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THE STABILITY OF RELATIVISTIC FLUIDS IN LINEARLY EXPANDING

COSMOLOGIES

DAVID FAJMAN, MAXIMILIAN OFNER, TODD A. OLIYNYK, AND ZOE WYATT

Abstract. In this paper we study cosmological solutions to the Einstein–Euler equations. We first
establish the future stability of nonlinear perturbations of a class of homogeneous solutions to the
relativistic Euler equations on fixed linearly expanding cosmological spacetimes with a linear equation
of state p = Kρ for the parameter values K ∈ (0, 1/3). This removes the restriction to irrotational
perturbations in earlier work [15], and relies on a novel transformation of the fluid variables that is
well-adapted to Fuchsian methods. We then apply this new transformation to show the global regu-
larity and stability of the Milne spacetime under the coupled Einstein–Euler equations, again with a
linear equation of state p = Kρ, K ∈ (0, 1/3). Our proof requires a correction mechanism to account
for the spatially curved geometry. In total, this is indicative that structure formation in cosmological
fluid-filled spacetimes requires an epoch of decelerated expansion.

This work is dedicated to the memory of Bernd Schmidt.

1. Introduction

1.1. The Einstein-Euler system. In this paper, we consider the Einstein-relativistic Euler equations

Ric[ḡ]µν −
1

2
ḡµνR[ḡ] = T̄µν , (1.1a)

∇̄µT̄
µν = 0, (1.1b)

T̄ µν = (ρ̄+ p̄)v̄µv̄ν + p̄ḡµν . (1.1c)

Here ρ̄ is the proper energy density of the fluid, p̄ the fluid pressure and v̄µ is the fluid 4-velocity,
which we assume is normalized by

ḡµν v̄
µv̄ν = −1. (1.2)

The system (1.1) models a four-dimensional fluid-filled spacetime (M, ḡ), whose time-evolution
is determined by the coupled interaction between spacetime evolution under the Einstein equations
(1.1a) and fluid propagation under the relativistic Euler equations (1.1b). The Einstein–relativistic
Euler equations are particularly relevant in cosmology, where they are used to model the Universe on
astrophysical scales (see e.g. [10, 29]). For simplicity, we henceforth drop “relativistic” when referring
to the relativistic Euler equations.

From an analytical point of view, the PDE system (1.1) presents challenging problems since both
the Einstein equations and the Euler equations may form singularities. Singularities arising in the
spacetime can occur in the context of gravitational collapse to black holes or a Big Bang, while
singularities in solutions of the Euler equations correspond to fluid shock formation [13].

In the cosmological context, singularity formation for the coupled Einstein-Euler equations can be
interpreted as the onset of structure formation in the large scale evolution of spacetime [7]. Structure
formation in cosmology describes the process by which regions with high matter densities emerge from
an initially homogeneous matter distribution. Hence, it describes the formation of structures such as
stars, galaxies and galaxy clusters from an initially homogeneous fluid.

1.2. Previous work. To close the system (1.1), we consider the linear, barotropic equation of state

p̄ = Kρ̄. (1.3)
1
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The equation of state parameter K is a constant and gives the fluid speed of sound via cs =
√
K. On

physical grounds, 0 ≤ K ≤ 1, however the most common applications in cosmology use K ∈ [0, 1/3].
The case K = 0 corresponds to a dust fluid, while K = 1/3 corresponds to a radiation fluid.

In the present article we consider cosmological spacetimes with Lorentzian metrics of the form

− dt̄2 + a(t̄)2g0, (1.4)

where (M,g0) is a closed Riemannian 3-manifold without boundary. The increasing function a(t̄)
is the scale factor. We say the geometry exhibits accelerated expansion if ä > 0, linear expansion

if a(t̄) = t̄ and decelerated expansion if ä < 0. Note that the direction of cosmological expansion
corresponds to a(t̄) → ∞ as t̄ ր ∞. If (1.4) solves the Einstein equations, then it is a solution to
the Friedman equations describing an isotropic and (locally) homogeneous cosmology. A particularly
important example for the present paper is the Milne model where a(t̄) = t̄ and (M,g0) is a negative
Einstein space satisfying Ric[g0] = −2

9g0.

1.2.1. Fluid stabilisation from cosmological expansion. On a fixed Minkowski spacetime, small pertur-
bations of a class of homogeneous solutions to the Euler equations (1.1b) are known to form shocks
in finite time [13]. This result was shown for a large class of equations of state including (1.3). By
contrast, on cosmological backgrounds such as (1.4), accelerated spacetime expansion is known to
suppress shock formation in fluids. This was first discovered in the Newtonian cosmological setting
for a class of exponentially expanding spacetimes in [9]. In the context of Einstein-Euler, stability of
homogeneous solutions on exponentially expanding cosmological spacetimes was first studied in [32],
with several later works [17, 18, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 28, 33]. For various other results on fluid stabiliza-
tion in the regime of accelerated expansion, we refer to [20, 25, 37]. We mention also earlier work [31]
concerning the stability of solutions to the Einstein equations undergoing accelerated expansion.

To go below accelerated expansion, i.e. when ȧ > 0 but ä ≤ 0, it is illuminating to first study
the fluid behaviour on fixed metrics of the form (1.4). Fluid stabilization depends on the spacetime
expansion rate, the fluid parameter K, and the geometry and topology of the expansion-normalized
spatial geometry (M,g0). Roughly speaking, larger speeds of sound and slower expansion rates tend
to facilitate singularity formation, while slower speeds of sound and fast expansion rates suppress it.

To be concrete1, consider homogeneous solutions to the Euler equations (1.1b) on fixed cosmological
spacetimes undergoing power law inflation, i.e. a(t̄) = t̄α for α > 0 with (M,g0) flat. Note that α > 1
corresponds to accelerated expansion. In the case of dust K = 0, [34] showed that small perturbations
of the homogeneous fluid solutions are globally regular for all α > 1/2. If K ∈ (0, 1/3), work by some
of the present authors showed that homogeneous fluid solutions are globally regular under irrotational
perturbations for α = 1 [14]. The case α > 1 without the irrotational restriction was shown in [34].
Finally, if K = 1/3, then [34] remarkably showed that radiation fluids do not stabilize for linear
expansion i.e. the fluid stabilises if α > 1, while shocks develop in finite time if α = 1.

Moving next to the coupled Einstein-Euler equations (1.1), the only stability result below accelerated
expansion is in the case of dustK = 0 and linear expansion. More precisely, some of the present authors
showed the stability of the Milne model as a solution to the Einstein-dust equations [14]. We mention
for context that the Milne model is known to be a stable solution solution to the Einstein vacuum
equations [3] as well as a solution to several Einstein-matter models [1, 8, 36, 16, 4].

Note that the case of negative spatial curvature is the only known class of solutions where we can
study the fluid dynamics with gravitational backreaction in the regime of linear expansion. For the
other FLRW models the long-time dynamics are either recollapsing (in the case of positive spatial
curvature) towards a big-crunch singularity or a matter-dominated decelerated expansion in the case
of toroidal spatial topology with vanishing curvature [30]. Finally, we emphasise that without the
backreaction of the fluid on the spacetime, [34] showed dust stability with decelerated expansion.

Notation: Our indexing convention is as follows: lower case Greek letters, e.g. µ, ν, γ, will label
spacetime coordinate indices that run from 0 to 3 while lower case Latin letters, e.g. i, j, k, will label
spatial coordinate indices that run from 1 to 3.

1We emphasise though that [34] considers more general conditions on the scale factor than we outline in this paragraph.
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1.3. Results and technical advances in the present paper. This paper is roughly divided into
three parts. In the first part, outlined in Section 1.3.1, we introduce a novel transformation that
allows us to treat fluids with non-vanishing rotation. In the second part, see Section 1.3.2 below, we
apply our transformation to show fluid stability with K ∈ (0, 1/3) on linearly expanding spacetimes:

Theorem 1.1. The canonical homogeneous fluid solutions to (1.1b) with a linear equation of state

(1.3) and K ∈ (0, 1/3) are nonlinearly stable in the expanding direction of fixed linearly-expanding

FLRW spacetimes of the form

(R× T
3,−dt̄2 + t̄2δijdx

idxj).

The significance of Theorem 1.1 is that it removes the restriction to irrotational fluid perturbations in
[15]. Finally in the third part, see Section 1.3.3 below, we consider a fully nonlinear problem including
backreaction on spacetimes with negative spatial Einstein geometries. We prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2. All four-dimensional FLRW spacetime models with compact spatial slices and negative

spatial Einstein geometry are future stable solutions of the Einstein-Euler equations (1.1) with linear

equation of state (1.3) and K ∈ (0, 1/3).

1.3.1. Transformation of the fluid variables. The key advance in this paper is a new version of the
Fuchsian method, originally introduced in [15], which is designed to deal with general fluids without
the irrotationality restriction. As first identified in [26], the Euler equations (1.1b) can be written as
a symmetric hyperbolic Fuchsian PDE system as

B0∂tU +Bk∂kU = H.

Note that the time function t appearing here is related to the cosmological time function t̄ by t = 1/t̄,
and hence timelike infinity is located at t→ 0. Precise definitions are given in Section 2, however the
main idea is that the unknown U = (ζ, ui)tr encodes the fluid energy density and velocity. We then
transform to new unknowns Z = (ψ, zj)tr by

(ζ, ui) =
(
a(ψ, |z|2

g
), b(ψ)zi

)
.

The new variables obey the following PDE:

A0∂tZ +
1

t
AkDkZ = H ′, (1.5)

for H ′ is the source term as given in Lemma 2.14. By design, the functions a, b are chosen so that the
matrices A0, Ak satisfy the relations

|PA0
P
⊥|op = |P⊥A0

P|op = O
(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
, |P⊥AkP⊥|op = O

(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
. (1.6)

In these expression β represents the shift vector of the dynamical metric and P and P
⊥ are projections

that single out specific matrix elements. For a fixed expanding FLRW background metric, or small
perturbations thereof, the geometric quantities in H ′ are negligible and thus the source term can be
written as

H ′ = c(K)PZ + error.

Here c(K) is a strictly positive constant, thanks to our choice of equation of state and K ∈ (0, 1/3),
and the error is of order |z|2

g
. Extracting this structure on both sides of the equation (1.5) is crucial

for the analysis of the system. For further details we refer to Remark 3.7.

1.3.2. Application to fluids on linearly expanding spacetimes. In Section 3 we apply our novel trans-
formation to establish small data stability for the homogeneous solutions to the Euler equation on
the fixed Milne-like (i.e. linearly expanding spatially flat) FLRW background. After the application
of the transformation described above, we show, due to (1.6) as well as the decomposition of H ′,
that the conditions of the Fuchsian global existence theorem from [15, Thm. 4.5] are satisfied. Note
that Theorem 1.1 is also true for linearly expanding FLRW-type spacetimes (R ×M,−dt̄2 + t̄2g0),
where (M,g0) is an arbitrary closed Riemannian manifold. This extension is discussed in Remark 7.1.
Finally, we expect that our method is robust enough to be applied to other spacetime geometries and
expansion rates than considered here.
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1.3.3. Application to Einstein-fluid spacetimes with backreaction. In Sections 4 - 6 we prove Theorem
1.2. The main task is to apply the aforementioned transformation to the setting of a dynamical
spacetime geometry. This requires controlling various error terms based on suitable decay properties
of the perturbations of the spacetime geometry.

A key challenge arises from the non-trivial spatial curvature of the expansion-normalized spatial
metric. In particular, unlike the flat scenario considered in [15] and Theorem 1.1, the analysis leads
to certain non-vanishing ‘problematic’ terms that arise from the commutation of curved covariant
derivatives. For example, the lowest order problematic term is

∫

M

(gmn∇mz
a[∇n,∇a]ψ + gmn∇mψ[∇n,∇a]z

a) .

Up to a negligible error term, this reduces to

2

9

∫

M

za∇aψ. (1.7)

Such a nonlinearity cannot be absorbed into a generic error term due to the structure of the energy
estimates. Schematically, the energy estimate looks like

∂T
(
‖ψ‖H1(M) + ‖z‖H1(M)

)
. −C(K)‖z‖H1(M) + (1.7) + error,

for some fixed C(K) > 0 involving the equation of state parameter K. The expression (1.7) is,
however, only linear in z and hence it cannot be absorbed into the negative definite term.

To overcome this obstacle, we set up in Section 5.1 a correction mechanism for the original Fuchsian
energy functionals for the fluid as given in Definition 4.26. This technique is usually applied to
geometric wave equations and consists of adding an indefinite term to a standard geometric L2-
energy, which leads to a cancellation of the problematic terms in the energy equality while preserving
coercivity of the energy (see e.g. [3]). For the first order, our method boils down to adding a correction

− 1

9

∫

M

|z|2. (1.8)

Note that this correction term is of order zero, i.e. one order lower than the energy. We then need to
take the time evolution of the correction term (1.8) using the equations of motion (1.5). Properties of
the matrix Ak and projection term P (given precisely in (4.16)) yield a term of the form

−2

9

∫

M

〈PZ,PC∇Z〉 = −2

9

∫

M

za∇aψ

in the energy estimates, which exactly cancels the problematic term (1.7). Note that in this case the
coefficient in front of the correction is of small modulus and hence does not compromise the equivalence
of the corrected energies to the original ones. For details on how to treat more complicated higher-order
terms, see Proposition 5.8.

1.4. Conclusions. Given a spacetime of the form (1.4) with a(t̄) ≈ t̄α, we define, in this paper, the
threshold rate αc(K) to be the critical rate above which fluid stabilization occurs and below which
fluid singularities form from arbitrary small perturbations of homogeneous solutions. A priori the
threshold rate also depends on the presence of gravitational backreaction and whether general fluids
are considered or only the irrotational data. From the perspective of cosmology the threshold rate
sets limits on the epoch of cosmological evolution where structure formation could have occurred.

The present paper shows that fluid stabilization occurs in the presence of gravitational backreaction
in the regime of linear expansion for the full range K ∈ (0, 1/3). Thus, together with [14], we obtain

αc(K) < 1 for K ∈ [0, 1/3).

Since it is known in addition that fluids with 0 ≤ K < 1
3 stabilize when the geometry undergoes

accelerated expansion, we conclude that structure formation in a cosmological spacetime filled with
non-radiation relativistic fluids requires an epoch of decelerated expansion.

Finally, we mention that for fluids with 0 ≤ K < 1
3 the present paper completes the analysis for

linear expansion rates in the neighborhood of the canonical Friedman models.
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2. The Fluid Transformation

In this section we introduce the transformation of the fluid variables.

2.1. The conformal Euler equations. Rather than working with the physical variables ḡµν and
v̄µ, we begin by defining conformal variables.

Definition 2.1 (Conformal variables g, vµ,Γ,∇). For Ψ an arbitrary scalar, define the conformal

metric gµν and the conformal four-velocity vµ by

ḡµν = e−2Ψgµν , vµ = e−Ψv̄µ. (2.1)

Let Γ̄γµν and Γγµν denote the Christoffel symbols of ḡµν and gµν , respectively, and let ∇µ denote the
Levi-Civita connection of gµν .

Lemma 2.2 (The conformal Euler equations). The Euler equations (1.1b) can be rewritten in terms

of conformal variables as

vγ∂γ ρ̄+ (ρ̄+ p̄)Lγj δ
j
ν∇γv

ν = 3(ρ̄+ p̄)vγ∂γΨ, (2.2)

(ρ̄+ p̄)Mijδ
j
νv
γ∇γv

ν + Lγi ∂γ p̄ = (ρ̄+ p̄)Lγi ∂γΨ, (2.3)

where

Lγi := δγi −
vi
v0
δγ0 , and Mij := gij −

vi
v0
g0j −

vj
v0
g0i +

vivj
v20

g00. (2.4)

Proof. By (2.1) it is straightforward to verify that the Christoffel symbols are related via

Γ̄γµν − Γγµν = −gγλ(gµλ∂νΨ+ gνλ∂µΨ− gµν∂λΨ).

With the help of this relation, we can express the Euler equations (1.1b) as

∇µT̄
µν = 6T̄ µν∂µΨ− gλγ T̄

λγgµν∂µΨ. (2.5)

We refer to these equations as the conformal Euler equations. In [27], see, in particular, equations
(2.36)-(2.37) and (2.40)-(2.43) from that article, it is shown that, in an arbitrary coordinate system
(xµ), the conformal Euler equations (2.5) reduce to (2.2)-(2.3). �

Definition 2.3 (The ADM decomposition of the conformal metric). Let (I × Σ, g) be a Lorentzian
spacetime where I is an interval in R and Σ is a three manifold. We assume that t = x0 is a time
function, that is it takes values in I, and that the level sets Στ = t−1(τ), τ ∈ I, are diffeomorphic to
Σ. If n denotes the unit conormal to the spatial slices Σt, then we can express it as

n = −αdt ⇐⇒ nµ = −αδ0µ, (2.6)

where the positive function α is known as the lapse and in the following we view it as a time-dependent
scalar field on Σ. The shift vector β = βi∂i, which we can view as a time-dependent vector field on
Σ, is then determined via the expression

n♯ =
1

α
(∂t − β) ⇐⇒ nµ =

1

α
(δµ0 − βiδµi ),

that characterises the difference between the covariant form n♯ of the normal vector and ∂t.
The 3 + 1 decomposition of the conformal spacetime metric g is then given by

g = −α2dt⊗ dt+ g ij(dx
i + βidt)⊗ (dxj + βjdt), (2.7)

where g = g ijdx
i ⊗ dxj is the induced spatial metric on the spatial slices Σt, which we view as a

time-dependent Riemmanian metric on Σ, while the shift and lapse are defined by βj = gj0 and

α = (−g00)− 1

2 , respectively. We denote the Levi-Civita connection of g ij = gij by Dk and the

Christoffel symbols γkij .
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Spacetime co-vector fields can be projected to three dimensional co-vector fields using the operator

Pµi = δµi , (2.8)

which we note by (2.6) satisfies Pµi nµ = 0. By our conventions, where the spacetime and spatial
metrics are respectively used to raise and lower spacetime and spatial indices, we have from (2.8) that

P iµ = gµνg
ijP νj . (2.9)

An explicit formula for this operator is then easily computed from (2.7) and (2.8) and is given by

P iµ = δiµ + βiδ0µ. (2.10)

It is also worth noting that the spacetime metric can be expressed using the operator (2.9) as gµν =

g ijP
i
µP

j
ν − nµnν and that the identities Pµi P

j
µ = δji and P iµn

µ = 0 hold.

Definition 2.4 (Christoffel components Υi and Ξij). A calculation shows that the Christoffel symbols

Γγµν of the four dimensional conformal metric gµν are given by the following:

Γ0
00 =

1

α
(∂tα+ βjDjα− βiβjKij), Γ0

i0 =
1

α
(Diα− βjKij), Γ0

ij = − 1

α
Kij , (2.11)

and

Γi00 = Υi := αDiα− 2αβjKi
j −

1

α
(∂tα+ βjDjα− βjβkKjk)β

i + ∂tβ
i + βjDjβ

i,

Γij0 = Ξij := − 1

α
βi(Djα− βkKkj)− αKi

j +Djβ
i,

(2.12)

and

Γkij = γkij +
1

α
βkKij , (2.13)

where Kij = − 1
2α(∂tg ij −Diβj −Djβi) and Kj

i = g
ikKik.

Remark 2.5. It is worth noting from (2.11)-(2.13) that each of the groups of Christoffel symbols define
a time-dependent tensor field on Σ except for the last one (2.13), which is not a tensor due to the
appearance of the Christoffel symbols γkij .

2.2. The ADM decomposition of the conformal Euler equations. We first use the normal
vector nµ and the operator Pµi to decompose the four-velocity.

Definition 2.6 (Decomposition of conformal four-velocity ν,wj, µ, u
j). We define

ν := − 1

α
nνv

ν , wj := Pµj vµ, µ := (αnµ + βiPµi )vµ and uj := P jµv
µ − νβj. (2.14)

On account of (2.6)-(2.8) and (2.9)-(2.10), we have

ν = v0, wj = vj, µ = v0 and uj = vj .

Furthermore, using this notation, we observe from (2.7) and (2.14) that Mij can be expressed as

Mij = g ij −
1

µ
(wiβj + wjβi) +

−α2 + |β|2
g

µ2
wiwj . (2.15)

We further observe that the fields (2.14) are not independent due to the relation vµ = gµνv
ν and, on

account of (1.2) and (2.1), the following normalization condition holds

gµνv
µvν = −1. (2.16)

In fact, ν, wj and µ can be expressed in terms of uj. To see why this is the case, we observe from
(2.14) and (2.9) that

uj = Pµj vµ − νβj = wj − νβj

or equivalently

wj = uj + νβj . (2.17)
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Using this, we then have by (2.14) that

µ = βiui + (|β|2
g
− α2)ν. (2.18)

Additionally, by (2.7), (2.14) and (2.16), we have that

(−α2 + |β|2
g
)ν2 + 2βju

jν + 1 + |u|2
g
= 0.

Solving this quadratic equation for ν, we find the two roots given by

ν =
1

−α2 + |β|2
g

(

−βjuj ±
√

(βjuj)2 + (1 + |u|2
g
)(α2 − |β|2

g
)
)

. (2.19)

Remark 2.7. The choice of root, i.e. the choice of the ± sign, in (2.19) determines the orientation of
the conformal four velocity vµ. If we want vµ to point in the direction of increasing t then we take
the “−” sign. On the other hand, if we want vµ to point in the direction of decreasing t, then we take
the “+” sign. In either case, we always have that

µν < 0,

as can be verified from (2.18) and (2.19).

Lemma 2.8 (The conformal Euler equations in ADM variables). The conformal Euler equations

(2.2)-(2.3) can be written as

∂tρ̄−
(ρ̄+ p̄)

νµ
wj∂tu

j +
1

ν
ukDkρ̄+

(ρ̄+ p̄)

ν
Dju

j = 3(ρ̄+ p)
(

∂tΨ+
1

ν
ukDkΨ

)

+ (ρ̄+ p̄)ℓ,

(2.20)

(ρ̄+ p)Mij∂tu
j − K

νµ
wi∂tρ̄+

(ρ̄+ p̄)

ν
Miju

kDku
j +

K

ν
Diρ̄ = (ρ̄+ p)

(

− 1

νµ
wi∂tΨ+

1

ν
DiΨ

)

+ (ρ̄+ p̄)mi,

(2.21)

where, from the barotropic equation of state p̄ = f(ρ̄), the square of the sound speed is

K =
dp

dρ̄
= f ′(ρ̄) (2.22)

and we define

ℓ := − 1

να
Kjkβ

juk − Ξjj +
1

µ
Υjwj +

1

νµ
Ξjkwju

k (2.23)

and

mi := −Mij

( 1

να
Klkβ

juluk + νΥj + 2Ξjku
k
)

. (2.24)

Proof. For an arbitrary scalar field h, we observe from (2.4) and (2.14) that

Lγi ∂γh = − 1

µ
wi∂th+Diu. (2.25)

We also observe using (2.4) and (2.14) that

Lγj δ
j
ν∇γv

ν = Lγj δ
j
ν(∂γv

ν + Γνγσv
σ)

= − 1

µ
wj∂tu

j + ∂ju
j + Γjj0ν + Γjjku

k − 1

µ
wjΓ

j
00ν −

1

µ
wjΓ

j
0ku

k.

Then, with the help of (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13), it follows that we can write the above expression as

Lγj δ
j
ν∇γv

ν = − 1

µ
wj∂tu

j +Dju
j +

1

α
Kjkβ

juk + Ξjjν −
ν

µ
Υjwj −

1

µ
Ξjkwju

k. (2.26)

Using a similar calculation, it is also not difficult to verify that

δjνv
γ∇γv

ν = ν∂tu
j + ukDku

j +
1

α
Kikβ

juiuk + ν2Υj + 2νΞjiu
i. (2.27)
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The identities (2.25), (2.26) and (2.27) then allows us to obtain the required form of the conformal
Euler equations (2.2)-(2.3). �

To proceed, we introduce a modified density variable ζ defined by subtracting 3Ψ from the fluid
enthalpy.

Definition 2.9 (Modified fluid density variable ζ). For a given barotropic equation of state p̄ = f(ρ̄),
the modified fluid density is defined by

ζ :=

∫ ρ̄

ρ̄0

dξ

ξ + f(ξ)
− 3Ψ, (2.28)

where ρ̄0 is any positive constant.

Remark 2.10. For the linear equation of state (1.3), we note that square of the sound speed K is
constant and lies in [0, 1], by assumption, while the the modified fluid density is given by

ζ =

∫ ρ̄

ρ̄0

dξ

(1 +K)ξ
− 3Ψ =

1

1 +K
ln
( ρ̄

ρ̄0

)

− 3Ψ.

Lemma 2.11. The conformal Euler equations (2.20)-(2.21) can be written as

B0∂tU +BkDkU = H, (2.29)

where U = (ζ, uj)tr, and the matrices B0, Bk,H are given by

B0 =

(

K − K
νµ
wj

− K
νµ
wi Mij

)

, Bk =

(
K
ν
uk K

ν
δkj

K
ν
δki

1
ν
Miju

k

)

, and

(
Kℓ

(
3K−1
νµ

wi∂tΨ+ 1−3K
ν

DiΨ
)

+mi

)

.

(2.30)

Proof. Differentiating the expression (2.28), we find that

∂tζ =
∂tρ̄

ρ̄+ p̄
− 3∂tΨ and Dkζ =

Dkρ̄

ρ̄+ p̄
− 3DkΨ.

With the help of these expressions, a short calculation shows that the conformal Euler equations
(2.20)-(2.21) when expressed in terms of the modified density ζ become

∂tζ −
1

νµ
wj∂tu

j +
1

ν
ukDkζ +

1

ν
Dju

j = ℓ,

Mij∂tu
j − K

νµ
wi∂tζ +

1

ν
Miju

kDku
j +

K

ν
Diζ =

(3K − 1

νµ
wi∂tΨ+

1− 3K

ν
DiΨ

)

+mi.

It is then a simple exercise to put these into the desired matrix form. �

Remark 2.12. It is worth noting that (2.29) is manifestly symmetric hyperbolic, and consequently
represents a symmetric hyperbolic formulation of the conformal Euler equations. The symmetric
hyperbolic nature of this formulation guarantees the existence of local-in-time solutions by standard
existence results for symmetric hyperbolic systems of equations, e.g. see Propositions 1.4, 1.5 and
2.1 from [35, Chapter 16]. While this at least yields the existence of local solutions, there is still the
question of whether or not global solutions exist.

In order to address the long-time existence of solutions, we need to bring the system (2.29) into a
more favourable form. This will be accomplished by the following change of variables.

Definition 2.13 (Fluid transformation). Define Z = (ψ, zj)tr and a transformation given by

U = (ζ, ui)tr =:
(
a(ψ, |z|2

g
), b(ψ)zi

)tr
, (2.31)

where a(·, ·) and b(·) are, for the moment, arbitrary functions.
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Lemma 2.14. If we choose the functions a(ψ, |z|2
g
) and b(ψ) as

a(ψ, |z|2
g
) = c1 − ln(4) + ln((ψ + c2)

2) +
κ|z|2

g

(ψ + c2)2
, and b(ψ) =

2

ψ + c2
,

where c1,2 are arbitrary constants and κ := K−1 − 2, then the equations given in (2.29) take form

A0∂tZ +
1

ν
AkDkZ = Qtr(H −B0Y ), (2.32)

and the following conditions hold:

A0
j = O

(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
, Ak0 = O

(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
, (2.33)

and

D1a

b
= c0 +O

(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
, (2.34)

for c0 a non-zero constant, where

A0 =

(
A0

0 A0
j

A0
i A0

ij

)

and Ak =

(
Ak0 Akj
Aki Akij

)

.

Remark 2.15. Note that the explicit form of the functions a and b given in Lemma 2.14 are smooth
in a neighborhood of (ψ, |z|2

g
) = (0, 0) for the choice of c2 6= 0.

Proof. Differentiating U , we find after a short calculation that

∂tU = Q∂tZ + Y and DkU = QDkU, (2.35)

where

Q =

(
D1a 2D2azj
b′zi bδij

)

and Y =

(
D2a∂tg ijz

izj

0

)

. (2.36)

Here D1a and D2a denote the partial derivatives with respect to the first and second variables of
a = a(ψ, |z|2

g
). Using (2.35) and the fact that Dkg ij = 0, it is then clear that we can write (2.29) as

A0∂tZ +
1

ν
AkDkZ = Qtr(H −B0Y ),

where

A0 = QtrB0Q, Ak = QtrAkQ, and Qtr =

(
D1a b′zj

2D2azi bδij

)

.

We then have by (2.30), (2.36) and (2.2), that

A0
0 = K(D1a)

2 − 2Kb′D1a

νµ
zkwk + (b′)2Mklz

kzl, (2.37)

A0
j = 2KD1aD2azj − 2

Kb′

νµ
D2azjz

kwk −
KbD1a

νµ
wj + bb′zkMkj,

A0
ij = b2Mij −

2KbD2a

νµ
(ziwj + zjwi) + 4K(D2a)

2zizj ,

Ak0 = K(D1a)
2uk + 2Kb′D1az

k + (b′)2Mlmz
lzmuk, (2.38)

Akj = KbD1aδ
k
j + 2KD1aD2au

kzj + 2Kb′D2az
kzj + bb′Mljz

luk,

and

Akij = b2Miju
k + 2KbD2a(δ

k
j zi + δki zj) + 4K(D2a)

2ukzizj . (2.39)

Now, our goal is to try and choose a and b so that (2.33)-(2.34) hold. By (2.19) and (2.31), we
observe that

ν = − 1

α
+O

(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
,
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which, in turn, implies by (2.18) that

µ = α+O
(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
.

Using these, we then see from (2.15), (2.17) and (2.31) that

A0
j =

(
KD1a(2D2a+ b2) + bb′

)
zj +O

(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
. (2.40)

We see also from (2.31) and (2.38) that

Ak0 = KD1a(bD1a+ 2b′)zk +O(|z|2
g
). (2.41)

By (2.40) and (2.41), we then see that if a and b are chosen so that

bD1a+ 2b′ = O(|z|2
g
), (2.42)

KD1a(2D2a+ b2) + bb′ = O(|z|2
g
), (2.43)

then the conditions (2.33)-(2.34) are satisfied. Now, writing (2.42) as

∂ψ
(
a(ψ, |z|2

g
) + ln

(
b(ψ)2

))
= O(|z|2

g
),

it is clear that we can ensure that this condition holds by choosing a so that

a(ψ, |z|2
g
) = c1 − ln(b(ψ)2) + c(ψ)|z|2

g
, (2.44)

where c(ψ) is an arbitrary function and c1 is an arbitrary constant. Inserting this into (2.43) and
multiplying through by b

b′
yields

−2K(2c + b2) + b2 = O(|z|2
g
),

where here we are viewing K as a function of ψ via2 (2.22), (2.28) and (2.31). It is then clear that we
can guarantee that this condition holds by setting

c =
1

4
κb2, κ = K−1 − 2.

Now, (2.44) implies that

a = c1 − ln(b2) +
1

4
κb2|z|2

g
. (2.45)

Substituting this into (2.34), it follows that (2.34) will hold provided

−2
b′

b2
= c0.

Solving this yields

b =
2

c0ψ + c2
,

where c2 is an arbitrary constant. We then fix the constant c0 by setting c0 = 1. By (2.45), this gives

a(ψ, |z|2
g
) = c1 − ln(4) + ln((ψ + c2)

2) +
κ|z|2

g

(ψ + c2)2
, and b(ψ) =

2

ψ + c2
.

By construction, the conditions (2.33)-(2.34) with c0 = 1 hold. Note that this choice gives

D1a =
2

ψ + c2

(

1− κ
|z|2

g

(ψ + c2)2

)

, D2a =
κ

(ψ + c2)2
, b′(ψ) =

−2

(ψ + c2)2
. (2.46)

�

2It will also, of course be a function of Ψ, but we can for the purpose of this argument treat it as a “constant”.
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3. The Euler equations on Milne-like FLRW spacetimes

We now apply the transformation of Section 2 to the FLRW-type geometries considered in [15] with
a linear equation of state (1.3).

Definition 3.1 (Milne-like FLRW spacetimes). Consider the manifold R>0 × T
3 with the spacetime

metric

ḡ =
1

t2
g, where g = − 1

t2
dt⊗ dt+ δijdx

i ⊗ dxj . (3.1)

We refer to the pair (R>0 × T
3, ḡ) as a Milne-like FLRW spacetime.

Note that, with respect to the coordinates used in (3.1), the future is located in the direction of
decreasing t and future timelike infinity is located at t = 0. If we choose

Ψ = ln(t),

then the Milne-like FLRW metric ḡ is of the form (2.1) where the confomal metric is given by g as
written in (3.1). Moreover, the 3 + 1 decomposition of the conformal metric g in (3.1) yields

α = t−1, βj = 0, g ij = δij . (3.2)

The spatial manifold on which these fields are defined is T3.

Lemma 3.2. On the Milne-like FLRW spacetime we have the simplifications

ν = v0, wj = vj , µ = −t−2ν, uj = vj ,

Mij = δij −
( t

ν

)2
vivj = δij −

( t

ν

)2
b2zizj , and H =

(
0

3K−1
tνµ

bzj

)

,
(3.3)

where we defined zi = δijz
j. Moreover, Kij ,Υ

i,Ξij,mi, ℓ, Y all identically vanish.

Proof. This is a straightforward computation using (3.2) in the appropriate definitions, and lowering
and raising indices with (3.2). �

Lemma 3.3 (Homogeneous solutions). The homogeneous background solutions of the Euler equations

(1.1b) on a fixed Milne-like FLRW spacetime (R>0 × T
3, ḡ) are given by U ≡ 0. Furthermore, this

reduces to Z ≡ 0 and on these background solutions we have the simplifications

D1a = (2/c2), D2a = κ/c22, b′ = −2/c22, νµ = −1, and t/ν = −1 . (3.4)

Proof. The homogeneous solutions considered in [15] are given by

(v̄µH , ρ̄H) = (−t2δµ0 ,
(
(1− 3K)cH

) 1+K
K t3(1+K)),

where cH > 0 is a constant. On such a homogeneous solution we have

vµH = −tδµ0 , ζH = 0 ,

provided we pick ρ0 = ((1− 3K)cH)
1+K
K . This implies that U ≡ 0 and Z = (CH , 0) for some constant

CH . We can in fact set CH = 0 by picking c2 = −2 exp(−c1/2).
Inspecting the statements given in (2.46) and simply substituting in Z ≡ 0 yields the desired result

for D1a, D2a and b′ in (3.4). By Lemma 3.2 and using v0 = −t on the homogeneous solutions, we
have that t/ν = t/v0 = −1 as well as

νµ = −t−2ν2 = −t−2(v0)2 = −1.

�

Lemma 3.4. The Euler equations on a fixed Milne-like FLRW spacetime take the form

M0∂tZ +
1

t
(Ck +Mk(Z))∂kZ =

1

t
B(Z)ΠZ +

1

t
F (Z) , (3.5)
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where

M0(Z) =

(
1 0
0 K−1δij

)

+

(
0 O

(
|z|2

g

)

O
(
|z|2

g

)
O
(
|z|2

g

)

)

,

Mk(Z) =
t

ν

(
0 0

0 K−1
(

2
ψ+c2

)

δijz
k + κ

(ψ+c2)
(δkj zi + δki zj)

)

+O
(
|z|2

g

)
,

Ck =

(
0 δkj
δki 0

)

, F (Z) = O
(
|z|2

g

)
,

(3.6)

and

B := (K−1 − 3)1I , Π :=

(
0 0
0 δij

)

, Π⊥ := 1I −Π =

(
1 0
0 0

)

.

Remark 3.5. Note that the non-leading order term of the upper left component of M0 is zero and
hence DPM0

P for any derivative D.

Proof. From the PDE system (2.32), we define

M0(Z) := (A0
0)

−1

(
A0

0 A0
j

A0
i A0

ij

)

, Ck := (A0
0)

−1

(
Ak0 Akj
Aki Akij

) ∣
∣
∣
zi≡0

, Mk(Z) :=
t

ν
(A0

0)
−1

(
Ak0 Akj
Aki Akij

)

− Ck.

Using (2.37)-(2.39), we compute

A0
0 =

( 2
√
K

ψ + c2

)2
+O

(
|z|2

g

)
, A0

j = O
(
|z|2

g

)
, A0

ij =
( 2

ψ + c2

)2
δij +O

(
|z|2

g

)
,

Ak0 = O
(
|z|2

g

)
, Akj =

( 2
√
K

ψ + c2

)2
δkj +O

(
|z|2

g

)
, and

Akij =
( 2

ψ + c2

)3
δijz

k +
( 2

√
K

ψ + c2

)2 κ

(ψ + c2)
(δkj zi + δki zj) + O

(
|z|2

g

)
.

Multiplying the system (2.32) from the left by (A0
0)

−1 yields

(A0
0)

−1A0∂tZ +
1

t

t

ν
(A0

0)
−1Ak∂kZ = (A0

0)
−1Qtr(H −B0Y ).

Using that (A0
0)

−1 =
(
2
√
K

ψ+c2

)−2
+O

(
|z|2

g

)
, we obtain

M0(Z) =

(
1 0
0 K−1δij

)

+

(
0 O

(
|z|2

g

)

O
(
|z|2

g

)
O
(
|z|2

g

)

)

, Ck =
(
0 δkj
δki 0

)

,

Mk(Z) =
t

ν

(
0 0

0 1
K

(
2

ψ+c2

)

δijz
k + κ

(ψ+c2)
(δkj zi + δki zj)

)

+O
(
|z|2

g

)
.

(3.7)

Finally, for the right hand side of the equation we use (2.2), (3.3) and (3.4) to compute

(A0
0)

−1Qtr(H −B0Y ) = −1

t
(1− 3K)(νµ)−1b(A0

0)
−1

(
b′zjzj
bzi

)

=
1

t
(1− 3K)K−1

(
0
zi

)

+
1

t
F (Z),

where

F (Z) := t(A0
0)

−1QtrH − B(Z) · ΠZ = −(K−1 − 3)

(ψ + c2)

(
zjzj
0

)

+O
(
|z|2

g

)
= O

(
|z|2

g

)
. (3.8)

�

Definition 3.6 (Matrix norm). For any M ∈ R
d×d we write

|M |op = sup{|Mv| : v ∈ R
d}.

We will use this to estimate inner products by operator norms.
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Remark 3.7. The projection matrix P is used to extract particular components of an arbitrary matrix

A =

(
A0 Ai
Aj Aij

)

.

For example,

PMP =

(
0 0
0 Aij

)

and so an estimate on PAP is precisely an estimate on the lower-diagonal piece Aij of the matrix A.

Similarly, PAP⊥ extracts the Ai component, P⊥AP the Aj component and P
⊥AP⊥ the A0 component.

With this perspective, we can also reinterpret condition (2.33) as ensuring that the fluid PDE

A0∂tZ +
1

ν
AkDkZ = Qtr(H −B0Y ) (3.9)

enjoys the estimates

|PA0
P
⊥|op = |P⊥A0

P|op = O
(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
and |P⊥AkP⊥|op = O

(
|β|g + |z|2

g

)
.

Furthermore, the right hand side of (3.9) explicitly reads
(

D1a b′zi

2D2azj bδij

)(( Kℓ
(
3K−1
νµ

wi∂tΨ+ 1−3K
ν

DiΨ
)

+mi

)

−
(

K − K
νµ
wj

− K
νµ
wi Mij

)(
D2a∂tg ijz

izj

0

))

.

If we assume perturbations of the metric to be negligible, we may set ℓ = mi = ∂tg ij = 0. Furthermore,
we may restrict ourselves to the case in which Ψ = Ψ(t) so that DΨ = 0. In this setting we have

Qtr(H −B0Y ) ≃ 3K − 1

νµ

(
b′ziwi∂tΨ
bwj∂tΨ

)

.

As can be seen in the next section, an expanding FLRW–type model forces νµ < 0 and w ≃ bz. Hence,
we have that

Qtr(H −B0Y ) ≃ c(K)

(
0
zj

)

+O(|z|2) = c(K)PZ +O(|z|2),

for ∂tΨ > 0 and some fixed constant c(K) > 0. Note that this is in the regime of compactified time.
A switch to physical time translates c(K) 7→ −c(K) and thus yields a negative term.

We conclude this section with some estimates on the quantities appearing in (3.5).

Lemma 3.8. Let δ > 0 and assume that |Z| ≤ δ. Then the following estimates hold:

|M0(Z)|op + |Ck|op + |(M0)
−1(Z)|op . 1,

|Mk(Z)|op . |ΠZ|,
(3.10)

and

|P∂aMk(Z)P|op . |ΠZ|+ |ΠDZ|,
|P⊥∂aM

k(Z)P|op + |P⊥∂aM
k(Z)P⊥|op+

|P∂aMk(Z)P⊥|op + |∂a(M0)(Z)|op . |ΠZ|2 + |ΠDZ|2,
(3.11)

and

|F (Z)| . |ΠZ|2. (3.12)

Remark 3.9. In this paper, see also the earlier work [26], we write |f | . |g|, or f = O(g), to denote a
universal constant C > 0 such that |f | ≤ C|g| with f, g some functions. Note that this is not simply
an estimate of absolute values but also tacitly implies that

f = h(g)

for some function h ∈ C∞ with a < |h| < b, a, b > 0. Thus, for s ∈ N,
∑

|l|≤s
|∇lf | .

∑

|l|≤s
|∇lg|.
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Proof. It is straightforward to check (3.10) using the explicit form of these matrices given in (3.6) and
(3.7). Turning to (3.11), we note that the leading order piece of Mk is PMk

P. Thus, we start with
|P∂aMk(Z)P|op. Using the expression for ν given in (2.19), we have

|∂a(t/ν)| =
∣
∣
∣
t

ν

∂aν

ν

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣

( t

ν

)2 vi∂a(v
i)

√

1 + |v|2
∣
∣
∣.

Using the transformation vj = b(ψ)zi, we get

|∂a(t/ν) · (A0
0)

−1Ak(Z)|op . |z|2 + |Dz|2.
The other part of P∂aM

k(Z)P is simple to estimate and in total

|P∂aMk(Z)P|op . |z|+ |Dz|.
The remaining P and P

⊥ conjugations of ∂aM
k are easier to estimate. The estimates on ∂aM0 and

(3.12) use (3.7) and (3.8) respectively. �

3.1. Extended system. In order to apply the global existence result from [15] we wish to consider
the Fuchsian system for Z̄ := (Z,DZ)T . Thus, we apply the differential operator M0∂a(M

0)−1 to
(2.32) to get

M0(Z)∂t∂aZ +
1

t
(Ck +Mk(Z))∂k∂aZ =

1

t
BΠ∂aZ +

1

t
Ga(Z̄),

where we introduce

Ga(Z̄) :=M0(Z)
[

− ∂a
[
M0(Z)

−1
]
(Ck +Mk(Z))∂kZ −M0(Z)

−1
(

∂aM
k(Z)

)

∂kZ

+ ∂a
[
M0(Z)

−1
]
BΠZ + ∂a

[
M0(Z)

−1F (Z)
] ]

.

Lemma 3.10. The extended system Z̄ := (Z,DZ)T is governed by the PDEs:

B0(Z̄)∂tZ̄ +
1

t
(Ck +Bk(Z̄))∂kZ̄ =

1

t
B(Z̄)PZ̄ +

1

t
H(Z̄), (3.13)

where

B0(Z̄) :=

(
M0(Z) 0

0 M0(Z)

)

, Ck :=

(
Ck 0
0 Ck

)

, Bk(Z̄) :=

(
Mk(Z) 0

0 Mk(Z)

)

,

and

P :=

(
Π 0
0 Π

)

, B(Z̄) :=
(
B 0
0 B

)

, H(Z̄) :=

(
F (Z)

G(Z,DZ)

)

.

Moreover, let δ > 0 and assume that |Z̄| ≤ δ. Then, the following estimates hold:

|P(B0(Z̄)−B0(0))P|op + |P⊥(B0(Z̄)−B0(0))P⊥|op
+|P⊥B0(Z̄)P|op + |PB0(Z̄)P⊥|op . |PZ̄|2, (3.14)

|PH(Z̄)| . |PZ̄|, (3.15)

|P⊥H(Z̄)| . |PZ̄|2, (3.16)

|P⊥Bk(Z̄)P|op + |P⊥Bk(Z̄)P⊥|op + |PBk(Z̄)P⊥|op . |PZ̄|2, (3.17)

|PBk(Z̄)P|op . |PZ̄|, (3.18)

|PdivB(t, v, w)P|op . |t|−1, (3.19)

|PdivB(t, v, w)P⊥|op + |P⊥divB(t, v, w)P|op . |t|−1|Pv|, (3.20)

|P⊥divB(t, v, w)P⊥|op . |t|−1|Pv|2, (3.21)

where

divB(t, v, w) := DvB
0(v) · (B0(v))−1

(

−1

t
(Ck +Bk(v))wk +

1

t
B(v)Pv + 1

t
H(v)

)

+
1

t
DvB

k(v)wk.
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Following the conventions in [6], we use v and w which denote Z̄ and DZ̄ respectively.

Proof. (3.14) immediately follows from the definition of B0 and M0 given in (3.7). For (3.15) we use
(3.12) for the estimate on F . To estimate G, we define

C1 := [Π,M0] =

(
0 −A0

j

A0
i 0

)

, C2 := [Π,M−1
0 ] = −M−1

0 ([Π,M0])M
−1
0 , and Ck3 := [Π⊥,Mk] .

(3.22)

A computation shows that

|∂aC2|op . |z|2 + |Dz|2 . |PZ̄|2 ,
|C1|op + |C2|op + |C3|op . |z|2 .

Using (3.22) and (3.11), we find

Π⊥Ga = C1Ga +M0

[

−∂aC2 · (Ck +Mk)∂kZ − C2(∂aM
k)∂kZ + ∂aC2 · BΠZ

]

+M0

[

− ∂a
(
M−1

0

)
(Π⊥Ck +Π⊥Mk)∂kZ −M−1

0 ∂a

(

Π⊥MkΠ⊥
)

∂kZ

−M−1
0 ∂a

(

ΠMkΠ⊥
)

∂kΠZ +Π⊥∂a
(
M−1

0 F
) ]

.

Note that it is crucial that the term M−1
0 ∂a

(
ΠMkΠ⊥) ∂kΠZ is of higher order in PZ. The estimate

(3.17) and (3.18) follow immediately from the estimates in (3.10). Using (3.10), (3.12) and (3.11) we
may conclude (3.15) as well as (3.16).

Finally, we study the map

divB(t, v, w) = DvB
0(v) · (B0(v))−1

(

−1

t
(Ck +Bk(v))wk +

1

t
B(v)Pv + 1

t
H(v)

)

+
1

t
DvB

k(v)wk.

We compute

|DvB
0(v)| . |DZ(f(ψ) · |z|2g )| . |Pv|,

where f is some smooth bounded function that comes from the choice of transformation. Also,
B0(v)−1 = 1I + O

(
|Pv|2

)
. Together with (3.6), (3.10), (3.15) as well as Remark 3.5, this yields the

desired results as given in (3.19)–(3.21). �

Proposition 3.11. Suppose that k ≥ 4 and Z̄0 ∈ Hk(T3) is initial data to the initial value problem

posed by (3.13). Then, there exists an ǫ > 0 such that if ‖Z̄0‖Hk
< ǫ, there exists a unique global

solution Z̄ to (3.13) with

Z̄ ∈ C0((0, T0],H
k(T3)) ∩ C1((0, T0],H

k−1(T3)).

Proof. After a transformation t→ −t, our only task is to check the assumptions from [15, §4.1]. It is
straightforward to check that

P
2 = P, P

tr = P, ∂tP = 0, ∂jP = 0 ,

and

(Ck)tr = Ck, ∂tC
k = 0, ∂iC

k = 0 .

Using that 0 < K < 1
3 , there exist constants γ1, γ2, γ3 > 0 such that

1

γ1
1I ≤M0(Z) ≤

1

γ 3

B(Z) ≤ γ21I .

Since A0 is symmetric, we have (B0(Z̄))tr = B0(Z̄). Also

[P,B(Z̄)] = 0, ∂k(PB(Z̄)) = 0, and |PB(Z̄)− PB(0)|op = 0 .

Since Ak and Ck are symmetric, Bk is also. Together with Lemma 3.10 we conclude that all the
conditions in [15, §4.1] are met. �
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4. The Einstein Euler equations near a Milne background

We now consider solutions to the Einstein Euler equations (1.1) allowing for the dynamical metric
ḡ to be a perturbation away from the following linearly expanding Einstein spacetime:

Definition 4.1 (The Milne spacetime). Let (M,γ) negative closed Einstein space of dimension 3 and
Ric[γ] = −2

9γ. Then, the Lorentz cone M = R×M with metric

gM = −dt̄2 + t̄2

9
γ (4.1)

is a Lorentzian solution to the vacuum Einstein equations. We term (M, gM ) the (compactified) Milne

spacetime and refer to t̄ as cosmological (or physical) time.

In this section we prove the following theorem

Theorem 4.2. Let (M, gM ) be the Milne spacetime and consider the Einstein-Euler equations (1.1)
with linear equation of state (1.3) where K ∈ (0, 1/3). Let (g0, k0, ρ0, u0) be initial data satisfying the

constraint equations (4.5a) for at physical time t0 such that ρ0 > 0 and

(g0, k0, ρ0, u0) ∈ B
6,5,5,5
ǫ

( t2
0

9 γ,−
t0
9 γ, 0, 0

)
. (4.2)

Then, there exists an ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, such that the future development of (g0, k0, ρ0, u0) under
the Einstein-Euler equations is complete and admits a constant mean curvature foliation labelled by

τ ∈ [τ0, 0), such that the induced metric and second fundamental form on constant mean curvature

slices converge as

(τ2g, τk)
τ→0−→

(
γ,

1

3
γ
)
.

Remark 4.3. In theorem 4.2 above B
6,5,5,5
ǫ (·, ·, ·, ·) denotes the ball of radius ǫ centered at the argument

in the set H6(M)×H5(M)×H5(M)×H5(M), with the canonical Sobolev norms given in Definition
4.17 below.

Definition 4.4 (ADM decomposition and CMCSH gauge). We reparametrise the physical dynamical
metric ḡ in terms of the ADM variables via

ḡ = −Ñ2dt2 + g̃ab(dx
a + X̃adt)(dxb + X̃bdt). (4.3)

That is, Ñ is the lapse, X̃ is the shift and g̃ is the induced Riemannian metric on M . Furthermore,
we denote the mean curvature and trace-free part of the second fundamental form3 by

τ := trg̃k̃ = g̃abk̃ab, k̃ab := Σ̃ab +
1
3τ g̃ab.

We follow the standard approach for the Milne spacetime [2, 3] and impose the constant mean curvature

and spatial harmonic gauge conditions

t = τ, Ha := g̃cb(Γ[g̃]acb − Γ[γ]acb) = 0. (4.4)

Definition 4.5 (Rescaled geometric variables). We define

gab := τ2g̃ab, gab := (τ2)−1g̃ab, N := τ2Ñ , Xa := τX̃a, Σab := τ Σ̃ab,

as well as N̂ := N − 3. We also define the logarithmic time T as T := − ln( τ
eτ0

) so that T satisfies the
relation ∂T = −τ∂τ .
Remark 4.6. The expression for the Milne geometry given in (4.1) is with respect to cosmological time
t̄. Moving to CMC time, given by τ = −3/t̄, we see that the metric takes the form

gM =
1

τ2

(

− 9

τ2
dτ2 + γ

)

.

Thus, the Milne spacetime, when written in CMCSH-gauge and rescaled variables, is given by

(gij ,Σij , N,X
i) = (γij , 0, 3, 0).

3We assume that all spatial indices are raised and lowered using the metric g.
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We also define various components of the energy momentum tensor that contribute to the dynamics
under the Einstein flow, see [1].

Definition 4.7 (Matter variables E, , η, S). We define the following physical matter quantities

Ẽ := T̄ µνnµnν, j̃a := g̃abÑ T̄ 0µḡbµ, η̃ := Ẽ + g̃abT̄ ab, S̃ab := T̄ ab −
1

2
trḡ T̄ · g̃ab,

and the rescaled matter quantities by

E := (−τ)−3Ẽ, ja := (−τ)−5j̃a, η := (−τ)−3η̃, Sab := (−τ)−1S̃ab.

Definition 4.8 (Elliptic operators ∆g,γ,Lg,γ). Let V be a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor on M . We define
the following self-adjoint, elliptic differential operators

∆g,γVij :=
(√
g
)−1∇[γ]a

(√
ggab∇[γ]bVij

)
,

Lg,γVij := −∆g,γVij − 2Riem[γ]iajbγ
acγbdVcd.

The equations of motion for an Einstein-matter system in CMCSH gauge are derived in [1]. Denoting
the Levi-Civita connection of g by ∇, the PDEs are as follows.

Lemma 4.9 (Equations of motion for the geometric variables). The Einstein equations (1.1a) reduce
to two constraint equations

R(g)− |Σ|2g + 2
3 = −4τE,

∇aΣab = 2τ2b,
(4.5a)

two elliptic equations for the lapse and shift variables

(∆ − 1
3)N = N

(
|Σ|2g − τη

)
− 1,

∆Xa + Ric[g]abX
b = 2∇bNΣba −∇aN̂ + 2Nτ2a − (2NΣbc −∇bXc)(Γ[g]abc − Γ[γ]abc),

and two evolution equations for the induced metric and trace-free part of the second fundamental form

∂T gab = 2NΣab + 2N̂gab −LXgab,
∂TΣab = −2Σab −N(Ric[g]ab +

2
9gab) +∇a∇bN + 2NΣacΣ

c
b

− 1
3N̂gab − N̂Σab − LXΣab +NτSab.

(4.5b)

Remark 4.10. In the above equations (4.5), LX denotes the Lie derivative with respect to X. We also
recall from [2] the following decomposition of the curvature term in the spatially harmonic gauge:

Ric[g]ab +
2

9
gab =

1

2
Lg,γgab + Jab, (4.6)

where there is a constant C > 0 such that ‖J‖Hs−1 ≤ C‖g − γ‖Hs .

4.1. Equations of motion for the fluid variables. In CMCSH-coordinates and rescaled variables
the dynamical metric (4.3) is given by

ḡ =
1

τ2

[

−N2

τ2
dτ2 + gab(dx

a + Xa

τ
dτ)(dxb + Xb

τ
dτ)
]

.

This is in the form considered in (2.7), provided we make the identifications

x0 ≡ τ, α ≡ N

τ
, βa ≡ Xa

τ
, gab ≡ gab, Ψ(τ) = ln(−τ).

Lemma 4.11. The Euler equations (1.1b) with respect to the dynamical metric ḡ can be written as

B0∂τU +Bk∇kU = H, (4.7)

where U = (ζ, uj)tr and

B0 =

(

K − K
νµ
wj

− K
νµ
wi Mij

)

, Bk =

(
K
ν
uk s2

ν
δkj

K
ν
δki

1
ν
Miju

k

)

, H =

(
Kℓ

(
1−3K
νµ

wi

)

+mi

)

.
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Proof. Recall from (2.14) that ν = vτ , wj = vj , µ = vτ and uj = vj . Evaluating the expressions given
in (2.12), (2.15), (2.23) and (2.24) in CMCSH-coordinates, we compute the geometric quantities to be

Kij =
1

2N
(∂T gij +∇iXj +∇jXi),

Ξij =
1

τ

[

− 1

N
Xi(∇jN −XkKkj)−NKi

j +∇jX
i
]

,

Υi =
1

τ2

[

N∇iN − 2NXjKi
j −

Xi

N
(−∂TN −N +Xj∇jN −XjXkKjk)

− ∂TX
i −Xi +Xj∇jX

i
]

,

(4.8)

while the matter quantities are

Mij = gij −
1

τµ
(wiXj + wjXi) +

−N2 + |X|2g
τ2µ2

wiwj,

ℓ = − 1

νN
KjkX

juk − Ξjj +
1

µ
Υjwj +

1

νµ
Ξjkwju

k,

mi = −Mij

( 1

νN
KlkX

juluk + νΥj + 2Ξjku
k
)

.

(4.9)

The result then follows from Lemma 2.11. �

Remark 4.12. On the background Milne geometry the tensors Kij , τΞ
i
j and τ

2Υi identically vanish.

Lemma 4.13. The homogeneous fluid solutions to (1.1b) are given by U = (ζ, va) = 0.

Proof. The modified density variable as defined in Section 2 takes the form

ζ =
1

1 +K
ln(ρ̄/ρ̄0)− 3 ln(−τ). (4.10)

Considering the Euler equations (1.1b) with ḡ = gM and v̄i = 0 (i.e. a homogeneous regime) we arrive
at the ODEs

(
(v̄t̄)2 −K/(1 +K)

)
∂tρ̄+ 2ρ̄v̄t̄∂tv̄

t̄ +
3

t
(v̄t̄)2ρ̄ = 0, ∂iρ̄ = 0.

These are satisfied by

v̄t̄ = 1 and ρ̄ = ρ̄0t̄
−3(1+K)

for some constant ρ̄0 > 0. This implies ρ̄ = ch(−τ)3(1+K) for some constant ch > 0 and thus on the
background

ζ =
1

1 +K
ln(ρ̄/ρ̄0)− 3Ψ = 3 ln(−τ)− 3Ψ = 0,

provided we pick ρ̄0 = ch. Hence, our homogeneous solution is U = (ζ, va) = 0. �

Remark 4.14. On the above homogeneous fluid solutions, we have the simplifications

ν = vτ = −τ
3
, µ = vτ =

3

τ
, νµ = −1, Mij = γij . (4.11)

Additionally, wj, u
j , wj , τℓ and τmi identically vanish.

Due to the factor of τ appearing in the expression for ν in (4.11), we introduce an additional
rescaling.

Definition 4.15 (v̂τ ). We rescale the time-component of the conformal fluid four-velocity by

v̂τ := (−τ)−1vτ .
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4.2. Preliminary notation and computations. In this subsection we assume that (M,g) is a
closed 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with Levi-Civita connection ∇.

Definition 4.16 (Inner products). Let v and w be vectors fields on M . We define 〈·, ·〉g as

〈v,w〉g := gijv
iwj .

If ℓ ≥ 1, then we define

〈∇ℓv,∇ℓw〉g := ga1b1 · · · gaℓbℓ〈∇a1 · · · ∇alv,∇b1 · · · ∇bℓw〉g.
This definition is extended in the usual way to arbitrary tensor fields. We also define the modulus as
|v|2g := 〈v, v〉g . If the subsript is omitted, we assume the bracket to be the Euclidean inner product,

i.e. 〈v,w〉 := vT (w).

Definition 4.17 (Sobolev norms and measures). We denote by µg the Riemannian measure associated
to g, which is given locally by

√
det gdx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3. When the context is unambiguous, we suppress

the measure and write ∫

M

f =

∫

M

fµg

for f some function. For a tensor field V and s ∈ N, we define the Sobolev norm of order s as

‖V ‖2Hs :=
∑

0≤ℓ≤s

∫

M

|∇ℓV |g.

We frequently consider the norms of an abstract vector quantity V = (f, v)T which consists of a
function f and a spatial vector field v. We simply write

‖V‖Hk := ‖f‖Hk + ‖v‖Hk .

We also require the following result that allows us to commute the time-derivative with integration.

Lemma 4.18. For an arbitrary scalar function f the following identity holds:

d

dT

∫

M

f µg . ‖N − 3‖H2‖f‖L1 + ‖X‖H3‖f‖L1 +

∫

M

∂T f µg.

Proof. The following identity from [12], together with integration by parts on the shift term, yields

d

dt
(

∫

M

f µg) =

∫

M

(
3(N − 3)f + ∂T f − f∇iX

i)
)
µg.

The result then follows by the Hölder inequality and the Sobolev embedding L∞(M) →֒ H2(M). �

We also state an additional lemma which will be needed later on, when discussing the behavior of
the energy functionals.

Lemma 4.19. Suppose that γ is another Riemannian metric on M , such that Ric[γ] = −2
9γ, the

harmonic condition (4.4) holds and also the bounds

‖g − γ‖Hs ≤ Cǫ

hold for s ∈ N. Then

‖Riem[g]− Riem[γ]‖Hs . ‖g − γ‖Hs+2 .

Proof. By the Ricci decomposition of the Riemann tensor in 3 dimensions, we have that

Riem[γ]ijkl = −R[γ]

6
(γilγjk − γikγjl) =

1

9
(γilγjk − γikγjl),

Riem[g]ijkl = −R[g]

6
(gilgjk − gikgjl) + (Vilgjk − Vjlgik − Vikgjl + Vjkgil), (4.12)

where Vjk := −Ric[g]jk +
1
3R[g]gjk and we used that Ric[γ] = −2

9γ. From (4.6), we have that

Ric[g]ab − Ric[γ]ab = −2

9
gab +

1

2
Lg,γ(gab − γab) + Jab +

2

9
γab.
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Thus, by elliptic regularity (see e.g. [5])

‖Ric[g]ab − Ric[γ]ab‖Hs . ‖g − γ‖Hs + ‖Lg,γ(g − γ)‖Hs + ‖J‖Hs . ‖g − γ‖Hs+2 .

To compute the difference of the Riemann tensors, one then expand all of the terms in (4.12) including
g by g− γ+ γ and Ric[g] by Ric[g]−Ric[γ]+Ric[γ]. Applying the triangle inequality then shows that
‖V ‖Hs . ‖g − γ‖Hs+2 and furthermore the desired estimate. �

4.3. Local existence and bootstrap assumptions.

Theorem 4.20. Let k ≥ 6 be a fixed integer. At T = T0, suppose that we have CMC initial data

satisfying the constraints (4.5a) with regularity

(g0, k0, N0,X0, ρ0, u0) ∈ Hk ×Hk−1 ×Hk ×Hk ×Hk−1 ×Hk−1.

Then, there exists a unique classical solution (g, k,N,X, ρ, u) to (4.5) on [T0, T+) with T+ > T0. This

local solution satisfies

g,N,X ∈ C0([T0, T+),H
k) ∩ C1([T0, T+),H

k−1),

k ∈ C0([T0, T+),H
k−1) ∩ C1([T0, T+),H

k−2),

u, ρ ∈ C0([T0, T+),H
k−1),

∂Tρ, ∂Tu ∈ C0([T0, T+),H
k−2).

In addition, the norms as well as the time of existence T+ depend continuously on the initial data.

By the continuation principle the maximal time of existence Tmax is either Tmax = ∞, i.e. global

existence, or

lim
T→Tmax

sup
[T0,T ]

‖g − γ‖Hk + ‖Σ‖Hk−1 + ‖N − 3‖Hk + ‖X‖Hk

+‖∂TN‖Hk−1 + ‖∂TX‖Hk−1 + ‖ρ‖Hk−1 + ‖u‖Hk−1 > δ,

where δ > 0 is a fixed constant.

In light of the above local existence theorem, we can now make certain bootstrap assumptions that
hold in a non-empty time interval. Let λ < 1 be a fixed positive constant and, again, k ≥ 6 a fixed
integer. We assume that, for all T0 ≤ T ≤ T ′, where T ′ > T0, there is a constant C > 0 such that the
following bootstrap assumptions hold

‖U‖Hk−1 ≤ Cǫ,

‖g − γ‖Hk + ‖Σ‖Hk−1 ≤ Cǫe−λT ,

‖N − 3‖Hk + ‖X‖Hk + ‖∂TN‖Hk−1 + ‖∂TX‖Hk−1 ≤ Cǫe−T .

(4.13)

The results in the rest of this paper will be derived under these bootstrap assumptions.

Lemma 4.21. Under (4.13) we have that

‖v̂τ − 1
3‖Hk . ǫ.

Proof. The normalization condition (1.2) implies

v̄τ =
1

2(−Ñ2 + X̃aX̃a)
(−2X̃aṽ

a +
[
4(X̃aX̃

a)2 − 4(−Ñ2 + X̃a + x̃a)(g̃abṽ
aṽb + 1)

] 1
2 )

=
τ2

XaXa −N2
(−Xav

a +
[
(Xav

a)2 + (N2 −XaX
a)(gabv

avb + 1)
] 1
2 ),

and so the final estimate is obtained by applying (4.13). �

Remark 4.22. From the geometric equations of motion (4.5b) we may immediately conclude that

‖∂T g‖Hk−1 . ‖NΣ‖Hk−1 + ‖N̂g‖Hk−1 + ‖LXg‖Hk−1 . ǫe−T . (4.14)

We now explain why the bootstrap estimate on U yields a similar estimate on Z.
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Lemma 4.23. Under the bootstrap assumptions (4.13) we have that

‖Z‖Hk−1 . ǫ.

Proof. Consider the transformation Z = (ψ, zi) 7→ U = (ξ, ui) as given in (2.31) which we will denote
by ϕ : R4 → R

4. By the bootstrap (4.13) as well as Sobolev embedding we have that

‖bz‖L∞ + ‖a‖L∞ . ‖U‖Hk−1 . ǫ.

Using the explicit form of |b|, which is bounded from below, we can conclude that ‖z‖L∞ . ǫ. Choosing
c1,2 the same as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 we see that smallness of a must imply that ‖ψ‖L∞ . ǫ.
Simply calculating the Jacobian of ϕ, we see that due to smallness of Z, ϕ is a diffeomorphism. Also
note that zi = f(ψ)ui is a product of a scalar and a vector and is hence a vector and furthermore that

due to the structure of a, ψ then has to be a scalar as well. Let us now consider the Ḣ1-norm of ψ:

‖ψ‖2
Ḣ1 =

∫

M

(
gmn∇m(ψ(ζ, |u|2g))∇n(ψ(ζ, |u|2g))

=

∫

M

(
gmn

[
(∂1ψ)(ζ, |u|2g)∂mζ + (∂2ψ)(ζ, |u|2g)∂m|u|2g

][
(∂1ψ)(ζ, |u|2g)∂nζ + (∂2ψ)(ζ, |u|2g)∂n|u|2g

])

.

∫

M

(
gmn∇mζ∇nζ + gmnui∇mu

iuk∇nu
k + gmn∇mζui∇nu

i
)
. ‖U‖H1 ,

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz and the fact that ∂1ψ, ∂2ψ are scalar functions on a compact manifold
and hence bounded. Since zi = f(ψ)ui we have, by the Leibniz rule of the covariant derivative,

‖z‖Ḣ1 . ‖U‖H1 .

For higher derivatives the same calculation follows with more applications of the Leibniz rule. �

4.4. Transformed Fuchsian system for the Euler equations. In this section we derive the ex-
pression for the equations of motion of the fluid.

Lemma 4.24. Under (4.13) the following estimates hold:

|τℓ|+ |τmi|g + |Kij |g + |τΞij |g + |τ2Υi|g . |X|g + |∇X|g + |N̂ |+ |∇N |g + |Σ|g + |∂TX|g,
|Mij − γij |g . |g − γ|g + |X|g + |z|2g.

Proof. Using the expressions given in (4.8) as well as the equation of motion of the geometry, (4.5b),
we obtain

|Kij |g . |∂T g|g + |∇X|g . |∇X|g + |X|g + |N̂ |+ |Σ|g,
|τΞij |g . |∂T g|g + |∇X|g + |X∇N |g . |∇X|g + |∇N |g + |X|+ |N̂ |+ |Σ|g,
|τ2Υi|g . |∇N |g + |∂TX|g + |X|g.

Similarly, using the expressions given in (4.9) we find

|Mij − γij |g . |g − γ|g + |X|2g|ν|+ |z|g|X| + |z|2g . |g − γ|g + |X|g + |z|2g,
|τℓ| .

(
|τ/ν||K|g |X|g + |τ2Υ|g|τµ|−1 + |τΞ|g

)
|zj |g +

(
|τΞ|g + |τ2Υ|g

)
|X|g|ν|+ |τΞ|g,

|τmi|g . |M ||zj |g
(
|τ/ν||K|g |X|g|zj |g + |τΞ|g

)
+ |M ||ν/τ ||τ2Υ|g.

�

Lemma 4.25 (Fluid equations of motion). The Euler equations (4.7) can be rewritten as

M0∂TZ − (Ck +Mk)∇kZ = −BPZ − F, (4.15)

where

M0(Z) =

(
1 0
0 K−1gij

)

+ e−2T

(
0 1
1 0

)

+O
(
|X|2g

)
+

(
0 |z|2g

|z|2g |z|2g

)

,

Mk(Z) =

(
0 0
0 O(|z|g)

)

+O
(
|X|2g + |z|2g

)
, and
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B := (K−1 − 3)1I , P :=

(
0 0
0 δij

)

, Ck =

(
0 δkj
δki 0

)

, (4.16)

and

|PF |+ |P⊥F | . O(|z|2g + |X|g + |∇X|g + |N̂ |+ |∇N |g + |Σ|g + |∂TX|g). (4.17)

Proof. We transform to new variables Z = (ψ, za) and define zi = gijz
j . We first compute

wa = va = gaµv
µ = Xav

τ + gacz
cb(ψ) = Xaν + bza .

Using (2.32) and (2.46), we compute (using things like µ−1 ∼ τ . 1)

A0
0 = b2K

[

1 +
2

µ(ψ + c2)
Xkz

k

]

+O
(
|z|2g
)
,

A0
j = b2K

Xj

µ

[

−1− K−1

(ψ + c2)
zkXk

ν

τ

(

−2 +
ν

τµ
(−N2 + |X|2g)

)]

+O
(
|z|2g
)
,

A0
ij = b2

[

gij +XiXj
ν

τµ

(

− 2 + (−N2 + |X|2g)
ν

τµ

)]

+ 2b2z(iXj)

[

− b

τµ
+ (−N2 + |X|2g)

bν

τµ
− 2

K

µ

]

+O
(
|z|2g
)
,

Ak0 = O
(
|z|2

g

)
, Akj = b2Kδkj +O

(
|z|2

g

)
,

Akij = b2
[( 2

ψ + c2

)

gijz
k +

κK

(ψ + c2)
(δkj zi + δki zj)

]

+ b3XiXjz
k ν

τµ

[

−2 + (−N2 + |X|2g)
ν

τµ

]

+O
(
|z|2g
)
.

Premultiply the PDE system (2.32) by (A0
0)

−1 and rewrite it as

(A0
0)

−1A0∂τZ +
1

τ

τ

ν
(A0

0)
−1Ak∇kZ = (A0

0)
−1Qtr(H −B0Y ) .

We define

M0(Z) := (A0
0)

−1A0(Z), Ck :=
(

(A0
0)

−1Ak
)

|zi=0,

Mk(Z) :=
τ

ν
(A0

0)
−1Ak(Z)− Ck and (F0 ,Fj)tr := τ(A0

0)
−1Qtr(H −B0Y ) .

Then, thanks to Lemma 2.14, the following PDE holds

M0∂τZ +
1

τ
(Ck +Mk)∇kZ =

1

τ
(F0,Fj)tr.

Noting that (A0
0)

−1 = (b2K)−1 +O
(
|X|2g + |z|2g

)
we compute

M0(Z) =

(
1 0
0 K−1gij

)

+

(
0 Xjµ

−1

Xjµ
−1 O(|X|2|z|gµ−1)

)

+O
(
|X|2g + |z|2g

)
,

=

(
1 0
0 K−1gij

)

+ |τ |e−T
(
0 1
1 0

)

+O
(
|X|2g + |z|2g

)
,

(4.18)

and

Mk(Z) =

(
0 0

0 1
K

(
2

ψ+c2

)

gijz
k + κ

(ψ+c2)
(δkj zi + δki zj)

)

+

(
0 0
0 O(|X|2|z|gµ−1)

)

+O
(
|X|2g + |z|2g

)

=

(
0 0
0 O(|z|g)

)

+O
(
|X|2g + |z|2g

)
. (4.19)

Next, we introduce the following notation

Ri :=
1− 3K

µν
wi∂τΨ+mi +

K

µν
wiD2a∂τglk · zlzk.
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Using Lemma (4.24) we compute

|F0| . |τ(bs)−2
[
KD1a(ℓ−D2a∂τgij · zizj) + b′zjRj

]
|+O(|X|2g + |z|2g)

. |ψ + c2|
(
|τℓ|+ |∂T g||z|2g

)
+ |z|g|X||ν|+ |z|g|τmj|g +O(|X|2g + |z|2g)

. O(|X|2g + |z|2g + |X|g + |∇X|g + |N̂ |+ |∇N |g + |Σ|g + |∂TX|g).
Similarly, for each j we have

Fj = τ(bs)−2
[
2KD2azj(ℓ−D2a∂τgij · zizj) + bRj

]
+O(|X|2g + |z|2g)

. (3−K−1)zj + (3−K−1)|ν||X|g + |ψ + c2||τmi|g + |z|g|τℓ|+O
(
|X|2g + |z|2g

)

. (3−K−1)zj +O(|X|2g + |z|2g + |X|g + |∇X|g + |N̂ |+ |∇N |g + |Σ|g + |∂TX|g).
Defining F = F − BPZ we see that the above bounds on the components of F imply the estimate on
F in (4.17). �

4.5. Definition and coercivity properties of the fluid energy. Now we are equipped to introduce
the higher order energy functionals, which are coercive with respect to the Sobolev-energies of their
respective order.

Definition 4.26. Let 0 ≤ s ≤ k − 1. We define the following energy functionals

Es(Z) =
1

2

∑

l≤s

∫

M

〈∇lZ,M0∇lZ〉g µg, Eps (Z) =
1

2

∑

l≤s

∫

M

〈P∇lZ,M0
P∇lZ〉g µg,

Ės(Z) =

∫

M

〈∇sZ,M0∇sZ〉g µg.

We refer to Eps as the parallel energy and Ės as the homogeneous energy, of order s respectively.

Lemma 4.27 (Equivalence of the energy norms). Under the bootstrap assumptions (4.13), for 0 ≤
s ≤ k − 1, we have that

Es(Z) ∼= ‖Z‖2Hs , Eps (Z)
∼= ‖PZ‖2Hs , Ės(Z) ∼= ‖Z‖Ḣs

.

Proof. From (4.18) we see that M0 is approximately the diagonal matrix diag(1, g). Together with
Sobolev embedding, this yields

|Ės(Z)− ‖Z‖2
Ḣs | . ‖Z‖2

Ḣs + (e−(1+λ)T + ‖|X|2g + |z|2g‖L∞)‖Z‖2
Ḣs . ǫ.

The other expressions involve similar estimates, and so we find the energy norms are equivalent to
their Sobolev counterparts. �

4.6. Fluid energy estimates of lower order. Before we consider the time evolution of the lowest
order energy E(Z) we first derive some preliminary estimates and identities for the coefficient matrices.

Lemma 4.28 (Properties of the coefficient matrices). We have that

|P⊥(∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)P|op + |P(∂TM0 −∇aM
a)P⊥|op

+|P(∂TM0 −∇aM
a)P|op . |PZ|+ |P∇Z|+ ǫe−λT ,

|P⊥(∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)P⊥|op . |PZ|2 + |P∇Z|2 + ǫe−λT .

Furthermore, for any square matrix A, we have the following identity

〈Z,AZ〉 = 〈PZ, (PAP)PZ〉+ 〈P⊥Z, (P⊥AP)PZ〉+ 〈PZ, (PAP⊥)P⊥Z〉+ 〈P⊥Z, (P⊥AP⊥)P⊥Z〉.
Proof. First note that, using the equations of motion (4.15), ∂TM

0 can be schematically rewritten
using the chain rule as

∂TM
0(Z, g,X,N) = DZM

0 · ∂TZ +DgM
0 · ∂T g +DXM

0 · ∂TX +DNM
0∂TN.

The last three terms involving the geometry can be estimated by

‖DgM
0∂T g +DXM

0∂TX +DNM
0∂TN‖L∞ . ‖∂T g‖H2 + ‖∂TX‖H2 + ‖∂TN‖H2 . ǫe−λT ,
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using Sobolev-embedding as well as the bootstrap assumptions and (4.14).
Next, we inspect

DZM
0 · ∂TZ = DZM

0 · (M0)−1
(

(Ck +Mk)∇kZ − BPZ − F
)

.

Every term in this expression is a sum of matrices of the form f(Z,∇Z)DZM
0, where the function

f schematically indicates everything coming from (M0)−1
(
(Ck +Mk)∇kZ − BPZ − F

)
. Now from

(4.18) we see that to leading order M0 is given by the diagonal matrix diag(1,K−1gij). Thus, these
leading order terms vanish under the derivative DZ . The remaining terms in DZM

0 involve X,∇X
or |z|g or |z|2g, where we used the fact that Dzi(|z|2g) = O(|z|g). Hence, the first inequality follows for

∂TM
0. As explained in Remark 3.5, we again find that P⊥DZM

0
P
⊥ = O(|X|g) and hence the second

inequality of the statement is trivially satisfied for ∂TM
0.

Inspecting Mk using (4.19), we see the leading order term is the diagonal matrix diag(0,O(|z|g)).
We immediately infer that each piece of ∇kM

k, except for P∇kM
k
P, may be estimated in the same

way as the error terms of ∂TM
0. For the P∇kM

k
P part, the leading order term consists of terms of

order of |z|g as well as |∇z|g. These are estimated by |PZ| and |P∇Z|.
Finally, using P

2 = P, PT = P and 1I = P+ P
⊥, we calculate

〈Z,AZ〉 = 〈(P+ P
⊥)Z,A(P + P

⊥)Z〉
= 〈PPZ,APPZ〉+ 〈P⊥

P
⊥Z,APPZ〉+ 〈PPZ,AP⊥

P
⊥Z〉+ 〈P⊥

P
⊥Z,AP⊥

P
⊥Z〉

= 〈PZ, (PAP)PZ〉+ 〈P⊥Z, (P⊥AP)PZ〉+ 〈PZ, (PAP⊥)P⊥Z〉+ 〈P⊥Z, (P⊥AP⊥)P⊥Z〉.
�

Equipped with the preliminary results above we can now establish an estimate for the time evolution
of the energy of order zero.

Proposition 4.29. Under (4.13) there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∂TE0(Z) ≤ (3−K−1 + Cǫ)Ep0(Z) + Cǫe−λT +CǫEp1(Z).

Remark 4.30. The parameter K < 1
3 is fixed, and so 3−K−1+Cǫ is negative provided ǫ is sufficiently

small. This overall negative sign of the parallel part of the energy is essential to closing the final
energy estimates.

Proof. A computation using the equations of motion (4.15) and Lemma 4.18 yields

∂TE0(Z) ≤
∫

M

〈Z,M0∂TZ〉+
1

2

∫

M

〈Z, (∂TM0)Z〉+ Cǫe−λTE0(Z)

=

∫

M

〈Z, (Ca +Ma)∇aZ〉 −
∫

M

〈PZ,BPZ〉 −
∫

M

〈Z,F 〉

+
1

2

∫

M

〈Z, (∂TM0)Z〉+ Cǫe−λTE0(Z).

Using integration by parts and the fact that the matrices Ca and Ma are symmetric we find
∫

M

〈Z, (Ca +Ma)∇aZ〉 = −1

2

∫

M

〈Z,∇a(C
a +Ma)Z〉 = −1

2

∫

M

〈Z, (∇aM
a)Z〉.

Note that a is indeed an index that stems from a spatial vector field, in particular z, which allows for
integration by parts. Hence we have

∂TE0(Z) ≤ (3−K−1)Ep0(Z) +

∫

M

〈Z, (∂TM0 −∇aM
a)Z〉 −

∫

M

〈Z,F 〉 + Cǫe−λTE0(Z).

We start with the term involving F . Using equation (4.17), we obtain

|
∫

M

〈Z,F 〉| . ‖Z‖L2‖F‖L2 . ‖Z‖L2‖F‖L∞ . ǫ2e−λT .
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We next analyse the term involving ∂TM
0 −∇kM

k. Using the matrix identity in Lemma 4.28 as well
as Hölder’s inequality we find

∫

M

〈Z, (∂TM0 −∇aM
a)Z〉

=

∫

M

〈PZ,P(∂TM0 −∇aM
a)PPZ〉+

∫

M

〈P⊥Z,P⊥(∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)PPZ〉

+

∫

M

〈PZ,P(∂TM0 −∇aM
a)P⊥

P
⊥Z〉+ 〈P⊥Z,P⊥(∂TM

0 −∇aM
a)P⊥

P
⊥Z〉

. Ep0(Z)|P(∂TM0 −∇aM
a)P|op + ‖Z‖2L∞

∫

M

|P⊥(∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)P⊥|op

+ ‖Z‖L∞

∫

M

(
|P⊥(∂TM

0 −∇aM
a)P|op + |P(∂TM0 −∇aM

a)P⊥|op
)
|PZ|

. Ep0(Z)(|PZ|+ |P∇Z|+ ǫe−λT ) + ‖Z‖2L∞(Ep0(Z) + Ep1(Z) + ǫe−λT )

+ ‖Z‖L∞‖PZ‖L∞(Ep0(Z) + Ep1(Z) + ǫe−λT ).

In conclusion, using Sobolev embedding and the smallness assumption, we find that
∫

M

〈Z, (∂TM0 −∇aM
a)Z〉 . (

√
ǫ+ ǫe−λT )Ep0 (Z) + ǫ(Ep0(Z) + Ep1(Z)) + ǫe−λT ,

where we used Young’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz in the last step. All together we get

∂TE0(Z) ≤ (3−K−1 + Cǫ)Ep0(Z) + Cǫe−λT +CǫEp1(Z).

�

Remark 4.31. Note that, due to the inclusion of Ep1(Z), the energy estimate in Proposition 4.29 does
not close. However, this is not an issue, since this problem is unique to the first order and this term
can be absorbed into a negative definite term of the type −cEp1(Z), c > 0, appearing in the final
estimate.

5. Estimates of the higher order fluid energy

In this section we derive an estimate for the higher-order fluid energies. These estimates will be
weaker compared to the zero order case. However, in the end this will be remedied by exploiting the
lower order estimate. We start be deriving an expression for the time-evolution of the homogeneous
part of the energy of order ℓ ≥ 1.

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k − 1. Under (4.13) there is a constant C > 0 such that

1

2
∂T

( ∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,M0∇ℓZ〉
)

≤ (3−K−1)

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,P∇ℓZ〉+ 1

2

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ, (∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)∇ℓZ〉

+

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,Gℓ〉+ Cǫe−λTEℓ(Z),
(5.1)

where

Gℓ := −B[∇ℓ,B−1M0](M0)−1
(
(Ca +Ma)∇aZ − BPZ − F

)

+ B[∇ℓ,B−1(Ca +Ma)]∇aZ − B∇ℓ(B−1F )−M0[∇ℓ, ∂T ]Z − (Ca +Ma)[∇ℓ,∇a]Z.

Proof. Let ℓ ≥ 1. Applying the operator B∇ℓB−1 to the fluid equations of motion of (4.15) yields

M0∂T∇ℓZ − (Ca +Ma)∇a∇ℓZ = −BP∇ℓZ +Gℓ. (5.2)

The error term Gℓ is computed as

Gℓ = −B[∇ℓ,B−1M0]∂TZ + B[∇ℓ,B−1(Ca +Ma)]∇aZ − B∇ℓ(B−1F )

−M0[∇ℓ, ∂T ]Z − (Ca +Ma)[∇ℓ,∇a]Z
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= −B[∇ℓ,B−1M0](M0)−1
(
(Ca +Ma)∇aZ − BPZ − F

)

+ B[∇ℓ,B−1(Ca +Ma)]∇aZ − B∇ℓ(B−1F )−M0[∇ℓ, ∂T ]Z − (Ca +Ma)[∇ℓ,∇a]Z,

where we simply inserted the equations of motion (4.15) in the last step.
Using Lemma 4.18 and (5.2), we have

1

2
∂T

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,M0∇ℓZ〉 ≤
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,M0∂T∇ℓZ〉+ 1

2

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ, (∂TM
0)∇ℓZ〉+ Cǫe−λTE(Z)

=
1

2

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ, (∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)∇ℓZ〉 −
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,BP∇ℓZ〉

+

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,Gℓ〉+ Cǫe−λTE(Z).

�

We now proceed by introducing some preliminary estimates.

Lemma 5.2. The fluid coefficient matrices and the inhomogeneity F obey the following estimates

|∇PM0
P
⊥|op + |∇P

⊥M0
P|op . e−T O(|X|g) + O(|X|2g + |z|2g + |∇z|2g), (5.3)

|P(M0)−1
P
⊥|op + |P⊥(M0)−1

P|op . e−T O(|X|g) + O(|X|2g + |z|2g),
|P⊥(Ma∇aZ − BPZ − F )P|+
|P⊥(Ma∇aZ − BPZ − F )P⊥| . ǫe−λT +O(|X|2g + |z|2g + |∇z|2g),

|Ma∇aZ − BPZ − F | . ǫe−λT +O(|z|g + |X|2g),
|P⊥Ca∇aZ| = |P⊥CaP∇aZ| . O(|∇z|g).

Proof. Recall from Remark 3.7 that conjugating matrices with P and P
⊥ picks out specific matrix

elements. Considering the explicit form of M0 in (4.18) we realize that the leading order term is given
by diag(1,K−1g) which is annihilated by the covariant derivative. Hence follows (5.3).

Inspecting (4.19), we see that the leading order term in Ma is of order O(|z|g) and is picked
out by the conjugation PMa

P. In conjunction with (4.17) we conclude that the statements about
Ma∇aZ − BZ − F above are true. Note that we treated the ∇Z terms as negligible using Sobolev
embedding. The rest of the statements follows in a similar fashion. �

Lemma 5.3. Let 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k − 1. Under (4.13), there is a constant C > 0 such that the following

estimates hold
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ, (∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)∇ℓZ〉 ≤ CǫĖpℓ(Z) + CǫEpk−1(Z),

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,Gℓ〉 ≤ CǫeλTEk−1(Z)
1

2 + CǫEpk−1(Z) +Bℓ,

(5.4)

where the problematic error term Bℓ is defined as

Bℓ :=

∫

M

〈P∇ℓZ,PCaP⊥[∇ℓ,∇a]Z〉+ 〈P⊥∇ℓZ,P⊥CaP[∇ℓ,∇a]Z〉.

Remark 5.4. The error terms Bℓ involve the matrix Ca, defined in (4.16). The off-diagonal structure
of Ca causes a ‘mixing’ effect in Bℓ by leading to terms of the type O(ψ · |z|g). Such terms cannot
be controlled in terms of the energy Ep since ψ is not controlled by the parallel energy. Furthermore,
note that these terms arise due to the curved geometry and are not present in a setting in which
derivatives commute. Hence, these terms require additional treatment given below in the form of
modified energies.
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Proof. The proof of the divergence estimate is essentially the same as in lowest order. However, we
repeat the calculation and add some details. Using the identity from Lemma 4.28
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ, (∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)∇ℓZ〉

=

∫

M

〈P∇ℓZ,P(∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)PP∇ℓZ〉+
∫

M

〈P⊥∇ℓZ,P⊥(∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)PP∇ℓZ〉

+

∫

M

〈P∇ℓZ,P(∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)P⊥
P
⊥∇ℓZ〉+

∫

M

〈P⊥∇ℓZ,P⊥(∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)P⊥
P
⊥∇ℓZ〉

. Ėpℓ(Z)‖P(∂TM0 −∇aM
a)P‖L∞ + Ėℓ(Z)‖P⊥(∂TM

0 −∇aM
a)P⊥‖L∞

+

∫

M

(
|P⊥(∂TM

0 −∇aM
a)P|op + |P(∂TM0 −∇aM

a)P⊥|op
)
|P∇ℓZ||∇ℓZ|.

Performing a similar estimate as in the proof of Proposition 4.29 we find
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ, (∂TM
0 −∇aM

a)∇ℓZ〉 . ǫĖpℓ(Z) + ǫEpk−1(Z) + ǫe−λT .

Deriving (5.4) is slightly more involved. We start be establishing a statement for a general tensor-
valued vector V (i.e. the components of V are tensors fields on M):

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1M0](M0)−1V 〉

=

∫

M

〈P∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1M0](M0)−1
PV 〉+

∫

M

〈P⊥∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1M0](M0)−1
P
⊥V 〉

+

∫

M

〈P∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1
PM0](P + P

⊥)(M0)−1
P
⊥V 〉

+

∫

M

〈P⊥∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1
P
⊥M0](P + P

⊥)(M0)−1
PV 〉.

(5.5)

The first line on the right hand side of (5.5) can be estimated by

‖P∇ℓZ‖L2‖∇M0‖Hk−2‖PV ‖Hk−2 + ‖∇ℓZ‖L2‖∇M0‖Hk−2‖P⊥V ‖Hk−2 ,

where we used standard estimates for the commutator (see e.g. [6, Theorem A.3]). The second and
third terms on the right hand side of (5.5) can be expanded as
∫

M

〈P∇ℓZ,B
(
[∇ℓ,B−1

PM0
P
⊥](M0)−1

P
⊥V + [∇ℓ,B−1

PM0]P(M0)−1
P
⊥V
)
〉

+

∫

M

〈P⊥∇ℓZ,B
(
[∇ℓ,B−1

P
⊥M0

P](M0)−1
PV + [∇ℓ,B−1

P
⊥M0]P⊥(M0)−1

PV
)
〉

. ‖P∇ℓZ‖L2

(

‖∇PM0
P
⊥‖Hk−2‖(M0)−1

P
⊥V ‖Hk−2 + ‖∇PM0‖Hk−2‖P(M0)−1

P
⊥‖Hk−2‖V ‖Hk−2

)

+ ‖∇ℓZ‖L2

(

‖∇P
⊥M0

P‖Hk−2‖(M0)−1
PV ‖Hk−2 + ‖∇P

⊥M0‖Hk−2‖P⊥(M0)−1
P‖Hk−2‖V ‖Hk−2

)

.

Utilizing these estimates for V = (M0)−1
(
(Ma + Ca)∇aZ − BPZ − F

)
, in conjunction with Lemma

5.2, we conclude that
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1M0](M0)−1
(
(Ma + Ca)∇aZ −BPZ − F

)
〉 . ǫEpk−1 + ǫe−λTEk−1(Z)

1

2 .

Now we tackle the rest of the inhomogeneity described in Gℓ.
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1(Ca +Ma)]∇aZ〉

=

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1Ca]∇aZ〉+
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1Ma]∇aZ〉
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=

∫

M

〈P∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1
PMa(P+ P

⊥)]∇aZ〉+
∫

M

〈P⊥∇ℓZ,B[∇ℓ,B−1
P
⊥Ma(P+ P

⊥)]∇aZ〉

. ‖P∇ℓZ‖L2‖∇PZ‖Hk−2‖∇Z‖Hk−2 + ‖∇(PZ)‖2
Hk−2‖∇Z‖Hk−2 + ‖X‖2

Hk−2‖Z‖2Hk−2 ,

where we used that Ma only has leading order terms in the PMa
P component, as seen in (4.19), and

the last term stems from the error terms in Ma. Furthermore, using (4.17), we have that
∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,B∇ℓ(B−1F )〉 . ‖Z‖Hk−1

(
‖PZ‖2Hk−1 + ‖X‖2Hk−1 + ǫe−T

)
.

Lastly, using PCaP = P
⊥CaP⊥ = 0, we find that

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ, (Ca +Ma)[∇ℓ,∇a]Z〉 =
∫

M

〈(P + P
⊥)∇ℓZ, (Ca +Ma)(P+ P

⊥)[∇ℓ,∇a]Z〉

=

∫

M

〈P∇ℓZ,PMa
P[∇ℓ,∇a]Z〉+ ‖X‖2

Hk−1‖Z‖2Hk−1 +Bℓ

≤ Cε‖PZ‖2Hk−1 + C‖X‖2Hk−1‖Z‖2Hk−1 +Bℓ.

Note that we estimated the non-leading order terms of Ma by C‖X‖2
Hk−1‖Z‖2Hk−1 . Applying the

bootstrap assumptions, we see that these terms are exponentially decaying. The last term to control
in Gℓ is the due to the geometry:

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,M0[∇ℓ, ∂T ]Z〉 . ‖∂TΓ‖Hk−1Ek−1(Z).

The norm of the time derivative of the Christoffel symbols can simply by estimated by ǫe−λT by
applying the equations of motion of the geometry in (4.5b). �

5.1. Corrected Fluid Energies. We now introduce a corrected energy which allows us to compen-
sate for the problematic terms Bℓ. We start by giving explicit expressions for the first and second
order corrected energies and show how these remedy the problem. Then, we present a process to
extend these concepts to higher orders.

Definition 5.5 (First and second order corrected energies). Define corrected first order energies by

Ẽ1(Z) := E1(Z)−
1

9

∫

M

〈PZ,M0
PZ〉, ˙̃E1(Z) := Ė1(Z)−

1

9

∫

M

〈PZ,M0
PZ〉.

We define the corrected second order energies Ẽ2 and ˙̃E2 by

Ẽ2(Z) := E2 −
4

9

∫

M

〈P∇Z,M0
P∇Z〉 − 4

81

∫

M

〈PZ,M0
PZ〉,

˙̃E2(Z) := Ė2 −
4

9

∫

M

〈P∇Z,M0
P∇Z〉 − 4

81

∫

M

〈PZ,M0
PZ〉.

Remark 5.6. Note that while the coefficients of the correction terms are negative, their modulus
is less then 1/2. Hence, the functionals Ẽ are equivalent to the functions E and thus also to the
Sobolev-norms of their respective order.

With these new energies at our disposal we are now able to formulate improved estimates.

Proposition 5.7. For ℓ = 1, 2 we have

∂T Ẽℓ(Z) ≤ (3−K−1 + Cǫ)Epℓ (Z) + Cǫe−λT + CǫEpk−1(Z).

Proof. First, note that by using the explicit form of Ca, the critical term Bℓ can be written as

Bℓ =

∫

M

∇ℓza[∇ℓ,∇a]ψ +∇ℓψ[∇ℓ,∇a]z
a.

We start by considering the first order case ℓ = 1. Using Lemma 5.3 as well as (5.1), we find

∂T
˙̃E1 ≤ (3−K−1 + Cǫ)Ėp1(Z) +Cǫe−λT + CǫEpk−1(Z) +B1 − 2

9

∫

M

〈PZ,M0∂TPZ〉.
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Note that we used that |∂TM0| . ǫe−λT + Epk−1.
When ℓ = 1, we obtain

B1 =

∫

M

gmn∇mψ[∇n,∇a]z
a =

∫

M

gmn∇mψRiem[g]abnaz
b = −

∫

M

gmn∇mψRic[g]bnz
b. (5.6)

We first consider (5.6), when all the geometric quantities are with respect to γ instead of g:

−
∫

M

γmn∂mψRic[γ]nbz
b =

2

9

∫

M

γmn γbnz
b∇mψ =

2

9

∫

M

zm∇mψ.

So we find that the error term is
∫

M

gmn(Ric[g]bn − Ric[γ]bn)z
b∂mψµg +

∫

M

(g − γ)mnRic[γ]bnz
b∂mψµg . ‖g − γ‖H2

∫

M

|z∇ψ| . ǫe−T ,

where we used Lemma 4.19. Employing (4.15), we further calculate

−2

9

∫

M

〈PZ, ∂TPZ〉 = −2

9

∫

M

〈PZ,P
(
(Ca +Ma)∇aZ − BPZ − F

)
〉

≤ (K−1 − 3)
2

9

∫

M

〈PZ,PZ〉
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:(∗)

−2

9

∫

M

zm∇mψ + ǫO(|z|2g + e−λT ).

Note that the positive term (∗) from B is not a problem, since this Lemma gives us the negative term
(3−K−1 + ǫ)Ep(Z) in the estimate for E0(Z) and it is easy to see that

(3−K−1 + Cǫ)Ep(Z) + (K−1 − 3)
2

9

∫

M

〈PZ,PZ〉 ≤ C(3−K−1 + Cǫ)Ep(Z),

where C > 0. Next, we compute the problematic term in the case ℓ = 2:

B2 =

∫

M

gmngrs∇m∇rψ[∇n∇s,∇a]z
a + gmngrs∇m∇rz

a[∇n∇s,∇a]ψ

=

∫

M

gmngrs∇m∇rψ(∇n[∇s,∇a]z
a + [∇n,∇a]∇sz

a) + gmngrs∇m∇rz
a[∇n,∇a]∇sψ

=

∫

M

gmngrs∇m∇rψ
(
∇n(Riem

a
bsaz

b) + Riema
bna∇sz

b − Riemb
sna∇bz

a
)

−
∫

M

gmngrs∇m∇rz
aRiemb

sna∇bψ.

We proceed by replacing the Riemann tensor with the one on the background and estimating the
result by ‖g − γ‖Hk−1 as before. Furthermore, by changing the measure to µγ and the connection to

∇̂, we pick up exponentially decaying error terms as in the case of l = 1. We continue the calculation
on the background:

∫

M

γmnγrs∇̂m∇̂rψ
(2

9
γbs∇̂nz

b +
2

9
γbn∇̂sz

b − 1

9
(γbaγsn − γbnγsa)∇̂bz

a
)

− 1

9

∫

M

γmnγrs∇̂m∇̂sz
a(γbaγsn − γbnγsa)∇̂bψ

=
5

9

∫

M

γmn∇̂m∇̂bψ∇̂nz
b − 1

9

∫

M

γmn∇̂m∇̂nψ∇̂bz
b − 1

9

∫

M

γmn∇̂m∇̂nz
b∇̂bψ

+
1

9

∫

M

γmn∇̂m∇̂az
a∇̂nψ =

6

9

∫

M

γmn∇̂m∇̂bψ∇̂nz
b +

2

9

∫

M

γmnzb∇̂b∇̂m∇̂nψ

=
6

9

∫

M

γmnzb∇̂m∇̂bψ∇̂n +
2

9

∫

M

γmnzb
(
∇̂m∇̂b + [∇̂b, ∇̂m]

)
∇̂nψ

=
4

9

∫

M

γmn∇̂m∇̂bψ∇̂nz
b − 2

9

∫

M

γmnzbRiem[γ]anbm∇̂aψ
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=
4

9

∫

M

γmn∇̂m∇̂bψ∇̂nz
b +

4

81

∫

M

zb∇̂bψ.

We also see that, utilizing Lemma 5.3,

−4

9

∫

M

gmn〈P∇mZ,M
0∂TP∇nZ〉 = −4

9

∫

M

gmn〈P∇mZ,P ((Ca +Ma)∇a∇nZ − BP∇nZ +Gm)〉

. (K−1 − 3)
4

9

∫

M

gmn〈P∇mZ,P∇nZ〉 −
4

9

∫

M

gmn∇mz
b∇n∇bψ

− 4

9

∫

M

gmn 〈P∇mZ,PC
a[∇a,∇n]Z〉

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

+Cǫe−λT ,

where, in the last line, we used that PCa[∇a,∇n]Z = (0, [∇i,∇n]ψ)
tr = 0. In the same spirit as in the

case of l = 1 we can conclude that the term introduced by B does not affect the overall estimate as it

can be absorbed in the negative definite term (3−K−1 +Cǫ)Ep0 . Summing our results for ˙̃E1 and ˙̃E2

over l ≤ 1 and l ≤ 2 respectively, together with Lemma 4.29, yields the desired result. �

Proposition 5.8 (Higher order corrections). Corrected energies Ẽℓ for all orders 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k − 1
that are equivalent to the energies in Definition 4.26 can be constructed and satisfy the estimate in

Proposition 5.7, i.e.

∂T Ẽℓ(Z) . (3−K−1 + ǫ)Epℓ (Z) + ǫe−λT + ǫEpk−1(Z).

Remark 5.9. Constructing these energies, while in principle straightforward, is a tedious process and
does not add in a meaningful way to the arguments. Hence, we omit an explicit construction and
instead give a recipe how to construct them and prove why they satisfy the above estimate.

Proof. The ideas presented in the proof of Proposition 5.7 can be generalized to higher orders in the
following fashion. Schematically, at order ℓ, the error B takes the form

|
∫

M

∇ℓza[∇ℓ,∇a]ψ +∇ℓψ[∇ℓ,∇a]z
a| . |

∫

M

∇ℓz ∗ ∇ℓ−1ψ +∇ℓψ ∗ ∇ℓ−1z| . |
∫

M

∇ℓψ ∗ ∇ℓ−1z|,

where we integrated by parts in the last step. By ∗ we denote an arbitrary contraction T1 ∗ T2 with
the metric g. Furthermore, note that z here is always contracted with one of the covariant derivatives,
so these tensors are indeed of the same valence. In the expression above there are terms of the form
∇Riem. We tacitly assumed these to be negligible, since we can always replace any geometric quantities
like Riem or ∇ by their background counterparts and ∇̂Riem[γ] = 0 by the Ricci decomposition as
done in Lemma 4.19.

Now the terms in this ∗-product may involve contractions over multiple derivatives of z or ψ,
i.e. γmn∇m∇nz or divergence-like terms, i.e. ∇m∇nz

m. All the terms are of order ℓ and ℓ − 1. In
these cases we can always interchange derivatives, in which case the curvature produces terms of
order e.g. ∇ℓ−2ψ∇ℓ−1z, which can then be rearranged using integration by parts. After all these
manipulations, one ends up with an error of the type

∫

M

cℓℓ∇ℓ−1∇aψ∇ℓ−1za + cℓℓ−1∇ℓ−2∇aψ∇ℓ−2z + · · ·+ cℓ1z
a∇aψ.

To illustrate this idea in practice, we note the explicit constants c22 = 4
9 and c21 = 4

81 in the case of
ℓ = 2 are derived explicitly in the proof of Proposition 5.7.

In the worst case one of these constants, w.l.o.g. lets say cℓℓ, is large and positive. This forces us
to add a negative definite term to our energy. However, we may put a small coefficient in front of the
top order term in our energy, i.e.

δℓ

∫

M

〈∇ℓZ,M0∇ℓZ〉,

so that the coefficient appears as cℓℓδℓ ≪ 1. Thus, the correction term needed is

−cℓℓδℓ
∫

M

〈P∇ℓ−1Z,PM0∇ℓ−1Z〉,
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which conserves the positive definiteness and coercivity of the energy. After deriving this term and
employing the equations of motion, another potential problem is the positive definite term

cℓℓδℓ

∫

M

〈P∇ℓ−1Z,BP∇ℓ−1Z〉.

However, this does not pose a threat for closing the energy estimates, since δℓ is fixed and as small as
necessary, and hence in the end the term can be absorbed by the negative definite term (3−K−1)Epℓ−1,

as 3−K−1 < 0 is fixed. Another potential problem is posed by the term generating the error term B
initially. We end up with a term of the form

−cℓℓδℓ
∫

M

〈P∇ℓ−1Z,PCa[∇ℓ−1,∇a]Z〉 = −cℓℓδℓ
∫

M

∇ℓ−1zi[∇ℓ−1,∇i]ψ.

However, we see that this again straightforwardly falls into our sum
∫

M

c̃ℓℓ−1∇ℓ−1ψ∇ℓ−2z + · · ·+ c̃ℓ1∇ψz.

with new constants c̃ℓi. The same process may now be repeated until the lowest order is reached. In
this case the term generated by the matrix C simply vanishes. �

6. Geometric energy

Lemma 6.1 (Matter source terms). In the case of a relativistic fluid stress energy tensor (1.1c), the
rescaled matter quantities take the form

E = ρ0e
a(1+K)e−3KT

(
(1 +K)(v̂τ )2N2 +K

)
, ja = ρ0e

a(1+K)e(1−3K)TN(1 +K)v̂τva,

η = Ẽ + ρ0e
a(1+K)e−3KT

(

(1 +K)(|X|2g(v̂τ )2 − 2gabX
avbvτ + |v|2g) + 3K

)

,

Sab = ρ0e
a(1+K)e(−1−3K)T

(
(1 +K)

(
XaXb(v̂

τ )2 −Xav̂
τvb −Xbv̂

τva + vavb
)
+K(2 +K)

)
.

Proof. Using Definition 4.7, a straightforward computation shows that

Ẽ = T̃ µνnµnν = ρ̃
(

(1 +K)(v̄τ )2Ñ2 +Kḡ00Ñ2
)

,

j̃a = Ñ T̃ 0µḡµa = Ñ
(
ρ̃(1 +K)v̄τ v̄µ +Kρ̃ḡ0µ

)
ḡaµ,

η̃ = Ẽ + g̃abT̃ab = g̃abḡaµḡbν ((1 +K)ρ̃v̄µv̄ν +Kρ̃ḡµν)

= Ẽ + (1 +K)ρ̃τ−2g̃ab
(
XaXb(v̂

τ )2 −Xav̂vb −Xbv̂
τva + vavb

)
+ 3Kρ̃,

S̃ab = T̃ab −
1

2
trḡ T̃ · g̃ab = T̃ab −

1

2
ḡµν T̃

µν · g̃ab
= Kρ̃τ−2gab + (1 +K)ρ̃τ−2

(
XaXb(v̂

τ )2 −Xav̂
τvb −Xbv̂

τva + vavb
)

− 2τ−2Kρ̃gab + 2ρ̃(1 +K)τ−2gab.

Furthermore, inverting ζ using (4.10), we find

ρ̃ = ρ0e
ζ(1+K)(−τ)3(1+K).

Using this relation, we end up with the desired results. Note that we used j̃a = g̃ab j̃a = (−τ)2gabj̃ab.
�

Lemma 6.2 (Estimates on the matter variables). The matter components obey the following estimates

|τ |‖η‖Hk−1 + |τ |2‖j‖Hk−1 + |τ |‖∂T η‖Hk−2 + |τ |‖∂T j‖Hk−2 . ǫe−(1+3K)T ,

|τ |‖S‖Hk−1 . ǫe−(2+3K)T .

Proof. Using the expressions for the matter components given in Lemma 6.1, a straightforward appli-
cation of Sobolev estimates leads to the following:

|τ |‖η‖Hk−1 . |τ |1+3K‖ea(ψ,|z|g)(v̂)2N2‖Hk−1 . |τ |1+3K‖Z‖Hk−1‖(v̂)2‖Hk−1‖N2‖Hk−1 . ǫe−(1+3K)T .
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The calculation for j and S is analogous. However, the estimate of the time derivatives require a more
careful analysis. We have the following bounds on the individual bounds

‖∂T (ea(ψ,|z|g))‖Hk−2 . ‖D1a∂Tψ‖Hk−2 + ‖D2a∂T |z|2g‖Hk−2 . ǫ+ ǫe−λT ,

‖∂T v̂‖Hk−2 . ‖∂TN‖Hk−2 + ‖∂TX‖Hk−2 + ‖∂TPZ‖Hk−2 . ǫ+ ǫe−λT ,

‖∂T g‖Hk−2 . ǫe−λT .

These rough estimates straightforwardly imply the estimates of the time derivatives. �

6.1. Geometric energy. Since Lg,γ is an elliptic operator on the compact spaceM , it has a discrete
spectrum of eigenvalues. On account of a result from [19], the smallest eigenvalue λ0 of the operator
Lg,γ satisfies λ0 ≥ 1

9 and the operator has trivial kernel.

Definition 6.3 (Geometric energy). We define the constant α(λ0, δα) and cE as

α :=

{

1, λ0 <
1
9 ,

1− δα, λ0 =
1
9 ,

and cE :=

{

1, λ0 <
1
9 ,

9(λ0 − ξ), λ0 =
1
9 ,

where δα =
√

1− 9(λ0 − ξ) with 0 < ξ < 1, which remains to be fixed. Given these constants, we
recall from [3, 1] the geometric energy Em and the correction term Γm of order m ≥ 1 as

E(g)
m =

1

2

∫

M

〈6Σ,Lm−1
g,γ 6Σ〉+ 9

2

∫

M

〈(g − γ),Lmg,γ(g − γ)〉, Γ(g)
m =

∫

M

〈6Σ,Lm−1
g,γ (g − γ)〉.

Finally we define the corrected geometric energy Es of order s ≥ 1 as

Es :=
∑

1≤m≤s
E(g)
m + cEΓ

(g)
m

7. Proof of global existence and stability

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The smallness condition of the initial data in (4.2) implies the existence of a
constant C0 such that

‖N − 3‖Hk + ‖X‖Hk + ‖∂TN‖Hk−1 + ‖∂TX‖Hk−1 + Ẽk−1(Z) + Ek ≤ C0ǫ.

Employing the inequality of Proposition 5.8 yields

∂T Ẽk−1(Z) ≤ (3−K−1 + Cǫ)Epk−1(Z) + Cǫe−λT .

Hence, if ǫ is sufficiently small, and using that 3−K−1 + Cǫ < 0, we have that

‖ρ‖Hk−1 + ‖u‖Hk−1 . Ẽk−1(Z)(T ) ≤ Cǫ

∫ T

T0

e−λsds ≤ C0ǫ,

where we potentially redefined T0.
Next, we improve the bootstrap on the lapse and shift using an estimate given in [1, Prop. 17]

together with our matter estimates from Lemma 6.2:

‖N − 3‖Hk + ‖X‖Hk . ‖Σ‖2Hk−2 + |τ |‖η‖Hk−2 + |τ |2‖Nj‖Hk−2 + ‖g − γ‖2Hk−1

. ǫ2e−2λT + ǫe−(1+3K)T ,

which closes the bootstrap assumptions on the lapse and shift made in (4.13). Similarly, to improve
the bootstrap on ∂TN, ∂TX we use [1, Lem. 18] (see also the correction in [4, Prop. 7.2]) and the
matter estimates of Lemma 6.2 to get

‖∂TN‖Hk−1 . ‖N̂‖Hk−1 + ‖X‖Hk−1 + ‖Σ‖2Hℓ−1 + ‖g − γ‖2Hk−1 + |τ |‖S‖Hk−3 + |τ |‖η‖Hk−3

+ |τ |‖∂T η‖Hk−3

. ǫ2e−2λT + ǫe−(1+3K)T ,

and

‖∂TX‖Hk−1 . ‖N̂‖Hk−3 + ‖∂T N̂‖Hk−2 + ‖X‖Hk−1 + ‖Σ‖2
Hk−2 + ‖g − γ‖2

Hk−2 + |τ |2‖j‖Hk−3
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+ |τ |2‖∂T j‖Hk−3 + |τ |‖∂T η‖Hk−3

. ǫ2e−2λT + ǫe−(1+3K)T .

The evolution of the geometric energy is given by

∂TEk ≤ −2αEk + 6E
1

2

k ‖NS‖Hk−1 + CE
3

2

k + CE
1

2

k

(
|τ |‖η‖Hk−1 + |τ |2‖Nj‖Hk−2

)

≤ −2αEk + 6CE
1

2

k ǫ
2e−(1+3K)T + CE

3

2
s .

The first line above is from [1, Lem. 20] and the second uses our matter estimates. This energy estimate
can be closed in a similar way as in [1]. This amounts to rescaling the energy by an exponential factor
depending on δα as introduced in Definition 6.3. For further details of this construction see [1, §9].
Also note that the decay in this estimate is stronger due to the additional factor of e−KT . Thanks to
[1, Lem. 19], we have the coercivity

‖g − γ‖Hk + ‖Σ‖Hk−1 . Ek.

Finally, future completeness relies on the rate of decay of the perturbation of the unrescaled geometry
and matter fields. The exact details are very similar to that given in [1] and the conclusion uses the
completeness criterion given in [11]. �

Remark 7.1. Note that all the arguments in Section 4 and following are not specific to a closed manifold
close to the Milne-geometry but, except for a few details, carry over in a straightforward manner to
a fixed spatial background geometry. The main motivation to consider constant negative Einstein-
curvature is to guarantee stability of the geometry. However, when considering an arbitrary non-
dynamic spatial background, we have to adapt our strategy when considering the energy corrections.
As noted before, these stem from the non-commutativity of the spatial derivatives. Since we lack the
luxury of an explicit background we cannot employ the same idea presented in Lemma 5.5, i.e. replace
Ric[g] by Ric[γ] and exploit the fact that their difference is small. However, since our spatial manifold
(M,g) is fixed and closed, we know that

0 ≤ |Ric[g]|op ≤ α

for some α > 0. Remember that the first order error term is proportional to

δ1

∫

M

Ric[g]mnz
n∇mψ,

where δ1 > 0 is a possibly small constant that we set before the top order part of the norm to scale
this error term. We may then correct our energy as

Ẽ1(Z) := E1(Z)−
δ1
2

∫

M

〈PZ,Ric[g]M0
PZ〉,

which is still equivalent, given δ1 is sufficiently small. The time derivative of M0 and Ric[g] as well as
additional terms from Lemma 4.18 are negligible. Employing the equations of motion similar to the
proof of Lemma 5.7, in addition to the compensating term we also receive the additional

δ1

∫

M

〈PZ,Ric[g]BPZ〉 ≤ αδ1E
p
0(Z).

Given that δ1 is sufficiently small, this term gets absorbed into the negative definite term −cEp0(Z).
Note that we can always decompose the curvature tensor into Ric[g] and g. Hence, we can, in a

similar fashion as in Proposition 5.8, put a small constant δl in front of the top order n derivatives in
the energy and compensate for the terms, by adding and appropriate term of order n − 1 depending
only on the fluid velocity. The result then follows as a corollary of Theorem 4.2.
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