. Fix l ≥ 1, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Then, given that the assumptions
of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied, assume (3.34) to hold.
Let L be defined by (12.33) and assume u to be a smooth solution to Lu = 0. Let γ and x̄γ be as
in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Then, for all m = |I| ≤ l,

|∂2
τEIu− Û2EIu| ≤ Ca〈τ〉(m+2)u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2

m+1 (15.55)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower

bound on θ0,−.
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Remark 15.16. Combining (15.55) with (15.32) yields

| − ∂2
τEIu+ Z0∂τEIu+ α̂EIu|

≤Ca〈τ〉(m+2)u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2
m+1 + Cb〈τ〉(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2E1/2

m−1

(15.56)

on A+
c (γ). Here, the second term on the right hand side vanishes in case m = 0. Moreover, Ca

and Cb only depend on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−.

Proof. Combining (15.25), (15.26) and (15.53) yields the conclusion of the lemma.

In what follows, we use (15.56) to derive estimates. However, it is convenient to simplify the
expressions that appear on the left hand side additionally. Introduce, to this end,

Z0
loc(t) := Z0(x̄0, t), α̂loc(t) := α̂(x̄0, t). (15.57)

With this notation, the following holds.

Corollary 15.17. Fix l ≥ 1, l1, u, v0 and v as in Definition 3.31. Then, given that the assump-
tions of Lemma 7.13 as well as the (u, l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied, assume (3.34) to
hold. Let L be defined by (12.33) and assume u to be a smooth solution to Lu = 0. Let γ and x̄γ
be as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Then, for all m = |I| ≤ l,

| − ∂2
τEIu+ Z0

loc∂τEIu+ α̂locEIu|

≤Ca〈τ〉(m+2)u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2
m+1 + Cb〈τ〉(m+1)u〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2E1/2

m−1

(15.58)

holds on A+
c (γ). Here, the second term on the right hand side vanishes in case m = 0. Moreover,

Ca and Cb only depend on cu,l, ccoeff,l, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on
θ0,−.

Proof. Note, first of all, that (15.56) holds. Next, note that (3.34) holds with l = 1. Moreover,
Definition 3.31 yields a bound on the weighted C1-norm of q. Combining these observations with
(3.5), (12.34) and (13.12) yields

‖Z0(x̄, t)− Z0
loc(t)‖ ≤Caθ−1

0,−〈τ(t)〉ueεSpτ(t), (15.59)

‖α̂(x̄, t)− α̂loc(t)‖ ≤Caθ−1
0,−〈τ(t)〉ueεSpτ(t) (15.60)

for all (x̄, t) ∈ A+(γ), where Ca only depends on cu,1, ccoeff,1, ms, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on
θ0,−. Combining these estimates with (15.56) and (15.16) yields the conclusion of the corollary.



Chapter 16

Energy estimates in causally
localised regions

Due to the estimates of the previous chapter, we have a model equation for the asymptotic be-
haviour in A+

c (γ); cf. (1.5). The model equation is a system of second order ODE’s. Since the
only assumptions we make concerning the coefficients of this system is that they are smooth and
bounded, we cannot in general derive the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to the model equa-
tion. For this reason, we need to make assumptions concerning the behaviour of solutions to the
model equation and then compare these assumptions with the behaviour of solutions to the actual
equation. Since the model equation can be phrased as a first order system of ODE’s, and since
the behaviour of the corresponding solutions is completely described by the associated flow, we
phrase the assumptions in terms of the flow. We do so at the beginning of Section 16.1; cf. (16.5).
Given these assumptions, we derive energy estimates in A+

c (γ) in Theorem 16.1. In the end, we
prove that the energy, up to polynomial factors, asymptotically behaves as well as we assume the
solutions to the model equation to behave. In order to improve the rate of growth/decay of the
energy, we need to sacrifice derivatives. In fact, the loss of derivatives typically tends to infinity
as εSp tends to 0. In some situations, the functions Z0

loc and α̂loc converge in the direction of
the singularity. In that setting, if the convergence is fast enough, the asymptotic behaviour is
characterized by a matrix A0. In fact, we can then prove estimates of the form (16.5), where dA
and $A can be calculated in terms of A0; $A is the smallest real part of an eigenvalue of A0 and
dA + 1 is the largest dimension of a corresponding Jordan block. We justify these statements in
Section 16.2.

16.1 Localised equation and improved energy estimates

Due to Corollary 15.17, we can improve the energy estimates in A+
c (γ). Introduce, to this end,

the notation

Ψ1 := EIu, Ψ2 := ∂τEIu, h2 := ∂2
τEIu− Z0

loc∂τEIu− α̂locEIu. (16.1)

Then
∂τΨ = AΨ +H, (16.2)

where

Ψ :=

(
Ψ1

Ψ2

)
, A :=

(
0 Id
α̂loc Z0

loc

)
, H :=

(
0
h2

)
. (16.3)

Let Φ be the flow associated with A. In other words,

∂τΦ = AΦ, Φ(τ ; τ) = Id. (16.4)
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Assume now that there are constants CA, dA and $A such that if s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, then

‖Φ(s1; s2)‖ ≤ CA〈s2 − s1〉dAe$A(s1−s2). (16.5)

Clearly, CA, dA and $A depend on x̄0. Fix τc ≤ 0 as before and introduce Ξ(τ) := e−$A(τ−τc)Ψ(τ),
Â := A−$AId and Ĥ(τ) := e−$A(τ−τc)H(τ). Then

∂τΞ = ÂΞ + Ĥ.

Defining Φ̂ as in (16.4) but with A replaced by Â yields

Φ̂(τ ; τa) = e−$A(τ−τa)Φ(τ ; τa).

In particular,
‖Φ̂(s1; s2)‖ ≤ CA〈s2 − s1〉dA (16.6)

for all s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0. On the other hand,

Ξ(x̄, τ) = Φ̂(τ ; τa)Ξ(x̄, τa) +

∫ τ

τa

Φ̂(τ ; s)Ĥ(x̄, s)ds.

In particular,

|Ξ(x̄, τ)| ≤ ‖Φ̂(τ ; τa)‖ · |Ξ(x̄, τa)|+
∣∣∣∣∫ τ

τa

‖Φ̂(τ ; s)‖ · |Ĥ(x̄, s)|ds
∣∣∣∣ ; (16.7)

note that we are mainly interested in the case that τ is smaller than τa.

Next, we improve the energy estimate in A+
c (γ). Recall, to this end, the notation introduced in

(13.1) and (14.56).

Theorem 16.1. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 are fulfilled. Let κ0 be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2; κ1 =
κ0+1; κ1 ≤ k ∈ Z; and l = k+κ0. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions
to be satisfied; and that there are constants ccoeff,k and scoeff,l such that (3.32) holds and such that
(3.34) holds with l replaced by k. Let γ and x̄γ be as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ .
Assume, finally, that (12.32) is satisfied with vanishing right hand side; and that if A is defined
by (16.3) and Φ is defined by (16.4), then there are constants CA, dA and $A such that (16.5)
holds. Let c0 be defined by (11.38) and c̃0 be defined by

c̃0 := c0 + 1− 1/n− εSp. (16.8)

Let m0 be the smallest integer greater than or equal to

max

{
1,

2$A + c̃0
2εSp

+
1

2

}
.

Assuming k ≥ m0, the estimate

E1/2
m ≤Cm,a〈τ − τc〉κm,a〈τ〉λm,ae$A(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2

m+κ0
(τc)

+ Cm,b〈τ − τc〉κm,b〈τ〉λm,be$A(τ−τc)〈τc〉ζm
∑m0

j=1e
jεSpτcĜ

1/2
m+j+κ0

(τc)
(16.9)

holds on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ m ≤ k − m0, where Cm,a and Cm,b only depend on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k,

ccoeff,k, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), CA, dA, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; κm,a and κm,b only

depend on dA, n, m and k; λm,a, λm,b and ζm only depend on u, n, m and k; and Ĝl is introduced
in (14.56). Moreover, κ0,a = κ0,b = dA and λ0,a = λ0,b = 0.

Remark 16.2. One particular consequence of the statement is that the growth of |uτ |2 + |u|2 is
exactly the one you would expect by replacing the equation with the system of ODE’s given by
(1.5).
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Proof. Note, to begin with, that the conditions of Proposition 14.19 are fulfilled. Thus (14.50)
holds. Combining this estimate with (13.46) and the fact that l = k + κ0 yields

‖Ej(·, τ)‖∞,w2
≤Caec0(τc−τ)Êj+κ0

(τc; τc)

+ Cb〈τ〉2αj,nu〈τ − τc〉2βj,nec0(τc−τ)Êkj (τc; τc)
(16.10)

for all τ ≤ τc and all j ≤ k. Here kj := max{κ1, j + κ0 − 1}; c0 is the constant defined by (11.38);
αj,n and βj,n only depend on n and j; Ca only depends on cu,κ0 , ccoeff,1, ms, l, dα (in case ιb 6= 0),
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and Cb only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,κ1

, ccoeff,κ1
, ms, dα

(in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Combining (16.10) with (15.14) and the
fact that q ≥ nεSp (cf. Remark 3.12) yields

Ej ≤Caec̃0(τc−τ)Ĝj+κ0
(τc) + Cb〈τ〉2αj,nu〈τ − τc〉2βj,nec̃0(τc−τ)Ĝkj (τc) (16.11)

on A+
c (γ), where the constants have the same dependence as the constants with the same names

appearing in (16.10); c̃0 is defined by (16.8); and the notation Ĝl is introduced in (14.56). Here
A+
c (γ) denotes the subset of A+(γ) corresponding to t ≤ tc. Let

Gj :=
1

2

∑
|I|=j

[
|∂τEIu|2 + |EIu|2

]
.

Due to (15.16),
Gj ≤ C〈τ − τc〉3ιbEj (16.12)

on M−, where C only depends on Crel and (M̄, ḡref). In what follows, it is also of interest to keep
in mind that

‖Gj(·, τ)‖∞ ≤ Ca〈τ − τc〉3ιbĜj+κ0(τ) (16.13)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca only depends on Crel, j and (M̄, ḡref), and we appealed to (15.16).

Due to (16.11),

Em ≤Cae2ν0(τ−τc)Ĝm+κ0
(τc) + Cb〈τ〉2dm〈τ − τc〉2cme2ν0(τ−τc)Ĝkm(τc) (16.14)

on A+
c (γ) for all m ≤ k. Here

dm := αm,nu, cm := βm,n, ν0 := −c̃0/2, (16.15)

where c̃0 is defined by (16.8). Moreover, the remaining constants have the same dependence as in
the case of (16.10). For technical reasons, it will be convenient to deteriorate the estimate (16.14)
slightly. Let p0 be the largest integer ≤ 0 such that

p0εSp − εSp/2 ≤ ν0 −$A (16.16)

(note that m0 introduced in the statement of the theorem is related to p0 via m0 = −p0 + 1) and
define κj by

κ0 := $A + p0εSp − εSp/2, κj := κ0 + jεSp. (16.17)

Then κ0 ≤ ν0, so that (16.14) holds with ν0 replaced by κ0. Moreover, for all j,

|κj −$A| ≥ εSp/2. (16.18)

Let us now assume, inductively, that there are functions fm,j and gm,j that are polynomials in
〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 with non-negative coefficients such that

E1/2
m ≤ fm,je$A(τ−τc) + gm,je

κj(τ−τc) (16.19)

on A+
c (γ) for m ≤ k − j. Here the properties of the functions fm,j and gm,j remain to be

determined. Due to (16.14), we know this estimate to hold for j = 0 with fm,0 = 0 and

gm,0(τ) = cm,0〈τ〉dm〈τ − τc〉cmĜ1/2
pm (τc), (16.20)
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where pm := max{κ1,m + κ0} and cm,0 only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,κ1 , ccoeff,κ1 , ms, dα (in
case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. The idea of the proof is to improve (16.19)
inductively. The improvement consists in the increase of κj . However, there is additional structure
in the estimate which will become apparent in what follows.

General observations. In the argument below, we appeal to the following two observations
without further comment. First, if 0 ≤ a, b ∈ R, 0 < β ∈ R and τ ≤ τc ≤ 0, then 〈τ〉 ≤
21/2〈τ − τc〉〈τc〉 and

〈τ〉a〈τ − τc〉beβτ ≤ 2a/2〈τc〉aeβτc〈τ − τc〉a+beβ(τ−τc) ≤ C〈τc〉aeβτc , (16.21)

where C only depends on a, b and β. In particular, if f is a polynomial in 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 with
non-negative coefficients, then

f(τ)eβτ ≤ Cf(τc)e
βτc

for τ ≤ τc ≤ 0, where C only depends on β and the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing in f .
Second, similar arguments imply that if 0 < β ∈ R and f is as above, then∫ τc

τ

f(s)eβsds ≤ Cf(τc)e
βτc

for τ ≤ τc ≤ 0, where C only depends on β and the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing in f .

Prototype improvement. In order to improve (16.19), note that for m ≤ k, the estimate (15.58)
yields

|H| ≤ πm(τ)[eεSpτE1/2
m+1(τ) + υmE1/2

m−1(τ)] (16.22)

on A+
c (γ), where |I| = m in the definition of H. Here υm = 0 if m = 0 and υm = 1 if m ≥ 1.

Moreover,

πm(τ) := Ca〈τ〉(m+2)u+1〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2,

where Ca ≥ 1 only depends on cu,k, ccoeff,k, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound
on θ0,−.

Assume that (16.19) holds for some j ≥ 0 and all m ≤ k − j, and that either m = 0 or that an
improved estimate holds for m−1; i.e., that (16.19) holds with m replaced by m−1 and j replaced
by j + 1. Combining these assumptions with (16.22) yields

|Ĥ| ≤πm(τ)[eεSpτfm+1,j(τ) + υmfm−1,j+1(τ)]

+ πm(τ)[gm+1,j(τ)eεSpτc + υmgm−1,j+1(τ)]e(κj+1−$A)(τ−τc)

on A+
c (γ). Combining this estimate with (16.6) and (16.7) yields

G1/2
m ≤Fm,j+1(τ)e$A(τ−τc) +Gm,j+1(τ)eκj+1(τ−τc) (16.23)

on A+
c (γ), where Fm,j+1 and Gm,j+1 are defined as follows (recall that (16.18) holds).

Case 1. If κj+1 −$A ≤ −εSp/2, then

Fm,j+1(τ) :=Ca〈τ − τc〉dAĜ1/2
m+κ0

(τc) + Cb〈τ − τc〉dAπm(τc)fm+1,j(τc)e
εSpτc (16.24)

+ υmCc〈τ − τc〉dA+1πm(τ)fm−1,j+1(τ),

Gm,j+1(τ) :=Cd〈τ − τc〉dAπm(τ)[gm+1,j(τ)eεSpτc + υmgm−1,j+1(τ)], (16.25)

where Ca only depends on CA, Crel, m and (M̄, ḡref); Cb only depends on CA, u, m, n, εSp and
the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing in fm+1,j ; Cc only depends on CA, m and n; and Cd only
depends on CA, εSp, m and n. Moreover, we appealed to (16.13).
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Case 2. If κj+1 −$A ≥ εSp/2, then Gm,j+1 = 0 and

Fm,j+1(τ) :=Ca〈τ − τc〉dAĜ1/2
m+κ0

(τc) + Cb〈τ − τc〉dAπm(τc)fm+1,j(τc)e
εSpτc (16.26)

+ υmCc〈τ − τc〉dA+1πm(τ)fm−1,j+1(τ)

+ Cd〈τ − τc〉dAπm(τc)[gm+1,j(τc)e
εSpτc + υmgm−1,j+1(τc)]

where Ca only depends on CA, Crel, m and (M̄, ḡref); Cb only depends on CA, u, m, n, εSp and
the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing in fm+1,j ; Cc only depends on CA, m and n; and Cd only
depends on CA, u, εSp, m, n, the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing in gm+1,j and (if m ≥ 1)
the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing in gm−1,j+1.

In order to take the step from the estimate (16.23) to an improvement of (16.19), note that if
|I| = m, (15.19) yields

|ÛEIu| ≤ |∂τEIu|+ |∂τEIu− ÛEIu| ≤ |∂τEIu|+ Ca〈τ〉〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2
m+1 (16.27)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Moreover,

e−µA |XAEIu| ≤ CaeεSpτ 〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2E1/2
m+1 (16.28)

on A+
c (γ), where we appealed to (7.22) and (15.13), and Ca only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a

lower bound on θ0,−. Thus

E1/2
m ≤υmE1/2

m−1 + 2−1/2∑
|I|=m[|ÛEIu|+

∑
A e
−µA |XAEIu|

+ ιa|EIu|+ ιb〈τ − τc〉−3/2|EIu|]

≤υmE1/2
m−1 +KaG1/2

m +Kb〈τ〉〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2eεSpτE1/2
m+1

on A+
c (γ), where Ka only depends on m and n; and Kb only depends on cu,0, m, (M̄, ḡref) and a

lower bound on θ0,−. Combining the above estimates yields

E1/2
m ≤ f̄m,j+1e

$A(τ−τc) + ḡm,j+1e
κj+1(τ−τc),

where

f̄m,j+1(τ) =υmfm−1,j+1(τ) +KaFm,j+1(τ) + Lb〈τc〉fm+1,j(τc)e
εSpτc , (16.29)

ḡm,j+1(τ) =υmgm−1,j+1(τ) +KaGm,j+1(τ) +Kb〈τ〉〈τ − τc〉3ιb/2gm+1,j(τ)eεSpτc , (16.30)

where Ka only depends on m and n; and Kb only depends on cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound
on θ0,−; and Lb only depends on cu,0, m, (M̄, ḡref), a lower bound on θ0,− and the powers of 〈τ〉
and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing in fm+1,j . Thus (16.19) holds with j replaced by j + 1, where fm,j+1 and
gm,j+1 are determined as follows:

Case 1. If κj+1 −$A ≤ −εSp/2,

fm,j+1(τ) :=℘0,0(τ)Ĝ
1/2
m+κ0

(τc) + ℘m,+(τ)fm+1,j(τc)e
εSpτc + υm℘m,−(τ)fm−1,j+1(τ), (16.31)

gm,j+1(τ) :=℘m(τ)(υmgm−1,j+1(τ) + gm+1,j(τ)eεSpτc), (16.32)

where ℘0,0(τ) := Ca〈τ − τc〉dA ,

℘m,+(τ) :=Cb〈τ − τc〉dA〈τc〉(m+2)u+1, ℘m,−(τ) := Cc〈τ − τc〉dA+1+3ιb/2〈τ〉(m+2)u+1

℘m(τ) :=Cd〈τ〉(m+2)u+1〈τ − τc〉dA+3ιb/2

and Ca only depends on CA, Crel, m and (M̄, ḡref); Cb only depends on cu,k, ccoeff,k, CA, dA, ms,
dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref), a lower bound on θ0,− and the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing
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in fm+1,j ; Cc only depends on cu,k, ccoeff,k, CA, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower
bound on θ0,−; and Cd only depends on CA, cu,k, ccoeff,k, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−. To be able to use (16.31) to obtain an estimate of fm,j , we first need to
determine the dependence of the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉 appearing in fm+1,j . However, due to
(16.31) and the fact that fm,0 = 0, it can inductively be verified that these powers only depend
on dA, m, u, j and n. Since m and j are bounded by k, the dependence of the powers can thus
be ignored.

Case 2. If κj+1 −$A = εSp/2, then gm,j+1 = 0 and

fm,j+1(τ) :=℘0,0(τ)Ĝ
1/2
m+κ0

(τc) + ℘m,+(τ)fm+1,j(τc)e
εSpτc + υm℘m,−(τ)fm−1,j+1(τ)

+ ℘m,fin(τ)gm+1,j(τc)e
εSpτc ,

(16.33)

where ℘0,0, ℘m,+ and ℘m,− are defined in case 1. Moreover,

℘m,fin(τ) := Ce〈τ − τc〉dA〈τc〉(m+2)u+1,

where Ce only depends on cu,k, ccoeff,k, CA, dA, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref), a lower bound
on θ0,− and the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ−τc〉 appearing in gm+1,j . To be able to use (16.33) to obtain
an estimate of fm,j+1, we first need to determine the dependence of the powers of 〈τ〉 and 〈τ − τc〉
appearing in gm+1,j . However, due to (16.32) and the fact that (16.20) holds, it can inductively
be verified that these powers only depend on dA, m, u, j and n. Since m and j are bounded by
k, the dependence of the powers can thus be ignored.

Conclusions. Our starting point is the estimate (16.19). We know this estimate to hold on
A+
c (γ) with j = 0, where κ0 is given by (16.17). Moreover, we know that if it holds for some j

and κj −$A ≤ −εSp/2, we can improve it. The improvement consists in a replacement of κj by
κj+1. By induction, we obtain (16.19) on A+

c (γ) for all m, j ≥ 0 such that m+ j ≤ k, as long as
κj −$A ≤ εSp/2. Assuming k to be large enough (corresponding to k ≥ m0 in the statement of
the theorem), κj −$A will, for j = m0, equal εSp/2. At this stage, the improvements terminate,
since the second term on the right hand side of (16.19) then vanishes. This leads to the desired
conclusion, modulo the detailed structure of the polynomials involved in the estimates.

The structure of the polynomials, step 1. Assuming κj+1 −$A ≤ −εSp/2, (16.32) yields

gm,j+1 =
∑m
r=0

(∏m
p=r ℘p

)
gr+1,je

εSpτc ,

assuming m+ j + 1 ≤ k. Combining this observation with (16.20) yields

gm,j(τ) ≤ Qm,j(τ)ejεSpτcĜ
1/2
m+j+κ0

(τc) (16.34)

for j ≥ 1 and m+ j ≤ k. Here

Qm,j(τ) := Km,j〈τ − τc〉rm,j 〈τ〉sm,j ,

where Km,j only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, CA, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−; rm,j only depends on m, n, j and dA; and sm,j only depends on m, n, j
and u.

The structure of the polynomials, step 2. Next, we estimate fm,j+1 under the assumption
that κj+1 −$A ≤ −εSp/2. To this end, we appeal to (16.31). Since fm,0 = 0, (16.31) yields

fm,1(τ) ≤ ℘0,0Ĝ
1/2
m+κ0

(τc) + υmRm,1(τ)Ĝ
1/2
m+κ0−1(τc)

for m ≤ k − 1, where
Rm,1(τ) := Lm,1〈τ〉pm,1〈τ − τc〉qm,1 .

Here Lm,1 only depends on cu,k, ccoeff,k, CA, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound
on θ0,−; pm,1 only depends on m and u; and qm,1 only depends on m and dA.
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In general, for j ≥ 1, an inductive argument yields the conclusion that

fm,j(τ) ≤℘0,0Ĝ
1/2
m+κ0

(τc) + υmRm,j(τ)Ĝ
1/2
m+κ0−1(τc)

+ υj−1〈τ − τc〉dASm,j(τc)
∑j
l=1e

lεSpτcĜ
1/2
m+l+κ0

(τc)

+ υmυj−1Rm,j(τ)Sm,j(τc)
∑j−1
l=0 e

(l+1)εSpτcĜ
1/2
m+l+κ0

(τc)

(16.35)

for m+ j ≤ k (in fact, a better estimate holds, but the corresponding improvement does not result
in an improvement of the final result), where

Rm,j(τ) := Lm,j〈τ〉pm,j 〈τ − τc〉qm,j , Sm,j(τ) := Mm,j〈τ〉rm,j . (16.36)

Here Lm,j and Mm,j only depend on cu,k, ccoeff,k, CA, dA, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref) and
a lower bound on θ0,−; pm,j and rm,j only depend on m, j and u; and qm,j only depends on m,
j and dA. More precisely, if the estimate (16.35) holds for m + j ≤ k, where j ≥ 1, then it is
preserved by the formula (16.31) (for m + j + 1 ≤ k). This observation is of importance in the
next step, since the first three terms on the right hand side of (16.33) coincide with the right hand
side of (16.31).

Case 2. Say now that κj+1 − $A = εSp/2; this happens for j = −p0, where p0 is introduced
in connection with (16.16). Since gm,j+1 = 0, we only need to estimate fm,j+1. To this end we
appeal to (16.33). However, there are two cases to consider. Either p0 = 0 or p0 ≤ −1. In case
p0 = 0, (16.33) can be used to deduce that (16.35) and (16.36) still hold with j = 1, but with
the following modifications: First, υj−1 should be removed from the right hand side of (16.35).
Second, Lm,1 and Mm,1 are, additionally, allowed to depend on su,l and scoeff,l; and pm,1 and rm,1
are allowed to depend on n. Assume now that p0 ≤ −1. Then we know that (16.35) and (16.36)
hold and that j ≥ 1. In the case of m = 0, (16.33), (16.34) and (16.35) yield the conclusion that
(16.35) holds with m = 0 and j replaced with j + 1. However, M0,j+1 is, additionally, allowed
to depend on su,l and scoeff,l; and r0,j+1 is additionally allowed to depend on n. Next, by an
inductive argument, it can be demonstrated that if m ≥ 1 and m+ j + 1 ≤ k, then (16.35) holds
with j replaced by j + 1. The proof of this is largely the same as the proof of (16.35). The only
difference is the contribution (in the inductive argument) of the last term on the right hand side
of (16.33). However, appealing to (16.34), it can be estimated that

℘m,fin(τ)gm+1,j(τc)e
εSpτc ≤Ce〈τ − τc〉dA〈τc〉γm,j+1e(j+1)εSpτcĜ

1/2
m+j+1+κ0

(τc),

where Ce only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, CA, dA, ms, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), (M̄, ḡref)
and a lower bound on θ0,−; and γm,j only depends on m, n, j and u. This expression is of a form
compatible with (16.35). However, the dependence of the constants has to be modified; Lm,j and
Mm,j are, additionally, allowed to depend on su,l and scoeff,l; and pm,j and rm,j are allowed to
depend on n. This finishes the inductive argument and the desired conclusion follows.

16.2 Approximations

Sometimes, the behaviour of A, introduced in (16.3), simplifies asymptotically. In particular,
A could converge to a constant matrix. In that setting, it is of interest to make the following
observation.

Lemma 16.3. Let Ai ∈ C0[I,Mk(R), i = 0, 1, where I is an open interval containing (−∞, 0].
Let A = A0 +A1 and Φ be defined as in (16.4). Let Φ0 be defined as in (16.4), where A is replaced
by A0. Assume that there are constants dA, C0 and $A such that if s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, then

‖Φ0(s1; s2)‖ ≤ C0〈s2 − s1〉dAe$A(s1−s2). (16.37)

Let ξ(s) := 〈s〉dA‖A1(s)‖ and assume ‖ξ‖1 := ‖ξ‖L1(−∞,0] <∞. Then

‖Φ(s1; s2)‖ ≤ CB〈s2 − s1〉dAe$A(s1−s2), (16.38)
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where CB only depends on C0 and ‖ξ‖1.

Proof. Introducing Â0 := A0 − $AId, the associated flow Φ̂0 satisfies an estimate analogous to
(16.37), with $A set to zero; cf. the argument leading to (16.6). Let Â := A−$AId, and consider
a solution to ẋ = Âx. Then

x(τ) = Φ̂0(τ ; τ0)x(τ0) +

∫ τ

τ0

Φ̂0(τ ; s)A1(s)x(s)ds,

so that, for all τ ≤ τ0 ≤ 0,

|x(τ)| ≤ C0〈τ − τ0〉dA |x(τ0)|+ C0

∫ τ0

τ

〈τ − s〉dA‖A1(s)‖ · |x(s)|ds.

Introducing ζ(τ) := 〈τ − τ0〉−dA |x(τ)|, it follows that

ζ(τ) ≤ C0ζ(τ0) + C0

∫ τ0

τ

〈s− τ0〉dA‖A1(s)‖ζ(s)ds.

A Grönwall’s lemma argument yields the conclusion that

ζ(τ) ≤ CBζ(τ0), |x(τ)| ≤ CB〈τ − τ0〉dA |x(τ0)|,

where CB only depends on C0 and ‖ξ‖1. Thus, for s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0,

‖Φ̂(s1; s2)‖ ≤ CB〈s2 − s1〉dA , ‖Φ(s1; s2)‖ ≤ CB〈s2 − s1〉dAe$A(s1−s2),

where Φ̂ is the flow associated with Â.

One particular case of interest is when A converges to a constant matrix. Before stating the
relevant result, it is convenient to introduce the following notation; cf. [56, Definition 4.3, p. 47].

Definition 16.4. Given A ∈Mk(C), let SpA denote the set of eigenvalues of A. Moreover, let

$max(A) := sup{Reλ | λ ∈ SpA}, $min(A) := inf{Reλ | λ ∈ SpA}.

In addition, if $ ∈ {Reλ | λ ∈ SpA}, then dmax(A,$) is defined to be the largest dimension of a
Jordan block corresponding to an eigenvalue of A with real part $.

Corollary 16.5. Let A ∈ C0[I,Mk(R)], where I is an open interval containing (−∞, 0]. Assume
that there is an A0 ∈ Mk(R) such that A(s) → A0 as s → −∞. Let $A = $min(A0) and
dA := dmax(A0, $A)− 1. Let ξ(s) := 〈s〉dA‖A(s)−A0‖. If ‖ξ‖1 := ‖ξ‖L1(−∞,0] <∞,

‖Φ(s1; s2)‖ ≤ CA〈s2 − s1〉dAe$A(s1−s2)

for all s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, where CA only depends on A0 and ‖ξ‖1.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Lemma 16.3 and the fact that

‖eA0(s1−s2)‖ ≤ C0〈s1 − s2〉dAe$A(s1−s2)

for all s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, where dA and $A are defined as in the statement of the corollary and C0 only
depends on A0.



Chapter 17

Deriving asymptotics

In order to derive detailed asymptotics, we need to make stronger assumptions than the ones made
in the previous chapter. In the present chapter, we therefore assume Z0

loc and α̂loc to converge
exponentially. In that setting, we can replace the model equation with a constant coefficient
equation. For solutions to the latter equation, we of course know what the asymptotics are.
However, even though we can hope to extract the leading order behaviour from the constant
coefficient equation, at a lower level, the error terms might begin to dominate. At the beginning
of Section 17.1, we therefore introduce terminology that makes it possible to quantify the level
to which solutions to the constant coefficient equation describe the asymptotics of solutions to
the actual equation. Moreover, we state and prove a general result concerning the asymptotics of
solutions to equations of the form ξτ = Bξ + H, where B is a matrix and H is a vector valued
function satisfying appropriate asymptotic estimates. Given this result, we are then in a position
to derive the leading order asymptotics of u and Ûu in A+(γ), where u is a solution to the actual
equation; cf. Theorem 17.5 below. Before proceeding to the asymptotics of the higher order
derivatives, we need to derive a model equation for them. This is the subject of the beginning of
Section 17.2. The cause of the difficulties is that the commutator of Û and Ei cannot be ignored.
On the other hand, there is a hierarchy in the sense that one can derive the asymptotics up to a
certain order, and then the correction terms (relative to the constant coefficient model equation
for the zeroth order spatial derivatives) appearing in the equation for the order above can be
calculated in terms of the coefficients, the geometry and the lower order asymptotics. Note, in
particular, that in order to derive the leading order asymptotics for the higher order derivatives,
we only need to assume that Z0 and α̂ converge along the causal curve γ. We do not need to
assume that the spatial derivatives of these coefficients converge along the causal curve. Given
the model equation for the higher order spatial derivatives, we derive the asymptotics using an
inductive argument on the order of the spatial derivatives; cf. Theorem 17.9 below.

17.1 Detailed asymptotics

In the situation considered in Corollary 16.5, more detailed asymptotics can be derived in case
A converges to A0 exponentially. In order to state the relevant result, we first need to introduce
additional terminology; cf. [56, Definition 4.7, p. 48].

Definition 17.1. Let 1 ≤ k ∈ Z, B ∈Mk(C) and PB(X) be the characteristic polynomial of B.
Then

PB(X) =
∏

λ∈SpB

(X − λ)kλ ,

where 1 ≤ kλ ∈ Z. Moreover, given λ ∈ SpB, the generalised eigenspace of B corresponding to λ,
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denoted Eλ, is defined by
Eλ := ker(B − λIdk)kλ , (17.1)

where Idk denotes the k × k-dimensional identity matrix. If J ⊆ R is an interval, then the J-
generalised eigenspace of B, denoted EB,J , is the subspace of Ck defined to be the direct sum
of the generalised eigenspaces of B corresponding to eigenvalues with real parts belonging to J
(in case there are no eigenvalues with real part belonging to J , then EB,J is defined to be {0}).
Finally, given 0 < β ∈ R, the first generalised eigenspace in the β, B-decomposition of Ck, denoted
EB,β , is defined to be EB,Jβ , where Jβ := ($ − β,$] and $ := $max(B); cf. Definition 16.4.

Remark 17.2. In case B ∈Mk(R), the vector spaces EB,J have bases consisting of vectors in Rk.
The reason for this is that if λ is an eigenvalue of B with Reλ ∈ J , then λ∗ (the complex conjugate
of λ) is an eigenvalue of B with Reλ∗ ∈ J . Moreover, if v ∈ Eλ, then v∗ ∈ Eλ∗ . Combining bases
of Eλ and Eλ∗ , we can thus construct a basis of the direct sum of these two vector spaces which
consists of vectors in Rk.

Before turning to the particular equations of interest here, it is convenient to make a technical
observation concerning systems of ODE’s.

Lemma 17.3. Let B ∈ Mk(R) and H ∈ C∞(I,Rk), where I is an open interval containing
(−∞, 0]. Let ξ ∈ C∞(I,Rk) be a solution to

ξτ = Bξ +H. (17.2)

Let $B := $min(B), β > 0 and assume that there are constants CH > 0 and ηH ≥ 0 such that

|H(τ)| ≤ CH〈τ − τc〉ηHe($B+β)(τ−τc)

for all τ ≤ τc and some τc ≤ 0. Let Ja := [$B , $B + β), Jb := [$B + β,∞), Ea := EB,Ja and
Eb := EB,Jb ; cf. Definition 17.1. Then there is a unique division of ξ as ξ = ξa + ξb, where
ξa ∈ C∞(I, Ea) and ξb ∈ C∞(I, Eb). Moreover, there is a unique ξ∞,a ∈ Ea such that

|ξ(τ)− eB(τ−τc)ξ∞,a| ≤CB〈τ − τc〉ηBe($B+β)(τ−τc)|ξb(τc)|
+KCH〈τ − τc〉ηH+ηBe($B+β)(τ−τc)

(17.3)

for all τ ≤ τc, where K only depends on B, ηH and β; and CB and ηB only depend on B. In
addition, ξ∞,a ∈ Rk and there is a ξ∞ ∈ Rk, given by ξ∞ = ξ∞,a + ξb(τc), such that

|ξ(τ)− eB(τ−τc)ξ∞| ≤ KCH〈τ − τc〉ηH+ηBe($B+β)(τ−τc) (17.4)

for all τ ≤ τc, where K and ηB have the same dependence as in (17.3). Finally,

|ξ∞,a| ≤ |ξa(τc)|+KCH , |ξ∞| ≤ CB |ξ(τc)|+KCH , (17.5)

where K and CB have the same dependence as in (17.3).

Remark 17.4. Due to Remark 17.2, ξa and ξb are Rk-valued.

Proof. Note that Ck is the direct sum of the generalised eigenspaces of B. Given a vector v ∈ Ck,
there are thus uniquely determined vλ ∈ Eλ, λ ∈ Sp(B), such that

v =
∑
λ∈Sp(B)vλ; (17.6)

here Eλ is defined by (17.1). In particular, we can write H as a sum of functions Hλ, λ ∈ Sp(B),
where Hλ is a smooth function which takes its values in Eλ. Since B maps Eλ into Eλ, the
equation (17.2) can be decomposed into

∂τξλ = Bξλ +Hλ,
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where the definition of ξλ is analogous to the definition of Hλ. In particular,

∂τ (e−B(τ−τc)ξλ) = e−B(τ−τc)Hλ.

Let τa ≤ τb ≤ τc and integrate this equality from τa to τb. This yields

e−B(τb−τc)ξλ(τb)− e−B(τa−τc)ξλ(τa) =

∫ τb

τa

e−B(τ−τc)Hλ(τ)dτ. (17.7)

However, the right hand side can be estimated by∣∣∣∣∫ τb

τa

e−B(τ−τc)Hλ(τ)dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤∫ τb

τa

Cλ〈τ − τc〉kλ−1e−Reλ(τ−τc)|Hλ(τ)|dτ

≤KBCH

∫ τb

τa

〈τ − τc〉ηH+kλ−1e($B+β−Reλ)(τ−τc)dτ,

where KB only depends on B and kλ is the algebraic multiplicity of λ. Let Sa be the set of
λ ∈ Sp(B) such that Re(λ) ∈ Ja, and let Sb be the set of λ ∈ Sp(B) be such that Re(λ) ∈ Jb.
Then ξa and ξb, defined in the statement of the theorem, can be written

ξa =
∑
λ∈Saξλ, ξb =

∑
λ∈Sbξλ.

Using the fact that $B + β − Reλ ≥ βrem > 0 for all λ ∈ Sa, we conclude that∣∣∣e−B(τb−τc)ξλ(τb)− e−B(τa−τc)ξλ(τa)
∣∣∣

≤KCH〈τb − τc〉ηH+kλ−1e($B+β−Reλ)(τb−τc)
(17.8)

for all τa ≤ τb ≤ τc and λ ∈ Sa, where K only depends on B, ηH and β. Thus, for λ ∈ Sa, the
limit

ξλ,∞ := lim
τ→−∞

e−B(τ−τc)ξλ(τ) (17.9)

exists. Moreover, letting τa tend to −∞ and choosing τb = τ in (17.8) yields the conclusion that∣∣∣e−B(τ−τc)ξλ(τ)− ξλ,∞
∣∣∣ ≤KCH〈τ − τc〉ηH+kλ−1e($B+β−Reλ)(τ−τc) (17.10)

for all τ ≤ τc and λ ∈ Sa, where K has the same dependence as in the case of (17.8). Thus∣∣∣ξλ(τ)− eB(τ−τc)ξλ,∞
∣∣∣

≤Cλ〈τ − τc〉kλ−1eReλ(τ−τc)KCH〈τ − τc〉ηH+kλ−1e($B+β−Reλ)(τ−τc)

for all τ ≤ τc and λ ∈ Sa. Summing up over all λ ∈ Sa yields∣∣∣ξa(τ)− eB(τ−τc)ξa,∞
∣∣∣ ≤KCH〈τ − τc〉ηH+ηBe($B+β)(τ−τc)

for τ ≤ τc, where ξa,∞ :=
∑
λ∈Saξλ,∞, ηB only depends on B and K has the same dependence as

in the case of (17.8). Letting τ = τc in this estimate yields

|ξa,∞| ≤ |ξa(τc)|+KCH . (17.11)

Thus the first estimate in (17.5) holds. Next, letting τb = τc and τa = τ in (17.7) yields

ξλ(τ) = eB(τ−τc)ξλ(τc)−
∫ τc

τ

eB(τ−s)Hλ(s)ds.

In particular,

|ξλ(τ)| ≤ Cλ〈τ − τc〉kλ−1eReλ(τ−τc)|ξλ(τc)|+
∫ τc

τ

Cλ〈τ − s〉kλ−1eReλ(τ−s)|Hλ(s)|ds.
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Due to the assumptions and the definition of Sb, it follows that

|ξb(τ)| ≤ KB〈τ − τc〉ηBe($B+β)(τ−τc)|ξb(τc)|+KBCH〈τ − τc〉ηH+ηBe($B+β)(τ−τc)

for all τ ≤ τc, where ξb :=
∑
λ∈Sbξλ and KB and ηB only depend on B. This estimate can be

refined to
|ξb(τ)− eB(τ−τc)ξb(τc)| ≤ KBCH〈τ − τc〉ηH+ηBe($B+β)(τ−τc)

for all τ ≤ τc. Combining the above estimates yields the conclusions that (17.3) and (17.4) hold,
where ξ∞ := ξa,∞ + ξb(τc). Since ξa,∞ satisfies the estimate (17.11) we also conclude that the
second estimate in (17.5) holds. What remains to be demonstrated is that ξ∞,a is unique. Let us,
to this end, assume that there are ξi ∈ Ea, i = 1, 2, such that (17.3) holds with ξ∞,a replaced by
ξi, i = 1, 2. This means that there are constants C and η such that

|eB(τ−τc)(ξ1 − ξ2)| ≤ C〈τ − τc〉ηe($B+β)(τ−τc)

for all τ ≤ τc. If ξ1 6= ξ2, then the left hand side becomes larger than the right hand side as
τ → −∞ due to the fact that ξ1 − ξ2 ∈ Ea. The lemma follows.

Theorem 17.5. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 are fulfilled. Let κ0 be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2; κ1 =
κ0+1; κ1 ≤ k ∈ Z; and l = k+κ0. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions
to be satisfied; and that there are constants ccoeff,k and scoeff,l such that (3.32) holds and such that
(3.34) holds with l replaced by k. Assume, moreover, that (12.32) is satisfied with vanishing right
hand side and that %(x̄0, t)→ −∞ as t tends to the left endpoint of I−; cf. (3.17). Let γ and x̄γ be
as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Assume, finally, that there are Z0

∞, α̂∞ ∈Mms
(R)

and constants εA > 0, crem ≥ 0 such that

[‖Z0
loc(τ)− Z0

∞‖2 + ‖α̂loc(τ)− α̂∞‖2]1/2 ≤ creme
εAτ (17.12)

for all τ ≤ 0, where Z0
loc and α̂loc are introduced in (15.57). Let

A0 :=

(
0 Id
α̂∞ Z0

∞

)
, Arem := A−A0, (17.13)

where A is defined in (16.3). Let, moreover, $A := $min(A0) and dA := dmax(A0, $A)− 1. Then
(16.5) is satisfied for all s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, where Φ is defined by (16.4) and CA only depends on A0,
crem and εA. Let m0 be defined as in the statement of Theorem 16.1 and assume k > m0. Let,
moreover, β := min{εA, εSp}, Ja := [$A, $A + β), Ea := EA0,Ja and

V :=

(
u

Ûu

)
. (17.14)

Then, given τc ≤ 0, there is a unique V∞,a ∈ Ea with V∞,a ∈ R2ms such that∣∣∣V − eA0(τ−τc)V∞,a
∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc) (17.15)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA,

(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and ηa, ηb only depend on u, A0, n and k. Moreover,

|V∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2
l (τc), (17.16)

where Ca and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (17.15).

Remark 17.6. Due to the proof, the function V appearing in (17.15) can be replaced by Ψ
introduced in (16.3), where Ψi, i = 1, 2, is defined by (16.1) and we here assume I = 0.
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Remark 17.7. The estimate (17.15) can be improved in that there is a V∞ ∈ R2ms such that∣∣∣V − eA0(τ−τc)V∞
∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc) (17.17)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (17.15). However, the

corresponding V∞ is not unique. Nevertheless, V∞ can be chosen so that it satisfies (17.16) with
V∞,a replaced by V∞.

Proof. The first statement of the theorem, i.e., that (16.5) is satisfied for all s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, where
Φ is defined by (16.4), is an immediate consequence of Corollary 16.5. Letting m0 be defined as
in the statement of Theorem 16.1 and assuming k > m0, the assumptions of Theorem 16.1 are
fulfilled. In particular, the estimate (16.9) yields the conclusion that

E1/2
m ≤Ca〈τc〉ηb〈τ − τc〉ηae$A(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2

l (τc) (17.18)

holds on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ m ≤ k−m0. Here Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case

ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and ηa and ηb only depend on u, A0,
n, m and k. Next, note that (16.2) holds. In this equation, we are only interested in estimating
Ψ for x̄ = x̄0 and |I| = 0. For that reason, we here assume x̄ = x̄0 in (16.2) and abuse notation in
that we, most of the time, omit the argument x̄0 in what follows. By assumption, A = A0 +Arem,
where ‖Arem(τ)‖ ≤ creme

εAτceεA(τ−τc) for all τ ≤ τc. Here crem and εA are the constants appearing
in the statement of the theorem. In order to estimate H, we appeal to (15.58) with m = 0 and to
(17.18) with m = 1. This yields

|H(τ)| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeεSpτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+εSp)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc) (17.19)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in (17.18). Next, due to (15.16),
(17.18) and the definition of the energy,

|Ψ| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηb〈τ − τc〉ηae$A(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc) (17.20)

for all τ ≤ τc, where Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in (17.18). Combining this
estimate with (16.2), (17.19) and the above estimates for Arem yields the conclusion that

∂τΨ = A0Ψ +H, (17.21)

where
|H(τ)| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2

l (τc) (17.22)

for all τ ≤ τc, where β := min{εA, εSp} and Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in (17.18).

At this stage we can appeal to Lemma 17.3. In fact, the conditions of this lemma are fulfilled
with ξ = Ψ; B = A0; H = H; k = 2ms; $B = $A; β defined as in the statement of the theorem;
ηH = ηa; and

CH = Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2
l (τc). (17.23)

Defining Ea and Eb as in the statement of Lemma 17.3, there is then a unique Ψ∞,a ∈ Ea such
that

|Ψ− eA0(τ−τc)Ψ∞,a| ≤CB〈τ − τc〉ηBe($A+β)(τ−τc)|Ψb(τc)|
+KCH〈τ − τc〉ηH+ηBe($A+β)(τ−τc)

for all τ ≤ τc, where K only depends on A0, ηa and β; and CB and ηB only depend on A0.
Combining this estimate with (17.20) and (17.23) yields

|Ψ− eA0(τ−τc)Ψ∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηb〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc)
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for all τ ≤ τc, where β := min{εA, εSp} and Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in (17.18).
Combining Lemma 17.3 with similar arguments yields the conclusion that Ψ∞ ∈ R2ms such that

|Ψ− eA0(τ−τc)Ψ∞| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc) (17.24)

for all τ ≤ τc, where β := min{εA, εSp} and Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in (17.18).
Note also that if Ψb(τc) = 0, then Ψ∞ appearing on the left hand side of (17.24) can be replaced
by Ψ∞,a. Finally, combining Lemma 17.3 with similar arguments yields

|Ψ∞,a|+ |Ψ∞| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2
l (τc),

where Ca and ηb have the same dependence as in (17.18).

Estimating the spatial variation. At this stage, we wish to replace Ψ with V ; cf. (17.14). We
therefore need to estimate (∂τu)(x̄, τ) − (∂τu)(x̄0, τ) for x̄ such that d(x̄, x̄0) ≤ KAe

εSpτ ; cf. the
definition (15.12) of A+(γ). However, (15.16) yields the conclusion that

|Ei∂τu| ≤ CbE1/2
1 ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae$A(τ−τc)

on A+
c (γ), where we appealed to (17.18) and Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the

case of (17.18). Combining the above observations,

|(∂τu)(x̄, τ)− (∂τu)(x̄0, τ)| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeεSpτcĜ
1/2
l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+εSp)(τ−τc)

for all (x̄, τ) ∈ A+
c (γ). The argument concerning the spatial variation of u in A+

c (γ) is similar but
simpler. In particular, we can replace Ψ(x̄0, τ) with Ψ(x̄, τ) for (x̄, τ) ∈ A+

c (γ). Next, we wish to
replace ∂τu with Ûu. However, that this is allowed is an immediate consequence of (15.19) and
(17.18). Finally, the uniqueness of V∞,a follows by the same argument as at the end of the proof
of Lemma 17.3. The theorem follows.

17.2 Asymptotics of higher order derivatives

Preliminary equation. Assume u to be a solution to (12.32) with a vanishing right hand side;
i.e.,

− Û2u+ Z0Ûu+ α̂u = Su, (17.25)

where
Su := −

∑
Ae
−2µAX2

Au− ZAXAu. (17.26)

Setting Su to zero yields a model equation. In some sense, this model equation corresponds to
“dropping the spatial derivatives” in the original equation, an idea that goes back to BKL, and
which has been refined in the works of many authors; cf., e.g., [5, 16, 27, 32, 15, 21] and refer-
ences cited therein. A related notion is that of asymptotically velocity term dominated (AVTD)
solutions. Due to Theorem 17.5, we know the leading order behaviour of u and Ûu in A+(γ).
Combining this knowledge with (17.25) yields the leading order behaviour of Û2u in A+(γ). How-
ever, it is also of interest to determine the asymptotics of ÛmEIu in A+(γ) for m = 0, 1, 2. Let us
begin by giving a heuristic description of how this is to be achieved. First, we commute (17.25)
with EI. When doing so, we ignore all resulting terms that contain a factor of the form EK(Aij)

or EK[Û(Aij)]. Note that this corresponds to dropping the second term on the right hand side of
(6.21). This results in an equation of the form

−Û2EIu+ Z0ÛEIu+ α̂EIu = Lpre,Iu+ . . . ,

where the dots signify the terms that we have ignored. In what follows, we assume Z0 and α̂ to
converge exponentially in the sense that (17.12) holds. Moreover, as before, we can, effectively,
replace Û with ∂τ . This yields the equation

−∂2
τEIu+ Z0

∞∂τEIu+ α̂∞EIu = Lpre,Iu+ . . . .



17.2. ASYMPTOTICS OF HIGHER ORDER DERIVATIVES 187

Again, the dots signify the terms that we have ignored. Moreover, Lpre,Iu can be written in the
form

Lpre,Iu =
∑
|J|<|I|

∑2
m=0L

m
pre,I,JÛ

mEJu; (17.27)

cf. the proof of Theorem 17.9 below, in particular (17.42), for a more detailed explanation of how
to compute Lpre,I. When it comes to deriving asymptotics, there is no problem in using Lpre,I as
the basis for our arguments. However, when specifying asymptotics, we have to take into account
that the different EIu are not independent. In fact, EIu can be expressed in terms of Eωu for
Rn-multiindices ω satisfying |ω| ≤ |I|; if ω is an Rn-multiindex, we here use the notation

Eωu := Eω1
1 · · ·Eωnn u.

Removing redundancies. In what follows, it is convenient to define, for every vector field
multiindex I, an associated Rn-multiindex.

Definition 17.8. Given a vector field multiindex I = (I1, . . . , Ip), let ω(I) ∈ Nn be the vector
whose components, written ωi(I), i = 1, . . . , n, are given as follows: ωi(I) equals the number of
times Iq = i, q = 1, . . . , p.

Given a vector field multiindex I, let ω := ω(I). Then

EIψ − Eωψ =
∑
|ξ|<|I|CI,ξEξψ, (17.28)

where CI,ξ are functions depending only on I, ξ and the frame {Ei}; and ξ are Rn-multiindices.
It is straightforward to prove this for |I| ≤ 2. In order to prove the statement in general, let
2 ≤ m ∈ Z, and assume that it holds for |I| ≤ m. Let I = (I1, . . . , Ip) with p = m+ 1. Note that
if J is obtained from I by permuting two adjacent indices, then

EIψ − EJψ =
∑
|K|<|I|DI,J,KEKψ

for some functions DI,J,K depending only on I, J, K and the frame {Ei}. However, due to the
inductive assumption, EKψ can, up to functions depending only on K, ξ and the frame {Ei}, be
written as a sum of terms of the form Eξψ for Rn-multiindices ξ satisfying |ξ| ≤ |K|. To conclude,
permuting two adjacent indices in I is harmless due to the inductive assumption. On the other
hand, a finite number of such permutations takes us from I to ω(I). To conclude, (17.28) holds.

Consider (17.27). Due to (17.28), EJu can be rewritten in terms of Eξu, |ξ| ≤ |I|, with coefficients

depending only I, ξ and the frame {Ei}. Moreover, if a Û hits one of these coefficients, the
resulting term is an error term. In the end, we thus conclude that

−∂2
τEIu+ Z0

∞∂τEIu+ α̂∞EIu = LIu+ . . . ,

where
LIu =

∑
|ω|<|I|

∑2
m=0L

m
I,ωÛ

mEωu (17.29)

and ω are Rn-multiindices; cf. (17.40) and (17.45) for a more detailed explanation of how to
compute LIu and its coefficients.

Inductive argument. When deriving the asymptotics of the higher order derivatives, it is
important to note that the sum in (17.29) ranges over |ω| < |I|. Due to this fact, it is possible
to proceed inductively. To begin with, appealing to Theorem 17.5, we control the leading order
behaviour of Ûu and u. Combining this knowledge with the equation yields the behaviour of Û2u.
It is therefore meaningful to assume, inductively, that for some 1 ≤ j ∈ Z, there are functions
UJ,m for |J| < j and m = 0, 1, 2, depending only on τ , such that the difference between ÛmEJu
and UJ,m is small. Localising, additionally, the coefficients of LI, it is natural to introduce

LI(τ) :=
∑
|ω|<|I|

∑2
m=0L

m
I,ω(x̄0, τ)Uω,m(τ). (17.30)
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As a part of the inductive argument, it can be demonstrated that this expression captures the
leading order behaviour of LIu. In the end, the equation can be written

− ∂2
τEIu+ Z0

∞∂τEIu+ α̂∞EIu = LI + . . . . (17.31)

To conclude, the model equation is the following ODE:

−∂2
τUI + Z0

∞∂τUI + α̂∞UI = LI.

The solutions to this equation can be written(
UI(τ)

(∂τUI)(τ)

)
= eA0(τ−τc)XI +

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds,

where XI ∈ R2ms . For this reason, the goal in the present section is to prove, inductively, that,
for a suitable choice of XI, the difference(

EIu

ÛEIu

)
− eA0(τ−τc)XI −

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

is small in A+
c (γ). In the process of deriving the corresponding estimates, we also obtain estimates

with ÛEIu replaced by ∂τEIu. Once such estimates have been derived, we can immediately read
off UI,m for m = 0, 1. Combining this knowledge with (15.55) and (17.31) yields UI,2. This
reproduces the inductive assumption and completes the argument.

Theorem 17.9. Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R, v0 = (0, u) and v = (u, u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma 7.13 are fulfilled. Let κ0 be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2; κ1 =
κ0+1; κ1 ≤ k ∈ Z; and l = k+κ0. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u, l)-Sobolev assumptions
to be satisfied; and that there are constants ccoeff,k and scoeff,l such that (3.32) holds and such that
(3.34) holds with l replaced by k. Assume, moreover, that (12.32) is satisfied with vanishing right
hand side and that %(x̄0, t)→ −∞ as t tends to the left endpoint of I−; cf. (3.17). Let γ and x̄γ be
as in Remark 15.2, and assume that x̄0 = x̄γ . Assume, finally, that there are Z0

∞, α̂∞ ∈Mms
(R)

and constants εA > 0, crem ≥ 0 such that (17.12) holds for all τ ≤ 0. Let A0 be defined by (17.13)
and A be defined by (16.3). Let, moreover, $A := $min(A0) and dA := dmax(A0, $A) − 1. Then
(16.5) is satisfied for all s1 ≤ s2 ≤ 0, where Φ is defined by (16.4) and CA only depends on A0,
crem and εA. Let m0 be defined as in the statement of Theorem 16.1 and assume k > m0 + 1. Let,
moreover, β := min{εA, εSp}, Ja := [$A, $A + β), Ea := EA0,Ja , V be defined by (17.14) and

VI :=

(
EIu

ÛEIu

)
.

Fix τc ≤ 0, let V∞,a be defined as in the statement of Theorem 17.5 and define U0,m ∈ C∞(R,Rms),
m = 0, 1, 2, by(

U0,0(τ)
U0,1(τ)

)
:= eA0(τ−τc)V∞,a, U0,2(τ) := Z0

∞U0,1(τ) + α̂∞U0,0(τ). (17.32)

Let 1 ≤ j ≤ k −m0 − 1 and assume that UJ,m has been defined for |J| < j and m = 0, 1, 2 (for
J = 0, these functions are defined by (17.32) and for |J| > 0, they are defined inductively by
(17.35) and (17.36) below). Let I be such that |I| = j and define LI by (17.30). Then there is a
unique VI,∞,a ∈ Ea with VI,∞,a ∈ R2ms such that∣∣∣∣VI − eA0(τ−τc)VI,∞,a −

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
≤Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)
(17.33)
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on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA,

(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and ηa and ηb only depend on u, A0, n, and k. Moreover,

|VI,∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2
l (τc), (17.34)

where Ca and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (17.33). Given VI,∞,a as above, define
UI,m, m = 0, 1, 2, by(

UI,0(τ)
UI,1(τ)

)
:=eA0(τ−τc)VI,∞,a +

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds, (17.35)

UI,2(τ) :=Z0
∞UI,1(τ) + α̂∞UI,0(τ)− LI(τ). (17.36)

Proceeding inductively as above yields UI,m and VI,∞,a for |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1 and m = 0, 1, 2 such
that (17.33) holds.

Remark 17.10. It is possible to improve the estimates. First, define V∞ as in Remark 17.7. This
yields (17.17). Defining U0,m, m = 0, 1, 2, by (17.32) with V∞,a replaced by V∞, we can proceed
inductively as in the statement of the theorem. In particular, a VI,∞ ∈ R2ms can be constructed
such that (17.33) is improved to∣∣∣∣VI − eA0(τ−τc)VI,∞ −

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
≤Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)
(17.37)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in (17.33). Defining UI,m as in (17.35)

and (17.36) with VI,∞,a replaced by VI,∞, and modifying LI accordingly, it can be demonstrated
that (17.37) holds for |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1. Note that the advantage here is that by taking τc close
enough to −∞, the factor Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc can be chosen to be as small as we wish. The disadvantage
of the estimate is that VI,∞ is not unique. However, VI,∞ satisfies (17.34) with VI,∞,a replaced by
VI,∞.

Proof. The conditions of Theorem 17.5 are satisfied, and this theorem and Remark 17.7 immedi-
ately yield the existence of V∞,a and V∞ and imply that (16.5) holds.

Preliminary equation. The goal of the proof is to determine the asymptotics of ÛmEIu in
A+
c (γ) for m = 0, 1, 2. As described prior to the statement of the theorem, we need, to this end, to

commute (17.25) with EI and to keep the leading order terms. Due to the proof of Lemma 12.4,

[Û2, EI]ψ =
∑
|J|<|I|

∑2
m=1P

m
I,JÛ

mEJψ + R2
Iψ, (17.38)

where R2
Iu collects all the terms that contain a factor of the form EK(Aji ). To be more precise, P 2

I,J

is a linear combination of terms of the form (12.19) (with k replaced by r), where |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ir| =
|I| − |J|, r ≥ 1 and Ij 6= 0; and P 1

I,J is a linear combination of terms of the form (12.21) (with k
replaced by r), where |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ir|+ |K| = |I| − |J|, Ij 6= 0. Moreover,

R2
Iψ =

∑
|J|≤|I|

∑1
m=0R

m
I,JÛ

mEJψ.

Here R1
I,J is a linear combination of terms of the form (12.20) (with k replaced by r), where

|I1| + · · · + |Ir| + |K| = |I| − |J|, Ij 6= 0; and R0
I,J is a linear combination of terms of the

form (12.22)–(12.24) (with k replaced by r), where |I1| + · · · + |Ir| + |K| = |I| − |J| in (12.22);
|I1|+ · · ·+ |Ir|+ |J1|+ |J2| = |I| − |J| in (12.23) and (12.24); Ij 6= 0; and r + |J2| ≥ 1 in (12.24).

Next, due to Lemma 12.6, and with the notation G0
I,J = G0

I,J,

[EI, Z
0Û ] =

∑
|J|<|I|G

1
I,JÛEJ +

∑
1≤|J|≤|I|G

0
I,JEJ.
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Here G1
I,J is a linear combination of terms of the form (12.37) (with k replaced by r), where Ij 6= 0

and |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ir|+ |K| = |I| − |J|; and G0
I,J is a linear combination of terms of the form (12.38)

(with k replaced by r), where Ij 6= 0 and |I1|+ · · ·+ |Ir|+ |J1|+ |J2| = |I| − |J|. Finally,

[EI, α̂] =
∑
|J|<|I|bI,JEJ,

where bI,J is a linear combination of terms of the form EKα̂, where |K| = |I| − |J|.
Combining the above observations yields the conclusion that EIu satisfies the equation

− Û2EIu+ Z0ÛEIu+ α̂EIu = Lpre,Iu+ Rpre,Iu. (17.39)

Here

Lpre,Iu =
∑
|J|<|I|

∑2
m=1P

m
I,JÛ

mEJu−
∑
|J|<|I|G

1
I,JÛEJu−

∑
|J|<|I|bI,JEJu, (17.40)

Rpre,Iu =
∑
|J|≤|I|

∑1
m=0R

m
I,JÛ

mEJu−
∑

1≤|J|≤|I|G
0
I,JEJu+ EISu. (17.41)

Comparing (17.27) with (17.40) yields

L2
pre,I,J = P 2

I,J, L1
pre,I,J = P 1

I,J −G1
I,J, L0

pre,I,J = −bI,J. (17.42)

Removing redundancies. Recalling (17.28),

Lmpre,I,JÛ
mEJu = Lmpre,I,J

∑
|ξ|≤|J|Û

m(CJ,ξEξu),

where we define CJ,ω(J) = 1; CJ,ξ = 0 if |ξ| = |J| and ξ 6= ω(J); and CJ,ξ = 0 if |ξ| > |J|. Thus

− Û2EIu+ Z0ÛEIu+ α̂EIu = LIu+ RIu, (17.43)

where

LIu :=
∑
|ξ|<|I|

∑2
m=0L

m
I,ξÛ

mEξu, (17.44)

LmI,ξ :=
∑
|J|<|I|L

m
pre,I,JCJ,ξ. (17.45)

Moreover,

RIu :=Rpre,Iu+
∑
|J|<|I|

∑
|ξ|<|J|Rcor,I,J,ξu,

Rcor,I,J,ξu :=2L2
pre,I,JÛ(CJ,ξ)ÛEξu+ [L2

pre,I,JÛ
2(CJ,ξ) + L1

pre,I,JÛ(CJ,ξ)]Eξu.

Inductive argument. Combining (17.43) with an inductive argument, it is possible to derive
the leading order asymptotics of ÛmEIu in A+

c (γ) for m = 0, 1, 2. The rough structure of the
argument is the following. To begin with, due to Theorem 17.5 and Remark 17.7, we know the
leading order asymptotics of u and Ûu in A+

c (γ). Combining this information with (17.25) yields
the leading order asymptotics of Û2u. Let I be such that |I| 6= 0 and assume that we know
the leading order asymptotics of ÛmEJu in A+

c (γ) for m = 0, 1, 2 and |J| < |I|. Inserting this
information into (17.43) and proceeding, roughly speaking, as in the proof of Theorem 17.5 yields
the leading order asymptotics of ÛmEIu in A+

c (γ) for m = 0, 1, 2.

Deriving the ODE. In order to derive an ODE for EIu, let us begin by appealing to Lemma 15.15
and (17.18). This yields

|∂2
τEIu− Û2EIu| ≤ Ca〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+εSp)(τ−τc)〈τc〉ηbeεSpτcĜ

1/2
l (τc) (17.46)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k−m0 − 1. Here Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case

ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−; and ηa and ηb only depend on u, A0,
n, m and k. Next, combining (15.19), (15.59), (17.12) and (17.18) yields

|Z0ÛEIu− Z0
∞∂τEIu| ≤ Ca〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2

l (τc)
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on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1. Here Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case

of (17.46). Combining the above estimates with (15.60), (17.12) and (17.18) yields

| − ∂2
τEIu+ Z0

∞∂τEIu+ α̂∞EIu+ Û2EIu− Z0ÛEIu− α̂EIu|

≤Ca〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2
l (τc)

(17.47)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1. Here Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case

of (17.46).

Next, we need to estimate EISu; cf. (17.25) and (17.26). Due to (13.11), (13.21), (15.29) and
(17.18)

|EISu| ≤ Ca〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+εSp)(τ−τc)〈τc〉ηbeεSpτcĜ
1/2
l (τc)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1. Here Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case

of (17.46).

In order to estimate the first term on the right hand side of (17.41), it is sufficient to estimate the
contribution from the first term on the right hand side of (12.15) as well as the right hand side of
(12.16). This is done in Lemma 13.1, and the contributions correspond to the first term on the
right hand side of (13.8) and the right hand side of (13.9). This yields∣∣∣∑|J|≤|I|∑1

m=0R
m
I,JÛ

mEJu
∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+εSp)(τ−τc)〈τc〉ηbeεSpτcĜ

1/2
l (τc)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0. Here Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of

(17.46). In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side of (17.41), it is sufficient to
appeal to (13.14). This yields∣∣∣∑1≤|J|≤|I|G

0
I,JEJu

∣∣∣ ≤ Ca〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+εSp)(τ−τc)〈τc〉ηbeεSpτcĜ
1/2
l (τc)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0. Here Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of

(17.46). Combining the above estimates yields an estimate for Rpre,Iu.

Next, we wish to estimate Rcor,I,J,ξu. Before doing so, note that

|Û(CI,ξ)| = N̂−1|χ(CI,ξ)| ≤ CaeεSpτ

in A+(γ), where we appealed to (7.22), (15.13) and (15.20); and Ca only depends on |I|, cbas, cχ,2,
(M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Next, note that

Û2(CI,ξ) = Û(ln N̂)N̂−1χ(CI,ξ)− N̂−1(LÛχ)(CI,ξ) + N̂−1χ[N̂−1χ(CI,ξ)].

Appealing to (6.22), (6.27), (7.22), (15.13), Remark 8.5 and the assumptions, it can thus be
demonstrated that

|Û2(CI,ξ)| ≤ Ca〈τ〉ueεSpτ

in A+(γ), where Ca only depends on |I|, cu,0, (M̄, ḡref) and a lower bound on θ0,−. Combining these
estimates with the above estimates for Rpre,Iu; the definition of Rcor,I,J,ξ; and the assumptions
yields the conclusion that

|RIu| ≤ Ca〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+εSp)(τ−τc)〈τc〉ηbeεSpτcĜ
1/2
l (τc) (17.48)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1. Here Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case

of (17.46).

Inductive assumptions. Next, we wish to simplify LIu by imposing two inductive assumptions,
one corresponding to the statement of the theorem and one corresponding to the statement of
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Remark 17.10. Fix 1 ≤ j ≤ k−m0−1. The inductive assumption is that there are functions UJ,m

for |J| < j and m = 0, 1, 2, depending only on τ , such that one of the following estimates hold:

|ÛmEJu− UJ,m(τ)| ≤Ca〈τc〉ηb〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc), (17.49)

|ÛmEJu− UJ,m(τ)| ≤Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc), (17.50)

on A+
c (γ) for m = 0, 1, 2 and 0 ≤ |J| < j. Here Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the

case of (17.46). Moreover, the first assumption corresponds to the statement of the theorem and
the second corresponds to the statement of Remark 17.10. We also assume, inductively, that

|UJ,m(τ)| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηb〈τ − τc〉ηae$A(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc) (17.51)

for τ ≤ τc, m = 0, 1, 2 and 0 ≤ |J| ≤ j. Here Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the
case of (17.46). Note that by combining (17.51) with either (17.49) or (17.50) yields (17.51) with
UJ,m replaced by ÛmEJu. To begin with, it is of interest to verify that the inductive assumption is
satisfied for j = 1. Note to this end, that by defining U0,m, m = 0, 1, 2, as in the statement of the
theorem, (17.49), (17.50) and (17.51) are satisfied for J = 0 and m = 0, 1. This is an immediate
consequence of Theorem 17.5 and Remark 17.7. That (17.51) holds for J = 0 and m = 2 follows
from the definition of U0,2, cf. (17.32), and the fact that (17.51) holds for J = 0 and m = 0, 1.
Finally, in order to verify that (17.49) and (17.50) hold for J = 0 and m = 2, it is sufficient to
appeal to the fact that they hold for J = 0 and m = 0, 1; the equation (17.25); and arguments
similar to the above.

Inductive step. In order to take the inductive step, let LIu = LI + LI, where

LI(τ) :=
∑
|ξ|<|I|

∑2
m=0L

m
I,ξ(x̄0, τ)Uξ,m(τ), LI := LIu− LI

and LmI,ξ is given by (17.42) and (17.45). In other words, we have localised the coefficients of LIu
as in (15.57). Note that we can equally well localise the coefficients along the causal curve γ.
Combining (17.49), (17.51) and the assumptions yields

|LI| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηb〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc) (17.52)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1. Combining (17.50), (17.51) and the assumptions yields

|LI| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc) (17.53)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k − m0 − 1. In both of these estimates, Ca, ηa and ηb have the same

dependence as in the case of (17.46). Combining (17.43), (17.47) and (17.48) with (17.52) or
(17.53) yields the conclusion that

− ∂2
τEIu+ Z0

∞∂τEIu+ α̂∞EIu = LI + RI. (17.54)

Here

|RI| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηb〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc) (17.55)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1, assuming (17.52) is the relevant estimate. Moreover,

|RI| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc) (17.56)

on A+
c (γ) for 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1, assuming (17.53) is the relevant estimate. In the case of both

estimates, Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (17.46). At this stage, we can
evaluate the equation (17.54) at (x̄0, τ) in order to obtain an ODE for (EIu)(x̄0, τ). The resulting
equation can be written

∂τΨ = A0Ψ−H1 −H2, (17.57)
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where A0 is given by (17.13) and

Ψ(τ) :=

(
(EIu)(x̄0, τ)

(∂τEIu)(x̄0, τ)

)
, H1(τ) :=

(
0

LI(τ)

)
, H2(τ) :=

(
0

RI(x̄0, τ)

)
.

Analysing the asymptotics. Introducing

Ψ̃(τ) := Ψ(τ)−
∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)H1(s)ds, (17.58)

the equation (17.57) yields the conclusion that ∂τ Ψ̃ = A0Ψ̃−H2. Due to the definition of H2, it is
clear that |H2| can be estimated by the right hand side of either (17.55) or (17.56), depending on
the assumptions. At this stage, we can appeal to Lemma 17.3 with B = A0; k = 2ms; H = −H2;
ξ = Ψ̃; $B = $A; ηH = ηa; and CH given by one of

Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2
l (τc), Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2

l (τc).

Here CH is given by the first expression in case (17.55) is satisfied and by the second in case
(17.56) is satisfied. In particular, there are thus ΨI,∞,a ∈ Ea and ΨI,∞ ∈ R2ms such that∣∣∣Ψ̃(τ)− eA0(τ−τc)ΨI,∞,a

∣∣∣ ≤Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2
l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc),∣∣∣Ψ̃(τ)− eA0(τ−τc)ΨI,∞

∣∣∣ ≤Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2
l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc), (17.59)

where ΨI,∞ = ΨI,∞,a + Ψb(τc) and the latter estimate holds only in case (17.56) is satisfied.
Moreover, Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (17.46). In order to obtain
these conclusions, we appealed to Lemma 17.3 and the fact that an estimate of the form (17.20)
holds in the present setting. We also obtain the conclusion that

|ΨI,∞,a|+ |ΨI,∞| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2
l (τc),

where Ca and ηb have the same dependence as in the case of (17.46). Combining these estimates
with observations concerning the spatial variation of the solution in A+

c (γ) (as in the end of the
proof of Theorem 17.5) yields the conclusion that∣∣∣∣( EIu

ÛEIu

)
− eA0(τ−τc)ΨI,∞,a −

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
≤Ca〈τc〉ηbĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)

on A+
c (γ) for all 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1, where Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the

case of (17.46). Similarly, in case (17.56) holds,∣∣∣∣( EIu

ÛEIu

)
− eA0(τ−τc)ΨI,∞ −

∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
≤Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2

l (τc)〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)

on A+
c (γ) for all 0 ≤ |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1, where Ca, ηa and ηb have the same dependence as in the

case of (17.46).

Define VI,∞,a := ΨI,∞,a; define VI,∞ := ΨI,∞ in case (17.56) holds; and define UI,m, m = 0, 1, 2,
as in the statement of the theorem (or as in Remark 17.10). Due to the inductive assumption and
the definitions, it can be verified that (17.49) (or (17.50)) and (17.51) hold with J replaced by I
and m = 0, 1. Combining this information with the inductive assumption and the definitions, it
also follows that (17.51) holds with J replaced by I and m = 2. Finally, in order to prove that
(17.49) (or (17.50)) holds with J replaced by I and m = 2, it is sufficient to appeal to (17.54);
the conclusions we have already derived for ∂mτ EIu, m = 0, 1; and (17.46). In order prove the
uniqueness of VI,∞,a, it is sufficient to proceed inductively and to appeal to arguments similar to
the ones presented at the end of Lemma 17.3.
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Chapter 18

Specifying the asymptotics

The final goal of these notes is to prove that we can specify the leading order asymptotics, given
exponential convergence of Z0 and α̂ along a causal curve. This is the purpose of the present
chapter. The idea of the proof is to define a set of initial data which has the same dimension as
the set of asymptotic data one wishes to specify. The evolution associated with the equation then
defines a linear map from this set of initial data to the set of asymptotic data. Given good enough
estimates, one can then prove that this linear map between vector spaces of the same dimension
is injective. However, this also means that it is surjective and demonstrates that we can specify
the leading order asymptotics.

18.1 Specifying the asymptotics

Our next goal is to prove that we can specify the leading order asymptotics of Eωu and ÛEωu for
Rn-multiindices ω satisfying |ω| ≤ k −m0 − 1.

Theorem 18.1. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 17.9 are satisfied. Then, using the
notation of Theorem 17.9, the following holds. Fix vectors vω ∈ Ea for Rn-multiindices ω satisfying
|ω| ≤ k−m0−1. Then, given τc close enough to −∞, there is a solution to (12.32) with vanishing
right hand side such that if VI,∞,a are the vectors uniquely determined by the solution as in the
statement of Theorem 17.9, then VIω,∞,a = vω, where Iω = (I1, . . . , Ip) is the vector field multiindex
such that Ij ≤ Ij+1 for j = 1, . . . , p− 1 and such that ω(Iω) = ω.

Remark 18.2. Here ω is given by Definition 17.8.

Remark 18.3. The bound τc has to satisfy in order for the conclusions to hold is of the form
τc ≤ Tc, where Tc only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA,
(M̄, ḡref), a lower bound on θ0,−, a choice of local coordinates on M̄ around x̄0 and a choice of a
cut-off function near x̄0.

Remark 18.4. The solutions constructed in the theorem are such that∑
|I|≤k−m0−1

∣∣∣∣VI − eA0(τ−τc)VI,∞,a −
∫ τc

τ

eA0(τ−s)
(

0
LI(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
≤Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)∑

|ω|≤k−m0−1|vω|
(18.1)

on A+
c (γ), where Ca only depends on su,l, scoeff,l, cu,k, ccoeff,k, dα (in case ιb 6= 0), A0, crem, εA,

(M̄, ḡref), a lower bound on θ0,−, a choice of local coordinates on M̄ around x̄0 and a choice of a
cut-off function near x̄0; and ηa and ηb only depend on u, A0, n, and k. Note, in particular, that
by choosing τc close enough to −∞, the factor Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc appearing on the right hand side of
(18.1) can be chosen to be as small as we wish.

195
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Proof. Most of the arguments necessary to prove that we can specify the asymptotics are already
present in the proof of Theorem 17.9. In particular, Theorem 17.9 yields a linear map from initial
data at τc to the asymptotic data. Restricting this map to a suitable finite dimensional subspace, it
is, in the end, possible to demonstrate that the map is bijective, which gives the desired conclusion.
The main difference in comparison with earlier results is that it is here of crucial importance to fix
a τc close to −∞. The reason we need to choose τc close to −∞ is that the constants appearing
in the estimates are of the form

Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2
l (τc). (18.2)

The point here is that the initial data we specify at τc are such that Ĝ
1/2
l (τc) ≤ Cb|v|, where v

corresponds to the size of the initial data (where we have restricted the initial data to a finite
dimensional subspace, and v corresponds to an element in this subspace). In particular, Ĝl(τc)
can be bounded by a constant independent of the choice of τc. Thus, given ε > 0, letting τc be
close enough to −∞, the constant (18.2) can be assumed to be bounded by ε|v|. It is this kind of
estimate which will allow us to prove bijectivity of the linear map mentioned above.

Choosing a finite dimensional subspace of initial data. From the above, it is clear that we need
to specify a suitable finite dimensional subspace of initial data. Let, to this end, (U , x̄) be local
coordinates on M̄ such that x̄0 ∈ U , x̄(x̄0) = 0 and such that

∂x̄i |x̄0
= Ei|x̄0

.

Let φ be a smooth function on M̄ such that φ(x̄) = 1 for x̄ in a neighbourhood of x̄0 and such
that φ has support contained in U . Let ω be an Rn-multiindex, v ∈ R2ms and define

φω,v(x̄) = (ω1! · · ·ωn!)−1φ(x̄)x̄ω(x̄)v.

Here
x̄ω(x̄) :=

∏n
m=1[x̄m(x̄)]ωm .

Then (EIφω,v)(x̄0) = v if ω = ω(I) and (EIφω,v)(x̄0) = 0 if |ω(I)| ≤ |ω| and ω(I) 6= ω (note that
for an Rn-multiindex ω, |ω| denotes the sum of the components of ω). Let Xj be the subspace
of C∞(M̄,R2ms) spanned by φω,v for |ω| = j and v ∈ R2ms ; and let Xj,a be the subspace of
C∞(M̄,R2ms) spanned by φω,v for |ω| = j and v ∈ Ea. Note that Ea and X0,a are isomorphic.
The isomorphism is given by the map T0 : Ea →X0,a defined by T0(v) = φ0,v.

Definition of the linear map. Define a map Lc,0 : X0,a → Ea as follows. Given ψ ∈X0,a, let(
u(·, τc)
uτ (·, τc)

)
= ψ. (18.3)

Solving the equation with this initial data yields Lc,0ψ := V∞,a. Since the equation is linear and
homogeneous, and since V∞,a is uniquely determined by the solution, the map Lc,0 is linear. In
what follows, we wish to prove that Lc,0 ◦ T0 : Ea → Ea is an isomorphism. However, due to
(17.24), the remarks made immediately below this estimate and the fact that Ψb(τc) = 0 in our
setting, the following estimate holds:

|Ψ− eA0(τ−τc)V∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc〈τ − τc〉ηae($A+β)(τ−τc)Ĝ1/2
l (τc);

note that Ψ∞,a = V∞,a. Putting τ = τc in this estimate yields

|Ψ(τc)− V∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2
l (τc). (18.4)

Since Ψ(τc) = Ψa(τc), we can of course replace Ψ(τc) with Ψa(τc) on the left hand side. If we can
prove that Lc,0 ◦T0 is injective for a suitable choice of τc, then it follows that Lc,0 is surjective.

Proving injectivity. In order to prove injectivity, let us begin by estimating Ĝl(τc). Assuming ω
to be an Rn-multiindex with |ω| ≤ k −m0 − 1 and v ∈ Ea, let ψ = φω,v. Specifying the initial
data at τc by (18.3), we wish to prove that

Ĝ
1/2
l [u](τc) ≤ Ca|v|. (18.5)
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Note, to this end, that if |K| ≤ l + 1, then

|(∂τEKu)(·, τc)|+ |(EKu)(·, τc)| ≤ Ca|v|, (18.6)

where Ca only depends on l, (M̄, ḡref), φ and the local coordinates. Consider (15.17) with τ = τc.
Assume τc to be sufficiently close to −∞ that Cb〈τc〉eεSpτc ≤ 1/2, where Cb is the constant
appearing in (15.17). Then, for a smooth function ϕ,

|Û(ϕ)| ≤ |∂τϕ|+ |Û(ϕ)− ∂τϕ| ≤ |∂τϕ|+
1

2
|Û(ϕ)|+

(∑
Ae
−2µA |XAϕ|2

)1/2
on A+

c (γ). In particular,

|Û(ϕ)| ≤ 2|∂τϕ|+ 2
(∑

Ae
−2µA |XAϕ|2

)1/2
on A+

c (γ). Combining this inequality with ϕ replaced by EJu with (7.22) and (18.6) yields the
conclusion that (18.5) holds, where Ca only depends on l, cbas, (M̄, ḡref), a lower bound on θ0,−,
φ and the local coordinates. Combining (18.5) and (18.4) with ψ = φ0,v yields

|v − V∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc |v| .

Assuming τc to be such that the factor in front of the absolute value on the right hand side is
bounded from above by 1/2, it follows that

|v| ≤ 2 |V∞,a| = 2|Lc,0 ◦T0(v)|.

This demonstrates injectivity of Lc,0 ◦T0, and thereby the surjectivity of Lc,0.

Estimating the quality of the approximation. Assume the initial data at τc to be given by
(18.3), where ψ belongs to a direct sum of Xj,a’s. Then EIψ takes all its values in Ea. As a
consequence, V∞,a = V∞ and VI,∞,a = VI,∞. This is due to the fact that, with these initial data,
the Ψ’s appearing in the proofs of Theorems 17.5 and 17.9 are such that Ψb(τc) = 0, and the fact
that the construction of V∞,a, V∞, VI,∞,a and VI,∞ is based on an application of Lemma 17.3;
note that the relation between ξ∞ and ξ∞,a in Lemma 17.3 is given by ξ∞ = ξ∞,a+ ξb(τc). Due to
Remarks 17.7 and 17.10, the estimates (17.15) and (17.33) can then be improved, in that an extra
factor eβτc can be inserted on the right hand side in each of these estimates. In fact, due to the
proofs, (17.24) holds with Ψ∞ replaced by V∞,a, and (17.59) holds with ΨI,∞ replaced by VI,∞,a.
Inductively, it can also be demonstrated that UI,m, m = 0, 1, 2, depends linearly on the initial
data. The inductive step consists of the observation that if UJ,m, m = 0, 1, 2, depends linearly

on the initial data for |J| < k, then LI depends linearly on the initial data for |I| = k, so that Ψ̃
introduced in (17.58) depends linearly on the initial data. Since VI,∞,a is defined linearly in terms

of Ψ̃, it follows that VI,∞,a depends linearly on the initial data. Inserting this information into the
definition of UI,m yields the conclusion that UI,m, m = 0, 1, 2, depends linearly on the initial data.

Specifying the asymptotic data. Evaluating (17.24) and (17.59) at τc and keeping the above
observations in mind yields

|ψ(x̄0)− V∞,a|+ |(EIψ)(x̄0)− VI,∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτcĜ1/2
l (τc) (18.7)

for all |I| ≤ k −m0 − 1.

Choosing a finite dimensional subspace of initial data. At this stage, note that there is a linear map
from initial data at τc to V∞,a and VI,a,∞. In order to prove that we can specify the asymptotic
data, we need, as in the case of ω = 0, to choose a convenient finite dimensional subspace of initial
data. Let Wj = E

qj
a , where qj denotes the number of distinct Rn-multiindices ω with |ω| ≤ j; and

let Yj be the direct sum of Xq,a for q ≤ j (where Xq,a is defined as above). Then we can define
Lc,j : Yj → Wj as follows. Given ψ ∈ Yj , let u be the solution to the equation corresponding
to initial data given by (18.3). Then the zeroth component of Lc,j(ψ) is given by V∞,a, and if
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|ω| ≤ j, the component of Lc,j(ψ) corresponding to ω is given by Vω,∞,a (strictly speaking by
VIω,∞,a). Due to the above arguments, it is clear that these components depend linearly on ψ.
Let Tj : Wj → Yj be defined by the condition that it takes vω ∈ Ea, |ω| ≤ j, to∑

|ω|≤jφω,vω .

To prove that Lc,j is surjective, it is sufficient to prove that Lc,j ◦Tj is an isomorphism.

Proving surjectivity, basic estimates. Given w ∈ Wj , corresponding to vω ∈ Ea, |ω| ≤ j, let u be
the solution to the equation corresponding to initial data given by (18.3), where ψ = Tj(w). To
begin with, it is of interest to verify that, for τc close enough to −∞,

Ĝ
1/2
l [u](τc) ≤ Ca

∑
|ω|≤j |vω|. (18.8)

However, this estimate follows from the fact that (18.5) holds in case the initial data ψ in (18.3)
are given by φω,v. Note also that Ca only depends on l, cbas, (M̄, ḡref), a lower bound on θ0,−, φ
and the choice of local coordinates. Combining (18.8) with (18.7) yields the conclusion that∑

|ω|≤j |(Eωψ)(x̄0)− Vω,∞,a| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc
∑
|ω|≤j |vω|. (18.9)

Proving surjectivity. As mentioned above, it is sufficient to prove that Lc,j ◦Tj is an isomorphism.
Thus, since Lc,j ◦ Tj is a linear map from Wj (a finite dimensional vector space) to itself, it is
sufficient to prove that this map is injective. Assume, to this end, that w ∈ Wj is such that
Lc,j ◦Tj(w) = 0. Combining this assumption with (18.9) yields∑

|ω|≤j |(Eωψ)(x̄0)| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc
∑
|ω|≤j |vω|. (18.10)

Note that there is a bijection taking w ∈Wj to (Eωψ)(x̄0) for |ω| ≤ j. Moreover, v0 = ψ(x̄0); and
if 1 ≤ |ω| ≤ j, then

vω = (Eωψ)(x̄0)−
∑
|ξ|<|ω|qω,ξvξ,

where qω,ξ can be calculated in terms of functions that are independent of τc (so that, in particular,
qω,ξ is independent of τc). By an inductive argument, it follows that there are constants rω,ξ
(depending only on φ and the choice of coordinates x̄) such that

vω = (Eωψ)(x̄0)−
∑
|ξ|<|ω|rω,ξ(Eξψ)(x̄0).

Inserting this information into (18.10) yields the conclusion that∑
|ω|≤j |(Eωψ)(x̄0)| ≤ Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc

∑
|ω|≤j |(Eωψ)(x̄0)|.

Letting τc be close enough to −∞, so that Ca〈τc〉ηbeβτc ≤ 1/2, it follows that (Eωψ)(x̄0) = 0
for all |ω| ≤ j. This implies that vω = 0 for all ω with |ω| ≤ j. Thus w = 0, and the map is
injective.
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Appendix A

Terminology and justification of
assumptions

The purpose of the present chapter is to introduce some of the terminology we use in these notes.
We also provide a more detailed motivation for some of the assumptions stated in the introduction.
We begin, in Section A.1, by proving that if K has distinct eigenvalues but does not have a global
frame, then it is sufficient to take a finite covering space of M̄ in order for the expansion normalised
Weingarten map on the resulting spacetime to have a global frame. In Section A.2, we then define
L̂UK. To end the chapter, we describe how the conditions on the relative spatial variation of θ in
some situations essentially follow from the assumption that the blow up of the mean curvature is
synchronized and assumptions on the deceleration parameter and the lapse function. This is the
subject of Section A.3.

A.1 Existence of a global frame

As pointed out in Remark 3.15, the non-degeneracy of K is not sufficient to guarantee the existence
of a global frame. However, the existence of a frame can be ensured by taking a finite cover of M̄ ,
as we now demonstrate. The proof consists of a simple application of basic ideas from algebraic
topology. However, since the subject of these notes is the asymptotics of solutions to partial
differential equations, we write out the details here.

Lemma A.1. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to be non-degenerate on I. Assuming M̄ to be connected, there is
a connected finite covering space M̃ of M̄ with covering map πa : M̃ → M̄ . Letting πb : M̃ × I →
M̄ × I be defined by πb(x̃, t) = [πa(x̃), t], then πb is also a covering map. Letting g̃ = π∗b g, πb is
a local isometry. Moreover, the expansion normalised Weingarten map associated with g̃ and the
foliation M̃ × I has a global frame.

Remark A.2. The notion of a global frame is introduced in Definition 3.13; on M̃ we take it to
be understood that the reference metric is π∗aḡref .

Proof. Let `1 < · · · < `n denote the distinct eigenvalues of K. Let t ∈ I, x̄ ∈ M̄ , p = (x̄, t) and
A ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then there are two tangent vectors to M̄ at x̄, say ξ±A,p such that ξ±A,p is an
eigenvector of K|p corresponding to `A(p) with norm one relative to ḡref . Let

N := {(ξi11,p, . . . , ξinn,p)× {t} : t ∈ I, x̄ ∈ M̄, p = (x̄, t), ij ∈ {+,−}, j = 1, . . . , n}

and define π : N → M̄ × I by π(ξi11,p, . . . , ξ
in
n,p, t) = p. To begin with, we prove that N has the

structure of a smooth manifold and that π is a covering map.
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Let q ∈ N with (x̄, t) = π(q). Then there is an open neighbourhood Uq of x̄ ∈ M̄ and an interval
Iq ⊂ I, open relative to I and containing t, such that on Uq×Iq, there is a unique collection {XA},
A = 1, . . . , n, of smooth vector fields tangent to the leaves of the foliation which, for A ∈ {1, . . . , n},
is such that KXA = `AXA (no summation); |XA|ḡref

= 1; and XA|(x̄,t) = ξiAA,p. We can think of

Uq as being the domain of some coordinates ψq : Uq → Rn on M̄ , and, when convenient, we can
assume Uq and Iq to be members of a countable basis of M̄ and I respectively. Define

Vq := {[X1(ȳ, s), . . . , Xn(ȳ, s), s] : ȳ ∈ Uq, s ∈ Iq}

and Ψq : Vq → Rn+1 (or Hn+1) by Ψ[X1(ȳ, s), . . . , Xn(ȳ, s), s] = [ψq(ȳ), s]. Note that Ψq is
one-to-one. In fact, all the conditions of [41, Proposition 42, p. 23] are satisfied (note also that
this proposition can be generalised to the case of manifolds with boundary). Thus, due to [41,
Proposition 42, p. 23], demanding that Ψq be homeomorphisms endows N with a unique Hausdorff
topology. Moreover, there is a complete smooth atlas on N such that each of the (Ψq, Vq) are
coordinate neighbourhoods. Finally, the manifold N is second countable. Next, note that π is a
covering map; cf., e.g., [41, Definition 7, p. 443].

Next, let M̃ := π−1(M̄ × {t0}) and let πa := p1 ◦ π|M̃ , where p1 : M̄ × I → M̄ is defined by

p1(x̄, t) = x̄. Then πa : M̃ → M̄ is a smooth covering map. Define ξ : M̃ × I → M̄ × I by
ξ(x̃, t) = [πa(x̃), t]. Note that ξ is homotopy equivalent to ξ0 defined by ξ0(x̃, s) = π(x̃). In
particular,

ξ∗ = ξ0∗ : π1(M̃ × I)→ π1(M̄ × I).

On the other hand, ξ0 factors through N by ξ0(x̃, s) = π ◦ ψ1(x̃, s), where ψ1(x̃, s) = x̃. This
means that

ξ∗[π1(M̃ × I)] = π∗ ◦ ψ1∗[π1(M̃ × I)] ⊆ π∗(N).

In particular, there is a unique lift of ξ to a map Ξ : M̃ × I → N such that ξ = π ◦ Ξ and such
that the restriction of Ξ to M̃ ×{t0} is given by Ξ(x̃, t0) = ι(x̃), where ι : M̃ → N is the inclusion.

In order to define a map from N to M̃ × I, let q = (ξi11,p, . . . , ξ
in
n,p) × {t} ∈ N , where p = (x̄, t)

and x̄ ∈ M̄ . Let γ(s) = [x̄, (1 − s)t + st0]. Then π(q) = γ(0). This means that γ has a unique
lift γ̃ : [0, 1] → N such that γ̃(0) = q and π ◦ γ̃ = γ. Define ρ : N → M̃ × I by ρ(q) = [γ̃(1), t].
Compute ξ ◦ ρ(q) = π(q). This means that ξ ◦ ρ has a unique lift to a map from N to N such that
it is the identity on M̃ . Note that Id : N → N is one such lift. On the other hand, Ξ ◦ ρ is a lift
of ξ ◦ ρ to a map from N to N . Next, let q ∈ M̃ . Then Ξ ◦ ρ(q) = Ξ(q, t0) = q. Thus Id : N → N
and Ξ ◦ ρ : N → N have to coincide due to the uniquness of the lifts. In particular, Ξ is surjective
and ρ is injective.

Next, note that ρ is surjective. In order to prove this statement, let (x̃, t) ∈ M̃ × I. Then the
curve γ(s) = [x̄, (1 − s)t0 + st], where π(x̃) = (x̄, t0), has a unique lift γ̃ : [0, 1] → N such that
γ̃(0) = x̃. From the definition of ρ, it is clear that ρ[γ̃(1)] = (x̃, t). In other words, ρ is surjective.
Since ρ ◦ Ξ ◦ ρ = ρ, we conclude that ρ ◦ Ξ = Id. In particular, there is a bijection from N to
M̃ × I.

Next, fix (x̃, t) ∈ M̃ × I and let q := Ξ(x̃, t). Then there is a neighbourhood U of (x̃, t) such
that ξ|U is a diffeomorphism onto its image. Moreover, there is an open neighbourhood V of q
such that π|V is a diffeomorphism onto its image. Let W = U ∩ Ξ−1(V ). Then π ◦ Ξ = ξ, and
restricting this equality to W , π and ξ are local diffeomorphisms. This means that Ξ is a local
diffeomorphism. To conclude, Ξ is a global bijection which is also a local diffeomorphism. Thus
Ξ and ρ are diffeomorphisms.

To conclude, we can think of N as having the form M̃ × I. Moreover, since it is sufficient to
consider a connected component of M̃ , we can assume M̃ to be connected. Since M̃ × I is a
covering space, we can of course pull back g to a Lorentz metric on M̃ × I. Since the projection
to M̄ × I is a local isometry, all the geometric quantities on M̃ × I are locally the same as the
corresponding geometric quantities on M̄ × I. We can also pull back the coefficients of a system
of wave equations on M̄ × I.
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Finally, we wish to verify that the expansion normalised Weingarten map has a global frame on
N ∼= M̃×I. Note, to this end, that if q ∈ N , then q = (ξi11,p, . . . , ξ

in
n,p)×{t}. However, ξi11,p, . . . , ξ

in
n,p

is here a basis of eigenvectors of K at p. Since π is a local diffeomorphism, this basis corresponds
to a unique basis of the expansion normalised Weingarten map at q.

A.2 Defining the expansion normalised normal derivative
of K

Next, we define the notion of a normal derivative of the expansion normalised Weingarten map.
We do so in several steps.

Definition A.3. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has a partial
pointed foliation. If ψ is a family of functions on M̄ (for t ∈ I), then ψ can be thought of as a
function on M̄ × I, say ψ̃. Inversely, if ψ is a function on M̄ × I, then it can be interpreted as a
family of functions on M̄ (for t ∈ I). This family is denoted by ψ̄. If X is a family of vector fields
on M̄ (for t ∈ I), then X can be thought of as a vector field on M̄ × I, say X̃, defined by

X̃(ψ) := X̃(ψ̄)

for every ψ ∈ C∞(M̄ × I). Next, if η is a family of one-form fields on M̄ (for t ∈ I), then η can
be extended to a one-form field, say η̃, on M̄ × I by demanding that η̃(U) = 0 and

η̃(X̃) = η̃(X)

for every family X of vector fields on M̄ (for t ∈ I). Moreover, if η is a one form field on M̄ × I,
then there is an associated family of one-form fields on M̄ . This family is denoted by η and is
defined by

η(X) = η(X̃)

for every family X of vector fields on M̄ (for t ∈ I). Finally, if X is a vector field on M̄ × I, then
there is an associated family of vector fields on M̄ , denoted X̄, defined by the condition that

X − ˜̄X ⊥ M̄t

for all t ∈ I; i.e., X − ˜̄X is parallel to U .

Remark A.4. In what follows, it is necessary to be precise concerning the different notions of
regularity. Here we focus on the smooth setting. Let ψ be a family of functions on M̄ (for t ∈ I).
Then ψ is a map from M̄ × I → R. Moreover, ψ is said to be smooth if this map is smooth; i.e.,
if ψ̃ is smooth. Next, let X be a family of vector fields on M̄ (for all t ∈ I). Then X is said to
be smooth if, for every smooth family ψ of functions on M̄ (for t ∈ I), the expression X(ψ) is a
smooth family of functions on M̄ (for t ∈ I). Finally, let η be a family of one-form fields on M̄
(for t ∈ I). Then η is said to be smooth if η(X) is a smooth family of functions on M̄ (for t ∈ I)
for every smooth family X of vector fields on M̄ (for all t ∈ I).

Given the notation introduced in Definition A.3, we are in a position to introduce the Lie derivative
of a family T of (1, 1)-tensor fields on M̄ (for t ∈ I) with respect to the future pointing unit normal
U .

Definition A.5. Let T be a family of (1, 1)-tensor fields on M̄ (for t ∈ I). Then LUT is defined
by

(LUT )(η,X) := U [η̃(T X)]− T (LU η̃, X)− T (η,LU X̃), (A.1)

where η is a family of one-form fields on M̄ (for t ∈ I) and X is a family of vector fields on M̄
(for t ∈ I).
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In order to justify that the definition (A.1) is meaningful, we need to prove that LUT is a family
of (1, 1)-tensor fields on M̄ (for t ∈ I). In other words, we need to verify that LUT is linear over
families of functions on M̄ (for t ∈ I) in both η and X. We leave the verification of this statement
to the reader.

Introducing {ωi} and {Ei} as in Remark 3.17, it is of interest to calculate the constituents of (A.1)
for η = ωi and X = Ej . To begin with,

LU Ẽk = [U, Ẽk] = − 1

N
LχEk, (A.2)

since the components of Ẽk with respect to a fixed coordinate system on M̄ are independent of t.
Next,

LU ω̃i(Ek) = LU ω̃i(Ẽk) = LU [ω̃i(Ẽk)]− ω̃i(LU Ẽk) =
1

N
ωi(LχEk).

Thus

LU ω̃i =
1

N
ωi(LχEk)ωk = − 1

N
Lχωi.

Introducing the notation

(LUT )ij := (LUT )(ωi, Ej), T ij := T (ωi, Ej)

and omitting the overlines and the twiddles, the definition (A.1) implies that

(LUT )ij =U(T ij) +
1

N
T (Lχωi, Ej) +

1

N
T (ωi,LχEj)

=
1

N
∂t(T ij)−

1

N
(LχT )ij ,

(A.3)

where

(LχT )ij := (LχT )(ωi, Ej)

In other words,

LUT = N−1[∂t(T ij)− (LχT )ij ]Ei ⊗ ωj .

In practice, we are mainly interested in L̂UT , defined by

L̂UT := θ−1LUT = N̂−1[∂t(T ij)− (LχT )ij ]Ei ⊗ ωj , (A.4)

where N̂ is introduced in Definition 3.7. In what follows, it is convenient to note if S and T are
two families of (1, 1)-tensor fields on M̄ (for t ∈ I) and ψ ∈ C∞(M̄ × I), then

L̂U (ST ) = L̂U (S)T + SL̂U (T ), L̂U (ψT ) = Û(ψ)T + ψL̂U (T ). (A.5)

A.3 Synchronised blow up of the mean curvature

In these notes, we are interested in foliations such that there is a t− with the property that, for
all x̄ ∈ M̄ , θ(x̄, t) → ∞ as t → t−+. In other words, the blow up occurs at the same “time” for
all spatial points; below we speak of a synchronised blow up. Foliations with this property are
quite special, as the observations below illustrate. Even though we are interested in more general
situations, we here restrict our attention to situations in which lnN is bounded and χ = 0.

Lemma A.6. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and Ǩ to have a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition 3.10. Assume,
finally, that χ = 0 and that there are constants CN and Cq such that | lnN | ≤ CN and |q| ≤ Cq
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on M−. Then t− > −∞ and either θ(·, t) converges uniformly as t → t−, or there is an x̄ ∈ M̄
such that

lim
t→t−

θ(x̄, t) =∞. (A.6)

Moreover, there is a constant C0 ≥ 1, depending only on CN , Cq and n, such that

θ(x̄, t) ≤ C0|t− t−|−1 (A.7)

for all x̄ ∈ M̄ and all t ∈ (t−, t0]. This C0 is also such that

θ(x̄, t) ≥ C−1
0 |t− t−|−1. (A.8)

for all x̄ ∈ M̄ such that (A.6) holds and all t ∈ (t−, t0].

If there are x̄a, x̄b ∈ M̄ such that θ(x̄a, t) → ∞ and θ(x̄b, t) 9 ∞ as t → t−, then, for each
1 ≤ m ∈ Z, there is a sequence (x̄k, tk) ∈ M̄ × I and a constant cm > 0 such that tk → t− and
such that

|(θ−m−1gradθ)(x̄k, tk)|ḡref
≥ cm, (A.9)

where grad denotes the gradient of θ (considered as a function on M̄) with respect to the metric
ḡref .

Remark A.7. If the best estimate we are allowed to assume is that the left hand side of (A.9)
is bounded, then it is quite hard to derive any conclusions concerning the asymptotics. However,
below we demonstrate that if we combine the assumption of synchronised blow up with assumptions
concerning N and q, then we can deduce much better bounds on the spatial variation of ln θ.

Proof. Due to (3.4), Remark 3.12, the definition of Û and the fact that χ = 0,

∂tθ
−1 = −θ−1∂t ln θ = −n−1NÛ(n ln θ) = n−1N(1 + q) ≥ n−1(1 + nεSp)e−CN . (A.10)

This means that θ−1(x̄, ·) reaches zero in finite time, starting at t0, unless t reaches t− first. Say
now that θ−1(x̄, ·) → 0 as t → t1+, where t− ≤ t1 < t0. Then t1 must equal t− (since θ(x̄, t1)
would otherwise be bounded). Thus t1 = t− and t− > −∞. Next, note that

θ−1(x̄, t0)− θ−1(x̄, t−) =

∫ t0

t−

n−1[N(1 + q)](x̄, s)ds, (A.11)

where the second term on the left hand side should be interpreted as the limit of θ−1(x̄, t) as
t → t−; since θ−1 is bounded from below by 0 and monotonically decreasing to the past, this
limit exists. The first term on the left hand side defines a continuous function of x̄. The same is
true of the right hand side; this follows from the fact that t− > −∞ and the fact that N and q
are bounded. Thus θ−1(·, t−) is a continuous function and it is the uniform limit of continuous
functions. If it is strictly positive, it is clear that θ(·, t−) is a well defined continuous function
which is the uniform limit of θ(·, t). In case θ−1(x̄, t−) = 0 for some x̄ ∈ M̄ , we also have

θ−1(x̄, t) =

∫ t

t−

n−1[N(1 + q)](x̄, s)ds. (A.12)

In this case, there is a constant C0 ≥ 1, depending only on CN , Cq and n, such that

C−1
0 |t− t−| ≤

1

θ(x̄, t)
≤ C0|t− t−|. (A.13)

Note that C0 is the same for all x̄ such that θ(x̄, t) → ∞ as t → t−. Note, moreover, that the
lower bound holds for all x̄. This yields (A.7) and (A.8).
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Given that there are x̄a and x̄b as in the statement of the lemma, let γ : [0, 1] → M̄ be a length
minimising geodesic with respect to ḡref connecting x̄a and x̄b. Then

|θ−m(x̄b, t)− θ−m(x̄a, t)| =
∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

[d̄θ−m(·, t)](γ̇(s))ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ dref(x̄b, x̄a) sup
s∈[0,1]

|d̄θ−m[γ(s), t]|ḡref
,

where d̄ is the standard operator on differential forms on M̄ and dref is the topological metric
on M̄ induced by ḡref . Combining the above observations, it is possible to construct a sequence
(x̄k, tk) with the properties stated in the lemma. In particular, such that (A.9) holds.

Considering (A.11), it is clear that if, given x̄, θ−1(x̄, t−) = 0, then the value of the right hand side
is determined by θ(x̄, t0). This is clearly a very special situation. Moreover, if θ−1(x̄, t−) = 0 for
all x̄ ∈ M̄ , then (A.12) holds for all x̄ ∈ M̄ . In general, this formula cannot be expected to yield
any bounds on the gradient of θ. However, we are not interested in situations with uncontrolled
gradients of N and q. In analogy with the weighted norms we impose on K, we here restrict our
attention to the case that analogous norms of lnN and ln(1 + q) are bounded; recall that we are
here interested in situations where q ≥ 0, N > 0 and N−1 is bounded. In order to be able to draw
conclusions from these assumptions, we need to relate % to t− t−.

Lemma A.8. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and Ǩ to have a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition 3.10. Assume,
moreover, that χ = 0 and that there is a constant Cq such that |q| ≤ Cq on M−. Then there is a
constant ca ≥ 1 such that

c−1
a ≤

〈%〉
〈ln θ〉

≤ ca (A.14)

for all t ≤ t0. Moreover, ca only depends on Cq, θ0,± and n, where θ0,− and θ0,+ are defined in
(3.31). If, in addition, there is a constant CN such that | lnN | ≤ CN ; and (A.6) holds for all
x̄ ∈ M̄ , then there is a constant cb ≥ 1 such that

c−1
b ≤

〈%〉
〈ln |t− t−|〉

≤ cb (A.15)

for all t ≤ t0. Finally, cb only depends on Cq, CN , θ0,± and n.

Proof. Note that (3.4) and (7.9) (in the case that χ = 0) imply that

Û(%+ n ln θ) = −q ≤ 0;

recall Remark 3.12. This means, in particular, that

%+ n ln θ ≥ n ln θ0,−

for all t ≤ t0, where θ0,− is defined by (3.31); recall that %(x̄, t0) = 0 by definition. Given that
there is a Cq with the properties stated in Lemma A.6,

Û [(Cq + 1)%+ n ln θ] = Cq − q ≥ 0.

Thus
(Cq + 1)%+ n ln θ ≤ n ln θ0,+

for all t ≤ t0. To summarise, there is a constant ca ≥ 1 such that (A.14) holds. Moreover, ca has
the stated dependence.

Assuming, in addition, that there is a constant CN such that | lnN | ≤ CN and that (A.6) holds
for all x̄ ∈ M̄ , it follows from (A.7) and (A.8) that 〈ln θ〉 is equivalent to 〈ln |t− t−|〉. This yields
a cb ≥ 1 such that (A.15) holds. Finally, cb has the stated dependence.
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Proposition A.9. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expand-
ing partial pointed foliation and Ǩ to have a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition 3.10. Assume,
moreover, that χ = 0; that there are constants CN and Cq such that | lnN | ≤ CN and |q| ≤ Cq on
M−; and that (A.6) holds for all x̄ ∈ M̄ . Let 0 ≤ u ∈ R and assume that there is a 1 ≤ k ∈ Z and
constants CN,k and Cq,k such that∑k

j=1〈%〉−ju|D̄j lnN |ḡref
≤ CN,k,

∑k
j=1〈%〉−ju|D̄j ln(1 + q)|ḡref

≤ Cq,k (A.16)

on M−. Then there is a constant Cθ,k such that∑k
j=1〈%〉−ju|D̄j ln θ|ḡref

≤ Cθ,k (A.17)

on M−, where Cθ,k only depends on n, CN , Cq, CN,k, Cq,k, u, θ0,± and (M̄, ḡref).

Remark A.10. The estimates (A.17) should be contrasted with (A.9). Whereas a bound on the
left hand side of (A.9) is not very useful in the arguments, the bound (A.17) is sufficient to yield
several interesting conclusions.

Proof. Let {Ei} be a frame of the form described in Remark 3.17. Since (A.16) holds, and since all
the assumptions stated in Lemma A.8 are satisfied, we can appeal to (A.12) in order to conclude
that

−θ−2Eiθ =

∫ t

t−

n−1[Ei lnN + Ei ln(1 + q)]N(1 + q)ds.

Thus

|θ−2Eiθ| ≤ C
∫ t

t−

〈ln |s− t−|〉uds ≤ C〈ln |t− t−|〉u|t− t−|,

where C only depends on n, CN , Cq, CN,1, Cq,1, u and θ0,±. Combining this estimate with (A.7)
and (A.15) yields the conclusion that (A.17) holds for k = 1, where C only depends on n, CN , Cq,
CN,1, Cq,1, u and θ0,±.

Assume now, inductively, that (A.17) holds with k replaced by an m satisfying 1 ≤ m ≤ k − 1.
Let EI := Ei1 · · ·Eim+1

, where I = (i1, . . . , im+1). Then applying EI to (A.12) yields an equality
where the left hand side is a linear combination of terms of the form

θ−1EI1 ln θ · · ·EIp ln θ,

where |I1| + · · · + |Ip| = |I| and |Ij | ≥ 1. If p ≥ 2, this term is bounded after multiplying
with θ〈%〉−|I|u; this is a consequence of the inductive assumption combined with Lemma 5.7.
Note, however, that the resulting constant then depends on (M̄, ḡref). The only term that is not
controlled by the inductive assumption is −θ−1EI ln θ. The right hand side that results when
applying EI to (A.12) is a linear combination of terms of the form∫ t

t−

n−1EI1 [lnN + ln(1 + q)] · · ·EIp [lnN + ln(1 + q)]N(1 + q)ds.

However, multiplying this expression with θ〈%〉−|I|u yields a bounded expression due to the as-
sumptions combined with Lemma 5.7. Combining these observations yields the conclusion that

〈%〉−|I|u|D̄|I| ln θ| ≤ C,

where we appealed to the inductive assumption combined with Lemma 5.7. Combining this esti-
mate with the inductive assumption proves that the inductive assumption holds with m replaced
by m+ 1. The statement of the lemma follows.

Consider an expanding partial pointed foliation. Since the interval of the foliation does not nec-
essarily reach the points at which θ blows up, it is not natural to assume synchronised blow up.
However, due to the above examples, it is natural to assume bounds of the form (A.17). For that
reason, we typically assume such bounds, or analogous H l-bounds. Since we also assume D̄ lnN
to be bounded in suitable weighted Cl and H l-spaces, it is clear that D̄ ln N̂ is also bounded in
suitable weighted Cl and H l-spaces.
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Appendix B

Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates

The purpose of the present chapter is to generalise the Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates. In partic-
ular, we replace ordinary derivatives with vector fields (which are allowed to be time dependent
and the collection of which need not necessarily be a frame); include a space and time dependent
weight; carry out the analysis on closed manifolds; and derive the estimates for general families
of tensor fields. This also leads to a generalisation of Moser estimates. The resulting conclusions
play a central role in the derivation of energy estimates.

B.1 Setup and notation

To begin with, let (Σ, h) be a closed n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and I be an interval.
We denote the Levi-Civita connection associated with h by D. Let w be a smooth, strictly positive
function on Σ×I . We refer to w as the weight. Finally, let {W1, . . . ,WP } be a family of smooth
time dependent vector fields on Σ, where 1 ≤ P ∈ Z. In other words, the Wi are smooth vector
fields on Σ × I which are tangent to the leaves Σt := Σ × {t}, and we think of them as being
a family of vector fields on Σ. Note that we do not assume P to equal the dimension of Σ. In
particular, we do not assume {Wi} to constitute a frame. In analogy with Definition 4.7, we
introduce the following notation.

Definition B.1. A W -vector field multiindex is a vector, say I = (I1, . . . , Il), where Ij ∈
{1, . . . , P}. The number l is said to be the order of the vector field multiindex, and it is denoted
by |I|. The vector field multiindex corresponding to the empty set is denoted by 0. Moreover,
|0| = 0. Given a vector field multiindex I,

WI :=(WI1 , . . . ,WIl), DI := DWI1
· · ·DWIl

.

with the special convention that D0 is the identity operator, and W0 is the empty argument.

If T is a family of smooth tensor fields on Σ for t ∈ I , let

‖T (·, t)‖p,w :=

(∫
Σ

|T (·, t)|phw
p(·, t)µh

)1/p

, ‖T (·, t)‖∞,w := ‖T (·, t)w(·, t)‖C0(Σ)

for 1 ≤ p <∞. If T is a tensor field on Σ such that ‖T ‖p,w <∞, then we write T ∈ Lpw(Σ). We
also use the notation

‖Dl
WT (·, t)‖p,w :=

(∫
Σ

(∑
|I|=l|(DIT )(·, t)|2h

)p/2
wp(·, t)µh

)1/p

, (B.1)

‖Dl
WT (·, t)‖∞,w := sup

x̄∈Σ

∑
|I|=l|(DIT )(x̄, t)|hw(x̄, t). (B.2)

209
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Let S, T be tensor fields which are covariant of order l and contravariant of order k. Then

〈S, T 〉h := hi1j1 · · ·hiljlhm1n1 · · ·hmknkS
m1···mk
i1···il Tn1···nk

j1···jl .

With this notation DWi
〈S, T 〉h = 〈DWi

S, T 〉h + 〈S,DWi
T 〉h.

B.2 The basic estimate

The following lemma is the heart of the proof of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates.

Lemma B.2. Given the assumptions and notation introduced in Section B.1, let 1 ≤ i ≤ P and
κ, r ∈ R be such that 1 ≤ r ≤ κ. Then, if T is a family of smooth tensor fields on Σ for t ∈ I ,

‖(DWiT )(·, t)‖22κ/r,w ≤ (2κ/r)‖T (·, t)‖2κ/(r−1),w

∑2
l=1D

2−l
i (t)‖(Dl

Wi
T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+1),w (B.3)

for all t ∈ I , where Di(t) is defined by

Di(t) := sup
x̄∈Σ

(|(divhWi)(x̄, t)|+ |[Wi(lnw)](x̄, t)|) . (B.4)

Remark B.3. The expression 2κ/(r − 1) should be interpreted as ∞ when r = 1. Moreover,
D0
i (t) should always be interpreted as equalling 1 (even when Di(t) = 0).

Remark B.4. The assumption that Σ be compact is not necessary. In fact, if (Σ, h) is a Rie-
mannian manifold without boundary, then the estimate holds, assuming T has compact support.
Of course, the estimate is only of interest if Di introduced in (B.4) is finite. One particular case
of interest is of course when (M,h) is Rn with the standard Euclidean metric; T is a smooth
function with compact support; w = 1; and {Wi} is the standard frame {∂i}. In that case, Di = 0
and the conclusion reduces to the first step in the standard derivation of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
estimates.

Proof. Let 2 ≤ q ∈ R and consider φi, defined by

φi(·, t) = wq(·, t)〈T (·, t), DWi
T (·, t)〉h〈DWi

T (·, t), DWi
T (·, t)〉

q−2
2

h .

Here the last factor should be interpreted as 1 if q = 2. If q = 2, it is clear that φi is
smooth. Let us consider the case that q > 2. If ξ is such that (DWi

T )(ξ, t) 6= 0, then φi
is smooth in a neighbourhood of (ξ, t). Consider a (ξ, t) such that (DWi

T )(ξ, t) = 0. Let
ψi(·, t) = 〈DWi

T (·, t), DWi
T (·, t)〉h. Then ψi is smooth and has a zero of order 2 in (ξ, t). Thus

[ψi(·, t)](q−1)/2 has a zero of order q − 1 > 1 in ξ, so that

|φi(·, t)| ≤ wq(·, t)|T (·, t)|h[ψi(·, t)]1/2[ψi(·, t)]
q−2

2 = wq(·, t)|T (·, t)|h[ψi(·, t)]
q−1

2

has a zero of order q − 1 > 1 in ξ. To conclude, φi(·, t) is differentiable at ξ and the derivative is
zero. If (DWi

T )(·, t) 6= 0, we can differentiate φi with respect to any vector field X on Σ in order
to obtain

(DXφi)(·, t) =qX[lnw(·, t)]φi(·, t)

+ wq(·, t)〈(DXT )(·, t), (DWi
T )(·, t)〉h[ψi(·, t)]

q−2
2

+ wq(·, t)〈T (·, t), (DXDWi
T )(·, t)〉h[ψi(·, t)]

q−2
2

+ (q − 2)wq(·, t)〈T (·, t), (DWi
T )(·, t)〉h

· 〈(DWi
T )(·, t), (DXDWi

T )(·, t)〉h[ψi(·, t)]
q−4

2 .

(B.5)
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Note that if q > 2, (DWiT )(x̄l, t) 6= 0 and x̄l → ξ with (DWiT )(ξ, t) = 0, then (DXφi)(x̄l, t)→ 0.
In other words, φi is continuously differentiable with respect to the spatial variables. Next, note
that if

ωi := φi(·, t)µh,

then Cartan’s magic formula (i.e., LX = dιX + ιXd) yields

d[ιWi
ωi] = LWi

ωi;

note that ωi is an n-form on an n-manifold. Integrating this equality over Σ yields

0 =

∫
Σ

LWiωi =

∫
Σ

(DWiφi)(·, t)µh +

∫
Σ

φi(·, t)LWiµh. (B.6)

Since LWi
µh = (divhWi)µh, this equality implies that∫

Σ

(DWi
φi)(·, t)µh = −

∫
Σ

φi(·, t)(divhWi)(·, t)µh. (B.7)

Combining this equality with (B.5) (with X replaced by Wi) yields∫
Σ

|(DWi
T )(·, t)|qhw

q(·, t)µh

≤qDi(t)
∫

Σ

|T (·, t)|h|(DWi
T )(·, t)|h|(DWi

T )(·, t)|q−2
h wq(·, t)µh

+ (q − 1)

∫
Σ

|T (·, t)|h|(D2
Wi
T )(·, t)|h|(DWiT )(·, t)|q−2

h wq(·, t)µh,

(B.8)

where Di is defined by (B.4). For q = 2, we obtain the same result if we interpret |(DWi
T )(·, t)|q−2

h

as 1. On the other hand∫
Σ

|T (·, t)|h|(D2
Wi
T )(·, t)|hw2(·, t)µh ≤‖T (·, t)‖2κ/(r−1),w‖(D2

Wi
T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+1),w,∫

Σ

|T (·, t)|h|(DWi
T )(·, t)|hw2(·, t)µh ≤‖T (·, t)‖2κ/(r−1),w‖(DWi

T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+1),w,

assuming κ = r ≥ 1, where we appealed to Hölder’s inequality. In particular,

‖(DWiT )(·, t)‖22,w ≤ ‖T (·, t)‖2κ/(r−1),w

∑2
l=1[2Di(t)]2−l‖(Dl

Wi
T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+1),w

for all t ∈ I . Thus (B.3) holds when κ = r ≥ 1. In case 1 ≤ r < κ, let

q =
2κ

r
, q1 =

2κ

r − 1
, q2 =

2κ

r + 1
, q3 =

q

q − 2
,

Then 1/q1 + 1/q2 + 1/q3 = 1, so that we can apply Hölder’s inequality to (B.8) in order to obtain

‖(DWi
T )(·, t)‖qq,w

≤q‖T (·, t)‖2κ/(r−1),w

∑2
l=1D

2−l
i (t)‖(Dl

Wi
T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+1),w‖(DWiT )(·, t)‖q−2

q,w

for all t ∈ I . The lemma follows.

B.3 Iterating the basic estimate

The second step consists in combining the basic estimate with an inductive argument in order to
obtain a more general interpolation estimate.
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Lemma B.5. Given the assumptions and notation introduced in Section B.1, let 1 ≤ j, l, i ∈ Z
and κ, r ∈ R be such that j ≤ r ≤ κ+ 1− i and l ≥ j. Then there is a constant C such that if T
is a family of smooth tensor fields on Σ for t ∈ I ,∑j

m=0Dj−m(t)‖(Dl−j+m
W T )(·, t)‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
‖(Dl−j

W T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r−j),w +
∑i+j
m=0Di+j−m(t)‖(Dl−j+m

W T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+i),w
]
,

(B.9)

where
D(t) := maxi∈{1,...,P}Di(t). (B.10)

Moreover, the constant C only depends on P and an upper bound on κ and l + i.

Remark B.6. The expression 2κ/(r − j) should be interpreted as ∞ when r = j.

Proof. Define D(t) by (B.10). Then, due to (B.3),

‖(Dl
WT )(·, t)‖22κ/r,w

≤C‖(Dl−1
W T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r−1),w

∑1
m=0D1−m(t)‖(Dl+m

W T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+1),w,
(B.11)

assuming l ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ κ. Note that the constant only depends on upper bounds on κ, P , l.
From now on, and for the sake of brevity, we omit the arguments (·, t) and (t). Then (B.11) reads

‖Dl
WT ‖22κ/r,w ≤ C‖D

l−1
W T ‖2κ/(r−1),w

∑1
m=0D1−m‖Dl+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+1),w. (B.12)

Due to (B.12), the following estimate holds for all ε > 0:

‖Dl
WT ‖2κ/r,w ≤ C

[
ε‖Dl−1

W T ‖2κ/(r−1),w + ε−1∑1
m=0D1−m‖Dl+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+1),w

]
. (B.13)

Before proceeding, note that if f ∈ L2κ/(r−j)
w (Σ), 1 ≤ i, j ∈ Z, j ≤ r ∈ R, r ≤ κ ∈ R and ε > 0,

then

‖f‖2κ/r,w ≤‖f‖
i/(i+j)
2κ/(r−j),w‖f‖

j/(i+j)
2κ/(r+i),w

≤ε i

i+ j
‖f‖2κ/(r−j),w + ε−i/j

j

i+ j
‖f‖2κ/(r+i),w;

(B.14)

this follows from Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities. In particular,

D‖Dl−1
W T ‖2κ/r,w ≤

1

2
ε‖Dl−1

W T ‖2κ/(r−1),w +
1

2
ε−1D2‖Dl−1

W T ‖2κ/(r+1),w.

Combining this estimate with (B.13) yields∑1
m=0D1−m‖Dl−1+m

W T ‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
ε‖Dl−1

W T ‖2κ/(r−1),w + ε−1∑2
m=0D2−m‖Dl−1+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+1),w

]
.

(B.15)

Assume, inductively, that∑j
m=0Dj−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
ε‖Dl−j

W T ‖2κ/(r−j),w + C(ε)
∑i+j
m=0Di+j−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w

] (B.16)

for arbitrary r, κ, j, l, i satisfying the conditions of the lemma, as well as the condition that j, i ≤ ι.
Due to (B.15), we know the inductive assumption to hold for ι = 1. Given that it holds for some
1 ≤ ι ∈ Z, let us prove it for ι + 1. First we prove that we can increase j to j + 1. Assume the
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conditions of the lemma to be satisfied with j replaced by j + 1 and that 1 ≤ i, j ≤ ι. By the
inductive hypothesis, applied to r′ = r − j, κ′ = κ, l′ = l − j, i′ = j and j′ = 1,∑1

m=0D1−m‖Dl−j−1+m
W T ‖2κ/(r−j),w

≤C
[
ε1‖Dl−j−1

W T ‖2κ/(r−j−1),w + C(ε1)
∑j+1
m=0Dj+1−m‖Dl−j−1+m

W T ‖2κ/r,w
]
.

(B.17)

Note also that (B.14) yields

Dj+1‖Dl−j−1
W T ‖2κ/r,w ≤

i

i+ j + 1
ε‖Dl−j−1

W T ‖2κ/(r−j−1),w

+
j + 1

i+ j + 1
ε−i/(j+1)Di+j+1‖Dl−j−1

W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w.

Combining this estimate with (B.16) yields∑j+1
m=0Dj+1−m‖Dl−j−1+m

W T ‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
ε‖Dl−j−1

W T ‖2κ/(r−j−1),w + ε‖Dl−j
W T ‖2κ/(r−j),w

+C(ε)
∑i+j+1
m=0 Di+j+1−m‖Dl−j−1+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w
]
.

(B.18)

In order to estimate the second term in the parenthesis on the right hand side, we appeal to (B.17).
This yields (assuming ε1 ≤ 1),∑j+1

m=0Dj+1−m‖Dl−j−1+m
W T ‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
ε‖Dl−j−1

W T ‖2κ/(r−j−1),w + εC(ε1)
∑j+1
m=0Dj+1−m‖Dl−j−1+m

W T ‖2κ/r,w

+C(ε)
∑i+j+1
m=0 Di+j+1−m‖Dl−j−1+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w
]
.

Fixing ε1 and then assuming ε to be small enough yields the conclusion that CεC(ε1) ≤ 1/2. Then
the second term in the parenthesis of the right hand side can be moved to the left hand side. Thus
(B.16) holds for all r, κ, j, l, i satisfying the conditions of the lemma and i ≤ ι, j ≤ ι+ 1.

Next, assume that the conditions of the lemma are satisfied with i replaced by i + 1. Assume,
moreover, that 1 ≤ i ≤ ι and j ≤ ι + 1. Due to (B.16) with r′ = r + i, κ′ = κ, j′ = i, l′ = l + i
and i′ = 1 ∑i

m=0Di−m‖D
l+m
W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w

≤C
[
ε‖Dl

WT ‖2κ/r,w + C(ε)
∑1+i
m=0D1+i−m‖Dl+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+i+1),w

]
.

(B.19)

On the other hand,∑j
m=0Dj−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
ε‖Dl−j

W T ‖2κ/(r−j),w + C(ε)
∑i+j
m=0Di+j−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w

] (B.20)

Note that ∑i+j
m=0Di+j−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w

=
∑j−1
m=0Di+j−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w +

∑i
m=0Di−m‖D

l+m
W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w.

(B.21)

The second term on the right hand side can be estimated by (B.19). In order to estimate the
first term on the right hand side, we can use Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities. In fact, note that
(B.14) implies that

‖f‖2κ/(r+i),w ≤ ‖f‖
1/(i+1)
2κ/r,w ‖f‖

i/(i+1)
2κ/(r+i+1),w.
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Note also that

i+ j −m = (j −m)
1

i+ 1
+ (i+ j + 1−m)

i

i+ 1
.

Thus, given δ, ε > 0,

δi+j−m‖f‖2κ/(r+i),w ≤(εδj−m‖f‖2κ/r,w)1/(i+1)(ε−1/iδi+j+1−m‖f‖2κ/(r+i+1),w)i/(i+1)

≤ 1

i+ 1
εδj−m‖f‖2κ/r,w +

i

i+ 1
ε−1/iδi+j+1−m‖f‖2κ/(r+i+1),w.

In particular, if ε1 > 0,∑j−1
m=0Di+j−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w

≤ 1

i+ 1
ε1
∑j−1
m=0Dj−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/r,w

+
i

i+ 1
ε
−1/i
1

∑j−1
m=0Di+j+1−m‖Dl−j+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+i+1),w.

Combining this estimate with (B.19) (with ε = ε1) and (B.21) yields∑i+j
m=0Di+j−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/(r+i),w

≤Cε1
∑j
m=0Dj−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/r,w

+ C(ε1)
∑i+j+1
m=0 Di+j+1−m‖Dl−j+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+i+1),w.

Combining this estimate with (B.20) yields∑j
m=0Dj−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
ε‖Dl−j

W T ‖2κ/(r−j),w + C(ε)Cε1
∑j
m=0Dj−m‖D

l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/r,w

+C(ε)C(ε1)
∑i+j+1
m=0 Di+j+1−m‖Dl−j+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+i+1),w

]
.

(B.22)

First fixing ε > 0 and then choosing ε1 small enough (depending on ε), it can be ensured that the
middle term in the paranthesis on the right hand side can be moved over to the left hand side.
This leads to the desired estimate:∑j

m=0Dj−m‖D
l−j+m
W T ‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
ε‖Dl−j

W T ‖2κ/(r−j),w + C(ε)
∑i+j+1
m=0 Di+j+1−m‖Dl−j+m

W T ‖2κ/(r+i+1),w

]
.

(B.23)

Thus the induction hypothesis holds with ι replaced by ι+ 1.

B.4 Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates

By a simple rescaling, Lemma B.5 has the following consequence.

Corollary B.7. Given the assumptions and notation introduced in Section B.1, let 1 ≤ j, l, i ∈ Z
and κ, r ∈ R be such that j ≤ r ≤ κ+ 1− i and l ≥ j. Then there is a constant C such that if T
is a family of smooth tensor fields on Σ for t ∈ I ,∑j

m=0Dj−m(t)‖(Dl−j+m
W T )(·, t)‖2κ/r,w

≤C‖(Dl−j
W T )(·, t)‖i/(i+j)2κ/(r−j),w

(∑i+j
m=0Di+j−m(t)‖(Dl−j+m

W T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+i),w
)j/(i+j)

.
(B.24)

Moreover, the constant C only depends on P and an upper bound on κ and l + i.
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Proof. Let 0 < s ∈ R. We begin by analysing how the estimate (B.9) rescales when we rescale
the underlying metric h to hs := s2h and the vector fields WI to WI,s := s−1WI . Note, to begin
with, that ‖Dl

WT (·, t)‖p transforms to s−lsm−ksn/p‖Dl
WT (·, t)‖p, assuming T to be covariant of

order k and contravariant of order m. Moreover, D(t) transforms to s−1D(t). Summing up, (B.9)
transforms to∑j

m=0Dj−m(t)‖(Dl−j+m
W T )(·, t)‖2κ/r,w

≤C
[
sa‖(Dl−j

W T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r−j),w + sb
∑i+j
m=0Di+j−m(t)‖(Dl−j+m

W T )(·, t)‖2κ/(r+i),w
] (B.25)

(after division by a suitable power of s), where

a := −nj
2κ

+ j = j
(

1− n

2κ

)
, b :=

ni

2κ
− i = −i

(
1− n

2κ

)
.

Note that, if n 6= 2κ, one of a and b is strictly positive and one is strictly negative. Schematically,
the estimate (B.25) can be written

S ≤ C(saQ+ sbR).

Assume that n 6= 2κ. If one of Q and R vanishes, we can let s tend to 0+ or∞ in order to deduce
that S vanishes. If both are non-zero, we can choose s = (R/Q)1/(a−b). Then

S ≤ 2CRa/(a−b)Qb/(b−a).

In our case,
a

a− b
=

j

i+ j
,

b

b− a
=

i

i+ j
.

In particular, (B.25) implies that (B.24) holds if n 6= 2κ. In order to prove the lemma in case
n = 2κ, let ε > 0, κε = κ + ε and rε = r + ε. Then (B.24) holds with κ and r replaced by κε
and rε respectively. The final idea is to take the limit ε→ 0+. In order for this to be allowed, we
need to verify that ‖T (·, t)‖p → ‖T (·, t)‖q as p→ q (even in the case that q =∞). Moreover, we
need to verify that the constant remains bounded in the limit. However, this can be achieved by
an argument similar to the proof of [53, Corollary 6.1]. The lemma follows.

Consider (B.24). The case that r = j = l and r + i = κ is of particular interest. Then, for l ≥ 1
and κ ≥ l, ∑l

m=0Dl−m(t)‖(Dm
WT )(·, t)‖2κ/l,w

≤C‖T (·, t)‖1−l/κ∞,w (
∑κ
m=0Dκ−m(t)‖(Dm

WT )(·, t)‖2,w)
l/κ

.
(B.26)

B.5 Applications of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates

Next, we derive consequences of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates. One immediate consequence
is the following.

Corollary B.8. Given the assumptions and notation introduced in Section B.1, assume that
w = 1. Let, moreover, 0 ≤ li ∈ Z and l = l1 + · · · + lj. Then there is a constant C such that if
T1, . . . , Tj are families of smooth tensor fields on Σ for t ∈ I , then∥∥∥|(Dl1

WT1)(·, t)|h · · · |(D
lj
WTj)(·, t)|h

∥∥∥
2
≤ C

∑
i‖Ti(·, t)‖HlW

∏
m6=i‖Tm(·, t)‖∞, (B.27)

where |(Dli
WTi)(·, t)|h :=

(∑
|I|=li |(DITi)(·, t)|2h

)1/2

and

‖T (·, t)‖HlW :=
(∑

k≤l‖Dk
WT (·, t)‖22

)1/2

. (B.28)

Moreover, the constant C only depends on the supremum of D(t), P and an upper bound on l.
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Proof. Note that if at most one li is non-zero, the estimate holds trivially. Moreover, the factors
corresponding to li’s that are zero can be estimated in L∞ and extracted outside the L2-norm. In
other words, we can assume all the li to be non-zero. Let l := l1 + · · · + lj and pi := l/li. Then
Hölder’s inequality yields∥∥∥|(Dl1

WT1)(·, t)|h · · · |(D
lj
WTj)(·, t)|h

∥∥∥
2
≤
∏l
i=1‖(D

li
WTi)(·, t)‖2l/li .

On the other hand, (B.26) implies that∏l
i=1‖(D

li
WTi)(·, t)‖2l/li ≤ C

∏l
i=1‖Ti(·, t)‖

1−li/l∞ ‖Ti(·, t)‖li/lHlW ,

where the constant depends on the supremum of D(t). Since 1 − li/l =
∑
m 6=i lm/l, the product

on the right hand side can be divided into l factors of the form(
‖Ti(·, t)‖HlW

∏
m 6=i‖Tm(·, t)‖∞

)li/l
.

Combining this estimate with Young’s inequality yields the conclusion of the corollary.

In these notes, there are two natural frames: {XA} and {Ei}. In case we use the frame {XA} and
h = ḡref , we use the notation D̄A instead of DW. In case we use the frame {Ei} and h = ḡref , we
use the notation D̄E instead of DW.

Corollary B.9. Assume (M, g) to be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume that it has an
expanding partial pointed foliation. Assume, moreover, K to be non-degenerate on I, to have a
global frame and to be C0-uniformly bounded on I−; i.e., (3.16) to hold. Let 0 ≤ q, r, s ∈ Z. For
1 ≤ i ≤ q, 1 ≤ j ≤ r and 1 ≤ m ≤ s, let: wi, uj , vm be smooth strictly positive functions on M̄ × I;
fi, gj , hm be strictly positive functions on I; li, kj and pm be non-negative integers; and Si, Tj and
Um be families of smooth tensor fields on M̄ for t ∈ I. Let l be the sum of the li, the kj and the
pm. Then, assuming gj ≤ 1 and hm ≤ 1,∥∥∥∏q

i=1wif
li
i |D̄

li
ASi|ḡref

∏r
j=1 ujg

kj
j |D̄kjTj |ḡref

∏s
m=1vmh

pm
m |D̄

pm
E Um|ḡref

∥∥∥
2

≤Ca
∑
i

∑
k≤lα

l−k
i ‖wifki D̄k

ASi‖2
∏
o 6=i‖So‖∞,wo

∏
j‖Tj‖∞,uj

∏
m‖Um‖∞,vm

+ Cb
∑
j

∑
k≤lβ

l−k
j ‖ujgkj D̄kTj‖2

∏
o6=j‖To‖∞,uo

∏
i‖Si‖∞,wi

∏
m‖Um‖∞,vm

+ Cb
∑
m

∑
k≤lγ

l−k
m ‖vmhkmD̄k

EUm‖2
∏
o6=m‖Uo‖∞,vo

∏
i‖Si‖∞,wi

∏
j‖Tj‖∞,uj

(B.29)

on I−, where the constant Ca only depends on CK, εnd, l and n; Cb only depends on l, n and
(M̄, ḡref); and

αi(t) :=1 + fi(t) sup
x̄∈M̄

[|(D̄K)(x̄, t)|ḡref
+ |(D̄ lnwi)(x̄, t)|ḡref

],

βj(t) :=1 + gj(t) sup
x̄∈M̄
|(D̄ lnuj)(x̄, t)|ḡref

,

γm(t) :=1 + hm(t) sup
x̄∈M̄
|(D̄ ln vm)(x̄, t)|ḡref

.

Remark B.10. If q = 0, there are no Si-factors on the left hand side of (B.29); the first term on
the right hand side is absent; and the products of Si-factors in the second and third terms on the
right hand side can be put equal to 1. Similar statements hold in case r or s equal zero.

Remark B.11. Due to the arguments presented in the proof, it follows that D̄kTj on the right
hand side can be replaced by D̄k

ETj . Similarly, D̄k
EUm on the right hand side can be replaced by

D̄kUm.
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Proof. Consider |D̄kjTj |ḡref
on the left hand side of (B.29). Due to Lemma 5.7, this expression

can be replaced by a linear combination of expressions of the form |D̄k
ETj |ḡref

, where k ≤ kj . Since
gj ≤ 1 and since a reduction in kj leads to a reduction in l, it is thus sufficient to prove the lemma
with |D̄kjTj |ḡref

replaced by |D̄k
ETj |ḡref

. Moreover, we can assume k = kj in the latter expression.
However, the resulting constants depend on (M̄, ḡref).

Note that if at most one of li, kj and pm is non-zero, the estimate holds trivially. Moreover, the
factors corresponding to the li’s, the kj ’s and the pm’s that are zero can be estimated in L∞ and
extracted outside the L2-norm. In other words, we can assume all the li’s, the kj ’s and the pm’s
to be non-zero. Let l be defined as in the statement of the corollary, qi = l/li, rj = l/kj and
sm = l/pm. Then Hölder’s inequality yields the conclusion that the left hand side of (B.29) is
bounded by ∏q

i=1‖wif
li
i D̄

li
ASi‖2qi

∏r
j=1 ‖ujg

kj
j D̄

kj
E Tj‖2rj

∏s
m=1‖vmhpmm D̄pm

E Um‖2sm . (B.30)

At this stage we wish to apply (B.26) to the three products on the right hand side. In order
to apply it to one of the factors in first product, note that the assumptions introduced at the
beginning of the present chapter are fulfilled with Σ = M̄ ; h = ḡref ; w = wi; I = I; D = D̄;
P = n; and with the WA equal to fiXA. Applying (B.26) then yields

‖wif lii D̄
li
ASi‖2qi ≤ C‖Si‖

1−1/qi
∞,wi

(∑
k≤lDl−k‖wifki D̄k

ASi‖2
)1/qi

, (B.31)

where the constant only depends on n and l. In this particular setting, D(t) is the supremum
(over x̄ ∈ M̄ and A ∈ {1, . . . , n}) of

fi|divḡref
XA|+ fi|XA lnwi| ≤ Cfi|D̄K|ḡref

+ fi|D̄ lnwi|ḡref
,

where C only depends on CK, εnd and n, and we used the fact that

|divḡref
XA| = |Y B(D̄XBXA)| ≤ C|D̄K|ḡref

;

cf. Lemma 5.5 and (5.13). Defining αi as in the statement of the lemma, the estimate (B.31)
implies

‖wif lii D̄
li
ASi‖2qi ≤ C‖Si‖

1−1/qi
∞,wi

(∑
k≤lα

l−k
i ‖wifki D̄k

ASi‖2
)1/qi

,

where C only depends on CK, εnd, l and n.

Next, we need to estimate the second product on the right hand side of (B.30). Note, to this end,
that (B.26) applies with Σ = M̄ ; h = ḡref ; w = uj ; I = I; D = D̄; P = n; and with the Wp equal
to the gjEp. An argument similar to the above then yields the estimate

‖ujg
kj
j D̄

kj
E Tj‖2rj ≤ C‖Tj‖

1−1/rj
∞,uj

(∑
k≤lβ

l−k
j ‖ujgkj D̄k

ETj‖2
)1/rj

,

where C only depends on l, n and (M̄, ḡref). Moreover, βj is defined as in the statement of the
lemma. The estimate for the factors in the third product on the right hand side of (B.30) is the
same. At this stage, we can group the factors in analogy with the end of the proof of Corollary B.8
and apply Young’s inequality. This yields (B.29) with D̄kTj on the right hand side replaced by
D̄k

ETj . However, appealing to Lemma 5.7 again, as well as the fact that gj ≤ 1, we can replace
D̄k

ETj with D̄kTj . The corollary follows.
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Appendix C

Examples

The purpose of the present chapter is to compare the assumptions made in these notes with the
conditions satisfied by a few families of solutions for which the asymptotics are known. We begin,
in Section C.1, by discussing the Bianchi spacetimes. In Section C.2, we describe results in the
absence of symmetry, but where the authors specify data on the singularity. This is followed by
a discussion of results on stable big bang formation; cf. Section C.3. Finally, in Section C.4, we
discuss the asymptotics of vacuum T3-Gowdy solutions.

C.1 Bianchi spacetimes

Let us begin by considering Bianchi spacetimes, where we use the terminology introduced in [55,
Definition 1, p. 600]:

Definition C.1 ([55], Definition 1, p. 600). A Bianchi spacetime is a Lorentz manifold (M, g),
where M = G× I; I = (t−, t+) is an open interval; G is a connected 3-dimensional Lie group; and
g is of the form

g = −dt⊗ dt+ aij(t)ξ
i ⊗ ξj , (C.1)

where {ξi} is the dual basis of a basis {ei} of the Lie algebra g and aij ∈ C∞(I,R) are such that
aij(t) are the components of a positive definite matrix a(t) for every t ∈ I.

In order to be specific, let us here restrict our attention to orthogonal perfect fluids with a linear
equation of state. This means that the stress energy tensor takes the form (2.6) where U is
orthogonal to the hypersurfaces of spatial homogeneity. In the case of metrics of the form (C.1),
this means that U = ∂t. The linear equation of state reads p = (γ − 1)ρ, where γ is a constant.
If G is unimodular/non-unimodular (cf., e.g., [55, Definition 4, p. 604]), then (M, g) given in
Definition C.1 is said to be of Bianchi class A/Bianchi class B; cf. [55, Definition 5, p. 604]. The
basic results we appeal to in the present section are [50] (for Bianchi class A orthogonal perfect
fluid solutions with 2/3 < γ ≤ 2) and [45] and [46] (for non-exceptional Bianchi class B orthogonal
perfect fluid solutions). In the case of Bianchi class B, some of the results hold for 0 ≤ γ ≤ 2 and
some hold for 0 ≤ γ < 2/3.

Bianchi spacetimes, basic properties. Excluding Minkowski space and quotients thereof,
Bianchi orthogonal perfect fluid solutions have crushing singularities such that % → −∞, cf. [55,
Subsection 3.1, pp. 607–608] and [55, Subsection 3.2, pp. 608–609]. Here we assume 2/3 < γ ≤ 2
in the case of Bianchi class A, with the exception of Bianchi type IX (in which case we assume
1 ≤ γ ≤ 2). In the case of Bianchi class B, we restrict ourselves to the non-exceptional case and
assume that 0 ≤ γ ≤ 2.

219
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Next, note that N = 1 and χ = 0 in the case of Bianchi spacetimes. Moreover, θ is independent of
the spatial variable. The only conditions appearing in Chapter 3 that need to be verified are thus
the ones concerning the boundedness of q and the ones concerning K and its normal derivative.
Concerning q, note that in the Bianchi class A setting, q is given by

q =
1

2
(3γ − 2)Ω + 2(Σ2

+ + Σ2
−);

cf. the formula at the bottom of [50, p. 414]. For all the Bianchi class A types except IX, this
expression fulfills a universal bound. This follows from [50, (11), p. 415] and the fact the the
expression involving the Ni in [50, (11), p. 415] is non-negative for all the Bianchi types except IX.
Due to the results of [50] concerning Bianchi type IX solutions, it also follows that q is bounded
in the direction of the singularity in that case. In the case of non-exceptional Bianchi class B with
γ ∈ [0, 2], q takes its values in [−1, 2]; cf. [45, (16), p. 708]. To conclude, the relevant conditions
to examine are those concerning K.

Next, recall the matrix Σij introduced in [55, (10), (11), p. 603] (note that the components are
calculated with respect to a fixed frame {ei}). Raising one index by means of the metric yields
Σij . These are the components of the trace free part of the expansion normalised Weingarten
map. In other words,

Kij = Σij +
1

3
δij , Ǩi

j = Σij −
1

3
qδij .

Bianchi class A solutions. An extremely important observation concerning Bianchi class A
orthogonal perfect fluid solutions is that we can choose a fixed (time-independent) basis of g such
that K is diagonal (for this reason, the arguments of these notes should go through in this setting
without requiring non-degeneracy; the purpose of demanding non-degeneracy is to obtain a frame
diagonalising K). Moreover, the diagonal components of K (which are also the eigenvalues of
K) can be computed in terms of Σ± appearing in the Wainwright-Hsu equations [50, (9)-(11),
pp. 414-415]. This means, in particular, that the frame {XA} introduced in Definition 3.13 is
fixed (time-independent). Thus we can choose the frame {Ei} to coincide with {XA}. Moreover,

K = KijEi ⊗ ωj , L̂UK =
1

3
(∂τKij)Ei ⊗ ωj ,

where we appealed to (A.3) and [50, (137), p. 487]. Here Kij and ∂τKij are bounded in the direction
of the singularity for all Bianchi class A orthogonal perfect fluids with 2/3 < γ ≤ 2. This means
that K and L̂UK satisfies all the weighted Sobolev and Ck-bounds appearing in Definitions 3.28
and 3.31. In addition, since (L̂UK)(Y A, XB) = 0 for A 6= B, it is clear that L̂UK satisfies an
off-diagonal exponential bound.

Turning to silence and non-degeneracy, note that in the case of Bianchi type VIII and IX non-
stiff fluids, generic solutions are expected to be oscillatory. In the case of Bianchi type IX, this
is demonstrated in [50]. In the case of vacuum Bianchi type VIII solutions, it is demonstrated
in [49]. Due to the oscillations, the eigenvalues of K switch places, and this means that, while
the eigenvalues may be distinct for long periods of time, there is generically a sequence of times,
tending to −∞, such that two eigenvalues coincide for each element of the sequence. In other
words, Bianchi type VIII and IX solutions, while non-degenerate for long periods of time, are
generically not non-degenerate on a time interval stretching to −∞. Turning to silence, the α-
limit sets of generic Bianchi type VIII and IX solutions are expected to include all the Taub points.
This means that Ǩ cannot have a silent upper bound on an interval stretching to −∞. On the
other hand, Ǩ can be expected to have a silent upper bound on large intervals. To conclude, in
the oscillatory setting, the conditions of non-degeneracy and silence can only be expected to hold
on large intervals, but not on intervals stretching to −∞.

Consider generic Bianchi type I, II, VI0 and VII0 orthogonal perfect fluid solutions with 2/3 <
γ < 2. Then K and Ǩ converge and Ǩ is asymptotically negative definite. This follows from
[55, Subsection 15.2] and [55, Subsection 17.1]. In the case of Bianchi type VI0, we also need
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to appeal to [42, Theorem 1.6, p. 3076]. The eigenvalues of K can be expected to generically be
distinct. However, there is, to the best of our knowledge, no formal proof of this statement. Note
also that q converges exponentially to 2 in the generic setting. Finally, ∂τKij converges to zero

exponentially in this setting, so that L̂UK converges to zero exponentially with respect to every
weighted Ck and Sobolev norm.

Finally, consider the stiff fluid setting. Due to [55, Subsection 15.1] and [55, Subsection 17.1], K
and Ǩ converge and Ǩ is asymptotically negative definite. Moreover, q− 2 and L̂UK converge to
zero exponentially with respect to every weighted Ck and Sobolev norm.

Bianchi class B solutions. In the case of non-exceptional Bianchi class B solutions, there
are results in [45, 46]. However, the analysis is in that case carried out with respect to an
orthonormal frame which is not necessarily an eigenframe for K. Moreover, one of the elements
of the orthonormal frame is a time dependent multiple of a fixed element of g. However, the
remaining two elements of the orthonormal frame are typically not. This complicates the analysis
of the asymptotic behaviour of K. In fact, the analysis of [45, 46] does not give the asymptotics
of {XA}. This makes it more difficult to prove that K is bounded etc. We expect it to be possible
to prove the relevant bounds. However, the corresponding analysis can be expected to be more
lengthy than would be appropriate for an appendix to these notes. We therefore do not carry it
out here. The issue of silence is discussed in [55, Subsections 15.1, 15.2 and 17.1]. Finally, we
expect the solutions to generically be non-degenerate asymptotically.

C.2 Specifying data on the singularity

Turning to the spatially inhomogeneous setting, we first consider solutions obtained by specifying
data on the singularity. Most of the results in the literature concern classes of solutions with a 2-
dimensional isometry group; cf., e.g., [36, 33, 47, 63, 4, 5]. However, there are results in the absence
of symmetries; cf., e.g., [6, 18, 24]. The results of [6, 18] are obtained under circumstances that can
be expected to be “generic”; one is allowed to specify the “correct” number of free functions on the
singularity. On the other hand, these results are obtained in the real analytic setting, which is not
so natural in the context of general relativity. The results of [24] are not expected to correspond
to a generic setting, since the asymptotic states in this result are known to be unstable. In fact, in
order to obtain solutions, the authors, roughly speaking, have to eliminate degrees of freedom on
the singularity. In the present section, we focus on the results of [6, 24]. However, in [18], results
similar to those of [6] are obtained in the case of higher dimensions and different matter models.
The interested reader is therefore encouraged to carry out arguments similar to the ones below in
the situations considered in [18]. We begin by discussing the quiescent cosmological singularities
considered by Andersson and Rendall in [6].

Stiff fluids and scalar fields in 3 + 1-dimensions. Consider the spacetimes constructed in [6].
The asymptotics of solutions are described in the statements of [6, Theorems 1 and 2, pp. 484–485].
Note that Andersson and Rendall use a Gaussian time coordinate in [6] (in particular, the lapse
function equals one and the shift vector field equals zero) and t = 0 corresponds to the singularity.
Note also that our sign convention concerning the second fundamental form is the opposite to the
one of Andersson and Rendall. From [6, Theorems 1 and 2, pp. 484–485] it follows that there are
constants ζ, C > 0 such that

|tθ − 1| ≤ Ctζ .

In particular, it is clear that the singularity is a crushing singularity. For a Gaussian time coordi-
nate, (7.9) yields

∂t% = θ =
1

t
+O(t−1+ζ).

Integrating this equality yields the conclusion that % = ln t+ %0 +O(tζ). Here %0 is a function of
the spatial variables only. In particular %→ −∞ in the direction of the singularity. According to
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[6, Theorems 1 and 2, pp. 484–485], Kij converges exponentially to the components of a positive
definite matrix. Since the trace of this matrix is 1, it is also clear that all the eigenvalues converge
to values that are strictly between 0 and 1. In [6] it is also clearly possible to specify data on the
singularity in such a way that the eigenvalues of K are asymptotically distinct.

In the setting of [6], (3.3) reads
Ǩ = K + θ−1(∂t ln θ)Id. (C.2)

In order to estimate ∂tθ, note that [6, (3b), p. 481] implies that

θ−2∂tθ + 1 = −θ−2R− 4πθ−2trS + 12πθ−2ρ, (C.3)

where R is the scalar curvature of the spatial metric. Moreover, in the case of a scalar field, S is
given by [6, (5c), p. 481] and ρ is given by [6, (5a), p. 481]. In the case of a stiff fluid, S is given
by [6, (8c), p. 482] and ρ is given by [6, (8a), p. 482]. Due to [6, Lemma 6, p. 504], it follows that
θ−2R converges to zero exponentially in τ -time, where τ := ln t. In the case of a scalar field, it
can be calculated that

trS − 3ρ = −2gabea(φ)eb(φ).

Combining this observation with the argument presented on [6, p. 505] implies that θ−2(trS− 3ρ)
converges to zero exponentially. In the case of the stiff fluid,

trS − 3ρ = −4µ|u|2.

Combining this observation with the statements on [6, p. 505], it follows that θ−2(trS − 3ρ)
converges to zero exponentially; note that the quantity Mab is introduced in [6, (47), p. 493].
Summing up the above conclusions, it is clear that (C.3) implies that θ−2∂tθ converges to −1
exponentially. Combining this observation with (C.2) and the fact that the eigenvalues of K
belong to (0, 1) yields the conclusion that Ǩ converges to a negative definite matrix. Note also
that the deceleration parameter q converges to 2 exponentially.

By arguments similar to the above, it can also be argued that L̂UK converges to zero exponentially.
We leave the details to the reader.

The above estimates are only in C0, but in the present paper we make assumptions in weighted
Ck- and Hk-spaces. The question is then if one can draw conclusions concerning higher order
derivatives from [6, Theorems 1 and 2, pp. 484–485]. The results of [6] build on [36]. Consider, for
this reason, [36, Theorem 3, p. 1350]. The proof of existence and uniqueness of solutions is based
on a fixed point argument. In particular, the authors prove that a certain map is a contraction;
cf. [36, pp. 1350–1354], in particular [36, Step 3, p. 1353]. The norm with respect to which the
map is a contraction is | · |a introduced at the bottom of [36, p. 1351]. Considering this norm, it is
clear that the estimates that are obtained as a result of the argument are such that they extend
a small distance into the complex plane. Combining this observation with Cauchy’s theorem in
each spatial variable separately, it is clear that similar estimates hold for any number of spatial
derivatives. For this reason, it should be possible to obtain conclusions for any number of spatial
derivatives. Here, we do not attempt to convert this information into the type of estimates of
interest in these notes. However, it is reasonable to expect the estimates derived previously to not
only hold in C0 but with respect to any Ck-norm.

Asymptotically Kasner solutions. In [24], the authors specify data on the singularity for
Einstein’s vacuum equations. In particular, they prescribe Kasner-like asymptotics. In [24, The-
orem 1.7], they provide asymptotic conditions on the solutions that guarantees uniqueness. In
particular, [24, (1.10)] states that∑1

r=0

∑
|α|≤2−r t

r|∂rt ∂α(k̄ij − t−1κij)| ≤ Ct−1+ε (C.4)

for some constants C > 0 and ε > 0. Here κ is a prescribed matrix valued function depending only
on the spatial variables (since our conventions are opposite to those of [24], the κ appearing here
is obtained by multiplying the object with the same name in [24] with −1). In particular, trκ = 1
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here. Due to (C.4), the estimate |tθ − 1| ≤ Ctε holds. Thus we have a crushing singularity and
since the time coordinate is Gaussian, we again conclude that % = ln t + %0 + O(tε). Combining
these observations with (C.4) yields the conclusion that Kij converges exponentially to κij . By
assumption, the diagonal components of κ are distinct and κ is a triangular matrix; cf. [24,
Theorem 1.1]. In particular, K asymptotically has distinct eigenvalues. Since the time coordinate
is Gaussian,

(L̂UK)ij = θ−1∂t(k̄
i
j/θ) = θ−2∂tk̄

i
j − θ−3θtk̄

i
j .

By arguments similar to the above, it follows that this expression converges to zero exponentially
with respect to %. It can also be demonstrated that θ−2θt converges exponentially to −1, so
that q converges exponentially to 2. Combining this observation with (C.2) and the fact that
the eigenvalues of K are asymptotically distinct and satisfy the Kasner relations (cf. [24, (1),
Theorem 1.1, p. 2]), we conclude that Ǩ asymptotically has a silent upper bound. Note also that
(C.4) yields the conclusion that θ−1|∂αθ| ≤ Ctε for 1 ≤ |α| ≤ 2. In particular, the relative spatial
variation of θ converges to zero asymptotically. Finally, since the time coordinate is Gaussian,
N = 1 and χ = 0.

C.3 Stable big bang formation

As pointed out in Subsection 2.3.4, the results contained in [58, 59, 60, 62, 25] yield stable big
bang formation in the case of stiff fluids, in the case of scalar fields, and in the case of higher di-
mensions. Here we focus on the results of [59]. The main conclusions concerning the asymptotics
are summarised in [59, Section 1.4, p. 4303–4306]. In the present notes, we have the opposite con-
ventions (relative to [59]) concerning the second fundamental form. In what follows, we therefore
reinterpret the results of [59] accordingly without further comment. To begin with, [59, (1.10b),
p. 4304] yields the conclusion that % → −∞ in the direction of the big bang. Moreover, [59,
(1.10d), p. 4304] yields the conclusion that θ → ∞ and that K converges. Note, finally, that
χ = 0 and that N converges to 1 exponentially; cf. [59, (1.10a), p. 4304]. These observations
are consistent with the assumptions made in these notes, but they are clearly not sufficient to
verify that the assumptions are satisfied. We encourage the interested reader to refine the results
of [58, 59, 60, 62, 25] in order to verify that the assumptions made here (except, possibly, for the
non-degeneracy) are satisfied. However, we do not attempt to carry out such an analysis here.

C.4 T3-Gowdy spacetimes

Concerning Gowdy symmetric spacetimes, there are several results describing the asymptotics in
the direction of the singularity. In the polarised Gowdy setting, an analysis of the asymptotics
is contained in [15]. There are also results in which the authors specify data on the singularity;
cf., e.g., [36, 47, 63]. However, the basis for the discussion in the present section is the analysis
concerning generic T3-Gowdy vacuum spacetimes contained in [51, 52]. Here we use the areal time
foliation. The metric then takes the form

g = t−1/2eλ/2(−dt2 + dϑ2) + teP (dx+Qdy)2 + te−P dy2 (C.5)

on T3 × (0,∞) (note, however, that the quantity λ introduced here has opposite sign relative to
the conventions of [51, 52]). Here the functions P , Q and λ only depend on t and ϑ, so that the
metric is invariant under the action of T2 corresponding to translations in x and y. Note that the
area of the orbit of T2 is proportional to t. This is the reason we speak of the areal time coordinate
and foliation. Here we are interested in the asymptotics as t → 0+. However, in many contexts,
it is convenient to change time coordinate to τ = − ln t. With respect to this time coordinate, the
singularity corresponds to τ →∞. When we speak of a T3-Gowdy spacetime in what follows, we
assume that the metric takes the form (C.5) and speak of t, ϑ, x, y, τ , P , Q and λ without further
comment.
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We begin by calculating K for the areal foliation of T3-Gowdy vacuum spacetime.

C.4.1 Components of the expansion normalised Weingarten map

In order to carry out calculations, we appeal to [7, Appendix A]. In this appendix, the curvatures
and connection coefficients of T2-symmetric spacetimes are calculated. In order to specialise to
T3-Gowdy spacetimes, it is sufficient to put G = H = 0 and α = 1 in [7, (1.1), p. 1568]. In what
follows, we use the frame {eβ} introduced in [7, (1.7), p. 1571] with G = H = 0 and α = 1 (in all
the references to the formulae in [7] that follow, we take this substitution for granted). We also
use the dual frame {ξβ} introduced on [7, p. 1634].

We define K as at the beginning of these notes. Moreover, we use the notation

Kϑϑ = dϑ(K∂ϑ), Kϑx = dϑ(K∂x), Kϑy = dϑ(K∂y), Kxϑ = dx(K∂ϑ),

etc.

Lemma C.2. Consider a T3-Gowdy vacuum spacetime. Then the non-zero components of K with
respect to the frame {∂ϑ, ∂x, ∂y} (with dual frame {dϑ, dx, dy}) are given by

Kϑϑ = ρ−1
0 (tλt − 1), Kxx = 2ρ−1

0 (1 + tPt)− 2ρ−1
0 te2PQQt,

Kxy = 4ρ−1
0 tPtQ+ 2ρ−1

0 (1− e2PQ2)tQt, Kyx = 2ρ−1
0 te2PQt,

Kyy = 2ρ−1
0 (1− tPt) + 2ρ−1

0 te2PQQt,

where ρ0 is defined by

ρ0 := tλt + 3. (C.6)

Moreover,

θ = 1
4 t
−3/4e−λ/4ρ0. (C.7)

Remark C.3. Due to (C.11) below, it follows that tλt is non-negative. This means that λτ is
negative and that ρ0 ≥ 3. Combining these observations with (C.7) yields the conclusion that θ
tends to infinity uniformly and exponentially (in τ) in the direction of the singularity.

Remark C.4. Let K̄ denote the 2× 2-matrix with components Kxx, Kxy, Kyx and Kyy. Then

trK̄ = 4ρ−1
0 , det K̄ = 4ρ−2

0 (1− P 2
τ − e2PQ2

τ ).

Using this information we can calculate the eigenvalues of K. They are given by

`1 := ρ−1
0 (tλt − 1), `2 := 2ρ−1

0 (1− κ1/2), `3 := 2ρ−1
0 (1 + κ1/2), (C.8)

where

κ = P 2
τ + e2PQ2

τ . (C.9)

Finally, note that combining (C.6), (C.9) and (C.11) below with the formulae for the eigenvalues
yields the conclusion that the eigenvalues are globally uniformly bounded.

Proof. Note that

k̄ij = k̄(ei, ej) = 〈∇eie0, ej〉 = Γji0,

where we use the notation for connection coefficients introduced in [7, Section A.2]. Due to the
calculations carried out on [7, p. 1636], it follows that

k̄ii = −γi0i, k̄1A = −1

2
γA01, k̄23 = −1

2
γ2

03, (C.10)
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where there is no summation in the first equality and A ∈ {2, 3} in the second equality. Moreover,

the γβδγ are the structure constants associated with the frame {eβ}; cf. [7, Section A.1, p. 1634–
1635]. Combining this observation with the calculations carried out in [7, Section A.1] yields the
conclusion that

k̄11 = 1
4 t

1/4e−λ/4(λt − t−1), k̄22 = 1
2 t

1/4e−λ/4(t−1 + Pt),

k̄33 = 1
2 t

1/4e−λ/4(t−1 − Pt),

so that, in particular, the mean curvature is given by (C.7). Here, due to [7, (2.4), p. 1587]; the
fact that K = J = 0 (this follows from the fact that we are considering Gowdy spacetimes); and
the fact that P1 = Λ = 0 (this is a consequence of the fact that we are considering solutions to
Einstein’s vacuum equations),

tλt = t2[P 2
t + P 2

ϑ + e2P (Q2
t +Q2

ϑ)]. (C.11)

Next, combining (C.10) with [7, (A.3), p. 1634], [7, (A.4), p. 1634] and the fact that J = K = 0
yields k̄12 = k̄13 = 0. Finally, due to (C.10) and [7, Section A.1],

k̄23 = 1
2 t

1/4e−λ/4ePQt.

Using the notation (C.6), we conclude from the above that the non-zero components of θ−1k̄ are

θ−1k̄11 =ρ−1
0 (tλt − 1), θ−1k̄22 = 2ρ−1

0 (1 + tPt),

θ−1k̄33 =2ρ−1
0 (1− tPt), θ−1k̄23 = 2ρ−1

0 tePQt.

Introducing K as before, note that

ξi(Kej) = 〈Kej , ei〉 = θ−1k̄ij .

Given the above terminology and calculations, it can be demonstrated that the conclusions of the
lemma hold.

C.4.2 The asymptotic limits of the eigenvalues of K and Ǩ

Next, it is of interest to calculate the asymptotic limits of the eigenvalues of K. Let us, to this
end, first note that, given a T3-Gowdy symmetric solution to Einstein’s vacuum equations, and
given a ϑ0 ∈ S1, there is a non-negative number v∞(ϑ0) such that

lim
τ→∞

κ(ϑ0, τ) = v2
∞(ϑ0),

where κ is defined by (C.9). This statement is an immediate consequence of [51, Corollary 6.9,
p. 1009]. We refer to the function v∞ : S1 → [0,∞) as the asymptotic velocity. Next, let
Dϑ0,τ := [ϑ0 − e−τ , ϑ0 + e−τ ]. Then [51, Proposition 1.3, p. 983] yields the conclusion that

lim
τ→∞

‖κ(·, τ)− v2
∞(ϑ0)‖C0(Dϑ0,τ

) = 0, lim
τ→∞

‖℘(·, τ)‖C0(Dϑ0,τ
) = 0, (C.12)

where

℘ := e−2τ (P 2
ϑ + e2PQ2

ϑ).

Combining this notation with (C.6), (C.11) and (C.9), it follows that ρ0 = 3 + κ + ℘ and that
tλt = κ+ ℘. Combining these equalities with (C.12) yields

lim
τ→∞

‖ρ0(·, τ)− v2
∞(ϑ0)− 3‖C0(Dϑ0,τ

) = 0, lim
τ→∞

‖(tλt)(·, τ)− v2
∞(ϑ0)‖C0(Dϑ0,τ

) = 0. (C.13)
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The limits of the eigenvalues `i introduced in (C.8) are thus given by

lim
τ→∞

∥∥∥∥`1(·, τ)− v2
∞(ϑ0)− 1

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

∥∥∥∥
C0(Dϑ0,τ

)

=0, (C.14)

lim
τ→∞

∥∥∥∥`2(·, τ)− 2
1− v∞(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

∥∥∥∥
C0(Dϑ0,τ

)

=0, (C.15)

lim
τ→∞

∥∥∥∥`3(·, τ)− 2
1 + v∞(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

∥∥∥∥
C0(Dϑ0,τ

)

=0. (C.16)

Denoting the limits by `i,∞(ϑ0), it can be verified that∑
`i,∞(ϑ0) = 1,

∑
`2i,∞(ϑ0) = 1. (C.17)

In other words, the limits of the eigenvalues satisfy both of the Kasner relations. Next, note that
if γ is a past inextendible causal curve, then the ϑ coordinate of γ converges in the direction
of the singularity. Call the limit ϑ0. Then, if the τ -component of γ(s) is denoted τ(s) and the
ϑ-component of γ(s) is denoted ϑ(s), then ϑ(s) ∈ Dϑ0,τ(s); this is an immediate consequence of
the causal structure. Thus `i converges uniformly to `i,∞ in J+(γ). In particular, `i converges to
`i,∞ along γ.

Stable regime. Considering (C.14)–(C.16), it is clear that there is a conceptual difference between
the case v∞(ϑ0) < 1 and the case v∞(ϑ0) > 1. The reason is that if v∞(ϑ0) < 1, then `1,∞(ϑ0) <
0 < `2,∞(ϑ0) < `3,∞(ϑ0), and if v∞(ϑ0) > 1, then `2,∞(ϑ0) < 0 and `1,∞(ϑ0) and `3,∞(ϑ0)
are strictly positive. Moreover, the eigenvector fields corresponding to `2 and `3 commute. To
summarise, if v∞(ϑ0) < 1, then there is asymptotically only one negative eigenvalue of K, and the
eigenvector fields corresponding to the remaining eigenvalues commute. This is a special situation
which is due to the assumption of T3-Gowdy symmetry. As will become clear in the accompanying
article on geometry, cf. [57], the corresponding structure is related to the existence of a stable
and convergent regime in the case of T3-Gowdy symmetry for Einstein’s vacuum equations; cf.
Subsection C.4.5 below.

The eigenvalues of Ǩ. Next, we wish to calculate the eigenvalues of Ǩ. To this end, we first
need to calculate the deceleration parameter, given by q = −1− Û(3 ln θ); cf. (3.4).

Lemma C.5. Consider a T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum spacetime and let q denote the associated
deceleration parameter. Then q is uniformly bounded in the direction of the singularity. Moreover,
if ϑ0 ∈ S1,

lim
τ→∞

‖q(·, τ)− 2‖C0(Dϑ0,τ
) = 0. (C.18)

Remark C.6. One particular consequence of (C.18) is that if γ is a past inextendible causal
curve, then q converges to 2 uniformly in J+(γ).

Proof. Recalling that θ is given by (C.7),

q = −1− 12ρ−1
0 t∂t[ln(t−3/4e−λ/4ρ0)] = 2− 12ρ−1

0 t∂t ln ρ0. (C.19)

In order to calculate t∂tρ0 = t∂t(tλt), note that [7, (2.6), p. 1587] yields

t∂t(tλt − 3) = t2λϑϑ − t2(P 2
t + e2PQ2

t − P 2
ϑ − e2PQ2

ϑ) + tλt.

Recalling (C.11) and that, due to [7, (2.7), p. 1587],

λϑ = 2t(PtPϑ + e2PQtQϑ), (C.20)

we conclude that

t∂t(tλt) =− 2e−2τ (PτϑPϑ + PτPϑϑ + ∂ϑ(e2PQτ )Qϑ + e2PQτQϑϑ)

+ 2e−2τ (P 2
ϑ + e2PQ2

ϑ).
(C.21)
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In order to analyse the boundedness of this expression, note, first of all, that κ and ℘ are uni-
formly bounded in the direction of the singularity. This is an immediate consequence of, e.g., [51,
Lemma 5.1, p. 1000]. The same lemma also yields the conclusion that there is a constant C <∞
such that

e−τ |Pτϑ|+ e−2τ |Pϑϑ|+ eP−τ |Qτϑ|+ eP−2τ |Qϑϑ| ≤ C

for all τ ≥ 0. Thus t∂t(tλt) is uniformly bounded in the direction of the singularity. Combining
this observation with (C.19) yields the conclusion that q is uniformly bounded in the direction of
the singularity.

Next, let us consider the behaviour of q along causal curves. Note, to this end, that the second
equality in (C.12) combined with [51, Lemma 5.1, p. 1000] yields

lim
τ→−∞

[‖e−τPτϑ(·, τ)‖C0(Dϑ0,τ
) + ‖e−2τPϑϑ(·, τ)‖C0(Dϑ0,τ

)] =0,

lim
τ→−∞

[‖(eP−τQτϑ)(·, τ)‖C0(Dϑ0,τ
) + ‖(eP−2τQϑϑ)(·, τ)‖C0(Dϑ0,τ

)] =0.

Summing up the above yields the conclusion that (C.18) holds.

Next, we consider the eigenvalues of Ǩ. Due to (3.3), they are given by λi = `i − (1 + q)/3. Due
to Remark C.4 and the uniform bound on q, it is clear that the λi are uniformly bounded in the
direction of the singularity. Combining (C.14)–(C.16) with (C.18) and the relation between `i and
λi yields the conclusion that

lim
τ→∞

∥∥∥∥λ1(·, τ) +
4

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

∥∥∥∥
C0(Dϑ0,τ

)

=0, (C.22)

lim
τ→∞

∥∥∥∥λ2(·, τ) +
[v∞(ϑ0) + 1]2

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

∥∥∥∥
C0(Dϑ0,τ

)

=0, (C.23)

lim
τ→∞

∥∥∥∥λ3(·, τ) +
[v∞(ϑ0)− 1]2

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

∥∥∥∥
C0(Dϑ0,τ

)

=0. (C.24)

In particular, it is clear that if v∞(ϑ0) 6= 1, then Ǩ is asymptotically negative definite. On the
other hand, if v∞(ϑ0) = 1, then the singularity could correspond to a Cauchy horizon. In fact, the
flat Kasner solutions can be interpreted as a T3-Gowdy solution with Q = 0, P = τ and λ = −τ .
In this case v∞(ϑ) = 1 for all ϑ ∈ S1.

C.4.3 Normal derivatives

Introducing the notation z1 = ϑ, z2 = x and z3 = y, let

Kij = dzi(K∂zj ).

Then (A.4) yields the conclusion that

(L̂UK)ij = Û(Kij).

Combining this observation with Lemma C.2 and the fact that

N = t−1/4eλ/4, N̂ = 1
4 t
−1ρ0, Û = 4ρ−1

0 t∂t, (C.25)

the components of L̂UK can be calculated. However, the detailed formulae are not of interest,
since we only wish to estimate the asymptotic behaviour. For future reference, it is also of interest
to note that

Û(ln N̂) = 4ρ−1
0 [t∂t ln ρ0 − 1]. (C.26)
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Lemma C.7. Consider a T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum spacetime. Then Û(ln N̂) is uniformly
bounded. Moreover, if ϑ0 ∈ S1,

lim
τ→∞

∥∥∥∥[Û(ln N̂)](·, τ) +
4

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

∥∥∥∥
C0(Dϑ0,τ

)

= 0. (C.27)

Proof. The uniform boundedness of Û(ln N̂) follows from (C.26) the proof of Lemma C.5. The
equality (C.27) is an immediate consequence of (C.13) and the proof of Lemma C.5.

C.4.4 The logarithmic volume density

Due to (C.5), it can be calculated that

µḡ = t3/4eλ/4dϑ ∧ dx ∧ dy.

Up to a function %0, depending only on ϑ, it is thus clear that

% = λ/4 + 3 ln t/4 + %0. (C.28)

Note also that this means that t∂t% = ρ0/4. In particular, ∂τ% ≤ −3/4, so that % converges
uniformly and linearly (in τ) to −∞.

C.4.5 The low velocity regime

Next, we want to compare the assumptions of these notes with the asymptotics of generic T3-
Gowdy vacuum spacetimes in the direction of the singularity. Due to [52, Proposition 3, p. 1190]
and [52, Theorem 2, p. 1190], for a generic solution, we have 0 < v∞ < 1 and limτ→∞ Pτ (·, τ) = v∞
for all but a finite number of elements of S1. In the present subsection, we therefore focus on the
case that 0 < v∞(ϑ0) < 1 and limτ→∞ Pτ (ϑ0, τ) = v∞(ϑ0) for some ϑ0 ∈ S1. Due to [52,
Proposition 2, pp. 1186–1187], there is then an open interval I containing ϑ0. Moreover, there
are smooth functions va, φ, r and Q∞ on I, where ε < va < 1 − ε (for a constant ε > 0), and a
constant η > 0 such that the following estimates hold

‖Pτ (·, τ)− va‖Ck(I) + ‖P (·, τ)− p(·, τ)‖Ck(I) ≤Cke−ητ , (C.29)

‖e2p(·,τ)Qτ (·, τ)− r‖Ck(I) +
∥∥∥e2p(·,τ)[Q(·, τ)−Q∞] + r/(2va)

∥∥∥
Ck(I)

≤Cke−ητ , (C.30)

for all k ∈ N and τ ≥ 0, where p(ϑ, τ) := va(ϑ)τ+φ(ϑ). Note also that (C.11) yields the conclusion
that

− λτ = tλt = P 2
τ + e−2τP 2

ϑ + e2P (Q2
τ + e−2τQ2

ϑ). (C.31)

In particular,
‖tλt(·, t)− v2

a‖Ck(I) + ‖ρ0(·, t)− 3− v2
a‖Ck(I) ≤ Cke−ητ

for all τ ≥ 0. Integrating this estimate yields a smooth function λ∞ on I such that

‖λ(·, τ) + v2
aτ − λ∞‖Ck(I) ≤ Cke−ητ

for all τ ≥ 0. Combining this estimate with (C.28) yields the conclusion that there is a smooth
function %∞ on I such that ∥∥%+ (v2

a + 3)τ/4− %∞
∥∥
Ck(I)

≤ Cke−ητ (C.32)

for all τ ≥ 0. Combining (C.7) with the above asymptotics, it can also be verified that there is a
smooth positive function θ∞ on I such that∥∥ln θ − (v2

a + 3)τ/4− ln θ∞
∥∥
Ck(I)

≤ Cke−ητ (C.33)
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for all τ ≥ 0. Note also that (C.32) and (C.33) yield the conclusion that the spatial derivatives of
ln θ do not grow faster than linearly in %.

Convergence of the expansion normalised Weingarten map. Combining the formulae of
Lemma C.2 with the asymptotics given by (C.29) and (C.30) yields∥∥∥∥Kϑϑ(·, t)− v2

a − 1

v2
a + 3

∥∥∥∥
Ck(I)

≤Cke−ητ ,∥∥∥∥Kxx(·, t)− 2

v2
a + 3

(1− va +Q∞r)

∥∥∥∥
Ck(I)

≤Cke−ητ ,∥∥∥∥Kxy(·, t)− 2

v2
a + 3

Q∞(Q∞r − 2va)

∥∥∥∥
Ck(I)

≤Cke−ητ ,∥∥∥∥Kyx(·, t) +
2

v2
a + 3

r

∥∥∥∥
Ck(I)

≤Cke−ητ ,∥∥∥∥Kyy(·, t)− 2

v2
a + 3

(1 + va −Q∞r)
∥∥∥∥
Ck(I)

≤Cke−ητ

for all τ ≥ 0. In particular, K converges exponentially to a smooth tensorfield. Since va = v∞ on
I, the eigenvalues converge to the expressions appearing in (C.14)–(C.16) with v∞(ϑ0) replaced
by va. However, the convergence is now exponential in any Ck-norm on I. Since 0 < va < 1, it
is clear that the last two asymptotic eigenvalues are distinct and strictly positive. Since the first
asymptotic eigenvalue is negative, we conclude that the asymptotic eigenvalues are distinct.

Decay of the normal derivative of the expansion normalised Weingarten map. In
order to estimate L̂UK, it is sufficent to estimate Û applied to the components of K recorded in
Lemma C.2. Since Û is given by (C.25) and since ρ0 converges exponentially in any Ck-norm to
a strictly positive function, it is sufficient to apply t∂t to the components of K. Let us begin by
considering t∂t applied to tλt (and, thereby, to ρ0). Combining (C.21) with (C.29) and (C.30) and
using the fact that ε < va < 1− ε yields

‖Û(ρ0)‖Ck(I) + ‖Û(tλt)‖Ck(I) ≤ Cke−ητ

for all τ ≥ 0. Combining this observation with (C.19) yields the conclusion that

‖q(·, τ)− 2‖Ck(I) ≤ Cke−ητ

for all τ ≥ 0. On the other hand, due to (3.3), we know that Ǩ = K−(1+q)Id/3. Since both terms
on the right hand side converge exponentially, the same is true of Ǩ. Moreover, the asymptotic
eigenvalues of Ǩ are

− 4

v2
a + 3

, − (va + 1)2

v2
a + 3

, − (va − 1)2

v2
a + 3

.

In particular, the asymptotic eigenvalues are all strictly negative, so that Ǩ asymptotically has a
silent upper bound.

Next, note that [7, (2.5) and (2.12), p. 1587] yield

t∂t(tPt) =t2Pϑϑ + t2e2P (Q2
t −Q2

ϑ), (C.34)

t∂t(te
2PQt) =t2∂ϑ(e2PQϑ). (C.35)

Combining these observations with the fact that ε < va < 1− ε yields the conclusion that

‖Û(tPt)‖Ck(I) + ‖Û(te2PQt)‖Ck(I) ≤ Cke−ητ

for all τ ≥ 0. Due to (C.35) and the asymptotics, it can also be deduced that

‖Û(tQt)‖Ck(I) + ‖tQt‖Ck(I) ≤ Cke−ητ
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for all τ ≥ 0. Due to the above estimates and the formulae for the components of K recorded in
Lemma C.2, it can be demonstrated that

‖L̂UK‖Ck(I) ≤ Cke−ητ

for all τ ≥ 0. For most of the components of K, this is an immediate consequence of the above
estimates. However, let us consider Kxy in greater detail. When Û hits ρ−1

0 , the result is an
exponentially decaying term; when it hits tPt, the result is an exponentially decaying term; and
when it hits the Q appearing in the first term on the right hand side of the formula for Kxy, the
result is the same. What remains is to estimate

Û [(1− e2PQ2)tQt] = Û(tQt)− Û(Q2)e2P tQt −Q2Û(e2P tQt).

Due to the above estimates, the right hand side consists of exponentially decaying terms.

The lapse function. Due to (C.25) and (C.26), it is clear that ∂ϑ ln N̂ converges exponentially
to a limit in any Ck-norm and that Û(ln N̂) converges exponentially to a limit in any Ck-norm.

The mean curvature and deceleration parameter. Due to (C.33),

‖∂ϑ ln θ‖Ck(I) ≤ Ck〈τ〉

for all τ ≥ 0. Combining this estimate with (C.32) yields

‖〈%〉−1∂k+1
ϑ ln θ‖C0(I) ≤ Ck

for all τ ≥ 0, so that ∂ϑ ln θ satisfies the desired bounds.

Summarising. Due to the above observations and the fact that the shift vector field vanishes,
it can be verified that the geometric assumptions we make in these notes are satisfied in the low
velocity regime of T3-Gowdy vacuum spacetimes.

C.4.6 Inversions and false spikes

Due to [52, Proposition 3, p. 1190] and [52, Theorem 2, p. 1190], there is, for a generic solution, a
finite number of points (possibly zero) such that 0 < v∞ < 1 and limτ→∞ Pτ (·, τ) = −v∞. The goal
of the present subsection is to analyse the asymptotic behaviour of the foliation in a neighbourhood
of such a point, say ϑ0. Due to [52, Proposition 1, pp. 1186], we know that (Q1, P1) := Inv(Q,P )
then has the property that P1τ (ϑ0, τ) → v∞(ϑ0). Moreover, Q1(ϑ0, τ) converges to 0. Here the
inversion of (Q0, P0), written Inv(Q0, P0), is defined to equal (Q1, P1), where

e−P1 =
e−P0

Q2
0 + e−2P0

, Q1 =
Q0

Q2
0 + e−2P0

. (C.36)

Note that Inv is an isometry of the upper half plane, when it is represented by (R2, gR), where
gR := dP 2 + e2P dQ2. Moreover, the equations for P and Q are of wave map type with hyperbolic
space as a target, so that isometries of hyperbolic space (such as inversions) take solutions to
solutions; this issue is discussed, e.g., in [48, p. 2962]. If (Q0, P0) is a solution to the T3-Gowdy
symmetric vacuum equations and (Q1, P1) = Inv(Q0, P0), the fact that Inv is an isometry of
hyperbolic space thus implies, e.g., that (Q1, P1) is a solution to the equations and that

P 2
1τ + e2P1Q2

1τ = P 2
0τ + e2P0Q2

0τ , P 2
1ϑ + e2P1Q2

1ϑ = P 2
0ϑ + e2P0Q2

0ϑ.

In particular, κ, ℘, λ, ρ0, θ, %, Kϑϑ, `i, N , N̂ , Û etc. introduced above are the same for the
two solutions (Q0, P0) and (Q1, P1). However, it is less clear what happens for the remaining
components of K appearing in the statement of Lemma C.2. In order to analyse the asymptotics
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of the remaining components, note that

eP1Q1τ =eP0Q0τ +
2eP0Q0

e2P0Q2
0 + 1

(−Q0e
2P0Q0τ + P0τ ), (C.37)

P1τ =− P0τ + 2
Q0e

2P0Q0τ + e2P0Q2
0P0τ

Q2
0e

2P0 + 1
. (C.38)

Using (C.36), (C.37) and (C.38), it can then be computed that

−2e2P1Q1τ =− 4Q0P0τ − 2(1− e2P0Q2
0)Q0τ , (C.39)

−2P1τ + 2e2P1Q1Q1τ =2P0τ − 2e2P0Q0Q0τ . (C.40)

Since Inv is its own inverse, we can interchange the subscripts 0 and 1 in (C.39). This yields

− 4Q1P1τ − 2(1− e2P1Q2
1)Q1τ = −2e2P0Q0τ . (C.41)

Combining (C.39), (C.40) and (C.41) with the fact that ρ0 is the same for the two solutions,
it is clear that the only effect the inversion has on the components of K is to interchange Kxy
with Kyx and Kxx with Kyy. In particular, if (Q0, P0) is a solution such that 0 < v∞ < 1
and limτ→∞ Pτ (·, τ) = −v∞, and if (Q1, P1) := Inv(Q,P ), then it is sufficient to analyse the
asymptotics of (Q1, P1) in a neighbourhood of ϑ0. However, then P1τ (ϑ0, τ) → v∞(ϑ0) and
0 < v∞ < 1. In other words, we are back in the situation considered in the previous subsection,
and the desired conclusions follow.

C.4.7 Non-degenerate true spikes

Generic T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum spacetimes have a finite number of so-called non-degenerate
true spikes and a finite number of so-called non-degenerate false spikes; cf. [52, Definition 4,
pp. 1189–1190], [52, Proposition 3, p. 1190] and [52, Theorem 2, p. 1190]. Beyond the correspond-
ing finite number of points, the asymptotic behaviour is of the type described in (C.29) and (C.30).
For a justification of this statement and a clarification of the terminology, we refer the reader to
[52, Subsection 1.4, pp. 1188-1191]. It is possible that one could therefore prove that, in a generic
T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum spacetime, generic causal geodesics going into the singularity avoid
the spikes. Considering systems of wave equations on a generic T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum
spacetime, combining the analysis of Subsection C.4.5 with the results of these notes, it would
then be possible to analyse the asymptotics of solutions restricted to J+(γ) for a generic past
inextendible causal geodesic γ. Taking this perspective, the issue of the spikes could be avoided
altogether. However, it is of interest to consider the behaviour of solutions in J+(γ) for causal
curves whose spatial component converges to the tip of a spike. In the previous subsection, we
provide an analysis in a neighbourhood of a false spike. In the present subsection, we therefore
focus on non-degenerate true spikes.

The natural starting point for discussing spikes is the article [48]. In what follows, we briefly
describe the ideas of [48, Section 3, pp. 2963–2967]. In order to construct a solution with a non-
degenerate true spike, we first start with a solution, given by P0 and Q0, and then perform an
inversion; cf. the previous subsection. We then obtain a solution (Q1, P1), given by (C.36). Next,
we apply the Gowdy to Ernst transformation, obtaining a new solution P , Q defined by

P = −P1 + τ, Qτ = −e2(P1−τ)Q1ϑ, Qϑ = −e2P1Q1τ ; (C.42)

cf. [48, (7), p. 2963]. In order to obtain a non-degenerate true spike, we have to assume the
original solution (given by P0 and Q0) to have expansions such as (C.29) and (C.30) of a special
form. In particular, we assume that Q∞(ϑ0) = 0, and Q′∞(ϑ0) 6= 0, so that Q∞ is non-zero in a
punctured neighbourhood of ϑ0. We are mainly interested in analysing the behaviour of solutions
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in J+(γ), where γ is a past inextendible causal curve whose ϑ-component converges to ϑ0. This
means that it is sufficient to analyse the behaviour in

A +(γ) := {(ϑ, τ) : |ϑ− ϑ0| ≤ e−τ}.

It is of interest to derive expansions for eP0Q0 in this set. Due to (C.30),

Q0 = Q∞ −
r

2va
e−2p + e−2pf, eP0Q0 = eP0Q∞ −

r

2va
eP0−2p + eP0−2pf,

where the Ck norm of f is O(e−ητ ) for every k ∈ N. However, in A +(γ),

eP0Q∞ = eP0Q′∞(ϑ0)(ϑ− ϑ0) +O(eP0−2τ ) = O(eP0−τ ) = O(e−[1−va(ϑ0)]τ ).

In particular,

eP0Q0 = O(e−[1−va(ϑ0)]τ ) +O(e−va(ϑ0)τ )

in A +(γ). Next, note that (C.37) and an analogous formula for the ϑ-derivative hold. This means
that

eP1Q1τ = O(e−[1−va(ϑ0)]τ ) +O(e−va(ϑ0)τ ), eP1−τQ1ϑ = O(e−[1−va(ϑ0)]τ )

in A +(γ). In fact, the latter equality can be improved to

eP1−τQ1ϑ =e−[1−va(ϑ0)]τ [eφ(ϑ0)Q′∞(ϑ0) +O(e−ητ )]

in A +(γ). Next, note that P1 = −P0+ln(1+Q2
0e

2P0). Moreover, (C.38) and an analogous formula
for the ϑ-derivative hold. In particular,

P1 =− va(ϑ0)τ − φ(ϑ0) +O(e−ητ ), P1τ + va(ϑ0) = O(e−ητ ),

e−τP1ϑ =O(〈τ〉e−τ ) +O(e−2[1−va(ϑ0)]τ )

in A +(γ). Combining the above observations with (C.42) yields the conclusion that

Qτ = O(e−2τ ), Qϑ = O(e−2va(ϑ0)τ ) +O(e−τ )

in A +(γ). In fact, the first equality can be refined to

e2PQτ = −e2va(ϑ0)τe2φ(ϑ0)Q′∞(ϑ0)[1 +O(e−ητ )]

in A +(γ). Moreover,

ePQτ = O(e−[1−va(ϑ0)]τ ), eP−τQϑ = O(e−va(ϑ0)τ ) +O(e−[1−va(ϑ0)]τ )

in A +(γ). On the basis of the above estimates, we also conclude that

tλt = [1 + va(ϑ0)]2 +O(e−ητ )

in A +(γ). If we let q∞ := limτ→∞Q(ϑ0, τ), we conclude that

Q− q∞ = O(e−[1+2va(ϑ0)]τ ) +O(e−2τ ), eP (Q− q∞) = O(e−va(ϑ0)τ ) +O(e−[1−va(ϑ0)]τ ),

in A +(γ).

In order to obtain a clear picture of the asymptotics, it is convenient to introduce new coordinates

s := t, ξ := ϑ, z := x+ q∞y, w := y.
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If K is the expansion normalised Weingarten map associated with the solution (P,Q), it can then
be computed that the non-zero components of K are given by

Kξξ =ρ−1
0 (tλt − 1),

Kzz =2ρ−1
0 (1− Pτ ) + 2ρ−1

0 e2P (Q− q∞)Qτ ,

Kzw =− 4ρ−1
0 Pτ (Q− q∞)− 2ρ−1

0 [1− e2P (Q− q∞)2]Qτ ,

Kwz =− 2ρ−1
0 e2PQτ ,

Kww =2ρ−1
0 (1 + Pτ )− 2ρ−1

0 e2PQτ (Q− q∞).

Combining these calculations with the above estimates yields

Kξξ =
v2
∞(ϑ0)− 1

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
+O(e−ητ ),

Kzz =− 2va(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
+O(e−ητ ),

Kzw =O(e−[1+2va(ϑ)]τ ) +O(e−2τ ),

Kwz =
2e2φ(ϑ0)Q′∞(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
e2va(ϑ0)τ [1 +O(e−ητ )],

Kww =
2 + 2v∞(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
+O(e−ητ )

in A +(γ), where v∞(ϑ0) = va(ϑ0)+1. Note that even though Kwz tends to infinity in the direction
of the singularity, the product KwzKzw converges to zero exponentially. Thus the eigenvalues, say
`i, i = 1, 2, 3, converge exponentially to

v2
∞(ϑ0)− 1

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
, − 2va(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3
,

2 + 2v∞(ϑ0)

v2∞(ϑ0) + 3

in A +(γ). Denote the eigenvectors corresponding to `A by XA. Then X1 is proportional to ∂ξ
and

XA = Xz
A∂z +Xw

A∂w

for A = 2, 3. Normalising the eigenvectors by the requirement that Xw
A = 1, it can then be verified

that
Xz

2 = O(e−2va(ϑ0)τ ), Xz
3 = O(e−[1+2va(ϑ)]τ ) +O(e−2τ )

in A +(γ). In the limit, the eigenspaces corresponding to `2 and `3 thus coincide.
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Notation
Coefficients of the equation
α, 7
α̂, 33, 110
X̂ , 33, 110
X̂ 0, 33, 110
X̂⊥, 33
X , 7

Coframes
{Y A}, 28
{ωi}, 29

Constants
CK,od, 29
GK,od, 29
KA, 163
Ku, 34
Kvar, 36, 83
MK,od, 29
Crel, 32
δχ, 36
εSp, 85
εSp, 17, 27
εχ, 36
εK, 29
εK, 85
CK, 31
θ±, 34
c0, 115
cχ,2, 36
ccoeff,l, 35
cbas, 34
scoeff,l, 35
su,l, 34

Eigenvalues
`A, 12, 28
`±, 12

Energies
Ê[u], 38
Ê[u](τ ; τc), 112
Êk[u], 40
Êk[u](τ ; τc), 127

Ĝ[u], 38
Ĝk[u], 40, 158

Energy densities
E [u], 38, 114
Ek[u], 127

Frames
{Ei}, 29
{XA}, 28

Functions
A0
i , 70

Aki , 70
N , 27
Z0, 37, 130
Z0

loc, 42, 172
ZA, 37, 130
µ̄A, 29
θ̌, 26
N̂ , 27
α̂loc, 42, 172
f̂ , 110
Ŷ0, 124
ŶA, 124
κ, 115
〈ξ〉, 31
WB
A , 68

PN,m, 63
PK,N,m, 63
PK,µ,N,m, 119
PK,µ,m, 119
PK,m, 63
Pµ,m,k, 119
Pµ,m, 119
PN,m,u, 90
PK,N,m,u, 90
PK,m,u, 90
µA, 29
µmin, 36, 74

W0

A, 68
τ , 36, 85
γ̃, 142
θ, 25, 26
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ϕ̃, 112
ϕ̃c, 112
ω, 48
ϕ, 25
$max, 44
$min, 44
%, 25
dmax, 44
q, 26
w, 142

Intervals
I, 25
I−, 31

Levi-Civita connection
D̄, 26

Manifolds
M , 25
M−, 36
M̄ , 25

Metrics
ḡ, 25, 26
ḡref , 25, 26
ǧ, 26
ĝ, 17, 26

Norms
Cl,v

hc (M̄), 33

Cl,v
hy (M̄), 33

Cl
v(M̄), 31

H l,v
hc (M̄), 33

H l,v
hy (M̄), 33

H l
v(M̄), 31

Hl,v
E,con(M̄), 90

Hl
E,v(M̄), 89

Hl,vE,hy(M̄), 89

Cl,vE,con(M̄), 90

ClE,v(M̄), 89

Cl,vE,hy(M̄), 89
One form fields
Y A, 28
ωi, 29
YA, 67

Operators
L, 124
�g, 109

L̂U , 67, 204
LU , 203

Points
Ti, Special points on the Kasner

circle, 12
t0, 25

Sets
A+(γ), 42, 163

A+
c (γ), 42

I, 31
Mk(K), 44
SpA, 44
V, 31

Tensor fields
K̄, 26
ḡ, 25, 26
ḡref , 25, 26
k̄, 25, 26
Ǩ, 17, 26
ǧ, 26
ǩ, 26
ĝ, 17, 26
K, 12, 26

Vector field multiindices
EI, 39
D̄I, 39
EI, 39
I, 39

Vector fields
Ei, 29
U , 26
XA, 28
χ, 27
χ̇, 33
Û , 26
XA, 67

Volume forms
µḡref

, 25
µḡ, 25
µg̃;c, 38, 128

Assumptions
(u, l)-Sobolev, 34
(u, l)-Supremum, 35
Basic, 34
Standard, 36

(u, l)-Sobolev assumptions, 34
(u, l)-Supremum assumptions, 35
Asymptotic velocity, 20

Basic assumptions, 34
Bianchi

Class A, 19
Class B, 19
Type I, 15

Stiff fluid, 16
Type IX, 15
Type VIII, 16

BKL
Conjecture, 18

C0-balanced equation, 113
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Conjecture
BKL, 18

Crushing singularity, 11

Deceleration parameter, 26
Dust, 13

Equation
C0-balanced, 113
Klein-Gordon, 40

Expanding partial pointed foliation, 26
Conformal Weingarten map, 26
Future pointing unit normal induced by

conformal metric, 26
Induced conformal metric, 26
Induced expansion normalised

Weingarten map, 26
Induced mean curvature of conformal

metric, 26
Induced second fundamental form of

conformal metric, 26
Metric induced by conformal metric, 26

Expansion normalised Weingarten map, 12

Flat Kasner solutions, 12
FLRW

Metrics, 13
Spacetimes, 13

Foliation
Partial pointed, 25

Folitation
Expanding partial pointed, 26

Frame
Global, 28

Fuchsian techniques, 22

Generalised eigenspace of a matrix, 44
Generic

Gowdy solutions, 21
Global frame, 28
Gowdy

Asymptotic velocity, 20
Generic solutions, 21
Low velocity regime, 21
Metric, 20
Symmetry, 20

Induced
Mean curvature, 25, 26
Mean curvature of conformal metric, 26
Metric, 25, 26
Second fundamental form, 25, 26
Second fundamental form of conformal

metric, 26

J-generalised eigenspace of a matrix, 44

Kantowski-Sachs, 19
Kasner

Circle, 12
Special points, 12

Flat solutions, 12
Map, 18
Relations, 12
Solutions, 12

Klein-Gordon
Equation, 40

Lapse function, 27
Logarithmic volume density, 25
Low velocity regime, Gowdy, 21

Mean curvature, 25, 26
Conformal metric, 26

Metrics
FLRW, 13
Gowdy, 20
Induced by conformal metric, 26
Partial pointed foliation, 26

MGHD, 15
Multiindex

Vector field, 39

Non-degenerate
Expansion normalised Weingarten map,

27

Off-diagonal exponential bound, 29
Weak, 29

Order
Vector field multiindex, 39

Oscillatory singularity, 12

Partial pointed foliation, 25
Induced future pointing unit normal, 26
Induced mean curvature, 26
Induced metric, 26
Induced reference metric, 26
Induced seccond fundamental form, 26
Induced Weingarten map, 26
Interval I, 25
Levi-Civita connection of induced

reference metric, 26
Spacetime (M, g), 25
Spatial slice M̄ , 25

Particle horizon, 17
Perfect fluid, 13

Dust, 13
Energy density, 13
Flow vector field, 13
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Radiation, 13
Stiff, 13
Stress energy tensor, 13

Quiescent singularity, 12

Radiation fluid, 13
Reference metric ḡref , 25

Second fundamental form
Conformal metric, 26
Partial pointed foliation, 26

Shift vector field, 27
Silent upper bound, 27
Singularity

Crushing, 11
Oscillatory, 12
Quiescent, 12

Solutions
Kasner, 12
Spatially homogeneous, 19

Spacetimes
FLRW, 13

Special points, 12
Specifying data on the singularity, 22

Stable big bang formation, 23
Standard assumptions, 36
Stiff fluid, 13
Symmetry

T2, 20
Gowdy, 20
Spatial homogeneity, 19

Unit normal
Future pointing, 26
Future pointing, conformal metric, 26

Upper bound
Silent, 27

Vector field multiindex, 39
Order, 39

Volume density, 25

Weak off-diagonal exponential bound, 29
Weingarten map

Conformally rescaled metric, 17, 26
Silent upper bound, 27

Expansion normalised, 12, 26
Non-degenerate, 27

Partial pointed foliation, 26
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