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Abstract

We consider the Einstein-Boltzmann system for massless particles in the Bianchi I space-

time with scattering cross-sections in a certain range of soft potentials. We assume that the

space-time has an initial conformal gauge singularity and show that the initial value problem

is well posed with data given at the singularity. This is understood by considering conformally

rescaled equations. The Einstein equations become a system of singular ordinary differential

equations, for which we establish an existence theorem which requires several differentiability

and eigenvalue conditions on the coefficient functions together with the Fuchsian conditions.

The Boltzmann equation is regularized by a suitable choice of time coordinate, but still has

singularities in momentum variables. This is resolved by considering singular weights, and

the existence is obtained by exploiting singular moment estimates.

1 Introduction

Since the celebrated theorems of Hawking and Penrose, the importance of singularities and their
study in general relativity and in particular in cosmology is well-known. These theorems give
little information about the structure of space-time singularities, which is expected to be very
complicated in general. However, Penrose [28] has presented arguments that the singularities
relevant to the Big Bang in cosmology are much simpler than they are allowed mathematically to
be. His ‘Weyl Curvature Hypothesis’ is that at any initial singularity the Weyl curvature is finite
or zero, even while the Ricci curvature is singular. Singularities with this character have variously
been called ‘isotropic’ [2, 13] or ‘conformally compactifiable’ but following [25] it seems more
natural now to call them ‘conformal gauge singularities’ – this serves to emphasise that while the
singularity is present in the physical metric, it can be removed by choosing a conformally-related
but unphysical metric; it is a singularity whose presence is attributable to the choice of conformal
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gauge. For recent progress in the study of the formation and properties of general cosmological
singularities we refer to [1, 12, 31, 32].

In this article we study the well-posedness of solutions to the Einstein-Boltzmann system with
data given at a conformal gauge singularity. Note that while there are several very interesting
recent results concerning massless solutions to the Einstein-Vlasov system [9, 14, 16, 17], there are
almost none dealing with the Einstein-Boltzmann case. There are heuristic indications [34] that
there should exist a well-posed initial value problem with data at the singularity for this system,
at least for some choices of cross-section, as there are for the Einstein-Vlasov system [3, 4] and the
Einstein-Euler system [2]. The matter is taken to be massless because any positive mass would be
negligible compared to kinetic energy near the initial singularity. In [34, 35] power series solutions
in the time-variable were considered and no difference between massive and massless Vlasov near
the singularity was found. We allow for a non-negative cosmological constant to make contact
with Penrose’s Conformal Cyclic Cosmology [29], albeit the constant does not play an important
role in our mathematical analysis.

In a previous paper [23] three of the present authors considered the homogeneous and isotropic
case, so that the metric takes the Friedman-Lemâıtre-Roberston-Walker (hereafter FLRW) form.
In that case the FLRW scale factor is fixed by the assumption of massless particles and choice of
cosmological constant, and it remains only to solve the massless Boltzmann equation in the fixed
FLRW background. This is still nontrivial as there are two sources of singularities in the collision
integral for the Boltzmann equation, one from the space-time volume form going to zero at the
initial singularity, and one intrinsic to the massless case where there are poles at small momenta.
These can both be resolved by a choice of suitably restricted, but still physically plausible cross-
sections, and by a redefinition of the time-coordinate.

The next problem, treated in this paper, is to consider the Einstein-Boltzmann system with
the space-time restricted to a spatially homogeneous but anisotropic cosmology. Now we need
to solve the Einstein equations, which becomes a nonlinear system of ODEs, coupled with the
Boltzmann equation, which is an integro-differential equation and even in the homogeneous case
has partial derivatives with respect to both time and momenta, and with data for both given at
an initial ‘big bang’ singularity.

Our main result is the well posedness of solutions to the coupled Einstein-Boltzmann system
with Bianchi I symmetry having an initial conformal-gauge singularity with data given at the
singularity. We consider again the family of cross-sections which allowed the proof of existence
in the isotropic case [23]. The aim of this article is twofold. First, we generalize the paper [3]
from the Vlasov to the Boltzmann case. For the Vlasov equation classical solutions can easily be
obtained by considering characteristic equations. The singularities caused by the massless particles
can also be removed by simply assuming that the distribution function is compactly supported
in R3 \ {0}. However, for the Boltzmann equation classical solutions are only available for rather
restricted cases, and furthermore they are not suitable for the massless case. Instead, we consider
L1 solutions. There are many well established L1 theories for the Boltzmann equation, and we
can make use of them up to a certain point, since they are all available only for the massive case.
We need to extend the theory to the massless case in order that the singularities at p = 0 can
be controlled. The idea for this is to use singular weights. Then, we exploit ‘singular’ moment
estimates, which will lead to the existence result. It is interesting to note that the singularities at
p = 0 are controlled by singular weights. Second, we generalize the paper [23] from the FLRW
to the Bianchi I case. It was first shown in [23] that the singular moment estimates can be used
to obtain the existence in the massless case, but the isotropy assumption on f was crucial, and
this only applies to the FLRW cosmology. In order to extend to the Bianchi I case we introduce
another type of singular weight in L∞. This is basically the inverse of Jüttner distribution, but
multiplied by a singular factor, which should be introduced to work together properly with the
former type of singular weight in L1. For more details we refer to Section 2.2.1.

Once one is able to deal with the Boltzmann equation the main argument is similar to [3]
making suitable time coordinate changes in order to have at most first order singularities. In [3] a
theorem established by Rendall and Schmidt [30] is used. Here we use a similar argument, which
requires an improved version of the Rendall-Schmidt theorem, which we prove in an appendix.
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This theorem is stronger in three ways.
Firstly, the theorem of Rendall and Schmidt applies to equations which are singular, but

linear. Ours applies to certain non-linear equations, including those which we derive below from
the Einstein equations. The equations Anguige and Tod derive in [3], and to which they need to
apply Rendall and Schmidt’s result, are also non-linear. In their case they are able to avoid this
difficulty by a trick which unfortunately does not work in our case. The generalisation to non-
linear equations is, as one would expect, non-trivial. Like most existence and uniqueness results
for ordinary differential equations it involves converting the system of differential equations to an
equivalent integral equation but for our theorem this integral equation involves multiple integrals.

Secondly, the dependence of the size and domain of definition of the solution on the various
functions appearing in the equation is made fully explicit in our theorem. We need this in order
to make our iterative argument work. No new ideas are needed in order to make the dependence
explicit, just careful bookkeeping.

Thirdly, we prove considerably more regularity than Rendall and Schmidt. Where their solu-
tions are merely bounded as the time coordinate tends to zero ours are continuously differentiable.
When applied to the physical problem under consideration this allows us to find further two terms
in the asymptotic expansion of the metric beyond the leading term. In order to get this improve-
ment we need stronger assumptions on the eigenvalues of the coefficient matrix, but fortunately
those assumptions are satisfied in our case. With the original assumptions of Rendall and Schmidt
one can only prove continuity as time tends to zero and can only get one term in the asymptotics
beyond the leading one.

We would like to point out that to the best of our knowledge there are no previous results
whatsoever concerning massless Einstein-Boltzmann solutions which go beyond the special rela-
tivistic case except [23]. Neither in the seminal papers concerning the local existence of solutions
of Daniel Bancel and Yvonne Choquet-Bruhat [7, 8], nor in the global existence results of Nor-
bert Noutchegueme, David Dongo and Etienne Takou [26, 27] and others, is the massless case
considered. In some cases the extension might not be too difficult, but if one considers reasonable
scattering cross-sections the extension is not trivial. For instance some recent results concerning
global existence and asymptotic behaviour by two of the present authors [21, 22] where massive
particles were considered do not cover the whole family of cross-sections considered in this article.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we derive the main equations and state the
main results. We first consider the Einstein-Boltzmann system for massless particles. The family of
scattering cross-sections (13) which will be considered in this paper will be introduced. In Section
2.1, we assume that the space-time has an initial conformal gauge singularity, and investigate the
transformation properties of the Einstein-Boltzmann system under conformal rescaling. In Section
2.1.1, we assume the spatial homogeneity to derive the equations with the standard conformal time
coordinate τ , and in Section 2.1.2 we change the time coordinate to s to derive the main equations,
which we will call the rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system in this paper. In Section 2.2, we state
the main results. We first collect in Section 2.2.1 the notations that will be used throughout the
paper. The main results of the paper will be given in Section 2.2.2. The main theorem of the
paper is Theorem 1. The theorem shows that the massless Einstein-Boltzmann system with an
initial conformal gauge singularity has a unique local solution with data at the singularity. We will
consider the rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system to prove Theorem 1. We notice that the initial
data given in Theorem 1 is a single distribution function f0. It will be shown in Theorem 2 that
the initial data a0, b0, K0 and Ẑ0 for the rescaled Einstein equations are uniquely determined by
f0. With these data we prove in Theorem 3 that the rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system has a
unique local solution. The proof of Theorem 3 will be given separately in Sections 3, 4 and 5.1. In
Section 3, we consider the Einstein equations for a given distribution function, and the existence is
obtained in Proposition 1. The proof of Proposition 1 will be given in Section 3.3, where Theorem
4 from the appendix will be applied extensively. In Section 4, we consider the Boltzmann equation
for a given metric, and the existence is obtained in Proposition 3. The existence will be given in
L1
−1, but it will not be enough to be applied to the coupled Einstein-Boltzmann case. In Lemma

9, we improve the existence in L1
−2−δ/2 for some small δ > 0, and this will lead to the continuous

dependence on the metric, in Section 4.3, which is necessary for an iteration scheme to work. In
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Section 5.1, we combine Propositions 1, 3 and 4 to complete the proof of Theorem 3. Finally, we
prove Theorem 1 in Section 5.2.

2 The Einstein-Boltzmann system with massless particles

Let us consider the Einstein-Boltzmann system in a Lorentz manifold (M̃, g̃) for massless particles
where we use signature (− + ++). In massless kinetic theory, the matter content of space-time
is described by a distribution function f on the cotangent bundle, supported on the null-cone
bundle. Call this bundle N , with fibre Nx the null-cone at x ∈ M̃ and local coordinates (xα, pi).
Here and throughout the paper, Greek indices run from 0 to 3, while Latin indices run from 1 to 3.
Introduce p = (p1, p2, p3) for the spatial part of momentum p̃α = (p̃0, p), where p̃0 is determined
by the null condition

g̃αβ p̃αp̃β = 0, (1)

and the requirement that p̃α be future directed. The (null) geodesic spray Lg̃ is the vector field
on the cotangent bundle tangent to N and defined, in local coordinates, by

Lg̃ = g̃αβ p̃α
∂

∂xβ
− 1

2
p̃αp̃β

∂g̃αβ

∂xγ

∂

∂p̃γ
. (2)

The cotangent space to M̃ at a point x is a flat Lorentz manifold, and on the fibres of the
submanifold N there exists an invariant volume measure ω̃p̃ given by

ω̃p̃ =
1

p̃0
√
− det g̃

d3p, (3)

where det g̃ is the determinant of the 4× 4 matrix g̃αβ and d3p = dp1dp2dp3.
The distribution of particles and momenta is described by a non-negative scalar function f =

f(xα, pi) on N , which satisfies the Boltzmann equation

Lg̃(f) = C̃(f, f), (4)

where the collision term C̃(f, f) will be given below. The stress-energy-momentum tensor due to
these particles is given by

T̃αβ(x) =

∫

Nx

f p̃αp̃β ω̃p̃, (5)

and if the Boltzmann equation is satisfied then

∇̃αT̃αβ = 0, (6)

where ∇̃ is the metric covariant derivative for g̃. The coupled Einstein-Boltzmann equations, for
the metric g̃αβ and the particle distribution function f , are therefore

G̃αβ + Λg̃αβ = 8π

∫

Nx

f p̃αp̃β ω̃p̃, (7)

Lg̃(f) = C̃(f, f), (8)

taking G = c = 1.
Turning to C̃(f, f), we consider only binary collisions, so a pair of incoming particles with null

momenta p̃α and q̃α collide to produce a pair of outgoing particles with null momenta p̃′α and q̃′α,
where the momentum is conserved so that

p̃α + q̃α = p̃′α + q̃′α. (9)
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Here, the momenta p̃α and q̃α are called the pre-collision momenta, and p̃′α and q̃′α are called the
post-collision momenta. There are various possible parametrisations of p̃′α and q̃′α in terms of p̃α,
q̃α and a 3-vector ωi, but we shall retain the parametrisation used in [23]. Explicit representations
will be given in (63)–(66). Let dω denote the area-form on the unit 2-sphere of ωi. Then, the
collision term in the Boltzmann equation is

C̃(f, f) =

∫

R3

∫

S2

h̃
√
s̃σ̃(h̃,Θ)(f(p̃′)f(q̃′)− f(p)f(q)) dω ω̃q̃, (10)

where h̃ and s̃ are the relative momentum and the square of the energy in the center of momentum
system, respectively, defined by

h̃ =
√
g̃αβ(p̃α − q̃α)(p̃β − q̃β), s̃ = −g̃αβ(p̃α + q̃α)(p̃β + q̃β), (11)

and σ̃ is the scattering cross-section, and the dependence of f on xα is to be understood. In this
paper we will consider massless particles, so that the assumption (1) implies

h̃2 = s̃ = −2g̃αβ p̃αq̃β. (12)

Moreover, we will consider the scattering cross-sections in a certain range of soft potentials. The
following family of cross-sections from [23] (setting C1 = 1) will be considered:

σ̃(h̃,Θ) = h̃−γ (1 < γ < 2), (13)

which does not depend on the scattering angle Θ. Now, the collision term for massless particles
with the cross-sections in (13) reduces to

C̃(f, f) =

∫

R3

∫

S2

h̃2−γ(f(p̃′)f(q̃′)− f(p)f(q)) dω ω̃q̃. (14)

For more details about the relativistic collision operator we refer to [11, 23, 33]. We also refer to
[10] for basic information about the Boltzmann equation.

In this paper, we are interested in the Einstein-Boltzmann system (7)–(8), (14) for massless
particles with the cross-sections in (13). Now, we will assume that the space-time has an initial
conformal gauge singularity, and will show that the Einstein-Boltzmann system has a solution
with initial data given at the singularity. This will be studied by considering conformally rescaled
equations and applying the assumption of spatial homogeneity. The conformal transformation will
be investigated in Section 2.1, and the assumption of spatial homogeneity will be introduced in
Section 2.1.1. In Section 2.1.2, we derive our main equations. The main results will be given in
Section 2.2.

2.1 Conformally rescaling the Einstein-Boltzmann system

In this part, we investigate the transformation properties of the Einstein-Boltzmann system under
conformal rescaling. Suppose that the physical space-time is (M̃, g̃), while the rescaled, unphysical
space-time is (M, g) with

g̃αβ = Ω2gαβ. (15)

We will assume that the space-time has an initial conformal gauge singularity [25], so that the
function Ω vanishes on a smooth, space-like hypersurface Σ in the unphysical space-time M . Our
aim is to formulate the equations in M with data at Σ.

Let us first consider the Boltzmann equation (8) with (14). As part of the definition of a
conformal gauge singularity, we shall assume that the distribution function f extends to a smooth
function on T ∗Σ. We also assume that f does not change under rescaling. Now, we choose

p̃α = pα, (16)
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so that the canonical one-form is unchanged

θ = p̃αdx
α = pαdx

α.

Then, the null condition (1) is preserved

gαβpαpβ = Ω2g̃αβ p̃αp̃β = 0, (17)

while the geodesic spray transforms as

Lg̃f = Ω−2Lgf.

For the volume-form on N we obtain

ωp =
1

p0
√
− det g

d3p = Ω2ω̃p̃,

where p0 = g00p0 rather than g̃00p0, and det g denotes the determinant of the 4 × 4 matrix gαβ .
This implies that we can define a rescaled energy-momentum tensor as

Tαβ = Ω2T̃αβ =

∫

Nx

fpαpβ ωp,

which will still be divergence-free, since in fact

g̃αβ∇̃αT̃βγ = Ω−4gαβ∇αTβγ = 0,

where ∇ is the metric covariant derivative for g. For the relative momentum h̃, we have

h =
√
gαβ(pα − qα)(pβ − qβ) = Ωh̃,

so that the Boltzmann equation (8) with (14) transforms as

Lgf = C(f, f) := Ωγ−2

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ(f(p′)f(q′)− f(p)f(q)) dω ωq, (18)

taking this to be the definition of C(f, f). Note that the rescaled collision term C(f, f) has the
singular factor Ωγ−2, so that we need to redefine the time-coordinate as in [23].

2.1.1 Spatial homogeneity

In this paper we will assume that the space-time and the distribution function are both spatially
homogeneous. One introduces a basis of left-invariant one-forms σi satisfying

dσi =
1

2
Ci

jkσ
j ∧ σk, (19)

where Ci
jk are the structure constants of the space-time (see [36] for more details). The metric,

in the physical space-time (M̃, g̃), is given in this basis by

g̃αβdx
αdxβ = −dt2 + ãij(t)σ

iσj , (20)

where t is proper-time on the congruence orthogonal to the surfaces of homogeneity (which is
necessarily geodesic) and ãij is the physical metric on the surfaces of homogeneity. As usual for
these types of space-times the second fundamental form is

k̃ij =
1

2

dãij
dt

. (21)
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Now, we introduce a new time-coordinate τ by

t =
1

2
τ2, (22)

and choose the conformal factor

Ω = τ. (23)

Then, the rescaled metric gαβ is given by

gαβdx
αdxβ = Ω−2g̃αβdx

αdxβ = −dτ2 + aij(τ)σ
iσj , (24)

where aij is defined by

aij = τ−2ãij . (25)

Here, we assume that aij is regular at the initial surface Σ where τ = 0, hence the metric extends
to M . We shall systematically use bij for the matrix inverse to aij , so that indices i, j, . . . are
raised with bij and lowered with aij .

Let us write the momentum in the basis of invariant one-forms as

p0dτ + piσ
i.

The null condition (17) implies

p0 =
√
bijpipj, (26)

where we used (24). For the Boltzmann equation, we first obtain the geodesic equation, which is

dpi
dλ

= Ck
ijb

jmpkpm,

where λ is proper time for g. We abuse notation slightly by writing f(p) both for f(t, p) and
f(τ, p) to obtain

df

dλ
= p0

∂f

∂τ
+

∂f

∂pi
Ck

ijpkpmbjm.

Hence, the Boltzmann equation (18) reduces to

∂f

∂τ
+

1

p0
Ck

ijpkpmbjm
∂f

∂pi
=

1

p0
C(f, f), (27)

with the right hand side given by

1

p0
C(f, f) = τγ−2

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0
(f(p′)f(q′)− f(p)f(q)) dω ωq, (28)

where we used (23). Note that we still have the singular factor τγ−2. As mentioned earlier, we
need to redefine the time-coordinate, and this will be done in Section 2.1.2.

The Einstein equations are the same as for the Einstein-Vlasov case. The following first-order
form of the Einstein evolution part of the Einstein-Vlasov system was obtained in [3, 34]: with kij
proportional to the second-fundamental form, we have

d

dτ
aij = kij , (29)

d

dτ
bij = −bimbjnknm, (30)

d

dτ
kij = −8Rij +

1

τ
(2Zij − 2kij − bmnkmnaij) + kimkjnb

mn

− 1

2
(bmnkmn)kij + 4Λτ2aij , (31)
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where Rij is the spatial Ricci tensor, so that

8Rij = −4Ck
ck(C

r
tjair + Cr

tiajr)b
ct − 4Cc

ki(C
k
cj + Cm

tjacmbkt)

+ 2Cm
ksC

r
ctajmairb

ktbsc, (32)

and Zij is defined by

Zij =
1

τ

(
32π√
det a

∫
fpipj

d3p

p0
− aij

)
. (33)

The new variable Zij was introduced in [3] so that the pole in τ in (31) is no worse than first-order,
but we therefore need an evolution equation for Zij . We can retain (29)–(31) for the Einstein
evolution part of the Einstein-Boltzmann system, but the evolution equation for Zij must be
changed from what it is in [3]: the collision term will be involved through the equation (27). On
the other hand, we need to redefine the time-coordinate in order to regularise the singularity at
τ = 0 in (28). Therefore, we need to recast (29)–(31) in terms of the new time-coordinate rather
than τ , and in doing this it will be convenient to define new kij and Zij . The evolution equation
for Zij will be given in terms of the new variables. This will be done in Section 2.1.2 below.

2.1.2 The rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system

Now, we introduce a new time coordinate to derive the main equations. Let us first consider the
Boltzmann equation (27)–(28). We regularise the singularity at τ = 0 in (28) by changing the
time coordinate. Following [23] we introduce s for τ via ds = τγ−2dτ so that

(γ − 1)s = τγ−1. (34)

Then, the Boltzmann equation (27)–(28) transforms as

∂f

∂s
+ (γ − 1)(2−γ)/(γ−1)s(2−γ)/(γ−1) 1

p0
Ck

ijpkpmbjm
∂f

∂pi

=

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0
(f(p′)f(q′)− f(p)f(q)) dω ωq.

For simplicity of notation we write

cγ =
1

γ − 1
, (35)

so that (2 − γ)/(γ − 1) = cγ − 1 and (γ − 1)(2−γ)/(γ−1) = c
1−cγ
γ . We observe that 1 < cγ < ∞,

since 1 < γ < 2. This leads to the Boltzmann equation written as

∂f

∂s
+B(f, bij ; pi, s) = Q(f, f), (36)

where B and Q are given by

B(f, bij ; pi, s) = c1−cγ
γ scγ−1 1

p0
Ck

ijpkpmbjm
∂f

∂pi
, (37)

Q(f, f) =
1√
det a

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0q0
(f(p′)f(q′)− f(p)f(q)) dω d3q. (38)

We note that the Boltzmann equation is still singular at p = 0, since p0 is given by (26). This will
be resolved by considering singular weights. See Section 2.2.1 for more details.

Next, we consider the Einstein equations. We need to derive an additional evolution equation
for Zij and rewrite it in terms of the time coordinate s, as well as the equations (29)–(31). It will
be convenient to introduce new kij and Zij defined by

Kij = τ2−γkij , (39)

Ẑij = τ2−γZij . (40)

8



Then, we obtain the following evolution equations for aij , b
ij , Kij and Ẑij :

d

ds
aij = Kij , (41)

d

ds
bij = −bimbjnKnm, (42)

d

ds
Kij =

1

(γ − 1)s

(
−γKij − bmnKmnaij + 2Ẑij

)

+KimbmnKnj −
1

2
bmnKmnKij − 8τ4−2γRij + 4Λτ6−2γaij , (43)

d

ds
Ẑij = −1

s
Ẑij +

1

(γ − 1)s

(
−Kij +

16π√
det a

∫
fpipj(K

mnpmpn − (p0)2bmnKmn)
d3p

(p0)3

)

− 1

(γ − 1)s

(
32πc

1−cγ
γ scγ−1

√
det a

∫
pipjC

k
mnb

nrpkpr
∂f

∂pm

d3p

(p0)2

)

+
1

(γ − 1)s

(
32π

det a

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0
− pipj

p0

)
dω d3q d3p

)
, (44)

where Ẑij is given by

Ẑij =
1

(γ − 1)s

(
32π√
det a

∫
fpipj

d3p

p0
− aij

)
. (45)

We note that the above evolution equations are singular at s = 0 but the singularity is only first-
order so the system has a chance to be Fuchsian, as the corresponding system for the Einstein-
Vlasov equations [3] was. Hence, we need to identify the Fuchsian conditions, which will be given
in Section 2.4. Moreover, there should be the Einstein constraints together with the evolution
equations, and this will be given in Section 2.5.

To summarize, we have obtained the coupled system of rescaled equations (36), (41)–(44). The
equations are derived by assuming the spatial homogeneity (20), rescaling the metric (24) with
the choice (22)–(23) of the conformal factor, and changing the time coordinate with (34). The
unknowns are aij , which is the unphysical metric, bij the inverse of aij , Kij defined by (29) and

(39), Ẑij by (33) and (40), and the distribution function f . We note that the physical metric ãij
and the second fundamental form k̃ij can be recovered by (21) and (25) using the time coordinates
(22) and (34). In the rest of the paper, the Einstein or the Boltzmann equations will refer to the
rescaled Einstein or the rescaled Boltzmann equations unless otherwise specified.

2.2 Main results

We first collect the notations that will be used in the rest of the paper.

2.2.1 Notations

The unknowns for the Einstein-Boltzmann system are 3× 3 real symmetric matrices and a distri-
bution function. We denote by S3(R) the space of 3 × 3 symmetric matrices equipped with the
following norm:

‖A‖ = max
i,j=1,2,3

|Aij |. (46)

The above norm will also be used for matrices with other types of indices, for instance

‖b‖ = max
i,j=1,2,3

|bij |, ‖e‖ = max
i,j=1,2,3

|eji|, ‖e−1‖ = max
i,j=1,2,3

|eij |,

which can be found in (52)–(54). This will also be used for tensors, or any other quantities, with
an arbitrary number of indices, such as Ψ in (74), F in (87), etc.
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For the distribution function we use weighted Lp-spaces. Let L1
r(R

3) and L∞
η (R3) denote the

spaces of functions equipped with the following norms:

‖f‖L1
r
=

∫

R3

|f(p)|(p0)r d3p, p0 =
√
bijpipj ,

‖f‖L∞

η
= sup

p∈R3

|wηf(p)|, wη = p0 exp(s−1
η p0), sη = (s+ η2)η, η > 0.

We shall consider negative values for r in order to control the singularities at p = 0, which appear
in the case of massless particles. The weight wη is basically the inverse of the Jüttner distribution,
but it should be multiplied by an additional p0 in order to control the singularities. This was first
introduced in [19], where the massless Boltzmann equation was studied in the FLRW case, and
the factor s−1

η was not taken into account. In the Bianchi case, we need the factor s−1
η in order

that the weight works properly. This will be crucially used in the estimate (140).
We notice that the above norms depend on the metric bij , which complicates the iteration

procedure for the coupled Einstein-Boltzmann equations. To avoid this complication we introduce
the following norm:

‖f‖〈r〉 =
∫

R3

|f(p)|〈p〉r d3p, 〈p〉 =
√
δijpipj ,

which does not depend on bij . The space of functions with the norm ‖ · ‖〈r〉 will be denoted by
L1
〈r〉(R

3).

2.2.2 Main theorems

Now, we state the main results of this paper. The main theorem is Theorem 1.

Theorem 1. Let f0 ≥ 0 be a smooth function with compact support in R3 \ {0}. Suppose that
f0 is not identically zero and satisfies the constraint (72). Then, there exists a unique Bianchi I
solution ãij , k̃ij ∈ C1((0, T ];S3(R)) and 0 ≤ f ∈ C1((0, T ];L1(R3)) to the massless (unrescaled)
Einstein-Boltzmann system with an initial conformal gauge singularity for the scattering cross-
sections in (13) such that f converges to f0 in L1 as t → 0+. Furthermore, the solutions have the
following asymptotics as t → 0+:

ãij = Aijt+ Bijt
γ+1
2 + Cijtγ + o(tγ), (47)

k̃ij =
1

2
Aij +

γ + 1

4
Bijt

γ−1
2 +

γ

2
Cijtγ−1 + o(tγ−1), (48)

where Aij , Bij and Cij are constants which only depend on f0 and γ given in (195).

Theorem 1 shows that the Cauchy problem for the massless (unrescaled) Einstein-Boltzmann
system with an initial conformal gauge singularity is well-posed in the Bianchi I case. The theorem
will be proved by considering the rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system (36), (41)–(44), which are
valid for arbitrary Bianchi types, but we will restrict to the Bianchi I case to obtain the desired
result. In the rest of the paper, we will only consider the Bianchi I case, i.e. Ck

ij = 0, so that the
quantity B given by (37) will not be considered for the Boltzmann equation, and the evolution
equation (44) for Ẑij will also be simplified. Theorem 1 will be proved by applying Theorems 2
and 3, which will be combined in Section 5.2 to complete the proof of Theorem 1.

The initial data given in Theorem 1 is a single distribution function f0. To study the rescaled
equations (41)–(44), we also need the initial values of aij , b

ij , Kij and Ẑij . Theorem 2 shows that
they are uniquely determined by f0.

Theorem 2. Let f0 ≥ 0 be a smooth function with compact support in R3 \ {0}. Suppose that
f0 is not identically zero. Then, there exist unique 3 × 3 symmetric matrices a0, b0, K0 and Ẑ0

satisfying the Fuchsian conditions (67)–(69).
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Theorem 2 shows that the initial values a0, b0, K0 and Ẑ0 for the rescaled equations (41)–(44)
are uniquely determined by f0 through the Fuchsian conditions (67)–(69). The Fuchsian conditions
are necessary conditions for singular ODEs to have solutions differentiable at s = 0, which we will
assume in Theorem 3 to obtain the existence of solutions aij , b

ij , Kij , Ẑij and f to the rescaled
Einstein-Boltzmann system (36), (41)–(44). The proof of Theorem 2 will be given separately in
Sections 2.4 and 3.3.4.

Now, we are given a unique set of initial data a0, b0, K0, Ẑ0 and f0 for the rescaled Einstein-
Boltzmann system (36), (41)–(44) satisfying the Fuchsian conditions (67)–(69). Theorem 3 shows
that the rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system (36), (41)–(44) has a local solution corresponding to
the initial data.

Theorem 3. Let a0, b0,K0, Ẑ0 ∈ S3(R) and 0 ≤ f0 ∈ L1(R3) be initial data of the rescaled
Einstein-Boltzmann system (36), (41)–(44) with Bianchi I symmetry, satisfying the Fuchsian con-
ditions (67)–(69) and the constraint (72). Suppose that

f0 ∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−2−δ/2(R

3) ∩ L∞
η (R3),

∂f0
∂p

∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−1−δ/2(R

3),

where δ and η are positive real numbers satisfying

γ + δ < 2, η <
1

2max(‖a0‖, ‖b0‖, ‖K0‖, ‖Ẑ0‖)2
.

Then, there exists a time interval [0, T ] on which the rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system has a
unique solution aij , b

ij ,Kij , Ẑij ∈ C1([0, T ];S3(R)) and 0 ≤ f ∈ C1([0, T ];L1(R3)). Moreover, the
distribution function f satisfies

sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖L1
−1

+ sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖L1
1
+ sup

0≤s≤T
‖f(s)‖L∞

η
≤ C.

We note that Theorem 3 is proved for f0 ∈ L1(R3) with several different weights. We assume
in Theorem 1 that f0 is compactly supported in R3 \ {0}, but it is understood in Theorem 3 as
f0 ∈ L1

r(R
3) with r negative. For the proof of Theorem 3, we study the Einstein and the Boltzmann

equations separately in Sections 3 and 4. In Section 3, we study the Einstein equations (41)–(44)
for a given f to obtain the existence in Proposition 1. In Section 4, we study the Boltzmann
equation. The existence is obtained in Proposition 3, and the continuous dependence on the
metric is obtained in Proposition 4. Finally in Section 5.1, we combine Propositions 1, 3 and 4 to
complete the proof of Theorem 3.

2.3 Rescaled collision operator

Let us consider the collision operator (38) in more detail. Recall that the equation (36) with (37)
and (38) is the rescaled Boltzmann equation in the unphysical space-time (M, g), obtained from

the physical space-time (M̃, g̃) through the rescaling (15). By the choice (16) of the coordinates
on N , the momentum conservation (9) reduces to

pα + qα = p′α + q′α. (49)

Here, pα, qα, p
′
α and q′α are null momenta in (M, g), where g is given by (24) so that we have

p0 =
√
bijpipj , q0 =

√
bijqiqj , (50)

and similar formulae for p′0 and q′0, where bij is the matrix inverse of aij . In order to derive the
parametrization of post-collision momenta, we consider an orthonormal frame ei with ei satisfying

ei
kej

lakl = δij , eike
j
lb

kl = δij , (51)
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which can be explicitly given, as in [20], by

(ej
i) =

(
e1 e2 e3

)
=




b11√
b11

0 0

b12√
b11

b11b22−(b12)2√
b11(b11b22−(b12)2)

0

b13√
b11

b11b23−b12b13√
b11(b11b22−(b12)2)

(det b)√
(b11b22−(b12)2)(det b)


 , (52)

(eij) =



e1

e2

e3


 =




1√
b11

0 0
−b12√

b11(b11b22−(b12)2)

b11√
b11(b11b22−(b12)2)

0

b12b23−b13b22√
(b11b22−(b12)2)(det b)

−b11b23+b12b13√
(b11b22−(b12)2)(det b)

b11b22−(b12)2√
(b11b22−(b12)2)(det b)


 . (53)

For simplicity of notations we will denote the 3× 3 matrices (52) and (53) by

e = (ej
i)i,j=1,2,3, e−1 = (eij)i,j=1,2,3, (54)

respectively, as ej
i and eij are matrix inverses to each other.

Now, we write the collision operator (38) with respect to the orthonormal frame to obtain the
same representation as in the Minkowski case. To be precise, let us write

p = piσ
i = p̂je

j , pi = p̂je
j
i, (55)

to obtain

h =
√
2p0q0 − 2δij p̂iq̂j , p0 =

√
δij p̂ip̂j , q0 =

√
δij q̂iq̂j . (56)

In particular, the representations of post-collision momenta are given by

p′0 =
1

2
(n0 + n̂iωjδ

ij), (57)

q′0 =
1

2
(n0 − n̂iωjδ

ij), (58)

and

p̂′j =
1

2

(
n̂j + hωj +

n̂kωlδ
kln̂j

n0 + h

)
, (59)

q̂′j =
1

2

(
n̂j − hωj −

n̂kωlδ
kln̂j

n0 + h

)
, (60)

where we write n0 = p0+q0 and n̂i = p̂i+ q̂i for simplicity, and ωj is a unit vector in S2. These are
the same as (19) of [23], and they can also be derived from the representations in [33] by assuming
massless particles. In order to write the post-collision momenta in terms of the variables pi, qi
and ωi, we use (51) and (55) again to obtain

h =
√
2p0q0 − 2bijpiqj , p0 =

√
bijpipj, q0 =

√
bijqiqj . (61)

Moreover, since ej lb
kl = δijei

k, we have

n̂iωjδ
ij = n̂iωje

i
ke

j
lb

kl = nkωje
j
lb

kl = nkωjδ
ijei

k, (62)

so that the representations (57)–(60) are now written as

p′0 =
1

2
(n0 + nkωjδ

ijei
k), (63)

q′0 =
1

2
(n0 − nkωjδ

ijei
k), (64)
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and

p′i =
1

2

(
ni + hωje

j
i +

nlωkδ
jkej

lni

n0 + h

)
, (65)

q′i =
1

2

(
ni − hωje

j
i −

nlωkδ
jkej

lni

n0 + h

)
. (66)

Here, n0 and ni denote

n0 = p0 + q0, ni = pi + qi,

and ωj ∈ S2 is unit in the sense

3∑

j=1

(ωj)
2 = 1.

We conclude from (63)–(66) that the post-collision momenta are now parametrised by pi, qi ∈ R3,
ωi ∈ S2 and bij . Finally, the collision operator (38) is determined by (61), (65) and (66).

2.4 The Fuchsian conditions

If the system consisting of (41)–(44) with (45) admits solutions differentiable at s = 0, then we
may multiply (43), (44) and (45) by s and set s = 0 to obtain relations between the initial values
a0 ij , b

ij
0 , K0 ij , Ẑ0 ij and f0. These are called the Fuchsian conditions and given by

0 =
32π√
det a0

∫
f0pipj

d3p

p0
− a0 ij , (67)

0 = −γK0 ij − (b mn
0 K0mn)a0 ij + 2Ẑ0 ij , (68)

0 = −(γ − 1)Ẑ0 ij −K0 ij +
16π√
det a0

∫
f0pipj(K

mn
0 pmpn − (p0)2b mn

0 K0mn)
d3p

(p0)3

+
32π

det a0

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f0(p)f0(q)

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0
− pipj

p0

)
dω d3q d3p. (69)

Here, we remark that the quantities p0, q0, h, p′i, p
′
j and p′0 are evaluated at s = 0. To be precise,

p0|s=0 =

√
b0

ijpipj , q0|s=0 =

√
b0

ijqiqj ,

so that

h|s=0 =

√
2p0|s=0q0|s=0 − 2b0

ijpiqj ,

and p′i, p
′
j and p′0 are evaluated at s = 0 by using (63) and (65) with b0

ij .

The Fuchsian conditions (67)–(69) imply that the initial values a0ij , b0
ij , K0ij and Ẑ0 ij are

uniquely determined by f0 as we will now show. Equation (67) determines a0ij uniquely given f0
by the argument of Theorem 4.1 of [3]. Define b0

ij to be the inverse of a0 ij . Then bij will be the
inverse of aij for all time as a direct computation shows. Define

ζki = aijb
jk − δki .

Then from (41) and (42) we have

d

ds
ζki = bjkKij − aijb

jmbknKnm = bnkKin − aijb
jmbnkKmn = δmi bnkKmn − aijb

jmbnkKmn

= −ζmi bnkKmn.

As a consequence if ζ is zero initially it will remain zero for all time, which means that bij is the
inverse for aij for all time if it is initially. Now given f0, a0 ij and b0

ij we will see in the end of

Section 3.3.4 that K0 ij and Ẑ0 ij are then also uniquely determined.
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2.5 The Einstein constraints

Together with the Einstein evolution equations (29)–(31) there will be the Einstein constraints.
For the Hamiltonian constraint in terms of conformal time τ we have from [35]:

C :=
16π√
det a

∫
fp0d3p− 3

2
− τ2

(
R− 1

16
kijkij +

1

16
k2
)
− 1

2
kτ + 2Λτ4 = 0, (70)

while for the momentum constraint we have:

Ci :=
32π√
det a

∫
fpi d

3p− τ2(bmnknjC
j
mi + bmnkniC

j
mj) = 0. (71)

Following [35] we have for the evolution of the constraints:

∂τ (τ
2 det aC) = Cib

ijCm
jm,

∂τ (
√
det aCi) = 0,

so that the constraints are satisfied at all times if satisfied initially. (This argument can be
rephrased in terms of s, when it still holds.) To satisfy the constraints initially we need for (71) a
condition on the initial distribution function f0:

∫
f0pi d

3p = 0. (72)

Note that we have from (70)

∫
f0(b

ij
0 pipj)

1/2 d3p =
3
√
det a0
32π

, (73)

which is essentially just a normalisation condition and follows from the Fuchsian condition (67).
Hence, the Einstein constraints reduce to the single integral constraint (72).

3 Estimates for the Einstein equations

In this part we obtain the existence for the Einstein equations. Assuming that the distribution
function f is given, we will show that the Einstein equations (41)–(44) admit solutions in a suitable
sense. The main result of this section is Proposition 1, and its proof is a careful application of
Theorem 4 from the appendix. In order to apply Theorem 4 we first transform the equations
(41)–(44) into a suitable form, which will be done in Section 3.1. Proposition 1 will be presented
in Section 3.2, and its proof will be given in Section 3.3.

3.1 The Einstein equations in a suitable form

We need to put the equations (41)–(44) in a suitable form in order to apply Theorem 4 from the
appendix. The distribution function f will appear in the system, but the Boltzmann equation (36)
with (37) and (38) will not be part of the system. It will be convenient to introduce the following
tensor with an arbitrary number n ≥ 2 of indices:

Ψi1i2···in =
16π√
det a

∫ (
bklpkpl

)−n−1
2 pi1pi2 · · · pinf d3p. (74)

Note that it is symmetric under permutation of any of its indices and

bijΨijk1···km = Ψk1···km
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for any m ≥ 2. In the same way we define for an arbitrary number n ≥ 2 of indices

Φi1i2···in =
16π√
det a

∫ (
bklpkpl

)−n−1
2 pi1pi2 · · · pin

∂f

∂s
d3p. (75)

We also define the following tensors with n ≥ 4 lower indices and one upper index

Ξj
i1i2···in = −32πc

2−cγ
γ√

det a

∫ (
bklpkpl

)−n−2
2 pi1pi2 · · · pin

∂f

∂pj
d3p, (76)

Υj
i1i2···in = −32πc

2−cγ
γ√

det a

∫ (
bklpkpl

)−n−2
2 pi1pi2 · · · pin

∂2f

∂pj∂s
d3p. (77)

Note that the above tensors (74)–(77) do not depend on Kij nor Ẑij .

3.1.1 The evolution equations

We first write the evolution equations (41)–(44) as

d

ds
aij = Kij , (78)

d

ds
bij = −bimbjnKnm, (79)

d

ds
Kij =

cγ
s
(−γKij − 3πmn

ij Kmn + 2Ẑij) +Gij , (80)

d

ds
Ẑij = −1

s
Ẑij +

cγ
s
(−Kij + χqr

ij Kqr − Πmn
ij Kmn) +

1

s
Hij , (81)

where

πmn
ij =

1

3
aijb

mn, χqr
ij = Ψijmnb

mqbnr, Πmn
ij = Ψijb

mn, (82)

and

Gij = KimbmnKnj −
1

2
bmnKmnKij − 8c2−2cγ

γ s2cγ−2Rij + 4Λc2−4cγ
γ s4cγ−2aij , (83)

Hij =
32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0
− pipj

p0

)
dω d3q d3p. (84)

Here, we assumed the Bianchi I symmetry. Otherwise, the following term should be added in (84):

scγ−1Ck
mnb

nrΞm
ijkr .

We can transform the equations (78)–(81) into matrix form as follows:

d

ds

(
aij
bij

)
=

(
Kij

−bimbjnKnm

)
, (85)

s
d

ds

(
Kij

Ẑij

)
+ cγ

(
γδmi δnj + 3πmn

ij −2δmi δnj
δmi δnj − χmn

ij +Πmn
ij c−1

γ δmi δnj

)(
Kmn

Ẑmn

)
= s

(
Gij

0

)
+

(
0

Hij

)
. (86)

Let x, y, F , G and H denote the following quantities:

x =

(
aij
bij

)
, y =

(
Kij

Ẑij

)
, F =

(
Kij

−bimbjnKnm

)
, G =

(
Gij

0

)
, H =

(
0

Hij

)
, (87)

and N be the coefficient function

N = cγ

(
γδmi δnj + 3πmn

ij −2δmi δnj
δmi δnj − χmn

ij +Πmn
ij c−1

γ δmi δnj

)
. (88)

Now, we observe that F and G depend on both x and y, while N and H depend only on x, so
that the equations (85)–(86) are in the form (196) from the appendix.
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3.1.2 Fuchsian and compatibility condition

Together with the Einstein equations (41)–(44), which have been rewritten as (85)–(86), the
Fuchsian conditions (67)–(69) also need to be rewritten in a similar way. In our new notation the
first condition (67) is written as

Ψij =
1

2
aij , (89)

which is for s = 0. In this case we have that

Πmn
ij =

1

2
aijb

mn =
3

2
πmn
ij ,

so that the second and third Fuchsian conditions (68) and (69) can be expressed as

γKij + 3πmn
ij Kmn − 2Ẑij = 0, (90)

Kij − χmn
ij Kmn +

3

2
πmn
ij Kmn + c−1

γ Ẑij = c−1
γ Hij , (91)

which hold for s = 0. We remark that the conditions (90) and (91) agree with the compatibility
condition (197) from the appendix. With the notations in (87) and (88), the conditions (90) and
(91) are written as

Qy = c−1
γ H, (92)

where Q is given by

Q =

(
γδmi δnj + 3πmn

ij −2δmi δnj
δmi δnj − χmn

ij + 3πmn
ij /2 c−1

γ δmi δnj

)
, (93)

evaluated at s = 0. Note that Q = c−1
γ N |s=0.

3.2 Existence theorem for the Einstein equations

We now present the existence result for the Einstein equations.

Proposition 1. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and positive constants B1 and B2

such that f is defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖〈−1〉 + sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖〈1〉 ≤ B1,

sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈−1〉

+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

≤ B2.

Then, for any initial data a0, b0,K0, Ẑ0 ∈ S3(R) satisfying the Fuchsian conditions (89) and
(91), there exists 0 < TB ≤ T such that the Einstein equations (85)–(86) have a unique solution
aij , b

ij ,Kij , Ẑij ∈ C1([0, TB];S3(R)) satisfying

sup
[0,TB ]

max
(
‖a‖, ‖b‖, ‖K‖, ‖Ẑ‖

)
≤ 2max

(
‖a0‖, ‖b0‖, ‖K0‖, ‖Ẑ0‖

)
,

where TB depends on B1 and B2.

Proposition 1 will be proved in Section 3.3 by using Theorem 4. We need to show that the
differentiability conditions for F , G, N and H are satisfied, which will be given in Lemmas 1, 3
and 5, together with the eigenvalue conditions for N , which will be given in Section 3.3.4. These
lemmas will be combined in Section 3.3.5 to complete the proof of Proposition 1.
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3.3 Proof of the theorem

We will need to verify that certain derivatives of F , G, H and N involved in (196) are bounded.
To compute the derivatives the following expression for the derivatives of symmetric matrices will
be frequently used:

∂aij
∂ast

=
1

2δst

(
δsi δ

t
j + δtiδ

s
j

)
,

where there is no summation over the indices on the right hand side. Note also that

∂ det a

∂aij
=

2deta

2δij
bij , (94)

where there is also no summation over the indices on the right hand side.

3.3.1 Differentiability conditions for F and G

We first observe that the functions F and G are just polynomials of x, y and s. Thus, ∂F/∂x,
∂F/∂y, ∂G/∂x and ∂G/∂y are bounded as long as x, y and s are. Recall that

F =

(
Kij

−bimbjnKnm

)
, x =

(
aij
bij

)
, y =

(
Kij

Ẑij

)
,

and the derivatives ∂F/∂x and ∂F/∂y are explicitly given by

∂F

∂ast
=

(
0
0

)
,

∂F

∂bst
= − 1

2δst

(
0

bjn(δisKnt + δitKns) + bim(δjsKtm + δjtKms)

)
,

∂F

∂Kst
=

1

2δst

(
δsi δ

t
j + δtiδ

s
j

−bitbjs − bisbjt

)
,

∂F

∂Ẑst

=

(
0
0

)
.

Similarly, we write G = Gij by abuse of notation, where

Gij = KimbmnKnj −
1

2
bmnKmnKij − 8c2−2cγ

γ s2cγ−2Rij + 4Λc2−4cγ
γ s4cγ−2aij ,

and the derivatives ∂G/∂x and ∂G/∂y are given by

∂G

∂ast
=

1

2δst

{
−c2−2cγ

γ s2cγ−2RA + 4Λc2−4cγ
γ s4cγ−2

(
δsi δ

t
j + δsj δ

t
i

)}
,

∂G

∂bst
=

1

2δst

{
KisKjt +KitKjs −KijKst − c2−2cγ

γ s2cγ−2RB

}
,

∂G

∂Kst
=

1

2δst

{
(δsi b

tn + δtib
sn)Kjn + (δsj b

mt + δtjb
ms)Kim − 1

2
bmnKmn(δ

s
i δ

t
j + δsjδ

t
i)−Kijb

st

}
,

∂G

∂Ẑst

= 0.

Here, RA and RB are given by

RA = − 4Ck
ck(C

t
ljδ

s
i + Cs

ljδ
t
i + Ct

liδ
s
j + Cs

liδ
t
j)b

cl − 4(Cs
kiC

t
lj + Ct

kiC
s
lj)b

kl

+ 2
{
(Ct

kpδ
s
j + Cs

kpδ
t
j)C

r
clair + (Ct

clδ
s
i + Cs

clδ
t
i)C

m
kpajm

}
bklbpc,

RB = − 4
{
Ck

sk(C
r
tjair + Cr

tiajr) + Ck
tk(C

r
sjair + Cr

siajr)
}
− 4(Cc

siC
m
tj + Cc

tiC
m
sj)acm

+ 2
{
(Cm

spC
r
ct + Cm

tpC
r
cs)b

pc + (Cm
ksC

r
tl + Cm

ktC
r
sl)b

kl
}
ajmair,
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which are obtained using (32) such that ∂(8Rij)/∂ast = RA/2
δst and ∂(8Rij)/∂b

st = RB/2
δst .

We obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 1. The functions F and G in (87) are differentiable with respect to x and y and satisfy
for any T > 0,

‖F‖+
∥∥∥∥
∂F

∂x

∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥
∂F

∂y

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(1 + ‖b‖+ ‖K‖)3,

sup
0≤s≤T

‖G(s)‖+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂G

∂x
(s)

∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥
∂G

∂y

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(1 + T )4cγ−2(1 + ‖a‖+ ‖b‖+ ‖K‖)4,

where the constants C are independent of T .

Proof. The lemma follows from the above computations together with the formula (32).

3.3.2 Differentiability condition for N

We recall that the matrix N is given by

N = cγ

(
γδmi δnj + 3πmn

ij −2δmi δnj
δmi δnj − χmn

ij +Πmn
ij c−1

γ δmi δnj

)
.

We need to check ∂N/∂x, ∂N/∂s, ∂2N/∂x∂s and ∂2N/∂x2, but may only consider the non-trivial
components, which are πmn

ij , χmn
ij and Πmn

ij . First, we have for 3πmn
ij = aijb

mn the following
derivatives:

∂(aijb
mn)

∂ast
=

1

2δst
(δsi δ

t
j + δsj δ

t
i)b

mn,

∂(aijb
mn)

∂bst
=

1

2δst
aij(δ

m
s δnt + δns δ

m
t ),

∂2(aijb
mn)

∂auv∂ast
= 0,

∂2(aijb
mn)

∂buv∂ast
=

1

2δst2δuv
(δsi δ

t
j + δsj δ

t
i)(δ

m
u δnv + δmv δnu),

∂2(aijb
mn)

∂auv∂bst
=

1

2δst2δuv
(δms δnt + δns δ

m
t )(δui δ

v
j + δvi δ

u
j ),

∂2(aijb
mn)

∂buv∂bst
= 0.

Note that we don’t need to consider the s-derivatives of πmn
ij . Next, for χmn

ij we note that

∂

∂ast

(
1√
det a

)
= − bst

2δst
√
det a

,

∂

∂bst

(
1

(p0)r

)
= − r

2δst
pspt

(p0)r+2
,

so that we have

∂(Ψi1···in)

∂ast
= − bst

2δst
Ψi1···in ,

∂(Ψi1···in)

∂bst
= − (n− 1)

2δst
Ψi1···inst.

Hence, we have for χmn
ij = Ψijklb

kmbln the following derivatives:

∂(Ψijklb
kmbln)

∂ast
= − bst

2δst
Ψijklb

kmbln,

∂(Ψijklb
kmbln)

∂bst
= − 3

2δst
Ψijklstb

kmbln +
1

2δst
(Ψijslδ

m
t bln +Ψijtlδ

m
s bln +Ψijksδ

n
t b

km +Ψijktδ
n
s b

km),

18



∂(Ψijklb
kmbln)

∂s
= Φijklb

kmbln,

∂2(Ψijklb
kmbln)

∂ast∂s
= − bst

2δst
Φijklb

kmbln,

∂2(Ψijklb
kmbln)

∂bst∂s
= − 3

2δst
Φijklstb

kmbln +
1

2δst
(Φijslδ

m
t bln +Φijtlδ

m
s bln +Φijksδ

n
t b

km +Φijktδ
n
s b

km).

and

∂2χmn
ij

∂x2
=

(
∂2χmn

ij /∂auv∂ast ∂2χmn
ij /∂buv∂ast

∂2χmn
ij /∂auv∂b

st ∂2χmn
ij /∂buv∂bst

)
=

1

2δst2δuv

(
χxx11 χxx12

χxx21 χxx22

)
,

where

χxx11 = bstbuvΨijklb
kmbln,

χxx12 = −Ψijkl

{
(δsuδ

t
v + δsvδ

t
u)b

kmbln + bst(δkuδ
m
v + δkvδ

m
u )bln + bstbkm(δluδ

n
v + δlvδ

n
u)
}

+ 3Ψijkluvb
stbkmbln,

χxx21 = 3buvΨijklstb
kmbln − buv

{
Ψijslδ

m
t bln +Ψijtlδ

m
s bln +Ψijksδ

n
t b

km +Ψijktδ
n
s b

km
}
,

χxx22 = 15Ψijklstuvb
kmbln − 3Ψijklst

{
(δkuδ

m
v + δkvδ

m
u )bln + bkm(δluδ

n
v + δlvδ

n
u)
}

− 3Ψijkluv

{
(δks δ

m
t + δkt δ

m
s )bln + bkm(δlsδ

n
t + δltδ

n
s )
}

+Ψijkl

{
(δks δ

m
t + δkt δ

m
s )(δluδ

n
v + δlvδ

n
u) + (δlsδ

n
t + δltδ

n
s )(δ

k
uδ

m
v + δkvδ

m
u )
}
.

Finally, for Πmn
ij = Ψijb

mn we obtain

∂(Ψijb
mn)

∂ast
= − 1

2δst
bstΨijb

mn,

∂(Ψijb
mn)

∂bst
=

1

2δst
{−Ψijstb

mn +Ψij(δ
m
s δnt + δns δ

m
t )} ,

∂(Ψijb
mn)

∂s
= Φijb

mn,

∂2(Ψijb
mn)

∂ast∂s
= − 1

2δst
bstΦijb

mn,

∂2(Ψijb
mn)

∂bst∂s
=

1

2δst
{−Φijstb

mn +Φij(δ
m
s δnt + δns δ

m
t )} ,

and

∂2(Ψijb
mn)

∂x2
=

(
∂2(Ψijb

mn)/∂auv∂ast ∂2(Ψijb
mn)/∂buv∂ast

∂2(Ψijb
mn)/∂auv∂b

st ∂2(Ψijb
mn)/∂buv∂bst

)
=

1

2δst2δuv

(
Πxx11 Πxx12

Πxx21 Πxx22

)
,

where

Πxx11 = bstbuvΨijb
mn,

Πxx12 = −(δsuδ
t
v + δsvδ

t
u)Ψijb

mn + bstΨijuvb
mn − bstΨij(δ

m
u δnv + δnuδ

m
v ),

Πxx21 = buvΨijstb
mn − buvΨij(δ

m
s δnt + δns δ

m
t ),

Πxx22 = 3Ψijstuvb
mn −Ψijst(δ

m
u δnv + δmv δnu)−Ψijuv(δ

m
s δnt + δns δ

m
t ).

To estimate the above quantities we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let ej
i and eij be given by (52) and (53). Then, we have

|eji| ≤
C‖b‖ 7

2

det b
, |∂bsteji| ≤

C‖b‖ 17
2

(det b)3
, |∂2

buvbstej
i| ≤ C‖b‖ 27

2

(det b)5
,

|eij | ≤
C‖b‖ 5

2

det b
, |∂bsteij | ≤

C‖b‖ 15
2

(det b)3
, |∂2

buvbste
i
j | ≤

C‖b‖ 25
2

(det b)5
,

for any i, j = 1, 2, 3.
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Proof. Since the matrix bij is symmetric and positive definite, we can apply Lemmas 1 and 2 of
[21] to obtain

1

b11
≤ b22b33

det b
,

1

b11b22 − (b12)2
≤ b33

det b
.

Applying the above to the formulas (52) and (53) we obtain the following:

|eji| ≤
C‖b‖ 7

2

det b
, |eij | ≤

C‖b‖ 5
2

det b
,

for any i, j = 1, 2, 3. For the derivatives we note that

ej
i =

P√
Q
,

where P and Q are polynomials of bkl of degree j and 2j − 1, respectively. Here, we have

1

Q
≤ C‖b‖7−2j

(det b)2
,

so that we obtain

|∂bsteji| ≤
∣∣∣∣
(∂bstP )Q− P (∂bstQ)/2

Q3/2

∣∣∣∣ ≤
C‖b‖3j−2

Q3/2
≤ C‖b‖ 17

2

(det b)3
.

For the second derivatives we note that

∂bstej
i =

P

Q3/2
,

where P and Q are polynomials of bkl of degree 3j − 2 and 2j − 1, respectively. Then, we obtain

|∂2
buvbstej

i| ≤
∣∣∣∣
(∂buvP )Q− 3P (∂buvQ)/2

Q5/2

∣∣∣∣ ≤
C‖b‖5j−4

Q5/2
≤ C‖b‖ 27

2

(det b)5
.

In a similar way we can obtain the estimates for eij, and we skip the proof.

In order to estimate the tensors Ψ and Φ, which are defined by certain integrations of f , we
use the weighted L1-norms ‖ · ‖L1

r
and ‖ · ‖〈r〉 for f , where the weights are given by (p0)r and 〈p〉r,

respectively. We first note that the weights can be estimated as follows:

p0 =
√
bijpipj ≤ C‖b‖ 1

2 〈p〉, (95)

〈p〉 =
√
δijpipj =

√
δij p̂kekip̂lelj ≤

C‖b‖ 5
2

det b
p0, (96)

where we used (55) and Lemma 2. We now obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and positive constants B1 and B2 such
that f is defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖〈1〉 ≤ B1,

sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

≤ B2.

Then, the coefficient function N satisfies

sup
0≤s≤T

‖N(s)‖+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂N

∂x
(s)

∥∥∥∥+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂2N

∂x2
(s)

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)(1 +B1),

sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂N

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂2N

∂x∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)(1 +B2),

where C(aij , b
ij) are positive constants depending only on aij and bij.
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Proof. The quantities Ψi1···in can be easily estimated as follows:

|Ψi1···in | ≤
C√
det a

∫

R3

〈p〉n
(p0)n−1

|f(s, p)| d3p ≤ C‖b‖ 5(n−1)
2 B1

(det a)1/2(det b)n−1
.

Then, we obtain the estimates for N , ∂N/∂x and ∂2N/∂x2 by collecting the above computations.
For instance, we estimate the quantity Ψijklstuvb

kmbln, which appears in χxx22, as follows:

|Ψijklstuvb
kmbln| ≤ C‖b‖ 39

2 B1

(det a)1/2(det b)7
.

In a similar way we obtain the estimates of the quantities Φi1···in , which are used for the estimates
of ∂N/∂s and ∂2N/∂x∂s, and this completes the proof.

3.3.3 Differentiability condition for H

We need to estimate ∂H/∂s, ∂H/∂x, ∂2H/∂x∂s and ∂2H/∂x2. Let us write H = Hij by abuse
of notation again. We observe from (61)–(66) with (52) and (53) that h, p0, q0, p′i, q

′
i, p

′0 and q′0

are functions of bij so that we may write (84) as

Hij =
32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
Wij(pk, qk, ωk, b

kl)f(p)f(q) dω d3q d3p,

where

Wij(pk, qk, ωk, b
kl) =

h2−γ

p0q0

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0
− pipj

p0

)
.

The derivatives with respect to s and ast are now easily obtained:

∂Hij

∂s
=

32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
Wij

(
∂f

∂s
(p)f(q) + f(p)

∂f

∂s
(q)

)
dω d3q d3p, (97)

∂Hij

∂ast
=

(
−2bst

2δst

)
32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
Wijf(p)f(q) dω d3q d3p, (98)

∂2Hij

∂s∂ast
=

(
−2buv

2δuv

)
32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
Wij

(
∂f

∂s
(p)f(q) + f(p)

∂f

∂s
(q)

)
dω d3q d3p, (99)

∂2Hij

∂auv∂ast
=

(
−2bst

2δst

)(
−2buv

2δuv

)
32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
Wijf(p)f(q) dω d3q d3p, (100)

where we used (94) for the derivatives with respect to ast. For the derivatives with respect to bst

we only need to compute

∂Wij

∂bst
,

∂2Wij

∂buv∂bst
.

We first consider the derivatives of 1/p0 and 1/q0. Since

∂p0

∂bst
=

1

2δst
pspt
p0

,

we have

∂

∂bst

(
1

p0

)
= − 1

2δst
pspt
(p0)3

, (101)

∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
1

p0

)
=

3

2δst2δuv

psptpupv
(p0)5

, (102)

∂

∂bst

(
1

q0

)
= − 1

2δst
qsqt
(q0)3

, (103)

∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
1

q0

)
=

3

2δst2δuv

qsqtquqv
(q0)5

. (104)
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Next, we recall that

h =
√
2p0q0 − 2bijpiqj ,

and

∂bij

∂bst
=

1

2δst
(δisδ

j
t + δitδ

j
s).

Then, we have

∂h

∂bst
=

1

2h

(
2
∂p0

∂bst
q0 + 2p0

∂q0

∂bst
− 2

∂bij

∂bst
piqj

)

=
1

h

(
1

2δst

)(
pspt
p0

q0 + p0
qsqt
q0

− psqt − ptqs

)

=
p0q0

2δsth

(
ps
p0

− qs
q0

)(
pt
p0

− qt
q0

)
. (105)

Similarly, we have

∂2h

∂buv∂bst
=

1

2δsth

(
1

2δuv

)(
pupv
p0

q0 + p0
quqv
q0

)(
ps
p0

− qs
q0

)(
pt
p0

− qt
q0

)

+
p0q0

2δst

(
− 1

h2

)
p0q0

2δuvh

(
pu
p0

− qu
q0

)(
pv
p0

− qv
q0

)(
ps
p0

− qs
q0

)(
pt
p0

− qt
q0

)

+
p0q0

2δsth

(
− 1

2δuv

)(
pspupv
(p0)3

− qsquqv
(q0)3

)(
pt
p0

− qt
q0

)

+
p0q0

2δsth

(
− 1

2δuv

)(
ps
p0

− qs
q0

)(
ptpupv
(p0)3

− qtquqv
(q0)3

)
. (106)

For the quantity h2−γ we obtain

∂h2−γ

∂bst
=

(2 − γ)p0q0

2δsthb

(
ps
p0

− qs
q0

)(
pt
p0

− qt
q0

)
, (107)

∂2h2−γ

∂buv∂bst
=

(2 − γ)

2δsthb

(
1

2δuv

)(
pupv
p0

q0 + p0
quqv
q0

)(
ps
p0

− qs
q0

)(
pt
p0

− qt
q0

)

+
(2− γ)p0q0

2δst

( −b

h1+b

)
p0q0

2δuvh

(
pu
p0

− qu
q0

)(
pv
p0

− qv
q0

)(
ps
p0

− qs
q0

)(
pt
p0

− qt
q0

)

+
(2− γ)p0q0

2δsthb

(
− 1

2δuv

)(
pspupv
(p0)3

− qsquqv
(q0)3

)(
pt
p0

− qt
q0

)

+
(2− γ)p0q0

2δsthb

(
− 1

2δuv

)(
ps
p0

− qs
q0

)(
ptpupv
(p0)3

− qtquqv
(q0)3

)
. (108)

Now, we consider the derivatives of post-collision momenta. Recall that

p′0 =
1

2
(n0 + nkωjδ

ijei
k),

where n0 = p0 + q0 and ni = pi + qi, so that we have

∂p′0

∂bst
=

1

2

(
1

2δst
pspt
p0

+
1

2δst
qsqt
q0

+ nkωjδ
ij(∂bstei

k)

)
, (109)

∂2p′0

∂buv∂bst
=

1

2

(
− 1

2δst2δuv

psptpupv
(p0)3

− 1

2δst2δuv

qsqtquqv
(q0)3

+ nkωjδ
ij(∂2

buvbstei
k)

)
. (110)
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For the spatial components we recall that

p′i =
1

2

(
ni + hωje

j
i +

nlωkδ
jkej

lni

n0 + h

)
.

Then, we compute

∂p′i
∂bst

=
1

2

{
∂h

∂bst
ωje

j
i + hωj(∂bste

j
i) +

nlωkδ
jk(∂bstej

l)ni

n0 + h
− nlωkδ

jkej
lni

(n0 + h)2

(
∂n0

∂bst
+

∂h

∂bst

)}
,

(111)

and

∂2p′i
∂buv∂bst

=
1

2

{
∂2h

∂buv∂bst
ωje

j
i +

∂h

∂bst
ωj(∂buveji) +

∂h

∂buv
ωj(∂bste

j
i) + hωj(∂

2
buvbste

j
i)

+
nlωkδ

jk(∂2
buvbstej

l)ni

n0 + h
− nlωkδ

jk(∂bstej
l)ni

(n0 + h)2

(
∂n0

∂buv
+

∂h

∂buv

)
− nlωkδ

jk(∂buvej
l)ni

(n0 + h)2

(
∂n0

∂bst
+

∂h

∂bst

)

+
2nlωkδ

jkej
lni

(n0 + h)3

(
∂n0

∂buv
+

∂h

∂buv

)(
∂n0

∂bst
+

∂h

∂bst

)
− nlωkδ

jkej
lni

(n0 + h)2

(
∂2n0

∂buv∂bst
+

∂2h

∂buv∂bst

)}
.

(112)

The derivatives of ej
i and eij are estimated by Lemma 2. We are now ready to prove the following

lemma.

Lemma 4. Let Wij be the quantity defined by

Wij(pk, qk, ωk, b
kl) =

h2−γ

p0q0

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0
− pipj

p0

)
.

Then, the derivatives of Wij with respect to bst are estimated as follows:

|Wij |+
∣∣∣∣
∂Wij

∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(
(p0)1−

γ
2

(q0)
γ
2

+
(q0)1−

γ
2

(p0)
γ
2

)
, (113)

∫

S2

∣∣∣∣
∂2Wij

∂buv∂bst

∣∣∣∣ dω ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(
(p0)2−γ

q0
+

(p0)1−
γ
2

(q0)
γ
2

+
(q0)1−

γ
2

(p0)
γ
2

+
(q0)2−γ

p0

)
, (114)

where C(aij , b
ij) are positive constants depending only on aij and bij.

Proof. Let us first consider the quantity h2−γ/(p0q0). We use the relation pi = p̂je
j
i in (55) to

estimate the derivatives of 1/p0 and 1/q0 in (101)–(104):

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂bst

(
1

p0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖2 1

p0
,

∣∣∣∣
∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
1

p0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖4 1

p0
, (115)

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂bst

(
1

q0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖2 1

q0
,

∣∣∣∣
∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
1

q0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖4 1

q0
, (116)

where e−1 denotes the 3×3 matrix eij . For the derivatives of h
2−γ we note that in an orthonormal

frame the angle φ between p̂ and q̂ is defined by

p̂ · q̂ = |p̂||q̂| cosφ = p0q0 cosφ,

where p̂ · q̂ is the usual inner product in three dimensions. Hence, we have

∣∣∣∣
p̂i
p0

− q̂i
q0

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2 sin
φ

2
=

h√
p0q0

, (117)
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where we used (130) of Lemma 6 below. We obtain from (107) and (108) the following estimates:

∣∣∣∣
∂h2−γ

∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖2h2−γ ,

∣∣∣∣
∂2h2−γ

∂buv∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖4h2−γ . (118)

For later use, we consider (105) to obtain the following in a similar way:

∣∣∣∣
∂h

∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖2h. (119)

We now apply Lemma 2 and conclude that the derivatives of the quantity h2−γ/(p0q0) can be
estimated as follows:

∣∣∣∣
h2−γ

p0q0

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂

∂bst

(
h2−γ

p0q0

)∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
h2−γ

p0q0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
C(aij , b

ij)

(p0)
γ
2 (q0)

γ
2

, (120)

where C(aij , b
ij) is a positive constant depending only on aij and bij .

Next, we consider the quantity p′ip
′
j/p

′0. Applying Lemma 2, we obtain from (109) and (110)

the following estimates of the derivatives of p′0:

|p′0|+
∣∣∣∣
∂p′0

∂bst

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂2p′0

∂buv∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)n0,

and from (111) and (112) with (105) and (106) the following estimates of p′i:

|p′i|+
∣∣∣∣
∂p′i
∂bst

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂2p′i
∂buv∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)n0.

Then, the following is easily obtained:

∣∣∣∣
p′ip

′
j

p′0

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖2p′0 ≤ C(aij , b
ij)n0, (121)

since p′i = p̂′je
j
i and p′0 ≤ n0 by (49). For the first derivatives we compute

∂

∂bst

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0

)
=

(∂bstp
′
i)p

′
j

p′0
+

p′i(∂bstp
′
j)

p′0
−

p′ip
′
j(∂bstp

′0)

(p′0)2
,

and notice that the quantities of the form p′i/p
′0 are bounded by C(aij , b

ij). Hence, we obtain

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂bst

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)n0. (122)

For the second derivatives we have

∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0

)
=

(∂buv∂bstp
′
i)p

′
j

p′0
+

(∂bstp
′
i)(∂buvp′j)

p′0
−

(∂bstp
′
i)p

′
j(∂buvp′0)

(p′0)2

+
(∂buvp′i)(∂bstp

′
j)

p′0
+

p′i(∂buv∂bstp
′
j)

p′0
−

p′i(∂bstp
′
j)(∂buvp′0)

(p′0)2

−
(∂buvp′i)p

′
j(∂bstp

′0)

(p′0)2
−

p′i(∂buvp′j)(∂bstp
′0)

(p′0)2
−

p′ip
′
j(∂buv∂bstp

′0)

(p′0)2
+

2p′ip
′
j(∂bstp

′0)(∂buvp′0)

(p′0)3
,

and obtain the following estimate:

∣∣∣∣
∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(
n0 +

(n0)2

p′0

)
≤ C(aij , b

ij)
(n0)2

p′0
, (123)
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where we used p′0 ≤ n0 again.
The quantity pipj/p

0 is easily estimated, since pi and pj do not depend on bst. We have

∣∣∣∣
pipj
p0

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂

∂bst

(
pipj
p0

)∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
pipj
p0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)p0,

which can be absorbed into (121) or (122).
Now, by direct calculations we obtain the desired result. By (120) and (121) we first obtain

|Wij | ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(
(p0)1−

γ
2

(q0)
γ
2

+
(q0)1−

γ
2

(p0)
γ
2

)
. (124)

For the first derivatives of Wij we use (120), (121) and (122) to obtain the same estimate:

∣∣∣∣
∂Wij

∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(
(p0)1−

γ
2

(q0)
γ
2

+
(q0)1−

γ
2

(p0)
γ
2

)
. (125)

For the second derivatives we write them as follows:

∂2Wij

∂buv∂bst
= Wlower +

h2−γ

p0q0
∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0

)
,

where Wlower is estimated by using (120), (121) and (122):

|Wlower | ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(
(p0)1−

γ
2

(q0)
γ
2

+
(q0)1−

γ
2

(p0)
γ
2

)
. (126)

The second term is estimated by using (123):

∣∣∣∣
h2−γ

p0q0
∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

h2−γ(n0)2

p0q0p′0
.

Now, we need to use (131) of Lemma 7 below to take the integration on S2. We choose δ > 0
sufficiently small such that

γ + δ < 2

to obtain

∫

S2

∣∣∣∣
h2−γ

p0q0
∂2

∂buv∂bst

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0

)∣∣∣∣ dω ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

h2−γ−δ(n0)1+δ

p0q0

≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(n0)3−γ

p0q0

≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(
(p0)2−γ

q0
+

(q0)2−γ

p0

)
, (127)

where we used h ≤ n0 by (130). We obtain the desired results by collecting the estimates (124),
(125), (126) and (127).

Lemma 5. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and positive constants B1 and B2 such
that f is defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖〈−1〉 + sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖〈1〉 ≤ B1,

sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈−1〉

+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

≤ B2.
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Then, the function H satisfies

sup
0≤s≤T

‖H(s)‖+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂H

∂x
(s)

∥∥∥∥+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂2H

∂x2
(s)

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)B2

1 ,

sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂H

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂2H

∂x∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)B1B2,

where C(aij , b
ij) are positive constants independent of T .

Proof. The proof is straightforward. Explicit formulas of the derivatives of Hij with respect to s
and ast are given in (97)–(100), and derivatives with respect to bst are estimated by Lemma 4.
Recall that Hij is given by

Hij =
32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
Wij(pk, qk, ωk, b

kl)f(p)f(q) dω d3q d3p.

Applying (113) of Lemma 4 we obtain the following estimate:

|Hij | ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

∫∫
(p0)1−

γ
2

(q0)
γ
2

f(p)f(q) d3q d3p ≤ C(aij , b
ij)‖f‖L1

1−γ/2
‖f‖L1

−γ/2
,

where we used the symmetry in p and q in the integration. By the same arguments, we obtain the
same estimates for the following quantities:

∣∣∣∣
∂Hij

∂ast

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∂Hij

∂bst

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂2Hij

∂buv∂ast

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂2Hij

∂auv∂bst

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

∂2Hij

∂auv∂ast

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)‖f‖L1

1−γ/2
‖f‖L1

−γ/2
.

For the second derivatives with respect to bst we use (114) of Lemma 4:

∣∣∣∣
∂2Hij

∂buv∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)
(
‖f‖L1

2−γ
‖f‖L1

−1
+ ‖f‖L1

1−γ/2
‖f‖L1

−γ/2

)
.

For the s-derivative of Hij we consider (97) to obtain

∣∣∣∣
∂Hij

∂s

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(aij , b
ij)

∫∫ (
(p0)1−

γ
2

(q0)
γ
2

+
(q0)1−

γ
2

(p0)
γ
2

) ∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂s
(p)

∣∣∣∣ |f(q)| d
3q d3p

≤ C(aij , b
ij)

(∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s

∥∥∥∥
L1

1−γ/2

‖f‖L1
−γ/2

+

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s

∥∥∥∥
L1

−γ/2

‖f‖L1
1−γ/2

)
.

We obtain the same estimates for the quantities ∂2Hij/∂s∂ast and ∂2Hij/∂s∂b
st. By the relations

(95)–(96) we have for any m ∈ R,

‖f‖L1
m
≤ C(aij , b

ij)‖f‖〈m〉,

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s

∥∥∥∥
L1

m

≤ C(aij , b
ij)

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s

∥∥∥∥
〈m〉

.

The lemma is now proved by an interpolation, since 1 < γ < 2.

3.3.4 Eigenvalue conditions for N

There are also eigenvalue conditions on the matrix N required for Theorem 4, which we now verify
by computing the eigenvalues.

The vector space in question is the direct sum of two copies of the space of symmetric bilinear
forms on R3, one for K and one for Ẑ, since those are the variables in the singular part of our
system of first order ordinary differential equations.
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The theorem only requires the eigenvalue conditions to hold when s = 0, so we will assume
s = 0 for the remainder of this section. We therefore have Ψij =

1
2aij . This implies that

bijΨij =
1

2
bijaij =

3

2
,

and N = cγ Q, which are defined by (88) and (93), respectively. We note that the matrix Q can
be written as

Q =

(
γI + 3π −2I

I − χ+ 3π/2 c−1
γ I

)
,

where I, π and χ are all considered as operators on the space of symmetric bilinear forms on R3.
Now

πqr
klχ

kl
mn =

1

3
aklb

qrΨmncdb
ckbdl =

1

3
bqrΨmnldb

dl =
1

3
bqrΨmn =

1

3
Πqr

mn =
1

2
πqr
mn,

where in the last equation we have assumed s = 0, while

χqr
klπ

kl
mn =

1

3
Ψklcdb

cqbdramnb
kl =

1

3
Ψcdb

cqbdramn =
1

6
acdb

cqbdr2Ψmn =
1

3
bqrΨmn =

1

2
πqr
mn,

where we also have assumed s = 0. In other words we have

χπ =
1

2
π = πχ.

Since π and χ commute they are simultaneously diagonalisable. π is a projection, so its eigenvalues
are 1 and 0. π of anything is a multiple of Ψij , so it is of rank one and the eigenspace corresponding
to the eigenvalue 1 is one-dimensional and the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 is five-
dimensional. It follows from the equation above that χ has eigenvalue 1

2 on the space where π has
eigenvalue 1.

The equation χπ = 1
2π = πχ provides no further information on the eigenvalues of χ, but we

can get bounds for those eigenvalues by other means. Suppose that z is an eigenvector of χ with
eigenvalue µ. Clearly

16π√
det a

∫
(bijpipj)

−3/2(bklbmnzlmpkpn)
2 d3p > 0

since the integrand is non-negative everywhere and positive on an open set. We can rewrite this
as

16π√
det a

∫
(bijpipj)

−3/2bklbmnzlmpkpnb
k′l′bm

′n′

zl′m′pk′pn′ d3p > 0

or
bklbmnzlmzl′m′χl′m′

kn > 0

or, using the eigenvalue equation,
µbklbmnzlmzkn > 0.

Since bklbmnzlmzkn ≥ 0 it follows that µ > 0. So all eigenvalues are positive. The trace of χ is

χij
ij = bikbjlΨijkl = bikΨik =

3

2
.

Since we already have an eigenvector with eigenvalue 1
2 and all eigenvalues are positive it follows

that all eigenvalues are less than 1.
On a subspace where π = 1 we have χ = 1

2 and

Q =

(
γ + 3 −2
2 γ − 1

)
.
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The corresponding eigenvalues of Q are the double eigenvalue γ + 1 and the eigenvalues of N are
thus

cγ(γ + 1) =
γ + 1

γ − 1
> 1.

Since 1 < γ < 2 by our assumption on the scattering kernel, the eigenvalues are strictly greater
than one.

On a subspace where π = 0 and χ = µ we have

Q =

(
γ −2

1− µ γ − 1

)
.

The corresponding eigenvalues of Q are

2γ − 1±
√
1− 8(1− µ)

2

and the corresponding eigenvalues of N are

2γ − 1±
√
1− 8(1− µ)

2(γ − 1)
.

Now µ < 1 so 1− 8(1− µ) < 1 and hence the real parts of both eigenvalues of N are positive and
in fact bigger than one.

We’ve just seen that all eigenvalues of N initially have positive real parts, so N is invertible.
In particular this means that Wn = 0 and W = Wi in the notation of the appendix. We now
return to the question of solving Equations (90) and (91) for a, b, K and Ẑ in terms of f . From
those two equations it follows that

(γ2 − γ + 2)Kij + 3γπmn
ij Kmn − 2χmn

ij Kmn = 2(γ − 1)Hij .

Now

J =

(
0 −I
I 0

)

is invertible and we’ve just seen that N in invertible, so

−(γ − 1)2(NJ)2 =

(
(γ2 − γ + 2)I + 3γπ − 2χ 0

0 (γ2 − γ + 2)I + 3γπ − 2χ

)

is also invertible. From this it follows that

(γ2 − γ + 2)I + 3γπ − 2χ

is invertible, so there is a unique choice of K satisfying the equation above, and then a unique Ẑ
satisfying Equation (90). These K and Ẑ then satisfy Equation (91). In other words, the initial
values of a uniquely determine those of K and Ẑ, as claimed in Section 2.4.

3.3.5 Proof of Proposition 1

We are now ready to prove Proposition 1. The proof is an application of Theorem 4 to the
equations (85)–(86), but we need to slightly modify it as follows. Let us write

R := 2max
(
‖a0‖, ‖b0‖, ‖K0‖, ‖Ẑ0‖

)
,

which implies that x0 ∈ BV (0, R/2) and y0 ∈ BW (0, R/2), where V = W = S3(R) × S3(R), and
introduce K2 = [0, T ]×BV (0, R) and K3 = [0, T ]×BV (0, R)×BW (0, R). Following the proof of
Theorem 4 we observe that the solutions x and y exist on [0, tmin], where tmin is given by

tmin = min

(
T,

R

2Qx
,

R

2Qy
,

1

2Qu
,

1

2Qv

)
,
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which is slightly different from the one in Theorem 4. Here, Qx, Qy, Qu and Qv are almost the
same as the ones in Theorem 4. The only difference is that we do not need the constant Cy,

which is needed to estimate y ∈ BW (y0, R), but in this proof we consider y ∈ BW (0, R) so that
the constant Cy can be replaced simply by R. Now, Lemmas 1, 3 and 5 imply that there exists a
constant CR, which depends on R, satisfying

max

(
2Qx

R
,
2Qy

R
, 2Qu, 2Qv

)
≤ CR(1 +B1 +B2)

2.

We note that max[0,1] ‖P‖ depends only on initial data so that the constant CP can be absorbed
into CR. This shows that there exists 0 < TB ≤ tmin ≤ T , which depends on B1 and B2, such
that the equations (85)–(86) have a unique solution on [0, TB]. We have proved in the previous
section that N0 satisfies the eigenvalue conditions. This completes the proof of Proposition 1.

4 Estimates for the Boltzmann equation

In this part we study the Boltzmann equation for a given metric. The space-time will be assumed
to be of Bianchi type I, in which case the structure constants Ck

ij vanish so that the Boltzmann
equation (36) with (37) and (38) reduces to

∂f

∂s
= Q(f, f), (128)

where the collision term Q is given as in (38). In this section, we will replace the factor 1/
√
det a

in (38) with (det b)
1
2 for the convenience of calculation:

Q(f, f) = (det b)
1
2

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0q0
(f(p′)f(q′)− f(p)f(q)) dω d3q.

Recall that h, p0 and q0 are defined by (61), and p′ and q′ are parametrized by (63)–(66). We also
recall that the post-collision momenta can be written with respect to the orthonormal frame (52)
and (53) as in (57)–(60):

p′0 =
1

2
(n0 + n̂ · ω),

q′0 =
1

2
(n0 − n̂ · ω),

and

p̂′j =
1

2

(
n̂j + hωj +

(n̂ · ω)n̂j

n0 + h

)
,

q̂′j =
1

2

(
n̂j − hωj −

(n̂ · ω)n̂j

n0 + h

)
.

Here, we denote
n0 = p0 + q0, n̂j = p̂j + q̂j ,

and p0, q0 and h are understood as functions of p̂j and q̂j as in (56):

h =
√
2p0q0 − 2(p̂ · q̂), p0 = |p̂|, q0 = |q̂|,

where p̂ · q̂ is the usual inner product in three dimensions for p̂ = (p̂1, p̂2, p̂3) and q̂ = (q̂1, q̂2, q̂3).
We remark that the representations (63)–(66) and (57)–(60) can be used interchangeably through
(52) and (53), as long as a metric bij exists. We also remark that the following change of variables
between pre- and post-collision momenta will be frequently used:

det b
dω d3p d3q

p0q0
=

dω d3p̂ d3q̂

p0q0
=

dω d3p̂′ d3q̂′

p′0q′0
= det b

dω d3p′ d3q′

p′0q′0
. (129)
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In this section we will obtain the existence for the Boltzmann equation. The existence will be
obtained in L1 by following the well-known L1 framework in the Boltzmann theory [5, 6, 10, 23,
24, 33], but we use singular weights, so that singular moment estimates will be exploited. We need
the following lemmas.

Lemma 6. The relative momentum h is a collisional invariant and can be written as

h =
√
(n0)2 − |n̂|2 = 2

√
p0q0 sin

φ

2
, (130)

where φ is the angle between the three dimensional vectors p̂ and q̂.

Proof. Since pαp
α = qαq

α = 0, we have h2 = −2pαq
α = −nαn

α. Then, the energy-momentum
conservation (49) shows that h is a collisional invariant. In an orthonormal frame we have

h2 = −2pαq
α = 2(|p̂||q̂| − p̂ · q̂) = 4|p̂||q̂| sin2 φ

2
,

where φ is the angle between p̂ and q̂.

Lemma 7. Let p′0 and q′0 be the post-collision (unphysical) momenta for given p, q ∈ R3, ω ∈ S2

and bij ∈ S3(R). Then, for any δ > 0 there exists C > 0 such that the following hold:
∫

S2

1

p′0
dω =

∫

S2

1

q′0
dω ≤ C

hδ(n0)1−δ
, (131)

∫

S2

1

(p′0)2
dω =

∫

S2

1

(q′0)2
dω =

16π

h2
, (132)

∫

S2

1

p′0q′0
dω ≤ C

hδ(n0)2−δ
, (133)

where C does not depend on p, q and bij.

Proof. Let us consider an orthonormal frame, and use (57) to obtain
∫

S2

1

p′0
dω =

∫

S2

2

n0 + n̂ · ω dω

=

∫ π

0

4π sinφdφ

n0 + |n̂| cosφ

=
4π

|n̂| ln
(
n0 + |n̂|
n0 − |n̂|

)

=
8π

|n̂| ln
(
n0 + |n̂|

h

)
,

where we used (130). Now, for any δ > 0 we have

8π

|n̂| ln
(
n0 + |n̂|

h

)
=

8π

hδ(n0)1−δ

(
1 +

|n̂|2
h2

) 1−δ
2

ln

(
|n̂|
h +

√
1 + |n̂|2

h2

)

|n̂|
h

≤ C

hδ(n0)1−δ
, (134)

where C is a positive constant depending on δ. We obtain the same result for q′0 by the symmetry.
We skip the proof of (132), which is the same as the proof of Lemma 5 of [23]. For (133), we have

∫

S2

1

p′0q′0
dω =

∫

S2

4

(n0)2 − (n̂ · ω)2 dω

=

∫ π

0

8π sinφdφ

(n0)2 − |n̂|2 cos2 φ

=
8π

n0|n̂| ln
(
n0 + |n̂|
n0 − |n̂|

)

=
16π

n0|n̂| ln
(
n0 + |n̂|

h

)
,
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where we used (130). Now, we obtain the desired result by the inequality (134).

4.1 Existence for the Boltzmann equation with cut-off

We first prove the existence of solutions to a modified Boltzmann equation. We choose a constant
ε > 0 and consider the modified Boltzmann equation:

∂f

∂s
= Qε(f, f), (135)

where Qε is the collision operator with cut-off defined by

Qε(f, f) = (det b)
1
2

∫∫

h≥ε

h2−γ

p0q0
(f(p′)f(q′)− f(p)f(q)) dω d3q. (136)

We notice that h2−γ/(p0q0) ∼ h−γ by Lemma 6, and the singularity is cut-off by the restriction
h ≥ ε. We may write the collision operator in an orthonormal frame and denote it by

Qε(f, f) = Q̂ε(f̂ , f̂),

where f̂ is defined by f̂ = f̂(p̂) = f(p), and

Q̂ε(f̂ , f̂) =

∫∫

h≥ε

h2−γ

p0q0
(f̂(p̂′)f̂(q̂′)− f̂(p̂)f̂(q̂)) dω d3q̂,

where the volume form is given by

d3q̂ = (det b)
1
2 d3q. (137)

Now that an orthonormal frame is applied, we can follow the arguments of [23]:

∫

R3

|Q̂ε(f̂ , f̂)(p̂)| d3p̂ ≤ Cε

(∫

R3

|f̂(p̂)| d3p̂
)2

,

∫

R3

|Q̂ε(f̂ , f̂)(p̂)− Q̂ε(ĝ, ĝ)(p̂)| d3p̂ ≤ Cε

(∫

R3

|f̂(p̂) + ĝ(p̂)| d3p̂
)(∫

R3

|f̂(p̂)− ĝ(p̂)| d3p̂
)
.

Applying (137) we have

‖Qε(f, f)‖L1 ≤ Cε(det b)
1
2 ‖f‖2L1,

‖Qε(f, f)−Qε(g, g)‖L1 ≤ Cε(det b)
1
2 ‖f + g‖L1‖f − g‖L1.

This shows that the modified equation (135) with (136) has a solution in L1 as long as the metric

bij exists and (det b)
1
2 is bounded. Next, we need to show that the solution f is non-negative. This

ensures that the time interval on which the solution f exists can be extended to the time interval
on which the metric bij exists. Since the proof of the non-negativity of f is exactly the same as
the proof of Proposition 1 of [23], we only refer to [23] for the proof. We obtain the existence part
of the following result:

Proposition 2. Let ε > 0 be given. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive
constant A such that bij and Kij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K(s)‖ ≤ A.

Then, for any initial data f0 ∈ L1(R3) with f0 ≥ 0 the modified equation (135) with (136) has
a unique non-negative solution f ∈ C1([0, T ];L1(R3)). Moreover, if f0 ∈ L1

−2(R
3) ∩ L∞

η (R3) for
some 0 < η < 2/A2, then there exists 0 < TA ≤ T such that

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L1
−2

≤ CA,

where TA and CA are positive constants depending on A and η.
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Proof. We first estimate the L∞
η -norm of f . Multiplying the equation (135) by wη, we obtain

∂(wηf)

∂s
=

∂wη

∂s
f + wηQε(f, f). (138)

To estimate the first quantity on the right hand side we note that

∣∣∣∣
∂p0

∂s

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
bimbjnKmnpipj

2p0

∣∣∣∣ ≤
(bimbjnKmnKij)

1
2 (bklpkpl)

2p0
≤ A2

2
p0, (139)

and that there exists 0 < TA ≤ T such that the following holds on [0, TA]:

A2

2
− η

s+ η2
≤ 0,

since 0 < η < 2/A2. We now have

∂wη

∂s
=

∂p0

∂s
exp

{
p0

(s+ η2)η

}
+ p0

{
∂p0

∂s

1

(s+ η2)η
− η

p0

(s+ η2)η+1

}
exp

{
p0

(s+ η2)η

}

≤ A2

2
p0 exp

{
p0

(s+ η2)η

}
+ p0

{
A2

2
p0

1

(s+ η2)η
− η

p0

(s+ η2)η+1

}
exp

{
p0

(s+ η2)η

}

=
A2

2
p0 exp

{
p0

(s+ η2)η

}
+

(p0)2

(s+ η2)η

{
A2

2
− η

s+ η2

}
exp

{
p0

(s+ η2)η

}

≤ A2

2
wη, (140)

on [0, TA]. Hence, we obtain from the equation (138) the following inequality:

∂(wηf)

∂s
≤ A2

2
wηf + wηQε(f, f). (141)

The second quantity on the right hand side of (138) is estimated as follows. Since the solution is
non-negative, we obtain

wηQε(f, f) ≤ (det b)
1
2

∫∫

h≥ε

h2−γ

p0q0
p0 exp(s−1

η p0)f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q

≤ (det b)
1
2 ‖f‖2L∞

η

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

q0
exp(s−1

η p0)
1

p′0
exp(−s−1

η p′0)
1

q′0
exp(−s−1

η q′0) dω d3q

= (det b)
1
2 ‖f‖2L∞

η

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

q0
exp(−s−1

η q0)
1

p′0q′0
dω d3q,

where we used the conservation of energy (49). We apply (133) of Lemma 7 to the integration on
S2. We choose δ = 2− γ to obtain

∫

S2

1

p′0q′0
dω ≤ C

h2−γ(n0)γ
≤ C

h2−γ(q0)γ
,

which implies that since 1 < γ < 2,

wηQε(f, f) ≤ C(det b)
1
2 ‖f‖2L∞

η

∫

R3

1

(q0)1+γ
exp(−s−1

η q0) d3q

≤ Cs2−γ
η ‖f‖2L∞

η
. (142)

We combine (141) and (142) to obtain a Grönwall type inequality:

d

ds
‖f‖L∞

η
≤ A2

2
‖f‖L∞

η
+ Cs2−γ

η ‖f‖2L∞

η
.
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Hence, the norm ‖f‖L∞

η
is bounded on a time interval, which we still denote by [0, TA], so that

we have

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L∞

η
≤ CA, (143)

where CA is a constant depending on A and η.
Next, we consider the L1

r-norm of f . Multiplying (135) by (p0)r, integrating it over R3, and
using the change of variables (129), we obtain

d

ds

∫

R3

f(p)(p0)r d3p = r

∫

R3

f(p)(p0)r−1 ∂p
0

∂s
d3p

+
(det b)

1
2

2

∫∫∫

h≥ε

h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)((p′0)r + (q′0)r − (p0)r − (q0)r) dω d3q d3p. (144)

For r = 0, we obtain
d

ds

∫

R3

f(p) d3p = 0.

Since f is non-negative, we have

‖f(s)‖L1 = ‖f0‖L1, 0 ≤ s ≤ TA. (145)

In the case r = −2 we estimate (144) as follows:

d

ds

∫

R3

f(p)
1

(p0)2
d3p ≤ 2

∫

R3

f(p)(p0)−3

∣∣∣∣
∂p0

∂s

∣∣∣∣ d
3p

+
(det b)

1
2

2

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

(
1

(p′0)2
+

1

(q′0)2

)
dω d3q d3p.

The first quantity on the right hand side is estimated by using (139):

2

∫

R3

|f(p)|(p0)−3

∣∣∣∣
∂p0

∂s

∣∣∣∣ d
3p ≤ A2‖f‖L1

−2
.

The second quantity is estimated by (132) of Lemma 7:

(det b)
1
2

2

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

(
1

(p′0)2
+

1

(q′0)2

)
dω d3q d3p ≤ C(det b)

1
2

∫∫
h−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q) d3q d3p,

and we apply (143) to obtain

(det b)
1
2

∫∫
h−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA(det b)
1
2 ‖f‖L∞

η

∫∫
h−γ

p0q0
f(p)

1

q0
exp(−s−1

η q0) d3q d3p

≤ CA(det b)
1
2 ‖f‖L∞

η

∫∫
f(p)

(p0)1+
γ
2 (q0)2+

γ
2 sinγ(φ/2)

exp(−s−1
η q0) d3q d3p,

where we used (130). The integration over R3
q can be explicitly computed as follows:

(det b)
1
2

∫

R3

1

(q0)2+
γ
2 sinγ(φ/2)

exp(−s−1
η q0) d3q

=

∫

R3

1

|q̂|2+ γ
2 sinγ(φ/2)

exp(−s−1
η |q̂|) d3q̂

= 2π

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

sinφ

r
γ
2 sinγ(φ/2)

exp(−s−1
η r) dφ dr

≤ C

∫ ∞

0

1

r
γ
2

exp(−s−1
η r) dr

≤ Cs
1− γ

2
η ,
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where C is a constant depending on γ. Hence, we obtain

d

ds
‖f‖L1

−2
≤ A2‖f‖L1

−2
+ CAs

1− γ
2

η ‖f‖L∞

η
‖f‖L1

−1−γ/2
≤ CA

(
‖f‖L1 + ‖f‖L1

−2

)
.

Together with (145) we conclude that the norm ‖f‖L1
−2

is bounded on a time interval, which we

still denote by [0, TA], so that we have

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L1
−2

≤ CA,

which completes the proof.

4.2 Existence for the Boltzmann equation

In this part we prove the existence for the Boltzmann equation (128). Proposition 2 shows that
the modified equation (135) with ε > 0 has a solution in L1

−2(R
3). We now take the limit ε → 0

and obtain a solution to the Boltzmann equation (128). This will be done in L1
−1(R

3).

Proposition 3. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive constant A such that
bij and Kij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K(s)‖ ≤ A.

Then, for any initial data 0 ≤ f0 ∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−2(R

3) ∩ L∞
η (R3) for some 0 < η < 2/A2, there

exists 0 < TA ≤ T such that the Boltzmann equation (128) has a unique non-negative solution
f ∈ C1([0, TA];L

1(R3)) satisfying

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L1
−1

+ sup
0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L1
1
+ sup

0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L∞

η
≤ CA, (146)

sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1

+ sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

≤ CA, (147)

where TA and CA are positive constants depending on A and η.

Proof. Since the proof is almost the same as the proof of Theorem 1 of [23], we only give a sketch
of it. Let fk denote the solution of (135) with ε = k−1 for k ∈ N. We will estimate ‖fk − fm‖L1

and ‖fk − fm‖L1
−1

for k < m. Using (135) we first obtain

∂s|fk − fm|(p)

≤ (det b)
1
2

2

∫∫

h≥k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
{(fk + fm)(p′)|fk − fm|(q′) + (fk + fm)(q′)|fk − fm|(p′)

+ (fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q)− (fk + fm)(q)|fk − fm|(p)} dω d3q

+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫

m−1≤h≤k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
(fm(p′)fm(q′) + fm(p)fm(q)) dω d3q,
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and multiplying both sides by (p0)r and integrating it over R3
p we have

d

ds
‖fk − fm‖L1

r
−
∫

R3

|fk − fm|(p)
(
r(p0)r−1 ∂p

0

∂s

)
d3p

≤ (det b)
1
2

2

∫∫∫

h≥k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
{(fk + fm)(p′)|fk − fm|(q′) + (fk + fm)(q′)|fk − fm|(p′)

+ (fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q)− (fk + fm)(q)|fk − fm|(p)}(p0)r dω d3q d3p

+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫∫

m−1≤h≤k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
(fm(p′)fm(q′) + fm(p)fm(q))(p0)r dω d3q d3p

=
(det b)

1
2

2

∫∫∫

h≥k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q){(p′0)r + (q′0)r + (p0)r − (q0)r} dω d3q d3p

+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫∫

m−1≤h≤k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
fm(p)fm(q)((p′0)r + (p0)r) dω d3q d3p.

Now, for r = 0 we have

d

ds
‖fk − fm‖L1 ≤ I1 + I2,

where

I1 = (det b)
1
2

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0q0
(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q) dω d3q d3p,

I2 = 2(det b)
1
2

∫∫∫

h≤k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
fm(p)fm(q) dω d3q d3p.

The estimates of I1 and I2 are the same as the estimates (36) and (37) of [23]:

I1 ≤ C(det b)
1
2

∫∫
1

(p0)
γ
2 (q0)

γ
2

(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA sup
k

‖fk‖L1
−γ/2

‖fk − fm‖L1
−γ/2

, (148)

and

I2 ≤ C(det b)
1
2 k−2+γ

∫

R3

∫

R3

1

p0q0
fm(p)fm(q) d3q d3p

≤ CAk
−2+γ sup

k
‖fk‖2L1

−1
. (149)

In a similar way, for r = −1 we obtain

d

ds
‖fk − fm‖L1

−1
≤ J0 + J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5,
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where

J0 = −
∫

R3

|fk − fm|(p)
(
(p0)−2 ∂p

0

∂s

)
d3p,

J1 =
(det b)

1
2

2

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0q0
(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q) 1

p′0
dω d3q d3p,

J2 =
(det b)

1
2

2

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0q0
(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q) 1

q′0
dω d3q d3p,

J3 =
(det b)

1
2

2

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0q0
(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q) 1

p0
dω d3q d3p,

J4 = (det b)
1
2

∫∫∫

h≤k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
fm(p)fm(q)

1

p′0
dω d3q d3p,

J5 = (det b)
1
2

∫∫∫

h≤k−1

h2−γ

p0q0
fm(p)fm(q)

1

p0
dω d3q d3p.

The quantity ∂p0/∂s in J0 is estimated by (139) so that we have

|J0| ≤
A2

2
‖fk − fm‖L1

−1
. (150)

The estimates of J1, J2, J3, J4 and J5 are the same as the estimates (38)–(42) of [23]. For J3 and
J5 we have

J3 ≤ C(det b)
1
2

∫∫
1

(p0)1+
γ
2 (q0)

γ
2

(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA sup
k

‖fk‖L1
−1−γ/2

‖fk − fm‖L1
−γ/2

, (151)

and

J5 ≤ CAk
−2+γ sup

k
‖fk‖L1

−2
sup
m

‖fm‖L1
−1
. (152)

For J1, J2 and J4 we need to choose 0 < δ < 1 satisfying

γ + δ < 2,

and applying Young’s inequality to the the estimate (131) of Lemma 7 we obtain
∫

S2

1

p′0
dω ≤ C

hδ(n0)1−δ
≤ C

hδ(p0)
γ−δ
2 (q0)

2−γ−δ
2

.

Applying this to J1 we obtain the following estimate:

J1 ≤ C(det b)
1
2

∫∫
h2−γ−δ

(p0)1+
γ−δ
2 (q0)1+

2−γ−δ
2

(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
1

(p0)γq0
(fk + fm)(p)|fk − fm|(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA sup
k

‖fk‖L1
−γ

‖fk − fm‖L1
−1
. (153)

We obtain the same estimate for J2. For J4 we have the following estimate:

J4 ≤ C(det b)
1
2

∫∫

h≤k−1

h2−γ−δ

(p0)1+
γ−δ
2 (q0)1+

2−γ−δ
2

fm(p)fm(q) d3q d3p

≤ CAk
−2+γ+δ

∫

R3

∫

R3

1

(p0)1+
γ−δ
2 (q0)1+

2−γ−δ
2

fm(p)fm(q) d3q d3p

≤ CAk
−2+γ+δ sup

k
‖fk‖L1

−1−(γ−δ)/2
sup
m

‖fm‖L1
−2+(γ+δ)/2

. (154)
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Here, we note that −2 < −1 − (γ − δ)/2 < −1 and −3/2 < −2 + (γ + δ)/2 < −1. We now
combine the estimates (148)–(154) and apply Proposition 2 to obtain the following Grönwall type
inequality:

d

ds

(
‖fk − fm‖L1 + ‖fk − fm‖L1

−1

)
≤ CA

(
k−2+γ+δ + ‖fk − fm‖L1 + ‖fk − fm‖L1

−1

)
,

and conclude that the following holds on a time interval, which we still denote by [0, TA]:

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖(fk − fm)(s)‖L1 + ‖(fk − fm)(s)‖L1
−1

≤ CAk
−2+γ+δ.

This shows that the sequence fk converges in L1 ∩L1
−1 as k → ∞, and we obtain a solution of the

Boltzmann equation (128).
Finally, we consider the estimates (146) and (147). Note that we already obtained the bound-

edness of ‖f‖L1 and ‖f‖L1
−1
. For ‖f‖L1

1
we use (144) with the restriction h ≥ ε removed. By the

energy conservation (49) and the estimate (139) we obtain

d

ds

∫

R3

f(p)p0 d3p =

∫

R3

f(p)
∂p0

∂s
d3p ≤ A2

2

∫

R3

f(p)p0 d3p.

This shows that ‖f‖L1
1
is bounded on [0, TA]. The boundedness of ‖f‖L∞

η
is proved by the same

argument as in (143), and we obtain the estimates (146). For the boundedness of ‖∂f/∂s‖L1
r
we

consider ‖Q±(f, f)‖L1
r
, where the gain and loss terms should be estimated separately. For r = 1,

the loss term is estimated as follows:

‖Q−(f, f)‖L1
1
= (det b)

1
2

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)p0 dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
(p0)1−

γ
2 (q0)−

γ
2 f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA

(
‖f‖L1

−1
+ ‖f‖L1

1

)2
,

by an interpolation, since 1 < γ < 2. The gain term can be written as

‖Q+(f, f)‖L1
1
= (det b)

1
2

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p′)f(q′)p0 dω d3q d3p

= (det b)
1
2

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)p′0 dω d3q d3p.

Since p′0 ≤ p0 + q0, we have the same estimate as for the loss term. For r = −1, we need to use
(143), which still holds for the original case (128). For the gain term, we apply (131) of Lemma 7
with δ = 2− γ to obtain

‖Q+(f, f)‖L1
−1

= (det b)
1
2

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

1

p′0
dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
1

p0q0(n0)γ−1
f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA‖f‖L1
−1
‖f‖L∞

η

∫
1

(q0)γ+1
exp(−s−1

η q0) d3q

≤ CAs
2−γ
η ‖f‖L1

−1
‖f‖L∞

η
,
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which is bounded on [0, TA]. For the loss term we simply use Lemma 6 to obtain

‖Q−(f, f)‖L1
−1

= (det b)
1
2

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

1

p0
dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
1

(p0)1+
γ
2 (q0)

γ
2

f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA‖f‖L∞

η
‖f‖L1

−γ/2

∫
1

(p0)2+
γ
2

exp(−s−1
η p0) d3p

≤ CAs
1− γ

2
η ‖f‖L∞

η
‖f‖L1

−γ/2
,

which is also bounded. We obtain the estimates (147), and this completes the proof.

4.3 Continuous dependence on the metric

In Proposition 3 we showed that the Boltzmann equation has a solution for given bij and Kij . We
further need to show that the solution depends continuously on bij and Kij in order to obtain the
existence result for the coupled Einstein-Boltzmann system.

Suppose that two metrics b1
ij and b2

ij are given, so that we have two solutions f1 and f2
corresponding to b1

ij and b2
ij respectively, but also have two post-collision momenta p′1 and p′2,

corresponding to b1
ij and b2

ij respectively. Hence, we have to estimate f1(p
′
1)− f2(p

′
2). This will

be estimated by considering
f1(p

′
1)− f1(p

′
2) + (f1 − f2)(p

′
2),

so that we have to consider p-derivatives of f in order to estimate the first two terms above in
terms of b1

ij − b2
ij . This will be done in Lemma 9 in Section 4.3.1. The continuous dependence

will be obtained in Proposition 4 in Section 4.3.2.

4.3.1 Estimates of p-derivatives of f

We first estimate ∂p′/∂p in Lemma 8. This will be used in Lemma 9 to estimate ∂f/∂p.

Lemma 8. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive constant A such that bij

and Kij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b(s) ≥ 1

A
.

Then, we have the following estimate on [0, T ]:

∣∣∣∣
∂p′i
∂pl

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA

(
1 +

√
q0

p0

)
,

where CA is a positive constant depending on A.

Proof. Recall that p′ is given in (65):

p′i =
1

2

(
ni + hωje

j
i +

nlωkδ
jkej

lni

n0 + h

)
.

By direct calculations, we have

∂ni

∂pl
= δli,

∂p0

∂pl
=

bilpi
p0

,

∂h

∂pl
=

q0bil

h

(
pi
p0

− qi
q0

)
.
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In a similar way we obtain

∂

∂pl

(
1

n0 + h

)
= − 1

(n0 + h)2

(
∂p0

∂pl
+

∂h

∂pl

)

= − 1

(n0 + h)2

(
bilpi
p0

+
q0bil

h

(
pi
p0

− qi
q0

))
.

Now, by the assumptions on ‖b‖ and det b we have from (95) and (96) that there exists CA > 0
such that

1

CA
p0 ≤ 〈p〉 ≤ CAp

0.

Hence, we have
∣∣∣∣
∂ni

∂pl

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA, (155)

∣∣∣∣
∂p0

∂pl

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA. (156)

Moreover, we obtain from Lemma 2 that ej
i and eij are bounded on [0, T ]:

|eji| ≤ CA, |eij | ≤ CA,

so that we obtain
∣∣∣∣
∂h

∂pl

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA
q0

h

h√
p0q0

≤ CA

√
q0

p0
, (157)

where we used (55) and (117). In a similar way we obtain

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂pl

(
1

n0 + h

)∣∣∣∣ =
CA

(n0 + h)2

(
1 +

√
q0

p0

)
.

We collect the above estimates to obtain the desired result.

We now estimate the p-derivatives of f . In Proposition 3 we showed that f is bounded in L1
−1.

In Lemma 9 below, we will first show that f is bounded in L1
−2−δ/2, and use this to prove that

∂f/∂p is bounded in L1
−1−δ/2 for a small δ > 0.

Lemma 9. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive constant A such that bij

and Kij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b(s) ≥ 1

A
.

Then, for any initial data f0 ≥ 0 such that

f0 ∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−2−δ/2(R

3) ∩ L∞
η (R3),

∂f0
∂p

∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−1−δ/2(R

3),

where 0 < η < 2/A2, and δ > 0 is a number satisfying

γ + δ < 2,

there exists 0 < TA ≤ T such that the Boltzmann equation (128) has a unique non-negative solution
f ∈ C1([0, TA];L

1(R3)) satisfying (146), (147) and

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L1
−2−δ/2

+

∫ TA

0

‖f(s)‖L1
−2−(γ+δ)/2

ds ≤ CA, (158)

sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+ sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

≤ CA, (159)

where TA and CA are positive constants depending on A, η and δ.
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Proof. We note that the existence of f satisfying (146) and (147) is given by Proposition 3, so we
only need to prove (158) and (159). We use Lemma 6 to write the Boltzmann equation (128) as
follows:

∂f

∂s
+B

1

(p0)
γ
2

f(p) = (det b)
1
2

∫

R3

∫

S2

h2−γ

p0q0
f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q, (160)

where

B = 24−γπ(det b)
1
2

∫

R3

sin2−γ(φ/2)

(q0)
γ
2

f(q) d3q. (161)

Note that B depends on p through φ, which is the angle between p and q, but we have

∫
f(q) d3q ≤

(∫
sin2−γ(φ/2)

(q0)
γ
2

f(q) d3q

) 1
2
(∫

(q0)
γ
2

sin2−γ(φ/2)
f(q) d3q

) 1
2

,

where the integral on the left hand side is a conserved quantity, and
∫

(q0)
γ
2

sin2−γ(φ/2)
f(q) d3q ≤ CA

∫
(q0)−1+ γ

2 e−s−1
η q0

sin2−γ(φ/2)
d3q ≤ CA.

Hence, B ≥ B∗ for some B∗ > 0 independent of p. It is clear that B is bounded above by ‖f‖L1
−γ/2

so that we have

0 < B∗ ≤ B ≤ CA‖f‖−γ/2. (162)

Let δ > 0 be a number satisfying

γ + δ < 2.

Then, multiplying the equation (160) by (p0)−2− δ
2 and integrating over R3

p, we obtain

d

ds
‖f‖L1

−2−δ/2
+B∗‖f‖L1

−2−(γ+δ)/2
≤ CA‖f‖L1

−2−δ/2
+ CA

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p′)f(q′)

1

(p0)2+
δ
2

dω d3q d3p.

Here, the integral on the right hand side is estimated as follows:
∫∫∫

h2−γ

p0q0
f(p′)f(q′)

1

(p0)2+
δ
2

dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

1

(p′0)2+
δ
2

dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

1

(p′0)2
(q′0)

δ
2

(p′0q′0)
δ
2

dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

1

(p′0)2
(n0)

δ
2

hδ
dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
f(p)f(q)

(n0)
δ
2

h2+δ
d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
(p0)

δ
2

p0q0hγ+δ
f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
(p0)

δ
2

(p0q0)1+
γ+δ
2 sinγ+δ(φ/2)

f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
1

(p0)1+
γ
2 (q0)1+

γ+δ
2 sinγ+δ(φ/2)

f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫
1

(p0)1+
γ
2

f(p)

∫
e−s−1

η q0

(q0)2+
γ+δ
2 sinγ+δ(φ/2)

d3q d3p

≤ CA‖f‖L1
−1−γ/2

,
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where we used γ + δ < 2 in the last inequality. Hence, we obtain by an interpolation

d

ds
‖f‖L1

−2−δ/2
+B∗‖f‖L1

−2−(γ+δ)/2
≤ CA

(
1 + ‖f‖L1

−2−δ/2

)
,

which shows that ‖f‖L1
−2−δ/2

is bounded on [0, TA]. Moreover, the following is also bounded on

[0, TA]:

∫ t

0

‖f(s)‖L1
−2−(γ+δ)/2

ds ≤ CA.

This completes the proof of (158).
We now consider the p derivatives of f . We use the original equation (128) to obtain

∂

∂s

(
∂f

∂pl

)
+ (det b)

1
2

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
∂f

∂pl
(p)f(q) dω d3q

= (det b)
1
2

∫∫
∂

∂pl

(
h2−γ

p0q0

)
f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q

+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

(
∂p′i
∂pl

∂f

∂pi
(p′)f(q′) + f(p′)

∂q′i
∂pl

∂f

∂pi
(q′)

)
dω d3q

− (det b)
1
2

∫∫
∂

∂pl

(
h2−γ

p0q0

)
f(p)f(q) dω d3q,

for l = 1, 2, 3. Multiplying the above by (p0)r, we obtain

∂

∂s

(
(p0)r

∂f

∂pl

)
− ∂(p0)r

∂s

∂f

∂pl
+ (det b)

1
2

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
∂f

∂pl
(p)f(q)(p0)r dω d3q

= (det b)
1
2

∫∫
∂

∂pl

(
h2−γ

p0q0

)
f(p′)f(q′)(p0)r dω d3q

+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

(
∂p′i
∂pl

∂f

∂pi
(p′)f(q′) + f(p′)

∂q′i
∂pl

∂f

∂pi
(q′)

)
(p0)r dω d3q

− (det b)
1
2

∫∫
∂

∂pl

(
h2−γ

p0q0

)
f(p)f(q)(p0)r dω d3q.

Multiplying the above again by (∂f/∂pl)/|∂f/∂pl|, we obtain

∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣(p
0)r

∂f

∂pl

∣∣∣∣−
∂(p0)r

∂s

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pl

∣∣∣∣+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pl
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q)(p
0)r dω d3q

≤ (det b)
1
2

∫∫ ∣∣∣∣
∂

∂pl

(
h2−γ

p0q0

)∣∣∣∣ f(p
′)f(q′)(p0)r dω d3q

+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

(∣∣∣∣
∂p′i
∂pl

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) + f(p′)

∣∣∣∣
∂q′i
∂pl

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(q′)

∣∣∣∣
)
(p0)r dω d3q

+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫ ∣∣∣∣
∂

∂pl

(
h2−γ

p0q0

)∣∣∣∣ f(p)f(q)(p
0)r dω d3q.
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Applying Lemma 8 together with (156) and (157), we obtain

∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣(p
0)r

∂f

∂pl

∣∣∣∣+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pl
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q)(p
0)r dω d3q

≤ CA(p
0)r
∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pl

∣∣∣∣+ CA(det b)
1
2

∫∫ (
h1−γ

√
q0

p0
1

p0q0
+ h2−γ 1

(p0)2q0

)
f(p′)f(q′)(p0)r dω d3q

+ CA(det b)
1
2

3∑

i=1

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

(
1 +

√
q0

p0

)(∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) + f(p′)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(q′)

∣∣∣∣
)
(p0)r dω d3q

+ (det b)
1
2

∫∫ (
h1−γ

√
q0

p0
1

p0q0
+ h2−γ 1

(p0)2q0

)
f(p)f(q)(p0)r dω d3q.

The second quantity on the left hand side can be written as

(det b)
1
2

∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pl
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q)(p
0)r dω d3q = B

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pl
(p)

∣∣∣∣ (p
0)r−

γ
2 ,

where B is the quantity defined in (161). Note that

h2−γ 1

(p0)2q0
≤ CAh

1−γ 1

(p0)
3
2 (q0)

1
2

, 1 +

√
q0

p0
≤ CA

√
n0

p0
.

Then, using (162) and integrating over R3
p, we have

d

ds

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

r

+B∗

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

r−γ/2

≤ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

r

+ CA

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
3
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p′)f(q′)(p0)r dω d3q d3p

+ CA

3∑

i=1

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

√
n0

p0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) + f(p′)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(q′)

∣∣∣∣
)
(p0)r dω d3q d3p

+ CA

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
3
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p)f(q)(p0)r dω d3q d3p.

The last quantity can be estimated as follows:
∫∫∫

h1−γ 1

(p0)
3
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p)f(q)(p0)r dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
(p0)r

(p0)
3
2+

γ−1
2 (q0)

1
2+

γ−1
2 sinγ−1(φ/2)

f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫
(p0)r−1− γ

2 f(p)

∫
e−s−1

η q0

(q0)
γ
2 +1 sinγ−1(φ/2)

d3q d3p

≤ CA‖f‖L1
r−1−γ/2

.

Hence, we obtain

d

ds

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

r

+B∗

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

r−γ/2

≤ CA‖f‖L1
r−1−γ/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

r

+ CA

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
3
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p′)f(q′)(p0)r dω d3q d3p

+ CA

3∑

i=1

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

√
n0

p0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) + f(p′)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(q′)

∣∣∣∣
)
(p0)r dω d3q d3p. (163)
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We need to consider two cases (1) r = −1− δ/2 and (2) r = 1.

(1) In the case r = −1− δ/2, we have from (163)

d

ds

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+B∗

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−(δ+γ)/2

≤ CA‖f‖L1
−2−(γ+δ)/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+ CA

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
5
2+

δ
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q d3p

+ CA

3∑

i=1

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
(n0)

1
2

(p0)
3
2+

δ
2

(∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) + f(p′)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(q′)

∣∣∣∣
)

dω d3q d3p.

Let us write for simplicity

L1 =

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
5
2+

δ
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q d3p,

L2 =

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
(n0)

1
2

(p0)
3
2+

δ
2

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) dω d3q d3p,

L3 =

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
(n0)

1
2

(p0)
3
2+

δ
2

f(p′)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(q′)

∣∣∣∣ dω d3q d3p.

We first estimate L1 as follows:

L1 ≤ CA

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
5
2+

δ
2 (q0)

1
2

1

p′0
e−s−1

η p′0 1

q′0
e−s−1

η q′0 dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
e−s−1

η p′0

e−s−1
η q′0

(p0q0)
γ−1
2 sinγ−1(φ/2)(p0)

5
2+

δ
2 (q0)

1
2

1

p′0q′0
dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
e−s−1

η p0

e−s−1
η q0

(p0)2+
γ+δ
2 (q0)

γ
2 sinγ−1(φ/2)

∫

S2

1

p′0q′0
dω d3q d3p.

We use (133) of Lemma 7 with ǫ > 0 satisfying

γ + δ + ǫ < 2

to obtain

L1 ≤ CA

∫∫
e−s−1

η p0

e−s−1
η q0

(p0)2+
γ+δ
2 (q0)

γ
2 sinγ−1(φ/2)

1

hǫ(n0)2−ǫ
d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
e−s−1

η p0

e−s−1
η q0

(p0)2+
γ+δ+ǫ

2 (q0)
γ+ǫ
2 +2−ǫ sinγ+ǫ−1(φ/2)

d3q d3p

≤ CA,

since

2 +
γ + δ + ǫ

2
< 3,

γ + ǫ

2
+ 2− ǫ < 3, γ + ǫ− 1 < 1.

For L2, we use the change of variables (129) to obtain

L2 =

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
(n0)

1
2

(p′0)
3
2+

δ
2

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q) dω d3q d3p.

Note that

1

(p′0)
1+δ
2

=
(q′0)

1+δ
2

(p′0q′0)
1+δ
2

≤ (n0)
1+δ
2

h1+δ
.
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Hence, we have

L2 ≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
(n0)

1
2

p′0
(n0)

1+δ
2

h1+δ

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q) dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
h1−γ−δ(n0)1+

δ
2

p0q0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q)
∫

S2

1

p′0
dω d3q d3p.

We use (131) of Lemma 7 with ǫ > 0 satisfying again

γ + δ + ǫ < 2

to obtain

L2 ≤ CA

∫∫
h1−γ−δ−ǫ(n0)

δ
2+ǫ

p0q0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q) d
3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
(n0)

δ
2
+ǫ

(p0q0)
1+γ+δ+ǫ

2 sin−1+γ+δ+ǫ(φ/2)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q) d
3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫ (
1

(p0)
1+γ−ǫ

2 (q0)
1+γ+δ+ǫ

2

+
1

(p0)
1+γ+δ+ǫ

2 (q0)
1+γ−ǫ

2

)
1

sin−1+γ+δ+ǫ(φ/2)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q) d
3q d3p.

Note that, for sufficiently small ǫ > 0,

0 <
1 + γ − ǫ

2
<

1 + γ + δ + ǫ

2
<

3

2
, 0 < −1 + γ + δ + ǫ < 1.

Hence, the following are bounded:

∫
1

(q0)
1+γ+δ+ǫ

2 sin−1+γ+δ+ǫ(φ/2)
f(q) d3q ≤ CA,

∫
1

(q0)
1+γ−ǫ

2 sin−1+γ+δ+ǫ(φ/2)
f(q) d3q ≤ CA.

Consequently, we obtain by an interpolation

L2 ≤ CA

∫ (
1

(p0)
1+γ−ǫ

2

+
1

(p0)
1+γ+δ+ǫ

2

) ∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ d
3p

≤ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pi

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pi

∥∥∥∥
L1

−(1+γ+δ+ǫ)/2

.

The estimate for L3 is the same as for L2. Now, combine all the estimates above to obtain

d

ds

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+B∗

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−(δ+γ)/2

≤ CA + CA‖f‖L1
−2−(γ+δ)/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−(1+γ+δ+ǫ)/2

. (164)

Here, the last term on the right hand side can be controlled by the second term on the left
hand side and the third and fourth terms on the right hand side by applying Young’s inequality:
ab ≤ ηa

3
2 + Cηb

3 for any small η > 0. To be precise, we apply

1

(p0)
1+γ+δ+ǫ

2

=
1

(p0)
2+γ+δ

3 (p0)
−1+γ+δ+3ǫ

6

≤ η

(p0)
2+γ+δ

2

+
Cη

(p0)
−1+γ+δ+3ǫ

2

,
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to obtain
∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−(1+γ+δ+ǫ)/2

≤ η

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−(γ+δ)/2

+ Cη

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

(1−γ−δ−3ǫ)/2

,

and the second term on the right hand side above can be estimated by the third and fourth terms
on the right hand side of (164), since

−1− δ

2
<

1− γ − δ − 3ǫ

2
< 1,

for small ǫ > 0. Finally, we obtain from (164)

d

ds

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

≤ CA + CA‖f‖L1
−2−(γ+δ)/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

. (165)

(2) In the case r = 1, we have from (163)

d

ds

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

+B∗

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

1−γ/2

≤ CA‖f‖L1
−γ/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pl

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

+ CA

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
1
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q d3p

+ CA

3∑

i=1

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

√
n0p0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) + f(p′)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(q′)

∣∣∣∣
)

dω d3q d3p.

Let use write

M1 =

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
1
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q d3p,

M2 =

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

√
n0p0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) dω d3q d3p,

M3 =

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

√
n0p0f(p′)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(q′)

∣∣∣∣ dω d3q d3p.

For M1, we estimate

M1 =

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

(p0)
1
2 (q0)

1
2

f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
h1−γ n0

p0q0
f(p′)f(q′) dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
h1−γ 1

q0
f(p)f(q) dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
1

(p0)
γ−1
2 (q0)

γ+1
2 sinγ−1(φ/2)

f(p)f(q) d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫
e−s−1

η p0

e−s−1
η q0

(p0)
γ+1
2 (q0)

γ+3
2 sinγ−1(φ/2)

d3q d3p

≤ CA,

since

1 <
γ + 1

2
<

3

2
, 2 <

γ + 3

2
<

5

2
, 0 < γ − 1 < 1.
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For M2, we have

M2 =

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0

√
n0p0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
n0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p′)

∣∣∣∣ f(q
′) dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
n0

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q) d
3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2−γ

(
1

p0
+

1

q0

) ∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q) d
3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫ (
(q0)1−

γ
2

(p0)
γ
2

+
(p0)1−

γ
2

(q0)
γ
2

) ∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂pi
(p)

∣∣∣∣ f(q) d
3q d3p

≤ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pi

∥∥∥∥
L1

−γ/2

‖f‖L1
1−γ/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂pi

∥∥∥∥
L1

1−γ/2

‖f‖L1
−γ/2

.

Note that ‖f‖L1
1−γ/2

and ‖f‖L1
−γ/2

are bounded quantities, and the estimate for M3 is the same

as for M2. We combine all the estimates above to obtain

d

ds

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

+B∗

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1−γ/2

≤ CA + CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−γ/2

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1−γ/2

.

Since −1 < −γ/2 < −1/2 and 0 < 1− γ/2 < 1/2, we obtain by an interpolation

d

ds

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

≤ CA + CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

+ CA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

. (166)

We now combine (165) and (166) to obtain

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p
(t)

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p
(t)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

≤ CA + CA

∫ t

0

‖f(s)‖L1
−2−(γ+δ)/2

ds+ CA

∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

ds.

Finally, we apply (158) and use Grönwall’s inequality to obtain the desired result:

sup
0≤t≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p
(t)

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1−δ/2

+ sup
0≤t≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂p
(t)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

≤ CA.

This completes the proof of the lemma.

4.3.2 Continuous dependence on the metric

We are now ready to prove the continuous dependence on the metric. Below, we suppose that
b1

ij , K1ij , b2
ij and K2ij are given. Some quantities like p0, q0 and h depend on the metric so that

we need to explicitly write the dependence on b1
ij or b2

ij . Hence, we denote

p1
0 =

√
b1

ijpipj , q1
0 =

√
b1

ijqiqj , h1 =

√
(n1

0)2 − b1
ijninj,

and p′1
0
, q′1

0
, p′1i and q′1i are defined by (63)–(66) using the metric b1

ij . Similarly, we denote

p2
0 =

√
b2

ijpipj , q2
0 =

√
b2

ijqiqj , h2 =

√
(n2

0)2 − b2
ijninj,
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and p′2
0
, q′2

0
, p′2i and q′2i are defined by (63)–(66) using the metric b2

ij . Recall that the norms for
f also depend on the metric. Hence, we need to write

‖f‖L1
1,r

=

∫

R3

|f(p)|(p10)r d3p, p1
0 =

√
b1

ijpipj,

‖f‖L∞

1,η
= sup

p∈R3

|w1,ηf(p)|, w1,η = p1
0 exp(s−1

η p1
0), sη = (s+ η2)η, η > 0,

and the norms ‖f‖L1
2,r

and ‖f‖L∞

2,η
are defined similarly.

Lemma 10. Let A and B be positive definite n× n matrices. For any 0 < α < 1, we have

det(αA + (1− α)B) ≥ (detA)α(detB)1−α,

where the equality holds, if and only if A = B.

Proof. See the Corollary 7.6.8. of Ref. [15] for the proof.

Lemma 11. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive constant A such that
b1

ij, K1ij , b2
ij and K2ij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b1(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K1(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b1(s) ≥
1

A
,

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b2(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K2(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b2(s) ≥
1

A
.

Then, we have the following estimates on [0, T ]:

∣∣∣(det b1)
1
2 − (det b2)

1
2

∣∣∣ ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖,
∣∣∣∣

1

p10q10
− 1

p20q20

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA
‖b1 − b2‖
〈p〉〈q〉 ,

∣∣h1
2−γ − h2

2−γ
∣∣ ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖〈p〉1−

γ
2 〈q〉1− γ

2 ,

where CA is a positive constant depending on A.

Proof. Let F = F (bij) be a differentiable function with respect to bij for i, j = 1, 2, 3. Define

bα
ij = (α− 1)b2

ij + (2 − α)b1
ij , 1 ≤ α ≤ 2.

Then, we have

F (b2
ij)− F (b1

ij) =

∫ 2

1

d(F (bα
ij))

dα
dα

=

∫ 2

1

∂F

∂bkl
(bα

ij)
dbα

kl

dα
dα

=

∫ 2

1

∂F

∂bkl
(bα

ij)(b2
kl − b1

kl) dα

= (b2
kl − b1

kl)

∫ 2

1

∂F

∂bkl
(bα

ij) dα.

Hence, we obtain

|F (b2
ij)− F (b1

ij)| ≤ ‖b2 − b1‖max
k,l

sup
1≤α≤2

∣∣∣∣
∂F

∂bkl
(bα

ij)

∣∣∣∣ . (167)
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The lemma is now proved by using (167) with the estimates of the following quantities:

∂(det b)
1
2

∂bkl
,

∂

∂bkl

(
1

p0q0

)
,

∂(h2−γ)

∂bkl
.

We first note that ∂(det b)/∂bkl is a second order polynomial of bij so that

∣∣∣∣∣
∂(det b)

1
2

∂bkl

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
‖b‖2

(det b)
1
2

.

For the other quantities we use (115), (116) and (118), and apply Lemma 2 to obtain

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂bkl

(
1

p0q0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖2 1

p0q0
≤ C

‖b‖5
(det b)2

1

p0q0
, (168)

∣∣∣∣
∂(h2−γ)

∂bkl

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖2h2−γ ≤ C
‖b‖5

(det b)2
h2−γ ≤ C

‖b‖5
(det b)2

(p0q0)1−
γ
2 . (169)

Now, we note that
sup

1≤α≤2
‖bα‖ ≤ CA,

since |bαij | ≤ 2A. Moreover, by Lemma 10 we have for any 1 ≤ α ≤ 2,

det bα ≥ (det b2)
α−1(det b1)

2−α ≥ 1

A
.

Hence, we obtain

sup
1≤α≤2

‖bα‖2
(det bα)

1
2

≤ CA,

which implies that by (167) with F = (det b)1/2,

∣∣∣(det b1)
1
2 − (det b2)

1
2

∣∣∣ ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖.

For the second and third estimates of the lemma, we use (95) and (96) to obtain

sup
1≤α≤2

pα
0 ≤ CA〈p〉, sup

1≤α≤2
qα

0 ≤ CA〈q〉, sup
1≤α≤2

1

pα0
≤ CA

〈p〉 , sup
1≤α≤2

1

qα0
≤ CA

〈q〉 ,

which imply that

sup
1≤α≤2

‖bα‖5
(det bα)2

1

pα0qα0
≤ CA

〈p〉〈q〉 , sup
1≤α≤2

‖bα‖5
(det bα)2

(pα
0qα

0)1−
γ
2 ≤ CA〈p〉1−

γ
2 〈q〉1− γ

2 .

Applying these estimates to (167)–(169) we obtain the desired results.

Lemma 12. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive constant A such that bij

and Kij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b(s) ≥ 1

A
.

Then, we have the following estimate on [0, T ]:

∣∣∣∣
∂p′

∂bkl

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∂q′

∂bkl

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CAn
0,

where CA is a positive constant depending on A.
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Proof. Recall that ∂p′/∂bkl is computed in (111):

∂p′i
∂bst

=
1

2

{
∂h

∂bst
ωje

j
i + hωj(∂bste

j
i) +

nlωkδ
jk(∂bstej

l)ni

n0 + h
− nlωkδ

jkej
lni

(n0 + h)2

(
∂n0

∂bst
+

∂h

∂bst

)}
.

Here, the quantities ωj, e
j
i, ∂bste

j
i, ∂bstej

l and ej
l are all bounded by CA by the same arguments

as in the proof of Lemma 11. We use (119) to obtain

∣∣∣∣
∂h

∂bst

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖e−1‖2h ≤ CAn
0.

We also easily obtain h ≤ Cn0, |nj | ≤ CAn
0 and |∂n0/∂bst| ≤ CAn

0. We combine the above
estimates to obtain the desired result for ∂p′/∂bkl. The result for ∂q′/∂bkl is obtained by the same
arguments, and this completes the proof.

In Proposition 4 below, we will show that the solution f of the Boltzmann equation depends
continuously on the metric bij . To see this we will suppose that two metrics b1

ij , b2
ij and an

initial data f0 are given, so that we have two solutions f1 and f2, corresponding to b1
ij and b2

ij

respectively, having the initial data f0. Then, f1 is bounded in L1
1,r, and f2 is bounded in L1

2,r,
for some r, provided that f0 is bounded in L1

1,r ∩ L1
2,r. However, we will assume that the initial

values of b1
ij and b2

ij are the same, i.e.,

b1
ij(0) = b0

ij = b2
ij(0),

for some suitable b0
ij , and this implies that L1

1,r = L1
2,r at s = 0. Hence, we may denote it by L1

r

and will assume that the initial data f0 is bounded in L1
r.

Proposition 4. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive constant A such that
b1

ij, K1ij , b2
ij and K2ij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy b1

ij(0) = b2
ij(0), K1ij(0) = K2ij(0) and

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b1(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K1(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b1(s) ≥
1

A
,

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b2(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K2(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b2(s) ≥
1

A
.

Then, for any initial data f0 ≥ 0 such that

f0 ∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−2−δ/2(R

3) ∩ L∞
η (R3),

∂f0
∂p

∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−1−δ/2(R

3),

where 0 < η < 2/A2, and δ > 0 is a number satisfying

γ + δ < 2,

there exists 0 ≤ TA ≤ T such that the Boltzmann equation (128) has unique non-negative solutions
f1 and f2, corresponding to b1

ij and b2
ij respectively, such that

‖f1(s)− f2(s)‖L1
1,1

+ ‖f1(s)− f2(s)‖L1
1,−1

≤ CA sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖b1(ρ)− b2(ρ)‖, (170)

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂s

(s)− ∂f2
∂s

(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,1

+

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂s

(s)− ∂f2
∂s

(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,−1

≤ CA sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖b1(ρ)− b2(ρ)‖, (171)

for 0 ≤ s ≤ TA, where CA is a positive constant depending on A, η and δ.
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Proof. Let us denote by f1 and f2 the solutions of the Boltzmann equation associated with b1
ij

and b2
ij , respectively. Note that the existence of f1 and f2 is given by Lemma 9. Since f1 and f2

satisfy

∂f1
∂s

= (det b1)
1
2

∫∫
h1

2−γ

p10q10
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1)− f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q, (172)

∂f2
∂s

= (det b2)
1
2

∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
(f2(p

′
2)f2(q

′
2)− f2(p)f2(q)) dω d3q, (173)

respectively, we have

∂(f1 − f2)

∂s
= ((det b1)

1
2 − (det b2)

1
2 )

∫∫
h1

2−γ

p10q10
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1)− f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫ (
1

p10q10
− 1

p20q20

)
h1

2−γ(f1(p
′
1)f1(q

′
1)− f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫
1

p20q20
(h1

2−γ − h2
2−γ)(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1)− f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1)− f1(p

′
2)f1(q

′
2)) dω d3q

+
(det b2)

1
2

2

∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
((f1 + f2)(p

′
2)(f1 − f2)(q

′
2) + (f1 − f2)(p

′
2)(f1 + f2)(q

′
2)

− (f1 + f2)(p)(f1 − f2)(q)− (f1 − f2)(p)(f1 + f2)(q)) dω d3q.
(174)

Multiplying the above by (f1 − f2)(p)/|f1 − f2|(p), we obtain

∂|f1 − f2|
∂s

≤ |(det b1)
1
2 − (det b2)

1
2 |
∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫ ∣∣∣∣
1

p10q10
− 1

p20q20

∣∣∣∣h1
2−γ(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫
1

p20q20
|h1

2−γ − h2
2−γ |(f1(p′1)f1(q′1) + f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
|f1(p′1)f1(q′1)− f1(p

′
2)f1(q

′
2)| dω d3q

+
(det b2)

1
2

2

∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
((f1 + f2)(p

′
2)|f1 − f2|(q′2) + |f1 − f2|(p′2)(f1 + f2)(q

′
2)

+ (f1 + f2)(p)|f1 − f2|(q)− |f1 − f2|(p)(f1 + f2)(q)) dω d3q. (175)
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Finally, we multiply the above by (p1
0)r and integrate over R3

p to obtain

d

ds
‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,r
−
∫

R3

|f1 − f2|(p)
(
r(p1

0)r−1 ∂p1
0

∂s

)
d3p

≤ |(det b1)
1
2 − (det b2)

1
2 |
∫∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫∫ ∣∣∣∣
1

p10q10
− 1

p20q20

∣∣∣∣h1
2−γ(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫∫
1

p20q20
|h1

2−γ − h2
2−γ |(f1(p′1)f1(q′1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
|f1(p′1)f1(q′1)− f1(p

′
2)f1(q

′
2)|(p10)r dω d3q d3p

+
(det b2)

1
2

2

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
((f1 + f2)(p

′
2)|f1 − f2|(q′2) + |f1 − f2|(p′2)(f1 + f2)(q

′
2)

+ (f1 + f2)(p)|f1 − f2|(q))(p10)r dω d3q d3p

− (det b2)
1
2

2

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
|f1 − f2|(p)(f1 + f2)(q)(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p. (176)

We can write the above as

d

ds
‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,r
≤ K0,r +K1,r +K2,r +K3,r +K4,r +K5,r −K6,r, (177)

where K0,r corresponds to the second term on the left hand side of (176), and the other quantities
are the six integrals on the right hand side of (176). Then, for r = 1 and r = −1 we have

d

ds

(
‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,1
+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,−1

)
+K6 ≤ K0 +K1 +K2 +K3 +K4 +K5, (178)

where Kn = Kn,1 + Kn,−1 (n = 0, . . . , 6). We claim that each Kn for n = 0, . . . , 5 satisfies the
following estimates:

|K0| ≤ CA

(
‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,1
+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,−1

)
, (179)

K1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖, (180)

K2 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖, (181)

K3 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖, (182)

K4 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖, (183)

K5 ≤ CA

(
‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,1
+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,−1

)
. (184)

If the estimates (179)–(184) are satisfied, then we have from (178)

d

ds

(
‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,1
+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,−1

)
≤ CA

(
‖b1 − b2‖+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,1
+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,−1

)
,

since K6 is non-negative, and use Grönwall’s inequality to obtain the desired result (170). We use
again (178) to obtain the estimate for K6:

K6 ≤ CA sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖b1(ρ)− b2(ρ)‖, (185)

which will be used to prove (171). Below, we will estimate each Kn for n = 0, . . . , 5 separately.

(0) Estimate of K0. Recall that K0,r is given by

K0,r =

∫

R3

|f1 − f2|(p)
(
r(p1

0)r−1 ∂p1
0

∂s

)
dp.
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• (r = 1) For r = 1, we use (139) to have

|K0,1| ≤ CA

∫
|f1 − f2|(p)p10 d3p ≤ CA‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,1
.

• (r = −1) Similarly, we have

|K0,−1| ≤ CA

∫
|f1 − f2|(p)

1

p10
dp ≤ CA‖f1 − f2‖L1

1,−1
.

Since K0 = K0,1 +K0,−1, we obtain (179).

(1) Estimate of K1. We first use Lemma 11 to estimate K1,r as

K1,r = |(det b1)
1
2 − (det b2)

1
2 |
∫∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω dq dp

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
f1(p)f1(q)((p

′
1
0
)r + (p1

0)r) dω d3q d3p,

where we used

det b1
dω d3p d3q

p10q10
= det b1

dω d3p′1 d
3q′1

p′1
0q′1

0 , (186)

as in (129).

• (r = 1) Applying the energy conservation (49), we obtain

K1,1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
f1(p)f1(q)(p1

0 + q1
0) d3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖‖f1‖L1
1,1−γ/2

‖f1‖L1
1,−γ/2

.

• (r = −1) We apply the same estimates as in (153) and (151) to obtain

K1,−1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
f1(p)f1(q)

1

p′1
0 dω d3q d3p

+ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
f1(p)f1(q)

1

p10
d3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
(
‖f1‖L1

1,−γ
‖f1‖L1

1,−1
+ ‖f1‖L1

1,−1−γ/2
‖f1‖L1

1,−γ/2

)
.

By Lemma 9, the quantities ‖f1‖L1
1,1−γ/2

, ‖f1‖L1
1,−γ/2

, ‖f1‖L1
1,−γ

, ‖f1‖L1
1,−1

and ‖f1‖L1
1,−1−γ/2

are

bounded for 1 < γ < 2 . Hence, we obtain (180).

(2) Estimate of K2. We use Lemma 11 to estimate K2,r as

K2,r ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

h1
2−γ

〈p〉〈q〉 (f1(p
′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
f1(p)f1(q)((p

′
1
0
)r + (p1

0)r) dω d3q d3p,

where we used (95). Then, we obtain (181) by the same arguments as in the estimate of K1.
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(3) Estimate of K3. We use Lemma 11 to estimate K3,r as

K3,r ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫ 〈p〉1− γ

2 〈q〉1− γ
2

p20q20
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

(p1
0)1−

γ
2 (q1

0)1−
γ
2

p10q10
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p,

where we used (95)–(96), so that we can apply (186). Then, we have

K3,r ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

(n1
0)2−γ

p10q10
f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1)(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

+ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

1

(p10)
γ
2 (q10)

γ
2

f1(p)f1(q)(p1
0)r dω d3q d3p

=: K31,r +K32,r,

where we simply used p1
0, q1

0 ≤ n1
0 for the gain term.

• (r = 1) For the gain term K31,1 we apply the change of variables (186) and the energy
conservation (49) to obtain

K31,1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

(n1
0)3−γ

p10q10
f1(p)f1(q) dω d3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫ (

(p1
0)2−γ

q10
+

(q1
0)2−γ

p10

)
f1(p)f1(q) d

3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖‖f1‖L1
1,2−γ

‖f1‖L1
1,−1

.

For the loss term K32,1 we easily obtain

K32,1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖‖f1‖L1
1,1−γ/2

‖f1‖L1
1,−γ/2

.

• (r = −1) We apply (186) again to obtain

K31,−1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

(n1
0)2−γ

p10q10
f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1)

1

p10
dω d3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫∫

(n1
0)2−γ

p10q10
f1(p)f1(q)

1

p′1
0 dω d3q d3p.

Applying (131) of Lemma 7, we further estimate as

K31,−1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫

1

p10q10
f1(p)f1(q)

1

h1
γ−1 d3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖‖f1‖2L∞

1,η

∫∫
e−s−1

η p1
0

e−s−1
η q1

0

(p10)2(q10)2h1
γ−1 d3q d3p,

since f1 is bounded in L∞
1,η. Here, the integral over R3

p × R3
q is finite:

∫∫
e−s−1

η p1
0

e−s−1
η q1

0

(p10)2(q10)2h1
γ−1 d3q d3p ≤ CA

∫∫
e−s−1

η p1
0

e−s−1
η q1

0

(p10)2+
γ−1
2 (q10)2+

γ−1
2 sinγ−1(φ/2)

d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫
e−s−1

η |p̂|

|p̂|2+ γ−1
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

e−s−1
η |q̂| sinφ

|q̂| γ−1
2 sinγ−1(φ/2)

dφ d|q̂| d3p̂

≤ CA

∫
e−s−1

η |p̂|

|p̂|2+ γ−1
2

∫ ∞

0

e−s−1
η |q̂|

|q̂| γ−1
2

d|q̂| d3p̂

≤ CA,

53



since 1 < γ < 2. For K32,−1 we easily obtain

K32,−1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫

1

(p10)1+
γ
2 (q10)

γ
2

f1(p)f1(q) d
3q d3p

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖‖f1‖L1
1,−1−γ/2

‖f1‖L1
1,−γ/2

.

Now, ‖f1‖L1
1,2−γ

, ‖f1‖L1
1,−1

, ‖f1‖L1
1,1−γ/2

, ‖f1‖L1
1,−γ/2

, ‖f1‖L∞

1,η
, ‖f1‖L1

1,−1−γ/2
and ‖f1‖L1

1,−γ/2
are

all bounded by Lemma 9. Hence, we obtain (182).

(4) Estimate of K4. Recall that

K4,r = (det b2)
1
2

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
|f1(p′1)f1(q′1)− f1(p

′
2)f1(q

′
2)|(p10)r dω d3q d3p,

where we denote

p′1 = p′(b1
ij), q′1 = q′(b1

ij),

p′2 = p′(b2
ij), q′2 = q′(b2

ij).

Hence, we may write

f1(p
′
1)f1(q

′
1) = F (b1

ij), f1(p
′
2)f1(q

′
2) = F (b2

ij),

for some F = F (bkl). Then, we have

F (b1
ij)− F (b2

ij) =

∫ 2

1

d(F (bα
ij))

dα
dα

= (b2
kl − b1

kl)

∫ 2

1

∂F

∂bkl
(bα

ij) dα,

where bα
ij = (α− 1)b2

ij + (2− α)b1
ij , and this implies that

|F (b1
ij)− F (b2

ij)| ≤ ‖b2 − b1‖max
k,l

∫ 2

1

∣∣∣∣
∂F

∂bkl
(bα

ij)

∣∣∣∣ dα,

where

∂F

∂bkl
(bα

ij) =
∂f1
∂p

(p′α) ·
∂p′

∂bkl
(bα

ij)f1(q
′
α) + f1(p

′
α)

∂f1
∂p

(q′α) ·
∂q′

∂bkl
(bα

ij).

Now, applying Lemma 12 with respect to bα
ij , i.e.,

∣∣∣∣
∂p′

∂bkl
(bα

ij)

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∂q′

∂bkl
(bα

ij)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CAnα
0,

we obtain

K4,r ≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
‖b2 − b1‖

∫ 2

1

(∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p′α)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q
′
α) + f1(p

′
α)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(q′α)

∣∣∣∣
)
nα

0(p1
0)r dα dω d3q d3p.

Note that the estimates (95) and (96) with respect to b1
ij and b2

ij imply

p1
0 ≤ C‖b1‖

1
2 〈p〉, 〈p〉 ≤ C‖b1‖

5
2

det b1
p1

0,

p2
0 ≤ C‖b2‖

1
2 〈p〉, 〈p〉 ≤ C‖b2‖

5
2

det b2
p2

0,
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so that p1
0 and p2

0 are equivalent by the assumptions on b1
ij , b2

ij , det b1 and det b2. Moreover,
as in the proof of Lemma 11, we have

‖bα‖ ≤ CA, det bα ≥ 1

A
,

which imply that p1
0, pα

0 and p2
0 are all equivalent:

1

CA
〈p〉 ≤ pα

0 ≤ CA〈p〉, 1 ≤ α ≤ 2.

Similarly, q1
0, qα

0 and q2
0 are all equivalent. Now, applying h2 ≤ n2

0 and the above equivalence
properties, we obtain

K4,r ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫∫
(nα

0)3−γ

pα0qα0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p′α)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q
′
α) + f1(p

′
α)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(q′α)

∣∣∣∣
)
(pα

0)r dω d3q d3p dα.

• (r = 1) For r = 1, we have

K4,1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫∫
(nα

0)3−γ

pα0qα0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p′α)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q
′
α) + f1(p

′
α)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(q′α)

∣∣∣∣
)
pα

0 dω d3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫∫
(nα

0)2−γ

pα0qα0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q) + f1(p)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(q)

∣∣∣∣
)

dω d3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫∫ (
1

(pα0)γ−1qα0
+

1

pα0(qα0)γ−1

)(∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q) + f1(p)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(q)

∣∣∣∣
)

d3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

α,−γ+1

‖f1‖L1
α,−1

+

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

α,−1

‖f1‖L1
α,−γ+1

dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
(∥∥∥∥

∂f1
∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,−γ+1

‖f1‖L1
1,−1

+

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,−1

‖f1‖L1
1,−γ+1

)
,

where we used (186) with b1 replaced by bα, and p′α
0 ≤ nα

0, in the second inequality.

• (r = −1) Recall that we have chosen δ > 0 satisfying γ + δ < 2. We first estimate K4,−1 as
follows:

K4,−1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫∫
(nα

0)3−γ

pα0qα0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p′α)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q
′
α) + f1(p

′
α)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(q′α)

∣∣∣∣
)

1

pα0
dω d3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫∫
(nα

0)3−γ

pα0qα0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q) + f1(p)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(q)

∣∣∣∣
)

1

p′α
0 dω d3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫
(nα

0)3−γ

pα0qα0

(∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q) + f1(p)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(q)

∣∣∣∣
)

1

(hα)δ(nα
0)1−δ

d3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫
(nα

0)2−γ+δ

pα0qα0

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q)
1

(hα)δ
d3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫
(nα

0)2−γ+δ

(pα0)1+
δ
2 (qα0)1+

δ
2 sinδ(φ/2)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q) d
3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫
1

(pα0)γ−1− δ
2 (qα0)1+

δ
2 sinδ(φ/2)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q) d
3q d3p dα

+ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫ 2

1

∫∫
1

(pα0)1+
δ
2 (qα0)γ−1− δ

2 sinδ(φ/2)

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣ f1(q) d
3q d3p dα

=: K41,−1 +K42,−1.
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Note that f1 is bounded in L∞
1,η, which implies that

f1(q) ≤
CA

q10
e−s−1

η q1
0 ≤ CA

qα0
e−s−1

η qα
0/CA .

Then, K41,−1 is estimated as

K41,−1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫

1

(pα0)γ−1− δ
2

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣
∫

e−s−1
η qα

0/CA

(qα0)2+
δ
2 sinδ(φ/2)

d3q d3p dα,

where the integral over R3
q is finite, since 2 + δ/2 < 3 and δ < 1. Hence, we have

K41,−1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,−γ+1+δ/2

,

where we used the equivalence between pα
0 and p1

0. The term K42,−1 is estimated in a
similar way:

K42,−1 ≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∫∫

1

(pα0)1+
δ
2

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂p

(p)

∣∣∣∣
∫

e−s−1
η qα

0/CA

(qα0)γ−
δ
2 sinδ(φ/2)

d3q d3p dα

≤ CA‖b1 − b2‖
∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂p

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,−1−δ/2

.

We combine the estimates for K4,0, K41,−1 and K42,−1 and use Lemma 9 to obtain (183).

(5) Estimate of K5. Using (95)–(96), we can replace the weight (p1
0)r with (p2

0)r:

K5,r ≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
((f1 + f2)(p

′
2)|f1 − f2|(q′2) + |f1 − f2|(p′2)(f1 + f2)(q

′
2)

+ (f1 + f2)(p)|f1 − f2|(q))(p20)r dω d3q d3p

≤ CA

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
(f1 + f2)(p)|f1 − f2|(q)

{
(p′2

0
)r + (q′2

0
)r + (p2

0)r
}
dω d3q d3p.

• (r = 1) We apply h2 ≤ n2
0 and use the energy conservation (49) to obtain

K5,1 ≤ CA

(
‖f1 − f2‖L1

2,−1
+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

2,2−γ

)
.

• (r = −1) We apply the same estimates as in (151) and (153) to obtain

K5,−1 ≤ CA

(
‖f1 − f2‖L1

2,−γ/2
+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

2,−1

)
.

Since 1 < γ < 2, we obtain

K5 ≤ CA

(
‖f1 − f2‖L1

2,1
+ ‖f1 − f2‖L1

2,−1

)
.

By applying the equivalence between p1
0 and p2

0 we can replace the norms ‖ · ‖L1
2,1

and ‖ · ‖L1
2,−1

with ‖ · ‖L1
1,1

and ‖ · ‖L1
1,−1

, respectively. Hence, we obtain (184), and this completes the proof of

(170).

56



The proof of (171) is almost the same. We have the equations (172)–(173) for f1 and f2, and
obtain the expression (174) for ∂f1/∂s− ∂f2/∂s. Now, we have

∣∣∣∣
∂f1
∂s

− ∂f2
∂s

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |(det b1)
1
2 − (det b2)

1
2 |
∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫ ∣∣∣∣
1

p10q10
− 1

p20q20

∣∣∣∣ h1
2−γ(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫
1

p20q20
|h1

2−γ − h2
2−γ |(f1(p′1)f1(q′1) + f1(p)f1(q)) dω d3q

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
|f1(p′1)f1(q′1)− f1(p

′
2)f1(q

′
2)| dω d3q

+
(det b2)

1
2

2

∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
((f1 + f2)(p

′
2)|f1 − f2|(q′2) + |f1 − f2|(p′2)(f1 + f2)(q

′
2)

+ (f1 + f2)(p)|f1 − f2|(q) + |f1 − f2|(p)(f1 + f2)(q)) dω d3q,

where the right hand side is the same as that of (175) except the last quantity. Multiplying the
above by (p1

0)r and integrating over R3
p, we obtain

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂s

− ∂f2
∂s

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,r

≤ |(det b1)
1
2 − (det b2)

1
2 |
∫∫∫

h1
2−γ

p10q10
(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫∫ ∣∣∣∣
1

p10q10
− 1

p20q20

∣∣∣∣h1
2−γ(f1(p

′
1)f1(q

′
1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫∫
1

p20q20
|h1

2−γ − h2
2−γ |(f1(p′1)f1(q′1) + f1(p)f1(q))(p1

0)r dω d3q d3p

+ (det b2)
1
2

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
|f1(p′1)f1(q′1)− f1(p

′
2)f1(q

′
2)|(p10)r dω d3q d3p

+
(det b2)

1
2

2

∫∫∫
h2

2−γ

p20q20
((f1 + f2)(p

′
2)|f1 − f2|(q′2) + |f1 − f2|(p′2)(f1 + f2)(q

′
2)

+ (f1 + f2)(p)|f1 − f2|(q) + |f1 − f2|(p)(f1 + f2)(q))(p1
0)r dω d3q d3p

= K1,r +K2,r +K3,r +K4,r +K5,r +K6,r,

where K1,r, . . . ,K6,r are the same as in (177). Again, we write Kn = Kn,1 +Kn,−1 to have

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂s

− ∂f2
∂s

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,1

+

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂s

− ∂f2
∂s

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,−1

≤ K1 +K2 +K3 +K4 +K5 +K6,

and obtain the desired result (171) by combining the estimates (180)–(185) together with (170).
This completes the proof of the proposition.

5 Proofs of the main results

We are now ready to prove the main results of the paper. We first prove Theorem 3, where we
need to combine Propositions 1, 3 and 4, which we recall are given as follows:

Proposition 1. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and positive constants B1 and B2
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such that f is defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖〈−1〉 + sup
0≤s≤T

‖f(s)‖〈1〉 ≤ B1,

sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈−1〉

+ sup
0≤s≤T

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

≤ B2.

Then, for any initial data a0, b0,K0, Ẑ0 ∈ S3(R) satisfying the Fuchsian conditions (89) and
(91), there exists 0 < TB ≤ T such that the Einstein equations (85)–(86) have a unique solution
aij , b

ij ,Kij , Ẑij ∈ C1([0, TB];S3(R)) satisfying

sup
[0,TB ]

max
(
‖a‖, ‖b‖, ‖K‖, ‖Ẑ‖

)
≤ 2max

(
‖a0‖, ‖b0‖, ‖K0‖, ‖Ẑ0‖

)
,

where TB depends on B1 and B2.

Proposition 3. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive constant A such that
bij and Kij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K(s)‖ ≤ A.

Then, for any initial data 0 ≤ f0 ∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−2(R

3) ∩ L∞
η (R3) for some 0 < η < 2/A2, there

exists 0 < TA ≤ T such that the Boltzmann equation (128) has a unique non-negative solution
f ∈ C1([0, TA];L

1(R3)) satisfying

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L1
−1

+ sup
0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L1
1
+ sup

0≤s≤TA

‖f(s)‖L∞

η
≤ CA,

sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1

+ sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂f

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

≤ CA,

where TA and CA are positive constants depending on A and η.

Proposition 4. Suppose that there exist a time interval [0, T ] and a positive constant A such that
b1

ij, K1ij , b2
ij and K2ij are defined on [0, T ] and satisfy b1

ij(0) = b2
ij(0), K1ij(0) = K2ij(0) and

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b1(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K1(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b1(s) ≥
1

A
,

sup
0≤s≤T

‖b2(s)‖ ≤ A, sup
0≤s≤T

‖K2(s)‖ ≤ A, inf
0≤s≤T

det b2(s) ≥
1

A
.

Then, for any initial data f0 ≥ 0 such that

f0 ∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−2−δ/2(R

3) ∩ L∞
η (R3),

∂f0
∂p

∈ L1
1(R

3) ∩ L1
−1−δ/2(R

3),

where 0 < η < 2/A2, and δ > 0 is a number satisfying

γ + δ < 2,

there exists 0 ≤ TA ≤ T such that the Boltzmann equation (128) has unique non-negative solutions
f1 and f2, corresponding to b1

ij and b2
ij respectively, such that

‖f1(s)− f2(s)‖L1
1,1

+ ‖f1(s)− f2(s)‖L1
1,−1

≤ CA sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖b1(ρ)− b2(ρ)‖,
∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂s

(s)− ∂f2
∂s

(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,1

+

∥∥∥∥
∂f1
∂s

(s)− ∂f2
∂s

(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1,−1

≤ CA sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖b1(ρ)− b2(ρ)‖,

for 0 ≤ s ≤ TA, where CA is a positive constant depending on A, η and δ.
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5.1 Proof of Theorem 3

We now prove the existence of a solution to the rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system. The system
consists of the rescaled Einstein equations (41)–(44), which are rewritten as (85)–(86), and the
Boltzmann equation (36), which reduces to (128) in the Bianchi I case. Initial data will be given
at s = 0, which we assume satisfy the Fuchsian conditions (67)–(69), or equivalently (89)–(91),
and the Einstein constraint (72).

The proposition is proved by an iteration scheme with geometric convergence, the limit of
which is our solution. At each stage we have functions a, b, K, Ẑ and f defined on a rescaled
time interval whose length we will specify in a moment. For our zeroth approximation we take
a, b, K, Ẑ and f equal to the given initial values, subject to the constraints (89)–(91) and (72).
These do not, of course, satisfy the Einstein equations (85)–(86) in general, or the Boltzmann
equation (128). At each stage in the iteration we form the Einstein part, a, b, K, Ẑ to be the
unique solutions to (85)–(86) corresponding to the Boltzmann part, f , at the previous stage, and
the given initial data. Similarly, we take the Boltzmann part, f , to be the unique solution to the
Boltzmann equation (128) corresponding to the Einstein part, a, b, K, Ẑ, at the previous stage
and the given initial data.

We need to make precise the domain of definition of these solutions. Assume the conditions
of Theorem 3. Let ak, bk, Kk, Ẑk and fk be the approximation described above, with initial data
a0, b0, K0, Ẑ0 and f0, which are equal to the zeroth approximation. Let A > 0 denote

2max
(
‖a0‖, ‖b0‖, ‖K0‖, ‖Ẑ0‖

)
= A.

Then, b0 and K0 satisfy the conditions of Proposition 3 on [0,∞). Suppose that we have for some
k ≥ 0 a time interval [0, T ] on which ak, bk, Kk and Ẑk satisfy

sup
[0,T ]

max
(
‖ak‖, ‖bk‖, ‖Kk‖, ‖Ẑk‖

)
≤ 2max

(
‖a0‖, ‖b0‖, ‖K0‖, ‖Ẑ0‖

)
= A.

Then, we obtain by Proposition 3 an interval [0, TA] ⊂ [0, T ] on which fk+1 satisfies

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖fk+1(s)‖L1
−1

+ sup
0≤s≤TA

‖fk+1(s)‖L1
1
≤ CA,

sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂fk+1

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1

+ sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂fk+1

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

≤ CA.

Applying (95)–(96), we have

sup
0≤s≤TA

‖fk+1(s)‖〈−1〉 + sup
0≤s≤TA

‖fk+1(s)‖〈1〉 ≤ BA,

sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂fk+1

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈−1〉

+ sup
0≤s≤TA

∥∥∥∥
∂fk+1

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

≤ BA,

for some different BA. Now, we can apply Proposition 1 to obtain an interval [0, TB] ⊂ [0, TA] on
which ak+1, bk+1, Kk+1 and Ẑk+1 satisfy

sup
[0,TB ]

max
(
‖ak+1‖, ‖bk+1‖, ‖Kk+1‖, ‖Ẑk+1‖

)
≤ 2max

(
‖a0‖, ‖b0‖, ‖K0‖, ‖Ẑ0‖

)
= A.

We notice that bk+1 and Kk+1 satisfy the conditions of Proposition 3 with the same number A as
in the previous step, which implies that fk+2 exists on the same interval [0, TB] and satisfies

sup
0≤s≤TB

‖fk+2(s)‖L1
−1

+ sup
0≤s≤TB

‖fk+2(s)‖L1
1
≤ CA,

sup
0≤s≤TB

∥∥∥∥
∂fk+2

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

−1

+ sup
0≤s≤TB

∥∥∥∥
∂fk+2

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L1

1

≤ CA,
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with the same constant CA. We conclude that there exists an interval [0, T ], on which ak, bk, Kk

and Ẑk are bounded in S3(R), and fk and ∂fk/∂s are bounded in L1
−1(R

3) ∩ L1
1(R

3).

Next, we need to show that the sequences ak, bk, Kk, Ẑk and fk converge. We first notice that
fk depends continuously on bk by Proposition 4. To be precise, we have

‖fk+1(s)− fk+2(s)‖〈1〉 + ‖fk+1(s)− fk+2(s)‖〈−1〉 ≤ C sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖bk(ρ)− bk+1(ρ)‖,
∥∥∥∥
∂fk+1

∂s
(s)− ∂fk+2

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

+

∥∥∥∥
∂fk+1

∂s
(s)− ∂fk+2

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈−1〉

≤ C sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖bk(ρ)− bk+1(ρ)‖,

for 0 ≤ s ≤ T , where we used (95)–(96). On the other hand, we need to show that ak, bk, Kk

and Ẑk depend continuously on fk. By Theorem 4, we observe that ak, bk, Kk and Ẑk depend
continuously on the coefficient functions. To be precise, let us write the k-th approximation as

x′
k = F (xk, yk), xk(0) = x0,

sy′k +Nk(s, xk)yk = sG(s, xk, yk) +Hk(s, xk), yk(0) = y0,

where we used the notations in (85)–(88). We notice that F and G do not depend on k, but Nk

and Hk change as the iteration step increases, since they depend on fk through χmn
ij , Πmn

ij and
Hij . Now, applying Theorem 4 we have

‖xk(s)− xk+1(s)‖ ≤ 2Ls, ‖yk(s)− yk+1(s)‖ ≤ 2Ls,

where L should be understood as

L = C1 sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂Hk

∂s
(ρ)− ∂Hk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥+ C2 sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂Hk

∂x
(ρ)− ∂Hk+1

∂x
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥

+ C3 sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂Nk

∂s
(ρ)− ∂Nk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥+ C4 sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂Nk

∂x
(ρ)− ∂Nk+1

∂x
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥ ,

for some finite C1, . . . , C4. Let us first consider the Nk −Nk+1 terms. We only need to estimate
the derivatives of χk − χk+1 and Πk −Πk+1 at (s, x), which are given by

χk = χk
qr
ij = Ψk ijmnb

mqbnr, Πk = Πk
mn
ij = Ψk ijb

mn,

where Ψk ijmn and Ψk ij are defined by

Ψk ijmn =
16π√
det a

∫
pipjpmpn
(p0)3

fk(p) d
3p,

Ψk ij =
16π√
det a

∫
pipj
p0

fk(p) d
3p.

We can use the computations in Section 3.3.2 to obtain

∥∥∥∥
∂χk

∂s
− ∂χk+1

∂s

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C‖Φ(4)
k − Φ

(4)
k+1‖,

where Φ
(4)
k is defined by (75) using fk, and the superscript (4) denotes the number of indices it

has. Similarly, we obtain

∥∥∥∥
∂χk

∂a
− ∂χk+1

∂a

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C‖Ψ(4)
k −Ψ

(4)
k+1‖,

∥∥∥∥
∂χk

∂b
− ∂χk+1

∂b

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(‖Ψ(4)
k −Ψ

(4)
k+1‖+ ‖Ψ(6)

k −Ψ
(6)
k+1‖),
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and
∥∥∥∥
∂Πk

∂s
− ∂Πk+1

∂s

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C‖Φ(2)
k − Φ

(2)
k+1‖,

∥∥∥∥
∂Πk

∂a
− ∂Πk+1

∂a

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C‖Ψ(2)
k −Ψ

(2)
k+1‖,

∥∥∥∥
∂Πk

∂b
− ∂Πk+1

∂b

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(‖Ψ(2)
k −Ψ

(2)
k+1‖+ ‖Ψ(4)

k −Ψ
(4)
k+1‖).

We can easily estimate the quantities on the right hand sides above as

‖Φ(n)
k − Φ

(n)
k+1‖ ≤ C

∥∥∥∥
∂fk
∂s

− ∂fk+1

∂s

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

, ‖Ψ(n)
k −Ψ

(n)
k+1‖ ≤ C‖fk − fk+1‖〈1〉,

for any n. Hence, we obtain

sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂Nk

∂s
(ρ)− ∂Nk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥ + sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂Nk

∂x
(ρ)− ∂Nk+1

∂x
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥

≤ C sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖fk(ρ)− fk+1(ρ)‖〈1〉 + C sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂fk
∂s

(ρ)− ∂fk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

.

Next, we recall that Hk is given by (84) using fk, so that we have

Hk −Hk+1 = (Hk −Hk+1)ij

=
32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
fk(p)(fk(q)− fk+1(q))

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0
− pipj

p0

)
dω d3q d3p

+
32πcγ
det a

∫∫∫
h2−γ

p0q0
(fk(p)− fk+1(p))fk+1(q)

(
p′ip

′
j

p′0
− pipj

p0

)
dω d3q d3p.

We use the computations in Section 3.3.3 to obtain

sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂Hk

∂s
(ρ)− ∂Hk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥+ sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂Hk

∂x
(ρ)− ∂Hk+1

∂x
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥

≤ C sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖fk(ρ)− fk+1(ρ)‖〈−1〉 + C sup
0≤ρ≤s

‖fk(ρ)− fk+1(ρ)‖〈1〉

+ C sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂fk
∂s

(ρ)− ∂fk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥
〈−1〉

+ C sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂fk
∂s

(ρ)− ∂fk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

.

We combine the above estimates to obtain

‖ak(s)− ak+1(s)‖ + ‖bk(s)− bk+1(s)‖ + ‖Kk(s)−Kk+1(s)‖+ ‖Ẑk(s)− Ẑk+1(s)‖

≤ Cs

(
sup

0≤ρ≤s
‖fk(ρ)− fk+1(ρ)‖〈−1〉 + sup

0≤ρ≤s
‖fk(ρ)− fk+1(ρ)‖〈1〉

+ sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂fk
∂s

(ρ)− ∂fk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥
〈−1〉

+ C sup
0≤ρ≤s

∥∥∥∥
∂fk
∂s

(ρ)− ∂fk+1

∂s
(ρ)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

)
.

Let us write

‖fk(s)− fk+1(s)‖

= ‖fk(s)− fk+1(s)‖〈−1〉 + ‖fk(s)− fk+1(s)‖〈1〉 +
∥∥∥∥
∂fk
∂s

(s)− ∂fk+1

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈−1〉

+

∥∥∥∥
∂fk
∂s

(s)− ∂fk+1

∂s
(s)

∥∥∥∥
〈1〉

,

‖(a, b,K, Ẑ)k(s)− (a, b,K, Ẑ)k+1(s)‖
= ‖ak(s)− ak+1(s)‖+ ‖bk(s)− bk+1(s)‖+ ‖Kk(s)−Kk+1(s)‖ + ‖Ẑk(s)− Ẑk+1(s)‖.
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Now, we can find a time interval, which we still denote by [0, T ], on which we have

sup
0≤s≤T

‖fk+1(s)− fk+2(s)‖ ≤ 1

2
sup

0≤s≤T
‖fk(s)− fk+1(s)‖,

sup
0≤s≤T

‖(a, b,K, Ẑ)k(s)− (a, b,K, Ẑ)k+1(s)‖ ≤ 1

2
sup

0≤s≤T
‖(a, b,K, Ẑ)k−1(s)− (a, b,K, Ẑ)k(s)‖.

We therefore have geometric convergence of the sequences. The limits satisfy the coupled system
consisting of the Einstein equations (85)–(86) and the Boltzmann equation (128). This finishes
the proof of Theorem 3.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1

Let f0 ≥ 0 be a smooth function with compact support in R
3 \ {0} such that it is not identically

zero and satisfies the constraint (72). By Theorem 2 we obtain a unique set of initial data a0, b0,
K0, Ẑ0 and f0 for the rescaled Einstein-Boltzmann system (36), (41)–(44) satisfying the Fuchsian
conditions (67)–(69). Note that f0 satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3, and we obtain a unique
solution aij , b

ij , Kij , Ẑij and f by Theorem 3. Finally, using the relations (21), (22), (25) and

(34), we obtain the existence of the physical metric ãij , the second fundamental form k̃ij and the
physical distribution function f on a time interval (0, T ] such that f converges to f0 in L1 as
t → 0+.

It remains to prove the asymptotics (47)–(48). From Proposition 1 we have that a and K are
C1 functions of s and by (41) we have:

daij
ds

= Kij .

It therefore follows that aij is C2, daij/ds is C1 and d2aij/ds
2 is C0, all as functions of s. By

Taylor’s Theorem we have for small s that

aij = a0ij + a1ijs+ a2ijs
2 + o(s2), (187)

daij
ds

= a1ij + 2a2ijs+ o(s), (188)

d2aij
ds2

= 2a2ij + o(1), (189)

where a0ij , a1ij and a2ij are some constants.
Since we have a unique aij by (25) and using (22) we have that

ãij = τ2aij = 2taij. (190)

Now using the relations between t and τ (22) and s and τ (34) we obtain the relation between s
and t:

s =
1

γ − 1
(2t)

γ−1
2 , (191)

and

ds

dt
= (2t)

γ−3
2 . (192)

As a consequence of (190) using (187) and (191) we can express ãij in terms of t as follows:

ãij = 2ta0ij + (2t)
γ+1
2

1

γ − 1
a1ij + (2t)γ

1

(γ − 1)2
a2ij + o(tγ). (193)
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Now we consider the t-derivative of (190) using (192)

dãij
dt

= 2aij + 2t
ds

dt

daij
ds

= 2aij + (2t)
γ−1
2

daij
ds

,

which using (187)–(188) becomes

dãij
dt

= 2a0ij + (2t)
γ−1
2

γ + 1

γ − 1
a1ij + (2t)γ−1 2γ

(γ − 1)2
a2ij + o(tγ−1). (194)

Similarly using (188)–(189)

d2ãij
dt2

= (2t)
γ−3
2 (γ + 1)a1ij + (2t)γ−2 4γ

γ − 1
a2ij + o(tγ−2).

This implies that d2ãij/dt
2 will not be continuous as a function of t in general, whereas ã and k̃

are continuous as functions of t. Absorbing constants in (193) and (194) using the notation

Aij = 2a0ij , Bij =
1

γ − 1
2

γ+1
2 a1ij , Cij =

1

(γ − 1)2
2γa2ij , (195)

together with (21) we obtain the asymptotics (47)–(48).

Appendix

We are interested in the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the initial value problem

x′(t) = F (t, x(t), y(t)), x(0) = x0,

ty′(t) +N(t, x(t))y(t) = tG(t, x(t), y(t)) +H(t, x(t)), y(0) = y0.
(196)

An obvious necessary condition for the existence of solutions is the compatibility condition

N0y0 = H0, (197)

obtained by substituting t = 0 in the equations above. Here

N0 = N(0, x0), H0 = H(0, x0),

We suppose that V and W are vector spaces, U is an open subset of V , x0 ∈ U , y0 ∈ W ,
T > 0, and F : [0, T ]× U ×W → V , G : [0, T ]×U ×W → W , H : [0, T ]×U and N : [0, T ]×U →
hom(W,W ) are continuous along with ∂F/∂x, ∂F/∂y, ∂G/∂x, ∂G/∂y, ∂H/∂t, ∂H/∂x, ∂2H/∂t∂x,
∂2H/∂x2, ∂N/∂t, ∂N/∂x, ∂2N/∂t∂x and ∂2N/∂x2. Here and elsewhere t derivatives denote
derivatives with respect to the first argument, x derivatives denote derivatives with respect to
the second argument and y derivatives denote derivatives with respect to the third argument of
these functions, regardless of where those derivatives happen to be evaluated. By a solution we of
course mean continuously differentiable functions x : [0, tmin] → U and y : [0, tmin] → W , for some
tmin ∈ (0, T ], which satisfy (196).

There’s a further condition on N0 which will be needed to ensure existence and uniqueness.
There are, by Linear Algebra, unique subspaces Wn and Wi such that W = Wn ⊕ Wi with
N0Wn ⊆ Wn and N0Wi ⊆ Wi, with Nn = N0|Wn nilpotent and Ni = N0|Wi invertible. We
assume that Nn = 0 and that all complex eigenvalues of Ni have positive real part.

Note that it is not necessary to compute the subspaces Wn or Wi in order to check this. We
simply need to apply the Hurwitz criterion to x−dp(x) where d is the dimension of the nullspace
of N0 and p is the characteristic polynomial of N0. Note that our assumptions on N0 are exactly
the necessary and sufficient conditions for P , defined initially on (0,∞) by

P (t) = exp((log t)N0),
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to extend continously to [0,∞). The value of this extension at 0 is easily seen to be the unique
projection with image Wn and nullspace Wi. From the definition and the properties of the matrix
exponential it follows that

P (t)Wn ⊆ Wn, P (t)Wi ⊆ Wi,

P (1) = I, P (st) = P (s)P (t) = P (t)P (s), tP ′(t) = N0P (t) = P (t)N0

for all s, t ≥ 0.

Theorem 4. Assuming that the coefficient functions F , G, H and N have the differentiability
properties assumed above and that N0 satisfies the eigenvalue condition described above, there is
a unique solution to the initial value problem (196) for all initial data satisfying the compatibility
condition (197). Furthermore, this solution depends continuously on F , G, H, N , x0 and y0.

The solution is continuous for t ≥ 0 and is continuously differentiable and satisfies the differ-
ential equation equation for t > 0. If the eigenvalues of Ni have real parts which are not merely
positive but also greater than 1 then the solution is continuously differentiable and satisfies the
equation for t ≥ 0.

More precisely, suppose R > 0 is such that BV (x0, R) ⊆ U . Let K2 and K3 be the compact
sets K2 = [0, T ] × BV (x0, R) and K3 = [0, T ] × BV (x0, R) × BW (y0, R). The solutions x and y
then exist at least up until the time

tmin = min

(
T,

R

Qx
,
R

Qy
,

1

2Qu
,

1

2Qv

)
,

where

Qx = CF , Qu = CFx + CFy,

Qy = CP [CG + CHt + CHxCF + (CNt + CNxCF )Cy]

Qv = CPCGx + CPCGy + CPCHtx + CPCHxxCF + CPCHxCFx

+ CPCHxCFy + CPCNtxCy + CPCNt + CPCNxxCFCy

+ CPCNxCFxCy + CPCNxCFyCy + CPCNxCF ,

where the constants C with various subscripts are such that

max
K3

‖F‖ ≤ CF max
K3

‖G‖ ≤ CG max
K3

‖∂F/∂x‖ ≤ CFx

max
K3

‖∂G/∂x‖ ≤ CGx max
K3

‖∂F/∂y‖ ≤ CFy max
K3

‖∂G/∂y‖ ≤ CGy

max
K2

‖∂H/∂t‖ ≤ CHt max
K2

‖∂N/∂t‖ ≤ CNt max
K2

‖∂H/∂x‖ ≤ CHx

max
K2

‖∂N/∂x‖ ≤ CNx max
K2

∥∥∂2H/∂t∂x
∥∥ ≤ CHtx max

K2

∥∥∂2N/∂t∂x
∥∥ ≤ CNtx

max
K2

∥∥∂2H/∂x2
∥∥ ≤ CHxx max

K2

∥∥∂2N/∂x2
∥∥ ≤ CNxx

max
[0,1]

‖P‖ ≤ CP ‖y0‖+R ≤ Cy.

Also, this solution depends in a continuous way on x0, y0, N , F , G and H . The dependence
of the solutions x and y on the initial conditions x0 and y0 is easily obtained, but will not be
needed here. We will however need to make the dependence on the functions N , F , G and H
more explicit. Suppose that Ñ , F̃ , G̃ and H̃ satisfy the same differentiability hypotheses as we
have assumed for N , F , G and H , the same bounds, and the compatibility condition

Ñ(0, x0)y0 = H̃(0, x0).
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Then there is a unique solution (x̃, ỹ) to the initial value problem

x̃′(t) = F̃ (t, x̃(t), ỹ(t)), x̃(0) = x0,

tỹ′(t) + Ñ(t, x̃(t))ỹ(t) = tG̃(t, x̃(t), ỹ(t)) + H̃(t, x̃(t)), ỹ(0) = y0.
(198)

on [0, tmin]. For t in this interval we have

‖x̃(t)− x(t)‖ ≤ 2Lt

and
‖ỹ(t)− y(t)‖ ≤ 2Lt

where
L = max(Lx, Ly), Lx = max

K3

‖F̃ − F‖,

Ly = LP max
[0,1]

‖P̃ − P‖+ LF max
K3

‖F̃ − F‖+ LGmax
K3

‖G̃−G‖ + LHt max
K2

∥∥∥∥∥
∂H̃

∂t
− ∂H

∂t

∥∥∥∥∥

+ LHx max
K2

∥∥∥∥∥
∂H̃

∂x
− ∂H

∂x

∥∥∥∥∥+ LNt max
K2

∥∥∥∥∥
∂Ñ

∂t
− ∂N

∂t

∥∥∥∥∥+ LNxmax
K2

∥∥∥∥∥
∂Ñ

∂x
− ∂N

∂x

∥∥∥∥∥ ,

and

LP = CG + CHt + CHxCF + CNtCy + CNxCFCy, LF = CPCHx + CPCNxCy ,

LG = LHt = CP , LHx = CPCF , LNt = CPCy, LNx = CPCFCy.

We start with the proof of uniqueness. Suppose then that x and y are solutions of the initial
value problem (196) and the compatibility condition (197). Integrating the first equation.

x(t) = x0 +

∫ t

0

x′(s) ds = x0 +

∫ t

0

F (s, x(s), y(s)) ds.

The second equation requires more work. We rewrite it as

(
t
d

dt
+N0

)
y(t)−H0 = tG(t, x(t), y(t)) + ∆H(t, x(t))−∆N(t, x(t))y(t)

where
∆H(t, x) = H(t, x)−H0, ∆N(t, x) = N(t, x)−N0.

Now (
t
d

dt
+N0

)
y0 = N0y0 = H0

so we can rewrite the differential equation as

(
t
d

dt
+N0

)
(y(t)− y0) = tG(t, x(t), y(t)) + ∆H(t, x(t)) −∆N(t, x(t))y(t).

We then multiply from the left by P (t), using the fact that as operators

t
d

dt
P (t) = P (t)

(
t
d

dt
+N0

)
,

to obtain

t
d

dt
[P (t) (y(t)− y0)] = P (t) [tG(t, x(t), y(t)) + ∆H(t, x(t)) −∆N(t, x(t))y(t)] .
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This is where it matters whether the real parts of the eigenvalues are merely positive or are greater
than 1. In the former case the calculation above is valid for t > 0, but dP/dt does not extend
continuously to t = 0. In the latter case it does.

We now examine in more detail the ∆H and ∆N terms.

∆H(t, x(t)) =

∫ t

0

d

dr
H(r, x(r)) dr =

∫ t

0

(
∂H

∂t
(r, x(r)) +

∂H

∂x
(r, x(r))x′(r)

)
dr

=

∫ t

0

(
∂H

∂t
(r, x(r)) +

∂H

∂x
(r, x(r))F (r, x(r), y(r))

)
dr

= t

∫ 1

0

(
∂H

∂t
(ρt, x(ρt)) +

∂H

∂x
(ρt, x(ρt))F (ρt, x(ρt), y(ρt))

)
dρ

and similarly for ∆N . Substituting this into the differential equation gives

d

dt
[P (t) (y(t)− y0)] = P (t)G(t, x(t), y(t)) + P (t)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂t
(ρt, x(ρt)) dρ

+ P (t)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂x
(ρt, x(ρt))F (ρt, x(ρt), y(ρt)) dρ

− P (t)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂t
(ρt, x(ρt))y(t) dρ

− P (t)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂x
(ρt, x(ρt))F (ρt, x(ρt), y(ρt))y(t) dρ.

Integrating this,

P (t) (y(t)− y0) =

∫ t

0

P (s)G(s, x(s), y(s)) ds +

∫ t

0

P (s)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs)) dρ ds

+

∫ t

0

P (s)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs)) dρ ds

−
∫ t

0

P (s)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs))y(s) dρ ds

−
∫ t

0

P (s)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs))y(s) dρ ds.

Multiplying from the left by P (1/t),

y(t) = y0 +

∫ t

0

P (s/t)G(s, x(s), y(s)) ds +

∫ t

0

P (s/t)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs)) dρ ds

+

∫ t

0

P (s/t)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs)) dρ ds −

∫ t

0

P (s/t)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs)) dρ ds

−
∫ t

0

P (s/t)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs))y(s) dρ ds

= y0 + t

∫ 1

0

P (σ)G(σt, x(σt), y(σt)) dσ + t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂H

∂t
(ρσt, x(ρσt)) dρ dσ

+ t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂H

∂x
(ρσt, x(ρσt))F (ρσt, x(ρσt), y(ρσt)) dρ dσ

− t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂N

∂t
(ρσt, x(ρσt))y(σt) dρ dσ

− t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂N

∂x
(ρσt, x(ρσt))F (ρσt, x(ρσt), y(ρσt))y(σt) dρ dσ.
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Suppose τ ∈ (0, tmin). Let M be the set of functions from [0, τ ] to BV (x0, R) × BW (y0, R),
with the metric

d((x1, y1), (x2, y2)) = sup
[0,τ ]

max(‖x1 − x2‖, ‖y1 − y2‖).

We define a function Φ: M → M by

Φ(x, y) = (u, v)

where

u(t) = x0 + t

∫ 1

0

F (σt, x(σt), y(σt)) dσ,

v(t) = y0 + t

∫ 1

0

P (σ)G(σt, x(σt), y(σt)) dσ + t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂H

∂t
(ρσt, x(ρσt)) dρ dσ

+ t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂H

∂x
(ρσt, x(ρσt))F (ρσt, x(ρσt), y(ρσt)) dρ dσ

− t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂N

∂t
(ρσt, x(ρσt))y(σt) dρ dσ

− t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂N

∂x
(ρσt, x(ρσt))F (ρσt, x(ρσt), y(ρσt))y(σt) dρ dσ.

Note that

‖u(t)− x0‖ ≤ CF τ = Qxτ ≤ R,

‖v(t)− y0‖ ≤ CP (CG + CHt + CHxCF + CNtCy + CNxCFCy) τ = Qyτ ≤ R,

so Φ does indeed map M to itself. We have just seen that a solution of the initial value prob-
lem (196) is a fixed point of Φ. If we can show that Φ is a contraction mapping then the Banach
Fixed Point Theorem will imply the uniqueness of solutions of the initial value problem.

Suppose that
(u1, v1) = Φ(x1, y1) (u2, v2) = Φ(x2, y2)

for (x1, y1), (x2, y2) ∈ M . Then

u1(t)− u2(t) = t

∫ 1

0

[F (σt, x1(σt), y1(σt)) − F (σt, x2(σt), y2(σt))] dσ

= t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

d

dκ
F (σt, ξ(κ, σt), η(κ, σt)) dκ dσ

= t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∂F

∂x
(σt, ξ(κ, σt), η(κ, σt))(x1(σt)− x2(σt)) dκ dσ

+ t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∂F

∂y
(σt, ξ(κ, σt), η(κ, σt))(y1(σt)− y2(σt)) dκ dσ

where
ξ(κ, s) = κx1(s) + (1− κ)x2(s), η(κ, s) = κy1(s) + (1− κ)y2(s).

Hence

sup
[0,τ ]

‖u1 − u2‖ ≤ CFxτ sup
[0,τ ]

‖x1 − x2‖+ CFyτ sup
[0,τ ]

‖y1 − y2‖.

≤ (CFx + CFy)τ max

(
sup
[0,τ ]

‖x1 − x2‖, sup
[0,τ ]

‖y1 − y2‖
)

= Quτd((x1, y1), (x2, y2))

≤ 1

2
d((x1, y1), (x2, y2)).
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The calculation for v1 − v2 is similar and yields

sup
[0,τ ]

‖v1 − v2‖ ≤ Qvτd((x1, y1), (x2, y2)) ≤
1

2
d((x1, y1), (x2, y2)).

So

d(Φ(x1, y1),Φ(x2, y2)) = d((u1, v1), (u2, v2)) ≤
1

2
d((x1, y1), (x2, y2))

and Φ is a contraction with contraction constant 1/2. The Banach Fixed Point Theorem then
shows that Φ has a unique fixed point and hence that there is at most one solution to the initial
value problem (196). To show that there is at least one solution we need to show that every fixed
point of Φ is indeed a solution of the initial value problem.

Suppose then that Φ(x, y) = (x, y), i.e. that

x(t) = x0 + t

∫ 1

0

F (σt, x(σt), y(σt)) dσ,

y(t) = y0 + t

∫ 1

0

P (σ)G(σt, x(σt), y(σt)) dσ + t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂H

∂t
(ρσt, x(ρσt)) dρ dσ

+ t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂H

∂x
(ρσt, x(ρσt))F (ρσt, x(ρσt), y(ρσt)) dρ dσ

− t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂N

∂t
(ρσt, x(ρσt))y(σt) dρ dσ

− t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P (σ)
∂N

∂x
(ρσt, x(ρσt))F (ρσt, x(ρσt), y(ρσt))y(σt) dρ dσ.

Then

x(t) = x0 +

∫ t

0

F (s, x(s), y(s)) ds

and hence x(0) = x0 and
x′(t) = F (t, x(t), y(t)).

For y we have to work a bit harder. Clearly, y(0) = y0. Also

y(t) = y0 +

∫ t

0

P (s/t)G(s, x(s), y(s)) ds +

∫ t

0

P (s/t)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs)) dρ ds

+

∫ t

0

P (s/t)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs)) dρ ds

−
∫ t

0

P (s/t)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs)) dρ ds

−
∫ t

0

P (s/t)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs))y(s) dρ ds

and so, multiplying from the left by P (t),

P (t) (y(t)− y0) =

∫ t

0

P (s)G(s, x(s), y(s)) ds +

∫ t

0

P (s)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs)) dρ ds

+

∫ t

0

P (s)

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs)) dρ ds

−
∫ t

0

P (s)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs))y(s) dρ ds

−
∫ t

0

P (s)

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs))y(s) dρ ds.
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Differentiating, and multiplying by t,

t
d

dt
[P (t)(y(t)− y0)] = tP (t)G(t, x(t), y(t)) + t

∫ 1

0

P (t)
∂H

∂t
(ρt, x(ρt)) dρ

+ t

∫ 1

0

P (t)
∂H

∂x
(ρt, x(ρt))F (ρt, x(ρt), y(ρt)) dρ

− t

∫ 1

0

P (t)
∂N

∂t
(ρt, x(ρt))y(t) dρ.

− t

∫ 1

0

P (t)
∂N

∂x
(ρt, x(ρt))F (ρt, x(ρt), y(ρt))y(t) dρ.

Using the fact that

t
d

dt
P (t) = P (t)

(
t
d

dt
+N0

)

and then multiplying from the left by P (1/t) gives

(
t
d

dt
+N0

)
(y(t)− y0) = tG(t, x(t), y(t)) + t

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂t
(ρt, x(ρt)) dρ

+ t

∫ 1

0

∂H

∂x
(ρt, x(ρt))F (ρt, x(ρt), y(ρt)) dρ − t

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂t
(ρt, x(ρt))y(t) dρ

− t

∫ 1

0

∂N

∂x
(ρt, x(ρt))F (ρt, x(ρt), y(ρt))y(t) dρ.

Now

t

∫ 1

0

(
∂H

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs)) +

∂H

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs))

)
dρ

can be rewritten as
∫ t

0

(
∂H

∂t
(r, x(r)) +

∂H

∂x
(r, x(r))F (r, x(r), y(r))

)
dr

or ∫ t

0

(
∂H

∂t
(r, x(r)) +

∂H

∂x
(r, x(r))x′(r)

)
dr

or ∫ t

0

d

dr
H(r, x(r)) dr = H(t, x(t)) −H0

and similarly for

t

∫ 1

0

(
∂N

∂t
(ρs, x(ρs)) +

∂N

∂x
(ρs, x(ρs))F (ρs, x(ρs), y(ρs))

)
dρ.

Also, (
t
d

dt
+N0

)
(y(t)− y0) = ty′(t) +N0y(t)−N0y0 = ty′(t) +N0y(t)−H0

by the compatibility condition (197). So

ty′(t) +N0y(t)−H0 = tG(t, x(t), y(t)) +H(t, x(t)) −H0 − (N(t, x(y))−N0)y(t)

or, equivalently,
ty′(t) +N(t, x(t))y(t) = tG(t, x(t), y(t)) +H(t, x(t)).

So (x, y) is a fixed point of Φ if and only if it is a solution to the initial value problem (196). The
solutions we obtain in this way are solutions in [0, τ ], where τ is an arbitrary element of (0, tmin],
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so we get a solution on [0, tmin]. The flexibility afforded by allowing τ < tmin is not needed here,
but will be useful in the continuity result which we will now prove.

To establish the continuity result we note that just as the unique solution to (196) is a fixed
point of Φ, the unique solution to (198) is a fixed point of Φ̃, defined by

Φ̃(x̃, ỹ) = (ũ, ṽ)

where

ũ(t) = x0 + t

∫ 1

0

F̃ (σt, x̃(σt), ỹ(σt)) dσ,

ṽ(t) = y0 + t

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)G̃(σt, x̃(σt), ỹ(σt)) dσ + t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)
∂H̃

∂t
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt)) dρ dσ

+ t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)
∂H̃

∂x
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))F̃ (ρσt, x̃(ρσt), ỹ(ρσt)) dρ dσ

− t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)
∂Ñ

∂t
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))ỹ(σt) dρ dσ

− t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)
∂Ñ

∂x
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))F̃ (ρσt, x̃(ρσt), ỹ(ρσt))ỹ(σt) dρ dσ.

Also, set
(x̂, ŷ) = Φ(x̃, ỹ).

Note that it is Φ which appears on the right hand side, not Φ̃. Then

x̃(t)− x̂(t) = t

∫ 1

0

[(
F̃ − F

)
(σt, x̃(σt), ỹ(σt))

]
dσ,

so

‖x̃(t)− x̂(t)‖ ≤
(
max
K3

‖F̃ − F‖
)
t = Lxt

for t ∈ [0, τ ]. Similarly,
ỹ(t)− ŷ(t)

is the sum of twelve terms,

t

∫ 1

0

(
P̃ − P

)
(σ)G(σt, x̃(σt), ỹ(σt)) dσ, t

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)
(
G̃−G

)
(σt, x̃(σt), ỹ(σt)) dσ,

t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(
P̃ − P

)
(σ)

∂H

∂t
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt)) dρ dσ, t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)

(
∂H̃

∂t
− ∂H

∂t

)
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt)) dρ dσ,

t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(
P̃ − P

)
(σ)

∂H

∂x
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))F (ρσt, x̃(ρσt), ỹ(ρσt)) dρ dσ,

t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)

(
∂H̃

∂x
− ∂H

∂x

)
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))F (ρσt, x̃(ρσt), ỹ(ρσt)) dρ dσ,

t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)
∂H̃

∂x
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))

(
F̃ − F

)
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt), ỹ(ρσt)) dρ dσ,

t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(
P − P̃

)
(σ)

∂N

∂t
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))ỹ(σt) dρ dσ,

t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)

(
∂N

∂t
− ∂Ñ

∂t

)
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))ỹ(σt) dρ dσ,
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t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(
P − P̃

)
(σ)

∂N

∂x
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))F (ρσt, x̃(ρσt), ỹ(ρσt))ỹ(σt) dρ dσ,

t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)

(
∂N

∂x
− ∂Ñ

∂x

)
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))F (ρσt, x̃(ρσt), ỹ(ρσt))ỹ(σt) dρ dσ

and

t

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

P̃ (σ)
∂Ñ

∂x
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt))

(
F − F̃

)
(ρσt, x̃(ρσt), ỹ(ρσt))ỹ(σt) dρ dσ.

So
‖ỹ(t)− ŷ(t)‖ ≤ Lyt

and hence
d((x̃, ỹ), (x̂, ŷ)) ≤ Lτ

Also, since Φ is a contraction with contraction factor 1/2,

d(Φ(x, y),Φ(x̃, ỹ)) ≤ 1

2
d((x, y), (x̃, ỹ)).

Since Φ(x, y) = (x, y) and Φ(x̃, ỹ) = (x̂, ŷ) we can rewrite the preceding equation as

d((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) ≤ 1

2
d((x, y), (x̃, ỹ)).

Thus

d((x, y), (x̃, ỹ)) ≤ d((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) + d((x̂, ŷ), (x̃, ỹ)) ≤ 1

2
d((x, y), (x̃, ỹ)) + Lτ

and so
d((x, y), (x̃, ỹ)) ≤ 2Lτ.

In view of the definition of the metrix d,

max (‖x̃(τ)− x(τ)‖ , ‖ỹ(τ)− y(τ)‖) ≤ 2Lτ.

This holds for all τ ∈ (0, tmin], which is our continuity result.
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