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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 = Kp 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 = Kp, 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

L 1_ _ =
Rlc[g];w - §Q;WR[Q] = T;w; (1.1&)
VT =0, (1.1b)
T = (p+ p)ote” + pg"”. (1.1c)

Here p is the proper energy density of the fluid, p the fluid pressure and v* is the fluid 4-velocity,
which we assume is normalized by

G 00" = —1. (1.2)

The system (1.1) models a four-dimensional fluid-filled spacetime (M, g), 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

p= Kp. (1.3)
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The equation of state parameter K is a constant and gives the fluid speed of sound via ¢; = VK. 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

— dt* + a(t)?go, (1.4)

where (M, go) is a closed Riemannian 3-manifold without boundary. The increasing function a(¥)
is the scale factor. We say the geometry exhibits accelerated expansion if ¢ > 0, linear expansion
if a(t) = t and decelerated expansion if & < 0. Note that the direction of cosmological expansion
corresponds to a(t) — oo as t ' oco. 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(t) =t and (M, go) is a negative
Einstein space satisfying Ric[gg] = —% go-

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 ¢ > 0 but ¢ < 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, gp). 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 concrete!, consider homogeneous solutions to the Euler equations (1.1b) on fixed cosmological
spacetimes undergoing power law inflation, i.e. a(t) =t for a > 0 with (M, go) flat. Note that o > 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 & > 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 aw = 1 [14]. The case o > 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 a > 1, while shocks develop in finite time if o = 1.

Moving next to the coupled Einstein-Euler equations (1.1), the only stability result below accelerated
expansion is in the case of dust K = 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. u,v,vy, will label
spacetime coordinate indices that run from 0 to 3 while lower case Latin letters, e.g. 4, j, k, will label
spatial coordinate indices that run from 1 to 3.

lwe 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 exzpanding 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 o

(R x T3, —dt* + £26;dz"dx?).

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

B9,U + B*9,U = H.

Note that the time function ¢ appearing here is related to the cosmological time function ¢ by ¢t = 1/%,
and hence timelike infinity is located at ¢ — 0. Precise definitions are given in Section 2, however the
main idea is that the unknown U = (¢, u?)" encodes the fluid energy density and velocity. We then
transform to new unknowns Z = (1, 2/)% by

(¢u') = (a(w, |2), b(w)=").
The new variables obey the following PDE:

A0, 7 + %AkaZ = (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 A°, A* satisfy the relations

UP)AO]P)HOP = UP)J_AO]P)‘OP = O(!ﬂ\g + ‘2’3)7 ‘PLAIC]P)HOP = O(!ﬁ\g + ‘2’3) (1.6)

In these expression (3 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' = ¢(K)PZ + error.

Here ¢(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 ]2\3. 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 x M, —dt? + t2gp),
where (M, go) 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 Finstein-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 (7" 2 (Vs Valth + GV bV, Vel )

Up to a negligible error term, this reduces to

S/M 2V 1. (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

O (1l e ary + M2l any) S —CE) ||zl 2 ary + (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 L-
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

_ %/MMQ. (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 A* and projection term P (given precisely in (4.16)) yield a term of the form

2 / (PZ,PCVZ) = —2 / 22V
9 Jm 9 M

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(f) &~ t*, we define, in this paper, the
threshold rate a.(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

a(K) <1 for K €10,1/3).

Since it is known in addition that fluids with 0 < K < % 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 < % 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 g,, and
v*, we begin by defining conformal variables.

Definition 2.1 (Conformal variables g,v*,T', V). For ¥ an arbitrary scalar, define the conformal
metric g,,, and the conformal four-velocity v by

Juv = 6_2\pguuy ot = e Vo, (2.1)

Let T, and I'},, denote the Christoffel symbols of Juv and g, respectively, and let V,, denote the
Levi-Civita connection of g, .

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

V1055 + (p+ P)L]6 V0" = 3(p + p)v7 0, 0, (2:2)
(p+ P)M;;650"V 0" + L]0,p = (p+p)L] 0,0, (2.3)
where . . v, -
(2 (2 1
L] =6 — U—O‘Sg, and  Mij = gij — 090~ U—ggm' + U—Sjgoo- (2.4)

Proof. By (2.1) it is straightforward to verify that the Christoffel symbols are related via
[0 =T = =9 (9000 ¥ + 9,08,V — g W),
With the help of this relation, we can express the Euler equations (1.1b) as
V, T = 6T" 0,V — g, TN g" 9, V. (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
(z#), the conformal Euler equations (2.5) reduce to (2.2)-(2.3). O

Definition 2.3 (The ADM decomposition of the conformal metric). Let (I x X,g) be a Lorentzian
spacetime where I is an interval in R and ¥ is a three manifold. We assume that ¢ = z° is a time
function, that is it takes values in I, and that the level sets ¥, = t~!(7), 7 € I, are diffeomorphic to
Y. If n denotes the unit conormal to the spatial slices ¥;, then we can express it as

n=—-adt <= n,= —aéﬂ, (2.6)

where the positive function « is known as the lapse and in the following we view it as a time-dependent
scalar field on X. The shift vector 8 = ['9;, which we can view as a time-dependent vector field on
., is then determined via the expression

1 1 ;
nﬁza(at—ﬁ) — n“za(ég—ﬁéf),

that characterises the difference between the covariant form n? of the normal vector and 8.
The 3 + 1 decomposition of the conformal spacetime metric g is then given by

g = —a’dt @ dt + gij(da’ + Bldt) @ (da? + fldt), (2.7)

where g = gijdxi ® da? is the induced spatial metric on the spatial slices ¥;, which we view as a
time-dependent Riemmanian metric on X, while the shift and lapse are defined by 8; = gjo and

a = (—goo)_%, respectively. We denote the Levi-Civita connection of g;; = g;; by Dj and the

Christoffel symbols ij .
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Spacetime co-vector fields can be projected to three dimensional co-vector fields using the operator
Pl =4, (2.8)

which we note by (2.6) satisfies P/'n, = 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! = guwg” PY. (2.9)
An explicit formula for this operator is then easily computed from (2.7) and (2.8) and is given by
i s i 50
P, =4, + B, (2.10)

It is also worth noting that the spacetime metric can be expressed using the operator (2.9) as g, =
gijPZPﬂ —nyn, and that the identities Pi“Pﬂ = 5{ and Pjn” = 0 hold.

Definition 2.4 (Christoffel components Y¢ and E;) A calculation shows that the Christoffel symbols
'), of the four dimensional conformal metric g, are given by the following:

I = é(ata + B/ Dja = BB Ky), T = é(Dia - #Ki), Ty = _élcij’ (2.11)
and
b =T = aD'a — 207K} — é(@ta + 7D — BIBF K k) B+ 0BT + BID; B, 12
iy = T i — 25Dy - i) — ok + D,
and
T = A% + éﬂkl@j, (2.13)

where ICZ'j = —%(atgij — 'Diﬁj — 'Djﬁz) and ’Cz :g“fICik.

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 ¥ except for the last one (2.13), which is not a tensor due to the
appearance of the Christoffel symbols ’yf]

2.2. The ADM decomposition of the conformal Euler equations. We first use the normal
vector n, and the operator P! to decompose the four-velocity.

Definition 2.6 (Decomposition of conformal four-velocity v, wj, p, u’). We define
1 . . . .
vi=——nyvY,  wji= P;Lvu, p= (an’ + g'P"yv, and o = Pt —vpl. (2.14)
o
On account of (2.6)-(2.8) and (2.9)-(2.10), we have

v =1, wj=vj, p=uvg and uw =’

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

—a? + |82

Mij; = gij — —(wiBj + w;Bi) + Twiwj- (2.15)

1
,u
We further observe that the fields (2.14) are not independent due to the relation v, = g,,v” and, on
account of (1.2) and (2.1), the following normalization condition holds

Guvtv” = —1. (2.16)
In fact, v, w; and p can be expressed in terms of u’/. To see why this is the case, we observe from
(2.14) and (2.9) that

Uj = P]'-u’UH - I/ﬁj = w; — I/ﬂj

or equivalently
w; = uj + vp;. (2.17)
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Using this, we then have by (2.14) that
=B+ (B[} — o®)v. (2.18)
Additionally, by (2.7), (2.14) and (2.16), we have that
(—a® + B2V + 2Bju’v + 1 + |uf2 = 0.

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

1 _ :
e <—5ﬂﬂ + \/(ﬂjuf)2 + (14 [uf)(e? - \6@)). (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 v#. If we want v* to point in the direction of increasing t then we take
the “—” sign. On the other hand, if we want v* to point in the direction of decreasing t, then we take
the “4” sign. In either case, we always have that

pr < 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

o+p o1 o+ D ; 1
Orp — (,OV p) w;Opu? + ;ukaﬁ + (P > p) Djw =3(p+p) <8t\I/ + ;uka\I/> + (p+p)e,
(2.20)
. K 0+D K 1 1
(P +p)M;;0p? — —w;Oyp + (p+7) MijuFDyw? + =Dip = (p +P)<——wi5t‘1f + —Dz“l’> + (p + p)my,
Vi v v Vi v
(2.21)
where, from the barotropic equation of state p = f(p), the square of the sound speed is
dp =
= = = 2.22
= =10 (222)
and we define
0= —LIC' Bjuk—:j—i—lTjw-—l—i:jw-uk (2.23)
= Tl Jk =3 1 J VN“k J .
and
1 , . .
m; = —M;; (—/clkﬁﬂuluk 4 2E{Cuk). (2.24)
vo
Proof. For an arbitrary scalar field h, we observe from (2.4) and (2.14) that
1
L;Yayh = —;wi(%h + Diu. (2.25)

We also observe using (2.4) and (2.14) that
LI6)NV 0" = L16)(0,0" +T%,07)
o o T T L L
= ijatu + Oju +Fj01/+iju Mw]FOOV ,uw]FOku .
Then, with the help of (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13), it follows that we can write the above expression as
; 1 , | , ; Vo 1_;
L;é,]jvfyv” = —;wjatuj + Dju] + alekﬁjuk + Ezl/ — ;Tjwj — ;E{ijuk (226)
Using a similar calculation, it is also not difficult to verify that

IV " =vop + uFDpul + alCikﬁjuZuk + 277 + PISAT (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). O

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

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

Y
g._/ﬁon@ 30, (2.28)

where pg 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

PodE 1 p
L S /L S Y (U 475
o (1 +K)E 1+Kn(,50>

(=
Lemma 2.11. The conformal Euler equations (2.20)-(2.21) can be written as
B,U + B*D,,U = H, (2.29)

where U = (¢,u?)™, and the matrices B, B*, H are given by

o (K —Ew\ L (Ea K K
(2.30)
Proof. Differentiating the expression (2.28), we find that

0, D
8¢ = -2 39,0 and D¢ = —*L _3p, .
p+p p+p

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 ¢ become

1 | 1 .
D¢ — —w;Ou? + —uFDp¢ + —Djul = ¢,
v v v

3K —1 1-3K

. K 1 . K
Mijatu’ — ﬁwiatg + ;Mijukpku] + 7Dz< = ( 'DZ\I’> + m,;.

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

Remark 2.12. Tt 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 = (1), 2/)" and a transformation given by

U = (¢,u')" = (a(th,|2]7), b()=") ", (2.31)

where a(-,-) and b(-) are, for the moment, arbitrary functions.



THE STABILITY OF RELATIVISTIC FLUIDS IN LINEARLY EXPANDING COSMOLOGIES 9

Lemma 2.14. If we choose the functions a(1, ]2\5) and b(¢) as

2y = In(4) +1 2 ey d b)) = —
a(i, |z;) = a1 —In(4) + In((¥ + c2) )+W7 an (w)_erCz’
where c1 o are arbitrary constants and K = K~1' —2, then the equations given in (2.29) take form
1
A0, 7 + —A*DZ = Q¥ (H — BY), (2.32)
v
and the following conditions hold:
AT =0(IBly +1212), A =0(18l; +I2[2), (2.33)
and
D1a
3 co + O(|5|ﬂ + |Z|§)7 (2.34)

for ¢y a non-zero constant, where

AY AY Ak Ak
o_ (40 E_ (40
A° = <AQ A6> and A" = (Af Aij) .
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 (¢, \z]j) = (0,0) for the choice of ¢z # 0.
Proof. Differentiating U, we find after a short calculation that

U =Q0Z+Y and DU = QD.U, (2.35)
where
_ (Dia 2Dsaz; _ Dgaﬁtgijzizj

Here Dia and Dsa denote the partial derivatives with respect to the first and second variables of
a = a(y, |z|§) Using (2.35) and the fact that Dyg;; = 0, it is then clear that we can write (2.29) as

99,2 + L 4D,z — Q" (H - BYY),
12

where y
Dia bV
0 _ Ntrpo k _ tr gk tr 1 )

A" =Q"B'Q, A"=QY"A"Q, and Q" = <2D2azi b5§>'

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

2KV D

A8 = K(Dla)2 — Tlazkwk + (b/)2MkleZl, (237)

KV KbD
Ag = 2K DyaDyazj — 2 Dgazjzkwk — lawj + bb/szkj,

Vi

2KbD

A?j = szij — 72(1(22"[0]' + iji) + 4K(D2&)2Zi2j,
Al = K(Dya)*u* + 2KV Dyaz® + (V)2 My, 2t 2™k, (2.38)

Aé? = KbDlach + 2K DyaDaau®z; + 2K Daaz* z; + bb My 2'u”,
and
Afj = bQMijuk + 2KbD2a(5fzi + 5fzj) + 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

1
v=——+0(8l; +I2[;),



10 D. FAJMAN, M. OFNER, T.A. OLIYNYK, AND Z. WYATT
which, in turn, implies by (2.18) that
2
=+ O(‘B’g + ‘Z’g)'
Using these, we then see from (2.15), (2.17) and (2.31) that

AY = (KDya(2Dsa + b%) +bb') 2 + O (||, + |2[3). (2.40)
We see also from (2.31) and (2.38) that
Af = KDya(bDya +20')2" + O(|2[2). (2.41)
By (2.40) and (2.41), we then see that if a and b are chosen so that
bDya + 2 = O(|z[}), (2.42)
KDia(2Dsa + b%) + bb' = O(|z[2), (2.43)

then the conditions (2.33)-(2.34) are satisfied. Now, writing (2.42) as
Oy (e, ]2(5) +m(b(¥)?)) = O(l2[7),

it is clear that we can ensure that this condition holds by choosing a so that
a(y, |2[}) = et = In(b(¥)?) + e(¥)[2]7, (2.44)

where ¢(1) is an arbitrary function and c¢; is an arbitrary constant. Inserting this into (2.43) and
multiplying through by g yields

—2K (2c+b°) + 6% = O(|z[3),

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

1
c=-rb?, kK=K 1'-2

4
Now, (2.44) implies that
1
a=c —In(b?) + Z/ﬁbz\z]; (2.45)
Substituting this into (2.34), it follows that (2.34) will hold provided
b/
_2b_2 = Cp.
Solving this yields
B 2
coY + co ’
where ¢y is an arbitrary constant. We then fix the constant ¢y by setting ¢y = 1. By (2.45), this gives
a(p, |2?) = ¢1 — In(4) + In((¢ + 2)?) + LZ’; and b(y) = 2
el ’ (¥ + 2)?’ Y+
By construction, the conditions (2.33)-(2.34) with ¢y = 1 hold. Note that this choice gives
2 ElF K -2
Dia = <1—/€ g >, Dya = —-—s, V{W)=—"-. 2.46
e ) P T G T T ey B0

O

2Tt will also, of course be a function of ¥, 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 Rsq x T3 with the spacetime

metric

1 1 i j

We refer to the pair (Rsq x T3, g) 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 ¢ = 0. If we choose

U = In(t),

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

o = t_17 /8] = O7 gij = (5” (32)
The spatial manifold on which these fields are defined is T®.

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

V= vo, w; = vj, p= —t_21/, W = vj,
£ 2 £\2., 0 (3.3)
M;j = 045 — <;) viv; = 05 — (;) b°2izj, and H = <3§;1bz]~> ;

where we defined z; = 5ijzj. Moreover, K;j, Ti,E;'-,mi,f,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). O

Lemma 3.3 (Homogeneous solutions). The homogeneous background solutions of the Euler equations
(1.1b) on a fived Milne-like FLRW spacetime (Rsq x T3,g) are given by U = 0. Furthermore, this
reduces to Z =0 and on these background solutions we have the simplifications

Dia = (2/c3), Dea=r/c3, b =-2/c3, vpu=—1, and t/v=—1. (3.4)
Proof. The homogeneous solutions considered in [15] are given by
(@ 5rr) = (—£200, (1 — 3K ))& ¢30+K)),
where cgr > 0 is a constant. On such a homogeneous solution we have
oty = —toh, C(u =0,

provided we pick pg = ((1 — 3K )cH)% This implies that U = 0 and Z = (Cy,0) for some constant
Cp. We can in fact set Cy = 0 by picking co = —2exp(—c1/2).

Inspecting the statements given in (2.46) and simply substituting in Z = 0 yields the desired result
for Dia, Dea and b’ in (3.4). By Lemma 3.2 and using v° = —t on the homogeneous solutions, we
have that t/v = t/10 = —1 as well as

vp = —t2% = —t72(%)2 = —1.

Lemma 3.4. The Fuler equations on a fized Milne-like FLRW spacetime take the form

Mooy Z + %(c’“ + M*(2))onZ = %B(Z)HZ + %F(Z) , (3.5)
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where
— 0 O(|z|2)>
My(Z2) = B + 1))
t (0 0
V= ) “ +0(|27) . 3.6
ok _ (0 %Y. F(z) = o(1-P)
(5f 0/’ g)
and

(-1 _ (0 0 1. _(1 0
B:= (K" —3)1, H._<0 i) =1 -m=( ).

Remark 3.5. Note that the non-leading order term of the upper left component of MY is zero and
hence DPMOP for any derivative D.

Proof. From the PDE system (2.32), we define
1 [AY AY Al A®
wo(z) = (). e (A 2 |
Using (2.37)-(2.39), we compute
0 2VK \2 2 0 2 0 2 \? 2
Ag = ( > +0(l2l7), A7 =0(lzly), Aj= <1,Z)+C2) 0ij + O(lzly),

P+ o
k_ 2 r o (2VK
Ao = O(|Z|ﬂ)’ 45 = (¢+cz

j
2 3 2vK
Al = (Y ey (R Yk
Y+ Y+c/ (P +c)
Multiplying the system (2.32) from the left by (AJ)~! yields

k k
MHz) = L (G ) ¢

)25§-€ + O(|z|§), and

(5;?21' + 5?29') + O(|Z|§)

(AD)~1A%9, 7 + ——(AO) LA 0L Z = (AD~1QY(H — BY).

Using that (A9)~! = (i\iz)d + O(|z|§), we obtain
Lo 0 o(w)) (0 %)
My(Z) = - + 9, = ;
o(2) (0 K 152-]-) <O(\z[§) 0(]2[2) o 0
70 . (3.7)
MH(Z) =~ +0(|2]2).
(2) v (0 1<¢+02)5Z]2 +(w+62)(5kzz+5kz])> (’ ‘5)
Finally, for the right hand side of the equation we use (2.2), (3.3) and (3.4) to compute
oy
(497 = 5%) = —1 1= 3K) oy (77 ) = L sror () + 1re),
where .
it K-1_3) /4.
F(Z) :=t(A)'Q"H — B(Z) - 11Z = —((Wric?)) (ZOZJ> +0(|22) = 0(|2]?). (3.8)
O

Definition 3.6 (Matrix norm). For any M € R%*? we write
|M|op = sup{|Muv]| : v € R}.

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
Ay A;
A= ‘).
<Aj Az’j)

0 O
-3 3)

and so an estimate on PAIP is precisely an estimate on the lower-diagonal piece A;; of the matrix A.
Similarly, PAP+ extracts the A; component, P-AP the Aj component and P+ AP+ the Ag component.
With this perspective, we can also reinterpret condition (2.33) as ensuring that the fluid PDE

For example,

A0, 7 + lA’kaZ = Q"(H — B°Y) (3.9)
v
enjoys the estimates
IPAP o, = [PLAP|o, = O(|Bl, +122) and  [PEAFP|o, = O(I8], + |2[2).
Furthermore, the right hand side of (3.9) explicitly reads

Dia b/Z‘i K/ B K —ﬁ’w]’ Dgaatgijzizj
2Dsaz; b)) \ \ (B=wionw + EEDw) )~ \ ~Lw, My, 0 '

If we assume perturbations of the metric to be negligible, we may set £ = m; = 0;g;; = 0. Furthermore,
we may restrict ourselves to the case in which ¥ = ¥(¢) so that DU = 0. In this setting we have

3K —1 [V Z'w;0,¥
tr o ~ 1Ut
QU = BY) =~ Vit < bw;0 W ) ’

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

0

z]

Q" (H — BY) ~ ¢(K) ( ) + 0(|2) = «(K)PZ + O(|z]?),

for 0;¥ > 0 and some fixed constant ¢(K) > 0. Note that this is in the regime of compactified time.
A switch to physical time translates ¢(K) — —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 § > 0 and assume that |Z| < §. Then the following estimates hold:
‘MO(Z)‘OP + ’Ck‘Op + ’(MO)_I(Z)‘OP <1,

(3.10)
\M*(Z)|op S IT1Z),
and
PO M"(Z)P|op S T1Z| + [IIDZ],
IPL8, M* (Z)P|op + [P0, M*(Z)P+|op+ (3.11)
PO M*(Z)P*|op + [0a(Mo)(Z)]op S MZ|* + [IIDZP?,
and

F(2)|  [nz] (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| < Clg| with f, g some functions. Note that this is not simply
an estimate of absolute values but also tacitly implies that

f="n(g)

for some function h € C*> with a < |h| < b, a,b > 0. Thus, for s € N,

DOIVIIS D IVl

<s <
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Proof. Tt 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 M* is PM*P. Thus, we start with
PO, M*(Z)P|.p. Using the expression for v given in (2.19), we have

1= 12|~ |(4)" 22|
||

Using the transformation v/ = b())z%, we get
18a(t/v) - (AD T AM2)op S |2 + | D=
The other part of P9, M*(Z)P is simple to estimate and in total
PO M*(Z)Plop S |2| +|Dz].

The remaining P and P+ conjugations of 9,MF* are easier to estimate. The estimates on d,My and
(3.12) use (3.7) and (3.8) respectively. O

3.1. Extended system. In order to apply the global existence result from [15] we wish to consider
the Fuchsian system for Z := (Z,DZ)T. Thus, we apply the differential operator M°9,(M°)~! to
(2.32) to get

Mo(Z)0h0aZ + — (c’f b MH(2))0400Z = %Bnaaz + %GQ(Z),
where we introduce

Ga(Z) = Mo(Z) | = 0 [Mo(2)71] (C* + M (2))042 — My(2) ™ (0.M"(2) ) 042
+ 0, [Mo(2)™] BILZ + 0, [Mo(2) " F(Z)] ] .
Lemma 3.10. The extended system Z .= (Z2,DZ)" is govemed by the PDFEs:

B%2)8,Z + ~ (C’f+Bk( ))8kZ_—B( Z\PZ + = H(Z), (3.13)

pr= (0 8). (G &), w0 0

= (g ?{) B(2) = (zg g’) H(2) = <G(1;EZD)Z)>’

Moreover, let § > 0 and assume that |Z| < 5. Then, the following estimates hold:
IP(B%(Z) — B%(0))Plop + [P+ (B°(Z) — B°(0)P*op

where

and

+[P+BY(2)Plop + [PBY(2)PH|op S IPZP7, (3.14)

IPH(Z)| < |PZ|, (3.15)

PLH(Z)| < |PZ)%, (3.16)

[P-BX(Z)Plop + [PFB*(Z)P|op + [PB*(Z)PHop < [PZ), (3.17)
IPB*(2)P|op S [PZ], (3.18)

|PdivB(t, v, w)P|op < |t|_1, (3.19)

|IP’divB(t,v,w)IP’l|op + |IP’ldiVB(t,v,w)]P’|op < |t|_1|IP’v|, (3.20)
IPLdivB(t, v, w)P|op S [t Pof?, (3.21)

where

divB(t,v,w) := D,B(v) - (B°(v))~* (—%(C’k + B*(v)wy, + %B(’U)P’U + %H(v)) + %DUBk(v)wk
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Following the conventions in [6], we use v and w which denote Z and DZ respectively.

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

0
0 —A

Cy = [II, My] = <AQ 0

> , Oy =, My = —My ([T, Mo))My*,  and  CF .= [T+, M*].
(3.22)
A computation shows that
10aCalop S |2I* +|D2* S [PZP,
|C1lop + 1C2lop + [Cslop S |Z|2 .

Using (3.22) and (3.11), we find
-G, = C1Gy + Mo [—aa@ A(CF 4+ MM)OLZ — Co(0.M¥)8Z + 8uCs - an}
My | — 0, (M) (ITC* + T MM, 2 — My 0, (1M TI) 0,2
— M9, (IMFITH) 9117 + 110, (M5 'F) |.
Note that it is crucial that the term Mj 19, (HM kHl) OkI1Z 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) = DyB(v) - (BY(v))"! <—%(ck + B (v))ws + %B(U)IP’U + %H@)) + %Dka(v)wk.

We compute
1D.B°(0)| S Dz (f () - |2[))] < [Pul,
where f is some smooth bounded function that comes from the choice of transformation. Also,

Bv)™t =1 + O(|Pv|?). 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). O

Proposition 3.11. Suppose that k > 4 and Zy € Hk(']I‘?’) is inatial data to the initial value problem
posed by (3.13). Then, there exists an € > 0 such that if | Zo||m, < €, there exists a unique global

solution Z to (3.13) with
Z € C°((0, To], H*(T?)) N C*((0, To), H*1(T%)).

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

P2=P, P"=P, 9P=0, 9,P=0,
and
(chHr=c*, gck=0, 9Ck=0.

Using that 0 < K < %, there exist constants v1,7v2,v3 > 0 such that

1 1

—1I § M()(Z) § - B(Z) S 72][ .

71 Y3
Since A° is symmetric, we have (B°(Z))" = B%(Z). Also

[P,B(Z)] =0, O(PB(Z2)) =0, and |PB(Z)—PB(0)|op =0.

Since AF and C* are symmetric, B¥ is also. Together with Lemma 3.10 we conclude that all the
conditions in [15, §4.1] are met. O
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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
g to be a perturbation away from the following linearly expanding Einstein spacetime:

Definition 4.1 (The Milne spacetime). Let (M, ) negative closed Einstein space of dimension 3 and
Ric[y] = —27. Then, the Lorentz cone M = R x M with metric
£

is a Lorentzian solution to the vacuum Einstein equations. We term (M, gas) the (compactified) Milne
spacetime and refer to ¢ as cosmological (or physical) time.

In this section we prove the following theorem

Theorem 4.2. Let (M, gpr) 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 (go, ko, po, uo) be initial data satisfying the
constraint equations (4.5a) for at physical time toy such that pg > 0 and

2
(907k07P07U0) € %5’575’5(%}’77 _%)77 070) (42)

Then, there exists an € > 0 sufficiently small, such that the future development of (go, ko, po, uo) under
the Einstein-FEuler equations is complete and admits a constant mean curvature foliation labelled by
T € [10,0), such that the induced metric and second fundamental form on constant mean curvature

slices converge as

. 1
(g, 7k) 7 (7. 37)-

Remark 4.3. In theorem 4.2 above %° ’5’5’5(', -,+,+) denotes the ball of radius € centered at the argument
in the set H®(M) x H?(M) x H>(M) x H?(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 g in terms of the ADM variables via

G = —N2dt? + Gop(da® + Xdt)(dx® + XPdt). (4.3)

That is, N is the lapse, X is the shift and g is the induced Riemannian metric on M. Furthermore,
we denote the mean curvature and trace-free part of the second fundamental form® by

T = tl"g];’ = {}ab];‘ab, ];:ab = iab + %Tgab-

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

t=71,  H":=g"[gls - Thlg) =0. (4.4)
Definition 4.5 (Rescaled geometric variables). We define
Jab = TGy, 9% :=(T%)71g?®, N:=7N, X®:=7X° Xy :=7%u,

as well as N := N — 3. We also define the logarithmic time T as T = — ln(%) so that T satisfies the
relation Oy = —70;.

Remark 4.6. The expression for the Milne geometry given in (4.1) is with respect to cosmological time
t. Moving to CMC time, given by 7 = —3/t, we see that the metric takes the form

1 9
= — | —=dr? .
gM = 3 ( AT 7>
Thus, the Milne spacetime, when written in CMCSH-gauge and rescaled variables, is given by
(glj722]7N7 XZ) = (7@]707370)

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 F, ,1,S5). We define the following physical matter quantities

E:=T"nun,, j%:=g°NT%G,, 7:=FE+3"Tw, Sa:=Ta— 3 trg 1"+ Gab,
and the rescaled matter quantities by
E:=(-7)3E, j%:=(-7)75% n:=(-1)"37 Su:=(—7)"'Su.

Definition 4.8 (Elliptic operators Ay ,.Z; ). Let V be a symmetric (0,2)-tensor on M. We define
the following self-adjoint, elliptic differential operators

-1
Ay Vij = (\/5_7) Vivla (\/Eg“bvh]bVij),
LoAVij = —DgqVij — 2Riem[7]z’ajb7a07bdvcd-
The equations of motion for an Einstein-matter system in CMCSH gauge are derived in [1]. Denoting

the Levi-Civita connection of g by V, 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) — |S|} + 3 = —47E,

ViZa = 277,
two elliptic equations for the lapse and shift variables
(A =N =N (Z[; —m) -1,
AX® + Riclg]"p X" = 2V, NE" — VN + 2N725* — (2N — VP X ) (T[g]s. — T[H]%),
and two evolution equations for the induced metric and trace-free part of the second fundamental form
OrGab = 2Nap + 2N gap — LX Gab,
OrSap = =254 — N(Riclglap + 29ab) + Va VN + 2N S0 55 (4.5b)
— iNgay — NSy — LxZap + N7Sgp

(4.5a)

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:

. 2 1
Rlc[g]ab + §gab = §$g,'ygab + Jab, (4'6)

where there is a constant C' > 0 such that ||J||gs-1 < Cllg — v ms-

4.1. Equations of motion for the fluid variables. In CMCSH-coordinates and rescaled variables
the dynamical metric (4.3) is given by
1 a
g = = [—]X—;dﬁ + Gap(dz® + XTdT)(d$b + XdeT) )
This is in the form considered in (2.7), provided we make the identifications
N X
0

a —

r=T7 0=, = T) Jab = Hab, \II(T) = IH(—T).

Lemma 4.11. The Euler equations (1.1b) with respect to the dynamical metric g can be written as
B%3.U + B*V,U = H, (4.7)
where U = (¢, u?)™ and

K _ K. K,k gk K?
BY = vpd ) Bk =¥ v Y] , H= B .
<_£wi M;; > Eok LMt (%M) + m;
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Proof. Recall from (2.14) that v = v7, w; = vj, p = v, and w/ = v7. Evaluating the expressions given
in (2.12), (2.15), (2.23) and (2.24) in CMCSH-coordinates, we compute the geometric quantities to be

1
Kij = W(aTgij +ViX; +V;X;),
N o I S 5
=) = [ = TXUVN = XFKyy) = NKS + VX7, s

7

| . X . .
T =5 [NVZN — 2NXIK} = Z=(=0rN — N+ XIV,;N = XIXFK)
—orX' - X'+ XTV,X7)

while the matter quantities are

—N? +|X|?
Mij = Gij — (wZX] +w]XZ) + 7'2,u2 wiwj,
PR e =Y B P LI (4.9)
__—N kAU _“j—i_; wj+V—_kwju,

1 i1k i oo
m; = _Mij (m’ClkX]u uw + v+ 2:iu )
The result then follows from Lemma 2.11. O
Remark 4.12. On the background Milne geometry the tensors KC;;, TE§- and 727" identically vanish.
Lemma 4.13. The homogeneous fluid solutions to (1.1b) are given by U = (¢,v*) = 0.

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

1
14+ K

¢ In(p/po) — 3In(=7). (4.10)

Considering the Euler equations (1.1b) with § = gas and #° = 0 (i.e. a homogeneous regime) we arrive
at the ODEs

w

() = K/(1+ K)ap +2p0' 00" + 2(0)°p =0, 9ip=0.

t
These are satisfied by

o'=1 and p= pot 0+K)
for some constant pg > 0. This implies p = ch(—7)3(1+K ) for some constant ¢p, > 0 and thus on the
background

1 Y Y j— j—
T K In(p/po) — 3V = 3In(—7) — 3V =0,

provided we pick pg = ¢;. Hence, our homogeneous solution is U = (¢, v*) = 0. O

(=

Remark 4.14. On the above homogeneous fluid solutions, we have the simplifications
3
V=1 :—Z, w=uv; = —, vip=—1,  M;; = . (4.11)
3 T
Additionally, w;, uw/, w?, 70 and Tm; identically vanish.
Due to the factor of 7 appearing in the expression for v in (4.11), we introduce an additional
rescaling.

Definition 4.15 (07). We rescale the time-component of the conformal fluid four-velocity by
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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 V.
Definition 4.16 (Inner products). Let v and w be vectors fields on M. We define (-,-), as
(v, w), = gijv'w?.
If £ > 1, then we define
(Vio, Vi), = g™ .. g® (Vo - Vo,v, Vi, - - - Vi,w),.

This definition is extended in the usual way to arbitrary tensor fields. We also define the modulus as

]1)]3 = (v,v)4. If the subsript is omitted, we assume the bracket to be the Euclidean inner product,
ie. (v,w) = vl (w).

Definition 4.17 (Sobolev norms and measures). We denote by 1, the Riemannian measure associated
to g, which is given locally by +/det gdz' A dz? A dz®. When the context is unambiguous, we suppress

/ /
M M

for f some function. For a tensor field V' and s € N, we define the Sobolev norm of order s as
Wi = 3 [ 19V,
o<t<s’M

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

Wl = 1z + Nl e

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
7 | £ SIN =3l s + X sl F s + [ 90
dT M M

Proof. The following identity from [12], together with integration by parts on the shift term, yields
d i
$</ f ng) = / (BN =3)f +0rf — [ViX")) g
M M

The result then follows by the Holder inequality and the Sobolev embedding L (M) «— H?(M). O

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 v is another Riemannian metric on M, such that Ricly] = —%7, the
harmonic condition (4.4) holds and also the bounds

lg —llus < Ce

hold for s € N. Then
[Riem[g] — Riem[y]|[zs < llg — V[l rrs+2-

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

: R[] 1
Riem[yliju = === (vavin = viwvs) = g Crvie = viwvj),
. R
Riem|gl;ju = — ([59] (9u9jk — 9ik951) + Vagjx — Virgir — Vikgji + Virga), (4.12)
where Vjj, := —Ricg]jx + %R[g]gjk and we used that Ric[y] = —%7, From (4.6), we have that
. . 2 1 2
Rlc[g]ab a Rlc[’y]ab = —gYab T _ggﬁ(gab - /7ab) + Jab + ~Vab-

9 2 9
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Thus, by elliptic regularity (see e.g. [5])
[Riclglap — Ricavllas S lg = Vlms + 12549 = Vs + (1 ls < lg = vllzzeve-

To compute the difference of the Riemann tensors, one then expand all of the terms in (4.12) including
g by g — v+~ and Ric[g] by Ric[g] — Ric[y] + Ric[y]. Applying the triangle inequality then shows that
IV 1ms < |lg — || gs+2 and furthermore the desired estimate. O

4.3. Local existence and bootstrap assumptions.

Theorem 4.20. Let k > 6 be a fized integer. At T = Ty, suppose that we have CMC initial data
satisfying the constraints (4.5a) with regularity

(g0, ko, No, Xo, po,uo) € H® x H* ' x H* x H* x HF 1 x HF1,
Then, there exists a unique classical solution (g,k, N, X, p,u) to (4.5) on [Ty, Ty) with T+ > Ty. This
local solution satisfies
9. N. X € C([To, T4), H*) n CN([Ty, Ty), H* 1)
ke O[Ty, Ty), H 1) N O ([To, Ty), H*2),
u,p € CO([To, Ty), H* 1),
drp, dru € CO([Ty, Ty ), H*2).

In addition, the norms as well as the time of existence Ty depend continuously on the initial data.
By the continuation principle the mazimal time of existence Ty is either Tpe = 00, i.e. global
existence, or

Thm Sllp lg =AM ex + 12 e + 1N = 3l e + ([ X | o
—Tmax [TO

+H8TNHH’“*1 + 100 X || g1 + [l -1 + [l grr—1 > 6,
where § > 0 is a fived 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 A < 1 be a fixed positive constant and, again, & > 6 a fixed

integer. We assume that, for all Tp < T < T”, where T” > T}, there is a constant C' > 0 such that the
following bootstrap assumptions hold

[Ul -1 < Ce,
lg = e + ISl g1 < Cee™T, (4.13)
IN =3Il gz + X | gx + 100N || s + 00 X || s < Cee™™
The results in the rest of this paper will be derived under these bootstrap assumptions.
Lemma 4.21. Under (4.13) we have that
67— Ll S e

Proof. The normalization condition (1.2) implies

1 - -~ - - 1
7T = . (= 2X,0% + [4( X, XY)? — 4(—N? + X, + ) (Gap0?0” + 1)] 2
2(_J\,QJFXWX,G)( [4( ) ( )(Gab )]?)

7_2

= Xxe e
and so the final estimate is obtained by applying (4.13). O

— X0 + [(Xqv™)? + (N? = X X ) (gapv™” +1)] %)

Remark 4.22. From the geometric equations of motion (4.5b) we may immediately conclude that
1079l mr SIUNElgrs + [Ngll g + | Lx gl grr See (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
121l i1 < e

Proof. Consider the transformation Z = (¢, 2) — U = (£, u’) as given in (2.31) which we will denote
by ¢ : R* — R*. By the bootstrap (4.13) as well as Sobolev embedding we have that

[162]| e + llalle S Ul a2 S e

Using the explicit form of |b|, which is bounded from below, we can conclude that |||z~ < e. Choosing
c1,2 the same as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 we see that smallness of a must imply that |[¢| L~ < e.
Simply calculating the Jacobian of ¢, we see that due to smallness of Z, ¢ is a diffeomorphism. Also
note that z¢ = f(¥)u is a product of a scalar and a vector and is hence a vector and furthermore that
due to the structure of a, 1 then has to be a scalar as well. Let us now consider the H'-norm of 1:

1%, = /M (7™ o ($(C. [u[2) Vi (0(C, [uf2)
_ /M (" [(O10)(C, [42)0mC + (25) (G, [ul2) O 2] [(O100) (G, [ 62O + (B299) (G, [ul2)Pnul2])

< / (6"l ¥l + ¢ 0Vttt Vol + g™V Cts V') < (| U]l
M

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz and the fact that 011, 219 are scalar functions on a compact manifold
and hence bounded. Since z' = f(¢)u’ we have, by the Leibniz rule of the covariant derivative,

12l S NUN -
For higher derivatives the same calculation follows with more applications of the Leibniz rule. O

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:
70 + [rmflg + |Kijlg + [7Ehg + 72Ty S| X g + [VX|g + IN|+ [VN|g + [Z]g + |00 X,
|Mi; —vijlg S g — Al + 1 X g + |212.

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

(Kijlg < 10rglg + VXl S [VX|g + [X]g + ’N’ + 2,
‘ng‘lg S 0rglg + IV Xy + [XVN|g S [VX]g + [VN]g + [X]| + ‘N‘ + Xl
|7'2Ti|g S |IVN|g + [0rX|g + X,
Similarly, using the expressions given in (4.9) we find
|Mij = islg S 1g = g +1X[glv] + [21g| X1 + 217 S lg =g + X1y + 2[5,
re] < (I7/vIIKIg Xy + [T Ylglrul ™" + 17Elg) 1271y + (172l + [7*T1g) [X|gle| + [7El,,
[rmly < [MI127]g (|7 /v[|Klg| Xg127]g + [72]g) + [M][v /7|7 Y],.
O
Lemma 4.25 (Fluid equations of motion). The Fuler equations (4.7) can be rewritten as
M°9rZ — (C* + M)V, Z = —-BPZ — F, (4.15)

where

0 . 1 0 —oT 0 1 2 0 ‘2’2
M<Z)‘<0 K—lgm)“ (1 0>+O(’X‘g)+<|z|§ )

ki (O 0 2 2
M*(Z) = (O O(!z\g)> +O(IX[Z +|2[7), and
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Bi=(K'-3)1, P:= (8 g) ck:@ ‘g) (4.16)
and
IPF| + |PLF| < O(|22 + | X|g + [VX|g + N[+ [VN|y + [Z]g + [0r X]y).- (4.17)
Proof. We transform to new variables Z = (1, 2%) and define z; = gijzj . We first compute
Wq = Vg = GapV" = X" + ac2b(y)) = Xov + bz, .
Using (2.32) and (2.46), we compute (using things like u=' ~ 7 < 1)

A) =b’K [1+
o’

2
sy ] 005,

X; K1 v v
AQ:sz—”[—l— '“X—<—2+——N2+X2>}+O 2y
j [ W+e) F7 w( 1 X15) (I213)
0 _ 12|, .Y (_ _N2 2 Y
A% —b [gw—i-XZX]TM( 2+ (-N +1X\g)mﬂ

b bv K
2 2 2 2

Ag=0(22), A=K +0(|z[2),
2 kK
Ak — p2 ik ko + 0k
iy =0 [(w_i_@)gjz + (¢+C2)(5]z +6;'25)
3 kY 2 2\ V 2

Premultiply the PDE system (2.32) by (A9)~! and rewrite it as
(A9)"1 A%, 7 + %E(Ag)—lA’kaz — (ADIQU(H — BYY).

We define

MO(Z) = (471 A%(2),  CF = (4D AF) L,

MHZ) = DA AKZ) - CF and (Fo, ) = m(AD)QU(H — BYY).

Then, thanks to Lemma 2.14, the following PDE holds
M8, 7 + %(C’“ + MMVLZ = %(fo,fj)“.

Noting that (A§)~' = (b2K)~' + O(|X|2 + |2[2) we compute

1 0 0 Xipt 2 2
M°(Z) = _ +< _ J _ >+O X2+ ,
( ) <0 K lgij> Xj 1 O(’X‘2‘Z’gu 1) (| |g |Z|g)

) 0 01 (4.18)
-T
- <0 K_lgij> +|7le <1 0) + O(\X!g + \2]3),
and
0 0 0 0
M*(2) = . +< _>+OX2—|—z2
7 Q %@%ﬁ%f+@nﬁ&a+ﬁm> 0 0(XPzlg)) F UKl + 1)
(0 0 2 2
_ <0 O(‘Z’g)> FO(IXE +[22). (4.19)
Next, we introduce the following notation

1-3K K
R; = w;0-U + m; + —w;Daadr gy - 225
112 v
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Using Lemma (4.24) we compute
| Fo| < |7(bs)™2 [KDla(€ — Dyad-gij - 2'27) + b/szj] | + O(!X\g + \2]3)
S |0+ col (I8 + 10rgllzly) + |2lg| X[[v] + |2]glTmyly + O(X S + |213)
S O(‘X’gzy + ’2‘52; + | X1y + [VX]g + ’N’ +|VN|g + |Z]g + 00 X],)-
Similarly, for each j we have
Fj=1(bs)"? [2K Daaz;({ — D2ad-g;; - 2'27) + bR;] + O(|X|§ + |z|§)
S B — KNz + (3 K OYWIIX]y + 16 + collrmuly + |2l el + O(XI2 + [2]2)
SB=K Nz +O(X12+ |22 +|X|g + [VX|g + IN| + [VN|g + [Z]g + |00 X]y).

Defining F' = F — BPZ we see that the above bounds on the components of F imply the estimate on
F in (4.17). O

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
1 1
Ei(Z) =5 Z/Mwlz, MV'Z),p,, EP(Z) = 5 > /Mawlz, MPV'Z), g,

I<s 1<s
E(2) = /M(VSZ, MOV4Z), g

We refer to EE as the parallel energy and Ej 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

Ey(Z) = Z| %, B2Z) = P25, Eo(2) = Z] g,
Proof. From (4.18) we see that M° is approximately the diagonal matrix diag(1,g). Together with
Sobolev embedding, this yields
1E:(Z) =121 S 1215, + (T IX + 25 ) |1 213, S e

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

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
PL(Op MO — V M*P|op + PO M° — V,M*)PL|,,
+POrM° — Vo M)P|op < [PZ| + [PV Z| + ee™ T,
PL(OrM° -V, MY)PL |y < |PZ)2 4 [PVZ]? + ee .
Furthermore, for any square matriz A, we have the following identity
(Z,AZ) = (PZ,(PAP)PZ) + (P Z, (P AP)PZ) + (PZ, (PAPL)PLZ) + (PLZ, (PLAPH)PLZ).

Proof. First note that, using the equations of motion (4.15), 7 M can be schematically rewritten
using the chain rule as

orM°(Z,9,X,N) = DzM° - 0rZ + D,M° - 9rg + DxM° - 0 X + DyM°drN.
The last three terms involving the geometry can be estimated by

|1DgM drg + Dx M°9p X + Dy M 0rN| oo S |0rgllu + 100X || 2 + 100N || g2 S ee,
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using Sobolev-embedding as well as the bootstrap assumptions and (4.14).
Next, we inspect

DyM° - 817 = Dy M° - (M)~} ((C’f + MMV Z — BPZ — F) .

Every term in this expression is a sum of matrices of the form f(Z,VZ)DzM°, where the function
f schematically indicates everything coming from (M°)~! ((C’k + M*\V.Z - BPZ — F ) Now from
(4.18) we see that to leading order M? is given by the diagonal matrix diag(1, K ! gij). Thus, these
leading order terms vanish under the derivative D;. The remaining terms in Dz M? involve X, VX
or |z|g or |z|§, where we used the fact that Dzi(|Z|§) = O(|z|y). Hence, the first inequality follows for
OrMP. As explained in Remark 3.5, we again find that PL Dz MP+ = O(|X|,) and hence the second
inequality of the statement is trivially satisfied for O7M©.

Inspecting M* using (4.19), we see the leading order term is the diagonal matrix diag(0, O(|z|,)).
We immediately infer that each piece of V,M¥, except for PV, MFP, may be estimated in the same
way as the error terms of Op M°. For the PV, MFP part, the leading order term consists of terms of
order of |z|, as well as |Vz|,. These are estimated by |[PZ| and [PV Z].

Finally, using P2 =P, PT =P and T =P + P, we calculate

(Z,AZ) = (P +P1H)Z, AP+ P1)2)
= (PPZ, APPZ) + (PTP+Z, APPZ) + (PPZ, AP+ PLZ) + (PLPL Z, AP P Z)
= (PZ, (PAP)PZ) + (PL Z, (PLAP)PZ) + (PZ, (PAP1)PL Z) 4 (P Z, (PLAPL)PL Z).
0

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
OrEy(Z) < (3— KL+ Ce)ER(Z) + Cee ™ + CeEY(2).

Remark 4.30. The parameter K < % is fixed, and so 3 — K~ + Ce is negative provided e 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

orEo(Z) < /M(Z, M°0r7) +% /M<Z, (OrM®)Z) + Cee M Ey(Z)
_ / (Z,(C* + M"Y, 7) — / (PZ, BPZ) — / (7, F)
M M M

o [ onmn s e T

Using integration by parts and the fact that the matrices C* and M® are symmetric we find
1 1
/ (Z,(C% + M)WV, Z) = / (2,94(C" + M%) Z) = L / (Z,(VaM®)Z).
M 2 Jm 2 Jum

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

OrEy(Z) < (3— K YEB(Z) + /

(Z,(0pM° =V, M*Z) — / (Z,F) + Cee M Ey(2).
M

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

!/M<ZyF>! SNZIlFllzz S NZ|p2l|Fllzee < e*e
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We next analyse the term involving dp M® — V,, MF*. Using the matrix identity in Lemma, 4.28 as well
as Holder’s inequality we find

/ (Z,(0rM° —V ,M*)Z)
M
= / (PZ,P(OrM° — V,MYPPZ) + / (P27, PH(orM° — V,M*)PPZ)
M M
+ / (PZ,P(OrM° — V, MPLPLZ) + (PLZ, P (0rM° — V, M*)PLPLZ)
M

< BY(Z)|P(OrM° — VoM Plop + | 2] Z / [P0 M° — VoM )P o
M

11210 / (PL(Br MO — VoaM®)Blop + [B@rM° — Vo M)PL|0p)[BZ]
M

SENZ)(|PZ| + [PV Z| + ee ) + | Z |7 (EE(Z) + EY(Z) + ee™T)
+ | Z|| Lo |[PZ| o= (EBE(Z) + EV(Z) + ee 7).

In conclusion, using Sobolev embedding and the smallness assumption, we find that
[ (Z.00M0 = 9uM%)2) £ (Ve + e TIEYZ) + BRZ) + B2 + e,
M

where we used Young’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz in the last step. All together we get
OrEy(Z) < (3— KL+ Ce)ER(Z) + Cee M + CeEY(2).
O
Remark 4.31. Note that, due to the inclusion of E¥(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 —cEY(Z), ¢ > 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 ¢ > 1.

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 < /¢ <k — 1. Under (4.13) there is a constant C > 0 such that
1 1
—aT( / vz, Movfz>) <(3-K / (V'Z,PV*Z) + = / (V*Z,(0rM° — Vo M)V Z)
2 M M 2 Jm (5.1)
- / (V*2,GY + Cee M Ey(2),
M

where
G' = -BIV, B M°)|(M°) L ((C* + M*)V.Z — BPZ — F)
+ BV, BTHC + MYV, Z — BVYBT'F) — M°[V',07]Z — (C" + M) [V, V] Z.
Proof. Let £ > 1. Applying the operator BV!B~" to the fluid equations of motion of (4.15) yields
M°0;V*Z — (C%+ M)V, V'Z = —BPV'Z + G*. (5.2)
The error term G is computed as
Gt = —B[V, B 'M%orZ + B[V, B~H(C* + M)V, Z — BV (B™'F)
— MOV, 07)Z — (C% 4+ M%) [V, V,]Z
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= B[V, B M (M) ((C* + M*)V,Z — BPZ — F)
+ B[V, B7HC* + M)V Z — BVYBF) — MOV, 0r]Z — (C* 4+ M)V, V,]Z,

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

1aT/ (V'Z, M°V‘Z) g/
2 Ju

(V'Z,M°0rV*Z) + % / (V'Z, (0r MOV Z) + Cee T E(2)
M

M

= 1/ (V'z, (8TM°—VGM“)VZZ>—/ (V'Z,BPV'Z)
iy u

- / (V'Z,GY + Cee M E(2).
M

We now proceed by introducing some preliminary estimates.
Lemma 5.2. The fluid coefficient matrices and the inhomogeneity F' obey the following estimates
[VEMP oy + [VE MOl < e O(X ) + O(IX[2 + |2[2 + 2 ). (5.)
[B(M) "' PHop + B (M) T Plop S €77 O(1X|g) + O(I X7 + |212),
|PH(M*V,Z — BPZ — F)P|+
IPH(M*NoZ — BPZ — F)PH S ee ™ + O(IX2 + |22 +|V2]2),
MV oZ — BPZ — F| S ee ™+ O(|z] + |X]2),
PLCV,Z| = |[PXCPV,Z| < O(|Vz],).
Proof. Recall from Remark 3.7 that conjugating matrices with P and P+ picks out specific matrix
elements. Considering the explicit form of M? in (4.18) we realize that the leading order term is given
by diag(1, K~'g) which is annihilated by the covariant derivative. Hence follows (5.3).
Inspecting (4.19), we see that the leading order term in M® is of order O(|z|,) and is picked
out by the conjugation PMP. In conjunction with (4.17) we conclude that the statements about

MV .7 — BZ — F above are true. Note that we treated the VZ terms as negligible using Sobolev
embedding. The rest of the statements follows in a similar fashion. O

Lemma 5.3. Let 1 < ¢ < k—1. Under (4.13), there is a constant C > 0 such that the following
estimates hold

/ (V'Z,(0rM° — VM)V Z) < CeEPy(Z) + CeEL_(Z),
M
(5.4)

N[

/M<vfz, G') < Cee’ By, _1(Z)2 + CeEY_(Z) + B,

where the problematic error term Bt is defined as
B = / (PV‘Z,PC PV, V. Z) + (PHV Z, PLCP[V*, V,]Z).
M

Remark 5.4. The error terms B’ involve the matrix C%, defined in (4.16). The off-diagonal structure
of C® causes a ‘mixing’ effect in B by leading to terms of the type O(1 - |z|g). Such terms cannot
be controlled in terms of the energy EP since 1 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

/ (V*Z,(0rM° — V,M*)V*Z)
M

= / (PV*Z,P(drM° — VM) PPV Z) + / (PLviz, PH(orM° — V, M*PPV'Z)
M M

+ /ManfZ,P(aTMO — V MYPLPIViZ) + /Ma&ﬂvfz, PL(9rM° — V,M)PPLVEZ)
S EPy(Z)|[P(OrM° — Vo M*)P|| oo + Eo(Z)|PH(0rM° — Vo M®)PE| oo
+ /M (PH(OrM° — Vo M*)P|op + [P(OrM° — V, M*)PL|,) [PV Z||V Z).
Performing a similar estimate as in the proof of Proposition 4.29 we find
/M(VZZ, (OrM° =V M*)V'Z) < €EPy(Z) + B} _(Z) + ee .

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):

[ vtz BV B a0 )
M
_ / BV Z, BV, B MO (MO) PV + / BV Z, BIVE, B~ MO (M) LY
M

M (5.5)
+/ (PV*z, B[V, B-IPMO|(P + PH)(MO) 1PV
M

+/ PV 2z, B[V, BIPEMOY(P + P (M) 1PV,
M
The first line on the right hand side of (5.5) can be estimated by

BV Z|| 2V MO g2 [PV | g2 + V2| 2|V M| g2 [PV 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 (PV‘Z,B([V', B PM P (M) PV + [VE, BT IPMOIP(MO) ' PLV))
+ /M(]P’lVZZ, B([V4, BTIPEMOP|(MO) TPV + [V, BTIPE MR (M) TIPY))

S PV Zl 2 (IVPMOPH | piea | (MO) T PV | pics + [IVPMO s |P(MO) P g | V]| 2
+[IV°Z]| 2 (HVPLMOPHHHII(MO)‘IIPVIIkaz + HVPLMOIImfz\IIP’l(MO)‘llP)IIkazHVHHH) :

Utilizing these estimates for V = (M°%)~'((M* + C*)V,Z — BPZ — F), in conjunction with Lemma
5.2, we conclude that

/ (V' Z, B[V, B MO (M) (M® + C)WVoZ — BPZ — F)) S eEP_, + e M B _y(2)2.
M
Now we tackle the rest of the inhomogeneity described in G*.

/ (V' 7, BIV:, BN (C® + M*)|Vo2)
M

:/ <vfz,8[vf,zs—10a]vaz>+/ (V*Z,B[V*, B MV, Z)
M M
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:/ <PVZZ,B[VZ,B—1PMG(IP+1P>L)]vaz>+/ (PAViz, B[V, B 1Pt MA(P + PV, Z)
M M

< BV 21 2 VBZ] i [V 2 g2 + IV B2 el V Zl g2+ I X Bpeal 21,

where we used that M® only has leading order terms in the PM*P component, as seen in (4.19), and
the last term stems from the error terms in M*. Furthermore, using (4.17), we have that

| V2.8V S 12l (P21 + X s + ™).
M
Lastly, using PC°P = PLC*PL = 0, we find that

/ (V*Z,(C% + MYV, V,)Z) = / (P +PHV'Z,(C 4+ MY (P + PH [V, V,]Z)
M M

:/ (PVEZ, PMOPIV, Vol Z) + | X| 2 | Z] s + B
M

< C=BZ)ucs + CIX [yt 12 )pums + B,

Note that we estimated the non-leading order terms of M® by C||X||3,._:[|Z]/3;x-.- Applying the
bootstrap assumptions, we see that these terms are exponentially decaying. The last term to control
in G* is the due to the geometry:

/ (Y2, MO, 071Z) < 11007 | o Bi1(2).
M

The norm of the time derivative of the Christoffel symbols can simply by estimated by ee=*T by
applying the equations of motion of the geometry in (4.5b). O

5.1. Corrected Fluid Energies. We now introduce a corrected energy which allows us to compen-
sate for the problematic terms Bf. 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

~ 1 X . 1
E\(Z):=E\(2Z) - - / (PZ, M°PZ),  E\(Z):=F\(Z)—-= / (PZ, M°PZ).
9 Jm 9 Jmr
We define the corrected second order energies Ey and Eg by
4 4

Eo(Z) := Ey — 5 /Mawz, MPVZ) — 1 /M(IP’Z, M°PZ),

- . 4 4
Eo(Z) = Ey — - / (PVZ,M°PVZ) — — / (PZ, M°PZ).
9 Ju 81 Jur
Remark 5.6. Note that while the coefficients of the correction terms are negative, their modulus
is less then 1/2. Hence, the functionals E 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 { = 1,2 we have
IrE(Z) < (3— K '+ CeEN(Z) + Cee ™ + CeEP_(Z).
Proof. First, note that by using the explicit form of C'®, the critical term B’ can be written as

B = / V2 VE Vol + VA[VE, V)22
M

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

OBy < (3— K~ + Ce)Ery(Z) + Cee™T + CeE? (Z)+ B' — g / (PZ, M°0rPZ).
M
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Note that we used that [07M°| < ee ™ + EV_ .
When ¢ = 1, we obtain

B! :/ 9"V W[V, Vg )2® :/ "V b Riem[g]%pna 2’ = —/ gV i pRic[glpn 2. (5.6)
M M M
We first consider (5.6), when all the geometric quantities are with respect to v instead of g:

. 2 mn 2 m
_/ ol meIC[’Y]nbzb = _/ Y ’Ybnzbvmw = _/ 2"V,

So we find that the error term is
/M 9" (Riclglon — Ric[y]on) 2" Ontbpg + /M(g — )" R ]on 2 Oty S g — Va2 /M VY| See” ™,
where we used Lemma 4.19. Employing (4.15), we further calculate

2 2 a a
—§/M(IP’Z,8TPZ> - _§/M<PZ7P((O + M*)WV.Z —BPZ — F))

S(K‘1—3)g/ <PZ,]P>Z>—3/ SV + €O(J22 + T,
9 )y 9 )y

=(%)

Note that the positive term (*) from B is not a problem, since this Lemma gives us the negative term
(3— K~'+€)EP(Z) in the estimate for Fy(Z) and it is easy to see that

B3-K '4Ce)EP(Z)+ (K - 3)% /M<1P>Z, PZ) < C(3 - K~' + Ce)EP(Z),
where C' > 0. Next, we compute the problematic term in the case ¢ = 2:
B* = /M 9" Ve[V Vs, Val2® + g™ g Vi V2 [V Vi, V)
= [ T DT Vs 4 Vi, Dl Ta) £ 7V, VT

= / gm"g’"svmvrw(Vn(Riem“bsazb) + Riem%,q V2" — Riembsnavbz“)
M

- / gmngmvmvr'zaRiembsnavbw-
M

We proceed by replacing the Riemann tensor with the one on the background and estimating the
result by ||g — v||g#—1 as before. Furthermore, by changing the measure to ., and the connection to

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

2 1
/ ,Ymn,yrsv er( ’Ybs nZ +9’Ylmvs b 5(

’Yba’}’sn - ’Ybn’Ysa)ﬁbza)
- _/ 'an'VTS@m@sza(Vba%n - 'beﬁsa)@“ﬁ
M
_§ mnyy v b_l mnyys = b_l mnyy v . b¢
= Y Vi Vep Vi, 2 Y Vi VahViz YV V2" Viptp
9 Jm 9 M 9 M

aza@nw =

+
Ol =
=
2
3
3
<
| &

o 9 o
/ G b / VR
M 9 Jm

[\

YNV Vi + o [ A (Vi Vo + [Vi, Vin]) Vit

=
N O
s

Ol Ol

anZbRiem[ ] nbm a?,[)

©

/ T 2 —
M
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4 Ao s 4 A
-0 / anvmquﬁvnzb + = / vab¢-
9 M 81 M

We also see that, utilizing Lemma 5.3,

4 4
-5 / 9" BV Z, MO PV, Z) = —5 / G PV Z, P ((C + MOV oV Z — BPV,Z + Gry))
M M

4 4
< (K —3)= / 9" PV Z, PV, Z) — — / 9"V 2PV, Vit
9 M 9 M

9

4
- / g (PV 0 Z,PC4V 4, V| Z) +Cee™ T,
M =0
where, in the last line, we used that PC%[V,, V,]Z = (0, [V;, V,]¥)"™ = 0. In the same spirit as in the
case of [ = 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~ 4 Ce) E}. Summing our results for £y and Fy
over [ <1 and [ < 2 respectively, together with Lemma 4.29, yields the desired result. (]

Proposition 5.8 (Higher order corrections). Corrected energies E; for all orders 0 < £ < 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.

OrEN(Z) S (3= K '+ e)EN(Z) + e M +eE)_(2).

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 ¢, the error B takes the form

[ 9OV VIV Ve S | [ 9 Vs VL S | [ 90T,
M M M

where we integrated by parts in the last step. By * we denote an arbitrary contraction 17 % Ty 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
VRiem. We tacitly assumed these to be negligible, since we can always replace any geometric quantities
like Riem or V by their background counterparts and @Riem[v] = 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 1,
ie. Y™V, V,z or divergence-like terms, i.e. V,;,V,,z™. All the terms are of order £ and £ — 1. In
these cases we can always interchange derivatives, in which case the curvature produces terms of
order e.g. V*72¢)V*~1z, which can then be rearranged using integration by parts. After all these
manipulations, one ends up with an error of the type

/ cor VIV V20 4 VIRV V22 029V 0
M

To illustrate this idea in practice, we note the explicit constants cog = % and co; = % in the case of
{ = 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 ¢y, 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.
S / (V'Z, MV 2),
M
so that the coefficient appears as cydy < 1. Thus, the correction term needed is

— by / PV Z, PMOVI Z),
M
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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

ceedy / (PV*1z,BPV12Z).
M

However, this does not pose a threat for closing the energy estimates, since J, 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)Ef_1,

as 3— K1 < 0is fixed. Another potential problem is posed by the term generating the error term B
initially. We end up with a term of the form

—cudy / PV Z PCUNV T VL Z) = —cuds / \ARP LA VAR VA (1)
M M
However, we see that this again straightforwardly falls into our sum
/ G VTV - e V2.
M

with new constants ¢y;. 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. O

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 = poet(+K) o =3KT ((1 + K)(67)2N? +K), & = poetUHE)(A=8ET N (1 4 k)70,
1= B+ poet 0T (14 K)(XRGT) — 29 X 0007 + [of?) + 3K)
Sap = poe? T I3 T (1 4 K) (X, X5(07)2 — Xa0 vy — Xp0 vg + vavp) + K (2 + K)).
Proof. Using Definition 4.7, a straightforward computation shows that
B =T"n,n, = p (<1 4 K)(0T)2N? ¢ KgOONQ) :
Ja = NT%gua = N (p(1 + K)o"0" + Kpg™) Gap,
7= E+3"Tap = 3% Gauow (1 + K)po"v” + K pgh”)

=E+ 1+ K)pr 25" (XaXp(07)? — Xadvp — X0 vg + vavp) + 3K,

1 ~ ~ 1 - -
-3 tTgT “Gab = Tap — §g,uuT'uV * Gab

— Tab
= Kpr2gay + (1 + K)pr 2 (X X3 (07)? — Xo0"vp — Xp0" Vg + va0p)
— 27 2K pgab + 2(1 + K)7 % gap.-

51ab

\)

Furthermore, inverting ¢ using (4.10), we find

p= poeC(1+K)(_T)3(1+K).
Using this relation, we end up with the desired results. Note that we used j* = §*j, = (—T)zg“bjab.

O

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

[l s + 1P s + [0l e + 1107l e S ee” 0T,

T S k—1 < 66_(2+3K)T.
H ~Y

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

[l s S [0 @2 N2 s S I 2 i 1) g | NP s S e OFOT
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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

07 (e? 1) | s S || Dradre) || o2 + | Daadr|zfy || -2 S €+ ee ™,
1070l g2 S 1O N -2 + 100 X || i-2 + |OTPZ | r-2 S € + e,
|107g|l 2 < ee” .
These rough estimates straightforwardly imply the estimates of the time derivatives. O

6.1. Geometric energy. Since .7 , is an elliptic operator on the compact space M, it has a discrete
spectrum of eigenvalues. On account of a result from [19], the smallest eigenvalue Ay of the operator
Z, ~ satisfies \g > % and the operator has trivial kernel.

Definition 6.3 (Geometric energy). We define the constant a(\g,d) and cg as

1, Mo < &, 1, Ao < &,
o= 1 and cp= 1
1 =00, Xo=gs 9o —§), Ao=7,
where 04 = /1 —9(Xg — &) with 0 < £ < 1, which remains to be fixed. Given these constants, we
recall from [3, 1] the geometric energy &, and the correction term T, of order m > 1 as

1 9
ET(;‘{):—/ 6%, L7168 +—/ — ), L™ (g — 7)), () :/ 63, L7 (g —7)).
5 M( gy 63) 5 M<(g ) Ly (g =) M< oy (g—"))

Finally we define the corrected geometric energy FE, of order s > 1 as

Eo= Y EW 4 epl

1<m<s
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 Cj such that

IN =3 gx + | X || gx + 107N || grr—1 + |00 X || o1 + Ek_l(Z) + & < Cye.
Employing the inequality of Proposition 5.8 yields
8TE~k_1(Z) < (3 - K_l + CG)Epk_l(Z) + CEC_)‘T.

Hence, if € is sufficiently small, and using that 3 — K~! + Ce < 0, we have that

T
ol e + [[ullgr— S Ex—1(Z2)(T) < 06/ e Mds < Coe,
To

where we potentially redefined Tj.
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:
2 2| AT 2
IN =3l + 1 XN e S NS + [7llInll ge—2 + [T ING g2 + lg — Yl 70
< 27D | (o~ (143K)T
which closes the bootstrap assumptions on the lapse and shift made in (4.13). Similarly, to improve

the bootstrap on drN,0rX we use [1, Lem. 18] (see also the correction in [4, Prop. 7.2]) and the
matter estimates of Lemma 6.2 to get
1Or N Nl st S NN s + X g1 + IS Fre-s + g = AW pms + 171N e + [l s
+ [TlI0rn | re-s
< 20 2T | (o~ (143K)T
and

107 X | S IVl gris + 107N | iz + 1X | pges + IS0 + llg = a2 + 17215 s
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+ 710 || i + [TI10rn]l gri—s
< 26T 4 o~ (143K)T

~

The evolution of the geometric energy is given by

1 3 1
or&r < =2, + 65,3 HNS”kal + Cgkz + Cé’kz (‘T’”T]Hkal + ‘T’z”Nj”kaz)

1 3
< —20& + 60E7 e~ WHKIT 1 g2,
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 ¢, 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=% 7. Thanks to
[1, Lem. 19], we have the coercivity

lg —lar + 120 gr-1 < E

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]. O

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 fized 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[y] 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]lop < @

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

5 / Ricgln 2" V™0,
M

where §; > 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
. 51

E\(Z) = Ei(2) - /M(]P’Z, Ric[g] M°PZ),

which is still equivalent, given &; is sufficiently small. The time derivative of M 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

5 / (PZ, Riclg|BPZ) < ad) EX(Z).
M

Given that ¢y is sufficiently small, this term gets absorbed into the negative definite term —cE}(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 d; 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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