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ASYMPTOTIC COMPLETENESS FOR A SCALAR QUASILINEAR
WAVE EQUATION SATISFYING THE WEAK NULL CONDITION

DONGXIAO YU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove the first asymptotic completeness result for a scalar
quasilinear wave equation satisfying the weak null condition. The main tool we use in the
study of this equation is the geometric reduced system introduced in [35]. Starting from
a global solution u to the quasilinear wave equation, we rigorously show that well chosen
asymptotic variables solve the same reduced system with small error terms. This allows
us to recover the scattering data for our system, as well as to construct a matching exact
solution to the reduced system.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is devoted to the study of the long time dynamics for a scalar quasilinear wave

equation in Ry £?, of the form

(1.1) 9% (u)0a0u = 0

with small initial data

(1.2) (w, ug)|1—0 = (g, cuy) € CX(R?), 0 < e < 1.

Here we use the Einstein summation convention, with the sum taken over o, 3 = 0,1,2,3
with 9y = 0y, 9; = 0,,, i = 1,2,3. We assume that ¢g*’(u) are smooth functions of u, such
that ¢’ = ¢ and ¢*?(0) = m®® where (m®”) = diag(—1,1,1,1) is the Minkowski metric.
Here we can assume that ¢°° = —1. In fact, since we expect |u| < 1, we have ¢"(u) < 0, so
we can replace (¢*°) with (¢g°°/(—g")) if necessary.
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The study of global well-posededness theory of (L1]) started with Lindblad’s paper [22].
Lindblad conjectured that the equation (II]) has a global solution if € in (I.2) is sufficiently
small. In the same paper, he proved the small data global existence for a special case

(1.3) — O2u+ c(u)?*Ayu =0, where ¢(0) = 1

for radially symmetric data. Later, Alinhac [I] generalized the result to general initial data
for (L3). The small data global existence result for the general case (II]) was finally proved
by Lindblad [23].

In the author’s recent paper [35], we have identified a new notion of asymptotic profile and
an associated notion of scattering data for the model equation, by deriving a new reduced
system. With these new notions, we have proved the existence of the modified wave operators
for ([I1J).

In this paper, we seek to continue the study of modified scattering by proving the asymp-
totic completeness for (II)). That is, given a global solution to the Cauchy problem (L1]) and
(T2, we seek to find the corresponding asymptotic profile and scattering data associated to
this global solution.

Given a global solution u, we start the proof with the construction of a global optical
function ¢ = ¢(t,x). In other words, we solve the eikonal equation ¢*’(u)g.qs = 0 in a
spacetime region {2 contained in {2r > ¢ > exp(d/¢)}; this is where our evolution is expected
to have a nonlinear behavior. Here ¢ > 0 is a small fixed parameter. We apply the method
of characteristics and then follow the idea in Christodoulou-Klainerman [5]. By viewing
(gup), the inverse of the coefficient matrix (¢g*?(u)), as a Lorentzian metric in [0, 00) x R3, we
construct a null frame {e};_,. Then, most importantly, we define the second fundamental
form yg for a,b = 1,2 which are related to the Levi-Civita connection and the null frame
under the metric (gop). By studying the Raychaudhuri equation and using a continuity
argument, we can show that tr y > 0 everywhere. This is the key step which guarantees that
the solutions to the eikonal equation are global. In addition, we can prove that g = ¢(t, x) is
smooth in some weak sense (see Section [24]). We refer our readers to Section [3] and Section
[ for more details in the proof.

Next, following [35], we define our asymptotic variables (i, U)(t, z) := (¢ —q,, e 'ru)(t, z).
The map

Q —[0,00) xR x §?: (t,x) — (elnt —6,q(t,x), z/|x|) :== (s, q,w)

is an injective smooth function with a smooth inverse, so a function (u,U)(s,q,w) is ob-
tained. It can be proved that (u,U)(s,q,w) is an approximate solution to the reduced

system introduced in [35], and that there is an exact solution (g, U)(s, ¢, w) to the reduced
system which matches (u,U)(s,q,w) as s — 0o. A key step is to prove that A(q,w) :=
—3 lim, 0 (uUy) (s, ¢, w) is well-defined for each (¢,w). The function A is called the scatter-
ing data in this paper. We also show a gauge independence result, which states that the
scattering data for the solution u is independent of the choice of the optical function ¢ in a
suitable sense. We refer our readers to Section Bl and Section [6l

Finally, starting from the scattering data A, we show that we can construct an approximate
solution @ to (L)) in Q. The construction here is similar to that in Section 4 of [35]. That
is, we construct a function ¢ by solving

Z]:f - qr - M(Elnt - 57 Zj(t,a:),w)
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by the method of characteristics, and then define
U(t,z) :==er 'Ulelnt — 6,§(t, z),w).

Then, in €, ¢ is an approximate optical function, and u is an approximate solution to (ILTl).
In addition, near the light cone ¢t = r, the difference u — u, along with its derivatives, decays
much faster than et=17. Since u and its derivatives is of size O(et~17¢), we conclude that
u offers a good approximation of wu.

1.1. Background. Let us consider a generalization of the scalar quasilinear wave equation
T in ]R%:,;?’

(1.4) Ou = F(u, du, 0*u).

The nonlinear term is assumed to be smooth with the Taylor expansion

(1.5) F(u,0u,0%u) =Y _ aqs0”ud’u+ O(Juf’ + [0uf* + [0*uf*).

The sum is taken over all multiindices a, § with || < |8 < 2, |8] > 1 and |a| + |5] < 3.
Besides, the coefficients aqs’s are all universal constants.

Since 1980’s, several results on the lifespan of the solutions to the Cauchy problem (L4
with initial data (I.2)) have been proved. For example, John [I213] proved that (I.4]) does not
necessarily have a global solution; in fact, any nontrivial solution to COu = u;Au or Du = u?
must blow up in finite time. In contrast, in R with d > 4, Hérmander [9] proved the small
data global existence for (IL4]). For arbitrary nonlinearities in three space dimensions, the
best result on the lifespan is the almost global existence: the solution exists for ¢ < exp(c/e)
where ¢ < 1. The almost global existence for ([L4]) was proved by Lindblad [21], and we also
refer to [8L[10,14L[18] for some earlier work.

In contrast to the finite-time blowup in John’s examples, Klainerman [19] and Christodoulou
[4] proved that the null condition is sufficient for small data global existence. The null condi-
tion, first introduced by Klainerman [I7], states that for each 0 < m < n < 2 with m+n < 3,
we have

(1.6) Amn(w) = D an0°0" =0, for all & = (—1,w) € R x S%.

|laf=m,|B|=n

Equivalently, we assume A,,, = 0 on the null cone {m*?¢,&; = 0}. The null condition leads
to cancellations in the nonlinear terms ([LT) so that the nonlinear effects of the equations are
much weaker than the linear effects. However, note that the null condition is not necessary
for small data global existence. For example, the null condition fails for (I.]) in general,
but (LI still has small data global existence. We also refer our readers to [33] for a general
introduction on the null condition.

Later, Lindblad and Rodnianski [25126] introduced the weak null condition. To state the
weak null condition, we start with the asymptotic equations first introduced by Hormander
[8HI0O]. We make the ansatz

(1.7) u(t, ) = er'U(s, ¢, w), r=lz|, wy=a;/r, s=cn(t), g =r—t.

Assuming that ¢ = r — 0o, we substitute this ansatz into (I.4]) and compare the coefficients

of terms of order ¢%~2. Nonrigorously, we can obtain the following asymptotic PDE for
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U(s,q,w)
(1.8) 20,0,U =Y Apin(w)UOU.

Here A,,, is defined in (LG) and the sum is taken over 0 < m <n < 2 with m+n < 3. We
say that the weak null condition is satisfied if (L)) has a global solution for all s > 0 and if
the solution and all its derivatives grow at most exponentially in s, provided that the initial
data decay sufficiently fast in ¢. In the same papers, Lindblad and Rodnianski conjectured
that the weak null condition is sufficient for small data global existence. To the best of the
author’s knowledge, this conjecture remains open until today.

There are three remarks about the weak null condition and the corresponding conjecture.
First, the null condition implies the weak null condition. In fact, under the null condition,
(L8) becomes 0;0,U = 0. Secondly, though the conjecture remains open, there are many
examples of (4] satisfying the weak null condition and admitting small data global existence
at the same time. The equation (IT]) is one of several such examples: the small data global
existence for (L) has been proved by Lindblad [23]; meanwhile, the asymptotic equation
(L8) now becomes

(1.9) 20,0,U = G(w)Ud:U,
where
(110)  G) = 6%8uBs 65 = g (wheco, O = (~1w) €R xS

whose solutions exist globally in s and satisfy the decay requirements, so (LT satisfies
the weak null condition. There are also many examples violating the weak null condition
and admitting finite-time blowup at the same time. Two such examples are (Ju = u;Au and
Ou = u?: the corresponding asymptotic equations are (20,—U,d,)U, = 0 (Burger’s equation)
and 0,U, = U, 3, respectively, whose solutions are known to blow up in finite time. Thirdly, in
recent years, Keir has made some further progress. In [I5], he proved the small data global
existence for a large class of quasilinear wave equations satisfying the weak null condition,
significantly enlarging upon the class of equations for which global existence is known. His
proof also applies to (IL.I). In [16], he proved that if the solutions to the asymptotic system
are bounded (given small initial data) and stable against rapidly decaying perturbations, then
the corresponding system of nonlinear wave equations admits small data global existence.

1.2. The geometric reduced system. In [35], we have constructed a new system of as-
ymptotic equations. Our analysis starts as in Hérmander’s derivation in [8HI0], but diverges
at a key point: the choice of ¢ is different. One may contend from this work that this new
system is more accurate than (LJ), in that it both describes the long time evolution and
contains full information about it. In addition, if we choose the initial data appropriately,
our reduced system will reduce to linear first order ODE’s on p and Uy, so it is easier to
solve it than to solve (LL9).

To derive the new equations, we still make the ansatz ([L.7]), but now we replace ¢ =r —t
with a solution ¢(¢,x) to the eikonal equation related to (I.1])

(1.11) 9% (1)9aqdsq = 0.

In other words, ¢(t, =) is an optical function. We remark that the eikonal equations have been

used in the previous works on the small data global existence for (I1). In [I], Alinhac followed
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the method used in Christodoulou and Klainerman [5], and adapted the vector fields to the
characteristic surfaces, i.e. the level surfaces of solutions to the eikonal equations. In [23],
Lindblad considered the radial eikonal equations when he derived the pointwise bounds of
solutions to (LI)). When they derived the energy estimates, both Alinhac and Lindblad
considered a weight w(q) where ¢ is an approximate solution to the eikonal equation. Their
works suggest that the eikonal equation plays an important role when we study the long time
behavior of solutions to (ILI]). Moreover, the eikonal equations have also been used in the
study of the asymptotic behavior of solutions to the Einstein vacuum equations, an analogue
of ([Id); we refer our readers to [524]. In addition, we also refer to [30] where the eikonal
equations are used to study the sharp local wellposedness for the nonlinear wave equations.

Since u is unknown, it is difficult to solve (ILII)) directly. Instead, we introduce a new
auxiliary function p = (s, ¢,w) such that ¢ — ¢, = p. From (LII]), we can express ¢ + g,
in terms of p and U, and then solve for all partial derivatives of ¢, assuming that all the
angular derivatives are negligible. Then from (LLI]), we can derive the following asymptotic
equations for p(s,q,w) and Uf(s, q,w):

1
as:u = ZG((’U)/’FUq’
(1.12) )
oU, = —EG(w)quQ.

Here G(w) is defined by (II0). We call this new system of asymptotic equations the geo-
metric reduced system since it is related to the geometry of the null cone with respect to
the Lorentzian metric (gag) = (¢*°(u))™! instead of the Minkowski metric. For a derivation
of (LI2), we refer our readers to Section 3 in [35], or Chapter 2 in the author’s PhD dis-
sertation [34]. Heuristically, one expects the solution to the quasilinear wave equation (L.I])
to correspond to an approximate solution to this geometric reduced system, and to be well
approximated by an exact solution to the geometric reduced system.

Note that (LIZ) is a system of two ODE’s for (u, U,). In addition, we have 0s(uU,) = 0
for each (s, q,w). That is, if the initial data are given by

(M? UQ)|8=0(qa CU) = (Ala A2)(Q> (.U),

then we have U, = A; - Ay at each (s, ¢,w). In this paper, we define a function A = A(q,w)
for (¢,w) € R x $* by

Alg ) = 5 A1(q ) Aslg ),

and we call the function A a scattering data associated to a solution u to the quasilinear
wave equation (ILI)). Now (II2]) reduces to a linear system of ODE’s

1
st = —§G(w)A(q,w)u,

1
as[]q = §G(W)A(qa w)Uqa



whose solutions are given by

p(s,0,) = Ai(g,) exp(~ 5 Glw) Alg,)9),

Uyfs,4,) = Aala,0) exp(5 Glw) Alg, )s),

(1.13)

To solve for U(s, q,w) uniquely, we assume that

lim U(s,q,w)=0 or lim U(s,q,w) =0,
q——00 q—00
depending on which problem we are studying. For instance, in [35], to guarantee that a
solution to (L)) is zero inside a certain light cone, we assume that lim, , - U(s,q,w) = 0;
in this paper, the global solution to (I.I]) has localized initial data, so we assume that
lim, o U(s, q,w) = 0.

We end this subsection by proposing an alternative definition of the weak null condition.
In the discussion above, we define u = ¢; — ¢, and derive a geometric reduced system ([L12))
for (1, U)(s,q,w). This method to derive a reduced system should not just work for (LI).
A derivation of the geometric reduced systems for a system of general quasilinear wave
equations can be found in Chapter 2, [34]. We can make the following definition.

Definition. We say that a system of quasilinear wave equations satisfies the geometric weak
null condition, if for any initial data at s = 0 decaying sufficiently fast in ¢, we have a global
solution to the corresponding geometric reduced system for all s > 0, and if the solution and
all the derivatives grow at most exponentially in s.

It is clear from (LI3]) that (1)) satisfies the geometric weak null condition. The author
believes that it is interesting to study to what extent is the geometric weak null condition
equivalent to the weak null condition, and whether this geometric weak null condition is suf-
ficient for the global existence of general quasilinear wave equations with small and localized
initial data.

1.3. Modified scattering theory: an overview. The objective of [3435] and this paper is
to study the long time dynamics, and more specifically, scattering theory for highly nonlinear
dispersive equations. In other words, we would like to provide an accurate description of
asymptotic behavior of the global solutions. For many nonlinear dispersive PDE’s, one can
establish a linear scattering theory. That is, a global solution to a nonlinear PDE scatters

to a solution to the corresponding linear equation as time goes to infinity. Take the cubic
defocusing NLS

w4+ Au=ulul*  in R
as an example. Its corresponding linear equation is the linear Schrédinger equation (LS)
iw+Aw=0  inR*.

One can prove that for each ug € H', there exists a unique u, € H' such that
|lu(t) —w(®) || — 0 as t — 0o

where u (or w) is the global solution to NLS (or LS) with data ug (or uy ). This result is
called the asymptotic completeness. One can also prove that for each u, € H!, there exists

a unique ug € H' such that the same conclusion holds. This result is called the existence
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of wave operators, where the wave operator is defined by Q,u, = uy. We refer to Section
3.6 of [32] for this result. Some other nonlinear PDE’s have modified scattering instead of
linear scattering. That is, each of their global solutions scatters to a suitable modification
of a linear solution. Here the modification can be made in more than one way: we can add
a phase correction term, an amplitude correction term, or a velocity correction term to the
linear solution. For example, in [II], when the authors study modified scattering for the
cubic 1D NLS, they make use of the following asymptotic approximation:

a(t,€) m e W (g O,

That is, a phase shift term is introduced. For nonlinear wave equations, the modification
often corresponds to a change of the geometry of the light cone foliation of the space-time.
This point is reflected in the ansatz used in Section

In general, the following steps are taken in order to study modified scattering. Given
a nonlinear dispersive PDE, we hope to identify a good notion of asymptotic profile and
an associated notion of scattering data for the model equation. This can be achieved by
introducing some type of asymptotic equations. Like linear scattering, the two main problems
in modified scattering theory are as follows:

1. Asymptotic completeness. Given an exact global solution to the model equation, can we
find the corresponding asymptotic profile and scattering data?

2. Existence of (modified) wave operators. Given an asymptotic profile constructed for a
scattering data, can we construct a unique exact global solution to the model equation
which matches the asymptotic profile at infinite time?

There have been only a few previous results on the (modified) scattering for general quasi-
linear wave equations and the Einstein’s equations. In [6], Dafermos, Holzegel and Rodni-
anski gave a scattering theory construction of nontrivial black hole solutions to the vacuum
Einstein equations. That is a backward scattering problem in General Relativity. In [27],
Lindblad and Schlue proved the existence of the wave operators for the semilinear models
of Einstein’s equations. In [7], Deng and Pusateri used the original Hérmander’s asymptotic
system (LY) to prove a partial scattering result for (ILI]). In their proof, they applied the
spacetime resonance method; we refer to [28,29] for some earlier applications of this method
to the first order systems of wave equation. Recently, in [35], by using a new reduced system,
the author proved the existence of the modified wave operators for (ILLTl).

1.4. Construction of an optical function. Let u = wu(t,z) be a global solution to
(1) and (L2) constructed in Lindblad [23]. Here we fix a constant R > 0 such that
supp (ug,u1) C {|z| < R}, so we have u = 0 for |z| > ¢ + R by the finite speed of prop-
agation. Our goal in this section is to construct an optical function, i.e. a solution to the
eikonal equation (ILII]). Here we do not expect to solve (ILII)) for all (¢, z) € R;T*. Instead,

we solve it in a region 2 C RH?’ which is defined by
Q:={(t,z): t>Tp, |z| > (t+Ty)/2+2R}.

Here Ty = exp(d/e) and § > 0 is a fixed constant independent of . We also assign the initial
data by setting ¢ = r — ¢ on 0€). It is then clear that g =7 —tin QN {r — ¢t > R}, so from
now on we focus on the region QN {r —t < 2R}.

To construct an optical function, we apply the method of characteristics. In fact, the

characteristics for (ILII]) are the geodesics with respect to the Lorentzian metric (g,s) which
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is the inverse of the matrix (¢*’(u)). Moreover, we only need to study those geodesics
emanating from the cone

H=00n{t>T) ={(ta): t>Tp || =(t+Tp)/2+2R)}.

Now we follow the idea in Christodoulou-Klainerman [5]. Fix 7" > Tj and suppose that
the optical function exists in Qp := QN {t < T,r—t < 2R}. Then, every point in Q7 can be
reached by a unique characteristic emanating from H. We first define a null frame {e;}}_,
in 27, such that e, is tangent to the unique characteristic passing throught that point. We
then define the second fundamental form of the time slices of the null cones:

Xab := (De €4, €p), a,be{1,2}.
Here D is the Levi-Civita connection associated to the Lorentzian metric (gq5), and (-, -)
is the bilinear form asscociated to the metric (g,5). We now use a continuity argument.
Suppose that in {27 we have

(1.14) afrbljflexab Sapr ™t < At

The positive constants A and B are both independent of € and T'. Our goal is to prove that
(LI4) holds with A replaced by A/2. It follows that try := x11 + X22, sometimes called the
null mean curvaturd] of the level sets of q, is positive everywhere, and that the characteristics
emanating from H will not intersect with each other. This allows us to extend the optical
function to Q.. for a small € > 0, such that (LI4]) holds everywhere in Qr,.. We conclude
from this continuity argument that the optical function exists everywhere in §2.

In order to prove that (LI4]) holds with A replaced by A/2, we make use of the Raychaud-
huri equation

ea(Xab) = = > XaeXeb T Tosefed Xas + (R(es, €a)es, en),
c=1,2
which describes the evolution of x along the null geodesics foliating the light cones. In this
equation, I'f,’s are the Christoffel symbols, and (R(X,Y)Z, W) is the curvature tensor, both
with respect to the Lorentzian metric (g,5). Note that we have a decomposition

<R<64, €a>€4, €b> = 64(f1) —+ fg

where f; = O(st7#7%) and f, = O(et737%); see Lemma BTl for a more accurate statement.
We also refer our readers to Corollary 5.9 in [30] for a similar decomposition of curvature
tensors. Moreover, it follows from (1) that

lea(es(u)) +rtes(u)| S eAt™HPe, lea(es(u))| S et

Combining all these estimates and the Gronwall’s inequality, we are able to prove (LI4]) with
A replaced by A/2.

So far, we have constructed a global optical function ¢ = ¢(¢, ) in  which_is C? by the
method of characteristics. In fact, the optical function ¢ = ¢(¢,z) is smooth] in € in the
followings sense: for each integer N > 2, there exists ey > 0 such that ¢ is a C function
in Q2 for each 0 < £ < e5. Moreover, if Z is one of the commuting vector fields: translations
On, scaling t0;, + r0,, rotations z;0; — x;0; and Lorentz boosts x;0; + t0;, then in 2 we

IWe will briefly explain the geometric meaning of tr x in Section
2See Section 24l In particular, a smooth function may not be C°° in this paper.
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have Z1q = O((¢)t“?) and Z'Q;;q = O(t°?) for each multiindex I and ¢ <; 1. To prove
these estimates, we introduce the commutator coefficients {&], ;. }1<k, k<4 for which we have
ek, ery) = & €1 We also introduce a weighted null frame

(‘/19 ‘/29 ‘/E’n ‘/;l) = (7’61, reg, (3R —r+ t)€3, t64)

which combines the advantages of a usual null frame {e;} and the commuting vector fields
Z’s. By computing eq (V€L k,) for each multiindex I and applying the Gronwall’s inequality,
we are able to obtain several estimates for V! (5121 k,); see Proposition B9 These estimates
for £ then imply the estimates for ¢, so we finish the proof.
We finally remark that the map
Q —[0,00) xR x §*: (t,z) — (elnt —0,q(t, ), z/|z]) := (s,q,w)

is an injective smooth function with a smooth inverse. This is because ¢, > 0 everywhere in
Q). Thus, a smooth function F' = F (¢, x) induces a smooth function F' = F(s,q,w) and vice
versa.

1.5. The asymptotic equations and the scattering data. For each (¢, x) € Q, we define
wut,x) = (¢ — qr)(t, x), Ult,x) := e tru(t, z).

We then obtain two smooth functions u(s, ¢,w) and U(s, ¢, w) as discussed at the end of the
previous subsection.

To state the results in this subsection, we introduce a new notation R, for each s,p € R.
For a function F' = F(t,z) defined in QN {r —t < 2R}, we write F' = R, , if for each integer
N > 1 and for each ¢ <y 1, we have

STIVHE) ST g)?,  W(t,x) € QN {r—t < 2R}
[I|[<N

Here recall that {V.} is the weighted null frame.
By the chain rule, we have

Oy = M0 — g, ' 0), Oy =q, 'O, 0w, =1(0; — qiq, ' Or).

Then we can express (0, 0,, 0,,) in terms of the weighted null frame {V,}. In fact, we have

85 = 28_19{_170‘/@ + (5_1 + 9{_1,0)‘/21, 8,1 = Zmo7_1vk,
k

D= RoaoVi+ > eiVa=> Rooli.

k£3 a E£3

Meanwhile, from (L)) and e4(e3(q)) = —Fggej‘efeg(q), we can show that

1
es(es(u)) +rteg(u) = eR_3y, es(es(q)) = —Zeg(u)G(w)eg(q) +eR_ap.
Combine these estimates, and we obtain that
1
Ospt = ZG(w),uqu + 5_19%_1,0,
(1.15)

1
.U, = —ZG(w)uUj + e R 1.



That is, (i, U)(s, q,w) is an approximate solution to the geometric reduced system (L12).

Next, we note from (LIH) that 9,(ul,) = O(e~*~17%). By integrating the remainder
term e~ 1t~ 1C¢ (viewed as a function of s) with respect to s, we can show that {(uU,)(s, ¢,w)}s
is uniformly Cauchy for each (¢,w) € R x S%. Thus, the limit

1.
A(q7 w) = _5 SILIEO(MU[])((% q, (,d)
exists and the convergence is uniform in (g, w). This function A is then the scattering data
in the asymptotic completeness problem.
Similarly, we can show that for each m and n, the limit
1 : m Aan
Amn(g,w) = =3 lim ((0)94)" 95 (nUy) (s, ¢, w)

S§—00

exists and the convergence is uniform in (¢,w). The uniform convergences of these limits
imply that the scattering data A is smooth,

((9)0,)" 05 A(q, w) = Amn(q, w).

Following the same method, we can define

Ar(g.w) = i exp(5G()Alg,@)9)u(s, ),

5—00

As(q,w) = lim exp(—%G(w)A(q,w)s)Uq(s,q,w).

5§—00

Both of these limits exist and have derivatives of any order with respect to ¢ and w, as long
as ¢ is sufficiently small. It is clear that A;As = —2A, so we obtain an exact solution to the
geometric reduced system ([L12)):

(s .) = A1(g, ) exp(~ 5G()Alg,0)s),
(1.16)

Uyfs5,0.0) = As{a,) exp(5 G () Alg,)5),

By assuming lim, .., U(s,q,w) = 0, we obtain a unique function U = U(s,q,w). By the
definition of (A, Ay, As), we expect the (u — g, U — U ), along with their derivatives with
respect to (s,q,w) of any order, decays faster than p and U. We refer our readers to
Proposition 5.1l for a complete list of estimates.

As defined, the scattering data A depends on the initialization of the optical function q.
In Section [0, see Proposition [6.1], we resolve this ambiguity and show a gauge independence
result, which states that the scattering data is independent of the choice of ¢ in a precise
sense.

1.6. An approximation. In the previous subsection, we have discussed how to obtain an
exact solution (L.I0) to the geometric reduced system (L12)). Our final objective is to show
that this exact solution gives a good approximation of the exact solution u to (ILTI).

We first solve

G — g = p(eln(t) — 6,q(t,z),w) in QN {r—t < 2R}, g=r—t whenr—t>2R
and set

U(t,z) = er'U(eln(t) — 6,4(t,z),w) in QN{r—t<2R}.
10



Then, we can prove that @ is an approximate solution to (I1]) in the following sense: for
each integer N > 1 and ¢ < 1, we have

(1.17) > 12" (@0)0.0s1)| S et in QN {r—t<2R}.
[T|<N
Here we denote by Z any of the commuting vector fields: translations 0,, scaling t0; + r0,.,

rotations x;0; — x;0; and Lorentz boosts z;0, 4 t0;. To make our proof simpler, we introduce
a new function F' = F(¢,w) such that F, = —2/A,. It can be shown that ¢ — F(¢q,w) has
an inverse ¢ — F(q,w). Now we define A(q,w) := A(F(q,w),w) and define (1, U,)(s, q,w)
by replacing (A;, Ay, A) in ([LI6) with (=2, A, A). Then, ¢(t,x) := F(q(t,x),w) is a solution
to

G — G- = p(elnt — 6,q(t,z),w) in QN{r—1t<2R}; Gg=r—t whenr—t>2R.

In addition, we have

~ ~

U(eln(t) — 6,q(t,x),w) = U(eln(t) — 6, §(t, x),w).
We can now follow the proof in Section 4 of [35] to prove (LIT).

In order to estimate u — u, we set p(t,z) := F(q(t,x),w) — §(t,x) in Q. We claim that,
for each fixed v € (0,1), an integer N > 1, and for each ¢ <, y 1, whenever (¢,z) € €2 such
that [r —t| <17, we have |ZIp(t, z)| <t (r —t) for each |I| < N. To show this claim,
we compute p; — p, and apply a continuity argument. This claim then implies that, under
the same assumptions on 7, N and &, whenever (t,z) €  such that |r —¢| < t7, we have
| Z1(u — @) (t,x)| < et=2tC(r — t) for each |I| < N. Recall from Lindblad [23] that we only
have Zu = O(st71%%), so u provides a good approximation of .

1.7. The main theorem. We now state the main theorem which summarizes the outcome
of the sequence of steps described in the previous subsections. In this theorem, we say that
a function f = f(t,z) is smooth if for each large integer N, f is CV whenever ¢ <y 1. See
Section [2.4] for details.

Theorem 1. Let u be a smooth solution to the Cauchy problem (LI) and (L2). Fiz a
constant R > 0 such that supp (ug,uy) C {|z| < R}, sou =0 for |x| >t + R by the finite
speed of propagation. Set Ty := exp(d/e) for a fized constant § > 0. Then we have

a) There exists a smooth solution to the eikonal equation

9°%(u)0aq0sq = 0 in q=|z| —t on 0N.

Here the region Q C Ry? is defined by
Q:={(t,x): t>Ty, |z|> (t+Ty)/2+ 2R}.
In Q, for each multiindex I we have
1Z%q| S (@)t > 12" S
1<i,j<3
Moreover, the map
Q —[0,00) x R x §?: (t,z) — (elnt — 0,q(t,x),z/|z|)

s an injective smooth function with a smooth inverse. Thus, a smooth function F =

F(t,x) induces a smooth function F' = F(s,q,w) and vice versa.
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b) InQ, we set (pu, U)(t,x) = (q—qr, & 'ru)(t, x) which induces a smooth function (u, U)(s, q,w).
Then, (11, U)(s,q,w) is an approximate solution to the geometric reduced system (LI2) in
the sense that

1
Ot = ZG(w)/qu + e "R 1,

1
.U, = —ZG(w)quz + e R 1.

Here the notation R, . has been defined in Section [L.J. In addition, the following three
limits exist for all (¢,w) € R x $*:

1.
Alg,w) = =3 lim (uUg)(s, ¢, w),
Ai(g,w) = lim exp(iG(w)A(q,w)S)u(s, q,w),
, 1
A2(Q> CU) = sllglo eXp(_§G(w)A(Q> w)S)Uq(Sa q, CU).

All of them are smooth functions of (q,w) for e < 1, and we have AjAy = —2A. By
setting

~ 1
(s, q,w) = A exp(—§GAs),

~ 1
U,(s,q,w) := Ay exp(§GAs).
we obtain an exact solution to our reduced system (LI2)).
c) We define u = u(t,x) as in Section[l.8. Then the function u = u(t,z) is an approximate
solution to (1) in the following sense:

121 (g™ (@)0u050) (£ 7)| S €2, W(t,7) € Q, V.

Moreover, we fix a constant 0 < v < 1 and a large integer N. Then, for e <,y 1, at
each (t,x) € Q such that |r —t| S t7, we have

|2 (u—1)| <, et 2% (r —t),  V|I| < N.

Remark 1.1. Because of the special definition of smoothness in this paper, we emphasize
that our main theorem only holds in the following sense: for each large integer N, there exists
a sufficiently small constant ey > 0 depending on N and the functions ug, u; € C2°(R?) given
in (.2), such that the conclusions in Theorem [I hold for all 0 < € < ey, with all “smooth”
replaced by “CV” in the statement.

Remark 1.2. We expect the results above are gauge independent. That is, the scattering
data A = A(q,w) is independent of the choice of the optical function ¢ = ¢(¢,x) in some
suitable sense. In fact, we choose the region € in a way that t ~ rin QN {r —t < 2R},
that t > Ty = exp(d/e) in Q, and that u = 0 in 9Q N {t = Ty}. The proof in this paper is
expected to work if we start with a different region 2 with these three properties hold. For
example, we can replace the definition of 2 with

Q=Q.5:={(t,z): t>exp(d/e), |z| —exp(d/c) —2R > k(t —exp(d/e))}

for some fixed constants 6 > 0 and 0 < k < 1. For a different choice of (k,d), we do not
expect to get the same scattering data. However, Proposition states that the scattering

data associated to different regions (2, 5 are in fact related to each other in some sense.
12



Remark 1.3. In our construction, we fix a parameter 0 > 0 and solve the eikonal equation
in a region contained in {t > exp(d/e)}. In fact, the proof in this paper is expected to work
for each fixed 6 > 0. However, we do not simply set 6 = 1 here. Instead, we choose a
sufficiently small 6 > 0 which depends on the pair (ug,u;), such that the nonlinear effects
of (LI)) are negligible until we reach the time exp(d/¢). For example, we can set § to be the
small constant ¢ in the almost global existence result.

Remark 1.4. The part ¢) of the main theorem is an approximation result near the light
cone r = tﬁ Outside the light cone, we have u = 0 whenever r —t > R because of the finite
speed of propagation. It is thus natural to ask whether we also have an approximation result
in the interior region away from the light cone. For example, can we find an approximate
solution u such that u — u, along with its derivatives, decays faster than e¢~'*“¢ whenever
r <t— Ct", where v € (0,1) is a fixed constant?

We first remark that @ constructed in Section is not a good candidate in this case.
One reason is that u is only defined in 2. Even in the region where it is defined, it does not
give a good approximation near d€). Note that part c¢) of the main theorem implies that

|2 (u— )| <, et~ 2HH0e whenever (t,2) € Q, r —t=—t"/4, v € (0,1).

If we set v = 1 on the right hand side of this estimate, we get et~'1+¢¢ which is the decay

rate for the solution u itself. Thus, u does not approximate u very well away from the light
cone in €). Intuitively, this is because the geometric reduced system and the Hormander’s
asymptotic PDE’s are derived under the assumption t ~ r — oo.

By the pointwise estimates for Z/u and Lemma 2.2 below, we have |0F Z1u| < et =170 (r —
t)=%. As a result, if [r —t| = ¢ for some v > 0, we have

|08 7 u| < et~ tRrCE (k).

So 0% Z'u has a decay rate better than et='*% if £ > 0. The case k = 0 seems to be more
complicated, since it is unclear what would be a good approximation for Z/u in the interior
region. We will not discuss this topic in this paper and we refer our readers to [3] which is
a paper on the asymptotic behavior of the Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system in this direction.

Remark 1.5. We compare the results in this paper with those in Deng-Pusateri [7]. First,
the approximation result (i.e. part ¢) in Theorem [ is better than that in [7] (i.e. The-
orem 2.3). This suggests that the geometric reduced system ([LI2]) gives a more accurate
description of the global solutions to (LI than the Hérmander’s asymptotic PDE (L)) does.
Besides, the proof in this paper relies on the null geometry, and we only use estimates in
physical space. In contrast, the authors in [7] made use of the spacetime resonance method
which relies on estimates in frequency space.

1.8. Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank his PhD advisor, Daniel Tataru,
for suggesting this problem and for many helpful discussions. The author would like to thank
Sung-Jin Oh for some helpful discussions on the optical function. The author is also grateful
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3We can also say that the main theorem is an asymptotic result near the null infinity. In contrast, the
result in [3] is an asymptotic result near the timelike infinity. In that paper, the authors consider some limits
of the form lim; . tA,(t, ty) for some |y| < 1.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. We use C to denote universal positive constants. We write A < B or
A= 0(B)if |A] < CB for some C > 0. We write A~ Bif A< Band B < A We use C,
or <, if we want to emphasize that the constant depends on a parameter v. We make an
additional convention that the constants C' are always independent of ¢; that is, we would
never write C. or <. in this paper. The values of all constants in this paper may vary from
line to line.

In this paper, we always assume that ¢ < 1 which means 0 < & < ¢( for some sufficiently
small constant £y < 1. Again, we write ¢ <, 1 if we want to emphasize that ¢y depends on
a parameter v.

Unless specified otherwise, we always assume that the Latin indices i, j, [ take values in
{1,2,3} and the Greek indices a, § take values in {0,1,2,3}. We also assume a,b € {1,2}
when we study the null frame introduced in Section Bl We use subscript to denote partial
derivatives, unless specified otherwise. For example, u,g = 0y0su, ¢ = 0,q¢ = Y, w;0;q,
A, = 0,A and etc. For a fixed integer k > 0, we use 9* to denote either a specific partial
derivative of order k, or the collection of partial derivatives of order k.

To prevent confusion, we will only use d, to denote the angular derivatives under the
coordinate (s,q,w), and will never use it under the coordinate (¢,r,w). For a fixed integer
k > 0, we will use * to denote either a specific angular derivative of order &, or the collection
of all angular derivatives of order k.

2.2. Commuting vector fields. We denote by Z any of the following vector fields:

(2.1)
80” a = O, 1, 2,37 S = t8t+7’8¢, Qij = xlﬁj—xj&-, 1 < 1 <j < 3, QOZ' = l’lﬁt—FtaZ, 1= 1,2, 3.
We write these vector fields as 71, Zs, . .., Z11, respectively. For any multiindex I = (iy, ..., %)

with length m = |I| such that 1 <4, < 11, we set Z! = 7, Z;,--- Z;,. Then we have the
Leibniz’s rule

(2.2) Z(fg) = Z CteZ7 7%, where C'1,; are constants.
||+ K|=(1]

We have the following commutation properties.

(2.3) (s, 0] = —20, [Z,0] = 0 for other Z;
(2.4) (21, 75| = Z 021,2271ZI, where Cy, 7, are constants;
1]=1
(2.5) (Z,0,) = Z C2.0308, where C 4 are constants.
B

In Section [7, we need the following lemma related to the commuting vector fields. Here
we use fy to denote an arbitrary polynomial of {Zw}. It is then clear that Z!f, = f; for

each I.
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Lemma 2.1. For each multiindex I and each function F, we have
26) (G —0)Z'F=Z(F-F)+ ) [hZ'(F,~F)+)  foldi+wd)Z'F]
[71<1] i

Besides, for each 1 < k < k' <3, we have
(2.7)

(0 — 0) 2" U F = Z' Qe (F, — F) + Y [foZ? Qe (Fy — Fy) + Y fol0s + widh) Z7 Qe F).

RAST

Proof. First, note that [0, — 0, Z] = fo- 0 and 0 = fo(0, — 0,) + >, fo(O; + w;0;). We now
prove (2.6) by induction on |I|. If |I| = 0, there is nothing to prove. Now suppose we have
proved (2Z.6]) for each |/| < n. Now we fix a multiindex I with |/| =n > 0. Then, by writing
ZT = Z7Z", we have

(0, —0)Z'F = [0, — 0,, Z)1Z"F + Z((9, — 0,) Z"' F)
=fo - 0Z"F + Z(Z"(F, = F)+ Y [foZ/(F, = F) + > fol0i + wi0h) Z'F]
|[J|<n—1 i
= folfo(0r — D) + > fo(0; + w;0)) Z"F + Z'(F, — F,)
+ > ZlfZ)(F - F) + Zfo(&- + i) 27 F]
|J|<n—1 ;

= fo(8; — Z”F+Zf0 i+ w;0) 2 F + Z1(F, — F,)

+ Y (Zf)Z)(Fy = F)+ ) (Z0)(0; + wi0) 27 F]

|J|<n—1

+ > [fZZ7(Fi—F)+ Y foZ(0; +wid) 27 F).

|J|<n—1

In the second equality, we can apply (2.6) by the induction hypotheses. Moreover, we note
that [0; + w;0;, Z] = fo - 0, so

Z(0; + wi0) Z'F = (0; + wi0) ZZ F + fy - 02’ F
= (0 +wi0)ZZ F + fo(0r — 0,)Z'F + Y fol0; + w;0,) Z’

J

Now (Z4]) follows from the induction hypotheses and the computations above.
To prove ([2.7)), we replace F' with Qg F in (2.6) and note that

[0y — O, Q] = =0 () O + O (T4 ) O + Z Qg (wi) 0;
= —wOp + wy O + Z Wi (0 — wiwyr )0 Z wir (O — wiwy,)0; = 0.

Now, (2.7) is obvious. O
15



2.3. Several pointwise bounds. We have the pointwise estimates for partial derivatives.

Lemma 2.2. For any function ¢, we have

(2.8) el < Ct—r)F > 120, VR =1,
[T]<k
and
(2.9) 1(0; + 0,)0| + [(0; — wid,)p| < CE+7)"1 Y |27
|I=1

In addition, we have the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality.

Proposition 2.3. For ¢ € C*(R'""3) which vanishes for large |z|, we have
210) (el = )0 0] < C S 12760 ) e

[7]<2
We also state the Gronwall’s inequality.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose A, E,r are bounded functions from |a,b] to [0,00). Suppose that
E is increasing. If

b
A(t) < E(t) +/ r(s)A(s) ds, Vt € [a,b],

then .
A(t) < E(t) exp(/ r(s) ds), Vt € [a, b].

The proofs of these results are standard. See, for example, [10,23]31] for the proofs.

2.4. A key theorem and a convention. This paper is based on the following global
existence result.

Theorem 2 (Lindblad [23]). Fiz a large integer N > 1. Then, for ¢ <y 1, the Cauchy
problem (1) with the initial data (L2) has a global CN solution u = u(t,z) for all t > 0.
Moreover, we have pointwise decays: Z'u = O;(e{t)=1tC1#) for each multiindex I such that
|I| < N. Moreover, we have du = O(e{t)™1).

Most of the functions in this paper have similar properties. That is, they depend on a small
parameter ¢, and they are CV for any large integer N as long as ¢ <y 1. For convenience,
we make the following definition.

Definition. Fix a function f = f.(¢,x) which depends on a small parameter ¢. In this
paper, we say that f is smooth, if for each large integer N, f is CV whenever ¢ <y 1.

Following the same spirits, we say that all derivatives of a function satisfy some properties,
if for each large integer N, all its derivatives of order < N exist and satisfy such properties
whenever ¢ < 1.

We remark that under this definition, a smooth function does not need to be a C'*° function.
It will be more convenient to work with this seemingly strange definition.
Using such a convention, we can state Theorem [2 as follows: For ¢ < 1, the Cauchy

problem (1)) with the initial data (I.2]) has a global smooth solution u = wu(t,z) for all
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t > 0. Moreover, we have pointwise decays: ZTu = O;(e(t)~1T¢1%) for each multiindex I and

Ou = O(e(t)™).

2.5. The null condition of a matrix. The definition and lemmas in this subsection will
be used in Section In this subsection, we assume that every matrix is in R*** and is a
symmetric constant matrix.

Definition. A matrix my = (m{”)a.s—01.2.3 satisfies the null condition, if
moPeats =0, whenever £ € R'™? and |&|* = |62 + &) + |&)%

We remark that a real symmetric constant matrix mg satisfies the null condition if and
only if mgﬁganﬁ is a linear combination of —&ny + Z;’:l §n; and Eang — £aMNa-
We start with the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose mq is a constant matrix satisfying the null condition. Then, for any
two functions ¢ = ¢(t,z) and v = P(t,x), we have
2(m"6as) = mg* (0aZ0)5 + MG 0a(0529) + mi” daths.
Here my is another symmetric constant matrix satisfying the null condition. Moreover, if
Z = Qy; for1<i,j <3 and if (m3?) = (m*®) is the Minkowski metric, then my = 0.
We refer our readers to Lemma 6.6.5 in [10] for the proof.
In addition, we have the following pointwise estimates related to the null condition.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose mg is a matriz satisfying the null condition. Then, for any two
functions ¢ = ¢(t,x) and ) =p(t,x), if t ~r > 1, we have

[m§”gatsl < (07 (1Z6]10¢] + 1 Z2]|09]).
Here |Zf] =3 2 \Z7 f| for a function f = f(t,x).
We refer our readers to Lemma I1.5.4 in [3I] for the proof.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE OPTICAL FUNCTION

Let u = u(t, ) be a global solution to (1) and (L2]) constructed in Theorem 2 If we fix
a constant R > 0 such that supp (ug,u1) C {|z| < R}, then u = 0 for |z| > t + R by the
finite speed of propagation. Our goal in this section is to construct an optical function, i.e.
a solution to the eikonal equation

(3.1) 9°?(u)0aq0sq = 0 in Q; q = |x| —t on 0N.
The region Q C R, £? is defined by
(3.2) Q:={(t,x): t>Ty, |z|>(t+Ty)/2+2R}.

Here T} := exp(d/¢) for a fixed constant 6 > 0.
Our main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. The eikonal equation B.1)) has a global C? solution in the region Q.

In Section @ we will show that this C* solution is in fact smooth (in the sense defined in
Section 2.]).
Here we briefly explain how the optical function is constructed. In Section B.I] we apply

the method of characteristics and solve the characteristic ODE’s. Here the characteristics
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are in fact the null geodesics associated to the Lorentzian metric (g,z) which is the inverse of
the coefficients (¢®°(u)) in ). In Section B2 assuming that the optical function ¢ exists
in some region, we prove several preliminary estiamtes for ¢ by studying the characteristic
ODE’s.

To finish the proof, we need to show that the characteristics, i.e. the geodesics, do not
intersect with each other. This is related to the null geometry of the level sets of the optical
function. In Section and 4] we construct a null frame {e;};_, and then define several
connection coefficients under the Lorentzian metric (go5). Most importantly, we define the
second fundamental form

Xab = <Dea64a €b>, a, b= 172

Here D is the Levi-Civita connection and (-, -) is the bilinear form, both associated to (gas)-
One important quantity we need to estimate in our proof is the trace of x which is sometimes
called the null mean curvature. We claim that it suffices to prove try > 0 everywhere. In
fact, for a 2-sphere S, 40) := {z : q(to,z) = ¢°} C R?, we have
d

d—t()‘S(tO7qO)| = /S try dA.

(t0,a%)
See, for example, Section 9.5 of [2]. If tr x > 0, then it implies that the 2-sphere is expanding
everywhere as the time increases. This excludes the case when two distinct characteristics
intersect with each other.

We now follow the idea in Christodoulou-Klainerman [5]. In Section B we derive an
equation for y, called the Raychaudhuri equation. In Section B.0, we use a continuity argu-
ment and the Raychaudhuri equation to prove that in the region where the optical function
exists, we have

max |Xap — Ot | S t72TCE,

a,b=1,2
We conclude that tr y > 0 everywhere. This implies that the characteristics will not intersect
with each other, so we can extend the optical function to a slightly larger region. We thus
finish the proof by making using of a continuity argument.

3.1. The method of characteristics. Now we use the method of characteristics to solve
BI). We have the characteristic ODE’s

%(s) = 29°%(x(s))ps(s),
(3.3) 2(s) = 29°"((s))ps(s)pa(s) =0,
Pa(s) = —(8ag™)(x(5))pu(5)po (s)-
Here we write ¢®°(t, ) = ¢*?(u(t,z)) with an abuse of notation. We expect that z(s) =

q(z(s)) and p(s) = (9q)(x(s)) for some optical function ¢(t,z). By differentiating the first
equation, we obtain the geodesic equation

(3.4) i%(s) +T,4"(s)3"(s) = 0.

Here I' is the Christoffel symbol of the Levi-Civita connection D of the Lorentzian metric

(gap). Thus, in this paper, the curve x(s) is either called a characteristic curve, or a geodesic.
To solve the eikonal equation (B.1]), we only need to consider the geodesics emanating from

the surface

(3.5) H={(t,x): t>Tp, r=(t+Tp)/2+ 2R} C 9.
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From these geodesics, later we will construct a solution ¢(t, z) in the region QN {r—t < 2R}
such that g =7 — ¢ in QN {R <r —t < 2R}. Since u = 0 in the region r — ¢t > R, we can
then extend our solution to the whole region €2 by defining ¢ =r —t when r >t + R.

To solve the characteristic ODE’s (8.3]) and the geodesic equation (B3.4]), we need to first
determine (0q)|y. Fix (t,x) € H and recall that ¢ = r — ¢ on H. Since X; := 0; + 2w;0,
is tangent to H, we have X;q = X;(r —t) = —w; on H. Thus, for (t,x) € H we have
¢ = Xiq — 2w;qs = —w; — 2w;q; and

0= —q; + 29" q(~wi — 2wige) + 9" (~wi — 2wige) (~w; — 2w;q)
= (=1 — 4¢%w; + 49" wiw;)qF + (49" wiw; — 29%w;)q + 9" wiw;.
Since ¢*?(u) = m* + O(|ul), we have
0= (=14 4mww; + O(Ju]))g + (4m“ww; + O(|u]))g + (M wiw; + O(|u]))
= (3+O0(ul)g; + (4 + O(lul))g; + (1 + O(lul)).

Since |u| < 1, by the root formula we can uniquely determine ¢; = —1+ O(|u|) at (¢, z) (the
other root ¢, = —1/3 + O(Ju|) is discarded since we expect ¢ to behave like r — ¢). We also
have ¢; = —w; — 2w;qs = w; + O(Jul) and ¢, = wiq; = 1 4+ O(Jul). If moreover t < Ty + 2R,
then r = (t +Ty)/2 + 2R >t + R and thus ¢*° = m*®. Thus, we have ¢, = —1 and ¢; = w;
for (t,x) € H such that t < T + 2R.

Now fix 2(0) € H. We set

2(0) = 7(x(0)) = 2°(0),  pa(0) = (9aq)((0))

where we set
1/2

r(V) = <i(VZ)2> , for a vector V = (V*)?_,.

i=1

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Fiz x(0) € H and construct z(0),p(0) as above. Then the system (33) along
with the initial data (x(0),2(0),p(0)) has a unique solution (z(s), z(s),p(s)) on [0,00). In
addition, we have i°(s) > 0 for all s > 0, and 2°(s) — oo as s — oo.

If moreover we have x(0) € H N {t < Ty + 2R}, then x(s) = (2s,2sw) + x(0). In other
words, the geodesics emanating from H N {t < Ty + 2R} are straight lines. Thus ¢ =r —t
whenever r >t 4+ R.

Proof. We apply the Picard existence and uniqueness theorem, e.g. Theorem 1.17 in [32], to
B3). From the theorem, we obtain a unique solution (x(s), z(s),p(s)) for all 0 < s < Spax.
By the blowup criterion in the theorem, either we have sy, < 0o and |z(s)|+]z(s)|+]|p(s)] —
00 a8 § = Smax, OF We have sy, = co. Here |z(s)| + |2(s)| + [p(s)] — oo is equivalent to
|z(s)| + |&(s)| = oo due to z(s) = z(0) and the first equation in ([B3).

We claim that, along each geodesic, for all s > 0 we have

(3.6) 49°%(2(s))pa(s)ps(s) = 22%(s)pa(s) = gap(a(s))i®(s)2"(s) = 0.

In other words, the geodesics z(s) are null curves. The first two equations follow from the

first equation in (B.3)), so here we only prove the last one. Note that the equality holds for
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s = 0 by the construction of (J¢)|y. In addition,

%(9“5 (2(3))pa(s)ps(s)) = 297 (2(5))Pa(s)ps(s) + (9u9°7) (w(s))d" (s)pa(s)ps(s)

= 2%(s)pa(s) = pu(s)a”(s) = 0.
In the last line we use the third equation in ([B3]). This ends the proof of (B.4l).

Next we claim that i%(s) > 0 for all s. Since ¢**(u) = m*® +O(|u|) for |u| < 1, its inverse
(gap(u)) is also a small pertubation of the Minkowski metric, i.e. go3 = mag + O(|u|). Thus,

B6) implies
0 = goo(2°)* + 2g0;a"3" + gija'a’ = —( 2+ Z 2+ O(Ju(x(s))[[2]).

We first show that i%(s) # 0 for all s. If i%(sy) = 0 for some so > 0, then we have g;;3'27 = 0
at s = sg. Since g;; = 6;; + O(|ul]), the symmetric matrix (g;;) is positive definite. Then
#(sg) = 0. However, recall that x(s) is a geodesic, and the only geodesic passing through
x(sg) with #(sg) = 0 is the constant curve x(s) = x(sp). This leads to a contradiction. In
addition, since ¢, = —1 + O(Ju|) on H and 2°(0) = 2¢%pg(0), we have i°(0) = 2 + O(Jul).
Thus 2°(s) > 0 for all s.

Moreover, since u = O(g(t)~17¢€) we have

+Z )’ < Cela®(s))” 1+C€(|x’°(8)|2ﬂLZ(:ﬁ(S))Q)

By choosing ¢ < 1, we can make Ce < 1/2. Thus, for £ < 1, we have
Z(fbi(S))2 < (2°(s))* + %(|x’0(s)‘2 + Z(fbi(é‘)f) = Z(fbi(S))2 < (@%(s))*.

Thus, for each 7 we have

lz"(s)| = |2*(0) + /Os “(1) dr| < |2%(0)] —i—C’/ ) dr = |2"(0)| + C2%(s).

In conclusion, if |x(s)| + |Z(s)| — oo, then we must have 2°(s) + i%(s) — oo.
If we differentiate the first equation in ([B3]) and use the third one, we obtain

|2%(s)] < 129™ps] + 12(9u9™)i"ps] < |0ula(s))la(s)]” < e(x’(s)) ™ (@°(s))*.

The last inequality follows since |2%(s)| < 2%(s) and since du = O(e(t)™'). Since #° > 0, we
then have

which implies that
| In2°(s) — In2°(0)| < e(Ina’(s) — Inz°(0)).
The last inequality is equivalent to

.0 2°(s)\ _ce _ .0 .0
#(0) (Gp07) ™ < 8°%6) < 4°0) G
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It follows that
d

g((xo(é‘))l_ce) = (1 — Ce)(2"(s))"“"i"(s) < i°(0)(2"(0))",
%((500(8))”05) = (1+ Ce)(2°(5)) 2% (s) > 2°(0)(=°(0))“" > 0,
and thus
(3.7) (2°(s))' 7 < (2°(0))' 7 4+ i°(0)s(z°(0)) 7,
(3.8) (2°(s))'7 > (2°(0))'+" 4 2°(0)s(2°(0)) .

If Spax < 00, then 2%(s) — 00 as s — Spyax fails because of (B7). On the other hand, if sy, <
o0, then 2%(s) + i%(s) — oo as discussed above. But since #°(s) < i°(0)(2%(s)/2°(0))=, we
must have 2°(s) — 00 as § — Syax, Which is a contradiction. Thus, sy, = co. We thus
conclude 2°(s) — oo as s — oo by ([B.5)).

The proof of the second half of this lemma is easy. We simply use the fact that g®°(u) =
m® when r >t + R. O

Remark 3.2.1. We let A denote the set of all the geodesics constructed in this lemma.

3.2. Estimates for the optical function. Fix a time 7" > T, = exp(d/c) and we set
Qr =Qn{t < T, r—t < 2R}. Note that r ~ ¢ in Q7. From now on, we assume that
the optical function ¢ = ¢(t, z) exists in Q, that ¢ is C? and that ¢; < 0 everywhere. We
remark that the assumptions are true for T' = Ty + 2R since g*# = m®” in Qg 0. Our goal
is to derive some estimates which allow us to extend the optical function to Q7. for some
e > 0.

First of all, we claim that each point in Qg lies on exactly one geodesic in A (which is
defined in Remark B2.1]). A direct corollary is that to define a function F(¢,z) in Qp, we
can define F'(z(s)) along each geodesic in A. To prove this claim, we define a vector field
L = L*9, by L* := 2¢*qs. Note that L° > 0 everywhere. In fact, we have

9osLL° = 49apg"* 9" qurqs = 49”7 qurgp = 0.
If L% =0, then g;;L'L7 = 0. But g;; = 6;; + O(|ul), so (gi;) is positive definite for ¢ < 1.
Thus, L =0 and ¢, = % gosL? = 0. This contradicts with the assumption that ¢, < 0. And
since L' = —2¢; + O(Judq|) = 2 + O(|u]) > 0 on 99, we have L° > 0 in Q7. Moreover,
because of the characteristic ODE’s (8.3]), a curve in )7 is a geodesic in A if and only if it
is an integral curve of L emanating from H. By the existence and uniqueness of integral
curves, we finish the proof of the claim.

We also claim that each geodesic emanating from H N 027y must stay in Qp until it
intersects with {t = T'}. This claim simply follows from the fact that the optical function
remains constant along each geodesic and that the optical function is injective when restricted
to (0Qr) \ {t =T}.

Here a useful lemma which follows directly from the chain rule and the pointwise estimates
in Theorem [ (also see Proposition 6.1 in Lindblad [23]).

Lemma 3.3. For each k > 0 and ¢ <, 1, we have

D (129%™ = m™) 12" (gap — map)]) Sk Y 12" ul Si ().

1<k 1<k
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Moreover,
109°7] + 10gagp| + T, | S |0u] S e(t)~.

Now we can prove several useful estimates for ¢ in Q.

Lemma 3.4. In Qp, we have [Sq| + 7, [Quiq| < lal + 1<%, |0q] + 3, ; Q9] < t°° and
>l — wige| SETHCE

Proof. 1f we apply a vector field Z defined by (21]) to the eikonal equation, we obtain
0= (29°")4ats + 294245 = (29”40t + 29" 4a052Zq + 29°° 4[Z, Dslq.

It is easy to check that 2m®Pq,[Z, 05l = 0 if Z # S and [S,95] = —Js. Thus, for some
geodesic z(s), we have

I%(Zq(x(S)))l < (129°°] + 197 = m*|)p(s)* < e(a®(s) 7T i(s)|* < e(a”(s))THFE0(s).

Recall that p(s) = (9¢)(z(s)) and that we have |#(s)| < i%(s) < (2°(s))“® from the proof
of LemmaB.2l Since 9 = (—1,w) + O(Ju]) on H, we have |Sq| + |Q0;q] = O(|q| + £t¢) and
Q9] = O(£t“?) on H. By integrating the inequality, we have

1Zq(x(s)) — Zq(x(0))] < /Osﬁ(xo(T))_HC%O(T) dr < (2°(5))°",
so we have
1 Zq(x(5))] S 12q(x(0))] + (2°(s)) 7 S 1+ ]q(x(0))] + (2°(5))7" = 1+ |q(z(s))] + (2°(5))"

In conclusion, we have |Zq| = O(|q| 4+ t°¢) in Qp. For Z = 9,, or Q;; we have better bounds
Q4] + |0g] = O(t°), since the estimates for dq|x and Q;;q|x are better. In addition, we
have [¢; — wige| = 77| 32 w;Qisq| St O

Lemma 3.5. For each (t,x) € Qp, we have ¢, > C71t7%, —q, > C71+7°¢ and |¢; + ¢,| <
€t_1+ca.

Proof. Recall that from the proof of Lemma (3.2)), we have |1%(s)| < 2%(s) and

(#(6)7 < 0) )% < () < 025D < (1)

along each geodesic z(s) in A. At (tg, z9) = z(so) for some geodesic z(s) in A, we have
(3.9)
1 1. , 1 3 1.
0 = 5o (s0) = —33(s0) + O(Ju(x(s0)) [#(s0)]) < —515% + Cetg 467 < 115
Here we take ¢ < 1 as usual.
To prove the estimate for ¢,, we first prove that ¢, > 0 in Q7. Assume ¢, = 0 at some
(to, o) € Q. By the eikonal equation (B.]) and the previous lemma, at (¢, z9) we have

0=9"q¢ + 29" q(q — ¢wi) + 97 (i — wigr) (5 — wjqr)
(3.10) =—q; + O(ulla:) Y la: — qwil) + O(>_ lai — wigr|)?)

= —q; + O(ty>™).
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Plug 39) into (BI0), and we conclude that ;2% < ¢? < 5279 and t2739¢ < 1. This is
impossible, since t273 >ty > Ty = exp(d/c) > 1 for € < 1. So we have ¢, # 0 everywhere
in Qp. Since ¢, = 1+ O(Ju|) > 0 on H, we have ¢, > 0 everywhere in Q7. By ([3.9), we have
¢+ ¢ = —q > it‘ce, Then since

0=—q _'_Zqz +O(ul|9g?) = (¢ + @) (— ¢ + r) +Z — qyw;)? + Ot |9g|?)

= (@ + QT’)(_% + qp) + O(t 724202 4 g~ 140%)
and since t71 < Ty < ¢, we have
@ + @ = (=i + ¢,) TTO(etTHHE) ST TR et TR,

Then we have ¢, = —q; + (¢ + q,) > O~ — Cet=110 > O~14-C¢, O

3.3. A null frame. We construct a null frame {e;, ey, e3,e4} in Qp as follows. Define two
vector fields es, e4 by

ey = (LO)'L, e3 = €4+ 2¢°0,.

Since ¢g"° = —1, we have ¢} = 1 and €] = —1. Moreover, we have
(ea,ea) = (L) XL, L) = (L°) gapLLF = 0,
(3.11) (4, €3) = (€3, €4) = (20" On, 1) = 2905g""€] = 2¢§ =2,

(e3,e3) = (eq,€3) + (2g0°‘0a, e3) =2+ anﬁgoaeg =2+ 263 =0.

Here (-, -) is the bilinear form defined by the Lorentzian metric (gns) = (¢*°)".

Next we define {e, },—12. When restricted to the 2-sphere H N{t = 71"} for some 7" > Ty,
the metric (gap) is positive definite. Thus, we can choose a smooth orthonormal basis
{E4}a=12 locally on this 2-sphere. Here we make our choice such that E,|y depends only
on w and not on ¢t. Note that F, is tangent to H N {¢t = T'}, that EY = 0 and that
(Ea, Ep) = 04p. Then we take the parallel transport of E, along the geodesics. That is, we
consider the equations DyFE, = 0 for a = 1,2. Here D is the Levi-Civita connection of the

Lorentzian metric, and D4 := D,,. Since e4 is tangent to the geodesic, equivalently we need
to solve the ODE’s

d . v «
(3.12) 75 P (w(s)) + 2" (s) By (x(5))T, (2(s)) = 0.
By the existence and uniqueness for linear ODE’s (e.g. Theorem 4.12 in [20]), these ODE’s

admit a unique solution for all 0 < s < sy. Finally, we define
e, = F, — E264, a=1,2.

Thus €2 = 0. Unlike e, €4, the vector fields ey, e cannot be defined globally in Q. This is

because there is no global orthonormal basis on a 2-sphere. In the rest of this paper, when

we state a property of e, on {7, we mean that any locally defined e, satisfies this property.
We conclude that {eg}r—1234 is a null frame by (311 and the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. In Qr we have (eq, €p) = dap and (€4, €,) = {(e3,€4) = 0 for each a,b=1,2.
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Proof. We first prove that (E,, E,) = 04 and (e4, E,) = 0 on H. The first equality follows
directly from the construction of {E,}. To prove the second one, we recall that ¢; = ¢,w; on
H; see the computations right above Lemma B2l Moreover, note that Y, *(0)E. = 0 since
E, is tangent to the sphere on H. Thus, on H, we have

(L, Ea) = Gas L B = 2q5 ) = 26 E, = 2gw:, = 0.
And since eq = (L°)7'L, we have (e4, E,) = 0 at z(0).
Along each geodesic z(s) in A, we have
es(Ea, By) = (DaEa, Ey) + (Eo, DyEy) = 0,
es(L,E,) = (D4L, E,) + (L, DsE,) = 0.
Because of the equalities at s = 0, we conclude that (E,, Ey) = 04 and (L, E,) = 0 (and

thus (ey, E,) = 0) along each geodesic.
Finally, note that

(€a,er) = (Eq, By) — E%eyq, By) — E)(Ey, e4) + EYEp ey, e4) = Oup,
(eg,eq) = (eq, Ey) — E{eq,eq) =0,
(e3,eq) = (29" 04, €a) + (€4, €0) = 2gapg""e’ = 2¢° = 0.
This finishes the proof. O

Before we move on to the next lemma, we summarize some important properties of a null
frame. First, any vector field X can be uniquely expressed as a linear combination of the
null frame:

1 1
(3.13) X = a;2<X> €a)€a + §<X, es)es + §<X> es)e.

In addition, for each k = 1,2, 3,4 we have

<gaﬁaﬁ’ ek) = gaﬁgﬁuez = Cks

so we obtain
af e 1 e 1 e af a B 1 a B 1 a B
(314) 9705 =) eieat sefes+ sefes =g = Y el + Sefey + Sefell

a=1,2 a=1,2

Finally, we have e1(q) = ea(q) = e4(q) = 0 and e3(q) = L° in Qp. In fact, since q, =
19a5L”, we have Xq = 3(X,L) = 3L%e4, X) for each vector field X. Then we use the
properties of a null frame. The equality e;(q) = e2(q) = e4(q) = 0 implies that ey, ey, e4 are
tangent to the level set of ¢, so eq, €5, €4 are sometimes called the tangential derivatives.

The next lemma shows several better estimates for the tangential derivatives.

Lemma 3.7. In Qr, we have e, = 0; + 0, + Ot 711990, e3 = ey +2¢°0, = —0, + 0, +
Ot~ and e, = O(1)d. Then, for all I, s, 1, we have

> (len(0°Z )| + lex(0°Z" %) + |ex(0°Z gap)|) S et 2T (r — 1)
k=1,2,4

Here we use the convention given in Section[2.4. Moreover, we have

|61(aag/u/)6g| + |62((9agu,,)e‘f| + |61(aag;u/)€? — 62(aaguu)6g| S Et—3+C’E.
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Proof. By the lemmas in Section B.2] we have

L' — L 2g; + 2qwi + O(Jull9q]) _ 2(gi — grwi) + 2(gr + g)wi + O(Jul|9g|)
Lo —2q, + O(Jul|0q]) —2q, + O(Jul|0q])

ey —w; =

By Lemma 3.4l and Lemma [3.5] the denominator has a lower bound C~1t=¢¢ — Cet=1+¢¢ >
(2C) 717 and the numerator is O(t~17). In conclusion, e; = 0; + 0, + O(¢t717)d. Tt
follows that for each I,

lea(0°Z"w)| < 1(0s + 0,)0° Z | + t7%100° 2"l
R e VA A e e D D VA AN

|J|=1 |J|<s+1
< <t + T’>_1 Z |0SZJZIu| + t—l-l—Ca(,r _ t)—s—l e~ 1H+Ce
[7]<1

(t+r) et O — )T et 2O (p — )

S
5 t 2+C€<,r, _ t>_8.

Here we apply Lemma 2.2] the pointwise decays in Theorem 2, and (2.5)). By the chain rule
and Leibniz’s rule, we can express e4(9°Z7(g*?, gop)) as a linear combination of terms of the
form
dm
du™
where > s, =s, > || = |I| and m > 0. These terms have an upper bound

(9 ) () - (07 Z"0) - (0% 2 ) - 4 (6 21)

S (e o A I o e (et ) T A (U

We thus have e4(0°Z7(¢°?, gag)) = O(et™ 2T (r — t)75).
Next we fix (¢9,x9) € Qr. Without loss of generality, we assume |g3| = max{|g;| : j =
1,2,3} at (to,zo). For i = 1,2, we define

Y i= ;05 — q30; = 7 Qs + (qi — wiqy) 03 — (g3 — w3q )05 = g Qis + O(t71799)0.

Here {Y7,Y5} is a basis of the tangent space of the 2-sphere ¥, ,,) = {t = to,q¢ = q(to, z0)}
t (to, o). Since e, lies in the tangent space (as €2 = 0 and e,(q) = 0), we can write
€y = Zi:1,2 CoiY; In a unique way. Since

(Y., Y}) = qiq;933 + 039i5 — €395 — 450393 = Giq; + 4305 + O(|u|q3), 1,7 =1,2,

we have

6aaea Zcmca] 2] j anlql 1—|—O(|U|))Q3Z 2

7

Then, for ¢ < 1 we have

e 1
1> 0+ (14 O(et9)) g2 ;Ci > 543 ;CZ-

25



Thus, we have |gscqi| S 1 for each a,i and thus € = ). ¢, Y, = O(Jcuigs]) = O(1).
since C717 <|q,| = | >, wiqi| <>, |ai| < 3|gs], for each multundex I, we have

lea(0°Z" )| < eaYi(@° ZMu)| S el (r7 g ]190° 2" u| + t71%|00° 2" )
S et 2O (r — )70,

By the chain rule and Leibniz’s rule, we finish the proof of the first estimate.
In addition,

0= (e1,e1) — (ea,€2)

= (Z cugi)’ — (Z Coitts)* + 3 Z(Ci — ¢5) + O(lulg3 Z Cai)
(3.15) = <2cliqi>2 - <2c2,~qi>2 + 4 Z@- — )+ O([u))
= Z CLiC1j — C2iCa)) iy — Z%qz + a3 Z ci; — ¢3:) + O(Jul),

2

0= <€1, €2>

— Z 01102] Iz ] Z Cllc2quq_] + Z C17,0226_13 + O |U|Q3 Z |Clic2]|
= Z C1iC2Gidlj + Z cricaigs + O(Ju).

i,

(3.16)

Then, we have

Y;'(Zg) = T_lquigg + O(t—1+CE|ag|) _ O(gt—Z—i-Ca)’

Yi(@ag)y}a = (r ' ¢ s(0a9) + (¢ — wigr) 95009 — (g5 — Ws%)aﬁag)y

= r (Y [Qis, 0alg + Vi Qisg) + (¢ — wiqr)Y;(039) — (g5 — wsqr)Y;(0;9)

=171 (=Y 059 + Y 0ig) + 174, Y Qusg + Ot~ |Y;(g)])
— 7‘—1QT(5ijQ383g —+ qjﬁig) + O(ét_3+C€)7

(Oag)ey = ZC‘” i(Oag)ey Y = Zcmcby 171G, (045q3039 + q;0;9) + O(et21¢%))

i.j

= Z i gs03g + Y1 Caihi@r 4019 + O [caicslgslet ™)
2,] ,J

= Z T CaiChiqrgsdsg + Y 1 CaiChirqi0ig + O (et ).
ij
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When a # b, by ([B.10]) we have
ea(ﬁag>€l? = T_quqg_l(_ Z Caicquiqj —+ O(|u|))83g + Z T_lcaicqurqj'ﬁig + O(gt_3+05)
i o7
= r—1QTQ3_1 Z CaiijqJ’(—qi&gg + qgﬁig) + O(T—1|qrq3—1||u| |8g\) + O(Et—3+05)
2
= 7”_1Q7‘Q3_1 Z Caicquj(—}/;g) + O(Et_3+c‘€) _ O(gt_3+05),
2
By (BI5) we have
e1(0ag)e] — e2(0ag)es
— Z Clz C2z %%839 + Z chclj — C2ZC2])QTanzg + O(&?T,_3+C€)

i,j
=1r7qq5 (= D (Cricr; — C2ic2)qiq;) 059 + 1 (cricrj — €aica;)arqi0ig + O(etT)
.3 i,J
= Z r_lqrq?)_lqj(cuclj — CQZ'CQj)(—Y;‘g) -+ O(&ft_3+ce> = O(&t_3+ce).

i,J
It is clear that our proof would still work if we assume |¢;| = max{|¢;| : j = 1,2,3} or
|g2| = max{|q;| : j =1,2,3}. This ends the proof.
O

Lemma 3.8. In Qp, we have |qg — (r —t)| < t°¢.

Proof. By the previous lemma and Lemma B.5 we have

2(q; — qwi) + 2(qr + g )wi + O(Jul|dq|)
LO

= 2(L°) (@ — grwi) + O(et 1),

62 —W; =
Thus,
ea(lqg—r+1t)=(0,+0,)(—r+1t)—2(L")* Z(% — guwi)wi + O(et71C9) = O(et71+C%)

Suppose (t,z) € Qr lies on a geodesic x(s) in Q. Since ¢ —r +t = 0 on H, by integrating
es(q — r +t) along this geodesic, we have

t
lg —r+t| < / er 1T dr < ¢
z0(0)
O
3.4. The connection coefficients. From now on, we write Dy, = D, for k = 1,2, 3,4 for
simplicity.
Lemma 3.9. In Qp, we have

Dyey = (Te5e))es,  k=1,2,4.

As a result, we have es(e) = O(et=*7%) for each k = 1,2, 3, 4.
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Proof. Since a geodesic in A is an integral curve of L, we have L* = #%(s) at z(s). Then,
the geodesic equation (4] implies
d
L(L%) = #%(s)(0, L") = d—LO(x(s)) =i%s) = —F?WL“L”, at x(s).
s
Divide both sides by L°, and we conclude e,(L°) = —I", efL” in Qp and thus es(In L?) =
—I'), ehey. Similarly, from [BI2) we obtain e,(Ey) = —I'), 4 EY. Thus, we have
Dyey = Dy((L°)7'L) = —(L°)2ea(LY)L + (L°) ' DyL = —(L°) ey (L)es = (I, eel)es.
For a =1, 2, since D, E, = 0, we have
D4€a = D4(Ea — E2€4) = —D4(E264) = —64(E2)64 — E2D464
= (T i Ey)es — (BT efel)es = T e (B — Eqey)eq
= (Tycheq)ea.
In addition, Dyey, = eq(ef)0s + Ffjl,eﬁf er0,. If we consider the coefficients of 0, in Dye for
k=1,2,4, we have eq(ef) = I, eiefes — T, eief. By LemmaBT we have

o 1 (e}
F/w = 59 6(8u9VB + O0ugup — 869W)

1 1 1
(317) = 59(16(8#91/5 + auguﬁ) - 5(2 egea(guu) + 5(6364(%11/) + 6363(9;111)))

1, 1, e
=59 ﬁ(augVB + Ougus) — 1€ e3(guw) + Ofet 2roe,

Then, since € = 1, for k = 1,2,4 we have

1 1 — vV Qo
a(e) = (50 Ougus + 0ugus) — 7%es(g) + Ot %)) ehefes

1 (e} 1 (07 — £ 14
- (59 ﬁ(ﬁug,,g + 81/%6) - 164 63(%1/) + O(et e ))eher
1

VvV _o (07 1 (07 1%
= 5906(64(91/5)%64 + er(gus)eies) + 59 Plea(gup)er + en(gus)el)

1 vV _« v _« -
— es(gu)(chefeqeld — ehefed) + O(et™*+)

= O(et™277%).
It follows that es(e) = es(e$) + €4(29°*) = O(et=27%). This finishes the proof. O
Remark 3.9.1. Since e3(q) = L°, we have
es(es(q)) = 64(L0) = —FgBeZLﬁ = —Fgﬁeﬁfefeg(q).

This equality is useful in the rest of this paper.
Next, we set Xap := (Dgeq, €) for a,b =1, 2.

Lemma 3.10. In Qp, we have
(a) x12 = Xa1.
(b) trx := x11 + X22 is independent of the choice of e; and e,.
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(c)

e, eq] = Zxabeb, D.ey = Zxabeb + (elje ZF?“,)Q, ea(€]) ZXabeb + O™,

Proof. (a) Since e,(q) = 0, we have
(ea, lex, ea]) = (L°) (L, [er, ea]) = 2(L%) Mer, ealg = 2(L°) " (ea(e2(q)) — ex(ex(q))) = 0.
And since
(Dreg,em) = er({er, em)) — (e, Dxenm) = — (e, Dien,), k,l,m=1,2,3,4,
we have
X12 — X21 = (D1ey, e2) — (Daey, e1) = (eq, —D1es + Doer) = —(ey, e, €2]) = 0.

(b) Suppose that {e}} is another null frame with e3 = €} and ey = ¢€). Then we have
el = (el epep, ea =, (€q, €,)e, and thus

o= (eaer)ey =Y (caep)(eh echec =Y (eq,€}) (€}, €c) = bac.
b b,c

b,c

Then,

Xlll + X/22 = Z el €4, € a Z Z ea’ eb eav ec Db€47 ec>
= Z Z €,s €n) (€, €e) Xbe = Zébcxbc = X11 + Xa2.

(c) Since Dyey, = (Fgﬁezek)&l for k = 1,2,4, we have (Dyeg,e,) = 0 for k = 1,2,4 and
thus
1

<€47 [647 €a]> = (647 Dye, — Da€4> = —<D4€47 €a> - §€a<€47 64) = O,
(€p, [€4, €q]) = (€, Dyeq — Dyes) = (€, Ds€a) — Xab = —Xab-

Since e = 1 and €2 = 0, we have [ey, €,]° = 0 (where [e4, e,] = [e4, €,]*0,) and thus

<637 [647 6a]> - <64a [647 6a]> + 290agaﬁ[e4a ea]ﬁ =0 + 2[64a ea]o =0.

By @BI3) we conclude that [es,eq] = — >, Xaves.- The second equality follows from
Dyes = [eq,es] + Dye,. The third one follows from e,(ef) — es(€?) = [eq, eq]* and the
previous lemma. O

3.5. The Raychaudhuri equation. It turns out that the estimates for y,, are crucial in
the proof of the global existence of the optical function. To obtain such estimates, we need
the Raychaudhuri equation

(318) 64(Xab) = - Z XacXcb 1 FgﬁezezfXab + <R(€4, €a)€4, 6b>.
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Here (R(X,Y)Z,W) :=(DxDyZ — Dy DxZ — Dx y)Z,W) is the curvature tensor. In fact,
since 2(Dgey, e4) = e4(ey, €4) = 0, we have

64(Xab) = €4<Da€47 €b> = <D4Da647 €b> + <Da€47 D4€b>
= (D,Dyjeq, ) + (D[e4 cal€4s ) + (R(€4, €q)eq, €p) + F06646b (Dgeyq,e4)
= (Da (Faﬁe4 6464 ZXac (Deea, ep) + (R(eq, eq)eq, €p)

(FOB€4 64)<64, €b> + Faﬁe4 64Xab Z XacXcb + <R(64> 6a)64, eb>

[

= F0564 €4 Xab — Z XacXch + <R(€4, ea)e4, €b>.

[

From (BI8), we can compute e4(x11 — X22), €4(x12) and e4(tr x). Note that

Z X1eXel — Z X2eXe2 = XT1 — X2 = trX(X11 — Xa22),
Z X1eXe2 = Z X2eXel = X11X12 + X12X22 = X12 tr,

1 1
Z X1eXel T Z X2cXe2 = XT1 + X3o + 2Xio = i(tl" X)? 4 500 — x22)? + 2x%s-

2

As for the curvature tensor, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.11. In Qp, we have

1
(R(eq, €q)eq, ep) = es(fap) + 646 Belter 050, gap + O(e2737C)

where

B o

1 - 5
far = 5(eqeiea(ga) — ehefen(gpn)) — 5eiealgan)ey = Oet™7%).

2

N —

Moreover,
<R(647 61)647 €1> - <R(€4, 62)64’ €2> = 64(f11 _ f22) + O(gt—3+08)7
(R(es, e1)eq, e2) = eq( fr2) + O(et >+,

1
(R(eq,e1)eq, e1) + (R(eq, e2)eq, e2) = eq(tr f — 5636563(9%)) + O(°t7°19%).

Proof. We have (R(ey, e,)eq, ) = eSelelel Rop, where Rp,, is given by
Raﬁ/u/ = <R(80M aﬁ)a;u 8V> = gUV(aOCFgu - 8BFZM + F%urgé - Piurgé)
o o 1 1)
= aoeruﬁu - 8ﬁruau - Fmﬁagm, + Fauﬁggm, + FBMF,,M; - Fa“FVB(;
= 8aruﬁu - 8ﬁruau - Fguréua + Fguréuﬁ

1
5(80:8#951/ - &xavgﬁu - 8ﬁaugow + 8ﬁaugau) - Féﬁurcﬁ/a + Fiur&/ﬁ-
30



Here for simplicity we set 'y, 1= gagfﬁy = %(@gw + Oy9ap — Oagyw). Then

1
_64 ae4 € (8 8#951/ 804&/95# - 858ugau + aﬁﬁugau)

2
1 v 1 o v 1 (e} v
= LeABu5, — Okl — ehex(Opg )l + hEL0,01
1 v 1 o 14 1 o
= ‘34(5(8ugﬁu - augﬁu) Zeb - 5‘34 eg(agga,,)eb) + 2‘34 eﬁeffebagaugw
+0(|9g] > lealef)])

k=1,2,4

a

1
— 64(fab) + 264 B@Z@Z@g&/ga“ + O(a2t‘3+C€)_
To finish the proof of the first part, we note that

(o 1 (o
Fguréua =49 6Faﬁuréua = Zg 5(8ﬁgau + augﬁa - aagﬁu)(aagéu + &zgoeé - aégau)~

By [B14), we have

1
eferehel T o = 970,909 + ) O(en(9)dg
k=1,2,4

:—Zec celg) + ges(9)esls) + seslo)este) + O 3 leao)lIog)

k=1,2,4
_ O(é?t 2+Ce | gt—l—l—Ce) — 0(521‘,_3—"06).

Similarly, we have e} eﬁe4eb1“au1“5yﬁ - 0(5215 3+C’a)'
To prove the second half, we only need to consider the term ;

B7, we have

eselelel 050, 9a,. By Lemma

1 1 34Ce
_646164628ﬁ8u9au 264646162(aﬁgau) O(et=+),

2
1045#1/ 1a5u 1 —34+Ce
564 e1€4€1050, Gy — 264 €54 €5050, gy = 264 64(6161(aﬁgau) — €3 62(8ﬁgau)) = Oet )-

Finally, note that
a B 1 v 1 a [ Bu 1 B v 1 B v
E €1€,€1€0080,Gop = 564 ey (g™ — 563 €4 — 56463)868119«1#

a

1 o v 1 (3
= §e4egg5 030y Gop — 564 ege§e4(8ggau)

1 _
= —64(5626565859(1“) + O(e%7379),

We briefly explain how we obtain the third estimate here. If F' = F(u) is a function of u
which is a solution to (II]), then by (B.14)

97050, (F(u)) = F'(u)g™up, + F"(u)g™ ugu, = 0+ F"(u Zec w)ee(u) + es(u)es(u))

_ O(gt—?:-‘rCa)'
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We thus have eS¢} 977050, ga, = O(et=37¢¢). To handle the other term, we note that

64(_64656§869au) - 564626564(859041) = 564(64€Z€§)8ﬁgau =0(e

2,—-34+Ce
t .
5 )

Thus, it follows from ([B.IJ) that
(3.19)

([ ealxn = x22) = = tr (v = x22) + Fgﬁezef(Xll — X22) + ea(f11 — fo2) + O(et™27)

Y

64(X12) = —X12 tI'X -+ F366265X12 + 64(f12) + O(Et—i’»—i-C'E)’

1

1
ea(try) = —5(“ X)* — §(X11 — x22)? = 2x%, + Fgﬁeief trx

1
+ey(tr f — 56362‘63(%“)) + O(e27379).

\

It turns out to be more convenient to work with (3.19) instead of (BIg]).

3.6. Continuity argument. Fix a geodesic x(s) in A with 2°(0) € H N {t < T}. Since
#%(s) > 0 for all s > 0 and lim,_,, 2°(s) = oo, there exists a unique 0 < sy < oo such
that 2%(sq) = T. Also fix some s; € [0,50]. Our assumption is that for all s € [0, s4], at
(t,z) = x(s) € Qr we have

o -1 < A —2+BE.
(3.20) nax [Xap — Oy ™| < At

Here A and B are large constants which are independent of T, ¢, s1, so and the geodesic x(s).
In the derivation below, we always assume that the constants C' in the inequalities are given
before we choose A, B, and that the constants C' are also independent of T', ¢, s1, sg and z(s).
Note that for A, B > 1, we have ([8:20) for s; = 0 by the next lemma.

Lemma 3.12. On H, we have |0%q| <t71 and max, p—12 | Xap — dapr | S t72FC5.
Proof. Recall from Section [3.1] that on H we have
(=1 = 4g”w; + 4gYw,w;)q} + (4g7wiw; — 29"wi) g + g¥wiw; = 0.
To compute X;q; where X; = 0; + 2w;0;, we apply X; to the equation and then solve for
X;q;. Then,
GXi(—1 — 4¢%w; + 497 wiw;) + @ Xi(4gPwiw; — 2¢%w;) + Xi(gYwiw;)

@ 2¢:(—1 — 4¢9%w; + 4gVwiw;) + 4g¥iww; — 29%w;

Note that every term on the right hand side is known. The denominator is equal to —2 +
O(|u|) on H, so it is nonzero for £ < 1. In addition, we have X,w; = O(r~') = O(t™!) and
Xiu = O(|ou]) = O(et™"), so X;q; = O(t™'). Next, we have

By applying 0, to the eikonal equation, we have

0= 20"q5q10 + (0,9°7)q0qs = 29°%qpqu + 2943 (Xsqr — 2wiqu) + (0:9°7)quqs.
32



And since (q;, ¢;) = (=1, w) + O(|u|) on H, we have

29"qpXiqe + (0:9°°)aaqs _  O(|0qlt™" +et™M0q*) _ o)
29%%qs — 4g"Pwiqp —2¢; — 4¢, + O(Jul[0q])

qit =

Finally we note that ¢; = X;q: — 2w;qy = O(t™1) and ¢;; = Xiq; — 2wiq;e = O(t™1).
We move on to the estimates for xy. By definition, we have
Xab = <Dae4> €b> - (ea(ez(f) + €Z€Zrﬁu)efga6~
As computed in Lemma [3.7, we have

1 1, . ,
59 PY(augwy + &Jgu'y) — 7€y 63(9;“/) + O(é‘t 2+C€))6564659aﬁ

eZeZF/O;Veggaﬁ = (2 4

1 12 1 1% —
= 5(%(91/5)6465%5 + ea(gus)eley gas) — 163(9uu)6564<€4, ep) + O(et27Y%)

_ O(Et—2+C’a).
In addition, recall from Section B.I] that ¢; = w;q, on H. Since e, is tangent to H, on H we
have

(@) = ea(wiqr) = eir_l((sij - wiwj)%“ + wiea(qr) = efzr_l - WiQTT_lea(T) + wica(qr).

Since e, is tangent to the 2-sphere {t = to, ¢ = q(to, 7o)} = {t = to, |x| = [xo[} at (to, z0) € H,
we have e,(r) = e w; =0 on H. Thus, on H we have

er¢a(d,) = chealar) = ) ep(ehr™ — 0+ wiea(ay))

= T_lgijefzeg - T_l(gij - 51']‘)626{; +0= r_léab + O(st‘2+CE),
It follows that
Lo Loeq(29™qy) — Lea(29"qy) _ 2(9™ — ¢§9”)ea(qy)

eq(€y) = ea(ﬁ) = (L9)? - 70 + O(gt_2+ca)a
2(ey — (eas e0)9™)ealqy) - 2¢y¢a(q,) _
a8 b 4, b a\y 2+Ce b Ca\ly 2+Ce
ea(€)er gag = + Of(et =————"= +0et
Censor ==, 2 o(uoa) T ) = axoquy TOETT
=170 + Ot 210",
This finishes the proof. O

To complete the continuity argument, we need to prove ([B3.20) with A replaced by A/2.
We start with yio and x11 — x22. By (8.19), we have
)(x12 = fr2) + 7%es(xa2 — fi2)
Y(x12 — fi2) + r2((—try + Fgﬁefeff)xlg + O(et=319%))

=71(2e4(r) —rtrx + T‘Fgﬁefef)xlg — 2req(r) fig + O(et~1C°).
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Recall that eq(r) = 14+ O(t717%), fip = O(ct™27%) and rT'%ge5e] = O(r|dg|) = O(e). By
3.20), we have |2 — rtry| < 2Art=2t5¢. In conclusion,

‘64(7”2()(12 . f12))| < T(2A7”t_2+BE +Ce + Ct—l-i—C’a) . At—2+Ba + Cét_l+ca
< CA2t—2+2Ba + CAEt—l—i—Ba + CAt—2+(B+C)E + CEt_H_CE
< CA2t—2+2B€ 4 CA&?t_1+B€.

By choosing A, B > C, we obtain the last inequality. On H, we have |[r?(x1o — f12)] < Ct¢¢
by the previous lemma. Thus, by integrating e,(r*(x12 — fi2)) along the geodesic, we have
(02 — fin)| < C(0)) + CA ()25 4 CAB 47"

< CtCe + CA2 —1+2B¢e + CAB~ 1tBE

Since Ty > €', we have A>T, '"2P¢ < 1 for ¢ < 1. In addition, by choosing B > A, we
have
[Xi2l < 772(Ifr2] + O + C 4 CtF) < Ct7207%,

Here C'is independent of A and B, so if we choose A > 4C, we obtain with |y1o| < $At~2752.
The proof for |x11 — x22| < $At275 is essentially the same.

To finish the continuity argument, we need to prove that | trx — 2r~ < $A¢t">*5<. For
h=trxy—trf=try+O0(et"?%) by B20) we have h = 2r~—' + O(At~27P¢) ~ 2r=1. Then,
for e < 1, by the last equation in (3.19) we have

64(h_1) = —h_264(h)

_ 1 1 o _
=—h 2(—§(tr X) + FOﬁ6464 trx — _64(646563(%&)) + 0(52t MR (x11 — X22)2 + X%2))

2
1 1
=—h" (—§h2 +T9e5eih — 5¢ es(efeles(gag)) + O(et31Ce 4 2p=3+Ce L g2—1+25e))
1
= &~ Thuefeiht + Lhoeefeaes(aus)) + Ot ™0%).

In the last line we use the product rule and the estimate e4(e) = O(et=27). In addition,
we have

2 —1r(t —t
=t g2 = B0 g e ) 5 407

by ([B11), we have

1

1 - e
FOB€4 €y = 29 7(6564(967) + egea(gary)) — 16263(9a5)6365 + O(et e )
1
= _163(%5)6464 + O(é‘t—%(k)
Thus, we have
(3.21)
1 I 1,3 N SRR
es(h™) = 5 + 1646463(9«16)}1 + Zrh egesea(es(gap))
+ O(ét_1+C€ 4 h_léft_2+ce 4 AtBsh—l‘e4(e3(g))‘)
1
=5+ 4h esel (e3(gap) + reales(gas))) + O(A P ey (e3(gag))| + et~ ).
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The next three lemmas are necessary for us to control es(gags) +17ea(e3(gas)) and es(e3(gas))-

Lemma 3.13. Under the assumption [B20), in Qr we have |e,(e3(q))]| + |ea(0q)] S t717CF,
lea(Qjq)| S At es(q)] + 1714 and [0%q| < t°F.

Proof. We have (assuming {a,a’} = {1,2})
ealeales())) = [eas eales(q) + ealeales(@)) = = D Xaven(es(9)) — el eliekes(q)

b
= - Z Xave(ea(a) — 209, (3" xavel + O(et=2+%%))ees ()
b

- FO eieiea(es(q)) — eq(I), )eleles(q)
= _(Xaa + FO 6464)6a(63(Q)) - Xl2ea’(e3(Q))
— (219 Z Xaveyel + eq(I, el + O (et~ =|T)))es(q).

Since Xap = 7 10y + O(At=252) ~ =1 for ¢ <4 p 1, the last term is O(et=2+%|e3(q)|) =
O(et=2+%%). Then,

lea(rea(es(q)))| = lea(r)eales(q)) + rea(eales(q)))]
<|(1+ O(t ) eales() = (Xaa + Thelied)ea(es(q)) — rxasea(es(q))| + Cet ™
< (Ir™ = Xaal + TR eiel] + OF27%))|rea(es(q))| + Irxasea (e3(q))] + Cet ™
< (At72Be L Cet™ + Ct729%) re,(es(q))| + CAL 25 req (es(q))| + Cet~1+C¢
Cet™? Z [rey(es(q))| + Cet~1+C%.

| /\

In the last line, we choose ¢ < 1 so that Cet™t > At=2t5¢ 4 t72+C< for ¢t > Ty = exp(d/e).
Since e, is tangent to H, on H we have e,(e3(q)) = €4(2¢°%q.) = O(|0?%q|+|ea(9)dq|) = O(t™1)
by Lemma 312 In conclusion, if (¢,z) € Qr lies on a geodesic x(s) in A, at (¢,z) we have

S Ireales(@))] < 3 Ireaes(a)|((0) + / 1 G5 D Irealesta))m 3 dr -+ O

< CH+Ct% + / Cer™! Z Ireq(es(q))|(r, z(T)) dr.

°(0)

Here (7,Z(7)) is a reparametrization of the geodesic z(s). We conclude that ) [re.(es(q))] <
Ct°¢ by the Gronwall’s inequality. In addition, in 7 we have

1

1
€a(¢a) = ea(§<8a7 ea)es(q)) = ea(ﬁefgageg(q))
1 1 1 14Ce
= 5%(65)%563@) + 5‘326’(1(9(15)63@) + 565%5%(63((1)) = 0@t 1+).
Next we compute e,(£2;;q). Note that

1 1 1
_<Qij> es)es(q) = 5(%’9]'5 - Ijgw)efﬁ’:@(Q) = 57“(%9]'665 - ngiﬁef)e?»(Q)-

Qijqg = 5
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We have

wiggses —wigisel = wieh — wieh + O(Jul) = 0(Y_ leg —wyl) + O(Jul) = O(¢~+),
j

50 7(wig;p€s — wigises)ea(es(q)) = O(t1+7). In addition,

ea((2i9j5 — T;9i8)€])
= (€95 — € gin)el + (2:9j5 — Tigis)ealel) + O(lea(g)])

=ele} —elel + (2igjs — v,9ip) Z(Xabeg +O0(et ™)) + O(lea(g)| + |ul)
b

= ezei - €£6i + Z Xab(l’ieg — xjeé + O(fr‘u‘)) + O<6t—1+C€>

b
= cuch — el + 17 (wieh — 25¢,) + O(r(Ixaa — 77| + [x12])) + Ot ™)
— 62(61 - CU]) — 6] (e — wz) —+ O(At—l-l-BE) + O(Et—l—i-C'E) _ O(At_l"'BE).

By the product rule we obtain the second estimate.
Finally, we consider 9%q. Recall that ef = L*/L" and that |9q| ~ |g.| ~ |a:| ~ es(q). By
the characteristic ODE’s, we have

_ _(aagwj)quV _ 1,
64((]&) - 63(q) O(€t ) 3(Q)

and thus

—0a (939" ) quav)es(q) + (989" )4uay - 206(9°7q5)
(e3(q))?

_ —2(939" ) quaves(q) + ((92/39“”)%% 20700y O(et1+99)
(es(q))

t

= 0(199)|8%q]) + O(t1+%) = O(et~4|Pq|) + O(et %),

Oa(ea(gs)) =

In the second line, we take out those terms without 9?q and control them using the estimates
for g and 0q. In the last line, we use the estimate |Jq| ~ e3(q). Besides, we have

(L0)? B e3(q)
v 66 Ov
- e g o es)
_ >, 2efer + 6364 + 6464)qa,,
e3(q)
2 Z 66611( o) + (65 + 65)64(Qa)
e3(q)

8{165 Oa (LB) — LP0, (L ) 28&(96VQV) - 2648 (gOVQV)

+ O(et™)

= 235 Cucalda) +O0(et™).

+ O(et™ e3(q)
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Thus, we have
€4(gap) = [€4,0alqs + Oalea(qs)) = —0a(€1)Du(gs) + Oalea(gs))
= O((ea(@)) Y [ealas)ealaa)]) + O(ct™|0%]) + O(ct~1+%)

= O(et70%q|) + O(et™1TC= 4 t727¢%),

In the last line we use the estimate e3(q) > C~1t~“¢. Since 8¢ = O(t!) on H, we conclude
0%q = O(t%) by the Gronwall’s inequality.
U

Lemma 3.14. Set h; := 7(0;(ru) — ¢;q.10,(ru)). Under the assumption [B.20), in Qr we
have |h| S et |eq(hi)] S Aet™ 75 and e, (ru) =Y, eq(w;)hi.

Proof. We have
hi = r(wu + ru; — gig, tu — gy truy) = rugy (gws — @) + 2 (w — gty
= (Tu + T2ur)qr*_1(QTwi - QZ) + r2(ui - Wiur) = (u + Tur)qr_l Z ijijq + Z szjiu-
- ,

Since |u|+|u,| < et7 1 g —wiq,| < t7CF and u;—wjiu,| < et we obtain |h;| < et
Moreover,

6a(ijiju) = 6297;]"& + Ijea(Qiju) = O({—:t_l"’_ca)’
eal(u+run)gr ' wiQisq) = eau +run)g; wiQijq — (u+1u,) g *ea(gr)w; Qijg
+ (u+ ru,) g e (W) Qg + (u + ru,) g wieq(q)
= O(et™ 1) 4+ O(elgr| 7 ea(Qq))
=O(et™") + O(Aat_”Beeg—@) = O(Aet™1+5%),

T

(wi) = O(r™1), Qg = O(t%), ¢, >

Here we apply many estimates such as e,(r) = O(1), e,
= O(At™1*Pee3(q) + t7119¢) from the

C~'t=% and etc. In particular, we apply e,(2q)
previous lemma. Thus, we have e,(h;) = O(Ast=15¢).
Finally, we have

Z eq(wi)h; = Z eér‘l(éij — wiw;)h;
= Ze (ru) — qzqr Ze w;w; (0, = 4iq, 19, (ru))
= e, (1) — eq(q)q Z e]w] Z ru) — wiqiq, O (ru))

= eq(ru).
U

Lemma 3.15. Under the assumption [3.20), in Qr we have |[r~tes(u)+eq(es(u))| < e At—35¢
and |eg(es(u))| < et=2.
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Proof. The second inequality follows directly from the first one. To prove the first one, we
note that for each function F' = F'(¢,z), we have

Q, (0% 1
9°%0,05 F Ze ef + —6463 + = 53 e5e) 0,05 F

= Z ea(ea(F)) — ea(€X)F,) + eq(es(F)) — eq(e§) Fy
= Z eq(eq(F (Daea) F +eherT Fy) + ea(es(F)) — (Daes) F + efesl™, F,.

By BI7), we have

1
bl Fo = 507 Fal€lea(90s) + €lica(gus)) -
= O(et™*T%|OF | 4 et es(F)|),

1
es(gu)eherea(F) + O(et ¥ |0F )

1 1
ejesT, Fo = 59° Fa(6§64(9m) +effes(gus)) — celieses(gu)ea(F) + O(et™H|0F])

2 4
1
Z ele.(F) + 6364(F) + 56563(}7’))6563(9“5) + O(et 2T |OF | + et eu(F)|)
1
- Zeg(F)e4eZeg(gM5) +O(t R + et > fer(F))).
k=1,2,4

Moreover, since
1 1
Dyeq = (Dgeq, eq)eq + §<Daea> eq)es + §<Da€a> e3)ey

1
= (Dy€q, €a)ea + =(—Xaa)€3 + (—=Xaa + €€ ZF?W)&;, a#a

2( 2
1 1
Dyes = Z<D463, ep)ep + §<D463, eq)es + §(D463> es)ey

_ 0 p v
= -2 E L eiepes — F Jeheles,
b

we have

> (Duea)F = (Diey, e2)ea(F) + (Daes, e1)er (F) —

a

(trx)(es(F) + eq(F)) + Zeg "I es(F

(tr x)es(F) + Ot~ |ea(F)])
Tles(F) + Ot ea(F)] + AT Jes(F)]),

= (D1ey, ex)ex(F) + (Dae, e1)eq (F) —

<D1€17€2>€2() <D2€27€1>€1(F)
(Dyes)F :—2ZF Jeherey(F) — ) elieles(F)

1
2
1
2
—r

1 €
= ¢ e3(gap)eieles(F) + O(et™ 1Z|eb )| + et 2+ es(F))).



Here we use the assumption [320) and |e3(u)| < |0u| S et~ In conclusion, we have

gaﬁﬁaagF = Z €a(€a(F)) — <D161, €2>62(F) — <D262, €1>61(F) + 64(63(F>) + 7’_163(F)

+ Ot |ealF)| + At ey (F)]) + Ot |0F | +et™ Y Jen(F))-

k=1,2,4

By taking F' = u, we obtain

0=g"%0,05u =Y ea(ea(u)) — (Dieq, ex)es(u) — (Daes, e1)er (u)
(3.22) -

+ 1 Yes(u) + eqes(u)) + O(Ast™3159),
In addition, note that
es(es(F)) + 1 tes(F) = e (29" + e$) Fy + (29" + e9)es(F,) + 1 es(F)
= O((lea(g”)| + lea(eD)DIOF| + [ea(Fo)| + r~"es(F)])
= O(t 2T %|OF | + |es(OF)| + 7 es(F)|).

Thus, we have

| Zea ea(F)) — (Dier, ez)ea(F) — (Daeg, e1)e1(F)]

§\82F|+5t‘2+05\8F|+r‘1|eg(F)\+t_1|e4( N+ A feg(F))) +et™ > fer(F
k=1,24

When F' = r~', the right hand side has an upper bound Ct=3+“¢. When F = w;, the right
hand side has an upper bound Ct~27. Here we choose ¢ <4 5 1 so that At=2T5¢|ez(r=1)| <
Ap—4+Be S =3 and At_2+B€|63(wi)| S Ap—3+Be S =2

We set U(t, x) = ru(t,z). Then, by the previous lemma,

ea(t) = eq(r7U) = eo(r" U + 17 e (U) = eo(r U + 171 Zea(wi)hi
ealea()) = eq(ea(r™))U + 2e4(r Zea (wi)hi + 17 126“ (ea(w))hi + 1~ 126“ (wi)eq(h
= ea(ea(r™NU + 773 eqlea(wi))hi + O(Aat—3+B€ + et 3tCe),

i

Thus, we have

Z eq(eq(u)) — (Dyey, ea)ea(u) — (Daea, eq)er(u)
= Zea (ea(r™)) — (Dye1, ex)ea(r™Y) — (Daeg, e1)er (rH))U
rt Z Zea ea(w;)) — (Dier, ea)ea(w;) — (Daea, er)er (wi))hy + O(Aet=3H5¢ 4 g4 =3+0¢)
— Ot 3+Ca|ru| 4O | 4 At 3B o= 3H0S) = O(Aet— D),

We finish the proof by this estimate and (B8.22]). O
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We now finish the continuity argument. By writing g/, 5 := A ,—09°"(u), we have

e3(9ap) = g;ﬁ(u)ei’:(u)a
es(e3(gap)) = 9&5(“)64(63@)) + 925(“)64(10)63(“)
= O(et 2 + et 2% . at7™h) = O(et™?),
and thus
e3(gap) + rea(es(gas)) = gug(u)(es(u) +rea(es(u))) + ghg(u)es(u)es(u)
= O(rAet™ 3P £ pet27C . 471 = O(Aet™275),

Thus, by B.21]),
1
lea(h™h) — 5\ <t Ast™2TBe L ApltBe L oy2 g 14 0s < gy B

By the initial condition, on H we have
|2 —r(trx —tr f)]
2h
where the constants are known before we choose A, B. Now, suppose that (f,x) € Qg lies
on a geodesic z(s) in A. At z(0), we have h™*|,0) = 7(2(0))/2 + O((2°(0))“%). Thus,
1 1

. . . 1 ]
B ey = 5r(@(0)) = (¢ = 2"(OD] < (A a) = b7 o) — 5 (8 = 2°(0)] + Ct°

2] = Sr(2=rux +lru fl) St

t

< / Aer™ 1P qr 419 < BT AP 4 1CF
z0(0)

Also note that r(z(0)) — 2°(0) +t = q(t,z) +t = r + O(t“?) by Lemma [B.8 In conclusion,

|h=t —r/2| <t + B~YAtP¢ at (t,x). This implies that h~! ~ r and

2 2 —2h71
trx — =] < |h— =]+ Cet 20 S || 4 Qe 20
r r rh—

< Cr2(CtF + OB AtP?) + Cet 270 < Ct7275 OB A28,

By choosing B > A >¢ 1, we conclude that |trx — 2/r| < $At~>*5¢. This finishes the
continuity argument as we have proved that (8.20) holds with A replaced by A/4.

4. DERIVATIVES OF THE OPTICAL FUNCTION

In this section, we aim to prove that ¢ is smooth in €2, where smoothness is defined in
Section 2.4l Our main result is the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. The optical function ¢ = q(t, x) constructed in Proposition[31dlis a smooth
function in Q. Moreover, in Q, we have Z'q = O({q)t°?) and Z'Q;q = O(t¢) for each
multiindex I and 1 < i < j < 3.

In Section A1l we define the commutator coefficients £, with respect to the null frame
{ex}, and derive several differential equations for £ and their derivatives. Note that the
estimates for these & would imply the estimates for ¢ in Proposition d.Il We also define a
weighted null frame {V;} which will be used in the rest of this paper. In Section 2], we
focus on the estimates for ¢ on the surface H where the initial data of ¢ are assigned. In

Section [£.3] we prove Proposition which gives several important estimates for £. Here
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we make use of the differential equations and the estimates on H proved in the first two
subsections. Finally, in Section [£4] we conclude the proof of Proposition 1] by applying
Proposition

To end this section, in Section we derive two equations (A31) and (432) for ez(u)
and e3(q), respectively. In these two equations, we have estimates for all derivatives of the
remainder terms. While they are not related to the proof of Proposition 4.1l they will be
very useful in the next section.

4.1. Setup. As a convention, we use k, [ to denote a number in {1,2, 3,4}, and we use a, b, ¢
to denote a number in {1,2}. For a finite sequence of indices K = (ki,...,ky), we set
|K| =m, nK,k = {j . ]{Zj = ]{7} and EKx = €k1€k2 cctCL

m*

4.1.1. Commutator coefficients. We define

1

Slews el es), & = 3llen il o).

By (BI3) we have [ex,, ex,) = & €. Thus these &,’s are also called commutator coefficients
in this paper.

We now derive several equations for {. Note that & , = —¢& . (so &, = 0) and that
&Y = & since [ey, ] never contains 9. Thus, we only need to study those &, ’s with
k:1<k2andl§3.

We start with [es, e4]. By Lemma 3.9 we have

ggl = <[ekael]aea>> a = 1927 52[ -

([es, €4], €4) = (D3eqy — Dyes,eq) = —(Dyes, eq) = (e3, Dyey) = 2F0664 ey,
s0 &3, = F0564 e,. For &£4,, we have the following equation
€4(£54) = ea((Dseq — Daes, €q)) = ea((Dses, €q)) + ea((es, Daca))
= (DyDsey, e,) + (Dseq, Dye,) + 264(F0564 e?)
= (D3Dyey, eq) + (Dieyegj€a, €a) + (R(eq, €3)ea, 0) + (Dsea, (... )ea) + 2e4(T0 g€ €l )
= (D3((TS5e5e)eq), ea) — Exy(Diea, ea) + (Rlea, e3)eq, €q) + 2e4(T05efel)
= —X5a&ly + (R(ey, €3)eq, €4) + 264(F05646 ).

Next we consider [e,, e4]. From Lemma B.I0, we have £, = x4 and &3, = 0. Thus we
have the Raychaudhuri equation

64(Xab) - Fgﬁez€§Xab - Z XacXcb + <R(647 €a>€47 eb>-

Next we consider [e1, e5]. Note that &, = 0 as ([e1, €], e4) = 0. For £, we have £], =
(Diey — Daer,er) = (Dieg, e1) and &5, = (Dieg — Daey, ea) = —(Daeq, e3) = (Daeg, e1). So,
€y = (Dgea, 1) and

e4(&) = ea({Daea, 1)) = (DaDqyes, €1) + (Daea, Daer)
= (DyDyes, €1) + (Dieyenj€2, €1) + (R(€s, eq)e2,€1) + F066461 (Dgez, eq)

= FOB€4 €2 Xal — FOB€4 €1 Xa2 — XacSia + (R(e4, €a)ez, €1).
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We end with [e,, e3]. Note that

1 1 !
23 = §<Da63 — Dgea, 64) = _§<€37 Dae4> + §<€a, D364>
1 1 1.,
= —§§§4 - §<€3, Dyeq) + 5534 +

:_2F0564‘3 + 534,

1 1
§<€a7 D463> = _<637 D4€a> + 55??4

&ly = (Daes — Dseq, €a) = (Daes, €a) = Xaa + (Da(29"00), €a)
= Xaa + 2€4(9"*)gagel + 2g0aeﬁf“aguyez.
For &% where a # b, we have
ea(€23) = ea((Daes — Dieq, 1)) = ea(Xab + (Da(29°%00), €) — (Dsea, )
es(Xab + 2€4(9°) gages + 2g0°‘eﬁF“agWeg) — (DyDseg, ep) — (Dseq, Dyey,)
(
— (R

€4(Xab + 26@( )gaﬁeb + 2g0aeﬁruagwjez) - <D3D46a> €b> - <D[e4,63]6a> €b>
(e4,€3)eq, €) — F066466<D36a,64>

= (ea+ Fgu% ef) (Xab + 2€a(g” )gaﬁeb + 2goaegfga9uu65) - F2V€Z€Z§Zs - Z &548ap

— (R(eq, e3)eq, €p) — F05‘34 eles, + F05‘34 €p v,

Given §, we can express ey, (ef,) in terms of e} and &f,. In fact, the formulas for ey(ef)
follow from Lemma [3.9] Besides,

ex(e) = [er, ea™ + ea(ef) = el + ea(ef),
ex(e§) = ex(e]) + 2ex(g™),
es(ef) = [es, e + ex(ef) = Eaef’ + ex(es),
ea(€y) = (Daey)™ — €Z€ZTZ'V

1 1
— Z D,ep, ec)es + §<Daeb, es)eq + §<Daeb, es)es — ehey 'y,
]_ 08 JUN 72 ple}
__Zgbc Ce _2thb 64_'_63) <eb7 ( 8g)> L F

1 . .
= - Zfbc € — 2Xab ef +e§) — (ehgusea(9”) + e gy el e — eley T,

4.1.2. A weighted null frame. A new frame {V;} defined below turns out to be very useful
in this section.

Definition. We define a new frame {V,.};_, by V, = re, fora=1,2 and V3 = (3R—r +1)e3
and V; = tey. We call {Vi}{_, a weighted null frame, since Vj, is a multiple of e, for each k.
As usual, for each multiindex K = (ki,...,k,) with k, € {1,2,3,4}, we define V! =

Vi =+ + Vi, as the product of || vector fields.
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It is easy to see that
Vi=tt+7r)"1S + (t + 7)) Hw;Qo; + (el — w;)0;,

(4.1) Va=BR—7r+t)r 'V +2¢°*(BR —r +t)0,,
‘/:1 = Va(r)wl&- + 62(4)ij2';

1
(4.2) Z=r" 2@:<Z, ea)Va+ 5t (Zoes)Va+ 5 (3R P VAN
These formulas illustrate the connection between the weighted null frame and the commuting

vector fields.
Here we briefly explain why we work with {V}}. First, we note that

ZNZO (t)er + O((r —t))es =~ ZO

k#3

If we work with a usual null frame, then in order to prove Zlq = O({q)t“¢), we might need
to prove

(4.3) |€I(Q)| 5 (T _ t>1—”1,3t—n1,1—nz,z—m,4+Cs

where e; and ny, are defined at the beginning of Section 1l In contrast, if we work with a
weighted null frame, then we can prove

(4.4) Vil < (r — )t

Since (4.3]) is much more complicated than (£4]), we expect the proof to be much simpler if
we choose to work with the new weighted null frame.
Next, to prove an estimate for /¢, we need to compute

ea(Vigp=t=" > V[V

1=(J,5,J")

Since Vj, is a multiple of ey for each k, we expect [Vy, Vi] to be relatively simple. If we choose
to work with the commuting vector fields defined in (2.1J), then we need to compute either
leq, Z] or [V4, Z]. Neither of these two terms has a simple form.

4.2. Estimates on H. We start with the estimates on the surface H. Recall that the vector
fields X; = 0; + 2w;0, are tangent to H for ¢ = 1,2,3. For a multiindex I = (i1, ...,%y)
where i; € {1,2,3}, we write X! = X, --- X, and |I| =

In this subsection, we keep using the convention stated in Section 241

We have the following pointwise estimate. We ask our readers to compare this lemma
with Lemma 2.2

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that F' = F(t,x) is a smooth function whose domain is contained in
{(t,x) e RM3: r ~t > 1}. Then, for nonnegative integers m,n, we have

Y ZXIFISr-0 Y |Z'F

[I|=m, |J|=n [I|<m+n
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Proof. We induct first on m + n and then on n. There is nothing to prove when n = 0. If
m = 0 and n = 1, we simply apply Lemma 221 In general, we fix multiindicies I, J such
that |I| = m and |J| = n, such that m +n > 1 and n > 0. We can write X’ = X7 X,
Then, by our induction hypotheses, we have

\Z'XTF| < |Z'X70,F| + | Z' X7 (w;0,F)|
Sr=nt" Y (|ZR0F| + |25 (w0 F)).
|K|<n4+m—1

Since Z%w = O(1) for each |K| > 0, by the Leibniz’s rule we have
Z'XTF| S =ty > ZROF| S (r—t)' Y 025 F)

|K|<n+m—1 |K|<n4+m—1
Ser—t Y |ZFF).
|K|<n+m
In the second inequality here we use the commutation property [Z,d] = CO. U

The next lemma is a variant of Lemma with Z replaced by X. Note that we do not
need to assume that (mg”) satisfies the null condition defined in Section Bl

Lemma 4.3. Fiz two functions ¢(t,z) and (t,z). Let (m3®) be a constant matriz. Then,

Xi(m§® paths) = my’ (0aXid) s + M’ 0a(0s X)) + 17 fodatbs.
a,B
Here fy denotes a polynomial of w; we allow fo to vary from line to line.

Proof. We have [X;, 0y] = —2(0aw;)0;. By the Leibniz’s rule, we have
Xi(mg"ats) = mg” (BaXid)tos + M5 (05X et0) — 2m5” (Bawi) drths — 25" (Dwi) e
= m§” (0 Xi0)10s + mg” da(05 Xi1))
— 2r M m{ (6 — wjwi)Prds + mg? (65 — wjwi) ol
= mp” (00 Xi0) s + M’ Ga (05 X)) + 771 fodaths.
o.p

O

Using the previous two lemmas, we can now prove the estimates for Z/qg on H. In the
next two lemmas, ' denotes the product of |I| vector fields in {Qy2, Qs3,Q13}. In the rest
of Section [I.2] we would use €2 to denote any vector field in {9, 3,213} instead of the
region. There should be no confusion as we focus on estimates on H.

Lemma 4.4. On H, for all multiindices I, we have Z1q = O({q)t?) and Z'Qq = O(t°?).
Proof. For convenience, we set
Omnp = Opmnp(t, ) = > 1ZTX70K ).
[I|=m, |J|=n, |K|=p
On H, we claim that

Omno AT, Ym,n >0, Oy < (@)%, Yim,n >0, p > 0.
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We first assume m = 0. Since €2 and X are tangent to H and since q|y = r — t, we have
X7O0Kq = X7Q (r — t) for all multiindices J, K. If |[K| > 0, we have X/QF(r —t) = 0;
if |J| > 0, we have X7 (r —t) = O(r*=l) = O({g)'~!). Then, on H we have O = |q|,
Oonp=0for p> 0, and Op 0= O({g)'") for n > 0. So the claim is true for m = 0.

In general, we fix (m,n,p) with m > 0. Suppose we have proved

Oprro ST, ¥m! 0/ > 0 such that m’ +n' < m+n+p
(45) orm' +n' =m+n+p m <m;
' Oty S A%, Wm0’ >0, p' > 0 such that m' +n' +p <m+n+p

orm' +n' +p =m+n+p, m <m.

From now on, we fix three multiindices 7, J, K such that |I| = m, |J| = n, and |K| = p.
We write Z! = ZZ" and apply Z" X7QX to the eikonal equation. We have

0=2¢"%q3(0,2" X705 ¢) + Ry + Ry + Rs
where the remainders are given by
Ry = ZV X7QK (m* goqp) — 2m*P (9,27 X7 ) g5,
Ry = Z" X705 ((9°7 = m*?)qaqs) — 2(9°7 — m*?)qs(2" X702 qa),
Rs = 2(g*% — m*)qa(Z" X7QX g — 0,27 X7Q5¢)

We start with R3. Recall that ¢ — m = O(et7'7%¢) and ¢z = O(1) on H. Besides,
ZU' X705 g0 — 0,27 X0 ¢ is a linear combination of terms of the following forms

Z17Z,0,)22X70 g = czh oz X0, Zhzzl = 77,
ZV XX, 0, X208 g = CZV X ((0,w)0 X205 ), X' XX72 =X/,
Z'XTQMQ,0,)0%q = CZ"X7QM 00" 2q, QM = oF.
The first row has an upper bound

Yoo 10ZM XN S et DT 12X = ()" Y Oy

K<)+ o] K<t e
Sy ()T S (g TR

We can use the induction hypotheses (L5) to control the sum >, Opy iy, since m' +
n+p<m-—1+n+p<m+n+p. The second row has an upper bound

Y |Zh X0 - |2 X0X 20N g)

[Ty [+|I2|=m—1

FARSF RN
—1—|J! —|Jh|—1—|J: K' K
< E r ‘1‘-<7‘—t>‘2| | J2| E |25 QK|
[ J1 [+ J5]=]J1] | K7 |<| 24| J5|+1+| T2
—1-— —nyCe
SO DY Owop S {g)
m/'<m—1+4+n
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In the first inequality we apply Lemma and Lemma In the second line, we apply
(@H). The third row has an upper bound

TR S PG ETA PR U D S A
|K'|<m—1+n |[K/|<m—1+n+[K1]+1
<A{gy Z Omroo S (q) "%
m/<m—1+n+p
In conclusion, R3 = O(et~ '+ (¢g)™).
We move on to R,. By the Leibniz’s rule, we can express R, as a linear combination of
terms of the form

leXJlQKl (gaﬁ _ maﬁ) . leXngqua . ZISXJSQKSqﬁ’

where Y [L|=m—1, > || =n, > |K.| =p, maxj—o3{|L| + || + |Ki]} <m+n+p—1.
On H, by Lemma .2 and (£.3]) we have

|Z12XJ2QK2qa| < <q>—|J2| Z |ZKlqa| < <q>_\J2\—1 Z |ZK/q| < <q>_“]2‘tca.
| K| <|Ia|+]|J2|+| K2 |K!|<m+n+p

We can estimate ZX7Q%sgs in the same way. And since ZDnX1QF1(g*F — maf) =
O(g{q)~1"11t=1%¢¢) by Lemma B2, we conclude that Ry = O(e{q) "t~ ) on H.

We move on to R;. By Lemma 2] we can write Q% (m®7q,qs) as a linear combination
(with real constant coefficients) of terms of the form

(4.6) m (0.9 q)(0;9%2q),  min{1,p} < K|+ |Ka| < p.

Here (m®?) is the usual Minkowski metric. In fact, if p = 0, then [6) is m*?q,qs so there
is nothing to prove; if p > 0, then we guarantee that |Ki|+ |K5| > 0 in ([4.0) since

QX (m*Pqaqs) = O (M (0,.Qq)q5 + m*?q.(05Qq)), QX =X qQ.

Next we consider X7QX (m*q,qs), so we apply X7 to [@6). By Lemma 3 we can write
XTO0K (m*q,qs) as a linear combination (with real constant coefficients) of terms of the
form
maﬁ(aaXJnglq)(aﬁXJQQKQq)a |‘]1| + |J2| =n,
min{1, p} < [Ki|+ |Ks| < p;

XA fo) - (X20X QM) (XB0X QN 2g), ST[L]+ T =n~1,
min{l1, p} < [Ki| 4 | K3 < p.

Again (m®?) is the Minkowski metric. We finally apply Z' to each of these terms. By
Lemma and the Leibniz’s rule, we can write R; as a linear combination (with real
constant coefficients) of terms of the form

( m? (0,21 XK q) (05272 X 72 02g),
||+ L) <m—1, ||+ |J2] =n, min{l,p} < |Ki|+ |Ks| <p
(4.7) \L| + [ A] + K, o] + 2| + [ Ka| <m—1+n+p;

ZBEXD(r1 fo) - (ZD X1 oX 10K q) (212 X 29X 202,
\ Sl =m=1, SILI 4] =n—1, min{l,p} < |Ki| + |Ks| <p.
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Here (m$”) is some constant matrix satisfying the null condition defined in Section P It
follows from Lemma that on H the terms of the first type in (£.7) has an upper bound

71> (122 X0 g||0zB X0 g + |02 X 0R || 28 2 X 2052 q))
IL|=1
St YD 2R 2 X0Rg||27 2R X0 ) S ) T Oveyn i Ot Kl

|L1|=|L2|=1

Since min;_q of|[;| + |J}| + | Ki| + 1} < m+n+p and since |J;| + |Jo| = n, we can apply (.5
to conclude that on H

MG (0a 2" X110519) (952" X2 Q2q)| St (g) ', it p=0;
[mg” (0. 2" X710 q) (0522 X 20 g)| St g™, ifp > 0.
Meanwhile, by Lemma [£.2 and ([4.3]), on H we have
|Z13XJ3 (T_1f0)| S t—l+C’a<q>—\J3\’

12D X 719X TI0K | < ()Ml > O o5
m/ <|I1|4+14|J1|+|J1]
|ZIZXJ28XJéQK2q| S <q>—1—\J2\_|J§| Z Om’,O,\K2|-

m/ <|Ia|+1+[J2|+| ]3|

Here we can apply (@A) as max;— o{|]}| + || + |J/| + |Ki| + 1} < m + n + p. Thus, the
product of these terms is O(t =1+ {g)!=") if p = 0, or O(t~1*%(¢)™") if p > 0. Thus, on H
we have Ry = O(t717(g)17) if p = 0, and Ry = O(t~ 17 (¢)™) if p > 0. In conclusion,
we have
207°45(0a2" X7 ) = O () ™™),  ifp=10;
202450, 2" XK q) = O(t~ = (g)™™), if p > 0.
Next, we note that

X Z' X0 q = 2" X; X0 g+ Y~ Z"MX;, 2] 2 X705,

I'=(I1,i,I2)
Q2" X708 q = 2" X0 g+ Y 20, 227 X0
I'=(I1,1,I2)
+ > ZUX e, XX 05,

J=(J1,5,J2)

Recall that [Q, Z] = > foZ and [X, Z] = > fo0 where fy denotes any function such that
ZK' fo = O(1) for all K’. By Lemma 2] we have

X 20 XI5 S Omrnyip+ Y, |1Z2"(£002" X705 )|

I'=(I1,i,I2)
-1 E
S Om—l,n-{—l,p + <q> Om’,n,pa
m/<m—1
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Q27 X7 Q"]
SOmotmprr + > 1ZM(f0ZZ2"X705g) |+ Y 12" X7 (f0X "0 )|

I'=(I1,i,I5) J=(J1,5,J2)
SOminpii+ Y, Owap+ Y ()27 27 (f0X 20" g)|
m/<m—1 |J1]4+|J2|=n—1
5 Om—l,n,p+1 + Z Om/m’p —+ <q>—” Z Om’,O,p'
m/<m-—1 m/<m+n—1

In conclusion, on H we have
IXZUXT0Rq] < (g0, ifp=0; | XZU'XIQKq| < (g)7 o, if p > 0;
QZIXTONq| S ()T, ifp =0 1027X7QNq| S ()T if p > 0.
We now end the proof. By setting L® = 2¢g*°q5 and L = L®8,, we have

L-L'X;, 1
0= = 5L+ zi:w,-xi +O(Jul) L + Z:O(Iul)Xi,

0; = X; — 2w;0 = w;L+ X; — 2w; Y wiX; + O(Jul) L+ Y O(Ju]) X:.
Note that L° = 2 + O(|u|) and L' = 2w; + O(Ju|) on H. Then, we have
S = (—%t +r)L+(t—71) ;wiXi +O((r+1t)|u|)L + Z O((r + t)|ul)X;
= O(t +et“*)L + Z O({q) + et“*) X.
And since Qpp = 2 Xy — 2 Xy, we have >, r 1w Qe = Xy — >, wpwy Xy Thus,
Quy = (=52 + )L+ 0X; + (2 = 2003) Yo+ O((r + OluD L+ 37 O+l X,
= t(X; — wjwiX;) + O(t + t“*) L + ZZO(@) + et9) X; Z
=tr7 ') Wi + Ot +et“%)L + ZZO(@ + et X;.

In conclusion, for each Z € {0,, 5, Q;}, we have

22" X7 q) S Y 19,27 X7 g + L2V X705 + ((q) +19) D 1X:2" X705

1<i<j<3

If p = 0, the right hand side has an upper bound (g)!~"t%%; if p > 0, the right hand side has
an upper bound (q)~"t“c. We finish the proof by induction. O

Lemma 4.5. On H, we have Z'(¢; — wiq,) = Ot and Z1(q; + q,) = O(et=11°¢) for

each I. As a result, Z'(q; + w;q;) = O(t711%).
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Proof. Recall that ¢; — w;q, = > i r'w;Q;q. By Lemma L4 and the Leibniz’s rule, for each
I we have
2wl S D 1200wy -1 250g] SO

1|+ 12]=[1]
So Z1(q; — wiq,) = O(t~11¢¢). Moreover, by the eikonal equation we have
—(@ + @)@ — g +Z ¢ — wigr)® + (9% (u) = m*)gags = 0,

SO

2230 — wigr)® + (9°(u) — m™)gags
qt — 4r
Thus, Z(¢; + ¢.) is a linear combination of terms of the form
(@ —a) " Za —a) 2@ — a) - 270 (6 — wige)? + (9% (1) — m™)gags)
where >" || = |I|. It is clear that Z' (¢, —q,) = O(t?) and that ¢, —q, = —2+0(et~17) <

—1 on H. Moreover, since Z!(r=1Qq) = O(t=17¢¢) for each I, we have Z((¢; — w;q,)?)
O(t=2%¢¢). Finally, for each I we have

‘ZI((gaﬁ _maﬁ)qQQB” 5 Z |le(g_m)||2128q||zlsaq| 5 6t—1+05'
|I1]+|I2|+| T3] =|1|
In conclusion, Z'(g; +¢,) = O(t7*7 +t7179%) = O(et717%), as t > Ty = exp(J/¢). Since

G + Wit = ¢ — wigr + wi(q + q), we can easily show Z'(g; + wiq;) = O(t717°) by the
Leibniz’s rule. O

q+ g =

We move on to estimates for e and ¢, on H.
Lemma 4.6. On H, we have Z1e® = O(t°?) and Z' (e} —w;, e}, —w;) = O(t717) for each I.
Proof. Since 62 =1, e} = —1 and €2 = 0, we can ignore the case o = 0. We write
—wi = (9", (9" a5 — wig”g5)

= (9™qu) (g +wigr + ("7 — m")qs — wilg
=: (¢"q.)7' Q.

By Lemma [£.4] Lemma and the Leibniz’s rule, we have

71Q = O(t~1+¢%), 7! (g%q,) = O(t°), 9%q, =1+ O(et1+09) > 1/2.

Besides, Z!(e! — w;) is a linear combination of terms of the form

(9" aq) 2 (9™ ) -+ 2" (9% q) 2" Q, Y LI =11, L] > 0 for j #0.

We conclude that Z1(ef — w;) = O(t~1t¢¢). Since Z'w = O(1) on H, we conclude that
Z1lei = O(t%9). Andsince Z1(el—e}) = 227 g% = O(et7179¢), we conclude that Z! (e} —w;) =
O(t=179) and Z%el = O(t“?) on H for each I. The proofs of these estimates do not rely on
the estimates for Z'e . , so we can use them freely in the following proof.

Next, we claim that ZIX70Kel = O({q)~1t°) on H for all I,.J, K and a = 1,2. Recall
that Q¥ is the product of | K| vector fields in {Q12, Qa3, Q13}. We induct first on |I|+|J|+| K|
and then on |I|. When |I]| + |J| + |K| = 0, there is nothing to prove. When |I| = 0 and
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|J| + |K| > 0, we have X/QFel = O(r~1Kl) on H, since €' |y is a locally defined function of
w and it is independent of t.

In general, we fix I, J, K such that |I| > 0. Suppose we have proved the claim for all
(I',J', K') such that [I'| +|J'| + |K'| < |I|+|J| + |K|, or |I'| + |J'| + |K'| = [I| + |J| + | K|
and |I'| < |I|. We write Z' = ZZ!". For a = 1,2 we have

ZI'X70K e, (el) = ZI/XJQK(6466F0564 —e5elT ).

a™ af

Since we can write I' = g - dg, for each K’ we have ZK'T = O(et~'*%*(¢)~") on H. By
induction hypotheses, Lemma and the Leibniz’s rule, we conclude that

ZI’XJQKe (61) _ O(gt—1+Ca<q>—1—\J|)‘

Moreover, Z"' X7QFe,(el) is equal to the sum of es(Z” X7Q%¢!) and a linear combination
of terms of the form

71 ey, 221 73 XTO el | (I, I, I3) =T, |I] = 1;
(4.8) ZV X ey, X2 X720 el (J1, Jo, J5) = J, |Jo| = 1;
ZUXT0K [ey, 0208360 (K, Ky, K3) = K, |Ky| = 1.
Note that
le4, Z) = e4(2)0, — Z(€})0, = es(2")0y, — Z(w;)0; — Z(€] — w;)0;,
[e4, X1 = ea(2w) 0, — Xi(€))0; = 2r ™ (e} — wi — (w; — €})wjwi)d, — (Ow;)0; — Xi(e] — w;)0;

where we write Z = 2¥(t,z)0,. We have

—0(w;)0;, | 7 — 0.
o g ) S ) (€ —wy, 2=
64(2 )81/ Z(wj)aj o r—lQij —+ (62 — Wi>8j — (ei — wj>8 _1QZJ7 7 — Qij;

In conclusion,
[647Z]:f1'Z7 [647 ]:fl
where f; denotes any function satisfying Z7' f, = O(t='*¢¢) for each J’ on H. Thus, the
first row in (A8 has an upper bound
‘ZI1(f1ZZ13XJQKeZ)| 5 Z t—l-i—C’a‘ZJ’ZZIgXJQKeZ| 5 t—l+C’a<q>—U|.
|J71<| 1]
We can use the induction hypotheses here as
[T+ 1+ sl + [T+ K] < L]+ 1+ ]+ [T+ K] = [T+ ]+ K] < ]+ [] + | K]
The second row in (L) has an upper bound
ZE XM (foxRaRe) s Y (o 2T (flox ke
PAESTAREPA
5 Z <q>_|J1|t_1+Ca|ZJ/0XJ3QK62|
|J < |+ 1]
< Z <q)_“h|_1t_1+ca|ZJ/XJ3QK62| < <q>_|J‘t_1+CE.

| I<IT [+ |+1
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We can use the induction hypotheses here as
[T+ | Js] + K| < I+ [ L]+ L+ 5| + [ K] = [T+ [J] + K] < [I] + ]| + |K].
The third row in ([A8]) has an upper bound
2V XI0N (fzae) < Y (@27 M (L1205
||+

S Z <Q>_|J‘t_l+C€|ZJIZQK3€Z| 5 <q>_‘J|t_l+C€.
|J/<| I [+] T |+ K|

We can use the induction hypotheses here as
[+ [ Ks| + 1 < [I'| + [ J[ + [ K| + 1+ [Ks| = [I'] + ||+ [K] < [I] + | J] + |K].
In conclusion, on H we have
es(Z" XK el) = 2" X0 ey(el) + Ot (q) 1) = Ot (g) 1),

We recall from the proof of Lemma .2 that [Z,Q] = C - Z and [Z, X]| = fo - O where fy
denotes any function such that Z% fy = O(t“®) on H for each K’. If we keep commuting
Q with each vector field in Z” X7 and applying the Leibniz’s rule, we get QZ7 X/QFel =
O(t%(q)~1"1). If we keep commuting X; with each vector field in Z” and applying the
Leibniz’s rule, we get X;Z1' X7/QKel = O(t?(g)~'~I). Finally, we recall from the proof of
Lemma that we can write

(0,5,00,) = O(t)L+O(1) - Q+ O({q) + t“*) - X
where L = 2¢g*°q30, = O(1)eq on H. In conclusion, when Z = 9, S, Qg;, we have
1227 X70K e | S tley(Z2V XTQKE)| + Q27 XTQK el | + ()t 5| X 2V X el | < 192 (g) 7V
We finish the proof by induction. O

We now prove the following lemma which illustrates the connection between the weighted
null frame and the commuting vector fields.

Lemma 4.7. Let F' = F(t,x) be a smooth function defined near H. Then, on H we have
VIF| S Y 1912 F).

[71<I1]

Proof. We induct on |I|. When |I| = 0, there is nothing to prove. Suppose we have proved
the estimate for each function F' and for each multiindex /" such that |I'| < |I|. Then, by
writing V! = V'V, and applying the induction hypotheses, we have

VIFIS > %127 (ViF).
[JI<H[—1
We then apply ([@I). When k = 4, we have V,F' = f, - ZF. Here f; denotes any function

such that Z7' f, = O(t“?) on H for each J'. In particular, since Z7 (¢} — w;) = O(t~1+°%)
51



for each J' by Lemma 8, we have Z7' (t(e} —w;)) = O(t717¢¢) and thus t(e} —w;) = fo. By
the Leibniz’s rule, we have
VIFIS Y 1 Z2(fo- 2P S Y 1272k S Y 1127 F|.
|J1<[1]—1 [JI<H[-1 |JI1<|1]

The proof for k = 3 follows from the case k = 4 and the estimate Z7'(r —t) = O((r —t)) for
all J'. Finally, when k = a € {1, 2}, we note that

Vo(r) = rélw; = re@(—g*® + m®)e] + relmi(—e + w;).
By Lemma G, we have Z7' (w,,e!) = O(t°?) and thus Z7 (V,(r)) = O(t“?) on H for each
|.J'|. Thus, for all |J| < |I| —1, we have
|27 (V)| S 127 (Va(r)wiOiF)| + | 27 (equ; Qi F))|
St > | ZR0oF|+19 Y |ZFF| St ) 125,
|KI<[J] |K[<[J] | K|<[1]
This finishes the proof. U
Remark 4.7.1. With the help of this lemma, we conclude immediately that
Vi —m) = 0475, VIR = +0)7) = 0(g) 1), Vi) = o),
Vi(g) = ()t Vet =0(%),  Vi(es—wiej —w;)=O0F")
on H for each I.

Lemma 4.8. For each I, on H we have V1(£2;,£1) = O((q)~1%), VI(€y) = Ot~ (¢)71)
and VI(Sgle) = O(t=1%9¢) for all other ky < ky and a € {1,2}; V1(§21k2) = O(t1+C(g)~ )
for all ky < ko; VI(xa — 177 00) = O(t~27C¢).

Proof. First, for any function F' = F(t,z) and for each 1 < k <4, on H we have
@9 VieED @ Y V)
|JI<]+1

This inequality easily follows from the Leibniz’s rule, Remark L7 Tland the estimate (r—t) <
ton H.
Since ¢;({ex,, €r,)) = 0 for each ki, ks, [, we have

263 1, = ([€r €hs) €4) = exy(€F,) gapell — exs (€5, ) gapes
= —efen, (Jap)el — €5, 9aper (€)) + €f ek, (gap) el + €5, Gapen, (€f).
We assume ky # kg as & ;, = 0. By (£J) and the Leibniz’s rule, on H for each I we have
VI (=€ en (gas)ed + et ers(gap)el)| S et (g) 7.

Moreover, since e, = 1, we have

e Gaser (€1) = €5, Gajer, (€] — wj) + €5 Gajer, (w))

= €, 9aier (€] — wj) + 17 gaj (6], — €, wi;)-

Again, by (49) and the Leibniz’s rule, on H for each I we have

VI (€f,gajer (€ — wi)| S 7).
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If ky = 3 or 4, then since
J l _ l — o)
€, — Cpwiw; = e, — w; + (1 — ey ww; = ep, —wj + E (Wi — ek, )wiwj,
I

by the Leibniz’s rule and the estimate V(4 —w;, €} —w;) = O(t~1¢) for each I, we conclude
that

I/ —1 j ! —24C
(VEi(r=tep, gaj(er, —wi+ (1 = epwi)w;))| S35, ki > 3.
If ky =1 or 2, then e} = 0.
-1 « ! -1 -1 « ! -1 « l
rlen goj(el, — eh wiw;) =1 e, en) — 1 eR, gajel, wiw; = —17 e gajel, wiw;.
Note that

| U UN v vl v
ey, Wi = ey, 0wey + ey o (wy —ey) = e guer — e (G — mu)e; + e, o (wr — ;)

= — ¢}ty (G — M)l + e, Our(wrr — €f).
Thus, by the Leibniz’s rule, we have V' (e}, w;) = O(t'*¢) and thus
VI e, gag (e, — ehywiw;))| S5 k<2,
In conclusion, for each I, on H we have
VI(ED )] S 7108 (q) ™1 4 4724C% < 41+ Ce ()=
Next, we have
€y = ([ens erals ) = en (€f,)gapel — en(ef,)gaser -
We first prove some estimates for ey, (ef,)gagel with ky # k. If by = a € {1,2} and
ky = b € {1,2}, we have e, = r~'V, and thus V/(e,(ef)gage’) = Ot17) on H. If ky =3
and k; = a € {1,2}, then
ea(€3)gagee = ea(wi)giper + eales — wi)gisel =17 (€ — eqwiw;)gijel + eales — wi)giper
= 17 0 — 1 (b)) wigisel + TV, (eh — wi)gige?.
Recall that VI(elw;) = O@~'7°¢) on H. By Remark LTI we have V'(e,(e3)gase? —

r~10,.) = O(t727%¢) on H. Following the same proof, we can show that V/(e,(e$)gase? —
7 4e) = O(t~29%) on H. Next, for k # 3 we have

B

0
ea(€)gase, = ege (T, yei’“ —T)gagcc = —€4eiT),gasee

L,

1 _
= 2(t ekeﬁ‘/él(gﬁu) + 646 (t T 1)‘/;9(9611) - e4ekv (g/u/))
64(6§)ga56? = 64(290a)ga66cﬁ + 64(62)5]@56? = t_lvél(nga)gaﬁecﬁ + 64(63)%&6?-
Then, on H we have V! (e4(e{)gase?) = O(et=27%). Next, we have
es(ef)gapel = es(wj)gspel + (3R — 1 +)"'Va(ef — w;)gjeel
= Yel —w; + (1 - Z ehw)w;)gise? + BR — 7+ 1) Wa(e) — w;)g;se’.
1
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Then, on H we have V1(e3(e$)gase?) = O(t717%(g)~1). Besides, we have

1
63(6?)ga565 = —€.gapes(e;) — € 63(ga6) = e3(e ?)gaﬁe? = __(3R —r+ t)_le?‘/},(gag)ef,
so we have VI(e3(e¥)gase?) = O(et=1(q)~1) on H. If ¢ # ¢, then
e3(e%)gage = (B3R — 1 + 1) V(%) gase?,

so we have VI (e3(e%)gase’) = O({q)71t°?) on H if ¢ # /. All these estimates imply that on
H, we have

VI €600 65) = OWT) VI(ER) = O(la) %), e £ ¢ VI(5,) = O () ™).
Moreover,
VA (= 77 )] < [V (ealef)g™ef — 7 10)| + V! (eale) g6 S 1727
U

4.3. Estimates in Q. Recall that we defined a weighted null frame {V} };_, in Section FLIl
Our goal in this section is to prove the following proposition. Note that the estimates here
are the same as those in Lemma .8

Proposition 4.9. In QN {r —t < 2R}, for each I we have the following estimates:

(4.10) VIHERD] + [V (&5)] S (a) 1t
(4.11) V&) S (o)t es

for all other (ky, k2, a) such that ky < ky and a = 1,2, we have
(4.12) V(&) S 7705

for all k1 < ko, we have

(4.13) V(&) S %)™

for €4 = Xab, we have
(4.14) VT (Xap — 177 00p)| S 72705,

In this proposition we use the convention given in Section[2.4 That is, for each fized integer
N > 0, we can choose ¢ <y 1, such that the estimates in this proposition hold for all
multiindices I with |I| < N.

Since it is known that ¢ = r —t for r — ¢t > R, we only care about the region where
r —t < 2R in this subsection. Recall that every point in Q N {r —t < 2R} lies on exactly
one geodesic in A emanating from H. The following lemma would be the key lemma in the
proof of Proposition 9.

Lemma 4.10. Fiz 0 <e < 1. Let Qy,...,Qn be m functions defined in QN {r —t < 2R}.
For each i =1,...,m, suppose in QN {r —t < 2R} we have

(4.15) es(Qi) = (—nor ' +nies(In(BR —r +1)))Q; + O(et ™! Z 1Q;1) +O(f(1)).
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Here ng,ny > 0 are two fized real numbers which do not depend on i. Moreover, for some
fized s > 1, we suppose that Q;|g = O(h(t)) for each i. Then, in QN {r —t < 2R} we have

t

(4.16) S 1@ S (O 0)h0(0)) + / PMOtCE £(7) dr).

0(0)

Here we suppose that (t, x) lies on the geodesic x(s) in A and that the integral is taken along
the geodeisc z(s).

Proof. Recall that eq(r) = 1+ O(t717). If we define Q) = (3R — r + )17 (Q;, then by
(.13), we have
es(Q)) = —ni (3R —r + t)_"1_164(3R —r4+t)r"Q; + ng(3R —r + t)_"lr"°_164(r)Qi
+ (BR =1 +1t)™Mr™ey(Q;)

= nor~(ea(r) = Qi + O™ 3 |Qjl + BR =7+ )71 f (1))
= O(et™ Z Q|+ (BR—r+1) "™ f(t)).

To get the last equality, we note that 7= (ey(r) — 1) = O(t=2%%) = O(et™1) as t > exp(d/e).
In addition, we have {q)/(r —t) = t°©). In fact, by Lemma 3.8, we have |¢— (r —t)| < t°¢
and thus
g ST+ =t +1 St —t) = (r— )7 S ()1t

Ll =t S 14 Jal 19 S 195(g) = ()™ S (r — )74
Thus, in QN {r —t < 2R} we have
(3R —r _l_t)—ru,r,nof(t) S <q>—n1tno+C’e]c(t).

Fix a point (tg, o) in QN {r —t < 2R}, and let z(s) be the unique geodesic in A passing
through (o, z9). Note that to > 2°(0) > T, and that ¢ remains constant along each geodesic
in A. Then by integrating e4(Q?), we have

CACRBIED AN

0(0

T G+ 0 s ) de

to

< ()™ (2%(0))" h(2(0)) + /

z0(0

T Q)+ g TS d

Here (7,y(7)) is a reparameterization of z(s) such that y(tg) = x¢. By the Gronwall’s
inequality, we conclude that

to

Z |Qito, z0)| S 16 (a) ™" ((+°(0))"h(2"(0)) +/ TFCEf(7) dr).

°(0)

To end the proof, we multiply both sides by r~"0 (3R — r + ¢)™, and recall that ¢ ~ r in
Qn{r—t<2R}. O

To prove Proposition .9 we induct on |/|.
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4.3.1. The base case I = 0. From Section L1 in QN {r —¢ < 2R} We already have the
following estimates: &, = O(|T]) = O(min{at_l,ét_HC‘f( — )7, €& = xap = Sar L +
Ot=219%) = O(t71), €% = X + O(et™1) = O(t71), €3, = &, = 0. To control the rest &, we
recall that

(R(ex, el)er, es) = ene) e“e v Roguw
(4.17) 5 s s
- egel ( (8 8#951/ 80!8Vgﬁﬂ o 8ﬁaﬂgau + 8ﬁ81/ga#> - Fﬁur&ﬂl + FauF5Vﬁ)'

If at most one of k, l,r, s is equal to 3, then we have (R(ey,e;)e,, es) = O(et= 2 (r —1)71)
by Lemma B.7 From the equations in Section 1] we have

lea(€5) + 7“_1€:L’)14| < tree Z |§§4| + 5t_2+C€<Q>_1>
b

lea(ty) + 7€l S Y IEh |+ et )
b
By Lemma ILI0 with ng = 1, n; = 0 and f(t) = et =27 (¢) 7!, we have
€54 S 7)) TN @ (0)F + 9 g) T ST
€] S t7E((20(0)) 7+t ()T SR

Here we get different estimates for &5, and £, because their estimates on H are different;
see Lemma [4.8

It follows from Section El that &35 = 3¢5, + O(et™) = O(t17°°). It remains to estimate
€% where a # a/. Note that

64(522;) = (ea + F?weZeZ)(Xaa’ + 2611(90&)90{565' + 2goaegrga9uvez ) — FO VE1€] 33 25345[1@

- <R(64> 63)6aa ea’> - F2662655g:1 —+ FgﬁeZeﬁ 534
= €a(Xao') — FO V€110 2534£aa +O(et™) = O(at_l‘gg:;D +O(t7F).

By Lemma with ng = n; = 0 and f(t) = 727 we have [£%| < (2°(0))1+C5t“. Here
note that if (¢,z) lies on a geodesic x(s) in A, then
0 T, — 2°(0) 0
q(t,z) = q(x(0)) = r(x(0)) — 2°(0) = — T 2R = 2"(0) =Ty — 2(q — 2R).
And since we only care about the region where ¢ < 2R, we have t > 2°(0) ~ (To+{(q)) > (g).
In conclusion, we prove Proposition in the case I = 0.

4.3.2. The general case. Fix m > 0. Suppose we have proved Proposition L9 for all [I| < m.
Our goal is to prove Proposition .9 for || =

Under the induction hypotheses, we can prove a key lemma which is Lemma [4.11] below.
For convenience, we introduce the following notation.

Definition. Let F' = F(t,z) be a function with domain QN {r —¢ < 2R}. For any integer
m > 0 and any real numbers s, p, we write F' = R]" if for ¢ < ;m 1 we have

SIVHE) St (g in QN {r—t<2R}.
[1]<m
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By the Leibniz’s rule, we can easily prove that ™ . 9jme — sgminlmimad 1o qqition,

51,P1 $2,P2 s1+s2,p1+p2”
under the induction hypotheses, we have
(4.18) (625, 833) = 9%6’?‘:11; £y = %Tiil; §hy = %Tié for all other ky < ko and a =1, 2;
' €8, =R for all ky < ky; Xap — 70 = R0

Lemma 4.11. For e <, 1, we have

(4.19) er = Roo;
(4.20) (€h — wi, €5 — w;) = R g
(4.21) (gaﬁ - maﬁ’ Jap — maﬁ) = 5%7—)1:(}7 Ffju = 6%T—Hfi1;

for each fized s € R, we have

(4.22) w; =RyeT, (°,7°) =R, BR—r+1t)° =Ry

Proof. We prove by induction. First, since ef = O(1), we have e} = 9%870; by Lemma [3.7, we
have (e} — w;, e} — w;) = 9%0_170. Besides, (gux — Mar, g — m*™) = O(et~17¢) and

0] < 1gllog] S et (r = )71 S etTH g)
Here we use the estimate (r —t)/{q) = t°©). Besides,

Z\Vk \<Zt+7’\ek )+ (r—t)|0g| < et e,
K k£3

Since I is a linear combination of terms of the form ¢ - dg with constant real coefficients, by
Lemma [3.7] we have

Z‘Vk \<Z\Vk Iogl + gl - [Ve(9g)])

< 5t_1+0‘5 ce(r =) T Y (E 4 1) |en(Dg)| + (r — 1)y
E#3
< 6<q>_1t_1+C€.

~Y

We thus obtain (@21 with m = 0. Since 3R —r +¢ ~ (r —t) in QN {r — ¢ < 2R}, [E22)
with m + 1 replaced by 0 is obvious. In addition, by writing V f := (Vi f, Vof, Vaf, Vif), w
have

(4.23)
V(t)=(0,0,—(3R—r+1),t); 4 4
V(r)= (7"61( ) rea(r), BR —r +1)(e5wi), tejw;); | ' | _
Viw ) (€ —wier(r), €5 — wiea(r), 1 (BR —r + t)(ef — wiew;), 1~ 't(e] — wiehw;));
V(BR—r+1t) = (—rei(r),—res(r), BR—r+t)(—1 — e4w;), t(1 — ejw;))
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Since e3,e4 = +0; + 0, + O(t71799)0, we have
alr) = cheoi = Z €. Z e (w
(424) - <6a, 64) - (g 646 —+ Z e _ 64 O(t—l—i-C'a)’

1= €hw; = — Y (€} — wiw; = Ot7).

Also note that for each fixed s € R and for each funtion ¢(t, ), V(¢*) = s¢* 'V (¢4). Then,
we have V(w) = O(t%), V(t*,7%) = O(t*+°%), V((BR — r + 1)) = O((r — t)5t°?). We thus
obtain (£.22)) with m = 0. This finishes the proof in the base case.

In general, we assume that we have proved (@LI9)-([@22) with m replaced by n where
0 < n < m. We first prove (£I9) with m replaced by n + 1. Fix a multiindex I such
that |I| = n+ 1. If I = (I',4), note that tes(ef) is a linear combination (with constant
real coefficients) of terms of the form tI'z (ef)(eX)(eX), —tI'%,(eX)(eX) and Vi(g°*). By the
induction hypotheses, we notice that

L, (e)(e)(ex) = 9%?,31 '59%?1—1 "ﬁg,o : 9%870 : %8,0 = 5%8,—1
and similarly
tr (e)(e) = eRG .-
Besides,
g —m® = eR"G = Vi(¢™) = eR", .
So in conclusion,
Vi(eR) = eRg _y = VI(ef) = O(e{g)~'t).
If I = (I', k') where k' # 4, then by the formulas at the end of Section L1l we have
Vio(e3) = régaef + 7t Va(ef)
= RITT R Rio + REG R - eRG = R, K =a=1,2;
Va(ed) = BR —r +t)&h e + 7 (3R — r + t)Vy(e)
=R RO R+ R R eRE L, =R,
In addition, note that e§ = ef + 2¢°, so
Vio(ef, e3) = Roo = VI(ef, e5) = O(1°).
If I =(I',3), we have
Va(e®) = (BR —r + t)€Lge + 7 (3R — 1 + ) Vy(€9)
= RGT Ry R + R0 R R = R
Here we recall that t 2 2°(0) ~ (g) + Tp, so R”, , = 9%8,0 for each s > 0. Thus,

Vieg) = O(tca)-
If I =(I';a), then
a a 1 a a Y \e® Vo
V:l(eb> = - Z Tgbcec - 57”)([1{,(64 + 63> - (eggﬂﬁva(g()ﬁ) + Teggﬂl/g(w aFch) - Tegebr,uu'

[

58



Again, by our induction hypotheses, we conclude that
Valey) = M = V' (ef) = O(t%).

Summarize all the results above and we conclude that e} = 9%6‘31. Note that the computa-
tions above work as long as n < m — 1.

Next we prove ([{20) with m replaced by n + 1. It suffices to consider €} —w; as e} — e} =
29" = eR"{}. Fix a multiindex I with |I| = n + 1. Note that

Va(el — wi) = req(ef — wi) = r(Eue; + ea(ey) — 171 (e, — wiea(r)))
= 1r(Xap — Oar e} +reqel) +r 7w Vi (r)
%nﬂ %T—n{,é R + req(el) + Ry = req(e;,) + R o,
Viley — wi) = tea(ey — w;) = t(ea(el) — (€ — w))jwi)
= tey(el) — tr (el — w; — wiw; (€] — w;))
= t64(€f1) + %g,gl ’ (%T—Ll,o + %g,gl ’ 2)ﬁ{z,o) = t64(€i) + %T—Ll,ov
Va(eh —wi) = B3R — 7+ t)eg(ef — wi) = (BR — 1+ 1)(E3€] + ea(es) — (¢ — w;)0jwn)
= (3R — 1+ 1)(&34¢] + ealeq) + 267" Vi(g”) — (el — wi — (e} — wj)wiw;))
= (3R —1+t)ey(e ) nglrl ) (%T—nl,il ) mg,o + 59{?2,0 + mTf,lo ) 9%711,0)
= (3R —r +t)eq(el) + Ry,

Here we use ([@I8). To finish the proof, we note that for k # 3,

264(62) = 2¢eq ek(roﬁe4 Ffw) = ejey, (90662 gié)(aagéﬁ + 03950 — 059ap)

] a a 1
(906‘32 - 926)(64(965)65 + ex(gsa)el) + €] 65(—564(9(15 e; + ¢3) Z epen(9as))
= Ri Valg) + Rt Valg) = 5

Also note that es(g) = t7'Vi(g) = eR"5} and that €} is a constant, so we have eq(ef) =
eR"E| for each k, a. Thus,

7 _ n+1 7 o n+1

Finally, we prove [£21]) and ([#22]) with m + 1 replaced by n + 2. Fix a multiindex I such
that [/| = n + 2. Note that

tS — .00

(3R+t—r)at:3Rat+# Rt 7,
twiQ; — 7S

(B3R +t =)0, = 3RO, + =2 = 9 7,

(BR+1t—7)0; = 3RO; + (t — r)w;0, + (t — r)r'w;Qy = RGE - Z.
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Thus, 0 = 3R+t — ) 'RGE" - Z = RGT) - Z. Since we have just proved ef = Ri§' and
ey —w; = W'Y, by @24) we have e,(r) = R} In conclusion, by ([@I) we have
‘/;1 = t(t -+ 7”)_15 + (t -+ T)_lthQOj + t(ei — wl)& = %87—51 . Z,
Va=BR—r+t)r 'Vi+2¢"BR—r+1)0, = Ri§" - Z,
Vi = req(r)wid; + ehw; Qi = RUTL- R - Z+RG5 - Z =R51 - Z.
Now, given a function F' = F(t,z), if |I| = n + 2, we can write V! F as a linear combination
of terms of the form
(4.25) VIR - VRN ZF, > L +s=n+2, 5>0.
Since |1;| < n+2 for each j, we have VI (Ri§") = O(t“¢). Note that for each J with |J| > 0,
we have Z7g = O(et=1%9¢), Z7w = O(1), Z7(t5,r%) = O(t*), Z/(BR—r +1)*) = O({r —t)*)
and Z7(I') = O(et717%(q)~!). The last one is true because Z/T is a linear combination
(with constant real coefficients) of terms of the form (Z71g) - (Z720g) = O (et~ (r —t)71).

By plugging these estimates into ([A.25)), we conclude ([A.21)) and ([A22) with m + 1 replaced
by n+ 2. 0

Remark 4.11.1. We have Z/9%g = eR™ !, for each I and k, as long as ¢ <, 1. This
follows directly from (Z2H), Lemma 22 and [Z,0] = C - 0.

From the proof, we note that es(ef) = e, and e,(r) = R™ ;. These estimates are
better than what we can get from ([AI9) and (£22]).

By Lemma ELTT] we have ejw; — 1 = (e} — w;)w; = R™, ;. This result can be improved as
shown in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.12. For ¢ <, 1, we have €jw; — 1 = eR™ ;.

Proof. By Lemma 11l we have
elw; = —(g*° Pesel + Ze —e)) =R" ;.

Recall that
g*f = Z e2ef + 6463 +egel).

Then,
9P (Oulr = 1)) (Ds(r — 1)) = > (ehwi)(ehw;) + (ehw; — D(efw; + 1)

= 9%T—nz,o + (eiwi -2+ ( J)WJ)
Meanwhile, we have
9% (Oa(r = 1)) (0s(r — 1)) = " — 29"w; + gwiw,
= —2¢%w; + (¢ — m"ww; = E%T_”ffé.
Thus,
chwi — 1= (2+ (e} — Wj)“j)_1(5%T1,0 + R =2+ (e} — wywi) - R0

Here we note that R, ; = eR™, ; as t > exp(d/e).
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Fix a multiindx I with |7| < m. Then, V/(ejw; — 1) is a linear combination of terms of
the form

(24 (€ — wj)wy) IV (R )V (2 + (€ — wjwy) -+ V(2 + (€] — wy)wy)
where ) |I,| = |I| < m such that [I;| > 0 for each k > 0. Thus, we can replace V(24 (e} -
w;)w;) with V' ((e3 — w;)w;) in the product. By Lemma BT we have (e} — w;)w; = R™ .
Since ¢} — w; = O(t17C9), we have 2 + (¢} — w;)w; > 1 for ¢ < 1. In conclusion, we have

|VI(€ZCUZ' _ 1)| 5 8t—l-l—Ca . Orgs%ﬁ{(t—l-i-&s)s} S Et_1+CE.

Thus, ejw; — 1 = eR™ . O

We can now control the curvature tensor terms.
Lemma 4.13. We have (R(e4, er)er, ep)) = R if [,p # 3.

Proof. By (@IT), we can express ejel el ey Rapu as a linear combination of terms of the form

e1(Ougpy — &,ggu)efefez, 61(3ﬁ9au)€i‘€feza 610(869&#)62656#7 62‘656765 I (g-T).

By Lemma FLTT] and Remark EETT.T], we have
ea(Ougsy — 8,,gg“)e§efe; = t_l‘/;l(ﬁg) : %gfo = %r—nl,o - Z(0g) = 6f)%r—nz—l-

Since [ # 3, we either have ¢; = t~'V} or ¢, = r~V. In both cases, we can follow the same
proof as above to conclude that

el(agga,,)ejefe; =R, .
Similarly, we also have
ep(aﬁgau)ezegef = 6i)ﬁir—nz—l-
Finally, note that

626267‘3; T(g-T)= (Emﬁfh)z : (To = 29{T2,—2-

ThU.S, <R(€47 6/€)€l7 6P> = 89%T2,—1‘ O

Lemma [£.13] can be improved in a special case.

Lemma 4.14. (a) We have

1 - m
(R(ea, €qa)eas e) = ea(fap) + 163657“ "0ap€3(Gou) + Ry .

Here we set
Lo 6o 6 u 1, y m
Jab = 5(%61)64(96:/) - €a€4€b(9ﬁu)) - §e4ea(gm,)eb = 69&{—2,0-
(b) Assume that Xa = R™, 5. Then we have

1
Fgﬁei’“efxab + _636563(%6))(@ =Ry,

4
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Proof. (a) Recall that (R(ey, e,)es, ) = eSelelel Ryg where Ryp,, is given by

1
Raﬁ/u/ - §(aaaugﬁu - 8aaugﬁu - 8Baugoeu + 8Baugo¢u) - Fguréua + Fiuréuﬂ

Note that (for simplicity we take the sum over all the indices without writing the summation)

1
_64 64 €y 8ﬁaz/ga,u

2
= SRl 0. Outia) + el (0 — 0,) (Dage)
= Seehen(r)el0Opgn) + getelelelr i, 0 Dsin)
= Setehen(r)asea(Oigu) + seielehelr™ w0 05)(g) + peichelr wieu i)
— Seiehenr)ica(Oig) + 5eiehr (~ealr)engon) + cbeidl(gon)
+ ;ei‘eﬁfeér w]ea(jSgw)
= %ei‘eﬁfeb(r)wjea(ajgw) + ;e4 er (—ea(r)es(gan) + (6 — €5 (g5 — mg)e}) O (gap))
+ ;eﬁfegezr 1wjea(§2jigw)
= Seer e (r)esValBigan) + 3¢5 (o1 ealr)Vilden) + (s — (g0 = 3 )eX)0% ()

1 (03 1
+ 2e4eZebr 20 Va(QjiGap)-
Recall that in Lemma .11}, we have proved that e,(r) = R"™, ;. Thus, we have

1 1 _ m
—efelel el 050, oy = eregr Y5ab(0rGap) + Ry

2
_laﬂ—lé ‘_}j_lja, 1&#—15 Rm
= 264647° ab(Wj 263 2‘34) 'ian + 4‘34647’ ab(€3(Gop) + €a(gap)) + RT3 4
1
= Zei‘ejr_léabeg(gw) + Ry 0.

Next, we note that

1
5646 646b (a 8#961/ 8a8ugﬁu - aﬁa,ugau)

1 1
= Seleietes(us, — Dugi) — geteleies(Dae)
1 14 1 o 14
= ea(fap) — 564(€5€Z€b)(3u9/3u — Ou9pu) — gealel ehey)(pgow).
In Lemma [L.TT] we have proved that es(efy) = eR"™, ;. By Lemma L1} we can easily prove
that f, = eR™, (. This implies that

1 (e} v m
5‘34 efegeb (&xaugﬁv - 8aar/96u - 85@9&,,) = eq(fa) + R
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Finally, we note that

ejeﬁeﬁl‘eg(—F%HBW + Fiﬂf‘(gw)

a

1 a v 1 a v
= —§e4efeﬁebfguf‘5m + §e4efegebfiﬂf‘5u5
1 o v o
= _564 65656695 (aﬁguo + 8#960 - 8095#)(80491/5 + 81/90:5 - 859041/)
1 a v 0o
+ 564 egegebgé (8agua + augoea - 8Ugau)(aﬁgué + augﬁé - a&gﬁu)~

Note that in the expansion of the right hand side, each term contains a product e(g) - €;(g)
where [ # 3, except

1 1
I:= —iegeaneZg‘SU@ogﬁuaagw + §efegeZeZg5”80gw85ggy.

a “a-a

terms containing e;(g) - €/(g) where | # 3. Since ¢(g) = Vi(g) - K"}, the whole sum is
Ry ;. Combine all the disccussion above and we finish the proof.
(b) We have

Now we apply ¢°7 = > _ele? + %(egei +e9¢e3). Then, we can also write I as a sum of several

o 1 o (3
IO sefel oy = 590“(65 ea(gan) + €5ea(gan) — €5€40uGap) Xab

1 (07
“€4 65(63(9115) - 64(9a6))Xab +R

1 [0
= —59"e] 30,905 Xas + R = — 1

1 o
= —164 6563(ga6)xab +R.

*

Here the remainder R is a linear combination of g - (e}) - es(g) - x or (ef) - (ef) - ea(g) - x-
Since e4(g) = t7'Vi(g) = eR™,, and (g,ek) = Ry, under our assumption on y, it follows
from the Leibniz’s rule that R = eR™; . O

Remark 4.14.1. Note we only have x = R™| o from our induction hypotheses, so we cannot
apply (b) directly assuming (IR only.

We now prove Proposition for |I| = m. Fix a multiindex [ such that [/| = m. We
have

Vi, V4] =0,
Vi, Vo] = (e}, — wi)wiea — t(rXap — Sab)€b,

[‘/;1, ‘/3] = —t(ei — wi)wieg + (3R —r 4+ t)64 — t(?)R —7r+ t)§é4€l.
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We write [V4, Vi] := nLV;. Then by Lemma EETT] Lemma and the inudction hypotheses
([EI3), we have

773 = (621 - Wi>witr_1 - t(Xaa - T_l) = 9%7_111—757
e = —txie =R",, a#d
n5 = —t(eh —wi)wi(BR — 1+ )71 — 185, = eRF_y;

(4.26) | ) )
ny =—BR—r+ )& tr~ =R
[ 7: =0 in all other cases.
In summary we have n; = R"| . Here we briefly explain why 1 = eRY_,, since all

other estimates are clear. Note that (e} — w;)w; = eR™ ; by Lemma Also note that
&l =&, = egefI0, = eM™ . Thus,
In addition, since I' = O(et™!), we have

=BR—r+t) tes(B3R—1r +1t) —t&, = Vi(In(3R — r + 1)) + O(e).

Next, we note that

ViVI(EL L))
Z VIV, VRV (€,) + VI (VgL L)
(Jk,J=I
o = 2 VM@ + VI Vi)
(Jk,J")=I
= > VUG Y CunV VR, + VIViE)
(Jk,J")=1 ‘{)1<‘J‘FJ\J‘2<\:m
= Q1+ Q2+ Q3.

In Q;, we note that if n} # 0, then we must have N(LIN3 < Nk,s. Recall that nys
denotes the number of V5 in the product V7. This is because 1} = 0 for k: # 3. In addition,
we note that n(s 3 < nkg)s if k=3 and [ # 3. Then,

Q1= (”13773 ana% VI(§k1k2)+O((|77%|+‘775|) Z ‘VJ(gklkg)‘)

|J|=m
ORIl > V(g

nJ3="I,3
1#3 (J1,3,J2)=I

=nraVa(nBR —r + ))VI(EL,,) +Ole +t779) Y V(€D

[J|=m,
nJ3="I,3

(4.28)

O™ Y VI (EL)D-

[J|=m,
7LJ73<7LI’3
64



In Qs, we have |.J|, |Jo] < m. Since n; = R™{{, we have

QS D VIRV ST D VI

[J1]+]J2]=m 0<|J|<m
0<|Jy|<m

(4.29)

Now we combine ([E27) with Section Bl First, note that &3, = I'0zefe, = eR™ | by
Lemma ETT] so |[VI(&3,)] < et™179(q)~! whenever |I| < m. There is no need to apply

E21).

Next, we consider xq = &,.
Proposition 4.15. Under our induction hypotheses ([AI8]), for |I| = m we have
Vi)l S5 [V (= 710w S 5
S0 Xab = R o and Xap — 177 0ap = R .

Proof. We first prove that V7 (xu) = Ot~ 7€) whenever |I| = m. Fix I such that |[I| =m
and n;3 = n < m. Recall from (I8 that v, = %Tié and Xap — 1 10 = %Tz_,é. Suppose
that we have proved V7 (ya) = O(t717%) for all J such that |J| = m and njy3 < n. Note
that

XacXch = 5abr_2 + 2(Xab - 6abr_1)r_1 + (Xac - 5acr_1>(ch - 5cbr_1)-

By Lemma 1T we have vt = R} and ¢ = R{{'. Also note that V(tr~') = V((t —
r)r=') = R ;. Thus,

DV (txaexes) = 2tV (X = dapr ™) = VI (8 ™8)|

S D VTV (= 1 )]+ e = STV (e = i)

[J1|+]J2[=m
[J11>0

+ D VOV O = 0TV (e — G ™)

[J1]+T2|+]T3|=m
[Ja|<m, |J3|<m

< <q>t—3+C’a + t—l+C’E|VI(X** o 5**7’_1)|.

~

By the Raychaudhuri equation, we have
VIVilxa)) = V(T ge5 € xa) = Y V! (ExaeXe) + V' (E{R(es, €a)es, e1))

= t0efeV i(xa) + O DY [V(ERT )V (xa)])

[J11+]J2=m
[Jo|<m

—2tr WV (Xap — O Y) — VI (Sapr™2t) + O((@)t 37 + 71|V (yyy — 0 ™))
+ VI(et%Tz’_l)

= 2tr 'V (xw) + O((e + )V (x0)|) + O(71FC9).
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Besides, by (£28]) and our induction hypotheses, we have

Q1 = nVimBR—r + )V () S 32 [V (x| + (@74 3 11 ()|

[T]=m, [T]=m,
nj3=n njy3<n

Se > IV () + ()t

[J|=m
nJ3=n

By (@29) and our induction hypotheses, we have

Q2] S D IV ()| S M a).

|J|<m
In conclusion, by (£21) we have

lea(Vi(xap)) + (—nes(In(BR —r + 1)) +2r HV (xa)]|
StH(Q1 — nVa(nBR — r 4+ )V (xan)| + Q2] + [V (Valxas)) + 2t~V (xa)|)

ety Y Vel H T St Yy D T IV (e 7

¢,/ |J|=m c,c/ |J|=m
njy3=n nj3=n

The last inequality holds as (¢) < ¢t. By Lemma [.10] with ng = 2, n;y = n and Lemma [L.§]
we conclude that

t

Z Z |VI(Xab)‘ 5 t—2+Ce(x0(0)2 . x0(0>—1+05 +/ 7_2+Ce _7_—2+Cs dT)

ab |l=m z0(0)

ny3=n

5 t—2+CE . tl-i-Ca 5 t—l—i—C’a'

By induction we obtain xq = R™ .

Next we prove VI(xa — r 104) = O(t=279) whenever |I| = m. Again fix I such that
[I] = m and nr3 = n < m. Suppose we have proved that V7 (xa — 77 10,) = O(t=27%) for
|J| = m and n;3 < n. Now we can apply Lemma [L.T2l We have

VI(‘/ZI(Xab)) = Vj(trgﬁegefxab) - Z VI(tXacch) + VI(t<R(64, ea)64a eb>)

1 1
= V(= geieies(gas)txa + teRT50) + VI(Vi(fun) + Jeleltr™ danes(gas) + 1Ry )

— 2tV (Xap — Oapr™Y) = VI (Bupr™2) + Ot (q) + 75|V (e — 7710.0)))

1
N VI(_Zegefe?’(gaﬂ)t(Xab — 77 0a)) + VI(Va(fw)) + O(et27%)

—2tr W (Xap — Oapr 1Y) = V(S 2t) + O(t737 % (q) + 75|V (xhr — 7710,0))).
Also note that

ViVa(r)) = Vj(t64(7”6_61)) = Vi(—tr~eq(r))



and that e, (r) — 1 = eR"™ ; by Lemma ZI2 In conclusion,
VI(‘/4(Xab - T_l(sab - fab))

1
= VI(—ZeZ‘efeg(gag)t(Xab — r_léab)) — 2t7“_1VI(Xab — 5abr_1) + Vl(éabr_zt(e4(r) - 1))

+ O(t—3+05<q> + 615—2-1—06 + t—1+CE|VI(X** _ 7“_1(5**)|)

1
= VI(_Zegefeii(gaﬁ)t(Xab — 71 0w)) = 2tV (Xap — )
+ O(t—3+05<q> + 615—2-1—06 + t—l+C’E|VI(X** _ ,,6—15**)|)‘

Besides, we note that

1 _
_636563(ga6)t‘/1(xab — 17 6)

1
VI (——efefes(gap)t(Xar — 1" 0w)) + 1

4
is a linear combination of terms of the form
VI (e§eft(BR = +6) ' Va(gas) )V (Xab — 7' 0u)
where |I;| + |I2| = |I| = m and |I5] < m. By the induction hypotheses and since
ey 64 tBR—r+1t)” 1‘/3(%5) %T—l ’ 5%7—)11,0 = 5%8?—1
by Lemma [A.11], we conclude that

1 ) 1 ) e
VI(—Zefefeg(gaﬁ)t(Xab —r ' 0w)) + f&f%(%ﬁ)tvl(){ab — 171 g) = O(et >t (g) 7).

Thus, by setting Fy = Xap — 7 0ap — fapr = 9@2—701 and noting that fo, = e, we have
VIVi(Fu)) = =2tr 7'V (Fuy + fab) + OV (Fap + fa)])
+ O(Et—2+C€ + t—3+C€ <q> + t—1+C€|VI(F** + f**)|)
= 2tr WIH(E,) + O(e|VI(Ey)| + et 72T 4 t737C%(g) 4 t71FC|VI(EL))).

In ([@27), [@28) and [@29), we can replace &, with F,,. Thus, we have Vi(V/(Fy)) =
Q1 + Qo + VI(V4(Fy)), where by the induction hypotheses we have

Q1 = nVi(In(3R — r + t) )V (Fyu) + O(e Z (VI (F)|) + O((g)t ¢ Z V7 (Fy)

[ 7= [ 7=

n13—” ”J,3<”
=nVi(m(BR —r+ 1))V (Fy) + O(= Y |V/(F, O({g)t=3+C9),
1=
Qo St D (VI (Fw)| S ()t
o<|J|<m
Thus,
les(VI(Fp)) —nes(In(3R — r 4+ t))VI(Fy) + 2r ' VI(E,)|
<€t_1 Z |VJ |+t—2+CE|VI( **)I_‘_t—4+05<q>+€t—3+05'
[J|=
nJ’3:7l
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By Lemma FLT0 with ng = 2, ny = n and Lemma A.J], we have
t

Z Z |VI(Fab)| 5t—2+Ce(IO(O)C€+/ <q>7_—2+05_|_€7_—1+05 dT)

ab Il=m z9(0)
ny3=n
5 t_2+C€($0(O)C€ 4 <q> (xO(O))_1+C€ 4 tCs) 5 t_2+C€.
Here we recall that ¢t > 2°(0) ~ Ty + (q). We then finish the proof by induction. O

3 a
Next, we consider £{,.

Proposition 4.16. Under our induction hypotheses [@I8), for |I| = m, we have
V(e S e
5o &y = R .
Proof. Fix I such that [I| = m and n;3 = n < m. Recall from {I8) that &f, = R7,.
Suppose that V(&%) = O(t717) for |J| = m and n;3 < n. By the equation in Section 1]

we have
(4.30)

VI(Va(€ly) = VI (IT0sefenxa — tTogeder Xaz) — VI (txackTy) + VI (H{R(ea, ea)ez, e1)).

By Lemma T3] the last term is O(g(q)~1t~17¢¢). By Lemma AT and Proposition E15], we
note that

Thus, the first term in [30) is also O(e{q) 1t~1+¢¢). Next, by the Leibniz’s rule we have
VI (#xacki) = txaeV (€IS D IV (e V(€D

[J1[+]Jo|=m
[J11>0

S Y (VI (Xae = o™V + [V (V2 (ED))).

[J1]+]J2=m
|J1>0

By Proposition we have t(Xac — dacr™") = R . Also recall that V(tr—') = V((t —
r)r=t) = R . Thus,
[V (txackts) — tr 7 VIED)] S IV (EXackia) = EXaeV (€02)] + [H(Xae = 1700c) VI (€D
S g) V()]
In conclusion, we have
VI(Vi(€ly) = —tr I VI(E,) + O V()| + 1727 (g) + e(g) 71 1HF).
Moreover, by (£.28)), we have

Q1 —nVi(mBR —r+ 1)V (€L Se Y V(€L + (@t Y [V (eh)

[J|=m |J|=m

7L‘]73:n nJ’3<n
Se Y IVIEL) + (@t

[J|=m

njy3=n
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By (@29), we have
Qe SR D IVI(ER) S ).

0<|J|<m
Thus,
lea(VI(€D)) + (—neaIn(3R — r + 1)) + 1) V(€5
Set™h Y VIER) |+ VI (ERL) + T g) +e(g) TR

| 7|=m
nJ’g =n

We now apply Lemma .10 with ng = 1, ny = n and Lemma 4.8 Then,

t

> Y VI SO+ [ r ) el )

a |I=m z9(0)
7LI’3:7L
5 t_1+C€($0(0)C€ 4 SL’O(O)_1+C€<Q> + <q>—1t05) 5 t_1+C€.
Again recall that ¢ > z°(0) ~ (q) + Tp. We finish the proof by induction. O

Next we study &5,. The proof of the following proposition is very similar to that of the
previous one.

Proposition 4.17. Under our induction hypotheses [@I8), for |I| = m, we have

V&) St a) ™!
S0 &5y =R .
Proof. Fix I such that |I| = m and n;3 = n < m. Recall from [@I8) that &, = K7L,

Suppose that V7 (£%,) = Ot~ (q)~1) for |J| = m and n;3 < n. By the equation in
Section BT we have

VI(Vi(&5h) = =V (txa€sa) + VI (H(R(eq, e3)ea, €a)) + 2V (Va(Tggefey)).
By Lemma ET3], the second term is O(et =179 (¢)~1). In the third term, we note that

V;l(roﬁ% 0= V;l(rgﬁ) 7+ Fgﬁw(e4) + F05€4 Vi(el)
— 6%1/_)11’_1 _'_ 6%1/_)11’_1 * 6%_1’0 _'_ 6%_1’_1 ° 6%_1’0 - é\%TL_l.

We recall from Remark ETTT] that ey(el) = eQR™, ;. Thus, VI (Vi(T05)) = O(e(q) 't ).
Following the computation in Proposition .16 we can prove that

VI (txa8sa) — tr= V€] S IV (Exab€aa) — txanV! (§a)] + 1 0xas — 77 0u) V' (54)]
S Y (Ve = Sarr ™ NV2(ED)] + [Vt V2 (E5)]) + V(&)

[J1]+]|J2|=m
[J1]>0

5 t—2+Ca + t—1+Ca|vI(£§4)|.
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Moreover, by ([{L28) we have
Q1 = nVi(IBR —r + V(€ S Y VD + (ot Y V(&)

[J|=m |J|=m
nj3=n njy3<n

Se Y Vg + e

[J|=m

By ([@29), we have
Qe S ) D VTG S

0<|J|<m
Thus,
lea(VI(€54)) + (—nea(In(3R — 7 + 1)) +r~ )V (&5,)]

Sé’:‘t_l Z |VJ(£§4)|+t_2+C€|VI(§§4)\+t_3+ce+a<q)_1t_2+ce.

|J|=m
nj3=n

We now apply Lemma .10 with ng = 1, ny = n and Lemma 4.8 Then,
t

S X WIS O ) [ el e )

a |Il=m z9(0)
7LI’3:7L
5 t—1+05<x0(0)05<q>—1 4 $0(0)—1+Ce 4 <q>—1t05) 5 t_1+C€<q>_1.
Again recall that ¢ > 2°(0) ~ (g) + Tp. We finish the proof by induction. O

Finally, we consider £5. The case when [ € {a, 3} is easy.
Proposition 4.18. Under our induction hypotheses [@I8), for |I| = m, we have
(@ VHE+ VIR St
So 523 = mTl,—l and &gy = iRTL(J-
Proof. Recall from Section [.1] that

a 1 a a o o v
23 = _2F3564 63 + 5534’ a3 = Xaa T+ 26(1(90 )gaﬁeg + 290 egrgag/wea'

*

Now we apply Lemma BTl Since I' = eR”!, and (g,€l) = R, we have I'efel =
eR™ _; and ¢** [T guel = eR™ . Since ey(9*) = t7'Vi(g) = Ry and e,(9") =
rWa(g) = eR™,, we have e,(g"*)gagel = eR™, . We thus conclude that

a 1 a m
( 237@;3) = (55347)(&&) + 5%—1,—1-

We finally apply Proposition .15 Proposition .16l and Proposition .17 to conclude that
oy = Ry and Gz = R . O

The case | = a’ where {a,a’} = {1, 2} is harder.
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Proposition 4.19. Under our induction hypotheses [@I8), for |I| = m, we have
VIR S (@)
So 535; =Ry

Proof. Fix I such that |I| = m and n;3 = n < m. Recall from ([ZI8) that % = 9‘{6’?:11.

Suppose that V7 (£%) = O({q)~'t?) for |J| = m and n;3 < n. By the equation in Section
ATl we have

VI(VA(ES)) = VI((Va + 115, el el) (Xaw + 2€4(9")gapel, + 29" ST guves)) — VI (1Y, ehel )
=) VL) — VI (H(R(ea, €3)eq, ew)) — VI (HT0 e el&sy + tT0 ges el &5,).

By the Leibniz’s rule and all the previous results, we conclude that the second line has an
upper bound

t—l+C’a<q>—1 + €(q>_lt_1+ca < t—l+C’a<q>—1‘
In the first line, we note that
tfﬁueﬁei(%a(goa)gaﬁeff + 290“65F2a9uu62f) = 59%8?_1 : (59%’11270 + 55}@1,—1) = 529@1,—2
Besides, since Y4 = mTz,o and since Y . XacXear = X12 tT X, We have
|VI(V;1(Xaa’) + trguegezxaa’”
S V2T seg e xaar )| + [V (Exaz(xa1 + x22))| + [V (E{R(ea, ea)es, ear))|
SIVIERT, )| + [VIRTG - R0 - R )| + [VIERT, )| ST et (g) 7 St (g~

Moreover, recall that Vj(el) = eR™ . We also have dg = eR™!; by Remark Il Thus,
we have

Vi(2€4(9°")gasel, + 29"l gue) = 2Vi(ea(9"))gapen + Ry,
= 2e7Vi(0,9")gasel + 2Vi(€]) (009" ) gasen, + Ry, = eR™ .
In conclusion,
VI(Va(€)| S IV, eheléas)| + 17 (g) ™
STtV + Y VIRV ER)] + 7 ()

[J1[+]Ja|=m
[Jo|<m

S elVI(Es)| +efa) 2 + 171 (g) 7.
Next, by ([@28), we have

Q1 —nVi(ImBR —r +)VI(ER) S Y VD + @t Y V7€)

|J|=m [J|l=m
nj3=n 7LJ73<7L
J(¢ad —14Ce
Se Y VIEn)+ e
|J|=m
njy3=n
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By (@29), we have
Q@ ST D V€ ST

0<|J|<m
Thus,
lea(V! (€55)) — nea(m@BR —r + )V (ER)| Set™ D (V7€) +elg) 2t 4720,
[J|=m
7LJ73:7L

By Lemma [£.10 with ng = 0, ny = n and Lemma (4.8, we have
t

> Y VIEDI S a0 + [ el 4 o )

20(0)

a,a’ I|=m

ny3=n

S 195 ((0) 7O+ (0) O+ (20(0)) 1) S )

~Y

We finish the proof by induction. U

Combining Proposition L I5HATI, we finish the proof of Proposition by induction.

4.4. Estimates for higher derivatives of q. Now we can prove the estimates for higher
derivatives of q. We first note that (£.20) holds for each m > 1, as long as € <,, 1. This is
because (£.20) is a result of (4I8) which then results from Proposition [£.9

Lemma 4.20. In QN {r —t < 2R}, we have Vg = O({q)t°?) for each multiindex I.

Proof. We induct on |I]. If [I| = 0, there is nothing to prove. If |I| = 1, the estimates are
clear since Vi(q) = Va(q) = Va(q) = 0 and Vs(q) = O((3R — r + t)|0q|) = O((g)t").

In general, we fix an integer m > 1. By choosing € <,,, 1, we can assume that Proposition
holds for all || < m. Suppose we have proved the estimates for |I| < m, so ¢ = Ry
Fix a multiindex [ such that |I| = m. If n;4 > 0, we can write [ = (J',4,J). Here we can
assume |J| > 0 since otherwise we have V(q) = V5 (V4(q)) = 0. By (@26), we have

Vi) =v"(u(V/(g) = > VYW, ViIV"(g)

J=(J1,k,J2)
= D VUGV = 30 v g
J=(J1,k,J2) J=(J1,k,J2)
= D VU@, = 0((g) 1) = 0((9)t).

J=(J1,k,J2)

Here we note that |Jy| + 1 = |J| — |Ji]| = m — 1 — |J'| — |J1|, so we are able to apply the
definition of R}, here.

Next suppose n;3 < m and n;4 = 0. Thus we can write I = (J',a, J) where n;3 = |J|.
Here we can assume |J| > 0 since V,(¢) = 0. Then

Vi) =V/'Vu(V7 (@)= D VYV, VaV(g).
J=(J1,3,J2)
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Note that
Vo, V3|F = Vo((BR — 7 + t)es (1)) — Va(req(F))
= Vo(3R — 1+ t)es(F) — Va(r)ea(F) + (3R — 1 + t)r]ea, €3] (F)
—(BR—r+t)"Va(r)Va(F) — r'Va(r)Vo(F)
+ BR =1+ )EVA(F) + 1€ Va(F) + (BR — r + t)rt €5 Va(F).

By Lemma ETT and Remark ETTT] we have V,(r) = R, Va(r) = (3R — r +t)ew; = Ry
By Proposition [4.9] we have

[V, Vs] = Z% Vi =R, V.
Thus,
Vig) = >, VYR - V(V2(g)
J= (J13J2)
— Z V(J’,J1)( 6?0,9%8?1—1—(1+|J2\)>:O(t(}e<q>>.
J=(J1,3,J2)

Again, we have m — 1 = 1+ | Jo| + | 1] + |J'].
Finally, suppose ny3 = |I|. We have

Vi(V'(q) = > VIVa, VIV (g) = > VE v (g)).
1=(J1,3,J3) I=(J1,3,J3)
nj,3=l1l nyy 3=1J2] nyp,3=1l n gy 3=1J2]

By the Leibniz’s rule, we can express V71 (nV:/2)(g)) as a linear combination of terms of the
form VE1 (nL)VE2(q), where | Ky |+|Ks| = m, K, contains [, and (K7, K>) is an rearrangement
of (Ji,1,J2). Now recall from [@28) that n} = R + eRy_;. Since V7(q) = O({(g)t“) for
|J| = m and n;3 < |J|, we have

VIV (q))
=13V (q) + O( > VE )V ()])

[K1|+|Kg|=m, 0<|K1|<m
"k [, 3= KL 7y | 3=l

+0() > VE )V (q)])

1#3 |[Kq|+|Kgo|=m, |Kg|>0
ngq,3=IK1ls ngy 3=1Kal-1

= (teas(MBR—7+1) + 0@)V (@) +O( D [V (RT_, + R )] - 19 (q))
0<|K1|<m

+O( Y VR R, + R - ()t

|K1|<m
= tes(In(3R — r + 1))V (q) + O(c|VI(q)]) + O(et®® + 717 (g)?).
Thus,

lea(V(q)) = mea(nBR — 7 + 1))V (q)] S et™' V' ()] + et 717 + 727 (g)
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Recall from Remark EE7.T] that V/(q) = O(t“*(q)) on H. Then, by Lemma with ng =0
and ny = |I|, we have

t

V@) SIUa O+ [ er O g ar)
zV(0

S 1O (g0 + 17+ (2(0)) MO g)) S ()t

We have the following important corollary.

Corollary 4.21. The function q(t,x) is a smooth function (in the sense defined in Section
[Z7) in Q. Moreover, we have Z'q = O((q)t°?) and Z'Qy;;q = O(t°?) for each multiindex I
and 1 <1< 75 <3.

Proof. Fix an integer m > 1. We seek to prove that for ¢ <, 1, ¢ is a C™ function and
Z1q = O((q)t%®) for |I| < m. By writing Z = 2*(t, z)d,, we have
r N Z,eq) =17 2% gap = R, t™HZ, e3) =t %] gop = Ro'o-

Moreover,

A _ apB _ apB _ a pB

(Z,e1) = 2%€1gap = 2"€4(gap — Map) + 2" €1 Mag

= Mgl — 20 4 2 (el — wy) + 2w = Re'y, + Z(r —t).

We can easily check that Z(r —t) = R, so B3R —r +t)7'(Z, es) = R{y. Then, by [@2),
Z =Ry, V,s0Z Tq is a linear combination of terms of the form

Zh(mg?o)'”ZIS(%Z)??O)VS(Q)> Z|[*|+S: |[|> s> 0.

Each of such terms is O(t“*(q)) if |I| < m, so we have Zlq = O(t“*(q)) for |I| < m.
Moreover, for each m > 1, as long as € <, 1, we have ¢ = ‘ﬁg’?f ! by Lemma 200 Then
we have

1 1
Qijq = §<Qija €4>€3(Q) = 5(1’@'%6 - xjgw)ef@?,@)
1

= §($imjk — zjmu)wres(q) + i(ifi(gjk — mjg) — 25 (gik — Mar) )wres(q)

1
+ §(Ilfigjk - ifjgik)(ﬁ’i - Wk)e3(f.1)
=0+ 6%67’0 + 9%6'?0 = 9%6’?0.

Again, for each multiindex I with |I| < m, we can write Z{;;q as a linear combination of
terms of the form

ZNRT) - ZE RGOV Q(0), Y L+ s=m, s> 0.

Each of such terms is O(t“?), so we have Z/Q;;q = O(t°) for |I| < m. O
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4.5. More estimates. We end this section with some estimates derived from our original
wave equation (ILI)). We first introduce a new definition.

Definition. Let F' = F(t,z) be a function with domain Q N {r —¢ < 2R}. For any integer
m > 0 and any real numbers s, p, we have defined F' = fR{, in Section prior to Lemma
EIT We now define F' =R, ,, if F' =R for each m > 0.
Again, by the Leibniz’s rule, we have VI(R;,) = R,, and Ry, p, - Reypo = Ry ts0p1-4p0-
In addition, by Proposition [£.9] we have
(62,,653) = Ro_1; €4 =R 1 _1; §r, = N1 for all other ky < ky and a = 1, 2;
f};’lkz = 9{_17_1 for all k1 < ka; Xap — r‘ldab = 9{_270.

There are many other estimates in Section .3l invovling 2R} ,. They would still hold if all the
superscripts are removed, because they all rely on Proposition [4.9. For example, by Lemma

.11 we have
er =Rop, (€} —wi, ek —w;)=R_10; FZ(g—m)=eR_1_,, TF, =Ry _;
w=Roo, (t°,r°) =R, BR—1r+1)° = Ro.,.
We remark that this definition follows the spirits of the convention in Section 2.4l In the

defintion of RI" | we require some estimates to hold for all ¢ <., 1. The dependence on

s,p?

m here should be emphasized.

Our goal in this subsection is to prove that
(431) 64(63(U)) + r_leg(u) = 8%_370, 64(63(U)) = 8%_270;

(4.32) eales(q)) = —ieg(u)G(w)eg(q) LR g,

We start our proof with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.22. We have the following estimates.

(a) ga =Roo, ¢ ' = Roo; er(er) = Ror1, enley ') =Ry fork #3.

(b) i +wiqr = R_10, u; + wiuy = eR_ap.

(c) ek(% + wiqr) = R_a0, ex(u; +wiuy) = eR_s, for k # 3.

(d) In (b) and (c) we can replace q; + wiq with q; + q, or ¢ — w;q,, and replace u; + w;uy
wzth wp + u, or u; — wiu,. The results are the same.

Proof. (a) By Lemma 20] we have V3(q) = PR and e3(q) = V5(q) = Rop. Then,

1
59(1/36563((1) = Ro,0 - Ro,o - Ro,o = Royo-
Since w; = My, we have ¢, = MRpp. Since ¢ > C~17%¢ and since Vl(qr_l) is a linear
combination of terms of the form
(4.33) gV (g) -V (g,), where Y |L| =[], [I;] >0,
we conclude that V(g 1) = O(t°) for each I and thus ¢, ! = Ry. Besides, we have

ek(eg(Q)) = [eka 63]q = £I§363(q>7 k= 17 27 37 47

Qwigiﬁef = <€3 -+ €4, €4> -+ (2&]2 — 63 — 6g)gi56§ =2 + %_170.
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Thus, for k # 3,

1 1 1
er(qr) = 6k(§wigwefes(q)) = 6k(§wz~gwef Jes(q) + §wigwefek(es(q))
1 1
= €k(§ +NR_10)es(q) + (5 +R_10)E5e3(q)

=R_10- Vi(R_1p) - Roo + R -1 =R 1.

Now if we expand VZ(ex(q!)), each term is still of the form ([@33) with s > 0 and V':(q,)
replaced by V'’ (ex(g.)). We thus conclude that ey(q ') =R_; 4 for k # 3.
(b) We have

1
q; +wiq = i(gw + wigw)@f@?)(Q)

and
1 1
U; + Wity = 5(91'5 + wigog)efeg(U) + 5(%’6 + Wi906)6§64(u) + Z(giﬁ + wigos) e ea(u)
1
= 5(gis + wigos)es (BR —r + 1) Va(u) + R 0.

Here we have
(9is + wigos)ed = €} — wi + (g5 — map) + wi(gos — Mog))ef = R_10.
We thus conclude that ¢; +w;q = R_1 0 and u; + wjuy = eR_gp.

(c) Recall that e,(r) = R_10, ea(w;) = 7€, —wi + (1 — hw;)w;) = R_gp and eq(ef) =
eR_o ¢ by Lemma [L1T] and Lemma T2l Besides, note that
ea(wi) = 171 (el — eq(r)wi) = rtel + R g,
ea(wi) = (€] — w;)Ojw; = 7 (€ — wi — (€] — wj)wjwi) = Rgp.
Thus we have
ea((gip + widos)es) = ea(gip + widos)es + (gis + wigos)ea(e])
= (eal9ip) + wi€a(90s) + €alwi)gos)e] + (9is + wigos) (Ehae + ealel))
= (R 90+ (r el + R 20)g0s)el + (gi + wigos) (Eaey + R 20)
= rtelgoses + 17" (gis + wigos)el + (gip + widos) (Xab — darr ™ ey + Rz
=17 (=€l + €. (gos — mog)es + €k + ((gis — mig) + wi(gos — Mog))el) + Roop = R_sy,
and
ea((9ip + widos)e) = ea(gis + wigos)el + (gip + wigos)ea(el)
= (ea(gin) + wiea(gos) + ea(wi)gos)el + R g
=R o0 +eR 90 =R

Since (gig 4+ wigos)es = R_1o and ex(es(q)) = Elyes(q) = R_y_1, we conclude from the
Leibniz’s rule that for k # 3,

1 1
en(q + wiqr) = §€k((9w +wigos)eles(q) + 5(9:’5 +wigos)erer(es(q))

=R 90 -Roo+R_10- R 21 =R 9.
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Besides,

U; + Wiy = 7"_1 ijjSu + r_lwiSu + r_lwi(t -+ T)_l(tSu — Z IjQ(]jU> = %—1,0 - Zu.
J J

Note that Zu = eR_; ¢ and e, = R_1 -V for k # 3. We conclude that

ex(u; +wiuy) = ex(R_10) - Zu+R_10 - ex(Zu)
=R_10- Vi(R_10) - eR10+R10- Roro - Vi(eR10) = eRsp.

(d) This part follows directly from

0t + 8,, = Z wz(& + wzﬁt), 8, — wiﬁr = & + wzﬁt — Zwiw]—(ﬁj + w]@t).

Proposition 4.23. We have es(e3(u)) +rtes(u) = eR_30 and es(ez(ru)) = eR_op0.

Proof. Note that
1 1
9% (1) 0 0pu = E e2e?0,05u + 562‘65&18511 + §e§e§8a8ﬁu

= (ealea(u)) = ea(€s)at) + eales(u)) — eses)Oau.

Here we have

eq(e2)0u

1
= Lo (1) = SXaa(€3() + €a(w)) = (€a, a(9")0p + 97T 50 ) ea(u) — €T, ua

1
=~ (1) = 5 Xaa(es() + €a(w)) = (¢59ascal9”) + €10 g™ eTE5)ea(w) — efel T, ua
1
= _§Xaae3(u) —ehen i ua +eR 30

and
« 2
64(63)aau = 8%_270 . 59%_1,_1 =& %_37_1.

In addition, for k, [ # 3, we have

et T = 20" Dy + Dot — D)
z%w%@m¢m+%wﬂwﬁﬁm—%w%w%ﬁ%
== 5 3 eclgwec(w)eel — Jes(gudentuelel — Jerlowleslulelel
=R 5 C

"



Since Xap — 07! = R_9p and ez(u) = (3R — r + ) 'V3(u) = eR_; 4, their product is
eR_3_1. Thus we have

0= 3 calealw) + eates(u) + 5 trxes(u) + <R g
= Z ealea(u)) + es(es(w)) + 1 tez(u) + eR 3.

Next, as in Lemma m we set
hi == 1(0i(ru) — qiq; 0, (rw)) = —r(u + ru,) g, (g — wige) + 172 (u; — winy).
Recall from Lemma [3.14] that
= Z eq(wi)h

We claim that h; = QR and e,(h;) = eR_1 . In fact, note that v+ ru, = eR_1 9+ Rip -
eR_1 1 =eRo_1. We also recall that e,(r) = R_1 0, 50 e,(r™) = —r"2e,(r) = R_30. Thus
by Lemma .22, we have h; = ey and e,(h;) = eR_1 9. We thus have

ea(€a(u))
= ea(r Lea(ru) + eq(r—)ru)
ea(ea(ru)) 4 2e,(r Heq(ru) + eq(eq(r™))ru
=r"teg(ea(ru)) + Rz - 7 Va(eR00) + Va(R_30) - eR_10

126’(1(6@ Yhi + 1~ 126“ (wi)eq(hi) +eR_ap
:r—lzea(r 1(6 — Wiw;e a))h' +£R_10 r V(%OO) 5%_1704—5%_4’0
226“ el — wiw;elYh; + 1~ 126“ (e} — wiwjel)h; +eR_30

a(ﬂ%,o) - eRoo + 1 R 30 59%,0 +eR_30=cR_3p.
Thus,
0 =eq(es(u)) +r tes(u) + eR_3p.
Finally, we have
eq(es(ru)) = eq(res(u)) + eqs(es(r)u) = req(es(u)) + eq(r)es(u) + es(r)es(u) + es(es(r))u
= —e3(u) + eq(r)es(u) + eq(ebw;)u 4+ erR_z0 + R a9
= (eq(r) — Des(u) + Vi1 + (e — wi)w;)u + R0
=R_10- R 1+ R0 Va(Roio) - eRi o+ R =R

Next we prove an estimate for e3(q). We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.24. Fiz a function f € C*(R). Then, fore < 1, f(u)— f(0)— f'(0)u = e*R_5
where u is a solution to (ILLT]).
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Proof. For e < 1, we have f(u) — f(0) — f'(0)u = O(|u]?) = O(e*~2+°%). Now, for each I
with |I| > 0, we can write VI(f(u)) — f'(u)(V?! u) as a linear combination of terms of the
form

FOViu- Vi, YTILI =1, s > 2, [L] >0.

Since u = eR_1, we can prove that each of these terms are O((et~1779)%) = O(e2t2+7%).
Finally, note that f'(u)Viu — f/(0)Viu = O(Ju| - |VIu|) = O(e2t717). This finishes the
proof. O

Our main result is as follows.

Proposition 4.25. In QN {r —t < 2R}, we have

1

64(63(q)) = —163(U)G(w)63(Q) + 6%_2’0.

Proof. We recall that

ea(es(q) = —Tosefefes(q) = —%90"(6264(91/5) + egea(gua))es(a) + %gouaugaﬁeifef%(ﬂ
Here e3(q) = (3R —r +1)"'V3(q) = Roo and e4(g) = t7'Vi(g) = eR_50. Thus,
es(es(q)) = %gouaugaﬁﬁ’z; efes(q) +eRp0 = 3(63 — e4)(gas)eseies(q) + R0
= ieg(gag)ei“efeg(q) + Rz

Recall that the coefficients (¢®’(v)) in (L)) are known smooth functions, and that for all
lv] < 1 the matrix (¢*°(v)) has a smooth inverse (gns(v)). We differentiate g7 (v)gys(v) =
dap With respect to v and then set v = 0. Thus,

d
CVU v= me _I_m oBlv=0 — 0
dv fo=o - g dvg B| 0

By setting ggﬁ = %gaﬂv:o and gg‘ﬁ = d%go‘ﬂvzo, we conclude that

0
908 = —Maampags” .

Here we do not take sum over «, 5. Thus we have

a B 00,00 ij i
9a564 ¢y = —g™eled + 290" efel, — g 6464

= —G(w) + 290" (e} — w;) — 96]62( e — wj) — Q(i)j(ei —wiwj = —G(w) + R_1p.
By the previous lemma we have

1 1
es(es(q)) = 163(g25u)ejl’“efeg(q) +eR_o0 = —163(u)G(w)eg(q) +eR_0p.
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5. THE ASYMPTOTIC EQUATIONS AND THE SCATTERING DATA

In Section [B] we have constructed a global optical function ¢(t, z) in € such that —¢;, ¢, >

C~'t=% > 0. By setting
Q= {(s.q.w): s>0, ¢> (exp(d/e) —exp((s +9)/¢))/2+ 2R, w € S},
we have an invertible map from Q to ', defined by
O(t,r,w) = (s,q,w) := (eln(t) — §,q(t,rw),w).

In fact, we have t = exp((s + 9)/¢) and the map r + ¢(t,rw) is strictly increasing for each
fixed (t,w). Thus, ® is injective. Since ¢ = r —¢ when r > t+ 2R, we have lim, . q(t,7w) =
oo. Thus, ® is surjective. This gives us a new coordinate system (s, q,w) on €.

In addition, ® is smooth since ¢ is a smooth function. Its inverse ®~! is also smooth, since

we have ¢, > 0. So, any smooth function F(¢,r) induces a smooth function F o ®~!. With

an abuse of notation, we still write ' o ®71(s,q,w) as F(s,q,w).
We define

(1, U)(t,2) = (¢ — qro e 'ru)(t, ), (t,2) € S
Since ¢ and u are both smooth, u(t,z) and U(t, ) are smooth. As discussed above, we also
obtain two smooth functions pu(s, q,w) and U(s,q,w) in €. Our goal in this section is to
derive a system of asymptotic equations for (u, U) in the coordinate set (s, ¢, w). Our main
result is the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let (1, U)(s, q,w) be defined as above. Then, by writingt = exp(e~(s+0))
we have

1
Ot = ZG(w),thq +e R4,
U, = —~G()U? + 'R
Ve =77 (W)pU; +¢ ~1,0-
In addition, the following three limits exist for all (q,w) € R x S$?:
1.
Alg,w) = =3 lim (uUg)(s, ¢, w),
i 1
Ai(g,w) = lim exp(5G(w)A(g, w)s)uls, ¢ w),
, 1
A2(Q> CU) = sllglo eXp(_§G(w)A(Q> W)S)Uq(S, q, CU).
All of them are smooth functions of (q,w) for e < 1. By setting
~ 1
(s, g, w) = Arexp(=5GAs),

1
U,(s,q,w) := Ay exp(iGAs).

we obtain an exact solution to our reduced system
1

s = JG W)U,
~ 1 o~
USQ = _ZG(M)MUgu
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which satisfies the following estimates:

(@)0)" 0L (U, +24) = O(FH), ({(@)2,)" 00 A = O((g)~+2);
({a)2,)" 0 (exp(3G As)ys — Ax) = O(™+), ({a)2,)" 241 = O(()),
((q)0,) ™01 (exp(—LGAs)U, — Ay) = O(t7146%), (()3,)mI Ay = O((g)~1+C%):

O ({(q)0) ™ (i — 1, Uy — Uy) = O(7Pt~1+C=), o (U — U) = O(eP(g)t=1+C%).

Remark 5.1.1. Here A is called the scattering data.

After some preliminary computations in the new coordinate set (s,q,w) in Section [G.1]
we derive the asymptotic equations for 4 and U in Section and Section B3] respectively.
Next, in Section 5.4l we make use of the asymptotic equations to construct our scattering
data. The main propositions in this subsection are Proposition and Proposition 5.7l
Finally, in Section 5.5, we define an exact solution (g, U)(s, ¢,w) to our reduced system and
we show that it provides a good approximation of (i, U)(s, q,w).

5.1. Derivatives under the new coordinate. For convenience, from now on we make
the following convention. For a function F' = F(s,q,w) where w € S?, we extend it to all
w # 0 by setting F(s,q, \w) = F(s,q,w) for each A > 0. Under such a setting, it is easy to
compute the angular derivatives of F' since we can now define d,,. To avoid ambiguity, we
will only use d,, in the coordinate (s, q,w) and will never use it in the coordinate (¢,r,w).

First we explain how to compute the derivatives of U in (s, q,w). Note by the chain rule,
for any function F' = F(s,q,w) = F(t,r,w) we have

{ F,=cet 'Fy + ¢ F, — { Fy=e"W(F, — qq; ' F,)
FTZQTFq Fq:qw_lFr

In addition, by the homogeneity, we have F(s,q,w) = F\(s,q, \w) and 9, F(s,q,w) =
A0, F(s,q, \w) for each A > 0. At (t,z), we set A\ = |z| which gives

E :tiq—i—’l“_lei = FWi :T(E _Qiqr_lFr)'

Now we can explain the meaning of the function h; defined in Lemma[3.14} it is the derivative
of ru with respect to w; under the coordinate (s, q,w).

To simplify our future computations, we note that 9,, 9; and d,, commute with each other.
In fact,

[aqa am] = [qT—lam Tai - TQiqr_lar]
=q,'0; — ¢, 0 (raiq; )0, — 10;(q; 'w;)0; + raiq, 0, (g, )0,
=q,0; — ¢, 20,(rq;) 0, — 19;(q; )0, — ¢, (0 — w;,)
= _qr_2(qi + T‘&Qi)&r + Tqr_Q(ar(Qi) + T_l(% - wi‘]r»&r + qr_lwz&«
[asa aq] = [5_1tat - 5_1tthr_10r> qr_lar]
= "0(q,")0, — e g, 10, (¢, )0 + e Mg O (g O,

= 5_1t8t(qr_1)3r + 5_1tqr_2qm"8r = 07
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05,0, = [e7't0, — e "tquq 0, 70; — 7qsq. 0,
= —e 'troy(qiq, )0 — e tawg  (0; — On(raig; 1)O,)
+ e 'roi(qeq, 'wy) 0y — e M traiq; 0, (qeqr ) 0s
= — "trauq, 'O — e g, 0 + e g a0, 4 e trqug 20, ()0,
+ e Mtraug, 0, — e traug, *0i(qr) 0 4 € Mtqugy (0 — widy)
= e g, 0, — &t (4 — wigy) 0, — € g, wid, = 0.

Moreover, we can express (Js, 0, 0,,) in terms of the weighted null frame {Vj}.

Lemma 5.2. We have

85 = Z 6_1%_1,0‘/& -+ (5_1 + %—1,0)‘/;17

O, = Z R_10Vi + Z 62% = Z NRo,0 Vi,

k#£3 a k#3

Oq - Z 9{07_1Vk.
k

Proof. We can express 0Os, 0,, in terms of the null frame:

Os = 6_115(90565% + %90/36563 + 29056564) - 5_1tqtq;1(wigiﬁ€§€a + %%9%6563 + %Wigiﬁege4)
= e " t((g0s — @uay 'wigip)eleq + %(905 — quq; 'wigis)eses),
O, = r(giﬁefea + %giﬁefeg + %gw€§€4) - TQiQfl(ngjﬁegea + %ngjﬂefes + %Wj9j6€§€4)
= 1((9is — 4:4, 'wjgj8)e0ea + %(giﬁ — iy 'wigjp)esea).
We note that there is no term with es in 05 and 0d,,, since
(905 — @y 'wigin)el = 0 (argos — quigis)es = %qr‘ tes(g) (wigan€igose] — goveiwigisey) = 0,
(98 — 414, "w;g;6)€d = 4 (argi — Qi) = %QF Yes(q) (w;g5uel gipell — givelwigipel) = 0.

In these computations we use the equality ¢, = % gagef e3(q). In addition, we have

e t(gos — qay 'wigis)es =€ "t((go; — moj) — qay wi(gi; — mag))el — e tag tea(r)
=Ropo + 6_19%0,0 = 6_19%0,0,
r(gis — 4:q, ' wigia)el = r((gi — miy) — @iy 'wi(gs — myyr))el +rlel — qig;  ea(r))

_ 7
= %0,0 + ré,-
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Besides, since egwi = 2¢%w; + eflwi =14+ ¢eR_1p, we have
e (gos — @uqy ‘wigis)es = t((gos — mos) — qua, " wi(gis — mig))es + e (1 — g, ehw;)
=Roo +e g (20 — (¢ + ar) — qrlebw; — 1)) = Roo + 271t
r(gis — @iy, "w;gis)es = r((gis — mup) — i, "w;(g;5 — myg))es + (s — gig, ‘wjed)
= eRop + g (e — w)gr — (¢ — wigr) — gilew; — 1)) = Rop.

Thus,

0y = Z e Ro0eq + (7 + Rop)es = 28_1%_1,0% + (e +Ro10)Va,
O, = Z Rooer + Z rele, = Z R_10Vi + Z eV, = Z NRo,0 V-
£3 o £3 a e

It is also clear that

8q = Z‘ﬁo,oek = Z‘ﬁo,—lvk-
k k

We end this subsection with the following estimates for U.

Lemma 5.3. We have
(U, Uy, Us, Uy,) = (Ro0, Ro,—1,6 R0, Roo).
In conclusion, we have pU, = Ro 1.

Proof. We have

U=c¢e¢'ry,
Uy=gq,'0.(c7'ru) = e7'g.  (u + ruy),
Us = e 2tr(us +ur — g, (@ + ¢ )ur) — € 2tquq,

Uy = — 'r(q; — wigr) g (u + ruy) + 7% (us — wiy).

It follows directly from Lemma .11l Lemma [£.22] and the proof of Proposition .23 that
(U, Uy, Uy, Us,,) = (Ro,0, Ro,—1, ' Ro0, Roo). Finally, since pn = Ro 9, we have pl; = Ro 1.
O

Remark 5.3.1. Note that we have U, = Ry _1 which is stronger than (U,eUs, U,,) = Ro.
This is because we gain an additional factor (r —t)~! when we estimate u, and its derivatives
compared to u. We refer our readers to Lemma

We also remark that it is important for us to obtain U, = 9y _; instead of PRy here,

because U, = My _; is necessary for the scattering data to be defined later.
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5.2. The asymptotic equation for . We start with several estimates for u = ¢ — q,. By
Proposition .25, we have

ea(es(q)) = ——es(u)G(w)es(q) + R a0

N e~

(eres(U) — er?es(r)U)G(w)es(q) + R _ap

&0

es(U)G(w)es(q) + eR_ayp.

Since €} —w; = R_1 9, we have
es(q) = —p+R_10-0¢ = —p+ R_q 0.

Moreover,
ea(es(q) + ) = ea((ef — wi)gi) = eales — wi)gi + (e — wi)ea(q:)
= —(&} —wj)r (0 — wiw;)q; + (e — wz’)%(%gwef%(@) +eNRop
= N—q —q — g (ea(r) = 1)) + %gw(eé — wy)efeq(es(q)) + eRg0 = eR_ap.

To get the last equality, we use the following estimates: e4(r) — 1 = eR_; ¢ by Lemma [A.12]
ea(es(q)) = Ees(q) = €My 1, and

1 1 .
q+ g = 5(905 + Wigiﬁ)efe?)(Q) = 5(—1 + eqw;)es(q) + (Gux — M) - Roo = eR_10.

Besides, by the chain rule, we have

es(U) = e3(q)U, — et U, + Z es(wi)Uy, = —pUy + Ro1 0.

Here we apply Lemma[53 and we note that ez(w;) = (¢} —w;)r—(0;; —wiw;) = R_9. Thus,
we have

g
es(—p) +eR 90 = —EG(W)(—MUq + R 10)(—p+R1p) +eR 90
e
= —EG((M),UPU(] + 59{_270.

Then,
€
(5.1) eq(p) = EG(w)MQUq +eR_9p.

By Lemma we have

_ _ 1, € _
ps = € 'teg(p) + 25 'R0 Vi(p) =€ 1t(EG(W)M2Uq +eR o0) + Z e R_10Vi(Rop)

k#3 k3

t 1 t—
= EG((A})ILHUQ + 5_1%_170 = ZG(W),U2Uq + %G(W)ILHUQ + 8_1%_170

1 1
= ZG((U)/J,2U[1 + 8%_171 : %070 . %0,_1 + 8_1%_170 = ZG(M)Mqu + 6_1%_1’0.
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We thus obtain the first asymptotic equation
1
(5.2) fs = ZG(W)Nqu + e 'R0

5.3. The asymptotic equation for U. By Proposition [£.23, we have
es(ez(U)) = e tes(es(ru)) = R_gp.
Meanwhile, by Lemma [5.3] we have
ea(es(U)) = eq(es(q)U, + et U, + ez(w;)U.,,)

= —ey(uUy) + ea((ely — w) U, + et Uy + (e — w;)r (65 — wiw;)U,)
= —es(pUy) + R_10- ViR +et™ e Roo + Roro -7 Royp)
= —ey(plU,) + R_2yp.

Thus, eq(nU,) = R_ayp.

Now, we compute 0s(uU,). By Lemma [5.2] we have

0u(uUy) = e 'Ry 0Valuly) + (67" + Ro10)Va(uly)
= 25_1%—1,0%(%0,—1) + (e +Ro10)Ro10 = R

Thus, we have

1
,U/Usq = 85(,qu) — ,U/qu = 8_1%_1,0 — (ZG(M)Mqu -+ 8_1%_1,_1 + %_170)Uq

1
= _EG(M)Mng + 5_1%_1,0.

1

Since || > C7179 we have ' = Rg. Thus we obtain the second asymptotic equation

1
(5.3) Usg = —ZG(w),quQ +e R 1.

In summary, by (52) and (53), we have proved the following proposition.
Proposition 5.4. We have

1
Ot = ZG(w),uqu +e 'R 1,
(5.4)

1
o,U, = —ZG(w)uUj +e R 1.
In other words, (u,U,)(s,q,w) is an apporzimate solution to the reduced system of ODE’s

-1 7
0.fi = G(w)T,
(5.5) ]
aqu = _EG(w)ﬁUj
We remark that this proposition verifies the nonrigorous derivation in Section 3 of the

author’s previous paper [35].
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5.4. The scattering data. From the previous subsections, we have proved that (u, U,)(s, ¢, w)
is an approximate solution to the reduced system (G5.5). In this subsection, we seek to con-

struct an exact solution (g, U,) to (B.5]) which is a good approximation of (yx, U,).

We start with the following key proposition. In this proposition, we define the scattering
data A = A(q,w) for each (¢,w) € R x S? and we show that it is a smooth function (in the
sense defined in Section 2.4]).

Proposition 5.5. In €Y, we have

((0)0)"05(nUy) = O({a)~'t%), R ({@)0,) "0y (uly) = O(e™74717C%), p > 1.

S
Moreover, for each m,n, the limit

A 0) = =5 im ((9)0,)" 30T, (5. 4.

S§—00

exists for all (q,w) € RxS?, and the convergence is uniform in (q,w). So A(q,w) := Ago(q,w)
is a smooth function of (q,w) in R x S? such that ((q)0,)™0"A = A,,,.. We call this function
A the scattering data. It is clear that A =0 for ¢ > R.

Finally, we have

() 0)" 0 (uUy +2A4) = O(t™F), ()93 A = O({g) ).

Proof. First we note that in the region r —t > R, we have ¢ = r —t and v = 0. In this
case, every estimate in the statement of this proposition is equal to 0, so there is nothing to
prove. Thus, we can assume that ¢ < 2R and r —t < 2R in the rest of this proof.

We need to derive an estimate for 9,0, (uU,). Here we apply Lemma Recall that
nU, = Ro 1 and Vy(pU,) = R_1 0. By the Leibniz’s rule, we have

({9)94)"™ 05 (1Uy) ZfﬁooVk "(Ro,-1) = O({q) ) = O((g) 1),

In addition, for p > 1 we have
P ((q)09)™ 0 (nUy) = B~ ((q)0g)™ 005 (uU,)
= P (0" e Rovo - Vilply) + e Va(uly))
E#3

(5.6)
= 85_1((q>8q)m8£(2 e 'R 10 Ro—1 +¢ "R_1y)

_ l—p(z %070Vk>p+m+n_1(5_1%_170> _ O(&?_pt_l—l—ce).

In both these estimates, we view t as a function of s.
For fixed ¢ < 2R and w € S§?, by the definition of €', we have (s, q,w) € € if and only if
s > 0 and

(5.7) exp((s+0)/e) > exp(d/e) — 2q + 4R.

We can write this condition as s > s,5. where s;,5. > 0 is a constant depending on its

subscripts, such that (s,s.,¢,w) € 0 corresponds with a point on H. Thus, for each fixed
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(q,w) and s9 > $1 > S5 = exp(d/e) — 2¢ + 4R, by (B.6) with p = 1, we have
|((9)89)™ 0 (1Uy) (2, ¢, w) — ({0)0g) ™I (nUqg) (51, ¢, )]
< / e lexp((—=1+4 Ce)e (s +9)) ds Sexp((—1 + Ce)e™ (s +0)).

S1

In conclusion, {((q)9,)™0.(1uU,)(s,q,w)}s>s, 5. is uniformly Cauchy for each (q,w). Thus,
the limit

Apag,) 2= — I ({0)0,)" (W) (5.4,
exists, and the convergence is uniform in (¢,w). Besides, for each s > s,., we have
(5.8) (@0 O (Uy) + 2Amal S 7149 = exp((—1 + Ce)e™ (s + 9)).
By evaluating (5.8)) at (s44.,¢,w), we have
[ Amn(q,w)| S 1((q)0g) " O (1Ug) + 2Am.a| + |({4)0y)™ 05 (nUy)|
< (exp(0/e) = 2q +4R) T + (q) T (exp(d/2) — 2q + 4R)T < (q) 7",

In the last inequality, we note that (a+ b)°° < 29 max{a, b} < 2(a® +b°%) for each pairs
a,b > 0. Since the convergence is uniform in (¢, w), if we define A := Ay, then we have

(0)0)" 0 A = A = O((g)717).
O

Note that each function of (s,q,w) can be viewed as a function of (¢,z). We then have
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.6. By viewing each function of (s,q,w) as a function of (t,x) € QN{r—t < 2R},
we have (A, 0,A) = Ro_1, pU; +2A =R_1 and exp(ﬂ:%G(w)As) —1=%R_1.

Proof. Note that VA is a linear combination of terms of the form
oA Vhg Vg Vi Vg S TILI+ Y L] = .

Each of these terms is O((g) 17" . (¢)™t%%) = O({(¢)"'t*), so A = Ry_1. The proof of
0,A = MRy 1 is essentially the same.
Moreover, VI(uU, + 2A) is a linear combination of terms of the form

Oy on(uUy + A) - Vg Ving Vg Vo, S LI+ Y L = |1;

ROy (uly) - Vs Vs Vg Ving . .V Vg,

STILI+ D 1L+ D K = 1], p> 0.
By applying (E.8) to the first row and (5.6]) to the second row, we conclude that VZ(uU, +
2A) = O(t719) and thus pU, +2A =R_,,.
Finally, by the chain rule, for each |I| > 0 we can write V/(exp(+1G(w)As) — 1) as a
linear combination of terms of the form

1 1 1
exp(£5G(w)As) - Vh(i§G(W)AS) . 'Vlm(i§G(W)AS)7 YoILI =], L] > 0.
87



The first term in this product is O(t“?), and each of the rest terms are O(VI*(Ro_,)) =
O({g)~'t“%), so we conclude that V' (exp(£5G(w)As) —1) = O({g)~'t*) for |I| > 0. When
[I| =0, since |e” — 1] < |plel!, we have

exp(5G(w)As) — 1] S (0) s exp(Cla)™%s) S (0) 1"

Here we note that s = eIn(t) — § = O(t®). In conclusion, exp(+3GAs) — 1 =R _;. O
By (54)) and Lemma [5.6] we have

1
Oyt = —§G(w)A(q, W)+ e MR,

1
aqu = iG(w)A(q, (A))Uq + 5_1%_1,0.

With the remainder terms omitted, we obtain two linear ODE’s for ;1 and U,. They motivate
us to define

Vi = exp(5 () Alg,)s
(5.9)

7 = exp(~ 5 G(w) Alg,)3)Uy
Now we can prove the following proposition.
Proposition 5.7. We have
(00" 0LV = O(tF), X(@)0,)"05Vs = O(et7+%), p > 1;

(0)0)" 0V = O(g) 1), P((q)dy) iV = O(e Pt1+), p> 1.
Moreover, for each m,n, the limit
Ajmn(q,w) == lim V}(s,q,w), j=1,2
S§— 00

exists for all (q,w) € R x S?, and the convergence is uniform in (q,w). So, for j = 1,2,

Aj := Ajoo is smooth functions of (q,w) in R x S such that ({q)0,)"O"A; = Ajmn. It is

clear that Ay = —2 and Ay =0 for ¢ > R. Besides, we have AjAy = —2A everywhere.
Finally, we have

(D) (Vi = A) = O ), (a)9)" 9L A = O((a)7),
(@)0)" (Vs = Ag) = O(t™ ), ((@)0,)" 9L Az = O((q) ).
Proof. By (5.1]) and since t/r =1+ 9_; 1, we have
t
Vi) = %G(w);ﬁUq Ry = ZG(w),uqu + R

Moreover, by viewing (s, q,w) as functions of (¢, ), we have

es(G(w)A(q,w)s) = eG(w) At + e4(w;) D, (GA)s = eG(w) At + R 5.
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Here we note that 9, (GA) = My _; by Lemma and eq(w;) = (¢} — w;)0;w; = R_ap.
Then, by Lemma [5.6] we have V, = NRo.,0 - Ro,o = Rop and

~ 1 ~ 1
Vi(Vh) = 5‘/21(GAS)V1 + exp(§GAS)V21(u)
1 ~ 1
= Z(QEGA +eGuU, +R_11)Vi+ R eXp(ﬁGAs)
1
= 1(5%—1,0 +R_11) Roo+eR10-Roo =R 0+R11 =R 1.

Next, we have 171172 = pU, and pU, = Ro 1, Va(uU,) = R_1 from Proposition Since
p=q —q < =207 and exp(:GAs) > exp(—Cs) = exp(CO)t~%, we have |V} =
—V, > C'7%. We can express VI(V3) = VI((ul,)/Vi) as a linear combination of terms
of the form

Vit v (W) - VI Vi), YL =11,

It is easy to conclude that Vy = MRy 1 and ‘/}1(‘/2) =NR_10.
Now we can follow the proof in Proposition to prove every estimate involving As in
the statement. As for Ay, we note that

((@)0,) ™00 (V1) = ZmOOVk "(Roo) = O(t).

In addition, for p > 1 we have
P ((0)0,)" 0L (V1) = 32 ((0)0,) " 050s(V2)
= 85_1(<Q>3q)m83(2 eT'M10 - Vi(V) + e Va(1h))
k#3
= ((0)0)" () TR0 R+ R1y)

_ 1—p(z %O,OVk)p—’_m—i_n_l(E_lm—l,o) _ O(g—pt—l-i-C'e).

It is then clear that the estimates for V; — A4; are the same as those for nU, + 2A. Finally,
at (s,q,w) = (845¢, ¢, w) we have
|((2)0) 0t A (g, )] S 1((@)0) (Vi — A1) (s, q,w)| + [((0) )2 (Vi) (s, q, w)]
< (exp(8/€) — 2q + 4R) 7 + (exp(8/¢) — 2q + 4R)“* < (9)
In the last inequality, we note that (a +b)°® < 29 max{a, b} < 2(a%® +b°%) for each pairs
a,b>0. O

Remark 5.7.1. Following the proof of Lemma [5.6] we can show that (A;,d,4;) = Roo,
Vi—A4 = %—1,07 (A2, 3wz42) = 9%,-1 and Vo — Ay = %—1,0-

Moreover, we note that A; &~ —2 in the following sense.

Lemma 5.8. Fiz 0 < x < 1. Fore < 1 and for all (q,w) € R x S?, we have |A1(q,w) +2| <
k{q)~1TC. The constant in the power may depend on k. As a result, we have Ai(q,w) <

—1 < 0.
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Proof. Since A; = —2 for ¢ > R, we can assume ¢ < 2R in the proof. Recall from the proof
of Proposition [5.7] that

64(‘71) =R g0+ R g1 =0t 172 ()7,

Next we consider Vi|. On H we have pp = —2+O(|u|) = =2+ O(et~+9%). As computed
in Lemma [5.6] on H we have

|(eXp(%GAS) — Dl < (@)% sexp(Clg) 71 %s) - (2 + O(st71T99))

<q>—1+C€8 exp(C(q)_Hces).

Thus, ‘71|H = -9 +~O(Et—1+05 + <q>—1+CeS eXp(C<q>_1+C€S)).
We integrate e4(V}) along the geodesic in A passing through (¢t,z) € QN {r —t < 2R}.
Then,

Vit o) +2] S (@(0) 74 + () (e lna®(0) — §) exp(C{g) (e Ina®(0) — 6))

Herlg™ [ e ar

20(0
< e(2(0)) 7 + (q;_)”ce(6 Ina(0) — 8) exp(C(g) ™ (e Ina”(0) — 9))
+ (e + (@) 7)("(0) 7
If eInz°(0) — § < ¢ for some small constant ¢ > 0, we have
Vi(t,2) + 2| < Celg) ™ + Ce(q) T+ exp(Celg) ™) + Cle + () ™) (@) + exp(d/)) 7+
< Celg) ™10 4 Celg)~1+Ce.

S
S

By choosing ¢, <, 1, we can make Cc + Ce < k. Thus, |Vi(t,z) + 2| < k{q)"TC=. If
eln(2°(0)) — 0 > ¢, we have 2°(0) > exp((c+4d)/e) and thus g = (exp(d/e) —2°(0))/2+2R <
—C~Vexp((c+6)/¢) for e < 1. Then we have (¢)¢c > C~%exp(C’(c + §)) and thus

Vilt,2) +2] S (e + (@) ) ((0)) 7 + (g) 7 (2"(0))*

S (e + () ) @) (exp(d/e) + ()" + (@)~ T (exp(d/e) + (q))“*
<)Y S (g) T Y exp(—Cle).

~

The second last inequality holds since a®® 4 b“* < (2max{a,b})?* < 29(a”® + b*) for
a,b> 0. By choosing C' >, 1 and ¢ <, 1, again we have |Vi(¢,z) + 2| < r(q) ",
We finish the proof by sending s — oo. O

5.5. An exact solution to the reduced system. For each (s,q,w) € R x R x §?, we
define

s, 4,) = Ai(g,0) exp(~ 5 Glw) Alg,)9),
(5.10)

yfs,,) = Aa(0,0) expl5Gl) Alg, )s).

Since ﬁqu = AjAy = —2A, it is easy to show that (f, ﬁq) is indeed a solution to the

reduced system (5.5). To solve for U uniquely, we assume that lim, oo U(s,q,w) =0 (since
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lim, o U(s, q,w) = 0). This also implies that U =0forq>2R. At (s,q,w) € Q' N{q < 2R}
we have

i=Ro0- (1+NRo_1) = NRop, ijq = NRo,—1(1 +Roo) = Ro -1,

i~ 1 = exp(—5C(@)Alg,0)) (A1 — Th) = R,
0, — Uy = exp(3Gw) Alg,)3) (As — T5) = Ry

Thus, for each p, m,n, we have

R(@)0)" 0o =¢"" Z‘ﬁo Vi) (Ro) = O(e7Pt9),
(5.11) O ((q)0y)™ 0T, = €77 Z%O,ka PHE(Ro,—1) = O(e7P{q) '),
(00" = Ty = Uy) = 77 (3 BogVe ™ (rg) = O ),

Moreover, since U = e~ 'ru = Ry 9, we can also show that 97 ({q)9,)™"U = O(s7Pt¢). Now,
by integrating 0297 (U, — U,) with respect to ¢, we have
(5.12)

PO (U —U) = O(e P (gt ™179), PO = O(e7P(g)t~ 0% 4 7719¢) = O(e7P1%%).

Here we note that (¢) <t in Q' N{q < 2R}. The estimates (511 and (5.12)) will be used in
Section [l

6. GAUGE INDEPENDENCE

At the beginning of Section 3] we define a region €2 by ([B:2]) and then construct an optical
function in Q. If we replace ([B2]) with

Qs ={(t,x): t >exp(d/e), x| —exp(d/e) — 2R > r(t —exp(d/e))}

for some fixed constants ¢ > 0 and 0 < kK < 1, we are still able to construct an optical
function in Q, 5 by following the proofs in Section Bl and Section @l We are also able to
construct a scattering data by following the proofs in Section Bl We do not expect that the
scattering data to be independent of (k,d), but we have the next proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose q(t,x) and q(t,z) are two solutions to the same eikonal equation

gaﬁ (U>QaQﬁ =0

in different regions €2y 5 and €1 5, respectively, as constructed in Section[d and Section[] Let
A(q,w) and A(q,w) be the corresponding scattering data constructed in Section[5.4 Under
the change of coordinates (s,q,w) = (¢In(t) — d,q(t, x),w), we can view q(t,x) as a function
of (s,q,w) in Qs N Qrns. Then, the limit §oo(q,w) 1= lims_ G(s, ¢, w) ezists, and we have

Alq,w) = A(Goo(q ), w).

91



Proof. We first recall several notations and estimates in Section For example, we have
p=q—q =01, v=q+q = Ot ), and we have similar definitions and estimates
for i and v. By viewing (¢, z) as a function of (s, q,w) = (¢In(t) — 0, ¢(t, z),w), we have

0sq = "G — qg 'q) = te g (vq. " — v ).
By the eikonal equation, we have
_ o N 1 -
0= _(qT - QT>(q7‘ + qr) + O(t 2+C€) -+ (g ﬁ(u) —m ﬁ)qQQﬁ = —VU -+ ZU’G(M)Mz + O(t 2+C€)'
Since u < —C~~¢, we have

1
V= ZuG(w)u + Ot~

and thus
‘- %uG(w)qﬁ +O(t2) = iuG(w)(qﬁ )+ O(77%) = ~ JuG{w) + O,

We conclude that
0sq = ts_lqr_l(—%uG(w) +O(t270%) — (—%uG(w) + O(t72799))
= O(g_lt_1+05) — 0(5_1 eXp((—e_l + C)(S + 5)))

As computed in Section 5.4 we can show that §..(q,w) = lim,_, ¢(s, ¢, w) exists for all
(q,w). Moreover, we can show that

|Q(S> qaw) - (joo(qaw” S t_1+ce'

Since lim, o0 (uUy) (s, q,w) = —2A(q,w) and lims_,o(aU,)(5,q,w) = —2A(q,w) (recall
that 5+ 0 = s+ J), we have

1 _ 1
8r(€_17”u) = quq = _§,LLUq + O(t_l-i-CE); 87‘(5_17"1,[,) = erUq = _i/qu + O(t—l-l-CE).

Then, ) )
(IUUQ)(& q, CU) = (ﬂUq)(S + o — 5, (j(S, q, w)’ CU) + O(t—l—i-C'a).

By sending s (and thus t) to infinity, we conclude that A(q,w) = A(Gs(q,w),w). O

7. APPROXIMATION

Recall that we have constructed an exact solution to our reduced system in (GI0). In this
section, we seek to prove that this exact solution gives a good approximation of the exact

solution to (IT).
To state the result, we first recall the solution (2, U)(s, ¢, w) to the reduced system defined

in Proposition 5.1 or in (5.10). We now solve
G — G- = pleln(t) = 9,q(t,z),w) in QN{r—t <2R}; g=r—t whenr—t>2R
and set N
u(t,z) = er'U(eln(t) — 0,q(t,z),w) in QN{r—t<2R}.

We remark that the construction here is very similar to that in Section 4 of the author’s

previous paper [35]. We then have the following approximation result.
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Proposition 7.1. The function uw = u(t,x) is an approzimate solution to (IIl) in the fol-
lowing sense:

Z1 (P (1) 0,051 (t, x)| < et ™3TC, V(t,x) € Q, VI.
B

Moreover, if we fiz a constant 0 < v < 1 and a large integer N, then for ¢ <, n 1, at each
(t,x) € Q such that |r —t| <17, we have |Z (u — 0)| <, et=2C(r —t) for each |I| < N.

The estimates for © — u in this proposition is better than the estimates for u itself.
After making several definitions in Section [Z.I], we introduce a simplification in Section

A~

72 Instead of (fi,U,), the simplification in Section allows us work with (f,U,) which
is an exact solution to the reduced system (EI0) with initial data (—2, A). We thus get a
new function ¢ which is a solution to ¢; — ¢, = ji. In Section [[.3] we follow Section 4 of [35]
to prove several estimates for ¢ and U. The most important result here is Proposition [Z.11]
which states that u = @ is indeed an approximate solution to ((ILI]). In Section [T.4] we show
that ¢ approximates the optical function ¢ in a certain sense. Finally, in Section [7.5 we
make use of the estimates in Section [(.4] to prove Proposition [T}

7.1. Definitions. We first define a function ¢(¢, z) in Q by solving the following equation
(7.1)
G — ¢ = p(eln(t) — 6,q(t,z),w) in QN{r—t < 2R}, g=r—t whenr—t>2R.

Recall that g is defined by
- 1
:U’(Sv q, w) = A1<q7 w) eXp(—gG(W>A(q, M)S), V(S, q, w) € R xR x 82'

In this section, when we write ¢, we usually mean a variable instead of the optical function
q(t, ).

Asin [35], we can use the method of characteristics to solve ([Il). We fix (¢, z) € QN{r—t <
2R} and set z(7) := q(7,r+t—7,w). Then, the function z(7) is a solution to the autonomous
system of ODE’s

(1) = ples(t) — 9, 2(7),w), §(1) =er ™.

The initial data is given by (z, s)((r+t)/2—R) = (2R, eIn((r+t)/2—R)—0). By Proposition
5, Proposition B and Lemma B8, we have |A; + 2| = O({q)~17%%), (A3, A)(q,w) =
O({g)~'%) and A; < —1 for all (q,w). Thus,

0> p(es(r) = 6,2(1),w) = Ai(2(7),w) eXP(—%G(W)A(Z(T)aw)(68(7) —9))
> OO T > _—(O7°°.

Then, —C7%¢ < (1) <0, so |z(7)| cannot blow up in finite time. By the Picard’s theorem,
the system of ODE’s above has a solution for all (r+t)/2—R < 7 < 5(2(r+t)—4R—exp(d/e)).
The upper bound here guarantees that (7,7 4+t —7,w) € Q. Thus, () has a solution ¢(t, =)
in Q.

Next, we define Uf(s, q,w) by

(7.2) U(s,q,w) =— /OO As(p,w) exp(%G(w)A(p,w)s) dp.
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Note that As(q,w) = 0 whenever ¢ > R, so when ¢ < R, we can replace oo with R in (2]).
In € we set

U(t,z) = er 'U(eIn(t) — 6,4(t, z), w).

We seek to prove that u(t, z) provides a good approximation of u(t, x).

7.2. Simplification. We aim to introduce some simplification in this subsection. Define a
new function F(q,w) on R x §? by

¢ 2
F(qw) := 2R—/
2

R Al (p7 w)
Then, we have

a) F'is defined everywhere, and 2(q — R) < F(q,w) < 2(¢ + R)/3 for all ¢ < 2R. This is
because A; € [—3,—1] by Lemma 5.8

b) F is a smooth function of (¢,w), in the sense that for each large integer N and ¢ <y 1,
F is in CN. This is because A; € [—3, —1] and by Proposition (.7

¢) F(q,w) =gq for ¢ > R, and (F(q,w)) ~ (q). This is because A; = —2 for ¢ > R.

d) For each fixed w, the map ¢ — F(¢,w) has an inverse denoted by F(g,w) which is also
smooth (in the same sense as in a) above) in RxS?. This is because F, = —2/A; € [2/3,2].

) 9205 F = O({g)'~*"°). Recall that 4; < —1 and 9995A; = O({g)~**¢). If a = 0, then
O S [y )7 dp S (@)F T > 1, then 0005 F| = |03108,(2/A0)| < {a)' =+

For each (s, q,w), we set

and

(7.3) A . A
Os.) =~ [ Alpw) exp(5G)Alp,w)s) dp.

It is clear that (j, U) is a solution to the reduced system (5.3).
For each (t,z) € €2, we set

G(t,2) .= F(q(t,z),w),  a(t,z) :=er 'Ulelnt —6,4(t, z),w).
We then have the next key lemma.
Lemma 7.2. In (2, we have
G — Gr = plelnt = 6,4(t, 7),w)
and ¢ = r —t whenever r —t > R. Moreover, we have u(t,x) = u(t,z) everywhere.

Proof. At (t,x) € €, we first have

q(t, ) = F(F(Ei(t,x)bj),w) = F(q(t, 2),w).



Thus,
G — G- = (0 — 0,)F(q(t,x),w) = F,(q(t,x),w) - p(elnt — 0, q(t, z),w)
—(—2/A, - A, exp(—%GAs))(E Int — 6,3(t, 7). w)

= -2 exp(—%G(w)A(a(t, z),w)(elnt —4))

A

= -2 exp(—%G(w)A(F(é(ta z),w),w)(elnt —9))

=-2 exp(—%G(w)A(c}(t, x),w)(elnt —§)) = plelnt — 94, 4(t, x),w).

Since F(q,w) = q for all ¢ > R, we have {(t,x) = q(t,x) = r — t whenever r —t > R.
Moreover, if p = F(p,w), then we have p = F(p,w) and thus

Alp,w) = A(F(p,w),w) = A(p,w).
Then by the change of variables (p = F(p,w) and thus p = F(p,w)), we have

Us.dw) == [ Alp.o) exp(5G()Ap.w)s) dp

1

= [ ) GG Alp )9 E (p.0) dp

—— [ o) (GG Alp0)s) dp = Uls. )

Here we note that AF, = —2A/A,; = A,. That is, for each (s, q,w) (not viewed as functions
of (t,)),

(7.4) U(s,q,w) = Uls, F(g,w),w).

We thus have u(t, z) = u(t, z). O

Because of Lemma [Z.2, we can work with (4, ¢) instead of (u, q).
We end this subsectlon with several useful estimates for (A i, U).

Proposition 7.3. For each (q,w), we have
(0)0,)"05F (g,w) = O(@)'* ), ((4)8,)"05A (g, w) = O({g) ).
Besides, for each (s,q,w) € Q' N{q < 2R}, we have
Q((@)0,) 05U = O(e™"1%), 9i((q)0)* LU = O(t%);
p=00"),  9(0)0,) %h = O(g)" " t=|al), a+b+]c>0.

Proof. First, it is clear that (F(g,w)) ~ (g) and that F,(q,w) = 1/(F,(F(q,w),w)) =
— Ay (F(q,w),w)/2 ~ (¢)°. In general we induct on m + |n|. By differentiating ¢ =
F(F(q,w),w), for (a,¢) ¢ {(0,0), (1,0)}, we have

0=F,(F(qw),w) 0505F(q,w)+ Y _Cl(0)05F w) - [[(0w s F)(q.w)).
7j=1
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Here the sum on the right hand side is taken over all (m,c, a,,c.) such that > a; = a,
d+> ¢ =c a;+|c;| <a+|c|. We can now apply the induction hypotheses to conclude
that

0= Fq(F(q ) ) aaac + Z O 1 m+Ce <g>m—2aj+Ca)
= Fy(F(g,w),w) - 0, 0L F (q,w) + O\~ a+Ca).
And since F, ~ 1, we conclude that 858&]5((1,@) — O(<q>1—a+C€)‘
Next, recall that
Alq,w) = A(F(qw),w),  U(s,qw)=U(s, Flq,w),w).

Then, 828385U (s,q,w) is a linear combination of terms of the form

828;”05 (s, Fq,w) H@‘”@CJF(Q, w), Zaj =a, d+ ch =c.
j=1

By (II) and (5I2), we conclude that each of these terms are controlled by
€_b<F(q,w)>_th€ . <q>m—2aj+05 5 €—b<q>—at05'

Thus, 8°((¢)9,)*dU(s,q,w) = O(s7t%). Following the same proof, we can show that
({2)09)?05A(g,w) = O({g) 1)

Finally, by (Z3), we can write 028;”05 4(s,q,w) as a linear combination of terms of the
form

02 05 A(gq, w) - exp( GAs [0 om0 GAS)
7j=1
where @' + Y a; =a, Y bj =0, ¢ + ) ¢; =c. Each of these terms are controlled by

<q>—1—a/+05 . 1Ce . <q>—m—2ajt05 5 <q>—1—at05'

In conclusion, we have 92((¢)d,)*t'05U (s, q,w) = O(t%). Here we do not have the factor
e~% which is better. Moreover, we have i = O(t“?) and

. L 1 .
(fbs, (@) fg, flr) = —§(GA, ()G Ays,0,(GA)s) .

Following the same proof, we can show that 9°((¢)9,)*0%ii(s,q,w) = O({q) "t |a|) if
a+b+lcl>0. U

7.3. Estimates for § and U. We now follow Section 4 in [35] to prove several useful
estimates. In this subsection, all functions of (s,q,w) € [0,00) x R x S? are viewed as
functions of (¢t,z) € Q by setting (s,q,w) = (¢Int — 6, ¢(t,z),w). This setting is different
from that in the previous sections of this paper, where we take ¢ = ¢(t, z).

Lemma 7.4. In QN {r —t < 2R}, we have (§)/(r —t) = t°©) and §(t,z) —r +t =
O(min{e™", (q)}1°°).
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Proof. Fix (t,z) € QN {r —t < 2R}. Then, we have

t
|G(t, x) — 2R :/ (—p(elnT = 90,4(1,r +t—7,w),w)) dr
(r+t)/2—R
t
< / exp(C(G) s (r,r +t — T, w) dr
(r+t)/2—R
S ((r=1)/2+ Rt < (r — )t
t
|G(t, =) — 2R)| :/ (—p(elnT =96, 4(m,r +t — 1,w),w)) dr
(r+t)/2—R
t
2 [ el S = ) dr
(r+t)/2—R

> ((r—t)/24+ R}t = (r— )t~
Thus, we have t=°%(g) < (r —t) <t9(q). It follows that
|q(t, ) — (r = )] < |G = 2R| + |r —t = 2R| St7%(q) + (r — t) S ()t~

To improve the estimate above, we note that

t
Q(t,z):2R+/ plelnt —6,¢(t,r+t —1,w),w) dr
(r+t)/2—R
t
:r—t+/ (alelnT —6,q(r,r+t—7,w),w) + 2) dr.
(r+t)/2—R

For each (s,q,w) € [0,00) x R x §?, by Proposition 5.6 and Lemma B8 we have
1
(s, g,w) + 2] S 1 = exp(=5GAs)| S (q) s exp(Clg) ™ Fs).

By setting (s,q,w) = (elnT —§,q¢(T,7r +t — T,w),w), we have
ln+2/(r) S (r+t—27)1F9r% < (BR — 7 — t 4 27) 1O

and then
t
G —r -+t < tcff BR—r—t+27)" dr Se Tt BR—r+1)".
(r+t)/2—R
And since 0 < 3R —r+t <1+t <t, we have |g— 7 +t] S e 1=, O

Lemma 7.5. In Q) we have
Di= G+ g = O™, Ai i= G — wiGe = O((1 + In(r — £))t717%),

It follows that G, = (0 — 1)/2 > C~4 and ¢ = (0 + f1)/2 < —C~1=%. Thus, for each
fized (t,w) the function r — q(t,rw) is continuous and strictly increasing.

Proof. There is nothing to prove when r — ¢ > R. Fix (t,z) € QN {r —t < 2R}. Then,
. A A 1 A € A .
(0 = 0)0 = (O + D)t = figP + et fig = fig¥ = - G(w) A(G, w)

1 .~ . e .
= —§GAqS,UJ/ — 2—tng;1,u



By setting z(7) := ¢(7,r +t — 7,w), we have Z = i < 0 and thus

t t
/ |GAgsi|(r,r +1t —7,w) d7'§/ (elnT 4+ 1)(§) "2 (—n) dr
(r4t)/2—R (r4t)/2—R
t
< (clnt+ 1)/ ()20 (—5) dr < elnt + 1,
(r+t)/2—R
t . t
/ er GAR|(ry 1+t — 70) dr S el(r +1)/2 — R>—1/ ()0 (=) dr
(r41)/2-R (r4t)/2—R

t
5 6t_1/ <z>—1+05( ) dr < t_ < >Cs < t—l—l—Cs
(r+t)/2—R

Here we note that (§) < (r — )t < #14C Since v = 0 at 7 = (r +1)/2 — R, by the
Gronwall’s inequality we conclude that o = O(t~17¢¢).
Next, we have

(0 = 00 Ai = (0 — widh )+ 77" N = (jig + 17N + Y (D) (D)
l

N ; .
= (fig + 7 1)A,~—§Z(awl(GA))(elnt—5)w Y0y — wiwr)
l
= (f1g + )X + O((@) = ).

We have proved that f
t — 7,w) and we have

/t (r+t—7‘)_1dT:ln—(r+t)/2+R:O(1),
(r+t)/2—R r

(r+0)/2—R |tgl d7 < elnt + 1. Integrate along the characteristic (7,r +

t t
e s [ @7 e

r+t)/2—R (r+t)/2—R
t
gt—l—l—Ce/ <Z>_1(—2) dr
(r+t)/2—R
< (14 (@)t < (1 + Inr — )t 10,

Here note that (¢) < #17°¢ and In{(g) < In(r—t)+Celnt in QN{r—t <2R}. Since A = 0 at
7 = (r+t)/2—R, by Gronwall’s inequality we conclude that A; = O((1+In(r—¢))t=1+¢<). O

Lemma 7.6. In 2, we have

eG(w)
4t

eG(w)

AT —24Ce ~
AU + O(et (r—1), 4= m

(AU, + 1gU) + O(e(1 + In(r — £))t72+%),

U=
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Proof. We have

(@~ 0.7 — 2
= gy~ G+ STBL 0 ii— S l)er
— figD — %Gflﬂ + % — %(gqﬁ —2A) i — %(-%GA@U + aU)et™
ey P L e AT

Since U = O(t°¢) and U, = O(¢~t°) by Proposition [[3, we have

eGuU  2G, 1 .n -
——(—=GA | < et2H0E
Besides, we have
t
/ er e ((r+1)/2 = RO g((t —1r)/2 — R) S et 2% (r — ).
(r+t)/2—R

And since » — £ AU =0at 7= (r+1t)/2 — R, by Gronwall’s inequality we conclude that

Next, we have

= 0 (f1q(V — 4—tMU) 1z 4—152(—§GAU +Us)it)
.. G &G . eG.0,(p0)
= 10, (0 = - U) + G ftag (0 = — iU e
G, 1 _,.n e2G, 1 o .
———(—5GA s)elr — ——(—= A oo ) [0
By Proposition [Z.3], we have

N ~ EGA A " ~ — 5 — £/ A\ — 5
|,qu(’/ - 4_t:UU)| N |aq(GAqS,U)| cet e (r—t) Set o (@) o+ )

0,(A0)| S 11U + 124] S 19°(G) >+ + (§) 1+ S 19%(g) 7,

>

GAU + S),&q| < (<q>—1+C’etC’e + E—ltCa) . <q>—2+C’atCa S E—1<(j>—2+CatC’e’

~

N | —

(=

! AU j (0 1 AL 1 ATT N/ 1 A 7T\ 7 o\ — e, Ce
(=5GO(AD) + U)itl S (~5G0,(AD) + 5GAT )l S [(~5GAD)l S (@) 247,
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In conclusion,

. e o
(@~ 00,7 )
= 0.0 A—ﬁAU O(lé N\ —14+Cey—2+Ce
= [0 (0 — - U) + O(|G:|£(d) t )
~ ~ eG - ~ A\ — 41— e ~ A\ — eq— e
= f10(0 = - iU) + O((=)e(@)™ 7278 4 [pe(q) )
o ~ eG - ~ A\ — 41— e AN\ — eq— e
= j10 (0 = = pU) + O((= (@)% 4 e(g) o5 77),

Take integral of the remainder terms along a charactersitic (7,7 +t—7,w) for (r+t)/2— R <
7 < t. We have

t
/ T () TITOE (2) 4 er 3 dr < g(1 + In(r — t))t 25,
(r+t)/2—R

The proof of this estimate can be found in the proof of Lemma Since U — €G4(tw) al =0

whenever r —t > R, we have 0,(0 — E%w),&ﬁ) =0at 7= (r+1t)/2— R. By Gronwall’s

inequality, we conclude that 0, (0 — %gw)/lﬁ) = O(e(1+1In(r —t))t=27¢¢). To end the proof,
we recall that 9, = §.0, where ¢, > C~1t=% in QN {r —t < 2R}. O

Before we state the next lemma, we introduce the following notation.

Definition. Fix s,p € R. We say that a function F' = F(t,x) with domain QN{r—t < 2R}
belongs to S*7, if for € <, 1, we have Z!(F) = O;(t*t°¢(r — t)?) for all multiindices I in
QnN{r—t<2R}.

It follows directly that S5P 4+ §%»" ¢ gmax{sshmaxipp} that gsr . §s'»" ¢ gs+s'ptp’ and
that Z155P € S

Following the proof of Corollary L2}, we can show that R, € S*P. Here we prefer this
new notation S** since it does not rely on the optical function ¢(¢, x) and the corresponding
null frames.

Lemma 7.7. We have § € S%'. We also have Qg € S for each 1 < k < k' < 3 and
0 <~ < 1. In other words, in QN {r —t < 2R}, for each I we have

(7.5) Z4] Sr (r — )t

(7.6) | ZT Q| <y 75 (r — 1)1,

As a result, we have OPILA € SO e SO0 grorarni € SOV for m 4+ +p > 0,
PoU € ePS0 and 8{38;”830(1 e SO=t=m_ All functions here are of (s,q,w) = (elnt —
5,4(t, z),w).

Proof. We prove (Z.5)) by induction on |I|. The case |I| = 0 has been proved in Lemma [7.4]
In general, suppose ([Z.5)) holds for all |I| < k, and fix a multiindex [ with |I| =k + 1. By

the chain rule and Leibniz’s rule, we express Z/i as a linear combination of terms of the
form

(7.7) (@korocp) - Z1G- - Z'G- 2" (elnt — 8) -+ Z(clnt — 6) - [[ 25wy -+ 250
l
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where a + b + |¢| > 0, ||, |J], | K.+| are nonzero, and the sum of all these multiindices is
k+ 1. The only term with some |I,| > k is fi,Z’¢. All the other terms have an upper bound

(@) 7T ] (= 1)) 2" 1S (@)l

Here we apply Proposition and the induction hypotheses to control Z’*g. In summary,
we have Z1fi = 1,214+ O((q)~*Tt¢|]). Following the same proof, we also have

> 1270 = 0((@) e ).
0<|J|<k
In addition, by the induction hypotheses and Lemma 2.2] we have

Y@ +wd)Z’il s Y A+t+r)zZ7g

|J|<|I| |J|<k+1

S@A+t+r) >0 |27+ — 1),
I |=k+1
In summary, by (2.0) in Lemma 2] we have
(0= 0123 S it Z"al + (L4t 471" Y 274+ 19 (=) + 7 (r = 1),
| J|=k+1

Here we note that
D 1270 S Al + (@)l S 175 (—p).
|J|<k

Now, we fix (t,z) € QN {r —t < 2R}, integrate (9, — 9,)Z’G along the characteristic
(r,r+t—T1,w) for (t+7)/2—R <71 <t, and sum over all |I| = k + 1. We then have

Z 1Z74(t,2) — Z' 4=ty jo—R]

[T|=k+1
t
S @)™ S 1) + ey i
(r+t)/2—R Pl
t
oz [T|=k+1

Moreover, we have § =r —t forr—t > Rand ¢ =2R at 7= (r +1)/2 — R, so
1284l r=rinyj2-rl = 127 (r = D)l sy o] ST

By Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude that >, _; |Z1G(t, )| < (r — t)tCe.

Fix v > 0. Now we prove ([Z.6) by induction on |I|. First, in Lemma [.5 we have proved
5\2' = O((l + ll’l<’/’ - t))t_H—C&) = O«,((T - t>7t_1+c’€). So we have Qkk/cj = flfk)\k/ — flfk/)\k =
O({r — t)7rt=192) = O({r — t)7t%¢), so the case |I| = 0 is proved. In general, we fix I with
|I| > 0. As computed above, we have

2T = fug 2" G + O((@) 4 ], > 127 = O((@) | )
|J1<|1]
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Z |8 +w28t)Z Qkk/q\ < 1—|—t+7’ Z |Z Qkk/q|

| 71<|1] 71|
SAHt+r)" > 127 Qe + 7 (e — )7
| 71=11]
Thus, by ([2.7), we have

|0 = 0.) 2" Q| S 112" Qe + (L + 4+ 7)1 D 127 Qe
|J]=[1]

+ <(j>_1+CEtCE(—ﬂ) + t—l-l—Ca(r . t>fy.

Fix (t,z) € QN {r —t < 2R} and take integrals along a geodesic (7,7 +t — 7,w). We note
that

[ ) O ) + - 207 dr
(r+t)/2—R

< 4Ce “(r -1 —3(7)) dr —1+Ce r— 1+~

S [ ) ) b

< (14 In(r — )9 1% (r — )7 <t (r — )7,

In addition, recall that Z/q|,—( 44 /0-r = O(t“¢). We finish the proof by applying Gronwall.

Finally, if @ = Q(s,q,w) is a given function of (s, ¢,w) and if we take (s,q,w) = (¢Int —
§,q4(t,x),w), then Z1Q is a linear combination of terms of the form (Z.7) with f replaced by
Q. Thus,

1Z2'QI < Y Er—1)"|0kososQ)l.
a+b+|c[<|1]
We combine this inequality with Proposition[7.3l As a result, we have 0;”03121 € SO-t=m e
SO0, gpamari € S%m for m+-n +p > 0, IRU € e 7SO and PO OU, € SO O
Lemma 7.8. Fizy € (0,1). We have v € eS™0, i, € eS~571, \; € S™Y and
v — %G(w)ﬂ()’ ceSTH, P, — %G(w)(ng)’ —2A) € e5720

All functions here are of (s,q,w) = (elnt — §,q(t, z),w).
Proof. First, we have

\; = Zr‘lejScj e §710. 8% g7,

J

Next, we set Q := ¥ — eG(w)al /(4t). We have proved Q = O(st~2t%(r —t)) in Lemma
7.6l In general, we fix [ with |I| > 0 and suppose Z7Q = O(et=2t%(r — t)) whenever
|J| < |I]. As computed in Lemma [[[6, we have

Gl _ 52_G(_

Qt_Qr:NqQ+ 4t2 4t2

1
2
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By (2.0) in Lemma 2] we have
(0 = 0.)2"Ql S 12" (1,Q + eS| + Y 1127 (1,Q + 570 + (1 +t + 1) Z2Z27 Q]

|7|<1]
S Z'QI+ (L +t+m) Y 127QI+ Y (125 | + 1) Z52Q) + et
|JI=1] | K1 |+ Ko|<|1|
[Ko|<|I]
S1AZ'QI+ (Lt +1)70 Y |Z7QI + et — )7 et TP

|JI=[1]
The last estimate follows from /i, € S®~2 and the induction hypotheses. Since @@ = 0 near
7= (r+1t)/2— R, and since
t
/ er 2O dr < etTAO (r — 1),
(r+t)/2—R

we conclude by Gronwall that Z/Q = O(et=2*%*(r — t)). So Q € S~
Since 1, U € S%Y and since (r—t) < tin QN{r—t < 2R}, we have v = Q+eG(w)aU/(4t) €
eS™2! + eS80 € 5710 Moreover, for each I we have

2'Q,| $12"(G'w - 0Q)1 S Y 17712700

1<

5 Z tC€|8ZJQ‘ 5 (T—t>_1tC€ Z ‘ZJQ‘ gat—2+05'

|J]<[1] |JI<H[+1

Here we use the estimate ¢ € S%° which follows from ¢, € S®° and ¢, > C~'t~“¢. Thus,
Q, =y — %G(w)(ﬂqU —24) € 5720,

Since 1,0/ € S®2 and A € S%!, we conclude that 7, € eS™17! 425720 = ¢S~ 11, O
Now we prove that ¢ is an approximate optical function.

Proposition 7.9. We have
9*°(2)Gags € S

Proof. Fix v € (0,1/2) and suppose we have obtained A\ € S717 from the pervious lemma.

We note that ¢, = 3(ii+ ) € S®° and §; = 3(—fi + D)w; + A; € S0, Thus,

1 N N ]_ i/ A~ ~ N

200 (A4 9) + S 0" (it 2) (= + D)wi + 240)
1 . .

DYwi + 20) ((—fi + D)w; + 2X;)

95%Gds =

1 1 o .
g + 4g801/2 + 2g0 H2fN; + DPw; 4 200)

—A(20w;w; + 2)\Jw2 + 2&%) (Dw; + 25\@')@%‘ + Qj‘j))-
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Since 7 € eS™0 and \; € 5717, we have 2, 7A;, \;A; € S~227 and thus
]_ i ~ o~ i~ 1 IV INVAN < —
5(980 — go'wiw;)ir + go' A — §onﬂ(>\jwi + Aw;)  mod ST
1
= ZG(W),&2 mod S~

af A A 1 .
955 Gads = ZG(wW +

If we replace (g5”) with (m®?) in the computations, we have

1
G + an —fi = —m i (Awi + Aw;)  mod S = —ap mod ST

Here we note that m \jw; = m” \w, = > wildy — wigr) = 0.
Moreover, note that @ = er U € ¢S~'9. Following the proof of Lemma 24 with V

replaced by Z, we can prove that f(i) — f(0) — f/(0)a € €257*° for each smooth function
f. Thus,

9P (0)Gads = —G; + Y _ @ + 957 0dads + (9°7 (1) — 6670 — m*?)dads
J
£ ~
= —f(v — 4—G(w)ﬂU) mod ™%
T

el = T)G(w)/fﬂﬁ mod S~

= —i(y = CW)il) +

=eS™ %" mod 7.
Since 7 € (0,1/2), we have =521 € 51 and §-2%1 € §-21 .
In order to prove that @ is an approximate solution to ([I.1]), we need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.10. For each v € (0,1/2), we have
9P (2)0a05G = —1~ i + %GA[L mod $~27.

Proof. Fix v € (0,1/2) and suppose we have obtained \; € S~17. First we note that

et 'y = Dy — Dyy = Uy + Dy — DD,

> (Ow;)in, = i — Dyfs = Dy — wily — Ay,
J

Note that S w0 S

 Withoj + _

at“—ar: ]'/“T’ ai_wiarzr 1ijjS>
and that 7 € eS71°. Thus, we conclude that 7, + 0., 7 — w;, € €S20, Besides, we have
iy € €272 and \;p, € eST> 7M. We conclude that et~'o,, 3 (Oiw; )b, € 5720
Now, we have

1, . N 1. 1.

qtt—é‘t( (4 ) = 5((ftg + ) - (A + )+t fis + £t7'01)
1AA .. 1. . €. _ 1. 1
Izuqu+1uqu+zuqu+2—t,us mod 5 2’0:Z,uq,u mod S~
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i = A5 (3 +9)) = 5((g +95) - (500

1

= _Z'&'&qwi mod S~H71,
Gij = 0i(5 (0 — )w; + Aj)
1 1

N Q 1 .
vV — ,u)wi -+ )\i)wj -+ 5 ;(Vwk

Lo o
= Z(MM — gV — Dy fl)wiw; — /~Lq zw]
Yy dsgto
= Z,uquiwj mo .

Z ,uwk zwk

— wi + ) + Y (0w, + > (Ow;)i)
j j

. 1, . -
- ,uwk>(8iwk)wj + 5(1/ — M)&Z‘(A)j + 8ZAJ

In the last estimate, we note that aij\j € 5710 since for each I,

1Z'001 S ) 1027 S r =)

[JI<|T]
< <7, _ t>_1 . t_1+CE<T
Thus, we have %G € S~ 2 + S~h71 = 5072 and

af A 1 -
96" 4o = G(@)itafi
In addition,

T 1. 1 . €. 1.

0q = —(Jhgh+ gl + Dot + o fis) + |7 (Aftg
__(3 b+ S+ i )= a0k
- 2:““11 2 q:U“ 2t,u8 2 - 17\

Since ). Wik = 0, we have 0 = 0,(>_, wlj\z)
Y oki=> (0

Finally, we have

9°P(@)0a05q = 0 + g5 106054 + (¢°

1. 1.,
_(§/~qu+ §Vq/~b+ o

1 € A1
. ._GAU__A.
2/~Lq K K o
—i— GAAU—I— )G

Atr

’(@)

> 1270

|JI<[I]+1

— )Y <O — )1,

mod S0,

A A

— [igl — Dgfl)

— ’l“_l,lAL + Z 025\2]

7

mod £S5,

(A)Z'87«>5\i = Zr‘lwiQﬁj\i € S_2W

i7j

— ggﬁﬂ — maﬁ)ﬁaﬁgq

G0 —24) + iGA,:L _rlg

fifig0 mod S727

= —r '+ %GA,M mod S™27.
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Now we claim that @ = er'U(eInt — 8, §(t, z),w) is an approximate solution to ().
Proposition 7.11. We have

9°%(0)0, 0511 € €S20

Proof. We have

iy =er et U+ GU,), = —er 7wl +er ' (Ugdi + Y U, Ow).
k

By Lemma [7.7] we have 98?950 € ¢*S%°. Thus we have

Gy = erH(—et 72U, + 7 2Uss + 2t 26Uy + GuU, + G2U,,)
= 57’_1(25t_1q}f]5q + q}tf]q + cjff]qq) mod £S5~
= 57“_1(thth + QEqu) mod eS™>7,

Uy = —57”_2%-(515_1(73 + éth)

+ gr_l(Et_lﬁsqin + Et_l § Uswkaiwk + Cjtqu + Cjtf]qq(ji + Cjt E Uqwkaiwk)
k k
= er Y (GuU, + G:UgeG;) mod eS™271,

aij = —882'(7’_2Wj)0 — €T_2Wj<ﬁq(ji + Z ka&-wk) — 87’_2wi(quAj + Z kaajwk)
k k
+er Uiy + Y, U (00)G5 + Uyl
k
+ Y (UugGiOswr + Ui 0:0j00x) + Y Ui, (Bi0) (Djen)]
k kK
= —57’_2ijch,~ — 5r‘2w,~Uq<jj

+er [Ungidy + Y Ugo ((Oi0r) 5 + (0j00) i) + Uyyj]  mod S50
k

= é?T_l(quin(jj —+ ﬁqinj) mod 65_2’_1.
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Since ¢*?(1) — m*® = ¢3%4 mod €250 € £S5~ we have

9°? ()90t = Ot + (97 () — m*?)0,051
= —er ' (2et 7' qUsq + GulU, + 47 Usq) — 272Uy
+ ey [Uag@? + D 2, (O0r) i + U]
k

+ (9°7 (@) —m®?) - 57’_1(%50(1 + dadgﬁqq) mod £S™30
= —2(tr) ' GGAU, — 261Uy + 277" Y 0> 20y, (D) (Ai + widy)
[k
+ 57’_1(9aﬁ(ﬂ)qaﬁffq + gaﬁ(ﬁ)daégfqu) mod 573
= —2(rt) " GGAU, — 2er UG, — er U, + €2(2tr) *GApU, mod £S~3°

1 A, .
= —552T_2ﬁGAUq —er?pU, mod £S5 € 5730
In the third equality, we note that

AN A 1A € PR _ _ _ _
er g™ (W) Gop + 11 — ZGAM]U(I ceSH0. 8727, 01 c 5730

gr_lgaﬁ(a)CjQCjBqu c 55_170 : 5_2’1 : 507_2 C 85_3’0

and that

er! Z Z QUM (azwk)(sz + wiGy) = er™? Z Z 2Uqwk (&wk)j\i +er! Z 2Uqwk (Orwi)qr
ik ik k

€ esTH0. g0 g0 g1 4 ) C eSO,

7.4. Approximation of the optical function. We set p(t,x) := F(q(t,x),w) — ¢(t,x) in
Q, where ¢(t, z) is the optical function constructed in Section

Proposition 7.12. Fiz a constant v € (0,1). Then, for ¢ <, 1, at each (t,x) €  such
that |r —t| S 7, we have |p(t,z)| S, t77F0(r — t).

Proof. 1t is clear that p = 0 in the region {r —t > R}. In QN {r —t < 2R}, by setting
s =clnt — d we have
(7.8)
Pt — DPr = Fqu(s> q(t> I)a w) - Ia(s> (j(t> I)a w)
= [Fqlu(su q(tv ZL’), w) - la(sv F(Q(tv x)v w)v w)] + [:&(Sv F(Q(tv SL’), w)v w) - la(sv Cj(tv J}), w)]
= Rl + RQ.
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Since A(F(q,w),w) = A(q,w), we have

2 ~ 1
R1 = —WVI(& q(t, ), w) exp(—§G(w)A(q(t, x),w)s)

42 exp(—%G(w)A(F(q(t, ), w),w)s)

i = 2 1% t 2 LA
= (_W 1(s,q(t, o), w) + )GXP(—§ (W) A(q(t, ),w)s)
9 _

Vi(s,q(t,z),w) — A1(q(t, z),w)) exp(—%G(w)A(q(t, T),w)s).

= At Dw)
By Proposition 5.7, we have
Rl S Vs, a(t, 7). ) — Ar(alt, ), ) [ exp(C{a)1+6%s) S 71+

Moreover,

F(q,w)A F(q,w) e 1
Ryl = | / (5, ps) dp| < / (9) 255, p,)| dp
q q

1 ~
< (elnt —0)|p| - Iél{%)i [(G + rp)2tCe exp(—§G(w)A(cj + kp,w)s)].

We now use a continuity argument to end the proof. Fix (t,z) € QN{r—t < 2R, |r—t| <
t7}. Suppose that for some ty € [(r +t)/2 — R, t), we have

o
7.10 _ -

Note that (ZIQ) holds for tg = (r +t)/2 — R, since p((r +t)/2 — R, (r +t)/2+ R,w) = 0.
At (1,7 +t—1,w) for (r+t)/2— R <7 <t and for each k € [0, 1], we have

VT e [(r+1t)/2 — R, 1.

) ) R ) 1 R
(q+f€p>~1+\q+f€p\21+IQ\—|FLP\21+\Q\—EZ<Q>-

In the second last inequality we note that 7 > exp(d/e), so elnT > ¢ and thus |p| < 1/10.
Moreover,

~ ~

1
exp(—5G(W)(A(q + rp,w) — A(gw))s) S exp(Crlpls) S exp(9/10) < 1.
In conclusion, at (7,7 +t — 7,w) for (r +1t)/2 — R < 1 < tp, we have

Rl S (elnr —0)[|pl(g) exp(—%G(w)A(d, w)s)|(r, 7 +1 =7 w)
< (el = 0)[pl(@) > (=))(r,r +t — 7,w).

If we fix any ¢, € [(r +1)/2 — R, to], then

t1

t1
/ (elnT — O)(@) 2T (=p)(r,r +t — T,w) dr < elnty / (2)72FC (=) dr
(r+t)/2-R (r+1)/2—R

5 eln tl
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and

t1
/ |R1|(myr +t —Tyw) dT < / 710 qr
(r+t)/2—R (r+1)/2—R
< ( r+ t)/2 RO (t, — (r+1)/2+ R)

Here we recall that [(r +¢)/2 — R] ~t ~ t;. And since p =0 at 7 = (r +1t)/2 — R, by
applying the Gronwall’s inequality to p; — p, = R1 + R, we conclude that
Ip(ti, 7+t —t1,w)| S — ) - exp(Celn(Cty)) S 77 (r — 1),

(7.11) Vi € [(r+1)/2 — R, t).

For ¢ <, 1 (where £ does not depend on (t,2)) and t; € [(r +t)/2 — R, 1], we have
lr —t| <7 ~ t] and thus

FIRCE gy < 471005 < {002 < 570002 Int).

And since 7 +— e(In7)p(7, 7+t — T,w) is a continuous function, (.I0) holds with ¢, replaced
by some t), > t,. By the continuity argument we conclude that [p(t, z)| < t~17¢(r —t). The
constants here do not depend on (¢, z). O

Next we consider Z'p. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.13. Let Ry and Ry be defined as in (T8). Then, we have Ry € S~ and for
|I| > 0 we have
1Z"Ra| S (r = 1)72t% > | Z7p| + |1, 2" p).
|J1<|1]

Proof. By ([[9), Remark B.7.1] and Lemma (.6l and since A; < —1 everywhere, we have
Ri=Rop R0 -NRop=NR_1p € S,

To estimate R, we fix an arbitrary multiindex I with |I| > 0. By the chain rule and Leib-
niz’s rule, we can express Z!ji(s, F(q(t,z),w),w) — Z (s, ¢(t, z),w) as a linear combination
of terms of the form

[(ab&aaclu)(s F q7 ’ Hzl (8baaac S q7 Hzl
(7.12)
H Z%(elnt —6) - HZK“WJ AT

where |L|, | J.|, | K« .| are nonzero, and the sum of all these multiindices is |I|. The only term
with |I;| = |I] for some j is j1,Z'p, so from now on we assume |[;| < |I| for each j in (TI2).
Here the second row in (TI2)) is O(g). The first row is equal to the sum of

(7.13) (@000 0E)(s, F(g,w), w) — (2000%0) H 24 (F
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and for each 7 =1,2,...,a

(7.14) (b0 ) (s, G, w H Z"(F(qw)- Z5p- [ 2%
i=j+1
Since || > 0, we must have a > 0 if ([ZI4) does appear.
To control (CI3) and (I4), we first recall from Lemma [[7] and Proposition [[3] that

Z"(q(t,x), F(q(t, x),w)) = O({r — t)t°);
(820302;1)(5, G, w) = O({q) 7 1TC9%) = O((r — t) 727 147%), when a + b+ |c| > 0.
It follows immediately that (ZI4) is O3, ., t“*(r — ¢)7*[Z7p[). In addition, we have
(F(q,w))/{r —t) ~ (q)/{r —t) =t°) and (§)/(r — t) = t°E). Thus, for each 7 € [0, 1],
(7.15) (r+ (1= ) (@) ~ (@) + (1 — 7)F(g,w) 2 {r — )7

Then, we have

F(q,w)
(g0, Fla,).0) — @055 s, d,)| = | [ (0hog 9) s ) i

F(qw
UL e Cs) dol S ot -

Thus, [TI3) is O(|p[te(r — t)~2).
In conclusion, for |I| > 0 we have
2R S (r = )72 Y 127D+ g 2.
|JI<[1]
O
Proposition 7.14. Fiz a constant v € (0,1/2) and a large integer N. Then, for ¢ <, n 1,
at each (t,x) € Q such that |r—t| <7, we have | Z1p(t, x)| <, t7179(r—t) for each |I| < N.

Proof. We prove by induction on |I|. The case |I| = 0 has been proved in Proposition [[.12]
Fix a multiindex [ with |I| > 0, and suppose that we have proved the proposition for all
|J| < |I|. By Lemma 2], we have

(at - ar)ZIp = Zj(pt - pr) + Z [.fOZJ(pt - pr) + Z fo(al + wiat)ZJp]‘

|JI<|1]
By Lemma [[.T3] and our induction hypotheses, in QN {r —¢t < 2R, |r —t| < 7} we have

(2 = 0)2"p| S1Z'(Ra+ Ra)| + Y |27 (Ry + Ra)| + 1712 27p]]

J1<I1]
ST (r— )R Z 1Z7pl + |1y Z"p| + Z VA
|J|<|T] [J1<|1]
ST = )2 ) - 0, Z | Z tNZp| + 72 (r — 1)

IJ1=I1]

SO, 2+ Y Y27l
T1=11]
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The integral of |fi,| and ¢t~ along a characteristic (7,7 +t — 7, w), 7 € [(r +1)/2 — R, 1], is
O(elnt + 1). Moreover,

t

/ PO g < (r 4 1)/2 — R)TO((t— 1) /24 R) S 470 — 1),
(r+t)/2—R

Since ZIp = 0 in the region Q N {r —t > R}, by Gronwall’s inequality we conclude that

| ZTp| S 710 (r — ). O

7.5. Approximation of the solution to (LI). We can now discuss the difference v — @
where u is a solution to (LIl and @ is defined in Section Again, we fix a point in region
QN {|r—t| St} for some 0 < v < 1. Note that

w—a=er'U(s,q(t,z),w) —er 'U(s, §(t, z),w)
= er 'U(s, q(t,x),w) —er (s, Fq(t, v),w),w)
+er U (s, Flq(t, z),w),w) — er ' U(s, 4(t, ), )
=: Rz + Ry4.
Now we estimate R3 and R, separately.

Lemma 7.15. Fiz a constant 0 < v < 1 and a large integer N. Then, for e <, n 1, at each
(t,x) € Q such that |r —t| 17, we have |Z"R3| <., et =27 (r —t) for each |I| < N.
Proof. As computed in Lemma [[.2] by change of variables we can prove that

U(s, F(q(t,z),w),w) =U(s,q(t,x),w).
Thus,

Ry = 6T_1(U(S’ Q(tv LU), w) - U(87 Q(t, .CL’), w))
By (£12), we have |U — ﬁ| St at (s,q,w) = (elnt — §,q(t, 7),w), so
Rs| S et (q) S et (r —1).

Next we fix a multiindex I with [I| > 0. Then, Z'R3 can be expressed as a linear
combination of terms of the form

a b c
(7.16) Z"(er™!) - (920505 (U = U))(s,q,w) - [ [ 2"%a- [ 27s - [] 2" w.
i=1 i=1 =1

The sum of all the |I'|,|L|, | /.|, | K| is |]. If @ > 1, by (EI1]), we have
08057 05(Uy = Uy)| S e {g)' et s,
Thus, the terms (7.I6) with a > 0 have an upper bound
et~ e ()T IHCE L ((gV4CF)a L b < ()t BHOE < o — ) EHCE,
Moreover, by (5.12), we have
Q05U = U)| < e gyt
Thus, the terms (Z.I6) with a = 0 have an upper bound
et~ et ght IO L b < ()OS < o — gy 2HCE,

In conclusion, |Z/Rs| < et=2+C(r —t) for |I| > 0. O
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Lemma 7.16. Fiz a constant 0 < v < 1 and a large integer N. Then, for ¢ <,y 1, at each
(t,x) € Q such that |r —t| 17, we have |Z"Ry| <., et =27 (r —t) for each |I| < N.

Proof. First we consider the case |I| = 0. We have

1Ra| S er MU (s, Flq(t, x),w),w) — er U (s, §(t, z),w)]
. F(qw) . F(gqw) c
<ot / 10, (s, p )| dp| < et / (18, 4o + |As] 8, A dp
q q

Selr =) p(t, )| S et — )7

In the second last inequality, we apply (ZI5) to see that the integrand is O((r — t)=2t*).
In the last inequality we apply Proposition [.12

In general, fix a multiindex I with |I| > 0. Then, we can express Z/R, as a linear
combination of terms of the form

(@00R050) (s, Flaw),0) - [T 2" (Fla,w)) = (000505 0)(s,6,0) - ] 24

(7.17) i=1 b =
.ZI’(gr—l) . HZJj(elnt _ 5) X HZKlw

Jj=1 =1

where the sum of all these multiindices is |I]|. The estimates for such terms are similar to
those for (TI2). The second row is O(e*T1¢~17C¢) while the first row is equal to the sum of

(118)  (@OED)(s, Flg,w),w) — (@000 (5,6, - [[ 2" (Fla,w))
i=1
and for each 7 =1,2,...,a
Jj—1 a
(7.19) (020050 (s, q,0) - [ [ 2"(F(q,w)) - Z5p- [] 2"
i=1 i=j+1
Since || > 0, we must have a 4+ b+ |¢| > 0 if (T.19) appears.

Note that
754, Fg,w)) = O((r — )t°5),  Zp = O(t=1+1+C%),
(205050 ) (s,4,w) = O(e™(@)' =+ °t) = O(e™(r =)' ~t“%),  whena+b+|c[ > 0.
So (Z.19) has an upper bound
eV (e — )10 L (1 — ()1C9) L O (p gy < by 14O (Y.

Besides, by applying Proposition [[.3 and (ZIH), we have

~ R F(qw) ~
(0205050 ) (5, F(g,w),w) — (20505U)(s, 4, )| S \[ 0205 05U (s, p,w) dpl
q

s7q-w s7q-w

F(q,w)
SU[ o R p] S Dplt)] - (r = 1) OO SO gy
q

In conclusion, (ZI8) has an upper bound

t—l-i—Ca (T _ t>_a . ((T _ t>tCa)a 5 t—l-i—Ca.
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Combine all the estimates above and we conclude that |ZTRy| < et =27 (r — ). O

We thus conclude the following approximation result.

Proposition 7.17. Fiz a constant 0 <y <1 and a large integer N. Then, fore <,y 1, at
each (t,x) € Q such that |r —t| <17, we have |Z (u—1u)| <., et =27 (r —t) for each |I| < N.
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