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Scattering for the Equivariant U(1) Problem

Nishanth Gudapati

Abstract

Extending our previous works on the Cauchy problem for the 2+1 equiv-
ariant Einstein-wave map system, we prove that the linear part dominates the
nonlinear part of the wave maps equation coupled to the full set of the Ein-
stein equations, for small data. A key ingredient in the proof is a nonlinear
Morawetz estimate for the fully coupled equivariant Einstein-wave maps.
The 2 + 1 dimensional Einstein-wave map system occurs naturally in the
3 4 1 vacuum Einstein equations of general relativity.

Keywords. Critical Wave Maps, U(1) Einstein equations

1 2+1 Equivariant Einstein-Wave Map System

The aim of this work is to complete the task undertaken in [8], on the scatter-
ing of the Cauchy problem of 2 + 1 equivariant wave maps coupled to Einstein’s
equations for general relativity. Let (M, g) be a 2+1 dimensional, globally hyper-
bolic, regular, Lorentzian spacetime what is foliated by 2 dimensional Rieman-
nian hypersurfaces (X, ¢) such that the group SO(2) acts through isometries with
a nonempty fixed point set I'. The fixed point set [' forms a timelike boundary
of the quotient M /SO(2). In this setting, suppose (M, g) can be represented in
double null coordinates (£, 7, 6) as
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g = —e*2dédn + r*do* (1.1)

where Z = Z(&,n) and r = r(&, n) are functions only of (£,7), 0 € [0, 27) is the
parameter corresponding to SO(2) action on (X, ¢), (£,n) € [0, 00) is the radius
of the area of group orbits of SO(2) so that the curve {r = 0} corresponds to the
points on I'. £ and 7 are the outgoing and incoming null coordinates respectively,

such that
1 1
&E=n, 65r+§:0, 8nr—§:0, on I (1.2)

Now consider the 2+1 dimensional equivariant Einstein-wave map system

E;w = T;w (133)
Rf)fw)

r2

Dg(u)u s (13b)

where E is the Einstein tensor of (M, g)

1
E = R,uzx - §gung,

with the Ricci tensor R and the scalar curvature 2, respectively.
U: (M,g)— (N,h)

is an equivariant wave map, where the target (IV, h) is a surface of revolution such
that

f(0)=0, f(0)=1 and /Ou f(s)ds o0 as u— oo (1.4)

with the odd and smooth generating function f. The equivariant ansatz U =
(u, k@), where u is independent of the angular variable 6, reduces the wave maps
equation

0, U" + M1, (U)g" 0,U79,U* = 0
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to

_ R fu(u)f(w) (15)

)
T2

Lgu

as it is well known. The wave maps equation has an associated energy-momentum

tensor given by

1
THV L= <8HU, 8,,U>h(U) — §gwj<80U, 8UU>h(U). (1.6)

In the double null coordinate system introduced above, the Ricci tensor R of
(M, g)is

Ree =1 (2Z¢re — 1ee),
Rey = — (2Z¢,; + T_lrﬁn)’
Ry :T_1(2ann — Tum),
Ry =4r 6_227“577,

R¢p =0 and

R,y =0.

The scalar curvature is
R, = 8e 2 (858,72 + 7‘_17"5,7),

we have the Einstein tensor and energy-momentum tensor as

E¢e =r~'(20:Z Ogr — OZr),
E¢, =r~'0:0nr,

E,, =r~'(20,Z0,r — O;r),
Egp = — 412 6_22058,72,
E¢ =0 and

E,; =0
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Furthermore,
2
L = —4e *? deud,u + f (2u)
r
The components of T, are
ng :agu 85u,
T, =0,u0yu,
Tfﬁ :f f2 (U) )
4 r?
r’ oy 2z 2 (w)
Tg@ 256_ (4877U85u +e 5 ) .
r

Suppose we introduce coordinates

_&kn S

T :
2

2
we can construct the ‘retarded time’ coordinates (7, R, ) such that the metric g

of M can be expressed as
g = —e220R qp2 _ 2e220R) dn dR + 2(n, R)d6>. (1.7)

Let us now calculate the relevant quantities in the retarded-time coordinates:

Ricci tensor R

Ry, =1 (rORZ — OprdnZ +20,20,r — 2 Z = 371))
R, g =1~ (0rZ0rr + r0RZ — 2r0;pZ — O2pr)

Rpr =r~" (20rZ0gr — 0°r) ,

Rop =re™ (=0 + 20557),

R,y =0 and

Rpy =0.

The scalar curvature can be represented as

R, = —r_12€_2Z(7‘a}2%Z + 8?37” - 27’821:52 - 28727}% r) (1.8)
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Consequently, the Einstein tensor E is given by

]Em7 = — r‘l(—ﬁRZﬁRr + 0%7’ — 0123177’)
— 17 (0yrORZ + OrZOyr — 20, Z0,r — O2pr + O2r) (1.9a)
E g =—1"" (—0rZ0gr + Ofr — O2xr) , (1.9b)
Err =r~"' (20pZ0gr — Or) (1.9¢)
Egp =e*71* (032 — 2027) (1.9d)
Egry =0 and (1.9¢)
E,s =0. (1.9f)
The energy-momentum tensor T is given by
1
T, = (0,U,0,U), — §gW£. (1.10)
£ :hijg‘“’@uUia,,Uj
2
= —e*?(0,u)? — 2e*?O,u dpu + / T(zu) (1.11)
1 2
T,, =3 ((@u)2 — 20,udgu + €7 fr(2U)> ; (1.12a)
1 f?(u)
Tyr = (-((m)2 +—5 ) (1.12b)
TRR :(8Ru)2, (112C)
2 2
Ty :%6_22 ((0,7u)2 20, udpu + 27 :2“)) . (1.12d)
If we introduce a time coordinate function 7' : = n + R, we can represent the

metric g also in terms of (7, R, §) coordinates

ds? = TR (—dT? + dR?) + v*(T, R)db>.
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The Ricci tensor in (7', R, 0) is

Ryr =r~" (0pZ0Ogr + 103 Z + 07 Z0rr — 1037 — Ofr)
Ryp =r! (8R7'8TZ + OpZ0rr — 8%Rr) ,

Rpr =—1"" (—OpZ0Ogr + rO}RZ + O3r — 00 Z0rr — r97.2)
Ryp =re % (—8%7" + 8?%7") ,

Ry =0 and

Ry =0.

The scalar curvature is given by

Ry = —2r'e *? (r(=072 + 04 Z) + (=077 + O5r))
The Einstein tensor

Erp =r~! (aRzaRT + Ofr — aTZ5T7’) ;
| D (aRrﬁTZ + OpZ0rr — 0%Rr) ,
Epp =r—! (6RZ037’ + OrZO0pr — 0%7“) ,
Egp =r’e 2% (—8%2 + 8%2Z) ,

Ery =0 and

Egy =0.

Furthermore, we have

f?(u)

L= —e 2 (0ru)? + e ?%(0gu)* + 3

(1.13)
(1.14)
(1.15)
(1.16)
(1.17)
(1.18)

(1.19)
(1.20)
(1.21)
(1.22)
(1.23)
(1.24)
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Thus,

1 2
Trp =5 ((8Tu)2 + (Oru)® + e”%) : (1.25)
TTR :(0Tu8Ru), (126)

2
Trr :% ((8Tu)2 + (Oru)® — 622%) ; (1.27)

2

Tyo :%73 (—e—2Z(aTu)2 + e 22 (0gu)? + %) (1.28)

Initial Value Problem

We shall set up the initial value problem at a 7' = 0 Cauchy hypersurface (X, qo).
The initial data of geometric part of the 2 4+ 1 Einstein-wave map system con-
sists of a Riemannian 2-manifold (3, ¢) and a symmetric 2-tensor ky. The Ein-
stein’s equations for general relativity are an overdetermined system, thus to for-
mulate an initial value problem the following constraint equations are imposed on

(207 qo, ko)
Ry + tr(ko)? — ||koll2 =2e (1.29a)
V(q0)a(ko)y — V(q0)s(ko)g =m, (1.29b)

where e and m are the energy and momentum densities respectively. It follows
from a standard result that there exists a unique (upto an isometry) smooth, glob-
ally hyperbolic, future development (M, g, U) of the initial data (X) [4]. Subse-
quently, k is the second fundamental form of the embedding > < M and if NV is
the unit normal of > <— M the above system is

EWN,N) =TWN,N) (1.30a)
EN,e1) = T(N, e1) (1.30b)
and
o=z (WOl s+ faw])  asw
m =N (U)-S(U) (1.31b)
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with NV :=e49rand S : = e 405.
The initial data of the wave maps equation are

Us :(2,q) — (N, h) (1.32a)
Ui (%, q) = Ty, (N, h) (1.32b)

Therefore the 5-tuple (X, ¢, K, Uy, Uy) that satisfies the constraint equations con-
stitutes the initial data of the Einstein-wave map system. For our convenience, we
introduce the following quantities on the initial Cauchy surface

uln, = uo, Oruls, = u1, (1.33a)
Z|EO = Z07 aTZ|EO - Zl, (133b)
sy =10, Orr|s, =11 (1.33¢)

with 7”1|1" = (0 and 8R7”0|1" = 1.

Remark 1.1. Define a function v such that v = Rwv, then the following results
hold

1. v satisfies the 4+1 wave equation:

4+1 _ 4+1
Ov = F(v) on R } (1.34)

vo =v(0,7) and v; = drv(0,2) on R?

T 1 T 1 v
F(’U) = <€2Z - 1 -+ (E&?T -+ 5) - (Eag’/’ - 5)) 7‘_2

R2
+ 2000, log(%) + 20,00 log(%) + e u(R) (135)

2. If we define Ey : = on TN, N)p, = on e [i,, the energy of v satisfies
the estimate

Eo 2 [uoll ey + llual 72 ey (1.36)
> ([0l gy + 1011122 a)- (1.37)
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The results follow from the Hardy’s inequality and assumptions on the target man-
ifold (see [8]]).

In the following, we shall define the notion of asymptotic flatness of the 2-
metric (X, q)

Definition 1.2 (Asymptotic flatness and AV-mass). Suppose (3, q, k) is a Rieman-
nian 2-metric, then it is called asymptotically flat if

1. for some compact set Q, 3 a global diffeomorphism ¥\  — R? \ B,(0)

2. The (X%, q, k) admits the asymptotic expansion

q=p"" (0 + O(p™"))
k=0(p"?), tr(k)=0(p"v?)

and the energy momentum tensor
T,, =0(p"4v~?) (1.38)

in the asymptotic region, where 0, is the Euclidean metric and p = |x|. We
define the quantity m sy as the Ashtekar-Varadarajan mass of the Cauchy
hypersurface (3, q, k) [3]].

Recall the form of the 2-metric

q = e*2dR? + r2dp?, (1.39)

then a calculation shows that m 4y is given by

may =2(1—e =), (S,q) (140)
where
> 5 or\ >
2 . — i 027 _ Tim o22
e .—}%grgoe = I%Eréoe <8R) , on (X q). (1.41)

Furthermore, let us define the mass aspect function, that is closely related to

the Hawking mass in 3+1 dimensional spacetimes

m =1+ 4e *?0ero,r, (1.42)
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Review of Known Results

To put our results into context let first us review the results for the 2+1 equivariant
Einstein-wave map system and the the literature on critical wave maps shall be
discussed later. For the initial data described in the previous section, we have the
following global existence result from [1], which also holds without the smallness
restriction of the initial data in view of a non-concentration of energy argument
[10].

Theorem 1.3 (Global regularity of equivariant Einstein-wave maps). Let Ey < €
for € sufficiently small and let (M, g,u) be the maximal Cauchy development of
an asymptotically flat, compactly supported, regular Cauchy data set for the 2+ 1
equivariant Einstein-wave map problem with target (N, h) satisfying

/8 f(s)ds' — 0o for s— oo. (1.43)
0

Then (M, g, u) is regular and causally geodesically complete.

The results in [[11} 1, 8] and the current work are part of the larger program to
understand the global behaviour of the 3 4+ 1 Einstein equations with one trans-
lational U(1) symmetry. In global existence proof of [1]], it was proved that, in
future development of the initial data of the 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map
system, the trapped surfaces cannot form. In particular, it was proved that

Theorem 1.4 (No trapped surfaces; Theorem 3.1 in [1]). Suppose (M, g,U) is
the regular, globally hyperbolic maximal development of the 2+1 equivariant
Einstein-wave map system, define Q := M \ U(1) and

R :={pe Q suchthat O >0,0,r <0} (1.44)
then,
1. Q=R
2. q € Q,
0 <m(q) <ms <1 (1.45)

where M, is the spatial asymptotic limit of m on (3, q, k).
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Consider the system of coupled nonlinear wave equations occurring in the 2+1
Einstein-equivariant wave map system:

2 2 27 fz(u) 1 2 2
—037 + 057 = —e 57 g( — (0ru)® + (Oru)?) (1.46a)
—02r + O%r =rk(Oru + Ogu)? (1.46b)
Dg(u)u :W. (1460)

In a previous work, we have established scattering for the following partially cou-
pled Einstein-wave map equations, classified as Problems I and IT below.

Problem I

Consider a function v such that

O = F(v) on R**! (1.47)
vo=v(0,z) and v; =0rv(0,z) onR? '
with
97 r 1 r 1 v oy R% 4
Fv) = (e -1+ (E&?rjt 5) - (Eﬁgr - 5)) 2 +e o ((Rv)
Problem II
Suppose the function v is such that
Oy = F(v) on R**! (1.48)
vo=v(0,z) and v; =0rv(0,z) onR* '
where
1 1 1 1
F(v) = <;&7r + ﬁ) O¢v + <;857° - ﬁ) Oyv
r 1 r 1 v
((Fores) - (e -3)
RZ
+ —v*¢(Rv) (1.49)
r

and v is coupled to Einstein’s equations (L3) with u = Rv. We were able to prove
scattering for both Problems I and II:
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Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 2.11 and Theorem 3.2 in [8]). Suppose v is a global
solution of the partially linearized wave maps equations (L47) or (IL48)), with the
energy Ey < €2, then v scatters forward and backward in time

The coupling of the wave maps equation with the Einstein’s equations intro-
duces nonlocality into the problem, which causes significant difficulties in closing
the estimates at critical regularity. It may be noted that the equations in Prob-
lem I and II are partially linearized approximations of the equation (1.46c)), where
they correspond to the linearization of the equation (I1.46b)) and equation (I.46a)
respectively, which in turn correspond to partial decoupling of the wave maps
equation (1.46¢). The methods employed in the wave maps equation are based on
a optimal control of the Morawetz and Strichartz estimates that allow us to con-
trol the bootrap estimates at critical regularity. The nonlinear terms in the wave
map equations in Problem I and II involve all the terms of the fully coupled wave
maps equation, but in view of the nonlinear theory the equivalent results carry
forward. In this work we are able to prove scattering for the fully coupled wave
maps equation:

HOo = F(v) on R**! (1.50)
vo=v(0,z) and v; = drv(0,z) onR* '
97 r 1 r 1.\ v
Fv)=[e —1+(§&77’+§)—(§8§r—§) >
r r oy R% 4
+ 20¢v0, log 7 + 20,00 log(ﬁ) +e e ((Rv) (1.51)

Theorem 1.6. Suppose Ey < €2, for € sufficiently small and (M, g, U) is a global
solution of the 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map system, then v scatters back-

ward and forward in time in the energy topology

In the proof of the above scattering theorem, we use the following nonlinear
Morawetz estimate:

Theorem 1.7 (Nonlinear Morawetz estimate). Suppose (M, g,U) is a globally
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regular solution of the 2+ 1 Einstein-equivariant wave map system, then

2
(.
Lo oo < luoliges + n ey (1.5
where [ij is the volume form of the 4 + 1 Minkowski space (R**', g), with
G = —dT* + dR* + R*dwgs. (1.53)

Subsequently, using the scattering result for v, we obtain scattering for the
fully coupled equivarant wave maps:

Theorem 1.8 (Temporal Scattering). Let Ey < ¢ for € sufficiently small and
let (M, g,u) be the maximal geodesically complete Cauchy development of an
asymptotically flat, compactly supported, regular Cauchy data set for the 2 + 1
equivariant Einstein-wave map problem with target (N, h) satisfying

/ f(s)ds — oo when s — oo. (1.54)
0

Then the maximal development (M, g, U) is such that U converges to a linearized
system of (I3D) as T — oo along future pointing the timelike curves.

We would like to point out that, both conceptually and technically, the wave
map fields (and their conjugate momenta) is the dominant field that represents the
true dynamical degrees of freedom of the 2 + 1 dimensional Einstein-wave map
system.

The key ingredient in the proof is the non-linear Morawetz estimate (1.32))
for the fully coupled Einstein-wave map system. An analogous result holds for
the partially coupled equivariant Einstein-wave system (1.48)) (Problem II), but
(L32) now holds for the fully coupled system. Likewise,a similar result holds for
scattering backwards in time. It may be noted that a canonical notion of energy
for the Einstein equations is defined relative to a chosen reference background.
However, in view of the Remark in this work use we use a weaker notion of
mass-energy that nevertheless gives scattering and sharp asymptotics relative to
the same reference background.
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In view of the fact that the Jacobians of the transition functions between the
(T, R, 0), double-null and retarded-time coordinates are constants, the scattering
result of Theorem can be adapted to establish equivalent results along the
1 = const. in the asymptotic region.

Corollary 1.9. Suppose (M, g,U) is the regular, globally hyperbolic, causally
geodesically complete maximal development of the asymptotically flat initial data
(3, q, k, U) with uw compactly supported, then u admits the decay rate

Jul < e(1+&)7 21 +n) 712 (1.55)
in the temporal asymptotic region (T — oo) and
uw= O(R?) (1.56)
as R — oo in the n = const. hypersurfaces.

Let us now discuss a few salient points about the 2+1 dimensional equivariant
Einstein-wave map system.

Metric functions

The wave map U and its conjugate momentum form the dynamical degrees of
freedom of the system and drive the dynamics of the whole system. However, in
our quest to understand the asymptotic geometry of the maximal future develop-
ment (M, g, U) of the system, the form of the Einstein tensor poses obstacles. For
instance, consider the equation

141 _ © 141
Ow = e on R } (1.57)

w(0,2) =0 and OJrw(0,z)=0 onR

The energy of w in the equation (I.37)) goes out of control asymptotically as

T — oo even though we start with ‘small’ initial data. Thus we are motivated
to analyze the asymptotic behaviour separately for metric functions to rule out
such behaviour. As per our analysis, we expect that, as the maximal develop-
ment (M, g,U) attains its scattaring state near temporal infinity, it converges to
the Minkowski space. In other words, as the maximal development attains its
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scattaring state near temporal infinity, the geometric mass (Ashtekar-Varadarajan)
converges to zero. This topic, with the together the behaviour of the curvature,
merits a dedicated discussion and shall be addressed in a separate work.

Sharp Asymptotics

We would like to remark that the scattering methods have an advantage in the
characterization of the asymptotic geometry of the initial value problem of the
system as the decay rate so obtained is sharp compared to the energy methods in
2+1 dimensions:

1. The asymptotic decay rate obtained is sharp

lu| < (146721472 in R (1.58)

in view of the fact that the geometric mass and spatial asymptotics are conserved
globally, including the region where the system (M, g, U) attains its scattering
state.

The small data problem and the target

We would also like to remark that our scattering result reaffirms the intuition the
curvature of the target manifold (V, ) does not play a decisive role in the scatter-
ing in the small data context.

In the above, we mentioned several results for the 2+1 equivariant Einstein-
wave system which hold in the asymptotic limits. In the context of Einstein’s
equations, an important aim of the initial value formulation is the characterization
of the asymptotic geometry of the future development of the system. In a classic
1964 work, Penrose had formulated a notion of conformal infinity in the context
of Einstein’s equations for general relativity. From a PDE perspective, the work
of Penrose gave a crucial answer for the question of what it means for solutions
of the Einstein equations to exist ‘globally’. Following the definition of Penrose,
the conformal infinity of in our context is defined as follows:

Definition 1.10. A 2+1 Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is admits a conformal null
infinity if 3 a 2+1 Lorentzian manifold (M, g) with boundary .% such that
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* Jadiffeomorphism M\ & — M

e Ja smooth function Q on (M, g), g = Qg in the interior of M such that
Q=00nandV ,Q #0at I

Minkowski Spacetime R>*!

In our problem, the Minkowski spacetime R?*! plays an important role as an ex-
ample of a spacetime that admits a conformal completion. Consider the Minkowski

metric

ds® = —dn* — dndR + R*db* (1.59)

in the retarded-time coordinates (7, R, §). Suppose we introduce the function p =
1 and define the unphysical metric with Q2 = p then R**' admits a conformal
infinity at p = 0. In this work we shall be interested in the geometry and behaviour
of fields near the future null infinity, so this choice of the conformal factor to
construct null infinity suffices. Likewise, the 4+1 dimensional Minkowski space
admits a conformal null infinity similarly.

Wave maps from R2*! with symmetry have been studied in a series of land-
mark papers of Christodoulou-Tahvildar-Zadeh and Shatah [7, |6, [18} [17], where
global regularity and asymptotics of initial value problems of equivariant and
spherically symmetric wave maps were studied (see also[9]).

In [12] the Einstein-scalar wave system without symmetry was studied and
stability of Minkowski space in exponential time (ﬂ_l) was established. The
techniques in [12]] were inspired from [16] which provided a simpler proof of the
seminal and classic work on stability of Minkowski space [5]. The asymptotic
behaviour of perturbations of the 3+1 Minkowski space in harmonic coordinates
is studied in [15]].

In a pioneering and influential series of works [21]], global behaviour of wave
maps in multiple dimensions and regularity levels has been studied. Local and
global well-posedness of wave maps at various regularity levels are studied in
(231,22, 24]. Global regularity for small data for critical wave maps U : R?*! —
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H? was proved in [13]]. In a voluminous work [14], the important question of
concentration compactness for wave maps U : R?*! — H? was thoroughly set-
tled. Likewise, scattering for large data for critical wave maps with more general
targets was settled in [19][20].

Notation

A wave operator "0 without a metric subscript refers to a flat-space wave op-
erator in n + 1 dimensions. We shall use the Einstein summation convention
throughout.

2 Asymptotics of a partially linearized Equivariant
wave map system

As we already remarked, in a previous work we have proved the scattering for the
following problem

4+1 _ 4+1
Ov = F(v) on R } .1

vo=v(0,7) and v; = drv(0,2) onR?

(7 1 (Tor i M) (T L)) U er
F(v)-(e 1+(R0n7“+2) (Rﬁgr 2>)r2+6 Tzv((Rv)

and coupled to the Einstein’s equations (I.3a) with v = Rwv. If we consider the
special case of r = R, we have the partial decoupling of system, resulting in the
partially linearized wave maps equation

2
v

0Oy = (¥ — l)ﬁ + 22 ¢ (ro)? (2.2)

It follows from the scattering theorem that for data that is sufficiently decaying at

1%, ||ul|z~ = @(T~1) in the temporal asymptotic region. Let us now consider the
partially linearized system in the Bondi (‘retarded time”) coordinates (7, R, 6)

g = —e22R) qn? — 26220 qpd R + R%d6* (2.3)
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with the usual behaviour on the axis and 6 € [0, 27) :
Z =0, 0rZ =0, on I.

We have the following equations from (1.9) and (I.12),

2
R™0,7 :% ((877u)2 — 20,udgu + 2z ] (“)) (2.4)

,,,2
R '0rZ :%(0Ru)2 (2.5)

Proposition 2.1. Suppose the partially linearized wave maps equation admits the
asymptotic expansions ([2], also compare with the rate (1.38)))

u(n, R) =fo() B>+ fu(n) R" (2.6)
n=1
Ogu(n, R) =fo(m R+ fiR" @.7)
n=1
Oru(n, R) == fo(m R+ fi)R™" (2.8)
n=1

in the asymptotic region (R — o0) of 1 = const. hypersurfaces then
1. Z=0(1),as R — oo along n = const. hypersurfaces
2. Z — 0 asymptotically along the timelike curves inside the future null cones

Proof. 1. follows directly from the integration of ([2.4)).

2. Consider a curve with the parameter 7 such that 7 = n + (1 — \)R, for
A > 1, we have

2 1 2 !
aTzzR((aTU) +(2(1_/\)+1_)\+(1—>\)

2
2)(8Ru)2 — 20, u0ru + 622%) ,
2.9)

now integrating in view of the fall of rates gives the result as R — oo
for fixed .
]
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In order to obtain equivalent results of Proposition for the fully coupled
equivariant Einstein-wave map system we turn to the double null coordinates
(&,m,0). In addition, we shall give a proof without the use of asymptotic expan-
sions and analyticity.

Consider the asymptotic behaviour of the metric (X, q)

Gy = R4V (dR? + R2d6?)

In view of the asymptotic fall-off conditions along the 17 = ¢ lines we shall prove
the mass-loss formula. Consider the 7' = ¢ slices of the system, then the Hamilto-
nian constraint E(N, ) = T(N,N), N = e~Zdr can be calculated from (??),
as

1 2
R '?0R7 = 5 <(8Tu)2 + (Ogu)? + 62Z%) e? (2.10)
If
2
EU) = / (Oru)® + (Ogu)? + e22f }53) fiq (2.11)
Yo
mmay = 21(1 — e?~) = E(U) (2.12)
where 7., : = limg_,o Z on (X, q). Now then, we have the following

Remark 2.2 (Mass loss). Suppose u, Oru and O,u admit the asymptotic ex-
pansions as in Proposition 2.1 and Z(n, R) is a globally regular solution with
|22 — 1| < c(Ey) then we have the following mass loss formula

oZmR) _ (1 _ mAV) — / ! F2(n) iy (2.13)

2
which follows from the integration of (2.4) and noting that lim lim Z =

n——oo0 R—o0
Z . In the case of the fully coupled 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map system we
shall prove the scattering of the system, but the quantitiative aspects asymptotic
geometry are encoded in the rate at which the maximal development (M, g, U)
of the system converges to its scattering state. A characterization of this rate and
its close connection with the asymptotics of the Weyl tensor of the original 3 + 1

metric shall be the subject of a subsequent article.
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3 Scattering for 2+1 Equivariant Einstein Wave Map
System

Recall the 2+1 dimensional equivarant Einstein-wave system:

E, =T,, on (M,g) (3.1)

g(u) = 7,2

for the initial data (X, qo, Ko, 1o, u1). Now consider the following nonlinear second-
order hyperbolic partial differential equation (n # 1):

Ly = N@) on (M, g) 33
@D(O, ZE') = ,QDO and aT'l/)(()?x) = ?/)1 on (27 q)
where L is a linear operator and NV is the nonlinearity. We say that the wave equa-

tion (3.6) exhibits temporal scattering if there exits a solution of a corresponding
linearized equation 1)y and an energy topology £, such that

Lys =0 on (M, g)
¢S(O,JJ) = (¢s)0 and 8T¢(O,x) = (qps)l on (E,Q) } 3.4)

and
| —slle, =0, as T — oo, (3.5)

where ((¢s)o, (g)1) are the ‘induced’ initial data of (3.7). As we already re-
marked, we shall recast the wave maps equation as a 4+1 dimensional wave equa-
tion,

v(0,2) =1 and 9rv(0,z) =1y on R4 (3.6)

where v is coupled to the 2+1 Einstein’s equations with u = Rwv.

O = F(v) onR4+1}

Following our previous definition, the equation (3.6) scatters in time if there
exists a vg such that

O = 0 onR4+1}

v5(0,2) = (vg)o and Orv(0,z) = (vs); onR* (3.7)
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|lv —vsllg, =0 as T — o0 (3.8)

where (vg) and (vg); are the scattering data

(vs)o =F ! (@0 - Smfs A(s)ds) (3.9)

(vg)y =F (@1 - / cos(\/Zs)F(s)ds) (3.10)

0

and the energy topology of the problem (3.6)) is H (R*) x L?(R*). We shall use the
scattering theory for v to make a scattering statement for (3.3) for u. Likewise, if
we consider a 1D wave equation

0w = g(w) on (M, g) G.11)
wr = wy and OJrwr = w; onI ’

Suppose S, (7)(wp, wy) is the evolution operator for the wave equation where
7 is the evolution parameter. In this work we shall set up the initial value problem
also on the axis ' and study the scattering for this asymptotics. In this case, we
say that the solution for (3.11)) if there exists a solution wg corresponding to the
linearization of with respect to the full 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map
system, such that

|lw—ws||ps — 0, as 7 — oo. (3.12)
Lemma 3.1. Suppose Z is a solution of the wave equation,

1y — f2( )
’l"

— Deudyu (3.13)

then Z satisfies:

R R
Z(T,R) —cl/ v (s, T+R—s)sds+cz/ ?(s,T — R+ s)sds

T+(R—s) T+(R—s)
+ csR*v*(R, T) +c4/ / 2dsdT’+c5/ /
(R+s) (R+s)

(3.14)

for some constants c;,t = 1---5.

v)vs?dsdT’.
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Proof. Now since u = Rv, by the product rule

1 1 1 1 1
- 5(8nu)(0§u) = —QRQ(OUU)@&U) - §R(0nv)v — §R(0§v)v — 5212. (3.15)

Making a change of variables,

T+(R—s 1 [T+R g€
/ / 8vvdtd8—§/ . / R(f n)(0,v)vdnd§
1
[ cmatae e
Integrating by parts,
| [T+R T+R e
—1 ) e-@-mprr-roa-; [ [ veomie e

By a similar calculation,

T+(R—s) 1 T+R pT+
/ / s(Ogv)vdtds _5/7“ . 5 n)(Ogv)vdédn

1 T+R T+R

- / (€ —n)de(vD)dsdn  (3.18)
T-R

1 T+R

:Z/ (T + R —n)v*(n, T + R)dn

T-R
1 T+R T+R

1 [ meden a9

T—R n

Next, integrating by parts,

T+R [T+R | [T+R
3| [ e wr@@dsin =g [ @ R-no@ @R
! o (3.20)
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T+R T+R T+R T+R
— / / (6—1)20(Oeyv)dédn— / [ € nwopdean. G2n
n

Now by a change of variables,

T+R T+R
/ /’ (€ — n)o(B,v)dedn = (EI). (3.22)
n

Also, integrating by parts,

1 T+R
5[ @ R nP@p)(@ + R
2 Jr-r
1 1 T+R
= —1(2R)2v2(T+R,T—R)+§/ (T + R —n)v*(T + R, n)dn.
T-R
(3.23)

Finally, by (2?),

T+R T+R T+R T+R
. / / (€ — 0)?0(Ocqu)dédn = / | (€= nw@mdsan
n

1 T+R ,pT+R
S [ e ey

(3.24)
Now, making a change of variables,

T+R [T+R
/ / (& —n)v(Orv)dédn = ~ / / v(0v)sdsdT’.  (3.25)
(R+s)

Integrating by parts,

3 [ 3 [T
:—/ 2(s, T+R—S)Sd8+4/ v*(s,T — R+ s)sds
T-R

— = / / 2dsdT’. (3.26)
R+s
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Therefore we have

R R
Z:cl/ U2(S,T+R—S)Sd$+02/ v?(s,T — R+ s)sds
0 0

R (T+(R—s) R [T+(R-s)
+esR** (R, T) + 04/ / v3dsdT’ + 05/ / F(v)vs*dsdT’.
0 JT—(R+s) 0 JT—(R+s)

(3.27)
O

Consider the radial wave equation,
Oy = F(v), on (R*™ g) (3.28)

and the energy-momentum tensor that arises directly from the variational principle

of (3.28)
. 1 ~
T, :=V,0V,u— §gWV“vVUv — gkl W), prv,o=0,1---4. (3.29)

where F’ (v) is the primitive of F' with respect to v. The divergence of T is given
by

. 1 ~
VT, =(0"0,v)0,v + 0,0 ' D — 5%,,0”(0”1}&,2}) — Juw 0" F(v)
=0,v(*T' ) — §,,0" F(v) (3.30)
Consider the vector field X such that its momentum is given by
Jx=T(X) =T x" (3.31)
so that, after relabeling the indices for convenience, we have the identity
v 1 (%) [y IAvidii
V,Jx = 3 T T + XNV, (3.32)
Define ¢€ and 772 such that

+ F(U) = T(@T, 8T), m .= T(@T, 8R) (333)

(918
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Now consider a Morawetz multiplier vector X : = §(R)0g so that the correspond-
ing momentum is given by

Jy =T (%)
=F(R)(—mdr + (¢ + F(v))0g) (3.34)
and its divergence
V., J§ = %TW 7., + X100 D) — X#§,,0" F(v), (3.35)

where the non-zero terms of deformation tensor
(%)ﬂ-;u/ = gauau-xa + gauau-xa + }:aaag/u/

are given by

2
®rrr = 20rrRORT(R), 700 = —900F(R),

R
) 2 2

== R), Py, = = R).
Moo = L9608 (R), Ty = 5ouuS(R)
Consequently a calculation shows that (3.33]) can be represented as

vV, Ji = (—%Rmﬁ +é aRS(R)) + F(R)OrvF (v) — F(R)O®F(v) (3.36)

Now define the following lower-order momentum vector
1 ~
Ji[v] 1= KkoV"v — §v2V”/€ + F(v)X". (3.37)

Its divergence is

2
V., JY =k v 4+ V"0V ,0 + vV*0V K — (Dm)%

—oVYkV,0 4 X0, F(v) + F(v)V, X"

U2

=k 0v + KV 0V, 0 — (D/ﬁ)§ + XY0,F(v) + F(v)V, %"

2

ko1 0y 4 26 £ — (Dn)% FXYO,F(v) + F(o)V, X", (3.38)
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In addition, consider a timelike multiplier vector field ¥ = Or such that the corre-
sponding current is

JT :T(‘I)
=(—¢ — F(v))0r + mog (3.39)

the divergence

1 . 5
v, J% zimmmw + (V' T
=0rvF (v) + 0T F(v) (3.40)

in view of ®7,, = 0. Likewise, if we define a lower-order momentum vector
field

then
V,JY =%Y9,F(v) + F(v)V,%". (3.41)
Consider the volume 3—form of (M, g) :
fig = %reﬂdn A dE N db (3.42)

Define the 2— forms fi¢ and /i, such that

d§ N [ig = =[ig (3.43)
dn A [y :=jlg (3.44)
so that we have
1
fie = — §r622(dn A df) (3.45)

1
fiy :§r622(d§ A db) (3.46)
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explicitly. Suppose ¥ is smooth vector field defined on (M, g) then the flux
through the 7 = c and £ = ¢ null hypersurfaces are

Flux " (?) ::/ dn(0) i, (3.47)
{n=c}

Flux—(7) : — / 4 () fie (3.48)
{e=c)

respectively. Now having fixed the orientation, let us now give the equivalent def-
initions for the corresponding 4+1 Minkowski metric (R**!, §) that are consistant
with the original spacetime (M, g) :

1
= 5\/—gd77/\d§/\dwgs. (3.49)
Define /i, and fi¢ such that,
d& N fig =i (3.50)
dn A fi, 1 =fig, (3.51)

and for a smooth vector field P in (R**!, §) the fluxes throughn = cand £ = ¢
hypersurfaces are

Flux*(P) ::/ dn(P) (3.52)
{n=c}

Flux™ (P) ::/ d€(P) fig. (3.53)
{€=c}

If we consider the vector field Jr, we have

Flux* (Jy) — / (e + F(v) + )iy (3.542)
{n=c}

Flux~ / —(&+ F(v) — 1) (3.54b)

Flux* () / (3.540)
{n=c}

Flux ™ (.J5) / (3.54d)
{g=c}
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Lemma 3.2. Suppose (M, g,U) is a globally regular solution of the initial value
problem of the Einstein-equivariant wave map system with Ey < €2, for ¢ suffi-

ciently small, we have

, (3.55a)
Flux~(J) <0, (3.55b)

where J 1= Jr + J5.

Theorem 3.3 (Nonlinear Morawetz Estimate). Suppose v is a globally regular
solution of the equation

o = F(v) on R**! (3.56)
vo=v(0,7) and v; = drv(0,z) onR? '
where
Fv) :=(e*? -1+ 187’+1 — 187‘—1 = 420,09, o <1>
= R T2 R™ T 2) ) 2 TR R
r 2 B2 4
+ 20,v0¢ log <E> +e poid ((Rwv) (3.57)
with Z and r coupled as in (L3)), then
v? 2 2
[ < Tl + o e, 3.58)

Proof. To prove the result, we shall use the Morawetz multiplier method we in-
troduced above. Consider the multiplier X such that, §(R) = 3, we have

1 -
Jx :§(—m0¢p + (¢ + F(v))0gr) (3.59)
and
2 . 1 o
V,Jy =— Eﬁ + gﬁRvF(v) — X"g,,0"F(v). (3.60)
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Likewise, if we consider the choice of kK = }%, then
0k = — 1 (3.61)
K= e .
1 1 v RE
J, =— EvﬁTv Or + EUaRU + = +X"F(v) ) Og (3.62)
| 1 v? b =
V., J! zﬁﬁ + EUF(U) + oV + X0, F(v) (3.63)
Subsequently, if we consider the sum vector J¥ : = J{ 4 J;, then we have
V,J" =V, J5 +V,J!
102 1 1
=5 T gaRUF(U) + EUF(U) (3.64)

We have the following identity from the Stokes theorem, for ¥y and X7,

1 v?
ifﬁﬂngvngﬂg:[ <8T,Js>ﬂq—[ <8T,Jg>ﬂq (3.65)
Yo )

If we consider the boundary terms on %, and X

9§ (0r)" = G5 (Or)” + GuJ1 (Or)” (3.66)
where
G J%(0r) = grrds (0r)" = F(R)m (3.67)
and
1
gu,,J{‘(@T)” = gTTJlT(aT)T = —mv 8Tv (368)

it follows from the dominant energy condition and Hardy’s inequality that

| @rdsin, [ @rIshia < ool + loliomy G69)
T
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Thus,

/+ ks < +‘// szdeT‘+‘// (v)vrR*dRAT|.
Ri+1

(3.70)
Therefore, to prove the theorem it suffices to absorb the last two terms in the right
hand side of (B.70)) into the left hand side of (3.70). The term

F
/ Fl, (3.71)
R4+1

|z
is easier. Making a change of variables,

/ / v)VR*dRAT = ~ / / v(&,n) (& —n)*dédn. (3.72)

Now since

R 1 1
= =11y = 5 10 + 51 < e(Bw)),
where €(F(v)) \, 0 as E \ 0, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

// 0, — 3 [ocote, m)jo(e, mle — nldean

Oyr — —H@gv &, ‘ 1€ —n]? d§d7}+ |0 (&, m)|*d€dn.

(3.73)

T__

Now again by a change of variables

/R/R)@nr—%)lv(é}n)IQdenée(E(v))AA|v(R,T)|2deT. (3.74)

It is also straightforward to show that

87‘——“851) £,1)[2dedn

< ( [l lay (e n>|>dn) sup ( [1e=uiete n>|2ds)

(3.75)
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By energy bounds on the boundary of a light cone, since |{ — n| = R,

[ 16 =Pl npae < B, (3.76)
R
Also by the fundamental theorem of calculus, the fact that 0,r oo = %, and
|0:0,7| < RJv]?, B
1 1 5
sup ——| (@ = )& )] < [ Jo(¢,m)Pdn. (3.77)
£ ‘f - 77| 2 R
Therefore,
B13) < E(v) / / v (&, n)[*dédn. (3.78)
R JR

By a similar calculation,

[ lewr+3
< E(v) /R /R v(R, T)?dRdT + ¢(E(v)) /R /R v(R, T)?dRdT. (3.79)

Also, since |Z| < e(E(v)),

27 1 1 v(R,T) .,
/R/R<e 1+8777’+2 (Ot 2) 72 R*dRdT

< e(E(v)) /R /R v(R, T)*dRdT. (3.80)

Therefore, combining (3.74)), (3.78)), and (3.80),

0,0(R, T) ‘ (R, T)| R2dRAT

BI37) < E(v)/R/RU(R,T)?deT+e(E(v))/R/Rv(R, T)*dRdT. (3.81)

The bulk term

/ F(v)0grv ig (3.82)
R
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is more difficult to control. Several components of this term are essentially the

same as in (3.132)). Indeed, as in (3.70)) - (3.75)),

/ L
R4+1 R

and

1 1
=[aer+ 5|
/RMR‘ Y

Also,

O, — %‘ ‘8511(]?, T) ‘ ‘aRU(R, T)

fig < E(v) / / v(R, T)*dRdT,
R (3.83)

d,0(R,T) ) )aRv(R, T)

fig < E(v) / / v(R,T)*dRdT.
= (3.84)

1|v(R,T)
8nr + 5‘ R2

on(R, )i

1
UR(R,T)zﬂg‘i‘//
RJR

) —
777’4—2

RA+1

/ 1
< .
- R4+1 R

< E(v) /R /R v(R,T)*dRdT + ¢(E(v)) /R /R v(R,T)*dRdT, (3.85)

onr + % v(R, T)*dRdT

and

o3|

< E(v) /R /R v(R, T)*dRdT + ¢(E(v)) /R /R v(R, T)?dRdT. (3.86)

‘|UR(R, T)|fg

It remains to compute

/ @z - )BT, R )i, (3.87)
RA+1

and

2
/ eZZR—2v(R, T)*¢(Rv)vp(R, T)fig. (3.88)
R4+1

r
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Making a power series expansion,

Z = 1+2Z+222+§Z3+... (3.89)

because |Z| < e(E(v)) it suffices to consider only 1+ 2Z. The other terms follow
in a similar manner. In view of Lemma[3.1], to estimate

/ / (R, T)% ) vr(R, T)R*dRdT, (3.90)

we shall split Z(R,T) = Z,(R, T) +ZQ(R T), where Z, (R, T) has good integral
properties and Z5(R, T') has a radial derivative with good integral properties. By
equation (7d),

1 2 f2(u)
0z, 7 = —5(877u)(85u) -5 (3.91)
Then by Duhamel’s principle and the fact that 7 = Zp = 0on R = 0,
R pT+(R—s)
Z(R,T) = / / (02,Z) (s, t)dtds. (3.92)
0 T—(R—s)
Now the term
T+(R—s) 2Z 2
/ / f ( I g ar = ZV(R,T) (3.93)

may be safely placed in Z. Indeed, integrating by parts,

/ / ZM(R, T)o(R, T)vp(R, T)RARAT (3.94)

- (R, T)v(R,T)*dRAT — = Or(ZSV (R, T))v(R, T)? RARAT.
A o f o
(3.95)

Since | ZSV (R, T)| < [ [ v(r,t)2drdt,

2
% / / ZMv(R, T)?dRdT < < / / v(R’,T’)zdR’dT’) . (3.96)
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Meanwhile, we can directly compute

—aR//T+R8 QZfQ )ddT’)— /ORffzfv)(s,TJr(R—s))ds

(R—s) 8 r

- /R % fi(j“) (5,7 — (R — 5))ds.
’ (3.97)

Since |Z] is small,

R 27 r2
Sup/o %f (9 67+ (R — ))ds</ 20, = R+T)dn,  (3.98)

R 72

and

R
Sup/o e f2(sv) (s, — (R+ s))ds < /v2(n =T —R,&)dE. (3.99)

R 8 7“2

Then since Hardy’s inequality implies

/ v?(5,T + R — s)sds < E(v), (3.100)
0

and

/ v?(5,T — R+ s)sds < E(v), (3.101)
0

so therefore,

——//8R RT (RT)RdeT<E // (R, T)dRdT.
(3.102)
Now by the product rule, ©u = Ruv,

1 1 1 1 1
— §(agu)(8nu) = 5212 + §R’U(&7’U) - §Rv(0§v) - §R2(8gv)(8nv). (3.103)
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Similar to (3:93),

T+(R-s)
ZP (R, T) ——/ / (s, t)drdt, (3.104)

and can be analyzed in a manner similar to (B]E) - (3102)). Next, making a
change of variables,

T+R p€
/ / s s(Oyv)vdtds = / /T_R(§ —n)(0yv)vdnd§
T+R
/ / (& — 1), (v*)dndé. (3.105)
T—R

Integrating by parts,

— E/NR(g (T — R)*(T — R, ¢€) dg——/ﬂR/;Rﬁ(n,&)dndS

4 Jr-r

1 T+U€s
:—/ s-v*(s,(T — R) + s)ds + ~ / / v?(s, t)dtds
4 0 —(R-s)

= ZYR,T)+ Z8 (R, T). (3.106)

The contribution of Z (R T') may again be estimated as in (3.94) - (3.102).
Now,

R
Zfl)(R,T):i/ s-v2(s, (T — R)+s)ds<R/ V(€ n)de. (3.107)
0

=T—-R

Then by (B76]) and (3.100),

/ / vr(R,T)v(R, T)RZM (R, T)dRAT

< [ [ontcmen [ en=1-Ragdcin< B | [ (R TR,
(3.108)
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By a similar calculation,

/ / s(Oev)odT'd /T+R/T+Rg )(Oev)vdedn  (3.109)
(R S g’U v S = ’/] 5’0 v ’/]
T+R T+R
/ / (6 — )a:(v?)dedn

T+R T+R T+R
—1 [ @ R-mie=T R -5 [ [ o
T-R n
(3.110)

Then set

1 T+R
ZO(R.T) = / (T + R —n)o*(5,6 = T + R)dn (3.111)

T-R
and

T+R T+R 1 R
Z9(R, T) —~/’ / ¥m®%®=——/
n 4 0

It only remains to compute

T+(R—s)
/ v (s, T")dT"ds.

T—(R-s)
(3.112)

T+(R—s) | [T+R [T+R
/ / (O, TN O, TNt = 5 [ [ e @,0)dcan
T—R
! (3.113)
Integrating by parts,

T+R [T+R | [T+R
3| [ e wr@@dsin =g [ @ R-no@ @R
! o (3.114)

T+R T+R T+R T+R
/ / (€ — myo(dyv)dedn — - / / (€ — 1)?0(Deyv)dédn.
n
(3.115)
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By the Cauchy - Schwartz inequality,

1 T+R 3)
5] T+ R=nfo@n)(T + Rondn = Z(R.T)

R
_ % / 20(s, T + R— )(0,0(s,T + R — 5))ds
0
RY/? 1/2 1/2
<5 ([somre=rrrnm) ([oe=T+Rara)
(3.116)
Again by (3.76) and (3.100),

[ [ 2w et ryo(r ) RaRar < [ [ € wentemoieon)
< E(v) / / v(R,T)*dRdT. (3.117)

Also observe that

T+R T+R
/ (6 — n)o(B,v)dédn = [EI), (3.118)
n

T—-R

and may be computed in exactly the same manner, splitting into Z§4) +Z f5). Now

0z, = (Orr — Orgr)v. (3.119)

Then

1 T+R ,T+R 3 T+R T4R
S [ e =3 [ [ o dsan

T-R T-R
1 T+R T+R
-3 /T ) / (€ — n)*oF (v)dedn,
! (3.120)

Now, making a change of variables,
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T+R pTH+R T+(R—s
/ / (€ = n)v(9rv)dédn = // v(0v)sdsdt, (3.121)

(R+s)

and so integrating by parts,

3 [ 3 [
:—/ 2(s, T—I—R—s)sd8+4/ v*(s, T — R+ s)sds
T (Rs) 0 (3.122)
-2 / / (s, T")dsdT" = Z(R,T) + Z\°(R, T).
(R+s)
Next split F'(v) = Fi(v) + Fy(v) with
1 1
Fi(v) = 50— 5)(@0) + 506 + )(00)
3.123)
1 1 5 R? (
Fy(v) = (e -1+ 0 + = 5 — (Ogr — _))ﬁ + %4 > —v°C(Rv).

By the radial Sobolev embedding theorem, the boundedness of ((Rv), and

’8§7’+%’, o, — %) and 7] < e(E)),

then

T+(R—s
/ / v)vs?dsdT’ < e(E(v)) / / v (R, T)dRAT.  (3.124)
—(R+s) R JR

Next, integrating by parts,

T+(R S 1
/ / (0, — 3)v(Ocv)dsdT, (3.125)

may be computed in a way that is very similar to (3.109), the only additional term
is a term of the form

T+(R—s
— = / / 5(Deyr)vdsdT’. (3.126)
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Now since |Og,r| < E(E( D this term may be bounded by

R ,pT+4(R—s)
/ / v (s, T")dsdT". (3.127)
0
A similar computation may be made for
T+(R—s)
/ / $(Ogr — —) (Oyv)dsdT". (3.128)
Thus,
B37) < e(E(v)) / / v(R,T)*dRdT. (3.129)

Many of the computations in (3.87)) may also be used to estimate (3.88)). Expand-
ing ((z) for |z| < e, by the radial Sobolev embedding theorem which implies
Rlv(R, T)| < e(E(v)),

C(Rv) = ¢ + ¢1(Rv) + ca(Rv)* + ... (3.130)

R5+]
v(R, T)")dRdT

245
cj / /R RTUW(R,T)UR(R, T)RYARAT = -

447 5+J
__B+)) Cﬂ// R (R TYidRdT — // i (Orr)o(R, T dRdT.
R R

4+
(3.131)

Therefore,

//—v (R, T)*vg(R, T)R*dRdT < ¢ (v))//v(R,T)2deT. (3.132)
R JR

Next, we estimate

R2+]
/ / Z(R, T)v*"(R, T)vr(R, T)R*dRdT. (3.133)
R

Again splitting Z(R,T) = Z1(R,T) + Z2(R,T),
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r2

o R 345
, Z\(R, T)(R, TV 0pv(R, T)dRAT
4+ J R
R5+J

Z1 (R, T)0r(v(R, T)*")dRdT

4"‘] R

4+j )
__6 4++] Cﬂ / / R (R, T)o(R, TY*IdRdT (3.134)
j

R5tI _
/ / Z1(R,T)(0Orr)v(R, T)*dRdT

RS—H .
(OrZ\(R, T))v(R, T)**dRdT.

4+] R

Then by the radial Sobolev embedding theorem, properties of r, and the analysis
of (3.90) implies that

BI3) < e(E(v)) /R /R v(R, T)*dRdT. (3.135)

The radial Sobolev embedding theorem, properties of r, and the analysis of (3.90)
also implies that

5+7 )
M 23R T)u(R, T)*9050(R, T)ARAT < e(E(v)) / / o(R, T)?dRdT.
. T (3.136)

4+j

Therefore, we have now proved

// (R, T)?dRdAT < E(v) + ¢(E // (R, T)?dRdT. (3.137)

This completes the proof of Theorem[3.3] [J

Theorem 3.4. If v is a global solution of (L3Q) for Ey < €%, then

v(T,z) = o(T,z) + o(1) (3.138)
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where v is a solution of linearized

3
0o =0-— 970 + 050 + 70R0 =0 (3.139)
which in turn is equivalent to linearized (1.46d)
_ 1, 1 _
—0hu + Oju + EﬁRu ~ =0 (3.140)

Proof. Consider a large time 7j and let v = v4wvg, such that ¥ and vg are solutions
of

Al s 4t1
Ov = F(v) on R } (3.141)

Vg = T_J(To,l’) =0 and U = 8T17(T0,x) =0 on R4

where the forcing term

= (22 _ r N (ro,. L)\ r
F(v).—(e 1+<R0nr+2) <R0§r 2))r2+28§vanlog(R>

r 2z 1
and
4+1|:|US _ 0 on R4+1
(US>0 = U(T07 .CC) and (’Us)l = aTU(To, .CC) on R4 } (3143)

so that U(T) = ’(_J(T) + S(T — T(])(’Uo, ’Ul)
where S(7T)(vo, v1) is the linear evolution operator of the wave equation .
It follows from the triangle inequality that £(%) < E(v), where
7 p) —112 | p—"
E = H8TU||L2(]R4) + ||VUHL2(]R4) + §||UHL4(R4) (3144)
Consider the energy momentum tensor corresponding to the variational principle
of :
y 1
T(0)w =V, 0V, 0 — §QWV%VUU — GuwF (D) (3.145)

where F'(v) is the primitive of F'(v) with respect to a variation of 7. Now consider
the vector fields J := T and .J, := F(v)%” and from the Stokes theorem, we
have
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/ Elig / / OrvF (v (3.146)

which corresponds to the instantaneous identity

0

- <1<8Tv 0r7) + %(vu,vm) (975, F(v)) (3.147)

where (X,Y) = [ X - Y fi;. Now consider the terms on the right hand side of
(3.147) consecutively,

1. Firstly consider the terms

o 1 1 o o 1 1 B
/To / RO+ 5)%v0rofis and / / 5 (Oer = 5)000r iy

we have
/ / l(ﬁnr+1)8§v0T@R3deT (3.148)
TO R4 R 2
— / / i(ﬁnrjtl)@gv@T@RgdSn (3.149)
To R4
S/ sup — / (v sds)(/(dv)zdg) (3.150)
m R>0 B

going back to (T, R, 0)

o] 2
§E(v)/ / %ﬂg (3.151)
To R4

analogously, we have

o0 2
/ / (Oer — =)(0yv)(0rv)ig < E(v )/ / U—gﬁg (3.152)
Ty R4 Ty R4 R

2. Next, the terms

o0 1 v o 1 v
N—0O+0ii- and S
/TO R4(8’7T+ 2) 2 0r oM an /T /Rzl(aﬁr o) Or o
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using Cauchy-Schwarz

/ 87"—1— 8Tv,ug
To R4
87"—1— )(0r0)? i / / 8r+ Y2
/I:O /Rzl r g TO R4R3 g
< Ev 3.153
/To /R4R3MQ+E/TO /[R4R3Ug ( )

likewise, we have
o0 1. v > v? o0 v?
Oer — =) =070y < F — i — g
/TO [ (@ 3)sorom < @)/TO A4R3ug+e/ﬂ) [ 2

3. Controlling the term

/ / (622—1)%%6% (3.154)
To R4

18 similar,

/ / 3TUMg < / / g + / / 3“9
Ty JR% To re R To JR*

< FE — s —ls.

— (U) /1;0 /R4 R3 /”Lg +e AO /R4 R3 lug

(3.155)

In view of the fact that

[e’e] U2
lim — ;=0
T—o0 /TO /]R;‘l R3 ,ug



Nishanth Gudapati

we now have

. > 1 1 __
T}Jlinoo /TO /R4 E(&?r + 5)851)8Tvug =0 (3.156a)
o 1 1
lim / / —(O¢r — —)&ﬂ)&p@ﬁg =0 (3.156b)
T0—>oo R4
lim / / (Oyr —|— OTvug =0 (3.156¢)
To—>oo R4
li (Oer — = 8 =0 3.156d
Tolinoo /To /R4 ¢r UG ( )
lim / / 8Tv,ug =0 (3.156¢)
To—o0 T R4

from the dominated convergence theorem.

. Now consider the term

[e'e) R2
/ / §€2ZU3C(RU)8T@/TL57
To JR*

again expand out ((R?) :

C(Rv) = ¢o + ¢t Rv + co(Rv)* + - - - (3.157)

Then the leading order term of

/ / ezzvgﬂﬁ UG (3.158)
Ty JR%
transforms as

5¢ R? c R?
CO/—U o R fig = ( 40 /T—2U4/,Lg) —g/ﬁv‘l(&pr),ug (3.159)

Now by the radial Sobolev embedding theorem, combined with the Morawetz
estimates,

/ /—v (Orr)jitg — 0 (3.160)
T>Tp
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as Ty — oo. Next, using the radial Strichartz estimate

- < [[(ws)ollgr + [[(ws)illz2,  (3.161)

|1225(8)(vs)o, (vs)1)

SO

R2 1/2
/ / — v*ustr R dRdT < ( / / vzdeT)
T>T0J T T>Tp

R 2vs 1 poe 07 | oz | Rl e,
(3.162)

If

1
E(@(T) = l[orlz2 + IVO(D)Z2 + S 10(T)I e, (3.163)

then the Sobolev embedding theorem implies that for small energy, the RHS
of eq.

< (sup E(®(T)))*E(v) ( /T . / U2deT> 1/2. (3.164)

T>To

Also,

R2 1/2
/ /—211 -vg - 0op R3ARAT < (/ /UzdeT)
T>Th r T>Th

IR ?s | g paelor | e 21| ROl e,

<E(v) <sup E(U(T))>

T>To

(3.165)
Finally,
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R2
/ /—21)31)2UTR3deT §H|x|1/2v5’
T>TJ T L
1/2
) (/v + (v5)2deT) |||x|17||L%oz

<) sup EO)(D)).

T>Tp

L%OHUTHL%L;

(3.166)

Now consider,

R2+j )
€ / / T Z(R, T)v*™ drvp (3.167)
To JR

Analogously, we have

2+j .
¢ / / R2 Z(R, T)v* 1 0rvf; < c(Ep) / v’ dRdT (3.168)
To JR4

r

O

We would now like to remark on the decay rates for our scattering problem in
comparison with the decay rates for the linear wave equation.

Remark 3.5. Suppose v : R**! — R satisfies the linear wave equation

2+1|:|,U — 0 on ]R2+1 }

Uy = u(O, :L’) and u; = aTU(O, l’) on R2 (3.169)

such that the smooth initial data (ug,u,) is compactly supported or sufficiently
rapidly decaying, then u admits the decay rate:

lu| < (14 6)7Y2(14n)"V2 (3.170)

This decay rate has to be contrasted with the decay rate from the (standard)
energy estimates:
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lull < (146" 21+ |t — =) (3.171)

In the following we shall prove that this decay rate is also also consistent with the
decay rate for the fully coupled 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map system.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose (M, g,U) is the smooth, globally hyperbolic, geodesi-
cally complete maximal development of the smooth, asymptotically flat initial data
(X0, qo, ko, Uy), with Uy compactly supported, then u admits the decay rate

Jul < (1 +&7 21+ (3.172)
in the temporal asymptotic region (T — oo) and
lu| < O(R™Y?) (3.173)
as R — oo along the n = const. hypersurfaces.

Proof. Now let us turn to the scattering for our problem, we have
o= vsll =0
this implies
|lu— |~ — 0, T — oo,whereu = ruv.

Note that if U satisfies (v = 0 then « satisfies

us
Uug — 2 0. (3.174)

Following [7], if we introduce the following ‘projection’ formulas

u; = ug cosd

Uy = Ug COS O (3.175)
so that u = uy cos 6 + uy sin 6 and

210y, =0, R (3.176)
210y, =0, R2H (3.177)
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If we turn to the 2+1 decay rates, we have

up < (L+ 8721+ )72
uy < (1487214 )72 (3.178)

which is view of the previous equations gives
us < (1+§72(1+9)77 (3.179)

O
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