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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 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 [£.7]

1.1 Big bang singularities

Soon after the formulation of the general theory of relativity, the spatially homogeneous and
isotropic Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetimes, cf. 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 ACDM 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 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 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
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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 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 IC 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 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]
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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 below) with corresponding foliation
M = M x I (where I is an open interval), then the expansion normalised Weingarten map of
M; := M x {t} is defined to be the Weingarten map (or shape operator) of M; divided by the
mean curvature 6 of M; 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
by demanding that the relation y3 = ¢ug,., hold. Here g is the metric induced on M; (considered
as a Riemannian metric on M ), Gref 1s a fixed reference metric on M and wh is the volume form
associated with a given Riemannian metric h on M. Here we assume ¢ to converge to zero in the
direction of the singularity. The logarithmic volume density o := In ¢ 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 g, there are thus n distinct real
eigenvalues {; < --- < £, (and, by assumption, |¢; — £;| has a positive lower bound for ¢ # j). By
taking a finite covering space of M, if necessary, there is an associated frame {X4}, A=1,...,n,
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such that KX, = £4X 4 (no summation) and such that gpes(Xa,X4) = 1. Note also that the
frame {X 4} is orthogonal with respect to g.

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 K, of the conformally rescaled metric § := 6#%2g. The
condition of silence we impose here is that K is negative definite in the sense that there is a
constant es, > 0 such that K < —egpId; cf. Definition below.

Frame. If U is the future pointing unit normal to the leaves of the foliation and p = 071U,
then combining U with the X4 yields an orthogonal frame of g (and §). Moreover, U is a future
pointing unit vector field with respect to g and §(Xa, Xa) = €4 for some functions fi4.

Sobolev norms. If M is closed and T (-, ) is a tensorfield on M, for each t € I, let

1/2
TGOl sy = ( /M S (e 1)) 202 T, ) u) |

where 1 = (lg,11); © = (bg,0); b, and v, are non-negative real numbers; ly,l; are non-negative
integers; and Iy < I;. Here D is the Levi-Civita connection of (M, gret) and (£) := (1 + |¢]?)/2.
We introduce similar notation when imposing control in C*; cf. below. Note that the norms
and the covariant derivative are defined using a fized Riemannian metric on M, not the induced

metric g.

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 M. Here, we assume K to be bounded with respect to weighted
C* and Sobolev spaces. For example, we assume ||C(-, )]| m (a7) to be uniformly bounded for some
1=(0,1), 1€ N, b =(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 £4, 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 Ly K. This quantity is
essentially an expansion normalised Lie derivative of K with respect to U; cf. Section 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 ||£yK(-, )|l a1 (ary to be uniformly bounded, where
1=(0,0), 0:= (u,u),l € Nand 0 < u € R. Tt is important to note that such a bound is consistent
with the pointwise norm of the expansion normalised normal derivative of I diverging in the
direction of the singularity.

Finally, we impose bounds on the components of £yK with respect to the eigenspaces of K.
To be more precise, if {Y4} is the frame dual to {X 4}, then we impose decay conditions on
(LuK)(Y4,Xg) for B> 1 and A # B; cf. Definition below for further details. Note that
since the £4 are ordered, and since the X4 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 4+ 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
[ 00| gy 37y, where 1 = (1,1), 1 € N, o = (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 Inf. Moreover, it is consistent
with the covariant derivatives of Inf blowing up. We also impose restrictions on the expansion
normalised normal derivative of In#. It is convenient to express the corresponding conditions in
terms of the deceleration parameter q, defined by the equality U (nlnf) = —1 — ¢q. Concerning
the deceleration parameter, we, e.g., impose uniform bounds on ||q||H§,(M), where 1 = (0,1),l € N,
v=(0,u) and 0 <ueR.

Lapse and shift. We also impose bounds on the shift vector field x and the relative spatial
variation of the lapse function N, defined by 0; = NU + x. 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:

Ogu + X(u) + au = f, (1.1)

where u is an R™s valued function on M, X is an mg X mg-matrix of vector fields on M, o €
C>®[M,M,,_ (R)] and M,,_(R) denotes the set of real valued mg x mg-matrices. Moreover, f €
C*(M,R™s). 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 & := #~2a. For example, we assume |&][ 1 57y to be uniformly
bounded, where 1 = (0,1), I € N, v = (0,u) and 0 < u € R. The expansion normalised version of
X takes the form

X :=072x = XU + X+ = XU + x4X 4, (1.2)
where the components of XL are tangential to M. Here we require X0 to satisfy weighted bounds
similar to those imposed on K. Concerning X1, we demand that the components are bounded
relative to the metric induced on the hypersurfaces M, by §. 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

—U%u+ Y e 24X 20+ Z°Uu+ ZA X au+ éu = f. (1.3)

Here the coefficients Z° and Z4 can be calculated in terms of X and the geometry; cf. Subsec-
tion [f.I.7] below. When analysing the asymptotics, the most important coefficients are & and

1

" n

Z° [¢ — (n—1)]Id + X°. (1.4)
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Due to this formula, it is clear that the difference ¢ — (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

Blul(t) = /M (10 + X ae24 | Xa () + [ul?) Oy

and higher order versions thereof; using the volume form 6p5 turns out to simplify the derivation
of the estimates. When formulating the results, it is convenient to change the time coordinate to
7(t) := 0(Zo,t) for some reference point To € M. The exact estimate will depend on the choice
of Zy. However, the main observation is that the energy could, potentially, grow exponentially (in
terms of the 7-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 Zy. 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 v is an inextendible future pointing causal curve, it is natural to focus
on the behaviour of solutions in regions such as J*(v), the causal future of the range of +; note
that we are here interested in the asymptotic behaviour of solutions towards the past. Due to the
silence, the spatial component of v, say 7, converges in the direction of the singularity. Assume,
from now on, that the limit point is Zg. Again, due to the silence, the variation of o in spatial slices
of JT(v) decays exponentially in the direction of the singularity. This means that in J*(v), ¢ and
7 are essentially the same. On the other hand, it can be demonstrated that U(p) is essentially
equal to 1. From this perspective, it is therefore natural to think of U as .. In the spirit of
the BKL conjecture (cf. Subsection below), it should also be possible to ignore the spatial
derivatives. Applying these ideas to leads (assuming f = 0) to the following model equation
for the asymptotic behaviour in J*(7):

— Urr + Zloocu'r + Qocu = 0. (15)

Here Z0 (t) := Z°(Z,t) and Gioc(t) := &(Zo,t), though we could just as well localise the coeffi-
cients along 7.

At this point, the crucial question is: how do solutions to the model equation 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 ZI%C and Qo 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 can be written as a first order system
of ODE’s: U, = AV; cf. below. Let ® be the flow associated with this first order system:;
cf. below. Let C4, d4 and w4 be constants such that if s; < s5 <0, then

@ (515 52)[| < Cafsy — s1)Me=al1792), (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 .

|Uu| + |u| < C{o)%4e™4e (1.7)
in J*(v). In other words, the solution satisfies the best estimate one could hope for. Note that

w4 and d4 are determined by A; i.e., by dioc and Zp .. In particular, these constants depend on
Zo, i.e. on v. 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 ZS)C and &g, converge exponentially
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(in 7-time) to limits Zgo and G respectively. Then we replace ZI%C and Qo with Zgo and G
respectively in the model equation . This results in a linear system of second order constant
coefficient ODE’s which can be rewritten in first order form as ¥, = AgW¥, where Aq is given by
below. In this setting, d4 and w4 can be calculated in terms of Ayg. Moreover, given a
solution u to , there is a vector V,, and a 8 > 0 such that

u _ Aoe < Ce(@matBe
(&) el zc o

in J*(v). In other words, the solution to the actual equation behaves as a solution to the model
equation. The estimate also holds with Uu replaced by u,. Additionally, detailed asymptotics
for the higher order derivatives can be derived; cf. Subsection below. It is also possible to
specify the leading order asymptotics; cf. Section [£:4] Due to this fact, it is possible to prove
that estimates such as 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 Z; € M, i = 1,...,[; a finite set of real numbers (characterising
the growth/decay rate), say a; € R, i = 1,...,1; and future pointing inextendible causal curves ~;,
i =1,..., 1 such that the spatial component of ; converges to Z; 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*(v;) is given by a; for ¢ = 1,...,1, and for causal curves  such
that the spatial component of y converges to a point Z ¢ {Z1, ..., Z;}, 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 JT () 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
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[d] 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[I.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 = M x I, where M is an n-dimensional manifold, I = (t_,t,) is an interval, the metric g
induced on the leaves M; := M x {t} of the foliation is Riemannian, and M; is a Cauchy hyper-
surface in (M, g) for all t € I. Second, the mean curvature, say 6, 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, J, is always assumed to be future pointing.

Given a crushing singularity, let K be the Weingarten map (shape operator) of the leaves of the
foliation. In other words, K is the second fundamental form, considered as a linear map from
the tangent space of the leaves of the foliation to itself (or, alternately, K 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



12 CHAPTER 2. BASIC NOTIONS AND PREVIOUS RESULTS

Definition 2.3. Let (M, g) be a spacetime with a crushing singularity. Let 6 be the mean
curvature and K be the Weingarten map of the leaves of the foliation. Assume 6 to always be
strictly positive. Then the expansion normalised Weingarten map is defined by K := K /6.

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 6 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 g, the eigenvalues of IC, say €4, are real,
and, due to the normalisation, their sum equals one. In what follows, we order them so that
by <ty <---</{,. In the case of 3 + 1-dimensions, it is convenient to summarise the information
contained in the £4 by ¢4, defined as follows:

3 2 3 /1
I =3 (32 + l3 — 3) =3 (3 — €1> , (2.1)

f_ Z:§(f2 — gg) (2.2)

Remark 2.6. If the eigenvalues ¢4 are all equal, then K = Id/n. A solution is said to be
asymptotically isotropic if the eigenvalues ¢4 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 to be satisfied and let {£4} be defined
by Remark [2.5] Then the singularity is said to be quiescent if, for every future pointing and past
inextendible causal curve v : (s_,sy) — M, and for every A € {1,...,n}, £4 o~(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 + Y1 t*Pida’ @ da’ (2.3)
on the manifold Mk := R™ x (0,00), where p; are constants satisfying the so-called Kasner
relations:

Yimwpi=1, YiLpi =1 (24)

In this case the constant-t hypersurfaces constitute a natural foliation, and the mean curvature
of R™ x {t} satisfies = ¢t~!. In particular, (Mg, gx) has a crushing singularity corresponding to
t — 0+4. Next, note that £; = p;d% (no summation on i), where we calculate the components of
KC using the frame {0;} and its dual. In particular, the p; are the eigenvalues of K so that ¢; = p;.
In case n = 3, we can define £+ as in and . With this terminology, the Kasner relations
1D can be summarised by one equality: E%r + 2> = 1. The corresponding set is referred to as
the Kasner circle, and plays a central role in what follows; cf. Figure If one of the p; =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 R™). On the Kasner
circle, the flat Kasner solutions correspond to three points, 71 = (—1,0), T = (1/2,1/3/2) and
Ts = (1/2,—/3/2), referred to as the special points; cf. Figure
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Figure 2.1: The Kasner circle with the special points T}, ¢+ = 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 R™ (with respect to the standard Lie
group structure) can be written in the form . Moreover, all of these solutions can be con-
sidered to be solutions on T™ x (0, 00). Note, however, that when taking the quotient, the edges
of the corresponding fundamental domains need not be aligned with the 0; appearing in .
Moreover, the sizes of the fundamental domains are variable. Note also that Minkowski space,
considered as a solution to Einstein’s vacuum equations on T" x 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 (M, gr), where

gr = —dt ® dt + a*(1)g, (2.5)

Mr = ¥ x I, I is an open interval, a € C*°[I,(0,00)] and (3,g) is a complete Riemannian
manifold of constant curvature 0, 1 or —1; i.e., (X,g) is a quotient of Euclidean, spherical or
hyperbolic space. Since we are interested in crushing singularities, we here assume a/a to tend
to infinity as ¢ — t_+ (assuming the range of the foliation to be given by I = (t_,¢y)). This
does not necessarily mean that « — 0 as ¢ — 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 (Mg, gr) 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 =(p+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, p 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 = (v — 1)p, where ~ is a constant. Here v = 1 corresponds to dust (this is used to
model ordinary and dark matter), v = 4/3 corresponds to a radiation fluid (describing radiation
and highly relativistic particles) and v = 2 corresponds to a stiff fluid. Note that a positive
cosmological constant can be interpreted as as a perfect fluid with p = —p: ie., v = 0. When
taking this perspective, the cosmological constant can be thought of as a particular form of dark
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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 < v < 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 v = 0, this requirement
implies that p 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
Y := X x {t} and p and p have to be independent of the spatial variable. This means, in partic-
ular, that U = §; and that p and p only depend on ¢. In the case of the metric (2.5), it can then
be deduced that p = —3(p + p)a/a; cf. [41, Corollary 13, p. 346]. Due to the equation of state,
this equality is equivalent to the statement that a37p 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=%; the energy density of a stiff fluid tends to infinity as a~°; and the energy density
of dark energy remains constant.

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

G+ Ag=T,

where G is the Einstein tensor, A is the cosmological constant and 7' 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~*, 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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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, w 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 < v < 2.

(MGHD’s) of left invariant initial data on R?® 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, (¢4, ¢_) moves
radially towards the Kasner circle; and in the expanding direction (£, £_) moves radially towards
the origin; cf. Figure for an illustration of the projected dynamics. The dynamics in the full
state space are illustrated in Figure 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. Figurebelow); 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 for all
perfect fluids satisfying 2/3 < v < 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 ¢1¢_-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 into the Bianchi type VIII and IX state spaces, then
only the fixed points belonging to the shaded area in Figure are stable. More specifically, all
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Figure 2.4: A projection of the Bianchi type I stiff fluid state space (y = 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 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 S1(2, R).

Considering a solution which is similar to a ACDM 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+ > t*Pids’ @ da’ (2.7)
on the manifold Mg := R" x (0, 00), where p; and p, are constants satisfying
Yopi=1, Yrpi+pl=1 (2.8)

Defining pq := p}/(2t*), (Mq, gq, pq) is a solution to the Einstein stiff fluid equations. Moreover,
fixing ¢o € R and defining ¢q = pg Int + ¢o, (Mq, 9q, #q) is a solution to the Einstein scalar field
equations. The mean curvature and the expansion normalised Weingarten map can be calculated
as in Example In particular, ¢ = 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 II1.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)NJ (¢) = @. 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 = M x 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 M. However, in these notes we make an even stronger assumption.

Definition 2.11. Let (M,g) be a spacetime with a crushing singularity. Let 6 be the mean
curvature of the leaves of the corresponding foliation and assume 6 to always be strictly positive.
Let §:= 6%g and let K be the Weingarten map of the leaves of the foliation with respect to g. If
there is a constant egp, > 0 such that

K < —egpld (2.9)

on M, then K is said to satisfy a silent upper bound on M.
Remark 2.12. The inequality (2.9)) should be interpreted as saying that

g(f{v, v) < —espg(v,v)

for all tangent vectors v to the leaves of the foliation. Here g 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 K takes the form

(no summation on i), where we calculate the components of K using the frame {0;} and its dual.
Note, in particular, that for all Kasner solutions except the flat ones, K satisfies a silent upper
bound on Mk. The above calculation is also valid for Bianchi type I stiff fluids; cf. Example
In case the fluid is non-vanishing, it follows that ps # 0 and that p; < 1 for all ¢, with the
consequence that K 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 Belinskii, Khalatnikov and Lifschitz (BKL); cf. [10] and [I1], as well
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Figure 2.5: The Kasner map, here denoted k, is a map from the Kasner circle to itself. Given
a point S on the circle, k(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 x(S5). 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 6 — —20 on R/Z; cf. [0, Section 8, p. 22].

as, e.g., [16] [I'7 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_; g
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 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 S? x 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_; 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 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 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 R™. 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 VIIT and IX stiff fluid spacetimes, (£, £_)
converges to a point in the interior of the shaded triangle in Figure cf. [50, Theorem 19.1,
p. 478]. Finally, Bianchi type VIp vacuum and generic orthogonal perfect fluid solutions with
v € (2/3,2) are quiescent; cf., e.g., [63, Proposition 22.16, p. 239] and [42, Theorem 1.6, p. 3076].
However, magnetic Bianchi type VIj 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| 46l 42]. These results include conclusions for all Bianchi types except VIII, IX and
VI_y/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_y,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, K 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 VIj 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 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 [T4]. 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 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 F 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_; /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 T?-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., [5I, [62] 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"Y2eM2(—dt? + d?) + te® (dx + Qdy)? + te~ P dy? (2.10)

on T3 x (0,00). Here the functions P, @ and X only depend on t and ¥, so that the metric is
invariant under the action of T2 corresponding to translations in = and y. In what follows, it is
also convenient to use the time coordinate 7 = —Int. With this choice, the big bang singularity
corresponds to T — oo.

Let v be a past inextendible causal curve. Then, due to the causal structure of the metric g
given by , the ¥-component of v converges in the direction of the singularity. Denote the
limit by Jg. Letting x = P? + e*’Q?2, it can then be demonstrated that x converges (in the
direction of the singularity) uniformly in J*(v) to a limit. We denote this limit by v2 () and
refer to the function vy, > 0 as the asymptotic velocity. A proof of these statements is provided in
[51]; cf. Subsection below for a more detailed discussion and more detailed references. The
eigenvalues, £4, A = 1,2,3, of K can be calculated; cf. Remark [C:4] below. The corresponding
eigenvector fields X4, A =1,2,3, can be chosen such that X; = 0y, and X4 = X%9, + X490, for
A = 2,3, where X% and X* only depend on t and . Note, in particular, that [X5, X3] = 0. Next,

it can be demonstrated that the eigenvalues ¢1, ¢5 and /3 converge uniformly to

Uzo(ﬁo) -1 1 —’1)00(190> 1 +’Uoo(190)
v (o) +3" "% (Wo) +3" “0Z(Yo) +3
respectively in JT(7); cf. (C.14)-(C.16)) below. Denoting the limits by ¢; o (Jp), it can be verified
that they satisfy the Kasner relations; cf. (C.17)) below. It can also be verified that the deceleration

parameter g converges to 2 uniformly in JT(v); c¢f. Lemma below. This means that the
eigenvalues of K converge uniformly to

4 [voo (Yo) — 1] [voc (Vo) + 1]

02 (00)+3 w2 (Jo)+3 v2 (99) + 3

in JT(y); cf. (C.22)-(C.24) below. In particular, K is asymptotically negative definite unless
Voo (¥9) = 1. That v (%) = 1 is, potentially, an obstruction to silence is illustrated by the fact

(2.11)
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that P =7, Q = 0 and A = —7 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 vy, 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 < vo, < 2. These statements are
justified in [52]; cf. Section and Subsection 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 . Due to , it is clear that ¢, is asymptotically
negative and {5, ¢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 < vo < 1) in T?-Gowdy symmetric vacuum spacetimes.

The low velocity regime. Consider a solution and a ¥y € S! such that 0 < voo(Jg) < 1. Then there
is an open neighbourhood I containing ¥y such that the conditions of these notes are satisfied in I.
In fact, K converges exponentially in any C* norm on I; LK converges exponentially to zero with

respect to any C*-norm etc. The justification for these statements is given in Subsections |C.4.5
and 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 19y corresponds to the tip of the spike,
assume y to be a past inextendible causal curve such that the ¥-component of v converges to
¥ in the direction of the singularity. Then, with respect to suitable local coordinates on T3, all
the components of K but one converge in JT () in the direction of the singularity. However, the
remaining component tends to infinity. Moreover, the eigenvector fields X5 and X3 asymptotically
point in the same direction, even though the eigenvalues corresponding to Xs and X3 converge
to distinct values. In other words, the span of the limits of the eigenvector fields X, and X3 is a
one dimensional subspace. This is clearly not the case when 0 < vy (¥9) < 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 X, and X3 is a one dimensional subspace. The above statments are justified in
Subsection

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* () 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 -, into the singularity, then intersecting the leaves of the natural foliation with
JT(7), 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 v converges
to a point on the singularity which is an accumulation point of spikes. The important observation
here is that

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

e 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*(7),

e the behaviour in J* () is in general much less complicated; e.g., the eigenvalues of K 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 P,. The
plots are of P, at three different times. The limit, i.e. the asymptotic velocity, is discontinuous.

e 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*(v), 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 (S* and S x S?) 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], B4} [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 4+ 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 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 [I8]) 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 (¢4,¢_) belong to the shaded region in Figure

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 [I§]. In order to explain the discrepancy, consider first the 3 4+ 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 T;, i = 1,2, 3, introduced in Example cf. Figure 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 [0, [I§]. 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 [I]. 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 T?-Gowdy setting, it can in general be expected
to be of central importance to localise the analysis to sets of the form J*(v) for a causal curve ~y
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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 .

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

Hg = PHGer- (3.1)

Here p15 and pg,.. are the volume forms with respect to g and g,er respectively. Moreover, grer can
be chosen to be any reference (Riemannian) metric on M. However, for the sake of convenience,
we here assume g,er to equal the metric induced on Mto for some fixed reference time ty € I; this
means that ¢(Z,tg) = 1 for all z € M. It is also convenient to introduce the logarithmic volume
density:

0:=Ing. (3.2)

In the case of a big bang singularity, it is natural to assume ¢ to converge to zero as t — t_ (this
is satisfied for the spacetimes discussed in Section cf. Appendix [C] below). Then o — —c0
as t — t_. Finally, we assume that # > 0 on the entire foliation. Since we are interested in the
asymptotic regime where § — oo 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 M, I and ¢y € I, where M is a closed n-dimensional manifold; I is an interval
with left end point £_ and right end point ¢, ; and there is an open interval J containing I and a

25
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diffeomorphism from M x .J to an open subset of M. Moreover, the hypersurfaces M; := M x {t}
are required to be spacelike Cauchy hypersurfaces (in (M x .J, g)) and 9; is required to be future
pointing timelike with respect to g (where 9; 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 g, k, 6 and U respectively; the
associated Weingarten map K is the family of (1,1) tensor fields on M obtained by raising one
of the indices of k with g; the associated reference metric is the metric induced on My, by g
(it is denoted by grer with associated Levi-Civita connection D); and the volume density ¢ and
logarithmic volume density o associated with the partial pointed foliation are defined by and

(3.2)) respectively.

An expanding partial pointed foliation is a partial pointed foliation such that the mean curvature
6 of the leaves of the foliation M,, 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 M given by K := K /0; the associated conformal metric is § := 0*g; the associated
induced conformal metric, second fundamental form, mean curvature and future pointing unit nor-
mal are denoted ¢, k, 0 and U respectively, and they are the objects induced on the hypersurfaces
M, by the conformal metric §; and the associated conformal Weingarten map K is the family of
(1,1) tensor fields on M obtained by raising one of the indices of k with g.

Remark 3.2. We consider the family g of Riemannian metrics to be defined on M (in other
words, we identify M; and M). Similar comments apply to k, g etc. We also consider grer to be
defined on M.

Remark 3.3. Given a partial pointed foliation of a spacetime, we, in what follows, speak of M,
g,n, g, U, k, 6 K, M, I ty, to, gret, D, ¢ and p without further comment. Given an expanding
partial pointed foliation, we, in addition, speak of g, g, U, k, 8, K and K without further comment.

Remark 3.4. The assumption that M be closed is mainly for convenience. With slightly modified
assumptions, the arguments presented below should also work for non-compact M. The reason
we do not assume M x 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 K, K and K. Note, to this end, that
K=0"'K+U(Ind)Id =K + U(In0)Id. (3.3)

In particular, K, K 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 6. However, in many applications, U(ln ) 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

Umnno)=-1—gq. (3.4)

Remark 3.6. For an FLRW spacetime with scale factor a(t), cf. (2.5)), it can be computed
that ¢ = —ad/a®. In this sense, ¢ 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 ¢; 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
6 =1+4U(nlng) = —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 x associated with
the foliation are defined by the condition that

9, =NU+y (3.6)

and the condition that x is tangential to the constant ¢ hypersurfaces. In the case of g, the lapse

function and shift vector field are defined by 9; = NU + X- In particular, N = 6N and y = x.

Remark 3.8. Since 0; is future pointing timelike, N is a strictly positive function. Moreover,
U=N"10; —x)- (3.7)

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

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 x = 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 K.

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 K, 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 eg, > 0 such that

K < —egpld (3.8)

(ie., if K is negative definite) on M x I, then K is said to have a silent upper bound on I. In
what follows, egp is assumed to satisfy egp, < 2. If the eigenvalues of K are distinct and there is
an e,q > 0 such that the distance between different eigenvalues is bounded from below by €,q4 on
I, then K is said to be non-degenerate on I.
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Remark 3.11. Remark is equally relevant here. Note also that the inequality (3.8) is
equivalent to the statement that the eigenvalues of K are bounded from above by —esp.

Remark 3.12. If (3.8) holds, then ¢ > neg,, where ¢ is introduced in Definition cf. (3.5).

The quiescent examples discussed in Sectionare generally such that K 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 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 a-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 K is close to zero;
cf. Example Nevertheless, regions in which 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 ¢
hypersurfaces.

Definition 3.13. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and X to be non-degenerate on I. By assumption, the eigenvalues, say
by < -+ <y, of K are distinct. Locally, there is, for each A € {1,...,n} an eigenvector X 4 of K
corresponding to £4 such that

| Xa

Gros = L. (3.9)

If there is a global smooth frame with this property, say {X4}, then K is said to have a global
frame and {Y4} denotes the frame dual to {X4}.

Remark 3.14. Since K is smooth, the eigenvalues ¢4 are smooth.

Remark 3.15. Note that, once we have fixed the X4 at one point of M, they are uniquely deter-
mined in a neighbourhood by the conditions that X 4 be an eigenvector of IC corresponding to £4;
; and the condition that the X4 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 M, if necessary, it can be ensured that there is a global frame; cf. Section
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
is non-degenerate and has a global frame, we speak of {X 4} and {Y 4} without further comment.

Remark 3.16. The assumptions imply that M is parallelisable, which, in general, is a topological
restriction. Note, however, that in the case of n = 3, M 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 M 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 {E;} on M with respect to the metric grer, with dual frame {w’}.

Given that the assumptions of the definition are satisfied, a standard argument implies that {X 4}
is an orthogonal frame with respect to g; 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 I to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Let the
frame {X 4} be given by Definition Then p4 and fi4 are defined by

G(Xa, Xa) =24, (3.10)
g(Xa, Xa) =4, (3.11)

In particular, pg = fia +1né6.

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 Ly K, and the expansion normalised normal derivative of K is defined by
LuK = 071 LyK. However, it is not completely obvious how to define Ly /K: K is a family of
(1,1)-tensor fields on M, and LK should be an object of the same type. On the other hand, U is
clearly not tangential to M. The precise definition is straightforward but somewhat lengthy. For
that reason, we only provide it in Sectionbelow. If Einstein’s equations are satisfied, £/K 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 LuK.

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 LuK
is said to satisfy an off-diagonal exponential bound if there are constants Ci oq > 0, Gk 04 > 0,
M oa > 0 and 0 < e < 2 such that

|(Z:U’C)(YA, XB)| < C}Qodee’cg + G;cyode_e’cg (3.12)

on M x I for all A # B, where
GIC,ode_e)cg < MIC,od (313)
on M x I. If there are constants Ckod >0, Gkod > 0, Micoa > 0 and 0 < ex < 2 such that

1' and 1) hold on M x I for all A, B such that A # B and B > 1, then LyK is said to
satisty a weak off-diagonal exponential bound.
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Remark 3.20. We have ordered the eigenvalues of I so that ¢; < --- < ¢,. For this reason, the
order of A and B in is potentially important. In fact, it turns out that the condition
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 below. For this reason,
it is of interest to note that we here only assume that the estimates and 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 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 # 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 vanishes identically for all A # B. In this respect, is consistent with an
oscillatory singularity. Note also that, for generic Bianchi type VIII and IX vacuum spacetimes,
(LuK)(Y4, X 4) (no summation on A) does not converge to zero in the direction of the singularity.

Remark 3.22. The estimates and 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 and . Second, integrating a non-negative function f over
an interval [a, b] on which f(t) < Ce < M yields an estimate

b
/ f(t)dt < e M.

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 £y K decays to zero exponentially (in p); 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 M; 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, ' 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 IC converges exponentially in any C*-norm in that neighbourhood; cf. Section below.
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Here, we are going to impose bounds with respect to weighted Sobolev and C*-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 £4, in fact to
relate the rate of blow up of derivatives in specific directions with corresponding eigenvalues £ 4.
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 Ly K. We do not assume LK to be bounded with respect to
a fixed metric, but we assume it not to blow up faster than polynomially in 0. We also impose
weighted Sobolev and C*-bounds. In the quiescent setting, such bounds are satisfied with a margin
since LK 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), LuK 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, Ly K 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 Ly directly.

In order to define the weighted Sobolev and C*-norms used to phrase the assumptions, let
0 := {(v4,05) €ER?: 0, > 0,0, > 0}.

Let, moreover,
={(lo,lh) €Z?:0 <1y <11}

Then, if (bg,05) =0 €D, (lp,l1) =1€ J and T is a family of tensor fields on M for t € I,

1/2
1T GOl ey oiny =supsen (i (0@ ) 22> DiIT(@ 0, ), (3.14)

o 1/2
ITCo ) oy _</ S (gl t)) 2 DI 1) grefugref) . (3.15)

Here (¢) := (1 + |£>)'/2. In case v = 0, we write C'(M) and H'(M) for the spaces and corre-
spondingly for the norms. In case 1 = (0,[), then we replace 1 with [ (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 gpof, and not with respect to the induced metric g.

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 and . 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 J is that in the case of, e.g., 8, we wish to impose
conditions on the derivatives of In @, but not on the C°- or L?-norm of In 6.

Remark 3.24. Throughout these notes, we assume that there is a constant Cix such that
IKC, Olleory < Ck (3.16)

for all t € I_, where
I_:={tel:t<ty}. (3.17)

Remark 3.25. We are mainly interested in imposing conditions on the Sobolev norms of I 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 . However, in the case of many
big bang singularities, the deceleration parameter ¢ introduced in Definition is bounded. For
example, the 3 + 1-dimensional quiescent singularities discussed in Section [2.3| are typically such
that g converges to 2 exponentially; cf. Appendix [C] below. In the case of the oscillatory and
spatially homogeneous solutions discussed in Section q and its derivatives are bounded, but ¢
does not converge. For these reasons, it is natural to impose bounds on ¢, 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 ¢_ represents the singularity, then, for all # € M, 6(Z,t) — oo as t — t_. Combining
this assumption with weighted bounds on ¢ and In N, and assuming that xy = 0, we deduce that
weighted norms of D 1n @ are bounded; cf. Section below for a more detailed justification. For
this reason, we typically demand that weighted norms of D In @ are bounded. Note also that most
of the examples mentioned in Section [2.3|are such that € 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 below.

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

|D1IIN Gref < Crel (318)

on M x 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 In N and In 6. However, they are analogous to those imposed on 6. 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 x to be small. In order to develop a feeling for which
norms are appropriate to use concerning y, note that (3.6 implies that

9(0r,0) = —N? + |X|327~

Here, we are interested in foliations such that d; is timelike; i.e., such that N7!|x|; < 1. In what
follows, we therefore assume that

(3.19)

[N

1

ﬁ|X g <
This inequality ensures that 0, is timelike, with a margin. We also need to impose conditions on
derivatives of x. 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 £ is a vector field on M which is tangential to the leaves of the foliation, let

] R 1
|Dk£‘hy = N_l (grégl o .gr’;f]kglmDi1 o lengjl T D]kg ) . (320)

With this notation, the inequality (3.19) can be written |x|ny < 1/2. Given (b,,b,) = b € U and
(lo,11) =1€ 7, it is also convenient to introduce the notation

~ 1/2
IEC D e oy = </M 221_l0<@(~,t)>2%2k°b|Dk§(.,t)|§yugmf) : (3.21)

I _ o —
€6 Dllege an = S0 iy, (0(F, )"~ DRE( . (3.22)
S
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In case 1 = (0,1), we replace 1 with [ (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 Hllly(M
bounds on

) and C’llly (M). In what follows, we also need to impose

X :=Lpx. (3.23)

Here the overline represents orthogonal projection to the tangent spaces of M;; i.e., X — Lyx is
parallel to U. Note that x can also be written

X =Lux,
where Ly = 6071Ly.

In the case of the examples mentioned in Section the shift vector field vanishes, so that the
conditions concerning y 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. FEffectively, this means that we multiply by 6=2 (or,
alternately, that we rephrase the wave operator in terms of the wave operator associated with the
conformally rescaled metric g; cf. Subsection below). In particular, we therefore need to
impose conditions on

X =02 =XU+ X, a:=060"2, (3.24)

where the components of XL consist of vector fields that are perpendicular to U Wlth respect to
g. Concerning & and X . we impose bounds with respect to norms such as and -
However, when it comes to Xt , we need to proceed differently. To begin with, if 5 is a vector field
on M which is tangential to the leaves of the foliation, let

* 7 7 « * * I m 1/2
[D¥elne = (gl -+ gis#* gun Diy -+ Diy€' Dy, -+ Dyy€™) (325)

Given (v,,0,) =v € U and (lp,11) =1€ 7T, it is also convenient to introduce the notation

B 1/2
||§(at)||H111“ iy (/ Zk {0 )>20“2kU5Dk§(-,t)|ﬁcﬂgref> , (3.26)

€, 1) ”Cf}f(l\?[) = Sujlvzl Zk:lo (o(z, t)>7uafknb |Dk§(f, t)|he- (3.27)
g z€

In case 1 = (0,1), we replace 1 with [ (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}_(M) and C}_ ( ) Below, we impose boundedness of X+ with
respect to norms such as the ones introduced in and ( -

It is of interest to analyse how strong the assumptlons are by considering a specific example, such
as the Klein-Gordon equation. In that case X = 0 and « is constant. In the context of interest
here, it can be demonstrated that 6 tends to infinity exponentially (with respect to ). Since «
is constant, this means that & converges to zero exponentially. In particular, it is in that setting
trivial to prove that & is bounded with respect to norms such as 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 K to have
a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition [3.10} Assume, moreover, LUK to satisfy a weak off-
diagonal exponential bound; cf. Definition [3.19] Next, let vy = (0,u) € U and assume that there
is a constant K, such that

||’C('7t)||cgo(1\7[) < K,y (3.28)
for all ¢ € I_; in particular, there is a constant Cx such that (3.16)) holds. Assume, finally, that
(3.18) holds; and that

1
IXCyt)lleg, < 5 (3:29)

for all t € I_. Then the basic assumptions are said to be fulfilled. The associated constants are
denoted by
Chas = (N, €sp, €K, €nd, Cic;, Ok 0ds Mic,0d, Wy Ky Crel). (3.30)

3.3.1 Higher order Sobolev assumptions

In Definition 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

0o, := inf 0(z,t), 0o+ := sup 0(Z,t0). (3.31)

zeM TEM

Definition 3.28. Given that the basic assumptions, cf. Definition[3.27] are satisfied, let 1 <[ € Z,
lp := (1,1), 1 := (1,1) and I := (1,1 +1). Let u and vy be defined as in the statement of
Definition Let, moreover, v := (u,u). Then the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions are said to be
satisfied if there are constants Srei,i, Sy,i, Sk,i, 50,1, Crel,1, Ck,1, Cy,1 and Cy 1 such that

1 ¥ iy + 1000 )y 7y < S

e
00, Il 200 (ay + 00,2 1% e iy S
H]C”Higl(]\?[) + H[:U’CHHfjl(M) <Ski
655 i + Nl i1y <50
for all t € I_, where I_ is defined by , and
1 ¥t 1y + 1000 ¥ gsty <Cr
90—71—HX”CE;’0(1\7{) + ‘9()_,1—||X|‘c]§vy“(1\z) <Cy1,
1Kl ey, iy + I£uKllcocir <Cra,
[ IHQHCL%(M) + ||Q||C80(M) <Cp
for all t € I_. Given that the (u,!)-Sobolev assumptions hold, let

Su,l = (Cbasu l7 Srel,lv SX,l7 S}C,h S@,h Crel,h C’C,17 CX,17 09,1)'

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.



3.3. ASSUMPTIONS 35

Remark 3.30. There are two undesirable assumptions in the above definition. First, we bound
LyK in H*! instead of in H'. Second, we bound y in H'™2 instead of in H*1. Both of these
anomalies have the same origin, namely the fact that we need to bound p 4, defined by , in
H'"1. Moreover, we only control j4 via LyK and X- 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 < € Z, we assume the existence of a constant scoesr,; such that

100, )y ) + i 18 O givo oy + 160 Oy, ) < seoors— (3:32)

for all t € I_, where vy and v are given in Definition Since X0 and & 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

&GOy, ity 2= S5 s )y, oy (3.33)

and similarly for the norm of X°.

3.3.2 Higher order C*-assumptions

Next, we introduce the C*-terminology analogous to Definition m

Definition 3.31. Given that the basic assumptions, cf. Definition [3.27] are satisfied, let 0 <1 € Z
and 1y := (1,1 +1). Let u and vy be defined as in the statement of Deﬁnition Let, moreover,
v := (u,u). Then the (u,l)-supremum assumptions are said to be satisfied if there are constants
Crel i, CXJ’ C]CJ, CgJ such that

I Nl gy gy + 10N ey a1y <Cret,
v (M)

00_,1—HX||C£;'24’0(1\}1) +0 iHX”C}L];’(M) <Cy.,
||’C||c;;1(1m + Lokl g+ iy <Crs
| hl@HC:,IO(M) + HQHCQO(M) <Cy,

for all t € I_. Given that the (u,!)-supremum assumptions hold, let

Cu,l = (Cbass I, Creli; Cy,1, Crc 1, Co 1)

Remark 3.32. Remarks and 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 < [ € Z, we assume the
existence of a constant ceoe,; such that

12OC B)llon, oy + 3 185 C )l oo iy + 16 D)l (o) < oottt (3.34)

for all t € I_, where vy and v are given in Definition 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 c, o such that

90_,1—”)(“012];“0(1\7[) < ey2

holds for allt € 1_, where vy is the same as in Definition[3.27. Then there is an €, > 0, depending
only on Cpas, and a 0y, depending only on cCpas, cy2 and (M, gret), such that if

n!205 L Ix Iy <y (3.35)
n'/205 L | Dx|ny <ey (3.36)

hold on M_ := M x I_, then
Hmin > —€sp0 +1Inby — — Myin (3.37)

on M_, where My, only depends on Chas- Here pimin :ziminA wa. Moreover, there is a constant
Cy, depending only on cpas, ¢y 2 and (M, gret), such that |Dolg,., < Cy(0). Next, there is a constant
Kyar, depending only on Cre and (M, Gret), such that if T1,Zo € M and t1,ty € I are such that
t1 < to, then

1 0(Za,t2) — 0(Z2,11)
< < 3Kyar. 3.38
3Kvar - Q(ilatQ) - Q(il’tl) B ( )

Finally .

1/2< N 1'0,0<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 p. Finally, (3.39)) allows us to,
roughly speaking, introduce p as a time coordinate.

Remark 3.35. The values of the constants ¢, and J, can be deduced from the statements of
Lemmas [7.5] and respectively.
Proof. The statement follows by combining Lemmas [7.5] [7.12] and [7.13] below. O

In most of the arguments and results presented in these notes, it will be important to know that
the conclusions of Lemma 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 £y € M and defining

T(t) = o(t, 2o); (3.40)

cf. (|7.83) below. Moreover, several conclusions concerning this time coordinate can be deduced;
cf. Lemma [Z17 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 J7(v) for causal curves 7 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 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 Finally, we provide an outline of these notes in
Section

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 B.13l It then takes the form

—U%u+ Y e 4 X230+ Z°Uu+ ZA X au+ éu = f. (4.1)

Here U and X 4 are introduced in Definitions and respectively; and & is defined by 1)
Moreover,

z° ::%[q— (n —1)]Id + &°, (4.2)
Z4 . =Y1d + x4, (4.3)

cf. (12.32)-(12.35) below, as well as (3.5). Note that here \)A)AA is given by (|12.35]), (11.44]) and
(11.42). Moreover, X0 is defined by 1) and X4 = YA(XL), where Y4 is given by Defini-
tion and X1 is given by (3.24). In what follows, it is also convenient to use the notation

B

o= (Sac242) . (1.4

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 7. < 0. If there is a constant d, such that

e, O lloary < dalr(t) —7e) ™ (4.5)

for all t < t., where 7. = 7(¢.), we choose ¢, = 0 and ¢, = 1; here 7 is the time coordinate
introduced in (3.40). Otherwise, we choose ¢, = 1 and ¢, = 0. Let

£lul i= 5 (0GP + X624 XA 4 alul? + 17 — 7~ Jul?). (4.6)

This expression represents the energy density. In order to use € to define an L2-based energy, we
need to fix a measure on M. Three naive choices are g, ., 17 and pz. However, considering the
identities that appear when deriving energy estimates, it turns out that ug = pug, . 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 t., different from ¢y. In that
context, it is natural to express the control at ¢, in terms of a measure which does not depend on
tc, such as g, .. On the other hand, if ¢, is close to the singularity, then the constants relating
tg.; and Bug diverge. For this reason, it is convenient to introduce ¢ := by, ¢.(Z,t) = @(Z, t.)
and

E[u] (1;7c) := / Eulpg:e, (4.7)
M,
where
pge = @ 07" g = 3. 0ug = 3, Plig,.,

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

Glu)(r) == /M Eluligs- (48)

One special situation of interest is the following.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that the standard assumptions are satisfied (cf. Definition ; that there
s a constant cg1 such that

100 0)C )l () < €0 (4.9)

holds for all t < t., where ly = (1,1); and that there is a constant d, such that

(e £))*[aC-,t) = (n = Dlllcory < dg (4.10)

forallt <t.. Then there is a constant cg > 1, depending only on cpas, Co,1, Cy,2, dg and (M, Gref)
such that

cg'Glu(7) < Elu)(t;7) < caGlul(7)
for all t < t..

Remark 4.2. As mentioned in the previous chapter, the 3 + 1-dimensional quiescent singularities
discussed in Section [2.3] are typically such that ¢ 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 K., appear-
ing in the statement of Lemma is given by (7.73)). O

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, to hold for 1 =0; q to be bounded on M_; and assume that there is a constant
co,1 such t holds for all t € I_, where ly = (1,1). Then, if u is a solution to with
vanishing right hand side,

A~ A~ Tb A~

E(1y;7e) <E(1;7) —|—/ [co + Krem (T)]E(T; Te)dT (4.11)
Ta

for all 7o, < 71 < 7. <0, where ¢y is a constant and Krem € Ll(—OO,TC]. Moreover, the L'-norm

of Krem 0only depends on chas, Cy,2, €61, (M, Grer), do (in case u, = 1) and a lower bound on 6y _.

Assume, in addition to the above, that holds and that there are constants dg and deoest Such
that and
Sulp\z[llfo(ﬂ?,t)ll + {1 (2, 1) 5] Sdeoert (T(t) — 7e) =/ (4.12)
ze

hold for all t <t.. Then holds with co = 0. Moreover, the L'-norm of krem is bounded by
a constant depending only on Cpas, Cy,2, Co,1, (M,gref), do, dg, deceg and a lower bound on 6y _.
Finally,

Glu)(r) < CGlu(r.) (4.13)

for all T < 7., where C' only depends on cpas, Cy,2, €,1, (M@ref), do, dg, deoest and a lower bound
on by, —.

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

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

Remark 4.6. In the case of the Klein-Gordon equation, and are automatically sat-
isfied. The reason for this is that then X = 0 and & = —0~2m, where mgg is a constant.
Moreover, due to (7.51)), 6 tends to infinity exponentially as 7 — —oco. Beyond the main assump-
tions in Proposition it is thus sufficient to assume to be satisfied in order to conclude

that (4.13) holds.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Corollary (a result which also gives
conclusions in the case that f # 0), Lemma [4.1{ and Gronwall’s lemma. Note also that the notion
of C%-balance is introduced in Definition and that the equation is C%-balanced on I_ due to

Remark [I1.6] O

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 {F;} on (M, gret); cf. Remark 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, I to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Then a vector field multiindex is a vector, say I = (I1,...,1I;), where I; € {1,...,n}. The
number [ 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.,
L

EI Z:<E11,...,E1l)7 DI = DEII---DEIZ, EI = Eh'-'E[

etc. where I = (Iy,...,I;), with the special convention that Do and Eg are the identity operators,
and Eg is the empty argument.
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Given this notation, the higher order energies are defined as follows:

Ey[u)(757) i= 3 <k BBl (75 70). (4.14)
In analogy with , we also introduce
Crlul(7) = 3 1<, GlEru] (7). (4.15)
In case the conditions of Lemma are satisfied, we then have
g Grlu](r) < Eilul(r;7) < caGrlul(r) (4.16)
for all ¢ <t.. The basic estimate of the higher order energies takes the following form.

Proposition 4.8. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the standard as-
sumptions are fulfilled (cf. Deﬁm’tion and let k1 be the smallest integer strictly larger than
n/2 + 1. Assume the (u, k1)-supremum assumptions to be satisfied; and that there is a constant
Cooeft, i, Such that holds with I replaced by k1. Fix l > k1 as in Definition and assume
the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions to be satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant Scoeft,i
such that holds. Assume, finally, to be satisfied with vanishing right hand side. Then

El(Ta; Tc) <C, <Ta>2al’nu<7-a - Tc>2ﬂl’n eCO(T67Ta)El(Tc§ Tc) (417)

for all T, < 7. < 0. Here cq is the constant appearing in the statement of Proposition @ Qn
and B, only depe@d onn and l; and C, only depends on Sy, Scoeff,l; Curyrs Ceoeffmys Ms; da
(in case t, #0), (M, gret) and a lower bound on 0y . If, in addition to the above assumptions,

4.9), (4.10) and (4.12) hold for all t < t., then (4.17) holds with cg = 0 and E; replaced by G;.
J J

However, in this case, the constant C,, additionally, depends on dq, do and deoeft -

Remark 4.9. The combination of C*¥ and Sobolev assumptions may seem somewhat strange.
However, the logic is that the C* assumptions allow the deduction of energy estimates up to a
certain order. Combining these energy estimates with Sobolev embedding yields C™ 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[I4.19] Remark [14.20]

and (4.16)). O

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 I’th energy to depend
on [. Combining this independence with the assumed silence, cf. Definition 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
Oyu — mikgu =0, (4.18)

where mgg is a constant.
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Proposition 4.10. Let 0 <u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume the standard assumptions
(cf. Deﬁnition and the (u, k1)-supremum assumptions to be fulfilled, where k1 is the smallest
integer strictly larger than n/2 4+ 1. Assume, additionally, that there are constants 64 and €5 > 0
such that

llg(-,#) = (n = D]llcogary < dge™® (4.19)

Jor allt € I_. Let exg := min{eg,esp} and u be a solution to (4.18). Here egy = €sp/(3Kyar),
where K, is the constant appearing in . Then there is a 1o, € CO(M) such that

1(Tu) (-, 7) = ool coary <Cxa(T)*mFrexe™GL(0), (4.20)
l%boo o (ar) <CkcGH2(0), (4.21)

for all T <0, where Ckg only depends on ¢ x, , dq, €5, MKG, (M, Gret) and a lower bound on 6y _.
Moreover, a,, and [, 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 us, € C°(M) such
that © — 9¥s00 — Use becomes small asymptotically; cf. Remarks and 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, k1)-supremum assumptions are fulfilled, the (u, k1)-Sobolev assumptions are
fulfilled. Turning to the coefficients of the equation, note that X = 0 and that & = —0"?m%.
Due to the proof of Lemma [14.21] it follows that for j < kg,

la(t, .)”CZO(M) < 09&36255p7<7_>ju

for all 7 < 0, where C only depends on mkq, Cux, and (M, gret). Here esp = esp/(3Kyar) is
defined in the statement of the proposition. In particular, and are satisfied with
I = k1. Moreover, since 7. = 0, is satisfied with d, only depending on mka, Cu sy, (M, Gret)
and a lower bound on 6y _. Finally, note that holds with d, depending only on cpas, €4
and (M, Gref); in order to obtain this conclusion, we appeal to . Due to these observations,
Proposition applies and yields the statement of the proposition. O

4.2 Energy estimates in causally localised regions

The estimates obtained in Propositions and 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 T be
defined by . Let vy : (s—,84) = M x I be a fulure pointing and past inextendible causal
curve. Writing y(s) = [(s),7°(s)], where ¥(s) € M, there is an T, € M such that

lim _d(3(s),2,) = 0,

S—Ss_+

where d is the topological me_tm'c induced on M by Gret- Moreover, there is a constant K4 such
that if T, = Ty (where Ty € M is the reference point introduced in connection with ), then

AT (y) = {(7,t) € M x I : d(Z,7,) < Kaes™ W} (4.22)
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has the property that J*(v) N J~(My,) C At (y). Here K4 only depends on cpas, Cy.2, (M, Gret)
and a lower bound on Oy .

Remark 4.14. In what follows, it is also, given a t. < ty, convenient to use the notation
AT () ={(z,t) € AT (y) : t <t}

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

There is no restriction in assuming Z, = Zo, and therefore we do so in what follows. Moreover,
we focus on deriving estimates in regions of the form A7 (). Before stating the result concerning
the evolution of the energy in AT (), it is of interest to develop some intuition. Considering
and keeping in mind that the geometry is silent (which implies that e™#4 converges to
zero exponentially in 7-time), it is natural to discard the X s-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 . In case f = 0, the corresponding (preliminary) model equation is

—U?%u+ Z2°Uu + au = 0. (4.23)

On the other hand, due to and , U (0) equals 1 up to an exponentially small error.
Moreover, T = o(Zg,t) so that, in AT (y), 7 and g should be comparable. Naively, it should thus
be possible to replace U with d;. Finally, since the region A*(y) shrinks exponentially, it should
be possible to replace Z% and & with localised versions of the coeflicients, defined as follows:

Zl%c(t) = Zo(i‘(),t), OA‘loc(t) = df(-ant) (424)

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

0 ~
—Urr + Zjgotr + Qioct = 0.

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

U, = AU, w(i) A:<&ic ZIS > (4.25)

loc

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

b, = AP, O(r;7)=1d. (4.26)

Assume now that there are constants C'4, d4 and wy4 such that if s; < s9 <0, then
[®(s1552)[| < Calsy — s1)Peal17s2), (4.27)

The assumptions we make in these notes are such that || Al is bounded; cf. Definition
and . For this reason, there are C4, d4 and w4 such that 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 oy such that there is a C'4 and a d4 with the properties
that holds for all s; < s < 0. Any number strictly smaller than this supremum would then
be a valid choice of w 4. Note also that C4, d4 and w4 depend on g, and as examples below will
illustrate, the optimal choice of w4 can typically be expected to depend discontinuously on Z.

Theorem 4.15. Let 0 <u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the standard assumptions,
cf. Deﬁnition are satisfied. Let ko be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2;
k1 =ko+1; k1 <k €Z;andl = k+ kg. Assume the (u,k)-supremum and the (u,l)-Sobolev
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assumptions to be satisfied; and that there are constants Ceoeft,k; aNd Scocrr,i Such that holds
and such that holds with | replaced by k. Let v and z., be as in Lemma and assume
that g = Z~. Assume, finally, that is satisfied with vanishing right hand side; and that if
A is defined by and ® is defined by , then there are constants Cy, dg and wy such
that holds. Let cy be the constant appearing in the statement of Proposition and ¢y be
defined by

Goi=co+1—1/n—esp. (4.28)

Let mq be the smallest integer greater than or equal to

2 G 1
max{l,w+}. (4.29)
2esp 2

Assuming k > mq and letting mq := mqg + Ko, the estimate

EY2 <O o7 — mo)Fme (p)Amae@alr=) GL/2 (7 (4.30)

m—+mq

holds on A}Y(y) for 0 <m <k —mo, where Cp, o only depends on Sy, Scocff,is Cuks Ccoeff,ks Ms;
do (in case 1y #0), Ca, da, (M, Gret) and a lower bound on 8y, _; Kn o only depends on da, n,
m and k; Ap.q only depends on u, n, m and k; and we use the notation introduced in .

Moreover, koo =da and Ag,q = 0.

Remark 4.16. Note, in particular, that 53/2 < C(r — 7.)%e@a(7=7¢) on At (y), which, given
(4.27)), is the best estimate one could hope for.

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

It is important to note that the above result is associated with a substantial loss of derivatives.
Moreover, considering , it is clear that the loss tends to infinity as esp — O0+. 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 S? x S'-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 € M (C), let SpA denote the set of eigenvalues of A. Moreover, let
Wmax(A4) := sup{ReA | A € SpA}, @nin(A4) := inf{ReX | A € SpA}.

In addition, if @ € {ReA | A € SpA}, then dpax(A, w) is defined to be the largest dimension of a
Jordan block corresponding to an eigenvalue of A with real part w.

Remark 4.18. Here M (K) denotes the set of k x k-matrices with coeflicients in the field K.

Corollary 4.19. Assume that the conditions of Theorem[[.15 are satisfied. Let A be the matriz
defined by and consider it to be a function of T. Assume that there is an Ag € May,_ (R)
such that A(t) — Ag as 7 — —00. Let wa = @min(Ao) and da := dmax(Ag,@wa) — 1. Let
E(r) := () |A(T) — Aoll. If [|€ll1 := €]l 2 (—o0,0) < 00, then there is a constant Ca, depending
only on Ay and ||£]]1, such that holds. In particular, holds with w4 = @min(A4o).

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

Remark 4.21. It is important to note that we only assume the coefficients to converge as 7 — —oo
for one fixed o € M. In particular, the coefficients need not converge, even pointwise, in a
punctured neighbourhood of Zy, and even if they do converge, the limiting function need not be
continuous.

Remark 4.22. It is of interest to ask if w4 and d 4 obtained in the corollary are optimal. Below,
we demonstrate that if the rate of convergence of A to Ag is exponential, then the rate is optimal.

Proof. The statement follows from Theorem and Corollary O

4.3 Asymptotics in causally localised regions

In Theorem we assume neither ZI%C nor &y to converge. In Corollarywe 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 € M (C) and Pg(X) be the characteristic polynomial of B.

Then
Pe(X)= [ (x =™,
AeSpB
where 1 < k) € Z. Moreover, given A € SpB, the generalised eigenspace of B corresponding to A,
denoted F, is defined by
E) := ker(B — Ald)**, (4.31)

where Id; denotes the k x k-dimensional identity matrix. If J C R is an interval, then the J-
generalised eigenspace of B, denoted Epg j, is the subspace of CF 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 Ep ; is defined to be {0}).
Finally, given 0 < 3 € R, the first generalised eigenspace in the 3, B-decomposition of C*, denoted
Ep. g, is defined to be Ep j,, where Jg := (w — ,w] and @ := wnax(B); cf. Definition
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Remark 4.24. In case B € M (R), the vector spaces E_; have bases consisting of vectors in R¥.
The reason for this is that if A is an eigenvalue of B with Re\ € J, then A* (the complex conjugate
of A) is an eigenvalue of B with ReA* € J. Moreover, if v € Ey, then v* € E)-. Combining the
bases of E and E\«, we can thus construct a basis of the direct sum of these two vector spaces
which consists of vectors in R¥.

Theorem 4.25. Let 0 <u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the standard assumptions,
cf. Deﬁnition are satisfied. Let ko be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2;
k1 =ko+1; k1 <k €Z; andl =k + kg. Assume the (u,k)-supremum and the (u,l)-Sobolev
assumptions to be satisfied; and that there are constants Ceoeft,k; aNd Scoemr,1 Such that holds
and such that holds with | replaced by k. Assume, moreover, that is satisfied with
vanishing right hand side and that o(Zg,t) — —oo as t tends to the left endpoint of I_; cf. .
Let v and T, be as in Lemma and assume that o = Z,. Assume, finally, that there are
79, Goo € M, (R) and constants ea > 0, Crem > 0 such that

11 20e(T) = Z2I1P + ll610c (T) = Gio[P]? < CromeT (4.32)

for all 7 <0, where Z{) . and éuoc are introduced in . Let

0 Id

oo

W4 = Wmin(Ao) and da := dnax(Ao,wa) — 1. Let mg be defined as in the statement of Theo-
rem and assume k > mg. Let, moreover, B := min{ea, esp}, Jo := [wa,wa+P8), Eq := Ea,,J,

and
V= ( l}‘u ) (4.34)

Then, given 17, < 0, there is a unique Vo q € Eq with Vg q € R?™s such that

V — eIV < Colre) Gy () (1 — 7o) e e(@at (=) (4.35)

on AT (), where C, only depends on Sy, Scoef,i; Cuk; Ceoeff ks o (in case tp #0), Ao, Crem, €4,
(M, gret) and a lower bound on 0y _; and ng, ny only depend on u, Ay, n and k. Moreover,

Vil < Calre)™Gy?(r2), (4.36)
where Cy and ny have the same dependence as in the case of ,
Remark 4.26. Note that eAO(T_TC)VOO’a is a solution to the model equation

—Ury + Z0 Ur + Goou =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 (v) 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 ¥
introduced in (4.25)).

Remark 4.28. The estimate (4.35) can be improved in that there is a V., € R?™s such that
‘v - eAO(T‘Tc)VOO’ < Culry eGP (1) (1 — 1) e e(@atB(=7e) (4.38)

on A} (y), where C,, 1, and n, have the same dependence as in the case of . However,
the corresponding V. is not unique. Nevertheless, V., can be chosen so that it satisfies (4.36))
with Vo, replaced by V.. On the other hand, letting 7. be close enough to —oo, the factor
C,(1c)™ePe appearing on the right hand side of can be chosen to be as small as we wish.

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

Due to the fact that the causal structure is silent, is a natural model equation for the
asymptotic behaviour. This equation is the basis for the localised energy estimates obtained in
Theorem and the asymptotics derived in Theorem However, it is also of interest to
derive the asymptotic behaviour for the higher order derivatives; i.e., for Eru and UEru. In order
to do so, we first need to commute with Fy. However, commuting E; with U 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

— 2B+ 22,0, Eru + oo Etu = Lpe 1, (4.39)

where Ly 1u can, roughly speaking, be written in the form

2 m m
Lprequ = Z\J\<\I|Zm:0Lprc,1,Jar Eju. (4.40)

We refer the reader to Section below for a more detailed discussion and justification. A
simplifying feature of the system given by (4.39) and 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 . This yields u, u, and, via (4.37), ur,. Thus L. 1u can be calculated for |I| = 1,
so that the right hand side of can be considered to be given for |I| = 1. Thus Eru, Eyu.,
and FEyu,.r can be calculated by solving 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 Eyu are not independent
causes problems. In fact, Eyu can be expressed in terms of F,u for R™-multiindices w satisfying
|w| < [IJ; if w is an R™-multiindex, we here use the notation

N Wn
Eou:=E" - EXmu.

Again, we refer the reader to Section below for details. This leads, roughly speaking, to the
model system R
— 92Ut + 220, Ur + Goo Uy = Ly, (4.41)

where . ,
LI(T) = Z|w|<|I\Zm:0Lﬁlw(‘(E07T)a;nUw(T) (442)

and w are R"-multiindices. Here L{", (Zo, ) can be calculated in terms of the geometry, the
coefficients of the equation and the structure constants of the frame {E;}; cf. Section below.
Moreover, Uy should be thought of as (Eru)(Zg,-) and U, should be thought of as (E,u)(Zo, ).
Again, the system given by and is hierarchical in the above sense. The solutions can

be written
Ur(7) _ Ao(r—72) /TC Ao(r—s) 0
( (0-Ur)(7) ) - Xt L Li(s) a5,

where X7 € R?™s. For this reason, the goal is to prove that for a suitable choice of Xy, the

difference
Eyu Ao(r=T2) " o9y (0
I _ T=Te) Xy — o(T—s .
(UEﬂL) ¢ =) La(s) )

Theorem 4.29. Let0 <u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the standard assumptions,
cf. Deﬁnition are satisfied. Let ko be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2;
k1 =ko+1; k1 <k €Z;andl =k + ko. Assume the (u,k)-supremum and the (u,l)-Sobolev
assumptions to be satisfied; and that there are constants Ceoet,r; aNd Scoef,i Such that holds
and such that holds with | replaced by k. Assume that 1s satisfied with vanishing right

is small in Af (7).
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hand side and that o(Zo,t) — —o0 ast tends to the left endpoint of I_; cf. . Let vy and x., be
as in Lemma and assume that To = T.. Assume, finally, that there are Z3,,és € M,,_ (R)

and constants €4 > 0, Crom > 0 such that holds for all 7 < 0. Let Ay be defined by .
Let, moreover, w4 1= @nin(Ao) and da := dmax(Ao, wa)—1. Let mg be defined as in the statement

of Theorem and assume k > mg + 1. Let, moreover, B := min{ea, esp}, Jo := [wa,wa + ),
E,:=FEu,.,, V be defined by and

EIU

Fiz 1, <0, let Vo o be defined as in the statement of Theorem and define Up ,, € C°(R,R™s),
m=0,1,2, by

( UO,O(T) > p— eAU(T*TC)VOO as UO 2(7‘) = ZgQUO 1(7‘) —+ &OOUO O(T). (443)
Uoa(7) ’ ’ ’ ’

Let 1 < j < k—mgo—1 and assume that Us ., has been defined for |J| < j and m = 0,1,2 (for

J =0, these functions are defined by and for |J| > 0, they are defined inductively by
and below). Let I be such that |I| = j and define Ly by

Li(7) = 3 ey om0 LA (0, T) U m (7).

Then there is a unique Vioo,o € Ey with Vi .q € R?™s such that

_ pAo(T—7¢) _ T Ao(T—s5) 0
Vi—e W,00,a /T e (LI(s) )ds

<Culre) Gy ()7 = 7o) e

(4.44)

on AT (), where C, only depends on Sy, Scoeft,ls Cuks Ceoeff.ks o (in case tp #0), Ao, Crem, €4,
(M, grer) and a lower bound on 8y _; and n, and ny only depend on u, Ay, n and k. Moreover,

Vico.al < Calre)™ Gy (72), (4.45)

where C, and ny have the same dependence as in the case of . Given Vi,o0,q as above, define
UI,m; m = Oa 1a27 by

Uro(T) \ ._ Ag(r—r0) " o=y (0
( Uy 1 (7) =€ Vi,00,a + j e Li(s) ds, (4.46)
Ui o(T) ::ZgOUI,l(T) + Qoo Uro(7) — Li(7). (4.47)

Proceeding inductively as above yields Uy, and Vi oo o for [I| <k —mg—1 and m = 0,1,2 such
that holds.

Remark 4.30. It is possible to improve the estimates. First, define V, as in Remark [£:28] This

yields (4.38]). Defining Uy, m = 0,1,2, by (4.43) with V., , replaced by V., we can proceed
inductively as in the statement of the theorem. In particular, a Vi o, € R*™: can be constructed

such that (4.44]) is improved to

_ JAo(t—7¢) . e Ap(T—5) 0
Vi—e V1,00 /T e (LI(S) )ds

SCa<Tc>n"6ﬁTcél1/2(Tc)<T — Tc>na6(wA+5)(7'7Tc)

(4.48)

on Af(v), where C,, 7, and 7, have the same dependence as in . Defining Uy, as in
and (4.47) with Vi o, replaced by Vi o, and modifying Ly accordingly, it can be demonstrated
that holds for |I| < k — mo — 1. Note that the advantage here is that by taking 7. close
enough to —oo, the factor Oy (7.)" e’ can be chosen to be as small as we wish. The disadvantage
of the estimate is that Vi o is not unique. However, V; o satisfies with V1 o0, replaced by
Vioe.
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Proof. The statements of the theorem and of the remark follow from Theorem and Re-
mark [17.10) U

4.4 Specifying asymptotics

Theorems and [£:29] yield the leading order asymptotics. However, the statement of The-
orem @ e.g., does not guarantee that Voo, # 0. If, for the sake of argument, V , always
vanishes, irrespective of the solution, then the energy estimate obtained in Theorem [4.15] is not
optimal and Theorem 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 = (Iy,...,I,), let w(I) € N™ be the vector
whose components, written w;(I), i = 1,...,n, are given as follows: w;(I) equals the number of
times Iy =4, ¢=1,...,p.

Theorem 4.32. Assume that the conditions of Theorem are satisfied. Then, using the
notation of Theorem[{.29, the following holds. Fiz vectors v, € E, for R"-multiindices w satisfying
|w] < k—mg—1. Then, given 7. close enough to —oo, there is a solution to with vanishing
right hand side such that if Vi o4 are the vectors uniquely determined by the solution as in the
statement of Theorem then Vi, 00,0 = Vw, where L, = (I1,...,I,) is the vector field multiindex
such that I; < Ij4q forj=1,...,p—1 and such that w(l,) = w.

Remark 4.33. The bound 7. has to satisfy in order for the conclusions to hold is of the form
7e < T¢, where T, only depends on sy, Scoeff,ls Cuks Ceoeff ks Qo (}n case u, # 0), Ao, Crom, €4,
(M, Gref), a lower bound on 6y _, a choice of local coordinates on M around Zo and a choice of a
cut-off function near Zg.

Remark 4.34. The solutions constructed in the theorem are such that

— AO(T_TC) _ T Ao(T—S) O
Z Vi—e W,00,a /T e (Ll(s) )ds

IT|<k—mo—1

SCulme) e 7 = e TRyl

(4.49)

on Af (), where C, only depends on sy i, Scoeff,i, Cuk,s Ccoeff,ks da (0 case up, # 0), Ao, Crem, €A,
(M, Gref), a lower bound on 6o,—, a choice of local coordinates on M around %, and a choice of a
cut-off function near Zg; and 7, and 7, only depend on u, Ay, n, and k. Note, in particular, that
by choosing 7. close enough to —oo, the factor C,(7.)"eS™ 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 O

Due to this result, it is clear that Theorem yields optimal energy estimates and that Theo-
rems and [£:29] yield the leading order asymptotics of solutions. Assuming the geometry and
the equation to be such that for every z € M, Z°(,-) and &(Z,-) converge exponentially, we can
therefore, with each € M, associate w4 (Z) and da () such that the following holds. Let v be a
causal curve with the properties stated in Lemma and let Z, be the associated limit point
on M. Then, if u is a solution to with vanishing right hand side, there is a constant C such
that
|(Tu) 0 5(s)] + [uov(s)| < Cloory(s)) P emalz)en(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 w4 and d4 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, gx),
where M = T" x (0, 00) and

gx = —dt @ dt + Y1 | 1*Pida’ @ dat.

Here p; are constants such that p; < 1, Y. p; = 1 and > p? = 1. We also assume the p; to be
distinct. Choosing tg = 1, the metric gyt becomes the standard metric on T™. Moreover, ¢ = t,
so that o = Int¢ and 7 = Int. Additionally, § = ¢!, N =1, x =0, U = 8, and U = t9, = 9,.
Moreover,

K=" pi0y ®da'.
In particular, p; are the eigenvalues of I and the 9, are the corresponding eigenvectors. Moreover,
if the p; are distinct, then K is non-degenerate. Note also that LK = 0, cf. 7 and that

gk = —dr ®@dr + Y. e*PTde’ @ dat, K= St Bi0yi @ dat

where 8; = p;, — 1 < 0. In particular, K is negative definite and esp, = 1 — Pmax, Where prax :=
max{pi,...,pn}. Moreover, the p4’s correspond to the functions 8;7. Next, note that

—1—g=U(nnb) =d.(nInt™!) = nd.(—7) = —n,

so that ¢ = n — 1. Consider the homogeneous version of the equation (|1.1]), where g is given by
gi - It can be rewritten as 1) with f =0; i.e.

—Upr + Zie_w”afu + X%, + Xi0;u+ du =0
in the current setting, where we appealed to (4.2); the fact that ¢ =n —1; (4.3)), (12.35), (11.44)

and ; the fact that pa, ptor, IN only depend on time; and the fact that the structure
constants ’Yéc associated with the frame {0,:} vanish. Here, the coefficients of w,, d;u and u
are freely specifiable. As long as X" is such that the second terms on the left hand sides of
and are bounded for all I, what X is does not affect the asymptotics. From now on, we
therefore only assume X' to satisfy these bounds. Let ¢ € C§°(R™) be such that ¢ = 1 in an open
neighbourhood of 0 and such that ¢(Z) =0 for |Z| > 1. Let O <u € Rand Z; e T", i =1,...,m,
be distinct. Then we can think of

¥i(Z,t) == ¢ [(Int)*(Z — 7;)]
as being defined on M. Let a;,b; € R, j =0,...,m, and let

X0 =ag+ S (a; —ao)i, & =bo+ > i (bi — bo)t.

Then and are satisfied to any order. Note also that the standard assumptions are
satisfied. Moreover, the (u,[)-supremum and the (u, k)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied to any
order. Finally, note that if Z # &; for all i, then, for ¢ close enough to 0, Z°(%,t) = a¢ and
&(Z,t) = bp. In particular, is satisfied for Zy = Z and any choice of €4. Moreover, for ¢
close enough to 0, Z°(%;,t) = a; and &(%;,t) = b;. Thus is again satisfied for o = I,

i =1,...,m, and any choice of €4. To conclude, the assumptions of Theorem [4.29| are satisfied
for all z € T™. Let
0 1 0 1
e (S0) am(0 1),

Then wa(Z) = wmax(Ao) and da(Z) = dmax[Ao, wa(Z)] — 1 for T ¢ {Z1,...,Tm}, where we
used the notation introduced in Definition m Similarly, wa(Z;) = wmax(4;) and da(z;) =
dmax[Ai,@a(Z;)] — 1 for ¢ = 1,...,m. In particular, we can specify the a; and b; so that the
solution decays at any given rate along causal curves v with Z, ¢ {Z1,..., %} and such that the
solution grows at any given rate along causal curves v with z, € {Z1,...,%,}. Here the latter

statement requires an application of Theorem [£.32] However, Theorem [£.32] does apply and can
be used to not only demonstrate that the decay/growth rate is the expected one along causal
curves v with Z, = ¥;, but also to demonstrate that the solution, to leading order, coincides with
a solution to & = A;€ in AT (7).
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Remark 4.36. Due to Example it is clear that uniform growth rates such as those derived in
Propositions[£.3]and [£.§ cannot be expected to be very informative, since the asymptotic behaviour
can be substantially different along different causal curves. In particular, given w; > 0, wy < 0
and Ty € T", we can construct equations with solutions such that along causal curves v with
Z~ 7# T2, the energy density of the solution decays at the rate w; and along causal curves v with
Zy = T2, the energy density of the solution grows at the rate ws. 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, (6 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 [50].

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 eg, > 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 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 u. is half a derivative more regular than the initial
data for u,; here 7 is the time coordinate introduced in Example 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 ¢4 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 ¢4 (such as demanding, e.g., that they belong to the triangle
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depicted in Figure , we deduce, moreover, exponential decay of Ly K and convergence of /.

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 we begin by deriving the basic properties of the frame {X 4}, introduced
in Definition and its dual frame {Y4}. 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 ¢4 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 below. We end
Chapter [f] by estimating products that we will need to bound in later arguments.

Geometric formulae. In Chapter |§|, we derive formulae relating some of the basic geometric
quantltles To begin with, we express U(£4) in terms of £yK and the frame {X4}. Introducing
W4 by

LuXa=WEXy + WU, (4.50)

we express Wé in terms of ﬁUK, the frame {X 4}, the eigenvalues £ 4, the lapse function, the shift
vector field, and the reference metric. We end Chapter [6] by discussing the commutator between
U and FE;:

[U,E;] = A% + AFE,. (4.51)

We need to estimate A?, A¥ and their expansion normalised normal derivatives. We take a first
step in this direction in Section [6.3}

Lower bounds on 4. The main point of Chapter [7] is to derive a lower bound for the ja
introduced in Definition In particular, we prove that p4 grows at least as —egpo in the
direction of the singularity; cf. below. An important secondary goal is to control the
relative spatial variation of ¢; cf. Lemmas 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 .

Throughout these notes, ¢ and p4 play a central role. We largely control these quantities via
evolution equations. In fact, we derive expressions for U(g) and U(ﬂ 4) in Lemma Following
this derivation, we state and prove the basic estimates for p 4 in Section[7.3] The main assumptions
needed to obtain the corresponding result are non-degeneracy, silence, that K is C°-bounded and
that £y K satisfies a weak off-diagonal exponential bound; cf. Definition However, we also
need to impose a smallness assumption on x. This is the only smallness assumption we impose
in these notes. The proof of the bounds on g4 consists of a bootstrap argument. The point is
that if the contribution from the shift vector field is small, then p4 can be demonstrated to grow
in the direction of the singularity. However, if the p4 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 U. Assuming an off-diagonal exponential bound, lower bounds on all the py
can be deduced directly. However, it is preferable to only require a weak off-diagonal exponential
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bound. Under such assumptions p4 for A > 1 and p; have to be treated differently. First, we
derive estimates for g4, A > 1, and then we combine these estimates with information concerning
the sum of the iy and the sum of the /4 in order to obtain estimates for u;. The conclusions
are stated in Lemma It is also of interest to note that under the assumptions of Lemma
and a weighted C°-bound on Ly K, some of the assumption corresponding to a weak off-diagonal
exponential bound can be improved; cf. Proposition

In Section [74] we turn to the problem of estimating the relative spatial variation of p. We derive
the estimates by commuting the evolution equation for o with a spatial vector field. We also derive
estimates for the time derivative of ¢ in order to demonstrate that 7(¢) := o(Z,t) can be used as
a time coordinate. In order to obtain the desired estimates, we have to impose bounds such as
as well as additional smallness assumptions concerning the shift vector field.

In the remainder of the chapter, we derive consequences of the assumption that g—(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 [§] 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 £4, X4 and Y4 in terms of K.

Estimating Lie derivatives. In the derivation of energy estimates, we need bounds on W%,
A¥ and U(Af), introduced in and , with respect to weighted Sobolev and C*-norms.
The purpose of Chapter [Jis to derive such estimates. We end the chapter by recording the result
of combining such estimates with the assumptions stated in Subsections and

Estimating the components of the metric. Due to our choice of frame, the metric takes a
very simple form; cf. and . However, in order for this information to be of interest,
we need to estimate p4 with respect to weighted Sobolev and C*-norms. This is the purpose of
Chapter [I0] We use energy estimates to derive the desired conclusion. In the Sobolev setting, we
integrate over the leaves of the foliation, but in the C*-setting, we consider the evolution along
integral curves of U. Due to the definition of the 14 in terms of eigenvectors of K, the arguments
involve a loss of derivatives; cf. Remark

4.7.2 Part III: Wave equations

Basic energy estimates. We begin Chapter by rewriting the equation in terms of the
wave operator of the conformally rescaled metric g. We also derive a basic energy identity in
Lemma Combining this identity with C°-assumptions concerning the coefficients results in
a basic energy estimate; cf. Section We end the chapter by expressing the conformal wave
operator in terms of the frame; cf. Lemma This also allows us to calculate the relation
between /’\?O, X4 appearing in, e.g., and Z° and Z4 appearing in .

Commutators. The equation can be written Lu = f In order to take the step from
the basic energy estimate to higher order energy estimates, we need to calculate the commutator
[E1, L]. This is the subject of Chapter The higher order energy estimates will be derived in two
steps. First we derive conclusions on the basis of weighted C*-assumptions. Due to the resulting
estimates, we obtain bounds on the unknown and its first derivatives in C°. 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 [Ey, L] depends on which of these steps one is taking. The reason for this is that
in the C*-setting, it is of interest to extract the expressions arising from the geometry and the
coefficients directly in C°. 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 we derive energy estimates on the basis of weighted
C*-assumptions. Since we know the basic energy estimate to hold, it is sufficient to estimate
[L, Ef]u in L?. We therefore begin by combining the conclusions of Chapter [12| with the (u,1)-
supremum assumptions and the equation in order to bound [L, Fy]u. The resulting estimate,
the basic energy estimate and an inductive argument then together yield a higher order energy
estimate; cf. . Combining the result with a weighted version of Sobolev embedding, we
obtain estimates of the weighted higher order energy densities in Section

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

/ | Br(e " X aw) e,

.

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

/7 le ™2 X 4 Erul’ g

-

For this reason, the first problem we have to address is that of reordering the derivatives. This is
the subject of Section We then estimate [Ey, L]u by appealing to the results of Chapter
Moser estimates, and the results concerning reordering of derivatives. Once this has been done, we
essentially immediately obtain higher order energy estimates in Section 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 ¢ — (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 We
begin, in Section 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¥ (), where v is a past inextendible
causal curve. In order to obtain specific estimates, we demonstrate that, to the past of ty, J7(v)
is contained in a set of the form AT (v); cf. . We also estimate the distance between o and 7
in A% (v) and derive an expression for the weight w used in the energy estimates; cf. Lemmam
Once this preliminary analysis has been carried out, the main goal is to estimate the error terms
that arise when replacing U with 8-, omitting “spatial derivatives” and localising the coefficients;
cf. the heuristic discussions in Sections and In Section we begin by estimating
expressions such as 0,19 — U . We then proceed to estimate 9%¢) — U?¢. In the end, we conclude
that if Lu = 0, then u satisfies the model equation , up to an error term which is estimated
in Corollary In fact, if 7. = 0, an estimate of the form

| — 82Bqu + 20,0 Byu + Qe Bru| <Co ()10 EN? 4 Cy(r)mEL? (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 . In the end, we obtain estimates such as .
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 &;, 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
&, j < ly (for some ly), we begin by considering with m = 0. Then the second term on
the right hand side vanishes and in the first term, there is a factor es*™ in front of &;. If & and
&1 are not already known to satisfy estimates corresponding to , then can be used to
improve the estimate for £&. Once an improved estimate for & has been derived, can be
used to improve the estimate for £ etc. Proceeding in this way, we can improve the estimates for
&; for j <lp — 1. In other words, we can improve the estimates by a factor of e®»” 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 £; are worse than the estimates for the
model equation. In the end, it leads to the desired estimate, and a loss of mq derivatives; cf.
and the adjacent text. In particular, as eg, 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 ZloOC and Qe converge at
a sufficiently fast polynomial rate along a causal curve. In this case, d4 and w4 can be calculated
in terms of the limiting matrix.

Deriving asymptotics. In Chapter[I7, we turn to the problem of deriving asymptotics, assuming
ZI%C and o 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 In order
to obtain higher order asymptotics, we first need to derive appropriate model equations. We
do so in Section [I7.2] 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 [I8 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 ~.

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-T]and define
Ly K in Section In Section we discuss conditions ensuring that the spatial derivatives
of Inf# do not diverge faster than polynomially in p. This section serves as a motivation for the
conditions imposed on In 6.

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 T?-
Gowdy symmetric spacetimes.
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Chapter 5

Basic properties of the frame
adapted to the eigenspaces of C

The assumptions concerning the geometry are expressed using norms associated with the fixed
metric grer. However, in many of the arguments, the frame {X 4}, its dual {Y4} and the eigenvalues
£ 4, 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 Fr(P), cf. Definition for a general
product P consisting of factors of several different types (eigenvalues of K, tensor fields evaluated
on the frames {X 4} and {Y4}, 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 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 M such that for eacht € I, {X 4} and {Y4} are frames on TM; and T* My respectively.
Moreover, KX = €4 X4, KTYA = 0,Y4 and £, < --- < £, (no summation on A). Finally,
Gref(Xa,Xa) = 1 (no summation on A); {Xa} is an orthogonal frame with respect to §; and
YA(XpB) = d5.

Remark 5.2. The map K7 is defined by the condition that if n € Ty M; and & € T,M;, then
(KTn)(€) := n(KE).

Remark 5.3. It is of interest to keep in mind that )~ ,¢4 = 1, since trkC = 1.

Remark 5.4. The combination of {U} and {X 4}, A=1,...,n, is a frame on M x I. Moreover,
this frame is orthogonal with respect to both g and g.

Proof. The frame {X 4} is given by Definition Let {Y4} be the dual frame associated with
{Xa}. Then

(KTYM)(Xp) =YA(KXp) =YA(lpXp) = (pdg =AY (Xp)
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(no summation), so that K'Y 4 = £4Y# (no summation). In order to verify the orthogonality of
the frame with respect to g (and thereby with respect to §), note that

gAg(XA,XB) = Q(KXA,XB) = 0_1]2‘in§4)(£ = EBQ(XA,XB). (51)

The lemma follows. ]

5.2 Basic estimates

In these notes, we use the frame {X 4}, introduced in Definition and the frame {F;}, intro-
duced in Remark [3.17] We also use the terminology introduced in Definition [f.7} In the present
section, we estimate the Y4 and make elementary observations concerning the relation between
Dy and D* applied to tensor fields.

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

In order to construct the frame {X 4}, the conditions of Definition 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 grer. We begin by estimating the norms of the Y4 with respect to Gre-

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 C°-uniformly bounded on I_; i.e., to hold. Then there is a constant Cy , depending
only on n, Cx and enq, such that |Y 4|5, < Cy on My for all A andt € I_.

Proof. Let {E;} and {w'} be chosen as in Remark If n € TyM, then n = 5w, where
n; := n(F;) and
1/2

Nlgeer = (22507)

By definition,
6 = YA(Xp) = YAW' (X4, B,) = YAX), (5:2)

on M x I. In other words, if we let X denote the matrix with elements X% and Y denote the
matrix with elements YiA, then Y X =1d; i.e., Y is the inverse of X. Here we consider X and Y
to be maps from M x I to M,,(R). Note that

1= Geet (X4, X4) = Gret (X4 B, X4 Ej) = 6, X', X,

(no summation on A). Thus the columns of X are unit vectors with respect to the standard
Euclidean metric. Let K : M x I — M,,(R) be the matrix valued function with components ICij
(where the components of K are calculated with respect to the frame {E;}). Then |K| < Cx
on M x I_. Moreover, the eigenvalues of K are distinct and the minimal distance between two
distinct eigenvalues is €,q. Assume that there is a sequence (py, ;) in M x I_ such that det X; — 0,
where X; := X (p;,t;). Then the sequences defined by K; := K(p;,t;) and X; are contained in a
compact set. By choosing subsequences, which we still denote by {K;} and {X;}, we can assume
K; and X; to converge to, say, K, and X, respectively. Clearly, || K| < Cx 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 €,4. Since the columns of X; 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, e,q and Ck, such that |det X| > Cx on M x I_. In
particular, there is a constant Cy, with the same dependence, such that |Y| < Cy on M x I_.
Since |Y4|5,., can be bounded in terms of ||Y||, the statement follows. O
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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, IC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Let T be a family of tensor fields on M fort € I. For every 1 < j <1 € Z and every pair
of vector field multiindices 1;, i = 1,2, with |I1| = j and |Iz| =1 — 7,

(DII Dl_jT)(Elz) (53)

is a tensor field of the same type as T which can be written as a linear combination of expressions
of the form o B B
(DJDlikT)(DJlEJN""DszkrEszk% (54)

where J and J; are vector field multiindices and k is an integer satisfying
3]+ S =k <. (5.5)

Proof. We prove a somewhat more general statement by induction on j. Assume, inductively, that
ifI]=j7and 1 <j <l o B B
(D1D'IT)(Dx, Ex,,-..,Dk,_,Ex,_,) (5.6)

can be written as a linear combination of expressions of the form
(D3D'"""T)(D3,Es,...,D3,_Es ),
where J and J; are vector field multiindices, k is an integer satisfying satisfying k < j and
]+ S = ko K
To begin with, the inductive assumption holds for j = 1:

(Dg,. D' 'T)(Dxk,Ex,, ..., Dk, ,Fx, )

_ N B (5.7)
=(D'T)(Ex, Dk, Fx,,..., Dk, . Ex,_,)

Next, assume that the inductive statement holds up to some 1 < j and for all [ > j. Fix an [ such
that [ > j + 1. Then the inductive hypothesis holds with [ replaced by [ — 1. Applying D, to
the expression (5.6) (with [ replaced by I — 1) yields

DEI1 [(DE12 e DEIj+1 Dl_j_1T>(DK1EK1 goee 5DK171'71EK17]'71)]

:(DEll re. DEIj+1 Dl_j_lT)(DKlEKl, ceey DKL_]._lEKl_]._l)

+ (DE12 et DE1j+1 Dl_j_lT)(DEll DKlEK17 - 7DKl—j—1EKl—j—1)

R (DEIQ e .DEIj+1 Dl_j_lT)(DKlEK17 ey DEll DKl—j—lEKl—j—l)'
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,

D g, applied to the expression 1) (with ! replaced by [—1) can be written as a linear combination
of terms of the form

DEll [DJDZ_I_kT(DJlEJU s 7DJL—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 4+ 1). Thus the inductive statement
holds. Applying the inductive statement with all the K; = 0 yields the desired conclusion. O
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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 M fort € I. Then DiT can be written as a linear
combination of terms of the form

(DkT)(Ell)le (DJIEKI) o 'WJZ (DJZEKI)7

where 1| =k + |Jq| + -+ + || and k > 1 4f [I) > 1. Similarly, if k = |I|, then (D*T)(E1) can be
written as a linear combination of terms of the form

(D3T)w" (D3, Ex,) -~ w" (D3, Ex,),
where k= |J|+ |J1|+ -+ |Ji] and |J| > 1 if k > 1.

Proof. Note that (5.7) holds for [ = 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

(DkT)(Ehv' e 7EIk) :DEII [(Dk_lT)(Efzv s 7EIk)] - (Dk_lT)(DEzl Ep,, ... ?EIk)
— = (D"'T)(Ep, ..., Dg,, Er,).

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

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

Next, we express the covariant derivatives of the £4 and the X 4 with respect to grer in terms of
covariant derivatives of /C.

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 § be a
vector field on M x I which is tangent to the constant-t hypersurfaces. Then

Dela =(DeK) (YA, XA) (5.8)
YA4(DeXa)=— Y ; SOV (Y, XA)Grer (X, X a) (5.9)
B#A AT

(no summation on A). Moreover, for A #+ B,

Y3 (DeXa) = (D), X ). (5.10)

by —VUp

Proof. Applying Dg to
K(YP, X 4) =405

(no summation on A) yields
(DeK)(Y P, X4) + K(DeYP, Xa) + K(YP,DeXn) = (Dela)dh. (5.11)
On the other hand,

DeXa=YP(DeXa)Xp, DeYB =-YB(DeXp)YP. (5.12)
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Inserting this information into (5.11)) yields
(D) (YE, Xa) + (€5 — £a)Y P (DeXa) = (Dela)ds
(no summation). In particular, (5.10) holds for B # A and (5.8) holds. In order to calculate
Y4(D¢X4) (no summation on A), note that
0 =Dg[gret(Xa, Xa)] = 2Gver (De X 4, Xa) = 2Y P (D¢ X 4)Gret (X, X a)
ZQYA(DﬁxA) + ZZBgéAYB(DfXA)gref(XBa 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 C°-uniformly bounded on I_; i.e. to hold. Let & be a vector field on M x I which
is tangent to the constant-t hypersurfaces. Then there is a constant C1, depending only on n, Ci
and €nq such that

|D§£A| + |D§YA|£7ref + |DEXA|§ref < Cl|£|gref|DIC|gref (5'13)

on My for all A€ {1,...,n} and t € I_. Defining the structure constants, say vSg, of the Xa by
[Xa, XB] =S Xc, the estimate )
Vsl < C1IDKlg,.,

also holds on My for all A,B,C € {1,...,n} andt € 1_.

(5.14)

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

|Dela| < |DK Y4 5., = |IDK y4

Gref

£ £

(no summation on A). On the other hand, due to Lemma5.5] the right hand side can be estimated
by the right hand side of 5.131 for a C; with the dependence stated in the lemma. The first equality
in , combined With , , the assumptions and arguments similar to the above yields
the desired estimate for the third term on the left hand side of . Next, the second equality in
, combined with the above, yields the desired estimate of the second term on the left hand

side of (5.13). Finally, note that

V9B =Y ([Xa,X5]) =Y9(Dx,Xp — Dx,Xa). (5.15)

X4

Jref Jref Jref Gref IS | Gref Gref

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

5.4 Higher order derivatives

Corollary yields bounds on the first order derivatives of £4, X4 and YA, 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

;B)C,m ::Zm1+“'+mj:m,mi21|Dmllc|§ref T |ijic‘§x'ef7
%N,m ::Zm1+-<~+m_7':m,m,;21|Dml ].DN Gret "7 |DmJ In N
Br,Nm ::Zm1+m2:mmicymlq31\/',m2a

with the convention that ‘Bx o =1 and Py, = 1.

Gref )
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Next, we estimate higher order derivatives of £4, X4 and Y4.

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 C°-uniformly bounded on I_; i.e. to hold. Then, for every pair of integers j and
I satisfying 1 < j <, and every multiindex I with |I| = j, there is a constant Dx;, depending
only on 1, n and (M, gret), such that

\Dy DK

. _
Gret = DIC.,lzm:z_j.H DK

Grer (5.16)

on M x I_. Similarly, there is a constant Di,; depending only on Cx, n, l, eng and (M, Gre) such
that ~ -
‘DIKA| + |DIXA

gt +1D1Y A5 < Dic 0 PBrem (5.17)

on M x I_.

Proof. The estimate (5.16|) can be demonstrated by means of an induction argument, where the
inductive step follows from Lemma 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). O

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, IKC to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame
and to be C°-uniformly bounded on I_; i.e. to hold. Let {E;} and {w'} be frames of
the type introduced in Remark [3.17. Consider a product P consisting of ki factors of type 1:
(ba — L)L f(0), where f € C®(R™",R), A # B and { = ({1,...,0,); ko factors of type 11:
T (YA, Xp) where T is a (1,1)-tensor field on M ; ks factors of type I11: Gret(Xa, XB); ka factors
of type 1V: U(ln ]\7), ks factors of type V: wk(N_lé),' ke factors of type V1: w'(Xa); kr factors
of type VII: N_l(ﬁcgref)(XA,XB),' and kg factors of type VIII: N‘lwk(ﬁnEj). Let T be a
vector field multiindex and | := |I|. Then, up to a constant depending only on I, n, €nq, Ck,
(M, Gret), the functions f and the k;, the expression |FEy(P)| can be estimated by a sum of products
consisting of one factor of the form B n.m; k2 factors of the form \D’”ﬂgref; k4 factors of the
form | DU (In N)|g...; ks factors of the form N~ |Dy€lg,..; k7 factors of the form N~ DyDk(|s,..
(where |K| = 1); kg1 factors of the form N~ Dr,Dmnlg,., (where M| = 1) and ks factors of
the form N’1|DN77|EM, where ks 1 + kg2 = ks, 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 I.

Remark 5.13. When we say that there are ko factors of the form |DPT |5, ,, what we mean is that
if the factors of type Il are T;(Y4¢, Xp,), i = 1,..., ko, then the ko factors of the form |DPT];,.,
are given by |Dpi’mgref, where the p;’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 = kg = 0, the statement can be improved as follows: |Er(P)|
can, up to a constant depending only on I, n, enq, Cic, (M, gref), the functions f and the k;, be
estimated by a sum of products consisting of P 4; k2 factors of the form |D"T;, .; and k4 factors
of the form |DSU(ln N) Geor» Where the sum of g, the r’s and the s’s is bounded from above by I.
Moreover, if, in addition to the above, kg = 0, then the sum of ¢, the r’s and the s’s is bounded
from below by min{1,{}. In case kg = 0, the statement can be improved as follows: |Ey(P)| can, up
to a constant depending only on I, n, €yq, Cx, (M, Gref), the functions f and the k;, be estimated
by a sum of products consisting of P v q; k2 factors of the form |D"Tg, ,; k4 factors of the form




5.5. COMPOSITE ESTIMATES 65

|D*U(In N)|j,..; ks factors of the form N~ D&l s and k; factors of the form N~!|DyDk(ls.,
(where |K| = 1), where the sum of ¢, the 7’s, the s’s, the |I|’s and the |J|’s is bounded from above
by 1.

Proof. In order to estimate Er(P), note that if Ey, hits a factor of type I, then the result can be
estimated by a sum of terms of the form C%y ,, where [, <l := [I;] and C only depends on f,
Ci, €nd, l1, (M, Grer) and n, and we appealed to (5.17)). Next, if Fy, hits a factor of type II, then

we need to estimate B _ B
(D3T)(DxY*, DL Xp),

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

Czla+lb§l2mKala‘leT (5.18)

where C only depends on Cy, €ng, l2 := |Iz|, (M, gret) and n. If Ey, hits a factor of type III, then
the result can be estimated by a sum of terms of the form CBx ;,, where I, < I3 := |I5] and C only
depends on Cx, €nd, I3, (M, Gret) and n, and we appealed to 5__1'7[) Due to Lemma Ey, applied
to a factor of type IV can be estimated by a sum of expressions of the form C|Dlalj(1n N)|§ref,
where [, < Iy := |I4|, where C only depends on Iy, n and (M, grer). Applying Ep, to a factor of
type V, we need to estimate

Jref?

(D3w*) (N7 Dk€) - [INEL(N7Y)

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

CEh <t Bt N1 Dsg (5.19)

Jref

where . <[5 := |I5| and C only depends on I5, (M, g.ef) and n. The contribution arising when
applying Fy, 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

(E(gref)(XAv XB) :gref(DXACa XB) + gref(XAa DXBC)
:wi(XA)wj (XB)[gref(DEi<7 E]) + gref(Eia DE]' C)}

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 Ey, hits a factor of type VII,
the result can be estimated by

CZlaHI\§l7,|J|:1q3’C7N,luN_1 |D1Dsé

Jret?
where C only depends on Cy, €yq, I7 := |I7|, n and (M, Gref). Since
N~'w'(L,E;) = N"'w'(D,E; — Dg,n), (5.20)

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

gret T |DJ7] gref)’ (5'21)

CY0 1 a1<i BN N1 (| Dy Dken

where |K| = 1, lg := |Ig| and C only depends on lg, (M,gt) and n. Combining the above
estimates yields the conclusion of the lemma, as well as the statements made in the remarks. [



66 CHAPTER 5. PROPERTIES, FRAME ADAPTED TO THE EIGENSPACES OF K



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 {X 4} 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 U and E;. In particular, we derive expressions and
estimates for the corresponding coefficients and their normal derivatives.

6.1 Time derivative, geometric perspective

Define ji4 by the requirement that (3.11) holds; recall that {X 4} is an orthogonal frame with
respect to g. Introduce )
Xqa:i=e "4 X4

Then {X} is an orthonormal frame with respect to g with dual frame {Y4}. However, we extend
Y4 in such a way that YA(U) = 0. In what follows, it will also be convenient to use the notation

[:U = 9_1£U. (61)

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 M x I whose components are given by

ME = (LuyYPY(Xe), LB :=1tc68 (6.2)

(no summation on C). Then M = L+ A, where A := (M —M7T)/2. In particular, M is the sum
of a diagonal matriz plus an antisymmetric matriz.

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

HX,Y) = 5(Lug)(X, V),

Next, note that
g=-U'aU +> Y o VYA
In particular,

Lug=—(LoU’) @ U’ = U @ (LyU’) + 3 4(LoYA) @ YA+ 30, YA © (LuY™).

67



68 CHAPTER 6. LIE DERIVATIVES OF THE FRAME
Thus
(Lug)(Xp, Xc) = (LuY)(Xp) + (LuYP)(Xe). (6.3)
On the other hand,
(LZUg)(XB,Xc) = QE(XB,Xc) = QQ(KXB,Xc) = 29§(ICXB,X0) = 200Bdpc

(no summation on B). Let M and £ be defined as in the statement of the lemma. Then the

equality (6.3) can be written
2L =M+ M".

The lemma follows. O

6.2 Formulae, geometric and non-geometric perspectives

Let Ly be defined by (A.1)). Then
(LuK)(YB X)) =U[YB(KX4)] — (LuYP)KXA) - YBIKLy X 4], (6.4)

where the overline signifies orthogonal projection. Note also that we here think of y4 as being
extended to M X I in such a way that YA(U) = 0. In what follows, we wish to relate Ly to
Ly X 4. Let, to this end,

LuXa=WEXp+WoU (6.5)
define W5 and W%, where Ly is introduced in 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

U(a) =(LuK)(Y4, X 4), (6.6)
Wg‘ = - ZB#AWEgref(XBv XA) + ﬁ(ﬁxgref)(XIMXA%
WE =5 (Lol (Y P, Xa), (6.8)

where there is no summation on A in the first and second equalities and A # B in the third
equality. Moreover, if MY is defined by

LyXa = -MYU — MEXp,
where M is the matriz introduced in Lemma then

U(4) (Lo k) (YA, X), (6.9)
ME =2 (LuK)(YE, Xa), (6.10)

where there is no summation on A in the first equality and A # B in the second equality. Note
also that M*4 (no summation on A) equals €4 due to Lemma . Finally,

W) =0~ X 4(In N), (6.11)
MY =— 67X, (InN), (6.12)

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

UYP(KXa)] = U(€a)d4
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(no summation on A). Due to (6.5)), the relation £y X4 = §WE Xp holds, so that
~YBIKLyXa] = -YE[KOWT Xc] = —03 e WY (X)) = -0 WE

(no summation on B). Combining (LyYB)(Xa) = —YB(LyX4) with (6.5) and the fact that
YB(U) = 0 yields
(LY B)(Xa) = -YEOWS X)) = —0WE. (6.13)

In particular,
—(LyYBYKXA) = —aA(LuYB)(X4) = LA0WE

no summation on A). Summing up the above observations yields
A). S he ab b 1d
(LuK)(YB, X4) =U(A)65 + 00, WE — 0t (6.14)

(no summation on A or B). In particular, and hold. We can also carry through the
above argument with X4, YZ and W3 replaced by X4, YZ and —M4 respectively. This yields

and (6.10).
Let {E;} be an orthonormal basis with respect to gref as in Remark and let Xf4 be the
components of X 4 with respect to this basis. Then

Ulgret(Xa, X)) = 205U (X)X = 2G0et (U(X ) Ey, X a). (6.15)

On the other hand, ) )
ﬁUXA = U(XA)Ez + XAEUEZ"

Moreover, yields Ly E; = —N~1L, E;, so that
Lo Xa = U(X}) B~ XALL B, (6.16)
Adding up the above yields
0 =U[Gret(Xa, X4)] = 20ret(LuXa + N ' X4 L Ei, X 4)
=2Gret (LU XA, Xa) — N7HL Gret)(Xa, Xa)
(no summation on A). On the other hand,
Grot(LUX A, X2) = Gret(OWE X, Xa) = OWAE + 3 5 sOWE Gret (X3, X a)

(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. O

6.2.1 Norm equivalences
One particular consequence of and (6.10) is that there is a numerical constant C' such that
S Al @)+ A < € (14 Soapplla — t8l7) [£uKl5,

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

|£uKly < €5 (0] + 16l - 111 )

In other words, controlling |£ K| is equivalent to controlling |U(£4)| and ||A|, given that the £4
and the (4 — {p|~! (A # B) are bounded. Considering and , it is clear that there is
a similar statement concerning |LyK|g,... 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 C°-uniformly bounded. The
equivalent objects in this case are |U(£4)| and ||Woal|; here Wyq 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 ||[W,ql||. Compute, to this end,

Mg =(Lo Y (Xp) = —YA(LuXp) = U(ap)ds — Y (e "7 LuXp)

) o ) - (6.17)
=U(1ip)op — YA ("7 WEXe) = Uljip)op — """ Wi
(no summation). In particular, R
M = U(fia) = Wi (6.18)
(no summation on A). Moreover, if A # B, then
—efamEWE = A (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

|AG| < eIl ,q]], (6.20)

where W,q is the matrix whose off-diagonal components equal those of VW and whose diagonal
components vanish. In particular, in an anisotropic setting, the 14 can be expected to grow
linearly at different rates. If, in addition, ||[W,ql| is bounded, then [[A]| decays exponentially.
Finally, note that since ||.A|| is dominated by |[Woa|| due to (6.20), it is clear that non-geometric
control on Ly K implies geometric control on Ly K.

6.3 Contribution from the shift vector field

Assume now that there is an orthonormal frame {E;} on M with respect to Gref, with dual frame
{w'}. Note that R R
(U, E;] = A% + AFEy, (6.21)

where . .
AY = E;(InN), AY:= -N"'WFLE). (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 {E;} and {w'} as above. Then

O(AF) =N~ (Lp,X) + APN'wF () — U(ln N) A¥

N . . 6.23
— N7Ix(AF) = N7 'x(In N) A, (629
where x is introduced in , In particular,
B0 (AD)] <O m<imn B N DX g
+ CZZO,-&-lb-&-\J\§l+1;la+lb§lmN71a |leU(ln N) grefN71|DJX Gref (6.24)

N_1|DKX

L
+ O 314K <2031t <141 BN N T DX g Gret>

where 1 := [I| and C only depends on I, n and (M, Gref).

Proof. Note that (6.22)) implies R
~N"L E; = AFE.

Applying L to this equality yields

~U(WN)AYEy — N7'L, L, B = U(AN) By + AF L, By (6.25)
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In order to proceed, it is of interest to calculate
LoLyEi =—LyLp,x = —[U,[Ei,x] = ~U(Eix — xXE;) + (Eix — xE)U
=—UEx + E;Ux — E;Ux + UXE; + E;xU — XE;U + XUE; — XUE;
=—(LpE)x +X(LyEi) — EiLyx + LyxEi
=~ AYUx — AFEyx + x(AYU + A¥Ey) — Lp, Lo x
= — AJLyx — AfLp X+ X(ADU + x(AF)Ex, — L, Ly X

In particular

NLoL B =— AAN""Lox — AANT Lp, x + N 'Y (ANE), — N™'Lg, Ly

. R o 6.26
=— AN — AFALE + N (ARE, — N~ 'Ly, Lo x. (6:26)
In order to simplify the last expression, note that
Lox = UM E, + XF AW + X" ALE.
In particular, A R
x=UN"Er +x"ALE, Lox=x+x"AW. (6.27)
Thus N .
Lp,Lox = Lex + E(X"ADU + X" A} LE,U,
so that

Combining this calculation with (6.26) yields

NT'LoL B =~ N"'Lpx — AAN"'y — AFALE,
+ N_lx(Af)Ek + N_lx(ln N)AiEl.

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

In order to prove , note that the first term on the right hand side of yields expressions
that can be estimated by the first term on the right hand side of . This follows from the
end of the proof of Lemma in particular . 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 in particular . 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 his follows from the proof of Lemma 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
(16.24)). O
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Chapter 7

Estimating the norm of the
elements of the frame

Recall the notation p4 and fia introduced in and . The asymptotic behaviour of
these objects is of central importance for understanding the causal structure and the asymptotic
behaviour of solutions to . In particular, we need lower bounds on puys on I_, where I_ =
I N (—o0,tp]. 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 Zo € M, then
7(t) := 0(Zp,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 p4 is based on considering the evolution of this quantity along the integral
curves of U. The same is true of 0. In the course of the estimates, it is necessary to control the
divergence of x as well as certain Lie derivatives involving y. Obtaining such estimates is the
purpose of Section Needless to say, we also need to derive formulae for U(g) and U(jis). This
is the purpose of Section Given this information, we are in a position to derive the main
conclusion of the chapter, lower bounds on p4; cf. Section To achieve this goal, we need
to assume the shift vector field to be small. We also need to assume Ly K to satisfy a weak off-
diagonal exponential bound. The proof is based on a bootstrap argument along the integral curves
of U. The conclusion is that the 4 grow linearly in g in the direction of the singularity. This can
be interpreted as saying that the conformally rescaled metric § 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 p. To this end, we need to commute the evolution
equation for ¢ with FE;. This leads to the necessity of controlling an additional derlvatlve of x.
Following this estimate, we demonstrate that d;p and N are comparable; cf. Lemma [7 This
allows us to introduce the time coordinate 7 as above. We end the chapter by dlscussmg 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 x that appear frequently in the analysis are divg, ,x 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 mon-degenerate on I and to have a global

73
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frame. Then

(2N) 7 [(LyGrer) (X4, Xa)| <n'/Ze™#min | Dx|ny, (7.1)
N~ divg,, x| <n'/2e”#min Dy|py (7.2)
on I_, where
fomin = MWD L4 (7.3)
Proof. Due to (3.20)) and (3.11)), it is clear that
IDxliy = N7232,Gi5(De,x) (D, x) = N7230 4 €4 (D, x) . (7.4)

On the other hand
(Dx, )| = |, X 4 (D) ?| < (X412 2 (S41(Dsx) P 2)

Combining this estimate with (7.4]) yields

1/2

N30 5e?2|(Dx, X)) < |Dxlpy- (7.5)
Next, let us consider
1 B 1 _ 1 _ B
ﬁ(ﬁxgref)(XA7XA) = ﬁgref(DXAX’XA) = E(DXAX) gref(XBvXA)' (76)

In particular,

1 _ nl/? = B2\ 1/2 1/2 —pimi
o | (Exrer) (X, Xa)[ < = (Cpl(Dx ) P2) 7 < nl/Eemtme

DX|hy7

where we use the notation introduced in (7.3). Thus (7.1) holds. Next, note that divg ,x =
Y4(Dx,x). Thus

N divg, ] SNV A (D 0)] £ 871500 5 XY A (D, 0)
o - 1/2 o - 1/2
SN (S (Dm0t ) Y < nt 2N (S, 1 (De A (7.7)

o o 1/2
Pt N (S e (D)) < ! et

DX|h}’a

where fipin := ming fia. Thus (7.2) holds and the lemma follows. O

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 mon-degenerate on I and to have a global
frame. Then

U(fa) =ta+ W4, (7.8)
U(Q) =1+ Nﬁldivgrefx

where there is no summation on A in the first equality.
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Remark 7.3. Due to the fact that
(divgx)ug =d(expig) = dlix (g, )] = dtoxigee) = [diVg.: (9X)]1g.er
=(pdivg, X + x(0))1g.e = (divg,..x + x(0))1g,

the equality can also be written

N7lo, =1+ N~ divgy. (7.10)
Remark 7.4. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, holds, then there is a
constant Cyet nd, depending only on n, Cx and €enq, such that

1> akta — 0| < Cactond (7.11)

on M_ := M x I_. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma and below.

Proof. Combining Lemmaand (6.18]) vields ([7.8]). Next, consider (3.1). Evaluating this equal-
ity with respect to the frame {X 4} yields

€xXp (ZA[I'A) =@- (det Gref)l/Z; (712)

where G.er is the matrix with components
Gref,AB = gref(XAv XB) = ZZX:ZXZB

and X and YiA are the components of X4 and Y4 respectively with respect to an orthonormal
frame as in Remark Note also that if Gf}f denotes the components of the inverse of Ger,
then

~AB A

GAP = Y VA YE.

ref —
Differentiating (7.12) with respect to U yields
exp (ZA[LA) ZBU([LB) = U(ln <p)<p(det Gref)1/2 + %Gg?ﬁ(érevaB)gD(det Gref)1/2.
Appealing to ([7.12) again yields

ZA[j(ﬁA) = 0(111@) + %Gégﬁ(ércf,AB)' (7.13)
On the other hand, Remark and ((7.8) yield
Y aU(fa) =1+ 3 V4. (7.14)
Next, let us consider
Gif U (Gret,an) =3, ;Y'Y {U(Xg)Xg - X;U(Xg)} = 2YAU(XY). (7.15)

Due to (6.16)),
UX%) = (LuXa) + NTIX LW (L E).
Due to |i the first term on the right hand side equals WEX]@. Thus
YAU(XY) = WEY X5 + N7 X! (L E) = S W4 + N7 (L E).
Combining this equality with (7.13)), (7.14)) and (7.15) yields
L+ 4Wi = Ullng) + W4 + N7l (L, By).

Thus . X A
Ulng) =14+ N (LX)

On the other hand
Wi(ACEiX) = Zigrcf(DEiX - DszaEz) = Zigrcf(DEiX7 E’L) = wi(DEiX) = divgrefX)

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

Next, we wish to estimate piymin, introduced in . In order to obtain conclusions, we have to
assume K to have a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition Moreover, we have to assume
x to be small enough. In fact, the estimate of uy;, 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 C°-uniformly
bounded on I_; i.e. to hold. Assume K to have a silent upper bound on I. Assume,
moreover, that Ly K satisfies a weak off-diagonal exponential bound; cf. Definition . Let €, be
defined by

€ = ie—Mu min{1, esp}, (7.16)

where M,, is defined by

1
M, == (n+1)My + Caetna + 3 (7.17)
Clet,na 15 the constant introduced in Remark[74; My is defined by
3(n—1 1
My = 3D (O g+ 30 0a) + 5 (7.18)
€End€EC 2
and enq is the constant appearing in Definition[3.10. Assume, finally, that
n1/29&£|DX|hy <€x (7.19)
for allt € I_, where 6y,_ is defined by . Then
N_1|divgrcfx| <min{l, eg, } e, (7.20)
(2N) " (L Gret) (X a, X a)| <min{l, esp }esre, (7.21)
Mmin > — €Sp0 +1In 90,7 - Mmin (722)

(no summation on A in the second estimate) on M_, where My, := M, + 1. Moreover, if 7y is
an integral curve of U with v(0) € M x {to}, then

N 1
[ vl 0 7(s) <1 min {1, esp}erse”, (7.23)
5 1 . ess
[2N) 7 (£xGrer) (X a, Xa)|] 0 y(s) <7 min{l, esp}etse?, (7.24)
Pomin © Y(8) > — €sps +1nby — — M, (7.25)
for all s <0 such that v(s) € M_. Moreover,
s—1/2<povy(s) <s+1/2 (7.26)

for all s <0 such that v(s) € M_.

Remark 7.6. If one would assume Ly K 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 p.

Proof. The proof is based on a bootstrap argument along integral curves of U. Let, to this end,
v be a curve such that v(0) € M,, and such that 4(s) = 07(s)~ Let, moreover, J_ = vy 1(M_)
(which is an interval since the t-coordinate of -y is strictly monotonically increasing due to the fact
that v is future pointing timelike).
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Bootstrap assumption: Assume that e, (appearing in (7.19)) and pimin are such that
1
B, _eyeFminoY () < 3 min{1, egp, }esr* (7.27)
on some open subinterval J; 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
iia(Z,tg) = 0; this follows from the definition of gt and the normalisation of the X 4.

Basic conclusions. Combining the bootstrap assumption with (7.1)), (7.2]) and (7.19)) yields
N 1
[N~ divg,, x|] o v(s) §§ min{1, egp, }eP?, (7.28)
\J 1 . €SpS
[(2N) 7 (LGret)(Xa, Xa)[] 0 7(s) <5 min{l, esp}e (7.29)

on J; (no summation on A).
Estimating o. Next, note that (7.9)) yields

£ 005(5) = (o)l = 1+ (N vy, ) 1(5)] (730

Combining this equality with (7.28)) yields

min{1, egp, }esP°.

N |

d
‘dsgo’y(s) — 1' <
Integrating this estimate from s € J; to 0 yields
s—1/2<pgo~(s) <s+1/2; (7.31)

note that povy(0) = 0 due to the definition of p and gyet. In particular, go+y(s) and s are comparable
for s € J;.

Estimating p4 for A > 1. Next, let us turn to jia, Inf and p4 in the case that A > 1. Recall
that (3.4) holds and that pa = fia + In6; cf. the text adjacent to (3.11]). Thus

U(pa) = U(fra) + U(n6) = L4 —n~' (1 +q) + W4,

where we appealed to (7.8). Next, let A4 be the eigenvalues of K. In other words, KX = A X4
(no summation). Then R
M =Lla+U(nb) =04 —n"'(1+q), (7.32)

where we appealed to to . Thus
Ulpa) = Aa + W4, (7.33)
On the other hand, due to the assumption that K < —€sp, it follows that Ay < —egp, so that
U(pa) < —esp + WH. (7.34)

In particular,

d

Tohao(s) < —esp + W4 o7(s). (7.35)
Due to this inequality, it is of interest to estimate the integral of Wﬁ o~ from s to 0. Note, to this

end, that for s € Jy:

1 : € S
WA or(s) < 3 IWE 0(s)] + 5 min{L, esphecss (7.36)
B#A
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(no summation on A), where we appealed to (6.7) and ( m In particular,
1
du < d - .
[ i onlans poy| W o (u)ldu+ (737

for all s € J;. 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 # B. Thus, for A > 1 and B # A,

0 0
/ IWE o ~(u)|du §6;dl/ (C.0aec7 W) 4 G pae 7)) gy
S S
Bepdex (Ckoa + Gicoae ™ %)
<Bedex (Croa + 3Mx 0d),
where we appealed to (6.8), (7.31]), the fact that X is non-degenerate and the fact that ex < 2.
Combining ([7.37)) and (7.38]) yields
0
/ (Wi o 7(u)|du < Mo (7.39)
S

for all s € Jy, where My is given by (7.18]). Combining this estimate with (|7.35|) yields
praoy(s) > —esps +1nby - — Moy (7.40)

(7.38)

for all s € J; and all A > 1.

Estimating p1. In order to estimate pp, 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>1and s € Jq,
0

(fa o) (u du—/ Laory(u)du| < My,

where we appealed to and - Thus
fiao(s / g 0y(u)du
for all A > 1 and s € J;. In particular,

[ Sitaonwins i orts)] <

for all s € J;. Due to the fact that the sum of the £4 equals 1 and the fact that ((7.11)) holds, this
estimate yields

< M, (7.41)

(n—1)My

0
/ [1— £y oy(u)]du — iy oy(s) + 0ov(s)| < (n—1)My + Cdet,nd

for all s € J;. Combining this estimate with (7.31)) yields the conclusion that

0
1
/5107( Jdu + iy oq(s)| < (n—1)Mo + Caetna + 5 (7.42)
for all s € J;. In particular, since ¢1 < #s,
1
1 o(s /Zlofy u)du +Inf o~(s) — (n_l)MO_Cdet,nd_§
1
— lyoy(u)du+1Inbovy(s)— (n—1)My — Cdet,nd — =
/82 (w) (5) = (n = 1)Mo — Caetna — 5 (7.43)

1
>piz 0 y(s) — nMo — Cdet,nd — 3
1
> —€sps + In 90,, — (n + 1)M0 - Cdet,nd ~ 3
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for all s € J;, where we appealed to (7.40)) and ([7.41). In particular,
Hmin © Y(8) > —€gps +1Inby - — M, (7.44)
for all s € J1, where M, is given by (7.17).

Improving the bootstrap assumptions. One particular consequence of ([7.44)) is that
1
90’,exe_“m‘"°7(s) < eM“exeesps < 1 min{1, egp, e s»*

for all s € J;. Thus the bootstrap assumption is satisfied with a margin, and can be extended
beyond the lower bound on J;. Thus the bootstrap assumption holds on all of J_ In fact, (7.28
and (| - can be 1mproved to ) and ([7.24)) respectively. Note also that ([7.44] ylelds %
and that - yields ([7.26] Comblnlng these improved estimates with ([7.31] - 7.44)) and the fact
that eg, < 2 yields

[N*1|dngrefx|} o7(s) <min{1, Esp}eeswov(s)’
[(21\7)—1 [(LyGref) (X a, XA)@ o7(s) <min{1, Esp}eesr)QO’Y(S)’
Hmin © 7(5) > — €spl© '7(8) + 11100,, — M# —1.

Since these estimates hold along all integral curves of U to the past of M,,, we conclude that

(7.20)), (7.21) and (7.22) hold. The lemma follows. O

Due to this lemma, we can estimate W4. In fact, we have the following corollary.

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

Wi <end Cx0ae™? + €4 Grcoae™<? (7.45)
holds on M_ for all A# B and B > 1. Moreover, and
WA <3 paWE| + min{1, esp fesre (7.46)

(no summation on A) hold on M_. Neat, let v be a curve with the properties stated in Lemma
and J_ :=~~Y(M_). Then, assuming A # B and B > 1,

W35 o v(s)] §36;dlC;<,Ode€’Cs + 3e;le;C,0de_e’cs (7.47)

on J_. Moreover,
Groae” ** < 3Mg 0d (7.48)

forall s € J_ and
Wi 0 7(s)] < pealWE 04(5)] + & min{1, es; becsre (7.49)

(no summation on A) for all s € J_. Finally, there is a constant Maig, given by below,
such that, assuming A > B,

fa— i <(A— B)enao + Mg, (7.50)
g >—(n"'+esp)o+nby_ —2 (7.51)
on M_.

Remark 7.8. Assuming, in addition to the conditions of the lemma, g to be C%-uniformly bounded
on I_ with constant C; yields

1 1

on M_, where §y 1 is given by (3.31). Combining (7.51) and (7.52) yields the conclusion that
0 — —oo if and only if § — co. In fact, (Inf) and (p) 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 L 4 such that {4 > L4 on M_. Then

1
fia < Lao+ Mo+ §\LA| (7.53)

on M_, where we appealed to (7.26]) and (7.41)), and My is given by ([7.18]). Similarly, if there is
a constant Lq such that ¢; > Ly on M_, then

1
p1 < Lo+ (n—1)Mo + Cetna + §(|L1| +1) (7.54)
on M_, where we appealed to (7.26) and (7.42).

Proof. By assumption, and hold for A # B and B > 1. Combining this assumption
with and the assumed non-degeneracy yields . The estimate ([7.46) is an immediate
consequence of and . The estimate ([7.47)) follows from , (7.26) and the fact that
ex < 2. In addition, follows from , (7.26) and ex < 2. Next, ([7.49) follows from
and .

In order to prove , it is convenient to divide the analysis into two cases. If 1 < B < A, then

(7.26) and (7.41) imply that

0
fiaovy(s) — jipov(s) S/ (b —L4) oy(u)du+2My < (A — B)enas + 2M

1 (7.55)
<(A — B)eénapo(s) + 5(” — 2)éna + 2Mo

foralls € J_. If B=1and A > 1, then (7.26)), (7.41)), (7.42)) and the fact that £4 —¢1 > (A—1)eng
yield

1
faov(s)— i1 ov(s) <(A—1)enas + nMo + Caet,nd + 3
1 (7.56)

1
<(A—1)€enaoo(s) + i(n — 1)eng + nMo + Caet,na + 3

for all s € J_. Defining Mg;g by

1 1

Maig = 5(” - 1)end + nMy + C(det,nd + 5,

where My is given by ([7.18]), the estimates (7.55)) and ([7.56|) yield the conclusion that (7.50|) holds.
Turning to 6, note that (3.4) and Remark yields

U(n) < —n~! —egp,

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. O

(7.57)

7.3.1 Rough estimate of i

In what follows, it will be of interest to have a rough estimate of fi 4.

Corollary 7.10. Given that the assumptions of Lemma[7.5 hold, the estimate
‘/_JfA| S Lmax|Q| + Mmax (758)
holds on M_ for all A, where

1
Liax := sup sup [la(z)], Mmax = (n—1)My~+ Caet,nd + = (Lmax + 1)
zeM_ A 2

and My is given by .
Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of ((7.26)), (7.41)) and (7.42). O
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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 hold and that there is a (04, 0p) =
v €Y and a constant Dy, such that

I£uKllcogiry < Dicw
on I_, there is a constant C' such that for A < B,
(LuK)(Y4, Xp)| < Clg) PP Wenac

on I_, where C' only depends on n, Dk, Cx, €na and the constant Maig introduced in .

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

(L)Y, Xp)| =la — ol - W] = 2270064 — £5] W5
=2 B0 |(LyK) (Y E, X

SCYDIC,DCQMG“H <Q>Uae2(B*A)6ndQ

where we appealed to 7 (7.50) and the non-degeneracy of K. The proposition follows. O

7.4 Estimating the relative spatial variation of p

Next, we estimate the spatial variation of o.

Lemma 7.12. Given that the conditions of Lemma are fulfilled, assume to hold. Let,
moreover, (0,u) = vy € Y and assume that there is a constant ¢y 2 such that

Uy IIxllgzro iy < x.2 (7.59)

on I_. Then there is a constant C,, depending only on u, ¢y 2, Crel, Ck; Ck0a;, Mk 0d; €sp; €nds
eic, n and (M, gret), such that

|Dolg... < Colo) (7.60)

on M_. In particular, there is a constant Cyar > 1 such that

C—l < 1- Q(jht)

< N .61
var — ].—Q(ifgﬂf) — OV& (76 )

for allt € I_ and z; € M, i = 1,2; recall that o < 0 on M_. Here Cysy is of the form
Cyar = exp (Kody;), where dy; is the diameter of M with respect to gres and K, has the same
dependence as C,.

Proof. The starting point is @ . Commuting the right hand side with F;, chosen as in Re-

mark [3.17] yields, cf. (6.21) and (6.22)),
UIE0)] = Bi(n N) + N Ey(divg,. ) — N UL E)e): (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

E; (divg,,Xx) =E; | >2,(Dx) (w7, Ej)
=2, (D*X) (W7, Ei, Bj) + 32 ,(DX)(Dg,w’, Ej) (7.63)
+ ZJ(DX)(O‘)]’DE{EJ)
On the other hand,
(D*X) (W, i, Bj)| <3 4e7F4el4|(D?x) (YA, Eiy B)| - [w (X a)|

SCNe*umm D2X|hy7

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,

N |E; (divgrefx)| < CpeHimin D2X|hy + Cpe ™ Hmin

DX|hY7

where C, only depends on n and Cj, only depends on n and (M, g.ef). Combining this estimate
with the assumptions and (7.22)) yields

N7 E; (divg,, x)| < Clo)es»?, (7.64)

where C' only depends on ¢, 2, 1, (M , Grer) and the constant My, appearing in lb Next, we
need to estimate

—WH(NTILUE) = —N YAk (Dx , B) + w*(X4)N 'Y A(Dg,x). (7.65)
This expression can be estimated by arguments similar to the above. This yields
W (NTILLE))| < Ce (| DXl + [Xny),

where C' only depends on n and (M, gyet). Combining this estimate with the assumptions and

[22) yields )
W (NLL B < Clo) er™re, (7.66)

where C' only depends on ¢, 2, n, (]\7[ , Gret) and the constant M., appearing in 1}

Estimating the evolution along an integral curve. Let v be an integral curve of U such that
7(0) € M x {to}. Let, moreover, £ be the R"-valued function whose components are [E;(0)] o 7;
let A be the matrix whose components are given by the left hand side of 7 evaluated along v
and where the order of the components is such that below holds; and let f be the R™-valued
function whose components are the sum of the first and the second term on the right hand side of
, evaluated along . Then (|7.62)) implies that

d€ B
£—Afff. (7.67)
In particular,
ey = ey-1e. B 5 _
e =0 2 1Al - 111

Integrating from s to 0 yields

0 0
1 (€(s) > / JAG) | (E(s)ds' — / ()ds’

recall that o(Z,to) = 0. In particular, if sg < s <0, then

0 0
() <1+ / F(s))]ds’ + / LA (E(s)) s
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Gronwall’s lemma then yields

ol < 1+ [ e Yoo (| 4G5 s (7.68)

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

[£(8)] < Crer + C(s)ece?, (7.69)
where C}, only depends on ¢, 2, n, (M, Gret), u and the constant M,y,;, appearing in (7.22). Next,
note that ((7.26)) and (7.66)) yield

[A(s)|| < C(s)"er?, (7.70)

where C' only depends on ¢y 2, n, (M, gret), u and the constant My, 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 € be a curve in M x {t} such that £(0) = (Z1,t) and £(1) = (Z2,t). Then

d 1 : 1 .
— In[1 — = =——=EE; .
o[l —eog] 1_9056(9) 1_9055 le (o)
Thus
d .
ds 1n[1 — 00 5] < C&?'g Gref?
where C, 5 has the same dependence as C,. Integrating this estimate and taking the infimum over
the curves connecting (Z;,t) yields (7.61]). The lemma follows. O

In what follows, it is also convenient to know that the following estimate holds.
Lemma 7.13. Given that the assumptions of Lemma[7.19 hold, assume
n'/265 LIxIny < 8
to hold on M_. Assuming 6, <1 to be small enough, the bound depending only on u, ¢y 2, Crel,
CIC; O)C,od; M)C,od: €Sp, €nd; €K, M and (M,grcf), the estimate

- 3
<N 190< = 71
5 = 3tQ_2 (77)

—_

holds on M_. Fiz Z1,%o € M and t1,to € I_ such that t1 < to. Then

1 0(Z2,t2) — 0(22,t1)
< 3Kyar, 7.72
3Kvar o Q(ElatQ) - Q(‘flﬂtl) - ¢ ( )

where
Kvar = eXp(CreldM) (773)

and dy; is the diameter of M with respect to Grer.

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

Proof. Due to (7.9)), . . .
N~'9;0 =1+ N"'x(0) + N~ 'divg,,x- (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

o O 1/2 | = s =
N1 x(0)] <nV2N =1 (3,4 1x41?)? [Dolg,., < n'/2e™ " x|uy| Dol

<n'/2eMmin Gy (0)e 205 ! [x|ny < n'/2eMminCy(1 + €5)05 " X hy

(7.75)
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where M, is introduced in connection with . Assuming J,, 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
holds. Fix Z1,%2 € M and t1,t» € I_ such that t; < to. Then

1
§N(f1,t) <0i0(71,t)

IN

N(z4, 1), (7.76)

1

2K oo N(z1,t) <90(72,1)

IN
N W] w

Kyar N (Z1, ), (7.77)

where Ky, is given by (7.73)). Integrating these estimates from ¢; to 3 and carrying out appro-
priate divisions yields (7.72)). The lemma follows. O

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 In# and p under these circumstances.

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

1Ko 6))*a(-,#) = (n = Dlllcogary < dg (7.78)

for allt € I_. Then there is a constant Ry, depending only on dg, such that

lo+nf —Inby _|lcoar_y < Ry + Oy, (7.79)
where 0y 1 is defined in and
6
O :=In>*, (7.80)
bo,—

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

([ In 6] 1 <cpa (7.81)

vp (M)

to be satisfied for all ¢ € I_, where 15 := (1,1). If such an estimate holds, then © is bounded by

a constant depending only on ¢p 1 and (M, Gret).

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

Sy (7.82)

n

Let v be an integral curve of U with the properties stated in Lemma Combining 1) | ;
[T78) and (7:82) yields

U(o+1n6) = N~ tdivg, ,x —

1
min{l, esp}er® + —dy(s + 1 /2)73/2

A~ =

2o +mo)or)(s)| <
for all s < 0. Integrating this estimate yields a bound on ¢+ Inf —Infy _ for s < 0. Since

this estimate holds regardless of the choice of integral curve of U, the conclusion of the lemma,
follows. L
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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, Zo € M
and let

7(t) == o(%o,1). (7.83)

To begin with, it is of interest to note that we can use 7 instead of p in many of the estimates
stated earlier.

Lemma 7.17. Given that the assumptions of Lemma hold, let T be defined by . Then
esspe(@:t) < gespT(t) (7.84)

for all (:ﬂ_t) € M_, where egp, = €gp/(3Kyar) and Ky, is given by . Simalarly, if t1 < to < tg
and T € M,
eccle(@t)—e(@;t2)] < gexc[r(tr)—7(t2)] (7.85)
where i = €/ (3Kyar). Finally,
(2Kyar) "t < [N(2,8)] 10y (t) < 2K ar (7.86)
forallt€I_ and T € M.
Proof. Due to the assumptions, (7.72) holds. Applying this estimate with ¢; = ¢, to = g, Ty =

Z and Ty = To yields (7.84). The proof of (|7.85]) is similar. Finally, (7.86) is an immediate
consequence of (7.77)). O

At this stage, it is of interest to rephrase the conditions (3.12) and (3.13)) in terms of 7.

Lemma 7.18. Given that the conditions of Lemma are fulfilled, assume that and
are satisfied for some A # B. Then

|(ﬁUK) (YA, XB)| < Cx0aec™ + M)C70de€’C(T_7T) (7.87)

on M_. Here 7_ is the limit of T(t) ast — t_.

Proof. Appealing to (|7.85)) with ¢; = ¢ and to = to yields e<¢ < e*<7. Assuming that t; <t < to,
the estimate (3.13)) yields

Gk.oq < My gqece@t)

so that
G Odefe;cg(f,t) < My Odee;c[g(i,tl)fg(ff»t)] < My OdeE'C[T(tl)’T(t)],

where we appealed to (7.85)) in the last step. In the right hand side, we can let ¢; tend to ¢_.
Denoting the corresponding limit of 7(¢1) by 7—, we obtain

Gy Ode—e;cg(i7t) < My Odeaic[t—‘f(t)].

Combining the above estimates with (3.12) and (3.13) yields the conclusion of the lemma. O

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, to be fulfilled. Let t. € I_ and ¢ = Op, where  is defined by .

Define ¢. by ¢o(Z,t) := @(Z,t.). Finally, let
= xlg—(n—1)|. (7.88)
Then .
|In@ —In@.| < Co(re) e™P7 + 2K oy / i1 (-, s)ds (7.89)

on M := {(z,t) € M x I :t < t.}, where 7. := 7(t), i := max{1,u} and C, only depends on
Chas, Cx,2, o1 and (M, Gref); here cpas is given by . Assuming, in addition to the above, that

holds, _
IIn @ — In @G| < Colre) ese™ + Cy(re) /2 (7.90)

on M., where C, has the same dependence as in the case of and Cy only depends on Kay
and dg.

Remark 7.20. In many convergent settings of interest in general relativity, ¢ — (n — 1) converges
to zero exponentially, so that holds. However, even in oscillatory cases, the average of 7;
over large time intervals tends to zero. To be more precise, it is not unreasonable to assume that
for every € > 0, there is a T' < 7, such that for all 7 < T,

/ hds < €(1. — 7).

Proof. Note, to begin with, that
9-Ingp=NN"19,Ing=NU+N"1x)ng. (7.91)

Here N := N/@tT. Note that N is bounded due to 1) On the other hand, combining 1]
(7.82), (7.84) and (7.86) yields

INUIn@| = [NU(0+In6)| < 2K are™" + 2K il — (n — 1)|/n

on M_. Note that'i the second term on the far right hand side is bounded by 2Ky.,71. Next, we
wish to estimate N ~1x(@). Note, to this end, that

N7 x(In@)| < N7 |x|g. | DIn

Jref Jref *

However,

S S 1/2
gt SNTUNAX Al < N7H(2,00H) ' Vi
SN lehmin (3,2 (x4)2) 2 /i = y/me i N .

Combining this estimate with (7.22), (7.59)), (7.84) and the fact that |x|ny = N!|x|; yields

N7 x

N7 xg < Ce™soT (7.92)

on M_, where C only depends on cy,2 and cpas. Next, note that

Dngl,.. <|DInd|;. . + |Dols,.
| |£] f ‘ ug £ | Gref . (793)
§09,1<Q> + CQ<Q> < Cu(r)",

where we appealed to ([7.60) and ([7.81)) in the second step and to (7.72)) in the last step. Here C,
only depends on ¢pas, ¢y,2, €o,1 and (M, Gref); and it := max{u, 1}. To conclude,

N7l x(In@)| < Cu(r)esseT
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on M_, where C, only depends on cpas, Cy,2, co,1 and (M, Gret). Combining the above estimates
yields the conclusion that .
10, 3| < Co(r) 6™ 4 2K iy
on M_, where C, only depends on chas, Cy,2, Cg,1 and (M,gref). Thus lj holds. Assuming, in
addition, that ([7.78) holds,
2[(Varﬁl S Cb<T>_3/2

on M_, where we appealed to (7.72)), and Cj only depends on Ky, and d,. Combining this
estimate with (7.89) yields (7.90). O
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Chapter 8

Function spaces and estimates

In the present chapter, we introduce weighted spaces and derive some basic estimates. In
and (3.15), we introduced weighted spaces using the Riemannian metric gref. However, in many
applications, it is more convenient to use the frame {E;} in combination with g..r. 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 we derive
such estimates in Section [8.3] We end the chapter by recording weighted Sobolev estimates for
KA, XA and YA.

8.1 Function spaces

Using the notation introduced in Definition 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 {F;}
be the frame introduced in Remark Let (v,,05) =0 € ¥ and (lp,l1) =1 € 7. Define, using
the notation introduced in Definition [£.7]

I B _ Yy _ B 1/2
HT(7t)||C]lEn(]\7[) ‘=SUDPgze (Zjlzlo Z|I\:J<Q(xat)> 20a 2]Ub|DIT($7t) éref) ) (81)

1/2
u) L (82)

17O, o = ([ Sh, Sy el )22 DT (1)

If I[p = 0, then we replace 1 in @)f with [ := [;. Next define, in analogy with the C’fl’;— and
Hfl’yn—norms introduced in (3.21f) and 1)

1/2
”X("t)”%‘,iy(ﬂ) = </M Z|I|<Z<Q('ﬂt)>_2na_21UbN_2DIX('7t)|gg]/1‘§ref> ; (8.3)

_ 1/2
IXCo ez, oy += s (Sertet )22 N=2| Dy )2) (8.4)
s z€

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.

89
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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 IC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Let (lp,11) =
1 € 7 and (vg,0) = v € J. Then, assuming lg < 1, there are constants Csup1, Csob1 > 1,
depending only on 1, n, (M, gwet) and the type of the tensor field, such that

Coap I TC oy iy SNTCONer iy < Coupall TG )l (), (8.5)
Csob | TC ) ey ) SNTCOllaas, iy < Csoball T )y - (8.6)

Similarly, given 0 <1 € Z and v as above, there are constants Cyc,i, Cns, > 1, depending only on
0<1€eZ and (M,gret), such that
CrldIXC Do iy <IXC-Ollets ity < CrealixC- Ol iy (8.7)

Ch_s?lHX(Wt)HHé'y“(M) §||X('7t)||7.[f€‘]’w(1\?j) < ChS,l||X('at)||H]"1vy"(M)~ (8-8)

Proof. Due to Lemma the fact that vy, 0, > 0 and the fact that g < 1, it is clear that (8.5))
and hold.

Next, let 7{(2’} be a frame of one-form fields which are orthonormal with respect to g. Then esti-
mating | D¥x|yy is equivalent to estimating a sum of expressions of the form N~1|Q¢[(D*y)(Eq)]|.
Combining this fact with Lemma [5.7] yields the conclusion that

| D*x[ny < Y n<x N~ Drxlg,

where C' only depends on n, k and (M, g.ef). Thus the left hand side estimates in (8.7) and
hold. Next, note that |Dry|; can be estimated by a sum of terms of the form |Q(Dyy)|.
Combining this observation with Lemmayields the right hand side estimates in and (8.8]).
The lemma follows. O

For future reference, it is of interest to record a relation between C*- and C*-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

Pic,mu ::Zml-‘,-m-&-mj:m,miZlH<Q>7mlqul]C”Co(]\7[) |l {e) =™ D™ K|l co iy
PN =2y oy —mmy 51 1) 7™ D™ N [ oy -+ [[{0) =™ D™ In N| co 5z

PIC,N,m,u ::Zm1+m22m P)C,ml,uPN,mz,ua

with the convention that Px g, =1 and Py, = 1.

8.2 Estimating the shift vector field

In Subsection we introduce weighted supremum and Sobolev norms for the shift vector field.
It is of interest to compare them with the following norms:

. B 1/2
ITC5 1)l (i) = (/M ZloSIlShN2(.,t)<g(.,t)>2ua21|m,|DIT(.,t)|§refﬁgref) ,  (8.9)

E,con

7¢Ol

E,con

. _ 1/2
any = SUp (zlo i<t N72(@, 1) (ol 1) 0«20 | Dy T (2, 1) 3) . (8.10)
S

Here (lg,l1) =1€ 7, (v,,0,) = v € Y and we use the notation introduced in Definition
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Lemma 8.4. Given that the assumptions of Lemma hold, let T be defined by . Let &
be a vector field on M, (lp,l1) =1€ T and (v4,0) =0 € B. Then, assuming lg < 1,

16C Ollaze iy CeMe7 05 LIEC, Ol o (8.11)
[6CDllcre iy <CeMmme Tl LIIE(, 1)l oo . (8.12)

where C only depends on n, 1, v and (M,gref); Min 1s defined in the text adjacent to ; and
esp is defined in the text adjacent to . Similarly, assuming ly <1,

1€C. )l ity SO 5705 L [IE D)l o - (8.13)
1€C.)ley , ary <CeMmnem 65 L€, 1) o - (8.14)

where C' only depends on n, 1, v and (M, Gret)

Remark 8.5. Arguments similar to the proof give the following conclusion. Given that the
conditions of Lemma are fulfilled and that 1 and v are as in the statement of the lemma,

(o)~ 1 Dy

gror < CeMemeor g LIIEC, )l o ar)

for all (Z,t) € M_ and Iy < [I| < I, where C only depends on n, 1, v and (M, G,et). Moreover,
(@)= * 1| Dyglg,,, < CeMmmecsregs LlE( 1)l oto up) (8.15)

for all (z,t) € M_ and Iy < |[I| < I, where C only depends on n, 1, v and (M, Gret)-

Proof. Note that D¢ can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form
(D?¢)(Ek,, ..., By,)w" (Dy, Ex,) - --w" (Dy, Ex,)

where jo < j < [I] and jo := min{1,|I|}; cf. Lemma [5.7] The last I factors can be estimated
in absolute value by a constant depending only on (M, grer) and |I|. Thus N=!|Di|;, ., can be
estimated by a linear combination of terms of the form

N [(DIE) (Br ... B ]| <N (Xa)Y AU(DE) (B, B

J

SE:Aeilm‘NvileﬂA ‘YA[(DJ{)(EICN s 7Ek’j )”7
where jo < j < |[I]. Summing up,
N7 Diélg,.s §02j05j§\1|67#min

where C only depends on n, |I| and (M, g,ef); 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. O

Di¢|ny < ceMmineaw(;l_szSjgm|Dﬂ'§|hy, (8.16)

8.3 Moser estimates

In Appendix[B] we derive Gagliardo-Nirenberg as well as Moser estimates with respect to different
frames on M. 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 7 is a family of smooth tensor fields on M for ¢ € I and
0<1[€eZ,then

|(DLT)(%,1) 3) v , (8.17)

e = (S DiT (.1

where we use the notation introduced in Definition
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Proposition 8.6. Assume that the conditions of Lemma hold. Let 0 < l; € Z and | =
li+---+1;. Then there is a constant C such that if Tr,...,T; are families of smooth tensor fields
on M fort e I; and (0m,q,0mp) =0, €U, m=1,...j; then

[T, Go(e, 1) o tmems | (D T -, )
<CENT DNy, Mol Ton - O)llcy,

cf. the notation introduced in and . Moreover, the constant C' only depends on Cle,

O (’ITL: 17"-5j)7 n, [ and (Mvgref)'

Jref

2 (8.18)

Proof. First note that we can apply Corollary with ¢ = r = 0; v, = (7)™ and h,, =
()~ °mb. This yields

[Ty () o tmom s (D Ton) ) g
<Ca 2 L) 00 (DETE) ) g 2T L7 2 TolC Dl

where the constant C, only depends on I, n and (M, gref). At this stage, we can appeal to (7.72)
in order to deduce the conclusion of the proposition. O

Next, we formulate a version without a frame.

Proposition 8.7. Assume that the conditions of Lemma hold. Let 0 < Il; € Z and | =
li+---+1;. Then there is a constant C such that if Tr,...,T; are families of smooth tensor fields
on M fort e I; and (0m,q,09mp) =0 €U, m=1,...5; then

Jref

[Tz o, ) 7ot (D Ty ) 1)
<CSNTC )i, gl Ton )l -

2 (8.19)

Moreover, the constant C only depends on Cyel, 0 (m=1,...,7), n, I and (M, Gret).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition[8.6] the statement follows by an application of Corollary
keeping (7.72)) in mind. O

8.4 Estimating derivatives of the frame and the eigenvalues
in L2

Lemma 8.8. Assume that and the conditions of Lemma hold. Let 1 <1 € Z and

(0,u) = vg € V. Then there is a constant Cx; depending only on Cx, Ky, Crel, €nd, [, n, u and

(M, Gret), such that the following holds. For every 1 < j <1 € Z and every choice of vector field
multiindex T with |I| = j,

1Ko (, ) =7 Dela (-, t)ll 2 any + e ) ™ DrXa ()]l 2 any

. (8.20)
+HI(e( ) DY A ()| 2y < CrealKC Oy oy
forallt € I_ and all A € {1,...,n}, wherel:= (1,1). Finally, if m = |I| <1, then
e, 03 Deyibo (- )l sty < Corn G s (s:21)

forallt € I_ and all A,B,C € {1,...,n}, wherel; = (1,1 +1).
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Remark 8.9. Similar estimates can be derived without assuming (3.28]) to hold. However, then
1 has to be replaced by ! on the right hand side of (8.20)), and 1; has to be replaced by I + 1 on
the right hand side of (8.21)). Moreover, the corresponding constants are independent of K.

Proof. Consider (8.20). Due to (5.17)), it is sufficient to estimate (g);l”’ﬁ;gp in L2 for 1 < p <.
Apply Proposition to this expression with the 7, replaced by DK; v, o = u; and v, = u.
This yields (8.20). The proof of (8.21]) is similar. O
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Chapter 9

Higher order estimates of the Lie
derivatives of the elements of the
frame

Consider Wg and Wg defined by . When deriving energy estimates, we need to estimate
these quantities in weighted C*- and H*-spaces. This is the main purpose of the present chapter.
However, we also need to estimate A¥ introduced in as well as its first normal derivative.
We end the chapter by recording the consequences of combining these estimates with the higher
order C*- and Sobolev assumptions.

9.1 Estimating Wi

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 CO-uniformly bounded on I_; i.e., to hold. Then, if B # C,

|[E1(Wg)| < CaZlmi,,gla,+lb§|1|mlC,la|le£U’C Gret (9.1)

on M x I_, where lyi, := min{1, |1}, and C, only depends on n, ena, Cx, |I| and (M, gret). In
particular, if (w,u) =0 €W, (lo,l1) =1€ T and B # C, then

||Wg|\c]1E‘U(M) < Cad o <tutty<ty Ptaull (@)~ FDEDE LKl o iy (9.2)

on I_, where kmyin := min{ly, 1} and the constant C, only depends on n, enq, Cic, 1 and (M,gref).

Moreover,

Jref

| Ex (Wﬁ)‘ SCaZlmmgaHbSufB;c,la ‘leCAU/C

R (9.3)
+Cadp, a1< ) k=1 Bre. N N Dy Drx

Jref

(no summation on A), where liy, is defined as above and C,, only depends on n, e€ng, Ci, (M, Gret)
and |I|. In particular, if (0,u) =vg, I, = (1,1) and (lo,l1) =1€ 7T, then

Hwﬁ ||CILlw (A1) SCaEk,,,mgzqugll Pic,taull <Q>_(lb+1)ule£U’C||CO(M)

(9.4)
+ OaZla+lb§zl+1,lb21P)C,N,la,,u||X||c[lEh£3(M)
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(no summation on A), where kuyiy is defined as above and C, only depends onn, enq, Cxc, (M, Grot)
and I; and the Ck°_ (M)-norm is introduced in .

E,con

Remark 9.2. Considering (9.4)), it is clear that estimates of the form (8.12)) are of interest.

Proof. When B # C, Lemma [5.12] Remark and yield (9.1), an estimate which implies

(9.2); cf. Definitions and In order to estimate W4 (no summation), it is sufficient to
appeal to Lemma Remark [5.14] and (6.7). This yields (9.3), an estimate which immediately

implies (9.4)). O

Next we turn to Sobolev estimates.

Lemma 9.3. Given that and the assumptions of Lemma are satisfied, let 1 <1 € Z,
(u,u) =0 €Y and vy = (0,u). Then there is a constant C, such that, for A # B,

||W§||HJZE,D(M) < Ca(||£UIC||CQ(M)”K”H{,O(M) + Lok a3y (9.5)
on I_, where C, only depends on Cx, €na, Crel, 4, 1, (M, Gret) and an upper bound on l. Moreover,

HW,’Q‘HH@)U(M) SCa(HﬁU’CHcg(M)||’C||H5,O(M) + I1LuKl g a1y 05)
N 9.6
+ CeMmmesse (1K (iry + 05 Il oo iy + 10 Nl )

on I_ (no summation on A), where 1:= (1,1), 1 := (1,1 + 1) and Cy, only depends on Cx, Crel,
Ky, Cx,2; W, €nd; M, [ and (Magref)-

Remark 9.4. The estimate holds without assuming to hold. Moreover an estimate
similar to holds without assuming to hold. However, we then have to replace 1 by [
in the norm of K in the second term on the right hand side of . Moreover, the constants are
then independent of K.

Proof. The estimate (9.5)) follows by applying Proposition to (9.1)).

Next, let us turn to W4 (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 . Turning to the second term on the right hand side of , we, up to constants
depending only on n, €,q, Cx, (M, gref) and [, need to estimate expressions of the form

<Q>7(l+1)unz=1|Dm1+1K|grefH£=1‘le+1 1nN|gref : N71|DJDKX|gref
in L2, where the sum of the m;, the I;, j, p and |J| is less than or equal to I; and |K| = 1. At

this stage, we can appeal to lj and lb in order to exchange o with 7 and N with 8,7.

Appealing to Corollary with appropriate choices of weights etc., as well as ((3.18)) and (3.28)),
it is thus clear that it is sufficient to estimate

Uy iy + 110 N g cany) I ctorvo sy + Cllgt oy

where 1y = (1,1), I; = (1,1 + 1) and C only depends on C, Cx, Ky, 1, €na, 1, [ and (M, Gret)-
We also obtain a similar estimate with 1 replaced by [ in the norm of K. The constant in the
corresponding estimate is independent of K, and the estimate holds without demanding that

(3.28)) hold. Next,

||X||CL0CZI(3(M) S CeMmin €ESP79(;)£ HXHCL(;’DO(M) S(;’ejwmineESpTcX’2

where C only depends n, u and (M, g.of) and we appealed to (8.12)) and the assumptions. Finally,

. < CeMmanesSpfeal_ ||X(" t)

Il oo iy < i w0 iy

where C only depends on n, [, u and (M, g,ef), and we appealed to (8.11). Combining the above
estimates yields the conclusion of the lemma. O
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9.2 Estimating A" and U(AF)

Returning to Section [6.3) we next wish to estimate A¥ and U(AF).
Lemma 9.5. Given that the assumptions of Lemma hold, let T be defined by . Let
(u,u) =0 €Y and (0,u) =vg. Then

AT D)l g < CeMmnesseT @5 L |Ix (-, ) (9.7)

legro i

fort € I_, where C only depends on n, u and (M, Grot); Mumin is defined in the test adjacent to
; and esp s defined in the text adjacent to . Let 1 <1 € Z and assume, in addition to
the above, that .

I Ny iry < Cronn (9.8)

on I_, wherel = (1,1). Then

143 CoDlley ary < CeMmmes TG 1IN )l it

fort e I_, where C only depends on Cray, |, n, u, and (M, Gref).

Remark 9.6. Given that the conditions of Lemma are fulfilled, an argument similar to the
proof, combined with Remark yields

(0) 74| A¥| < CeMmineesljea(;l_HX(.,t)Hcﬁ,yuo(M) (9.9)

on M_, where C' only depends on n, u and (M7gref); and My, 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 yields

<Q>,(|I|+1)u|EIAﬂ < CeMmiljeespgga£||X(.,t) (9.10)

||Cll];r1’"0(M)

on M_ for all |I| <[, where C only depends on Chel1, [, n, u and (M, Gret)-

Proof. Combining the end of the proof of Lemma with (6.22)) yields
[E(AD)] < CX, yaj<mpsn o< Bne N Dax

where C only depends on n, |I| and (M, gyet). In particular,
”Ai'c('vt)”CS(]\?[) < CHX”%’:& < CeM,,,meespr(t)gOi||X(.’t)

Jref

ez o iy

where we appealed to Lemmas and This yields (9.7). Assuming, in addition, the stated
bound on In N,

||Af('af)\|cg,(z\’4) < C”XHCEE;,"O < CeMminesspT(tm&l_HX(.,t)||C]l;1,uo(M),
where we appealed to Lemmas [8.2] and The lemma follows. O

Lemma 9.7. Given that the assumptions of Lemma hold, let T be defined by . Let
(w,u) =0 €Y, vy := (2u,u) and (0,u) = vy. Let 0 < [ € Z and assume, in addition, that the
estimate holds with 1 replaced by 1y := (1,1 +1). Then

1T(AN)C )l
<CeMminese TG0 LI 1)l oo ()
FCMn T OF, 0 R )l et I Dl st

i Ceszmezaspr(wZlﬁlbgm;lagla(ﬁHX(.,t)\\cg,uo(mHX(.,t)HCéby,DO(M)

fort € I_, where C only depends on Cye1,, I, n, u and (M,gref).
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Remark 9.8. Given that the conditions of Lemma are fulfilled, let v, vy, vy be as in the
statement of the lemma. Let 0 <[ € Z and assume that the estimate holds with 1 replaced
by 1; := (1,1 + 1). Then an argument similar to the proof, combined with Remark yields

<g>*(l+2)u‘E1f](Af)|
SCeMmine€Sp99&£ ||X(7 t) ||Cfl§1’U(M)
+ CeMmesesy L TN gty Bo, I ) tuva

+ Ce2M"‘“‘6265}39210,4_%314—2;1051907,27 HX('v t) Hcét;v“r)(z\;[) Ix(-52) ||C£z;v"0(1\7[)

(9.11)

on M_ for |I| <, where C only depends on Cyely1,, [, 7, u and (M, Gret)-

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of (6.24]) and arguments similar to the proof
of the previous lemma. O

We also need to estimate A¥ and U(A¥) with respect to weighted Sobolev norms.

Lemma 9.9. Given that the assumptions ofLemma are satisfied, let1 <1 € Z, (u,u) =0 €Y
and vg = (0,u). Then

145, Ol iy <Cae™oess™® (05D gesnno gy + 1Dy ) (012
on I_, where 1 := (1,1) and C, only depends on Ciel, Cy.2, U, 1, | and (M, Gret).

Proof. Due to Lemma and its proof, it is clear that when applying D; to Af , the resulting
expression can be estimated by

CY131<PBN N (D3 Dxexl g, + [Dixlger)s

where |K| = 1, [ := |I| and C only depends on I, (M,gews) and n. In order to estimate this
expression in the appropriate weighted L?-spaces, we can proceed as in the proof of Lemma
The lemma follows. O

Finally, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 9.10. Given that the assumptions of Lemma are satisfied, let 1 <1 € Z, (u,u) =
v €Y, vy := (0,u) and vy := (2u,u). Assume that there is a constant Cy, such that

051 I e o gy + 05 I Dl iy < o
on I_. Then

1T (Al

JE,nl(M)

SCaeMmmeas;ﬂ' (96)£ ||XHH$1’”(M) + | In NHH'UIO(I\?I))
i CaeMmineesp'r”U(lnN)Hcg(M) (9&1”)(”]_1}1;1,%(1\;[) + || 1In NHHLO(M)) (9.13)
n CaeMmin€ESpT||U(ln N)HH@(IVI)

2Mmin 2 —1 V
+ Cqe e~ T (90,—HX||H£;2"’0(M) + 1nN”H\‘fo(I\Z))

on I_, wherel:= (1,1), 1; :== (1,1 + 1) and C, only depends on Cre1, Cy, u, n, | and (M, Gret)-
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Proof. Consider . 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 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)) O

9.3 Consequences of the higher order Sobolev assumptions

Given that the higher order Sobolev assumptions hold, cf. Definition we obtain the following
conclusions.

Lemma 9.11. Fiz [, ly, 1, I, u, vy and v as in Definition[3.28 Let vy := (2u,u). Then, given
that the assumptions of Lemma as well as the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied,

‘|W§('»t)||Hl+1(M) <C,, (9.14)
A5, 8l s 7y <Cacto70), (9.15)
||(7(Af)(at)||Hl 1( <C’ ecspT (t) (9.16)

forallt € I_, all A, B and all i, k, where Cq only depends on s,,; and (M, Gref). Moreover,

Wz t)llco(iry <Cas (9.17)

||Af(at)||cg(1\71) ScaeESpT(t)a (918)

||U(Af)(vt)HCO (M) ScaesSpT(t) (919)
vy

forallt € I_, all A, B and all i,k, where C, only depends on s,,; and (M, Grot)-

Proof. The estimate follows immediately from . . ) and the assumptions. The
estimate - follows immediately from 9.12)) and the assumptions. Moreover, the estimate
9.16|) follows 1mmed1ately from , 1 ) and the assumptlons Flnally, - follows from
, - . and the assumptions; (9.18]) follows from and the assumptions; and

9.19)) follows from Lemma 7| and the assumptlons O

9.4 Consequences of the higher order C*-assumptions

The following consequences of the higher order C*-assumptions will be of interest in what follows.

Lemma 9.12. Fiz [, u and v as in Definition and let vy := (2u,u). Then, given that the
assumptions of Lemma as well as the (u,l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied,

||W§('at)||ci+l(]\7[) <Cl, (9.20)

IAF G )l e gy SCae™=™, (9.21)

1T (AF) ()l g1 gy <Caese™®) (9.22)
vy

forallt € I_, all A, B and all i, k, where C, only depends on ¢y and (M, gref). Here | is required
to satisfy | > 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

() UTHDY BrAk| <Clefsre, (9.23)

(o)DM BT (AF)| <Cgefsre (9.24)

on M_, for all i,k and all [I| <1+ 1 and |J| <1 — 1, where C, only depends on ¢,; and (M, gyef)-
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 Lemmal9.5{and the assumptions.
Finally, estimate (9.22)) is an immediate consequence of Lemma and the assumptions. O



Chapter 10

Estimates of the components of
the metric

When deriving energy estimates, we need to control weighted Sobolev and C*-norms of p4. Due
to the assumptions concerning 6, it is sufficient to derive such estimates for fi4. This is the main
purpose of the present chapter. We begin, in Section by deriving expressions for U [Ex(fia)]-
Combining these expressions with the assumptions; energy type estimates; the previously derived
Moser estimates; and the weighted Sobolev estimates for A¥, we obtain weighted Sobolev estimates
for f14 in Section In order to obtain weighted C*-estimates, we carry out energy estimates
for Fr(fia) along integral curves of U. We end the chapter by deriving weighted C*-estimates for

0.

10.1 An equation for higher order derivatives of iy

Our next goal is to derive L?-based energy estimates for fi4. As a preliminary step, it is of interest
to commute the equation (7.8)) with Er. Note, to this end, that (6.21) and (6.22]) hold. Combining

with (6.21)) yields
UlEi(ia)] =AREp(fia) + Ei(La + WA + AV (L4 + WH). (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 U[Er(fia)] is a linear combination of terms of the
form

Er,(InN)--- Er, (In N)Es(A)) Ex (fia), (10.2)
where |[I1| + - - + |LIx| + |J| + |K| = [I, |L;| # 0; and terms of the form
Er,(InN)---Er, (InN)Ey(£a +W3), (10.3)

where |Ii| 4+ -+ + |Ix| + |J| = 1], |L;| # 0.
Remark 10.2. In case k = 0, there are no terms of the form Ey, (In N) in the expressions 1)
and (10.3)).

Proof. Due to (10.1)), the statement holds for |I| = 1. Let us therefore assume that it holds for all
II| <! and some 1 <! € Z. Given such an I, compute
UlEmEr(fia)] = A U[E(7ia)] + Al Ex Br(fia) + EnU[Ex(fia)],

where we appealed to (6.21). Combining this equality with the inductive assumption yields the
conclusion of the lemma. O
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10.2 Energy estimates

In the present section, we use Lemma to derive weighted Sobolev estimates of fisq. Let
1<1€Z, (v4,05) =0 €U and consider the following energy:

Euntr) = 5 [ TuTiern(r) A0 (Bujia) () Pt

In what follows, we also use the notation &gy := &g v,0-

Lemma 10.3. Fiz [, 1y, 1, I, u, vg and v as in Definition[3.28 Given that the the assumptions
of Lemma as well as the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied, there is a constant Cp; such
that

17AC Tl iy < CraT) (10.4)
on I_ for all A, where Cy,; only depends on sy, and (M, Gret).-

Remark 10.4. Combining ([10.4) with the assumptions and the fact that ua = fia + In6 yields
the conclusion that

”:L"A("T)”HEU(M) < C}L,l<7—> (10.5)

on I_ for all A, where C,,; only depends on s,; and (M, Gref)-

Proof. Let v, = v, = u, and estimate

0r&pio,l Z/M YA g<rsa (1) 720N By jig - O, (Bfia) pg, . (10.6)

for all 7 < 0. In order to estimate the right hand side, note that

| =

O-(Bxfia) = S U(Fafia) + +x(Fufia), (10.7)

3

where we appealed to (3.7). Combining this observation with ((10.6]), we need to estimate

1 1 ) 1 P
/  Exfia~xX(Erfia) g, = = / X(Etial®) pge = — = / | Erial?(divg, X) g,
M T 27— M 27_ M

In particular,

1 ~ o1
‘ /  Erpia-x(Erfia)fg,e | <Kvar / | Erial? N7 divg, x| g,
M T M

— 12
=Rvar / | Eriial®e® pg, .,
M

where we appealed to ((7.20)), (7.84) and (7.86)). Combining this observation with (10.6[) and (10.7)
yields
afgﬁ,b,l 2 - 2Kvare€SpT8ﬂ,U,l

o B A B (10.8)
— 2Kar /M oAl imj<rn (T) 7202 By a] - [U(Bria) | pige:

where we appealed to 1] In particular, it is thus clear that we need to estimate U (Erfia) in
L?. 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 L?, we write Ey, = Fr, Ej, for some I;. Next, we appeal to Corollary When we do
so, all the U; are functions: Er, (InN), Af, and jia. This yields
(7)o~ By, (In N) - - By, (In N) By (A%,) Bxc (1) | 2
<O (Iallell A L g iy + 4% el (10.9
148, ool 5, 1)~ By 0 Ny )

where [; = |[I| — k and C only depends on n, [, Cye and (M, gref). Here the $! (M )-norm is defined

as follows:
1/2
?Jmf ILLgref) .

l _ _ . —
1T GO amy = [ 20— 2= (T(8)) 227 [ Dy T (-, t)
M
Combining Corollary and Lemma it is clear that

[EaC)llcory < Calr(t)) (10.10)

for all t € I_, where C; only depends on n, €nq, €x, Ck, Ck.od, Mx.od, Crel and (M, Gref)-
Moreover,

iAoy < 28000 (0)

Next, note that the conclusions of Lemma hold. Moreover, due to Lemma [7.13]
147 (. )l iy < CNALC Olagzn, ) (10.11)

for all ¢ € I_, where C only depends on n, m, u and Ky,,. Moreover, the right hand side of (10.11))
is bounded by the right hand side of (9.15) for m <[+ 1. Next, note that

1) By Kty < Ol ¥l
on I_, where 1; = (1,13 + 1), and C only depends on n, l1, Ky, and u. Combining this estimate

with the assumptions yields the conclusion that for [; <[, the right hand side is bounded by a
constant depending only on s, ; and (M, grer). Summing up the above observations yields

() =°e 71 By, (In W) - By, (In N) Eg(A]) Exc (fia)||l2 SC(r)*+ese™ 4 Cr)temsomel 2,

on I_, where C only depends on s, ; and (]\7[, Gref)-

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
(1) and (p) yields

l(r) =2~ By (n N) - By, (In N)E3 (€4 +W3)|l2

. K . (10.12)
<O (lea + Wil + Wea + Whlegan 1 g )

where I; = |I| — k, 1; = (1,1; + 1) and C only depends on s,; and (M, gref). Next, note that
{4 =K(Y4, X4) (no summation on A), so that £, is bounded. Combining this observation with
li yields the conclusion that |[£4 +W4 lco(airy is bounded by a constant depending only on sy;.
Due to and the assumptions, the only thing that remains to be estimated is the weighted
Sobolev norm of ¢4. However, such an estimate follows from . To conclude, the right hand
side of (10.12)) can be estimated by a constant depending only on s, ; and (]\71 s Grof)-
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Estimating U(EI;]A) in 2. Summing up the above estimates yields

. 1/2
(SaS s ()2 2 U (Exia) [3) < Cat Gyl esrmel (10.13)

fi,0,07

where C, and Cj only depend on s, ; and (M, Gret)-
Estimating fi4 in H!. Combining (10.8) and (10.13) yields

0wy > —CoEl2 — Cy(r) ™7 Es (10.14)

n,v,l
on I_, where C.. and C, only depend on s,; and (M, grer). Thus

1/2 1 1 espT /2
OrEjlor 2 —5Ce = 5Calr) ™ By

on I_, where Ej ,; := v, + 1. This estimate implies that

0,1 ,0,l

0
B2 (7) < B2 (0) + Culr) + / Cals)e o 572 (5)ds
on I_. Combining this estimate with an argument similar to the proof of Gronwall’s lemma yields

EY? (7)< C(r)

B,o,l

on I_, where C only depends on s,; and (M, Gret).- O

10.3 C*-estimates of jiy

The purpose of the present section is to derive weighted C*-estimates of fi4.

Lemma 10.5. Fiz I, 1;, u, vy and v as in Definition [3.31 Then, given that the assumptions of
Lemma as well as the (u,l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied, there is a constant Cy; such
that

14Dt iy < Ol (10.15)
for allt € I_, where Cp; only depends on c,,; and (M, Gref).

Remark 10.6. Similarly to Remark [10.4] combining (10.15)) with the assumptions and the fact
that g4 = fia + 1n 6 yields the conclusion that

||MA(.7T)||C]1E1,U(M) < Cp,l<7—> (1016)
on I_ for all A, where C),; only depends on c,; and (M, gret).

Proof. Fix an integral curve 4 of U such that v(0) € My,, let v, = v, = u and define

Co.n(s) = Vjyck 2o als) 200 2O [(Brfia) o y(s))*.

Note that, by definition, &, ;(0) = 0. Differentiating &, j yields
w(8) = 257 1 4 (s) " 20e 2 [T (Exfia)] 0 y(s) - (Exfia) o y(s) (10.17)

for all s < 0. Thus it is clearly of interest to estimate U (E1fia) along v. To this end, we appeal to
Lemma 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(007(s)) < Ci{To7(s)), (T07°(s)) < Calo(s)) < 20s(s) (10.18)

for all s < 0, where C; and C3 only depend on Ky, and we appealed to (7.26)) and (7.72]). Next,
note that Lemma [5.7] yields

()1 (Br, V) 0 y(s)] < XL {0 0 9(s)) ™™ (D™ In N) 0 y(s)

Ger < C (10.19)

for all s < 0 and all I; such that 1 < |I;| < [+ 1, where C only depends on ¢, ; and (M, gret)-
Next, combining (8.5)), (9.20]), (10.18]) and the assumptions yields

<8>_DH,_|1|anEI(W§)] oy(s)|<C

for all s <0 and all I such that |[I| <[+ 1, where C only depends on ¢, ; and (M, Gref). Moreover,

due to (5.17), (10.18) and the assumptions, it is clear that
()" [By(La)] o y(s)| < C

for all s < 0 and all J such that |[J| <+ 1, where C only depends on c¢,; and (M, Grer). Finally,
note that combining (9.23)) with (10.18) and the assumptions yields

()1 [Es(AD)] 0 y(s)] < C(s)ess»* (10.20)
for all s <0 and all J such that |J| <+ 1, where C only depends on ¢, ; and (M, gre). 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

()11 By, (In ) - - By, (In K) B3 (A B (71a)] 0 7(s)| <C(s)e=*€Y/2 (s)

for all s < 0, where we appealed to (10.19) and (10.20) and the constant only depends on ¢,,; and
(Ma gref)~
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 C} for all s < 0,
where the constant Cj only depends on ¢, ; and (M, Grer)-

Summing up. Combining the above estimates yields the conclusion that
L(8) > —Cals) e sr* €, 1 (s) — Cu€L/ 1 (s) (10.21)

for all s <0 and k£ <[+ 1, where C, and C}, only depend on ¢, ; and (]\7[, gref)- This estimate can
be integrated in order to yield the conclusion that &, ;1 does not grow faster than (s)2. Since
the relevant constants only depend on ¢, ; and (M, Gref) and not on the integral curve, the desired

conclusion follows by appealing to ((10.18]). O

10.4 (C*-estimates of p

In various contexts, it is of interest to estimate g separately. Note that the relation , combined
with Lemma yields estimates for . However, the corresponding arguments are based on
stronger assumptions than necessary. Here, we therefore use the arguments of Lemma as a
starting point.
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Lemma 10.7. Let 1 <1 € Z and (0,u) = vy € Y. Given that the conditions of Lemma[7.13 are
fulfilled, assume that the basic assumptions, cf. Definition[3.27, are satisfied. Assume that there
s a constant ¢y 141 such that

-1
90,7”?(”0}1];1’“0(1\‘4) < il

on I_. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant Cye11 such that holds with1 = (1,1). Then
there is a constant Cp ., such that

||9('a’5)Hc]é’DO(M) < Cyro0.0(T) (10.22)
for allt € I_, where Cy ., only depends on chas, Cy 141, Crel1, | and (M, Gret)-

Proof. Note, first of all, that (7.62)) can be written
U[Ei(0)] = Ei(In N) + N~*E;(divg,.. x) + A¥Ey (o), (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

UlEr(0)] = A1 + Br + 321 <3< Cra Es (o),
where A is a linear combination of terms of the form
Ey,(InN)-- By, (InN),
where I; # 0 and |I;| + - - - + [Ix| = |I|; Br is a linear combination of terms of the form
By, (InN) - By, (In N)N ' Ex(divg, ., X),

where I; # 0, J # 0 and |I;| +--- + [Ix| + |J| = [I|; and Cy5 is a linear combination of terms of
the form R A

Er,(InN) - Ey, (In N)Ex (AF)
where I; # 0 and [I;| + --- + |Ix| + |K| = |I| — |J|. At this stage, we can proceed as in the proof
of Lemma In fact, fix a curve v as in the proof of Lemma and define

Sok(s) = Z|1|gk<5>72‘1|u[(EIQ) o y(s))?.

Note that, by definition, §y x(0) = 0. Moreover ((10.19) holds for 1 < |I;| < [, with a constant
depending only on n, [, u, Cyer; and (M, Gret); and holds for |J| <1 due to and the
assumptions, where the constant C' only depends on chas, Crel1, Cyi+1, | and (M, grer). Finally,
we need to estimate

()™ N By (divg, )] 0 (s)] < Cals)ese?,

where we used the fact that divy, ,x = w'(Dg,X). Moreover, we appealed to Remark and
the assumptions. Finally, C, only depends on cpag, ¢y 141, { and (M, Grer). Combining the above
estimates yields the conclusion that

()T Ex(0)] 0 1(s)] < Ca + Y, Cyls) essos /2 (s)

for all s <0, where C, and C} only depend on cpas, Cy,i4+1; Crel1, | and (M,gref). 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 . 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 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 g with respect to the frame
given by U and the X4. This also leads to a reformulation of as {i Note that this
reformulation is important in the derivation of a model equation for the asymptotic behaviour; cf.
the heuristic discussions in Sections [L.5] and [£.21

11.1 Conformal equation and basic energy estimates

In the present paper, we are interested in equations of the form . However, it is convenient to
rewrite this equation in terms of the conformal metric §. We do so in Subsection 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 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

Ogu := Da(\/—det g g*PO5u). (11.1)

1
v—detg
If § is given by Definition then

1
- gntly/—detyg

where n = dim M. Thus

Oyu Do (0" 1/ —det g g*Pdpu) = 0720yu + (n — 1)072g* 0,005,

Ogu = 0°04u — (n — 1)0g(grad,0, gradju). (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

dgrady, gradgy) = — U(6)U () + L a4 Xa(9) X a(¥)
Combining these observations yields

072 0,u = Ogu+ (n — DU (0T (u) — (n — 1) 1e 244 X 4(In0) X 4 (u). (11.3)

The equation. Combining with yields
Ogu+ (n — )T @)U (u) — (n —1)Y ge 242 Xp(In 0) X 5(u) + X(u) + du = f, (11.4)
where X 1= 072X, & := 6 2a and f := 0~2f. It is convenient to decompose X according to
X = XU + 24X, (11.5)

where X0 and X4 are matrix valued functions on M. Appealing, additionally, to 1) the
equation can be written

"L G )0 ) — (= DY g8 X p(In ) X 5 (u)

Oyu +
at (11.6)

+ XU (u) + XBXp(u) + du = f.

11.1.2 The basic energy identity

In order to estimate the evolution of u, it is convenient to let 7. < 0 and to introduce the stress
energy tensor

~ ~ 1 ~ ~
Top = Vau-Vagu — 3 (ku -Vau+ La\u|2 + (T — Tc>_3\u|2> Ga B

where ¢, and ¢, are constants and V is the Levi-Civita connection associated with g. We choose
these constants as follows. If there is a constant d, such that

sup |6(Z, t)|| < do{T(t) — Tc>_3 (11.7)
zEN
for all ¢t < t., where 7(t.) = 7., we choose t, = 0 and ¢, = 1. Otherwise, we choose ¢, = 1
and 1, = 0. The reason for choosing ¢, = 0, t, = 1 and the factor (7 — 7.)~2 in case & satisfies
the estimate 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

L?-norm of u up to a polynomial weight in 7 (and most of the estimates derived below will be up
to polynomial weights). In particular,

T(0,0) = U@ + 4 50 0724 Xa(w)[2 + bealul? + dey(r = 7o) ~3lul?,

where | - | denotes the ordinary Euclidean norm of a vector in R™=. It is thus natural to define an
energy

Eu(T) ::% /1\7[ <|U(u)|2 + Y a7 A X A (u)]? + alul® + (T — Tc>_3|u|2) Wi (11.8)

where we abuse notation in that if 7, = 7(t,), then M, is understood to equal M;, 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 IC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then

E(m) = E(1a) — /:b (/M ng) dr, (11.9)

where 7, < 1 < 7. <0, N = N/&'tr, T s introduced in and
P im (252 — 520) [D(w) + T a2 X (In Z) Xaw) - Ufw)
+304 (Aa = 30) e Xa (w)|* = 30(0a + 0T — 70) %) |uf?
+ 3N HT = 1) 2 (1 — o) |uf* = [X°U (w)] - U(u) = [X4 X a(w)] - U(u)
— (au) - U(w) = (ta + (T = 7) " )u- U(u) + f - U (u).

(11.10)

Here X0 and X4 are defined by and A4 is the eigenvalue of K corresponding to X a; i.e.,
KXa=MXaX4 (no summation).

Remark 11.2. For many solutions to Einstein’s equations, g converges exponentially to n — 1.
For this reason, it is of interest to note that P can be rewritten

gnfl

Pi=—0T(U,0) + L[(n—1) — g)|UW)[> + X qe 24 X 4 (ln = ) Xa(u) - U(u)
+ 2 adae A X (W) 2 + Su N T — 7o) T3 (r — ) [uf® — |
—[XAXAW)] - U(u) — (6u) - Uw) — (ta + (T — 70) " u-Uu) + f - Uu).

Proof. Compute
VT s =(0gu — tau — t(T — 7e) 2u) - Vgu + S0 (1 — 7)75(r — 1) (V) |ul.
In particular,
VN TapUP) =(VOT0p)UP + TosVoU?
=(Ogu — tat — tp(T — 76) "2u) - U(u) (11.12)
+ 2 N"HT — 7o) 75(7 — 7o) [u|? + TPy,

where N is defined in the statement of the lemma and the deformation tensor # is defined by

= %,CU_@
Let t, < tp, where t,,t, € I, and -
Mab =M x [ta,tb}. (1113)
Let, moreover, V be the vector field defined by
Ve =107, (11.14)
Then [53, Lemma 10.8, p. 100] yields
/ divgVpg = —/ (U, U)ug+/ T(U,U)ug; (11.15)
My Mt,b Mta

here we assume u to be such that the integration makes sense. In particular, letting & be defined

by (11.8)), it follows that
8(0) =6 (ta) [

Map

(Dgu U(u) + T”‘ﬂfrag) L

- /Ma,b {7(% + (T = 7)) Uu) + S N"Yr — 1) 75(1 — Tc)|u|2} .
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where we appealed to m Let us consider the second term on the right hand side. Since
det § = —N2det § (with respect to standard coordinates; cf. [56, Remark 25.3, p. 469]), it can,
ignoring the sign, be written

/Mab (D@u . U(u) + T“Bfra/g) Ly

Tb - N
:/ (/_ N (Dgu -U(u) + Taﬂﬁ'aﬂ) Mg) dr,
Ta M,

where N is defined in the statement of the lemma. Here we abuse notation in that if 7, = 7(t,),
then M, is understood to equal M;, etc. In order to simplify the expression involving #, note
that o o

(Lpg)(X,)Y) =(VxU,Y)+ (VyU, X),

where (-,-) := g. In particular, (EUQ)(U, U) =0 and
(L59)(Xa, XpB) = 2k(Xa, Xp) = 20(KXa, Xp) = 2Ma€*4645
(no summation on A). Next, note that (Vx,U,U) = 0 and that

VU, Xa) = —(U,VyXa)=—(U,[U,Xa] +Vx,U) = XsInN. (11.16)

Thus

(Lp)(U,Xa) = (VyU, Xa) = Xaln N,
where we appealed to . Thus
T%hap = — 316”24 X A(In N)X 4 () - Ulu) + 3 Aae 244X 4 (u)[?
=30 (<102 + S 4e™ 241 Xa (@) + talul? + (r = 1)~ ul?)
Next, appealing to yields
O U(w) = = 22(0 = D)0 @) + (0 — 1) 4o~ Xa (0 6) X () - U(w)
— (R0 ()] - U () — [RAXa(w)] - O(u) — (au) - O(u) + - U(w).
Summing up the above computations yields the conclusion of the lemma. O
In some settings, it is convenient to rescale the stress energy tensor as follows. First, let
@ =0y, (11.17)
where ¢ is defined by (3.1)). Second, fix a t. < t; and define @. by
Gel,1) = B(, 1), (11.18)
Finally, rescale the stress energy tensor according to
Top == @10~ =DT, 5. (11.19)

This leads to an energy analogous to (L1.8). If 7. = 7(¢.), it can be written

Eu)(r;7e) ;:/ T, U0)p7 10~ Dy, (11.20)

M-
Note that the rescaling given by (11.19)) is such that

Blul(re72) = /M T, ) tgs- (11.21)

Te
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Corollary 11.3. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and KC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then, if
Ta <Tp <7 <0,

Tb

E(Tb;rc):E(Ta;rc)—/ (/ A?Q@;le—(”—lmg) dr, (11.22)
T M,

where N := N/@tT, T 15 introduced in and
Q:=1lg— (n=DIT(W,0) + 3l(n = 1) = q)|U(w)]* = N"'x(nc)T(U, U)
= e A XA (BN XA (u) - U(w) + 30 4 Aae™ 41X au)?
+ 5N =) (7 = T)ul® — (XU ()] - U (u) — [RAXa(w)] - U(u)
— () - U(u) = (ta + oor = 1) "*Ju- Ulw) + f - Ulu).

(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

VT s = V(37 0~ "N Top + @10~ DVAT, 4.
Define V in analogy with (11.14)); we simply replace T with T. Then
divyV = VO [In(g 0~ T, 507 + o710~ Ddiv, V. (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,

A 1 (n— PN n—1 A A o ~ SN
V(@I T,p0° = — —— (@ +DT(U,U) = N~ x(In ge)T(U, U)
+@. 10N e Xy In(@; 10~ (D) X () - Ulu).

Adding this correction to the previous calculations yields the conclusion of the corollary. O

11.2 Assumptions concerning the coefficients

In order to derive estimates for the energy using , it is necessary to impose conditions on
X and a.

Definition 11.4. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation. Consider the equation and define X+ by the conditions that its
components are vector fields which are perpendicular to U and that it is such that there is a matrix
valued function X0 with the property that X = X°U 4+ X. Then is said to be C%-balanced
on I_ if there is a constant Chpa1,0 > 0 such that

OO + 107 X g + 072 lall < Craro (11.25)

i,j=1
on M_.

Remark 11.5. Note that X't is a family of matrices of vector fields on M. In particular, ij- is
a family of vector fields on M.

Remark 11.6. Dividing X according to X = X°U + X+, where the components of X1 are
perpendicular to U, the estimate (11.25)) can be written

10N + 327501 %5l + Nlédl < Chano, (11.26)

J=1

where & is defined below (11.4)). In particular, if (3.34) holds for I = 0, then (1.1)) is C%-balanced

onl_.



114 CHAPTER 11. SYSTEMS OF WAVE EQUATIONS, BASIC ENERGY ESTIMATE

Next, we derive some basic consequences of the assumption of C%-balance.

Lemma 11.7. Let (M,g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and IC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. If 18
CO-balanced on I_, there is a constant Kpa,0 > 0, depending only on Crai0, ms and n, such that

if X0 and X4 are defined by and & := 0 2a, then
. 1/2 .
ol + (Zac2ea [ R412) 7 + 12 < Kbaro (11.27)
on M_.

Proof. The bound on ||&]| follows immediately from (11.25). Since X0 = =1 X0, the same is true
of the estimate for X°. In order to estimate XA note that 9 2yt = XAX,. Thus

AT = g(X0 X4, XEXp) = 3 e XA
Combining this equality with (11.25) yields the desired bound on e®4 || X4||. O

In the estimates to follow, it is convenient to use the following notation:

N . 1/2
|25 = (Cac™ 1 2412) . (11.28)

11.3 Basic energy estimate

Given that ([1.1)) is C%-balanced on I_, we obtain a basic energy estimate. In the derivation, it is
convenient to use the notation

£l 1= 5 (J0 + S ae 4 Xa)? + alul? 4 — 7o) ul?) (1129

where the constants ¢, and ¢, are chosen as at the beginning of Subsection [11.1.2

Lemma 11.8. Assume the conditions of Definition and of Lemma[7.13 to be fulfilled. As-
sume, moreover, that there is a constant cg1 such that

||(1n9)(7t)”(j:’%(1\7[) §09,1 (1130)

for all t < tg, where ly := (1,1). Then
E(Ta;TC) Tb,Tc / C(r)E(T;7e dT+/ / U )|<p_19 (n— 1) 5dT (11.31)
for all T, <1, < 7. <0. Here E is defined by (11.20), ¢. is defined by ,

C = 2Kvar(<1 + CZ + LaC&a + LbC&b)v
Kar 1s defined in and

Gi(r) = _Sélg%lq(rfﬁ) —(n =1}, (11.32)

Go(T) :=Cy{T) eseT (11.33)

Ga(r) 5= sup (znx%c P+ 12+ @7l + a7 + 1) (11.34)

Goolr) 1= sup (2], 7))l + 122, 7)5) + (da + Dir —7) 72 (11.35)
zeM

where u := max{u, 1}. Here Cy only depends on cpas, Cx.25 0.1, (M Gref) and a lower bound on
0o,—. Note also that (3 only enters the definition of ¢ in case holds.
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Proof. Recall the notation (11.29) and consider (11.22). We already know N to be bounded; cf.
11.23

(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 . 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 (;£, where ¢y is defined by .
Turning to the third term, note that

N7 x(@e)| <€ N7 x g D In e

Jref Jref "

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 7 replaced by 7.. To conclude,

N_llX(¢C)| < Ca<7'6>ﬁeESpT

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on cpas, Cy,2, co,1 and (]\_4, Gret). In particular, the third term
on the right hand side of gives rise to an expression that can be estimated by a contribution
to ¢ of the form (11.33). Turning to the fourth term on the right hand side, appealing to ,
(722), and (7.93)) with 7 replaced by 7. yields the conclusion that it can be estimated in the
same way. The fifth and sixth terms on the right hand side of are both negative and can
therefore be ignored. In case t, = 1 and ¢, = 0, the sum of terms seven to ten can be estimated
by (3,,&, where (3, is defined by . In case ¢, = 0 and ¢, = 1, the sum of terms seven to
ten can be estimated by (3,€, where (3 is defined by . Combining the above estimates
with (7.86) and (11.22)) yields the conclusion of the lemma. O

Corollary 11.9. Assume the conditions of Definition [3.27 and of Lemma to be fulfilled.
Assume, moreover, to be CY-balanced on I_, to hold and q to be bounded on M_.

Then, if u is a solution to ,

~ A Tb A Tb ~ ~ A
B(rir) <B(nime) + [ snBrmdr+ [ [ NI 0)g 0 Dudr (11.36)
T Ta J M:

a

forall 7, <1, <7, <0, where
K(T) =0 + Krem(T), (11.37)
co :=2K yar SUD (%|q — (0= 1)] + 2| X0 + |25 + calldl] + La) (11.38)
M_

and Krem € L'(—00,7.]. Moreover, the L*-norm of kirem only depends on cuas, ¢x.2, co.1, (M, Gret),
do (in case 1, = 1) and o lower bound on 6y _.

Assume, in addition to the above, that holds and that there are constants dy and deoeg such
that and

sup [| X0z, )| + [ X(2, 1)]|5) Sdeoes (T(t) — 7) =%/ (11.39)
zeM
hold for all t < t.. Then holds with k € L'(—oc0,7.]. Moreover, the L'-norm of k is
bounded by a constant depending only on cpas, Cy,2, Co,1, (M, Grer), da, dg, deoesr and a lower
bound on 6y

Remark 11.10. One consequence of (|11.36f) is that if f = 0, then E does not grow faster than
exponentially. It is important to note that if the equation is not C°-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 E(r;7.) is
bounded for all 7 < 7. < 0. Moreover, all the conditions of Lemma m are satisfied, so that

(7.90) holds. Since

G0 g =00 g = ¢ 0pg,

L - i (11.40)
=@p  Plg.er = expIn @ — In@c]pug, s
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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 L? norm is calculated with respect to the measure ¢ 0~ ("= or with
respect to the measure pg, .. Thus

| (0 + S ae a1 Xa)? + (7 = 7)) .

is bounded.

Remark 11.12. Assuming that holds, the conclusions of Remark apply to the Klein-
Gordon equation. The reason for this is that in the case of the Klein-Gordon equation, X = 0
and & = —072m?, where m is a constant. Moreover, due to and the fact that ¢ > negp (cf.
Remark , it can be demonstrated that 6 tends to infinity exponentially as 7 — —o0.

Proof. Up to arguments that are similar to those of the proof of Lemmal[IT.8] the statement follows
from Lemma [IT.8 O

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 F;. As a preliminary step, it is of interest
to express the wave operator with respect to the frame given by X, := U and the X4. When
doing so, it is convenient to use the following notation. The Christoffel symbols and contracted
Christoffel symbols, denoted by IA“Z 5 and il respectively, are defined by

Vx.Xp=T0,X,, I7:=g"T7,. (11.41)

Next, if the structure constants 'ch are defined as in Corollary |5.9} then

1
ap = 5753. (11.42)

Lemma 11.13. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and IC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then

Ogu = —U%(u) + 3 je 24 X3 (u) — U (u) — T4 X a(u), (11.43)

where

T4 = —e7 204X, (In N) + 27244 X 4 (11a) — 244 X 4 (f101) + 26240 (11.44)

(no summation), ot == Y 4pta and ay is defined by .

Remark 11.14. For future reference, it is of interest to note that the conclusion can also be
written

Ogu = — U%(u) + 3 g4 X5 (u) — 6U (u)
+ Y e e Xo(In N)Xe(u) — 23 pe 2 X (ue) X o (u) (11.45)
+ 20672“CXc(ptot)Xc(u) - 220672“00,0)(0(11,).

Proof. Note, to begin with, that if §,s = §(X4, X3), then
Ogu =% (V2u)(Xa, Xg) = §°° [Vx, (Vu) (Xp)]

=9 [XaXp(u) = Vo x,ul =57 XaXp(u) — 175X, (u),
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where we use the notation . Thus, again using the notation introduced in ,
Ogu = ~0(u) + 4o 24 X4 (u) — I X, ().
In order to proceed, it is of interest to note that if (-,-) := g, then
[0, = —(Vx, X5, Xo), Tiy=e24(Vy, X5, Xa)
(no summation on A). In particular, f‘go =0 and
%5 = —(Vx, X5, Xo) = (X5, Vx,Xo) = kas,
so that T'0 = trgk = 0. Next, note that yields
(Vx,X0,X4) = Xa(InN).
Moreover, the Koszul formula yields
(Vx,Xp, Xc) = X 4(uc)0pe + € Xp(ne)dac — €4 Xo(pa)dan
— Ao+ S+ ey

(no summation). Combining the above observations yields

f\C :Aaﬁf‘gﬁ — _f‘(% _|_ EAB_Q”AIC‘%A
= — e (Vx, Xo, Xe) + 20724720 (Vx, X a, Xo)
= — e M Xo(InN) + 272 X (pe) — €2 X (por) + 26 ac.

Summing up yields the conclusion of the lemma. O
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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 {E;}. The purpose of the present chapter is to derive formulae for the
commutators of Ey with the individual terms in L. We also state estimates for the corresponding
coefficients. In the applications, we either extract the coefficients in C° (in case we make (u,1)-
supremum assumptions) or apply Moser estimates (in case we make (u,)-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 E; with the second order derivative opera-
tors appearing on the right hand side of (11.45)). We begin by calculating the commutator with
e~2#4 X2, 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,keZ,let

"'|ij/1/Aj

mu,m ::Zm1+-~~+mj:m,mi21 ZA1,...,A;' |Dm1MA1
Brm.k ::Zm1+-~~+mj:m,1§mi§k EALH-,AJ‘ |D™ pa,
%’C:N,m ::Zm1+m2:m€$}C,m1mM,m27

Bic,u,Nm ::Zml Fmatmg=m BK,m1 Bru,mo BN, ms,

Gref?

...|ij’uAj

Jref

Jref Jref

with the convention that 9,0 = Lok = 1.

In situations where we make (u,[)-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 KC to be non-degenerate on I, to have a global frame and to be C°-
uniformly bounded on I_; i.e. to hold. Then

[Br, e 24 XA = X1 <ppj<y Ditge A XaBs + 31 <y <y Filye ™4 Egp (12.1)
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(no summeation on A), where

la

|Di47J| SCZWL:O‘BK:,/L,?YH (12.2)
l

Fil SO0y +ma—mBms Brama L (12.3)

on I, ly =1 +1—J], Iy := [I|+2~[J], and C only depends on [I|, |J|, n, Cx, enq and
(Magref)~

Proof. Note that
[Ei7XA] = BfAEkH (124)

where '
BF, = Ey(X%) + X;mfj, nfj = w*([E;, Ej)). (12.5)

Using this notation, it can be calculated that

(B, 244 X5] =2[BY, — Ei(ua)Xhle 2 X4 B,

- (12.6)
+ e MA[BI4 By + Xa(By) — 2Bi(1a) Xa(X5)] B

Note also that
[E;Ep, e ?"4X2] = E;|Er, e A X3 + [By, e A X3] Ex. (12.7)
Let I be a frame index with |I| > 1. Next we prove, by induction, that 1) holds, where DfJ

is a sum of terms of the form

Ex, (pa) - B, (na)Ex (X4) f,

and f is a function all of whose derivatives with respect to the frame {E;} can be bounded by
constants depending only on (M, gyef) and the order of the derivative. Here |I;|+---+|L, |+ |K| <
[I| +1 —|J| and I, # 0. Similarly, FI‘?J is a sum of terms of the form

By, (pa) - Br, (na)Ex, (X}) -+ B, (X7)f,

where f is as before. Here [Iy|+- - -+ |I,[+|Kq |+ - -+ |K,| < [I[+2—|J| and 1 < [I;| < [T|4+1—|J].
Due to , the desired statement holds for |I| = 1. Assuming, inductively, that the desired
statement holds and keeping in mind, it follows that the desired statement holds for all
I such that |I] > 1. Combining the above observation with Lemma and yields the
statement of the lemma. O

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 C°-

uniformly bounded on I_; i.e., to hold. Then
[Er, e 24 X310 = 31 < 51 Ditye A Es(e A X)) + X <<y Fiye” A Exp (12.8)
(no summation on A), where

_ la

|Di4,J| Sczmzomlﬁu,ma (12.9)
n l

|Ff?~]| SCZ?:L=O ma +m2=7nmlc,m1 fp,u,mQ,l,,, (1210)

onI_,l,:=I+1=|J], lp := I +2—|J|, and C only depends on 1|, |J|, n, Ck, €na and
(Magref)-



12.2. COMMUTING SPATIAL DERIVATIVES WITH THE WAVE OPERATOR, STEP 11121

Proof. Note that ((12.4)), (12.5) and ((12.6]) hold. On the other hand,

e AN B = e M B (e M A X a) + e A B () X — e 2HA B, B
Combining this equality with (12.6)) yields

[E;, e 2H4 X2y
=2¢ M4 [BFy — Ei(ua) X5 Ep(e M4 X 41)) (12.11)
+ e A= Bl Biy + Xa(BJy) + 2BiaBy(pa) X5 — 2Ei(1a) X a(pa) X 5] Ex.

Note also that
[E1E;, e ?*4 X2 = Fy[E;, e 2#4 X3 + [Er, e M4 X2E;. (12.12)

Let I be a frame index with |I| > 1. Next we prove, by induction, that (12.8) holds, where Dy';
is a sum of terms of the form

Ex, (pa) - B, (1a) Ex (X4) f,

and f is a function all of whose derivatives with respect to the frame {F;} can be bounded by
constants depending only on (M, grer) and the order of the derivative. Here [Iy|+- -+ |Ly, |+ K| <
II| + 1 —|J| and I, # 0. Similarly, FI‘?J is a sum of terms of the form

Er,(p1a) - B, (14)Ex, (X)) - Ex, (X7)f,

where f is as before. Here |[I|+-- -+ L, |+ K|+ -+ |K,| < |I|+2—|J] and 1 < |L;| < |I|+1—|J].
Due to ([12.11)), the desired statement holds for |I| = 1. Assuming, inductively, that the desired
statement holds and keeping 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

DfJ e HAE (e M X E)
=D{'ye " EyEy(e "4 X atb) + Di'ye "4 Exle "4 (E;(pa) XA Extp — BEyEab)).
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 Fy, j, is such that it satisfies

the inductive hypothesis. Combining the above observation with Lemma and (5.17)) yields the
statement of the lemma. O

12.2 Commuting spatial derivatives with the wave opera-
tor, step 11

Next, we turn to the commutator with U2, 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 IC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then

02, B = 3 51<i0) Zokeo CEaUF Bato + 3 51< -1 CR 5 U B, (12.13)
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where
|CIZ,J| SCZfZ:pr,m, (1214)
|011,J| SCZmHK\glazi,kmN,MEK(Af)\ (12.15)
T CZISmHngamN,m\EKU(IHN)\
|CRJ| SCZm-HK\glaZi7kmN,m|EK[A](A§)| (12.16)

+ O 04130 l<t. i kBN m | B, (AF)] - |E3,U(In N)|
+ CZW‘L‘H.h|+|J2\SlaZi,k7p7qu7m|EJl (Af)| : |EJ2 (A;I))|7

lo .= 1| = |J| and C only depends on |I|, |J|, n and (M, Gret). Finally, if J =0, then CPy =0.

Proof. Due to (6.21)),
(U2, E;] = 2A4%02 + 2AFUE), + [U(AY) — AFAQU + [U(AF) — ALAFE. (12.17)

Note also that . R .
[U?, E;Fx| = E;[U?, Ef] + [U?, E;] Ex. (12.18)

Next, we wish to prove, using an inductive argument, that (12.13)) holds, where Cﬁ 3 is a linear
combination of expressions of the form

Ey,InN---E;, InN, (12.19)

where [I;] + -+ [Ix| = [I| = [J|, ¥ > 1 and I; # 0. Moreover, Cj y is a linear combination of
expressions of the form

Er,InN---E;, InN - Eg(A}), (12.20)
Er,nN---E;,InN-ExUnN, (12.21)

where |Ii| + -+ + |Ix| + |K| = |I| = |J|, I; # 0 and |K|+ k& > 1 in the second expression. Finally,
Cﬁ ;7 is a linear combination of expressions of the form

Er,InN---Ey, InN - EgU(A?), (12.22)
By, N Ey, InN - Ej, (AL) - Ey,(A9), (12.23)
Ey,InN---E;, InN-Ej (A7) - Ez,UIn N, (12.24)

where [Ij] + -+ + [Lg| + [K| = [TI| = [J[; [Ti] + - + [Te| + [Jo] 4+ [J2| = [I] = [I|; I; # 0; and
k+|J2| > 1 in the last expression. Moreover, if J = 0, then CﬂJ =0.

In order to prove the above statement, note that it holds for [I| = 1. This follows from (12.17),
keeping in mind that A% = F;(In V) and that

U(AY) =UE;(InN) = [U, E;]J(In N) + E;[U(In N)]

o R . (12.25)
=AU (InN) + A¥E,(In N) + E;[U(In N)].

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 ¢ € {1,...,n}, we wish to
prove that the left hand side of , applied to a function 1), 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 ,
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

Y a1<mCa(Bi U Esy + 3511 -1CE5 [ B U B,
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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
Ep;In N can be estimated by sums of Py m. O

When we make (u,1)-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 IC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame. Then

02, B = 3 51<i1) Zoneo CEa BaURY + 3 51 <1 CR 5 Es U4, (12.26)
where
ICE 5 <CYl \BNm, (12.27)
CLal SCYiiki<r, i Bm| Exc (AF)] (12.28)
+ 021gm+|K|gzamN,m‘EKU(IHN)‘
CR3] <O, i<t i kBN B U (AF)] (12.29)

+ CZmHJl|+|J2\glazz‘,kmN,m|EJ1(A?)| |E3,U(InN)|
+ O 1 3al<te 2o kp g BN | By (AD)| - | Es, (A,

lo == |I| = |J| and C only depends on 1|, |J|, n and (M, gret). Finally, if J =0, then C’RJ =0.

Proof. Due to ,
(U2, E;] = 2A4%02 + 2AF B, U + [U(AY) + AFAQU + [U(AF) 4+ ALAFE. (12.30)
Note also that R . X
[U?, E1E;) = Ex[U? E;] + [U?, E1]E;. (12.31)

Next, we wish to prove, using an inductive argument, that (12.26)) holds, where 012, 5 is a linear
combination of expressions of the form

E11 1HN~-~EIk IHN,

where |Ii| + -+ |Iz| = [I| = |J|, £ > 1 and I; # 0. Moreover, C’I{J is a linear combination of
expressions of the form
Er,InN-- By, InN - Eg(AF),
Er,nN---E;, nN-ExUN,
where |Ij| + -+ L] + [K| = [I| — [J], I; # 0 and |K|+ & > 1 in the second expression. Finally,
Cﬁ y is a linear combination of expressions of the form
Ey,InN---E;, InN - ExU(AF),
By, N - Ey, InN - Ej, (A}) - Eg,(A2),
Ey,InN---E;, InN-Ej, (A¥) . E;,UIn N,
where [Iy| + - 4+ |Le| + [K[ = [T = [J[; L] + - + [T + [Ja] + IJz\ = [I| = |J}; I; # 0; and
k+|J2| > 1 in the last expression. Moreover, if J = 0, then CY 3=

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 A? = E;(In N) 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 , applied to
a function v, satisfies the desired statement. In the case of the first term on the right hand side of
, this follows from the fact that the inductive assumption holds for |I|] = 1. Concerning the
second term on the right hand side of , 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

Y1« CLaEslU, By + X 51<11-1 2y Es (U2, EiJ¢.

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
Ep,In N can be estimated by sums of Py m. O

12.3 Commuting the equation with spatial derivatives

Combining (|11.6)) with (11.43)) yields the conclusion that (11.6) can be written

Lu=f, (12.32)
where
Li=—U2+3 e X% 4+ YU + YBXp + XU + XBXp + a, (12.33)
. 1. n—1
W= =g (12.34)
n n
VA=—T4— (n—1)e 41X 4(In0). (12.35)

Due to the above formulae, it is of interest to calculate the commutator of Ey with Z%U and
ZAX 4 for matrix valued functions Z° and Z4.

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 Z° be a
smooth matriz valued function on M x I. Then

[, 2°0] = Z\J|§\I\—1G%,JUEJ + X 1<a1< Gra s, (12.36)
where

1G5l <CaSh 4 geir, Bk 1 Exc (2°)]]
16 51| SCaX s 4131413011, S 4B | B, (AF)] - | B, (20)])

lo = |I| — |J| and C, only depends on |I|, n and (M, Gref).

Proof. We begin by proving the following statement inductively: (12.36) holds, where Gi j is a

linear combination of terms of the form
Er,(InN)---Ey, (In N)Ex(Z°), (12.37)

I; # 0 and [I;| 4 --- + |[I;| 4+ [K| = [TI| — |J|. Moreover, GY ; is a linear combination of terms of
the form
Er,(InN)--- Ey, (In N)Ey, (A¥)E5,(Z°), (12.38)
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I; #0and |I| +--- + |Lg| + |J1| + |J2] = |I| = |J|. In order to prove the statement, compute
[E;, 2°U0) = E;(Z°)U + Z2°|E;, U] = E;(2°)U — AYZ2°U — A¥Z°E;,.
This equality demonstrates that the statement holds in case |I| = 1. Next, note that
[E:Ex, Z2°U) = E;i[Ex, Z2°U) + By, 2°U) Ex. (12.39)
We consider the terms on the right hand side of separately. Appealing to the inductive

assumption, the first term on the right hand side can be written

E; (Z|J|§|I\—1G%,JUEJ + ZIS|J|§|I\G%JEJ) :

Most of the terms that result when expanding this expression fit into the induction hypothesis.
However, we need to consider

EIJ\SlIHGiJ[Ei,U]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. O

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 Z% be a
smooth matriz valued function on M x I. Then

[Bx, 2°U) = 3 51<iny-1GLa BaU + X1 < 31< i G s B, (12.40)
where

Gl <CaXi, 4k <1, Bk | B (Z°)]],
IGT 3l <Cadr 13,4132 <10 ik Bk, | B, (AD)] - [ B3, (2°)]],

lo :==|I| — |J| and C, only depends on |I|, n and (M, Gret)-
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma [I2.6] O

Finally, we need to calculate the commutator of Ey and Z AX 4.

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 C°-
uniformly bounded on I_; i.e., to hold. Let Z%, A = 1,...,n, be smooth matriz valued
functions on M x I. Then

[EDZAXA] = 21S|J|§|1|HI,JEJ7 (12.41)

where
[Hrall < CaXop, xci<iy 2o aPrc ko | B (Z4)]]

onI_, 1l :=|I| —|J|+1 and C, only depends on Ci, €ng, |I|, n and (M, Gret)-
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Proof. We begin by proving the following statement inductively: (12.41) holds, where Hy y is a
sum of expressions of the form '
fE3,(X}4)Es,(Z%) (12.42)

where |J1|+[J2| < [I[+1—[J] and f is a function all of whose derivatives with respect to the frame
{E;} can be bounded by constants depending only on (M, g.t) and the order of the derivative.
Compute, to this end,

[Ei, ZAX 4] = E{(ZM XA + ZAE;, X 4] = E{(ZYX 4 + Z4BY, Ey,

where we appealed to (12.4). This equality demonstrates that (12.41]) holds for |I| = 1. Next,
note that
|EiEr, Z* X 4] = Ei[Ex, Z* X 4] + [Ei, Z* X ) Fy. (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

E; (Zlg\JIS\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. O



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 [T1} it is sufficient
to estimate [L, Ey]u in L?. To obtain such an estimate, we, in the present chapter, make (u,[)-
supremum assumptions. This allows us to extract the coefficients of the derivatives of u appearing
in [L, Fr)u in C° when estimating the commutator. Moreover, the C%-estimates of the coefficients
follow by combining the commutator estimates of the previous chapter with the (u,!)-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 to estimating [L, Ex]u. The desired
conclusions mainly follow from the commutator estimates of the previous chapter and the (u,1)-
supremum assumptions. However, it is also necessary to estimate expressions such as U 2Fru, and
to this end, it is necessary to use the fact that is satisfied. Combining the above results
yields a higher order energy estimate; cf. Section In order to obtain the desired conclusion,
we use induction on the order of the energy. It is also of interest to obtain weighted C* estimates
of the unknown. To this end, we derive weighted Sobolev embedding estimates in Section
Combining these estimates with the higher order energy estimates yields weighted C*-control of
the unknown in Section [3.111

13.1 Higher order energies

Prior to carrying out estimates, it is convenient to fix 7. < 0 and to introduce the notation

Erlu] == Z E[Equ] (13.1)
IT|<k
:% Z <|U(EIU)|2"‘2,46_2”/“‘|XA(E1u)|2—i—La|EIu|2 —I—Lb<T—7'C>_3|E1u|2)7
1<k
Eylu T Te) 1= FE|Fru T Te) = Eklulpgic 13.2
e = 37 BlBlrim) = [ 6l (132

for all 7 < 7., where we use the notation introduced in (11.20)) and (11.29)) as well as
A (133)

127



128 CHAPTER 13. HIGHER ORDER ENERGY ESTIMATES, PART I

Commuting ((12.32)) with Ey yields
L(Eru) = Bxf + L, BxJu =: fi. (13.4)

Assuming the conditions of Definition and Lemmal|7.13|to be fulfilled; (1.1)) to be C°-balanced
on I_; (11.30) to hold; and ¢ to be bounded on M, (11.36)) implies that for all 7, < 7, < 7. <0,

Ey(7a;7e) <Ey(m37c) + /Tb w(T) By (757 )dr
. (13.5)
/ / Z\I\<kN|f1| |0 (Evu)|pg.cdr,

where  has the properties stated in Corollary [TT.9 We wish to estimate the last term on the
right hand side. Keeping in mind that N = N /Oy is globally bounded, cf. , it is clear that

it is bounded by
2

Tb R 1/ X
C/ (/M Z|ng|f12ug;c) B} [u]dr.

Due to this observation and ([13.4)) it is natural to focus on estimating

/M Sin<nl Ly ExulPpg.e. (13.6)

Keeping (12.33)) in mind, the estimate naturally breaks into the following parts.

13.2 Commutator with /2

In order to estimate the contribution from [U Eq)u, we appeal to Lemma Due to ||
we begin by considering
1 .
Zk:o‘cﬁJUkEJUP-

We need two different types of estimates. Up to a certain degree of regularity, we need to estimate
CI’f y 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
C_'fJ E3U*u in L?%; cf. Chapter H below.

Lemma 13.1. Fiz I, 1;, u, vy and v as in Definition [3.31. Assume that the conditions of
Lemma and the (u,l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Let I and J be frame indices
such that 1, := |I| — |J| satisfies 0 <1, < 1. Then,

(o) lu|CE 5| <Ca, (13.7)
<Q>—(la+1)ulc%"]| ScaeESpQ + Llaca (138)

on M_, where v, = 0 if k =0 and v, = 1 if k > 1. Moreover, Cy only depends on cy,; and
(M, Grof). Next, assume, in addition to the above, that |I| < 1. Then

(0) Ut CP 5] < Coetor® (13.9)
on M_, where C, only depends on cy; and (M, Gref)-

Proof. Note, to begin with, that combining with the assumptions yields . Next,
consider (12.15). In order to estimate weighted versions of the first term on the right hand side,
we appea. The second term on the right hand side of can simply be estimated
by appealing to the assumptions; cf. Definition Note, however, that the second term on the

right hand side of (12.15]) vanishes if I, = 0. This yields (13.8). Finally, consider (12.16)). Note
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that if [J| = 0, then Cf ; = 0. Only in the case that |J| > 1 is there thus something to estimate.
In particular, we can assume that I, <[ — 1, since |I| <. In order to estimate weighted versions
of the first term on the right hand side of , we appeal to . The remaining two terms
on the right hand side of can be estimated similarly to the above. The result is . O

This lemma has the following consequences in the context of energy estimates.
Corollary 13.2. Given that all the assumptions of Lemma are satisfied and |I| <1,
Y 1< kol CE s UR Egul? <Ca(o)™ (1 — 1) esv2é,
+ CaXopio(0)?0-mHNE,,
for all T < 7., where C, only depends on cy; and (M, Gref)-

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| </,

I[Ex, U2]u|2 Sca<9>4u<7' _ Tc>3Lb6255p95l + CaZ:io<Q>2(l_m+l)u5m

) 13.10
+Ca X 51<1-1 (0D T2 Byul? 510

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on ¢, ; and (M, Gret)-

Proof. The estimate is an immediate consequence of Lemma [13.1 O

13.3 Commutator with e 21X3

In order to estimate the commutator with e=2#4 X2, let us return to Lemma

Lemma 13.4. Fizl, 1, 11, u, vg and v as in Definition |3.31] Then, given that the assumptions
of Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied,

(o)~ (HVEHV D] <C,
()~ DD B[ <Cy

on I_ for all 1 < |J| < |I| <1, where I, := |I| — |J| and C,, only depends on cy; and (M, Gref)-

Proof. Combining Remark [10.6] with Lemma [12:2] and the assumptions yields the conclusions of
the lemma. O

This observation has the following corollary.

Corollary 13.5. Given that the assumptions of Lemma [13]] hold,

(B, e X5l <Cofp 230, (@)D eRmneg,,

l (13.11)
T Caeo—izm:1<Q>2(l—m+2)(2u+1)<T _ TC>3Lbe4ESp,ng

for all T < 7. and |I| < 1, where C, only depends on cy; and (M, Gret)-

Proof. The corollary is an immediate consequence of (7.22)) and Lemmas and O
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13.4 Commutator with Z°U

Considering (|12.33]), we are next interested in estimating the commutator with ZOU, where
Z%:= YId + x° (13.12)

and YV 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 ceoesr; such that (3.34) holds for all
t € I_, where [ and vg have the properties stated in Definition [3.31

Lemma 13.6. Fizl, 11, u, vo and v as in Definition[3.31, Assume the conditions of Lemma[7.13;
the (u,1)-supremum assumptions; and to hold. Let Gy 5,1 = 0,1, be the functions such that

holds, where Z° is given by . Then
()" |Gy 41l <Cu, (13.13)
(o)~ F VY GY 5| <Coesre (13.14)

on M_, where l, := [I| = [J|; I < I; |J| < |[I] = 1 in the first estimate; [J| < [I| in the second
estimate; and C, only depends on ¢y, Ceoeft,i; Ms and (M, Grer)-

Remark 13.7. The same conclusion holds when Z° = Id, in which case the dependence of the
constants on ceeer,; can be omitted.

Proof. Note that § = —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)). O

Corollary 13.8. Assume that the conditions of Lemma [13.6 hold and let 1 < | € Z. Then, for
<1

HEL Zoﬁ]u|2 Scazigio<g>2(l—m)ugm

! l (13.15)
+ CaX ey ()2 (7 — 7B ePesreg,,

on M_, where Z° is given by and C, only depends on ¢y, Ceoeft i, Ms and (M, Gref).

Remark 13.9. The same conclusion holds when Z° = Id, in which case the dependence of the
constant on ceeer,; can be omitted.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Lemmas and O

13.5 Commutator with Z4X 4

Next, we wish to estimate the commutator with Z4 X 4, where
Z4 = YAd + X4 (13.16)

Lemma 13.10. Fizl, 1;, u, vy and v as in Definition[3.31] Assume the conditions of Lemma[7.13;
the (u,l)-supremum assumptions; and to hold. Let Hyy be such that (12.41) holds, where

Z4A is given by . Then, if 1 < |J| < |I| <1,
(o) MM ErZA| + (o)~ VY Hegl| < Cablg Lecsre (13.17)

on M_, where l, := |I| —|J|, and C,, only depends on cy 1, Ceoeft.i, Ms, (M, Gret) and a lower bound
on by, —.
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Remark 13.11. Due to the proof, it also follows that
euAD}A| < C’a90_71_<g>2”+1655p9
on M_, where C, only depends on ¢, o and (M, grer). Moreover,
1Z4]] < Cyby - ecsre (13.18)

on M_, where Cj, only depends on ¢y, Ceoeff,0, Ms, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on g, .

Proof. Keeping (11.44)) and ((12.35)) in mind, it follows that

N & B o
|EK(yA)| SCaZm:OZma+mz,=me 2MA%K7#7MU,|D s ln9|§ref

v (13.19)
+ Cad =i AP N m

on M_, where k := |K| and C, only depends on Ck, eng, n, k and (M, grer). Combining this
observation with Lemma the contribution of Y4 to Hi 3 can be estimated by the right hand
side of but with & replaced by I := |I| — |[J| + 1. In either case, the contribution to the
terms on the left hand side of can be estimated by the right hand side of . In order
to obtain this conclusion, we appealed to Remark and the assumptions.

Next, note that Ey [./'?;;‘] can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form
(D1, Y*)(Dr, X5), (13.20)
where [I;| + [I| = [I]. Appealing to (5.17), and the assumptions yields
(o) "M Ef[X])| < €Oy L ecsre

on M_ for |I| <1, where C only depends on ¢, ;, Ccoefr,; and (M, Gref). 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)). O

Corollary 13.12. Given that the assumptions of Lemma|13.1(] are satisfied and 1 < |I| =1,
[Br ZAX aJul* < Calg 2 32, ()27 (7 — 7 )Biveesees,, (13.21)
on M_, where C, only depends on c,, Ceoeft,i, Ms, (M,gref) and a lower bound on 0y .

It is of interest to record a related result.

Lemma 13.13. Fizl, 1;, u, vy and v as in Definition[3.31, Assume the conditions of Lemma[7.13
and the (u,1)-supremum assumptions to hold. Then, if ¢ is a smooth function on M xI and |I| <1,

|[[Er, e Xa] | < Cablp L (0)! P Des0e 3 5| Exdl (13.22)

on M_ (no summation on A), where C, only depends on cy; and (M, Gret)-

Proof. Due to Lemma [12.§] we know that
|[EI»€_MAXA] ZZJ| < Ca21§|.]|§|1|Zka+|K|§‘I‘_|J‘+1mlC,ka|EK(67MA)‘ ’ |EJ(w)‘

where C, only depends on Ck, €nq, |I|, n and (M, gref). Combining this estimate with (7.22)),
Remark and the assumptions yields the conclusion. O
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13.6 Commutator with &

Lemma 13.14. Let (M, g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold and 1 <1 € Z. Assume it to have
an expanding partial pointed foliation and KC to be non-degenerate on I and to have a global frame.

Assume, moreover, to hold. Then, if 1 < |I| </,
B dlul® < CoYZo(0)2 = (r — 1) &, (13.23)
on M_, where C, only depends on Ceoeft,i, Ms, 1, | and (M, Gyef)-

Proof. Note that [Er,a] can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form (Ejé&)FEx,
where |J| > 1 and |J| + |K]| = |I|. The statement of the lemma is thus an immediate consequence
of the assumptions. O

13.7 Estimating U2Eru

Lemma 13.15. Let I = 0. Given this I, fixr 11, u, vy and v as in Definition [3.31 Assume the

conditions of Lemma ' the (u,l)-supremum assumptions; and to hold. Then, if u is a
solution to ,

0%u] < Cufg tes028) + V2ne? + || (13.24)

M Gref

ref )

on M., where M. is the subset of M_ corresponding to 7 < 7.; Cy only depends on cpas, (
and a lower bound on 0y _;

1 ; . ) )
ni=—lg—(n-1)+ 1)+ 11 [l + call@]l + e (T — 7)*2 |

(13.25)
+ Colg L (o) essve;
and Cy only depends on cy o and (M, Gret). In particular,
0] < Colg Le 02}/ + 5EY2 + Cubg L (o) H ecsreg?/? 1| f) (13.26)

on M., where C.. only depends on cy o and (M, Gret); and
_ 1 5 5 . A
o= VEsup (Hlg = (1= D+ 120+ 184+ 1alall + nlr = )20l )

Remark 13.16. If 1, # 0, then (7 — 7.)3/2||@|| is bounded on M,; cf. Subsection [11.1.2

Remark 13.17. Note that if the all the conditions of Corollary are satisfied, then 7 €
L'(—o0,7.], where
n(t) == sup n(z,7)
zeM

and n is defined by ((13.25)).

Proof. Due to (12.32)) and the definitions (13.12)) and ([13.16)),

U%u] <3 467204 | X3u| + | 2°0u| + | ZA X aul + |6ul + | f].
However,
|e—2uAXiu| Szie—mm |XA(X2)| . |E2u| + e~ Ha (Zie_QuA|XAEiU‘2)1/2
<Cuby 2 (0) 08 (X, Eul2) + Cubg Le=o? (3,724 | Xa Byuf?) /2 (13.27)

<Cyfg Lesoeg)/?
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on M_, where C, only depends on cp,s and (M, Gret); and Cy, only depends on cpas, (M, gref) and
a lower bound on ¢y _. Next, note that one consequence of (3.34)) is that (11.26)) holds. In other
words, (1.1)) is C%-balanced on I_ and ([11.27)) holds. On the other hand,

N 1 ~ N
2% < (Sla = (n = D]+ 12°0) [0,

5 . 1/2
|ZAX au| < [HXl g+ (ZA62MA|3;A|2) ] (ZAe—Q[LA|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. O

Next, we consider higher order derivatives.

Lemma 13.18. Fizl, 1, u, vy and v as in Definition[3.31} Assume the conditions of Lemma[7.13;
the (u,1)-supremum assumptions; and to hold. Then, if u is a solution to ,

\U2E1u| ScaeESpggllJ{f + Cb<g>alu+lu<7_ _ 7_C>3Lb/25l1/2

l l ; (13.28)
+ OfEm:OZ\J|:m<Q>( _m)u|EJf|

on M, for all |I| <1, where ap =0 and oj =1 for j > 1; C,, only depends on ¢y, (Mlgref) and a
lower bound on 6y —; and Cy only depends on ¢y, Ceoeft,i; Ms, do (in case iy 7 0), (M, Gret) and
a lower bound on 0y _. Finally, Cy only depends on ¢, and (M, Gref)-

Proof. Assume, inductively, that if j := |[I| < k, then
U2 Byl SCaeESPQcS’;ﬁ + Cp ()T (1 — TC>3”’/26’;/2
+ O o 3 =m @V Ex f]

on M., where Cy, Cy, and Cy have the dependence stated in the lemma. Moreover, ag = 0 and
aj =1 for 7 > 1. Due to Lemma [13.15] we know this estimate to hold if £ = 0. Moreover, for
k =0, C, only depends on cpas, (M, gref) and a lower bound on 6y —; Cp only depends on ¢y,

Ceoeff,0, Ms; Ao (in case ¢y # 0), (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _; and Cy = 1. Assume that
(13.29) holds for & > 0 and let |I| = k + 1. Due to the equation,

(13.29)

LEywu = [L, Ex|u + Exf. (13.30)

Combining this equality with Lemma |13.15| with u replaced by Fju and f replaced by the right
hand side of (13.30]) yields

U Eru| < Coer2&7% + Co&L1% + | Exf| + |[L, Exlul. (13.31)
For this reason, it is clearly of interest to estimate |[L, Ex]u|. Since

L=-U?+Y e X3 + 72U + Z4X 4 + @,

it is sufficient to appeal to (13.10)), (13.11)), (13.15), (13.21)), (13.23) and the inductive hypothesis.
This yields

(L, Brlu| < Cy(o) M+ (r — 7)30/280% 1+ Cp Sk (S e () =P B f.

Moreover, given that k£ + 1 < [, 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. O
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13.8 Summing up

Finally, we are in a position to estimate the expression (13.6]).

Lemma 13.19. Fizl, 1, u, vy and v as in Definition[3.31] Assume the conditions of Lemma[7.13;
the (u,l)-supremum assumptions; and to hold. Then, if u is a solution to ,

HL’ Eﬂul SC@<Q>211+1<7_ _ TC>3Lb/QeeSpggl1/2 + Ob<Q>(l+1)u<T _ Tc>3Lb/28l11$

. i (13.32)
+ O m=022131=m(0) |Es fl

on M, for all [I| <1, where C, and C, only depend on ¢y, Ceoeft,i, Ms, da _(z'n case 1, # 0),
(M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y . Moreover, Cy only depends on cy; and (M, Grer).

Remark 13.20. Combining ([13.32)) with (7.72) and (7.84)) yields the conclusion that

HLv Eﬂu| Sca<7_>2u+1<7_ o Tc>3Lb/2eesprgl1/2 + Cb<7_>(l+1)u<7_ _ TC>3Lb/2gl1_/$
+ Oy 2o jaem (1) Eaf]

on M, for all |I| <, where C,, Cj and Cy have the same dependence as in the case of (13.32]).

(13.33)

Proof. The estimate follows from an argument which is similar to the proof of Lemma[I3.18 [

13.9 First energy estimate
Fix 7. < 0. Then, due to (13.33)),

‘/7 Z\I\gk”lﬁ EI]“P#Q;C SCa<T>4u+2<T - Tc>3bl)62€SpTEk(7§ Te)
vl
+ C’b<’r>2(k+1)“<'r - TC>3LbEk_1(T; Te)

k— m P
e /M S S i (P25 R

for all 7 < 7., where the constants have the same dependence as in (|13.32)). Combining this
estimate with (13.5)) yields the conclusion that for all 7, < 7, < 7. <0,

A A Tb
Ei(7a;7c) <Ex(p;7e) +/ K(T)Ex (1570 )dT

Th .
+C, / <’7’>2u+1<7' — Tc>3“’/2eESPTEk (13 70)dr
- (13.34)

+ Cy / <T>(k+1)u<7' — TC>3Lb/2E;£21 (73 TC)E;/2(T; Te)dT

a

Tb . R
+ Cf/ Fk(T)E;/2<T;TC>dT,

a

where
1/2
) = ( / zinzomzwam>“EJf|2ug;c) .

Here k is the function introduced in (11.37)) and the constants C, and C} have the dependence
stated in connection with (13.32)). Let us derive energy estimates in the case that f = 0.
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Lemma 13.21. Fizl, 1;, u, vy and v as in Definition[3.31, Assume the conditions of Lemma[7.13;
the (u,1)-supremum assumptions; and to hold. Then, if u is a solution to and f =0,

Ep(ta;7e) < CkZﬁ,L=0<Ta>2ak’mu<Tc — 7o )20k (1, — 7, )2k meco (v =T ) B (7y: 7,) (13.35)
forall T, <71 < 7. <0 and 0 <k <1, where

k,m =(m + k+3)(k—m)/2,
bk,m 23(]41 - m)Lb/Q,

Chom =k —m

for all 0 < m < k. Moreover, Cy, only depends on ¢y, Ceoeft.i, Ms, do (in case iy # 0), (M, Gret)
and a lower bound on 6y _. Here ¢ is defined by .

Remark 13.22. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, all the conditions of Corol-
lary are satisfied, the estimate ([13.35)) can be improved to

Ek(ra; Te) < Cszn:()(Ta)Qak»mu(TC — Ta)2okm (7 — Ta>26k*mEm(Tb; Te) (13.36)

forall 7o <7 <7, <0and 0 <k <1, where ag,pm, bim and ¢, are as in the statement of the
lemma and Cj, only depends on ¢y, dg, Ceoeft,ls deoeffs das Ms, (M, Gref) and a lower bound on
6o,—. Here d, and deoesr are the constants appearing in (|7.78]) and respectively. Combining
this estimate, with 7, = 7. = 0 and 7, = 7 < 0, with (11.21)) and the observations made in
Remark yields the conclusion that for |[I| <1,

[ (0B + S e XaEral? 4+ (7) 5 Bl .
M.

<Gy S0 [ (0B + Sae 0 X Byl + |Eyul) g
[J[<t™ o

for all 7 < 0, where C; only depends on ¢y, dg, Ceoeff,1, deoefts Ao M, (M, Gref) and a lower bound
on 0y, _. Moreover, 7, §; are constants depending only on [.

Proof. In case f: 0, (11.36) takes the form

A A Tb A

E(1a;7e) <E(Tp;7¢) —|—/ K(T)E(T;7.)dT (13.37)
for all 7, < 7, < 7. < 0. Combining this estimate with a Gronwall’s lemma type argument and
the properties of k, stated in Corollary [[1.9] yields

E(Ta; Tc) S CaeCO(Tb_Ta)E(Tb; Tc) (1338)

for all 7, < 7, < 7. < 0, where C, only depends ¢, 0, do (in case v, # 0), (M, Grer) and a lower
bound on 6y, . Here ¢y is defined by . If the conditions of Remark are satisfied, the
estimate holds with ¢q set to zero. However, the constant C, then depends on ¢y, dg, da,
deoefts (M, Gret) and a lower bound on 6y _.

Inductive assumption. Let us make the inductive assumption that

Ep(7a; 7o) < Cre0 =TSk (r V2akmu(z 7 Vkom (7 — 7,V 20k B (75 7

for all 7, < 7, < 7. < 0, where ag,m, bpm and ci ., remain to be determined, and Cj only
depends on ¢y 1, Ceoeff,i, do (in case t, # 0), mg, (M, gref) and a lower bound on . We know
this statement to be true for k = 0 with ago = bo,0 = co,0 = 0. Again, if the conditions of
Remark are satisfied, the estimate holds with ¢y set to zero, at the expense of
demanding that the constant C}, additionally, depend on d; and dcges-
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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 &(7,). Then, appealing to

(13.34)) and the definition of &,
¢ > —H'¢ - g2,

where
H'(7) :=h(7) + Co (1) T (1 — )30/ 25507,
g(r) =Cy(r) TV T — 7P (r ),

and the constants C, and Cj are the ones appearing in (13.34). Using this estimate, it can be
verified that for 7, < 7,

€12(r,) < oHE-HE/261/2() 4 % / " - HED 20 (1) 7. (13.39)

Note that for all 7, < 7 < 7,
H(1) — H(1a) < co(T — 74) + C,,

where C, has the dependence stated in connection with ((13.32)). Moreover, if the conditions of
Remark [13:22] are satisfied, ¢ can be set to zero, at the expense of demanding that the constant
C,, additionally, depend on d, and dcoeg. Combining this observation with (13.39)) yields

E;/Q(Ta; Te) SCaeCO(TrT“)/zEA;/Q(Tb; Te)

Tb .
n Oa/ €0 (T=a)/2 () (b Tc>3Lb/2E;£21(T;TC)dT.

Combining this estimate with the inductive assumption yields the conclusion that the inductive
assumption holds with

Qkm =0k—1,m +k+ 13
bk,m :bk—l,m + 3Lb/2;

Ck,m =Ck—1,m +1

for all m < k — 1. Moreover, ay , = by = ¢, = 0. Combining the above observations yields the
conclusions of the lemma, as well as those of Remark [13.22 O

13.10 Weighted Sobolev embedding

When deriving asymptotics of solutions, the estimate is a natural starting point. However,
we also wish to derive C*-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. . In fact, we are integrating with respect to
the measure pug .. instead of with respect to the measure pg,.. This necessitates a slight variation
of the standard Sobolev estimates. To begin with, it is of interest to express fi5.. in terms of pg, .

Note, to this end, that (11.40) and (13.3) yield the conclusion that
Hg;e = (lac_lsz)l’('grof'

Note also that Lemma yields an estimate of |In ¢ —In @.|. Combining these observations with
Sobolev embedding yields the following conclusion.
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Lemma 13.23. Let ko be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2. Assume that the
conditions of Lemma are fulfilled with | = ko + 1. Assume, moreover, that

100l s 7y + lallego iy < Couro

for all T <0, where ky = (1,k0 + 1). Then, if ¢ is a smooth function on M and w := ¢21/2¢1/2,

1/2
||¢||oo,w <C (/M ZZ):O ZII\:m<T>2(KO_m)u<T — Tc>2(f<o—m) |EI"/)|2H§;C> (13.40)

for all T < 7., where C' only depends on chas, Cx,ko+2, Crel ks Co,xy and (M, Gref). Here

[Ploo,w = llbwllco )

Remark 13.24. The arguments presented in the proof also yield the conclusion that if the
conditions of Lemma are fulfilled with [ = 2; and

|6 cems iy + lalles, sy < Con
for all 7 <0, where m; = (1,2), then
|DInwlg,, < Calr)*(T — 7c)
for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on chas, ¢y.3, Crel,my> Co.1 and (M, Gret)-

Proof. Note, to begin with, that if k¢ is the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2, then

1/2
lvwllcory < C (/MZ|1<KO|EI(7«U¢)|2M9M> / : (13.41)
On the other hand, |Ey(yw)| can be estimated by a linear combination of terms of the form
|Er, (Inw)|- - | Er, (Inw)| - | Er, ¢ |w, (13.42)
where I; # 0,4 =1,...,k, and |Io| + - -- + |Ix| = |I|. In order to estimate Ejlnw, it is convenient
to note that combining , and yields
d-In@g=—-Nlg— (n—1)]/n+NN"1divg x + NN"xIng. (13.43)

At this stage, we wish to estimate the expressions that result when applying Fr to the right hand
side. In order to estimate Ey applied to the first term on the right hand side of (|13.43]), note that
it is sufficient to estimate expressions of the form

N'Ell IHN"'EIklnN'EJq

where |I| + - - + |[Ix| + |J| = |I| and I; # 0. However, due to the assumptions, such expressions
can be estimated by C, <T)|I|“ for all 7 < 0 and |I| < kg, where C, only depends on Chel k,; Co,xo
and (M, gref). In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side of , note that
divg,..x = w'(Dg,x). It is thus sufficient to estimate expressions of the form

NN—l(DJwi>(DKDEiX)?

where |J| + |K| = [I|. Due to (7.72), (7.86)), (8.12) and the assumptions, such expressions can be
estimated by Cy(r)IHFDueese™ for all 7 < 0 and [I| < kg, where Cy, only depends on cpas, Cx 041
and (M, grer)- In order to estimate the last term on the right hand side of ((13.43)), note that

|[Ex(In@)| < |Ex(e)l + [Ex(In )] < Cafo)T*+ (13.44)
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for all 7 < 0and 1 < |I| < kg + 1, where we appealed to Lemma and the assumptions. Here
C,, only depends on Cpas, Cy,ko+25 Crelkys Co,xo a0d (M, Grer). On the other hand, applying Er to
the last term on the right hand side of ((13.43)) yields expressions of the form

NN~YDjw")(Dkx)DLE; In .
Due to (7.72), (7.86)), (8.12)), (13.44]) and the assumptions, such expressions can be estimated by

C’C(T)(‘I‘H)“fleespf for all 7 < 0 and |I| < kg, where C, only depends on Cpas, Cy.xo+2, Crelks s
Co,r, and (M, Grer). Summing up the above estimates yields the conclusion that

0, ErIn@| < Cy(r)IHv 4 Oy () (HFDut1 pespr (13.45)

for all 7 < 0 and all [I] < xg, where C;, only depends on Ciel x,, Co,x, and (M, Gret); and Cj, only
depends on chas, Cy.ko+2, Crelkis Coxo and (M, grer). Integrating this estimate from 7 to 7. yields

|Erlnw| < Co(r)M (1 — 1) + Cy(ro) (HFDM L eesome < Oy (ry (7 — 1)

for all T < 7. < 0, where C, and Cj, 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. O

13.11 Estimates of the weighted C* energy density

Next, we turn to the problem of estimating &.

Lemma 13.25. Let ko be the smallest integer strictly larger than n/2, 0 < u € R, k := (1, ko),

ki := (1,k0 + 1), v := (0,u) and v := (u,u). Assume that the conditions of Lemma[7.13 as well

as the (u, ko)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 0 < k € Z and wq := ¢ @ = w?,

||Sk(-, T)HOO,U}z < Caz:::o<7—>2(mo_m)u<7— - TC>2(KO_m)Ek+m(T§ Te) (13.46)

for all T < 1. <0, where C, only depends on ¢y .y, k, (M,gref) and a lower bound on 6y, _.

Neat, let 0 < k € Z, | :== k + ko, and assume, in addition to the above, the (u,l)-supremum
assumptions to be satisfied; to hold; and u to be a solution to with vanishing right
hand side. Then, for all T <1, < 7. <0,

||5k('>7—)||00,w2

_ - _ . 13.47
SO ST ()2 — o) 2hmi (7 — ) 20md €0 (7o) B (15 7, 13:47)

where C; only depends on ¢y, Ceoeft,l, Ms, do (in case 1y, # 0), (M, Gret) and a lower bound on
0o,—. Moreover

dk,m,j :(k+m+j+3)(m+k—])/2+/€0 —m,
bk,m,j :3(m+ k *j)Lb/2+ Ko —m,
Ek,m,j =k+m __]

for all 0 <m < kg and 0 < j <m+k.

Remark 13.26. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, all the conditions of Corol-
lary are satisfied, the estimate can be improved in the sense that the factor e (7e—7)
can be removed. On the other hand, the constant C; appearing in then also depends on
deoetf, dg and d. Finally, note that, in this setting, holds, so that @c_lgé 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 ) with ¢ replaced by UEJu e P X g Eyu and
Eju. However, this necessitates 1nterchang1ng the order of U and Ey, as well as the order of
e “AXA and EI.

Commuting with U. Note that
|EIUEJU| < |[EI, ]EJU| + |UE1EJU|
Combining this inequality with Remark yields, assuming ¢ = |I| and j = |J|,

|EtU Eyul <V2E![5 +Co3 0 (o) immmenl?.
+ Ca Xl (@)D (1 — 7 )30 2csneg ) /2

on M_, where C, only depends on ¢, ; and (M, gref). In particular,

/ <T>2(n07i)u<7_ _ TC>2(H071’) |EIUEJ'U/|21LL§;C

M
<) A= D(r — p20D (i)
Yo (2 = 12D (i)
+ Cme_ < >2(/107m+1)u<7, _ TC>2(K,071')+3L1362€SPT Am-i—j (T; Tc)

SCbzm:o <T>2(KO m)u<7_ - Tc>2(H07i)Em+j (T; Tc)

(13.48)

for all 7 < 7., where C}, only depends on ¢, ; and (]\Zf,gref).

Commuting with e #4 X 4. Next, note that

Ei(e™#4 X sFEju) = [Er,e "4 X 4|Eju + e 4 X s E1Eju.
Combining this equality with Lemma yields, assuming i = |I| and j = |J|,

|Ex (e74 X4 Eyu)| <V2EIL2 + Cylo) P+ Dessee sy e | Bk Exul
on M_, where Cj, only depends on ¢, ;, (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6 _. Thus
/ ()2 (250D | By (e Xy Eyu) | e
M,
<Oy(r)X o= — )20 D).

Combining this estimate with (13.48)) and (13.40|) yields ([13.46]). Combining (13.46) with (13.35)
yields (|13.47]). O
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Chapter 14

Higher order energy estimates,
part 11

In the previous chapter, we derive estimates for Ek, and, via Sobolev embedding, also for . The
derivation is based on (u, [)-supremum assumptions. In the present chapter, the idea is to estimate
[E1, Llu in L? using Moser type estimates and (u,[)-Sobolev assumptions. However, in order for
this to be possible, we need to control u and its first derivatives in C°. For that reason, we assume
the (u, k1)-supremum assumptions to be satisfied, where 1 is the smallest integer strictly larger
than n/2 4+ 1. This gives us the desired control of « and its first derivatives. A second problem
which arises when appealing to the Moser estimates is the one of relating expressions of the form

/7 |Er(e 4 X qu) |* tegec, /7 le 4 X 4 Exul?pig.c. (14.1)
. M.
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 by deriving estimates that, e.g., relate the expressions
appearing in . The proofs are based on Moser estimates obtained in Section Given the
results concerning the reordering of derivatives, we then proceed to an estimate of commutators in
Section These estimates are based on (u, 1)-supremum assumptions as well as (u,)-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, k1)-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, EKU2u appears on the right hand side. Estimating this
expression requires a separate argument, which we provide in Section[I4.3] Given the above, we are
in a position to estimate the commutator with L, and we do so in Section [I4:4] Combining these
conclusions with the zeroth order energy estimate and an inductive argument, higher order energy
estimates can now immediately be derived; cf. Section 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 ¢ — (n — 1) converges to
zero exponentially; cf. Proposition [14.24]

14.1 Reordering derivatives

In the arguments to follow, we appeal to Corollary When doing so, one of the weights will be
w = g 22, (14.2)

141



142 CHAPTER 14. HIGHER ORDER ENERGY ESTIMATES, PART II

where ¢ and ¢. are defined by and respectively; from now on t., and the cor-
responding 7. = 7(t.), used to define @, will be considered to be fixed. We therefore need to
estimate
F(t) := 1+ sup |Dw(z,t)
zeM

(14.3)

Jref

Lemma 14.1. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Then there is a constant
C, such that

() < Cy (T () (7(t) — 7e) (14.4)
for allt < t., where C only depends on cy,1 and (M,gref).

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 [I3.24] and the assumptions. O

Below, we use the following notation for 1 < p < co and families 7 of tensor fields on M, where

w is defined by ([14.2)):

1/p
TG, o = ( [ e Zrepr<-7t>ugmf) 7 (14.5)
1T o= sUD [T, ) 5 0(: 1) (14.6)
TzeEM

Moreover,
[ Dgulloo,w = iy | Bitt]loo,uw-

In order to relate the expressions appearing in (14.1)), note that the following holds.

Lemma 14.3. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 0 < m € Z and
1 <m,
[ Ex(e™"* Xau)ll2.
SV2E? + Cafly L (1) m o™ | Dhutlloo I | args (1) + litall o] (14.7)
+ Cago_,lf <T>amu+ﬁm e&spTEA}n/2
for all T < 7. (no summation on A), where m := (1,m), C, only depends on cy1, m and (M, Gret);

and Qy, Bm 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 <1 € Z and |I| < m <,
then

| Br(e™"4 X gu) ||2.00 CoEL/? + Cy(r)@mu+BmefsoT || Dhu| o (14.8)

for all T < 1., where C, only_ depends on ¢, 1, m, (M,gref) and a lower bound on 0y _; and Cy
only depends on ¢y 1, Sum, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y, _.

Remark 14.4. In this lemma, and what follows, Ej means E’k(, Te)-

Remark 14.5. Due to the proof, ||[E1, e #4 X slul|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,
|Er(e *4 X qu)| < |e™#A X g Erul + |[Er, e #4 X 4]ul

(no summation on A). On the other hand, the second term on the right hand side can be estimated
by appealing to Lemma [I2.8 In fact,

[Ex, e "4 Xalul <321 <5<p|Hral - |Egul,

where
[Hrg| < Caly, ki<t Bre.ka [ Exc(e™4)]
Iy == |I| = |J| + 1 and C, only depends on Ci, €ng, |I|, n and (M, gret). In practice, we thus wish
to estimate
eMAD™ K gy - [ D™ Kl gyt |[Exc, al -+ |1 B, b4 Egul
in L? (with weight w), where m; # 0, K; # 0 and myot := mq +- - +m, + | Kq|+ -+ [K,| < 1.
To this end, we first estimate e™#4 by appealing to and . If myot = 0, we obtain

/7 672H«A |EJU‘2M§;C < Cﬂ@Q—i <T>3Lb e2€SpTEka
M

for 7 < 7. and |J| < k,. Here C, only depends on cp,s and m. Assume now that mges > 0.
Then r + p > 1. Moreover, we rewrite Fx,ua = Fk, ,Fk; ,1ta and Eyu = Ej, Ej u, where it
is understood that |K; ;| = 1 and |J;| = 1. Again, we estimate e~#4 by appealing to and
and then appeal to Corollary Note, when doing so, that ¢ =0, s =p+ 1, u; = 1,
g; =1, hyp, =1, and v,, = 1 for m = 1,...,p. Moreover, hy, = 1 and v, = w, where w is defined
by (14.2). In addition, T; = DK, Uy, = Fx,, ,pia for m =1,...,p, and Us = Ey,u. Let

kot ::mtot+"]|_r_p_1§|I|_T_p-

Then
1/2
</ 672#A|Dm1,€|?]ref T |DmT]C|E27ref‘EK1'u’A|2 T EKpuA|2EJu|2ﬂ§;C)
M

P
<Cafip e > IDMKo| DN [T 1 Bk ttalloo | s, ullso.m,
k<Kot i=1

(14.9)

p
+Cubg ey > I DKL ExEx,pallo [T 1Bk, nallooll Exy el os,o,
=1 \K\Skmt j?éi

p
+Cabg e > AR K DKL T 1Bk, yialloc | Ex Ea, ull2,0,
‘K‘Sktot =1

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on cpas, kior and (M, grer). Moreover, 7 is given by (14.3)).
Combining (14.9) with (14.4)), Remark and the assumptions yields

1/2
([ m2ualDmns 107 KE, B al? - | Bre il B
M

<Cyfy L (rypt ot rbeletp=LeesoT || Dl g o [(T) I g, ey + bl g o) (14.10)

-1 _espT pu+ (Kot +7+p— K| utkior +p+30p/2— | K| £01/2
+ Gyl e E () Bk

2
Jref

IK|<FEtot

for all 7 < 7., where Cy only depends on ¢, 1, ktot and (M, Gref). Moreover, & = (1, kgt +1). Thus
14.7) holds. Combining this estimate with and the conclusions of Remark and yields
14.8). The lemma follows. O
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14.1.1 Reordering involving the normal derivative

Next, we wish to relate expressions of the form || ExUul|2,,, and ||U Erul|2.,. The following lemma
serves this purpose.

Lemma 14.6. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Let ¢, o be defined as in
the statement of Lemma[7.12 Then, if [I| =1,

|ExU |y < CEL? (14.11)

for all T < 7., where C only depends on Cpas, Cy,2 and (M,gref). Fiz | as in Definition and
assume that the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 2 <m <1 and |I| = m,

1Bt U U9, SCoEL? 4 Co(r)omi(r — 7.)Pm EM2 )

5 _ (14.12)
+ Gy ()7 — 1) ([Tl oo 0 + €757 | Dyt oo,

for all T < 7. Here oy, and By, are constants depending only on m. Moreover, C, only depends
on cy1, m, and (M, rer); and Cp only depends on cy1, Sum and (M, Gref)-

Proof. Note that R X R
|Ex(Uu)| < |UEqu| + |[Er, Ulul. (14.13)

The second term on the right hand side can be estimated by appealing to Lemma[12.7] This yields
|[ET, U]U| < Z|J|§|I|—1|G%,J‘ ) |EJUU| + Z1g|J|g|1HG%J| - |Egul (14.14)

where

Gl <Cadp <1, BN ks (14.15)
G 5 SCaZkanglaZi,kmN,ka|EK(Af)\7

lo :=|I| — |J| and C, only depends on |I|, n and (M, gyef)-
Step 1. Note that if [I| = 1, then (14.14]) yields

|[Ex, Ulu| < CalUul + Cy(7)*e">73 5 | Esul (14.16)

for all 7 <0, where C, only depends on Cie, n and (M,gref); and C only depends on cpag, Cy 2
and (M, gref). In order to obtain this estimate we appealed to Lemma Combining (|14.16])

with (14.13]) yields
|Ex(Uu)| < V28 + Cu&12 + Cy(r) r3u/2essrme ] /2

for all 7 < 0, where C, only depends on Cle, n and (M, Gref); and Cy, only depends on cpas, Cyx,2
and (M, grer). In particular,

1B ull2,0 <2E17% + CoEBY? + Cy(ryitdn/2emset (112 < €. E)/? (14.17)

for all 7 < 7, where C, only depends on C,e, n and (M, Gret); and Cp and C. only depend on
Chas, Cy,2 and (M, Gref). 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

[ 1683 PiEsuPas < Cutr e [ By,
M M
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for 7 < 7., where C, only depends on cpas, M, cy,2 and (Z\Zl,gref). In general, let J, and J; be
such that Eyu = Ej, Ej,u and |Jp| = 1. Then we wish to estimate

1/2
( /Mm,kaEK<A?>|2|EJQEJbu|2ug;C) |

To do so, we proceed as in the proof of Lemma Assuming 2 < [I] < m, this expression can
be estimated by

Ca{m)™ e[| 10 N[ s () | Dt o 0
+ C«b<7_>muHAi-C ||H£L;1(M) ||Déu||oo7w + Cc<T>mu+m+3Lb/2—1eESpTE':n/2
for 7 < 7., where C, and C, only depend on ¢,,;, m and (M,gref); and Cj only depends on Ci,

u, m, n and (M, Gyer). Here m := (1,m — 1) and w := ($/@.)"/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 k, < 1, then

) 1/2 ) 1/2
(/ %?V,ka|EJUU2/~L§;C> <Cq (/ |EJUU2/~L§;c>
M M

for 7 < 7, where C, only depends on Ci. In this case, the idea is to estimate the right hand side
by appealing to an inductive assumption, since |J| < |I| — 1. In case k, > 1, we can proceed as
above: if k > 1, we rewrite factors of the form |D¥In N|,_, in P, as |Dk0+1 In N|j,., and then
appeal to Corollary - Assuming |I| < m, the corresponding expression can be estimated by

Calr)™ I N s (1) 1 Tt 0
+CaXity LT M — 7

for all 7 < 7., where C,, only depends on ¢y 1, m and (M, grer). Moreover, m; := (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

| BrUul|2.0 <|UErul|g.p + Co(r)m+mt3un/2-1eeser (172
+ Calr)™ (2507 | n Nl gy () + Ll A e a1y | 1D lloe,
o+ Calr)™ | 10 N | g iy Do
+Ca3% E|K| ()10 — 1 By Uulf,0

(14.18)

for all 7 < 7., where C,, only depends on ¢, 1, m and (M, gret). On the other hand, the conditions
of Lemma are fulfilled, so that holds. Combining this observation with the fact that
the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied and the fact that holds yields the conclusion
that if 2 < |[I| <m and m <,

1ExU w20 <CaB3f? + Cy(r)™ e || D]l o, + Com)™ [ Utl| o0
+Cad %, Z\K\ ()10 — 1 By Uul|a,
for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on ¢, m and (M, Grer); and Cp, only depends on sy,

cy1 and (M, Grer). Combining this estimate with (14.17) and an inductive argument yields the
conclusion of the lemma. O
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14.2 Commutators

Next, we estimate [L, FrJu in L? 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, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fizl as in Deﬁm'tion

and assume that the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 1 <m <1, [I| = m and w
is given by ,
1(Ex, U2 Jullam <Calr)m(r — 7.)Pmes0™ EY2 4 Cu(r)om®(r — 7.)m BM2|
+ Ca<7>(m_1)u<7— - TC>m_1Z|K|§\I\71||EKUQU||2,w
+ Co(m) (7 — 1) P [ Ut oo 0 + €77 || Dt o]
+ CC<T>mu||UQUHOO,w

(14.19)

for all T < 1.. Here C, only depends on c, 1, m and (M,gref); Cy only depends on sy m, cy1 and

(M, gret); and C.. only depends on sy m and (M, gret). Moreover, oy, and f3,, only depend on m.
Proof. In order to estimate [UQ, Frlu in L%, we appeal to Lemma m

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

1/2
(/— |Dm1+1 lnN‘?]rcf T ‘Dmk-H lnN3r0f|EJU2’U|2N§;C> .
M

Here my + -+ - +my, + 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

I1CE 5 B3 Uull2,0 <Cafr)™ [N g () 10 0,0
+ Cb<7->(m—1)u<7_ _ Tc>m_lz‘K\§\1|,1”EKUQUHQ,w
for [T <m and |J| < |I] — 1, where m := (1,m); C, only depends on Cyel, w, m, n and (M, rer);
and Cp only depends on ¢,,1, m and (M, grer). In particular,
1CF 5 Es U |2, <Colr)™ |0t oo 0
+ Cy(r) (T — Tc>m_lz\x\g\l|71||EKU2U||2,w

where Cj, has the same dependence as before and C.. only depends on s, ,,, and (M, Gret)-

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 kK = 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(n) "™, Wl Al og o 10 ulloo w1 0 N | g

+ Ca ()" O oo 3 | AF e
+ Cor) T — 7)™ | AF g oy X ¢ <o | B U

2w
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for all 7 < 7,. Here C, only depends on Cie, 4, m, n and (M, Jret); and C only depends on ¢y 1,
m and (M, Gef). Combining this estimate with (9.7) and Lemma and the assumptions yields
the conclusion that the relevant terms can be estimated by

Ca(r) " (r — 7)™ T3 ) < | B Ut 2,00 + Co(7) D e [ Ut o 0

fog all 7 < 7,. Here C, only depends on ¢,,;, m and (]\Zf,gref); and C only depends on s, ,, and
(M, Grof). Combining this estimate with Lemma yields the conclusion that terms of the first
type can be estimated by

(1) (7 — 70) P e T [Co Byl + Gy Ul oo + €507 || Dl o,w)]

for all 7 < 7.. Here C, only depends on ¢, 1, m and (M Jret); and Cjp, only depends on Sy m, ¢y
and (M, gref). Moreover, a,,, and 3, only depend on m.

Terms of the second type. In the second type of term appearing in , the lower bound in the
sum is 1. This means that there must be a factor of the form |DmlJrl ln N|gref or a factor of the
form |ExU(In N)| with K # 0. In the first case, we rewrite the factor as D™ (D In N)|q .. when

appealing to Corollary In the second case, we rewrite the relevant factor as |EKU(1n N )| =
|Fk, Ex,U(In N)|, where |Kj| = 1. The effect of this reformulation is that the total number of
derivatives (denoted [ 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<T>(m+1)uHUlnNHcg(M)||UU||oo,w|| 1HN||H;%(M)
+ Ca(m) VN Tt so0 | U I N | gy 5y
+ Cp(n) T — 7)™ U I Nl o () 2 <1 | B Ul 2,00
for all 7 < 7,. Here C, only depends on Che, 4, m, n and (M, Grer); and Cj, only depends on ¢y 1,

m and (M, Gret). Combining this estimate with the assumptions yields the conclusion that a term
of the second type can be estimated by, assuming |I| < m,

Ca(r) "D — 1) + Co{T) | T e 0

foE all 7 < 7,. Here C, only depends on ¢, m and (Mjref); and C only depends on s, ,, and
(M, grer). Combining this estimate with Lemma results in terms of the form

Qm ' 1/2 Qn o [T espT || )
Calr)om 7 — 1) B2 4 Gy (7 — 1) P [Tl o + €597 | Dt 0, 00]

for all 7 < 7.. Here C, only depends on ¢, 1, m and (M Gret); and Cjp, only depends on Sy m, Cu1
and (M, Gret). Moreover, a,, and f3,, only depend on m. Summing up yields the conclusion that

<Co{r)omt(r — 1,)PmeseT BL/2 4 Cp(r)om¥ (7 — 7.)Pm B/

||é%,JEJ ) m—1
+ Cp(T)*™ (7 = 1) P (1Tl 0w + €557 | Dttt oo,u0]

for all 7 < 7.. Here C, only depends on ¢, 1, m and (M, grer); and Cj, only depends on Sums Cul
and (M, Gref). Moreover, o, and f3,, 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 C?’JEJU/ in a weighted L2?-space.

Before doing so, note that C’E 5 vanishes if J = 0. In the estimates to follow, it is therefore natural
to rewrite Eyu = Ej_ FEj,u, where |Jp| = 1. The corresponding arguments are similar to before,
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and the result is, assuming |I| < m,

ICE 3 Exull2,w
<Co(r)m ey, {HU(Af)Hcgl(M) + 1A%l oo iy 10U In Nl co iy

+Ep,q||Af||cg(M)HAZHcg(M)] | Dgtt]| o, 1HN||H:(‘;(M)
+ Ca<7->(m+1)u”DIlEUHOO,wZi,k [HU(Af)HH;';*l(M) + HUlnNHCS(J\Z)HAf”H;”’I(M)
10 10 K g1 iy | A8 L gy + Sl AF g 148 o i |
+ Cyp(r) MY — )Y [HU(A?)HC&(M) + ||A§Hcg(M)||UIHNHcg(M)
+Ep,q||Af||cg(M)HAZHcg(M)] 2k <m 1 Exull2,0

for all 7 < 7., 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 C, only depends on Cie, ut, m, n and (]\_4 , Gref); and Cj, only
depends on ¢, 1, m and (M, Gref). Combining this estimate with Lemmas and as well
as the assumptions yields

1C2 3 Estula (70450 [Coll Dbl oo + Col7 = 7)™ il Brctllzn]

where C, only depends on s, and (M, gref), and Cp, only depends on ¢y 1, m and (M, Grer). O

14.2.1 Commutator with e 2#4 X3

Next, we wish to estimate the commutator with e=2#4 X3.

Lemma 14.8. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fiz | as in Definition
and assume that the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Then, if 1 <m <1 and |[I| = m,

||[EI, 672NAX,24}UH2,IU §<T>Ol7nu+ﬁ1n65SpT (CGEA’},{Q 4 Cbzi||€7“AXAEiu||oo,w>

B (14.20)
+ O <T>amu+ﬁm 62SSPT||D]I1<:,U/HOO7U)

for all T < 7., where C, only depends on ¢y 1, m, (M, Gref) and a lower bound on 6o,—; and Cy
only depends on ¢y.1, Sum, (M, Gret) and a lower bound on 8y _. Here ay, and B, only depend on
m.

Proof. Due to Lemma we wish to estimate the right hand side of (12.8)) in L? with respect
to the measure pg... 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],
|Dily| < Clr)»H!

for all 7 < 0, where C only depends on ¢, 1, |I| and (M, grer). In order to obtain this estimate,
we appealed to Remark Combining this observation with (14.8)) yields the conclusion that if
1<m<land |I| =|J] =m,

||DfJef“A Ej (ef”AXAu) ”27“) <C, <T>amu+ﬂm esspTEA}nN

_ (14.21)
+ Cb<7—>amu+6m e*eseT HDllEu”oo,w

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on ¢y 1, m, (M, gref) and a lower bound on Bo,—; and Cy
only depends on ¢y 1, Sum, (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. 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 ATy D™ K g Ty | DM s,

EJQE_]b (G_MAXAUH (1422)

Jref
in L? with weight w. Here |J;| = 1,
ltot :m1++mp+k1++kr+|']a| < |I\—p—7"

and if the far left hand side equals the far right hand side, then p+r > 1. At this stage, the factor
e~ #4 can be estimated by appealing to ((7.22)) and the remainder can be estimated by appealing
to Corollary To conclude, (14.22)) can, in L? with weight w, be estimated by

Calr) 2 0m e D (e X ).

(14.23)

+ Oy (1) 0m eS| B (e7#4 X aw) 2,0
for all 7 < 7, and |I| < m, where C, only depends on ¢y 1, Sum, (M, grer) and a lower bound on
0o,—; and C), only depends on ¢y 1, m, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6 —. In order to obtain this
conclusion, we appealed to Remark Remark and the assumptions. In order to express
the terms appearing in in a form more useful for future estimates, note that

|E;(e™ "4 X qu)| < e HA X g Fyu| + |[E;, e *4 X alul.

In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side, we can appeal to Lemma This
yields
[Ei, e 4 Xa]u| < 305 [ Hi k|| Eyul,

where
|H,

< Cad k<1 Breka [Ex (e7H4))]

and C, only depends on Cx, €nq, n and (M, rer). Summing up the above yields the conclusion
that
[Dg (e X aw)lloc,w < Cadoille™ 4 X aEiu]| oo, + Co(r)** 17 || Dguul og, 0,

where C,, only depends on n and Cj, only depends on ¢y 1, (M, gref) and a lower bound on 6y .
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

|Dfye#4 Ey(e 4 X au)||a,0 <Co(r)*mHimesseT E1/2
+ Cy () omutBmese TS e =14 X 4 Bitu| oo 0 (14.24)
+ Cb<7_>amu+ﬁm GQESPT”D]IIZUHOO,’U)
for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on ¢, 1, m, (M,gref) and a lower bound on 6y _; and Cj

only depends on ¢, 1, Sy,m, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. 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|,
1Ffye™ 4 Egulla, < Co(r)r2H3n/2e2eset p1/2 (14.25)

for all 7 < 7, where C, only depends on ¢, 1, m, (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y . In order
to obtain this conclusion, we appealed to (7.22]), Remark and the assumptions. Consider
(12.10)). For terms on the right hand side of (12.10]) such that m; + mo < 2, we can proceed as
above, and the relevant terms can be bounded by the right hand side of . Let us therefore
assume that my + ms > 2 in (12.10). We then need to estimate

e A Hf:1 |Dki+1’C Gret H;:1 |qu+1MAJ‘

EJaEJbul (1426)

Jref



150 CHAPTER 14. HIGHER ORDER ENERGY ESTIMATES, PART II

in L? with weight w. Here |J,| = 1 and
kit thyta+o g+ [T ST+ 1—p—r, (14.27)
g+ [Jaof <[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 4+ r > 1, this means that

Lot =ki 4+ +hky+q + - +q + T <|T = 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 +7 = 1. Then p = 1 and
k1 > 2, and we need to estimate

¢4 DML DK

Ej, Ez,ul (14.30)

Gret
in L? with weight w. In this case, we define Iy to equal k1 —1+|J,| < |I|—1. In the first two cases,
the factor e=2#4 can be estimated by appealing to and the remainder can be estimated by
appealing to Corollary Moreover, the | appearing in the statement of Corollary should
be replaced by Il given by . Assuming 1 < m < and |I| = m, the resulting expressions
can be estimated by

Ca <T>amu+6m GQESPT”D]EUHOO,M + Cb<7_>amu+,8m eQasprE}rL/Q

for all 7 < 7., where C,, only depends on ¢y 1, Sy.m, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y —; and Cj,
only depends on ¢, 1, m, (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6 _. In the third case, lyor := k1 —1+|J,|.
Moreover, if 1 <m <[ and [I| = m, then l;ot < m — 1. Appealing to and Corollary we
conclude that can be estimated in L? with weight w by

Ca <T>amu+6m GQESPT”D]EUHOOJH + Cb<7—>amu+ﬁm 628SPTEA‘71n/2

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on ¢y 1, Su,m, (M, gref) and a lower bound on 6o,—; and Cy
only depends on ¢y 1, m, (M, Gref) and a lower bound on 6y . Summing up the above yields the
conclusion of the lemma. O

14.2.2 Commutator with Z°U

Next, we wish to estimate the commutator with Z%U. To this end, we appeal to Lemma m
Note, in the application of this lemma, that Z° is given by (13.12)), where

W=n"g-(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 [, by and v have the properties stated in Definition [3.28

Lemma 14.9. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fix 1 as in Definition
and assume that the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Assume, finally, that there are con-

stants Ceoeff,1 ONA Scoeft, Such that is satisfied with | replaced by 1 and s satisfied.
Then, if 1 <m <1 and |I| = m,

1[Bx, Z2°0 o SColr) (7 = 7)™ BN 4 Co (1) (7 — 1) P B2,

- o [ . (14.31)
+ Gl — ) [ ulloe, + €557 S <o 1Bt o,

for all T < 1., where C, only depends on cy 1, Ceoeff,1, M, Ms and (M, Gref); and Cy only depends
ON Sy,m; Scoeff,m; Cu,1s Ceoeff,1, Mg and (M, Grer). Here auy, and B, only depend on m.



14.2. COMMUTATORS 151

Proof. Due to Lemma we need to estimate the terms on the right hand side of ((12.40)),
applied to u, in L? with weight w. In order to estimate the first sum on the right hand side, it is
sufficient to estimate expressions of the form

[Ty D I Nlg,, | Ex 21| - | EsUul,

where liot == ki + -+ kp + |K|+|J| < I] —pand |J| < I - 1. If p > 1, we can appeal to
Corollary with I replaced by lio. This leads to the conclusion that if 1 < m <1 and |[I| = m,
then the relevant expressions can be estimated by

Ca<7>mu||UuHoo,w + Cb<7'>(m_1)u||UuHoo,w
+ CC<T>(m_1)u<T - TC>m_1E\L\gmf1”ELUUHQ,UJ

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on s, Ceoefi,0, Ms and (M, gref); Cp only depends on
Scoeff,m—1s Sum—1, Ms and (M, grer); and C. only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoeft,0, M, Ms annd (M, Grer). 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 )
1Bk, B, 2°|| - |1 Es Ul

in L? with weight w, where |K;| = 1. In this case, we let Iy := [Kq| + [J| < [T —1. f1 <m <1
and |I| = m, we obtain the following bound by appealing to Corollary

Cp(m)™ [Tl oo + Ce{T)™ (7 = 7)™ 1 <1 [ BLU Ul 20

where C, only depends on Scoeft,m; Su,m, Ms and (M,gref); and C, only depends on ¢, 1, Ceoeft,1,
m, mg and (M, grer). Combining the above estimates with Lemma yields the conclusion that
if1<m <l [I] =m and |J| < |I|] = 1, then
= ~ ~1/2
1GR3 BTz, SCa(7)m(r —7) " B2,
+ Co () (7 = 70) P [Tl oo 0 + €77 || Dt 0]
for all 7 < 7, where C, only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoeff,1, M, M5 and (M, Gref); and Cy, only depends

ONl Sy.ms Scoeff,ms Cu,1s Ceoeff,1, Ms and (M, Grer). Moreover, oy, and B, 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 in order to conclude that

IGLsExulla,w <Culr) (7 — 7o) esseT B2 4 Oy (r)*m (1 — 1) 507 ||| oo 0

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on ¢y 0, Ccoeft,0, M, Mms and (M, Gret); and Cjp, only depends
ON Scoeff,m; Su,ms Ccoeff,0;, Ms and (Magref)~ O

14.2.3 Commutator with Z4X 4

Next, we wish to estimate the commutator with Z4X 4. To this end, we appeal to Lemma
Note, in the application of this lemma, that Z4 is given by (13.16)), where Y4 is given by ((12.35)).
Before estimating the commutator, it is convenient to derive Sobolev estimates for Z4.

Lemma 14.10. Let 0 < u € R, vg = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fizl as in Deﬁm’tion
and assume that the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Then

1Y g1y < Cafr) DGt 26807 (14.32)



152 CHAPTER 14. HIGHER ORDER ENERGY ESTIMATES, PART II

for all T <0, where Cy, only depends on Sy, cy.1, (M,gref) and a lower bound on 6y _. Assume,

in addition, that holds with I replaced by 0 and that holds. Then
HA?i?”Hl(M) < Cy{r)itesseT (14.33)

for all T <0, where C, only depends on Sy 1, Scocff,l; Ccocff,0 (M,gref) and a lower bound on Oy .

In particular,
1Z4) e azy < Cafr)Messe (14.34)

for all T <0, where C, only depends on sy1, Scoeff,ls Cu,1; Cooeff,05 Ms; (M, Gref) and a lower bound
on Oy _.

Remark 14.11. If one, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, requires the existence of a
constant ceoerr,1 such that (3.34) holds with [ replaced by 1, then

||ZA||c;O(M) < CpeseT

for all 7 < 0, where C, only depends on ¢, 1, Ceocft,1, Ms, (M,gref) and a lower bound on 6y _.

This follows from Lemma [13.10} Remark [13.11] and (7.84)).

Proof. We begin by estimating YA, Note, to this end, that (13.19) holds, where we use the
notation introduced in Definition 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

672#14 Hf=1 |Dki+1,c‘gref H?:l |Dlj+1luAj |gref |Dmb+1 ln 0|§ref’ (14'35)

where lyop ;= k1 + -+ k,+ L+ +lg+mpy <k—p—qgand k := |K|. Incase p+q > 1,
we appeal to (7.22)), (7.84), Remark Corollary and the assumptions in order to conclude
that (14.35)) can, in L?, be estimated by

Ca <7_> k(2u+1)+u6255p7—

for all 7 < 0, where C, only depends on sy, cy1, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _; here
k:=|K]. In case p+ ¢ = 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 ATy DM K g, TTIy 1 DV pra, g, [Tj—y [ D™ T In N g, (14.36)

where lyot :=k1+---+kp+li+---+lg+mi+---+m, <k+1—p—qg—r. Appealing to (7.22]),

(7.84), Remark [10.6, Corollary and the assumptions, we conclude that (14.36) can, in L?, be

estimated by

Ca <T>(k+1)(2u+1)6285pr

for all 7 < 0, where C, only depends on sy, cu1, (M, gret) and a lower bound on 6 —. Thus
(12.32) holds.

Next, we wish to estimate Ey [/\A,’;;‘] for [I| <. 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

[T7_1| DM Klg,., | Dy X5

Jref

where liot == k1 + -+ + kp + |J| < |I] — p. Appealing to (8.13), (8.14), Corollary and the

assumptions, we conclude that this expression can, in L2, be estimated by
Ca <T>lueesp7—

for all 7 < 0, where C, only depends on S, ;, Scoeff,is Ccoeff,0, (M, gref) and a lower bound on Oo,—.
Thus ([14.33)) holds, and the lemma follows. O
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Lemma 14.12. Let 0 < u € R, vg = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fizl as in Deﬁm'tz'on
and assume that the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Assume, finally, that holds
with | replaced by 1 and that holds. Then, if 0 < |I| <,

I[Br, ZA X alulla,0 <Ca(r)*(r — 7o)e=soT £}/

_ (14.37)
+ Co{r) ™7 = 75557 | Dl o

for all 7 < 1., where C, only depends on cy 1, Ceoeff,1, I, Ms, (M,gref) and a lower bound on 0y _;
and Cy only depends on $y,1, Scoeff I Cu,1s Ceoeft, 1, Ms, (M, Gret) and a lower bound on Oy _.

Proof. Due to Lemma [I2:8] we need to estimate expressions of the form
171 | D*+ Kl | B 24 - | Es, Es,ul, (14.38)

where lyoy := k1 +---+kp + |K|+]Jo| < |I|—pand |Jp| = 1. In case p > 1, we can directly appeal
to Corollary to conclude that ((14.38)) can be estimated in L? with weight w by

= ~1/2
Ca(r)!*e=or™ || Dhulloo,u + Colr)!™ (7 = 7o) Ho00 2507 B/
for all 7 < 7., where C,, only depends on sy, ;, Scoeff,i, Cu,15 Ceoeff,1; Ms, (M,gref) and a lower bound

on 6y, _; and Cy only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoefr,15 I, Ms; (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6 _.

In case p = 0 and |K| + |J,| < |[I|] — 1, we can proceed as above. However, if p = 0 and
|K| + |Jo| = [T, then, since |J,| < |I|] — 1, we have to have |K| > 1. In that case, we rewrite
FEx = Ex, Ex,, where |K;| = 1. Then we need to estimate

|Ex, Fx,Z"|| - |Es, E3,ul

in L? with weight w, where lyor := |Ko| + |Ja| < |I| — 1. Appealing to Corollary we obtain
the bound . -
Ca<7_>lu<7_ _ Tc>l+3Lb/2€ESpTEl1/2 + Cb<7>luesspT||D[1EU||oo,w

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoeft,1, [, Ms, (]\7[, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _;
and Cj, only depends on $y;, Scoeff,l, Cu,15 Ccoeff,0, Ms; (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. O

14.2.4 Commutator with &

Lemma 14.13. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Assume, finally, that
holds with | replaced by 1 and that holds. Then, if 1 < |I| <,

1B, &)ullo,w < Co()™ [ t]loow + Colr)(r — 7o) 30/ 2 )12 (14.39)

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on Cpas, Scoeft,l; I, ms and (M,gref),' and Cy only depends
ON Cy,1, Ccoeff,1, l, mg and (Mvgref)-

Proof. Note that [Ey, &Ju can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form Eja - Exu,
where |J| + |K| = |I| and |J| > 1. Rewrite Ey = Ej, Ej, with |Jp| =1, let 1 <m <[ and assume
that I = m. Then we can appeal to Corollary to conclude that Ej, Ej, & - Fxu can, in L?
with weight w, be estimated by

Ca(Y™ oo, + ColT)™ (7 — 7o) ™30/ 2 B2

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on Cpas, Scoeft,m, M, Ms and (M, gref); and Cj, only depends
On Cy 1, Ceoeff,1, My Mg and (M, grer). The lemma follows. O
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14.3 Estimating U2u

At this stage, we need to return to . In particular, we need to estimate UQu, both in
weighted Sobolev spaces and in a weighted C%-space. In order to obtain such estimates, we need
to assume u to satisfy the equation . Making this assumption, the desired weighted C°-
estimate follows from . In order to obtain the desired weighted Sobolev estimate, we make
the following observation.

Lemma 14.14. Let 0 < u € R, vg = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u, 1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fiz | as in Definition
and assume that the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there are

constants Ceoef,1 and Scoer, Such that is satisfied with | replaced by 1 and is satisfied.
Assume, finally, that is satisfied. Then, if |K| <1,

1Bk U ulla,0 <Colr)oritfresse™ B2 4 Cy(r)ost(r — 7,)0 B,/
+ C«b<7_>aku+ﬁk ez—:spT”gl ||1/2

00, W2

+ Co{r) 1 — o)™ |01, + I Brc S ll2,0

forallT < 7., wherek := |K|; C, only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoefi,1, o (in case tp # 0), k, ms, (M, Gret)
and a lower bound on 6y _; and Cy, only depends on Sy i, Scoeff ks Cu,15 Ceoefi,1, Ms (M, rer) and a
lower bound on 6y . Moreover, wy := w? and ay, and By, only depend on k.

Remark 14.15. Combining the conclusion of the lemma with (13.26]) and Lemma yields the
following estimate: if 1 <m <[ and |I| = m,
I[Bx, U2Jula, Cofr)mitPrmesse BLI2 4 Cy(r)omt(r — 1) Pm /2,
+ Cp(r)om it Bmesse | €| 15, + Cu(r) (= 7o) €022, (14.40)

+ Celr)™ | flloyw + Calr) ™ (r = 7)™ 13 ¢ et | B F 12,0

for all 7 < 7. Here C, only depends on ¢, 1, Ceoeff.1, do (in case u, # 0), m, ms, (M, Gret) and a
lower bound on 6y _; Cj only depends on Sy m, Scoeff,m—1; Cu,15 Ceoeff,1, Ms, do (Il case ¢, # 0),
(M, grer) and a lower bound on 6 _; C.. only depends on sy, and (M, gef); and Cy only depends
on ¢, 1, m and (M7gref). Moreover, «,, and (,, only depend on m.

Proof. Due to (|13.26f), we know that
102ull2 < Cae™™ By + CoEg" + | 12,0
for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on cyg, g V[, Gref) and a lower bound on 0o,—; and C} only
depends on ¢,0, Ceoeff,0, o (in case ¢, # 0), (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. Next, assume
that |K| > 1 and note that
ExU%u =Y, Bk (e 24 X2u) + Ex(Z°Uu) + Ex(Z4 X au) + Ex(au) — Ex f. (14.41)
The first term. In order to estimate the first term, note that

1B (™4 X3u) |20 </[[Ex, e X3ull2,0 + [le™4 X3 Excul|2,0- (14.42)

The first term on the right hand side can be estimated by the right hand side of . In order
to estimate the second term on the right hand side of , we appeal to with u replaced
by Exu. This yields

||€_2uAX124EKu||2,w < CaeespTEA‘]ifrzl
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for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on cpss, (M , Gref) and a lower bound on 6y _. Summing up,

| Bxc (™24 X3 u) |2, <(m)0r4HPresseT[C, B2 4 Oyl|E1 ]| 12,,) (14.43)

00, W2

for all 7 < 7., where Cy only depends on ¢y 1, k, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _; and C}, only
depends on ¢y 1, Syk; (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _.

The second term. Turning to the second term on the right hand side of (14.41)),
1Bk (Z2°0u) 20 < |I[Ex, Z°Ulul|2,0 + |2°0 Bxcul2,0- (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 ||ZY|| is bounded by
a constant depending only on ceeefr 0, 7, Ms and ¢, 0. Adding up yields

1Bk (Z°0 ) a0 <Cu(r)o ¥ (7 — 7.) P}/

(14.45)
+ Ob<7_>aku<7. - Tc>ﬁk GESPTH51||1/2 + HEOHéé?wQ}

00, W2

for all 7 < 7., where C;, only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoeft,1, K, ms and (M, Gref); and Cp only depends
Ol Sy k, Scoeff,k, Cu1s Ceoeff,1, Ms and (M, gref). Here ay, and B are constants depending only on
k.

The third term. Next,
1Bk (Z4 X aw)l|2,0 < |[Bx, Z4 X alullaw + |12 X a Excul|a,-

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
| B (24X aw) o <Calr) (7 = 1) e L2

+ Gy )™ (7 = 7o) e 4 L2

o0, w2

(14.46)

for all 7 < 7., where C,, only depends on ¢y 1, Cooeft,1, K, Ms, (]\Z[jref) and a lower bound on 6y, _;
and C}, only depends on Sy i, Scoeff ks Cu,1; Ceoeff,1, Ms, (M, Gref) and a lower bound on 6y _.

The fourth term. Finally,
| Ex (6u)l2,0 <[[[Ex, alull2aw + [|dExull2w

<Co (Yo (1 — ) T3 2 B2 Oy

(14.47)

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoeff,1, k, ms and (M, Jret); and Cy only depends
Ol Chas; Scoeff,k> k, mg and (Magref)-

Summing up. Summing up the above estimates yields the conclusion of the lemma. O

14.4 Commutator with L

Summing up the above estimates, we are in a position to bound the commutator of L with FEj.

Lemma 14.16. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum assumptions are satisfied. Fiz l as in Deﬁnition
and assume that the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions are satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there are

constants Ceoeft,1 0N Scoeft,1 Such that is satisfied with | replaced by 1 and is satisfied.
Assume, finally, that is satisfied. Then, if 1 <m <1 and |I| =m,
I[Ex, Ll SCalr)emtomessnm EY2 4 G,y (r) (7 — 1) B3,
T Cy{r) T8 12, + Cy{r) i — ) €42 (14.43)

00, Wa 00, W2

+ Ce{r)™ | fllsoyw + Calr) " (r = 70) ™" ' ¢ ey | Excf

2w
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for all T < 7.. Here C, only depends on cy 1, Ceoeti1; do (in case 1y # 0), m, mg, (M, Grer) and
a lower bound on 6y _; Cy only depends on Sym, Scoeff,m; Cul; Ceoefi,1, Ms, do (in case tp # 0),
(M, Gref) and a lower bound on 0y —; C.. only depends on sy m and (M, Gret); and Cq only depends
on cy,1, m and (M, Gref). Moreover, o, and By, only depend on m.

Remark 14.17. Assuming, in addition to the conditions of the lemma, that the conditions of
Lemma are satisfied with k = 1, we conclude that

I[EL, L)ull2.0 <Cl <T>amu+ﬁm eEsﬂE}ﬂﬂ + Co{r)om(r — Tc>ﬁm E”Tln/z1
+ Cb <7_>Ocm,nu+ﬂm,n egspTeCO(Tc_T)/zE’]%{z (Tc; TC) (1449)
+ Cylr) ot = )DL 2 )

for all 7 < 7. Here C, only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoefr,1, do (in case ¢, # 0), m, mg, (M, Grer) and a
lower bound on 6y _; and Cj only depends on Sy m, Scoeff,m; Cu,ry, Ceoeff iy, Ms, do (Il case ¢p # 0),
(M , Gret) and a lower bound on 6y _. Moreover, ¢ is given by ; Qam and S, only depend on
m; and oy, and By, , only depend on n and m. Finally, x¢ is the smallest integer strictly larger
than n/2 and k1 := Ko + 1.

Remark 14.18. Assume that the conditions of the lemma and all the conditions of Corollary [I1.9]
are satisfied. Assume, moreover, that the conditions of Lemma are satisfied with k£ = 1.
Then holds with ¢y = 0. However, in that case, C} also depends on dy, dcoeg and dq. 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, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma are fulfilled and let kq be the smallest integer strictly larger than n/2+1. Assume the
(u, k1)-supremum assumptions to be satisfied; and that there is a constant Ceoefr,r, Such that
holds with | replaced by k1. Fizl as in Deﬁmtion and assume the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions
to be satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant Scoer, such that holds. Assume,
finally, that 1s satisfied with vanishing right hand side. Then

Ei(737e) <Coe® T T Ey(7e57e) + Ca(r)*mt (7 — 1) 20m e By (157,

) (14.50)

+ Cy(r)2ernt(r — 7 \2Buneco(Te=T B (7,:7.)
for all 7 < 1. < 0. Here ¢y is the constant defined by ; the second and third terms on the
right hand side vanish in case | = 0; oy, and By, only depend on n and l; C, only depends on
Cu,1; Ceoeft,1, dov (N case vy #0), 1, mg, (M, gret) and a lower bound on 6y —; and Cy only depends
ON Syu,i; Scoeff,ls Cumys Cooeff,rys Ms, da (N case vy #0), (M, Gret) and a lower bound on 6y _.

Remark 14.20. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, all the conditions of Corol-
lary are satisfied, then can be improved in the sense that ¢y can be set to zero. On
the other hand, the constants C, and Cj, then, additionally, depend on dy, dcoesr and d,. The
reason for this is the following. First, holds. Second, due to Corollary the k appearing
in this estimate is integrable. Third, due to Remark holds with ¢y = 0. Combining
these observations with an argument similar to the proof below yields the desired conclusion.



14.6. THE KLEIN-GORDON EQUATION 157

Proof. Combining Remark [14.17| with (13.5)) yields

Ex(1;70) <Ex(7e;7e) —|—/ Ji(S)Ek(S;TC)ds + C’a/ 4(5)”""”"'5’“6‘55"51@16(5;Tc)ds
+ Ca/ 4(5)‘”‘”(5 — Tc>BkE]1£21 (s; TC)E;/2(S; Tc)ds

T (14.51)

+C, / <s>ak,nu+6k,neSSpSeCO(Tc_S)/QE;{2(TC; TC)EA;/Q(S; 7.)ds

+ Cb/ (s)kmt(s — TC>B’“*"600(T“75)/2EA;£2(Tc; TC)E;/2(S; Tc)ds

for all 7 < 7., where C,, only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoeff.1, do (in case v, # 0), k, ms, (M, Grer) and
a lower bound on 6y _; and Cj, only depends on Sy k, Scoeff,ks Cu,r1s Ceoeff,nys do (I case ¢, # 0),
ms, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on y _. Assume, inductively, that there are constants ,, , and
Om.n, depending only on m and n, such that

Em(r; Te) §C’aec°(TC*T)Em(TC; Te) + Ca(7'>27’"f"”<7' — TC>25’"v"eC°(TC*T)Em_1(TC; Te)
+ Cb<7_>2vm,nu<7 _ TC>25m,n eCo(TﬁT)EK1 (Tc; Tc)

for all 7 < 7... Here C, and C} 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 ¢, 0, do (in case , # 0), (M, Gref) and a lower bound on 6y . Assume
that the inductive hypothesis holds for 0 < m < k — 1 and that k < [. In order to demonstrate
that it holds for k, we proceed as in the proof of Lemma To begin with, let £(7) be defined

by the right hand side of (14.51)). Then
¢ > —H'¢ — g¢'/2,

(14.52)

where
H'(r) =n(r) + Ca(r) s,
9(7) =Calr)™ 5 (r — )P BV (73m) + Colr) @ — )P oo 212 )
With this notation, it can be verified that (13.39)) holds with 7, = 7 and 7, = 7.. Combining this

estimate with the inductive assumption yields the conclusion that the inductive assumption holds
with k — 1 replaced by k. The lemma follows. O

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
Ogu — migu =0,

where mgg is a constant. Comparing this equation with , it is clear that & = —m¥ko072
On the other hand, due to and the fact that ¢ > negp, cf. Remark it is clear that 6
tends to infinity exponentially; cf. . Combining this with, say, (u,)-Sobolev assumptions
yields exponential decay of & in suitable weighted Sobolev spaces. In fact, we have the following
estimate.

Lemma 14.21. Let 0 < u € R, vg = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma[7.13 and the estimate are satisfied. Then, for 1 <l € Z and 1= (1,1),

16~ ey, iy < Cably 2 e®=7 | 0l g () (14.53)

for all T <0, where C, only depends on Chei, U, co1, I, n and (M,gref).
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Remark 14.22. Note that a C°-estimate for =2 follows immediately from (7.51)). In particular,
if & = —m§g072, then

16| oy < Cablg 2 €557, &l gy, () < Cb9&2_6255”||1n9\|1{gg(1\’4)

for all 7 < 0, where C, only depends on mkg; and Cj, only depends on ¢p,1, Crel, 4, I, n, mxc and
(M ) Gref )

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 #~2 by appealing to Lemma

Proof. Due to (7.51))
0 > e 20y, exp[—(esp + 1/n)0] (14.54)

for all t < tg. In particular, appealing to (7.84)), it is clear that |Egf~2| can be estimated by a
linear combination of terms of the form

0.2 €**5*7[ ;| Ex, Ind],

where |I;| + --- + |Ix| = |I| and |I;| # 0. Combining this observation with Lemma and
Corollary yields the conclusion of the lemma. O

In the case of the Klein-Gordon equation, Remark makes it clear that || X0]], [|X*||; and |||
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 d., and €., > 0 such that

sup |20z, )| + | X+ (2, )5 + [a(2, )] <deoeeT (14.55)
zeM
for all t < ty. Considering Lemma [I1.8] it is clear that, under these circumstances, the only
term that contributes to the growth of the zeroth order energy is ¢ — (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 [I1.11] For this reason, it is
convenient to introduce the notation

Culul(r) = [ &l (1456)
Note also that, assuming (14.55)) to hold, ¢, = 0 and ¢, = 1 in the definition of &; cf. (13.1)).
Under these circumstances, we obtain the following conclusions.

Proposition 14.24. Let 0 <u e R, vy = (0,u), v = (u,u) and k1 be the smallest integer strictly
larger than n/2 + 1. Assume that the conditions of Lemma are fulfilled. Assume the (u,rK1)-
supremum assumptions to be satisfied; and that there is a constant Ceoefr i, Such that holds
with | replaced by k1. Fix | as in Definition and assume the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions to
be satisfied. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant Scoefr,; such that m holds and that

is satisfied with vanishing right hand side. Assume, finally, that (7.78), (11.7) and (11.39)
hold and let 7. = 0. Then, if | > k1,

Gl(T) SC@<7_>20zl,nr.t+2ﬁl,nGl(o)7 (14.57)
I1€1(s )l goary SCo()o TG, (0) (14.58)

for all T < 0. Here oy and By, only depend on n and l; and C, only depends on sy, Scoeft,i;
Cu,k1s Cooeffyirs Qas gy deoeft; M, (M,gmf) and a lower bound on 6y _. Moreover, o, and 3, only
depend on n; and Cy only depends on cy,, Ceoeff,kys Qs g, Qeoeff, M, (M@ref) and a lower
bound on g, .
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Assume, in addition, that holds, and that there are constants 64 and €, > 0 such that

lg(-,t) = (n = 1)l coury < Sgea™ (14.59)
or allt <tg. Let €xcc := MiN{€co, €q, ESp J - en there 18 a Voo € \[) such that
f Il L i ¢:€spt- Th h ) CoY(M h th
||(Uu)(7 T) = UOOHCO(I\?I) SCaCC<T>anu+BneEaCCTG¥2(0)7 (14.60)
||U00||CO(1\7I) SC&CCGA}g{Z(O) (14.61)

for all T S 0; where Cacc Only d6p€TLdS 0N Cy k15 Ccoeff,ky s dou dq; dcocff; 5q; dco; €co; €q, Ms,
(M, Grer) and a lower bound on 0y _. Moreover, a,, and B, only depend on n.

Remark 14.25. If (14.55)) is fulfilled, it follows that (11.7]) and (11.39)) hold with 7. = 0. Moreover,
do, and deoeg then only depend on d, and €.

Remark 14.26. In the lemma we impose C° assumptions on the coefficients and ¢ — (n — 1);
cf. (14.55) and (14.59). This leads to the C°-estimates expressed in (14.60) and (14.61)). If one
would impose stronger assumptions on the coefficients and ¢ — (n — 1) (C*-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 C? is replaced by C** or H*1 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 C*-estimates analogous to and
(14.61) (cf. Remark , the asymptotic information could be improved. In order to justify
this statement, assume that there is a vo, € C1(M) such that (14.60) and (14.61)) hold with C°
replaced by C! and s replaced by x; + 1. Given this assumption, let us sketch how to derive
more detailed asymptotics. Compute

Ut — v000) = Utt — Voo + o[l — U(0)] — U(vso)0- (14.62)

The sum of the first two terms on the right hand side decay exponentially in C° due to ((14.60)).
In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side, note that (7.9) yields

voe[1 = U (0)]] = [vee N divg,, x| < Cae™GL/%(0)

for all 7 < 0, where we appealed to (7.20), (7.84) and (14.61). Moreover, C, has the same
dependence as C,cc in (14.61). Finally, let us estimate the third term on the right hand side of

(14.62)). Note, to this end, that
U (voo)| = N 7! [x(voo)| < Coe™7 | Do
for all 7 < 0, where we, in the last step, combined Remark and ([7.84). Here Cj only depends
on ¢y o and (M, gref). Assuming ((14.61)) to hold with CO replaced by C' and &, replaced by x1 +1,
A  AL/2
0 (vac)el < Colr)emsr G131 (0),

where C.. only depends on ¢y ., +1, Ceoeff,r1+1> da,15 g1, deoetf,15 0g,15 deo,1, Ms, (M, Grer) and a
lower bound on 6y —. Here do,1, dg,1, deoef,1, dg,1 and deo,1 correspond to assumptions on the
coefficients and ¢ that have to be imposed in order to obtain the C! version of the estimates
(114.60) and . Summarising the above estimates yields

110 (1 — 00 0)] (s Tl oo 7y < Cace,t (T) 04 Precsem G2 (0) (14.63)

fog all 7 < 0, where Cjyec,1 only depends on ¢y x,+1, Ceoeft,ii+15 Ga,15 Gg,15 Gooeft,15 0,15 Aeo,1, M,
(M, gref) and a lower bound on 6y —; and «,, and 3, only depend on n. In analogy with the proof
of (14.60) (see below) this yields the existence of a u,, € C°(M) such that

an n EaCCT Al 2
10 = voc0 = o) (5 Pl eoay S Kacea (1) Fonese G (0)

for all T S_ 07 where Kacc,l Only depends ON Cy, k1415 Ceoeff,k1+15 da,la dq,la dcoeff,la 6q,17 dco,l» €co,
€q, Ms, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _.
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Proof. Note that all the conditions of Corollary are satisfied. Due to the assumptions of the
proposition, the conditions of Proposition[I4.19]are also satisfied with 7. = 0, so that Remark[14.20]
applies. Since [ > k1, this means that olds for all 7 < 0, but with G replaced by E(, 0),
and the same dependence of the constant. Combining this estimate with (7.90), (11.40) and (13.3)
yields . Moreover, the assumptions stated in Remark |13.26 apply with & = 1, so that
holds.

If, in addition, (14.55) and (14.59) hold, then holds with f = 0 and an 7 (introduced in
(113.25))) satisfying

()| coary < Cp(r)?0F D eceeen

for all 7 < 0, where €cc := min{eco, €4,€sp} and C,, only depends on ¢y 0, 8¢, deo, (M, Grer) and a
lower bound on 6y _. Combining this estimate with (13.24)), (14.58)) and the fact that f = 0 yields

|(O2) (sl < Caeelr) o ecsem G L2 (0) (14.64)

for all 7 <0, where Chycc only depends on ¢y x,, Cooeff k15 s gy deoefts Ogs deos M, (M, gref) and
a lower bound on 6y _. Moreover, o, and [, only depend on n. Before proceeding, note that

U%u= N"19,Uu— N"*xUu. (14.65)
It is of interest to estimate the the second term in C°(M). Due to Remark [8.5|and (7.84)),
DUu

o < CaeESPT|DUu

IN“txUul < N7x Gret

. (14.66)

Jref Jref

for all 7 <0, where C,, only depends on ¢, ¢ and (M7§ref). On the other hand,
\E;Uu| < |UEwu| + |[Ei, Ulu| < Co&7%,

where we appealed to (14.16)) and C, only depends on ¢, o and (M, grer). Combining this estimate

with (14.58) and (|14.66)) yields
=5 0w) () oogany < Colr)oritPeessom G112 (0)

on M_, where a,, and 3, only depend on n; and Cj only depends on ¢y s, Ceoeff iy 5 Qas dgy deoeffs
ms, (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. Combining this estimate with (14.64), (14.65) and (7.86)
yields the conclusion that

10:0w) (-, 7)ll oy < Cace (1) 24 eeeeT G2 (0) (14.67)

for all 7 < 0, where Cjycc only depends on ¢y x,, Ceoeff iy Qs dgs deoetts Og, deo, M, (M, Gref) and
a lower bound on ¢y —. Moreover, a,, and 3, only depend on n. Integrating (14.67)) from 7, to 7,
where 7, < 7, < 0 yields the conclusion that

1(Tu) (1) = (Tu) (-, 7)oy < Kacelm) o et GL2(0),

where K. only depends on ¢y x,; Ceoeft,ny > Qas dgs deoefts 0q, deos €cos €g5 M, (M, Gref) and a lower
bound on . Thus there is a function ve, € C°(M) such that

H(UU)(vT) - UOOHCO(J\?I) < Kacc<T>anu+6neea“7@}<{2(0)
for all 7 < 0. In particular,
[vesllco iy < 10w (-0}l oy + Kace G2 (0) < CuaG?(0),

where C, has the same dependence as K,.., and we appealed to (14.58) in the last step. The
lemma follows. O



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¥(v),
where « is an inextendible causal curve in the spacetime (in the end it turns out to be convenient
to consider slightly larger regions, denoted AT (y) and introduced below). To begin with, we
therefore analyse the causal structure in the direction of the singularity. This is the subject of
Section In this section, we also analyse the spatial variation of g in A™ () 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*(v);
cf. the heuristic discussions in Sections and We begin this derivation in Section by
estimating the difference between 0,1 and U 1. We also estimate 0, ﬁElu — ﬁzEIu. However, the
main difficulty is to estimate differences such as 92¢ — 9, U+. This is the purpose of Section
Unfortunately, the required arguments are quite technical. However, in the end they result in a
model equation; cf. Corollary [[5.17]

15.1 Causal structure

Let v : (s_,s;) — M x I be a future pointing and past inextendible causal curve. We begin by
providing conditions ensuring that the spatial component of y(s) converges to a point in M as
§—>S_.

Lemma 15.1. Given that the conditions of Lemma[7.13 and the basic assumptions, cf. Defini-

tion are satisfied, let T be defined by . Lety:(s_,s1) — M x1I be a future pointing
and past inextendible causal curve. Writing v(s) = [¥(s),7°(s)], where ¥(s) € M

d’YO . 0
25 > 0, s_lgr_lJr'y (s)=t_.

Reparametrising v so that it is a function of T, there is a constant C, such that

vy
E(T)

< Cobly L e (15.1)

Gref
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for 7 <0, where C, only depends on cpas and (M, Gret)-

Remark 15.2. Note that s — s_+ corresponds to ¢ — ¢_+ which corresponds to 7 — 7_, where
7_ > —oo. Combining this observation with the estimate (15.1]) and the observation that (M, gyef)
is complete yields the conclusion that 7(s) converges to a point Z, as s — s_+. Moreover,

d(7(s),2,) < Cally Leg e (15.2)
for all s such that 7 0 4%(s) < 0. Here d is the topological metric induced on M by ..

Proof. Represent the tangent vector of v by
=000 + 04Xy, (15.3)

where v? > 0, since v is future pointing. Due to the causality of v,

0> g(9,%) = —(0°)* + 3 4e4 (™). (15.4)
Due to (3.7), (15.3) and the fact that v° > 0, it is clear that
dy’ 7—1,0
— =N 0. 15.5
I vl > (15.5)

Using (3.7) and (15.3)), it can also be deduced that
5= (v~ B )Xo

In particular, there is a constant C, depending only on n, such that

Hger < 2 alfod ]+ N7 xA0) < Cemtimin, (15.6)
where we appealed to and . Combining this estimate with and yields
lgeer < CO 55200, (15.7)
where C' only depends on c¢pas. On the other hand, due to 7
S -
dr ds dt ds 00 \ dt ds
Combining this observation with and yields . O

From now on, we are going to fix one curve v and assume that o = z,. 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 are satisfied, let T be defined by and v : (s_,sy) — M x I be a future pointing
and past inextendible causal curve. Let T be defined as in Remark and assume To to have
been chosen so that Ty = . Then, reparametrising v so that it is a function of T, there is a
constant Ceay such that

dy

< Ceaubly Le07 (15.9)
Gref

for 7 <0, where Cean only depends on cpas, Cy,2, (M, gref) and a lower bound on Bo,—.

Remark 15.4. With d, v and Z, as in Remark the estimate (15.9) yields
d(7(8), 2,) < Ceaubly Leg e’ ) (15.10)

for all s such that 70+%(s) <0.
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Proof. Combining (7.22)), (7.86)), (15.6) and (15.8)) yields

dy
ar (1)

< Cufy Lesrer) (15.11)

Jref

for all 7 < 0, where C, only depends on cpas and (M, gret). On the other hand,

7 — 00 7(7)| =lo(Z0,7°(7)) = 0(3(7),7°(7))]
Scb<7—>d(j()ar_>/(’r))7

where Cj, only depends on cpas, ¢y,2 and (M, Grer), and we appealed to (7.60)) and (7.72). Combining
this estimate with (15.2)) and ((15.11]) yields the conclusion of the corollary. O

Given assumptions and notation as in the statement of Corollary and Remark let
Ka = Ceanty L €5,
and define, using the notation M_ := M x I_,
At (y) = {(7,t) € M_ : d(%,%,) < Kaesr™®}, (15.12)

Then Corollary yields the conclusion that J*(v) N J~ (M) € AT(y). Moreover, due to an
argument similar to the proof Corollary [15.3]

lo(z,t) — T(t)| < Gy L (r(t))esr) (15.13)
for all (z,t) € A*(y), where C}, only depends on chas, Cy,2, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on g .
At this stage, it is also of interest to estimate w, defined by (14.2), in A*(y).

Lemma 15.5. Assume that the conditions of Lemma[7.13 and the basic assumptions, cf. Defi-
nition [3.27, are fulfilled, let v and ., be as in Remark[15.4 and assume that Zo = T. Assume,
moreover, that there is a constant ¢, such that |q| < ¢, on M_ and that holds. Then

(Inw)(Z, 7a) — % / 450, 7) — (n — D]dr| < Cu(r.)iecso (15.14)

Ta

forallt, <1.<0andz € M such that (T, 7,) corresponds to an element of A*(v). Here C, only
depends on Cuas, €o,1, Cqs Cx,2, (M, Gref) and a lower bound on 6y _. Moreover, u := max{u, 1}.

Remark 15.6. As already pointed out, ¢ — (n — 1) converges to zero exponentially in many
situations of interest. In that setting, yields the conclusion that w is essentially constant.
However, in oscillatory settings (such as Bianchi VIII and IX), the difference ¢ — (n — 1) does not
converge to zero. On the other hand, it is very small on average.

Proof. Note that
2Inw(Zo,7) = In@g(Zo, 7) — In@(Z, 7)) = 7 — 7 + I O(Zo, 7) — InO(Zo, 7¢),
where we used the fact that o(Zg,7) = 7. Next, note that
d-Inf = (9,7) 'NN~19,In6 = N(U + N~'x)Inb,
where N := N/@tT. On the other hand,
N (70,) — 1] = N(@o, )1 — N~ (30, )| < 31 = N~ (70, )|/2,
where we appealed to . On the other hand, due to ,
1= N1 (@0, )] < I8 (@)@, )] + [N divg,.e] Fo, )l
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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

NN (Zo,) = 1| + [N (Zo,-) = 1] < Calr)eseT (15.15)

for all 7 < 0, where C,, only depends on Cpas, ¢y.2 and (M, grer). Next, note that by an argument

similar to (7.75)),

N7 xIng| < n'/2e=Hmin| x|, [DInb).
Evaluating this estimate in (Zg, -) and appealing to (7.81)) yields

[N*1|Xln0|](§co, 7) < Cp(r)teseT

for all 7 < 0, where C}, only depends on cpas, €1, Cx,2 and (M, Grer). Finally, |U(ln 6)| is bounded
by a constant depending only on ¢, and n. Combining the above estimates yields the conclusion
that

18,06 — U(In0)|(zo,7) < Cy(r)eseT

for all 7 <0, where C, only depends on cpas, 4,1, Cq, Cy,2 and (]\7[ , Gret). Combining this estimate
with (3.4) and the fact that 7 = o(Zo, 7) yields

(8- 0 §)(Zo,7) + [q(Z0, 7) — (n = 1)]/n| < Calr)tecseT
for all 7 <0, where C, only depends on cpas, €o,1, Cq, Cy,2 and (M, Jref)- In particular,
N N 1 (T
(109)(@0,7) = (@), 72) + 5 [ la(@o, )~ (n = 1))dr

a

< Calre) e

for all 7, < 7, <0, where C, only depends on cpas, 4,1, Cq, Cy,2 and (M,gref). Thus

< Co(re)teseT

(Inw)(Zo, 74) — 1 /TC [q(Zo,7) — (n—1)]dr

2n J,,

for all 7, < 7. < 0, where C, only depends on chas, Cg,1, Cq, Cy,2 and (M,gref). Combining this
estimate with (7.93)) yields the conclusion of the lemma. O

15.2 Localising the equation, first derivatives

In what follows, we wish to replace every occurrence of U in L with O,. 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 U.

Lemma 15.7. Given that the conditions of Lemma[7.13 and the basic assumptions, cf. Defini-
tion[3.27, are fulfilled,

o . N\ 1/2
0r0] < Ca (JUGH)° + 3 g0~ |Xa)]?) (15.16)

on M_, where C, only depends on Ciq and (M,gref). Let v and z., be as in Remark and
assume that o = x,. Then

) ) /
0, = Uyl <Cylr)es™ (10 + ZAe’Q“A|XA(¢)|2)1 2 (15.17)
(D xR

on Af(v), where Af(v) is the subset of A () corresponding to T < 7. Here Cy, only depends on
Cbass Cx,2; (M, Grer) and a lower bound on g _.
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Remark 15.8. One particular consequence of ((15.16)) is that
|0, Eyu|? < Co&ilu] (15.18)

for all 7 < 0 and vector field multiindices I satisfying |I| < 1. Here C, only depends on Cy and
(M, Gret). One particular consequence of (15.17) is that

|0, Evu — UEru| < Cy(r) (1 — 1030/ 2es07 €2 [u] (15.19)
on Af(y), where C}, only depends on cpas, Cx,25 (M, gref) and a lower bound on 0o,
Proof. By assumption, the conditions of Lemma are fulfilled, so that
10-9] < 107 7HO| < 2Kvar N7 0r] < 2K (U] + N7 ),

where we appealed to (7.86)). Next, note that

N ] < (Sal2en (1)2) 7 (8 e Xa()) 2

e 1 e (15.20)
<N Hxlg (a4 Xa(9)?) 5(2 e A Xa(y)?) ",

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 (15.16f). In order to prove the second estimate, note that

Oeh — Uty = (8,7) 100 — N™10,0 + N~ x(9). (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— N7z, t)9,7(t) =1 fAN’l(;f,t)AN(‘o,t) A (15.22)
+ NNz, t)N(zo,t)[1 — N~ (Z0, )07 (t)]
On the other hand,
| In[N~Y(z,t)N (Zo, t)]| < Crard(Zo, 7) < Cre K 4€°7
for all (z,t) € A*(y). In particular,
|1 — N~YZ, t)N(Zo,t)] < Coese™ (15.23)

for all (z,t) € A*(y), where C, only depends on Chas, ¢y,2, (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y .

Next, (15.15), (15.22) and (15.23) yield

|1 — N~YzZ, t)9,7(t)] < Ca(r)esse™ (15.24)

for all (z,t) € AT (), where Cy only depends on cpas, ¢y 2, (M, grer) and a lower bound on g _.
Combining this estimate with (15.21)) yields

0 = U] <1 = N4 @, 00 (1961 + B x()]
N /
<Cufr)es™ (JUW)P + T a4 Xa@)2)

1
+ 5 (Sae 4 |Xa@)?)"?

for all (z,t) € A*(y), where we appealed to (15.16) and (15.20), and C. only depends on cpas,
Cy,2; (M, gret) and a lower bound on 6y . The lemma follows. O
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Next, we wish to replace U2 with 0, U.

Lemma 15.9. Fiz [, 11, u, vy and v as in Definition |3.31] Then, given that the assumptions of
Lemma as well as the (u,l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied, assume to hold. Let
L be defined by and assume u to be a smooth solution to Lu = 0. Let v and z., be as in
Remark and assume that Top = T~. Then, for allm = |I| <1,

10,0 Eyu — U? Eyu| < Cy(r) D1 (7 )30 /2gesom gl 2, (15.25)

on Af(v), where C, only depends on ¢y, Ceocfil, Ms, do (in case 1y #0), (M, Gret) and a lower
bound on g, .

Remark 15.10. An additional consequence of the proof is that for m = |I| <[ and 7 < 7,

8, U Eyu|? <Co(r)"F2(r — 7,)30e2es07g,

15.26
+ Cy(r) 2N — N3 E 4 Cobim, (15.26)

where the second term on the right hand side can be omitted in case m = 0. Here C only depends
Ol Cy.0, Ceoeff,0, Ms, Ao (inﬁcase tp # 0) and (M, Gref); and C, and Cy, only depend on ¢y i, Ceoeft, i
ms, do (in case p # 0), (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _.

Proof. Since Lu = 0,

L(FEru) = [L, Ef]u. (15.27)

Moreover, since the conditions of Lemma are satisfied,
I[L, Exjul® < Ca(o)* T2 (1 — 7)?0€*500E,, + Cy(0)* ™ ™M (1 — 7% &1 (15.28)
for all 7 < 7. and m = |I| < [, where C, and Cj only depend on ¢y, Ceoefr,i; Ms, do (in case

ty # 0), (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. 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(Eju). Appealing
to (13.18) and (13.27) with u replaced by Eru yields, with m = |I|,

le=214 X2 Frul|® + | ZA X A Erul? < Ca907’2_<7 — To)BvePeseeg, (15.29)

for all 7 < 1., where C, only depends on ¢y, Ccoeff,0, Ms; (M,gref) and a lower bound on 6, _.
Combining this estimate with (15.27) and (15.28)) yields, with m = |1,

| — U%Eru + Z2°U Eyu + aByul?

(15.30)
SCa<Q>4u+2 <7_ - TC>3LbeQESPQSm+1 + C«b<g>2(m+1)u<7_ . Tc>3bb 1

for all 7 < 1., where Z° is introduced in . Here the second term on the right hand side
vanishes if m = 0. Moreover, C, and Cj only depend on ¢, Ceoeff,i, Ms, do (in case ¢, # 0),
(M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. Note that one particular consequence of this estimate is
that, if m = |I|,

|02 Brul? <Cu(o) 2 (1 — 7.)3e2espeg,

15.31
+ C’b(g>2(m+1)”<7 — 73 & 1+ Celn ( )

for all 7 < 7., where we appealed to (3.5), (11.26), (12.34), (13.12) and and the assumptions;
note that follows from and that ¢ is bounded due to Definition Moreover, the
second term on the right hand side vanishes if m = 0; C,; only depends on ¢, o, Ccocfr,0, Ms and d,
(in case ¢, # 0); and C, and C}, only depend on ¢y 1, Ceoeff 1, Ms, do (in case v, # 0), (M, Grer) and
a lower bound on 6y _. Moreover, yields, with m = |1|,

|2°0 Byu — 2°9, Bru| < O(r)(r — o)™ 2507 €, 2,
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on Af (), where C only depends on ¢y, Ceoeff,0, Ms, (M, gref) and a lower bound on 6 .

Combining this estimate with (15.30) yields the conclusion that, if m = |I|,
| — U%Eru + Z°0, Eyu + aFyul? (15.52)
SCa<T>4u+2<T _ Tc>3u,€263p7—€m+1 + Cb<7_>2('rn+1)u<7_ _ Tc>3Lb5m,1 .

holds on AF (). Again, the second term on the right hand side vanishes if m = 0, and C, and C
only depend on ¢y, Ceoeft,i; Ms, do (in case ¢y, # 0), (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. Applying

(15.16) with ¢ = UEqu yields

. . . 1/2
10,0 Eyu| < C <|U2E1u|2 + er—2~A|XAUEIu|2) (15.33)

on M_, where C only depends on C}e and (M , Gret). In order to estimate the second term inside
the paranthesis, note that (6.21]) yields

E;UEyu =[E;, U] Exu + U E; Exu
= — A*EyFyu — E;(In N)U Eyu + UE; Eyu,
where A¥ and A are given by . Due to Lemma and (3.18)), it follows that if m = |I| <1,
| X AU Equ| < CEXZ, (15.34)

on M_, where C only depends on ¢, o and (M, grer). 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 ¢ = U Eyu yields

. . . . 1/2
10,0 Eyu — U2 Eru| <C(r)ecse (|U2E1u\2 . |XAUE1u|2)

. 1/2
+ (462 XaU Eruf?)

on A*(y), where C only depends on cpas, ¢y.2, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6 . Combining
this estimate with (15.31)) and (15.34) yields the conclusion that (15.25]) holds. O

15.3 Localising the equation, second derivatives

Next, we wish to replace U? with 02. Note, to this end, that (15.21) and (15.22)) yield

0rtp = Ut = hoy v + N~'x(¥),
where

h(z,t) :=1 — N~ (z,t)0,7(t
(7.1) o) A A 55
—1 = N~ (@) (30, ) + N~ (@ )N (30, )[1 — N~ (&0, )0 (1))
Thus R R
02p — 0-Utp = 0, hdrp + hd2 + 0 [N x ()]

In particular, R . .
(1= h) (020 — 0, U%p) = hd-Utp + 0:hd ) + 0[N~ x(1)].

Combining this equality with (|7.86] yields

|02¢) — 0, U] < 2K ya[|RO-U | + |0-h0-40| + |0-[N " x(4)]]]. (15.36)
Note that (15.24) gives an estimate for h. To estimate 37011) 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 0;h, we
begin by making the following observation.
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15.3.1 The spatial variation of the 7-derivative of N

In order to estimate O;h, it is natural to begin by estimating the 7-derivative of the second term

on the far right hand side of (15.35)).

Lemma 15.11. Assume that the conditions of Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum as-
sumptions are satisfied. Let v and Z be as in Remark and assume that To = T~. Finally,
let Ny := N(zo,-). Then

|0-(N"IN)| < C(r) 2 ecseT (15.37)

on At (v), where C only depends on cy1, (M, Gret) and a lower bound on 6y, .

Proof. Compute o o R X
- (N"'Ng) = N7 Ny(9, In Ny — 0, In N). (15.38)

Next, note that (15.16)) yields

1/2

|E:0-InN| = |0, E;InN| < C, (|(7EZ- In N2+ 3 e~ 24| X 4 E; 1nJ\7|2) (15.39)
In order to estimate the right hand side, note that (6.21) and (6.22)) yield
|UE;In N| <|[U, E;]In N| + |E;U In N|
<|E;InN|-|UnN| + 3, |AF||EyIn N| + |E;U In N| < C(1)?,

where C' only depends on ¢, ; and (M, Gret). 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

|E;0- In N| < C(r)*
on M_, where C only depends on ¢, 1, (]\_4 ,Gref) and a lower bound on 6y _. Combining this
estimate with (15.38) yields ((15.37]). O
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 T-derivative of the right
hand side of . A R
1 — N~ Y=o, t)07(t) = =[N *x(0) + N~ *divy,.,X](Zo, 1); (15.40)

this equality follows from (|7.74). Returning to (15.36)), it is clear that we need to estimate
8T[N_1X(¢)]7 aT[N_lx(g)], aT[N_ldivgrcfX]'

On the other hand, the last two expressions we only need to estimate along (Zg,t). Next, note
that A¥ introduced in (6.22)) satisfies

AF = N7 (L E) = —NTYWF(DyE;) + N~1w*(Dg, x).
Taking the trace of this equality yields
N~ divg, ,x = XAl + N~'\iw!(Dg, E;). (15.41)

Due to the above and (|15.16), it is of interest to estimate the result when applying U and X4 to
Al as well as to
N7y, N7'x(0), N7'\w'(Dp, Ei).

Moreover, with the exception of N ~1y1, we only need to estimate these expressions along (%, ).
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Lemma 15.12. Assume that the conditions of Lemma as well as the (u,0)-supremum as-
sumptions are satisfied. Let v and T., be as in Remark[15.3, and assume that Ty = Z~. Then

IV x(@)] < Catry*e™ S, (JUEW] + | B (15.42)

on AT () for all smooth 1) on M x I, where C,, only depends on ¢y, (M, Gret) and a lower bound
on 6y,_. Moreover,
TN~ x(0)]| < Cafr)*HlesrT (15.43)

on At (v), where C, only depends on ¢y, (M, Gret) and a lower bound on 0y _. Finally,
[UIN~'Xw'(Dp, E;)]| < Co{r) ecse™ (15.44)
on AT (v), where C, only depends on ¢y, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6, .

Proof. Note that

TN x(@)]] < [0 N)[ - [N x(@)] + [N Ox (). (15.45)
Before estimating the second term on the right hand side of (15.45f), note that
Ux(4) = U E:(¥) + X' UE(¥). (15.46)

On the other hand, (6.27) yields o ‘ ‘
U(x') = w'(x) — x" 4.

This means that

N7HOOD) SN X guoe + N7 g i i AR
<C < >u €SpT (1+e€sp7')

in AT (y), where we appealed to Remark , and the assumptions. Moreover, the
constant C, only depends on ¢y o, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y . The first term on the right
hand side of and the second term on the right hand side of can be estimated by
similar arguments. Summarising yields . Next, we wish to apply this estimate with ¢ = o.

Note, to this end, that and yield
|Eiol < Calr) (15.47)
on M_, where C, only depends on ¢, o and (M, gref). Next, note that
UEi(e)| < I[U7Ei](9)| +|EU(0)] < Crellff(g)\ + ZkIAfI [Er(o)l +|E:U (o),
where we appealed to ) and - Due to and -,
|U(0)] <14 €507
on M_. Moreover,
|E:U (o) = | BN divg, x|  Crae™sT + Cy(r) e,

where we appealed to (7.64) and Cj, only depends on ¢, and (M, gref). Combining the above
observations with yields .
[UE;(0)| < Ca (15 48)

on M_, where C, only depends on ¢, and (M, grer). Combining m, and
yields (15.43). Finally, the estimate m ) follows by arguments similar to the above

Next, we derive similar estimates for X 4[N ~1x(¢)].
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Lemma 15.13. Assume that the conditions of Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum as-
sumptions are satisfied. Let v and Z be as in Remark[15.3, and assume that To = Z. Then, if
1 is a smooth function on M x I,

R 1/2
IXAIN X (@)]] SCalr) e S| Bw)] + 3 (S e 22 XpEi(w)2) ,  (15.49)
|X AN~ w' (Dp, E;)]| <Cu(r)"esr, (15.50)
[ Xa[N" x(0)]] <Cq{r)?tlesse (15.51)
on At (v), where C, only depends on cy1, (M, gret) and a lower bound on g, .
Proof. To begin with,
[XAIN X < [Xa(N)|- [N ()] + [N T X ax ()], (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(In N)| - [N“Ix(9)] < Ces Ty, | By
on AT (v), where C only depends on ¢, o, (M, gref) and a lower bound on 6y . In order to estimate
the second term on the right hand side of (15.52)), note that

1/2

INT X ax(e)] < (ZiIN’lEix(w)P)
< (I ea0@P) ” + (S EwE) .

On the other hand,
N L, x

Jref §|N_1DE1'X Grot T |N_1DXEi

grer < Ca(T) eS0T

on A*(y), where C, only depends on ¢, o, (M, gret) and a lower bound on 6y _. To obtain this

estimate, we appealed to Remark and (|15.13)). Next, note that (15.20) yields

N IXE )] <5 (Spe2 [ X))/

To summarise, ((15.49)) holds. The proof of (15.50) is similar but less involved.

Next, applying (15.49) with ¥ = g, it is clear that we wish to estimate up to two derivatives of o.
To estimate one derivative of p, it is sufficient to appeal to (15.47)). In order to obtain an estimate
of the second order derivatives of o, we appeal to Lemma [10. O

At this stage we return to ((15.36)).
Lemma 15.14. Assume that the conditions of Lemma as well as the (u,1)-supremum as-
sumptions are satisfied. Let v and Z be as in Remark[15.9, and assume that To = Z. Then, if
¥ is a smooth function on M x I and u := max{u, 1},
. - . 1/2
<Calr)e ™ [0,0Y] + Calr)* e (JU()[2 + T 404 |Xa () ?) (15.53)
. 1/2
F Culr) e (0B + | Bibl) + Cuesr™ (S e~ | X B ()

on At (v), where C, only depends on cy1, (M, gret) and a lower bound on 0 _.
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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, U] < Co(r)eseT |0, U]

on A*(v), where C, only depends on ¢y, (M, gret) and a lower bound on y _. Next, let us

estimate 0,h. Consider, to this end, (15.35). Combining this equality with (15.24) and ((15.37)
yields

|8,h) < C(r)24esr™ 4 NN |- [1 — Ny Lo,

on A*(v), where C only depends on ¢y 1, (M, grer) and a lower bound on g _. 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 7-derivative of

N7x(0) + N7divg,.,x = N"'x(0) + 3, Al + N~'\Iwi(Dg, E;) (15.54)

at (Zo,t), where we appealed to (15.41) in the last step. In order to estimate the 7-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

10- [N X (0))(@o, )] <Cu{r(B))* e,
|8T [N_lxjwi (DEJ Ez)] (i'O, t)‘ <C, <T(t)>ueesp7—(t)

for t < ¢y, where C, only depends on ¢, 1, (M, gret) and a lower bound on 6o,—. Next, in order
to estimate the 7-derivative of the second term on the right hand side of (15.54)), we appeal to
Remark and Lemma [I5.7] This yields

(8- AD)(Zo, 8)| < Culr(t))2ecse™®

for t < ty, where C, only depends on ¢, 1, (M, gref) and a lower bound on 6o,—. Summing up the
above estimates leads to the conclusion that if u := max{u, 1}, then

|0-h] < Co(r)*HHesseT

on At (v), where C, only depends on ¢y 1, (M, gref) and a lower bound on 6 _. Next, Lemmas

[[5.12] and yield
10- [N x(9)]] <Calr) e 3, (IUE| + |Eith])

1/2
+ Caets (S |Xp E(v)?)

on AT (v), where C, only depends on ¢, 1, (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. Combining the
above estimates with ((15.36)) and Lemma yields the conclusion of the lemma. O

At this point, we can combine (15.25) and ([15.53)) in order to draw the following conclusion.

Lemma 15.15. Fizl > 1, 13, u, vy and v as in Definition[3.31 Then, given that the assumptions
of Lemma as well as the (u,l)-supremum assumptions are satisfied, assume to hold.
Let L be defined by and assume u to be a smooth solution to Lu = 0. Let v and T be as
in Remark and assume that Top = T~. Then, for allm = |I| <1,

|02 Eyu — U Eru| < Co(r)(m+2Hl(r g y3u/2eesorg 12 (15.55)

on A (v), where C, only depends on ¢y, Ceocfil, Ms, do (in case 1y #0), (M, Gret) and a lower
bound on 6y, .
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Remark 15.16. Combining ((15.55)) with (15.32) yields
| — 02Fyu + Z°0, Eyu + aFyul

(15.56)
SCo(r) DAY 7 )3 2eesoTE 2y Oy () DN (7 )3e/2g )2

on A} (y). Here, the second term on the right hand side vanishes in case m = 0. Moreover, C,
and Cp only depend on ¢y j, Ceoeff,i; Ms, do (in case tp # 0), (M, Gref) and a lower bound on 6o _.

Proof. Combining (|15.25)), (15.26]) and (15.53)) yields the conclusion of the lemma. O

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,

7P (1) = Z%(Zo,t),  Guoc(t) == &(Zo, ). (15.57)
With this notation, the following holds.

Corollary 15.17. Fixl > 1, 11, u, vg 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 to
hold. Let L be defined by and assume u to be a smooth solution to Lu = 0. Let v and T,
be as in Remark[15.4 and assume that Ty = T,. Then, for all m = [I| <1,

| — 33E1u + Zl%cafrEIU + dlocEIu|

(15.58)
§0a<7_>(m+2)u+1 <7_ _ TC>3Lb/26€SPTgrln/il + Cb<7_>(m+1)u<7_ _ 7_C>3L17/2£71n/31

holds on A} (v). Here, the second term on the right hand side vanishes in case m = 0. Moreover,
Cy and Cy, only depend on ¢y, Ceoefi,i, Ms, do (i case ty # 0), (M, Gref) and a lower bound on
6o, —.

Proof. Note, first of all, that (15.56]) holds. Next, note that (3.34) holds with [ = 1. Moreover,
Definition yields a bound on the weighted C'-norm of ¢. Combining these observations with

B5), ([2:34) and (I3.12) yields
12°(z,t) — Z0,o(t)]| SCubig ™ (7(t)) o), (15.59)
16(Z, t) — Goc(t)|| Cublg L (7 (1)) e e ™™ (15.60)

&I

for all (z,t) € A*(y), where C,, only depends on ¢y 1, Ceoeft.1, Ms, (M, Gref) and a lower bound on
0p,—. 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 Af(v); cf. . 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 AT () in Theorem m 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 e€sp tends to 0. In some situations, the functions ZI%C and &joc converge in the direction of
the singularity. In that setting, if the convergence is fast enough, the asymptotic behaviour is
characterized by a matrix Ag. In fact, we can then prove estimates of the form , where d 4
and w4 can be calculated in terms of Ag; w4 is the smallest real part of an eigenvalue of Ay and
dg + 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} (y). Introduce, to this end,
the notation

U, = EBru, Vy:=0.Fpu, ho:=0?Ewu— Z).0,Fru — o Eru. (16.1)

Then
0,V = AV + H, (16.2)

AR - 0 Id . 0
ve (B) am (2 M) e ) 0

Let ® be the flow associated with A. In other words,

where

0,® = A®, &(r;7) =1d. (16.4)

173
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Assume now that there are constants C'4, d4 and wy4 such that if s; < s9 <0, then
[®(s1: 52) | < Casz — s)4e=alor=52), (16.5)

Clearly, C'4, d4 and w4 depend on Zo. Fix 7. < 0 as before and introduce Z(r) = e’wA(T’TC)\I/(T),
A:=A—wyld and H(7) := e~ ZA"=7) H(7). Then
0,==A=+H.

Defining d as in || but with A replaced by A yields

D(7;74) = efﬁA(T*T‘l)@(T;Ta).
In particular, .

[ (s1;52)|| < Calsy — s1)™ (16.6)
for all s; < s5 < 0. On the other hand,

(Z,7) = ®(1;74)2(Z, 7a) + / (7 5)H(z, s)ds.

a

[1]

In particular,

Jo]

@7 < 8(r; )| - [E(Z, 7a)| +

/ b(r)| - 1z, 5)|ds| (16.7)

note that we are mainly interested in the case that 7 is smaller than 7.

Next, we improve the energy estimate in A (). Recall, to this end, the notation introduced in
(13.1) and (14.56)).

Theorem 16.1. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma are fulfilled. Let ko be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2; Kk =
ko+1; k1 <k €Z;andl = k+rg. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions
to be satisfied; and that there are constants ceoeff ki aNd Scoc,i Such that holds and such that
holds with [ replaced by k. Let v and T be as in Remark and assume that To = .
Assume, finally, that is satisfied with vanishing right hand side; and that if A is defined

by and ® is defined by , then there are constants Ca, da and wa such that
holds. Let cq be defined by and &y be defined by

Goi=co+1—1/n—egp. (16.8)

Let mq be the smallest integer greater than or equal to

2 C 1
max 41,224 21
2€Sp 2

Assuming k > my, the estimate
s AL)2
grln/z Scm,a<7_ - Tc>nm’a <T>)\7”'H6WA(T TL)GW{-&-HO (Tc)

+ Con b (T — 7)) <T>)\m’bewA(TiT°) <TC>CM ZTzolejespTCG:n/ij+no (7e)

(16.9)

holds on A¥(y) for 0 < m < k — my, where C,q and Cpyp, only depend on Sy, Scoeft,ls; Cuks
Ceoeff ks Ms, Ao (1 case ty #0), Ca, da, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 0y _; Km o and Ky p only
depend on da, n, m and k; Ay a0, Amp and G, only depend on u, n, m and k; and Gy is introduced

n . Moreover, koo = kop =da and Agq = Aop = 0.

Remark 16.2. One particular consequence of the statement is that the growth of |u,|? + |u|? is
exactly the one you would expect by replacing the equation with the system of ODE’s given by

3.
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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 [ = k + k¢ yields
ng('a T) ||007w2 SCGECO(Qir)Ej-&-RU (Tc; Tc)

. (16.10)
+ Cb<7'>2°‘j’"“<7' — TC>2ﬁj*"6c°(T“77)Ekj (Te; )

for all 7 < 7. and all j < k. Here k; := max{r1,j + ro — 1}; ¢o is the constant defined by (11.38]);
@jn and f; , only depend on n and j; C, only depends on ¢y kg, Ceoefr,1, Ms, I, do (in case v, # 0),
(M, grer) and a lower bound on 0o,—; and Cy only depends on Sy 1, Scoeff,l, Cu,k1s Ccoeff,i1, Msy Qo

(in case ¢, # 0), (M, gret) and a lower bound on 6y . Combining (16.10) with (15.14) and the
fact that ¢ > negp (cf. Remark [3.12) yields

E; Scaeag(Tc—T)GAj+KO (1) + Cb<7_>2ajm,u<7_ _ TC>2,3gxn€Eo('rc—T)ékj (7-0) (16_11)

on AT (v), where the constants have the same dependence as the constants with the same names
appearing in (|16.10)); ¢q is defined by 1) and the notation G; is introduced in (14.56[). Here
AT () denotes the subset of A*(y) corresponding to ¢ < t.. Let

1
Due to (15.16),
G; < O(r — 7)€, (16.12)

on M_, where C only depends on Cr¢ and (M, Gret). In what follows, it is also of interest to keep
in mind that .
16 (s Dlloo < Calr = 7)>* Gigo () (16.13)

for all 7 < 7., where C, only depends on C, j and (M, Jret), and we appealed to .
Due to ,
Em <Cue®0 TG 1 (Te) 4 Co(r)2dm (1 — 1) 2em 2o (T=Te) Gy (7,) (16.14)
on A} (y) for all m < k. Here
A = Qmult,  Cm = Bmn, Vo= —C/2, (16.15)

where ¢ 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 pg be the largest integer < 0 such that

Poesp — €sp/2 < Vo — w4 (16.16)

(note that myg introduced in the statement of the theorem is related to py via mg = —pg + 1) and
define s¢; by

30 = WA + po€sp — €sp/2, j 1= 0 + jesp. (16.17)

Then s < 1, so that (16.14]) holds with vy replaced by 3. Moreover, for all j,
|5¢; — wal| > esp/2. (16.18)

Let us now assume, inductively, that there are functions f,, ; and g, ; that are polynomials in
(1) and (T — 7.) with non-negative coefficients such that

57171/2 < fmJewA(T—Tc) + gm)je}‘j(T—Tc) (16.19)

on Af(y) for m < k — j. Here the properties of the functions f,,; and g,,; remain to be
determined. Due to ((16.14), we know this estimate to hold for j = 0 with f,,, o = 0 and

9m,0(7) = emo(T)m (T — 7o) G2 (1), (16.20)
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where p,, = max{k1,m + Ko} and ¢, 0 only depends on Sy, Scoeff,is Cuxys Ceoeff,nys Ms, do (I
case t, # 0), (M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. The idea of the proof is to improve
inductively. The improvement consists in the increase of s¢;. 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 < 8 € R and 7 < 7. < 0, then (1) <
2/2(r — 7,)(7.) and

(1)1 — 7)PePT < 292 (7,)2ePTe (1 — 7,)9H0ePT=Te) < C(r,)?ePTe, (16.21)

where C only depends on a, b and 8. In particular, if f is a polynomial in (7) and (7 — 7.) with
non-negative coefficients, then
f(T)eﬂT < Cf(TC)eBTC

for 7 < 7. < 0, where C only depends on 8 and the powers of (1) and (r — 7.) appearing in f.
Second, similar arguments imply that if 0 < § € R and f is as above, then

[ #6eras < ertren

for 7 < 7. <0, where C only depends on 8 and the powers of (7) and (7 — 7.) appearing in f.

Prototype improvement. In order to improve (16.19)), note that for m < k, the estimate (|15.58|)

yields
[H| < T (T)[€577EL21 (T) + vl 24 (7)) (16.22)

m—1

on AF(v), where |I| = m in the definition of H. Here v,, = 0if m = 0 and v, = 1 if m > 1.
Moreover,

T (T) 1= C’a<7'>(m+2)u+1<7 — TC>3“’/2,

where C,, > 1 only depends on ¢y k, Ceoeff iy Ms, do (In case 1, # 0), (M, grer) and a lower bound
on fy .

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

[ H| <t (1€ finr1,3(T) + Vmfin—1,5+1(7)]

+ T (T)[9m+1’j (T)eESpTC + 'Umgmfl,jJrl(T)]e("jﬂ—wA)(T—Tc)
on A} (). Combining this estimate with (16.6)) and (16.7)) yields
G2 <P i1 (1)e™AT7) 4 Gy iy (1)1 (77 7) (16.23)

on A (), where F,, j+1 and Gy, ;41 are defined as follows (recall that (16.18)) holds).

Case 1. If ;11 —wa < —€gp/2, then

Fr 1 (1) :=Ca(7 = 7o) 80 G2 (1) + Colr — 7o) 4470 (72) frng1. (7 ) e S0 (16.24)
+ U Ce(T — 7o) 4T 0 (7) frn 1,541 (T),
G, ja1(7) :=Ca(T = 7o) 4700 (7) [ g1, (T) €SP + U Gim—1,j41(7)], (16.25)

where C,, only depends on Ca, Cyel, m and (M, Grer); Cp only depends on Ca, u, m, n, €s, and
the powers of (7) and (7 —7.) appearing in fy,11 ;; C. only depends on C'4, m and n; and Cy only
depends on Cy, egp, m and n. Moreover, we appealed to ((16.13).
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Case 2. If ;11 —wa > €gp/2, then Gy, j41 = 0 and

Frnj1 (1) :=Ca(7 — 74 GH2  (72) + ColT — 7o) ¥4 (72) frmt 1,5 (7 )50 (16.26)
+ Uch<T - 7-c>OlA—i_17Tm(7-)fmfl,j+1(7-)
+ Cd<T - TC>dA Tm (TC)[gm-i-Lj (TC)eESpTC + Umgm—1,j+1(7—0)]
where C,, only depends on Ca, Cyel, m and (M, Grer); Cp only depends on Ca, u, m, n, €s, and
the powers of (1) and (7 — 7.) appearing in f,,+1 ;; C. only depends on C4, m and n; and Cy only
depends on Cy, u, esp, m, n, the powers of (1) and (7 — 7.) appearing in gn,41,; and (if m > 1)
the powers of (7) and (7 — 7.) 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
|| = m, (15.19) yields

U Exu| < |0, Eyu| + 0, Eyu — U Eyu| < [0, Eyu| + Co(7) (1 — 10)30/ 25072 (16.27)
on A} (v), where C, only depends on ¢y, (M, gret) and a lower bound on 6y . Moreover,

e M| X 4 Eru| < Coete™ (1 — 7.)3%/281 2 (16.28)

on A (v), where we appealed to (7.22)) and (15.13)), and C, only depends on ¢, g, (M, gref) and a
lower bound on 6y _. Thus

m

EM? <vm&,2 + 27 L [0 Brul + 5 4 €74 X o Byl
+ ta| Eru| 4 w(1 — 7.) 73/2| Byl
<oméy?y + KaGl? + Ko (m) (7 — 727 E 2

on Af(v), where K, only depends on m and n; and K} only depends on ¢, o, m, (M, Gref) and a
lower bound on . Combining the above estimates yields

(C/‘}n/Z S fm,j+1€mA(T_TC) +gm,j+le%j+1(T_TC)7

where
Fmj+1(T) =Um fn—1,511(7) 4+ KaFn j11 (1) + Lo (7e) fng1,5 (7)€, (16.29)
gm,j+1(7') :Umgm—l,j—&-l(ﬂ + KaGm,j+1(T) + Ky (T)(T — 7'C>3Lb/29m+1,j (T)eseTe, (16.30)

where K, only depends on m and n; and K; only depends on ¢y, (M, gref) and a lower bound
on 0y, _; and Ly only depends on ¢, o, m, (M, Gref), a lower bound on 6o,— and the powers of (1)
and (T — 7.) appearing in fp,41 ;. Thus holds with j replaced by j + 1, where f,, j4+1 and
9m,j+1 are determined as follows:

Case 1. If 11 —wa < —€gp/2,

fm,j-i-l(T) ::pO,O(T)é}qﬁ-no (7e) + p7n,+(7')fm+1,j (Te)esPTe + Umpmr(T)fm—l,j+1(7)a (16.31)
Im j+1(T) =0m (T) (VmGm—1,j+1(T) + gm1,; (7)), (16.32)

where ©g,0(7) 1= Co(T — Tc>dA,

Om,+(7) = =Cp(T — TC>dA <TC>(m+2)u+17 Om,— (1) = Ce(T — TC>dA+1+3Lb/2 <7>(m+2)u+1

@m(T) ::Cd<7_>(m+2)u+l <T - TC>dA+3Lb/2

and C, only depends on Ca, Crel, m and (M, Gref); Cp only depends on Cuks Cooeft,k, Ca, da, Mg,
do (in case tp # 0), (M, Grer), a lower bound on 6y _ and the powers of (1) and (7 — 7.) appearing
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in fim41,5; Ce only depends on ¢y i, Ceoeft ks Ca, Mms, do (in case v, # 0), (M, gret) and a lower
bound on 6y _; and C,; only depends on Ca, ¢y, Ceoeff .k, Ms, do (in case tp # 0), (M, gret) and
a lower bound on 6y _. To be able to use to obtain an estimate of fy, ;, we first need to
determine the dependence of the powers of (7) and (r — 7.) appearing in f,, 1, ;. However, due to
(16.31) and the fact that fn, 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 5j41 — wa = €5p/2, then gy, j4+1 = 0 and

fm,j+1(7—) ::@O,O(T)é;{ino (7e) + KDm,Jr(T)ferl,j (Te)eseTe + Um@m,f(T)fmfl,j+1(T) (16.33)
+ @m,ﬁn(7>9m+l,j (Tc)eseTe,

where 00,0, ©m,+ and @, — are defined in case 1. Moreover,

P fin (T) 1= ColT — 7o) 34 (1) (MFDu+L

where C, only depends on ¢y k, Ceoeft k, Ca, da, Ms, do (in case 1, # 0), (M, gref), a lower bound
on By _ and the powers of (r) and (7 —7.) appearing in ¢,,+1,;. To be able to use (16.33) to obtain
an estimate of f, j41, we first need to determine the dependence of the powers of (1) and (7 — )

appearing in gm41,;. However, due to (16.32)) and the fact that (16.20]) holds, it can inductively
be verified that these powers only depend on d4, 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
AT (vy) with j = 0, where s is given by . Moreover, we know that if it holds for some j
and »; —wa < —e€gp/2, we can improve it. The improvement consists in a replacement of s; by
;1. By induction, we obtain on At (v) for all m,j > 0 such that m + j < k, as long as
»j —wa < €sp/2. Assuming k to be large enough (corresponding to k > my in the statement of
the theorem), s¢; — w4 will, for j = myg, equal eg,/2. At this stage, the improvements terminate,
since the second term on the right hand side of 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 ;11 — wa < —esp/2, (16.32)) yields

Im.j+1 = 2ir—o (H;n:r @p) Gr41,5€°07,
assuming m + j + 1 < k. Combining this observation with (16.20]) yields

I (T) < Quuj(T)edse™G% (1) (16.34)

for j > 1 and m +j < k. Here
O j (1) 1= Ky j (T — 7)™ (T)5md |

where K, ; only depends on sy, Scoeft,i, Cuk, Ceoeff,ks CAs Ms, do (in case v, # 0), (M, Gref) and
a lower bound on 6y _; r,, ; only depends on m, n, j and da; and s,, ; only depends on m, n, j
and u.

The structure of the polynomials, step 2. Next, we estimate fy, j4+1 under the assumption
that sj41 —wa < —egp/2. To this end, we appeal to (16.31). Since fn,, 0 =0, (16.31)) yields

Frna (1) < 90,0G0 3 0 (76) + Om R 1 (1) Gl 3 o1 (72)

for m < k — 1, where
Rm,1(T) 1= Ly 1 ()Pt (1 — )41,

Here Ly, 1 only depends on ¢y k, Ceoeff ks Ca, Ms, do (in case 1, # 0), (M, gref) and a lower bound
on 0y, _; pm,1 only depends on m and u; and g,,,1; only depends on m and d4.
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In general, for j > 1, an inductive argument yields the conclusion that

Frg (1) <00.0G a2 10 (7e) + Vi Rom 5 (1) G2 (72)

0T = TS (1) Sl G2 L (7e) (16.35)

+ UV -1 R, j (T)Sm,j (Tc)zg;ole(lﬂ)es"“ é},{il+,§0 (7e)

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

R i (T) := Ly j (T)P3 (1 = 1) ™3 Sy 5(T) 1= My, (7)™ (16.36)

Here Ly, ; and M, ; only depend on ¢y, Ceoett,k; Ca, da, ms, do (in case v, # 0), (M, gret) and
a lower bound on 6y _; pn,, ; and 7, ; only depend on m, j and u; and g¢,, ; only depends on m,
7 and da. More precisely, if the estimate holds for m + j < k, where j > 1, then it is
preserved by the formula (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 coincide with the right hand

side of (16.31)).

Case 2. Say now that sji1 — wa = €gp/2; this happens for j = —pg, where pg is introduced
in connection with (16.16). Since gy, j+1 = 0, we only need to estimate f,, j4+1. To this end we
appeal to (16.33). However, there are two cases to consider. Either py = 0 or py < —1. In case
po = 0, an be used to deduce that and still hold with 7 = 1, but with
the following modifications: First, v;_; should be removed from the right hand side of .
Second, L, 1 and M,, ; are, additionally, allowed to depend on s, ; and Scoes,i; and pp,,1 and 7, 1
are allowed to depend on n. Assume now that py < —1. Then we know that and
hold and that j > 1. In the case of m = 0, (16.33)), (16.34) and (16.35]) yield the conclusion that
holds with m = 0 and j replaced with j + 1. However, My ;41 is, additionally, allowed
to depend on s,; and Scoefr,;; and rg ;41 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 e 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

O tin (T) gmi 1.5 (Te) €507 <CoT — 7_C>dA <Tc>vm,j+1e(j+1)€sﬂc éviﬁ_j+1+no (7o),

where C, only depends on Sy, Scoeff.l, Cuk, Ceoeff ki, Ca, da, Ms, do (in case v, # 0), (M, Gret)
and a lower bound on 6y, _; and ~,, ; only depends on m, n, j and u. This expression is of a form
compatible with . However, the dependence of the constants has to be modified; L, ; and
M,, ; are, additionally, allowed to depend on s,; and Scoe,i; and py, ; and ry, ; are allowed to
depend on n. This finishes the inductive argument and the desired conclusion follows. O

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 A; € C°[I, My(R), i = 0,1, where I is an open interval containing (—o0,0].
Let A= Ap+ Ay and @ be defined as in . Let ®y be defined as in , where A is replaced
by Ag. Assume that there are constants da, Co and wa such that if s;1 < so <0, then

||¢)0(81; SQ)H S CO<52 — 81>dA€wA(51782). (1637)
Let £(s) := (s)%4[|A1(s)|| and assume |||l == ||€]| 11 (—o0,0] < 00. Then

[®(s15 82)[| < C(sy — 1) €A1 752), (16.38)
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where Cg only depends on Cy and ||£]]1.

Proof. Introducing flo := Ag — wald, the associated flow P ) satisﬁgs an estimate analogous to
1) with 4 set to zero; cf. the argument leading to (16.6). Let A := A—w4ld, and consider
a solution to £ = Ax. Then

x(1) = @o(1570)2(10) + /T <i>0(7'; s)A1(s)x(s)ds,

To

so that, for all 7 < 75 <0,

To

()] < ColT — o)™ |ax(m0)| + CO/ (= 5" [ Av(s)] - | (s)lds.

T

Introducing ¢(7) := (1T — 70) "4 |x(7)|, it follows that

¢(r) < Co¢(m0) + Co /TTD<5 = 10) | A1 (s)[[¢ (s)ds.
A Gronwall’s lemma argument yields the conclusion that
((r) < Cpl(n),  |a(7)] < Op(T — 70) " |2(10)],
where Cp only depends on Cy and ||£]|;. Thus, for s; < sg <0,
19 (s1;52)[| < Cisz —s1)™, [ B(s1;52)] < Crlsy — s1)eal1752),

where @ is the flow associated with A. O

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 € M (C), let SpA denote the set of eigenvalues of A. Moreover, let
Wmax(A4) := sup{ReA | A € SpA}, @nmin(A4) := inf{ReX | A € SpA}.

In addition, if w € {ReX | A € SpA}, then dyax(A, @) is defined to be the largest dimension of a
Jordan block corresponding to an eigenvalue of A with real part w.

Corollary 16.5. Let A € C°[I, My (R)], where I is an open interval containing (—oo,0]. Assume
that there is an Ay € My(R) such that A(s) — Ag as s — —o0. Let wa = wmin(Ao) and
da = dmax(Ao, wa) — 1. Let §(s) := (s)?4[|A(s) — Aol|. If [[€]lr = lI€]| 2 (~o0,0) < 0,

[®(s1552)[| < Calsz — s1)t4emalsms2)

for all s1 < s3 <0, where Ca only depends on Ay and ||£]|1.

Proof. The statement is an immediate consequence of Lemma and the fact that
leot1752)|| < G (1 — )P4 e™al51752)

for all s; < s5 <0, where d4 and w4 are defined as in the statement of the corollary and Cy only
depends on Ag. O



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 ZIOOC and Q. 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
coeflicient equation, at a lower level, the error terms might begin to dominate. At the beginning
of Section 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 &, = B¢ + 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 Uu in AT (7), where u is a solution to the actual
equation; cf. Theorem 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 The cause of the difficulties is that the commutator of U and E; 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 Z° and & converge along the causal curve v. 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 below.

17.1 Detailed asymptotics

In the situation considered in Corollary more detailed asymptotics can be derived in case
A converges to Ay 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 € M (C) and Pp(X) be the characteristic polynomial of B.
Then

Pe(X)= J[ x-nk,

AESpB

where 1 < k) € Z. Moreover, given A € SpB, the generalised eigenspace of B corresponding to A,

181
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denoted F), is defined by
E := ker(B — \Id,)">, (17.1)

where Id; denotes the k x k-dimensional identity matrix. If J C R is an interval, then the J-
generalised eigenspace of B, denoted Eg j, is the subspace of C* 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 Ep ; is defined to be {0}).
Finally, given 0 < 8 € R, the first generalised eigenspace in the 3, B-decomposition of C*, denoted
Ep g, is defined to be Ep, j,, where Jg := (w — 3,w] and @ := wnax(B); cf. Definition m

Remark 17.2. In case B € My (R), the vector spaces E,; have bases consisting of vectors in R*.
The reason for this is that if A is an eigenvalue of B with ReA € J, then \* (the complex conjugate
of \) is an eigenvalue of B with Re\* € J. Moreover, if v € E), then v* € E)«. Combining bases
of /), and FE-, we can thus construct a basis of the direct sum of these two vector spaces which
consists of vectors in R¥.

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 € My(R) and H € C(I,R¥), where I is an open interval containing
(—00,0]. Let & € C°(I,R¥) be a solution to

(& =B+ H. (17.2)
Let wp := wmin(B), 8 > 0 and assume that there are constants Cy > 0 and ng > 0 such that
[H(7)] < Cr(r — 7o) et

for all 7 < 7. and some 7. < 0. Let J, := [wp,wp + B), Jp := [wp + §,x), E, := Epj, and
Ey := Epj,; cf. Definition [17.1 Then there is a unique division of & as & = &, + &, where
& € C*(I,E,) and & € C*(1, Ey,). Moreover, there is a unique §oo o € Eq such that

[€(r) = P ol SOp(r —70)12 el Ty (7,)|

+ KCpi {1 — 7o)+ (@549 (7-3)

for all 7 < 7., where K only depends on B, ng and B; and Cp and np only depend on B. In
addition, o o € R* and there is a oo € RF, given by oo = Eno.a + Ep(7e), such that
[€(7) = P | < KCu(r — mp)ite el ) (r=re) (17.4)
for all T < 7., where K and np have the same dependence as in , Finally,
0,0l < 1€a(Te)| + KCl,  [éoo] < CBl§(7e)| + KCl, (17.5)
where K and Cpg have the same dependence as in .
Remark 17.4. Due to Remark ¢, and &, are R¥-valued.

Proof. Note that C¥ is the direct sum of the generalised eigenspaces of B. Given a vector v € C¥,
there are thus uniquely determined vy € Ex, A € Sp(B), such that

V=3 esp(B) VA (17.6)

here E) is defined by (17.1). In particular, we can write H as a sum of functions Hy, A € Sp(B),
where H) is a smooth function which takes its values in F). Since B maps FE) into F), the
equation (17.2)) can be decomposed into

0:6x = B&x + H,
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where the definition of £, is analogous to the definition of Hy. In particular,
8T(€7B(T7‘rc)§)\) — efB('rf'rc)HA.

Let 7, < 7, < 7. and integrate this equality from 7, to 7. This yields

e

b
e B=mde, () — e Ba=T)gy (1) = / e BT Hy (r)dr. (17.7)

Ta

However, the right hand side can be estimated by

Hy(7)|dr

Tb
/ G_B(T_T“)H,\(T)dT

Th
S/ C)\ <7_ _ Tc>k>‘_1€_Re)\(T_T“)
Ta
Tb

SKBCH/ <T o Tc>7]H+k>\—1e(wB+B—ReA)(T—TC)dT,

Ta

where Kp only depends on B and k) is the algebraic multiplicity of A. Let S, be the set of
A € Sp(B) such that Re(\) € J,, and let S, be the set of A € Sp(B) be such that Re(\) € Jp.
Then &, and &, defined in the statement of the theorem, can be written

fa = Z)\esafm fb = Z)\esbfA-
Using the fact that wg + 8 — ReA > Brem > 0 for all A € S, we conclude that

P TTgy () — e BT (7,) (173)
<KCp(m — 7)1 thr=1e(@s+A-Red)(r,—7e) .

for all 7, < 7, < 7. and A € S,, where K only depends on B, ng and 5. Thus, for A € S, the
limit
gA,oo = -,—El;noo e*B(T*Tc)g)\(T) (179)

exists. Moreover, letting 7, tend to —oc and choosing 7, = 7 in (17.8) yields the conclusion that

BTN (7) = €| SKCrr — 7o)t el b 8RN (r-m) (17.10)
for all 7 < 7. and A € S,, where K has the same dependence as in the case of (17.8)). Thus

en(r) = B |

<C\(T — TC)’VrleReA(Pn)KCH@ _ TC>77H+]€/\*le(wB‘FB*Re)\)(Tch)

for all 7 < 7. and A € S;. Summing up over all A € S, yields

[6a(r) = BT oo | SKCrrr — oyt m et A

for 7 < 7., where &, o := Z)\ESQS)HOO’ np only depends on B and K has the same dependence as
in the case of ((17.8). Letting 7 = 7, in this estimate yields

[€aso| < [€a(Te)| + KCh. (17.11)
Thus the first estimate in (17.5) holds. Next, letting 7, = 7. and 7, = 7 in (|17.7)) yields

Te

Ex(r) = Py (1) — / BT, (s)ds.

T

In particular,

[EA(T)] < Ox{T — 1) T1eReAT=T ey (7)) | + / Ca(7 = )R | H (s) ds,
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Due to the assumptions and the definition of Sy, it follows that
[6(T)| < Kp(r — 70)"2 o706 (1,)| + KpCl (1 — 7)1 H712 (FB A T=7e)

for all 7 < 7., where &, := ZAeSb§>\ and Kp and np only depend on B. This estimate can be
refined to
6(7) = BT (7)) < KpCir(r — 7y 0 (@t

for all 7 < 7.. Combining the above estimates yields the conclusions that and hold,
where £ = €400 + & (7). Since &, o satisfies the estimate (17.11) we also conclude that the
second estimate in holds. What remains to be demonstrated is that {4 is unique. Let us,
to this end, assume that there are & € E,, i = 1,2, such that holds with &, replaced by
&, 1 =1,2. This means that there are constants C and 7 such that

|eB(T—Tc)<§1 _ 52)| < C<7_ _ Tc>ne(WB+ﬁ)(T—Tc)

for all 7 < 7. If & # &, then the left hand side becomes larger than the right hand side as
7 — —oo due to the fact that & — & € E,. The lemma follows. O

Theorem 17.5. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma are fulfilled. Let ko be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2; k1 =
ko+1; k1 <k €Z; andl = k+ry. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u,l)-Sobolev assumptions
to be satisfied; and that there are constants Ceoeft,r aNA Scocff,i Such that m holds and such that
holds with | replaced by k. Assume, moreover, that (12.32) is satisfied with vanishing right
hand side and that o(Zo,t) — —o0 as t tends to the left endpoint of I_; cf. . Let v and z., be
as in Remark and assume that To = T.. Assume, finally, that there are Z2,, Gioo € M,y (R)
and constants €4 > 0, Crem > 0 such that

[HZS)C(T) - ZgoHQ + [|é0e () — 6400||2]1/2 < Creme™” (17.12)

for all T <0, where Zﬁ)c and o are introduced in . Let

A = ( 020 P ) L Avem = A— Ao, (17.13)

where A is defined in . Let, moreover, wa := @min(Ao) and dg := dmax(Ao,wa) — 1. Then
1s satisfied for all s1 < sg < 0, where @ is defined by (@ and Cp only depends on Ay,
Crem and €. Let mg be defined as in the statement of Theorem [16.1] and assume k > mg. Let,
moreover, §:=min{ea, esp}, Jo 1= [wa,wa + ), Eq := Ey,,j, and

V= < U“u > (17.14)

Then, given 1, < 0, there is a unique Vo q € Eq with Vg q € R?™s such that

V — eIV < Colre) PGP () (1 — 7o) e e(mat B (T=e) (17.15)

on Af(v), where C, only depends on sy, Scoeft,l; Cuks Ceoeff ks da (i case ty #0), Ao, Crom, €4,
(M, gret) and a lower bound on 0y _; and ng, ny only depend on u, Ay, n and k. Moreover,

Veo.al < Calre)™ Gy (72), (17.16)
where C, and ny, have the same dependence as in the case of .

Remark 17.6. Due to the proof, the function V appearing in ((17.15) can be replaced by ¥
introduced in ([16.3)), where ¥;, 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 Vo, € R?™> such that
V- eAO(T_TC)VOO’ < Ca<7'c>”be’67°éll/2(7'c)<7 - Tc)"“e(wA+5)(T_T°) (17.17)

on AT (v), where C,, n, and 1, 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
Voo,a Teplaced by V.

Proof. The first statement of the theorem, i.e., that is satisfied for all s1 < s9 < 0, where
® is defined by , is an immediate consequence of Corollary Letting mgo be defined as
in the statement of Theorem and assuming k > mg, the assumptions of Theorem [16.1] are
fulfilled. In particular, the estimate yields the conclusion that

EL2 <Oy (r)™ (r — TC>"“ewA(T_TC)éll/2(TC) (17.18)

holds on A} () for 0 < m < k—mg. Here C, only depends on sy ;, Scoeff,l, Cu,ks Ceoeff,k» do (I CasE
ty # 0), Ao, Crem, €4, (M, gret) and a lower bound on 6y _; and 7, and 7, only depend on u, Ay,
n, m and k. Next, note that holds. In this equation, we are only interested in estimating
U for Z = o and |[I| = 0. For that reason, we here assume Z = T in and abuse notation in
that we, most of the time, omit the argument Zy in what follows. By assumption, A = Ay + Arem,
where || Arem (7)|| < CremeATee A7) for all 7 < 7,.. Here ¢,om and €4 are the constants appearing
in the statement of the theorem. In order to estimate H, we appeal to with m = 0 and to
(17.18) with m = 1. This yields

|H(7)| < Cylre)™ese™ (7 — TC>"7ae(wA+€Sp)(TfTC)GAl1/2 (72) (17.19)

for all 7 < 7., where C,, 1, and 7, have the same dependence as in (17.18)). Next, due to (15.16)),
(17.18]) and the definition of the energy,

W] < Cu(re) (7 — 7o) 2 e@AT=T) G (7,) (17.20)

for all 7 < 7., where Cy, 1, and 7, have the same dependence as in ([17.18). Combining this
estimate with (16.2)), (17.19) and the above estimates for A,en yields the conclusion that

0,0 = Ay + H, (17.21)

where .
[H(T)| < Colre)™ePTe (1 — 1)l e@atD =) G2 (1) (17.22)
for all 7 < 7., where 8 := min{ey, s, } and Cy, 1, and 1, have the same dependence as in (17.18]).

At this stage we can appeal to Lemma [I7.3] In fact, the conditions of this lemma are fulfilled
with € = U; B = Ag; H =H; k= 2mg; wp = wa; B defined as in the statement of the theorem;
N = 7Nq; and

C = Colre)™ PG (7,). (17.23)

Defining E, and Ej as in the statement of Lemma there is then a unique ¥, , € E, such
that

I — eAO(T_Tc)\IIOO’a| <Cp(r —71,)"" e(wA+ﬂ)(T_TC)|\Ilb(TC)|

+KCy <7. _ TC>77H+WB€(WA+6)(T*T<:)

for all 7 < 7., where K only depends on Ay, 1, and B; and Cp and np only depend on Ag.
Combining this estimate with (17.20) and ((17.23)) yields

T Te a (@ T—70) AL/2
(W — e TG | < Calre) ™ (1 — 1)1 e@atAT=Te) G2 (7 )
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for all 7 < 7., where 8 := min{ey, €sp } and Cy, 1, and 1, have the same dependence as in (17.18]).
Combining Lemma with similar arguments yields the conclusion that ¥, € R?™s such that

W — TP | < Cplre) e’ (1 — 7o)l e@atDT=T) G2 (7)) (17.24)

for all 7 < 7., where 8 := min{ey, s, } and Cy, 1, and 1, have the same dependence as in (17.18]).
Note also that if Uy(7.) = 0, then ¥, appearing on the left hand side of (17.24) can be replaced
by Vs q. Finally, combining Lemma with similar arguments yields

Wooa| + [Woo| < Colre)™ Gy (72),

where C, and 7, have the same dependence as in (17.18]).

Estimating the spatial variation. At this stage, we wish to replace ¥ with V; cf. (17.14]). We
therefore need to estimate (9;u)(Z,7) — (0;u)(Zo, 7) for T such that d(Z,Zg) < Kae®»T; cf. the

definition (15.12)) of AT (). However, ((15.16) yields the conclusion that
[Bidrul < Gl < Calme) Gy (7o) = 7))

on A7 (v), where we appealed to (17.18) and C,, 1, and 1, have the same dependence as in the
case of (|17.18]). Combining the above observations,

[(Or)(@.7) — (O} (20, )| < Culre) e e G — el tsw) =)

for all (z,7) € AF (7). The argument concerning the spatial variation of u in A (v) is similar but
simpler. In particular, we can replace ¥(Zg,7) with ¥(z,7) for (z,7) € Af (7). Next, we wish to
replace d,u with Uw. However, that this is allowed is an immediate consequence of and
(17.18). Finally, the uniqueness of V 4 follows by the same argument as at the end of the proof
of Lemma [[7.3l The theorem follows. O

17.2 Asymptotics of higher order derivatives

Preliminary equation. Assume u to be a solution to ([12.32)) with a vanishing right hand side;
ie.,
—U%u+ Z°Uu + éu = Su, (17.25)

where
Gu:= =Y e A X3u — ZAX qu. (17.26)

Setting Gu 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., [B 16} 27 32, 15, 2I] 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 Uu in A (y).
Combining this knowledge with (17.25) yields the leading order behaviour of U%u in A* (7). How-
ever, it is also of interest to determine the asymptotics of U™ Fyu in AT (y) for m =0,1,2. Let us
begin by giving a heuristic description of how this is to be achieved. First, we commute
with Fy. When doing so, we ignore all resulting terms that contain a factor of the form EK(A;)

or Ex|[U (A;)] 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

~U?Fu + Z°UEwu + @B = Lpgegu + .. .,

where the dots signify the terms that we have ignored. In what follows, we assume Z° and & to
converge exponentially in the sense that ((17.12)) holds. Moreover, as before, we can, effectively,
replace U with 0. This yields the equation

~O?Eru+ 72,0, Eru + Goo Exu = Lprequ + . . . .
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Again, the dots signify the terms that we have ignored. Moreover, Ly 1u can be written in the
form

2 m 3 m .
Lprett = Y51 om0 Lo 1 s U™ Exu; (17.27)

cf. the proof of Theorem below, in particular , for a more detailed explanation of how
to compute Ly 1. When it comes to deriving asymptotics, there is no problem in using Lpre 1 as
the basis for our arguments. However, when specifying asymptotics, we have to take into account
that the different Fyu are not independent. In fact, Eyu can be expressed in terms of E,u for
R™multiindices w satisfying |w| < |IJ; if w is an R™-multiindex, we here use the notation

E,u:=E}* - Efnu.

Removing redundancies. In what follows, it is convenient to define, for every vector field
multiindex I, an associated R"-multiindex.

Definition 17.8. Given a vector field multiindex I = (Iy,...,I,), let w(I) € N be the vector
whose components, written w;(I), i = 1,...,n, are given as follows: w;(I) equals the number of
times I, =4, q=1,...,p.

Given a vector field multiindex I, let w := w(I). Then
EId) - Eww = Z‘§‘<|I|€I,£E§¢a (1728)

where Cp ¢ are functions depending only on I, £ and the frame {E;}; and & are R™-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 = (I3,...,I,) with p = m + 1. Note that
if J is obtained from I by permuting two adjacent indices, then

Erp — By = 3 k)< P13,k Ex

for some functions Dy k depending only on I, J, K and the frame {E;}. However, due to the
inductive assumption, Fx can, up to functions depending only on K, ¢ and the frame {E;}, be
written as a sum of terms of the form F¢t) for R™-multiindices ¢ satisfying || < |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 w(I). To conclude, holds.

Consider (17.27). Due to (17.28), Eyu can be rewritten in terms of Feu, || < |I|, with coefficients

depending only I, ¢ and the frame {E;}. Moreover, if a U hits one of these coefficients, the
resulting term is an error term. In the end, we thus conclude that

—0?Fyu+ Z°.0, Eyu + oo Eyu = Lyu + . . .,

where

Liu =Yg Someo LU Euu (17.29)

and w are R"-multiindices; cf. (17.40) and (17.45)) for a more detailed explanation of how to
compute Lyu and its coefficients.

Inductive argument. When deriving the asymptotics of the higher order derivatives, it is
important to note that the sum in ranges over |w| < |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 Uu and u. Combining this knowledge with the equation yields the behaviour of U2u.
It is therefore meaningful to assume, inductively, that for some 1 < j € Z, there are functions
Uy m for |J| < j and m = 0, 1,2, depending only on 7, such that the difference between UmEju
and Uy, is small. Localising, additionally, the coefficients of Ly, it is natural to introduce

Li(7) 1= 3\« Zmmo L1 (B0, T Ul (7). (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 Lyu. In the end, the equation can be written

— 8.,2.E1U + Zgo&,Elu + o Pru=Lr+.... (1731)
To conclude, the model equation is the following ODE:
—02Ur + Z2,0. Ut + éooUr = L.

The solutions to this equation can be written

( (8TU(IJ(1;27) > = el Xy /TTC eAo(7=9) < LI(()s) )dS,

where X7 € R?™s. For this reason, the goal in the present section is to prove, inductively, that,
for a suitable choice of Xy, the difference

Eru Aog(rre) " paotr—s) (0
(UEIu) ¢ X T ¢ Li(s) o

is small in A} (7). In the process of deriving the corresponding estimates, we also obtain estimates
with UEru replaced by 9, Ftu. Once such estimates have been derived, we can immediately read
off Ur,, for m = 0,1. Combining this knowledge with (15.55) and (17.31) yields Urs. This
reproduces the inductive assumption and completes the argument.

Theorem 17.9. Let 0 < u € R, vy = (0,u) and v = (u,u). Assume that the conditions of
Lemma are fulfilled. Let ko be the smallest integer which is strictly larger than n/2; k1 =
ko+1l; k1 <k €Z; andl = k+kKo. Assume the (u, k)-supremum and the (u,1)-Sobolev assumptions
to be satisfied; and that there are constants ceoefr,i aNA Scocs,i Such that m holds and such that
holds with | replaced by k. Assume, moreover, that (12.39) is satisfied with vanishing right
hand side and that o(Zg,t) — —o0 ast tends to the left endpoint of I_; cf. . Let v and Z, be
as in Remark and assume that To = T~. Assume, finally, that there are 7% oo € M, (R)
and constants €4 > 0, Crem > 0 such that holds for all T < 0. Let Ag be defined by
and A be defined by . Let, moreover, wy := tmin(Ao) and dg := dmax(Ao,wa) — 1. Then
1s satisfied for all s1 < sg < 0, where @ is defined by and C4 only depends on Ay,
Crem and €4. Let mg be defined as in the statement of Theorem[16.1] and assume k > mo+ 1. Let,
moreover, [ :=min{ea, esp}, Jo = [wa,wa + ), Eq := Ea,.5,, V be defined by and

EI’LL

Fiz 1, <0, let Vo o be defined as in the statement of Theorem and define Uy, € C°(R,R™s),
m=0,1,2, by

Do0(T) ) .2 etaG=mIy o Upa(r) == 22U (7) + duloo(7). (17.32)
Uoa(7) w Do, , ,

Let 1 < j <k —mgo—1 and assume that Uy ., has been defined for |J| < j and m = 0,1,2 (for
J = 0, these functions are defined by and for |J| > 0, they are defined inductively by
and below). Let I be such that |I| = j and define Ly by . Then there is a

unique Vioo,a € Eq with Vi o o € R2™s guch that

_ JAo(t—7¢) . e Ap(T—s) 0
Vi—e WVI,00,a /T e <LI(3) )ds

<Calre) MG (o) 7 = 7e) e A

(17.33)
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on AT (), where C, only depends on Sy, Scoeft,l; Cuks Ceoeff.ks o (in case tp #0), Ao, Crem, €A,
(M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y, _; and n, and ny only depend on u, Ao, n, and k. Moreover,

Vioo.al < Calre)™ Gy (72), (17.34)

where C, and ny have the same dependence as in the case of . Given V1 o0 o as above, define
UI,m; m = Oa 1a27 by

Uro(T) '\ . Agtr—r0) T Ag(r—s) 0
( Ur1(7) =e W 00,0 + j e Li(s) ds, (17.35)
Ura(1) :=22Ur1(7) + éooUro(7) — Li(7). (17.36)

Proceeding inductively as above yields Uty and Vi ooq for [I| <k —mo—1 and m = 0,1,2 such
that holds.

Remark 17.10. It is possible to improve the estimates First, define V,, as in Remark [I7.7] This

yields (17.17). Defining U ,,, m = 0, 1,2, by (17.32) with V, , replaced by V., we can proceed
mductlvely as in the statement of the theorem In partlcular a Voo € R¥™: can be constructed

such that (| is improved to

_ JAo(t—7¢) _ e Ap(T—s) 0
Vi—e V1,00 /T e (LI(S) )ds

<C,(r.)™e ﬁTcGl/Q( T = 7) e (wa+B)(T—7c)

(17.37)

on Aj‘ (), where C,, 1, and 1, have the same dependence as in . Defining Ut ,, as in
and (17.36) with Vi o, replaced by Vi o0, and modifying Ly accordingly, it can be demonstrated
that holds for |I| < k — mg — 1. Note that the advantage here is that by taking 7. close
enough to —oo, the factor Cy(7.)" e’ can be chosen to be as small as we wish. The disadvantage
of the estimate is that V1 o is not unique. However, V7 o satisfies with V1, . replaced by
Vioe.

Proof. The conditions of Theorem are satisfied, and this theorem and Remark immedi-
ately yield the existence of Vo o and V., and imply that (16.5) holds.

Preliminary equation. The goal of the proof is to determine the asymptotics of U™Eru in
Af () for m = 0,1,2. As described prior to the statement of the theorem, we need, to this end, to
commute (|17.25)) with Fy and to keep the leading order terms. Due to the proof of Lemmam

[0, Bty = Y 51 1 oo PES U™ Egtp + B30, (17.38)

where Riu collects all the terms that contam a factor of the form EK(AJ ). To be more precise, P2 3
is a linear combination of terms of the form 9) (with k replaced by r), where |11 | +--+|L| =
1| —|J|, 7 >1and I; # 0; and P  is a hnear combination of terms of the form (Wlth k
replaced by r), where Ty + -+ |I | + |K| = |I| — |J], I; # 0. Moreover,

1 m Am
9%%1? = Z\J\gmzm:omm(] Egip.

Here Ry is a linear combination of terms of the form 0) (with k replaced by r), where
L+ -+ L]+ K| = [T = [J|, I; # 0; and R} is a hnear combination of terms of the
form (12:22)(12.24) (with k replaced by r) where |Il\ + -+ L+ K| = |I| = |[J] in (12.22));
T+ + L]+ [ Jo| + | T2 = I — || in (12.23) and (12. 24[) I; #0; and r + |J2| > 1 in (12.24).

Next, due to Lemma and with the notation &7 ; = GY ;,

[Bx, 2°U] = 32 51«1 G1.sU B3 + X1 < 31< 1 825 -
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Here G%,J is a linear combination of terms of the form ((12.37)) (with k replaced by r), where I; # 0
and [I;]+--- +|L| 4 |K| = [TI| - |J]; and & ; is a linear combination of terms of the form (12.38)
(with k replaced by r), where I, # 0 and |I1| + - -- + |L.| + |J1| 4+ |J2| = |I| — |J|. Finally,

(B, &] = 32 511 /bra E3,

where by 5 is a linear combination of terms of the form Fxé&, where |K| = |I| — |J|.

Combining the above observations yields the conclusion that Fyu satisfies the equation

— U?Byu+ Z°UEru + GEru = Lye 1t + Rpro 1. (17.39)
Here
Lpre1tt =3 31y omes P U™ Bt = 3 5 o Gy U Bsu = 3 5 yybra Esu, (17.40)
Rpre 1t =3 51< 11 om0 RT3 U™ Eatt = Y01 <5< 11y 6% g Eau + Exu. (17.41)
Comparing with yields
Lgre,l,.] = PI2,J’ Lére,I,J = Pll,.] - G%,J? Lgre,I,J = —brs. (17.42)

Removing redundancies. Recalling ((17.28)),
LU Egu = Lge,I,JZ|§|§|J|Um(CJaﬁEﬁu)?

where we define €3 o3y = 1; €3¢ = 0 if [{| = |J| and £ # w(J); and €3¢ = 0 if |{| > |J|. Thus

— U%Eru + Z°UFEw + aFyu = Lyu + R, (17.43)
where
2 m Am
Lyu ::Z|g|<|1\zm:oLI,gU Eeu, (17.44)
Lie =23« Lirer.a€ae: (17.45)
Moreover,

E)%Iu ::%pre,w + Z‘J‘<‘I|Z|§|<|J|mcor,l,.],£u7
Reor, 10,64 =2L3 10 13U (€3,)U Bt + (Lo 13U° (€5.6) + Lire 1,30 (€5,6)] Ecu.

Inductive argument. Combining with an inductive argument, it is possible to derive
the leading order asymptotics of U™Eru in AF(y) for m = 0,1,2. The rough structure of the
argument is the following. To begin with, due to Theorem [I7.5 and Remark [I7.7] we know the
leading order asymptotics of u and Uu in AT (v). Combining this information with yields
the leading order asymptotics of U2?u. Let I be such that II|] # 0 and assume that we know
the leading order asymptotics of U™ Eyu in A} (y) for m = 0,1,2 and |J| < |I|. Inserting this
information into and proceeding, roughly speaking, as in the proof of Theorem yields
the leading order asymptotics of U™ Eyu in At () for m = 0,1, 2.

Deriving the ODE. In order to derive an ODE for Eru, let us begin by appealing to Lemma/[l5.15)
and (|17.18). This yields
|62 Eyu — UQEIU\ < Colr — Tc>77a6(wA+ESp)(7'ch) (1) 6esprcéll/2 (7.) (17.46)

on Af(y) for 0 < |1 < k —mo — 1. Here C, only depends on Sy1, Scoeff,ls Cu,ks Ceoeft ks da (in case
tp # 0), Ao, Crem, €4, (M, Grer) and a lower bound on 6y _; and 7, and n;, only depend on u, Ay,
n, m and k. Next, combining (15.19), (15.59)), (17.12) and (17.18) yields

|ZOUEIu — ZgoarElu\ < Culr — TC>"“6(WA+’B)(T_TC)(TC>”beBTCG11/2(TC)
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on Af(y) for 0 <|I| <k —mg — 1. Here C,, 1, and 7, have the same dependence as in the case
of (17.46). Combining the above estimates with (15.60), (17.12)) and (17.18]) yields

| — 92Eyu+ Z2%0, Bru + oo Eru + U2 Eyu — Z°U Eyu — & Byl

) (17.47)
<Co(r — Tc>n”6(wA+ﬁ)(T_T“) (Te)™ ePre Gl1/2 (1e)

on Af(y) for 0 <|I| <k —mg — 1. Here C,, 1, and 7, have the same dependence as in the case
of (17.46).

Next, we need to estimate ExGu; cf. (17.25) and (17.26). Due to (13.11), (13.21)), (15.29) and
(17.18))

|E1Gu| < Cyu{r — TC>"“e(wA+ESP)(T_TC)(TC>"*’6€SPTCCA¥;/2(TC)

on Af(y) for 0 <|I| <k —mgo — 1. Here C,, 1, and 7, 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 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

m Frm a (watesp)(T—Tc espTe A11/2
[ 1 oo RES U™ | < Calr = ) ee@atesn 0=y eeonte G2 7, )

on AF () for 0 < [I| < k —mg. Here Cy, 1, and 7, 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
w € T—Tc €spTe AL1/2
)Z1S\J|g\1\®%JEJ“ < Cu(T — 7o) e(Fatesn)Tome) (7 ) s Gl/ (7e)

on Af(y) for 0 < [I| < k —mg. Here C,, n, and 7, have the same dependence as in the case of
(17.46). Combining the above estimates yields an estimate for Ry 1u.

Next, we wish to estimate fRcor.1,3,¢u. Before doing so, note that
U(Cre)| = N7 x(Cre)| < CoeseT

in_A+ (), where we appealed to (7.22), (15.13) and (15.20)); and C, only depends on [I|, ¢has, ¢y,2,

(M, grer) and a lower bound on 6y _. Next, note that
U*(€re) = U N)N "' x(€re) = N7HLpx) (Ere) + N X[V x(€re)).

Appealing to (6.22), (6.27), (7.22), (15.13), Remark and the assumptions, it can thus be
demonstrated that

[U2(Cre)| < Calr)tese™

in A* (), where C, only depends on |I|, ¢y, (M, gref) and a lower bound on 6y, . Combining these
estimates with the above estimates for JRpe 1u; the definition of Meor1,.3,¢; and the assumptions
yields the conclusion that

[Ryu| < Colr — 7o) ee(Fatese) T=7e) (z ym gesore 12 (7,) (17.48)

on Af(y) for 0 <|I| <k —mg — 1. Here C,, 1, and 7, have the same dependence as in the case
of (T7.46)).

Inductive assumptions. Next, we wish to simplify Lyu 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 Fix 1 < j < k—mg—1. The inductive assumption is that there are functions Uy ,,
for |J| < j and m = 0, 1,2, depending only on 7, such that one of the following estimates hold:

U™ Eyte — Uy o ()] SCa(7)™ (7 — 7o) 10 e(@A+B =T G2 (1), (17.49)
|UmEJu — Us,m(7)] SCa<Tc>m’eﬁTC (r— TC>"“e(wAJ“B)(T_TC)Gll/Q(TC), (17.50)

on AT (y) for m =0,1,2 and 0 < |J| < j. Here C,, 1, and 7, 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 We also assume, inductively, that

Ug o (7)] < Ca(re)™ (1 — 7o) e T~ G2 (7,) (17.51)

for r < 7., m=0,1,2 and 0 < |J| < j. Here C,, 1, and n, have the same dependence as in the
case of . Note that by combining with either or yields with
Us,m replaced by U™ Eyu. 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 Uy, 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
17.51]

from the definition of Uy, 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 ; and arguments
similar to the above.

Inductive step. In order to take the inductive step, let Lyu = Ly + £1, where

Li(7) = X\ ey omeo L% (0, TV Uem (7), £1:= Lyu — Ly

and Ly’ is given by (17.42) and (17.45)). In other words, we have localised the coefficients of Lyu
as in ((15.57). Note that we can equally well localise the coefficients along the causal curve ~.
Combining ((17.49)), (17.51]) and the assumptions yields

|1€1] < Ca(re)™ (1 — 1) eFA+A =) Q12 (7 ) (17.52)
on At (y) for 0 < [I| < k —mgo — 1. Combining (17.50), (17.51) and the assumptions yields
81| < Ca(re) PP (7 — 7,)1ae@AtA =T G112 (1) (17.53)

on AT () for 0 < |I| < kK —mp — 1. In both of these estimates, C,, 1, and 17, have the same

dependence as in the case of (17.46). Combining (17.43)), (17.47) and (17.48]) with ((17.52)) or
(117.53) yields the conclusion that

— O?Fyu+ 72,0, Eyu + Goo Eru = L1 + Ry (17.54)

Here
Rr| < Colre)™ (1 — 7o)t e@atAT=) G2 (7, (17.55)

on Af(y) for 0 < [I| <k —mg — 1, assuming (17.52) is the relevant estimate. Moreover,
IRp| < Co(re)mePTe(r — TC>77ae(wA+ﬁ)(T—Tc)él1/2<Tc) (17.56)

on A} (y) for 0 < [I| < k —mg — 1, assuming is the relevant estimate. In the case of both
estimates, Cy, 1, and 7, have the same dependence as in the case of . At this stage, we can
evaluate the equation at (Tg, 7) in order to obtain an ODE for (Eyu)(Zo, 7). The resulting
equation can be written

0,0 = AgU — H, — Ho, (17.57)
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where A is given by (17.13) and

)= ( BrBr e ) Hi(r) = ( (o ) Hy(r):= ( Rulzn 7 )

Analysing the asymptotics. Introducing
(1) := V(1) — / e [ (s)ds, (17.58)

the equation yields the conclusion that 9, ¥ = AyU — H,. Due to the definition of Ho, it is
clear that |Ha| can be estimated by the right hand side of either or , depending on
the assumptions. At this stage, we can appeal to Lemma with B = Ag; k = 2mg; H = —Ho;
£ =U; wp = wa; Nu = na; and Cy given by one of

Ca(re)™ G2 (70),  Calre)™ePTG? (7).

Here C'y is given by the first expression in case (17.55) is satisfied and by the second in case
(117.56) is satisfied. In particular, there are thus Wi o € E, and ¥y o € R2?™s such that

’@(T) — eI | <Co(me) G (1) (7 — o) T @A+ (T=Te)

\‘%) - eA°<T*Tc>w1,oo! SCo(re ) eGP () (7 — )t elmat AT, (17.59)

where Uy o = Urooq + Up(7:) and the latter estimate holds only in case is satisfied.
Moreover, C,, 1, and 7, have the same dependence as in the case of . In order to obtain
these conclusions, we appealed to Lemma and the fact that an estimate of the form
holds in the present setting. We also obtain the conclusion that

|\IJI,oo,a| + |\IJI,00| S Ca<7—c>nbéll/2(7_c)7

where C, and 7, 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} () (as in the end of the
proof of Theorem [17.5|) yields the conclusion that

EIU Ao(T—7¢) Te Ap(r—3) 0
’( 0 Eyu ) —e Ui 0,0 — : e Li(s) ds

<Calre)™ Gy (1) (7 — 7o) e (At D7)

on Af(y) for all 0 < |I| < k — mo — 1, where Cg, 1, and n;, have the same dependence as in the

case of (|17.46)). Similarly, in case ((17.56)) holds,

EIU' _ JAo(t—7¢) . e Ag(T—35) 0
’(UEu) ‘ Vi = | € Lis) )%

<C, <7-C>?7be,3n.éll/2 (1o){T — Tc>?7ae(WA+l3)(T—Tc)

on Af () for all 0 < |I| < k — mg — 1, where Cq, 1, and n, have the same dependence as in the

case of (|17.46)).

Define Vi 000 1= Vr,00,q; define Vi o := ¥ in case (17.56]) holds; and define Uy, m = 0,1, 2,
as in the statement of the theorem (or as in RemarDue to the inductive assumption and
the definitions, it can be verified that (17.49) (or (17.50)) and hold with J replaced by I
and m = 0,1. Combining this information with the inductive assumption and the definitions, it
also follows that holds with J replaced by I and m = 2. Finally, in order to prove that
(117.49) (or ) holds with J replaced by I and m = 2, it is sufficient to appeal to ;
the conclusions we have already derived for 9™ Fru, m = 0,1; and (17.46). In order prove the
uniqueness of Vi « q, it is sufficient to proceed inductively and to appeal to arguments similar to
the ones presented at the end of Lemma O
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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 Z° and & 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 E,u and UE,,u for
R™multiindices w satisfying |w| < k —mgo — 1.

Theorem 18.1. Assume that the conditions of Theorem are satisfied. Then, using the
notation of Theorem[17.9, the following holds. Fiz vectorsv,, € E, for R™-multiindices w satisfying
|w| < k—mog—1. Then, given 7. close enough to —oo, there is a solution to with vanishing
right hand side such that if Vi o 4 are the vectors uniquely determined by the solution as in the
statement of Theorem then Vi, co,a = Vw, where L, = (I1,...,I,) is the vector field multiindex
such that I; < Ij4q for j=1,...,p—1 and such that w(l,) = w.

Remark 18.2. Here w is given by Definition [17.8]
Remark 18.3. The bound 7. has to satisfy in order for the conclusions to hold is of the form

Te < Tca where Tc Only depends on Sy,1, Scoeff,l; Cu,ks Ccoeff,k; da (1n case Ly 7é 0); A07 Crem, €A,

(M, Gret), a lower bound on 6o,—, a choice of local coordinates on M around Z, and a choice of a
cut-off function near Zg.

Remark 18.4. The solutions constructed in the theorem are such that
S e, = om0 as
,00, . Ly(s)
T <k—mo—1

<, <Tc>77be/87'c (T — 7Y e(wmrﬁ)(f—rc)legkﬂnw1 v

(18.1)

on Al (), where C, only depends on sy i, Scoeff,i, Cuks Ccoeff ks da (N case up, # 0), Ao, Crem, €A,
(M, Gref), a lower bound on 6o,—, a choice of local coordinates on M around Zy and a choice of a
cut-off function near Zo; and 7, and 7, only depend on u, Ay, n, and k. Note, in particular, that
by choosing 7. close enough to —oo, the factor C,(7.)" e’ 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 In particular, Theorem [I7.9] yields a linear map from initial
data at 7, 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 7. close to —oo. The reason we need to choose 7. close to —o¢o is that the constants appearing

in the estimates are of the form .
Ca(re)™ PG (7). (18.2)

The point here is that the initial data we specify at 7. are such that éll/Q(Tc) < Cyplv|, 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, él(TC)
can be bounded by a constant independent of the choice of 7.. Thus, given ¢ > 0, letting 7. be
close enough to —oo, the constant can be assumed to be bounded by €|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, (%,x) be local
coordinates on M such that Zg € %, X(Zp) = 0 and such that

Oxilzo = Eilzy-

Let ¢ be a smooth function on M such that ¢(Z) = 1 for Z in a neighbourhood of %, and such
that ¢ has support contained in %. Let w be an R™-multiindex, v € R?™ and define

B (T) = (1! wp) L p(2)X (T)v.

Here

X(x) = [ [ X (@)
Then (Er¢w.)(Zo) = v if w = w(I) and (Erdw,,)(Zo) = 0 if |w(I)| < |w| and w(I) # w (note that
for an R™-multiindex w, |w| denotes the sum of the components of w). Let % be the subspace
of C*(M,R*™=) spanned by ¢, for |w| = j and v € R*™; and let 2, be the subspace of
C>(M,R?™) spanned by ¢, for |w| = j and v € E,. Note that E, and %y, are isomorphic.
The isomorphism is given by the map % : E, = 20, defined by F(v) = ¢o,0-

Definition of the linear map. Define a map £, o : Zo,o — Eq as follows. Given ¢ € Zp q, let
u('a TC) _
( ’LLT(‘,TC) ) N w (183)

Solving the equation with this initial data yields £, gt := Vo ,q. Since the equation is linear and
homogeneous, and since V , is uniquely determined by the solution, the map £, ¢ is linear. In
what follows, we wish to prove that .. 90.% : E, — E, is an isomorphism. However, due to
, the remarks made immediately below this estimate and the fact that ¥;(7.) = 0 in our
setting, the following estimate holds:

(W — eT=TIY | < Cylre) el (7 — 1)l e(FatH =T G2 (7);

note that ¥, , = Vo q. Putting 7 = 7, in this estimate yields
[W(7e) = Viora| < Calre)®ePG % (7.). (18.4)

Since ¥(7.) = ¥4(7c), we can of course replace U(7.) with ¥, (7.) on the left hand side. If we can
prove that £, ¢ 0 % is injective for a suitable choice of 7., then it follows that .Z. ¢ is surjective.

Proving injectivity. In order to prove injectivity, let us begin by estimating Gl(Tc). Assuming w
to be an R™multiindex with |w| < k —mo — 1 and v € E,, let ¢ = ¢,,. Specifying the initial
data at 7. by (18.3]), we wish to prove that

G2 [ul(re) < Calvl. (18.5)
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Note, to this end, that if |K| <1+ 1, then
(0 Excu) (- 7e) | + | (Bxu) (- 7e)| < Calol, (18.6)

where C,, only depends on I, (M, gret), ¢ and the local coordinates. Consider (15.17) with 7 = 7..
Assume 7. to be sufficiently close to —oo that Cy(r.)er™ < 1/2, where C} is the constant

appearing in ([15.17). Then, for a smooth function ¢,
~ A R _ 1/2
U()| < [0l + 10(¢) = D] < [0r0] + 51T ()] + (S pe24 X agl?) "/
on AF(v). In particular,

~ _ 1/2
U ()] < 200, +2 (X ae~24 X ap]2) "/

on Af(y). Combining this inequality with ¢ replaced by Eyu with (7.22) and (18.6) yields the
conclusion that (18.5) holds, where C,, only depends on I, cpas, (M, Grer), a lower bound on 6o _,
¢ and the local coordinates. Combining (18.5)) and ([18.4)) with ¢ = ¢, yields

[v = Vo,al < Ca<TC)"”e'BT° |v] .

Assuming 7. 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 Vool = 2[Ze0 0 To(v)]-

This demonstrates injectivity of 2. o o Jp, and thereby the surjectivity of .%; ¢.

Estimating the quality of the approximation. Assume the initial data at 7. to be given by
(18.3), where 7 belongs to a direct sum of Zj,’s. Then Ert takes all its values in E,. As a
consequence, Vo o = Voo and Vi 0, = Vi,00. This is due to the fact that, with these initial data,
the WU’s appearing in the proofs of Theorems and are such that U,(7.) = 0, and the fact
that the construction of Vg o, Voo, Vi,00,a and Vi o is based on an application of Lemma
note that the relation between {, and {4 in Lemma is given by oo = €oo,a +&b(7c). Due to
Remarks and the estimates and can then be improved, in that an extra
factor €™ can be inserted on the right hand side in each of these estimates. In fact, due to the
proofs, (|17.24) holds with ¥, replaced by V. ., and holds with Uy o, replaced by Vi 0,q4-
Inductively, it can also be demonstrated that Ut ,,, m = 0, 1,2, depends linearly on the initial
data. The inductive step consists of the observation that if Uy ,,, m = 0,1,2, depends linearly
on the initial data for |J| < k, then Ly depends linearly on the initial data for [I| = k, so that W
introduced in depends linearly on the initial data. Since Vi o 4 is defined linearly in terms
of \P, it follows that Vi o, depends linearly on the initial data. Inserting this information into the
definition of Uy, yields the conclusion that Uy ,,, m =0, 1,2, depends linearly on the initial data.

Specifying the asymptotic data. Evaluating ((17.24]) and ((17.59)) at 7. and keeping the above
observations in mind yields

1(Z0) — Viosa| + [(E1)(Z0) — Viso.a| < Calre)e™G (1) (18.7)

for all |I| <k—mg—1.

Choosing a finite dimensional subspace of initial data. At this stage, note that there is a linear map
from initial data at 7. to Voo, and Vi,4,00. In order to prove that we can specify the asymptotic
data, we need, as in the case of w = 0, to choose a convenient finite dimensional subspace of initial
data. Let W; = E&’, where g; denotes the number of distinct R™-multiindices w with |w| < j; and
let Y; be the direct sum of £, for ¢ < j (where 2, is defined as above). Then we can define
L Y; — W as follows. Given ¢ € Yj, let u be the solution to the equation corresponding
to initial data given by . Then the zeroth component of .Z, ;(¢) is given by Vi 4, and if
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lw| < 4, the component of %, ;(¢)) corresponding to w is given by V,, o o (strictly speaking by
W1, .00,a). Due to the above arguments, it is clear that these components depend linearly on .
Let 7; : W; — Y} be defined by the condition that it takes v, € E,, |w| < j, to

2wl <jPervn-

To prove that %, ; is surjective, it is sufficient to prove that %, ; o 7; is an isomorphism.

Proving surjectivity, basic estimates. Given w € W;, corresponding to v, € Eq, |w| < j, let u be
the solution to the equation corresponding to initial data given by (18.3]), where ¢y = .7;(w). To
begin with, it is of interest to verify that, for 7. close enough to —oo,

éll/2[u](7-0) < CCLZ|w|§j|vw|' (18.8)

However, this estimate follows from the fact that (18.5) holds in case the initial data 1 in (18.3)
are given by ¢, ,. Note also that C, only depends on I, cpas, (M, Grer), a lower bound on 6y _, ¢
and the choice of local coordinates. Combining (18.8]) with (|18.7)) yields the conclusion that

Z\w\ﬁj‘(Eww)(jo) — Vi,oo,al < Ca<7—6>meﬂTCZ|w\§j|Uw‘- (18.9)

Proving surjectivity. As mentioned above, it is sufficient to prove that .Z. ; 0.7} is an isomorphism.
Thus, since .Z; j 0 .7} is a linear map from W; (a finite dimensional vector space) to itself, it is
sufficient to prove that this map is injective. Assume, to this end, that w € W, is such that
Zej o T;(w) =0. Combining this assumption with yields

Z\w|§j|(Eww)(i‘0)| < Ca<7-c>nbeﬂ‘r62|w|§j |'Uw‘- (18.10)

Note that there is a bijection taking w € W; to (E,v)(Zo) for |w| < j. Moreover, vo = ¢ (Zo); and
if 1 < |w| <7, then

vy = (Euv)(Zo) — Z\§\<|w|qw,§vf7
where ¢, ¢ can be calculated in terms of functions that are independent of 7. (so that, in particular,
quw.¢ is independent of 7.). By an inductive argument, it follows that there are constants r,, ¢
(depending only on ¢ and the choice of coordinates X) such that

Vo = (Eu)(Zo) = 2o1¢ <) Tw.t (Ee) (Zo).
Inserting this information into (|18.10f) yields the conclusion that
Dot <l (But) (o) | < Calre)™ePTe 37, i1 (Butp) (To)].

Letting 7. be close enough to —oo, so that C,(7.)"e ™ < 1/2, it follows that (E,)(Zo) = 0
for all |w| < j. This implies that v, = 0 for all w with |w| < j. Thus w = 0, and the map is
injective. O
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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 by proving that if C has distinct eigenvalues but does not have a global
frame, then it is sufficient to take a finite covering space of M in order for the expansion normalised
Weingarten map on the resulting spacetime to have a global frame. In Section[A.2] we then define
LuK. To end the chapter, we describe how the conditions on the relative spatial variation of € 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.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 M,
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 M to be connected, there is
a connected finite covering space M of M with covering map mq : M — M. Letting my, : M x I —
M x I be defined by m,(%,t) = [7a(Z),t], then m, is also a covering map. Letting § = g, ™ is
a local isometry. Moreover, the expansion normalised Weingarten map associated with g and the
foliation M x I has a global frame.

Remark A.2. The notion of a global frame is introduced in Definition on M we take it to
be understood that the reference metric is 7} gres.

Proof. Let ¢; < --- < £, denote the distinct eigenvalues of K. Let t € I, 2 € M, p = (x t) and

A e {l,...,n}. Then there are two tangent vectors to M at Z, say 5,4 such that fA is an
eigenvector of K|, corresponding to £4(p) with norm one relative to gres. Let
*{(§1p7a;7:p)x{t} ZtEI,fGM,p:(f,t), ij€{+77}aj:1a"'7n}

and define 7 : N — M x I by W(fl Loy ,&in '»t) = p. To begin with, we prove that N has the
structure of a smooth manifold and that 7 is a covering map.

201
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Let ¢ € N with (Z,t) = w(¢q). Then there is an open neighbourhood U, of Z € M and an interval
I, C I, open relative to I and containing ¢, such that on U, x I, there is a unique collection {X 4},
A =1,...,n, of smooth vector fields tangent to the leaves of the foliation which, for A € {1,...,n},
is such that KX = £4X4 (no summation); |Xalg,., = 1; and X4l = fiﬂp. We can think of
U, as being the domain of some coordinates ¢4 : U; — R™ on M, and, when convenient, we can
assume U, and I; to be members of a countable basis of M and I respectively. Define

Vo = {[X0(@.9),. . Xa(5,5),5) G € Uy, s € 1,)

and ¥, : V, — R"™! (or H"") by V[X1(¥,5),...,Xn(¥,5),s] = [¥4(9),s]. Note that ¥, is
one-to-one. In fact, all the conditions of [4Il 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 ¥, be homeomorphisms endows N with a unique Hausdorff
topology. Moreover, there is a complete smooth atlas on N such that each of the (¥,, V) are
coordinate neighbourhoods. Finally, the manifold N is second countable. Next, note that 7 is a
covering map; cf., e.g., [41], Definition 7, p. 443].

Next, let M = 7~ 1(M x {to}) and let mq := py o m|y;, where py : M x I — M is defined by
p1(Z,t) = &. Then m, : M — M is a smooth covering map. Define & : M x I — M x I by
&(z,t) = [ma(2),t]. Note that ¢ is homotopy equivalent to & defined by &y(Z,s) = 7(Z). In
particular,

Ev = Eo (M x I) = m (M x I).

On the other hand, & factors through N by &(Z,s) = o ¢1(&,s), where ¢;(Z,s) = &. This
means that B ~
EJmi(M x I)] = 7. 0 Ypu[my (M x I)] € e (N).

In particular, there is a unique lift of § to a map = : M x I — N such that § = 7 o = and such
that the restriction of Z to M x {to} is given by Z(Z,tg) = ¢(&), where ¢ : M — N is the inclusion.

In order to define a map from N to M x I, let ¢ = (fl L ,ffl";p) x {t} € N, where p = (Z,t)
and ¥ € M. Let v(s) = [Z, (1 — s)t + stg]. Then 7(q) = 7(0). This means that v has a unique
lift 5 : [0,1] — N such that 5(0) = ¢ and 705 = ~. Define p: N — M x I by p(q) = [7(1),1].
Compute £ o p(q) = 7(g). This means that £ o p has a unique lift to a map from N to N such that
it is the identity on M. Note that Id : N — N is one such lift. On the other hand, o p is a lift
of €0 p to a map from N to N. Next, let ¢ € M. Then Eop(q) =E(q,tp) =q. ThusIld: N - N
and Zop: N — N have to coincide due to the uniquness of the lifts. In particular, Z is surjective
and p is injective.

Next, note that p is surjective. In order to prove this statement, let (Z,t) € M x I. Then the
curve y(s) = [Z, (1 — 8)to + st], where 7(&) = (Z,tp), has a unique lift 5 : [0,1] — N such that
%(0) = Z. From the definition of p, it is clear that p[(1)] = (Z,t). In other words, p is surjective.
Since po ZEo p = p, we conclude that po = = Id. In particular, there is a bijection from N to
M x 1.

Next, fix (Z,t) € M x I and let q := Z(&,¢). Then there is a neighbourhood U of (&,t) such
that &|y is a diffeomorphism onto its image. Moreover, there is an open neighbourhood V of ¢
such that 7|y is a diffeomorphism onto its image. Let W = U NZ"1(V). Then 70 Z = £, and
restricting this equality to W, m and £ are local diffeomorphisms. This means that = is a local
diffeomorphism. To conclude, = is a global bijection which is also a local diffeomorphism. Thus
= and p are diffeomorphisms.

To conclude, we can think of N as having the form M x I. Moreover, since it is sufficient to
consider a connected component of M, we can assume M to be connected. Since M x I is a
covering space, we can of course pull back g to a Lorentz metric on M x I. Since the projection
to M x I is a local isometry, all the geometric quantities on M x I are locally the same as the
corresponding geometric quantities on M x I. We can also pull back the coefficients of a system
of wave equations on M x I.
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Finally, we wish to verify that the expansion normalised Weingarten map has a global frame on

N = M x I. Note, to this end, that if ¢ € N, then ¢ = (ffp, .. ,fib’jp) x {t}. However, ffp, e ,ff{jp
is here a basis of eigenvectors of K at p. Since 7 is a local diffeomorphism, this basis corresponds
to a unique basis of the expansion normalised Weingarten map at q. O

A.2 Defining the expansion normalised normal derivative

of

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 v is a family of functions on M (for ¢ € I), then ¢ can be thought of as a
function on M x I, say 7,Z~J Inversely, if 1) is a function on M x I, then it can be interpreted as a
family of functions on M (for ¢ € I). This family is denoted by 9. If X is a family of vector fields
on M (for t € I), then X can be thought of as a vector field on M x I, say X, defined by

e~

X (1) = X (¢b)

for every ¢ € C°°(M x I). Next, if 7 is a family of one-form fields on M (for ¢ € I), then 7 can
be extended to a one-form field, say 7, on M x I by demanding that 7(U) = 0 and

- —

1(X) = n(X)

for every family X of vector fields on M (for t € I). Moreover, if 7 is a one form field on M x1I,
then there is an associated family of one-form fields on M. This family is denoted by 77 and is
defined by

(X) = n(X)
for every family X of vector fields on M (for t € I ). Finally, if X' is a vector field on M x I, then
there is an associated family of vector fields on M, denoted X, defined by the condition that

X—X 1M,
forallt € I;ie, X — Xis 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 1/ be a family of functions on M (for ¢ € I).
Then 9 is a map from M x I — R. Moreover, 1 is said to be smooth if this map is smooth; i.e.,
if ¢ is smooth. Next, let X be a family of vector fields on M (for all ¢t € I). Then X is said to
be smooth if, for every smooth family 1 of functions on M (for t € I), the expression X (1) is a
smooth family of functions on M (for ¢ € I). Finally, let  be a family of one-form fields on M
(for t € I). Then 7 is said to be smooth if 7(X) is a smooth family of functions on M (for ¢ € I)
for every smooth family X of vector fields on M (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 M (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 M (for t € I). Then LT is defined
by

(LoT)(n, X) = Uln(TX)) = T(Loit, X) — T(n, Lo X), (A1)

where 7 is a family of one-form fields on M (for t € I) and X is a family of vector fields on M
(for t € I).
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In order to justify that the definition is meaningful, we need to prove that Ly 7 is a family
of (1,1)-tensor fields on M (for ¢t € I). In other words, we need to verify that L7 is linear over
families of functions on M (for t € I) in both 7 and X. We leave the verification of this statement
to the reader.

Introducing {w'} and {E;} as in Remark it is of interest to calculate the constituents of (A.1)
for n = w' and X = E;. To begin with,

= = 1
LuBy = [U.Bi] = = L Br, (A.2)

since the components of Ek with respect to a fixed coordinate system on M are independent of .
Next,

Ly (Ey) = Lyt (Ey) = Ly[@i(Ey)] — 0H(LuEy) = %wi(ﬁxEk).

Thus

- 1
Lywt = NwZ(EXEk)wk =-——Lw'.

N
Introducing the notation

(,CUT)ij = (LyT) (W', Ej), T, = T (W', E;)

and omitting the overlines and the twiddles, the definition (A.1)) implies that

. 1 ‘ 1,
(Lo T)' =UT5) + 5 T(Lxw', Bj) + 5T (W' Ly Ej)

L N X | (A.3)
=T = (LT,
where
(LxT)'j = (L T)(W", Ej)
In other words, _ _ _
LyT = Nfl[at(Tg) — (LxT)41E: @ w’.
In practice, we are mainly interested in LuT, defined by
LyT = 0"'LyT = N7 ou(T%) — (L T E @ w, (A.4)

where N is introduced in Definition In what follows, it is convenient to note if S and 7 are
two families of (1, 1)-tensor fields on M (for ¢t € I) and ¢ € C°(M x I), then

Ly(ST) = Lu(S)T +SLu(T), Lu@T)=UW)T +vLy(T). (A5)

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 z € M, 6(Z,t) — oo 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 In N is bounded and y = 0.

Lemma A.6. Let (M,g) be a time oriented Lorentz manifold. Assume it to have an expanding
partial pointed foliation and K to have a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition|3.10L Assume,
finally, that x = 0 and that there are constants Cn and Cy such that |[InN| < Cn and |q| < C,
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on M_. Thent_ > —oo and either (-,t) converges uniformly ast — t_, or there is an ¥ € M
such that
lim 6(z,t) = co. (A.6)

t—t_

Moreover, there is a constant Cy > 1, depending only on Cn, Cy and n, such that
0(z,t) < Colt —t_|* (A7)
for allz € M and allt € (t_,to]. This Cy is also such that
0(z,t) > Oyt —t_| 7t (A.8)

for all T € M such that holds and all t € (t_,1o].

If there are T,,Z, € M such that 0(Z,,t) — oo and 0(Zp,t) - oo ast — t_, then, for each
1 < m € Z, there is a sequence (Ty,ty) € M x I and a constant c,, > 0 such that tj, — t_ and
such that

|(0~™ ' gradf) (zy, tr)

Grer = Cms (Ag)

where grad denotes the gradient of 6 (considered as a function on M ) with respect to the metric
Jref -

Remark A.7. If the best estimate we are allowed to assume is that the left hand side of
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 ¢, then we can deduce much better bounds on the spatial variation of In 6.

Proof. Due to 1' Remark [3.12] the definition of U and the fact that x =0,
9,07 = =079, 0 = —n " 'NU(nIn ) = n " N(1+q) > n" (1 + negp)e”~. (A.10)

This means that §~1(7,-) reaches zero in finite time, starting at ¢, unless ¢ reaches t_ first. Say
now that 6=1(z,-) — 0 as t — t;+, where t_ < t; < tg. Then t; must equal t_ (since 6(Z,t)
would otherwise be bounded). Thus ¢; = ¢_ and t_ > —oo. Next, note that

01 (3,19) — 017t ) = /t "D UN( 4 9))(F, 5)ds, (A.11)

where the second term on the left hand side should be interpreted as the limit of 71(z,t) as
t — t_; since 7' 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 Z. The same is
true of the right hand side; this follows from the fact that t_- > —oo and the fact that N and ¢
are bounded. Thus #71(-,¢_) is a continuous function and it is the uniform limit of continuous
functions. If it is strictly positive, it is clear that 6(-,t_) is a well defined continuous function
which is the uniform limit of (-, ¢). In case ~1(Z,t_) = 0 for some T € M, we also have

0-1(7,1) = / DN + 9)|(7, 5)ds. (A.12)

In this case, there is a constant Cy > 1, depending only on Cy, C,; and n, such that

[t

Cytjt—t_| < < Colt —t_|. (A.13)

0(z,1)

Note that Cy is the same for all z such that §(z,¢) — oo as t — t_. Note, moreover, that the
lower bound holds for all . This yields (A.7) and (A.8§].
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Given that there are Z, and Z, as in the statement of the lemma, let v : [0,1] — M be a length
minimising geodesic with respect to g,er connecting z, and . Then

1
07" (2, 1) = 67" (Za, 1) = /0 [0~ (-, )] (4(5))ds| < dret(Tn, Ta) sup |dO~"[v(s), ¢]

s€[0,1]

Jref?

where d is the standard operator on differential forms on M and d,e is the topological metric
on M induced by gref. Combining the above observations, it is possible to construct a sequence
(Zk, tr) with the properties stated in the lemma. In particular, such that (A.9)) holds. O

Considering , it is clear that if, given 7, 6=1(z,t_) = 0, then the value of the right hand side
is determined by 0(%,to). This is clearly a very special situation. Moreover, if =1(z,t_) = 0 for
all € M, then holds for all Z € M. In general, this formula cannot be expected to yield
any bounds on the gradient of §. However, we are not interested in situations with uncontrolled
gradients of IV and ¢. In analogy with the weighted norms we impose on K, we here restrict our
attention to the case that analogous norms of In N and In(1 + ¢) are bounded; recall that we are
here interested in situations where ¢ > 0, N > 0 and N~! is bounded. In order to be able to draw
conclusions from these assumptions, we need to relate o 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 K to have a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition|3.10L Assume,
moreover, that x = 0 and that there is a constant C, such that |q| < Cy on M_. Then there is a
constant ¢, > 1 such that

ol 10 (A.14)

@ = (lng)y —

for all t <ty. Moreover, c, only depends on Cy, 0y + and n, where 0y _ and 6y 1 are defined in
. If, in addition, there is a constant C such that |[In N| < Cn; and holds for all
T € M, then there is a constant ¢, > 1 such that

0t i <o (A.15)

for allt <ty. Finally, ¢, only depends on Cy, Cn, 6p,+ and n.

Proof. Note that (3.4) and (7.9) (in the case that y = 0) imply that

U(o+nlnf) = —q <0;
recall Remark This means, in particular, that
o0+nlnf>nlnfy _

for all t < tg, where 0y _ is defined by (3.31); recall that o(Z,t9) = 0 by definition. Given that
there is a C; with the properties stated in Lemma

Ul(Cy+1)o+nn]=C, —q>0.

Thus
(Cy+1)o+nnd <nlné, +

for all t < tg. To summarise, there is a constant ¢, > 1 such that (A.14)) holds. Moreover, ¢, has
the stated dependence.

Assuming, in addition, that there is a constant Cy such that |In N| < Cxy and that (A.6) holds
for all z € M, it follows from (A.7) and (A.8) that (In) is equivalent to (In |t —¢_|). This yields
a ¢y > 1 such that (A.15) holds. Finally, ¢, has the stated dependence. O
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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 K to have a silent upper bound on I; cf. Definition . Assume,
moreover, that x = 0; that there are constants Cn and Cy such that |In N| < Cy and |q| < Cy on
M_; and that holds for all T € M. Let 0 < u € R and assume that there is a 1 < k € Z and
constants Cn i and Cq 1 such that

Y (@) M DI N, < Cynks Yoy (@)D In(1 + )5, < Cyx (A.16)
on M_. Then there is a constant Cy , such that
> -1 (0) M| DI Inblg,,, < Coyx (A.17)

on M_, where Cy . only depends on n, Cn, Cy, Cn ik, Cok, W, 00+ and (M, Gret)-
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 {E;} be a frame of the form described in Remark [3.17} Since (A.16]) holds, and since all
the assumptions stated in Lemma are satisfied, we can appeal to (A.12]) in order to conclude
that

t
—07%E;0 = / nE;InN + E;In(1 + q)]N(1 + q)ds.
t_

Thus .

02E0) <C | (In|s—t_|)*ds < C(n|t —t_|)*|t —t_]|,
t
where C only depends on n, Cy, Cy, Cn,1, Cy1, u and 6y +. 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, Cy, Cq,

Cn,1, Cg,1, uwand O +.

Assume now, inductively, that (A.17)) holds with k replaced by an m satisfying 1 < m < k — 1.
Let By := E;, --- E;,, ., where I = (i1,...,%,41). Then applying Ey to (A.12) yields an equality
where the left hand side is a linear combination of terms of the form

0~ 'Ey,In6--- By, Ino,

where |I;| + --- + |I,| = |I] and |I;| > 1. If p > 2, this term is bounded after multiplying
with 6(p)~I!*; this is a consequence of the inductive assumption combined with Lemma
Note, however, that the resulting constant then depends on (M, gref). The only term that is not
controlled by the inductive assumption is —~'E;Inf. The right hand side that results when
applying Fy to is a linear combination of terms of the form

t
/ n 'Ey[InN +1In(1+¢q)] - Ep, [In N + In(1 + ¢)]N(1 + q)ds.
t

However, multiplying this expression with 9(@}“““ yields a bounded expression due to the as-

sumptions combined with Lemma Combining these observations yields the conclusion that
(o)~ DM ol <,

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. O

Consider an expanding partial pointed foliation. Since the interval of the foliation does not nec-
essarily reach the points at which 6 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 . For that
reason, we typically assume such bounds, or analogous H'!-bounds. Since we also assume D In N
to be bounded in suitable weighted C* and H'-spaces, it is clear that DIn N is also bounded in
suitable weighted C! and H'-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 (X, /) be a closed n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and .# be an interval.
We denote the Levi-Civita connection associated with h by D. Let w be a smooth, strictly positive
function on ¥ x .#. We refer to w as the weight. Finally, let {Wy,...,Wp} be a family of smooth
time dependent vector fields on X, where 1 < P € Z. In other words, the W, are smooth vector
fields on ¥ x .# which are tangent to the leaves ¥, := X x {t}, and we think of them as being
a family of vector fields on ¥. Note that we do not assume P to equal the dimension of ¥. In
particular, we do not assume {W;} to constitute a frame. In analogy with Definition we
introduce the following notation.

Definition B.1. A W-vector field multiindex is a vector, say I = ([y,...,I;), where I; €
{1,...,P}. The number ! 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 ::(le,...,W]l), DI = DW11 "'DWIL'
with the special convention that Dy is the identity operator, and Wy is the empty argument.

If T is a family of smooth tensor fields on ¥ for t € .#| let

75 )

1/p
|p,w = (/EIT(wt)pr(ut)mJ o TG Doosw = 11T Dw( D)l cosy

for 1 <p < oo. If T is a tensor field on ¥ such that |7
also use the notation

|pw < 00, then we write 7 € L (X). We

w

1/p

IDTC Ol = [ (Sl 0R) " 0o B.1)

D% T () 0w 1= SUp 2 pj=i| (PrT) (@, D)l (@, 8). (B-2)

209
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Let S, T be tensor fields which are covariant of order [ and contravariant of order k. Then

N N2 S S X S 1] . M Mg My N
(S, Ty :=h W By~ B ST T

With this notation Dw, (S, T), = (Dw, S, T)n + (S, Dw,T).

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 let 1 <¢< P and
Kk, € R be such that 1 <r < k. Then, if T is a family of smooth tensor fields on X fort € .7,

IDw, T3 0 < CE/INT GO 20—y .0 121 D7 ON D, TG O 2w prp )0 (B-3)
for allt € 7, where D;(t) is defined by

D;(t) := sup (|(divp, W) (Z, t)| + |[Wi(Inw)](Z, t)]) . (B.4)

TEYD

Remark B.3. The expression 2x/(r — 1) should be interpreted as co when » = 1. Moreover,
DY(t) should always be interpreted as equalling 1 (even when D;(t) = 0).

Remark B.4. The assumption that ¥ be compact is not necessary. In fact, if (X,h) is a Rie-
mannian manifold without boundary, then the estimate holds, assuming 7 has compact support.
Of course, the estimate is only of interest if D; introduced in is finite. One particular case
of interest is of course when (M, h) is R™ with the standard Euclidean metric; 7 is a smooth
function with compact support; w = 1; and {W;} is the standard frame {9;}. In that case, D; =0
and the conclusion reduces to the first step in the standard derivation of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
estimates.

Proof. Let 2 < g € R and consider ¢;, defined by

q—2

¢i('at) = wq("t)<T('7t)a DWz:T("t)>h<DW1:T('vt)v DWZT(vt»hT

Here the last factor should be interpreted as 1 if ¢ = 2. If ¢ = 2, it is clear that ¢; is
smooth. Let us consider the case that ¢ > 2. If £ is such that (Dw,7)({,t) # 0, then ¢;
is smooth in a neighbourhood of (£,t). Consider a (§,¢) such that (Dw,T)(§,t) = 0. Let
Yi(-,t) = (Dw, T (-, t), Dw, T (-, t))n. Then 1); is smooth and has a zero of order 2 in (£,t). Thus
[i(-,1)]@~1/2 has a zero of order ¢ — 1 > 1 in &, so that

a—2 g—1

|6i (- t)] < w0 T )i (N2 [ 0] T = wI (0| T Dl 1)] =

has a zero of order ¢ — 1 > 1 in £. To conclude, ¢;(-,t) is differentiable at £ and the derivative is
zero. If (Dw,T)(-,t) # 0, we can differentiate ¢; with respect to any vector field X on ¥ in order
to obtain

(Dx:)(-+t) =qX [Inw(-, 1)) (-, 1)
+w (-, O){(DxT)(+t), (Dw, T )l )] T
(Dx Dw, T) (-, ) nlafi (-, )T (B.5)
(TC 1), (Dw, T)(t)n
o

DxDw, T)(,)nli(, )] 7.

—
Q
I
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Note that if ¢ > 2, (Dw,T)(Z;,t) # 0 and Z; — £ with (Dw,T)(&,t) = 0, then (Dx¢;)(Z;,t) — 0.
In other words, ¢; is continuously differentiable with respect to the spatial variables. Next, note

that if
wy; = d)i(',t)ﬂh;

then Cartan’s magic formula (i.e., Lx = dix + txd) yields
dliw,wi] = Lw,wi;

note that w; is an n-form on an n-manifold. Integrating this equality over ¥ yields
0—/ﬁwwz—/ (Dw, i) (-, Mh+/¢>z ) Lw, o
Since Ly, pp = (divy,W;)pp, this equality implies that
/(DW1¢1 tpn = — /@ S O(div Wi) (-, ) -
Combining this equality with (with X replaced by W;) yields
L IPw T
<aDi(t) [ [Tl IDw T D T Ol

1) / T )l (D2, 7)) ] (D, T - 1) (-, ),

where D; is defined by lj For ¢ = 2, we obtain the same result if we interpret |(Dw,T) (-, ¢

as 1. On the other hand

/EIT(-,t)lhl(DaviT)(wt)lhw2(-7t)uh <TG 210 | (DR, T )2 (41 05

/2|7'('at)|h|(DWi7')('»t)|hw2('7t)uh <ITCaOl2r /1)l (Pw TG ) |20 (rt1) 0

assuming k = r > 1, where we appealed to Holder’s inequality. In particular,

HOw, T O30 < ITC )2 103 12 2D3 ()2 (DR, TG ) L2 (4 1),0
for all t € .#. Thus (B.3) holds when k =7 > 1. In case 1 <r < &, let

2K 2K 2K _q
_7"+17 q3 =

q—2’

(B.6)

(B.7)

(B.8)

-2
)i

Then 1/q1 +1/g2 + 1/¢3 = 1, so that we can apply Holder’s inequality to (B.8) in order to obtain

I(Dw: T) (> )15,
<l T, Ollons 1)t P O, T Ollzw /41,0l (D, T 01827

for all t € .¢. 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 let1 <jlielZ
and K, € R be such that j <r < k+1—1 andl > j. Then there is a constant C' such that if T
is a family of smooth tensor fields on ¥ fort € &,

T o DI WOIDE T ) 2w o

l=j i+j i+j—m I—j+m (B9)
<C H(DW T)("t)H%/(r 7) +Z D ( )H(DW T)('vt)||2n/(r+i),w} )
where
D(t) = maxie{l _____ P}Dz(ﬁ) (BlO)
Moreover, the constant C only depends on P and an upper bound on k and l + 1.
Remark B.6. The expression 2x/(r — j) should be interpreted as co when r = j.
Proof. Define D(t) by (B.10). Then, due to (B.3),
Dl T Ht 2/< W
I(DwT) (- )12, (B.11)

<CID T Dllzw/ -1, meo P ONDF T ) o 41) 0

assuming [ > 1 and 1 < r < k. Note that the constant only depends on upper bounds on «, P, [.
From now on, and for the sake of brevity, we omit the arguments (-,¢) and (¢). Then (B.11]) reads

DS T 3/ < CUDE Tz -1y mmo P2 ™ D5 ™ Tl 141 0 (B.12)
Due to (B.12), the following estimate holds for all € > 0:

”DWTH%/rw = [enDéN;lTH%/(rfl),w + 6712;2091_’”\\DQWTH%/(Ml),w : (B.13)

Before proceeding, note that if f € 12r/r= J)( YW, 1<4,j€Z,j<reR r<kxeRande>0,
then

1F 2/ snfn;é;(t“]), ||f||é£;t11 v

o (B.14)
<€ ”fHQn/(T J)w T € o
this follows from Hdlder’s and Young’s inequalities. In particular,
_ 1 _ 1 _ _
DD Tlas/ro < 5ol Dl Tllonsr—1,0 + 3¢ DI04 T a4,
Combining this estimate with (B.13) yields
1 —m — m
Zmzopl ”D%W 1+ THQH/r,w
-1 -1 2 2—m I—14m (B]‘5)
<C (D Tllawse—1y0 + € Eico D2 ™Il ™ Tl 1),
Assume, inductively, that
i—m l—j+m
in:OIDj ||DWJ+ T”Qm/r,w
(B.16)

C [l Tllawse—pa0 + COZ 2o D™ 1Dl " Tl 54,0

for arbitrary r, k, 7, [, ¢ satisfying the conditions of the lemma, as well as the condition that j,7 < ¢.
Due to (B.15]), we know the inductive assumption to hold for ¢« = 1. Given that it holds for some
1 <1 € Z, let us prove it for « + 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 < 4,5 < (. By the
inductive hypothesis, applied to v’ =r —j, k' =k, ' =1— 3,7 =j and j' =1,

1 il l—j—14+m
Z = Dl ||D I T||2n/ (r—j),w

- (B.17)
<C [QHDZ j— 1T||2n/r -1, —I—C(El)zﬁ_l Dit+1- mHDl j—1+ T”Zn/rw .
Note also that (B.14) yields
DIt DLt S Dl i
” W T”Qn/uw _’L'—i-j-‘rleH W THQ&/O i—1),w
J+1 —i/(j+1)yi+i+1) pl—i—1
——c " D" D ’ K/(r+i),w-
T D% Tllzw (),
Combining this estimate with (B.16)) yields
Zgzlopj+1_m”Déw_j_l-i_mTH%/r,w
1—j—1 1—j
<C [e||DWJ Tll2nsr—j—1),0 + €l Dy ” Tll2n s (r -y (B.18)

+C(G)Zfii§17>”j“*mIIDé,W*”mTllzn/(m),w] :

In order to estimate the second term in the parenthesis on the right hand side, we appeal to (B.17).
This yields (assuming e; < 1),

1 _ l—7—
ZJJr pitl m”D J 1+m7-||25/rw

<C ||Dl =t THQN/T j—1), +€C(€1)E]+1 DJ+1 mHDl = 1+mT||2N/rw

OO D DT T ).
Fixing €; and then assuming € to be small enough yields the conclusion that CeC(e1) < 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, k, j,1,¢ satisfying the conditions of the lemma and ¢ <, 7 < ¢+ 1.

Next, assume that the conditions of the lemma are satisfied with 7 replaced by ¢ + 1. Assume,
moreover, that 1 < ¢ < i and j < ¢+ 1. Due to (B.16) with v’ =7+, &' =k, j/ =4, ' =1+
and ¢/ =1

EZ = D™ HDQWTHQH/(TJM),U}

m=0

c [eIID%WT lanjr + C) XL DLti=m|| DEmT |, /<r+z-+1>,w] . (B.19)
On the other hand,
=0 D7 D37 Tl
¢ |:6||Dé&7jT||2n/(r—j)’w + C(E)Zi:iopi-i_j_m||D\ly§7j+m7—“2,{/(r+i)’w:| (B.20)
Note that
S DI DT -

j—1 it j— l—j+m i i— m
:Zgn:OD + m||DW]+ T|‘2n/(r+i),w+zm:0D mHDé&Jlr T||2n/(r+i),w

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 Hélder’s and Young’s inequalities. In fact, note that

(B.14) implies that

1/(2+1 +1
1l oy < I L Ty 1)
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Note also that .
1
i+1

1
e () 4 (il
itj—m=(j m)i+1+(z+]+ m)
Thus, given d,¢e > 0,
ST fllawpriyw €87 Fllamsma) (€SI oo 1y ) O

i —1/igi+j+1-m
o LR F{ EVE e

<
“i+1

€| Fllan o +
In particular, if e; > 0,
S 2o DT DG T g iy o
@D DG T
T 1/

i—1 it I—j+
+m61 > o DI DT T g (rrit)

<

Combining this estimate with (B.19) (with e = ¢;) and (B.21) yields
i+j i+j—m l—j+m
ZmiOD + ”ijjL TH2H/(r+i),w
<Cer oD 107 " T
+ C(el)zgiglpiJerrlim||D\l§}§7j+mT||2n/(r+i+1),w-
Combining this estimate with (B.20]) yields
j i—m l—j+m
oD 1D T 2
I—j j i I—j+m
SC |:€||DW]T||21<;/(T*]')JU + C(€>CelzZn:OD] WLHDWJ+ THQN/T,w (B22)
+C()Ce) T2y D D T ey 1) 0| -
First fixing € > 0 and then choosing €; small enough (depending on €), 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:

, . i

Tneo D 1Dy T s

m=0

. o . B.23)
- % 1yidtj+1— l—j+m (
<C [€lIDl5 T lan /e + COTZ DA DT T i1)0] -

Thus the induction hypothesis holds with ¢ replaced by ¢ + 1. O

B.4 Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates

By a simple rescaling, Lemma has the following consequence.

Corollary B.7. Given the assumptions and notation introduced in Section[B.1, let 1 < j,l,i € Z
and Kk, € R be such that j <r < k+1—1i andl > j. Then there is a constant C such that if T
is a family of smooth tensor fields on X fort € 7,
=0 DT OD T T 1) )
L i o i 3/(i+3) B.24
<CIDFTICOIESE 0 (oD OO T Dl rire)

Moreover, the constant C only depends on P and an upper bound on k and | + i.
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Proof. Let 0 < s € R. We begin by analysing how the estimate rescales when we rescale
the underlying metric h to hs := s?h and the vector fields W; to Wy 5 := s~'W;. Note, to begin
with, that || D47 (-, t)||, transforms to s~'s™~*s"/P|| DL T (-, 1)||,, assuming T to be covariant of
order k and contravariant of order m. Moreover, D(t) transforms to s~!D(t). Summing up, (B.9)
transforms to

S DI OI(DE T T ) 2k
<C s (DY T) o) o) r—gyo + 8" Lo D= ()| (D™ T t>||2ﬂ/<T+i>,w}

(after division by a suitable power of s), where
oonj ,7‘( n) oni ( n)
= =j(l1—— bi=——i=—i(1l——]).

“ 2 17 25/’ % ’

Note that, if n # 2k, one of a and b is strictly positive and one is strictly negative. Schematically,
the estimate (B.25]) can be written

(B.25)

S < C(s*Q + s°R).

Assume that n # 2k. If one of @ and R vanishes, we can let s tend to 0+ or co in order to deduce
that S vanishes. If both are non-zero, we can choose s = (R/Q)Y/(*~%). Then

S < 2CRG/(a_b)Qb/(b_a)'

In our case,
a _j b i
a—b i+j b—a i+j

In particular, implies that holds if n # 2k. In order to prove the lemma in case
n =2k, let € >0, ke =k +eand re =7+ e Then holds with x and r replaced by k.
and r¢ respectively. The final idea is to take the limit ¢ — 0+. In order for this to be allowed, we
need to verify that || 7(-,¢)||, = |7 (-,t)|lq as p — ¢ (even in the case that ¢ = co). 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. O

Consider (B.24). The case that r = j = [ and r + ¢ = & is of particular interest. Then, for [ > 1
and k > 1,

S oD ONDET) ) 21,0
<CITC I (2 oD O DET) ) |200) "

m=0

(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 assume that
w = 1. Let, moreover, 0 < l; € Z and l =1y +--- +1;. Then there is a constant C' such that if
Ti,...,T; are families of smooth tensor fields on ¥ fort € .7, then

IPGTC Ol (PETC O, < CENTC Dl T il Ton ) oo (B.27)

where |(D<;V7;)(’t)|h = (Z‘I‘:ll|(DI7;)(’t)|%> v and

1/2

ITC e, = (SaaIDETC1)IB)

Moreover, the constant C' only depends on the supremum of D(t), P and an upper bound on I.

(B.28)
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Proof. Note that if at most one [; is non-zero, the estimate holds trivially. Moreover, the factors
corresponding to [;’s that are zero can be estimated in L™ and extracted outside the L?-norm. In
other words, we can assume all the [; to be non-zero. Let | := 1y +--- +[; and p; :==[/l;. Then
Hoélder’s inequality yields

[P TOC DI 1DETC |, < T I DT Ol

On the other hand, (B.26]) implies that

1:/1
Hiy’

TL_ DT O o, < CTLL TGOS T )

where the constant depends on the supremum of D(t). Since 1 —1;/l =3, l;n/l, the product
on the right hand side can be divided into [ factors of the form

(7 T T D)

Combining this estimate with Young’s inequality yields the conclusion of the corollary. O

In these notes, there are two natural frames: {Xa} and {E;}. In case we use the frame {X4} and
h = Gret, We use the notation Dy instead of Dy. In case we use the frame {E;} and h = Gyet, We
use the notation Dy instead of Dyy.

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 CO-uniformly bounded on I_; i.e., to hold. Let 0 < q,r,s € Z. For
1<i<q,1<j<randl <m <s, let: w;, uj, vy be smooth strictly positive functions on MxI;
fir g hm be strictly positive functions on I; l;, k; and p,, be non-negative integers; and S;, T; and
Uy, be families of smooth tensor fields on M fort € 1. Let 1 be the sum of the l;, the k; and the
Dm. Then, assuming g; <1 and hy, <1,

L pli ki Ak, 5 nDPm
|1 i 1D il Ty 43,7 1D T T T 08 | DE Ui |

SCaZiZkgOéﬁ_ksz‘ffbiisiHzn(,#HSolloo,wﬂHj||73'||oo,u_7~Hm||Um||oo,vm (B.29)
+ CijZkng;7k|‘ujngk7}||2Ho;£j||T0||00,uoHi||Si||oo,wiHmHumlloo,vm
+ CmeZkgﬂin_kvahanﬁgum||2Ho;£mHuonoo}voninsilloo,wi Hj HEHOOMJ

on I_, where the constant C, only depends on Ci, €nq, | and n; Cy only depends on I, n and
(Magref); and

a;(t) =1+ f;(t) sup [|(DK)(z, )

geer T (D Inw;)(Z, 1)

fhef]’

TEM
B;(t) =1+ g;(t) sup [(DInu;)(Z, )3,
zeM
Y (t) :=1 + T (8) sup [(D Iy )(Z, 1) g, -
zeM

Remark B.10. If ¢ = 0, there are no S;-factors on the left hand side of (B.29)); the first term on
the right hand side is absent; and the products of S;-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 Dk’7} on the right
hand side can be replaced by D]’§7}. Similarly, Dféum on the right hand side can be replaced by
D*U,,,.
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Proof. Consider |D*iTj|5.., on the left hand side of . Due to Lemma this expression
can be replaced by a linear combination of expressions of the form |DET;|5..,, where k < k;. Since
g; < 1 and since a reduction in k; leads to a reduction in /, it is thus sufficient to prove the lemma
with |D*iT}|;,., replaced by |DET;5.... Moreover, we can assume k = k; in the latter expression.
However, the resulting constants depend on (M, gre)-

Note that if at most one of [;, k; and p,, is non-zero, the estimate holds trivially. Moreover, the
factors corresponding to the I;’s, the k;’s and the p,,’s that are zero can be estimated in L°° and
extracted outside the L?-norm. In other words, we can assume all the I;’s, the k;’s and the py,’s
to be non-zero. Let [ be defined as in the statement of the corollary, ¢; = /l;, r; = l/k; and
$m = l/pm. Then Holder’s inequality yields the conclusion that the left hand side of is
bounded by

li pli ki ki m T)Pm
i llwi f; Dy Sillg, T2 lwig;” Dg’ Till2r, I [lom Bl DE™ U |2, (B.30)

At this stage we wish to apply 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 ¥ = M; h = Grer; w = wy; & = I; D = D;
P = n; and with the Wy equal to f; X 4. Applying then yields

ey s B _ 1/q:
o85BS, g, < CUSISY (TP MBS o) (B.31)

o0, Wi

where the constant only depends on n and [. In this particular setting, D(t) is the supremum
(over T € M and A € {1,...,n}) of

fi|dngrefXA| + fz‘XA IH’LUZ‘ S CfZ|D’C Grof + f”Dh’lU)Z

Jref?

where C' only depends on Cy, €,q4 and n, and we used the fact that

|divg,.. Xal = [Y#(Dx, Xa)| < C|DK

Gref s
cf. Lemma and (5.13)). Defining «a; as in the statement of the lemma, the estimate (B.31)
implies
=1, _ X _ = 1/q:

lwi £l Dl Sillaa, < CUSHIA M (Lpciad ™ lwsf DESI)
where C' only depends on Ci, €pq, I 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 ¥ = M; h = gref; w = u;; S = I; D = D; P = n; and with the W, equal
to the g; E,. An argument similar to the above then yields the estimate

(lw; ’ijij,” < CIT: |21/ =K1y gk DET L/
395" VE Jjll2r; = [ J”oo,u,- Zkglﬂj ”ujgj 5 75l2 ;

where C' only depends on I, n and (M, grer). Moreover, j3; is defined as in the statement of the
lemma. The estimate for the factors in the third product on the right hand side of is the
same. At this stage, we can group the factors in analogy with the end of the proof of Corollary [B-§|
and apply Young’s inequality. This yields with D*T; on the right hand side replaced by
D{E’E. However, appealing to Lemma again, as well as the fact that g; < 1, we can replace
DET; with DET;. The corollary follows. O
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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 by discussing the Bianchi spacetimes. In Section 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 T?-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 x 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+a;;(t) @ ¢, (C.1)

where {¢'} is the dual basis of a basis {e;} of the Lie algebra g and a;; € C*°(I,R) are such that
a;;(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 where U is
orthogonal to the hypersurfaces of spatial homogeneity. In the case of metrics of the form ,
this means that U = d;. The linear equation of state reads p = (v — 1)p, where ~ is a constant.
If G is unimodular/non-unimodular (cf., e.g., [65, Definition 4, p. 604]), then (M,g) given in
Definition 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 < v < 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 < v < 2 and
some hold for 0 <~ < 2/3.

Bianchi spacetimes, basic properties. Excluding Minkowski space and quotients thereof,
Bianchi orthogonal perfect fluid solutions have crushing singularities such that ¢ — —oo, cf. [55]
Subsection 3.1, pp. 607-608] and [55 Subsection 3.2, pp. 608-609]. Here we assume 2/3 < v < 2
in the case of Bianchi class A, with the exception of Bianchi type IX (in which case we assume
1 <+ < 2). In the case of Bianchi class B, we restrict ourselves to the non-exceptional case and
assume that 0 < vy < 2.

219
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Next, note that N = 1 and x = 0 in the case of Bianchi spacetimes. Moreover, 6 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 ¢ and the ones concerning K and its normal derivative.
Concerning ¢, note that in the Bianchi class A setting, ¢ is given by

1
q= 5(3’y —2)Q+2(22 +322);

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 N; 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 ¢ is bounded
in the direction of the singularity in that case. In the case of non-exceptional Bianchi class B with
v € [0,2], g 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 3;; introduced in [55, (10), (11), p. 603] (note that the components are
calculated with respect to a fixed frame {e;}). Raising one index by means of the metric yields
Eij. These are the components of the trace free part of the expansion normalised Weingarten
map. In other words,
Ky =% + %5;, K' =" — %th;-.

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 I (which are also the eigenvalues of
K) can be computed in terms of ¥4 appearing in the Wainwright-Hsu equations [50, (9)-(11),
pp. 414-415]. This means, in particular, that the frame {X 4} introduced in Definition is
fixed (time-independent). Thus we can choose the frame {E;} to coincide with {X 4}. Moreover,

, N 1 . ,
K=KE ®w, LyK= g(aT’CZj)Ei ®uw,

where we appealed to and [50;, (137), p. 487]. Here K'; and 9. K", are bounded in the direction
of the singularity for all Bianchi class A orthogonal perfect fluids with 2/3 < v < 2. This means
that K and Ly K satisfies all the weighted Sobolev and C*-bounds appearing in Definitions
and In addition, since (LyK)(Y4, Xp) = 0 for A # B, it is clear that LK 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 I 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 —oo, 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 —oo. Turning to silence, the a-
limit sets of generic Bianchi type VIII and IX solutions are expected to include all the Taub points.
This means that K cannot have a silent upper bound on an interval stretching to —oo. On the
other hand, K 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 —oo.

Consider generic Bianchi type I, II, VI and VIIy orthogonal perfect fluid solutions with 2/3 <
v < 2. Then K and K converge and K is asymptotically negative definite. This follows from
[55, Subsection 15.2] and [55, Subsection 17.1]. In the case of Bianchi type VIy, 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 ¢ converges exponentially to 2 in the generic setting. Finally, GTICZ]» converges to zero

exponentially in this setting, so that LuK converges to zero exponentially with respect to every
weighted C* and Sobolev norm.

Finally, consider the stiff fluid setting. Due to [55, Subsection 15.1] and [55, Subsection 17.1], K
and K converge and K is asymptotically negative definite. Moreover, ¢ — 2 and LuK converge to
zero exponentially with respect to every weighted C* 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 {X 4}. 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] B3] 47, 63, [4, [5]. However, there are results in the absence
of symmetries; cf., e.g., [0} I8, 24]. The results of [6l [I8] 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 [I8]. 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 [0, 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 ¢ = 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 ¢, C' > 0 such that
[th — 1] < CtC.

In particular, it is clear that the singularity is a crushing singularity. For a Gaussian time coordi-

nate, (7.9)) yields

1
do=0=+0("¥).

Integrating this equality yields the conclusion that o = Int + gg + O(t%). Here gp is a function of
the spatial variables only. In particular o — —oco in the direction of the singularity. According to
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[6, Theorems 1 and 2, pp. 484-485], /Cij 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 IC are asymptotically distinct.

In the setting of [6], (3.3) reads .
K =K+6'(0;n6)Id. (C.2)

In order to estimate 9;0, note that [6l (3b), p. 481] implies that
07200 +1 = —0"?R — 470 *trS + 12702 p, (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, (5¢), p. 481] and p is given by [6, (5a), p. 481]. In the case of a stiff fluid, S is given
by [6, (8¢), p. 482] and p is given by [6l, (8a), p. 482]. Due to [0, Lemma 6, p. 504], it follows that
6~2R converges to zero exponentially in 7-time, where 7 := Int. In the case of a scalar field, it
can be calculated that

trS — 3p = —2g"%eq(p)en().

Combining this observation with the argument presented on [6], p. 505] implies that 6~2(tr.S — 3p)
converges to zero exponentially. In the case of the stiff fluid,

trS — 3p = —4plul®.

Combining this observation with the statements on [6, p. 505], it follows that 6=2(trS — 3p)
converges to zero exponentially; note that the quantity My, is introduced in [6l (47), p. 493].
Summing up the above conclusions, it is clear that (C.3) implies that =29,0 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 K converges to a negative definite matrix. Note also
that the deceleration parameter ¢ converges to 2 exponentially.

By arguments similar to the above, it can also be argued that LuK converges to zero exponentially.
We leave the details to the reader.

The above estimates are only in C?, but in the present paper we make assumptions in weighted
C*- and H*-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. [B6, pp. 1350-1354], in particular [36, Step 3, p. 1353]. The norm with respect to which the
map is a contraction is | - |, 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 C° but with respect to any C*-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

o D laj<a_r tT1OFO% (K —t7 ") < Ot (C4)

for some constants C' > 0 and € > 0. Here & is a prescribed matrix valued function depending only
on the spatial variables (since our conventions are opposite to those of [24], the x appearing here
is obtained by multiplying the object with the same name in [24] with —1). In particular, trx = 1
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here. Due to , the estimate |t0 — 1| < Ct® holds. Thus we have a crushing singularity and
since the time coordinate is Gaussian, we again conclude that ¢ = Int 4 g9 + O(t°). Combining
these observations with yields the conclusion that ICij converges exponentially to nij. By
assumption, the diagonal components of x are distinct and & is a triangular matrix; cf. [24]
Theorem 1.1]. In particular, K asymptotically has distinct eigenvalues. Since the time coordinate
is Gaussian,
(LuK)'; =071 0,(k';/0) = 0720,k"; — 0730,k

By arguments similar to the above, it follows that this expression converges to zero exponentially
with respect to o. It can also be demonstrated that 6~20; converges exponentially to —1, so
that ¢ converges exponentially to 2. Combining this observation with 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 K asymptotically has a silent upper bound. Note also that
(C.4) yields the conclusion that §=1|9%0| < Ct¢ for 1 < |a| < 2. In particular, the relative spatial
variation of 6 converges to zero asymptotically. Finally, since the time coordinate is Gaussian,
N =1and xy =0.

C.3 Stable big bang formation

As pointed out in Subsection the results contained in [58] B9, 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 ¢ — —oo in the direction of the big bang. Moreover, [59]
(1.10d), p. 4304] yields the conclusion that § — oo and that IC converges. Note, finally, that
X = 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, [60L [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"Y2>N2(—dt? + do?) + te® (dx + Qdy)? + te~Fdy? (C.5)

on T3 x (0,00) (note, however, that the quantity \ introduced here has opposite sign relative to
the conventions of [51], [52]). Here the functions P, @ and A only depend on ¢ and 9, so that the
metric is invariant under the action of T? corresponding to translations in = and y. Note that the
area of the orbit of T? 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 7 = —Int. With respect to this time coordinate, the
singularity corresponds to 7 — co. When we speak of a T?-Gowdy spacetime in what follows, we
assume that the metric takes the form and speak of ¢, ¥, x, y, 7, P, @Q and X\ 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 T?-symmetric spacetimes are calculated. In order to specialise to
T3-Gowdy spacetimes, it is sufficient to put G = H = 0 and a = 1 in [7, (1.1), p. 1568]. In what
follows, we use the frame {eg} introduced in [7, (1.7), p. 1571] with G = H =0 and e =1 (in all
the references to the formulae in [7] that follow, we take this substitution for granted). We also
use the dual frame {¢°} introduced on [7, p. 1634].

We define K as at the beginning of these notes. Moreover, we use the notation

K%y = dd(Kdy), K’, =dd¥(Kd,), K°, =di(Kd,), K%y =dz(Kdy),

Y

etc.

Lemma C.2. Consider a T3-Gowdy vacuum spacetime. Then the non-zero components of KC with
respect to the frame {0y, 05,0y} (with dual frame {dV,dx,dy}) are given by

K%, = pyt(th — 1), K®, = 2py (1 +tP,) — 2p5 ' te*T QQ,
K7y = 4oy tPQ+ 205 (1= 2PQDIQr, KV, = 205167 Q.
KY, = 2p5 (1 — tP;) + 2py te*P QQy,
where po is defined by
po = tAs + 3. (C.6)

Moreover,
0= %t_3/4€_)‘/4p0. (C.7)

Remark C.3. Due to (C.11) below, it follows that t); is non-negative. This means that A, is
negative and that py > 3. Combining these observations with (C.7]) yields the conclusion that 6
tends to infinity uniformly and exponentially (in 7) in the direction of the singularity.

Remark C.4. Let K denote the 2 x 2-matrix with components KZ, K®,, K, and K¥, . Then
trk = 4pgt,  det K = 4py2(1 — P2 — e2PQ?).
Using this information we can calculate the eigenvalues of K. They are given by
O = py A — 1), Lo i=2p5 (1 — kY2), ly:=2p5 (1 + K1), (C.8)
where
k= P? 4P Q2. (C.9)
Finally, note that combining 7 and below with the formulae for the eigenvalues

yields the conclusion that the eigenvalues are globally uniformly bounded.

Proof. Note that _
Eij = ]2(61'36]') - <v€7‘,€076j> = rgm

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

i 7. 1 A 1
ki = —Y0i> kia = —57641, ko3 = —§7§3a (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 'yf; are the structure constants associated with the frame {eg}; 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

]7611 :%t1/4€_)‘/4()\t - t_l), ];22 = %t1/46_/\/4(t_1 + Pt),
]_€33 :%t1/467)\/4(t71 — Pt),

so that, in particular, the mean curvature is given by . 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 P, = A = 0 (this is a consequence of the fact that we are considering solutions to
Einstein’s vacuum equations),

th = [P} + Pj + 27 (QF + Q7). (C.11)

Next, combining (C.10) with [7, (A.3), p. 1634], [T, (A.4), p. 1634] and the fact that J = K =0
yields k12 = ki3 = 0. Finally, due to (C.10) and [7, Section A.1],

Ko = %t1/4e_’\/4ePQt.
Using the notation (C.6)), we conclude from the above that the non-zero components of 'k are

9_1E11 :pal(t/\t— 1), 9_1];122 :2p51(1+tpt),
971]%33 :2,061(]. — tpt)7 071];)23 = 2p61t€PQt.

Introducing K as before, note that
£'(Kej) = (Kej,ei) = 07 kyj.

Given the above terminology and calculations, it can be demonstrated that the conclusions of the
lemma hold. O

C.4.2 The asymptotic limits of the eigenvalues of K and K

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 1y € S!, there is a non-negative number v.,(1J9) such that

lim k(dg,7) = v (9),

T—00
where k is defined by (C.9). This statement is an immediate consequence of [51), Corollary 6.9,

p. 1009]. We refer to the function v, : S' — [0,00) as the asymptotic velocity. Next, let
Dyy.r :=[Uo — e 7,99 + e~ 7]. Then [51], Proposition 1.3, p. 983] yields the conclusion that

lim |k(-,7) — vﬁo(ﬁo)llcom%,) =0, Tli_{glo loCsT)lcopy, ) =0, (C.12)

T—00

where

pim (P 4 QR
Combining this notation with (C.6]), (C.11) and (C.9)), it follows that pg = 3 + k + p and that
tA+ = k + . Combining these equalities with (C.12) yields

lim | po(-,7) —v2 (¥) — 3HCO(D190’T) =0, Tli_)r{)lo (A (-, 7) — vgc(ﬁo)Hco(Dﬁo’T) =0. (C.13)

T—r00
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The limits of the eigenvalues ¢; introduced in (C.8|) are thus given by

2
-1
lim ‘41(-,7) - ”;‘wi(’) =0, (C.14)
T—00 /1)00(190)+3 CO(DﬂO,T)
. 17”00(190)
lim |[fo(-,7) — 2— 270/ -0, C.15
Tim 1 £5(-,7) vZ(%0) + 3l cop,, ) (C.15)
. 1+Uoo(190)
lim ||03(-,7) — 2——2x2"0) =0. C.16
Tim | £5(-,7) vZ(%0) + 3l cop,, ) (C.16)

Denoting the limits by ¢; . (Jo), it can be verified that

Zgi,oo(ﬂo) =1, Zgg,oo(ﬂ()) =1 (017)

In other words, the limits of the eigenvalues satisfy both of the Kasner relations. Next, note that
if v is a past inextendible causal curve, then the ¥ coordinate of v converges in the direction
of the singularity. Call the limit ¥9. Then, if the 7-component of (s) is denoted 7(s) and the
¥-component of (s) is denoted (s), then J(s) € Dy, ,(s); this is an immediate consequence of
the causal structure. Thus ¢; converges uniformly to ¢; o in JT (). In particular, ¢; converges to
i o along 7.

Stable regime. Considering (|C. 147, it is clear that there is a conceptual difference between
the case v () < 1 and the case v (¥9) > 1. The reason is that if v () < 1, then £ o (Yo) <
0 < lo00(¥0) < €3,00(00), and if veo(¥g) > 1, then f2 oo (F9) < 0 and £ o(J9) and €3 (Vo)
are strictly positive. Moreover, the eigenvector fields corresponding to /5 and ¢3 commute. To
summarise, if voo(¥9) < 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 T?-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 below.

The eigenvalues of K. Next, we wish to calculate the eigenvalues of K. To this end, we first
need to calculate the deceleration parameter, given by ¢ = —1 — U(31n6); cf. 1]

Lemma C.5. Consider a T3-Gowdy symmetric vacuum spacetime and let ¢ denote the associated
deceleration parameter. Then q is uniformly bounded in the direction of the singularity. Moreover,
if U € Sl,

Tim [lg(-7) ~ 2o, ) = 0. (C.18)

Remark C.6. One particular consequence of (C.18]) is that if v is a past inextendible causal
curve, then g converges to 2 uniformly in J* (7).

Proof. Recalling that 6 is given by ,
g=-1- 12p51t8t[1n(t73/467>‘/4p0)} =2 —12p, t0; In po. (C.19)
In order to calculate td;pg = t0:(t\:), note that [7, (2.6), p. 1587] yields
tOL(tA — 3) = t* X9y — t2(P2 + 2P QF — P} — 27 Q%) +t).
Recalling and that, due to [7, (2.7), p. 1587],
Ao = 2t(P,Py + e*Q:Qy), (C.20)

we conclude that

t0y(tAs) = — 22T (PryPy + Py Py + 09 (e*7 Q) Qo + 27 Q- Quy)

C.21
+2e (P2 + 2P Q%). ( )
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In order to analyse the boundedness of this expression, note, first of all, that x and g 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' < oo
such that

e TIProl + 7 |Pool + €7 TIQrol + € IQuo| < ©

for all 7 > 0. Thus t9:(t\;) is uniformly bounded in the direction of the singularity. Combining
this observation with (C.19)) yields the conclusion that ¢ is uniformly bounded in the direction of
the singularity.

Next, let us consider the behaviour of ¢ along causal curves. Note, to this end, that the second
equality in (C.12)) combined with [5I, Lemma 5.1, p. 1000] yields

lim_[[le™" Pro (s 7) ooy, ) + €72 Pos (s 7)llco,, )] =0,

T——00
im [[(€”77Q-0) (Tl coy,.) + (€72 Qun) (7)o ()] =0.
Summing up the above yields the conclusion that (C.18)) holds. O

Next, we consider the eigenvalues of K. Due to , they are given by A\; = ¢; — (14 ¢)/3. Due
to Remark and the uniform bound on ¢, it is clear that the A; are uniformly bounded in the
direction of the singularity. Combining (C.14)—(C.16)) with (C.18)) and the relation between ¢; and
A; yields the conclusion that

4

lim || Ai(y7) + =0, C.22)
T—00 ‘ ( ’l}go(ﬂo) +3 CO(Dyy ) (

oo (VU 1)?
lim ’)\2(',7') + W =0, (C.23)
T—00 02 (P9) + 3 CO(Dyy +)

— 112

Y [ T oo
T—00 Uoo(’&o) +3 CD(’Dﬂo,T)

In particular, it is clear that if v (99) # 1, then K is asymptotically negative definite. On the
other hand, if vo(¥9) = 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 =7 and A\ = —7.
In this case v () = 1 for all ¥ € St.

C.4.3 Normal derivatives

1

Introducing the notation z' =9, 22 = z and 2 =y, let

K = dz' (Ko ).

Then (A.4) yields the conclusion that
(LuK)'; =U(KY).
Combining this observation with Lemma [C.2] and the fact that

N =t VMt N = 1t po, U= 4py o, (C.25)

the components of Ly K 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

U(ln N) = 4p5[t0; In po — 1]. (C.26)
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Lemma C.7. Consider a T?-Gowdy symmetric vacuum spacetime. Then U(ln N) is uniformly
bounded. Moreover, if ¥y € St,

4

[U(lnN)](~,7’)+ W

—0. (C.27)
C%Dyg,+)

lim
T—00

Proof. The uniform boundedness of U(In N) follows from (C.26) the proof of Lemma The
equality (C.27)) is an immediate consequence of ((C.13)) and the proof of Lemma O

C.4.4 The logarithmic volume density

Due to , it can be calculated that
Hg = 3/1eMAAY A da A dy.
Up to a function gy, depending only on ¢, it is thus clear that
0=MA/4+31nt/4+ go. (C.28)

Note also that this means that td,0 = po/4. In particular, 9.0 < —3/4, so that g converges
uniformly and linearly (in 7) to —oc.

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 < vy, < 1 and lim,_, o Pr(+,7) = v
for all but a finite number of elements of S'. In the present subsection, we therefore focus on the
case that 0 < ve(¥9) < 1 and lim, o Pr(90,7) = veo(¥g) for some ¥y € S!. Due to [52]
Proposition 2, pp. 1186-1187], there is then an open interval I containing ¥. Moreover, there
are smooth functions v,, ¢, 7 and Q on I, where ¢ < v, < 1 — ¢ (for a constant € > 0), and a
constant 7 > 0 such that the following estimates hold

I1P-(-s7) = vallokry + 1P, 7) = (s T)llerry <Cre™, (C.29)

€2760@Qe(,7) = rllenin + 70010 ) = Quel +r/ (20|, <Cre™, (C30)

for all k € Nand 7 > 0, where p(9, 7) := v, ()7 +¢(9). Note also that (C.11)) yields the conclusion
that

A =t\=P?+e TP+ 2P(Q% + e Q). (C.31)

In particular,
1A (- ) = villorery + oo ) =3 = Vi llowiry < Cre™ "

for all 7 > 0. Integrating this estimate yields a smooth function Ay, on I such that
IAC, 7) + v2T — Asoller(ry < Cre™ "

for all 7 > 0. Combining this estimate with (C.28) yields the conclusion that there is a smooth
function p., on I such that

o+ (va +3)7/4 = 0col| oy < Cre™™" (C.32)

for all 7 > 0. Combining (C.7) with the above asymptotics, it can also be verified that there is a
smooth positive function 6., on I such that

[Ing — (v +3)7/4—In6 ) < Cre ™" (C.33)

e
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for all 7 > 0. Note also that (C.32) and (C.33|) yield the conclusion that the spatial derivatives of
In# do not grow faster than linearly in p.

Convergence of the expansion normalised Weingarten map. Combining the formulae of
Lemma with the asymptotics given by (C.29)) and (C.30) yields

‘ IC1919(~,t) - :g _T_:l,) e <Che M,
H/Czw(~,t) - ug2+3(1 — Vg + Qo) o <Cpe,
HICIy(',t) - vgi_?)Qoo(QooT — 20,) " <Cre,
HIC%(-,t) + Ugigr o <Che "
H’ny(-7t) - ﬁ(l +va — Qo) e <Cpe

for all 7 > 0. In particular, C converges exponentially to a smooth tensorfield. Since v, = v, on
I, the eigenvalues converge to the expressions appearing in f with ve (Jg) replaced
by v,. However, the convergence is now exponential in any C*-norm on I. Since 0 < v, < 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 ﬁUIC, it is sufficent to estimate U applied to the components of I recorded in
Lemma Since U is given by and since py converges exponentially in any C*-norm to
a strictly positive function, it is sufficient to apply t0; to the components of /. Let us begin by

considering t0; applied to tA; (and, thereby, to pg). Combining (C.21]) with (C.29) and (C.30]) and
using the fact that ¢ < v, < 1 — ¢ yields

1T (po) o cry + 1T (A [ en(ry < Cre™
for all 7 > 0. Combining this observation with (C.19)) yields the conclusion that
llg(-7) = 2llorry < Cre™"

for all 7 > 0. On the other hand, due to (3.3, we know that K = K — (1+¢)Id/3. Since both terms
on the right hand side converge exponentially, the same is true of K. Moreover, the asymptotic

eigenvalues of K are
4 (va +1)2 (vg — 1)?

w243 v2+3 v2+3

In particular, the asymptotic eigenvalues are all strictly negative, so that K asymptotically has a
silent upper bound.

Next, note that [7, (2.5) and (2.12), p. 1587] yield

t0; (tP;) =t*Pyy + 227 (Q? — Q3), (C.34)
t0, (te*F Q,) =t2y(e*F Qy). (C.35)

Combining these observations with the fact that ¢ < v, <1 — ¢ yields the conclusion that
TP oy + 1T (€7 Q)| cxry < Cre™ ™
for all 7 > 0. Due to (C.35) and the asymptotics, it can also be deduced that

1T Q) oxry + [tQ¢llcr (1) < Cre™"
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for all 7 > 0. Due to the above estimates and the formulae for the components of K recorded in
Lemma [C.2] it can be demonstrated that

ILuKllcrery < Cre™

for all 7 > 0. For most of the components of I, this is an immediate consequence of the above
estimates. However, let us consider £, in greater detail. When U hits Po ! the result is an
exponentially decaying term; when it hits tP;, the result is an exponentially decaying term; and
when it hits the @ appearing in the first term on the right hand side of the formula for K7, , the
result is the same. What remains is to estimate

Ul(1 - e2PQ*)tQq] = U(tQ,) — U(QH)e*PtQ, — QU (e*FtQy).

Due to the above estimates, the right hand side consists of exponentially decaying terms.

The lapse function. Due to (]C.ZSI)A and A(]C.26|), it is clear that dyIn N converges exponentially
to a limit in any C*-norm and that U(In N) converges exponentially to a limit in any C*-norm.

The mean curvature and deceleration parameter. Due to (C.33),

109 8]y < Ciir)
for all 7 > 0. Combining this estimate with (C.32) yields
(o)~ 105+ nOllcor) < Ci,

for all 7 > 0, so that 0y In @ 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 < vy, < 1 and lim; o, Pr(+,7) = —vs. The goal
of the present subsection is to analyse the asymptotic behaviour of the foliation in a neighbourhood
of such a point, say 9. Due to [52, Proposition 1, pp. 1186], we know that (Q1, P;) := Inv(Q, P)
then has the property that Py, (%9, T) = veo(Pg). Moreover, Q1(g, 7) converges to 0. Here the
inversion of (Qq, Py), written Inv(Qo, Py), is defined to equal (Q1, P;), where

—P
P _ e’ QO

e L — =
Q3 +e2h’ @ Q3 +e2h

(C.36)

Note that Inv is an isometry of the upper half plane, when it is represented by (R?, gr), where
gr = dP? +e2PdQ?. 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 (Qo, P) is a solution to the T3-Gowdy
symmetric vacuum equations and (Q1,P;) = Inv(Qo, Po), 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

2 2P A2 _ p2 2Py A2 2 2P A2 _ p2 2Py A2
Pr 4+ e Q1 = Py, +e7°Q0,, Py +e7'Qy = Foy + €7 °Qpy-

In particular, &, @, A, pg, 0, o, IC%7 l;y N, N, U etc. introduced above are the same for the
two solutions (Qo, Pp) and (Q1, P1). However, it is less clear what happens for the remaining
components of I appearing in the statement of Lemma In order to analyse the asymptotics
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of the remaining components, note that

PrQ1r =™ Qo + 2¢ Qo (—Que*™ Qo + Por) (C.37)
e r =€ rt+ =5———(—CQoe - ), .
1 0 P2 4 1 0 0 0
Qoe*PQo, + 2P0 Q2 Py,
P, =—Py, +2 Qe 11 (C.38)

Using (C.36)), (C.37)) and (C.38)), it can then be computed that

—2e*M1Q1; = — 4Qo Py, — 2(1 — e Q2)Qo-, C.39)
—2P;, + 2271 Q1Q1, =2Pp, — 22 Q0 Qo (C.40)

—~

Since Inv is its own inverse, we can interchange the subscripts 0 and 1 in (C.39). This yields
—4Q 1Py —2(1 — *P1QH Q1 = —2*70 Q. (C.41)

Combining (C.39), (C.40) and (C.41)) with the fact that py 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 K%,
with Y, and K7, with KY,. In particular, if (Qo,Po) is a solution such that 0 < v < 1
and lim, o Pr(-,7) = —veo, and if (Q1, P1) := Inv(Q, P), then it is sufficient to analyse the
asymptotics of (Q1,P;) in a neighbourhood of ¥y. However, then P, (99,7) — voo(¥o) 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. [62] 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 and .
For a justification of this statement and a clarification of the terminology, we refer the reader to
[52, Subsection 1.4, pp. 1188-1191]. Tt 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 with the results of these notes, it would
then be possible to analyse the asymptotics of solutions restricted to J¥ () for a generic past
inextendible causal geodesic . 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*(v) 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 Py and @y, and then perform an
inversion; cf. the previous subsection. We then obtain a solution (Q1, P1), given by . Next,
we apply the Gowdy to Ernst transformation, obtaining a new solution P, @) defined by

P=-P+7, Qr=-""7Qu, Qy=-eQ; (C.42)

cf. [8, (7), p. 2963]. In order to obtain a non-degenerate true spike, we have to assume the
original solution (given by Py and Q) to have expansions such as and of a special
form. In particular, we assume that Qo (%) = 0, and Q. (¥9) # 0, so that Q- is non-zero in a
punctured neighbourhood of ¥y. We are mainly interested in analysing the behaviour of solutions
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in J*(v), where v is a past inextendible causal curve whose ¥-component converges to ¥g. This
means that it is sufficient to analyse the behaviour in

() ={(0,7) |9 =l <e T}
It is of interest to derive expansions for ef2Qq in this set. Due to (C.30)),

r r
QO = Qoo - 7672:0 + 672pf7 ePOQO = epoQoo - 7€P072p + €P072Pf7
21),1 2va

where the C* norm of f is O(e="7) for every k € N. However, in /¥ (v),
e Qo = Q! (90) (0 — 9p) + O(e2727) = O (e T) = O (e L valo)lm),

In particular,
P Qo = O(e=ve(Po)lTy 1 O(eva (o))

in & (). Next, note that (C.37) and an analogous formula for the 9-derivative hold. This means
that

e Qry = O(e 1707y L O(eveW)T)  P1=T(Q 5 = O(e~[10a(P0)l7)
in @/t (v). In fact, the latter equality can be improved to
17T Quy =em 1T e INT [P QL (o) + O(e™"T)]

in &/ (7). Next, note that P, = —Py+In(1+Q3e?"). Moreover, (C.38)) and an analogous formula
for the ¥-derivative hold. In particular,

Py =—va(do)T — ¢(00) + O(e™"),  Prr +va(o) = O(e™"7),
™7 Py =O((r)e™") 4 Oe~ e M0ln)

in &% (7). Combining the above observations with yields the conclusion that
Qr=0(™?), Qo= 0(6_21]“(190)7—) +0(e™7)
in &% (v). In fact, the first equality can be refined to
2P Q, = —e2a(90)7 260000 _(90V[1 + O )]
in @ (7). Moreover,
ePQ, = O(e~l1mve)lny P u — Oeval0)T) 4 O(e~[1-valo)lr)
in &% (). On the basis of the above estimates, we also conclude that
tAe = [L+ v4(90)]> + O(e™ ")
in ot (). If we let goo := lim, o Q(J9, T), we conclude that
Q — oo = O(e” 120 IT) L O(e72T), €P(Q = goo) = O(e*(P0)7) 4 O (e~ 117 l0lT),

in ot (y).

In order to obtain a clear picture of the asymptotics, it is convenient to introduce new coordinates

s =1, =1, z2: =T+ gy, w:i=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

KSe =po ' (t\ = 1),

K7, =205 (1= Pr) + 295 1?7 (Q — 450)Qr,

K* = =405 ' Pr(Q = a0) — 295 [1 = €27(Q — 40)*) Q-

K", =—2p5'e*"Qr,

K*, =2p5 (14 Pr) = 2p5 €7 Q7 (Q — goc)-

Combining these calculations with the above estimates yields

2
13 _’1)00(190) -1 -nT
/Cf—ivgowo)_i_?)JrO(e ),
K7 = — 27}0«(190) + 0(6_7]7—),

: 03, (Do) + 3
]Czw :0(67[1+2va(19)]‘r) + 0(6727—),
2e2¢(00) Q' (1)
wo_ o) 204 (Y0)T 1 —-nT
= e L o)

_2 + 2’[}00(190) i O(einT)

K = 02, (%) + 3

in &7 (), where vo (90) = v4(99)+1. Note that even though K, tends to infinity in the direction
of the singularity, the product K", K?, converges to zero exponentially. Thus the eigenvalues, say

l;, i =1,2 3, converge exponentially to

1}2 (190) -1 2’Ua('l90) 2 + 2'[)00 (190)

o0 _

v2, (o) +37 v (o) +37 v (Yo) +3

in &/ " (7). Denote the eigenvectors corresponding to £4 by X4. Then X; is proportional to O¢

and
Xa= Xj,az + XX@w

for A = 2,3. Normalising the eigenvectors by the requirement that X% = 1, it can then be verified

that
XQZ — 0(6—21;a(19(J)7-)7 Xg — O<e—[1+2va(19)]-r) + O<e—27—)

in &/ (). In the limit, the eigenspaces corresponding to 2 and ¢3 thus coincide.
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