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GLOBAL STABILITY OF THE MINKOWSKI SPACETIME FOR THE

EINSTEIN-VLASOV SYSTEM

XUECHENG WANG

Abstract

We prove global stability of the Minkowski spacetime in the wave coordinates system for the massive
Einstein-Vlasov system. In particular, compared with previous results by Lindblad-Taylor [25], in which the
Vlasov part is assumed to have compact support assumption, and Fajman-Joudioux-Smulevci [15], in which
the spacetime is assumed to be exact Schwarzschild in the exterior region, we do not impose any compact
support condition for the Vlasov part and allow a large class of non-isotropic perturbations for the metric
part, which decay at rate 〈r〉−1+ towards space infinity.
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1. Introduction

We are interested in global stability problem for the Einstein field equations. One of the astro-
physically important matter fields is dust like collisionless matter, which is described by the Vlasov
equation. There is a vast literature on this topic, we refer readers to Andréasson [1], Rendall [40],
and Stewart [45] for more on the backgrounds.

Mathematically speaking, we consider the stability of the Minkowski spacetime (R1+3, η) in the
presence of the massive collisionless particles, where η = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). The unknown Lorentzian
manifold (M,g) has signature (−,+,+,+). We assume that the particle system satisfies classical
equations of motion (called on shell), which means that the energy-momentum relation as defined
in (1.1) holds for the four-momentum (v0, v1, v2, v3). The mass shell M, which is a subbundle of
the tangent space TM , is defined as follows,

M := {(t, xi, v0, vi) ∈ TM : (v0, vi) is future directed, vνvν = −1}, (1.1)

where, as in the standard notation, Greek indices run over 0, 1, 2, 3 and Latin indices run over
1, 2, 3. In the definition of mass shell, we have already normalized the speed of light c and the mass
of particles m to be 1.

The Einstein-Vlasov system, which describes the dynamics of spacetime and the distribution
function of particles, reads as follows,





Ric(g) − 1
2R(g)g = T (f)

Tgf = 0,
(1.2)

where Ric(g) is the Ricci curvature tensor of g, R(g) is the scalar curvature of g, T (f) is the energy-
momentum tensor associated with the distribution of particles f : M −→ R+, Tg is the generator
of the geodesic flow of the Lorentzian manifold (M,g).

The main goal of this paper is to prove the global stability of (η, 0) in wave coordinates for
the massive Einstein-Vlasov system for unrestricted initial data. Compared with previous results
by Lindblad-Taylor [25], in which the metric is assumed to be asymptotically flat and the Vlasov
part has compact support assumption, and Fajman-Joudioux-Smulevci [15], in which the metric is
assumed to be exact Schwarzchild spacetime in the exterior region and there is no compact support
assumption on the Vlasov part, we do not require any compact support assumption for the Vlasov
part and allow a large class of non-isotropic perturbations. Indeed, our assumptions on the metric
on the initial slice are essentially of the following type

gαβ = ηαβ + ǫO(〈r〉−1+), ∂gαβ = ǫO(〈r〉−2+), (1.3)

which is slightly better than the asymptotically flat assumption of the metric.
We use the framework developed by Ionescu-Pausader [29] in the study of the Einstein-Klein-

Gordon system, which allows us to combine the strength of both the vector fields method and the
Fourier method. The Fourier analysis is mainly used in the analysis of resonant sets and a special
“designer” norm (Z-norm), to prove the decay estimate over time for both the metric part and the
density-type function for particles in lower space regularity norms.

1.1. The PDE formulation in wave coordinates. Due to the differeomorphism covariance of
the Einstein-Vlasov system, we choose the so-called wave coordinates. By working in this wave
coordinate system, the Einstein equations are reduced into a system of quasilinear wave equations.
We refer readers to [29] and Wald [47] for related discussions.
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Recall that the wave coordinate system {xµ}µ, satisfies the following equation

�gx
µ = 0. (1.4)

From (1.4), we have

Γµ = gαβgνµΓ
ν
αβ = gαβΓµαβ =

1

2
gαβ

(
∂αgβµ + ∂βgαµ − ∂µgαβ

)
= 0. (1.5)

Recall that the connection coefficients are defined as follow,

Γµαβ := g(∂µ,∇∂β∂α) =
1

2

(
∂αgβµ + ∂βgαµ − ∂µgαβ

)
,

where ∇ is the torsion free covariant derivative. In the wave coordinates system, we have

2Rαβ = −gγµ∂γ∂µgαβ +Qαβ + Pαβ , (1.6)

where

Qαβ =
1

2
gγµgλν

[(
∂λgαµ∂νgγβ + ∂µgλα∂γgνβ

)
+ 2

(
∂αgµν∂λgγβ − ∂λgµν∂αgγβ

+∂βgµν∂λgγα − ∂λgµν∂βgγα
)
+

(
∂µgλν∂αgγβ + ∂µgλν∂βgγα − ∂αgλν∂µgγβ − ∂βgλν∂µgγα

)

+
(
∂νgαλ∂µgγβ − ∂µgλα∂νgγβ + ∂νgβλ∂µgγα − ∂νgαγ∂µgλβ

)]
, (1.7)

Pαβ =
1

2
gγµgλν

[(
− ∂αgµλ∂βgγν

)
+

1

2
∂αgµγ∂βgλν

]
. (1.8)

We consider the Vlasov part in (1.2). Let π : M −→ M denote the canonical projection. The
energy-momentum tensor in local coordinate system is given as follows,

Tµν(f)(x
α) =

∫

π−1(xα)
f(xα, vα)vµvν

1√
|det g|v0

dvi, (1.9)

where the volume form 1/
(√

|det g|v0
)
dvi is the induced volume form of the hypersurface π−1(xα) ⊂

TxαM , the tangent space TxαM is endowed with the metric gµν(x
α)dvµdvν .

We derive a precise formula for the geodesic spray Tg. Let (U, xα) be a local coordinate system
on M , we define the conjugate coordinate system (xα, vα) on TM , where (xα, vα) denotes the point
vα∂xα |(xα) ∈ TM. Note that massive particles travel along timelike geodesics. Suppose that the
geodesic is parametrized by xα : (−ε, ε) −→M for some ε ∈ R+, we have

f(xα(s), v1(s), v2(s), v3(s)) = f(xα(0), v1(0), v2(0), v3(0)).

Therefore, we have

dxα

dt
∂xαf +

dvi(t)

dt
∂vif = 0, =⇒

(
vα∂xα − Γi

αβv
αvβ∂vi

)
f = 0, (1.10)

and the geodesic spray Tg can be written as follows,

Tg = vα∂xα − vαvβΓi
αβ∂vi , Γi

αβ = gµiΓµαβ =
1

2
gµi

(
∂αgµβ + ∂βgµα − ∂µgαβ

)
. (1.11)

To find a favorable decomposition inside the acceleration term in (1.10), which is stated in Lemma
2.1, we choose to work in the cotangent bundle and change coordinates system as follows,

(xα, vi) −→ (xα, vi), f̃(xα, vi) := f(xα, vi(xα, vj)),

where vi(xα, vj) := giαvα. In the new coordinates system (xα, vi), the Vlasov equation (1.10) reads
as follows,

vα∂xα f̃ − 1

2
vαvβ∂xjgαβ∂vj f̃ = 0. (1.12)

Without causing any confusion, we still use f instead of f̃ to denote the distribution function of
particles in terms of the coordinate system (xα, vi).
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Moreover, from (1.2) and (1.9), we derive the following equation for the scalar curvature,

−R = gµνTµν(f) = −
∫

π−1(xα)
f(xα, vi)

1√
|det g|v0

dvi := T (f). (1.13)

1.1.1. The initial data set and the constraint equations. Assume that initially we have a spacelike
hypersurface (Σ, ḡ, k), where ḡ is the Riemannian metric on Σ, k is the second fundamental form of
the surface Σ, and initial particle distribution function f0 : π

−1(Σ) −→ R+, where π : M −→M is
the natural projection. The following constraint equations must hold on Σ,

divkj − (dtrk)j = T0j(f0), R+ (trk)2 − |k|2ḡ = 2T00(f0), (1.14)

where div, tr, R denote the divergence operator, trace operator, and the scalar curvature of ḡ
respectively.

1.2. Previous results. Global stability of physical solutions is an important topic in General Rel-
ativity. The ground breaking work of Christodoulou-Klainerman [11] shows the global nonlinear
stability of the Minkowski spacetime for the Einstein-vacuum equation, see also Klainerman-Nicolò
[34], Lindblad-Rodnianski [23, 24], Bieri[4], Speck [46] for various extensions on this line of research
for the Einstein-vacuum equation. Moreover, from the work of Lindblad-Rodnianski [23, 24], in
which they gave an alternative and conceptually simpler proof of the stability of Minkowski space-
time in the wave coordinates system, we know that Einstein equations in harmonic coordinates
satisfy weak null condition. This observation plays a key role in later study of Einstein-scalar field
systems.

More recently, global stability of the Minkowski spacetime have also been proved for other coupled
Einstein field equations, e.g., Zisper [52] considered the Einstein-Maxwell system, Speck [46] consid-
ered the Einstein-nonlinear electromagnetic system, Lefloch-Ma [38, 39] and Wang [48] considered
the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system for the restricted data, which coincides with the Schwarzschild
in the exterior region, Ionescu-Pausader [29] considered the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system for the
unrestricted data.

For the Einstein-Vlasov system, Bigorgne-Fajman-Joudioux-Smulevici-Thaller [2] considered the
massless case for general initial data, in which the particles travel at the same speed of light. For
the massive case, Lindblad-Taylor [25] considered the initial data with the compact support in
Vlasov part and asymptotically flat metric, Fajman-Joudioux-Smulevci [15] considered the initial
data with the assumption of the exact Schwarzschild in the exterior region and without compact
support assumption on the Vlasov part.

Due to the finite speed of propagation, the use of restricted initial data coupled with the hyperbolic
foliation method, leads to significant simplifications of the global analysis, particularly at the level
of proving decay estimates.

Our goal in this paper are to extend the scope of the framework developed by Ionescu-Pausader
in [29] and to work with unrestricted initial data for the massive case.

1.3. The Main result. To state main results of this paper, we first introduce several function
spaces. Let N0 = 200, γ = 10−22, we define the energy spaces El, l ∈ [0, N0] ∩ Z, by the following
norms,

‖f‖El
:=

(∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2lk+‖Pk(f)‖2L2

)1/2
. (1.15)

We state the main theorem as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let δ := 10−20, N0 = 200, N1 = 103N0, Σ = {(t, x) ∈ R4 : t = 0}, (ḡ, k, f0) be an

initial data of the Einstein-Vlasov system (1.2) on Σ such that the constrain equations in (1.14) are

satisfied. There exists a sufficiently small constant ǫ0 such that if the following smallness condition

holds, ∑

n,l∈Z+,n+l≤N0

∑

Γ∈{S,Li,Ωij},|α|≤n

‖(∂t + i|∇|)Γα(gαβ − ηαβ)
∣∣
t=0

‖El
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+
∑

|α1|+|α2|≤N0

∫

R3
x

∫

R3
v

(1 + |x|+ |v|1/δ)2N1 |∇α1
x ∇α2

v f0(x, v)|2dxdv ≤ ǫ0,

then there exist globally defined wave coordinates {xµ} and a unique future geodesically complete

solution (gαβ , f) of the Einstein-Vlasov system (1.2) in M := {(t, x) ∈ R4, t ≥ 0}, with the given

initial data (ḡ, k, f0) on Σ.

1.4. Main ideas of the proof. The mechanism of the small data global regularity for the Einstein-
Vlasov system consists of two parts:

(i) Control of the L2-type high order energy, which involves the high order Sobolev norm and
the vector fields. For the Vlasov part, it also involves well-chosen weight functions to be
propagated adapted to the hierarchy of space derivatives and vector fields.

(ii) Prove almost sharp L∞
x -type decay estimates for the perturbed metric and the density type

function of the Vlasov part.

We introduce some main ideas used in the above two main steps.

1.4.1. Energy estimate for the wave part. As in [29], to exploit the benefit of the harmonic gauge
condition, which allows us to identify clearly the null structure inside the Einstein’s equation, we
also use the double Hodge-decomposition variables {F,F , ωj,Ωj , ρ, ϑmn}.

Comparing with the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system studied in [29], an extra benefit is that the
scaling vector field S commutes with the Einstein-Vlasov system. We exploit this benefit and set
the hierarchy for the energy functionals based on the total number of space derivatives and the total
number of the vector fields applied on the profiles of the metric part.

To keep the discussion concise and highlight the main difficulties in the Einstein-Vlasov system,
we refer readers to [29] for more details on the discussion of the wave-wave type interaction that
comes from purely the Einstein-vacuum equations.

We focus on the discussion of the main ideas used in the wave-Vlasov type interaction in the
Einstein’s equation, which mainly comes from the energy-momentum tensor determined by the
Vlasov part.

Firstly, due to the linear density type function in the energy-momentum tensor, we modify the
profile of the metric, which roughly defined as follows U := (∂t − i|∇|)hαβ . Roughly speaking, we
have

(∂t + i|∇|)U = ρ(f) + nonlinear, ρ(f) :=

∫

R3

f(t, x, v)dv,

where ρ(f) is a density type function that is linear in f .
To capture the nonlinear effect of ρ(f) over time, we modified the profile U as follows

Ũ := U + T (f), T (f) := −
∫

R3

∫

R3

eix·ξ
f̂(t, ξ, v)

i(|ξ| − v̂ · ξ)dξdv, v̂ :=
v√

1 + |v|2
.

As a result, we remove the linear density and have

(∂t + i|∇|)Ũ = nonlinear.

In certain sense, we view Ũ as the metric part less effected by the Vlasov part and view U to

be the sum of two parts: (i) the modified profile part Ũ ; (ii) the linear density type part, which
depends purely on the distribution function of the Vlasov part.

Motivated by this idea, we allow the Vlasov part to grow faster than the the modified profile
in our bootstrap assumption. Roughly speaking, the modified profile grows at rate 〈t〉δ1 and the
Vlasov part grows at rate 〈t〉δ0 , where δ1 ≪ δ0.

There are two main ideas used in the energy estimate of the wave-Vlasov type interaction, which
are also the main reasons why we can let the Vlasov part grows faster.
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Firstly, thanks to the polynomial decay rate of the distribution function, we know that either the
distribution function is small, i.e., |x| + |v| large, or the distance with respect to the light cone is
large, in which case the metric part decays faster. More precisely, we have

〈|t| − |x+ tv̂|〉〈|x|〉〈|v|〉2 & 〈t〉.
Therefore, if the frequency of the wave part is not too small, the decay rates are improved such that
they are not near the critical “1/〈t〉” rate.

Secondly, for the very low frequency of the wave part case, in which there is no gain from the
distance to the light cone, we observe that this is not the time resonance case. Intuitively speaking,
we have the following type of phase associated with the wave-Vlasov type interaction,

|ξ| − µ|η| − v̂ · (ξ − η), µ ∈ {+,−}.
Note that, let t ∈ [2m−1, 2m], 〈v〉 ≤ 2m/10, |η| ≈ 2−m, |ξ| ≈ 1, we have

∣∣|ξ| − µ|η| − v̂ · (ξ − η)
∣∣ & |ξ|〈v〉−2.

Therefore, we can do form transformation to exploit the non-time-resonance property. As a result,
we gain at least 〈t〉−1/2, which is sufficient.

1.4.2. Energy estimate for the Vlasov part. For the Vlasov part, we use the framework used by the
author in the study of the Vlasov-Nordström system [50] and the Vlasov-Maxwell system [51]. We
propagate polynomially weighted L2

x,v-type norm of two sets of vector fields for the Vlasov part.
The first set of vector fields commutes with the Einstein-Vlasov system. The second set of vector

fields, which is only applied to the Vlasov part, helps to control the ∇vf , which is the main difficulty
of energy estimate for the Vlasov equation because ∇v does not commute with the linear transport
operator ∂t + v̂ · ∇x. We should point out that, when the second set of vector fields unavoidably
acts on the wave part, it can be reduced to the classical vector fields we propagate for the wave
part, see Lemma 2.2.

Moreover, based on the total number of space derivatives and the total number of the vector fields
applied on the profiles of the Vlasov part, we also set the hierarchy for the energy of the Vlasov
part.

To be less technical, one key observation is that there exists null structure for the nonlinearity of
the Vlasov part. Roughly speaking, we encounter the following type of term in the energy estimate
of the Vlasov part,

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

u1(t, x, v)ω(x, v)U
µ(t, x+ tv̂)u2(t, x, v)dxdv, ∀µ ∈ {+,−},

where ω(x, v) is a weight function, u1(t, x, v) is the profile of the Vlasov part with some vector field,
u2(t, x, v) is the profile of the Vlasov part with some other vector field, U(t, ·) is the profile of the
metric part, and U+ := U,U− := U.

Let

N (t, x, v) := u1(t, x, v)ω(x, v)u2(t, x, v), V := eit|∇|U.

On the Fourier side, we have
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

u1(t, x, v)ω(x, v)U
µ(t, x+ tv̂)u2(t, x, v)dxdv

=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

e−itµ|ξ|+itv̂·ξV̂ µ(t, ξ)N̂ (t,−ξ, v)dξdvdt.

Therefore, the time resonance set is given by {(ξ, v) : |ξ| − µv̂ · ξ = 0}.
Roughly speaking, for the acceleration force in the Vlasov equation, see (1.12), we have

v̂µv̂νPk(hµν) =
∑

U∈{profiles of F,F ,ωl,ϑmn}

∑

µ∈{+,−}

(
T h̃
k;µ(v)U

)µ
+ error terms (1.16)
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where the symbol T h̃
k;µ(v)(ξ), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωl, ϑmn}, of the Fourier multiplier operator T h̃

k;µ(v) vanishes

if |ξ| − µv̂ · ξ = 0, see (6.29) for details.
Therefore, we can do normal form transformation to exploit the benefit of null structure.

1.4.3. Z-norm estimates. The Z-norm method, with different choices of the norm itself, depending
on the problem, was used in several small data global regularity problems, see [13, 14, 18, 29, 26,
27, 28]. The Z-norm method essentially depends on identifying the “correct” designer Z-norm to
prove sharp decay estimates for the metric part and the density-type function.

For the good parts, i.e., {F, ωj , ϑij}, we show that their Z-norms do not grow over time, which
implies that the good parts decay sharply at 1/〈t〉 rate over time. For the bad part F , it grows at
most at rate 〈t〉δ1 .

We show that the wave-Vlasov type interaction plays minor role in the Z-norm analysis. As
a result, the modified scattering property of the metric part obtained in [29] is also valid for the
Einstein-Vlasov system.

For the Vlasov part, as suggested from the linear decay estimate of the density type function, see
Lemma 3.1, the Z-norm we used for the Vlasov part is same as in [50, 51].

Roughly speaking, we show that the zero-frequency of the profile as well as its v-derivatives do
not grow over time. As a result, the density function and its derivatives decay sharply.

Because of the zero-output-frequency, which ensures that the size of the input-frequency of the
metric part and the size of the input-frequency of the Vlasov part are same, the loss from the normal
form transformation can be recovered by the symbol of the Vlasov part. As a result, the decay rate
of nonlinearity are not at 1/〈t〉 critical rate. Hence the Z-norm of the Vlasov part is uniformly
bounded over time.

1.5. Notation. For any x ∈ ∪nR
n, we use the Japanese bracket 〈x〉 to denote (1 + |x|2)1/2. We

fix an even smooth function ψ̃ : R → [0, 1], which is supported in [−3/2, 3/2] and equals to “1” in
[−5/4, 5/4]. For any k ∈ Z, we define the cutoff functions ψk, ψ≤k, ψ≥k : ∪n=1,3R

n −→ R as follows,

ψk(x) := ψ̃(|x|/2k)− ψ̃(|x|/2k−1), ψ≤k(x) := ψ̃(|x|/2k) =
∑

l≤k

ψl(x), ψ≥k(x) := 1− ψ≤k−1(x).

Let Pk, P≤k, and P≥k be the Fourier multiplier operators with symbols ψk(ξ), ψ≤k(ξ), and ψ≥k(ξ)
respectively. We use f+ to denote f and use f− to denote f̄ . For k ∈ Z, we use fk to denote Pkf .

For an integer k ∈ Z, we use k+ to denote max{k, 0} and use k− to denote min{k, 0}. For any
unit vectors u, v ∈ S2, we use ∠(u, v) to denote the angle between u and v and use the convention
that ∠(u, v) ∈ [0, π]. For any k ∈ Z, we define the following set of integers,

χ1
k := {(k1, k2) : k1, k2 ∈ Z, |k1 − k2| ≤ 10, k ≤ k1 + 10},
χ2
k := {(k1, k2) : k1, k2 ∈ Z, k1 ≤ k2 − 10, |k − k2| ≤ 5},
χ3
k := {(k1, k2) : k1, k2 ∈ Z, k2 ≤ k1 − 10, |k − k1| ≤ 5}.

(1.17)

Given a symbol a = a(x, ξ) : R3 × R3 −→ C, we define the Weyl quantization operator Ta as
follows,

Taf(x) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

eix·ξFx[a](ξ − η,
ξ + η

2
)f̂(η)ψ≤−100(

|ξ − η|
|ξ + η| )dηdξ. (1.18)

For any a ∈ R, we define the Sa-class of symbols as follows,

Sa := {m(ξ) : sup
α∈Z3

+

sup
k∈Z

2−ak+|α|k‖F−1
ξ→x[∇α

ξm(ξ)ψk(ξ)](x)‖L1
x
<∞}. (1.19)

For any k ∈ Z+, we use Λk[N ] to denote the k-th order term of the nonlinearity N , where
the Taylor expansion are in terms of the perturbed metric hαβ and the distribution function f of
particles. Similarly, we use Λ≥k[N ] :=

∑
l≥k Λl[N ] to denote the k-th and higher order terms of the

nonlinearity N .
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1.6. Organization. The plan of this paper is organized as follows,

• In section 2, we introduce the set-up of the problem, classify the nonlinearities of both the
metric part and the Vlasov part, and state our main bootstrap assumption.

• In section 3, we estimate L2-type and L∞-type norms for some basic quantities and reduce
the weighted norm estimate to the energy estimates of the wave part and the Vlasov part.

• In section 4, we estimate the increment of energy for the perturbed metric components.
• In section 5, we estimate the increment of Z-norm of the metric component.
• In section 6, we estimate the increment of energy for the Vlasov part
• In section 7, we estimate the increment of Z-norm for the Vlasov part.

2. Preliminary

2.1. Vector fields for the Einstein-Vlasov system. For the wave-Vlasov type coupled system,
we have the following joint vector fields,

P := {S := t∂t + x · ∇x,Ωi,j := xi∂xj − xj∂xi , Li := t∂xi + xi∂t}, (2.1)

P := {t∂t + x · ∇x, Ω̃i,j := xi∂xj − xj∂xi + vi∂vj − vj∂vi , L̃i := t∂xi + xi∂t +
√

1 + |v|2∂vi}, (2.2)

where vector fields in P are classic vector fields commute with the wave operator and vector fields
in P commute with the linear operator ∂t + v̂ · ∇ of the Vlasov part.

As stated in the following Lemma, by using the above defined vector fields, we observe a favorable
structure for the nonlinearity of the Vlasov equation (1.12).

Lemma 2.1. The following decomposition holds for the following special form,

∇xφ(t, x) · ∇vf(t, x, v) =
(
1 + |v|2

)−1/2(
∂xiφL̃if − Liφ∂xif + ∂tφSf − Sφ∂tf

)
. (2.3)

Proof. Note that

∇xφ(t, x) · ∇vf(t, x, v) = ∂xiφ∂vif =
(
1 + |v|2

)−1/2(
∂xiφL̃if − ∂xiφ(t∂xi + xi∂t)f

)

=
(
1 + |v|2

)−1/2(
∂xiφL̃if − t∂xiφ∂xif − xi∂xiφ∂tf

)
=

(
1 + |v|2

)−1/2(
∂xiφL̃if − Liφ∂xif

+∂tφx
i∂xif − Sφ∂tf + t∂tφ∂tf

)
=

(
1 + |v|2

)−1/2(
∂xiφL̃if − Liφ∂xif − Sφ∂tf + ∂tφSf

)
.

Hence finishing the proof of the desired equality (2.3). �

The key point of the decomposition (2.3) is that, as ∇v does not commute with the transport
operator ∂t + v̂ · ∇x, generally speaking, we can not control ∇vf directly. However, thanks to the
decomposition (2.3), all terms on the right hand side of (2.3) depends only on the commutable
vector fields.

Definition 2.1. For any non-negative integer n ∈ Z+, we define the set of vector fields Pn as
follows,

Pn := {Γα, Γ ∈ {Ωij, S, Li, i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}}, |α| ≤ n},
Pn := {Γ̃α, Γ̃ ∈ {Ω̃ij, S, L̃i, i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}}, |α| ≤ n}. (2.4)

For L1 = ∇α1
x Γβ1

1 , L2 = ∇α2
x Γβ2

2 ∈ Pn, we define L1 ≺ L2 (L1 � L2) if |α1| ≤ |α2|, |β1| ≤ |β2|,
and |α1| + |β1| < |α2| + |β2|(|α1| + |β1| ≤ |α2| + |β2|). For any L = ∇α

xΓ
β, we let |L| := |β| and

‖L‖ := |α|+ |β|.
We can define L1 ≺ L2(L1 � L2), Li ∈ Pn, i = 1, 2, and |L| in a similar fashion. For any L ∈ Pn,

there exists a uniquely determined vector field L ∈ Pn such that for any smooth function h(t, x), we
have Lh = Lh. We use the convention that L and its uniquely determined vector field L are treated
same in the ≺ and � relations. For convenience in notation, we define P0 := {Id} and P0 := {Id}.
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Now, we compute the equations satisfied by the distribution function with vector fields act on it.
Recall (1.12). We have

(∂t + v̂ · ∇x)f = −Λ≥1[(v
0)−1]v · ∇xf − 1

2
(v0)−1vαvβ∂jg

αβ∂vjf. (2.5)

Note that, for any L ∈ Pn, we have

L
(
∂jg

αβ∂vjf
)
=

∑

L1,L2∈Pb
a,L1◦L2�L

cL;j,lL1L2
(v)∂jL1g

αβ∂vlL2f.

Alternatively, from the equality (2.3) in Lemma 2.1, the following equality holds for some uniquely
determined coefficients,

L
(
∂jg

αβ∂vjf
)
= L

((
1 + |v|2

)−1/2(
∂xigαβL̃if − Lig

αβ∂xif + ∂tg
αβSf − Sgαβ∂tf

)

=
∑

L1◦L2�L,(Γ1,Γ2)∈P×{∂α}∪{∂α}×P

cL;Γ1,Γ2

L1L2
(v)Γ1L1fΓ2L2g

αβ , |cL;Γ1,Γ2

L1L2
(v)| . (1 + |v|)−1. (2.6)

Moreover, to highlight the role of extra derivatives in quasilinear terms, we point out that the
following equalities hold,

cL;j,lidL (v)∂jg
αβ∂vlLf =

∑

Γ1∈P∪{∂α},Γ2∈P∪{∂α}

cL;Γ1,Γ2

idL (v)Γ1LfΓ2g
αβ = ∇xg

αβ · ∇vLf, (2.7)

cL;j,lLid (v)∂jLgαβ∂vlf =
∑

Γ1∈P∪{∂α},Γ2∈P∪{∂α}

cL;Γ1,Γ2

Lid (v)Γ1fΓ2Lgαβ = ∇xLgαβ · ∇vf. (2.8)

Therefore, from the above equalities (2.5–2.8), we can write the Vlasov equation schematically as
follows,

(∂t + v̂ · ∇v)Lf = ∇x · NL
1 (t, x, v) +∇v · NL

2 (t, x, v) +NL
3 (t, x, v) +NL

4 (t, x, v), (2.9)

where

NL
1 = −Λ≥1[(v

0)−1]vLf, NL
2 (t, x, v) = −1

2
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβLf, (2.10)

NL
3 = −1

2
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xLgαβ · ∇vf = ∇v · ˜NL;1

3 +
˜NL;2
3 ,

˜NL;1
3 := −1

2
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xLgαβf

˜NL;2
3 =

1

2
∇v

(
(v0)−1vαvβ

)
· ∇xLgαβf,

NL
4 =

∑

L1◦L2�L,L2≺L

c̃LL1L2
(v)Λ≥1[L1(v

0)−1] · ∇xL2f + v · ∇xΛ≥1[(v
0)−1](t, x)Lf(t, x, v)

+
∑

L1◦L2◦L3�L,L2≺L,(Γ1,Γ2)∈P×{∂α}∪{∂α}×P

c̃L;Γ1,Γ2

L1L2L3
(v)Γ1L1g

αβΓ2L2fL3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

)
, (2.11)

where the coefficients c̃LL1L2
(v) and c̃L;Γ1,Γ2

L1L2L3
(v) satisfy the following estimate,

(1 + |v|)|c̃L;Γ1,Γ2

L1L2L3
(v)| + |c̃LL1L2

(v)| . 1. (2.12)

For any vector L ∈ Pn, we define uL(t, x, v) := Lf(t, x + v̂t, v) to be the profile of the Vlasov
part, which is the pull-back of the nonlinear solution along the linear flow.

Recall (2.9). As a result of direct computations, we rewrite the nonlinearity of ∂tu
L(t, x, v) in

terms of profiles as follows,

∂tu
L(t, x, v) = ∇x ·NL

1 (t, x, v) +Dv ·NL
2 (t, x, v) +N

L
3 (t, x, v) +N

L
4 (t, x, v), (2.13)

where

Dv := ∇v − t∇vv̂ · ∇x, N
L
i (t, x, v) = NL

i (t, x+ tv̂, v), i ∈ {1, · · · , 4}. (2.14)
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To control the energy of ∇α
vu

L(t, x, v), which provides the control of the L∞
x -norm of the density

type functions, we also utilize a second set of vector fields for the Vlasov equation, see [50] for more
details about the the construction of the second set of vector fields. More precisely, we define

Kv := ∇v −
√

1 + |v|2ω(x, v)∇v v̂ · ∇x, (2.15)

Sv := ṽ · ∇v, Sx := ṽ · ∇x, Ωv
i = Ṽi · ∇v, Ωx

i = Ṽi · ∇x, (2.16)

Ŝv := ṽ ·Kv = Sv − ω(x, v)

1 + |v|2S
x, Ω̂v

i := Ṽi ·Kv = Ωv
i − ω(x, v)Ωx

i , Kvi := Kv · ei, (2.17)

where

ω(x, v) = ψ≥0(|x|2 + (x · v)2)
(
x · v +

√
(x · v)2 + |x|2

)
, (2.18)

Ṽi = ei × ṽ, ṽ :=
v

|v| , ṽi := ṽ · ei, v̂i := v̂ · ei, e1 := (1, 0, 0), e2 := (0, 1, 0), e3 := (0, 0, 1).

(2.19)
With the above defined vector fields, the following favorable decomposition holds,

Dv =
∑

ι∈S,|ι|=1

cι(t, x, v)Λ
ι, |cι(t, x, v)| . (1 + |v|)||t| − |x+ tv̂||. (2.20)

We use the following notation to represent the above vector fields uniformly,

Γ1 = ψ≥1(|v|)Ŝv , Γ2 := ψ≥1(|v|)Sx, Γi+2 := ψ≥1(|v|)Ω̂v
i ,

Γi+5 := ψ≥1(|v|)Ωx
i , Γi+8 := ψ≤0(|v|)Kvi , Γi+11 := ψ≤0(|v|)∂xi , i = 1, 2, 3,

K := {~e : ~e ∈ {0, 1}14, |~e| = 0, 1}, ~0 := (0, · · · , 0), ~ei := (0, · · · ,
i-th︷︸︸︷
1 , · · · , 0),

if ~0, ~ei ∈ K, Λ
~0 := Id, Λ~ei := Γi, S := ∪k∈N+Kk, ∀e, f ∈ S,Λe◦f := ΛeΛf .

(2.21)

For any β ∈ S, we have β ∼ ι1 ◦ · · · ι|β|, ιi ∈ K/{~0}. We let |β| to denote total number of
derivatives. Moreover, we define the index “c(β)” to distinguishes the velocity derivative in radial
direction from the the velocity derivative in rotational directions and define the index “ c̃(β)” to
count the total number of derivatives in v in Λβ as follow,

c(β) =
∑

i=1,··· ,|β|

c(ιi), c(ι) =





1 ifΛι ∼ ψ≥1(|v|)Ŝv

−1 ifΛι ∼ ψ≥1(|v|)Ω̂v
i , i ∈ {1, 2, 3}

0 otherwise

, ι ∈ K/{~0},

c̃(β) := |{ιi : β ∼ ι1 ◦ ι2 ◦ · · · ι|β|, ιi ∼ ψ≥1(|v|)Ŝv , or, ψ≥1(|v|)Ω̂v
i , or, ψ≤0(|v|)Kvj , j ∈ {1, 2, 3}}|.

(2.22)

To compute the equation satisfied by ΛαuL, by using the following Lemma, we know that, if the
second set of vector fields act on the perturbed metric component, they can be represented by the
classic vector fields in P , see (2.1).

Lemma 2.2. The following identity holds for any ρ ∈ S,
Λρ

(
f(t, x+ v̂t)

)
=

∑

L∈P|ρ|

cLρ (t, x, v)Lf(t, x+ v̂t), (2.23)

where the coefficients cLρ (x, v), L ∈ P|ρ|, satisfy the following estimate,

|t∂tcLρ (t, x, v)| + |cLρ (t, x, v)| . (1 + |x|)|ρ|−|L|(1 + |v|)|ρ|−|L|−c(ρ). (2.24)

Moreover, the following rough estimate holds for any κ ∈ S,
|Λκ

(
cLρ (t, x, v)

)
| . (1 + |x|)|κ|+|ρ|−|L|(1 + |v|)|κ|+|ρ|−|L|−c(ρ). (2.25)

Proof. See [50][Lemma 4.1] �
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From the equation satisfied by uL in (2.13) and the equality (2.23) in Lemma 2.2, we classify the
equation satisfied by ΛρuL as follows,

∂tΛ
ρuL(t, x, v) = ∇x ·NL

ρ,1(t, x, v) +Dv ·NL
ρ,2(t, x, v) +N

L
ρ,3(t, x, v) +N

L
ρ,4(t, x, v), (2.26)

where NL
ρ,1(t, x, v) and NL

ρ,2(t, x, v) reveal the symmetric structure of the equation ∂tΛ
ρuL(t, x, v),

in which all vector fields act on the profile of the Vlasov part, NL
ρ,3(t, x, v) denotes terms in which

all vector fields act on the metric part, lastly, NL
ρ,4(t, x, v) denotes the rest terms.

More precisely, we have

N
L
ρ,1(t, x, v) = −Λ≥1[(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂)vΛρuL(t, x, v), (2.27)

N
L
ρ,2(t, x, v) = −1

2

(
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ
)
(t, x+ tv̂)ΛρuL(t, x, v), (2.28)

N
L
ρ,3(t, x, v) =

∑

L̃∈∪
α∈Z

3
+,l∈Z+

∇α
xPl

|L̃|≤c̃(ρ),|α|≤|ρ|−c̃(ρ)

1

2
cL̃ρ (x, v)

(
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xL̃Lgαβ

)
(t, x+ tv̂) ·Dvu(t, x, v), (2.29)

N
L
ρ,4(t, x, v) =

∑

ρ1◦ρ2�ρ,L̃∈∪
α∈Z

3
+,l∈Z+

∇α
xPl,L1◦L2�L

L1≺L,|L̃|≤c̃(ρ2),|α|≤|ρ2|−c̃(ρ2)

c̃L;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)

×Λ≥1[L̃L2(v
0)−1](t, x+ tv̂, v)

+
∑

L1◦L2◦L3�L,ρ1◦ρ2◦ρ3�ρ,L̃i∈∪αi∈Z
3
+,l∈Z+

∇
αi
x Pl,

|L̃i|≤c̃(ρi+1),|αi|≤|ρi+1|−c̃(ρi+1),i∈{1,2},
|c̃(ρi)|+|Li|<|ρ|+|L|,(Γ1,Γ2)∈P×{∂α}∪{∂α}×P

cL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2L3;L̃1,L̃2

(x, v)L̃1Γ2L2g
αβ(t, x+ tv̂)

×Λρ1uΓ1L1(t, x, v)L̃2L3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

)
(t, x+ tv̂, v) + v · ∇xΛ≥1[(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂)

× ΛρuL(t, x, v) +
1

2
Dv ·

((
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ
)
(t, x+ tv̂)

)
ΛρuL(t, x, v), (2.30)

where, from the estimates (2.24) and (2.25) in Lemma 2.2, the coefficients satisfy the following
point-wise estimates,

|cL̃ρ (x, v)| . (1 + |x|)|ρ|−|L̃|(1 + |v|)|ρ|−|L̃|−c(ρ),

|c̃L;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v)| . (1 + |x|)|ρ2|−|L̃|(1 + |v|)1+|ρ2|−|L̃|−c(ρ2),

|cL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2,ρ3
L1L2L3;L̃1,L̃2

(x, v)| . (1 + |x|)|ρ2|+|ρ3|−|L̃1|−|L̃2|(1 + |v|)|ρ2|+|ρ3|−|L̃1|−|L̃2|−c(ρ2)−c(ρ3).

(2.31)

2.2. Double Hodge decomposition of the metric tensor. Firstly, we rewrite the Einstein
equations in terms of the perturbation with respect to the Minkowski spacetime. Define

hαβ = gαβ − ηαβ , =⇒ gαβ = ηαβ − ηαγhγλη
λβ + quadratic and higher order terms. (2.32)

Hence, from (1.6), we have

�hαβ = Hiγ∂i∂γhαβ +Nwa
αβ +N vl

αβ, � := ∂2t −∆, (2.33)

where Nwa
αβ denotes the semilinear nonlinearity of wave-wave type interaction and N vl

αβ denotes the
semilinear nonlinearity of wave-Vlasov type interaction. More precisely, the detailed formulas of
Hiγ , Nwa

αβ , and N vl
αβ are given as follows,

Hiγ =





2(g00)−1Λ≥1[g
γi] if γ = 0

Λ≥1[(g
00)−1]δγi + (g00)−1Λ≥1[g

iγ ] if γ ∈ {1, 2, 3},
(2.34)

Nwa
αβ = −

(
g00

)−1
(Pαβ +Qαβ), N vl

αβ =
(
g00

)−1
(Tαβ(f)−

1

2
gαβT (f)). (2.35)
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For any L ∈ ∪α∈Z3,n∈Z+
∇α

xPn, recall (2.33), we have

�Lhαβ =
∑

L̃∈∇α
xP

d
c ,L̃�L

cLL̃L̃
(
Hiγ∂i∂γhαβ +Nwa

αβ +N vl
αβ

)
. (2.36)

To exploit the harmonic gauge condition, following the study of the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system
in [29], for any L ∈ Pn, n ∈ Z+, we define

FL :=
1

2

(
Lh00 +RiRjLhij

)
, FL :=

1

2

(
Lh00 −RiRjLhij

)
, ρ := RiLh0i,

ωj := εjklRkLh0l, ΩL
j := εjklRkRmLhlm, ϑjk := εjmpεknqRmRnLhpq. (2.37)

We can recover the perturbation of metric Lhαβ from the above defined double Hodge decomposition,

Lh00 = FL + FL, Lh0j = −Rjρ
L + εjklRkω

L
l

Lhjk = RjRk

(
FL − FL

)
−

(
εklmRj + εjlmRk

)
RlΩ

L
m + εjpmεkqnRpRqϑ

L
mn. (2.38)

To represent the connection between the perturbed metric and the double Hodge decomposi-
tion variables schematically, we know that there exist uniquely determined zero order operators

Rh̃
αβ , R

αβ

h̃
∈ {Ri, RiRj} × C such that the following equalities holds,

Lhαβ =
∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωj ,Ωj ,ρ,ϑmn}

Rh̃
αβh̃

L, h̃L = Rαβ

h̃
Lαβ , h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj ,Ωj, ρ, ϑmn}. (2.39)

Due to the harmonic coordinate gauge condition, the variables ρ, Ωj can be recovered from the
other defined variables. Hence, it would be sufficient to control {F,F , ωj, ϑmn} over time to control
the perturbed metric. More precisely, we have

Lemma 2.3. Let R0 := ∂t|∇|−1. For any L ∈ Pn, n ∈ Z+, we define

Ecomm
L,µ := ηαβ[∂α, L]hβµ − 1

2
ηαβ [∂µ, L]hαβ =

∑

L̃≺L

cµ,ν;α,β
L;L̃

∂ν L̃hαβ ,

Eµ := ηαβ∂αhβµ − 1

2
ηαβ∂µhαβ = −Λ≥2[Γµ]. (2.40)

Then the following equalities hold for the variables ρL and ωL
j ,

ρL = R0

(
FL + τL

)
+ |∇|−1

(
LE0 + Ecomm

L,0

)
, τL = −1

2
δjkϑ

L
jk,

ΩL
j := R0ω

L
j + εjlk|∇|−1Rl

(
LEk + Ecomm

L,k

)
, (2.41)

where τL satisfies the following equalities

2|∇|2τL = ∂αLEα + ∂αE
comm
L,α − 1

2

(
�Lh00 +RiRj�Lhij

)
+

1

2
δjkεjmpεknqRmRn�Lhpq, (2.42)

2|∇|∂tτL = −|∇|LE0 +Rk∂tLEk − |∇|Ecom
L,0 + ∂tRkE

comm
L,k −Ri�Lh0i. (2.43)

Proof. See [29][Lemma 6.7]. �

Remark 2.1. Recall (2.42) and (2.43). Unlike the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system studied in [29],
a key difference in the Einstein-Vlasov system is that τL and ∂tτ

L in the Einstein-Vlasov system
contain linear density type term which depends on the Vlasov part. More precisely,

Λ1[τ
L] =

1

4
|∇|−2Λ1[

(
−

(
�Lh00 +RiRj�Lhij

)
+ δjkεjmpεknqRmRn�Lhpq

)
]

=
∑

L�L

|∇|−2Mαβ

( ∫

R3

bLLαβ (v)Lf(t, x, v)dv
)
, (2.44)
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Λ1[∂tτ
L] = −1

2
|∇|−1RiΛ1[�Lh0i] =

∑

L�L

|∇|−1Ri

( ∫

R3

bLL0i (v)Lf(t, x, v)dv
)
, (2.45)

where Mαβ ∈ {c1Ri, c2RiRj, i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, }, c1 , c2 ∈ C}.
Recall the double Hodge decomposition in (2.37). From the equation (2.36), we classify schemat-

ically the nonlinearities of �h̃L as follows,

�h̃L = Rh̃L

αβ(�Lhαβ) =
∑

L̃∈∇α
xP

d
c ,L̃�L

cLL̃R
h̃L

αβ

(
L̃
(
Hiγ∂i∂γhαβ +Nwa

αβ +N vl
αβ

))

= Hiγ∂i∂γh̃
L +N h̃;L

vl +Rh̃;L
mt +Qh̃;L

mt , h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj , ϑmn}, (2.46)

where the uniquely determined linear operator Rh̃L

αβ ∈ {Ri, RiRj , i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}} ×C, N h̃;L
vl denotes

the nonlinearity that depends on the Vlasov part, Qh̃;L
mt denotes the quadratic terms of the wave-

wave type, and Rh̃;L
mt denotes the cubic and higher order nonlinearity which only depends on the

metric component.

2.3. Modified profile for the perturbed metric. Since the non-linearity N h̃;L
vl in (2.46) con-

tains linear level terms which depend only on the Vlasov part, to capture the linear effect, in this
subsection, we define corresponding modified profile of the perturbed metric.

Roughly speaking, the modified profile of the perturbed metric has similar property of the original
(un-modified) profile of the perturbed metric in the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system [29] as it takes
out the leading effect of the Vlasov part on the perturbed metric.

Firstly, for L ∈ Pn, h̃ ∈ {F,F , ρ,Ωj , ωj , ϑmn}, we define the profiles of h̃L and Lhαβ as follows,

V h̃L
= eit|∇|U h̃L

, U h̃L
:= (∂t − i|∇|)h̃L, =⇒ ∂tV

h̃L
= eit|∇|

(
�h̃L

)
, (2.47)

V Lhαβ = eit|∇|ULhαβ , ULhαβ := (∂t − i|∇|)Lhαβ , =⇒ ∂tV
Lhαβ = eit|∇|

(
�Lhαβ

)
, (2.48)

h̃L =
∑

µ∈{+,−}

cµ|∇|−1
(
ULh̃(t)

)µ
, ∂th̃

L =
∑

µ∈{+,−}

(
ULh̃(t)

)µ
, cµ := iµ/2. (2.49)

Next, we identify the linear density type functions in N h̃;L
vl . Recall (2.46). As a typical example,

we compute the linear term of NF ;L
vl as follows,

Λ1[N
F ;L
vl ] =

∑

L̂∈∪n∈Z+
Pn,L̂�L

cLL̂
[
L̂
(
Λ1[−T00(f) +

1

2
g00T (f)

)
]

+RiRj

(
L̂
(
Λ1[−Tij(f) +

1

2
gijT (f)

)
]
)]
.

(2.50)

Note that, for any L ∈ Pn and the corresponding vector field L ∈ Pn, the following equality of
general form holds for some determined coefficients,

L− L =
∑

L̃≺L,|α|+|L̃|≤|L|

aL
αL̃

(v)∇α
v L̃, |aL

αL̃
(v)| . 〈|v|〉|α|. (2.51)

After using the above equality (2.51) and doing integration by parts in “v”, the following equality
holds for any fixed L ∈ Pn,

L
(
− Λ1[Tαβ(f)]

)
= L

(
−

∫

R3

f(t, x, v)
Λ0[vα]Λ0[vβ ]√

1 + |v|2
dvdv

)

=
∑

L̃�L,|µ|+|L̃|≤|L|

−
∫

R3

aL
µL̃

(v)∇µ
v L̃f(xα, v)

Λ0[vα]Λ0[vβ]√
1 + |v|2

dv =
∑

L̃�L

∫

R3

ãLL̃αβ (v)L̃f(t, x, v)dv, (2.52)
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where “ ãLL̃αβ (v)” are some determined coefficients that satisfy the following estimate,
∑

|α|∈Z+

‖〈|v|〉|α|−10∇α
v ã

LL̃
αβ (v)‖L∞

v
. 1. (2.53)

The reduction we did in (2.52) is standard and it will be used directly later when we apply the
macroscopic vector fields to the density type variables associated with the Vlasov part. With minor
modifications, we know that the following equality holds for some uniquely determined coefficients
bLLαβ (v),

Λ1[LN hαβ

vl ] =
∑

L�L

∫

R3

bLLαβ (v)Lf(t, x, v)dv,
∑

|α|∈Z+

‖〈|v|〉|α|−10∇α
v b

LL
αβ (v)‖L∞

v
. 1. (2.54)

Similar to the process we did for the linear term in (2.52), recall (2.35) and (1.9), we can formulate

the quadratic term of L
(
N vl

αβ

)
as follows for some uniquely determined coefficients cLL1L2

αβ;γκ (v),

Λ2[L
(
N vl

αβ

)
] =

∑

|L1|+|L2|≤|L|

L1hγκ
( ∫

R3

cLL1L2
αβ;γκ (v)L2f(t, x, v)dv

)
, (2.55)

where the following estimate holds for the coefficients cLL1L2
αβ;γκ (v),

∑

|α|∈Z+

‖〈|v|〉|α|−10∇α
v c

LL1L2
αβ;γκ (v)‖L∞

v
. 1. (2.56)

Lastly, we are ready to define the modified profiles of the perturbed metric. To exploit the
fact that the speed of particle is strictly less than the speed of light and balance out the lin-
ear effect caused by the Vlasov part in the equations satisfied by the perturbed metric, ∀h̃ ∈
{F,F , ρ,Ωj , ωj, ϑmn} we define

̂̃
V h̃L(t, ξ) := V̂ h̃L(t, ξ)−

∑

L�L

∫

R3

eit|ξ|−itv̂·ξbLL
h̃

(v)
(
i(|ξ| − v̂ · ξ)

)−1
kh̃(ξ)û

L(t, ξ, v)dv,

̂̃
V Lhαβ(t, ξ) := V̂ Lhαβ (t, ξ)−

∑

L�L

∫

R3

eit|ξ|−itv̂·ξbLLαβ (v)
(
i(|ξ| − v̂ · ξ)

)−1
ûL(t, ξ, v)dv.

(2.57)

Recall the equation satisfied by h̃L in (2.46). From the equalities (2.47) and (2.57), we highlight
the quasilinear terms, which are responsible for losing derivatives, as follows,

e−it|∇|∂tṼ h̃L = Hiγ∂i∂γ h̃
L + Λ≥2[N

h̃;L
vl ] +Rh̃;L

mt +Qh̃;L
mt +N h̃;L

vl;m,

N h̃;L
vl;m =

∑

L∈Pb
a,|L|≤|L|

−F−1
ξ

[ ∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLLαβ (v)
kh̃αβ(ξ)∂tû

L(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv
]
.

(2.58)

Correspondingly, we define a modified half wave variables and the modified perturbed metric as
follows,

ŨLhαβ (t, x) := F−1
ξ [e−it|ξ|

̂̃
V Lhαβ(t, ξ)](x), (2.59)

∀h̃ ∈ {F,F , ρ,Ωj , ωj , ϑij}, Ũ h̃L(t, x) := F−1
ξ [e−it|ξ|

̂̃
V h̃L(t, ξ)](x), (2.60)

L̃hαβ(t) :=
∑

µ∈{+,−}

cµ|∇|−1
(
ŨLhαβ(t)

)µ
,

˜̃
hL(t) :=

∑

µ∈{+,−}

cµ|∇|−1
(
Ũ h̃L(t)

)µ
, (2.61)

∂̃tLhαβ(t) :=
∑

µ∈{+,−}

(
ŨLhαβ(t)

)µ

2
˜∂th̃L(t) :=

∑

µ∈{+,−}

(
Ũ h̃L(t)

)µ

2
, (2.62)
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ρ̃
hαβ

L (f)(t) := ULhαβ (t)− ŨLhαβ (t), ρ̃h̃L(f)(t) := U h̃L
(t)− Ũ h̃L(t), (2.63)

ρ̃
hαβ

L (f)(t) :=
∑

L�L

F−1
[ ∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLLαβ (v)
(
i|ξ| − iv̂ · ξ

)−1(
ûL(t, ξ, v)

)
dv

]
(t, x), (2.64)

ρ̃h̃L(f)(t) :=
∑

L�L

F−1
[ ∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL
h̃

(v)kh̃(ξ)
(
i|ξ| − iv̂ · ξ

)−1(
ûL(t, ξ, v)

)
dv

]
(t, x). (2.65)

We remark that, from the above definition, the modified perturbed metric components are all

real valued functions. In particular, although ˜∂th̃L(t) and ∂t
˜̃hL(t) are different, they are same at

the linear level. From (2.64), as a result of direct computation, we have

∂t
˜̃
hL(t)− ˜∂th̃L(t) =

∑

µ∈{+,−}

cµ|∇|−1
(
(∂t + i|∇|)Ũ h̃L(t)

)µ
= Im

[
|∇|−1e−it|∇|∂tṼ h̃L(t)

]
, (2.66)

∂t
˜∂th̃L(t) =

∑

µ∈{+,−}

1

2

(
− i|∇|Ũ h̃L(t)

)µ
+

1

2

(
e−it|∇|∂tṼ h̃L(t)

)µ

= ∆˜̃hL(t) +
∑

µ∈{+,−}

1

2

(
e−it|∇|∂tṼ h̃L(t)

)µ
.

(2.67)

From the equality in (2.39) and results in Lemma 2.3, we can reformulate the profile ULhαβ(t) in

terms of the modified profile of the essential parts Ũ h̃L(t, x), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑmn} as follows,

ULhαβ(t) =
∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}

R̃h̃
αβŨ

h̃L(t) +
∑

L̃≺L

Rγκ
αβ

˜
U L̃hγκ + ErrL;wa

αβ (t) + ErrL;vlαβ (t), (2.68)

where the low order error type terms comes from the commutators Ecomm
L,α in Lemma 2.3. More

precisely,

R̃h̃
αβ =





Rh̃
αβ if h̃ ∈ {F, ϑmn}

R
F
αβRγ + iRρ

αβ if h̃ = F

R
ωj

αβRγ + iR
Ωj

αβ if h̃ = ωj,

(2.69)

ErrL;wa
αβ (t) = Rρ

αβ

(
|∇|−1Λ≥2[�F

L]+|∇|−1(∂t+i|∇|)(LE0)+|∇|−1
(
Λ≥2[�τ

L]+iΛ≥2[(∂t+i|∇|)τL]
))

+R
Ωj

αβ

(
|∇|−1Λ≥2[�ω

L
j ] + |∇|−1(∂t + i|∇|)εjlkRl(LEk)

)
, (2.70)

ErrL;vlαβ (t) =
∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ρ,Ωj ,ωj ,ϑmn}

∑

L̃�L

Rh̃
αβ ρ̃

h̃
L̃
(f)(t) +Rρ

αβ

(
|∇|−1(Λ1[�(FL + τL)]

+ iΛ1[(∂t + i|∇|)τL]
)
+ |∇|−1R

Ωj

αβΛ1[�ω
L
j ]. (2.71)

2.4. Classification of quadratic terms of the perturbed metric. For convenience in later
argument, in this subsection, we elaborate and classify the quadratic terms of the equations satis-
fied by perturbed metric component in (2.46). Depending on the roughness allowed or the delicacy
required to close the bootstrap argument, in different scenarios, we use different strategies to de-
compose the quadratic terms. Recall (2.33), (2.35), the detailed formulas of Pαβ and Qαβ in (1.7)
and (1.8). For any L ∈ ∪α∈Z3,n∈Z+

∇α
xPn, we have

L(Λ2[Nwa
αβ ]) + L(Λ2[Hiγ∂i∂γhαβ ]) := −L

(
Λ2[Pαβ ] + Λ2[Qαβ]

)
+ LΛ2[Sαβ],

L(Λ2[Kαβ ]) =
∑

L1◦L2�L,k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

cLL1L2
QKL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
, K ∈ {S,P,Q}. (2.72)
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In particular, we single out the term that is responsible for losing derivatives, which is the case
all vector fields hit on the quasilinear part, i.e., L2 = L,

cLIdLQS
L;Id,L
αβ;k,k1,k2

= Λ1[Hiγ ]∂i∂γLhαβ. (2.73)

The detailed formulas of QKL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
,K ∈ {S,Q,P}, are given as follow,

QSL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
=





Pk

[
Pk1(L1h00)Pk2(∆L2hαβ)− 2Pk1(L1h0i)Pk2(∂t∂iL2hαβ)

+Pk1(L1hij)Pk2(∂i∂jL2hαβ)
]

if |L1|+ |L2| = |L|

cµνiγ Pk

(
Pk1(L1hµν)Pk2(∂i∂γL2hαβ)

)
if |L1|+ |L2| ≤ |L|,

(2.74)

QQL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
=





cαβ;µνγ,κ;ι,τ,1Pk

(
Qµ,ν(Pk1(L1hγκ), Pk2(L2hιτ ))

)
if |L1|+ |L2| = |L|

cαβ;µνγ,κ;ι,τ,2Pk

(
∂µPk1(L1hγκ)∂νPk2(L2hιτ )

)
if |L1|+ |L2| ≤ |L|,

(2.75)

QPL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
=





1
4η

γµηλνPk

[
2
(
− ∂αPk1(L1hµλ)Pk2(∂βL2hγν)

)

+∂αPk1(L1hµγ)∂βPk2(L2hλν)
]

if |L1|+ |L2| = |L|

cαβ;µνγ,κ;ι,τ,3Pk

(
∂µPk1(L1hγκ)∂νPk2(L2hιτ )

)
if |L1|+ |L2| ≤ |L|,

(2.76)

and the null bilinear operators Qα,β(·, ·), α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, are defined as follows,

Q0,0(f, g) := ∂tf∂tg −∇xf · ∇xg, Qα,i(f, g) = ∂αf∂ig − ∂if∂αg. (2.77)

Recall the relation in (2.39) and the equation satisfied by h̃L in (2.46). We have

Qh̃;L
mt =

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

∑

L1◦L2�L,L̃1◦L̃2�L,L2≺L,H∈{P,Q}

Rαβ

h̃
QSL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
+Rαβ

h̃
QHL;L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2
.

(2.78)
In our bootstrap argument, we allow the Vlasov part to grow faster than the modified metric

part. Due to different growth rates, to better measure the growth rate of quadratic terms, we split
the perturbed metric into the modified perturbed metric and the density type function. As a result,
generally speaking, we have the following structural decomposition,

QKL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
= QKess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
+QKvl;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
+QKerr;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
, (2.79)

where QKess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
denotes the essential part of the wave-wave type interaction, in which the inputs

are modified perturbed metric instead of the original perturbed metric, QKvl;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
denotes the

wave-Vlasov type interaction, and QKerr;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
denotes the error type term.

The detailed formulas of the above decomposition change depend on the size of |L1|+ |L2| and the
roughness allowed. For the rough cases, we use the modified perturbed metric variables in (2.64).
As a result, for any K ∈ {S,P,Q}, we have

QKess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
=

∑

µ,ν∈{+,−}

PkQK
L;L1,L2

αβ;µν;ess((
˜UL1hιτ
k1

)µ, (
˜
U

L2hγκ

k2
)ν), QKerr;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
= 0, (2.80)

QKvl;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
=

∑

µ,ν∈{+,−}

PkQK
L;L1,L2

αβ;µν;vl((
˜UL1hιτ
k1

)µ, Pk2(ρ̃
hγκ

L2
)ν)

+ PkQK
L;L1,L2

αβ;µν;vl(Pk1(ρ̃
hιτ
L1

))µ, (U
L2hγκ

k2
)ν). (2.81)

Alternatively, for some delicate cases, we use the modified double Hodge decomposition variables.
Recall the detailed formulas in (2.74), (2.75), and (2.76). We substitute the perturbed metric by its
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corresponding half wave defined in (2.48) and using the equality (2.68), the following decomposition
holds for any K ∈ {P,Q, S},

QKess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
=

∑

h̃1,h̃2∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}

PkQK
h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν((
˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2
(t))ν)), (2.82)

QKerr;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
:=

∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}

∑

µ,ν∈{+,−}

PkQK
h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν

(
((U h̃L1

k1 (t))µ, Pk2(Err
L2;wa
α′β′ (t))ν)

)

+
∑

L̃i�Li,|L̃1|+|L̃2|<|L1|+|L2|

PkQK
L̃1,L̃2;γ1κ1,γ2κ2

αβ;µν ((
˜

U
L̃1hγ1κ1
k1

(t))µ, (
˜

U
L̃2hγ2κ2
k2

(t))ν))

+ PkQK
h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν

(
Pk1(Err

L1;wa
α′β′ (t))µ), (

˜
U h̃L2

k2
(t))ν

)
, (2.83)

QKvl;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
:=

∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}
µ,ν∈{+,−}

∑

L̃i�Li,|L̃1|+|L̃2|<|L1|+|L2|

PkQK
h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν

(
((U h̃L1

k1 (t))µ, Pk2(Err
L2;vl
α′β′ (t))

ν)
)

+PkQK
h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν

(
Pk1(Err

L1;vl
α′β′ (t))

ν), (
˜
U h̃L2

k2
(t))ν

)

+PkQK
L̃1,L̃2;γ1κ1,γ2κ2

αβ;µν ((Pk1(ρ̃
hγ1κ1

L̃1
(f)(t)))µ, (

˜
U

L̃2hγ2κ2
k2

(t))ν))

+ PkQK
L̃1,L̃2;γ1κ1,γ2κ2

αβ;µν ((U
L̃1hγ1κ1
k1

(t))µ, (Pk2(ρ̃
hγ2κ2

L̃2
(f)(t)))ν)). (2.84)

2.5. Null structure of the Einstein’s equations. The null structure inside the Einstein equa-
tions, in particular, its form on the Fourier side has been studied in details by Ionescu-Pausader in
[29]. We record main conclusions here and refer readers to [29] for more details. Let

M := {m : (R3/{0})2 → C : m(x, y) = m1(x, y)m
′(x+ y), m′ : R3 −→ C,

|x|α|∇α
xm

′(x)| .α 1, |x|α|y|β |∇α
x∇β

ym1(x, y)| .α,β 1, x, y ∈ R3, α, β ∈ Z3
+}. (2.85)

Moreover, we define the following classes of null multipliers,

Mnull
± := {n : (R3/{0})2 : n(x, y) := (

xi
|x| ∓

yi
|y| )m(x, y),m ∈ M, for some i ∈ {1, 2, 3}},

M̃null
± := {n : (R3/{0})2 : n(x, y) := (

xi + yi
|x+ y| ∓

yi
|y|)m(x, y),m ∈ M, for some i ∈ {1, 2, 3}}.

(2.86)

For a, b, c, d ∈ R, k, k1, k2 ∈ Z, we define

S∞
k,k1,k2 := {m : R3

ξ ×R3
η −→ C, ‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞

k,k1,k2
:= sup

α,β∈Z3
+

2|α|k1+|β|k2

× ‖F−1
ξ,η [∇α

ξ∇β
ηm(ξ − η, η)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)](x, y)‖L1

x,y
< +∞}

P d
vMa;b,c := {m : R3

ξ ×R3
η × R3

v −→ C, ‖m(ξ − η, η, v)‖P d
v Ma;b,c := sup

k,k1,k2∈Z3
+

∑

α,β∈Z3
+

2−ak−bk1−ck2

× ‖〈v〉−dF−1
ξ,η [∇α

ξ∇β
ηm(ξ − η, η, v)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)](x, y)‖L∞

v L1
x,y

<∞}.
(2.87)

As summarized in the following Lemma 2.4, all quadratic terms have null structure except the
Q(ϑmn, ϑpq) type quadratic term in the equation satisfied by the component F .
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Lemma 2.4. Let qkh̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν(ξ − η, η), k ∈ {s, p, q}, be the symbol of the bilinear operators QK h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν

in (2.83). For any h̃1, h̃2 ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑmn}, µ, ν ∈ {+,−}, we have qsh̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν(ξ − η, η) ∈ |ξ −
η||η|−1Mnull

µν ∪ |ξ − η|−1|η|Mnull
µν , and qqh̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν ∈ Mnull
µν . Moreover, if h̃1, h̃2 /∈ {ϑmn}, we have

qph̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν(ξ − η, η) ∈ Mnull
µν . If h̃ 6= F and h̃1, h̃2 ∈ {ϑmn}, we have Rαβ

h̃
(ξ)qph̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν(ξ − η, η) ∈ M̃null
−ν

where Rαβ

h̃
(ξ) is the symbol of the Fourier multiplier operator Rαβ

h̃
defined in (2.39).

Proof. The above property depends solely on the Einstein equation, which has been verified and
used in the study of the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system. We only provide an intuitive explanation
here, see [29] for more details.

As a result of direct computations, Λ2[Hiγ∂i∂γhαβ ], Λ2[Pαβ ] +1/2∂αRpRqϑmn∂βRpRqϑmn, and

Λ2[Qαβ], are linear combinations of null forms with symbols in Mnull
µν ∪ |ξ − η||η|−1Mnull

µν ∪ ξ −
η|−1|η|Mnull

µν . For quasilinear term, the corresponding symbol belongs to |ξ − η||η|−1Mnull
µν ∪ ξ −

η|−1|η|Mnull
µν . For semilinear term, the corresponding symbol belongs to Mnull

µν .

Moreover, let f = RpRqϑmn, we note that ∂0f∂0f+RiRj(∂if∂jf), εjklRk

(
∂0f∂lf

)
, and εjmpεknq

RmRn(∂pf∂qf) are all null forms with symbol in M̃null
−ν , i.e., Rαβ

h̃
(ξ)qph̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν(ξ−η, η) ∈ M̃null
−ν , where

h̃ ∈ {F, ωj , ϑmn}.
That is to say, all quadratic terms have null structure except the Q(ϑmn, ϑpq) type quadratic

term in the equation satisfied by the component F.
�

2.6. Bootstrap assumption. Let δ1 := 10−20, γ := δ1/100, δ0 := 100δ1, and N0 = 200. Our
bootstrap assumption for the perturbed metric component is stated as follows,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑

n,l∈Z+,n+l≤N0

∑

L∈Pn

〈t〉−d(n,l)δ0‖ULhαβ (t))‖El
+

∑

h̃∈{F,ωj ,ϑmn}

〈t〉−e(|L|;h̃)δ1‖Ṽ h̃L(t)‖El

+〈t〉−e(|L|;F )δ1‖Ṽ FL
(t)‖El

+
∑

L̃∈Pl,l≤N0−10
i∈{1,2,3}

sup
k∈Z

〈t〉−H(l+1)δ12k−k−/2+γk−+(N0−l−1)k+

× ‖Pk(xiV
L̃hαβ)(t)‖L2 + ‖V h̃(t)‖Z + 〈t〉−δ1‖V F (t)‖Z . ǫ1 := ǫ

5/6
0 , (2.88)

where the energy space Elis defined in (1.15), the Z-normed space is defined as follows,

‖f‖Z := sup
k∈Z

21.001k−+40k+‖f̂(ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L∞
ξ
,

and d(n, l), e(|L|; h̃), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑmn}, and H(n), n ∈ Z+ are defined as follows

e(|L|; h̃) :=
{
H(|L|) h̃ = F

H(|L|) − β(|L|) h̃ ∈ {F, ωj , ϑmn}
, d(n, l) := H(n+ l) + 10n,

H(n) =

{
30n+ 3 n < 2
200n2 n ≥ 2

, β(n) =

{
1 + 1/50 ifn < 2
H(1) + 1/50 ifn ≥ 2

. (2.89)

The choice of function H(n) guarantees the following estimates hold,

if a ≤ b, H(a+ 1) +H(b) ≤ H(a+ b) +H(1),

if n ≥ 1, H(n)−H(n− 1) ≥ 20β(n).
(2.90)

The bootstrap assumption we stated in (2.88) and the energy spaces we use are stronger than
the one used in [29], i.e., the bootstrap assumption stated in (2.88) is automatically satisfied. The
Z-normed space is same as the one used in [29]. This setting allows us to take the analysis of the
increment of Z-norm of the perturbed metric contributed from the Einstein part as a black box and
be more focus on the overall effect of the Vlasov part, which is the main theme of this paper.
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Recall the equation (2.26) and the index c̃(β), β ∈ S, defined in (2.22). Our bootstrap assumption
for the Vlasov part is stated as follows,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑

L∈∪l≤N0
Pl,ρ∈S,|L|+|ρ|≤N0

(1 + t)−H(L,ρ)δ0Evl
L,ρ(t) + Zvl(t) . ǫ1, (2.91)

where Evl
L,ρ(t) aims to control the wighted energy of the Vlasov part and the Z-norm of the Vlasov

part Zvl(t) aims to show that the density of particles and its derivatives decay sharply over time in
a low regularity space. More precisely,

H(L, ρ) := d(|L|+ |c̃(ρ)|, |ρ| − |c̃(ρ)|), Evl
L,ρ(t) := ‖ωL

ρ (t, x, v)Λ
ρuL(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
,

Zvl(t) :=
∑

L∈∪l≤N0
Pl,α∈Z

3
+,|α|+|L|≤N0

‖ω̃L
α (v)

(
∇α

v û
L(t, 0, v) −∇v · uL;αcorr(t, v)‖L2

x,v
, (2.92)

where the above weight functions ωL
ρ (t, x, v), and ω̃L

α (v) are defined as follows,

ωL
ρ (t, x, v) = (1 + |v|)c(ρ)

(
1 + |v|1/δ1 + |x|φ(|x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1)

)200N0−10(|L|+|ρ|)
, (2.93)

ω̃L
α(v) = (1 + |v|1/δ1)100N0−10(|L|+|α|), (2.94)

where c(ρ) and c̃(ρ) are defined in (2.22) and the cutoff function φ : R+ −→ R+ is defined as follows,

φ(x) :=





0 if x ≤ 1
(x− 1)2 if x ∈ (1, 2]

3− 2e−(x−2) if x ∈ (2,∞)
, =⇒ φ′(x) ≥ 0, ∂tω

L
ρ (t, x, v) ≤ 0. (2.95)

The correction term “uL;αcorr(t, v)”, which is introduced to get around a losing derivative issue, is
defined as follows,

uL;αcorr(t, v) :=





∫ t

0

∫

R3

−1

2

(vαvβ
v0

∇xg
αβ

)
(s, x+ sv̂)∇α

v u
L(s, x, v)dxds if |α|+ |L| = N0

0 if |α|+ |L| < N0.

(2.96)

2.7. Bootstrap argument and the proof of the theorem 1.1. Assume that (g, f) is a solution
of the Einstein-Vlasov system (1.2) on time [0, T ] such that the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and
(2.91) are valid, the existence of T > 0 is ensured by the local existence result of Choquet-Bruhat
[8].

Firstly, from the estimate (6.12) in Proposition 6.1 and the estimate (7.3) in Proposition 7.1,
the bootstrap assumption for the Vlasov part is improved. Secondly, from the estimate (4.12)

in Proposition 4.1, the estimate of Ṽ h̃L(t), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωi, ϑmn} is improved. Moreover, from the

estimate (3.2) in Proposition 3.1, the weighted estimate of V L̃hαβ(t) is improved. Lastly, recall
(2.39), (2.41), and (2.57), from the estimate (3.186) in Lemma 3.19 and the improved estimate of

Ṽ h̃L(t), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωi, ϑmn} and the improved estimates of the Vlasov part, the estimate of ULhαβ(t))
is also improved.

Hence closing the bootstrap argument, we can extend the time interval [0, T ] to [0,∞), i.e., the
global regularity holds.

3. Estimates of nonlinearities for any fixed time

In this section, one of main goals is to prove the following proposition 3.1, in which we prove
rough estimates for the nonlinearity of the metric part, which are convenient at places where it’s
not necessary to be sharp. We also reduce the goal of improving the bootstrap assumption on

Pk(xiV
L̃hαβ)(t) to the energy estimates of the metric part and the Vlasov part and the the Z-norm

estimate of the Vlasov part, see (3.2).
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Moreover, as byproducts, we obtain some estimates of the error type terms in the double Hodge
decomposition in subsection 3.8 and an improved estimate for the modified profile at low frequency
in subsection 3.9.

Proposition 3.1. Under the bootstrap assumption (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds

for any fixed t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn, L̃ ∈ ∪l≤N0−10Pl,

∀l ∈ [0, N0 − |L|] ∩ Z, 2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+
(
‖∂t

̂̃
V Lh̃(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2 + ‖Λ≥2[∂tV̂ Lhαβ (t, ξ)]ψk(ξ)‖L2

)

. 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21 + 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21, (3.1)

sup
k∈Z

2k−/2+γk−+(N0−|L̃|−1)k+‖∇ξ
̂
V L̃hαβ(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2 . 2H(|L̃|+1)δ1mǫ21 + Zvl(t)

+ sup
k∈Z

∑

Γ∈P1

2−k−/2+γk−+(N0−|L̃|−1)k+‖ ̂
UΓL̃hαβ(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2 +

∑

|L|+|ρ|≤N0

2−m/2Evl
L,ρ(t). (3.2)

Proof. For better presentation, we postpone the proof to subsection 3.7. �

3.1. Linear decay estimates for the density type function and the wave part. We first
record the following L∞-decay estimate for the density type function of the Vlasov part.

Lemma 3.1. For x ∈ R3, t ∈ R, k ∈ Z, n ∈ Z+,, s.t., |t| ≥ 1, and any given zero order symbol

m(ξ, v) ∈ L∞
v S0, the following decay estimate holds,

sup
ξ∈Rn

∣∣
∫

R3

eitv̂·ξm(ξ, v)ĝ(t, ξ, v)ψk(ξ)dv
∣∣

.
∑

|α|+|β|≤n

2−nk|t|−n‖∇β
vm(ξ, v)‖L∞

v,ξ
min

{
‖(1 + |v|)4n∇α

v ĝ(t, x, v)‖L1
x,v
,

‖(1 + |v|)4n∇α
v ĝ(t, 0, v)‖L1

v
+

∑

|γ|≤1

|t|−1‖(1 + |v|)4+4n(1 + |x|)∇γ
v∇α

v g(t, x, v)‖L1
xL

1
v

}
. (3.3)

Similarly, the following estimate holds for any fixed x ∈ R3, a ∈ R ∩ (−3,∞), and h(x, v) ∈ H10+a
x,v ,

∣∣
∫

R3

∫

R3

eix·ξ+itv̂·ξm(ξ, v)|ξ|a ĝ(t, ξ, v)h(x, v)dvdξ
∣∣

.
∑

|α|≤5+⌊a⌋

( ∑

|β|≤5+⌊a⌋

‖∇β
vm(ξ, v)‖L∞

v S∞

)[
|t|−3−a‖(1 + |v|)5+|a|∇α

v

(
h(x, v)ĝ(t, 0, v)

)
‖L1

v

+ |t|−4−a‖(1 + |v|)5+|a|(1 + |y|)∇α
v

(
h(x, v)g(t, y, v)

)
‖L1

yL
1
v

]
. (3.4)

For any n ∈ Z+, p ∈ [1,∞), the following estimate holds,

∥∥
∫

R3

∫

R3

eix·ξ+itv̂·ξm(ξ, v)|ξ|nĝ(t, ξ, v)h(x, v)ψk(ξ)dvdξ
∥∥
Lp
x

.
∑

|α|,|β|,|γ|≤n

|t|−n‖∇α
vm(ξ, v)‖L∞

v S∞‖∇β
vh(x, v)‖L∞

x,v
‖(1 + |v|)10+3n∇γ

vg(t, x, v)‖Lp
x,v
. (3.5)

Proof. The main ideas are singling out the zero frequency (or not) for different desired estimates
and doing integration by parts in v. See [49][The proof of Lemma 3.1] for more details. �

In the following Lemma, as in the same spirit of [29][Lemma 2.11], we prove L∞
x decay estimate

for the frequency super localized linear half-wave.
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Lemma 3.2. Let t ∈ R, x ∈ R3, µ ∈ {+,−}, k, n, k̃ ∈ Z, s.t., |t| ≫ 1, 2k ≥ |t|−1, k̃ ≤ k. If

|x| ≤ 2−100|t|, we have

∣∣
∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|m(ξ)f̂(ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2
−k̃|ξ| − n)dξ

∣∣

. |t|−1‖m(ξ)‖S∞
k
2k̃/2

(
2k‖∇ξ f̂(ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2

−k̃ |ξ| − n)‖L2
ξ
+ ‖f̂(ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2

−k̃|ξ| − n)‖L2
ξ

)
. (3.6)

If |x| ≥ 2−100|t|, we have

∣∣
∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|m(ξ)f̂(ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2
−k̃ |ξ| − n)dξ

∣∣ .
∑

Γ∈{Ωij},|α|≤1,|β|≤2

|x|−12k̃/2‖m(ξ)‖S∞
k

× ‖Γ̂αf(ξ)ψ(2−k̃ |ξ| − n)ψk(|ξ|)‖1−δ21
L2(ξ)

‖Γ̂βf(ξ)ψ(2−k̃|ξ| − n)ψk(|ξ|)‖δ
2
1

L2(ξ)
, (3.7)

∣∣
∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|m(ξ)f̂(ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2
−k̃ |ξ| − n)dξ

∣∣ .
∑

Γ∈{Ωij},|β|≤2

|x|−12k̃/2‖m(ξ)‖S∞
k

×
[
2k+k̃/2‖f̂(ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2

−k̃ |ξ| − n)‖L∞
ξ
+ |x|−1/32−k/3‖Γ̂βf(ξ)ψ(2−k̃|ξ| − n)ψk(|ξ|)‖L2(ξ)

]
. (3.8)

Proof. Note that ∇ξ(x · ξ − µt|ξ|) = 0 if and only if ξ/|ξ| = µx/t = µx/|x| := ξ0. Let l̄ be the least

integer such that 2l̄ ≥ 2−k/2|x|−1/2. From the volume of support of ξ and the Sobolev embedding
in angular variables, we have

∣∣∣
∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|f̂(ξ)m(ξ)ψk(|ξ|)ψ≤l̄(∠(ξ, ξ0))ψ(2
−k̃ |ξ| − n)dξ

∣∣∣

. ‖m(ξ)‖S∞
k
2(2k+k̃)/2+2l̄‖f̂(rθ)ψk(r)ψ(2

−k̃r − n)‖L2(r2dr)L∞
θ
. (3.9)

For the case when the angle is localized around 2l where l > l̄, we first do integration by parts in
ξ in the rotational directions once. As a result, we have

∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|f̂(ξ)m(ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2
−k̃|ξ| − n)ψl(∠(ξ, ξ0))dξ = I1l + I2l ,

I1l =

∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|
( ix× ξ

|x× ξ|2 · (ξ ×∇ξ)f̂(ξ)m(ξ)ψ(2−k̃ |ξ| − n)ψk(ξ)ψl(∠(ξ, ξ0))
)
dξ,

I2l =

∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|
[
(ξ ×∇ξ) ·

( ix× ξ

|x× ξ|2m(ξ)ψ(2−k̃|ξ| − n)ψk(ξ)ψl(∠(ξ, ξ0))
)]
f̂(ξ)dξ. (3.10)

For I2l , we do integration by parts in ξ in the rotational directions one more time. As a result, we
have

I2l =

∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|(ξ ×∇ξ) ·
[ ix× ξ

|x× ξ|2
[
(ξ ×∇ξ) ·

( ix× ξ

|x× ξ|2m(ξ)ψ(2−k̃ |ξ| − n)

× ψk(ξ)ψl(∠(ξ, ξ0))
)
f̂(ξ)

]]
dξ. (3.11)

From the volume of support of “ξ”, we have

|I1l |+ |I2l | .
∑

Γ∈{Ωij}

(
|x|−12−l + |x|−22−2l2−k−l

)

×2−k2(2k+k̃)/2+(1+δ31)l‖Γ̂f(rθ)ψ(2−k̃r − n)ψk(r)‖
L2(r2dr)L

2/(1−δ3
1
)

θ

+ |x|−22−2l2−2k−2l2(2k+k̃)/2+2l‖f̂(rθ)ψk(r)ψ(2
−k̃r − n)‖L2(r2dr)L∞

θ
(3.12)

From the above estimate (3.12), we have
∑

l̄<l≤2

|I1l |+ |I2l | .
∑

Γ∈{Ωij}

|x|−12k̃/2‖m(ξ)‖S∞
k

[
‖f̂(rθ)ψk(r)ψ(2

−k̃r − n)‖L2(r2dr)L∞
θ
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+ ‖Γ̂f(rθ)ψ(2−k̃r − n)ψk(r)‖
L2(r2dr)L

2/(1−δ31)

θ

]
. (3.13)

The desired estimate (3.7) holds from the estimates (3.9) and (3.13) and the Sobolev embedding on
the sphere.

Similarly, if we rerun the above argument, do integration by parts in ξ in the rotational directions
one more time for I1l . As a result, the following estimate holds,

∣∣
∫

R3

eix·ξ−iµt|ξ|m(ξ)f̂(ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2
−k̃|ξ| − n)dξ

∣∣ .
∑

l≥l̄

∑

Γ∈{Ωij}

|x|−22−2l
[
2−k−l2−k2(2k+k̃)/2+5l/3

× ‖Γ̂f(rθ)ψ(2−k̃r − n)ψk(r)‖L2(r2dr)L6
θ
+ 2−2k−2l2(2k+k̃)/2+2l‖f̂(rθ)ψk(r)ψ(2

−k̃r − n)‖L2(r2dr)L∞
θ

]
.

(3.14)
Therefore, our desired estimate (3.8) holds from the above estimate and the Sobolev embedding on
the sphere. �

3.2. Estimates of basic quantities.

3.2.1. Difference between the perturbed metric and the modified perturbed metric. In the following
Lemma, we show that the growth rates of the modified perturbed metric and the perturbed metric
are almost comparable in both L2-type space and the L∞-type space. They are only different at
very top order.

Lemma 3.3. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), for any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m], L̃ ∈
∪n≤N0Pn, L ∈ ∪n≤N0−5Pn, µ ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, we have

‖Λ1[∂t
̂
V L̃hαβ(t, ξ)]ψk(ξ)‖L2 + 2k‖Pk

(
U L̃hαβ (t)− ˜

U L̃hαβ (t)
)
‖L2

x

. 23k−/2 min{2d(|L̃|,0)δ0m, 2k+d(|L̃|,0)δ0m + 1 + 2m+k
1|L̃|=N0

}ǫ1, (3.15)

∑

|L|≤N0−2

∑

l∈[0,N0−|L|]∩Z

sup
k∈Z

2−k−/2+γk−+lk+‖Pk

(
ULhαβ (t)− ŨLhαβ (t)

)
‖L2

x
. ǫ1, (3.16)

2−k−+(N0−3−|L|)k+
(
‖Pk(Ũ

Lhαβ )(t)‖L∞
x
+ ‖Pk(U

Lhαβ )(t)‖L∞
x

)
+ ‖Lhαβ‖L∞

x

. 2−m+H(|L|+1)δ1m+1.1γmǫ1. (3.17)

Proof. Note that the following decomposition holds for any differentiable symbol m(ξ, v),

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξûL(t, ξ, v)m(ξ, v)ψk(ξ)dv =

∫ 1

0

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξm(ξ, v)ξ · ∇ξûL(t, sξ, v)ψk(ξ)dvds

+

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξm(ξ, v)
(
ûL(t, 0, v) −∇v · ũLcorr(t, v)

)
ψk(ξ)dv −

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξ∇vm(ξ, v) · ũLcorr(t, v)ψk(ξ)dv

+

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξm(ξ, v)t∇v(iv̂ · ξ) · ũLcorr(t, v)ψk(ξ)dv. (3.18)

Recall (2.54) and the definition of the modified perturbed metric in (2.64). From the above decom-
position and the volume of support of ξ if k ≤ 0, we have

‖Pk

(
Λ1[LN vl

αβ]
)
(t, x)‖L2

x
. 23k−/2−lk+ min{2d(|L̃|,l)δ0m, 2k+d(|L̃|,l)δ0m + 1 + 2m+k

1|L|=N0
}ǫ1

‖Pk

(
ULhαβ(t)− ŨLhαβ(t)

)
‖L2

x

. 23k−/2−k−lk+ min{2d(|L̃|,l)δ0m, 2k+d(|L̃|,l)δ0m + 1 + 2m+k
1|L|=N0

}ǫ1. (3.19)

Hence finishing the proof of the desired estimate (3.15).
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From the decomposition (3.18), the estimate (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, the following estimate holds for
any k ∈ Z if |L| ≤ N0 − 2, and l ∈ [0, N0 − |L|] ∩ Z,

2−k−/2+γk−+lk+‖Pk

(
ULhαβ(t)− ŨLhαβ(t)

)
‖L2

x

. min{2−m−k−+d(|L|+1,(l−1)+)δ0m, 2lk+(1 + 2k+d(|L|,0)δ0m)}ǫ1 . ǫ1.

Hence finishing the proof of the desired estimate (3.16).
From the linear decay estimates (3.6) and (3.7) in Lemma 3.2 and the obtained estimate (3.16),

the following estimate holds for any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪n≤N0−10Pn,

‖Pk(U
Lhαβ)‖L∞

x
. 2k−/2−γk− min{23k/2−(N0−|L|)k+ , 2−(N0−|L|−2)k+2−m+k/2+H(|L|+1)δ1m+γm/100}ǫ1.

(3.20)
From the decay estimate (3.3) of the density type function in Lemma 3.1, the following estimate
holds if |L| ≤ N0 − 5,

‖Pk(ρ̃
hαβ

L (f))(t)‖L∞
x
+

∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}

‖Pk(ρ̃
h̃
L(f))(t)‖L∞

x
. min{22k, 2−3m−k}2−(N0−|L|−3)k+ǫ1.

(3.21)
Recall the definition of modified half-wave in (2.64). We know that the last estimate in (3.17) hold
from the estimates (3.20) and (3.21).

�

3.2.2. General bilinear estimates for the wave-wave type interaction.

Lemma 3.4. For any L1, L2 ∈ ∪0≤n≤N0,|α|≤N0−n∇α
xPn, s.t., L1◦L2 = L ∈ ∪0≤n≤N0,|α|≤N0−n∇α

xPn,

m ∈ Z+, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], f, g ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑmn, hαβ}, and Fourier multiplier operators

T1, T2 ∈ S0, the following estimates hold under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91),

‖T1(L1f(t))T2(L2g(t))‖L2
x
. 2−m/2+d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0mǫ21, (3.22)

‖∂αT1(L1f(t))T2(L2g(t))‖L2
x
. 2−2m/3+d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0mǫ21, (3.23)

where ‖L‖, and |L| are defined in Definition 2.1.

Proof. After doing dyadic decompositions for two inputs and using the orthogonality in L2, we have

‖T1(L1f(t))T2(L2g(t))‖2L2
x
.

∑

k∈Z

‖Pk(T1(L1f(t)))P≤k−10(T2(L2g(t)))‖2L2
x

+ ‖P≤k−10(T1(L1f(t)))Pk(T2(L2g(t)))‖2L2
x
+

( ∑

|k1−k2|≤10

‖Pk1(T1(L1f(t)))Pk2(T2(L2g(t)))‖L2
x

)2
.

(3.24)
Based on the relative size of |L1| and |L2|, we separate into two cases as follows.
• If |L1| ≤ |L2|. Note that we have |L1| ≤ |L|/2 for this case. If k1 ≤ k2 + 10, then from the
L2 − L∞ type estimate and the L∞-estimate (3.17) in Lemma 3.3, we have

‖Pk1(T1(L1f(t)))Pk2(T2(L2g(t)))‖L2
x
. 2−k1−k2 min{‖UL1f

k1
‖L∞ , 23k1/2‖UL1f

k1
‖L2}‖UL2g

k2
‖L2 . (3.25)

If k2 ≤ k1 − 10 and |L| ≤ N0 − 5, then the following estimate holds after putting UL2g
k2

in L∞,

‖Pk1(T1(L1f(t)))Pk2(T2(L2g(t)))‖L2
x
. 2−k1−k2 min{‖UL2f

k2
‖L∞ , 23k2/2‖UL2f

k2
‖L2}‖UL1g

k1
‖L2 . (3.26)

If k2 ≤ k1 − 10 and |L| ≥ N0 − 5, the following estimate holds after putting UL1f
k1

in L∞ or putting

UL2g
k2

in L∞ and using L∞ −→ L2 type Sobolev embedding,

‖Pk1(T1(L1f(t)))Pk2(T2(L2g(t)))‖L2
x
. 2−k1−k2 min{23k2/2‖UL1f

k1
‖L2 , ‖UL1f

k1
‖L∞}‖UL2g

k2
‖L2 . (3.27)
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After combining the estimates (3.24) and (3.25–3.27), we have

‖T1(L1f(t))T2(L2g(t))‖L2
x
. 2d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−δ0m

( ∑

k≤−m

2k/2−2γk− +
∑

k≥−m

2−m−k−2γk−
)
ǫ21

. 2−m/2+d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0mǫ21.
(3.28)

Following the same strategy, with minor modifications, we have

‖∂αT1(L1f(t))T2(L2g(t))‖L2
x
. 2d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−δ0m

( ∑

k≤−2m/3

2k−2γk−

+
∑

k≥−2m/3

2−m−k/2−2γk−
)
ǫ21 . 2−2m/3+d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0mǫ21.

(3.29)

• If |L1| ≥ |L2|. Since the estimate of T1(L1f(t))T2(L2g(t)) is symmetric with respect to L1

and L2, we only need to estimate ∂αT1(L1f(t))T2(L2g(t)).
Note that the following estimate holds from the L2 − L∞ type bilinear estimate,

‖∂αT1(L1f(t))T2(L2g(t))‖L2 . ‖UL1f (t)‖L2‖UL2g(t)‖L∞ . 2−m+d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m. (3.30)

To sum up, our desired estimates (3.22) and (3.23) hold from the estimates (3.28–3.30). �

3.2.3. Estimates of basic quantities. Now, we apply basic linear and bilinear estimates obtained in
previous subsubsections to control some basic quantities, which are mostly higher order terms. We
estimate them in details here so that they can be treated like error terms in later energy estimates.

Lemma 3.5. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), for any γ ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, t ∈
[2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+, L1 ∈ ∪0≤n≤N0,|α|≤N0−n∇α

xPn and L2 ∈ ∪0≤n≤N0−5,|α|≤N0−n∇α
xPn, we

have

2m/2−d(|L1|+1,‖L1‖−|L1|)δ0m‖L1(Λ≥2[detg])‖L2 + 22m/3−d(|L1 |+1,‖L1‖−|L1|)δ0m‖∂αL1(Λ≥2[detg])‖L2

+ 22m−d(|L2|+2,‖L2‖−|L2|)δ0m‖L2(Λ≥2[detg])‖L∞ . 22δ0mǫ21. (3.31)

Proof. Note that

det(g) =
∑

αi,βi∈{0,1,2,3}

cβ1···β4
α1···α4

∏

i=1,2,3,4

(1 + hαiβi
),

where cβ1···β4
α1···α4 ∈ {0,−1, 1} is some uniquely determined constants. Therefore, we have

L(Λ≥2[detg]) =
∑

L=L1◦···L4,Li∈P
bi
ai

,{j1,··· ,j4}={1,··· ,4},αi,βi∈{0,1,2,3}

cβ1···β4
α1···α4

∏

i=1,2,3,4

Λ≥2[Lji(1 + hαiβi
)].

(3.32)
From the estimates (3.22) and (3.23) in Lemma 3.4, we have

2m/2−d(|L1|+1,‖L1‖−|L1|)δ0m‖L1(Λ≥2[detg])‖L2 + 22m/3−d(|L1 |+1,‖L1‖−|L1|)δ0m‖∂αL1(Λ≥2[detg])‖L2

. 22δ0mǫ21.

From the L∞ − L∞ type mutlilinear estimate, the estimate (3.17) in Lemma 3.3, and the estimate
(2.90), we have

‖L2(Λ≥2[detg])‖L∞ .
∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L2

‖L1hαβ‖L∞‖L2hαβ‖L∞ . 2−2m+d(|L2|+2,‖L2‖−|L2|)δ0mǫ21.

Hence finishing the proof of the desired estimate (3.31). �
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Lemma 3.6. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), for any α, β, γ ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3},
t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+, L1 ∈ ∪0≤n≤N0,|α|≤N0−n∇α

xPn and L2 ∈ ∪0≤n≤N0−5,|α|≤N0−n∇α
xPn,

we have

2m/2−d(|L1|+1,‖L1‖−|L1|)δ0m
[(
‖L1(Λ≥2[(−detg)−1/2])‖L2

x
+ ‖L1(Λ≥2[g

αβ ])‖L2
x

)

+2m/6
(
‖∂γL1(Λ≥2[(−detg)−1/2])‖L2

x
+ ‖∂γL1(Λ≥2[g

αβ ])‖L2
x

)]

+ 22m−d(|L2|+2,‖L2‖−|L2|)δ0m
(
‖L2(Λ≥2[(−detg)−1/2])‖L∞

x
+ ‖L2(Λ≥2[g

αβ ])‖L∞
x

)
. 22δ0mǫ21. (3.33)

Proof. Due to the small data regime, we will use a fixed point type argument to show that the size
of “L(Λ≥2[(−detg)−1/2])” is comparable with the size of “L(Λ≥2[detg])”. More precisely, let

y := Λ≥2[−det(g)], x := Λ1[−det(g)] = h00 − hii,

z := Λ≥2[(−det(g))−1/2], w := Λ1[(−det(g))−1/2] = −1

2
x.

Note that

(1 + z + w)2 = (1 + x+ y)−1 = 1− x+ Λ≥2[(1 + x+ y)−1],

=⇒ 2z + 2zw + z2 + w2 = Λ≥2[(1 + x+ y)−1], (3.34)

Λ≥2[
1

1 + (x+ y)
] = Λ≥2[

−(x+ y)

1 + (x+ y)
]

= −Λ≥2[(x+ y)]

1 + (x+ y)
− xΛ≥1[

1

1 + (x+ y)
] = −yΛ≥2[

1

1 + (x+ y)
]− y(1− x)

− x
(
− x+ Λ≥2[

1

1 + (x+ y)
]
)
= −(x+ y)Λ≥2[

1

1 + x+ y
]− y(1− x) + x2. (3.35)

Let

Xα,n :=
∑

L∈∇α
xPn

2m/2−d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−2δ0m
[
‖L(Λ≥2[(1 + x+ y)−1])‖L2

+2m/6‖∂γL(Λ≥2[(1 + x+ y)−1])‖L2

]
,

Yα,n :=
∑

L∈∇α
xPn

2m/2−d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−2δ0m
[
‖Lz‖L2 + 2m/6‖∂γLz‖L2

]
,

X̃α,n :=
∑

L∈∇α
xPn

22m−d(|L|+2,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−2δ0m‖L(Λ≥2[(1 + x+ y)−1])‖L∞ ,

Ỹα,n :=
∑

L∈∇α
xPn

22m−d(|L|+2,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−2δ0m‖Lz‖L∞ .

From the equality (3.35), L∞ −L∞ type estimate, L2 −L∞ type estimate, and the estimate (3.31)
in Lemma 3.5, we know that the following estimates hold,

X̃α,n .
∑

0≤l≤n,|β|≤|α|

ǫ1X̃β,l + ǫ21 =⇒
∑

0≤|α|+N(n)≤N0−5

X̃n . ǫ21, (3.36)

Xα,n .
∑

0≤l≤n/2+2,|β|≤|α|

ǫ1X̃β,l+
∑

0≤n′≤n,|β|≤|α|

ǫ1Xβ,n′ +ǫ21, =⇒
∑

0≤|α|+N(n)≤N0

Xα,n . ǫ21. (3.37)

Similarly, from the equality (3.34), the following estimates hold from the estimate (3.36),

Ỹα,n .
∑

0≤l≤n,|β|≤|α|

ǫ1Ỹβ,l + X̃α,n + ǫ21 +
( ∑

0≤l≤n,|β|≤|α|

Ỹβ,l
)2
,

=⇒
∑

n∈[0,N0−5]∩Z,|α|∈[0,N0−n]∩Z

Ỹα,n . ǫ21, (3.38)
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Yα,n .
∑

0≤l′≤n/2+2,|β|≤|α|

ǫ1Ỹβ,l′+
∑

0≤l≤n,|β|≤|α|

ǫ1Yβ,l+ǫ
2
1+

( ∑

0≤l′≤n/2+2,|β|≤|α|

Ỹβ,l′
)( ∑

0≤l≤n,|β|≤|α|

Yβ,l
)

=⇒
∑

n∈[0,N0]∩Z,|α|∈[0,N0−n]∩Z

Yα,n . ǫ21. (3.39)

Note that, for any fixed α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, the following equality holds for some uniquely deter-

mined constants cαβα1β1···α3β3
∈ {0, 1,−1},

Λ≥2[g
αβ ] =

∑

αi,βi∈{0,1,2,3}

∏

i=1,2,3

cαβα1β1···α3β3
Λ≥2[(detg)−1(1 + hαiβi

)]. (3.40)

Note that we have already derived the basic L2-estimate and the basic L∞-estimate for Λ≥2[(det g)
−1],

see estimates (3.36) and (3.37). After applying the L2−L∞ type bilinear estimate and the L∞−L∞

type bilinear estimate for the equality (3.40), it is easy to see that our desired estimate (3.33)
holds. �

Due to the on shell relation, see (1.1), v0 as well as v0 depend on the perturbed metric. For
convenience, we identify the zero order and the first order of v0 (vα) as follows,

gµνvµvν = −1, =⇒ Λ0[v
0] =

√
1 + |v|2, Λ0[v0] = −

√
1 + |v|2,

Λ0[v
i] = vi, Λ1[v

i] = −h0i
√

1 + |v|2 − hijvj , Λ1[v
0] =

1

2

√
1 + |v|2

(
h00 − v̂iv̂jhij

)
,

Λ1[v0] =
1

2

(√
1 + |v|2h00 + 2vih0i +

vivj√
1 + |v|2

hij
)
. (3.41)

For the quadratic and higher order terms of v0, their explicit formulas are not necessary. It would
be sufficient to give their rough estimates, which are summarized in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.7. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), for any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈
Z+, for L1 ∈ ∪0≤n≤N0,|α|≤N0−n∇α

xPn and L2 ∈ ∪0≤n≤N0−5,|α|≤N0−n∇α
xPn, we have

2m/2−d(|L1|+1,‖L1‖−|L1|)δ0m
[(
‖〈v〉−1L1(Λ≥2[v

0])‖L2
xL

∞
v
+ ‖〈v〉−1L1(Λ≥2[v0])‖L2

xL
∞
v

+‖〈v〉−1L1(Λ≥2[v
i])‖L2

xL
∞
v

)
+ 2m/6

(
‖〈v〉−1∂γL1(Λ≥2[v

0])‖L2
xL

∞
v

+‖〈v〉−1∂γL1(Λ≥2[v0])‖L2
xL

∞
v
+ ‖〈v〉−1∂γL1(Λ≥2[v

i])‖L2
xL

∞
v

)]

+22m−d(|L2|+2,‖L2‖−|L2|)δ0m
(
‖〈v〉−1L2(Λ≥2[v

i])‖L∞
x,v

+ ‖〈v〉−1L2(Λ≥2[v
0])‖L∞

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−1L2(Λ≥2[v0])‖L∞

x,v

)
. 22δ0mǫ21. (3.42)

Proof. Note that

g00
(
−

√
1 + |v|2 +Λ1[v0] + Λ≥2[v0]

)2
= g00

[(
−

√
1 + |v|2 + Λ1[v0]

)2

+ 2Λ≥2[v0]
(
−

√
1 + |v|2 + Λ1[v0]

)
+

(
Λ≥2[v0]

)2]
= 2Λ≥2[v0]

√
1 + |v|2 +R, (3.43)

where

R = g00
(
−
√
1 + |v|2+Λ1[v0]

)2−2Λ≥2[v0]
(
Λ≥1[g

00]
√

1 + |v|2+g00
(
Λ1[v0]

))
+g00

(
Λ≥2[v0]

)2
. (3.44)

From the equality (3.43), we have

2
√

1 + |v|2Λ≥2[v0] = −R− 1− gijvivj + 2g0i
√
1 + |v|2 − 2g0iviΛ1[v0]− 2g0iviΛ≥2[v0]

= −2g0iviΛ≥2[v0]− Λ≥2[R]− Λ≥2[g
ij ]vivj + 2Λ≥2[g

0i]
√

1 + |v|2 − 2Λ≥1[g
0i]viΛ1[v0]. (3.45)

Moreover,

v0 = gα0v
α, vi = giαvα, =⇒ Λ≥2[v0] = −Λ≥2[v

0] + h0iΛ≥2[v
i] + h0iΛ1[v

i], (3.46)

Λ≥2[v
i] = Λ≥2[g

i0v0] + Λ≥2[g
ij ]vj = gi0Λ≥2[v0] + Λ≥2[g

i0Λ≤1[v0]] + Λ≥2[g
ij ]vj. (3.47)
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For any fixed v, we define the following two quantities

Zα,n :=
∑

L∈∇α
xPn

2m/2−d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−2δ0m
[
‖〈v〉−1L(Λ≥2[v

0])‖L2
xL

∞
v

+ 〈t〉1/6‖〈v〉−1∂γL(Λ≥2[v
0])‖L2

xL
∞
v

]
, (3.48)

Z̃α,n :=
∑

L∈∇α
xPn

22m−d(|L|+2,‖L‖−|L2|)δ0m−2δ0m‖〈v〉−1L(Λ≥2[v
0])‖L∞

x,v
. (3.49)

Wα,n :=
∑

L∈∇α
xPn

2m/2−d(|L|+1,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−2δ0m
[(
‖〈v〉−1L(Λ≥2[v0])‖L2

xL
∞
v
+ ‖〈v〉−1L(Λ≥2[v

i])‖L2
xL

∞
v

)

+ 2m/6
(
‖〈v〉−1∂γL(Λ≥2[v0])‖L2

xL
∞
v
+ ‖〈v〉−1∂γL(Λ≥2[v

i])‖L2
xL

∞
v

)]
, (3.50)

W̃α,n :=
∑

L∈∇α
xPn

22m−d(|L|+2,‖L‖−|L|)δ0m−2δ0m
(
‖〈v〉−1L(Λ≥2[v0])‖L∞

x,v
+

∑

i=1,2,3

‖〈v〉−1L(Λ≥2[v
i])‖L∞

x,v

)
.

(3.51)
By using a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.6 and the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6,
the following estimate holds for any fixed v ∈ R3,

Z̃α,n + W̃α,n .
∑

0≤l≤n,0≤|β|≤|α|

ǫ1(Z̃β,l + W̃β,l) + ǫ21,=⇒
∑

n∈[0,N0−5]∩Z,|α|∈[0,N0−n]∩Z

Z̃α,n + W̃α,n . ǫ21,

(3.52)

Zα,n +Wα,n .
∑

0≤l′≤n/2+2,|β|≤|α|

ǫ1
(
Z̃β,l′ + W̃β,l′

)
+

∑

0≤l≤n,|β|≤|α|

ǫ1
(
Zβ,l +Wβ,l

)
+ ǫ21

=⇒
∑

n∈[0,N0]∩Z,|α|∈[0,N0−n]∩Z

Zα,n +Wα,n . ǫ21. (3.53)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (3.42). �

Lemma 3.8. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any γ ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+, and any triple β ∈ Z3
+, for any i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, γ ∈

{0, 1, 2, 3}, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+,

2m/2−d(|L1|+1,‖L1‖−|L1|)δ0m
[(
‖〈v〉|β|+1L1∇β

v (Λ≥2[(v
0)−1])‖L2

xL
∞
v
+ ‖〈v〉|β|−1L1∇β

v (Λ≥2[v
0])‖L2

xL
∞
v

+‖〈v〉|β|−1L∇β
v (Λ≥2[v0])‖L2

xL
∞
v

)
+ 2m/6

(
‖〈v〉|β|+1∂γL1∇β

v (Λ≥2[(v
0)−1])‖L2

xL
∞
v

+‖〈v〉|β|−1∂γL1∇β
v (Λ≥2[v

0])‖L2
xL

∞
v

+‖〈v〉|β|−1∂γL∇β
v (Λ≥2[v0])‖L2

xL
∞
v

)]
+ 22m−d(|L2|+2,‖L2‖−|L2|)δ0m

(
‖〈v〉|β|+1L2∇β

v (Λ≥2[(v
0)−1])‖L∞

x,v

+ ‖〈v〉|β|−1L2∇β
v (Λ≥2[v

0])‖L∞
x,v

+ ‖〈v〉|β|−1L2∇β
v (Λ≥2[v0])‖L∞

x,v

)
. 22δ0mǫ21. (3.54)

Proof. Recall (3.41). Note that

(v0)−1 = (
√

1 + |v|2 + Λ1[v
0] + Λ≥2[v

0])−1.

Let

x := Λ1[v
0], y := Λ≥2[v

0], z := Λ≥2[(v
0)−1], w := Λ1[(v

0)−1] = −〈v〉−2Λ1[v
0] = −〈v〉−2x.

Hence, the following equality holds,
(
〈v〉−1 + z + w

)(
〈v〉+ x+ y

)
= 1, =⇒ 〈v〉z = −(x+ y)z − 〈v〉−1y − xw − yw. (3.55)

From the fixed point type formulations for Λ≥2[v0], Λ≥2[v
0], and Λ≥2[

(
v0
)−1

] in (3.45), (3.46),

(3.47), and (3.55) and the L2-type estimate and the L∞-type estimate (3.42) in Lemma 3.7, our
desired estimate (3.54) holds after using the same argument used in the proof of the estimates (3.42)
Lemma 3.7 and doing induction on the size of “ |β|”. �
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3.3. Estimates of the nonlinearities in Vlasov part. In the following lemma, we estimate the
energy of the cubic and higher order terms of the Vlasov part.

Lemma 3.9. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m], L ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn, ρ ∈ S, |ρ|+ |L| ≤ N0,
∑

i=1,3,4

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ≥3[N

L
ρ,i](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−1ωL

ρ (x, v)Λ≥3[N
L
ρ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

. 2−7m/6+3d(|L|+|c̃(ρ)|+3,|ρ|−|c̃(ρ)|)δ0mǫ31. (3.56)

Moreover, for any L ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn, ρ, ι ∈ S, s.t., |ι| = 1, |ρ|+ |L| ≤ N0 − 1, we have

‖ωL
ι◦ρ(x, v)Λ

ιΛ≥3[N
L
ρ,1](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−1ωL

ι◦ρ(x, v)Λ
ιΛ≥3[N

L
ρ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

. 2−2m+d(|L|+|c̃(ρ)|+4,|ρ|−|c̃(ρ)|)δ0m+δ0mǫ31. (3.57)

Proof. Recall (2.27–2.30). Note that, from the L∞
x,v−L2

x,v type bilinear estimate, the estimate (3.33)
in Lemma 3.6 and the estimate (3.42) in Lemma 3.7, we have

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ≥3[N

L
ρ,1](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−1ωL

ρ (x, v)Λ≥3[N
L
ρ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

.
(
‖vΛ≥2[(v

0)−1](t, x, v)‖L∞
x,v

+ ‖〈v〉−1(v0)−1Λ≥2[vαvβ∇xg
αβ ](t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

)

× ‖ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)‖L2
x,v

. 2−2m+d(|L|+|c̃(ρ)|+4,|ρ|−|c̃(ρ)|)δ0m+δ0mǫ31. (3.58)

By using the same strategy, our desired estimate (3.57) holds from the equality (2.23) and the
estimate of corresponding coefficients (2.24) in Lemma 2.2.

It remains to estimate NL
ρ,3 and NL

ρ,4. We use different strategies based on the possible size of
the number of vector fields acting on the Vlasov part.
• If |ρ1|+|L1| > |ρ|+|L|−5 Without further explanation, we let the vector fields be restricted
in the range listed in (2.30). Since there are at most six derivatives act on the metric component, we
use the decay of the perturbed metrics. As a result, from the L∞

x,v−L2
x,v type bilinear estimate, the

estimates of coefficients in (2.31), the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6, the estimate (3.42) in Lemma
3.7, and the estimate (3.54) in Lemma 3.8, the following estimate holds for the

‖cL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2L3;L̃1,L̃2

(x, v)Λ≥2[L̃1Γ2L2g
αβ(t, x+ tv̂)L̃2L3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

]
(t, x+ tv̂, v)Λρ1uΓ1L1(t, x, v)

×ωL
ρ (x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖ωL

ρ (x, v)c̃
L;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v)·∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)Λ≥2[L̃L2(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂, v)‖L2
x,v

.
∑

|ρ̃|+|L̃|≤|ρ|+|L|

(
‖Λ≥2[L̃1Γ2L2g

αβ ]‖L∞
x,v

+ ‖〈v〉−1Λ≥1[L̃2L3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

)
](t)‖L∞

x,v

×‖L̃1Γ2L2g
αβ(t, x)‖L∞

x,v
+ ‖Λ≥2[L̃L2(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂)‖L∞
x,v

+‖〈v〉−1Λ≥2[L̃2L3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

)
](t)‖L∞

x,v

)
‖ωL̃

ρ̃ (x, v)Λ
ρ̃uL̃(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

.2−2m+3d(|L|+|c̃(ρ)|+3,|ρ|−|c̃(ρ)|)δ0mǫ31.
(3.59)

• If |ρ1|+ |L1| ≤ |ρ|+ |L| − 5.
For this case, we use the decay of the density of the Vlasov part. From the L2

xL
∞
v − L∞

x L
2
v type

estimate, the decay estimate of density function type (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, and the estimate (3.54)
in Lemma 3.8, we have

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)c

L;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2L3;L̃1,L̃2

(x, v)Λ≥2[L̃1Γ2L2g
αβ(t, x+ tv̂)L̃2L3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

)
](t, x+ tv̂, v)

×Λρ1uΓ1L1(t, x, v)‖L2
x,v

+‖ωL
ρ (x, v)c̃

L;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)Λ≥2[L̃L2(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂, v)‖L2
x,v
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.
∑

|ρ̃|+|L̃|≤N0−5

(
‖Λ≥2[L̃1Γ2L2g

αβ(t, x+ tv̂)L̃2L3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

]
(t, x, v)]‖L2

xL
∞
v

+‖Λ≥2[L̃L2(v
0)−1](t, x)‖L2

xL
∞
v

)
‖〈v〉−20ωL̃

ρ̃ (x− tv̂, v)Λρ̃uL̃(t, x− tv̂, v)‖L∞
x L2

v

. 2−2m+3d(|L|+|c̃(ρ)|+3,|ρ|−|c̃(ρ)|)δ0mǫ31. (3.60)

By using a similar strategy, the following estimate holds from the decay estimate of density
function type (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6, the estimate (3.42) in Lemma
3.7, the estimate (3.54) in Lemma 3.8, and the L2-type bilinear estimate (3.22) in Lemma 3.4,

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)c

L̃
ρ (x, v)Λ≥2[

(
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xL̃Lgαβ

)
](t, x+ tv̂, v) ·Dvu(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

. 2m
(
‖∇xL̃Lgαβ‖L2

x
‖〈v〉−2Λ≥1[

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

)
](t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v
+ ‖Λ≥2[∇xL̃Lgαβ ](t, x, v)‖L2

x

)

×‖〈v〉2ωL
ρ (x, v)∇α

x,vΛ
ρ1uL(t, x− tv̂, v)‖L∞

x L2
v

. 2−7m/6+3d(|L|+|c̃(ρ)|+3,|ρ|−|c̃(ρ)|)δ0mǫ31. (3.61)

To sum up, our desired estimate (3.56) holds from the estimates (3.60–3.61).
�

Now, we estimate the quadratic terms of the Vlasov part.

Lemma 3.10. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds

for any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m], m ∈ Z+, L, L̃ ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn, ρ, ι, κ ∈ S, s.t., |ι| = 1, |ρ| + |L| ≤ N0,

|κ|+ |L̃| ≤ |ρ|+ |L| − 1,
∑

i=1,4

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ2[N

L
ρ,i](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖ωL̃

ι◦κ(x, v)Λ2[Λ
ι
N

L̃
κ,i](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

+ ‖〈v〉−1ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ2[N

L
ρ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−1ωL̃

ι◦κ(x, v)Λ2[Λ
ι
N

L̃
κ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

. 2−m+H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(4)δ0mǫ21.

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ2[N

L
ρ,3](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖ωL̃

ι◦κ(x, v)Λ2[Λ
ι
N

L̃
κ,3](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

. 2−m/2+H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(4)δ0mǫ21.

(3.62)

Moreover, for the second part of non-linearity, NL
ρ,2(t, x, v), the following improved estimate holds

if we allow some loss of decay in (x, v),

‖〈v〉−3〈|x|〉−1ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ2[N

L
ρ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−3〈|x|〉−1ωL̃

ι◦κ(x, v)Λ2[Λ
ι
N

L̃
κ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

. 2−2m+H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(4)δ1mǫ21. (3.63)

Proof. Recall (2.27-2.28). From the L∞
x,v−L2

x,v type bilinear estimate, the estimate (3.17) in Lemma
3.3, the estimate of corresponding coefficients (2.24) in Lemma 2.2, we have

‖ωL̃
ι◦κ(x, v)Λ2[Λ

ι
N

L̃
κ,1](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−1ωL̃

ι◦κ(x, v)Λ2[Λ
ι
N

L̃
κ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

+ ‖ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ2[N

L
ρ,1](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−1ωL

ρ (x, v)Λ2[N
L
ρ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

.
∑

Γ∈P1,|Γ|+|ρ|+|L|≤N0

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)‖L2
x,v

(
‖〈v〉Λ1[Γ(v

0)−1](t, x, v)‖L∞
x,v

+ ‖〈v〉−1(v0)−1Λ1[vαvβ∇xΓg
αβ ](t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

)
. 2−m+H(L,ρ)δ0m+(H(1)δ1+2γ)mǫ21.

(3.64)

Next, we estimate NL
ρ,3(t, x, v). Recall (2.29). From the L2

xL
∞ − L∞

x L
2
v type bilinear estimate,

the decay estimate of the density type function (3.3) in Lemma 3.1 and the estimate of coefficients
in (2.31), we have

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ2[N

L
ρ,3](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖ωL̃

ι◦κ(x, v)Λ2[Λ
ι
N

L̃
κ,3](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
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. 2−m/2+H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(4)δ0mǫ21. (3.65)

Lastly, we estimate NL
ρ,4(t, x, v). Recall (2.30). If |ρ1| + |L̃1| ≥ 10 or |ρ| + |L| ≤ N0 − 10, then

the following estimate holds from the L∞
x,v −L2

x,v type bilinear estimate, the estimate of coefficients
in (2.31) and the decay estimate in (3.17) in Lemma 3.3,

‖cL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2L3;L̃1,L̃2

(x, v)Λ1[L̃1Γ2L2g
αβ(t, x+ tv̂)L̃2L3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

)
(t, x+ tv̂, v)]Λρ1uΓ1L1(t, x, v)

×ωL
ρ (x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖ωL

ρ (x, v)c̃
L;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)Λ1[L̃L2(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂, v)‖L2
x,v

. 2−m+H(L,ρ)δ0m+(H(1)δ1+2γ)mǫ21. (3.66)

If |ρ1|+ |L̃1| ≤ 10 and |ρ|+ |L| ≥ N0 − 10, we do dyadic decomposition for the metric component.
As an example, we have

∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)Λ1[L̃L2(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂, v) =
∑

k∈Z

Hk(t, x+ tv̂, v),

Hk(t, x+ tv̂, v) = ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)Pk(Λ1[L̃L2(v

0)−1])(t, x + tv̂, v). (3.67)

On one hand, the following estimate holds from the L∞
x,v − L2

x,v type bilinear estimate and the

L∞ −→ L2 type Sobolev embedding,

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)c̃

L;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v)Hk(t, x+ tv̂, v)‖L2
x,v

. 2(1−γ)k+H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ21. (3.68)

On the other hand, form the L2
xL

∞
v −L∞

x L
2
v type bilinear estimate, the decay estimate of the density

type function (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, the first estimate in (3.17) in Lemma 3.3 and the estimate of
coefficients in (2.31), we have

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)c̃

L;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v)Hk(t, x+ tv̂, v)‖L2
x,v

.
∑

ι∈S,|ι|≤4

2−k/2+γk−3m/2+H(L1,ι◦ρ1)δ0m

×min{2H(L2,ρ2)δ0m, 2H(|L2|+|ρ2|)δ1m + 2k+H(L2,ρ2)δ0m + 2m+k
1|ρ2|+|L2|=N0

}ǫ21. (3.69)

Combining the above two estimates (3.68) and (3.69), we have

‖ωL
ρ (x, v)c̃

L;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)Λ1[L̃L2(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂, v)‖L2
x,v

. 2−m+H(L,ρ)δ0m+(H(1)δ1+2γ)mǫ21. (3.70)

Following the same strategy, we have

‖cL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2L3;L̃1,L̃2

(x, v)Λ1[L̃1Γ2L2g
αβ(t, x+ tv̂)L̃2L3

(
(2v0)−1vαvβ

)
(t, x+ tv̂, v)]Λρ1uΓ1L1(t, x, v)

× ωL
ρ (x, v)‖L2

x,v
. 2−m+H(L,ρ)δ0m+(H(1)δ1+2γ)mǫ21. (3.71)

To sum up, our desired estimate (3.62) holds from the estimates (3.64–3.66) and (3.70–3.71).
• Proof of the desired estimate (3.63).
Recall (2.28). The main idea is to exploit the decay rate of the distance with respect to the light

cone. More precisely, the following identity holds,

(∂t,∇x) =
∑

Γ∈P1

aΓ(t, x)Γ, aΓ(t, x) = cΓ(t, x)(|t|2 − |x|2)−1 (3.72)

where cΓ(t, x) are some uniquely determined coefficients and satisfy the following estimate

|cΓ(t, x)| ≤ |t|+ |x|, |aΓ(t, x)| ≤
∣∣|t| − |x|

∣∣−1
. (3.73)

Note that the following point-wise estimate holds,

〈|t| − |x+ tv̂|〉−1〈|x|〉−1〈|v|〉−2 . 2−m. (3.74)
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From the above estimate, the L∞
x,v − L2

x,v type bilinear estimate, and the decay estimate in (3.17)
in Lemma 3.3, we have

‖〈v〉−3〈|x|〉−1ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ2[N

L
ρ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖〈v〉−3〈|x|〉−1ωL̃

ι◦κ(x, v)Λ2[Λ
ι
N

L̃
κ,2](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

.
∑

Γ1,Γ2∈P1,|Γ1|+|ρ|+|L|≤N0

2−m‖〈v〉−1(v0)−1Λ1[vαvβΓ2Γ1g
αβ ](t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v
‖ωL

ρ (x, v)Λ
ρuL(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

. 2−2m+H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(4)δ1mǫ21. (3.75)

Hence finishing the proof of desired estimate (3.63). �

3.4. Estimates of cubic and higher order terms of the metric part.

Lemma 3.11. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj , ϑmn}, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+, L ∈ Pn, n ∈ [0, N0], l ∈ [0, N0 − n] ∩ Z,

‖L(Λ≥2[Hiγ ]∂i∂γhαβ)− Λ≥2[Hiγ ]∂i∂γLhαβ‖El
+ ‖LΛ≥3[Nwa

αβ ]‖El
+ ‖Rh̃;L

mt;s(t)‖El

. 2−7m/6+d(n+4,0)δ0mǫ31. (3.76)

Proof. Recall (2.35), (1.7) and (1.8). We have

LΛ≥3[(g
00)−1Pαβ ] =

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L

L̃1(Λ≥1[(g
00)−1])L̃2Pαβ +

∑

L1◦L2◦L3�L

cL1
L2L3

Λ≥1[L1(g
γµgλν)]

×
[(

− ∂αL2hµλ∂βL3hγν
)
+

1

2
L2∂αhµγ∂βL3hλν

]
,

LΛ≥3[(g
00)−1Qαβ ] =

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L

L̃1(Λ≥1[(g
00)−1])L̃2Qαβ − L(Λ≥3[Qαβ ]),

L(Λ≥2[Hiγ ]∂i∂γhαβ)− Λ≥2[Hiγ ]∂i∂γLhαβ =
∑

L1◦L2�L,L2≺L

cLL1L2
L1(Λ≥2[Hiγ ])∂i∂γL2hαβ . (3.77)

From the volume of support of the output frequency, the L2 −L2 −L∞ type trilinear estimate, and
the L2 −L∞ −L∞ type trilinear estimate and the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6, we know that the
following estimate holds after putting the input with the highest order derivative in L2,

‖L(Λ≥2[Hiγ ]∂i∂γhαβ)− Λ≥2[Hiγ ]∂i∂γLhαβ‖El
+ ‖LΛ≥3[Nwa

αβ ]‖El

. 2−3m/2+d(n+4,l)δ0mǫ31 +
∑

k∈Z,k≤0

2−k−/2+γk−+d(n+4,0)δ0mmin{2−3m/2, 23k/22−m/2}ǫ31

. 2−7m/6+d(n+4,0)δ0mǫ31.

(3.78)

Recall the formula of “Rh̃;L
mt;s” in (2.46). Our desired estimate (3.76) follows from the above estimate

(3.78) and the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6. �

Lemma 3.12. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+, L ∈ Pn, n ∈ [0, N0], l ∈ [0, N0 − n] ∩ Z,

‖Λ≥3[LN vl
αβ]‖El

. 2−3m/2+2d(|L|+4,l)δ0mǫ31. (3.79)

Proof. Recall (2.35). We have

Λ≥3[LN vl
αβ] =

∑

L̃�L

cLL̃L̃
(
− Λ≥3[Tαβ(f)] +

1

2
Λ≥3[gαβT (f)]

)
, T (f) = gµνTµν(f),

Λ≥3[(g
00)−1gαβT(f)] = Λ≥2[(g

00)−1gαβ ]T(f) + Λ1[(g
00)−1gαβ ]Λ≥2[T(f)]

+ Λ0[(g
00)−1gαβ ]Λ≥3[T(f)]. (3.80)
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Since gαβT (f) and Tαβ(f) can be estimated in the same way, we only estimate Tαβ(f) in details

here. Recall (1.9). After doing dyadic decomposition for inputs, for any L̃ � L and α ∈ Z3, s.t.,
|α| ≤ N0 − n, we have

Λ≥3[∇α
x L̃Tαβ(f)] =

∑

|µ|+|L1|+|L2|≤|L|
|α1|+|α2|≤|α|

cL̃,µL1L2

∫

R3

∇α1
x L1f(t, x, v)Λ≥2[∇α2

x L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
)
dv,

(3.81)

where cL̃,µL1L2
are some uniquely determined absolute constants whose precise values are not pursued

here.
Note that, from the L2 − L2 type bilinear estimate, the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6, and the

estimate (3.54) in Lemma 3.8, we have
∑

|α|≤N0−n

‖∇α
xΛ≥3[L̃Tαβ(f)]‖L1

x
.

∑

|α1|+|α2|≤N0−n

‖〈v〉−10∇α2
x Λ≥2[L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
)
‖L2

xL
∞
v

× ‖〈v〉20∇α1
x L1f(t, x, v)‖L2

xL
2
v
. 2−m/2+2e(|L|+4)δ0mǫ31. (3.82)

Moreover, from the orthogonality in L2, we have

‖
∫

R3

∇α1
x L1f(t)Λ≥2[∇α2

x L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
)
dv‖2L2

x

.
∑

k∈Z

‖
∫

R3

P≤k−10

(
∇α2

x Λ≥2[L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
)
Pk(∇α1

x L1f)(t)dv‖2L2
x

+‖
∫

R3

P≤k−10(∇α1
x L1f)(t)Pk

(
Λ≥2[∇α2

x L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
)
dv‖2L2

x

+
( ∑

|k1−k2|≤10

‖
∫

R3

Pk1(∇α1
x L1f)(t)Pk2

(
Λ≥2[∇α2

x L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
)
dv‖L2

x

)2
. (3.83)

Based on the possible size of |L1| and |L|, we separate into three cases as follow.
• If |L1| ≤ |L| − 5 From the estimate (3.4) in Lemma 3.1, the following estimate holds

‖
∫

R3

Pk1(∇α1
x L1f)(t, x, v)Pk2

(
Λ≥2[∇α2

x L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
))
dv‖L2

x

. 2−3m+e(|L|+4)δ0m+δ1k1−2k1,+ǫ1‖(1 + |v|)−10Pk2

(
Λ≥2[∇α2

x L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
))
‖L2

xL
∞
v
. (3.84)

• If |L1| ≥ |L| − 5 and |L| ≤ N0 − 5. From the estimate (3.4) in Lemma 3.1, the obtained
estimate (3.84) is also valid if k2 ≥ k1 − 10. It remains to consider the case k2 ≤ k1 − 10. From
the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6, and the estimate (3.54) in Lemma 3.8, after putting the metric
component in L∞

x,v, the following estimate holds if k2 ≤ k1 − 10,

‖
∫

R3

Pk1(∇α1
x L1f)(t, x, v)Pk2

(
Λ≥2[∇α2

x L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
))
dv‖L2

x

. 2−2m+e(|L|+4)δ0mǫ21‖〈v〉10Pk1(∇α1
x L1f)(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
. (3.85)

• If |L1| ≥ |L| − 5 and |L| ≥ N0 − 5. Note that we have |L2| ≤ 5 for this case. From
the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6, and the estimate (3.54) in Lemma 3.8, after putting the metric
component in L∞

x,v, the following estimate holds if k2 ≤ k1 − 10,

‖
∫

R3

Pk1(∇α1
x L1f)(t, x, v)Pk2

(
Λ≥2[∇α2

x L2

(
∇µ

v

( vαvβ

v0
√− det g

))
]
))
dv‖L2

x

. 2−2m+d(|L2|+4,|α2|)δ0m−10k2,+ǫ21‖〈v〉10Pk1(∇α1
x L1f)(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
. (3.86)
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To sum up, after combining the estimates (3.83–3.86), we have

‖∇α
xΛ≥3[L̃Tαβ(f)]‖L2

x
. 2−2m+2d(|L|+4,l)δ0mǫ31. (3.87)

Combinging the estimates (3.82) and (3.87), we have

‖Λ≥3[L̃Tαβ(f)]‖En .
∑

k≤−m

2(1+γ)k2−m/2+2d(|L|+4,l)δ0mǫ31 +
∑

k∈[−m,0]∩Z

2−k/2+γk2−2m+2d(|L|+4,l)δ0mǫ31

+ 2−2m+2d(|L|+4,l)δ0mǫ31 . 2−3m/2+2d(|L|+4,l)δ0mǫ31. (3.88)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (3.79). �

3.5. Estimates of wave-Vlasov type quadratic terms of the metric part. Recall (2.58).
In this subsection, we mainly estimate the wave-Vlasov type interaction in L2-type space, i.e.,

Λ≥2[N
h̃;L
vl ] and N h̃;L

vl;m. To this end, we first prove some bilinear estimates of general bilinear operators

defined as follows.
For any µ ∈ {+,−}, a, b, c ∈ R, k, k1, k2 ∈ Z, any symbol m ∈ ∪d∈RP

d
vMa;b,c, we define the

following two operators,

T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

eit|ξ|−itv̂·ηĥ(t, ξ − η, v)û(t, η, v)

×m(ξ − η, η, v)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)dηdv. (3.89)

Lemma 3.13. Assume that |t| ≥ 1, a, b, c, d ∈ R, k, k1, k2 ∈ Z, m ∈ P d
vMa;b,c. The following

estimate holds,

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 . 2ak+bk1+ck223min{k,k1,k2}/2+3k2/2‖m‖P d

v M
a;b,c‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞

v L2
ξ

×min{‖(1+ |x|+ |v|)d+10u(t, x, v)‖L2
x,v
,
∑

|α|≤2

|t|−22−2k2‖(1+ |x|+ |v|)d+10∇α
vu(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
}. (3.90)

‖T k
k1,k2(U, u)(t, ξ)‖L∞

ξ
. 2ak+bk1+ck223min{k1,k2}/2

×min{23min{k1,k2}/2‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞
ξ,v
, ‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞

v L2
ξ
}

×min{‖(1 + |v|)dû(t, ξ, v)‖L1
vL

∞
ξ
,
∑

|α|≤2

|t|−22−2k2‖(1 + |x|+ |v|)d+10∇α
v u(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
}. (3.91)

Proof. Recall (3.90). After using the volume of support of ξ, the L2 − L2 type bilinear estimate,
Minkowski inequality, and the volume of support of η, the following estimates hold,

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 . 2ak+bk1+ck2‖m‖P d

v M
a;b,c min{23k/2+3min{k1,k2}/2, 23k2}

× ‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞
v L2

ξ
‖(1 + |v|)dû(t, ξ, v)‖L1

vL
∞
ξ
. (3.92)

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L∞

ξ
. 2ak+bk1+ck223min{k1,k2}/2‖(1 + |v|)dû(t, ξ, v)‖L1

vL
∞
ξ

×min
{
23min{k1,k2}/2‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞

ξ,v
, ‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞

v L2
ξ

}
. (3.93)

On the other hand, we can do integration by parts in v twice. As a result, the following estimates
hold,

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 .

∑

|α|≤2

2ak+bk1+ck2 min{23k/2+3min{k1,k2}/2, 23min{k1,k2}}2−2k2 |t|−2‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c

× ‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞
v L2

ξ
‖(1 + |x|+ |v|)d+10∇α

vu(t, x, v)‖L2
xL

2
v
. (3.94)

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L∞

ξ
.

∑

|α|≤2

2ak+bk1+ck223min{k1,k2}/2−2m−2k2‖(1 + |x|+ |v|)d+10∇α
vu(t, x, v)‖L2

xL
2
v

×min{23min{k1,k2}/2‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞
ξ,v
, ‖ĥ(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L∞

v L2
ξ
}. (3.95)



34 XUECHENG WANG

Therefore, our desired estimate (3.90) holds from the estimates (3.92) and (3.94) and the desired
estimate (3.91) holds from the estimates (3.93) and (3.95).

�

By exploiting the distance with respect to the light cone, in the following Lemma, we show that
we can trade one derivative of the wave part for the decay rate 2−m over time for the wave-Vlasov
type interaction.

Lemma 3.14. Assume that t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+, a, b, c, d ∈ R, k, k1, k2 ∈ Z, m ∈
P d
vMa;b,c, min{k1, k2} ≥ −m + δ1m, then the following estimate holds for the bilinear operator

defined in (3.89),

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P

2−m23k22ak+bk1+ck2‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c

(
2−k1‖Pk1

(
Γh

)
(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

+ 2−2k1‖Pk1(∂th)‖L2
x,v

)
‖Pk2(u)(t, x, v)(1 + |x|5 + |v|3/δ1+d)‖L2

x,v
. (3.96)

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P

2−m23min{k,k2}−/22ak+bk1+ck2‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c

(
2−k1‖Pk1

(
Γh

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

+ 2−2k1‖Pk1(∂th)‖L∞
x,v

)
‖Pk2(u)(t, x, v)(1 + |x|5 + |v|3/δ1+d)‖L2

x,v
. (3.97)

Proof. Note that, after applying the equality (3.72) for F−1
ξ [ĥ(t, ξ)ψk1(ξ)](t, x, v), we have

F−1
ξ [e−it|ξ|T k

k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)](x) =
∑

Γ∈P

∫

R3

∫

R3

K(x1, x2, v)uk2(t, x− x1 − x2 − tv̂, v)

× aΓ(t, x− x1) · Γ
(
F−1
ξ [−iξ|ξ|−2ĥ(t, ξ)ψk1(ξ)]

)
(t, x− x1, v)dx1x2dv, (3.98)

where

K(x, y, v) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

eix·ξ+iy·ηm(ξ − η, η, v)ψ[k1−4,k1+4](ξ − η)ψ[k2−4,k2+4](η)ψk(ξ)dξdη.

By doing integration by parts in ξ and η many times, we know that the following pointwise
estimate holds for the kernel if k2 ≤ k1 + 10,

|K(x, y, v)| . ‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c2ak+bk1+ck2(1 + |v|)d23k+3k2(1 + 2k|x|)−20/δ1(1 + 2min{k1,k2}|y|)−20/δ1 .

(3.99)
If k2 ≥ k1 + 10, then we first switch the role of ξ − η and η and then do integration by parts in ξ
and η many times. As a result, the following estimate holds for the kernel,

|K(x, y, v)| . ‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c2ak+bk1+ck2(1 + |v|)d23k+3k1(1 + 2k|x+ y|)−20/δ1(1 + 2min{k1,k2}|y|)−20/δ1 .

(3.100)
Note that the following estimate holds if min{k1, k2} ≥ −m+ δ1m,

(1+ |t−(x−x1)|)(1+ |x−x1−x2− tv̂|)(1+2min{k1,k2}(|x1|+ |x2|))20/δ1(1+ |v|)5/(2δ1 ) ≥ |t|. (3.101)

Hence, recall (3.98), our desired estimate (3.96) follows directly from the above estimate, the esti-
mate (3.73), and the estimate of kernel in (3.99).

Now, we proceed to the proof of the desired estimate (3.97). From the estimates of kernel in
(3.99) and (3.100), we have

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P

2−m‖Pk2(u)(t, x, v)(1 + |x|+ |v|5/(2δ1))‖L2
x,v

×‖Γ
(
∇|∇|−2Pk1h

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v
‖(1 + 2min{k1,k2}|z2|)10/δ1(1 + |v|)−dK(z1, z2, v)‖L∞

v L1
z1,z2

.
∑

Γ∈P

2−m2ak+bk1+ck2‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c‖Γ
(
∇|∇|−2Pk1h

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

× ‖Pk2(u)(t, x, v)(1 + |x|+ |v|5/(2δ1))‖L2
x,v
. (3.102)
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Note that, as a result of direct computation, for any Γ ∈ {S,Ωij , Li, ∂xi}, we have

‖Γ
(
∇|∇|−2Pk1h

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v
. ‖∇|∇|−2Pk1

(
Γh

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v
+ ‖[Γ,∇|∇|−2Pk1 ]

(
h
)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

. 2−k1‖Pk1

(
Γh

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v
+ 2−2k1‖Pk1(∂th)‖L∞

x,v
. (3.103)

Therefore, from the above two estimates, to prove (3.97), it would be sufficient to consider the
case min{k, k2} ≤ 1. Based on the relative size of k1 and k2, we split into two cases as follow.
• If k2 ≤ k1 + 10. From the pointwise estimate (3.101) and the estimate of kernel K(z1, z2, v)
in (3.99), we have

|F−1
ξ [e−it|ξ|T k

k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)](x)| .
∑

Γ∈P

2ak+bk1+ck22−m‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c‖Γ
(
∇|∇|−2Pk1h

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

×‖u(t, x, v)(1+|x|5+|v|3/δ1+d)‖L2
x,v

23k+3k2
( ∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

(1+2k|x−y|)−10/δ1m̃(t, y, z)dydz
)
, (3.104)

where

m̃(t, y, z) :=

∫

R3

(1 + 2min{k1,k2}|y − z − tv̂|)−10/δ1(1 + |v|10 + |z|4)−1dv. (3.105)

From the estimates (3.104) , the following estimate holds from the Minkowski inequality,

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P

23min{k,k2}/22ak+bk1+ck22−m‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c‖Γ
(
∇|∇|−2Pk1h

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

× ‖Pk2(u)(t, x, v)(1 + |x|5 + |v|3/δ1+d)‖L2
x,v
. (3.106)

• If k2 ≥ k1 + 10. From the estimate (3.100) , we have

|F−1
ξ [e−it|ξ|T k

k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)](x)| .
∑

Γ∈P

2ak+bk1+ck2‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c2−m‖Γ
(
∇|∇|−2Pk1h

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

×‖Pk2(u)(t, x, v)(1+|x|5+|v|3/δ1+d)‖L2
x,v

23k+3k1
( ∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

(1+2k|x−z−tv̂|)−10/δ1m̃(t, y, z)dydz
)
.

(3.107)
Recall (3.105). From the above estimate, the following estimate holds,

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P

23k/22ak+bk1+ck2‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c2−m‖Γ
(
∇|∇|−2Pk1h

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

× ‖Pk2(u)(t, x, v)(1 + |x|5 + |v|3/δ1+d)‖L2
x,v
. (3.108)

To sum up, from the estimate (3.106) and the estimate (3.108), the following estimate holds regard-
less the size of k1 − k2,

‖T k
k1,k2(h, u)(t, ξ)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P

23min{k,k2}/22ak+bk1+ck22−m‖m‖P d
v M

a;b,c‖Γ
(
∇|∇|−2Pk1h

)
(t, x, v)‖L∞

x,v

× ‖Pk2(u)(t, x, v)(1 + |x|5 + |v|3/δ1+d)‖L2
x,v
. (3.109)

To sum up, our desired estimate (3.97) holds from the estimates (3.102), (3.106), (3.103), and
(3.109).

�

In the following Lemma, by using the bilinear estimates obtained in previous Lemmas, we obtain
rough energy estimate for the wave-Vlasov type interaction in the Einstein equations.

Lemma 3.15. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], m ∈ Z+, L ∈ Pn, n ∈ [0, N0], l ∈ [0, N0 − n] ∩ Z,

2−k−/2+γk−+lk+‖Pk(N h̃;L
vl;m)(t)‖L2 . 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21 + 2−7m/6+3d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21,

‖N h̃;L
vl;m(t)‖El

. 2−m+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21.
(3.110)
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Proof. Recall (2.58) and the equation satisfied by the uL in (2.13) . Note that

Λ2[N
L
3 ](t, x, v) + Λ2[N

L
4 ](t, x, v) = ∇x ·QL

1 (t, x, v) +Dv ·QL
2 (t, x, v) +Q

L
3 (t, x, v), (3.111)

where

Q
L
1 (t, x, v) =

∑

L1◦L2�L

c̃LL1L2
(v)Λ1[L1(v

0)−1]L2f,

Q
L
2 (t, x, v) =

∑

L1◦L2�L

cL;j,lL1L2L3
(v)∂jL1g

αβL2fel,

Q
L
3 (t, x, v) =

∑

L1,L2∈Pn,L1◦L2�L

c̃LL1L2
(v) · ∇xΛ1[L1(v

0)−1]L2f.

(3.112)

By using the same strategy used in obtaining the estimates (3.62) and (3.63) in Lemma 3.10, the
following estimate holds for any ρ ∈ S s.t., |ρ|+ |L| ≤ N0,

‖〈v〉−3〈|x|〉−1ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ

ρ
Q

L
1 (t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
. 2−m+d(|c̃(ρ)|+|L|+1,|ρ|−|c̃(ρ)|)δ0mǫ21,∑

i=2,3

‖〈v〉−3〈|x|〉−1ωL
ρ (x, v)Λ

ρ
Q

L
i (t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
. 2−3m/2+d(|c̃(ρ)|+|L|+3,|ρ|−|c̃(ρ)|)δ0mǫ21.

(3.113)

From the equalities (2.13) and (3.111), we have

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξ
bLLαβ (v)k

h̃
αβ(ξ)∂tû

L(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) ψk(ξ)dv = Ik + IIk + IIIk,

where

Ik =
∑

i=3,4

∫

R3

e−it|ξ|−itv̂·ξbLLαβ (v)k
h̃
αβ(ξ)

̂Λ≥3[NL
i ](t, ξ, v) + Q̂L

3 (t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ|+ v̂ · ξ

) ψk(ξ)dv,

IIk =

∫

R3

e−it|ξ|bLLαβ (v)k
h̃
αβ(ξ)iξ ·

N̂L
1 (t, ξ, v) + Q̂L

1 (t, ξ, v)

i
(
|ξ|+ v̂ · ξ

) ψk(ξ)dv,

IIIk : = −
∫

R3

e−it|ξ|
(
N̂L

2 (t, ξ, v) + Q̂L
2 (t, ξ, v)

)
· ∇v

(bLLαβ (v)kh̃αβ(ξ)
i
(
|ξ|+ v̂ · ξ

) )
ψk(ξ)dv.

(3.114)

From the estimate (3.56) in Lemma 3.9, the estimate (3.63) in Lemma 3.10, and the estimate
(3.113), the following estimate holds from the volume of support of ξ if k ≤ 0 and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality,

∑

k∈Z

2−k−/2+γk−+lk+
(∥∥Ik

∥∥
L2 +

∥∥IIIk
∥∥
L2

)

.
∑

k∈Z

2−k−/2+γk−2−k+3k−/2
(
2−7m/6+3d(|L|+3,l)δ0mǫ31 + 2−2m+d(|L|+3,l)δ0mǫ21

)

. 2−7m/6+3d(|L|+3,l)δ0mǫ21.

(3.115)

Similarly, from the estimate (3.62) in Lemma 3.10 and the estimate (3.113), the following estimates
hold from the volume of support of “ξ” if k ≤ 0 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

2−k−/2+γk−+lk+
∥∥IIk

∥∥
L2 . 2−k−/2+γk−23k−/2

( ∑

ρ∈S,|ρ|≤l,c̃(ρ)=0

‖〈v〉10Λρ
Q

L
1 (t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

+ ‖〈v〉10RL
ρ,1(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

)
. 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21. (3.116)

Our desired estimates in (3.110) hold from the decomposition (3.114) and the estimates (3.115)
and (3.116). �
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Lemma 3.16. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any k ∈ Z, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], m ∈ Z+, L ∈ Pn, n ∈ [0, N0], l ∈ [0, N0 − n] ∩ Z,

2−k−/2+γk−+lk+‖Λ2[Pk(LN vl
αβ)]‖L2 . 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21 + 2−3m/2ǫ21,

‖Λ2[Pk(LN vl
αβ)]‖El

. 2−m+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21.
(3.117)

Proof. Recall (2.35). Since gαβT (f) can be estimated in the same way as the estimate of Tαβ(f),
we only handle Tαβ(f) in details here.

Recall the equality (3.81). For fixed Li ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn, i ∈ {1, · · · , 4}, s.t., L1 ◦L2 � L,L3 ◦L4 � L2,
we do dyadic decomposition for both inputs and have the decomposition as follows,

Pk

( ∫

R3

L1f(t, x, v)Λ1[L3

( 1√− det g

)
L4

(
∇β

v

(vµvν
v0

))
]dv

)
=

∑

(k1,k2)∈∪i=1,2,3χi
k

Hk
k1,k2 ,

where

Hk
k1,k2 =

∫

R3

Pk

[
Pk1(L1f)(t, x, v)Pk2(Λ1[L3

( 1√− det g

)
L4

(
∇β

v

(vµvν
v0

))
])
]
dv. (3.118)

• If |L1| ≤ |L| − 5. From the estimate (3.90) in Lemma 3.13, the following estimate holds,

‖Hk
k1,k2‖L2 .

∑

ρ∈S,|ρ|≤N0−(|L1|+3),|L|≤|L2|,|γ|≤3

23min{k,k1,k2}/2−k2−(N0−n+2)k1,+23k1/2 min{1, 2−2m−2k1}

× ‖Pk2U
Lhαβ‖L2‖〈|x| + |v|〉20Λρ∇γ

vu
L1f (t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
(3.119)

• If |L1| > |L| − 5 and |L| ≤ N0 − 5. Note that, the following estimate holds from the
L2−L∞ type bilinear estimate by putting the perturbed metric component in L∞ and the estimate
(3.17) in Lemma 3.3 if k2 ≤ k − 10,

‖Hk
k1,k2‖L2 . min{2k2 , 2−m}2−γk2+H(|L2|+1)δ1m+1.1γm−4k2,+ǫ1

×min{‖〈|v|〉4Pk1(L1f)(t, x, v)‖L2
x,v
, 23k1/2‖〈|v|〉4ûL1(t, ξ, v)ψk1(ξ)‖L1

vL
∞
ξ
}. (3.120)

If k2 ≥ k − 10, then the following estimate holds from the estimate (3.90) in Lemma 3.13,

‖Hk
k1,k2‖L2 . 23k1−k2−2k1,++H(N0)δ0mmin{1, 2−2m−2k1}ǫ1‖Pk2U

Lhαβ‖L2 . (3.121)

• If |L1| > |L| − 5 and |L| ≥ N0 − 5. For this case we have l ≤ 5 and |L2| ≤ 5. Note that
the obtained estimate (3.120) is also valid if k2 ≤ k − 10.

It would be sufficient to consider the case k2 ≥ k − 10, i.e., (k1, k2) ∈ χ1
k ∪ χ2

k. From the
volume of support of the output frequency and inputs frequency, the following estimate holds if
k1 ≤ −99m/100,

‖Hk
k1,k2‖L2 . 23min{k,k1}/2+3k1/2−k2‖ÛLhαβ (t, ξ)ψk2(ξ)‖L2

ξ
‖〈v〉4ûL1(t, ξ, v)‖L1

vL
∞
ξ

(3.122)

If k1 ≥ −99m/100, then the following estimate holds from the estimate (3.97) in Lemma 3.14
and the estimate (3.17) in Lemma 3.3,

‖Hk
k1,k2‖L2 . 23k/2−20k2,+2−2m−k2+d(|L|+3,0)δ0mǫ21. (3.123)

To sum up, in whichever case, from the above obtained estimates (3.119–3.123), for any fixed
k ∈ Z,we have

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

2−k−/2+γk−+lk+‖Hk
k1,k2‖L2 . 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21 + 2−3m/2ǫ21. (3.124)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (3.117).
�
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3.6. Estimates of wave-wave type quadratic terms of the metric part. In this subsection,
we first prove several bilinear estimates for the wave-wave type interaction and then give a fixed
time energy estimate for the wave-wave type quadratic terms of the metric part.

We remark that there are two major differences between the desired bilinear estimates and the
general L2 − L∞ type rough bilinear estimate. Firstly, we pay attention to the smallest frequency
among the output frequency and the frequencies of the two inputs. Because of the delicate structure
of energy spaces at the low frequency part, the gain of the factor 2min{k,k1,k2}/2 is crucial. Secondly,
we pay attention to the hierarchy of growth rates for different orders of vector fields applied, which
is very subtle and also crucial to close the bootstrap argument.

3.6.1. Set-up of bilinear estimates. For any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], m ∈ Z+, L1, L2 ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn, k ∈
Z, i ∈ {1, 2}, we assume that the following estimates hold,

∑

k∈Z

(Ai(k,m,L1;L2))
−2‖RαPk(L2f

L1
i )(t)‖2L2 . 1, Ai(k,m,L1) := Ai(k,m,L1; Id),

‖f̂i(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L∞
ξ

. C(k,m),

(3.125)

where fL1
i is some input depends on the input fi and the vector field L1, e.g., L1hαβ , ŨL1hαβ , and

˜
U h̃L1 . Moreover, the following hierarchy holds for Ai(k,m,L1;L2), i ∈ {1, 2},

Ai(k,m, L̃1; L̃2) ≤ Ai(k,m,L1;L2), if L̃1 � L1, L̃2 � L2. (3.126)

Given any fixed m≫ 1, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, (k1, k2) ∈ χ1
k∪χ2

k∪χ3
k, L1, L2 ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn,

s.t., |L1|+ |L2| ≤ N0, and any f, g satisfy the estimates in (3.125), we define the following bilinear
operator,

Tk,k1,k2(RαL1f1, RβL2f2)(t, x) =

∫

R3

∫

R3

Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2)

× Pk1Rα(L1f1)(x− x1)Pk2Rβ(L2f2)(x− x1 − x2)dx1dx2,
(3.127)

where the kernel Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2) is defined as follows,

Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

eix1·ξ+ix2·ηk(ξ−η, η)ψk(ξ)ψ[k1−4,k1+4](ξ−η)ψ[k2−4,k2+4](η)dξdη, (3.128)

and the following estimate holds for the above defined kernlel

‖Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2)‖L1
x1,x2

≤ C(K). (3.129)

For any i ∈ {1, 2}, L ∈ ∇α
xPn, we also define the following quantities for convenience in notation,

Di(m,k) :=
∑

Γ1,Γ2∈{Ωij}

23k/2C(k,m) + 2−m/3−k/3Ai(k,m, Id; Γ1 ◦ Γ2

)
,

Ci(k,m,L) :=
∑

Γ1,Γ2∈{Ωij}

(Ai(k,m,L; Γ1))
1−δ21 (Ai(k,m,L; Γ1 ◦ Γ2))

δ21 .
(3.130)

With the above notation, from the estimate (3.7) in Lemma 3.2, the following estimate holds if
k ≥ −m and |L| ≤ N0 − 2,

‖RαPk(f
L
i )(t, x)ψ≥m−10(|x|)‖L∞

x
. 2−m+k/2Ci(k,m,L),

‖RαPk(fi)(t, x)ψ≥m−10(|x|)‖L∞
x

. 2−m+k/2Di(m,k).
(3.131)
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3.6.2. Bilinear estimates. In the following Lemma, based on the possible room of allowing maximum
number of vector fields, we provide several L2-type bilinear estimates for the bilinear operator defined
in previous subsubsection.

Lemma 3.17. The following estimate holds for the bilinear form defined in (3.127),

‖Tk,k1,k2(Rαf
L1
1 , Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x)‖L2

x
. 23min{k,k1,k2}/2C(K)A1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2). (3.132)

Moreover, if min{k1, k2} ≥ −m+δ1m and the kernel Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2) satisfies the following estimate,

‖Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2)ψ≥−m+δ1m(|x1|+ |x2|)‖L1
x1,x2

∩L∞
x1,x2

≤ 2−10mC(K). (3.133)

Then then following estimate holds if |L1| ≤ N0 − 2, ⋆ ∈ {≤ m− 10,≥ m+ 10},

‖Tk,k1,k2(Rαf
L1
1 , Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x)ψ⋆(x)‖L2

x
. 23min{k,k1,k2}/2C(K)A2(k2,m,L2)

×min
{ ∑

Γ1,Γ2∈P1

2−2m−2k1A1(k1,m,L1; Γ1 ◦ Γ2) + 2−m−3k1‖Pk1(�f
L1
1 )‖L2

+ 2−2m−4k1‖Pk1(�Γ1f
L1
1 )‖L2 ,

∑

Γ∈P1

2−m−k1A1(k1,m,L1; Γ) + 2−m−3k1‖Pk1(�f
L1
1 )‖L2

}
.

(3.134)

If |L1| ≤ N0−1 and |L2| ≤ N0−1, then the following estimate holds for ⋆ ∈ {≤ m−10,≥ m+10},

‖Tk,k1,k2(Rαf
L1
1 , Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x)ψ⋆(x)‖L2

x

.
∏

i=1,2

23min{k,k1,k2}/2C(K)
( ∑

Γ∈P1

2−m−k1Ai(ki,m,Li; Γ) + 2−m−3ki‖Pki(�f
Li
i )‖L2

)
. (3.135)

Moreover, for the close to the light cone case, the following rough estimate holds,

‖Tk,k1,k2(Rαf
L1
1 , Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2

x

. 2−m+min{k,k1,k2}/2C(K)C1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2).
(3.136)

In particular, if |L1| = 0, then we have

‖Tk,k1,k2(Rαf
L1
1 , Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2

x
. 2−m+min{k,k1,k2}/2C(K)D1(m,k1)A2(k2,m,L2).

(3.137)

Proof. Recall (3.127) and the estimate of kernel in (3.129). For fixed x1, x2 ∈ R3, we use the L2−L∞

type bilinear estimate and the L∞ −→ L2 type Sobolev embedding. As a result, we have

‖Tk,k1,k2(Rαf
L1
1 , Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x)‖L2

x
. 23min{k1,k2}/2C(K)A1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2). (3.138)

Alternatively, the following estimate holds from first using the volume of support of ξ and then
using the L2 − L2 type bilinear estimate,

‖Tk,k1,k2(Rαf
L1
1 , Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x)‖L2

x
. 23k/2C(K)A1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2). (3.139)

Hence the desired estimate (3.132) holds from the estimates (3.138) and (3.139).
Now we proceed to prove our desired estimates (3.134) and (3.135), which are the the far away

from the light cone cases. From the estimate of kernel in (3.133), we can restrict ourself to the case
|x1| + |x2| ≤ 2m−δ1m. More precisely, by using the same strategy used in obtaining the estimate
(3.132), we have

∣∣
∫

|x1|+|x2|≥2m−δ1m
Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2)Pk1(Rαf

L1
1 )(x− x1)Pk2(Rβf

L2
2 )(x− x1 − x2)dx1dx2

∣∣

. 2−10m+3min{k,k1,k2}/2C(K)A1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2). (3.140)
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Hence x − x1 and x − x1 − x2 are also localized away from the light cone if |x1| + |x2| ≤ 2m−δ1m.
From the equality (3.72), the following equalities hold if |L1| ≤ N0 − 1,

Pk1Rα(f
L1
1 )(t, x) =

∑

Γ∈P1

−aΓ(t, x) · Γ∇x|∇|−2(Pk1Rα(f
L1
1 )),

Γ∇x|∇|−2(Pk1Rα(f
L1
1 )) = Tα,1

Γ,k1
∂αf

L1
1 +∇x|∇|−2Pk1Rα(Γf

L1
1 ) + Tα,2

Γ,k1
∂2t f

L1
1 ,

(3.141)

where Tα,1
Γ,k1

∈ S−2, Tα,2
Γ,k1

∈ S−3 are some uniquely determined Fourier multiplier operator such that

Tα,2
Γ,k1

= 0 if α 6= 0.

If |L1| ≤ N0−2, then we can do the process of trading derivatives for vector fields one more time
in (3.141). As a result, we have

∇x|∇|−2Pk1Rα(Γf
L1
1 ) + Tα,1

Γ,k1
∂αf

L1
1 + Tα,2

Γ,k1
∆fL1

1 =
∑

Γ̃∈P

−aΓ̃(t, x)
[
T̃α,1

Γ̃,Γ,k1
∂α(Γ̃Γf

L1
1 )

+ T̃α,2

Γ̃,Γ,k1
∂α(Γ̃f

L1
1 ) + T̃α,3

Γ̃,Γ,k1
∂2t (Γf

L1
1 ) + T̃α,4

Γ̃,Γ,k1
∂2t (f

L1
1 )

]
,

(3.142)

where T̃α,1

Γ̃,Γ,k1
, T̃α,2

Γ̃,Γ,k1
∈ S−3, T̃α,3

Γ̃,Γ,k1
, T̃α,4

Γ̃,Γ,k1
∈ S−4. Therefore, by using the strategy used in ob-

taining the estimate (3.132), our desired estimate (3.134) holds from the equalities in (3.141) and
(3.142) and the estimates (3.72) and (3.125).

If |L1| ≤ N0−1 and |L2| ≤ N0−1, we are allowed to trade the space regularity for the decay rate

of the distance with respect to the light cone for both inputs fL1
1 and fL2

2 . As a result, our desired

estimate (3.134) holds after using the equalities in (3.135) for both “fL1
1 ” and “fL2

2 ” and rerun the
argument used in obtaining the estimate (3.132).

Now, we focus on proof of the desired estimates (3.136) and (3.137). Since they can be proved
similalry, we first prove the more difficult estimate (3.136) and then briefly explain how to obtain
the other desired estimate (3.137).

Note that the estimate (3.140) is still valid. Hence, it would be sufficient to restrict ourself to the
case x1, x2 ∈ R3 are fixed such that |x1| + |x2| ≤ 2m−δ1m. Note that, the following estimate holds
from the estimate (3.131) and the L2 − L∞ type bilinear estimate

∣∣
∫

|x1|+|x2|≤2m−δ1m
Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2)Pk1(Rαf

L1
1 )(x− x1)Pk2(Rβf

L2
2 )(x− x1 − x2)ψ>m−10(x)dx1dx2

∣∣

. 2−m+k1/2C(K)C1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2). (3.143)

Hence finishing the proof of desired estimate (3.136) if (k1, k2) ∈ χ2
k or (k1, k2) ∈ χ1

k, k ≥ k1 − 10.
It remains to consider the case (k1, k2) ∈ χ3

k and the case (k1, k2) ∈ χ1
k, k ≤ k1 − 10. Due to the

symmetric structure in L2, the strategy used in the case (k1, k2) ∈ χ3
k, i.e., k2 ≤ k1 − 10 is also

applicable for the case (k1, k2) ∈ χ1
k, k ≤ k1 − 10, it would be sufficient to consider the case when

(k1, k2) ∈ χ3
k, i.e., k2 ≤ k1 − 10.

To take advantage of the orthogonality in L2, we localize further the frequency of fL1
1 and have

the following decomposition,∫

R3

∫

R3

Kk,k1,k2(x1, x2)Pk1(Rαf
L1
1 )(x− x1)Pk2(Rβf

L2
2 )(x− x1 − x2)ψ≥m−20(x− x1)dx1dx2

=
∑

n∈[2k1−k2−10,2k1−k2+10]∩Z

I1n + I2n,

where
I1n :=

∑

l∈Z,|l−n|≤10

Tk,k1,k2(Pk1,n(RαPk1,lf
L1
1 ψ≥m−20(·)), Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x), (3.144)

I2n :=
∑

l∈Z,|l−n|>10

Tk,k1,k2(Pk1,n(RαPk1,lf
L1
1 ψ≥m−20(·)), Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x) (3.145)
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where the Fourier multiplier operator Pk1,n, n ∈ Z, are defined by the Fourier symbol ψ≤k2(|ξ| −
2k2n)ψk1(ξ).

From the estimate (3.140) and the decomposition in (3.144) and the orthogonality in L2, we have

‖Tk,k1,k2(Rαf
L1
1 , Rβf

L2
2 )(t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖2L2

x

. 2−20m+3min{k,k1,k2}
(
C(K)A1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2)

)2
+

∑

i,j∈{1,2}

Ii,j,
(3.146)

where

Ii,j :=
∑

n,n′∈[2k1−k2−10,2k1−k2+10]∩Z,|n−n′|≤10

∫

R3

IinI
j
n′dx. (3.147)

From the L2 − L∞ type bilinear estimate and the super localized decay estimate (3.7) in Lemma
3.2, the following rough estimate holds for I1n,

∥∥I1n
∥∥
L2 .

∑

l∈Z,|l−n|≤10

C(K)‖Pk2Rβ(f
L2
2 )‖L2‖Pk1,lRα(f

L1
1 )ψ≥m−20(|x|)‖L∞

.
∑

|γ|≤2,|κ|≤1

2−m+k2/2C(K)A2(k2,m,L2)
[
‖Pk1,n

(
RαΩ

γfL1
1

)
‖δ

2
1

L2‖Pk1,n

(
RαΩ

κfL1
1

)
‖1−δ21
L2

]
.

(3.148)

From the orthogonality in L2 and the estimate (3.148) , we have
∣∣I1,1

∣∣ .
∑

n,n′∈[2k1−k2−10,2k1−k2+10]∩Z,|n−n′|≤10

‖I1n‖L2‖I1n′‖L2

.
( ∑

|γ|≤2,|κ|≤1

C(K)2−m+k2/2A2(k2,m,L2)‖Pk1

(
RαΩ

γfL1
1

)
‖δ

2
1

L2‖Pk1

(
RαΩ

κfL1
1

)
‖1−δ21
L2

)2

.
(
C(K)2−m+k2/2A2(k2,m,L2)C1(k1,m,L1)

)2
.

(3.149)

Now, we estimate the case Ii,j, i, j 6= 1. Note that the symbol ψ≤k2(|ξ|−2k2 l)ψ≤k2(|ξ−σ|−2k2n)

vanishes if |σ| ≤ 2k2 |l − n|/5 and |l − n| ≥ 10. As a result, we have

Pk1,n(RαPk1,lf
L1
1 ψ≥m−20(·))(x) = 2m

∫

R3

∫

R3

eix·ξ ̂Rαf
L1
1 (ξ − σ)ψk1(|ξ|)ψ≤k2(|ξ| − 2k2n)

× ψk1(|ξ − σ|)ψ≤k2(|ξ − σ| − 2k2 l)ψ̂(2m|σ|)ψ≥−1(2
−k25|l − n|−1σ)dξdσ. (3.150)

Since ψ̂ is a Schwarz function and k2 ≥ −m+ δ1m+10, from the rapidly decay of Schwarz function,
we have ∫

R3

∣∣ψ̂(2m|σ|)
∣∣ψ≥−1(2

−k25|l − n|−1σ)dσ . 2−100m|l − n|−2. (3.151)

From the above estimate (3.151), the L2 − L∞ type estimate, and the L∞ − L2 type Sobolev
embedding, the following estimate holds for any n ∈ 2k1−k2 [2−10, 210] ∩ Z,

∥∥I2n
∥∥
L2 .

∑

l∈Z

(1 + |l − n|)−223k2/22−90mC(K)‖Pk1,lRαf
L1
1 ‖L2‖Pk2Rβf

L2
2 ‖L2 . (3.152)

From the L2 − L∞ type estimate and the Sobolev embedding, the following rough estimate holds
of I1n, ∥∥I1n

∥∥
L2 .

∑

l∈Z

(1 + |l − n|)−223k2/2C(K)‖Pk1,lRαf
L1
1 ‖L2‖Pk2Rβf

L2
2 ‖L2 . (3.153)
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Recall (3.146). From the above estimates (3.152) and (3.153) the orthogonality in L2, and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

∑

i,j∈{1,2},i,j 6=1

∣∣Ii,j
∣∣ .

∑

n,n′,l1,l2∈[2k1−k2−10,2k1−k2+10]∩Z,|n−n′|≤10

23k22−90m(C(K))2

× (1 + |l2 − n|)−2(1 + |l1 − n|)−2‖Pk1,l1Rαf
L1
1 ‖L2‖Pk1,l2Rαf

L1
1 ‖L2‖Pk2Rβf

L2
2 ‖2L2

. 23k2(C(K))22−90m‖Pk1Rαf
L1
1 ‖2L2‖Pk2Rβf

L2
2 ‖2L2

.
(
2−45m+3k2/2C(K)A1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2)

)2
.

(3.154)

Hence our desired estimate (3.136) holds from the estimates (3.146), (3.149), and (3.154).
With minor modification, our desired estimate (3.137) holds after rerunning the above argument

with the first decay estimate in (3.131) replaced with the second decay estimate in (3.131). �

3.6.3. Estimate of the wave-wave type quadratic terms. In this subsection, we use the bilinear es-
timates obtained in previous subsubsection to estimate the wave-wave type quadratic terms of the
metric part. More precisely, we have

Lemma 3.18. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), for any L ∈ Pn, n ∈ [0, N0] ∩
Z, l ∈ [0, N0 − n] ∩ Z, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, K ∈ {S,Q,P}, we have

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Pk(Λ2[LKαβ ])(t)‖L2 . 2−mǫ21(2
H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1m+2k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0m), (3.155)

‖Λ2[LKαβ](t)‖El−1
. 2−m+d(|L|+1,l)δ0m−5δ0mǫ21. (3.156)

Moreover, for any fixed k ∈ Z, we have

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Pk(Λ≥2[�Lhαβ])(t)‖L2

. 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21 + 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21.
(3.157)

Proof. Recall (2.72). For any L ∈ Pn, n ∈ [0, N0]∩Z, l ∈ [0, N0 − n]∩Z, t ⊂ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], we
define

Xk
L(t) :=

∑

K∈{S,Q,P}

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Pk(Λ2[LKαβ ])(t)‖L2 ,

XL(t) := 2−d(|L|+1,l)δ0m sup
k∈Z

Xk
L(t).

(3.158)

Recall the decomposition of L(Kαβ),K ∈ {S,Q,P}, in (2.72), the bootstrap assumption (2.88)
and the definition of bounds in (3.125) and (3.130). For any L,L1, L2 ∈ ∪n∈[0,N0]∩Z,|α|∈[0,N0−n]∩Z∇α

xPn

s.t., L1 ◦L2 ∈ ∪n∈[0,N0]∩Z,|α|∈[0,N0−n]∩Z∇α
xPn and |L| ≤ N0 − 5, from the estimate (3.16), the corre-

sponding quantities for the perturbed metric hαβ are defined as follows,

Ai(k,m,L1;L2) := 2k−/2−k−γk−−(‖L1‖+‖L2‖−|L1|−|L2|)k++d(|L1|+|L2|,‖L1‖+‖L2‖−|L1|−|L2|)δ0mǫ1,

Ci(k,m,L) := 2−k/2−γk−−(N0−|L|−2)k+2−(1−δ)k+2(1−δ21 )H(|L|+1)δ1m+δ21H(|L|+2)δ1mǫ1,

Di(k,m) :=
(
2k/2−ak2δm + 2−m/3+k/6−γk−+H(2)δ1m−(N0−4)k+

)
ǫ1,

(3.159)

where ‖L‖, and |L| are defined in Definition 2.1.
For L ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn,Γ ∈ {Γ1,Γ2Γ3 : Γ1 ∈ P1,Γ2,Γ3 ∈ {Ωij}}, the following quantities will be

associated with the modified profiles Ũ h̃L(t, x) and ŨLhαβ(t, x) defined in (2.64),

Ãi(k,m,L; Γ) := 2k−/2−k−γk−−(N0−|L|−|Γ|)k++H(|L|+|Γ|))δ1mǫ1. (3.160)

Again, thanks to the estimate (3.16), the modified profiles are not different much with the original
profiles if the total vector fields are not very close to the top order.
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Recall (2.36). From the estimate (3.76) in Lemma 3.11, the estimate (3.79) in Lemma 3.12, and
the estimate (3.117) in Lemma 3.16, the following estimate holds for any fixed k ∈ Z, L ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn,

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Pk

(
Λ≥2[�Lhαβ]

)
‖L2

. 2−7m/6+d(n+4,0)δ0mǫ31 +Xk
L(t) + 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21. (3.161)

With the above preparation, based on the possible size of k, k1, k2, we separate into two cases as
follow.

• If (k1, k2) ∈ χ2
k ∪ χ3

k, i.e., |k1 − k2| ≥ 10, |k −max{k1, k2}| ≤ 10.
From the estimate (3.132) in Lemma 3.17, the following estimate holds for any Q ∈ {S,P,Q} if

min{k1, k2} ≤ −m+ δ1m,

‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)‖L2 . 23min{k1,k2}/2+|k1−k2|‖UL1hαβ

k1
(t)‖L2‖UL2hαβ

k2
(t)‖L2 . (3.162)

Now we consider the case −m + δ1m ≤ min{k1, k2} ≤ k + 10. From the estimate (3.134) in
Lemma 3.17 and the estimate (3.161), the following estimate holds for any H ∈ {S,P,Q} one of the
following two scenarios happens: (i) |L1| ≤ |L| − 3; (ii) |L1| ≥ |L| − 3, |L| ≤ N0 − 5, and k1 ≤ k2,

‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ≤m−10(x)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P1

22k−k223min{k1,k2}/2‖UL2hαβ

k2
(t)‖L2

[
2−m−k1A1(k1,m,Γ◦L1)

+ 2−m+k1,−/2−γk1,−−(l−1)k1,+
(
2−3k1Xk1

L1
(t) + 2−3k1/2ǫ1 + 2−k1/22H(|L1|)δ0m + 2−m/2+k1,−−3k1ǫ21

)]
.

(3.163)
Moreover, from the estimate (3.136) in Lemma 3.17 , if |L1| ≤ |L| − 3, we have

‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2 . 22k−k22−m+min{k1,k2}/2C1(k1,m,L1)‖UL2hαβ

k2
(t)‖L2 . (3.164)

Similarly, if either |L1| ≥ |L| − 3, |L| ≤ N0 − 5, k2 ≤ k1 or |L1| ≥ |L| − 3, |L| ≥ N0 − 5, then the
following two estimates hold analogously,

‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ≤m−10(x)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P1

22k−k123min{k1,k2}/2‖UL1hαβ

k1
(t)‖L2

[
2−m−k2A1(k2,m,Γ◦L2)

+ 2−m+k2,−/2−γk2,−−(l−1)k2,+
(
2−3k2Xk2

L2
(t) + 2−3k2/2ǫ1 + 2−k2/22d(|L2|,l)δ0m + 2−m/2+k2,−−3k2ǫ21

)]
.

(3.165)

‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2 . 22k−k12−m+min{k1,k2}/2C1(k2,m,L2)‖UL1hαβ

k1
(t)‖L2 . (3.166)

From the obtained estimates (3.162–3.166), we have
∑

k∈Z

∑

H∈{S,P,Q}

2−k−+2γk−+2(l−1)k+
( ∑

(k1,k2)∈χ2
k∪χ

3
k

‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)‖L2

x

)2

.
(
sup
k1∈Z

2−δ1m/22d(|L2|,l)δ0mǫ1X
k1
L1
(t)

)2
+ 2−2m+2d(|L|+1,l)δ0m−10δ0mǫ41. (3.167)

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ2
k∪χ

3
k

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)‖L2

x

. 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0m−5δ0mǫ21 + sup
k1∈Z

2−δ1m/2+k−2d(|L2|,l)δ0mǫ1X
k1
L1
(t). (3.168)

• If (k1, k2) ∈ χ1
k, i.e., |k1 − k2| ≤ 10.

For the High × High type interaction, due to symmetry, we assume that |L1| ≤ |L2|. Note that

|L1| ≤ N0/2 + 5. Recall the decomposition of QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
in (2.79) and we use formulations in

(2.80) and (2.81). Since the error type is zero in this formulation, it would be sufficient to estimate

QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x) and QHvl;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
,H ∈ {S,P,Q}.

⊕ The estimate of QHvl;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
.
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Recall (2.81). Note that, if k1 ≤ −m/10, then we can gain extra 2−m/10 from the symbol of

THV lαβ;L̃1,L̃2

k,k1,k2
, which is more than sufficient to cover the gap of difference between 2H(|L|)δ1m and

2d(|L|+1,l)δ0m. After we redo the argument used in obtaining the estimates (3.162–3.164), we obtain
the following estimate,

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k ,k1≤−m/10

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHvl;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)‖L2 . 2−m/40XL1(t)ǫ1 + 2−m−m/40ǫ21.

(3.169)
It remains to consider the case k1 ≥ −m/10. From the estimate (3.97) in Lemma 3.14 and the

estimate (3.161), we have
∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k,k1≥−m/10

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHvl;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)‖L2 . 2−3m/2ǫ21 + 2−m/40XL1(t)ǫ1.

(3.170)

⊕ The estimate of QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
.

Recall (2.80). We can first rule out the case k ≤ −m + δ1m or k1 ≥ m/10. Note that, the
upper bounds in (3.160) will be applied for this case. From the estimate (3.132) in Lemma 3.17,
the following estimate holds,

∑

k∈Z,k≤−m+δ1m

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)‖L2

+
∑

k∈Z

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k ,k1≥m/10

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)‖L2

. 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+(H(1)δ1+2γ)mǫ21. (3.171)

Now, it would be sufficient to let k and k1 be fixed s.t., −m+ δ1m ≤ k ≤ k1 + 10 ≤ m/10. We
first rule out the case |x| is relatively small. From the estimate (3.134) in Lemma 3.17 and the
estimate (3.161), we have

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ≤m−10(x)‖L2 .

∑

Γ1,Γ2∈P1

22k1+k+γk−+(l−1)k+

×
[
2−2m−2k1A1(k1,m,Γ1 ◦ Γ2 ◦ L̃1) + 2k1,−/2−γk1,−−(l−1)k1,+

(
2−m−3k1XL̃1

(t) + 2−2m−4k1XΓ1◦L̃1
(t))

+2−2m−3k1+γm(1 + 2−m−k1)ǫ1 + 2−3m/2+k1,−−3k1ǫ21 + 2−5m/2+k1,−−4k1ǫ21
)]
A2(k2,m,L2)

.
∑

Γ∈P1

2−m/3(XL̃1
(t) +XΓ◦L̃1

(t))ǫ1 + 2−3m/2+H(|L|+2)δ1mǫ21. (3.172)

Recall the decomposition (2.79). From the above estimate and the obtained estimates (3.169)
and (3.170), we have

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ≤m−10(x)‖L2

.
∑

Γ∈P1

2−m/3(XL̃1
(t) +XΓ◦L̃1

(t))ǫ1 + 2−m/40XL1(t)ǫ1 + 2−m−m/40ǫ21. (3.173)

Now, we consider the the case |x| is relatively large. From the estimate (3.136) in Lemma 3.17,

the following estimate holds if |L̃1| ≥ 1, which implies that |L| ≥ 2|L̃1| ≥ 2,

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2 . 2−m−k−/2+min{k,k1}/2+2k1+γk−+(l−1)k+

× C1(k1,m,L1)Ã2(k2,m,L2) . 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+(H(1)δ1+2γ)mǫ21. (3.174)

From the estimate (3.137) in Lemma 3.17, the following estimate holds if |L̃1| = 0,

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2 . 2−m−k−/2+min{k,k1}/2+2k1+γk−+(l−1)k+
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×D1(k1,m)Ã2(k2,m,L2) . 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+δ1mǫ21. (3.175)

Hence, from the above estimates (3.174) and (3.175) and the definition of β(|L|), we have

2−k/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2 . 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21. (3.176)

Recall the decomposition (2.79). To sum up, from the estimates (3.173), (3.176), (3.169), and
(3.170), we have ∑

k∈Z

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k

2−k/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x)‖L2

. 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21 + 2−m/40XL1(t)ǫ1 +
∑

Γ∈P1

2−m/3(XL̃1
(t) +XΓ◦L̃1

(t))ǫ1. (3.177)

Recall (3.158) and (2.72). From the estimates (3.168) and (3.177), we have
∑

|L|≤N0

XL(t) . ǫ1
( ∑

|L|≤N0

XL(t)
)
+ 2−m−5δ0mǫ21,=⇒

∑

|L|≤N0

XL(t) . 2−m−5δ0mǫ21. (3.178)

Combining the above estimate and the estimates (3.168) and (3.177), we have

Xk
L(t) . 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0m−5δ0mǫ21 + 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21. (3.179)

To sum up, our desired estimate (3.156) holds from the above estimate, the estimates(3.167) and
(3.177). Moreover, our desired estimate (3.157) follows from the estimates (3.161) and the estimate
(3.179). �

3.7. Proof of Proposition 3.1. Recall (2.47) and (2.57). The desired estimate (3.1) holds from
the estimate (3.76) in Lemma 3.11, the estimate (3.79) in Lemma 3.12, the estimate (3.117) in
Lemma 3.16, the estimate (3.155) in Lemma 3.18, and the estimate (3.110) in Lemma 3.15.

Now, we proceed to prove the desired estimate (3.2). Recall the estimate (3.16) in Lemma 3.3,

the basic energy estimate is improved for the case |L̃| ≤ N0 − 10. The following improved estimate
holds after rerunning the proof of (3.156) in Lemma 3.18,

Xk
L̃
(t) . 2−m+H(|L̃|+1)δ1mǫ21. (3.180)

Moreover, as |L̃| ≤ N0 − 10, the total number vector fields act on the Vlasov part is far away
from N0 and we are allowed to lose one derivative in the desired estimate (3.2). Recall the estimate
(3.115). After rerunning the proof of the estimate (3.119) and doing integration by parts in v once
in the estimate (3.120), for any l ∈ [0, N0 − |L|] ∩ Z, we have

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+
(
‖Λ2[Pk(L̃N vl

αβ)]‖L2 + ‖Pk(N h̃;L̃
vl;m)‖L2

)
. 2−7m/6+3d(|L|+3,l)δ0mǫ21. (3.181)

From the above estimates (3.180–3.181), the estimate (3.76) in Lemma 3.11, and the estimate (3.79)
in Lemma 3.12, we have

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+
(
‖∂t

̂̃
V L̃h̃(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2 + ‖Λ≥2[∂t

̂
V L̃hαβ(t, ξ)]ψk(ξ)‖L2

)
. 2−m+H(|L̃|+1)δ1mǫ21.

(3.182)
As a result of the above estimate (3.182), we have

2k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖∇ξ
̂
V L̃hαβ(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2 .

∑

Γ∈P1

2−k+k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+
(
‖Pk

(
Γe−it|∇|V L̃hαβ

)
‖L2

+2m‖∂t ̂V L̃hαβ(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2

)
.

∑

Γ∈P1

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖ ̂
UΓL̃hαβ (t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2

+ 2−m+H(|L̃|+1)δ1m−5δ1mǫ21 + 2−k+m+k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Λ1[∂t
̂
V L̃hαβ ](t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2 . (3.183)
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By using the decomposition of the density type function in (3.18), the following estimate holds for

the linear part of ∂tV̂ Lh̃,

2−k+k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Λ1[∂t
̂
V L̃hαβ ](t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L2

. min{2kZvl(t) +
∑

|L|+|ρ|≤N0

22kEvl
L,ρ(t), 2

−k−2mZvl(t) +
∑

|L|+|ρ|≤N0

2−2mEvl
L,ρ(t)

}

. 2−mZvl(t) +
∑

|L|+|ρ|≤N0

2−3m/2Evl
L,ρ(t).

(3.184)

The desired estimate (3.2) follows from the estimates (3.183) and (3.184). Hence finishing the proof.

3.8. Estimates of the error terms in the double Hodge decomposition. For the commutator
term Eµ, which was defined in (2.40), the following basic L∞-type estimate and the L2-type estimate
hold .

Lemma 3.19. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any L ∈ Pn, n ∈ [0, N0] ∩ Z, l ∈ [0, N0 − n] ∩ Z, L̃ ∈ ∪n≤N0−5Pn, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], k ∈ Z,

‖L̃Eµ‖L∞ . 2−2m+H(|L̃|+4)δ1mǫ21, (3.185)

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Pk(∂ν(LEµ))(t)‖L2 . 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21 + 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0mǫ21.
(3.186)

Proof. Recall (2.40). From the harmonic gauge condition (1.5), we have

Eµ = Λ1[Γµ] = −Λ≥2[Γµ] = −Λ≥1[g
αβ ]

(
∂αhβµ − 1

2
∂µhαβ

)
= E1

µ + E2
µ,

E1
µ = −Λ1[g

αβ ]
(
∂αhβµ − 1

2
∂µhαβ

)
, E2

µ = −Λ≥2[g
αβ ]

(
∂αhβµ − 1

2
∂µhαβ

)
. (3.187)

From the above decomposition, our desired estimate (3.185) holds from the L∞ −L∞ type bilinear
estimate, the L∞-type estimate in Lemma 3.3, and the estimate (3.33) in Lemma 3.6.

Note that ∂ν(LE
1
µ) is a linear combination of same type of quadratic terms LHαβ,H ∈ {S,P,Q}.

Similar to the obtained estimate (3.156), by using the same argument, the following estimate holds
for any k ∈ Z,

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Pk(∂ν(LE
1
µ))(t)‖L2

. 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21 + 2−m+k−+d(|L|+1,l)δ0m−5δ0mǫ21. (3.188)

Note that the following estimates from the L∞ − L2 type estimate and the estimate (3.33) in
Lemma 3.6, ∑

|α|≤l−1

‖∇α
x∂ν(LE

2
µ)‖L2 . 2−3m/2+2d(n+3,l)δ0mǫ31,

∑

|α|≤l−1

‖∇α
x∂ν(LE

2
µ)‖L1 . 2−m/2+2d(n+3,l)δ0mǫ31.

From the above estimate, we have

2−k−/2+γk−+(l−1)k+‖Pk

(
LE2

µ

)
‖L2 . sup

k≤−2m/3
2k+γk2−m/2+2d(n+3,l)δ0mǫ31

+ sup
k≥−2m/3

2−k−/2+γk−2−3m/2+2d(n+3,l)δ0mǫ31 . 2−7m/6+2d(n+3,l)δ0mǫ31. (3.189)

To sum up, our desired estimate (3.186) holds from (3.188) and (3.189). �

In the following Lemma, we show that commutators Ecomm
L,0 and RkE

comm
L,k , L ∈ P1, which appears

in (2.42) and (2.43), decay sharply over time.
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Lemma 3.20. Under the bootstrap assumption(2.88), the following estimate holds for any L ∈
P, |L| = 1, k ∈ Z, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],

∑

|γ|≤1

‖∇γ
xα
Pk(E

comm
L,0 )(t)‖L∞

x
+ ‖∇γ

xα
Pk(RiE

comm
L,i )(t)‖L∞

x

. 2−m+0.999k−5k+ǫ1 + 2−2m+d(4,0)δ0m−k. (3.190)

Proof. We first show that the commutators Ecomm
L,0 and RkE

comm
L,k , L ∈ P1, don’t depend on the bad

component F. Recall (2.40). As a result of direct computations, we have

Ecomm
S,0 = −[∂t, S]h00 + [∂i, S]h0i +

1

2
[∂t, S]h00 −

1

2
[∂t, S]hii = −1

2
∂th00 + ∂ih0i −

1

2
∂thii

= −1

2
∂t(F + F ) + ∂i(−Riρ+ ǫiklRkωl)−

1

2
∂tRiRi(F − F )

−1

2
∂t
(
−

(
εilmRi + εilmRi

)
RlΩm + εipmεiqnRpRqϑmn

)

= ∂iǫiklRkωl + |∇|(ρ−R0F )−
1

2
∂t
(
−

(
εilmRi + εilmRi

)
RlΩm + εipmεiqnRpRqϑmn

)
, (3.191)

Ecomm
Lj ,0 = −[∂t, Lj ]h00 + [∂i, Lj ]h0i +

1

2
[∂t, Lj ]h00 −

1

2
[∂t, Lj ]hii = −1

2
∂jh00 + ∂th0j −

1

2
∂jhii

= −1

2
∂j(F + F ) + ∂t(−Rjρ+ εjklRkωl)−

1

2
∂jRiRi(F − F )

−1

2
∂j
(
−

(
εilmRi + εilmRi

)
RlΩm + εipmεiqnRpRqϑmn

)

= −∂jF − ∂tRj(R0F )− ∂tRj(ρ−R0F ) + εjkl∂tRkωl

−1

2
∂j
(
−

(
εilmRi + εilmRi

)
RlΩm + εipmεiqnRpRqϑmn

)
= −|∇|−1Rj�F − ∂tRj(ρ−R0F )

+ εjkl∂tRkωl −
1

2
∂j
(
−

(
εilmRi + εilmRi

)
RlΩm + εipmεiqnRpRqϑmn

)
, (3.192)

Ecomm
Ωij ,0 = −1

2
[∂t,Ωij ]h00 + [∂k,Ωij ]h0k −

1

2
[∂t,Ωij ]hkk = [∂k,Ωij]h0k = ∂jh0i − ∂ih0j

= ∂j(h0i +RiR0F )− ∂i(h0j +RjR0F ) (3.193)

Ecomm
S,k = −1

2
[∂xk

, S]h00 + [∂i, S]hki −
1

2
[∂xk

, S]hii = −1

2
∂xk

h00 + ∂xihki −
1

2
∂xk

hii

= −1

2
∂xk

(F + F )− ∂xiRkRiF +
1

2
∂xk

RiRiF + ∂xi

(
hki +RkRiF

)
− 1

2
∂xk

(
hii +RiRiF

)

= −1

2
∂xk

F + ∂xi

(
hki +RkRiF

)
− 1

2
∂xk

(
hii +RiRiF

)

Ecomm
Lj ,k = −1

2
[∂xk

, Lj ]h00 + [∂i, Lj ]hki −
1

2
[∂xk

, Lj ]hii = −1

2
δkj∂th00 + ∂thkj −

1

2
δkj∂thii

= −1

2
δkj∂t(F + F )− ∂tRkRjF +

1

2
δkjRiRiF + ∂t(hkj +RkRjF )−

1

2
δkj∂t(hii +RiRiF )

Therefore,

RkE
comm
Lj ,k = Rk

(
− 1

2
δkj∂tF + ∂t(hkj +RkRjF )−

1

2
δkj∂t(hii +RiRiF )

)
.

Similarly, we have

Ecomm
Ωmn,k = −1

2
[∂xk

,Ωmn]h00 + [∂i,Ωmn]hki −
1

2
[∂xk

,Ωmn]hii

= −1

2

(
δmk∂xn − δnk∂xm

)
(h00 − hii) + ∂xnhkm − ∂xmhkn = −

(
δmk∂xn − δnk∂xm

)
F



48 XUECHENG WANG

−1

2

(
δmk∂xn − δnk∂xm

)
(F − hii +RiRiF ) + ∂xn(hkm −RkRmF )− ∂xm(hkn −RkRnF )).

Therefore,

RkE
comm
Ωmn,k = Rk

(
−1

2

(
δmk∂xn−δnk∂xm

)
(F−hii+RiRiF )+∂xn(hkm−RkRmF )−∂xm(hkn−RkRnF ))

)
.

Therefore, our desired estimate (3.190) follows from the decay estimate of the metric componet in
(3.17) in Lemma 3.3 for the far away from the light cone case, the estimate (3.185) in Lemma 3.19,
the decay estimates (3.7) and (3.8) in Lemma 3.2 and the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1. �

3.9. An improved estimate for the modified profile at low frequency. In the following

Lemma, we show relation between Pk

[˜
U h̃ΓL

(t)
]

and Γ
(
Pk

[
Ũ h̃L

])
(t), which helps us to rule out the

very low frequency case in the energy estimate of the metric part.

Lemma 3.21. For any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m], Γ ∈ P,L ∈ ∪n≤N0−1Pn, k ∈ Z, the following equality holds

for the modified perturbed metric defined in (2.64),

Pk

[˜
U h̃ΓL(t)

]
= Γ

(
Pk

[
Ũ h̃L

])
(t) +

∑

L1�L

PkR
µ
Γ;α,β

(
ULhαβ (t)

)µ
+ V lasovL;h̃Γ;k (t) +HighmetricL;h̃Γ;k (t),

(3.194)

where Rµ
Γ;α,β are some zero order Fourier multiplier operator, “V lasovL;h̃Γ;k (t)” represents the error

terms depend only with respect to the vlasov part and HighmetricL;h̃Γ;k (t) is a quadratic and higher

order terms involve the perturbed meteric, see (3.214) for their detailed formulas. Moreover, the

following general formulation holds for V lasovL;h̃Γ;k (t),

V lasovL;h̃Γ;k (t) =
∑

L�L◦Γ

F−1
ξ

[ ∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξûL(t, ξ, v)mL;h̃
L (t, ξ, v)ψk(ξ)dv

]
(x), (3.195)

where mL;h̃
L (t, ξ, v) ∈ 〈v〉10L∞

v S−1.

Proof. Recall the definitions of profiles in (2.57) and (2.47) and the double Hodge decompositions
in (2.37). From (2.64), we have

˜̃
hL = Rh̃

αβ(Lhαβ) +
∑

µ∈{+,−}

∑

L�L

(
F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL;h̃αβ (v)
µkαβ(ξ)ûL(t, ξ, v)

2|ξ|
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv]
)µ
, (3.196)

˜∂th̃L = Rh̃
αβ(∂tLhαβ) +

∑

µ∈{+,−}

∑

L�L

(
F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL;h̃αβ (v)
kαβ(ξ)ûL(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv]
)µ
, (3.197)

where Rh̃
αβ ∈ {Ri, RiRj} × C. Therefore, from the equality (3.196), we have

Pk(
˜̃hΓL) = Γ

(
Pk(

˜̃hL)
)
+ [PkR

h̃
αβ,Γ](Lhαβ)

−
∑

µ∈{+,−},L�L

Γ
(
F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL;h̃αβ (v)
µkαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)ûL(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv]
)µ

+
∑

µ∈{+,−},L̃�Γ◦L

(
F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbΓLL̃;h̃αβ (v)
µkαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)ûL̃(t, ξ, v)

2|ξ|
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv]
)µ
.

(3.198)

Note that the following equality holds for some uniquely determined operators Rh̃;Γ
αβ;0 ∈ S0 and

Rh̃;Γ
αβ;−1 ∈ S−1,

[PkR
h̃
αβ,Γ] = PkR

h̃;Γ
αβ;0 + PkR

h̃;Γ
αβ;−1∂t, [∂t,Γ] = cΓ,α∂α, (3.199)
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where

Rh̃;Γ
αβ;0 ∈ S0, Rh̃;Γ

αβ;−1 ∈ S−1, Rh̃;Γ
αβ;−1 = 0, if Γ /∈ {Li}. (3.200)

Following a similar procedure, from (3.197), we have

Pk(
˜∂th̃ΓL) = ΓPk

(˜∂th̃L
)
+ PkR

h̃
αβ [∂t,Γ](Lhαβ) + [PkR

h̃
αβ ,Γ](∂tLhαβ)

−
∑

µ∈{+,−},L1�L

Γ
(
F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL1;h̃
αβ (v)

kαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)ûL1(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv]
)µ

+
∑

µ∈{+,−},L2�Γ◦L

(
F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL2;h̃
αβ (v)

kαβ(ξ)ûL2(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv]
)µ
.

(3.201)

We now consider the case when the vector field hits the density type term. Recall (3.201). Note
that

F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL;h̃αβ (v)
kαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)ûL(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv] =

∫

R3

∫

R3

KLL;h̃(x− y, v)Lf(t, y, v)dydv,

KLL;h̃(x, v) := bLL;h̃αβ (v)

∫

R3

eix·ξ
kαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

)dξ.

(3.202)

As a result of direct computations, we have

Ωij

( ∫

R3

∫

R3

KLL;h̃(y, v)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv
)
=

∫

R3

∫

R3

(yi∂j − yj∂i)K
LL;h̃(y, v)Lf(t, x− y, v)

+KLL;h̃(y, v)(ΩijL)f(t, x− y, v) +
(
vi∂vj − vj∂vi

)
KLL;h̃(y, v)Lf(t, x− y, v)

)
dydv. (3.203)

S
( ∫

R3

∫

R3

KLL;h̃(y, v)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv
)

=

∫

R3

∫

R3

KLL;h̃(y, v)SLf(t, x− y, v) + y · ∇yK
LL;h̃(y, v)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv. (3.204)

Li

( ∫

R3

∫

R3

KLL;h̃(y, v)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv
)

=

∫

R3

∫

R3

KLL;h̃(y, v)LiLf(t, x− y, v) + ∂vi
(√

1 + |v|2KLL;h̃(y, v)
)
Lf(t, x− y, v)

− yiK
LL;h̃(y, v)v̂ · ∇xLf(t, x− y, v) + yiK

LL;h̃(y, v)(∂t + v̂ · ∇x)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv. (3.205)

To sum up, from the equalities (3.203), (3.204), and (3.205), we have

ΓF−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL;h̃αβ (v)
kαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)ûL(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv] =
∑

Γ̃∈P∪{Id}

∫

R3

∫

R3

KLL;h̃

ΓΓ̃
(y, v)

× Γ̃Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv + CLi
Γ

( ∫

R3

∫

R3

yiK
LL;h̃(y, v)(∂t + v̂ · ∇x)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv

)
, (3.206)

where Fx[K
LL;h̃

ΓΓ̃
](ξ, v) ∈ L∞

〈v〉−10S−1 and CLi
Γ ∈ R, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, are some uniquely determined

constants. Similarly, we have

ΓF−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL;h̃αβ (v)
kαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)ûL(t, ξ, v)

i2|ξ|
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv] =
∑

Γ̃∈P∪{Id}

∫

R3

∫

R3

K̃LL;h̃

ΓΓ̃
(y, v)Γ̃Lf(t, x− y, v)

+ CLi
Γ yiK̃

LL;h̃(y, v)(∂t + v̂ · ∇x)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv, (3.207)



50 XUECHENG WANG

K̃LL;h̃(x, v) := bLL;h̃αβ (v)

∫

R3

eix·ξ
kαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)

i2|ξ|
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

)dξ,

where Fx[K
LL;h̃

ΓΓ̃
](ξ, v) ∈ L∞

〈v〉−10S−2. Therefore, from (3.198), (3.199) and (3.207), we have

Pk(
˜̃
hΓL) = Γ

(
Pk(

˜̃
hL)

)
+ PkR

h̃;Γ
αβ;0Lhαβ + PkR

h̃;Γ
αβ;−1∂tLhαβ + vlL;h̃Γ;k (t) + hmL;h̃

Γ;k (t), (3.208)

where

vlL;h̃Γ;k (t) =
∑

µ∈{+,−}

∑

L1�Γ◦L

(
F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbΓLL1;h̃
αβ (v)

µkαβ(ξ)ψk(ξ)ûL1(t, ξ, v)

2|ξ|
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv]
)µ

−
∑

µ∈{+,−}

∑

L2�L

∑

Γ̃∈P∪{Id}

( ∫

R3

∫

R3

K̃LL2;h̃

ΓΓ̃
(y, v)Γ̃L2f(t, x− y, v)dydv

)µ
, (3.209)

hmL;h̃
Γ;k (t) = −

∑

µ∈{+,−}

∑

L�L

∑

Γ̃∈P∪{Id}

CLi
Γ

( ∫

R3

∫

R3

yiK̃
LL;h̃(y, v)(∂t + v̂ · ∇x)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv

)µ
.

(3.210)
Similarly, from (3.201), (3.199), and (3.206) and the nonlinear wave equation satisfied by Lhαβ in
(2.36), we have

Pk(
˜∂th̃ΓL) = ΓPk

(˜∂th̃L
)
+ PkR

h̃
αβcΓ,α∂αLhαβ + PkR

h̃;Γ
αβ;0∂tLhαβ

+ PkR
h̃;Γ
αβ;−1∆Lhαβ + ptvlL;h̃Γ;k (t) + pthmL;h̃

Γ;k (t),
(3.211)

where

ptvlL;h̃Γ;k (t) =
∑

µ∈{+,−}

∑

Γ̃∈P∪{Id},|L1�Γ◦L,L2�L

(
F−1
ξ [

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ξbLL1;h̃
αβ (v)

kαβ(ξ)ûL1(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dv]
)µ

−
( ∫

R3

∫

R3

KLL2;h̃

ΓΓ̃
(y, v)Γ̃L2f(t, x− y, v)dydv

)µ
+PkR

h̃;Γ
αβ;−1

( ∑

L�L

∫

R3

bLLαβ (v)Lf(t, x, v)dv
)
, (3.212)

pthmL;h̃
Γ;k (t) = −

∑

µ∈{+,−},L�L

Γ̃∈P∪{Id}

CLi
Γ

( ∫

R3

∫

R3

yiK
LL;h̃(y, v)

(
(∂t + v̂ · ∇x)Lf(t, x− y, v)

)
dydv

)µ

+ PkR
h̃;Γ
αβ;−1Λ≥2[�Lhαβ ]. (3.213)

Hence, to sum up, from (2.64), (3.208) and (3.211) , we know that the following equalities hold,

V lasovL;h̃Γ;k (t) = ptvlL;h̃Γ;k (t) + i|∇|
(
vlL;h̃Γ;k (t)

)
,

HighmetricL;h̃Γ;k (t) = pthmL;h̃
Γ;k (t) + i|∇|

(
hmL;h̃

Γ;k (t)
)
.

(3.214)

Recall the detailed formulas of vlL;h̃Γ;k (t) in (3.209) and ptvlL;h̃Γ;k (tg) in (3.212). We know that the

representation formula for V lasovL;h̃Γ;k (t) in (3.195) holds for some uniquely determined symbol

mL;h̃
L (t, ξ, v). �

With the decomposition in previous Lemma, now, we show that the error terms appeared in
(3.194) is indeed small and the estimate of perturbed metric is improved at very low frequency, e.g.,
of size almost like 〈t〉−1.
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Lemma 3.22. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, |L| ≥ 1, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, s.t., k ≤ −2H(N0)δ0m, and zero order

Fourier multiplier operator M with symbol in S0,

2−k/2+γk
(
‖MPk(U

Lhαβ )(t, x)ψ≤m+2(|x|)‖L2 + ‖MPk(Ũ
Lhαβ)(t, x)ψ≤m+2(|x|)‖L2

)

. (1 + 2−k−m)2H(|L|−1)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ1 + 2H(|L|−1)δ1m+m+kǫ1. (3.215)

Proof. Recall (2.64). From the decomposition of density type function in (3.18), we have

2−k/2+γk
(
‖Pkρ̃

hαβ

L (f)(t)‖L2 + ‖Pk ρ̃
h̃
L(f)(t)‖L2

)
. ǫ1 + 2k+mǫ1. (3.216)

Since L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, |L| ≥ 1, we know that L = Γ ◦ L̃ holds for some Γ ∈ P1, L̃ ∈ P|L|−1. From
the equality (3.194) in Lemma 3.21, we have

2−k/2+γk‖MPk(Ũ
Lhαβ )(t, x)ψ≤m+2(|x|)‖L2

. 2−k/2+γk
[
‖ΓMPk(

˜
U L̃hαβ )ψ≤m+2(|x|)‖L2 + ‖[Γ,M ]Pk(

˜
U L̃hαβ )‖L2

+ 2−k/2+γk
( ∑

L1≺L

‖Pk(U
L1hαβ)‖L2 + ‖V lasovL̃;h̃Γ;k (t)‖L2 + ‖HighmetricL̃;h̃Γ;k (t)‖L2

)]
.

(3.217)

From the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1 and the fact that |L̃| ≤ N0−1, with minor modification
in the obtained estimate (3.19), we have

2−k/2+γk
(
‖[Γ,M ]Pk(

˜
U L̃hαβ)‖L2 +

∑

L1≺L

‖Pk(U
L1hαβ)‖L2

)
. (1 + 2−m−k)2H(|L|−1)δ1m+β(|L̃|)δ1mǫ1

+ 2−m+d(|L|+1,0)δ0m−5δ0mǫ1 . (1 + 2−m−k)2H(|L|−1)δ1m+β(|L̃|)δ1mǫ1. (3.218)

Recall the detailed formulation of HighmetricL;h̃Γ;k (t) in (3.214). We first estimate the imaginary

part hmL;h̃
Γ;k (t). Recall (3.210), the equations (2.9) and (2.13) and the decomposition in (3.111).

After doing integration by parts in v once, we have∫

R3

∫

R3

yiK̃
L̃L;h̃(y, v)(∂t + v̂ · ∇x)Lf(t, x− y, v)dydv

=
∑

i=3,4

∫

R3

∫

R3

yiK̃
L̃L;h̃(y, v)

(
Λ≥3[N

L
i ](t, x−y− tv̂, v)+Q

L
3 (t, x−y− tv̂, v)+∇x ·NL

1 (t, x−y− tv̂, v)

+∇x·QL
1 (t, x−y−tv̂, v)

)
−∇v

(
yiK̃

L̃L;h̃(y, v)
)
·
(
N

L
2 (t, x−y−tv̂, v)+Q

L
2 (t, x−y−tv̂, v)

)
dydv. (3.219)

Recall (3.202). With the above equality, from the volume of support of ξ if k ≤ 0, the estimate
(3.56) in Lemma 3.9, the estimate (3.63) in Lemma 3.10, the estimate (3.113), and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we have

2−k−/2+γk−‖|∇|(hmL̃;h̃
Γ;k (t))‖L2 . 2−k−/2+γk−+k+3k−/22−3k+d(|L|+3,0)δ0m

(
2−m+kǫ21 + 2−3m/2ǫ21

+ 2−7m/6+2d(|L|+3,0)δ0mǫ31
)
. 2−m+d(|L|+3,0)δ0mǫ21 + 2−k−7m/6+3d(|L|+3,0)δ0mǫ21. (3.220)

Now we estimate the real part pthmL̃;h̃
Γ;k (t). Recall (3.213). With minor modification in the

estimate of hmL̃;h̃
Γ;k (t), the following estimate holds from the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1,

2−k−/2+γk−‖pthmL̃;h̃
Γ;k (t)‖L2 . 2−k2−m+H(|L|−1)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21 + 2−m/6+3d(|L|+3,0)δ0mǫ21. (3.221)

Combining the estimates (3.220) and (3.221), we have

2−k−/2+γk−‖HighmetricL̃;h̃
Γ;k (t)‖L2 . 2−m/6+3d(|L|+3,0)δ0mǫ21 + 2−k−m+H(|L|−1)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21.

(3.222)
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Recall the general formula of V lasovL̃;h̃Γ;k (t) in (3.195). By using the same strategy used in obtaining

the equality (3.18) and the estimate (3.216), we have

2−k/2+γk‖V lasovL̃;h̃Γ;k (t)‖L2 . ǫ1 + 2k+mǫ1. (3.223)

From the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1, we have

2−k/2+γk‖ΓPk(
˜
U L̃hαβ)ψ≤m+2(|x|)‖L2 . 2H(|L|−1)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ1 + 2H(|L|−1)δ1m+m+kǫ1. (3.224)

To sum up, our desired estimate (3.215) holds from the estimates (3.216–3.218) and (3.222–3.224).
�

4. Energy estimate of the perturbed metric part

Let h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj , ϑmn}, L ∈ Pn, n ≤ N0. To get around the losing derivatives issue, we utilize
the symmetric structure of the Einstein equation and define a modified energy for the modified
perturbed metric as follows,

Eh̃;L
modi(t) := sup

k∈Z
2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+Eh̃;L

modi;k(t),

where

Eh̃;L
modi;k(t) :=

1

2

∫

R3

∣∣Pk(Ṽ h̃L)(t)
∣∣2 + 1

2
∂xiPk(

˜̃
hL)Hij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx. (4.1)

The first part of ELh̃;1
modi(t) denotes the energy of the modified profile Ṽ h̃L(t), and the second part

are cubic correction terms which aim to get around the losing derivatives issue caused from the
quasilinear nature of the Einstein equation.

From (2.58) and the definition of the modified perturbed metric in (2.64), we have

∂tE
h̃;L
modi;k(t) = Re

[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ṽ h̃L)∂tPk(Ṽ h̃L)dx
]

+

∫

R3

∂xiPk(∂t
˜̃
hL)Hij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL) +

1

2
∂xiPk(

˜̃
hL)∂tHij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx

= Re
[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)
(
Hi0∂iPk

˜∂th̃L +Hij∂i∂jPk
˜̃
hL

)
dx

]
+

∫

R3

∂xiPk(
˜∂th̃L)Hij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx

+Re
[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)
(
e−it|∇|∂tPkṼ h̃L −

(
Hi0∂iPk

˜∂th̃L +Hij∂i∂jPk
˜̃
hL

))
dx

]

+

∫

R3

1

2
∂xiPk(

˜̃
hL)∂tHij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx+

∫

R3

∂xiPk(∂t
˜̃
hL − ˜∂th̃L)Hij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx. (4.2)

Recall the definition of the modified half-wave in (2.60). The real part of Ũ h̃L is ˜∂th̃L. Note that,
thanks to the symmetric structure, after doing integration by parts in x, we have

Re
[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)
(
Hi0∂iPk

˜∂th̃L +Hij∂i∂jPk
˜̃hL

)
dx

]
+

∫

R3

∂xiPk(
˜∂th̃L)Hij∂xjPk(

˜̃hL)dx

= −
∫

R3

Pk(
˜∂th̃L)∂iHi0Pk

(˜∂th̃L
)
− Pk(

˜∂th̃L)∂iHijPk

(
∂j

˜̃
hL

)
dx. (4.3)
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To sum up, from equalities (4.2) and (4.3), we have

∂tE
h̃;L
modi;k(t) = Re

[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)
(
e−it|∇|∂tPkṼ h̃L −

(
Hi0∂iPk

˜∂th̃L +Hij∂i∂jPk
˜̃
hL

))
dx

]

−
∫

R3

Pk(
˜∂th̃L)∂iHi0Pk

(˜∂th̃L
)
dx−

∫

R3

Pk(
˜∂th̃L)∂iHijPk

(
∂j

˜̃hL
)
dx

+

∫

R3

1

2
∂xiPk(

˜̃
hL)∂tHij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx+

∫

R3

∂xiPk(∂t
˜̃
hL − ˜∂th̃L)Hij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx.

(4.4)

Recall (2.34) and (2.58). We know that Λ1[H0i] = −2h0i and Λ1[Hij] = h00δij + hij . After using
the double Hodge decompositions in (2.37), we have

−
∫

R3

Pk(
˜∂th̃L)∂iΛ1[Hi0]Pk

(˜∂th̃L
)
dx−

∫

R3

Pk(
˜∂th̃L)∂iΛ1[Hij]Pk

(
∂j

˜̃hL
)
dx

+

∫

R3

1

2
∂xiPk(

˜̃
hL)∂tΛ1[Hij]∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx+

∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)
[
Pk

(
Λ1[Hi0]∂i

˜∂th̃L

+ Λ1[Hij]∂i∂j
˜̃hL

)
−

(
Λ1[Hi0]∂iPk

˜∂th̃L + Λ1[Hij ]∂i∂jPk
˜̃hL

)]
dx

=
∑

h′∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}

∑

µ,ν∈{+,−}

Re
[ ∫

R3

Ũ h̃L

k (t, x)Q̃µν

h′h̃
((Uh′

)µ(t), (Ũ h̃L

k )ν(t))(x)dx
]
+Rk,

(4.5)

where, very importantly, as a result of direct computations, the bilinear operators Q̃µν

h′h̃
(·, ·) ∈

Mnull
µν , µ, ν ∈ {+,−}, see (2.86), have null structure.
The quartic and higher order term Rk reads as follows,

Rk =

∫

R3

−
(
Pk(

˜∂th̃L))
)2
∂iRi

(
ρ−R0F

)
−1

2
∂xiPk(

˜̃hL)∂xjPk(
˜̃hL)

[
∂t
((
εilmRj+εjlmRi

)
Rl(Ωm−R0ωm)

)

+
(
εilmRj + εjlmRi

)
Rl|∇|−1�ωm

]
+ Pk(

˜∂th̃L)∂jPk(
˜̃
hL)∂i

((
εilmRj + εjlmRi

)
Rl(Ωm −R0ωm)

)
dx.

(4.6)
Now, we study the first line in (4.5). Recall (2.58). From (2.13), and (3.111), we classify the

nonlinearity N h̃;L
vl;m of e−it|∇|∂tPkṼ h̃L

based on the order of nonlinearity as follows,

Re
[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)N h̃;L
vl;m(t, x)dx

]
= −

∑

L∈Pb
a,|L|≤|L|

Re
[ ∫

R3

∫

R3

̂̃
U h̃L(t, ξ)

×(ψk(ξ))
2e−itv̂·ξbLLαβ (v)

kh̃αβ(ξ)∂tû
L(t, ξ, v)

i2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) dξdv
]
=

∑

i=1,··· ,4

Re
[
Ek;i

h̃;L
(t)

]
,

where

Ek;1

h̃;L
(t) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

̂̃
ULh̃(t, ξ)bLL;h̃αβ (v)

kαβ(ξ)ξ ·
(
Λ̂2[NL

1 ](t, ξ, v) + D̂L
1 (t, ξ, v)

)

2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) (
ψk(ξ)

)2
dvdξ,

Ek;2

h̃;L
(t) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

̂̃
ULh̃(t, ξ)

(
N̂L

2 (t, ξ, v) + D̂L
2 (t, ξ, v)

)
· ∇v

(kαβ(ξ)bLL;h̃αβ (v)

2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

)
)(
ψk(ξ)

)2
dvdξ,

Ek;3

h̃;L
(t) :=

∑

i=3,4

∫

R3

∫

R3

̂̃
ULh̃(t, ξ)bLL;h̃αβ (v)

kαβ(ξ)
(
2 ̂Λ≥3[N

L
i ](t, ξ, v) + D̂L

3 (t, ξ, v)
)

i4
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) (
ψk(ξ)

)2
dvdξ,

Ek;4

h̃;L
(t) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

̂̃
ULh̃(t, ξ)bLL;h̃αβ (v)

kαβ(ξ)ξ ·
( ̂Λ≥3[NL

1 ](t, ξ, v)
)

2
(
|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) (
ψk(ξ)

)2
dvdξ.

(4.7)
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From (4.4), (4.5), and (4.7), based on the types and the orders of inputs, we classify ∂tẼ
h̃;L
modi;k(t)

as follows,

2∂tẼ
h̃;L
modi;k(t) = C h̃L;k

vlasov(t) +Rh̃L;k
vlasov(t) +

∫

R3

Re
[
C h̃L;k
metric(t, x)

]
dx+Rh̃L;k

metric(t),

where C h̃L;k
vlasov(t) denotes wave-wave-Vlasov type trilinear interaction, Rh̃L;k

vlasov(t) denotes the quartic

and higher order interaction that involves the Vlasov part, C h̃L;k
metric(t, x) denotes wave-wave-wave

type trilinear interaction, and Rh̃L;k
metric(t) denotes the quartic and higher order purely wave-type

interaction. More precisely, the detailed formulas are given as follows,

C h̃L;k
vlasov(t) = Ek;1

h̃;L
(t) + Re

[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)Pk

(
Λ2[N

h̃;L
vl ]

)
dx

]

+

∫

R3

Pk(
˜∂th̃L)

[
Λ1[Hij]Pk

(
∂i∂j(h̃

L − ˜̃
hL)

)
+ Λ1[Hi0]Pk

(
∂i(∂th̃

L − ˜∂th̃L)
)]
dx, (4.8)

Rh̃L;k
vlasov(t) = Re

[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)Pk

(
Λ≥3[N

h̃;L
vl ]

)
dx

]
+

∑

i=2,3,4

Ek;i

h̃;L
(t), (4.9)

C h̃L;k
metric(t, x) =

∑

h′∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}

∑

µ,ν∈{+,−}

Ũ h̃L

k (t, x)Q̃µν

h′h̃
((Uh′

)µ(t), (Ũ h̃L

k )ν(t))(x)

+ Pk(Ũ h̃L)Pk(Q
h̃;L
mt )(t, x), (4.10)

Rh̃L;k
metric(t) = Rk + Re

[ ∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)Pk

(
Rh̃;L

mt;s

)
dx

]
−

∫

R3

(
Pk(

˜∂th̃L)
)2
∂iΛ≥2[Hi0]

− Pk(
˜∂th̃L)∂iΛ≥2[Hij ]Pk

(
∂j

˜̃
hL

)
dx+

∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)
(
Pk(Λ1[Hiγ ]∂i∂γh̃

L)− Λ1[Hiγ ]Pk(∂i∂γ h̃
L)dx

+

∫

R3

1

2
∂xiPk(

˜̃hL)Λ≥2[∂tHij]∂xjPk(
˜̃hL)dx+

∫

R3

Pk(
˜∂th̃L)

[
Λ≥2[Hi0]Pk

(
∂i(∂th̃

L − ˜∂th̃L)
)

+ Λ≥2[Hij]Pk

(
∂i∂j(h̃

L − ˜̃
hL)

)]
dx+

∫

R3

∂xiPk(∂t
˜̃
hL − ˜∂th̃L)Hij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx. (4.11)

In this section, we aim to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds

for any L ∈ Pn, n ≤ N0, h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj , ϑmn}, and any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],
∣∣Eh̃;L

modi(t2)− Eh̃;L
modi(t1)

∣∣ . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/300ǫ31. (4.12)

By assuming the estimates of the wave-wave-wave type interaction and the wave-wave-Vlasov
type interaction, which are postponed in next two subsections, we first give a proof of the above
Proposition.
Proof of Proposition 4.1.

Recall (4.11). From the estimates in Lemma 4.1, the estimate (4.44) in Proposition 4.2, and the
estimate (4.55) in Proposition 4.3, we have

∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
[∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

C h̃L;k
metric(t, x)dxdt

∣∣ +
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

C h̃L;k
vlasov(t, x)dxdt

∣∣]

. 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/300ǫ31. (4.13)

It remains to estimate RLh̃;k
vlasov(t) and RLh̃;k

metric(t).



MASSIVE EINSTEIN-VLASOV SYSTEM 55

• The estimate of RLh̃;k
vlasov(t). Recall (4.11), (2.46), and (2.35). From the L2 − L2 estimate

and the estimate (3.79) in Lemma 3.12, the following estimate holds,

∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)Pk

(
Λ≥3[N

h̃;L
vl ]

)
dx

∣∣

. 2H(|L|)δ1mǫ1‖Λ≥3[LN vl
αβ ]‖En . 2−4m/3ǫ41. (4.14)

Recall (4.7). From the L2 − L2 type bilinear estimate, the volume of support of ξ, and the
estimate (3.56) in Lemma 3.9, and the estimate (3.113), the estimate (3.63) in Lemma 3.10, the
following estimate holds,
∑

i=2,3,4

∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+|Ek;i

h̃;L
(t)| .

∑

i=1,3,4

∑

j=2,3

2H(|L|)δ1mǫ1
(
‖(1+|x|)2(1+|v|)10NL

2 (t, x, v)‖L2
x,v

+‖(1 + |x|)2(1 + |v|)10Λ≥3[N
L
i ](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
+ ‖(1 + |x|)2(1 + |v|)10DL

j (t, x, v)‖L2
x,v

)

. 2−7m/6+3d(N0+3,0)δ0mǫ41. (4.15)

Combining the estimates (4.14) and (4.15), we have
∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+|Rh̃L;k
vlasov(t)| . 2−7m/6+3d(N0+3,0)δ0mǫ41. (4.16)

• The estimate of RLh̃;k
metric(t). We first estimate R3

k. Recall (4.6). From the L2 − L2 − L∞

type multilinear estimate, the following estiamte holds for any fixed k ∈ Z,

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+|R3
k|

.
∑

k1∈Z

22H(|L|)δ1m
(
‖∂iPk1(ρ−R0F )‖L∞

x
+‖∂αPk1(Ωm−R0ωm)‖L∞

x
+‖|∇|−1Pk1(�ωm)‖L∞

x

)
. (4.17)

From the relations between double Hodge decomposition variable in (2.41) and the equalities (2.42)
and (2.43), we have

‖∂iPk1(ρ−R0F )‖L∞
x
+ ‖∂αPk1(Ωm −R0ωm)‖L∞

x
+ ‖|∇|−1Pk1(�ωm)‖L∞

x

. ‖∂tPk1τ(t)‖L∞
x
+ ‖Eµ(t)‖L∞

x
+ ‖|∇|−1∂tEµ(t)‖L∞

x

. min{2−k1
(
‖∂tE0‖L∞

x
+‖�h0i‖L∞

x

)
+‖E0(t)‖L∞

x
, 2k1/2

(
‖∂tE0‖L2

x
+‖�h0i‖L2

x

)
+23k1/2‖E0(t)‖L2

x
}.

(4.18)
From the estimates (3.186) and (3.185) in Lemma 3.19 , the linear decay estimate (3.7) in Lemma

3.2, which is used in the close to the light cone case, the equality (3.72) in the far away from the
light cone case, and the estimate (3.1) in Lemma 3.1, we have

(4.18) .
∑

k1∈Z

min{2−k1−2m + 2−2m, 2k1/2−m + 23k1/2−m}22H(1)δ0mǫ21 . 2−4m/3+2H(1)δ0mǫ21. (4.19)

From the above estimate (4.19) and the estimate (4.17), we have
∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+|R3
k| . 2−4m/3+2H(1)δ0m+2H(|L|)δ0mǫ31. (4.20)

Recall (2.66) and (2.58). Note that, the imaginary part of e−it|∇|∂tṼ h̃L contains only N h̃;L
vl;m,

which is semilinear. From the L2-estimate of N h̃;L
vl;m (3.110) in Lemma 3.15 and the L2 − L2 − L∞

type multilinear estimate, we have
∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

∂xiPk(∂t
˜̃
hL − ˜∂th̃L)Hij∂xjPk(

˜̃
hL)dx

∣∣ . 2−2m+2d(N0+3,0)δ1mǫ31.

(4.21)
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Recall (4.11). From the above estimates (4.20) and (4.21), the L2 − L2 type bilinear estimate,
the L2 − L2 − L∞ type multilinear estimate, the estimate (3.76) in Lemma 3.11, and the estimate
(3.33) in Lemma 3.6, we have

∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣RLh̃;k

metric(t)
∣∣ . 2−m−δ1mǫ41. (4.22)

To sum up, our desired estimate (4.12) holds from (4.13), (4.16) and (4.22).
�

Now, the goal is reduced to estimate the contribution from the wave-wave-Vlasov type interac-

tion, i.e., the estimate of C h̃L;k
vlasov(t, x) and the wave-wave-wave type interaction, i.e., the estimate

C h̃L;k
metric(t, x). We first do further reduction for the estimate of C h̃L;k

metric(t, x) and then analyze these
two types of interaction in the next two subsections in details.

We first rule out the very low output frequency case and the case when x is far away from the
light cone. The main tool we will use is the Lemma 3.22, which allows us to exploit the difference
of hierarchy we set for the growth rate of energy of the different order of vector fields.

Let

αout(|L|) :=
{

(H(|L|)−H(|L| − 1)− 2β(|L|))/2 − 1/50 if |L| ≥ 1,
−10 if |L| = 0,

(4.23)

where β(|L|) is defined in (2.89).
In the following Lemma, we first rule out the very low output frequency case.

Lemma 4.1. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑmn}, L ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn, k ∈ Z,

∑

k∈Z,k≤−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

C h̃L;k
metric(t, x)dx

∣∣ . 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31,

(4.24)
∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

C h̃L;k
metric(t, x)

(
ψ<m−4(x) + ψ>m+1(x)

)
dx

∣∣

. 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1mǫ31. (4.25)

Proof. Recall (4.10) and (2.78). We split into two cases as follows.
• Case 1: Proof of the desired estimate (4.24).
Similar to the obtained estimate (3.155), after rerunning the argument and using the volume of

support of the output frequency instead of using the L2 −L∞ type bilinear estimate, the following
estimate holds if k ≤ −m+ αout(|L|)δ1m,

∑

H∈{S,P,Q}

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

2−k/2+γk+(N0−|L|)k+‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t)‖L2 . 2(1+γ)k−+H(|L|)δ1m+δ1mǫ21.

(4.26)
From the L2−L2 type estimate, the above obtained estimates (4.26) and the estimate (3.215) in

Lemma 3.22 for the case |L| ≥ 1, we have

∑

k∈Z,k≤−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)Pk(Q
h̃;L
mt )(t, x)ψ≤m+2(|x|)dx

∣∣

. 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.27)

Hence finishing the proof of the desired estimate (4.24).
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From the proof of the estimates (3.163), (3.166), and (3.172), the following improved estimate
holds for the exterior of the light cone region if k ≤ −m/2,

∑

H∈{S,P,Q}

∑

k∈Z,k≤−m/2

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
kχ

3
k

2−k/2+γk+(N0−|L|)k+‖QHL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t)ψ>m+2(|x|)‖L2 . 2−4m/3ǫ31.

(4.28)
From the obtained estimates (4.27) and (4.28), we have

∑

k∈Z,k≤−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L
)Pk(Q

h̃;L
mt )(t, x)dx

∣∣

. 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.29)

Recall again (4.10). It remains to estimate the Q̃µν

h′h̃
(Uh′

, (U h̃L

k )ν). Note that, from the support

of frequency variables, the frequency of Uh′
is bounded from above by 2k+10, otherwise the integral

vanishes. From the L2 − L2 − L∞ type estimate and the L∞ → L2 type Sobolev embedding, the
following estimate holds,

∑

k∈Z,k≤−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k+2γk
∣∣
∫

R3

(U h̃L

k )µ(t, x)Q̃µν

h′h̃
(Uh′

, (U h̃L

k )ν)(t, x)dx
∣∣

.
∑

k∈Z,k≤−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−m+2H(|L|)δ0m+(1+γ)k+δ1mǫ31 . 2−3m/2ǫ31. (4.30)

To sum up, our desired estimate (4.24) holds from the estimates (4.27–4.30).
• Case 2: Proof of the desired estimate (4.25).

For the semilinear quadratic terms QKL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x),K ∈ {Q,P} and Q̃µν

h′h̃
(Uh′

, (U h̃L

k )ν)(t, x), we

use the bilinear estimate (3.134) in Lemma 3.17 and for the quasilinear quadratic termQSL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x),

we use the the bilinear estimate (3.134) in Lemma 3.17 for the input L2hαβ if |L2| ≤ |L|/2 + 4 and
use the bilinear estimate (3.135) in Lemma 3.17 if |L2| > |L|/2 + 4.

Here, we exploit the fact that |L2| < N0 − 1 for the quasilinear quadratic term QSL;L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2
(t, x).

As a result, the symbols of quadratic terms allow us to gain the smallness 2−m from the distance
with respect to the light cone, which is more than sufficient to ensure the validity of our desired
estimate (4.25). �

Now, we consider the case k ≥ −m + αout(|L|)δ1m. Recall (4.11). To distinguish the subtle
growth rates of the perturbed profile and the modified perturbed profile for the metric component,

from (2.78–2.79), based on the size of min{k1, k2}, we decompose C h̃L;k
metric(t, x) into several parts as

follows,

C h̃L;k
metric(t, x) =

∑

H∈{S,P,Q}

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,

CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric (t, x) +

∑

k′∈Z

∑

j∈{1,2}

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;j(t, x), (4.31)

where CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric (t, x) denotes term determined by Qh̃;L

mt;s(t, x) and C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;j(t, x) are given as
follows,

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;1(t, x) =
∑

h′∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}

∑

µ,ν∈{+,−}

Ũ h̃L

k (t, x)Q̃µν

h′h̃
((̃Uh′

k′ )
µ,

˜
(U h̃L

k )ν)(t, x),

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;2(t, x) =
∑

h′∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn}

∑

µ,ν∈{+,−}

Ũ h̃L

k (t, x)Q̃µν

h′h̃
((ρ̃h

′
(Pk′f))

µ,
˜
(U h̃L

k )ν)(t, x).

(4.32)

CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric (t, x) is more subtle. We use different formulations for the wave-wave-wave type

interaction based on the size of the input frequency because, from (3.15), there is no need to
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decompose the profile into the modified profile and the density type function if the input frequency
is very small.

More precisely, let

αinp(|L|) :=
{

(H(|L|)−H(|L| − 1)− 2β(|L|))/2 − 1/50 if |L| ≥ 1,
10 if |L| = 0,

(4.33)

We remark that, αinp(|L|) only differs from αout(|L|) when |L| = 0, see (4.23).
If min{k1, k2} ≥ −m+ αinp(|L|)δ1m, then

∀H ∈ {S,P,Q}, CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric (t, x) =

∑

⋆∈{ess,err,vl}

CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;⋆ (t, x),

CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;⋆ (t, x) =

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L,L̃2≺L

cL̃
L̃1L̃2

Pk(Ũ h̃L)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

(
QS⋆;L,L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x),

CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;⋆ (t, x) =

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L

cL̃
L̃1L̃2

Pk(Ũ h̃L
)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

(
QK⋆;L,L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x), K ∈ {P,Q}, (4.34)

where QH⋆;L,L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2
,H ∈ {S,P,Q}, ⋆ ∈ {ess, err, vl} are defined in (2.79).

If min{k1, k2} ≤ −m+ αinp(|L|)δ1m, then

CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric (t, x) = CH h̃L;k,k1,k2

metric;wa (t, x) + CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x), H ∈ {S,P,Q},

where, for K ∈ {P,Q}, we have

CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x) =

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L

cL̃
L̃1L̃2

Pk(Ũ h̃L)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

(
QKL,L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x),

CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x) = 0,

(4.35)

and, for the quaslinear terms, i.e., H = S, as two inputs have different number of derivatives,
we use different formulas based on sizes of k1 and k2. More precisely, if k2 = min{k1, k2} ≤
−m+ αinp(|L|)δ1m, then

CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x) =

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L,L̃2≺L

cL̃
L̃1L̃2

Pk(Ũ h̃L
)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

(
QSL,L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x), (4.36)

CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x) = 0. (4.37)

If k1 = min{k1, k2} ≤ −m+ αinp(|L|)δ1m, then

CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x) =

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L,L̃2≺L

cL̃
L̃1L̃2

Pk(Ũ h̃L)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

[
cµνi0 Pk

(
Pk1(L1hµν)Pk2(∂i ˜∂tL2hαβ)

)

+ cµνij Pk

(
Pk1(L1hµν)Pk2(∂i∂jL̃2hαβ)

)]
(t, x), (4.38)

CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x) =

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L
L̃2≺L

cL̃
L̃1L̃2

Pk(Ũ h̃L)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

[
cµνi0 Pk

(
Pk1(L1hµν)Pk2(∂i

(
∂tL2hαβ)− ˜∂tL2hαβ)

))

+ cµνij Pk

(
Pk1(L1hµν)Pk2(∂i∂j

(
L2hαβ − L̃2hαβ)

)]
(t, x). (4.39)

With the above preparations, in the following Lemma, we first rule out some easy cases by using
the obtained estimates in section 3.
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Lemma 4.2. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, the following estimates hold,

∑

k,k′∈Z,k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m
j=1,2,k′≤−2|αout(|L|)|δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;j(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx
∣∣

. 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1mǫ31, (4.40)
∑

k,k′∈Z,k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m
k′≥−2|αout(|L|)|δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;2(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx
∣∣

. 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1mǫ31. (4.41)
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m
K∈{S,P,Q},(k1,k2)∈χ1

k∪χ
2
k∪χ

3
k

min{k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;err(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx

∣∣

. 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1mǫ31. (4.42)

Proof. Recall the detailed formula of C̃Lh̃;k,k′

metric;j(t) in (4.31) and the equality (4.5). From the bilinear

estimate (3.136) in Lemma 3.17, the following estimate holds if k′ ≤ −2|αout(|L|)|δ1m,

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;j(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx
∣∣ . 2−m+k′+2e(L;h̃)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1m

. 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1mǫ31. (4.43)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (4.40).
Recall (4.32). Since k′ ≥ −2|αout(|L|)|δ1m, the desired estimate (4.41) holds directly from the

estimate (3.97) in Lemma 3.14, the estimate (3.7) in Lemma 3.2, and the decay estimate of the
density type function (3.3) in Lemma 3.1.

Recall (2.80), (2.83), and (2.70). The desired estimate (4.42) follows directly from the estimate
(3.15) in Lemma 3.3 and the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1 and the bilinear estimate (3.136) in
Lemma 3.17. �

To sum up, it remains to estimate two types of interactions:

For the wave-wave-Vlasov type interaction, it remains to estimate (i) C h̃L;k
vlasov(t, x) in (4.8); (ii)

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;2(t, x) in (4.32) for the case k′ ≥ −2|αout(|L|)|δ1m; (iii) CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x),H ∈ {S,P,Q} in

(4.34) for the case min{k1, k2} ≥ −m + αinp(|L|)δ1m and CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x) in (4.39) for the case

k1 = min{k1, k2} ≤ −m+ αinp(|L|)δ1m. We analyze these three cases in details in subsection 4.1.

For the wave-wave-wave type interaction, it remains to estimate (i) C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;1(t, x) in (4.32) for the

case k′ ≥ −2|αout(|L|)|δ1m; (ii) CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;ess(t, x),H ∈ {S,P,Q} in (4.34) for the case min{k1, k2} ≥

−m + αinp(|L|)δ1m; (iii) CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x),K ∈ {P,Q}, in (4.35) and CSh̃L;k,k1,k2

metric;wa (t, x) in (4.36)

and (4.38) for the case min{k1, k2} ≤ −m+ αinp(|L|)δ1m. We analyze these three cases in details
in subsection 4.2.

With the above divided plan, for the rest of this section, we aim to prove the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds

for any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl,

∑

k∈Z,k>−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

C h̃L;k
metric(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt

∣∣
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. 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/300ǫ31. (4.44)

Proof. Recall the decomposition in (4.31). Our desired estimate holds from the estimates (4.40–
4.42) in Lemma 4.2, the estimates (4.53–4.55) in Lemma 4.3, the estimate (4.75) in Lemma 4.4, and
the estimate (4.80) in Lemma 4.7.

�

4.1. The estimate of wave-wave-Vlasov type interaction. Recall the detailed formula of

C h̃L;k
vlasov(t, x) in (4.8) and the the detailed formulas of corresponding terms in (4.7), (2.14), (3.112),

and (2.55). We can write C h̃L;k
vlasov(t, x) as a linear combinations of the following trilinear form,

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

C h̃L;k
vlasov(t, x)dxdt =

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,µ∈{+,−}

L,L1∈Pn,L2∈Pn,L1◦L2�L

V L∈{
˜
V

Lhαβ ,
˜
V h̃L ,V

Lhαβ ,V h̃L}

V
L1
1 ∈{

˜
V

L1hαβ ,
˜
V h̃L1 ,V

L1hαβ ,V h̃L1 }

Kµ;L,L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1), (4.45)

where

Kµ;L,L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

eit|ξ|+itµ|ξ−η|−itv̂·ηV̂ L(t, ξ) ̂(V L1
1 )µ(t, ξ − η)

× m̃(ξ − η, η, v)ûL2(t, η, v)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)dξdηdv, (4.46)

where the symbol m̃(ξ − η, η, v) satisfies the following estimate,

‖(1 + |v|)−100m̃(ξ − η, η, v)‖L∞
v S∞

k,k1,k2
. 2−k1 . (4.47)

Similarly, we have ∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt

=
∑

µ∈{+,−},L,L1∈Pn,L2∈Pn,L1◦L2�L

V L∈{
˜

V
Lhαβ ,

˜
V h̃L ,V

Lhαβ ,V h̃L}

V
L1
1 ∈{

˜
V

L1hαβ ,
˜
V h̃L1 ,V

L1hαβ ,V h̃L1 }

∫

R3

ϕ(σ)TK,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)dσ, (4.48)

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt

=
∑

µ∈{+,−},L,L̃1,L1∈Pn,L2∈Pn,L1◦L2�L,L̃1◦L2�L,L1≺L

V L∈{
˜
V

Lhαβ ,
˜
V h̃L ,V

Lhαβ ,V h̃L},V
L1
1 ∈{

˜
V

L1hαβ ,
˜
V h̃L1 ,V

L1hαβ ,V h̃L1 }

∫

R3

ϕ(σ)
[
T S1,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

+ T S2,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

]
dσ (4.49)

where

ϕ(σ) := 23mψ̂[−4,1](2
mσ), (4.50)

T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

eit|ξ−σ|+itµ|ξ−η|−itv̂·ηV̂ L(t, ξ − σ) ̂(V L1
1 )µ(t, ξ − η)

×m⋆(ξ − η, η, v)ûL2(t, η, v)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)dξdηdv, ⋆ ∈ {P,Q, S1, S2}, (4.51)
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and the symbols m⋆(ξ − η, η, v), ⋆ ∈ {P,Q, S1, S2}, satisfies the following estimate,
∑

⋆∈{P,Q}

‖(1 + |v|)−100m⋆(ξ − η, η, v)‖L∞
v S∞

k,k1,k2
. 2−k2 ,

‖(1 + |v|)−100mS1(ξ − η, η, v)‖L∞
v S∞

k,k1,k2
. 2−k1 ,

‖(1 + |v|)−100mS2(ξ − η, η, v)‖L∞
v S∞

k,k1,k2
. 2k1−2k2 .

(4.52)

Recall (4.46) and the estimates (4.47) and (4.52), we know that Kµ;L,L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1) is a special

case of trilinear form T S1,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ). Recall (4.31). We know that the trilinear form of

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;2(t, x) is of same type as CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x),K ∈ {P,Q} with k′ = k1 and k2 = k.

With the above preparations, by assuming the validity of a technical Lemma, Lemma 4.3, we
state and prove the main result of this subsection as follows.

Proposition 4.3. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimates hold

for any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑij}, L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl,

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m
k1=min{k1,k2}≤−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m−10

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt

∣∣

. ǫ31, (4.53)
∑

k∈[−m+αout(|L|)δ1m,∞)∩Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
[ ∑

H∈{S,P,Q},(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,

min{k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m−10

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;vl (t, x)

× ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣ +

∑

k′≥−2|αout(|L|)δ1m

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;2(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣
]
. ǫ31, (4.54)

∑

k∈Z

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

C h̃L;k
vlasov(t, x)dxdt

∣∣ . ǫ31. (4.55)

Proof. As discussed at the beginning of this section, the proof of our desired estimates is reduced to

the estimate of trilinear forms TK,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ),K ∈ {S1, S2, P,Q} for different choices of

k, k1, k2 in different settings.
Recall (4.46) and (4.51). From the estimates of symbols in (4.52), the bilinear estimate (3.90) in

Lemma 3.13 for the case |L1|, |L̃1| ≥ |L| − 5, and the bilinear estimates (3.96) and (3.97) in Lemma

3.14 for the case |L1|, |L̃1| ≤ |L| − 5, the following estimate holds for any fixed k ∈ Z, (k1, k2) ∈
χ1
k ∪ χ2

k ∪ χ3
k, L, L̃1, L1 ∈ Pn,L2 ∈ Pn, s.t., L1 ◦ L2 � L, L̃1 ◦ L2 � L, L1 ≺ L,

∑

⋆∈{S1,P,Q}

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
(∣∣Kµ;L,L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1)

∣∣+ sup
σ∈R3

∣∣T ⋆,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣

+
∣∣T S2,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣) . 22d(|L|+1,N0−|L|)δ0m+max{k1,k2}ǫ31. (4.56)

The above estimate allows us to rule out the case max{k1, k2} ≤ −2d(|L|+ 1, N0 − |L|)δ0m.
Moreover, we rule out the case |σ| is not so small. Recall (4.49). From the rapidly decay rate of

ϕ(σ) if |σ| ≥ 2−m+δ1m and the rough estimate, the following estimate holds,
∑

⋆∈{S1,P,Q}

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+

∫

|σ|≥2−m+δ1m
|ϕ(σ)|

(
|T ⋆,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)|

+|T S2,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)|

)
dσ . 2−m/4ǫ31.
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It remains to consider the case max{k1, k2} ≥ −2d(|L| + 1, N0 − |L|)δ0m and fixed σ ∈ R3, s.t.,
|σ| ≤ 2−m+δ1m. Based on the possible size of L2, we separate into two cases as follows.

• If |L2| ≤ |L| − 5.
For this case, the total number of vector fields act on the Vlasov part is far away from the top

order and we mainly use the decay estimate for the density type function. More precisely, from the
estimate of symbol in (4.52) and the estimate (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, the following estimate holds for
any fixed k ∈ Z, s.t., k ≥ −m+ αout(|L|)δ1m,

∑

L1◦L2�L,|L2|≤|L|−5

∑

⋆∈{P,Q}

∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

sup
σ∈R3

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣

.
∑

k2∈Z

2−k−/2+m+2d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0mmin{22k2 + 23k2+d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m, 2−4m−2k2

+ 2−4m−k2+d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m} . 2−m/3ǫ31. (4.57)

Similarly, from the estimate of symbol in (4.47), the following estimate holds for any fixed k ∈ Z,
∑

L1◦L2�L,|L2|≤|L|−5
k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1

k∪χ
2
k∪χ

3
k

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
[∣∣Kµ;L,L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1)

∣∣+ sup
σ∈R3

∣∣T S1,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣]

. sup
k2∈Z

∑

k1≤k2−10

2m+2d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0mmin{2k1 , 2−k1/2min{23k2 + 24k2+d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m, 2−4m−k2

+ 2−5m−k2+d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m}}ǫ31 + 2−m/3ǫ31 . 2−m/3ǫ31. (4.58)

It remains to consider T S1,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ). Recall (4.52). Since the symbolmS2(ξ−η, η, v)

is worse when k2 ≤ k1 − 10, this term is more delicate. By using the estimate (3.3) in Lemma 3.1,
we first rule out the case k2 ≥ −m+ 2d(|L|, N0 − |L|)δ0m as follows,

∑

L1◦L2�L,L1≺L,|L2|≤|L|−5
k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1

k∪χ
2
k∪χ

3
k

k2≥−m+2d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+ sup
σ∈R3

∣∣T S2;µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣

.
∑

k2≥−m+2d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m

2m+2d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m
(
2−3m−2k2 + 2−3m−k2+d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m

)

+ 2−m/3ǫ31 . ǫ31. (4.59)

It remains to estimate T S2;µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2, σ) for the case k1 ≥ −2d(|L| + 1, N0 − |L|)δ0m and

k2 ∈ [−m + αinput(|L|)δ1m − 10,−m + 2d(|L|, N0 − |L|)δ0m]. Recall (4.49). We have |L1| < |L|
for the estimate of T S2;µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2, σ). From the bilinear estimate (3.96) in Lemma 3.14 and the

estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1, we have

∑

L1◦L2�L,L̃1≺L,|L2|≤N0−5
k2≤−m+2d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m
k1≥−2d(|L|+1,N0−|L|)δ0m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+ sup
σ∈R3

∣∣T S2,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣

.
∑

k2≤−m+2d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m

2m+2d(|L|+1,N0−|L|)δ0m+k1−2k22−m−k1+3k2ǫ31 . 2−m/2ǫ31. (4.60)

• If |L2| > |L| − 5 and |L| ≥ N0 − 5.
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For this case, there are at most five vector fields act on the metric component. From the bilinear
estimate (3.97) in Lemma 3.14, the L∞

x decay estimate in (3.17) in Lemma 3.3, and the estimate
(3.1) in Proposition 3.1, the following estimate holds,

∑

L1◦L2�L
|L2|>|L|−5,⋆∈{P,Q}

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

min{k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+ sup
σ∈R3

∣∣T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣

. 2m+3d(|L|+1,N0−|L|)δ0m2−2mǫ31 . 2−m/4ǫ31. (4.61)

Similarly, we have
∑

L̃1◦L2�L,|L2|>|L|−5,k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

k1≥−m+4d(|L|+1,N0−|L|)δ0m

sup
σ∈R3

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
(∣∣T S1,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣

+
∣∣T S2,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣ +
∣∣Kµ;L,L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1)

∣∣)

.
∑

k1≥−m+4d(|L|+1,N0−|L|)δ0m

2m+3d(|L|+1,N0−|L|)δ0m2−2m2−k1ǫ31 . ǫ31. (4.62)

From the estimate (4.66) in Lemma 4.3, the following estimate holds if k1 ≤ −m + 4d(|L| +
1, N0 − |L|)δ0m and k2 ≥ −2d(|L|+ 1, N0 − |L|)δ0m.

∑

L̃1◦L2�L,|L2|>|L|−5
k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1

k∪χ
2
k∪χ

3
k

k1≤−m+4d(|L|+1,N0−|L|)δ0m

sup
σ∈R3,|σ|≤2−m+δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
(∣∣T S1,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣

+
∣∣T S2,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣ +
∣∣Kµ;L,L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1)

∣∣) . 2−m/4ǫ31. (4.63)

• If |L2| > |L| − 5 and |L| ≤ N0 − 5.
The main difference between this case and the previous case is that we pay attention to the

possible issue of losing derivative.
If (k1, k2) ∈ χ1

k ∪ χ3
k, i.e., k2 ≤ k1 + 10, then the argument used in the case |L2| ≤ |L| − 5 is still

applicable since |L| ≤ N0 − 5. As a result, we have
∑

⋆∈{S1,P,Q},k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

3
k

k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
(∣∣Kµ;L,L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1)

∣∣

+ sup
σ∈R3

∣∣T ⋆,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣ +
∣∣T S2,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣) . ǫ31. (4.64)

If (k1, k2) ∈ χ2
k, i.e., k1 ≤ k2 − 10, |k − k2| ≤ 10, then the argument used in the case |L1| >

|L| − 5, |L| ≥ N0 − 5 is still applicable. As a result, we have
∑

⋆∈{S1,P,Q},k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ2
k

k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2N(|L|)k+ sup
σ∈R3,|σ|≤2−m+δ1m

(∣∣Kµ;L,L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1)

∣∣

+
∣∣T ⋆,µ;L;L̃1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣ +
∣∣T S2,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣) . ǫ31. (4.65)

Hence finishing the proof of desired estimates (4.53), (4.54) and (4.55).
�

For the rest of this subsection, we prove the assumed Lemma 4.3 in the proof of the above
Proposition.
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Lemma 4.3. Given any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L,L1, L2 ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, s.t., L1 ◦ L2 � L .

Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for the trilinear

form defined in (4.51),
∑

⋆∈{S1,S2},k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ2
k

k1≤−m/2,k≥−4d(N0+1,0)δ0m

sup
σ∈R3,|σ|≤2−m+δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ)

∣∣

. 2−m/4ǫ31. (4.66)

Proof. Recall (4.51). Based on the size of v, we decompose T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2) into two parts as

follows,

T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2;V, V1, σ) = T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;≥

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2, σ) + T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;<

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2, σ),

T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;♦
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2, σ) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

V̂ L(t, ξ − σ)eit|ξ−σ|+itµ|ξ−η|−itv̂·η ̂(V L1
1 )µ(t, ξ − η)

× ûL2(t, η, v)m⋆(ξ − η, η, v)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)ψ♦m/10(v)dηdv, ♦ ∈ {≥, <}. (4.67)

For the case |v| is relatively large, we gain sufficient decay rates from the high moment of v. More
precisely, from the L2 − L2 − L∞ type multilinear estimate and the estimate of symbol in (4.52),
we have ∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ2
k

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;≥

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2, σ)

∣∣ . 2−mǫ31. (4.68)

Now, we focus on the estimate of T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;<
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2, σ). Note that the following estimate holds

if |v| . 2m/10 and |σ| ≤ 2−m+δ1m,

|ξ − σ|+ µ|ξ − η| − η · v̂ &
|η|

1 + |v|2 − 2|ξ − η| − |σ| & |η|
2(1 + |v|2) & 2k2(1 + |v|2)−1. (4.69)

With the above observation, to take the advantage of high oscillation in time, we do integration

by parts in time once for T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;<
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2, σ). As a result, we have

T ⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;<
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2, σ) = End⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2) + J⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;1

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2) + J⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2), (4.70)

End⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2) :=

∑

i=1,2

(−1)i−1

∫

R3

∫

R3

ÛL(ti, ξ − σ) ̂(UL1
1 )µ(ti, ξ − η)L̂2f(ti, η, v)

×m⋆,µ
k,k1,k2

(ξ − η, η, v)dηdv,

J⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;1
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

eit|ξ−σ|+itµ|ξ−η|−itv̂·η∂t
(
V̂ L(t, ξ − σ) ̂(V L1

1 )µ(t, ξ − η)
)

× ûL2(t, η, v)m⋆,µ
k,k1,k2

(ξ − η, η, v)dηdvdt,

J⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;2
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

eit|ξ−σ|+itµ|ξ−η|−itv̂·ηV̂ L(t, ξ − σ) ̂(V L1
1 )µ(t, ξ − η)

× ∂t
(
ûL2(t, η, v)

)
m⋆,µ

k,k1,k2
(ξ − η, η, v)dηdvdt, (4.71)

where the symbol m⋆,µ
k,k1,k2

(ξ − η, η, v) is defined as follows,

m⋆,µ
k,k1,k2

(ξ − η, η, v) := m⋆(ξ − η, η, v)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)ψ<m/10(v)(i|ξ − σ|+ µ|ξ − η| − η · v̂)−1.
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From the estimate of symbol in (4.52), the estimate (4.69), the L2 − L2 − L∞ type multilinear
estimate, and the L∞ −→ L2 type Sobolev embedding, we have

∑

⋆∈{S1,S2}

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ2
k ,k1≤−m/2,k≥−4d(N0+1,0)δ0m

2−k+2γk+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣End⋆,µ;L;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2)

∣∣

.
∑

k1≤−m/2,k≥−4d(N0+1,0)δ0m

22d(|L|,N0−|L|)δ0m−k22k1ǫ31 . 2−m/3ǫ31. (4.72)

Recall the estimate of phase in (4.69). Note that we have |k − k2| ≤ 10 for the case we are
considering. After doing integration by parts in time, the symbol is one derivative smoother. Hence,

there is no losing derivatives issue for the estimates of JL;L1,L2;i
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2), i ∈ {1, 2}. By using the same

strategy used in the estimate of endpoint case, the following estimate holds from the estimate (3.1)
in Proposition 3.1,

∑

⋆∈{S1,S2}

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ2
k ,k1≤−m/2,k≥−4d(N0+1,0)δ0m

2−k+2γk+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣J⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;1

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2)

∣∣

. 2−m/3ǫ31. (4.73)

Lastly, we estimate JL;L1,L2;2
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2). Recall the equation satisfied by uL(t, x, v) in (2.13) and the

decomposition in (3.111). The following equality holds after doing integration by parts in v for the

nonlinearity Dv ·RL2
2 (t, x, v) and Dv ·QL2

2 (t, x, v),

J⋆,µ;L;L1,L2;2
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

e−itv̂·ηÛL(t, ξ) ̂(UL1
1 )µ(t, ξ − η)

×
[(
Q̂

L2
3 (t, η, v) +

∑

i=3,4

Λ≥3[R̂
L2
i ](t, η, v) + iη · (R̂L2

1 (t, η, v) + Q̂
L2
1 (t, η, v)

)
mµ

k,k1,k2
(ξ − η, η, v)

+
(
Q̂

L2
2 (t, η, v) + R̂

L2
2 (t, η, v)

)
· ∇vm

µ
k,k1,k2

(ξ − η, η, v)
]
dηdvdt.

From the estimate of symbol in (4.52), the estimate (4.69), the L2 − L2 − L∞ type multilinear
estimate, the L∞ −→ L2 type Sobolev embedding, the estimate (3.56) in Lemma 3.9, and the
estimate (3.62) in Lemma 3.10, and the obtained estimate (3.113), we have

∑

⋆∈{S1,S2}

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ2
k ,k1≤−m/2,k≥−4d(N0+1,0)δ0m

2−k+2γk+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣JL;L1,L2;2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2)

∣∣ . 2−m/3ǫ31.

(4.74)
Recall the decompositions (4.67) and (4.70). To sum up, our desired estimate (4.66) holds from the
estimates (4.68) and (4.72–4.74).

�

4.2. The estimate of wave-wave-wave type interaction. In the following Lemma, we first rule
out the very small input frequency case for the wave-wave-wave type interaction.

Lemma 4.4. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪n∈[0,N0]Pn, k ∈ Z,

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,H∈{S,P,Q}

min{k1,k2}≤−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m,k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x)

× ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx
∣∣ . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/300ǫ31. (4.75)
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Proof. Recall the detailed formula of CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x) in (4.35–4.39) and the formula of QKL;L1,L2

k,k1,k2
,

K ∈ {S,P,Q} in (2.74–2.76). From the estimate (3.132) in Lemma 3.17 and the estimate (3.215)
in Lemma 3.22, the following estimate holds for K ∈ {S,P,Q} if |L| ≥ 1,

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

min{k1,k2}≤−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx

∣∣

.
∑

l≤−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2(1−γ)l+e(L;h̃)δ1m2δ1mǫ31 min{(1 + 2−l−m)2H(|L|−1)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1m

+2H(|L|−1)δ1m+m+l, 2H(|L|)δ1m+δ1m} . 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31.

It remains to consider the case |L| = 0. Note that CSh̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x) vanishes for the case we are

considering and the symbol of CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x), K ∈ {P,Q} contributes the smallness of 2min{k1,k2}.

Hence, the following estimate holds from the volume of support and the Z-norm estimates of profiles,
∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

min{k1,k2}≤−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫

R3

CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;wa (t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx

∣∣

.
∑

l≤−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2(2−2a)l+2H(0)δ1m+2δ1mǫ31 . 2−3m/2ǫ31. (4.76)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (4.75). �

Now, we restrict ourselves to the case k ≥ −m + αout(|L|)δ1m and min{k1, k2} ≥ −m +

αinp(|L|)δ1m for the estimate of CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;ess(t, x) in (4.34) and the case k ≥ −m + αout(|L|)δ1m

and k′ ≥ −2|αout(|L|)|δ1m for the estimate of C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;1(t) in (4.31).

Recall (4.34). In the following Lemma, we first rule out the case L1 ◦ L2 ≺ L.

Lemma 4.5. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, k ∈ Z,
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m,H∈{S,P,Q},(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

L1◦L2≺L,min{k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+

×
[∣∣
∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L
)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

(
QKess;L,L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx

∣∣+
∣∣
∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L
)(t, x)

×Rαβ

h̃
PkQH

L1,L2;γ1κ1,γ2κ2

αβ;µν ((
˜

U
L1hγ1κ1
k1

(t))µ, (
˜

U
L2hγ2κ2
k2

(t))ν))(x)dx
∣∣] . 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1mǫ31. (4.77)

Proof. Note that for the case we are considering, we have |L| ≥ 1. Without loss of generality, we
assume that |L1| ≤ |L2|. Note that, from the bilinear estimates (3.136) and (3.137) in Lemma 3.17,
the following estimate holds,

L.H.S. of (4.77) .
∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,L1◦L2≺L

k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m,min{k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2N(|L|)k+‖Pk(Ũ h̃L)(t)‖L2

×
[
‖ψ[m−4,m+1](x)Pk(Rα(

˜UL1hιτ
k1

)µRβ(
˜
U

L2hγκ

k2
)ν)(t, x)‖L2

x

+‖Pk(|∇|−1Rα(
˜UL1hιτ
k1

)µ(t, x)Rβ |∇|( ˜UL2hγκ

k2
)ν)(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)‖L2

x

+‖Pk(|∇|Rα(
˜UL1hιτ
k1

)µRβ|∇|−1(
˜
U

L2hγκ

k2
)ν)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)‖L2

x

]
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. 2−m+e(L;h̃)δ1m+H(|L2|)δ1m+δ1m(2H(|L1|+1)δ1m1|L1|≥1 + 2δ1m1|L1|=0)ǫ
3
1

. 2−m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1mǫ31.

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (4.77). �

Now, it remains to consider the case L1 ◦L2 = L, in which the null structure play essential roles.
We summarize the effect of null structure in the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Given µ, ν ∈ {+,−}, h̃1, h̃2 ∈ {F,F , ρ,Ωi, ωi, ϑij}, t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m],L,L1, L2, L̃1 ∈
∪n≤N0Pn, s.t., |L1|+ |L2| = |L|, |L̃1|+ |L̃2| = |L|, |L̃1| < |L|. Let

A := {(quasi, L̃1, L̃2), (semi, L1, L2) : L̃1 ◦ L̃2 � L̃, L1 ◦ L2 � L, |L̃1| < |L|}. (4.78)

For any given bilinear operators T quas
µν and T semi

µν with symbols mquas
µν (ξ − η, η)|ξ − η|−1|η| ∈ Mnull

µν ∪
M̃null

−ν and msemi
µν (ξ − η, η) ∈ Mnull

µν ∪ M̃null
−ν respectively, the following estimate holds,

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,(⋆,L1,L2)∈A

min{k,k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
[∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

T ⋆
µν((

˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2
(t))ν))(x)

× Ũ h̃L

k (t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣] . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.79)

Proof. Postponed to subsection 4.3 for better presentation. �

By using the above Lemma, in the following Lemma, we finish the remaining cases of estimating

CK h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;ess(t, x) in (4.34) for the case k ≥ −m + αout(|L|)δ1m and C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;1(t) in (4.31) for the

case k′ ≥ −2|αout(|L|)|δ1m.

Lemma 4.7. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑij}, L ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn,

∑

k∈[−m+αout(|L|)δ1m,∞)

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
[ ∑

H∈{S,P,Q},(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,

min{k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m−10

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

CH h̃L;k,k1,k2
metric;ess(t, x)

×ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣+

∑

k′≥−2|αout(|L|)|δ1m

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;1(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣
]

. 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/300ǫ31. (4.80)

Proof. Recall (4.31) and (4.34). From the estimate (4.77) in Lemma 4.5, to prove our desired

estimate (4.80), it would be sufficient to the case |L1|+ |L2| = |L̃1|+ |L̃2| = |L|, |L̃2| < |L|. Based
on the possible sizes of |L| and k, we separate into two cases as follow.
• If k ≥ −m+ αinp(|L|)δ1m, i.e., the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 are valid.

Recall (2.82) and the statement about null structure in Lemma 2.4. Due to the presence of
null structure in all the quadratic terms of wave-wave type interaction in the equation satisfied by
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h̃L, h̃ ∈ {F, ωj , ϑij}, the following estimate follows directly from the estimate (4.79) in Lemma 4.6,

∑

H∈{P,Q},k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

min{k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m
k≥−m+αout(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
[∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

(
QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x)

× ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣ +

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃L)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃

(
QSess;L,L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt

∣∣

+
∑

k′≥−2|αout(|L|)|δ1m

∣∣
∫

R3

C̃ h̃L;k,k′

metric;1(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx
∣∣] . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.81)

It remains to consider the case when h̃ = F . Recall (2.82). We first consider the quadratic terms
without null structure, i.e., the interaction of ϑmn and ϑpq. From the bilinear estimates (3.136) and

(3.137) in Lemma 3.17, the following estimate holds for any h̃1, h̃2 ∈ {ϑij},
∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

min{k,k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(ŨFL
)(t, x)

×Rαβ
F PkQP

h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν((
˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2
(t))ν))(x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt

∣∣

. 2e(L;F )δ1m+e(L;ϑmn)δ1m
[
2β(|L|)δ1m−δ1m/200

1|L|≥2 + 1|L|≤1

]
ǫ31 . 22e(L;F )δ1m−δ1m/200ǫ31. (4.82)

Now, we consider the cases with null structure, i.e., all other quadratic terms except the terms
considered in the above integral. From the estimate (4.79) in Lemma 4.6, we have

∑

h̃1,h̃2∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑij},(h̃1,h̃2)/∈{ϑij}×{ϑij}

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k,min{k,k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(ŨFL
)(t, x)

× ψ[m−4,m+1](x)R
αβ
F PkQP

h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν((
˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2
(t))ν))(x)dxdt

∣∣ . 22e(L;F )δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.83)

∑

h̃1,h̃2∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑij},k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

min{k,k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
[∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(ŨFL
)(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)

×Rαβ
F PkQQ

h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν((
˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2
(t))ν))(x)dxdt

∣∣ +
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(ŨFL
)(t, x)

×Rαβ
F PkQS

h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν((
˜
U

h̃
L̃1
1

k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃
L̃2
2

k2
(t))ν))(x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt

∣∣]

. 22e(L;F )δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.84)

To sum up, the following estimate holds from the estimates (4.82), (4.83), and (4.84),

∑

H∈{P,Q},k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

min{k,k1,k2}≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
[∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

ψ[m−4,m+1](x)Pk(ŨFL
)(t, x)

×Rαβ
F

(
QHess;L,L1,L2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x)dxdt

∣∣ +
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(ŨFL
)(t, x)Rαβ

F

(
QSess;L,L̃1,L̃2

αβ;k,k1,k2

)
(t, x)

× ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣] . 22e(L;F )δ1m−δ1m/300ǫ31. (4.85)
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• If k ∈ [−m+ αout(|L|)δ1m,−m+ αinp(|L|)δ1m).
Recall (4.23) and (4.33). For this case, it would be sufficient to consider the case |L| = 0.
Note that, from the rough bilinear estimate (3.132) in Lemma 3.17, due to the smallness of at

least 2max{k1,k2} from symbols, we can rule out the case when max{k1, k2} ≤ −2αinp(0)δ1m. It
remains to consider the case max{k1, k2} ≥ −2αinp(0)δ1m, i.e., (k1, k2) ∈ χ1

k.
From the bilinear estimate (3.137) in Lemma 3.17 and the Z-norm estimate of the good compo-

nent, the following estimate holds for the quadratic term without null structure,

∑

h̃1,h̃2∈{ϑij},H∈{S,P,Q}

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k

2−k−+2γk−+2N0k+
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Rαβ

h̃
PkQH

h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µν((
˜
U

h̃1
k1

(t))µ, (
˜
U

h̃2
k2
(t))ν))(x)

× Pk(Ũ h̃)(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣ . 2m+e(L;h̃)δ1mǫ31 . 2m+2e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31 (4.86)

It remains to consider the case (h̃1, h̃2) /∈ {ϑij}×{ϑij}. We first out the non-time-resonance case
µ = ν. Note that the phase is relatively large for the case we are considering. More precisely, we
have ∣∣|ξ|+ µ|ξ − η|+ ν|η|

∣∣ & 2k1 & 2−2αinp(0)δ1m.

To take advantage of high oscillation in time, we do integration by parts in time once. Note
that, due to the fact that the output frequency is very small, there is no losing derivative issue.
After using the bilinear estimate (3.132) in Lemma 3.17, the following estimate holds after doing
integration by parts in time once,

∑

h̃1,h̃2∈{F,F ,ωj ,ϑmn},(h̃1,h̃2)/∈{ϑij}×{ϑij}

H∈{S,P,Q},k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k ,µ∈{+,−}

2−k−+2γk−+2N0k+
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃)(t, x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)

×Rαβ

h̃
PkQH

h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µµ((
˜
U

h̃1
k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃2
k2
(t))µ))(x)dxdt

∣∣ . 2−m/2ǫ31. (4.87)

Lastly, we consider the case ν = −µ, µ ∈ {+,−}. Since the symbol of quadratic terms with null
structure belongs to Mnull

µ(−µ) = Mnull
− , see Lemma 2.4, we gain the smallness of (ξ−η)/|ξ−η|+η/|η|

from the symbol, which is less than 2k−k1 . Therefore, from the rough estimate (3.132) in Lemma
3.17, the following estimate holds,

∑

h̃1,h̃2∈{ϑij}
H∈{S,P,Q}

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ1
k

2−k−+2γk−+2N0k+
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Pk(Ũ h̃)(t, x)Rαβ

h̃
PkQH

h̃1,h̃2

αβ;µ(−µ)((
˜
U

h̃1
k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃2
k2
(t))−µ))(x)

× ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt
∣∣ . 2m+2k+4αinp(0)δ1mǫ31 . 2−m/2ǫ31. (4.88)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (4.80). �

4.3. Proof of Lemma 4.6. In this subsection, we provide detailed proof of the Lemma 4.6.
Firstly, we prove several L2-type bilinear estimates in the following Lemma, which are analogue

of bilinear estimates in Lemma 3.17.

Lemma 4.8. Assume that f1, f2 satisfy assumptions defined in (3.125). Given L1, L2 ∈ ∪n≤N0Pn,
|L1| ≤ N0 − 3, m ∈ Z+, t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], α ∈ R, µ, ν ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, l, k, k1 , k2 ∈ Z, s.t., l ≤ 2,
k2 ≤ k1, we define

Kµ,ν(f
L1
1 , fL2

2 )(t, ξ) :=

∫

R3

ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)ψl(
ξ

|ξ| + ν
η

|η| ))
( ξ
|ξ| ×

η

|η|
)α

×m(ξ − η, η) ̂Rµf
L1
1 (ξ − η)̂Rνf

L2
2 (η)dη, (4.89)
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where the symbol m(ξ − η, η) ∈ S∞
k,k1,k2

. Then the following bilinear estimate holds,

‖Kµ,ν(f
L1
1 , fL2

2 )(t, ξ)‖L2 . 2αl+3min{k,k1,k2}/2‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞
k,k1 ,k2

A1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2).

(4.90)
If l + k1, l + k2 ≥ −m+ δ1m, then the following estimate holds for ⋆ ∈ {≤ m− 10,≥ m+ 10},

‖F−1[Kµ,ν(f
L1
1 , fL2

2 )](t, x)ψ⋆(x)‖L2 . 2αl+3min{k,k1,k2}/2‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞
k,k1,k2

A2(k2,m,L2)

×min
{ ∑

Γ1,Γ2∈P 1
0∪P

0
1

2−2m−2k1A1(k1,m,L1; Γ1 ◦ Γ2) + 2−m−3k1‖Pk1(�f
L1
1 )‖L2

+2−2m−4k1‖Pk1(�Γ1f
L1
1 )‖L2 ,

∑

Γ∈P 1
0 ∪P

0
1

2−m−k1A1(k1,m,L1; Γ)+2−m−3k1‖Pk1(�f
L1
1 )‖L2 ,

}
, (4.91)

‖F−1[Kµ,ν(f
L1
1 , fL2

2 )](t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2
x

. 2−m+min{k,k1,k2}/22αl‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞
k,k1,k2

C1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2). (4.92)

If l + k1, l + k2 ≥ −m+ δ1m and |L1| = 0, then the following estimate holds,

‖F−1[Kµ,ν(f
L1
1 , fL2

2 )](t, x)ψ>m−10(x)‖L2
x

. 2−m+min{k,k1,k2}/22αl‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞
k,k1,k2

D1(m,k1)A2(k2,m,L2). (4.93)

Proof. To prove our desired estimates, it would be sufficient to consider the case l < −10, otherwise,
the angular localization function plays little role and desired estimates follow from the estimates in
Lemma 3.17.

Let {θ1, · · · , θK} ⊂ S2 be the centers of the ordered sectors s.t.,

1 =
∑

i=1,··· ,K

ψ≤l(ξ/|ξ| − θi), ∀i, j ∈ {1, · · · ,K}, |θi − θj| ≥ |i− j|2l−2.

We do partition of unity on sphere for the angular variables ξ/|ξ| and η/|η| with the sector of size
2l and have the following decomposition,

F−1
ξ [Kµ,ν(f

L1
1 , fL2

2 )](t, x) :=
∑

i,j∈{1,··· ,K},|i−j|≤3

Kj
i (f

L1
1 , fL2

2 ),

where

Kj
i (f

L1
1 , fL2

2 ) :=

∫

R2

̂Rµf
L1
1 (ξ − η)̂Rνf

L2
2 (η)m(ξ, η)

( ξ
|ξ| ×

η

|η|
)α
ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)

×ψl(∠(ξ, νη))ψ≤l(ξ/|ξ| − θi)ψ≤l(νη/|η| − θj)dη.

From the orthogonality in L2, we have

‖Kµ,ν(f
L1
1 , fL2

2 )‖2L2 ∼
∑

i,j∈{1,··· ,K},|i−j|≤3

‖Kj
i (f

L1
1 , fL2

2 )‖2L2 . (4.94)

Note that, in terms of kernel, we have

Kj
i (f

L1
1 , fL2

2 )(t, x) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

K̃(x1, x2)P
l,i
k1
(Rµf

L1
1 )(t, x− x1)P

l,j
k1

(Rνf
L2
2 )(t, x− x1 − x2)dx1dx2,

K̃(x1, x2) := F−1
ξ,η [m

k
k1k2(ξ, η)ψl(∠(ξ, νη))ψ≤l+2(νη/|η| − θj)ψ≤l+2(ξ/|ξ| − θi)](x1, x2),

mk
k1k2(ξ, η) := m(ξ, η)ψ[k−3,k+3](ξ)ψ[k2−4,k2+4](η)ψ[k1−4,k1+4](ξ − η)

( ξ
|ξ| ×

η

|η|
)α
,

P l,i
k1
(f)(x) :=

∫

R3

eix·ξf̂(ξ)ψk1(ξ)ψ≤l(∠(ξ, θi))dξ

=

∫

R3

F−1
ξ [ψ[k1−4,k1+4](ξ)ψ≤l(∠(ξ, θi))](y)Pk1(x− y)dy. (4.95)
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Note that, the following estimate for the kernel after doing integration by parts in θi ·ξ and θi× ξ
directions and θj · η and θi × η,

|K̃(x1, x2)| . 2αl‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞
k,k1,k2

23k+2l+3k2+2l
(
1 + 2k|x1 · θi|

)−1000(
1 + 2k+l|x1 × θi|

)−1000

×
(
1 + 2k2 |x2 · θj|

)−1000(
1 + 2k2+l|x2 × θj|

)−1000
. (4.96)

From the above estimate of kernel, the volume of support, the estimate (4.94), and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we have

‖Kµ,ν(f
L1
1 , fL2

2 )‖2L2 .
∑

i,j∈{1,··· ,K},|i−j|≤3

(
2αl+3min{k,k1,k2}/2‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞

k,k1,k2

×‖P l,i
k1
(Rµf

L1
1 )(t, x)‖L2‖P l,j

k2
(Rνf

L2
2 )(t, x)‖L2

)2

.
(
2αl23min{k,k1,k2}/2‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞

k,k1,k2
A1(k1,m,L1)A2(k2,m,L2)

)2
.

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (4.90) holds.
If we restrict ourself to the case k, k1, k2 ∈ [−m+ δ1m,∞), l ∈ Z, s.t., l+ k1, l+ k2 ≥ −m+ δ1m,

from the estimate of kenel in (4.96), we have

‖K̃(x1, x2)‖L1
x1,x2

+ 220m‖K̃(x1, x2)ψ≥m−100(|x1|+ |x2|)‖L1
x1,x2

≤ 2αl‖m(ξ − η, η)‖S∞
k,k1,k2

. (4.97)

Moreover,

‖F−1
ξ [ψ[k1−4,k1+4](ξ)ψ≤l(∠(ξ, θi))](y)‖L1

y
. 1,

‖F−1
ξ [ψ[k1−4,k1+4](ξ)ψ≤l(∠(ξ, θi))](y)ψ≥m−100(y)‖L1

y
. 2−20m.

(4.98)

Hence, our desired estimates (4.91–4.93) hold from the estimate (3.132) in Lemma 3.17 and the
estimate of kernels in (4.97–4.98) for the case |x1| + |x2| ≥ 2m−100 or |y| ≥ 2m−100 and the same
argument used in the proof of the estimates (3.134–3.137) in Lemma 3.17 for the case |x1|+ |x2| ≤
2m−100 and |y| ≤ 2m−100.

�

With the bilinear estimates in above Lemma, now we prove the postponed Lemma 4.6.
Proof of Lemma 4.6.

Note that, in the sense of potentially losing derivatives in the process of doing normal form
transformation, the High × High type interaction is similar and also much easier than the Low ×
High and the High × High type interaction, we restrict ourselves to the Low × High type interaction
and the High × Low type interaction. Moreover, due to the symmetry between two inputs, without
loss of generality, we assume that (k1, k2) ∈ χ3

k, i.e., k2 ≤ k1 − 10.
Based on the size of angle between ξ − η and η, for ⋆ ∈ {semi, quas}, we decompose the integrals

in (4.79) into two parts as follows,

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Ũ h̃L

k1
(t, x)T ⋆

µν((
˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2
(t))ν))(x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt

= Jµν;⋆;≤
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) + Jµν;⋆;>
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2), (4.99)

where for ♦ ∈ {≤, >}, Jµν;⋆;♦
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) are defined as follows,

Jµν;⋆;♦
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2)(t1, t2) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitΦ
µ;ν(ξ,η,σ)23mψ̂[−4,1](2

mσ)m⋆
µν(ξ−η, η)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ−η)ψk2(η)

× ψ♦l̄µ;ν (∠(ξ,−νη))
̂̃
V h̃L(t,−ξ − σ)

̂
(
˜
V h̃

L1
1 (t))µ(t, ξ − η)

̂
(
˜
V h̃

L2
2 (t))ν(t, η)dσdηdξdt, (4.100)
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where the phase Φµ;ν(ξ, η, σ) and the threshold of angular cutoff function are given as follows,

Φµ;ν(ξ, η, σ) := |ξ + σ|+ µ|ξ − η|+ ν|η|, l̄+;+ = l̄+;− := 2,

l̄−;+ = l̄−;− := −2β(|L|)δ1m− δ1m/100.
(4.101)

We remark that, for the non-time-resonance case, i.e., µ = +, there is no need to do angular cutoff

and we did this anyway merely for consistence in notation. For this case, we have Jµν;≤
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) = 0.

Note that, on the physical space, we have

Jµν;⋆;≤
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

Ũ h̃L

k (t, x)T ⋆;≤
µν ((

˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1
(t))µ, (

˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2
(t))ν))(x)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dxdt,

where the bilinear operator T ⋆;≤
µν is defined by the symbol m⋆

µν(ξ − η, η)ψ≤l̄µ;ν (∠(ξ,−νη)).
Since the null structure of symbol contributes at least one degree of smallness of the angle between

ξ and −νη, from the bilinear estimates (4.92) and (4.93) in Lemma 4.8, we have

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+|Jµν;⋆;≤
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2)| .
∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L

2e(L;h̃)δ1m+l̄µ;ν+H(|L̃1|)δ1m

×min{2H(|L̃2|+1)δ1m+δ1m/100
1|L̃2|≥1 + 2δ1m1|L̃2|=0}ǫ31 . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.102)

Now, we proceed to estimate Jµν;⋆;>
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2). Note that, for l ∈ [2, l̄µν)∩Z, the following estimate

holds for the phase Φµν(ξ, η, σ) when the angle is relatively large,

if ∠(ξ,−νη) ∼ 2l, |σ| ≤ 2−m+δ1m/10 =⇒ |Φµ;ν(ξ, η, σ)| ∼ 2k2+2l. (4.103)

To exploit the oscillation of phase in time, we want to do integration by parts in time once for the
case |σ| ≤ 2−m+δ1m/10. However, due to the quasilinear nature of the Einstein’s equations, there is
an issue of losing derivative after doing integration by parts in time. This issue has been resolved
by Ionescu-Pausader in [29] by using the paralinearization and symmetrization method.

For the sake of completeness, we redo this process here. As in the modified profile of the perturbed

metric, see (2.57) and (2.59), we modify the quasilinear variable U h̃L
introduced in [29] as well. More

precisely, we let

Ũ h̃L(t) := U h̃L
(t)− ρ̃h̃L(f)(t) = Ũ h̃L − iTΛ≥1[σwa]h̃

L, Ṽ h̃L := eit|∇|Ũ h̃L(t). (4.104)

U h̃L
:= (∂t − iTσwa)h̃

L, σwa :=
√

(g̃0jζj)2 + (g̃jkζjζk) + g̃0jζj, g̃µν = −(g00)−1gµν . (4.105)

From [29][Proposition 4.5], the following paralinearization holds,

(∂t + iTΣwa)U h̃L
= −g̃αβ∂α∂βh̃L +

∑

h∈{hαβ},ι1,ι2∈{+,−}

Imh
ι1,ι2

((Uh)ι1 , (U h̃L
)ι2),

Σwa =
√

(g̃0jζj)2 + (g̃jkζjζk)− g̃0jζj,

(4.106)

where the Weyl quantization operator Ta is defined in (1.18) and the symbols mh
ι1,ι2 ∈ M, h ∈

{hαβ}, ι1, ι2 ∈ {+,−}, satisfy the following estimate,

‖F−1[mh
ι1,ι2(ξ − η, η)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)]‖L1

x,y
. min{1, 2k2−k1}, ∀k1, k2 ∈ Z. (4.107)
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Note that Ũ h̃L(t) only differs from Ũ h̃L at the quadratic and higher order. As a result of L2−L∞

type bilinear estimate, we have
∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k

k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣Jµν;⋆;≤

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2)− J µν;⋆;≤

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2)

∣∣ . ǫ31.

J µν;⋆;≤
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

U h̃L

k (t, x)T ⋆;>
−ν ((

˜
U h̃

L1
1

k1
(t))µ, (U

h̃
L2
2

k2
(t))ν))(x)dxdt.

(4.108)

Now the goal is reduced to the estimate of J µν;⋆;≤
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2). After doing integration by parts in time

once for J µν;⋆;≤
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) for the case |σ| ≤ 2−m+δ1m/10, we have

J µν;⋆;≤
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) =
∑

i=1,2

(−1)iEndµν;⋆k,k1,k2
(ti) + Ẽrr

µν;⋆

k,k1,k2(t1, t2)− J̃ µν;⋆;i
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2)(t1, t2), (4.109)

Endµν;⋆k,k1,k2
(ti) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitiΦ
µ;ν(ξ,η,σ)23mψ̂[−4,1](2

mσ)
m⋆

µν(ξ − η, η)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)

(iΦµ;ν(ξ, η, σ))

×ψ>l̄µ;ν (∠(ξ,−νη))
̂̃
V h̃L(ti,−ξ−σ)

̂
(
˜V h̃

L1
1 )µ(ti, ξ−η)

̂
(
˜
V h̃

L2
2 )ν(ti, η)ψ≤−m+δ1m/10(σ)dσdηdξ. (4.110)

Ẽrr
µν;⋆

k,k1,k2(t1, t2) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitΦ
µ;ν (ξ,η,σ)23mψ̂[−4,1](2

mσ)m⋆
µν(ξ − η, η)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)

×ψ>l̄µ;ν (∠(ξ,−νη))
̂̃
V h̃L(t,−ξ−σ)

̂
(
˜V h̃

L1
1 )µ(t, ξ−η)

̂
(
˜
V h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)ψ>−m+δ1m/10(σ)dσdηdξdt. (4.111)

J̃ µν;⋆;1
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitΦ
µ;ν (ξ,η,σ)23mψ̂[−4,1](2

mσ)
m⋆

µν(ξ − η, η)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)

(iΦµ;ν(ξ, η, σ))

× ψ>l̄µ;ν (∠(ξ,−νη))
̂̃
V h̃L(t,−ξ − σ)

̂
(
˜V h̃

L1
1 )µ(t, ξ − η)∂t

̂
(
˜
V h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)ψ≤−m+δ1m/10(σ)dσdηdξdt,

(4.112)

J̃ µν;⋆;2
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitΦ
µ;ν (ξ,η,σ)23mψ̂[−4,1](2

mσ)
m⋆

µν(ξ − η, η)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)

(iΦµ;ν(ξ, η, σ))

× ψ>l̄µ;ν (∠(ξ,−νη))∂t
(̂̃
V h̃L(t,−ξ − σ)

̂
(
˜V h̃

L1
1 )µ(t, ξ − η)

) ̂
(
˜
V h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)ψ≤−m+δ1m/10(σ)dσdηdξdt.

(4.113)

• We first rule out the error type term Ẽrr
µν;⋆

k,k1,k2(t1, t2).

From the rapidly decay rate of ψ̂[−4,1](2
mσ) when |σ| ≥ 2−m+δ1m/10−1, from the L2 − L2 type

bilinear estimate and the volume of support of ξ, the following rough estimate holds,
∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k ,k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣Ẽrrµν;⋆k,k1,k2(t1, t2)

∣∣ . 2−mǫ31. (4.114)

• Next, we estimate the endpoint terms Endµν;⋆k,k1,k2
(ti), i ∈ {1, 2} and J̃ µν;⋆;1

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2).

Due to the presence of singular symbol because of the normal form transformation, we need to
carefully localize the directions of frequencies.

Let l ∈ [l̄µν , 2]∩Z be fixed and {θ1, · · · , θKl
} ⊂ S2 be a corresponding ordered selection of centers

on sphere such that |θi − θj | & |p − q|2l−2, ∀p, q ∈ {1, · · · ,Kl}. Based on the possible size of |L2|,
we split into two cases as follows.

⊕ If |L2| ≥ N0 − 10.
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For this case, we have |L| ≥ N0−10 and |L1| ≤ 10. After doing dyadic decomposition for the angle

between ξ and µη, super localizing U
h̃
L1
1

k1
, and doing angular decomposition for ξ/|ξ|, (ξ− η)/|ξ − η|

and η/|η| with the sector of size 2l in (4.110), we have

Endµν;⋆k,k1,k2
(ti) =

∑

l>l̄µ;ν ,p,q∈{1,··· ,Kl},|p−q|≤3,e,f∈2k1−k[2−10,210],|e−f |≤10

Ende,fl;p,q(ti),

Ende,fl;p,q(ti) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

˜
U h̃L

k,e;p(t)(x− x1 − x3)(
˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1,f
(ti))

µ(x− x3)

× (
˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2;q
(ti))

ν(x− x1 − x2 − x3)K̃
µν;l,p,q
k,k1,k2

(x1, x2, x3)ψ[m−4,m+1](x)dx1dx2dx3dx, (4.115)

where
˜
U h̃L

k,e;p(t, x) :=

∫

R3

eix·ξ
̂̃
U h̃L(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)ψ(2

−k2 |ξ| − e)ψ≤l+3(ξ/|ξ| − θp)dξ,

˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1,f
(t)(x) :=

∫

R3

eix·ξ
̂̃
U h̃

L1
1 (t, ξ)ψk1(ξ)ψ(2

−k2 |ξ| − f)dξ,

˜
U

h̃
L2
2

k2;q
(t)(x) :=

∫

R3

eix·ξ
̂̃
U h̃

L2
2 (t, ξ)ψk2(ξ)ψ≤l+3(ξ/|ξ| − θq)dξ,

K̃µν;l,p,q
k,k1,k2

(x1, x2, x3) :=

∫

R3

eix1·ξ+ix2·η+ix3·σψ≤−m+δ1m/10(σ)
m⋆

µν(ξ − η, η)ψ[k−2,k+2](ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)

(Φµν(ξ, η, σ))

× ψ[k2−2,k2+2](η)ψ≤l+3(ξ/|ξ| − θp)ψ≤l+3(µη/|η| − θq)ψl(∠(ξ,−νη))dσdηdξ, (4.116)

Note that, by doing integration by parts in ξ, η, σ, from the estimate (4.103), the following rough

estimate holds for the kernel K̃µν;l,p,q
k,k1,k2

(x1, x2, x3),

|K̃µν;l,p,q
k,k1,k2

(x1, x2, x3)| . 2−k2−l2−3m+3δ1m/1023k+2l23k2+2l(1+2−m+δ1m/10|x3|)−N3
0 (1+2k+l|x1×θp|)−N3

0

× (1 + 2k|x1 · θp|)−N3
0 (1 + 2k2 |x2 · θq|)−N3

0 (1 + 2k2+l|x2 × θq|)−N3
0 . (4.117)

From the super localized decay estimates (3.7) and (3.8) in Lemma 3.2 and the L2 − L2 − L∞

type multilinear estimate, if |L2| ≤ N0 − 10, then we have

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣Ende,fl;p,q(ti)

∣∣ .
∑

Γ,Γ1,Γ2∈{Ωij}

2−k2−l2k1−k22−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+‖ ˜
U h̃L

k,e;p(t)(x)‖L2

×‖
˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k2;q
(t)(x)‖L22−m+k2/2

(
min{2k1+k2/2‖

̂̃

U
h̃
L1
1

k1,f
(t, ξ)‖L∞

ξ
, ‖Γ

˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1,f
(t)‖1−δ21

L2 ‖Γ1Γ2

˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1,f
(t)‖δ

2
1

L2}

+2−m/3−k1/3‖Γ1Γ2

˜
U

h̃
L1
1

k1,f
(t)‖L2

)
+ 2−20m−10k1,+ǫ31.

From the orthogonality in L2, Hölder inequalties, and the above estimate, we have
∑

l>l̄µ;ν ,k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k ,k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

p,q∈{1,··· ,Kl},,|p−q|≤3
e,f∈2k1−k2 [2−10,210],|e−f |≤10

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣Ende,fl;p,q(ti)

∣∣

.
∑

k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−m−k2−l̄µν+e(L;h̃)δ1m+H(|L2|)δ1m
(
2H(|L1|+1)δ1m+2γm

1|L1|≥1

+ 2δ1m1|L1|=0

)
ǫ31 . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.118)

⊕ If |L2| ≤ N0 − 10.
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As in the previous caase, we also doing dyadic decomposition for the angle between ξ and µη.

However, we don’t super-localize U h̃L

k and U
h̃
L1
1

k1
, and just put U

h̃
L2
2

k2
in L∞. With minor modification

in the previous case, we have
∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k ,k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣Endµν;⋆k,k1,k2

(ti)
∣∣

.
∑

k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−m−k2−l̄µν+e(L;h̃)δ1m+H(|L1|)δ1m
(
2H(|L2|+1)δ1m+2γm

1|L2|≥1 + 2δ1m1|L2|=0

)
ǫ31

. 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.119)

With minor modifications in the estimate of endpoint terms, by using the estimate (3.1) in

Proposition 3.1 for ∂t
˜
V h̃

L2
2 (t, ·), we have

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k ,k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣J̃ µν;⋆;1

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2)

∣∣

. 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.120)

• Lastly, we estimate J̃ µν;⋆;2
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2), see (4.113).

We first rule out the non-resonance case, µ = +. Note that, ∀σ ∈ R3, |σ| ≤ 2−m+δ1m, we have
|Φ+;ν(ξ, η, σ)| ∼ 2k1 . Hence, we gain one derivative during the normal form transformation, which

implies that it allows the one derivative loss for the rough estimate of ∂t
˜V h̃

L2
2 (t, ·). By using the

rough estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1 and the same argument used in the estimate of the endpoint
case, we have

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k,k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣J̃+ν;⋆;2

k,k1,k2
(t1, t2)

∣∣ . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31.

(4.121)
Now, we focus on the resonance case µ = −. Note that, from the equality (4.106) and the equation

satisfied by h̃L in (2.46), we have

e−it|∇|∂tV h̃L
= (∂t + i|∇|)U h̃L

= (∂t + iTΣwa)U h̃L − iTΛ≥1[Σwa
]U h̃L

= −iTΛ≥1[Σwa
]U h̃L

+Rh̃L
+ Lh̃L

, Lh̃L
= −Λ1[N

h̃;L
vl ],

Rh̃L
=

∑

h∈{hαβ},ι1,ι2∈{+,−}

Imh
ι1,ι2

((Uh)ι1 , (U h̃L
)ι2)−

(
Λ≥2[N

h̃;L
vl ] +Rh̃;L

mt;s +Qh̃;L
mt;s

)
.

(4.122)

Recall (4.104). Since Ṽ h̃L(t) only differs from Ṽ h̃L at the quadratic and higher order and the

linear part vanishes in the equation satisfied by Ṽ h̃L , see (2.58), we know that e−it|∇|∂tV h̃L
consists

only quadratic and higher order terms.
From (4.122), by using the decomposition of metric into modified perturbed metric and the

density type function in (2.64) if the total number of vector fields is more than “ |L| − 5”, otherwise

the energy estimate of the perturbed metric is improved, see (3.16), we decompose e−it|∇|∂tṼ h̃L

k into
three parts as follows,

e−it|∇|∂tṼ h̃L

k = (∂t + iTΛ0[Σwa
])Ũ h̃L = −iTΛ≥1[Σwa

]Ũ h̃L +Qh̃L

vl +Goodh̃
L
, (4.123)

where “Goodh̃
L
” denotes all good type nonlinearities such that the following estimate holds,

‖Goodh̃L‖E|L|
. 2−m+H(|L|)δ1m+β(|L|)δ1mǫ21, (4.124)
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and Qh̃L

vl denotes the wave-Vlasov type quadratic terms in which the total number of vector fields
act on the Vlasov part is more than “ |L| − 5” because otherwise it’s good type. Roughly speaking,

Qh̃L

vl has the following general formulation,

F [Qh̃L

vl ](t, ξ) :=
∑

L1◦L2�L,|L2|≥|L|−5

h∈{L1hαβ ,L̃1hαβ}

∫

R3

∫

R3

e−itv̂·(ξ−κ)mL
L1,L2

(ξ, v)

× ĥ(t, κ)ûL2(t, ξ − κ, v)ψ≤−3m/4(κ)dκdv,

(4.125)

where the zero order symbol symbol mL
L1,L2

(ξ, v) ∈ 〈v〉10L∞
v S0, see (1.19). We remark that, thanks

to the bilinear estimate (3.96) in Lemma 3.14, the energy estimate of the wave-Vlasov type inter-
action can be improved (hence, it’s good type) if the frequency of the metric part is not so small,

e.g., greater than 2−4m/5.

Based on the decomposition (4.123), we decompose J̃ −ν;⋆;2
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) into three parts as follows,

J̃−ν;⋆;2
k,k1,k2

(t1, t2) =
∑

i=1,2,3,4

Hν;⋆;i
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2),

where

Hν;⋆;1
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

̂
(
˜
U h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)

[̂̃
U h̃

L1
1 (t, η − ξ)

̂
Goodh̃L(t,−ξ − σ)

+
̂̃
U h̃L(t,−ξ − σ)

̂
Goodh̃

L1
1 (t, η − ξ)

]
m⋆(ξ, η, σ)dσdηdξdt,

(4.126)

Hν;⋆;2
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

m⋆(ξ, η, σ)
̂

(
˜
U h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)

[̂̃
U h̃

L1
1 (t, η − ξ)Q̂h̃L

vl (t,−ξ − σ)dσdηdξdt,

Hν;⋆;3
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

m⋆(ξ, η, σ)
̂

(
˜
U h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)

̂̃
U h̃L(t,−ξ − σ)

̂
Q

h̃
L1
1

vl (t, η − ξ)
]
dσdηdξdt,

(4.127)

Hν;⋆;4
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

im⋆(ξ, η, σ)
̂

(
˜
U h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)

[̂̃
U h̃

L1
1 (t, η − ξ)

×
̂̃
U h̃L

(t,−ξ − σ − κ) ̂Λ≥1[Σwa](t, κ,−ξ − σ − κ)ψ≤−10(|κ|/|ξ + σ + κ|)−
̂̃
U h̃L

(t,−ξ − σ)

×
̂̃
U h̃

L1
1 (t, η − ξ − κ) ̂Λ≥1[Σwa](t, κ, η − ξ − κ)ψ≤−10(|κ|/|η − ξ + κ|)

]
dσdηdξdt,

(4.128)

where

m⋆(ξ, η, σ) = 23mψ̂[−4,1](2
mσ)(iΦ−;ν(ξ, η, σ))−1m⋆

−ν(ξ − η, η)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)

× ψ>l̄+;−
(∠(ξ, η))ψ≤−m+δ1m/10(σ). (4.129)

⊕ The estimate of Hν;1
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2).

Recall (4.126). Similar to the estimate of endpoint case Endµν;⋆k,k1,k2
(ti) in (4.118) and (4.119), by

using the same strategy, the following estimate holds from the estimates (4.124),
∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k

k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+|Hν;1
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2)| . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.130)

⊕ The estimate of Hν;⋆;2
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) and Hν;⋆;3
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) .
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Recall (4.127). Since there is little difference between the estimate of Hν;⋆;2
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) and

Hν;⋆;3
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2), we only provide the estimate of Hν;⋆;2
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) in details here.

From the multi-linear estimates used in the endpoint case and the rough estimate for Q
h̃
L1
1

vl , we
first rule out the case k2 ≥ −m+ 5H(N0 + 3)δ0m or k ≤ −5H(N0 + 3)δ0m. It would be sufficient
to consider the case k2 ≤ −m+ 5H(N0 + 3)δ0m and k ≥ −5H(N0 + 3)δ0m. Moreover, the rough

estimate is only off from the desired estimate by at most 23H(N0+3)δ0m.
Recall (4.125). On the Fourier side, in terms of the profiles, we have

∣∣Hν;⋆;2
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2)
∣∣ .

∑

L̃1◦L̃2�L,|L̃2|≥|L|−5

h∈{L̃1hαβ , ˜̃L1hαβ},µ∈{+,−}

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

(R3)5
e−it|ξ−η|+iν|η|+itv̂·(ξ+σ+κ)

̂̃
U h̃

L1
1 (t, η − ξ)

×
̂

(
˜
U h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)V̂ h(t, κ)ûL̃2(t,−ξ − σ − κ, v)m⋆(ξ, η, σ)mL

L̃1,L̃2
(−ξ − σ, v)ψ≤−3m/4(κ)dκdηdσdξdv

∣∣.
Note that, for the range of frequencies we are considering, we have

∀v ∈ B(0, 2m/10) ⊂ R3,
∣∣|ξ − η| − ν|η| − v̂ · (ξ + σ + κ)

∣∣ & 2k1〈v〉−2.

Therefore, either the corresponding phases are all relatively large or the size of v is large. As a
result, after doing normal form transformation once for the case |v| ≤ 2m/10 and using the rapidly
decay rate of |v| for the case |v| ≥ 2m/10, we have

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+
∣∣Hν;⋆;2

L;L1,L2
(k; k1, k2)

∣∣ . ǫ31. (4.131)

⊕ The estimate of Hν;⋆;3
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2).

Recall (4.128). After changing coordinates (ξ, κ) −→ (ξ + κ,−κ) for the first integral and using
the fact that Σwa(x, ξ) is a real valued symbol, we have

|Hν;⋆;3
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2)| .
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

̂̃
U h̃

L1
1 (t, η − ξ − κ)

̂̃
U h̃L(t,−ξ − σ)

×
̂

(
˜
U h̃

L2
2 )ν(t, η)Mν;quasi

k;k1,k2
(ξ, η, σ, κ)dκdσdηdξdt

∣∣, (4.132)

where

Mν;quasi
k;k1,k2

(ξ, η, σ, κ) := im(ξ + κ, η, σ) ̂Λ≥1[Σwa](t,−κ,−ξ − σ)ψ≤−10(|κ|/|ξ + σ|)

− im(ξ, η, σ) ̂Λ≥1[Σwa](t,−κ, η − ξ − κ)ψ≤−10(|κ|/|η − ξ + κ|). (4.133)

From the above formula of symbol, we know that, after symmetrization, the leading order symbol
vanishes and it is a zero order symbol, i.e., the above integral doesn’t lose derivatives, see also
[29][Lemma 4.9] for this fact and more detailed computations.

Hence, the estimate of Hν;⋆;3
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2) is reduced to the estimate of semilinear type quadratic
term with modified perturbed metric as inputs, which are good type. Therefore, similar to the
estimate of Hν;1

L;L1,L2
(k; k1, k2), we have

∑

k∈Z,(k1,k2)∈χ3
k

k2≥−m+αinp(|L|)δ1m

2−k−+2γk−+2(N0−|L|)k+|Hν;⋆;3
L;L1,L2

(k; k1, k2)| . 22e(L;h̃)δ1m−δ1m/100ǫ31. (4.134)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (4.79).
�
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5. Z-norm estimate of the perturbed metric component

In this section, we will show that, same as in the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system, the perturbed
metric components enjoy the modified scattering property. We first briefly introduce the correction
of the phase function for the profile of the wave part, which is exactly same as in [29] and then
show that the Vlasov part only plays a minor role in the Z-norm analysis, which is the main goal
of this section. Due to the almost same setting of the profile and the bootstrap assumption in [29]
is satisfied, for simplicity, the increment of Z-norm over time contributes from the Einstein part
will be taken as granted. The difference of the Z-normed space at the high frequency doesn’t play
much role in the analysis, only minor modifications are required. Readers are refer to [29][Chapter
5, section 3] for more details.

For h ∈ {hαβ}, we define the low frequency component of h, the phase correction function Θ(t, ξ),

and the phase corrected profile V̂
hαβ
∗ (t, ξ) as follows,

hlow(t, x) :=

∫

R3

eix·ξĥ(t, ξ)ψ≤0(〈t〉0.68ξ)dξ,

where

Θ(t, ξ) =

∫ t

0
hlow00 (s, s

ξ

|ξ|)
|ξ|
2

+ hlow0j (s, s
ξ

|ξ|)ξj + hlowjk (s, s
ξ

|ξ|)
ξjξk
2|ξ| ds, (5.1)

V̂
hαβ
∗ (t, ξ) := e−iΘ(t,ξ)V̂ hαβ(t, ξ), V̂ h

∗ (t, ξ) = Rαβ
h (ξ)V̂

hαβ
∗ (t, ξ), h ∈ {F, ωj , ϑmn}. (5.2)

In particular, from [29][equality (5.3.8)], the following equality holds,

∂tΘ(t, ξ) =
1

(2π)3

∫

R3

eitξ·η/|ξ|
(
ĥlow00 (t, η)

|ξ|
2

+ ĥlow0j (t, η)ξj + ĥlowjk (t, η)
ξjξk
2|ξ|

)
dη

As a result, from the equation satisfied by hαβ in (2.33), we have

∂tV̂
hαβ
∗ (t, ξ) = e−iΘ(t,ξ)

(
∂tV̂

hαβ(t, ξ)− i∂tΘ(t, ξ)V̂ hαβ(t, ξ)
)
=

∑

i=1,2,3,4

Rhαβ

i (t, ξ),

where

Rhαβ

1 (t, ξ) := e−iΘ(t,ξ)eit|ξ|
(
F [h00∆hαβ − 2h0i∂i∂thαβ + hij∂i∂jhαβ ](t, ξ) − i∂tΘ(t, ξ)V̂ hαβ(t, ξ)

)
,

Rhαβ

2 (t, ξ) := e−iΘ(t,ξ)eit|ξ|F [Λ2[Nwa
αβ ](t, ξ),

Rhαβ

3 (t, ξ) := e−iΘ(t,ξ)eit|ξ|F [Λ≥3[Hiγ∂i∂γhαβ +Nwa
αβ ](t, ξ),

Rhαβ

4 (t, ξ) := e−iΘ(t,ξ)eit|ξ|F [N vl
αβ](t, ξ). (5.3)

Due to the phase correction, the low frequency part hlowµν of hµν is removed in the quasilinear type

quadratic term hµν∂µ∂νhαβ in Rhαβ

1 (t, ξ).

Proposition 5.1. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds

for any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+, k ∈ Z
∑

h∈{F,ωj ,ϑmn}

21.001k−+40k+‖ψk(ξ)V̂
h
∗ (t, ξ)‖L∞

ξ
. ǫ0, 21.001k−+40k+‖ψk(ξ)V̂

hαβ
∗ (t, ξ)‖L∞

ξ
. 2δ1mǫ0.

(5.4)

Proof. Recall (5.2) and (5.3). For any t1, t2 ∈ [2n−1, 2n] ⊂ [0, T ], n ≤ m, as obtained in [29][estimate
5.3.17], the following estimate holds,

21.001k−+40k+
(
‖ψk(ξ)

∫ t2

t1

Rhαβ

1 (s, ξ)ds‖L∞
ξ

+ ‖ψk(ξ)

∫ t2

t1

Rhαβ

3 (s, ξ)ds‖L∞
ξ

)
. 2−δ1n/2ǫ21. (5.5)
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As obtained in [29][Lemma 5.20], the following estimates hold,

21.001k−+40k+‖ψk(ξ)

∫ t2

t1

Rhαβ

2 (s, ξ)ds‖L∞
ξ

. 2δ1n/2ǫ21,

∑

h∈{F,ωj,ϑmn}

21.001k−+40k+‖ψk(ξ)

∫ t2

t1

Rh
2 (s, ξ)ds‖L∞

ξ
. 2−δ1n/2ǫ21.

(5.6)

It remains to estimate Rhαβ

4 (t, ξ). Recall (2.35). From the decay estimate of density type function
(3.3) in Lemma 3.1, and the improved bootstrap assumption for the Vlasov part obtained in section
6, the following estimate holds for any t ∈ [2n−1, 2n],

∣∣Λ1[F [N vl
αβ ]](t, ξ)ψk(ξ)

∣∣ . min{2−190k+2d(0,190)δ0n, 2−3k−3n+d(3,0)δ0n}ǫ0.
From the above estimate, for any t1, t2 ∈ [2n−1, 2n], we have

21.001k−+40k+‖ψk(ξ)

∫ t2

t1

Λ1[Rhαβ

4 (s, ξ)]ds‖L∞
ξ

. 2−1.001n+d(3,0)δ0nǫ0. (5.7)

From the L∞
x,v−L1

x,v type bilinear estimate and the L∞
x -type estimates of basic quantities in (3.33),

(3.42), the following estimate holds for any t ∈ [2n−1, 2n],

21.001k−+40k+‖ψk(ξ)Λ≥3[Rhαβ

4 (t, ξ)]‖L∞
ξ

.
∑

α∈Z3
+,|α|≤42

‖∇α
xΛ≥3[N vl

αβ](t, x)‖L1
x
. 2−3n/2ǫ31. (5.8)

From the bilinear estimate (5.12) in Lemma 5.1, the following estimate holds for any t ∈ [2n−1, 2n],

21.001k−+40k+‖ψk(ξ)Λ2[Rhαβ

4 (t, ξ)]‖L∞
ξ

. 2−3n/2ǫ31. (5.9)

After combining the estimates (5.7–5.9), we have

21.001k−+40k+‖ψk(ξ)

∫ t2

t1

Rhαβ

4 (s, ξ)ds‖L∞
ξ

. 2−1.001n+d(3,0)δ0nǫ0. (5.10)

To sum up, recall the decomposition of ∂tV̂
hαβ
∗ (t, ξ) in (5.3), our desired estimate (5.7) holds from

the estimates (5.5), (5.6), and (5.10). �

Let µ ∈ {+,−}, h ∈ {Uhαβ , U h̃, h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑij}} and symbol m(ξ − η, η, v) ∈ P 100
v Ma;b,c,

(a, b, c) ∈ {(−1, 0, 0), (0,−1, 0), (0, 0,−1)}, see (2.87) for the definition of the symbol class P d
vMa;b,c,

we consider the following bilinear form,

T µ(h, u)(t, ξ) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

eit|ξ|−iµt|ξ−η|−itv̂·ηm(ξ − η, η, v)ĥµ(t, ξ − η)û(t, η, v)dηdv. (5.11)

For the above defined wave-Vlasov type interaction, in the following Lemma, we prove a L∞
ξ -type

bilinear estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ] be fixed. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and

(2.91), the following estimate holds for the bilinear operator defined in (5.11),

sup
k∈Z

21.001k−+40k+‖T µ(h, f)(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)‖L∞
ξ

. 2−3m/2ǫ21. (5.12)

Proof. After doing dyadic decompositions for two inputs, we have

Tµ(h, f)(t, ξ)ψk(ξ) =
∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

T µ
k,k1,k2

(h, f)(t, ξ),

where

T µ
k,k1,k2

(h, f)(t, ξ) =

∫

R3

∫

R3

eit|ξ|−iµt|ξ−η|−itv̂·ηĥµ(t, ξ − η)û(t, η, v)

×m(ξ − η, η, v)ψk(ξ)ψk1(ξ − η)ψk2(η)dηdv. (5.13)
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Note that, from the volume of support of η, the following estimate holds

21.001k−+40k+‖T µ
k,k1,k2

(h, f)(t, ξ)‖L∞
ξ

. 21.001k−+3min{k1,k2}−min{k,k1,k2}−1.001k1,−+2H(0)δ0m240(k+−k1,+)−40k2,+ǫ21. (5.14)

Alternatively, the following estimate holds if we do integration by parts in v five times,

21.001k−+40k+‖T µ
k,k1,k2

(h, f)(t, ξ)‖L∞
ξ

. 21.001k−+3min{k1,k2}−min{k,k1,k2}−1.001k1,−+2d(5,160)δ0m2−5m−5k2240(k+−k1,+)−150k2,+ǫ21. (5.15)

From the above two estimates and the L2 − L2 type bilinear estimate at high frequency, we have
∑

(k1,k2)∈χ1
k∪χ

2
k∪χ

3
k

21.001k−+40k+‖T µ
k,k1,k2

(h, f)(t, ξ)‖L∞
ξ

.
∑

k≤−m

22k+2H(0)δ0mǫ21 +
∑

k≥−m

2−5m−3k+2d(5,160)δ0mǫ21 . 2−3m/2ǫ21. (5.16)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (5.12). �

6. Energy estimate for the Vlasov part

Recall (2.91) and (2.26). Due to the small data regime, it would be sufficient to consider the
Cauchy problem at time t = 1. Note that, for any T ∗ ∈ [1, T ), we have

‖ωL
ρ (T

∗, x, v)ΛρuL(T ∗, x, v)‖2L2
x,v

− ‖ωL
ρ (1, x, v)Λ

ρuL(1, x, v)‖2L2
x,v

=

∫ T ∗

1

∫

R3

∫

R3

2
(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)∂tΛ

ρuL(t, x, v)

+ 2ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2
∂tω

L
ρ (t, x, v)dxdvdt. (6.1)

From the estimate (2.95), we have
∫ T ∗

1

∫

R3

∫

R3

2ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2
∂tω

L
ρ (t, x, v)dxdvdt ≤ 0. (6.2)

Therefore, to control the weighted energy at time T ∗, it would be sufficient to control the first
integral in (6.1).

For any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], from the estimate (3.56) in Lemma 3.9 and the equation
satisfied by ΛρuL(t, x, v) in (2.26), after doing dyadic decomposition for the metric component and
classifying the nonlinearities based on the distribution of vector fields, we have

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)∂tΛ

ρuL(t, x, v)dxdvdt
∣∣

. ǫ31 +
∑

i=1,··· ,5

∣∣∑

k∈Z

ILρ;i(k, t1, t2)
∣∣, (6.3)

where

ILρ;1(k, t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)v · ∇xω

L
ρ (t, x, v)

× Pk

(
Λ1[(v

0)−1]
)
(t, x+ tv̂)dxdvdt, (6.4)

ILρ;2(k, t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)〈v〉v̂α v̂β

×∇xPk(hαβ)(t, x+ tv̂) ·Dvω
L
ρ (t, x, v)dxdvdt, (6.5)

ILρ;3(k, t1, t2) =
∑

L̃∈∪l+|α|≤N0
∇α

xPl

|L̃|≤c̃(ρ),|α|≤|ρ|−c̃(ρ)

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)CL̃

µν;ρ(x, v)
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×∇xPk(L̃Lhµν)(t, x+ tv̂) ·Dvu(t, x, v)1|ρ|+|L|≥2dxdvdt, (6.6)

ILρ;4(k, t1, t2) =
∑

(Γ1,Γ2)∈P×{∂α}∪{∂α}×P

(L̃,ρ1,ρ2,L1,L2)∈S1
ρ,L

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

×
[
Pk(L̃L2hµν)(t, x+ tv̂)CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2

L1L2;L̃,µ,ν
(x, v) · ∇xΛ

ρ1uL1(t, x, v)

+ CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µ,ν

(x, v)Pk(L̃Γ2L2)hµν(t, x+ tv̂)Λρ1uΓ1L1(t, x, v)
]
dxdvdt, (6.7)

ILρ;5(k, t1, t2) =
∑

(Γ1,Γ2)∈P×{∂α}∪{∂α}×P

(L̃,ρ1,ρ2,L1,L2)∈S2
ρ,L

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

×
[
Pk(L̃L2Λ1[(v

0)−1])(t, x+ tv̂)CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)

+ CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µ,ν

(x, v)Pk(L̃Γ2L2)hµν(t, x+ tv̂)Λρ1uΓ1L1(t, x, v)
]
dxdvdt, (6.8)

where v̂0 := 1 and the sets Si
ρ,L, i ∈ {1, 2}, are defined as follows,

S1
ρ,L := {(L̃, ρ1, ρ2,L1,L2) : ρ1 ◦ ρ2 � ρ,L1 ◦ L2 � L, |ρ1|+ |L1| < |L|+ |ρ| − 1,

|ρ2|+ |L2| < |L|+ |ρ|, L̃ ∈ ∪l∈[0,c̃(ρ2)]∩Z,|α|∈[0,|ρ2|−c̃(ρ2)]∩Z∇α
xPl}, (6.9)

S2
ρ,L := {(L̃, ρ1, ρ2,L1,L2) : ρ1 ◦ ρ2 � ρ,L1 ◦ L2 � L, |ρ1|+ |L1| = |L|+ |ρ| − 1,

|ρ2|+ |L2| ≤ 1, L̃ ∈ ∪l∈[0,c̃(ρ2)]∩Z,|α|∈[0,|ρ2|−c̃(ρ2)]∩Z∇α
xPl}. (6.10)

The following estimate holds for the coefficients,

|CL̃
µν;ρ(x, v)| . (1 + |x|)|ρ|−|L̃|(1 + |v|)|ρ|−|L̃|−c(ρ),

|CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v)| . (1 + |x|)|ρ2|−|L̃|(1 + |v|)1+|ρ2|−|L̃|−c(ρ2),

|CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃,µ,ν

(x, v)| + |CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µ,ν

(x, v)| . (1 + |x|)|ρ2|−|L̃|(1 + |v|)|ρ2|−|L̃|−c(ρ2).

(6.11)

The main goal of this section is devoted to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds

for any t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, ρ ∈ S, s.t., |L|+ |ρ| ≤ N0,

‖ωL
ρ (t, x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)‖L2
x,v

. 2H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ0. (6.12)

Proof. Recall the equality (6.1), the estimates (6.2) and (6.3). From the estimate (6.13) in Lemma
6.1, the estimate (6.43) in Lemma 6.3, the estimate (6.46) in Lemma 6.4, the estimate (6.75) in
Lemma 6.5, the estimate (6.17) in Lemma 6.2, we have

‖ωL
ρ (t, x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)‖2L2
x,v

. ǫ20 +
∑

n∈[1,m]∩Z

22H(L,ρ)δ0nǫ31 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ20.

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (6.12). �

Lemma 6.1. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, ρ ∈ S, s.t., |L|+ |ρ| ≤ N0,
∣∣∑

k∈Z

ILρ;1(k, t1, t2)
∣∣ . 22H(L,ρ)δ0m−δ0mǫ31. (6.13)
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Proof. Recall (6.4) and the choice of weight functions in (2.93). As a result of direct computations,
we have

∣∣∇xω
L
ρ (t, x, v)

ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

∣∣ . 1|x|≥24H(4)δ1m−3

[φ(|x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1 ) + 2−4H(4)δ1m|x|φ′(|x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1 )

1 + |v|1/δ1 + |x|φ(|x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1)

]
.

(6.14)

Recall (2.95). Note that the following estimate holds if ||x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1 − 1| ≤ 2−2H(4)δ1m,

|φ′(|x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1)| . 2−2H(4)δ1m,

=⇒
∣∣∇xω

L
ρ (t, x, v)

ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

∣∣ . 1

|x|1|x|≥24H(4)δ1m−3 + |φ′(|x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1 )| . 2−2H(4)δ1m. (6.15)

If ||x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1 − 1| ≥ 2−2H(4)δ1m, then we have

∣∣∇xω
L
ρ (t, x, v)

ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

∣∣ . 1|x|≥24H(4)δ1m−3

1

|x| + 2−4H(4)δ1m|φ(|x|/(1 + |t|)4H(4)δ1 )|−1 . 2−2H(4)δ1m.

Therefore, in whichever case, we have

∣∣∇xω
L
ρ (t, x, v)

ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

∣∣ . 2−2H(4)δ1m. (6.16)

The above smallness of ∇xω
L
ρ (t, x, v)(ω

L
ρ (t, x, v))

−1 fills the gap of the sharp decay rate for the
perturbed metric. As a result, our desired estimate (6.13) holds from the above estimate, the
L∞
x,v − L2

x,v − L2
x,v type multilinear estimate, and the decay estimates (3.17) in Lemma 3.3. �

Lemma 6.2. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, ρ ∈ S, s.t., |L|+ |ρ| ≤ N0,
∣∣∑

k∈Z

ILρ;2(k, t1, t2)
∣∣ . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.17)

Proof. Recall (6.5). Let α := H(4)δ1−2δ1. From the obtained estimate (6.16), the L∞
x,v−L2

x,v−L2
x,v

type multilinear estimate, and the L∞ −→ L2 type Sobolev embedding, we have
∑

k∈Z,k≤−m+αm

∣∣ILρ;2(k, t1, t2)
∣∣ . 2m+2H(L,ρ)δ0m22k+2δ1m

(
1 + 2m−2H(4)δ1m

)
ǫ31 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.18)

Now we restrict ourselves to the case k ≥ −m+ αm, k ∈ Z. Recall the definition of the weight
function ωL

ρ (t, x, v) in (2.93). Motivated from the estimate (6.14), we decompose Dvω
L
ρ (t, x, v) into

three parts as follows,

Dvω
L
ρ (t, x, v) =

∑

i=0,1,2

ω̃L
ρ;i(t, x, v), (6.19)

where

ω̃L
ρ;0(t, x, v) := ∇vω

L
ρ (t, x, v) − ψ≥m/10(|v|)t∇v v̂ · ∇xω

L
ρ (t, x, v), (6.20)

ω̃L
ρ;1(t, x, v) := −ψ<m/10(|v|)ψ≥3m/5(|x|)t∇v v̂ · ∇xω

L
ρ (t, x, v), (6.21)

ω̃L
ρ;2(t, x, v) := −ψ<m/10(|v|)ψ<3m/5(|x|)t∇v v̂ · ∇xω

L
ρ (t, x, v). (6.22)

As a result of direct computations and the estimate (6.14), we have

|ω̃L
ρ;0(t, x, v)| . (1 + |v|)−1ωL

ρ (t, x, v), |ω̃L
ρ;1(t, x, v)| . 2m/2(1 + |v|)−5ωL

ρ (t, x, v), (6.23)

|ω̃L
ρ;2(t, x, v)|(1 + |t− |x+ tv̂||)−2 . 2−m(1 + |v|)−5ωL

ρ (t, x, v). (6.24)

Correspondingly, we have

ILρ;2(k, t1, t2) =
∑

i=0,1,2

ĨLρ;i(k, t1, t2), (6.25)
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ĨLρ;i(k, t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)〈v〉v̂α v̂β∇xPk(hαβ)(t, x+tv̂)·ω̃L

ρ;i(t, x, v)dxdvdt.

(6.26)

• The estimate of ĨLρ;0(k, t1, t2).

Recall the estimate (6.23). Due to the extra derivative ∇x of the metric part ∇xPk(hαβ)(·, ·) in
(6.5), we first rule out the case k /∈ [−2H(4)δ1m,H(4)δ1m] by using the L2

x,v − L2
x,v − L∞

x,v type
multilinear estimate. More precisely, the following estimate holds,

∑

k/∈[−2H(4)δ1m,H(4)δ1m]

|ĨLρ;0(k, t1, t2)| . 2k−4k++2H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(2)δ1mǫ31 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.27)

It remains to consider the case k ∈ [−2H(4)δ1m,H(4)δ1m]. For this case, we utilize the hidden
null structure of v̂αv̂βPk(Lhαβ)(·), L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl.

To better see the hidden null structure, we use the double null decomposition variables. Recall
(3.41). From the equalities in (2.38) and (2.41), ∀L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, we have

v̂µv̂νPk(Lhµν) =
∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωl,ϑmn}

∑

µ∈{+,−}

(
T h̃
k;µ(v)U

h̃L)µ
+Rk, (6.28)

where the symbol T h̃
k;µ(v)(ξ), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωl, ϑmn}, of the Fourier multiplier operator T h̃

k;µ(v) and the
quadratic and higher order error term “Rk” are given as follows,

TF
k;µ(v)(ξ) = cµ|ξ|−1(1− (v̂ · ξ/|ξ|)2)ψk(ξ),

T
F
k;µ(v)(ξ) = |ξ|−1(1− 2µv̂ · ξ/|ξ|+ (v̂ · ξ/|ξ|)2)ψk(ξ),

Tωl
k;µ(v)(ξ) = cµǫikl(1− µv̂ · ξ/|ξ|)ψk(ξ)(v̂iξk − v̂kξi)/|ξ|2,

T ϑab
k;µ (v)(ξ) =

ǫmpaǫnqb
4|ξ|3 (v̂mξp − v̂pξm)(v̂nξq − v̂qξn)ψk(ξ),

(6.29)

Rk = −2v̂iPkRi

(
ρL̃L̃2 −R0F

L̃L̃2
)
− v̂mv̂n

(
εmpqRn + εnpqRm

)
RpPk

(
ΩL̃L̃2
q −R0ω

L̃L̃2
q

)
. (6.30)

Moreover, from (6.28), we have

v̂µv̂νPk(∂tLhµν) =
∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωk,ϑmn},µ∈{+,−}

−
(
iT h̃

k;µ(v)|∇|U h̃L)µ
+ ∂tRk +

(
T h̃
k;µ(v)�Lhµν

)µ
. (6.31)

After using the decomposition (6.28) for v̂αv̂β∇xPk(hαβ) and have

|ĨLρ;0(k, t1, t2)| .
∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωk,ϑmn}

∑

µ∈{+,−}

J h̃,µ
k (t1, t2) + R̃k(t1, t2), (6.32)

where

J h̃,µ
k (t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2〈v〉ωL
ρ (t, x, v)ω̃

L
ρ;0(t, x, v)·∇x

(
T h̃
k;µ(v)U

h̃
)µ
(t, x+tv̂)dxdvdt,

(6.33)

R̃k(t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2〈v〉ωL
ρ (t, x, v)ω̃

L
ρ;0(t, x, v) · ∇xRk(t, x+ tv̂)dxdvdt. (6.34)

Recall (6.30) and (2.41). Since there is no vector field act on the perturbed metric for the case we
are considering, the low order commutator Ecomm

L,α vanishes, the following improved decay estimate

holds for Rm
k (t, x+ tv̂) from the estimate (3.185) in Lemma 3.19, and the estimate (3.7) in Lemma

3.2,

‖∇xRk(t, x)‖L∞
x,v

. 2−2m+H(4)δ0m−2k−ǫ1 . 2−2m+5H(4)δ0mǫ1,=⇒ |R̃k(t1, t2)| . 2−m/2ǫ31. (6.35)
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For J h̃,µ
k (t1, t2), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj , ϑmn}, we do integration by parts in time to utilize the null struc-

ture. As a result, on the Fourier side, we have
∣∣J h̃,µ

k (t1, t2)
∣∣ .

∣∣EndJ h̃,µ
k (t1, t2)

∣∣+
∣∣J̃ h̃,µ

k;1 (t1, t2)
∣∣+

∣∣J̃ h̃,µ
k;2 (t1, t2)

∣∣,
where

EndJ h̃,µ
k (t1, t2) =

∑

i=1,2

(−1)i
∫

R3

∫

R3

Hρ,L(ti, x, v) ·
(
T̃ h̃
k;µ(v)U

h̃
)µ
(ti, x+ tiv̂)dxdv,

J̃ h̃,µ
k;1 (t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

Hρ,L(t, x, v) ·
(
T̃ h̃
k;µ(v)e

−it|∇|∂tV
h̃
)µ
(t, x+ tv̂)dxdvdt,

J̃ h̃,µ
k;2 (t1, t2) =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∂tHρ,L(t, x, v) ·
(
T̃ h̃
k;µ(v)U

h̃
)µ
(t, x+ tv̂)dxdvdt,

where

Hρ,L(t, x, v) :=
(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2〈v〉ωL
ρ (t, x, v)ω̃

L
ρ;0(t, x, v),

and the operators T̃ h̃
k;µ(v), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑmn}, are defined as follows,

T̃ h̃
k;µ(v)f(x) :=

∫

R3

eix·ξ
iξT h̃

k;µ(v)(ξ)

v̂ · ξ − µ|ξ| f̂(ξ)dξ,

where the symbols T h̃
k;µ(v)(ξ), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj , ϑmn}, are defined in (6.29). Thanks to the null structure

of T h̃
k;µ(v)(ξ), the symbols of the operators T̃ h̃

k;µ(v), h̃ ∈ {F,F , ωj, ϑmn}, are regular.

From the decay estimates in Lemma 3.1 for the estimate of e−it|∇|Λ1[∂tV
h̃] and Lemma 3.2 for

the estimate of wave part, the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1 for the estimate of e−it|∇|Λ≥2[∂tV
h̃ ],

we have

|EndJ h̃,µ
k (t1, t2)|+ |J̃ h̃,µ

k;1 (t1, t2)| . 2−m/4ǫ31. (6.36)

Recall the equation satisfied by ΛρuL(t, x, v) in (2.26) and the detailed formulas of NL
ρ,1(t, x, v)

and NL
ρ,2(t, x, v) in (2.27) and (2.28). We have

ΛρuL(t, x, v)∂tΛ
ρuL(t, x, v) = ΛρuL(t, x, v)

(
N

L
ρ,3(t, x, v) +N

L
ρ,4(t, x, v)

)

+∇x · ÑL
ρ,1(t, x, v) +Dv · ÑL

ρ,2(t, x, v) + Ñ
L
ρ,3(t, x, v),

where

Ñ
L
ρ,1(t, x, v) = −1

2
Λ≥1[(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂)v
(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2
,

Ñ
L
ρ,2(t, x, v) = −1

4

(
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ
)
(t, x+ tv̂)

(
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2
,

Ñ
L
ρ,3(t, x, v) = −

[1
2
v · ∇x

(
Λ≥1[(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂)
)

+
1

4
Dv ·

((
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ
)
(t, x+ tv̂)

)](
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

)2
.

From the above equalities, after doing integration by parts in x, v for ÑL
ρ,i(t, x, v), i ∈ {1, 2}, the

following estimate holds from the estimate of the weight function ω̃L
ρ;0(t, x, v) in (6.23), the estimate

(3.56) in Lemma 3.9 , and the estimate (3.62) in Lemma 3.10,

|J̃ h̃,µ
k;2 (t1, t2)| . 2−m/4ǫ31. (6.37)

To sum up, from the estimates (6.27), (6.35), (6.36), and (6.37), the following estimate holds,
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+αm

|ĨLρ;0(k, t1, t2)| . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.38)
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• The estimate of ĨLρ;1(k, t1, t2).

From the estimate of the weight function ω̃L
ρ;1(t, x, v) in (6.23) and the L2

x,v − L2
x,v − L∞

x,v type
multilinear estimate, we have

∑

k/∈[−m/2−2δ1m,m/10]

|ĨLρ;1(k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k/∈[−m/2−2δ1m,m/10]

22H(L,ρ)δ0m+2δ1m+m/2+k−10k+ǫ31

. 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.39)

It remains to consider the case k ∈ [−m/2 − 2δ1m,m/10]. For this case, we do integration by
parts in time once. As a result, we have

ĨLρ;1(k, t1, t2) =
∑

l=1,2

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ΛρuL(tl, x, v)

)2
ωL
ρ (tl, x, v)〈v〉v̂α v̂βh̃kαβ(tl, x+ tlv̂, v) · ω̃L

ρ;1(tl, x, v)dxdv

+

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

〈v〉v̂αv̂βh̃kαβ(tl, x+ tv̂, v) · ∂t
[
(ΛρuL(t, x, v))2ωL

ρ (t, x, v)ω̃
L
ρ;1(t, x, v)

]
dxdvdt,

+

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

〈v〉v̂αv̂β h̃k;hαβ (tl, x+ tv̂, v) · (ΛρuL(t, x, v))2ωL
ρ (t, x, v)ω̃

L
ρ;1(t, x, v)dxdvdt

where

h̃kαβ(t, x+ tv̂, v) :=
∑

µ∈{+,−}

∫

R3

ei(x+tv̂)·ξ−itµ|ξ| cµξ

|ξ|(µ|ξ| − v̂ · ξ)
̂(V hαβ)µ(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)dξ, cµ := iµ/2,

h̃k;hαβ (t, x+ tv̂, v) :=
∑

µ∈{+,−}

∫

R3

ei(x+tv̂)·ξ−itµ|ξ| cµξ

|ξ|(µ|ξ| − v̂ · ξ)
̂(∂tV hαβ )µ(t, ξ)ψk(ξ)dξ.

From the proof of the linear decay estimate (3.7) in Lemma 3.2, the estimate (3.7) in Lemma 3.2,
and the estimate (3.16) in Lemma 3.3, we have

‖〈v〉−2h̃kαβ(tl, x, v)‖L∞
x,v

. 2−m+H(2)δ1mǫ1, ‖〈v〉−2h̃k;hαβ (tl, x, v)‖L∞
x,v

. 2−2m+H(2)δ1mǫ1.

From the above estimate, the estimate of the weight function ω̃L
ρ;1(t, x, v) in (6.23) and the L2

x,v −
L2
x,v − L∞

x,v type multilinear estimate, and the integration by parts in v process used in (6.65), we
have

|ĨLρ;1(k, t1, t2)| . 2−m+H(2)δ1m+m/2+2H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31 . 2−m/3ǫ31. (6.40)

After combining the above estimate and the estimate (6.39), we have
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+αm

|ĨLρ;1(k, t1, t2)| . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.41)

• The estimate of ĨLρ;2(k, t1, t2).

Recall (6.26), the equalities in (3.72) and (3.141), and the estimate (3.74). For this case, we
trade spatial derivative for the vector fields and gain the decay with respect to the light cone twice.
As a result, the following estimate holds from the decay estimate of the perturbed metric (3.17) in
Lemma 3.3 and the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1,

(1 + |t− |x+ tv̂||)2|∇xPk(hαβ)(t, x+ tv̂)| . 2−m−k+H(3)δ1m+δ1mǫ1 + 2−2m−k+H(4)δ0mǫ1.

Recall that k ≥ −m + (H(4)δ1 − 2δ1)m. From the above estimate, the estimate of the weight

function ω̃L
ρ;2(t, x, v) in (6.24), and the L2

x,v − L2
x,v − L∞

x,v type multilinear estimate, we have
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+αm

|ĨLρ;3(k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+αm

2−m−k+H(3)δ1m+2H(L,ρ)δ0m+δ1mǫ31

+ 2−2m−k+H(4)δ0m+2H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.42)
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Recall the decomposition (6.25). To sum up, our desired estimate (6.17) holds from the estimates
(6.18), (6.38), (6.41), and (6.42).

�

Lemma 6.3. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, ρ ∈ S, s.t., |L|+ |ρ| ≤ N0,∑

k≤−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,k∈Z

∑

i=3,4

∣∣ILρ;i(k, t1, t2)
∣∣ . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31, (6.43)

where c(ρ,L) := min{(H(L, ρ) −H(1))/3,
(
H(|L+ |c̃(ρ)|)−H(|L + |c̃(ρ)| − 1))/2}.

Proof. We first estimate ILρ;3(k, t1, t2). Recall (6.6). Note that we have |ρ| + |L| ≥ 2 for this case.

From the decomposition of profile in (2.64) and the decomposition of the density type function in
(3.18). From the L2

x,v − L∞
x,v type bilinear estimate and the L∞ → L2 type Sobolev embedding, we

have ∑

k≤−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,k∈Z

|ILρ;3(k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k≤−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,k∈Z

∑

ι1,ι2∈S,|ι1|=|ι2|=1,c̃(ι1)=0,c̃(ι2)=1

2m+2k2H(L,ρ)δ0m

× (2H(|L|+|ρ|)δ1m + 2m+k)
(
2H(Id,ι2)δ0m + 2m+H(Id,ι1)δ0m

)
ǫ31 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.44)

Now, we estimate ILρ;4(k, t1, t2). Recall (6.7) and (6.10). Note that, we have |ρ| + |L| ≥ 2. By
using the same strategy used in the above estimate, we have

∑

k≤−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,k∈Z

|ILρ;4(k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k≤−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m
ρ1◦ρ2�ρ,L1◦L2�L

∑

Γ∈P1,ι∈S,|ι|=1,c̃(ι)=0
|ρ1|+|L1|<|L|+|ρ|−1,
|ρ2|+|L2|<|L|+|ρ|

2m+k2H(L,ρ)δ0m

× (2m+k + 2H(1+|ρ2|+|L2|)δ1m)
(
2H(L1,ι◦ρ1)δ0m + 2k+H(Γ◦L1,ρ1)δ0m

)
ǫ31 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.45)

Hence our desired estimate (6.43) holds from the estimates (6.44–6.45). �

Lemma 6.4. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, ρ ∈ S, s.t., s.t., |L|+ |ρ| ≤ N0,∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m

∣∣ILρ;3(k, t1, t2)
∣∣+

∣∣ILρ;4(k, t1, t2)
∣∣ . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31, (6.46)

where c(ρ,L) := min{(H(L, ρ) −H(1))/3,
(
H(|L+ |c̃(ρ)|)−H(|L + |c̃(ρ)| − 1))/2}.

Proof. Recall the detailed formulas of ILρ;3(k, t1, t2) and ILρ;4(k, t1, t2) in (6.6) and (6.7), the definition

of index set S1
ρ,L in (6.9), and the profile of perturbed metric in (2.48). We have |L|+ |ρ| ≥ 2.

Due to the fact that |ρ1|+ |L̃1| < |L|+ |ρ| − 1, by taking the advantage of the different growth
rates of the Vlasov part and the metric part, see the estimate (3.16) in Lemma 3.3, we can first
rule out the case |ρ|+ |L| ≤ N0 − 5 and k ≤ 0 by using the L∞

x,v − L2
x,v type bilinear estimate, i.e.,

using the decay estimate of the metric component. From now on, we restrict ourselves to the case
|ρ|+ |L| ≥ N0 − 5 and the case |ρ|+ |L| ≤ N0 − 5 and k ≥ 0.

After using the decomposition in (2.63) and doing integration by parts in time on the Fourier
side for the modified perturbed metric part, we have

ILρ;i(k, t1, t2) =
∑

κ∈{+,−}

ĨL;κρ;i (k, t1, t2) + ĨI
L;κ

ρ;i (k, t1, t2) + ĨII
L;κ

ρ;i (k, t1, t2), i = 3, 4, (6.47)

where

ĨL;κρ;3 (k, t1, t2) =
∑

L̃∈∪l+|α|≤N0
∇α

xPl

|L̃|≤c̃(ρ),|α|≤|ρ|−c̃(ρ)

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

N L̃L
ρ;µν(t, x, v) · ∇|∇|−1

(
Pk((ρ̃

hµν

L̃L
)κ)

)
(t, x+ tv̂)dxdvdt,

(6.48)
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ĨI
L;κ

ρ;3 (k, t1, t2) =
∑

L̃∈∪l+|α|≤N0
∇α

xPl

|L̃|≤c̃(ρ),|α|≤|ρ|−c̃(ρ)

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitiκ|ξ|+itiv̂·ξ
(−1)iξψk(ξ)

̂N L̃L
ρ;µν(ti,−ξ, v)

2|ξ|(|ξ| + κv̂ · ξ)
̂

(
˜
V L̃Lhµν )κ(ti, ξ)dξdv

+

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

ξψk(ξ)

2|ξ|(|ξ| + κv̂ · ξ)e
itκ|ξ|+itv̂·ξ̂N L̃L

ρ;µν(t,−ξ, v)∂t
̂

(
˜
V L̃Lhµν )κ(t, ξ)dξdvdt, (6.49)

ĨII
L;κ

ρ;3 (k, t1, t2) =
∑

L̃∈∪l+|α|≤N0
∇α

xPl

|L̃|≤c̃(ρ),|α|≤|ρ|−c̃(ρ)

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitκ|ξ|+itv̂·ξξψk(ξ)

2|ξ|(|ξ| + κv̂ · ξ)

× ∂t
̂N L̃L

ρ;µν(t,−ξ, v)
̂

(
˜
V L̃Lhµν )κ(t, ξ)dξdvdt, (6.50)

ĨLρ;4(k, t1, t2) =
∑

(Γ1,Γ2)∈P×{∂α}∪{∂α}×P

(L̃,ρ1,ρ2,L1,L2)∈S1
ρ,L

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

NL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν

(t, x, v)Pk

(
(ρ̃

hµν

L̃L2
)κ
)
(t, x+ tv̂)

+N L̃LL1L2
ρρ1ρ2;µν(t, x, v)|∇|−1Pk

(
(ρ̃

hµν

L̃Γ2L̃
)κ
)
(t, x+ tv̂)dxdvdt, (6.51)

ĨI
L;κ

ρ;4 (k, t1, t2) =
∑

(Γ1,Γ2)∈P×{∂α}∪{∂α}×P

(L̃,ρ1,ρ2,L1,L2)∈S1
ρ,L

(−1)i
∫

R3

∫

R3

eitiκ|ξ|+itiv̂·ξ
ψk(ξ)

2|ξ|(|ξ| + κv̂ · ξ)
[ ̂N L̃LL1L2

ρρ1ρ2;µν(ti,−ξ, v)

×
̂

(
˜
V L̃L2hµν )κ(ti, ξ) +

̂NL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν

(ti,−ξ, v)
̂

(
˜

V L̃Γ2L̃2hµν )κ(ti, ξ)
]
dξdv

+

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitκ|ξ|+itv̂·ξ ψk(ξ)

2|ξ|(|ξ| + κv̂ · ξ)
( ̂N L̃LL1L2

ρρ1ρ2;µν(t,−ξ, v)∂t
̂

(
˜
V L̃L2hµν )κ(t, ξ)

+
̂NL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2

L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν
(t,−ξ, v)∂t

̂
(

˜
V L̃Γ2L̃2hµν )κ(t, ξ)

)
dξdvdt, (6.52)

ĨII
L;κ

ρ;4 (k, t1, t2) =
∑

(Γ1,Γ2)∈P×{∂α}∪{∂α}×P

(L̃,ρ1,ρ2,L1,L2)∈S1
ρ,L

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitκ|ξ|+itv̂·ξ ψk(ξ)

2|ξ|(|ξ|+ κv̂ · ξ)
( ̂
(

˜
V L̃L2hµν )κ(t, ξ)

× ∂t
̂N L̃LL1L2
ρρ1ρ2;µν(t,−ξ, v) + ∂t

̂NL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν

(t,−ξ, v)
̂

(
˜

V L̃Γ2L̃2hµν )κ(t, ξ)
)
dξdvdt, (6.53)

where

N L̃L
ρ;µν(t, x, v) :=

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)CL̃

µν;ρ(x, v)Dvu(t, x, v), (6.54)

N L̃LL1L2
ρρ1ρ2;µν(t, x, v) :=

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2

L1L2;L̃,µ,ν
(x, v) · ∇xΛ

ρ1uL1(t, x, v), (6.55)

NL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν

(t, x, v) :=
(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2

L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν
(x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v). (6.56)

• The estimate of ĨLρ;i(k, t1, t2), i ∈ {3, 4}.
Recall (6.48) and (6.51). Note that, these two terms are Vlasov-density type interaction. We first

introduce two bilinear estimates which have been studied in [49] and will be used later.
For any fixed sign µ ∈ {+,−}, any two distribution functions f1(t, x, v) and f2(t, x, v), any fixed

k ∈ Z, any symbol m(ξ, v) ∈ L∞
v S∞

k , and any differentiable coefficient c(v), we define a bilinear
operator as follows,

Bk(f1, f2)(t, x, v) := f1(t, x, v)E(Pk [f2(t)])(x + v̂t), (6.57)
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where

E(Pk[f ])(t, x) :=

∫

R3

∫

R3

eix·ξe−iµtû·ξc(u)m(ξ, u)ψk(ξ)f̂(t, ξ, u)dξdu.

For the above defined bilinear operator, as stated in [49][Lemma 2.4], ∀k ∈ Z, we have

‖Bk(f1, f2)(t, x, v)‖L2
xL

2
v
.

∑

|α|≤5

min{|t|−32k+/2, 23k}‖m(ξ, v)‖L∞
v S∞

k

× ‖(1 + |v|+ |x|)20c(v)f2(t, x, v)‖L2
xL

2
v
‖(1 + |v|+ |x|)20∇α

v f1(t, x, v)‖L2
xL

2
v
. (6.58)

Moreover, if k ∈ Z, |t|−1 . 2k ≤ 1, we have

‖Bk(f1, f2)(t, x, v)‖L2
xL

2
v
.

∑

|α|≤5

(
‖m(ξ, v)‖L∞

v S∞
k

+ ‖m(ξ, v)‖L∞
v S∞

k

)

×
[
|t|−22k‖

(
|c(v)| + |∇vc(v)|

)
f3(t, v)‖L2

v
+ |t|−32k‖(1 + |v|+ |x|)20c(v)f2(t, x, v)‖L2

xL
2
v

+ |t|−3‖c(v)
(
f̂2(t, 0, v) −∇v · f3(t, v)

)
‖L2

v

]
‖(1 + |v|+ |x|)20∇α

v f1(t, x, v)‖L2
xL

2
v
, (6.59)

where f3(t, v) : Rt × R3
v −→ C, is any localized differentiable function.

Based on the possible distribution of vector fields and spatial derivatives, we separate into three
subcases as follows.

Subcase 1. If |L̃|+ |L2| ≤ |ρ|+ |L| − 5.
For this case, we use the L∞

x,v −L2
x,v type bilinear estimate. As a result, from the decay estimate

(3.3) of the density type function in Lemma 3.1, we have
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m

∑

i=3,4

|ĨLρ;i(k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k≥−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m

2−2m−2k(1 + 2k+H(5)δ0m)22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31

. 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31.

Subcase 2. If |L̃|+ |L2| > |ρ|+ |L| − 5 and |ρ|+ |L| ≤ N0 − 5.
For this subcase, as the case k ≤ 0 has been ruled out, it remains to consider the case k ≥ 0.

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the bilinear estimate (6.58), we have
∑

k∈Z,k≥0

∑

i=3,4

|ĨLρ;i(k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k≥0

22H(L,ρ)δ0m2−m−k/2+H(10)δ0mǫ31 . ǫ31. (6.60)

Subcase 3. |L̃|+ |L2| > |ρ|+ |L| − 5 and |ρ|+ |L| > N0 − 5.
For this case, we have |c̃(ρ1)| + |L1| ≤ 5. From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the bilinear

estimate (6.58) and (6.59), we have
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m

∑

i=3,4

|ĨLρ;i(k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k≥0

22H(L,ρ)δ0m2−m−k/2+H(10)δ0m

+
∑

k∈[−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,0]∩Z

2H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(10)δ0m
(
1 + 2−m−k + 2−m+H(L,ρ)δ0m

)
ǫ31 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0m−δ0mǫ31.

• The estimate of ĨI
L;κ

ρ;i (k, t1, t2), i ∈ {3, 4}. Recall (6.49) and (6.52).

Subcase 1. If |L̃|+ |L2| ≤ |ρ|+ |L| − 5 .
From the L∞

x,v−L2
x,v type bilinear estimate, the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1 and the estimate

(3.7) in Lemma 3.2, we conclude that
∑

k∈Z,k∈[−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,−d(N0,0)δ0m],i=3,4

|ĨIL;κρ;i (k, t1, t2)|

.
∑

k∈Z,k∈[−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,−d(N0,0)δ0m]
0≤|ρ1|+|L1|≤|L|+|ρ|−1

2−k2H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(L1,ρ1)δ0m
[
2k/2+k−/22H(|L|+|ρ|+1−|ρ1|−|L1|)δ1m+δ1m
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+ 2k/2+k−/22H(|L|+|ρ|+1−|ρ1|−|L1|)δ0m+k−
]
. 22H(L,ρ)δ0m−δ0mǫ31. (6.61)

For k relatively large, we first use the equality (3.141) and the pointwise estimate (3.74) and then
rerun the above argument. As a result, we have

∑

k∈Z,k≥−d(N0,0)δ0m,i=3,4

|ĨIL;κρ;i (k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k∈Z,k≥−H(N0,0)δ0m

2−m−2k+3H(L,ρ)δ0m2k/2+k−/2ǫ31 . ǫ31.

(6.62)

Subcase 2. If |L̃|+ |L2| > |ρ|+ |L| − 5, |ρ|+ |L| ≤ N0 − 5.
For this case, we have k ≥ 0. From the the L2

x−L∞
x L

2
v type bilinear estimate, the decay estimate

(3.3) of the density type function in Lemma 3.1, and the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1, we have
∑

k∈Z,k≥0,i=3,4

|ĨIL;κρ;i (k, t1, t2)|

.
∑

k∈Z,k≥0

2H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(|L|+|ρ|+1,0)δ0m+H(10)δ0m(2−k/22−m/2 + 2−3k/2−3m/2)ǫ31 . ǫ31. (6.63)

Subcase 3. If |L̃|+ |L2| > |ρ|+ |L| − 5, |ρ|+ |L| > N0 − 5.
For this case, we use the L2

x−L∞
x L

2
v type bilinear estimate. As a result, from the decay estimate

(3.3) of the density type function in Lemma 3.1, and the estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1, we have
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,i=3,4

|ĨIL;κρ;i (k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k∈Z,k≥−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m

2H(L,ρ)δ0m2H(10)δ0m

×(2−k/22−m/2 + 2−3k/2−3m/2)
(
2H(|L|+|ρ|+1)δ1m+δ1m + 2H(|L|+|ρ|+1,0)δ0m+k−

)
ǫ31

. 22H(L,ρ)δ0m−δ0mǫ31. (6.64)

• The estimate of ĨII
L;κ

ρ;i (k, t1, t2), i ∈ {3, 4}.
Recall the detailed formulas of ĨII

L;κ

ρ;i (k, t1, t2), i ∈ {3, 4}, in (6.50) and (6.53) and the nonlinear-
ities in (6.54–6.56).

We first show how to handle ĨII
L;κ

ρ;3 (k, t1, t2) in details as follows. Recall the decomposition of

“Dv” in (2.20), and the equation satisfied by ΛρuL in (2.26), we classify ∂tN L̃L
ρ;µν(t, x, v) as follows,

∂tN L̃L
ρ;µν(t, x, v) = ∇x · N L̃L;1

ρ;µν (t, x, v) +Dv · N L̃L;2
ρ;µν (t, x, v) +N L̃L;3

ρ;µν (t, x, v) +N L̃L;4
ρ;µν (t, x, v), (6.65)

where

N L̃L;1
ρ;µν (t, x, v) := −vcι(t, x, v)

(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
CL̃
µν;ρ(x, v)Λ≥1[(v

0)−1](t, x+ tv̂)ΛρuL(t, x, v)Λιu(t, x, v),

N L̃L;2
ρ;µν (t, x, v) := −1

2

(
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ
)
(t, x+ tv̂)

(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2

× cι(t, x, v)C
L̃
µν;ρ(x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)Λιu(t, x, v), (6.66)

N L̃L;3
ρ;µν (t, x, v) =

∑

ι∈S,|ι|=1

2ωL
ρ (t, x, v)∂tω

L
ρ (t, x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)CL̃
µν;ρ(x, v)cι(t, x, v)Λ

ιu(t, x, v)

−
(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
CL̃
µν;ρ(x, v)

(
∂tcι(t, x, v)Λ

ιu(t, x, v)+cι(t, x, v)(Nι,3(t, x, v)+Nι,4(t, x, v))
)
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

+
(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
CL̃
µν;ρ(x, v)N

L
ρ,4(t, x, v)cι(t, x, v)Λ

ιu(t, x, v) +∇x ·
(
vcι(t, x, v)

(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
CL̃
µν;ρ(x, v)

×Λ≥1[(v
0)−1](t, x+ tv̂)

)
ΛρuL(t, x, v)Λιu(t, x, v) + ΛρuL(t, x, v)Λιu(t, x, v)

×Dv ·
[1
2

(
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ
)
(t, x+ tv̂)cι(t, x, v)

(
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
CL̃
µν;ρ(x, v)

]
, (6.67)

N L̃L;4
ρ;µν (t, x, v) =

∑

L̃∈∪
α∈Z3+,l∈Z+

∇α
xPl,|L̃|≤c̃(ρ),|α|≤|ρ|−c̃(ρ)

N
αβ

L̃
(t, x, v)∇xL̃Lgαβ(t, x+ tv̂), (6.68)
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where

N
αβ

L̃
(t, x, v) := cρ

L̃
(t, x, v)(v0)−1vαvβu(t, x, v) ·Dv

((
ωL
ρ (t, x, v)

)2
CL̃
µν;ρ(x, v)Dvu(t, x, v)

)
. (6.69)

From (6.50) and (6.65), after doing integration by parts in “v” for Dv · N L̃L;2
ρ;µν (t, x, v) and doing

dyadic decomposition for the metric component in N L̃L;4
ρ;µν (t, x, v), we have

ĨII
L;κ

ρ;3 (k, t1, t2) = HL;κ
ρ;1 (k, t1, t2) +

∑

k1∈Z

HL;κ
ρ;2 (k, k1; t1, t2),

HL;κ
ρ;1 (k, t1, t2) =

∑

L̃∈∪l+|α|≤N0
∇α

xPl,|L̃|≤c̃(ρ),|α|≤|ρ|−c̃(ρ)

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitκ|ξ|+itv̂·ξ ξψk(ξ)
̂

(
˜
V L̃Lhµν )κ(t, ξ)

2|ξ|(|ξ| + κv̂ · ξ)

×
(
iξ · ̂̃N L̃L;1

ρ;µν (t, ξ, v) +
̂̃N L̃L;3
ρ;µν (t, ξ, v)

)
−∇v

( ξψk(ξ)

2|ξ|(|ξ| + κv̂ · ξ)
)
· ̂̃N L̃L;2

ρ;µν (t, ξ, v)dξdvdt,

HL;κ
ρ;2 (k, k1; t1, t2) =

∑

L̃1,L̃2∈∪α∈Z3+,l∈Z+
∇α

xPl

|L̃1|,|L̃2|≤c̃(ρ),|α|≤|ρ|−c̃(ρ)

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

R3

e−itv̂·η ξψk(ξ)
̂

(
˜
U L̃1Lhµν )κ(t, ξ)

2|ξ|(|ξ|+ κv̂ · ξ)

× i(−ξ − η)N̂αβ

L̃2
(t, η, v) ˜̂L2Lgαβ(t,−ξ − η)ψk1(ξ − η)dηdξdvdt. (6.70)

Based on the possible size of |ρ|+ |L|, we separate into two subcases as follows.
Subcase 1. If |ρ|+ |L| ≥ 10.
From the estimate (3.56) in Lemma 3.9, the estimate (3.62) in Lemma 3.10, the estimate (3.17)

in Lemma 3.3 and the decay estimate (3.3) of the density type function in Lemma 3.1, the following
estimate holds ,

∑

i=1,2,3

‖
∫

R3

(1 + |v|)4|N L̃L;i
ρ;µν (t, x− tv̂, v)|dv‖L2

x
. 2−3m/2+H(5)δ0mǫ21.

From the above estimate, we have
∑

k≥−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m

|HL;κ
ρ;1 (k, t1, t2) .

[( ∑

k∈[−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m,0]∩Z

2−k/2−γk
)
+ 1

]
2−m/2+H(5)δ0m+H(L,ρ)δ0m

× 2H(|L|+|c̃(ρ)|)δ1mǫ31 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0m−δ0mǫ31. (6.71)

Recall (6.69). From the decay estimate (3.3) of the density type function in Lemma 3.1 and the
L2
x − L2

x − L∞
x type multilinear estimate, we have

∑

k,k1∈Z,k≥−m+c(ρ,L)δ0m

|HL;κ
ρ;2 (k, k1; t1, t2)| .

∑

k,k1∈Z,k≥−m+c(ρ,L)m

2−k+(1/2−γ)k−2H(|L|+|c̃(ρ)|)δ1m+H(5)δ0m

× 2H(L,ρ)δ0m2(1/2−γ)k1,−
(
1|k−k1|≤10 + 2−m−max{k,k1}1|k−k1|≥10

)
ǫ41 . 22H(L,ρ)δ0m−δ0mǫ41. (6.72)

Subcase 2. If |ρ|+ |L| < 10.
Note that for this case we have k ≥ 0. Since the total number of vector fields is far less than N0,

we first use the equality (3.141) for the metric component to trade one spatial derivative for one
vector field.

Thanks to the pointwise estimate (3.74), which provides the smallness of 2−m, after rerunning
the above argument, we have

∑

k≥0,k∈Z

|ĨIIL;κρ;3 (k, t1, t2)| .
∑

k≥0,k∈Z

2−k2−m/2+H(5)δ0m+2H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31 . ǫ31. (6.73)
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Due to an obvious loss of “t” comes from the coefficient of Dv in ĨII
L;κ

ρ;3 (k, t1, t2), which is

not an issue for ĨII
L;κ

ρ;4 (k, t1, t2), the estimate of ĨII
L;κ

ρ;4 (k, t1, t2) is similar and also easier than

ĨII
L;κ

ρ;3 (k, t1, t2). With minor modifications in the above argument, we have

∑

k≥0,k∈Z

|ĨIIL;κρ;4 (k, t1, t2)| . 22H(L,ρ)δ0m−δ0mǫ41. (6.74)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (6.46).
�

Lemma 6.5. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds for

any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ], L ∈ ∪l≤N0Pl, ρ ∈ S, s.t., |L|+ |ρ| ≤ N0,
∑

k∈Z

∣∣ILρ;5(k, t1, t2)
∣∣ . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31 (6.75)

Proof. Recall (6.8) and the index set S2
ρ,L defined in (6.10). We have |L| + |ρ| ≥ 1, |ρ1| + |L1| =

|ρ|+|L|−1 and |L̃|+|L2| ≤ 1. From the L2
x,v−L2

x,v−L∞
x,v type multilinear estimate and the estimate

(3.17) in Lemma 3.3, the following estimate holds if (Γ1,Γ2) ∈ {∂α} × P and c̃(ρ2) + |L2| = 1

∑

k∈Z

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)Pk(L̃L2Λ1[(v

0)−1])(t, x + tv̂)

×CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)dxdvdt

∣∣ +
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

×CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃,µν

(x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L1(t, x, v)Pk(L̃Γ2L2hµν)(t, x+ tv̂)dxdvdt
∣∣

.
∑

k∈Z

min{2m+k+H(1)δ1m, 2H(3)δ1m+δ1m−10k+}2H(L,ρ)δ0m+H(Γ1◦L1,ρ1)δ0mǫ31

. 22H(L,ρ)δ0m−δ0mǫ31.

Now we consider the case (Γ1,Γ2) ∈ P × {∂α} or c̃(ρ2) + |L2| = 0. For this case we have

|ρ2| = 1, i.e., L̃ ∈ {∇x}. In whichever case, the metric component is improved at the low frequency.
More precisely, from the L2

x,v −L2
x,v−L∞

x,v type multilinear estimate and the decay estimate (3.20),
we have

∑

k∈Z,k /∈[−2H(4)δ0m,H(4)δ0m]

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)Pk(L̃L2Λ1[(v

0)−1])(t, x + tv̂)

×CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)dxdvdt

∣∣ +
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)

× CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν

(x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v)Pk(L̃Γ2L̃2hµν)(t, x+ tv̂)dxdvdt
∣∣ . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.76)

From now on, we restrict ourself further to the case k ∈ [−2H(4)δ0m,H(4)δ0m]. Moreover, from
the pointwise estimate (3.74), we can rule out further the small (x, v) case and the far away from the
light cone case. More precisely the following estimate holds from the estimates (3.72) and (3.74),

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

ΛρuL(t, x, v)Pk(L̃L2Λ1[(v
0)−1])(t, x+ tv̂)CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2

L1L2;L̃
(x, v) · ∇xΛ

ρ1uL1(t, x, v)

×ϕ̃(t, x, v)
(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
dxdvdt

∣∣ +
∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2

L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν
(x, v)

× Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v)Pk(L̃Γ2L̃2hµν)(t, x+ tv̂)ϕ̃(t, x, v)dxdvdt
∣∣ . ǫ31. (6.77)
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where
ϕ̃(t, x, v) := ψ≤m/10(|x|+ |v|) + ψ>m/10(|x|+ |v|)ψ≥m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|). (6.78)

Now, we focus on the case when (x, v) is large and close to the light cone case. From the estimate
(2.12) and the estimate of the coefficient (2.24) in Lemma 2.2, we identify the leading coefficients
as follows,

|C̃(t, x, v)| . (1 + |v|)−1−c(ρ2), C̃(t, x, v) := CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν

(x, v)− cL̃ρ2(t, x, v)v̂µv̂ν , (6.79)

where v̂0 := 1.
Motivated from the above decompositions of coefficients and the decompositions of v̂µv̂νPk(Lhµν)

in (6.28) and v̂µv̂νPk(∂tLhµν) in (6.31), we have

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)CL;Γ1,Γ2;ρ,ρ1,ρ2

L̃1L̃2;L̃,µν
(x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v)Pk(L̃Γ2L̃2hµν)(t, x+ tv̂)

×ψ>m/10(|x|+ |v|)ψ<m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|)dxdvdt
∣∣

.
∑

h̃∈{F,F ,ωk,ϑmn}

∑

µ∈{+,−}

∣∣Iµ
h̃;k

∣∣+Rk +
∣∣IIk

∣∣+
∣∣IIIk

∣∣, (6.80)

where

Iµ
h̃;k

=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
cL̃ρ2(t, x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v)
(
T h̃;α
k;µ (v)U

h̃L̃L̃2
)µ
(t, x+ tv̂)

× ψ>m/10(|x|+ |v|)ψ<m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|)dxdvdt (6.81)

Rk =
∑

µ∈{+,−}

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
cL̃ρ2(t, x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v)
[
∂αRk

+ aα
(
T h̃
k;µ(v)�L̃L̃2hµν

)µ]
ψ>m/10(|x|+ |v|)ψ<m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|)dxdvdt, (6.82)

IIk =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)C̃(t, x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v)∂αPk(L̃L̃2hµν)(t, x+ tv̂)

× ψ≤H(5)δ1m(v)ψ>m/10(|x| + |v|)ψ<m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|)dxdvdt. (6.83)

IIIk =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)C̃(t, x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v)∂αPk(L̃L̃2hµν)(t, x + tv̂)

× ψ>H(5)δ1m(v)ψ>m/10(|x| + |v|)ψ<m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|)dxdvdt, (6.84)

where a0 = 1 and ai = 0 and the Fourier multiplier operators T h̃;α
k;µ (v) are defined as follow,

T h̃;0
k;µ(v) = −iT h̃

k;µ(v)|∇|, T h̃;j
k;µ(v) := ∂jT

h̃
k;µ(v). (6.85)

Recall (3.41). For the main term of Λ1[(v
0)−1] = −(1 + |v|2)−1Λ1[v

0], we have

Pkh00 − v̂iv̂jPkhij = Gk +Bk, Bk := PkF − v̂iv̂jRiRjPkF =
∑

µ∈{+,−}

(
T̃
F
k;µ(v)U

F
)µ
, (6.86)

where Gk denotes the good part of Pkh00 − v̂iv̂jPkhij , which doesn’t depend on F , and the symbol
of the Fourier multiplier operator is given as follows,

T̃
F
k;µ(v)(ξ) = cµ|ξ|−1(1− (v̂ · ξ/|ξ|)2)ψk(ξ). (6.87)

Similar to the decomposition (6.80), from (6.86), we have

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)Pk(L̃L2Λ1[(v

0)−1])(t, x+ tv̂)CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)

×ψ>m/10(|x|+ |v|)ψ<m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|)dxdvdt
∣∣ .

∣∣J1
k

∣∣+
∣∣J2

k

∣∣,
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where

J1
k =

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)〈v〉−1(L̃Gk)(t, x+ tv̂)CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2

L1L2;L̃
(x, v) · ∇xΛ

ρ1uL1(t, x, v)

× ψ>m/10(|x|+ |v|)ψ<m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|)dxdvdt, (6.88)

J2
k =

∑

µ∈{+,−}

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
ΛρuL(t, x, v)〈v〉−1L̃

(
T̃
F
k;µ(v)U

F
)µ
(t, x+ tv̂)

× CL;ρ,ρ1,ρ2
L1L2;L̃

(x, v) · ∇xΛ
ρ1uL1(t, x, v)ψ>m/10(|x|+ |v|)ψ<m−10(|x+ tv̂| − |t|)dxdvdt, (6.89)

Recall (2.41) and (2.43). Note that, if c̃(ρ2) = 0, then the commutator Ecomm
L̃,k

vanishes in Rk.

From the estimate (3.190) in Lemma 3.20, the decay estimate of the density type function in Lemma
3.1, the decay estimate (3.7) in Lemma 3.2, the estimate (3.186) in Lemma 3.19, and the estimate
(3.1) in Proposition 3.1, we have

‖∂αRk1c̃(ρ2)≥1‖L∞
x
+ ‖∂αGk‖L∞ . 2−m+0.999k−5k+ǫ1,

‖∂αRk(t, x)ψ≥m−100(|x|)1c̃(ρ2)=0‖L∞
x

. 2−10k+ min{2−m+H(4)δ0m+k, 2−2m+H(4)δ0m}ǫ21.
(6.90)

From the L2
x,v − L2

x,v − L∞
x,v type multilinear estimate, the estimate of coefficients in (2.24) and

(6.79) and the above estimate, we have
∑

k∈[−2H(4)δ0m,H(4)δ0m]∩Z

|Rk|+ |IIIk|+ |J1
k | . 22H(L,ρ)δ0mǫ31. (6.91)

In the above estimate, we have used the extra decay comes from the smallness of coefficient C̃(t, x, v)
as v is relatively large (see (6.84)) in the above estimate of IIIk.

It remains to estimate Iµ
h̃;k

, IIk, and J2
k for the case k ∈ [−2H(4)δ0m,H(4)δ0m]. We use the

normal form transformation by doing integration by parts in time to utilize the null structure in
Iµ
h̃;k

and J2
k , see (6.29) and (6.87). As a result, on the Fourier side, we have

Iµ
h̃;k

=
∑

j=1,2

(−1)j−1

∫

R3

∫

R3

N̂h̃(tj , ξ, v)e
itj v̂·ξ−itjµ|ξ|T h̃;α;1

k;µ (v, ξ)i(v̂ · ξ − µ|ξ|)−1 ̂
(V h̃L̃L̃2 )µ(tj , ξ)dξdv

+

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

∫

R3

eitv̂·ξ−itµ|ξ|T h̃;α;1
k;µ (v, ξ)i(v̂ · ξ − µ|ξ|)−1∂t

(
N̂h̃(t, ξ, v)

̂
(V h̃L̃L̃2 )µ(t, ξ)

)
dξdvdt (6.92)

where
Nh̃(t, x, v) :=

(
ωL
ρ (x, v)

)2
cL̃ρ2(x, v)Λ

ρuL(t, x, v)Λρ1uΓ1L̃1(t, x, v).

Similar formula holds for J2
k , we omit details here.

From the detailed formulas of symbols T h̃
k;µ(v)(ξ) in (6.29), after redoing the proof of lineaer

decay estimate in Lemma 3.2, we have

sup
v∈R3

∣∣
∫

R3

e−iµt|ξ|T h̃;α;1
k;µ (v, ξ)i(v̂ · ξ − µ|ξ|)−1 ̂

(V h̃L̃L̃2 )µ(tj , ξ)ψk(ξ)dξ
∣∣ . 2−m+H(2)δ1m+δ1mǫ1.

From the above estimate, we know that we lose little but gain at least 2−m+H(N0+3)δ0m from doing
integration by parts in time.

The estimate of IIk is similar. Recall (6.83), by exploiting the fact that v is small in IIk, we

also doing normal form transformation for IIk, we lose at most (1 + |v|)22|k|, which is less than
210H(5)δ0m as |v| ≤ 2H(5)δ1m and k ∈ [−2H(4)δ0m,H(4)δ0m] but gain at least 2−m+H(N0+3)δ0m.

To sum up, similar to the procedure we did in the estimate of ILρ;3(k, t1, t2) in Lemma 6.4, we
have ∣∣Iµ

h̃;k

∣∣+ |IIk|+ |J2
k | . 2−m/2ǫ31. (6.93)

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (6.75). �
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7. The Z-norm estimate for the Vlasov part

Recall the equation satisfied by uL in (2.13) and the definition of the correction term in (2.96).
As a result of direct computations, after doing integration by parts in x once for ∇x∇α2

v uL2 , based
on the order of derivatives in v and the number of vector fields in ∪nPn distributed, we classify the

nonlinearity of the equation satisfied by ∇α
v û

L(t, 0, v) −∇v · uL;αcorr(t, v) as follows,

∂t
(
∇α

v û
L(t, 0, v) −∇v · uL;αcorr(t, v)

)
=

∑

|α1|+|α2|≤|α|,L1◦L2�L

∫

R3

R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v)dx, (7.1)

where, if α2 = α,L2 = L, we have

R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v) =

1

2
(∇v − t∇v v̂ · ∇x) ·

(
(v0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ
)
(t, x+ tv̂, v)∇α

v u
L(t, x, v)

+v · ∇x

(
Λ≥1[(v

0)−1]
)
(t, x+ tv̂)∇α

v u
L(t, x, v),

and if |α2|+ |L2| < |α|+ |L|, then R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v) is defined as follows,

R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v) = c1(v)∇α1

v (v · ∇x

(
Λ≥1[L1(v

0)−1]
)
)(t, x+ tv̂)∇α2

v uL2(t, x, v)

+c2(v)∇α1
v

(
L1((v

0)−1vαvβ∇xg
αβ)

)
(t, x+ tv̂, v)∇v∇α2

v uL2(t, x, v)

+ c3(v)t(∇v v̂ · ∇x)∇α1
v

(
L1((v

0)−1vαvβ∇xg
αβ)

)
(t, x+ tv̂, v)∇α2

v uL2(t, x, v). (7.2)

For simplicity of notation, we suppress the dependence of coefficients ci(v), i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, with respect
to α,α1, α2,L,L1, and L2.

Proposition 7.1. Under the bootstrap assumptions (2.88) and (2.91), the following estimate holds

for any L ∈ Pn, and any time τ ∈ [0, T ),

‖ω̃L
α (v)u

L;α
corr(τ, v)‖L2

v
+ ‖ω̃L

α (v)
(
∇α

v û
L(τ, 0, v) −∇v · uL;αcorr(τ, v)

)
‖L2

v
. ǫ0, (7.3)

where uL;αcorr(t, v) was defined in (2.96).

Proof. ⊕ The estimate of correction term uL;αcorr(τ, v).
Recall (2.96). From the pointwise estimate (3.72) and (3.74) and the decay estimate (3.17) in

Lemma 3.3, the following estimate holds after using the equality (3.72) once and gaining the decay
rate of distance with respect to the light cone,

‖ω̃L
α (v)u

L;α
corr(τ, v)‖L2

v
. ǫ0 +

∑

|L|+|ρ|≤N0

∫ τ

0
(1 + t)−2+2H(L,ρ)δ0ǫ21dt . ǫ0. (7.4)

⊕ The estimate of ∇α
v û

L(τ, 0, v) −∇v · uL;αcorr(τ, v).
Recall (7.2). Note that, from (2.16), we can represent ∇v as a linear combination of second set

of vector fields as follows,

∇v =
∑

ι∈S,|ι|=1

cι(x, v)Λ
ι, |cι(x, v)| . 〈x〉〈v〉. (7.5)

From the equality (2.23) in Lemma 2.2, if |α2|+ |L2| < |α|+ |L|, we reduce R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v) further

as follows,

R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v) =

∑

|L̃1|≤|L1|+|α1|

∑

ρ,ι∈S,|ρ|≤|α2|,|ι|≤1

c̃1ρ,ι(t, x, v)v · ∇xL̃1(Λ≥1[(v
0)−1])(t, x+ tv̂, v)

×ΛρuL2(t, x, v) + c̃2ρ,ι(t, x, v)L̃1((v
0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ)(t, x+ tv̂, v)ΛιΛρuL2(t, x, v)

+ c̃3ρ,ι(t, x, v)t∇xL̃1((v
0)−1vαvβ∇xg

αβ)(t, x+ tv̂, v)ΛρuL2(t, x, v), (7.6)
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where in the above equality we suppress the dependence of coefficients with respect to the order
of derivatives. From the estimate (2.24) in Lemma 2.2 and the estimate (7.5), the rough estimate
holds ∑

i=1,2,3

|c̃iρ,ι(t, x, v)| . (〈x〉 + 〈v〉)2|α|+10. (7.7)

Let t ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ),m ∈ Z+. Based on the total number of vector fields act on the Vlasov
part, we separate into two cases as follows.

Subcase 1: If |α2|+ |L2| ≥ N0/2 + 5.
For this case, we know that the total number of vector fields act on the perturbed metric is less

than N0/2 − 4. From the equality (3.72), the estimate (3.74), the estimate of coefficients in (7.7),
the decay estimate of perturbed metric (3.17) in Lemma 3.3, and the decay estimate of high order
terms in Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.8, we have

‖
∫

R3

ω̃L
α (v)R

α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v)dx‖L2

v
. ‖〈x〉2ω̃L

α(v)R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v)‖L2

x,v

.
∑

ρ∈S,|ρ|≤|α|

2−2m+3d(|L|+3,|ρ|)δ0mǫ31. (7.8)

Subcase 2: If |α2|+ |L2| ≤ N0/2 + 4.
From the L2-estimate of the high order terms in Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7, and the decay

estimate of density type function (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, we have

‖〈x〉2ω̃L
α(v)Λ≥3[R

α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
](t, x, v)‖L2

x,v
. 2−2m/3−m/2+3d(|L|+3,|ρ|)δ0mǫ31. (7.9)

For the quadratic terms of R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v), after doing dyadic decomposition for the metric

component and using (7.5) and the equality (2.23) in Lemma 2.2, from the estimate (2.24) in
Lemma 2.2, we have

Λ2[R
α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
](t, x, v) =

∑

k∈Z

∑

i=1,2,3

∑

|L̃1|≤|L1|+|α1|

∑

ρ,ι∈S,|ρ|≤|α2|,|ι|≤1

H L̃1,ρ,ι
k;i (t, x, v),

where

H L̃1,ρ,ι
k;1 (t, x, v) = cρ,ι,1αβ (t, x, v)Pk(∇xL̃1hαβ)(t, x+ tv̂)ΛρuL2(t, x, v),

H L̃1,ρ,ι
k;2 (t, x, v) = cρ,ι,2αβ (t, x, v)Pk(∇xL̃1hαβ)(t, x+ tv̂)Λι◦ρuL2(t, x, v),

H L̃1,ρ,ι
k;3 (t, x, v) = tcρ,ι,3αβ (t, x, v)Pk(∇2

xL̃1hαβ)(t, x+ tv̂)ΛρuL2(t, x, v),
∑

i=1,2,3

|cρ,ι,iαβ (t, x, v)| + |t∂tcρ,ι,iαβ (t, x, v)| . (〈x〉+ 〈v〉)2|α|+10

(7.10)

From the L2
x,v −L2

xL
∞
v −L∞

x L
2
v type multilinear estimate and the decay estimate of density type

function (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, we can rule out the case k /∈ [−m/2,m/10] as follows,
∑

i=1,2,3

∑

k∈Z,k /∈[−m/2,m/10]

‖
∫

R3

ω̃L
α(v)H

L̃1,ρ,ι
k;i (t, x, v)dx‖L2

v

.
∑

k∈Z,k /∈[−m/2,m/10]

(
2−3m/2+k/2 + 2−m/2+3k/2

)
2−10k++3d(|L|+3,|ρ|)δ0mǫ31

. 2−11m/10ǫ31.

(7.11)

For the case k ∈ [−m/2,m/10], same as what we did in the proof of Lemma 6.4 , we do normal
form transformation. Note that the price of using normal form transformation is minor because
the weight function we used in the low order energy is much weaker than the weight function we
propagated in the energy estimate, see (2.93) and (2.94).
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Recall (7.10). As a typical example, which is also the most difficult case because of the ex-

tra loss of “t”, we estimate H L̃1,ρ,ι
k;3 (t, x, v) in details. With minor modifications, the estimate of

H L̃1,ρ,ι
k;i (t, x, v), i ∈ {1, 2} follows in the same way.

For any t1, t2 ∈ [2m−1, 2m] ⊂ [0, T ],m ∈ Z+, k ∈ [−m/2,m/10] ∩ Z, after doing normal form
transformation, we have

∣∣
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

H L̃1,ρ,ι
k;3 (t, x, v)dxdt

∣∣ .
∑

µ∈{+,−}

∣∣EndL̃1,ρ,ι
k,µ (t1, t2, v)

∣∣+
∣∣HL̃1,ρ,ι

k;µ;1 (t1, t2, v)
∣∣+

∣∣HL̃1,ρ,ι
k;µ;2 (t1, t2, v)

∣∣,

where

EndL̃1,ρ,ι
k;µ (t1, t2, v) :=

∑

l=1,2

(−1)l
∫

R3

tlc
ρ,ι,3
αβ (tl, x, v)M̃

µ
k ((U

L̃1hαβ)µ)(tl, x+ tlv̂, v)Λ
ρuL2(tl, x, v)dx,

HL̃1,ρ,ι
k;µ;1 (t1, t2, v) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

ΛρuL2(t, x, v)
[
tcρ,ι,3αβ (t, x, v)M̃µ

k (v)((e
−it|∇|∂tV

L̃1hαβ )µ)(t, x+ tv̂)

+ ∂t
(
tcρ,ι,3αβ (t, x, v)

)
M̃µ

k (v)((U
L̃1hαβ )µ)(t, x+ tv̂)

]
dxdt,

HL̃1,ρ,ι
k;2 (t1, t2, v) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

tcρ,ι,3αβ (t, x, v)M̃µ
k (v)((U

L̃1hαβ )µ)(t, x+ tv̂)∂tΛ
ρuL2(t, x, v)dxdt,

(7.12)

and the Fourier multiplier operator M̃µ
k (v) is given as follows,

M̃µ
k (v)(f)(x) :=

∫

R3

eix·ξ
ξ ⊗ ξψk(ξ)

|ξ|
(
µ|ξ| − v̂ · ξ

) f̂(ξ)dξ.

From the L2
x,v −L2

xL
∞
v −L∞

x L
2
v type multilinear estimate and the decay estimate of density type

function (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, we have
∥∥ω̃L

α(v)End
L̃1,ρ,ι
k,µ (t1, t2, v)

∥∥
L2
v
. 2−m/2+(1/2−γ)k−−10k++3d(|L|+3,|ρ|)δ0mǫ31. (7.13)

Similarly, by using the same strategy, from the bilinear estimate (6.58) for Λ1[∂tV
L̃1hαβ ] and the

estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1 for Λ≥2[∂tV
L̃1hαβ ], we have

∥∥ω̃L
α(v)HL̃1,ρ,ι

k;µ;1 (t1, t2, v)
∥∥
L2
v
. 2−m/2+(1/2−γ)k−−10k++3d(|L|+3,|ρ|)δ0mǫ31 + 2−m+k+/2ǫ31. (7.14)

Lastly, we estimate HL̃1,ρ,ι
k;2 (t1, t2, v). Due to the fact that we have |ρ|+|L2| ≤ |α2|+|L2| ≤ N0/2+4

for the case are considering. Recall (2.5) and the equality (2.3) in Lemma 2.1. From the decay
estimate (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, the following estimate holds after distributing derivative and put the
metric part in L∞,

‖〈v〉20ω̃L
α (v)c

ρ,ι,3
αβ (t, x− tv̂, v)∂tΛ

ρuL2(t, x− tv̂, v)‖L∞
x L2

v
. 2−5m/2+2d(|L|+3,|ρ|)δ0mǫ21.

From the above estimate and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
∥∥ω̃L

α (v)HL̃1,ρ,ι
k;µ;2 (t1, t2, v)

∥∥
L2
v
. 2−m/2+(1/2−γ)k−−10k++3d(|L|+3,|ρ|)δ0mǫ31. (7.15)

After combining the above obtained estimates, we have

∑

i=1,2,3

∑

k∈[−m/2,m/10]∩Z

∥∥
∫ t2

t1

∫

R3

ω̃L
α(v)H

L̃1,ρ,ι
k;i (t, x, v)dxdt

∥∥
L2
v
. 2−m/3ǫ31. (7.16)

To sum up, from the estimates (7.8), (7.9), (7.11), and (7.16), we have
∑

|α1|+|α2|≤|α|,L1◦L2�L

‖
∫ τ

0

∫

R3

ω̃L
α (v)R

α;α1,α2

L;L1,L2
(t, x, v)dxdτ‖L2

v
. ǫ31.
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Recall (7.1). Our desired estimate (7.3) holds from the above estimate and (7.4). �
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