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Prologue

The story of the black hole begins with Schwarzschild’s discovery [Sc] of the
Schwarzschild solution in 1916, soon after Einstein’s foundation of the general
theory of relativity [Eil] and his final formulation of the field equations of grav-
itation [Ei2], the Einstein equations, in 1915. The Schwarzschild solution is a
solution of the vacuum Einstein equations which is spherically symmetric and
depends on a positive parameter M, the mass. With r such that the area of
the spheres, which are the orbits of the rotation group, is 4772, the solution
in the coordinate system in which it was originally discovered had a singular-
ity at » = 2M. For this reason only the part which corresponds to r > 2M
was originally thought to make sense. This part is static and represents the
gravitational field outside a static spherically symmetric body with surface area
corresponding to some 7o > 2M.

However, the understanding of Schwarzschild’s solution gradually changed.
First, in 1923 Birkoff [Bir] proved a theorem which shows that the Schwarzschild
solution is the only spherically symmetric solution of the vacuum Einstein equa-
tions. One does not therefore need to assume that the solution is static. Thus,
Schwarzschild’s solution represents the gravitational field outside any spheri-
cally symmetric body, evolving in any manner whatever, for example undergoing
gravitational collapse.

Eddington [Ed], in 1924, made a coordinate change which transformed the
Schwarzschild metric into a form which is not singular at » = 20, however he
failed to take proper notice of this. Only in 1933, with Lemaitre’s work [L],
it was realized that the singularity at » = 2M is not a true singularity but
rather a failure of the original coordinate system. Eddington’s transformation
was rediscovered by Finkelstein [Fi] in 1958, who realized that the hypersurface
r = 2M is an event horizon, the boundary of the region of spacetime which is
causally connected to infinity, and recognized the dynamic nature of the region
r < 2M. Now, Schwarzschild’s solution is symmetric under time reversal, and
one part of it, the one containing the future event horizon, the boundary of the
region of spacetime which can send signals to infinity, is covered by one type
of Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates, while the other part, the one containing
the past event horizon, the boundary of the region of spacetime which can re-
ceive signals from infinity, is covered by the other type of Eddington-Finkelstein
coordinates. Actually, only the first part is physically relevant, because only
future event horizons can form dynamically, in gravitational collapse. Systems
of coordinates that cover the complete analytic extension of the Schwarzschild
solution had been provided earlier (in 1950) by Synge [Sy|, and a single most
covenient system that covers the complete analytic extension was discovered
independently by Kruskal [Kr] and Szekeres [Sz] in 1960.

Meanwhile in 1939, Oppenheimer and Snyder had studied the gravitational
collapse of a pressure-free fluid ball of uniform density, a uniform density “ball



of dust”. Even though this is a highly idealized model problem, their work was
very significant, being the first work on relativistic gravitational collapse. As
mentioned above, the spacetime geometry in the vacuum region outside the ball
is given by the Schwarzscild metric. Oppenheimer and Snyder analyzed the
causal structure of the solution. They considered in particular an observer on
the surface of the dust ball sending signals to a faraway stationary observer at
regularly spaced intervals as judged by his own clock. They discovered that the
spacing between the arrival times of these signals to the farway observer becomes
progressively longer, tending to infinity as the radius ¢ corresponding to the
surface of the ball approaches 2M. This effect has since been called the infinite
redshift effect. The observer on the sufrace of the dust ball may keep sending
signals after ry has become less than 2M, but these signals proceed to ever
smaller values of r until, within a finite afine parameter interval, they reach a
true singularity at » = 0. The observer on the surface of the ball reaches himself
this singular state within a finite time interval as judged by his own clock. The
concept of a future event horizon and hence of a region of spacetime bounded
by this horizon from which no signals can be sent which reach arbitrarily large
distances, was thus already implicit in Oppenheimer-Snyder work.

The 1964 work of Penrose [P1] introduced the concept of null infinity, which
made possible the precise general definition of a future event horizon as the
boundary of the causal past of future null infinity. A turning point was reached
in 1965 by the introduction by Penrose of the concept of a closed trapped surface
and his proof of the first singularity theorem, or, more precisely, incompleteness
theorem [P2]. Penrose defined a trapped surface as being a spacelike surface in
spacetime, such that an infinitesimal virtual displacement of the surface along
either family of future-directed null geodesic normals to the surface leads to a
pointwise decrease of the area element. On the basis of this concept, Penrose
proved the following theorem:

A spacetime (M, g) cannot be future null geodesically complete if:
1. Ric(N,N) >0 for all null vectors N.

2. There is a non-compact Cauchy hypersurface H in M.

and:

3. There is a closed trapped surface S in M.

Here Ric is the Ricci curvature of ¢ and condition 1 is always satisfied by
virtue of the Einstein equations and the physical positivity condition on the
energy-momentum-stress tensor of matter.

Once the notions of null infinity and of a closed trapped surface where intro-
duced, it did not take long to show that a spacetime with a complete future null
infinity which contains a closed trapped surface must contain a future event hori-
zon, the interior of which contains the trapped surface (see [H-E], Proposition
9.2.1). For the ideas and methods which go into Penrose’s theorem the reader
may consult, besides the monograph by Hawking and Ellis just mentioned, the
article of Penrose in [P3] as well as his monograph [P4]. Further singularity the-
orems, which also cover cosmological situations, where subsequently established



by Hawking and Penrose (see [H-E]), but it is the original sigularity theorem
quoted above which is of interest in the present context, as it corcerns gravita-
tional collapse. We should also mention that the term black hole for the interior
of the future event horizon was introduced by Wheeler in 1967 (see [Wh]).

Now, the 1952 work of Choquet-Bruhat [Chol] (see also [Cho2] and [Cho3])
had shown that any initial data set (H,7, k), where H is a 3-dimensional mani-
fold g is a Riemannian metric on H and k is a symmetric 2-covariant tensorfield
on H such that the pair (g, k) satisfies the so called “constraint equations”, has
a future development (M, g), namely a 4-dimensional manifold M endowed with
a Lorentzian metric g satisfying the vacuum Einstein equations, such that H
is the past boundary of M, g and k are the first and second fudamental forms
of H relative to (M, g), and for each p € M each past directed causal curve
initiating at p terminates at a point of H. The constraint equations are the
contracted Codazzi and twice contracted Gauss equations of the embedding of
H in M. The subsequent 1969 work of Choquet-Bruhat and Geroch [C-G] then
showed that each such an initial data set has a unique mazimal future devel-
opment M*, namely a future development, in the above sense, which extends
every other future development of the same initial data set. Geroch [Ge| subse-
quently showed that for any future development (M, g), M is diffeomorphic to
[0,00) x H. Moreover, the above theorems extend to the case where instead of
vacuum we have suitable matter, such as a perfect fluid, or an electromagnetic
field. In the light of the theorem of Choquet-Bruhat and Geroch condition 2 in
Penrose’s theorem may be replaced by the statement that (M, g) is the max-
imal future development of initial data on a complete non-compact spacelike
hypersurface.

In 1990 Rendall [R] solved in a very satisfactory manner the local character-
istic initial value problem for the vacuum Einstein equations (earlier work had
been done by Choquet-Bruhat [Cho4] and by Miiller zum Hagen and Seifert
[M-S]). In this case we have, in the role of H, either two null hypersurfaces C
and C' intersecting in a spacelike surface S, S being the past boundary of both
C and C, or a future null geodesic cone C, of a point o. The initial data on C
and C' are the conformal intrinsic geometry of these null hypersurfaces, together
with the full intrinsic geometry of S, the initial rate of change of the area ele-
ment of S under displacement along C' and C, and a certain 1-form on S (the
torsion). The initial data on C, are the conformal intrinsic geometry of C, and
certain regularity conditions at o. In contrast to the case where the initial data
are given on a spacelike hypersurface, there are no constraints, and the initial
data can be freely specified. The theorem of Rendall then shows that any such
characteristic initial data has a future development (M, g), bounded in the past
by a neighborhood of S in C'|JC and of o in C, respectively. The theorem of
Choquet-Bruhat and Geroch, which applies to future developments, then shows
that there is a unique maximal future development (M*,g) corresponding to
the given characteristic initial data.

Now the proof of the theorem of Penrose is by showing that if M where com-
plete, the boundary 9J%(S) of the causal future J*(S) of the closed trapped
surface S would be compact. The integral curves of any timelike vectorfield on



M would define a continuous mapping of J7(S) into H, M being a develop-
ment of H, and this mapping would have to be a homeomorphism onto its image,
0J*(S) being compact. This leads to a contradiction with the assumption that
H is non-compact. We see that the proof makes no use of the strictly spacelike
nature of H other than through the assumption that M is a future development
of H. We may therefore replace H by a complete future null geodesic cone and
restate the theorem as follows. Here vacuum or suitable matter is assumed. We
do not state the first condition of Penrose’s because as we already mentioned,
it is automatically satisfied by virtue of the physical positivity condition that
the energy-momentum-stress tensor of matter satisfies.

Let us be given reqular charactesistic initial data on a complete null geodesic
cone C, of a point o. Let (M*,g) be the maximal future development of the
data on C,. Suppose that M* contains a closed trapped surface. Then (M*,g)
18 future null geodesically incomplete.

An important remark at this point is that it is not a priori obvious that
closed trapped surfaces are evolutionary. That is, it is not obvious whether
closed trapped surfaces can form in evolution starting from initial conditions
in which no such surfaces are present. What is more important, the physically
interesting problem is the problem where the initial conditions are of arbitrarily
low compactness, that is, arbitrarily far from already containing closed trapped
surfaces, and we are asked to follow the long time evolution and show that,
under suitable circumstances, closed trapped surfaces eventually form. Only an
analysis of the dynamics of graviational collapse can achieve this aim.

Returning to our review of the historical development of the black hole con-
cept, a very significant development took place in 1963, shortly before the work
of Penrose. This was the discovery by Kerr [Ke| of a two parameter family of
axially symmetric solutions of the vacuum Einstein equations, with an event
horizon, the exterior of which is a regular asymptotically flat region. The two
parameters are the mass M, which is positive, and the angular momentum
L about the axis of symmetry, which is subject to the restriction |L| < M?2.
Kerr’s solution reduces in the spatial case of vanishing angular momentum to
Schwarzschild’s solution. The Kerr solution possesses an additional Killing field,
besides the generator of rotations about the axis, however this additional Killing
field, in contrast to the case of the Schwarzschild solution, is timelike not on
the entire exterior of the horizon, but only in the exterior of a non-spacelike
hypersurface containing the horizon. So only in this exterior region is the solu-
tion stationary in a strict sense. At every point of the region between the two
hypersurfaces, called ergosphere, the additional Killing field is spacelike, but the
plane which is the linear span of the two vectors at this point is timelike. On
the horizon itself the plane becomes null and tangent to the horizon, and the
null line generating this null plane defines the angular velocity of the horizon,
a constant associated to the horizon. Kerr’s solution is symmetric under time
reversal if also the sign of the angular momentum is reversed, hence it possesses,
besides the future even horizon, also an unphysical past event horizon, just like



the the Schwarzschild solution.

The fascinating properties of the Kerr solution where revealed in the decade
following its discovery. In particular Boyer and Lindquist [B-L] introduced a
more convenient coordinate system and obtained the maximal analytic exten-
sion. One of these fascinating properties which concerns us here, is that the
hypersurfaces of constant Boyer-Lindquist coordinate ¢ are complete asymptot-
ically flat maximal spacelike hypersurfaces, their maximal future development
contains closed trapped surfaces and, in accordance with Penrose’s theorem,
is incomplete. Nevertheless the future boundary of the maximal development
is mowhere singular, the solution extending as an analytic solution across this
boundary. This future boundary is a regular null hypersurface, a Cauchy hori-
zon, illustrating the fact that incompleteness of the maximal future development
does not imply a singular future boundary.

Returning again to the question of whether closed trapped surfaces are evo-
lutionary, one may at first hand say that the question was already settled in
the affirmative by the Oppenheimer-Snyder analysis. This is because hyperbolic
systems of partial differential equations, such as the Einstein-Euler equations
describing a perfect fluid in general relativity, possess the property of continu-
ous dependence of the solution on the initial conditions. This holds at a given
non-singular solution, for a given finite time interval. Thus, since the initial
condition of a homogeneous dust ball leads to a trapped sphere within a finite
time interval, initial conditions which are sufficiently close to this special initial
condition will also lead to the formation of closed trapped surfaces within the
same time interval, the condition for a closed spacelike surface to be trapped
being an open condition. However, as we remarked above, the case that one is
really interested in is that for which the initial homogeneous dust ball is of low
compactness, far from already containing trapped spheres, and it is only by con-
tracting for sufficiently long time that a trapped sphere eventually forms. In this
case the closeness condition of the continuous dependence theorem may require
the initial conditions to be so unreasonably close to those of a homogeneous
dust ball that the result is devoid of physical significance.

With the above remarks in mind the author turned to the study of the
gravitational collapse of an inhomogeneous dust ball [Chrl]. In this case, the
initial state is still spherically symmetric, but the density is a function of the
distance from the center of the ball. The corresponding spherically symmetric
solution had already been obtained in closed form by Tolman in 1934 [T], in
comoving coordinates, but its causal structure had not been investigated. This
required integrating the equations for the radial null geodesics. A very different
picture from the one found by Oppenheimer and Snyder emerged from this
study. The initial density being assumed a decreasing function of the distance
from the center, so that the central density is higher than the mean density,
it was found that as long as the collapse proceeds from an initial state of low
compactness, the central density becomes infinite before a black hole has a
chance to form, thus invalidating the neglect of pressure and casting doubt on
the predictions of the model from this point on, in particular on the prediction
that a black hole eventually forms.



At this point the author turned to the spherically symmetric scalar field
model [Chr2]. This is the next simplest material model after the dust model.
The energy-momentum-stress tensor of matter is in this case that corresponding
to a scalar field ¢:

1 1ypp
T = u¢au¢ + 50.9”1/7 0= _(g 1)# au¢6U¢ (1)

The integrability condition for Einstein’s equations, namely that 7}, is divergence-
free, is then equivalent to the wave equation for ¢ relative to the metric g. The
problem had been given to the author by his teacher, John Archibald Wheeler,
in 1968 (see [Chr3]), as a model problem through which insight into the dy-
namics of gravitational collapse would be gained. In the case of the dust model,
there is no force opposing the gravitational attraction , so there is no alternative
to collapse. This is not the case for the scalar field model and indeed in [Chr2]
it was shown that if the initial data are suitably small we obtain a complete
regular solution dispersing to infinity in the infinite future. So, for the scalar
field model there is a threshold for gravitational collapse. In this paper and
the papers on the scalar field that followed, the initial data where given on a
complete future null geodesic cone C, extending to infinity. The initial data on
C, consist of the function apg = d(r$)/0s|. , s being the affine parameter along
the generators of Cj.

The next paper [Chr4] on the scalar field problem addressed the general case,
when the initial data where no longer restricted by a smallness condition. The
aim of this work was to prove the existence of a solution with a complete domain
of outer communications, that is, a development possessing a complete future
null infinity, the domain of outer communications being defined as the causal
past of future null infinity. This was tantamount to proving the weak cosmic
censorship conjecture of Penrose [P5] (called “asymptotic future predictability”
in [H-E]) in the context of the spherically symmetric scalar field model. The
aim was not reached in this paper. What was established instead was the
existence, for all regular asymptotically flat initial data, of a generalized solution
corresponding to a complete domain of outer communications. A generalized
solution had enough regularity to permit the study of the asymptotic behavior in
the domain of outer communications in the next paper, however no uniqueness
could be claimed for these generalized solutions, so the conjecture of Penrose
was left open.

In [Chrb] it was shown that when the final Bondi mass, that is, the infimum
of the Bondi mass at future null infinity, is different from zero, a black hole
forms of mass equal to the final Bondi mass, surrounded by vacuum. The rate
of growth of the redshift of light seen by faraway observers was determined and
the asymptotic wave behavior at future null infinity and along the event horizon,
was analyzed. However, the question of whether there exist initial conditions
which lead to a non-zero final Bondi mass was not addressed in this paper.

The next paper [Chr6] was a turning point in the study of the spherically
symmetric scalar field problem. Because of the fact that it has provided a
stepping stone for the present monograph, I quote its main theorem. Here C,
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denotes the initial future null geodesic cone.

Consider on C, an annular region bounded by two spheres S1.o and Sao with
Sa,0 in the exterior of Sio. Let dg and 1y be the dimensionless size and the
dimensionless mass content of the region, defined by

72,0 2(ma,0 —m1,0
fo= 201y = 220 o)
1,0 2,0

71,0,72,0 and my, M2 being the area radii and mass contents of S1,9,S2,0 re-
spectively. Let C and Cy be incoming null hypersurfaces through S1,0 and Sa0
and consider the spheres Si and Sy at which C'; and Cy intersect future null
geodesic cones C with vertices on the central timelike geodesic T'y. There are
positive constants co and ¢y such that if 69 < co and

1
10 > c160 log (g)

then So becomes trapped before S1 reduces to a point on I'g. There is a future
null geodesic cone C* with vertex on I'g such that S5 is a maximal sphere in C*
while i > 0.

It was further shown that the region of trapped spheres, the trapped region,
terminates at a strictly spacelike singular boundary, and contains spheres whose
mass content is bounded from below by a positive constant depending only
on ri,r2,0, a fact which implies that the final Bondi mass is positive, thus
connecting with the previous work.

An important remark concerning the proof of the above theorem needs to
be made here. The proof does not consider at all the region interior to the
incoming null hypersurface C';. However, the implicit assumption is made that
no singularities form on I'g up to the vertex of C*. If a smallness condition is
imposed on the restriction of the initial data to the interior of S o, the argument
of [Chr2] shows that this assumption indeed holds. Also, by virtue of the way
in which the theorem was latter applied in [Chr9], the assumption in question
was a priori known to hold.

Since the spherical dust model had been disqualified by [Chrl] as establish-
ing the dynamical formation of trapped spheres, the work [Chr6] was the first
to establish the dynamical formation of closed trapped spheres in gravitational
collapse, although off course severely limited by the restriction to spherical sym-
metry and by the fact that it concerned an idealized matter model.

Solutions with initial data of bounded variation were considered in [Chr7]
and a sharp sufficent condition on the initial data was found for the avoidance
of singularities, namely that the total variation be sufficiently small, greatly
improving the result of [Ch2]. Moreover, a sharp extension criterion for solutions
was established, namely that if the ratio of the mass content to the radius of
spheres tends to zero as we approach a point on I'g from its causal past, then
the solution extends as a regular solution to include a full neighborhood of the
point. The structure of solutions of bounded variation was studied and it was
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shown that at each point of I'y the solutions are locally scale invariant. Finally,
the behavior of the solutions at the singular boundary was analyzed.

In [Chr8] the author constructed examples of solutions corresponding to
regular asymptotically flat initial data which develop singularities which are not
preceeded by a trapped region but have future null geodesic cones expanding
to infinity. It was thus established for the first time that naked singularities do,
in fact, occur in the graviational collapse of a scalar field. Also, other examples
where constructed which contain singular future null geodesic cones which have
collapsed to lines and again are not preceeded by trapped regions.

The work on the spherically symmetric scalar field model culminated in
[Chr9]. Taking the space of initial data to be the space A of absolutely continous
functions on the non-negative real line, the theorem proved in [Chr9] was the
following.

Let us denote by R the subset of A consisting of those initial data which lead
to a complete maximal future development, and by S its complement in A. Let
also G C S be the subset consisting of those initial data which lead to a maximal
development possessing a complete future null infinity and a strictly spacelike
singular future boundary. Then &= 8\ G has the following property. For each
initial data g € & there is a function f € A, depending on «g, such that the
line Loy, = {ao+cf : c € R} in A is contained in G, except for aq itself.
Moreover, the lines Lo, |, Loy, corresponding to distinct a1, 002 € € do not
intersect.

The exceptional set £ being, according this theorem, of codimension at least
1, the theorem established, within the spherically symmetric scalar field model,
the validity not only of the weak cosmic censorship conjecture of Penrose, but
also of his strong cosmic censorship conjecture, formulated in [P6]. This states,
roughly speaking, that generic asymptotically flat initial data have a maximal
development which is either complete or terminates in a totally singular future
boundary. The general notion of causal boundary of a spacetime manifold was
defined in [G-K-P]. The relationship between the two cosmic censorship conjec-
tures is discussed in [Chr10]. In the case of the spherically symmetric scalar
field model there is no system of local coordinates in which the metric extends
as a Lorentzian metric through any point of the singular future boundary.

The proof of the above theorem is along the following lines. It is first shown
that if Ty is complete, the maximal future development is also complete. Thus
one can assume that I'g has a singular end point e. We then consider C, the
boundary of the causal past of e. This intersects the initial future null geodesic
cone C, in a sphere Sy .. Given then any sphere Sy 1 exterior to Sp. on C,,
but as close as we wish to Sy., we consider the incoming null hypersurface
C'; through Sy ;. Allowing a suitable modification of the initial data as in the
statement of the theorem, with f a function vanishing in the interior of Sp .
on C,, it is then shown that there exists a point py on I'y, earlier than e, such
that the annular region on the future null geodesic cone C),,, with vertex at po,
bounded by the intersections with C, and C; satisfies the hypotheses of the
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theorem of [Chr6]. It is in this part of the proof that the singular nature of
the point e is used. Application of the theorem of [Chr6] then shows that if
we consider future null geodesic cones C}, with vertices p on the segment of I'y
between pg and e, and the corresponding intersections with C, and C, then
for some p* in this segment earlier than e, Cp+ () C; is a maximal sphere in
Cp+, and the part of C; to the future of this sphere lies in a trapped region.
We see therefore the essential role played by the formation of trapped spheres
theorem of [Chr6] in the proof of the cosmic censorship conjectures in [Chr9] in
the framework of the spherically symmetric scalar field model.

A model, closely related to the scalar field model but with surprizing new
features, was studied by Dafermos in [D1], [D2]. In this model we have in
addition to the scalar field an electromagnetic field. The two fields are only
indirectly coupled, through their interaction with the gravitational field, the
energy-momentum stress tensor of matter being the sum of [[l with the Maxwell
energy-momentum-stress tensor for the electromagnetic field. By the imposi-
tion of spherical symmetry, the electromagnetic field is simply the Coulomb
field corresponding to a constant charge ). This is non-vanishing by virtue of
the fact that the topology of the manifold is R? x S2, like the manifold of the
Schwarzschild solution, so there are spheres which are not homologous to zero.
Dafermos showed that in this case part of the boundary of the maximal devel-
opment is a Cauchy horizon, through which the metric can be continued in a
C° manner, but at which, generically, the mass function blows up. As a conse-
quence, generically, there is no local coordinate system in any neighborhood of
any point on the Cauchy horizon in which the connection coefficients (Christof-
fel symbols) are square integrable. This means that the solution ceases to make
sense even as a weak solution of the Einstein-Maxwell-scalar field equations if we
attempt to include the boundary. The work of Dafermos illustrates how much
care is needed in formulating the strong cosmic censorship conjecture. In partic-
ular the formulation given in [Chr10] according to which C” extensions through
the boundary of the maximal development are generically excluded, turned out
to be incorrect. Only if the condition is added that there be no extension as
a solution, even in a weak sense, to include any part of the boundary, is the
counterexample avoided.

Before the work on the scalar field model was completed, the author intro-
duced and studied a model which was designed to capture some of the features
of actual stellar gravitational collapse while capitalizing to a maximum extent
on the knowledge gained in the study of the dust and scalar field models. This
was the two-phase model, introduced in [Chr11] and studied further in [Chr12]
and [Chr13]. Let us recall here that a perfect fluid model is in general defined
by specifying a function e(n, s), the energy per particle as a function of n, the
number of particles per unit volume, and s, the entropy per particle. This is
called the equation of state. Then the mass-energy density p, the pressure p and
the temperature 6 are given by:

p=ne, p=n-—, 92% (2)
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The mechanics of a perfect fluid are governed by the differential conservation
laws

v, T" =0, VIt =0 (3)
where TH” is the energy-momentum-stress tensor
T = putu -+ pl(g ™) + ), @)
ut being the fluid velocity, and
" = nut (5)

is the particle current. In the case of the two-phase model, p is a function of
p alone. For such fluids, called barotropic, p and p are functions of the single
variable

p = nm(s) (6)
where m(s) a positive increasing function of s. In the two-phase model, if p is
less than a critical value, which by proper choice of units we may set equal to 1,
the matter is as soft as possible, the sound speed being equal to 0, while if p is
greater than 1, the matter is as hard as possible, the sound speed being equal
to 1, that is, to the speed of light in vacuum. Let us recall here that the sound

speed 1 is in general given by:
dp
2
= 7
U (dp)s (7)

The pressure in the two-phase model is then given by:

_J 0 o ifp <1
p_{p—l: if p>1 (8)

The condition of spherical symmetry being imposed, the flow is irrotational.
The soft phase of the two-phase model coincides with the dust model while
the hard phase coincides with the scalar field model with the restriction that
—(g71)* 8, ¢ be a future-directed timelike vectorfield. With

o= _(g—l)uuau¢ay¢, (9)
the density of mass-energy p and the fluid velocity u* are given by:
1 (=)™ e
== 1 e 10
p=3+1), - (10)
The energy-momentum-stress tensor in the hard phase is:
1
T,uu = u¢av¢ + 5(0 - 1)g,ul/ (11)

so it differs from the standard one for a scalar field [l by the term —(1/2)g,,.,, the
divergence-free condition on 7}, being again equivalent to the wave equation
for ¢ in the metric g.
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Each of the two phases is by itself incomplete, the soft phase being limited
by the condition p < 1 and the hard phase being limited by the condition o > 1.
The soft phase turns in contraction into the hard phase, while the hard phase
turns upon expansion into the soft phase. Only the two phases taken together
constitute a complete model. The hypersurface which forms the interface be-
tween the two phases has both spacelike and timelike components. Across a
spacelike component, the thermodynamic variables n, s or p, p and the fluid ve-
locity u* are continuous, the final values of one phase providing the initial values
for the next phase. However, across a timelike component the thermodynamic
variables and the fluid velocity suffer discontinuities, determined by the integral
form of the conservation laws. These are of an irreversible character, each point
of a timelike component which is crossed by a flow line being a point of increase
of the entropy. A timelike component of the phase boundary is therefore a
shock, and the development of these shocks is a free boundary problem, which
was studied in [Chr12] and [Chr13]. With initial condition an inhomogeneous
dust ball at zero entropy these papers showed that the core of the ball turns con-
tinuously into the hard phase, however at a certain sphere a shock forms which
propagates outwards absorbing the exterior part of the original dust ball. Be-
hind this shock we have the hard phase at positive entropy, but the analysis was
not carried further to investigate under what initial conditions a black hole will
eventually form. We should also mention here that the two-phase model admits
a one parameter family of static solutions, balls of the hard phase, surrounded
by vacuum.

The goal of the effort in the field of relativistic gravitational collapse is the
study of the formation of black holes and singularities for general asymptotically
flat initial conditions, that is, when no symmetry conditions are imposed.

In this connection, an interesting theorem was established by Schoen and Yau
[S-Y1], as an outgrowth of their proof of the general case of the positive mass
theorem [S-Y2| (their earlier work [S-Y1] covered the case of a maximal spacelike
hypersurface of vanishing linear momentum; a different proof of the general
theorem was subsequently given by Witten [Wi]). In [S-Y1] it is shown that if
the energy density minus the magnitude of the momentum density of matter on a
spacelike hypersurface is everywhere bounded from below by a positive constant
b in a region which is large enough in a suitable sense which roughly corresponds
to linear dimensions of at least b='/2, then the spacelike hypersurface must
contain a closed trapped surface diffeomorphic to S2. Although this work does
not address the problem of evolution, the constraint equations alone entering
the proof, it is nevertheless relevant for the problem of evolution, in so far as it
reduces the problem of the dymamical formation of a closed trapped surface to
the problem of showing that, under suitable circumstances, the required material
energy concentration eventually occurs.

As far as the problem of evolution itself, let us first discuss the case where
the material model is a perfect fluid. Then, as we have seen in the spheri-
cally symmetric case, before closed trapped surfaces form, shock waves already
form. Now, the general problem of shock formation in a relativistic fluid, in the
physical case of 3 spatial dimensions has recently been studied by the author
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in the monograph [Chrl4]. This work is in the framework of special relativ-
ity. We should remark here that the only previous result in relation to shock
formation in 3 spatial dimensions was the result of Sideris [Si] which considers
the non-relativistic problem of a classical ideal gas with adiabatic index v > 1.
Moreover, in that work it is only shown that the solutions cannot remain C*
for all time, no information being given as to the nature of the breakdown. The
theorems proved in the monograph [Chrl4] give, on the other hand, a detailed
picture of shock formation. In particular a detailed description is given of the
geometry of the boundary of the maximal development of the initial data and
of the behavior of the solution at this boundary. The notion of maximal devel-
opment in this context is not that relative to the background Minkowski metric
Juv, but rather the one relative to the acoustical metric

huw = guw + (1 = n2)u#ul,, Uy = g’ (12)

a Lorenzian metric, the null cones of which are the sound cones. It is not
appropriate to give here a complete summary of the results of [Chr14]. Instead,
the following short discussion should suffice to give the reader a feeling for the
present status of shock wave theory in the physical case of 3 spatial dimensions.
In [Chr14] it is shown that the boundary of the maximal development in the
above “acoustical” sense consists of a regular part and a singular part. Each
component of the regular part C is an incoming characteristic (relative to h)
hypersurface which has a singular past boundary. The singular part of the
boundary is the locus of points where the density of foliations by outgoing
characteristic (relative to h) hypersurfaces blows up. It is the union 0_B|J B,
where each component of J_B is a smooth embedded surface in Minkowski
spacetime, the tangent plane to which at each point is contained in the exterior
of the sound cone at that point. On the other hand, each component of B is a
smooth embedded hypersurface in Minkowski spacetime, the tangent hyperplane
to which at each point is contained in the exterior of the sound cone at that
point, with the exception of a single generator of the sound cone, which lies
on on the hyperplane itself. The past boundary of a component of B is the
corresponding component of 0_B. The latter is at the same time the past
boundary of a component of C. This is the surface where a shock begins to
form. Now the maximal development in the acoustical sense, or “maximal
classical solution”, is the physical solution of the problem up to C'|J0_ B, but
not up to B. In the last part of [Chr14] the problem of the physical continuation
of the solution is set up as the shock development problem. This a free boundary
problem associated to each component of _ B. In this problem one is required
to construct a hypersurface of discontinuity K, the shock, lying in the past of
the corresponding componentof B but having the same past boundary as the
latter, namely the given component of 0_ B, the tangent hyperplanes to K and
B coinciding along 0_ B. Moreover, one is required to construct a solution of the
differential conservation laws in the domain in Minkowski spacetime bounded in
the past by C|J K, agreeing with the maximal classical solution on C'|JJ_ B,
while having jumps across K relative to the data induced on K by the maximal
classical solution, jumps satisfying the jump conditions which follow from the
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integral form of the conservation laws. Finally, K is required to be spacelike
relative to the acoustical metic induced by the maximal classical solution, which
holds in the past of K, and timelike relative to the new solution, which holds
in the future of K. The maximal classical solution thus provides the boundary
conditions on C'|JJ_ B, as well as a barrier at B.

The shock development problem is only set up, not solved, in [Chr14]. The
author plans to address this problem in the near future. One final result of
[Chr14] needs to be mentioned here however. In the context of [Chrl4], the
solution is irrotational up to K. At the end of that monograph a formula is
derived for the jump in vorticity across K of a solution of the shock development
problem. This formula shows that while the flow is irrotational ahead of the
shock, it acquires vorticity immediately behind.

This brings us to another problem. This is the problem of the long time
behavior of the vorticity along the fluid flow lines. By reason of the result just
quoted, this problem must be also be solved to achieve an understanding of the
dynamics, even when the initial conditions are restricted to be irrotational. Now,
even in the non-relativistic case, and even in the case that the compressibility
of the fluid is neglected, this is a very difficult problem. Indeed, the problem,
in the context of the incompressible Euler equations, of whether or not the
vorticity blows up in finite time along some flow lines, is one of the great unsolved
problems of mathematics (see [Col).

In conclusion, it is clear that the above basic fluid mechanical problems must
be solved first, before any attempt is made to address the problem of the general
non-spherical gravitational collapse of a perfect fluid in general relativity.

However, once the restriction to spherical symmetry is removed, the dynam-
ical degrees of freedom of the gravitational field itself come into play, and the
thought strikes one that we may not need matter at all to form black holes.
Even in vacuum closed trapped surfaces could perhaps be formed by the focus-
ing of sufficiently strong incoming gravitational waves. It is in fact this problem
which John Wheeler related to the author back in 1968: the formation of black
holes in pure general relativity, by the focusing of incoming gravitational waves.
And it is this problem the complete solution of which is found in the present
monograph. Because of the absence of spherically symmetric solutions of the
vacuum Einstein equations other than the Schwarzchild solution, the problem
in question was far out of reach at that time, and for this reason John Wheeler
advised the author to consider instead the spherically symmetric scalar field
problem as a model problem, by solving which insights would be gained which
would prepare us to attack the original problem. Indeed there is some analogy
between scalar waves and gravitational waves, but whereas a scalar field is a
fiction introduced only for pedagogical reasons, gravitational waves are a fun-
damental aspect of physical reality. We should remember here the remarks of
Einstein in regard to the two sides of his equations. The right hand side, which
involves the energy-momentum-stress tensor of matter, he called “wood”, while
the left hand side, the Ricci curvature, he called “marble”, recalling, perhaps,
the simplicity of an ancient Greek temple.

We shall now state the simplest version of the theorem on the formation of

17



closed trapped surfaces in pure general relativity which this monograph estab-
lishes. This is the limiting version, where we have an asymptotic characteristic
initial value problem with initial data at past null infinity. Denoting by u the
“advanced time”, it is assumed that the initial data are trivial for v < 0. Our
methods allow us to replace this assumption by a suitable falloff condition in
|u| for u < 0, thereby extending the theorem. This would introduce no new
difficulties of principle, but would require more technical work, which would
have considerably lengthened the monograph, obscuring the main new ideas.

Let k,l be positive constants, k > 1, 1 < 1. Let us be given smooth asymp-
totic initial data at past null infinity which is trivial for advanced time u < 0.
Suppose that the incoming energy per unit solid angle in each direction in the
advanced time interval [0, 9] is not less than k/8m. Then if 0 is suitably small,
the maximal development of the data contains a closed trapped surface S which
is diffeomorphic to S* and has area

Area(S) > 4ri?

The form of the smallness assumption on ¢ is specified in the precise form
of the theorem, stated in Chapter 17. We remark that by virtue of the scale
invariance of the vacuum Einstein equations, the theorem holds with k, [, and
6, replaced by ak, al, and ad, respectively, for any positive constant a.

The above theorem is obtained through a theorem in which the initial data is
given on a complete future null geodesic cone C,. The generators of the cone are
parametrized by an affine parameter s measured from the vertex o and defined
so that the corresponding null geodesic vectorfield has projection 7" at o along
a fixed unit future-directed timelike vector T" at o. It is assumed that the initial
data are trivial for s < rg, for some rg > 1. The boundary of this trivial region
is then a round sphere of radius ry. The advanced time u is then defined along
C, by

u=r-—r (13)

The formation of closed trapped surfaces theorem is similar in this case, the only
difference being that the “incoming energy per unit solid angle in each direction
in the advanced time interval [0,4]”, a notion defined only at past null infinity,
is replaced by the integral
2 o

o

— edu 14

8t )y (14)
on the affine parameter segment [rg, 79+ 3d] of each generator of C,,. The function
e is an invariant of the conformal intrinsic geometry of C,, given by:

X[3 (15)

N =

where ¢ is the induced metric on the sections of C, corresponding to constant
values of the affine parameter, and x is the shear of these sections, the trace-free
part of their 2nd fundamental form relative to C,. The theorem for a cone C, is
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established for any 79 > 1 and the smallness condition on ¢ is independent of rg.
The domain of dependence, in the maximal development, of the trivial region
in C, is a domain in Minkowski spacetime bounded in the past by the trivial
part of C, and in the future by C,, the past null geodesic cone of a point e at
arc length 2rg along the timelike geodesic I'g from o with tangent vector 1" at
o. Considering then the corresponding complete timelike geodesic in Minkowski
spacetime, fixing the origin on this geodesic to be the midpoint of the segment
between o and e, a segment of arc length 2ry, the limiting form of the theorem
is obtained by letting rp — o0, keeping the origin fixed, so that o tends to the
infinite past along the timelike geodesic.

The theorem on the formation of closed trapped surfaces in this monograph
may be compared to the corresponding theorem in [Chr6] for the spherically
symmetric scalar field problem quoted above. In sharp contrast to that theorem
however, here almost all the work goes into establishing an existence theorem
for a development of the initial data which extends far enough into the future
so that trapped spheres have a evenlually chance to form within this develop-
ment. This theorem is first stated as Theorem 12.1 in the way in which it is
actually proved, and then restated as Theorem 16.1, in the way in which it can
most readily be applied, after the proof is completed. So all chapters of this
monograph, with the exception of the last (and shortest) chapter, are devoted
to the proof of the existence theorem. On the other hand, there is a wealth
of information in Theorem 16.1, which gives us full knowledge of the geome-
try of spacetime when closed trapped surfaces begin to form. The theorems
established in this monograph thus constitute the first foray into the long time
dynamics of general relativity in the large, that is, when the initial data are no
longer confined to a suitably small neighborhood of Minkowskian data. How-
ever, the existence theorem which we establish does not cover the whole of the
maximal development, and for this reason the question regarding the nature of
the future boundary of the maximal development is left unanswered.

We shall now give a brief discussion of the mathematical methods employed
in this monograph, for, as is generally acknowledged, the methods in a mathe-
matical work are often more important than the results. This monograph relies
on three methods, two of which stem from the author’s work with Klainerman
[C-K] on the stability of the Minkowski spacetime, and the third method is new.
We shall first summarize the first two methods.

The work [C-K] which established the global nonlinear stability of the Minkowski
spacetime of special relativity within the framework of general relativity, was
a work within pure general relativity, concerned, like the present one, with the
“marble side” of Einstein’s equations, the “wood” side having been set equal
to zero. Two where the main mathematical methods employed, and they were
both new at the time when the work was composed. The first method was pecu-
liar to Einstein’s equations, while the second had wider application, and could,
in principle, be extended to all Euler-Lagrange systems of partial differential
equations of hyperbolic type.

The first method was a way of looking at Einstein’s equations which allowed
estimates for the spacetime curvature to be obtained. A full exposition of this
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method is given in Chapter 12, which is also self-contained, except for Proposi-
tions 12.1, 12.5 and 12.6, which are quoted directly from [C-K]. Only the barest
outline of the chief features will be given here. The method applies also in the
presence of matter, to obtain the required estimates for the spacetime curva-
ture. Its present form is dependent on the 4-dimensional nature of the spacetime
manifold, although a generalization to higher dimensions can be found.
Instead of considering the Einstein equations themselves, we considered the
Bianchi identities in the form which they assume by virtue of the Einstein
equations. We then introduced the general concept of a Weyl field W on a 4-
dimensional Lorentzian manifold (M, g) to be a 4-covariant tensorfield with the
algebraic properties of the Weyl or conformal curvature tensor. Given a Weyl
field W one can define a left dual *W as well as a right dual W*, but as a
consequence of the algebraic properties of a Weyl field the two duals coincide.
Moreover, *W = W* is also a Weyl field. A Weyl field is subject to equations
which are analogues of Maxwell’s equations for the electromagetic field. These
are linear equations, in general inhomogeneous, which we call Bianchi equations.
They are of the form:
VEWapys = Jpys (16)

the right hand side J, or more generally any 3-covariant tensorfield with the
algebraic properties of the right hand side, we call a Weyl current. These equa-
tions seem at first sight to be the analogues of only half of Maxwell’s equations,
but it turns out that they are equivalent to the equations

* * 1 v
ViaWsyise = €papy 500 Tpys = 5‘]6# Epvys (17)

which are analogues of the other half of Maxwell’s equations. Here € is the
volume 4-form of (M, g). The fundamental Weyl field is the Riemann curvature
tensor of (M, g), (M, g) being a solution of the vacuum Einstein equations, and
in this case the corresponding Weyl current vanishes, the Bianchi equations
reducing to the Bianchi identities.

Given a vectorfield Y and a Weyl field W or Weyl current J there is a
“variation” of W and J with respect to Y, a modified Lie derivative Ly W,
Ly J, which is also a Weyl field or Weyl current respectively. The modified Lie
derivative commutes with duality. The Bianchi equations have certain confor-
mal covariance properies which imply the following. If J is the Weyl current
associated to the Weyl field W according to the Bianchi equations, then the
Weyl current associated to EyW is the sum of £~yJ and a bilinear expression
which is on one hand linear in (¥)# and its first covariant derivative and other
the other hand in W and its first covariant derivative (see Proposition 12.1).
Here we denote by (Y7 the deformation tensorof Y, namely the trace-free part
of the Lie derivative of the metric g with respect to Y. This measures the rate
of change of the conformal geometry of (M, g) under the flow generated by Y.
From the fundamental Weyl field, the Riemann curvature tensor of (M, g), and
a set of vector fields Y7, ...,Y, which we call commutation fields, derived Weyl
fields of up to any given order m are generated by the repeated application of
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the operators ENYi :4=1,...,n. A basic requirement on the set of commutation
fields is that it spans the tangent space to M at each point. The Weyl currents
associated to these derived Weyl fields are then determined by the deformation
tensors of the commutation fields.

Given a Weyl field W there is a 4-covariant tensorfield Q(W) associated to
W, which is symmetric and trace-free in any pair of indices. It is a quadratic
expression in W, analogous to the Maxwell energy-monentum-stress tensor for
the electromagnetic field. We call Q(W) the Bel-Robinson tensor associated to
W, because it had been discovered by Bel and Robinson [Be] in the case of the
fundamental Weyl field, the Riemann curvature tensor of a solution of the vac-
uum Einstein equations. The Bel-Robinson tensor has a remarkable positivity
property: Q(W)(X1, X2, X3, X4) is non-negative for any tetrad X, Xo, X3, X4
of future directed non-spacelike vectors at a point. Moreover, the divergence of
Q(W) is a bilinear expression which is linear in W and in the associated Weyl
current J (see Proposition 12.6). Given a Weyl field W and a triplet of future
directed non-spacelike vectorfields X7, Xs, X3, which we call multiplier fields we
define the energy-momentum density vectorfield P(W; X1, X, X3) associated to
W and to the triplet X1, X5, X3 by:

P(W; X1, Xa,X5)* = —Q(W)5, s X7 X7 X3 (18)

Then the divergence of P(W; X1, X5, X3) is the sum of —(divQ(W)) (X1, X2, X3)
and a bilinear expression which is linear in @(W) and in the deformation tensors
of X1, X5, X3. The divergence theorem in spacetime, applied to a domain which
is a development of part of the initial hypersurface, then expresses the integral
of the 3-form dual to P(W; X1, Xo, X3) on the future boundary of this domain,
in terms of the integral of the same 3-form on the past boundary of the domain,
namely on the part of the initial hypersurface, and the spacetime integral of the
divergence. The boundaries being achronal (that is, no pair of points on each
boundary can be joined by a timelike curve) the integrals are integrals of non-
negative functions, by virtue of the positivity property of Q(W). For the set of
Weyl fields of order up to m which are derived from the fundamental Weyl field,
the Riemann curvature tensor of (M, g), the divergences are determined by the
deformation tensors of the commutation fields and their derivatives up to order
m, and from the deformation tensors of the multiplier fields. And the integrals
on the future boundary give control of all the derivatives of the curvature up to
order m. This is how estimates for the spacetime curvature are obtained, once
a suitable set of multiplier fields and a suitable set of commutation fields have
been provided.

This is precisely where the second method comes in. This method constructs
the required sets of vectorfields by using the geometry of the two parameter
foliation of spacetime by the level sets of two functions. These two functions,
in the first realization of this method in [C-K], where the time function t, the
level sets of which are maximal spacelike hypersurfaces H; of vanishing total
momentum, and the optical function w, which we may think of as “retarded
time”, the level sets of which are outgoing null hypersurfaces C,. These are
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chosen so that density of the foliation of each H; by the traces of the C,,, that
is, by the surfaces of intersection Sy, = H; [ C\, which are diffeomorphic to 52,
tends to 1 as t — oo. In other words, the S;, on each H; become evenly spaced
in the limit ¢ — oco. It was already clear at the time of the composition of the
work [C-K] that the two functions did not enter the problem on equal footing.
The optical function u placed a much more important role. This is due to the
fact that the problem involved outgoing waves reaching future null infinity, and
it is the outgoing family of null hypersurfaces C, which follows these waves.
The role of the family of maximal spacelike hypersurfaces H; was to obtain a
suitable family of sections of each (), the family S; ,, corresponding to a given
u, to provide the future boundary, or part of the future boundary, of domains
where the divergence theorem is applied, and also to serve as a means by which,
in the proof of the existence theorem, the method of continuity can be applied.
The geometric entities describing the two parameter foliation of spacetime by
the S, are estimated in terms of the spacetime curvature. This yields estimates
for the deformation tensors of the multiplier fields and the commutation fields
in terms of the spacetime curvature, thus connecting with the first method.

Another realization of this method is found in [Chr14]. There in the role of
the time function we have the Minkowskian time coordinate ¢ which vanishes
on the initial hyperplane. The level sets of this function are then a family H;
of parallel spacelike hyperplanes in Minkowski spacetime. In the role of the
optical function we have the acoustical function u, the level sets C,, of which are
outgoing characteristic hypersurfaces relative to the acoustical metric h. In this
case however, these are defined by their traces Sy, on the initial hyperplane
Hy, which are diffeomorphic to S2. The density of the foliation of each H; by
the traces of the (), that is, by the surfaces of intersection Sy, = H; N Clu,
in fact blows up in finite time ¢*(u,9) for (u,9) in an open subset of R x S2,
¥ € 52 labeling the generators of each C,,, and this defines the singular boundary
B, whose past boundary d_B is the surface, not necessarily connected, from
which shocks begin to form. The relative roles of the two functions is even
clearer in this work, because the blow up of the density of foliations by outgoing
characteristic hypersurfaces is what characterizes shock formation.

Returning to general relativity, a variant of the method is obtained if we place
in the role of the time function ¢ another optical function u, which we may think
of as “advanced time”, the level sets of which are incoming null hypersurfaces.
This approach had its origin in the author’s effort to understand the so-called
“memory effect” of gravitational waves [Chr15]. This effect is a manifestation of
the nonlinear nature of the asymptotic gravitational laws at future null infinity.
Now future null infinity is an ideal incoming null hypersurface at infinity, so the
analysis required the consideration of a family of incoming null hypersurfaces
the interiors of the traces of which on the initial spacelike hypersurface Hy give
an exhaustion of Hy. A two parameter family of surfaces diffeomorphic to S2,
the “wave fronts”, was then obtained, namely the intersections of this incoming
family with the outgoing family of null hypersurfaces. A set of notes [Chrl6]
was then written up where the basic structure equations of such a “double null”
foliation where derived, and a rough outline was given on how one can proceed
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to estimate the geometric quantities associated with such a foliation in terms of
the spacetime curvature.

A double null foliation was subsequently employed by Klainerman and Nicolo
in [K-N] (where the aforementioned notes are gracefully acknowledged) to pro-
vide a simpler variant of the exterior part of the proof of the stability of
Minkowski spacetime, namely that part which considers the domain of depen-
dence of the exterior of a compact set in the initial asymtoptically flat spacelike
hypersurface. The developments stemming from the original work [C-K] include
the work of Zipser [Z], which extended the original theorem to the Einstein-
Maxwell equations, and most recently the work of Bieri [Bie], which extended
the theorem in vacuum by requiring a smallness condition only on up to the 1st
derivatives of the Ricci curvature of g, the induced metric on Hy, and up to
the 2nd derivatives of kg, the 2nd fundamental form of Hy, instead of up to the
2nd and up to the 3rd derivatives respectively, as in the original theorem, and
moreover with weights depending on the distance from an origin on (Ho,7,),
which are reduced by one power of this distance, relative to the weights assumed
in [C-K].

In the present work, the roles of the two optical functions are reversed,
because we are considering incoming rather than outgoing waves, and it is the
incoming null hypersurfaces €', the level sets of u, which follow these waves.
However, in the present work, taking the other function to be the conjugate
optical function u is not merely a matter of convenience, but it is essential for
what we wish to achieve. This is because the C,, the level sets of u, are here,
like the initial hypersurface C, itself, future null geodesic cones with vertices
on the timelike geodesic I'y, and the trapped spheres which eventually form are
sections Sy, = C, N Cy of “late” Cy, everywhere along which those C,, have
negative expansion.

We now come to the new method. This method is a method of treating the
focusing of incoming waves, and like the second method it is of wider application.
A suitable name for this method is short pulse method. Its point of departure
resembles that of the short wavelength or geometric optics approximation, in
so far as it depends on the presence of a small length, but thereafter the two
approaches diverge. The short pulse method is a method which, in the context
of Euler-Lagrange systems of partial differential equations of hyperbolic type,
allows us to establish an existence theorem for a development of the initial
data which is large enough so that interesting things have chance to occur
within this development, if a nonlinear system is involved. One may ask at this
point: what does it mean for a length to be small in the context of the vacuum
Einstein equations? For, the equations are scale invariant. Here small means by
comparison to the area radius of the trapped sphere to be formed.

With initial data on a complete future null geodesic cone C,, as explained
above, which are trivial for s < rg, we consider the restriction of the initial data
to s < rg+ 6. In terms of the advanced time u, we restrict attention to the
interval [0, 0], the data being trivial for u < 0. The retarded time wu is set equal
to up = —rp at o and therefore on C,, which is then also denoted C,,. Also,
u — ug is defined along I'g to be one half the arc length from o. This determines
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u everywhere. The development whose existence we want to establish is that
bounded in the future by the spacelike hypersurface H_1 where u +u = —1
and by the incoming null hypersurface Cs. We denote this development by
M_;. We define L and L to be the future directed null vectorfields the integral
curves of which are the generators of the C,, and C,,, parametrized by u and u
respectively, so that B

Lu=Lu=0, Lu=Lu=1 (19)

The flow @, generated by L defines a diffeomorphism of Sy ,, onto Sy -, while
the flow ®_ generated by L defines a diffeomorphism of Sy, onto Sy 4. The
positive function 2 defined by

g(L, L) = 207 (20)

may be thought of as the inverse density of the double null foliation. We denote
by L and L the corresponding normalized future directed null vectorfields

L=Q7'L, L=O"'L, sothat g(L,L)=—2 (21)

The first step is the analysis of the equations along the initial hypersurface
Cu,- This analysis is performed in Chapter 2, and it is particularly clear and
simple because of the fact that C,, is a null hypersurface, so we are dealing with
the characteristic initial value problem and there is a way of formulating the
problem in terms of free data which are not subject to any constraints. The full
set of data which includes all the curvature components and their transversal
derivatives, up to any given order, along C,, is then determined by integrating
ordinary differential equations along the generators of C',,. As we shall see in
Chapter 2, the free data may be described as a 2-covariant symmetric positive
definite tensor density m, of weight -1 and unit determinant, on S?, depending
on u. This is of the form:

m = exp (22)

where 9 is a 2-dimensional symmetric trace-free matrix valued “function” on
5?2, depending on u € [0,4], and transforming under change of charts on S2
in such a way so as to make m a 2-covariant tensor density of weight -1. The
transformation rule is particularly simple if stereographic charts on 52 are used.
Then there is a function O defined on the intersection of the domains of the north
and south polar stereographic charts on 52, with values in the 2-dimensional
symmetric orthogonal matrices of determinant -1 such that in going from the
north polar chart to the south polar chart or vise-versa, 1) — OO and m —
OmO. The crucial ansatz of the short pulse method is the following. We
consider an arbitrary smooth 2-dimensional symmetric trace-free matrix valued
“function” 1y on S?, depending on s € [0, 1], which extends smoothly by 0 to
s <0, and we set:

51/2
Wl 9) = o (

,19) . (u,9) €0,4] x S (23)
|uol

SIS
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The analysis of the equations along C,,, then gives, for the components of the
spacetime curvature along C,,,:

suple| < Oa(6*2|ug| ™)
ug

sup | 3]

ug
sup |p|, sup|o]|
uQ Cuo
sup|B] < Ou(8lug| ™)
uQ

supla| < O5(6%?[ug|?) (24)
C“’O

IN

O2(57?|ug| %)

IN

Os(|uo| ™)

Here a,a are the trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfields on each Sy .
defined by: R R A R
a(X,Y)=R(X,L,Y,L), a(X,L,Y,L) (25)

for any pair of vectors X, Y tangent to S, . at a point, 3,3 are the 1-forms on
each S, ., defined by:

I~

BX) = gROGLL D), B(X) = SROXLL D) (26)

and p, o are the functions on each S, ., defined by:

1

A A A A 1 A A
p=3R(LLLL)., 3RXY.LL=0/(XY) (27)

for any pair of vectors X,Y tangent to S, . at a point, ¢ being the area form of
Su,u- The symbol Oy (67 |up|") means the product of 67 |ug|” with a non-negative
non-decreasing continuous function of the C* norm of 1y on [0,1] x S2. The
pointwise magnitudes of tensors on .S, ., are with respect to the induced metric
¢, which is positive definite, the surfaces being spacelike. The precise estimates
are given in Chapter 2. We should emphasize here that the role of the ansatz
[23lis to obtain estimates of the form 24} that is with the same dependence on §
and |uo|, and analogous estimates for the L* norms on the Sy ., u € [0,4], of
the 1st derivatives of the curvature components, and for the L? norms on C,,
of the 2nd derivatives of the curvature components (with the exception of the
2nd transversal derivative of ). If the quantities

supe, (6%/]uol|al)
Supc,, (51/2|U0|2|5|)
Supg,, (|U0|3|P|) »SUPg,, (|U0|3|U|)
supe,, (9~ fuol*|8)
supc,, (07/%|uol*/?|af) , (28)
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and analogous quantities for the 1st and 2nd derivatives, are assumed to have
bounds which are independent of |ug| or §, the ansatz[23] can be dispensed with,
and indeed the chapters following Chapter 2 make no reference to it, until, at the
end of Chapter 16, the existence theorem is restated, after it has been proven,
as Theorem 16.1. However the ansatz[23] is the simplest way to ensure that the
required bounds hold, and there is no loss of generality involved, 1y being an
arbitrary “function” on [0, 1] x §? with values in the 2-dimensional symmetric
trace-free matrices. Note here that, since |ug| > 1, what is required of the last
of 2§ is weaker than what is provided by the last of 241 A last remark before we
proceed to the main point is that the last three of the estimates 24l require more
than two derivatives of 1, so there is an apparent loss of derivatives from what
would be expected of curvature components. This loss of derivatives is intrinsic
to the characteristic initial value problem and occurs even for the wave equation
in Minkowski spacetime (see [M]). It is due to the fact that one expresses the
full data, which includes transversal derivatives of any order, in terms of the free
data. No such loss of derivatives is present in our spacetime estimates, which
are sharp, and depend only on the L? norm of up to the 2nd derivatives of the
curvature components on the initial hypersurface (with the exception of the 2nd
transversal derivative of «), precisely as in [C-K]. Nevertheless the initial data
are assumed to be C'* in this work, and the solutions which we construct are
also C™°.

To come to the main point, the reader should focus on the dependence on
0 of the right hand sides of 24l This displays what we may call the short pulse
hierarchy. And this hierarchy is nonlinear. For, if only the linearized form
of the equations was considered, a different hierarchy would be obtained: the
exponents of § in the first two of 24l would be the same, but the exponents of ¢
in the last three of 24 would instead be 1/2,3/2,5/2, respectively.

A question that immediately comes up when one ponders the ansatz 24]
is why is the “amplitude” of the pulse proportional to the square root of the
“length” of the pulse? (the factor |ug| ™! is the standard decay factor in 3 spatial
dimensions, the square root of the area of the wave fronts). Where does this
relationship come from? Obviously, there is no such relationship in a linear
theory. The answer is that it comes from our desire to form trapped surfaces in
the development M_;. If a problem involving the focusing of incoming waves
in a different context was the problem under study, for example the formation
of electromagnetic shocks by the focusing of incoming electromagnetic waves in
a nonlinear medium, the relationship between length and amplitude would be
different and it would be dictated by the desire to form such shocks within our
development.

Another remark concerning different applications of the short pulse method,
in particular applications to problems of shock formation, is that it is more
natural in these problems to use in the role of the retarded time u the time
function ¢ whose level sets are parallel spacelike hyperplanes of the background
Minkowski metric, as in [Chr14]. However the analysis of the equations along
an outgoing characteristic hypersurface is indispensable as a crucial step of the
short pulse method, because, once the correct relationship between length and
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amplitude has been guessed, it is this analysis which yields the short pulse
hierarchy.

The short pulse hierarchy is the key to the existence theorem as well as to
the trapped surface formation theorem. We must still outline however in what
way do we establish that the short pulse hierarchy is preserved in evolution.
This is off course the main step of the short pulse method. What we do is to
reconsider the first two methods previously outlined in the light of the short
pulse hierarchy.

Let us revisit the first method. We take as multiplier fields the vectorfields
L and K, where

K =u’L (29)

In this monograph, as already metioned above, we take the initial data to be
trivial for v < 0 and as a consequence the spacetime region corresponding to
u < 0is a domain in Minkowski spacetime. We may thus confine attention to
the nontrivial region u > 0. We denote by M’ this non-trivial region in M_;.
To extend the theorem to the case where the data is non-trivial for u < 0 but
satisfy a suitable falloff condition in |u|, in the region u < 0 we replace L as a
multiplier field by

L+ L=2T (30)

and redefine K to be:
K =u’L + u*’L (31)

Since, in any case, a smallness condition can be imposed on the part of the
data corresponding to u < 0, we already know from the work on the stability of
Minkowski spacetime that in the associated domain of dependence, that is, in
the spacetime region u < 0, the solution will satisfy a corresponding smallness
condition. In particular the said smallness condition will be satisfied along C|,
and this suffices for us to proceed with our estimates in the region u > 0 with
the multiplier fields L and K, with K as in So all the difficulty lies in the
region M, where the pulse travels.

For each of the Weyl fields to be specified below, we define the energy-
momentum density vectorfields

(n)

P (W) :n=0,123 (32)
where:

(0)

P (W)=PW;L,L,L)

(1)

P (W)=PW;K,L,L)

(2)

P (W)=PW:;K,K,L)

(3)

P (W)=PW;K K,K) (33)

As commutation fields we take L, S, defined by:
S=uL+ulL, (34)
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and the three rotation fields O; : i = 1,2,3. The latter are defined according
to the second method as follows. In the Minkowskian region we introduce rect-
angular coordinates z# : p = 0,1,2,3, taking the 2° axis to be the timelike
geodesic I'g. In the Minkowskian region, in particular on the sphere Sy ,,,, the
O; are the generators of rotations about the 2 :i = 1,2,3 spatial coordidate
axes. The O; are then first defined on C,, by conjugation with the flow of L
and then in spacetime by conjugation with the flow of L. The Weyl fields which
we consider are, besides the fundamental Weyl field R, the Riemann curvature
tensor, the following derived Weyl fields

1st order: ELR, ENOiR 1=1,2,3, LsR
2nd order: LLLLR, Lo, LrR:i=1,2,3, Lo,Lo,R:i,j=1,2,3,
Lo,LsR:i=1,2,3, LsLsR (35)

We assign to each Weyl field the index [ according to the number of £, operators
in the definition of W in terms of R. We then define total 2nd order energy-
momentum densities

(n)
Po: n=0,1,23 (36)

(n)
as the sum of 6 P (W) over all the above Weyl fields in the case n = 3, all
the above Weyl fields except those whose definition involves the operator Lg in

(n)
the cases n = 0,1,2. We then define the total 2nd order energies E o (u) as the
(n)
integrals on the C, and the total 2nd order fluxes F2 (u) as the integrals on

(n) (3)
the C,,, of the 3-forms dual to the Ps. Of the fluxes only F o (u) plays a role

~a» =

in the problem. Finally, with the exponents g, : n = 0,1,2,3 defined by:

1 3

qozl, quOa QQ:_iv QB:—? (37)

according to the short pulse hierarchy, we define the quantities
(n) (n) (3) (3)
& o= sup (52‘1" E> (u)> :n=0,1,2,3, Fo=sup <52q3 Fo (g)) (38)

The objective then is to obtain bounds for these quantities in terms of the initial
data.

This requires properly estimating the deformation tensor of K, as well as
the deformations tensors of L, S and the O; : ¢ = 1,2, 3 and their derivatives of
up to 2nd order. In doing this, the short pulse method meshes with the second
method previously described. This is the content of Chapters 3 - 9 and shall
be very briefly described in the outline of the contents of each chapter which
follows.

The estimates of the error integrals, namely the integrals of the absolute

(n)
values of the divergences of the P, which is the content of Chapters 13 - 15,
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then yield inequalities for the quantities These inequalities contain, besides
the initial data terms

(n) (n)
D=06%" E5 (u) : n=0,1,2,3, (39)

terms of O(d”) for some p > 0, which are innocuous, as they can be made less
than or equal to 1 by subjecting 0 to a suitable smallness condition, but they also
contain terms which are nonlinear in the quantities From such a nonlinear
system of inequalities, no bounds can in general be deduced, because here, in
constrast with [C-K], the initial data quantities are allowed to be arbitrarily
large. However a miracle occurs: our system of inequalities is reductive. That
is, the inequalities, taken in proper sequence, reduce to a sequence of sublinear
inequalities, thus allowing us to obtain the sought for bounds.

We remark that although the first two methods on which the present work
is based stem from the work [C-K], it is only in the present work, in conjunction
with the new method, that the full power of the original methods is revealed.

In applying the short pulse method to problems in other areas of the field of
partial differential equations of hyperbolic type, an analogue of the first method
is needed. This is supplied in the context of Euler-Lagrange systems, that is,
systems of partial differential equations derivable from an action principle, by
the structures studied in [Chr17]. The analogue of the concept of a Weyl field is
the general concept of variation, or variation through solutions. The analogue
of the Bel-Robinson tensor is the canonical stress associated to such variations.
In the area of continuum mechanics or the electrodynamics of continuous media,
the fundamental variation is that with respect to a subgroup of the Poincare
group of the underlying Minkowski spacetime, while the higher order variations
are generated by the commutation fields, as in general relativity (see [Chr14]).
A particularly interesting problem that may be approached on the basis of the
methods which we have discussed, in conjunction with ideas from [Chr14], is the
formation of electromagnetic shocks by the focusing of incoming electromagnetic
waves in isotropic nonlinear media, that is, media with a nonlinear relationship
between the electromagnetic field and the electomagnetic displacement. In this
problem, unlike the problem of shock formation by outgoing compression waves
in fluid mechanics, there is a threshold for shock formation, as there is a threshold
for closed trapped sphere formation in the present monograph.

We shall now give a brief outline of the contents of the different chapters
of this monograph and of their logical connections. The basic geometric con-
struction, the structure equations of the double null foliation called the “optical
structure equations”, and the Bianchi identities, are presented in the introduc-
tory Chapter 1. The Einstein equations are contained in the optical structure
equations. The basic geometric entities associated to the double null foliation
are the inverse density function €, the metric ¢ induced on the surfaces S, ., and
its Gauss curvature K, the second fundamental forms x and x of S, . relative
to C, and C,, respectively, the torsion forms 1 and 7 of Sy 4 relative to C,, and
C, respectively, and the functions w and w, the derivatives of log Q with respect
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to L and L respectively. The torsion forms are given by:

n =+ dlogQ, n=—(+dlog (40)

where ¢ may be caled the torsion. It is the obstruction to integrability of the
distribution of planes orthogonal to the tangent planes to the Sy .. In HQ 4
denotes the differential of the restriction of a function to any given Sy . The
optical entities x, x, 7, n, w,w are called connection coefficients in the succeeding
chapters, to emphasize their differential order, intermediate between the metric
entities 2 and ¢, and the curvature entities K and the spacetime curvature
components. “Canonical coordinates” are defined in the last section of Chapter
1 and play a basic role in this monograph.

The subject of Chapter 2 is the characteristic initial data and the derivation
of the estimates for the full data in terms of the free data. This is where
the ansatz is introduced and the short pulse hierarchy first appears. Thus
Chapter 2 is fundamental to the whole work.

Chapters 3 - 7 form a unity. The subject of these chapters is the derivation of
estimates for the connection coefficients in terms of certain quantities defined by
the spacetime curvature. These chapters are in logical sequence, which extends
to Chapters 8 and 9, however the place of the whole sequence of Chapters 3
- 9 in the logic of the proof of the existence theorem, Theorem 12.1, is after
Chapters 10 and 11. This is because the assumptions on which Chapters 3
- 9 rely, namely the boundedness of the quantities defined by the spacetime
curvature, is established, in the course of the proof of Theorem 12.1, through
the comparison lemmas, Lemmas 12.5 and 12.6, which make use of the results
of Chapters 10 and 11. Thus, Chapter 10 represents a new beginning. The
chapters following Chapter 12 are again in logical sequence.

Chapters 3 - 7 are divided by Chapter 5 into the two pairs of chapters, on one
hand Chapters 3 and 4, and on the other hand Chapters 6 and 7, each of these
two pairs forming a tighter unity. The first pair considers only the propagation
equations among the optical structure equations. These are ordinary differential
equations for the connection coefficients along the generators of the C, and the
C,,- The second pair considers coupled systems, ordinary differential equations
along the generators of the C, or the O, coupled to elliptic systems on their
Sy sections. This allows us to obtain estimates for the connection coefficients
which are of one order higher than those obtained through the propagation
equations, and are optimal from the point of view of differentiability. There is
however a loss of a factor of §'/2 in behavior with respect to §, in comparison
to the estimates obtained through the propagation equations, in the case of the
entities n, n and w. What is crucial, is that there is no such loss in the case
of the entities x, x, and w, but the proof of this fact again uses the former
estimates. B

In Chapter 3 the basic L> estimates for the connection coefficients are ob-
tained. The last section of Chapter 3 explains the nature of smallness conditions
on ¢ throughout the monograph. Chapter 4 derives L* on the surfaces S, ,, for
the 1st derivatives of the connection coefficients.
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Chapter 5 is concerned with the isoperimetric and Sobolev inequalities on
the surfaces Sy, and with L? elliptic theory on these surfaces for 2 < p < 0.
The main part of the chapter is concerned with the proof of the uniformization
theorem for a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold (S, ¢) with S diffeomorphic
to S2, when only an L? bound on the Gauss curvature K is assumed. The
reason why this is required is that although the Gauss equation gives us L
control on K, the estimate is not suitable for our purposes because it involves
the loss of a factor of §'/2 in behavior with respect to 8. Thus one can only rely
on the estimate obtained by integrating a propagation equation, which although
optimal from the point of view of behavior with respect to &, only gives us L?
control on K.

The L” elliptic theory on the Sy, is applied in Chapter 6, in the case p = 4,
to the elliptic systems mentioned above, to obtain L* estimates for the 2nd
derivatives of the connection coefficients on the surfaces S,,.,. What makes
possible the gain of one degree of differentiability by considering systems of
ordinary differential equations along the gerenators of the C,, or the C,, coupled
to elliptic systems on the S, sections, is the fact that the principal terms in
the propagation equations for certain optical entities vanish, by virtue of the
Einstein equations. In the case of the coupled system pertaining to x and ¥,
these entities are simply the traces try and try, and the Codazzi equations
constitute the elliptic systems for the trace-free parts ¥ and % respectively. In
the case of the coupled systems pertaining to 1 and 7, the entities are found at
one order of differentiation higher. They are the mass aspect functions p and p,
called by this name because of the fact, shown in [Chrl5], that with 7 being the
area radius of the S, ., the limits of the functions r*4/87 and 73 /87 at past
and future null infinity respectively, represent mass-energy per unit solid angle
in a given direction and at a given advanced or retarded time respectively. The
elliptic systems are Hodge systems constituted by one of the structure equations
and by the definition of p and p in terms of n and 7 respectively. Moreover, the
two sets of coupled systems, that for 7 on the C,, and that for 1 on the c,,, are
themselves coupled. (The propagation equations for n and 7 studied in Chapters
3 and 4 are similarly coupled). In the case of the coupled systems pertaining to
w and w, the entities which satify propagation equations in which the principal
terms vanish are found at one order of differentiation still higher. They are the
functions ¢ and ¢ and the elliptic equations are simply the definitions of these
functions in terms of w and w respectively.

In the case of the x system we have, besides what has already been de-
scribed, also a coupling with the propagation equation for the Gauss curvature
K, through the elliptic theory of Chapter 5 applied to the Codazzi elliptic sys-
tem for .

Chapter 7 applies L? elliptic theory on the Su,u to the same coupled systems
to obtain L? estimates on the C, for the third derivatives of the connection
coeflicients, the top order needed to obtain a closed system of inequalities in the
proof of the existence theorem.

One general remark concerning the contents of Chapters 3 -7 is that although
some of the general structure was already encountered in the work on the sta-
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bility of Minkowski spacetime, the estimates and their derivation are here quite
different, and for two reasons. One is the obvious reason that some of the geo-
metric properties are here very different, in view of the fact that we are no longer
confined to a suitably small neighborhood of Minkowski spacetime and closed
trapped surfaces eventually form. The second is the fact, in conncetion with
the short pulse method, that behavior with respect to ¢ is here all-important.

In Chapter 8 the multiplier fields and the commutation fields are defined
and L> estimates for their deformation tensors are obtained. In Chapter 9 L*
estimates on the S, ., for the 1st derivatives of these deformation tensors and
L? estimates on the C,, for their 2nd derivatives are obtained.

In Chapters 3 - 9 the symbol O(é?|u|") denotes the product of §?|u|" with
a non-negative, non-decreasing continuous function of certain initial data and
spacetime curvature quantities ¢i,...,q,. The set of quantities {q1,...,qn} is
gradually enlarged as we proceed through the sequence of chapters. The set
of quantities is replaced in the seventh section of Chapter 12 by a set which
includes only initial data quantities, and it is in this new sense that the symbol
O(6P|u|™) is meant throughout the proof of Theorem 12.1, which occupies the
four succeeding chapters.

As we mention above, Chapter 10 represents a new beginning. The point
is the following. Chapters 3 - 7 derive estimates for the connection coeflicients
in terms of quantities involving the L° norms on the S, of the curvature
components, the L* norms on the S, , of the 1st derivatives of the curvature
components, and the L? norms on the C,, of the 2nd derivatives of the curvature
components (with the exception of those involving « and the 2nd transversal
derivatives of 3). The first two are to be estimated in terms of the last through
Sobolev inequalities on the C,, (except for the quantities involving «, which are
estimated in terms of the L? norm on the C, of up to the 2nd derivatives of that
component through a Sobolev inequality on the C,,), but in establishing these
Sobolev inequalities one cannot rely on the results of the preceeding chapters,
otherwise the reasoning would be circular. So, the Sobolev inequalities on the C,
and the C,, are instead established on the basis of certain bootstrap assumptions.
The sharp form of the Sobolev inequality on the C, given by Proposition 10.1
fits perfectly with the short pulse method and is essential to its success.

The subject of Chapter 11 is the coercivity properties of the operators £o, :
i = 1,2,3, the Lie derivatives of covariant tensorfields on the S, . with respect
the rotation fields O; : 1 = 1,2,3. These inequalities show that, for m = 1,2
we can bound the sum of the squares of the L? norms on Sy, of up to the
mth intrinsic to S, covariant derivatives of these tensorfields in terms of the
sum of the squares of the L? norms on the S,, of their Lie derivatives of
up to mth order with respect to the set of rotation fields. This is important
because only these rotational Lie derivatives of the curvature components (and
the Lie derivatives of the curvature components with respect to L and L), not
their covariant derivatives intrinsic to the Sy ., are directly controlled by the
energies and fluxes. To establish the coercivity inequalities additional bootstrap
assumptions are introduced.

Chapter 12 is the central chapter of the monograph. This chapter lays out
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the first method and defines the energies and fluxes according to the short pulse
method as discussed above. These definitions are followed by the comparison
lemmas, Lemmas 12.5 and 12.6 which show that the quantity Q), which bounds
all the curvature quantities which enter the estimates for the connection coeffi-
cients and the deformation tensors of Chapters 3 - 9, is itself bounded in terms
of the quantity:
0 QO @ & B

Py =max{ &2, £2, E2, E2; Fa} (41)
To establish the comparison lemmas additional bootstrap assumptions are intro-
duced. The last section of Chapter 12 gives the statement of Theorem 12.1 in the
way it is actually proved, and then gives an outline of the first and most impor-

tant part of the continuity argument, that which concludes with the derivation
@ @O @ @
of the reductive system of inequalities for the quantities &4, £2, £2, £2 and
(3)
F o in the first section of Chapter 16.
Chapters 13 - 15 deal with the error estimates, namely the estimates for
the error integrals, the spacetime integrals of the absolute values of the diver-

gences of the energy-momenum density vectorfields (;;)2. There are two kinds of
error integrals: the error integrals arising form the deformation tensors of the
multiplier fields and those arising from the Weyl currents generated by the com-
mutation fields. The first are treated in Chapter 13 and the second in Chapers
14 and 15. Because of the delicacy of the final estimates, all the error terms are
treated in a systematic fashion. All error integrals are estimated using Lemma
13.1. The concepts of integrability index and excess index are introduced. The
integrability index s being negative allows us to apply Lemma 13.1. The excess

index e then gives the exponent of § contributed by the error term under con-
@ @O @ 6
sideration to the final system of inequalities for the quantities £2, £2, €2, €2
(3)

and Fo. All error terms turn out to have a negative integrability index and a
non-negative excess index. The terms with a positive excess index contribute
the innocuous terms O(d°) mentioned above. To the terms with zero excess
index are associated borderline error integrals. These contribute the nonlinear
terms to the final system of inequalities mentioned above.

Chapter 16 completes the proof of the existence theorem. The reductive

. . U () R C VI ) B 6] (3) . . .
system of inequalities for the quantities £ 2, £ 2, £ 2, £ 2 and F s is obtained in

the first section of Chapter 16, and the required bounds for these quantities are
deduced. The second section of Chapter 16 deduces the higher order bounds
for the spacetime curvature components and the connection coefficients. The
higher order estimates are of linear nature and are needed to show that the
solution extends as a smooth solution. Only the roughest bounds are needed.
The continuity argument is completed in the third section of Chapter 16. In this
section the work of Choquet-Bruhat ([Chol], [Cho2], [Cho3]) and that of Rendall
[R] are used to obtain a smooth local extension of the solution in “harmonic”
(also called “wave”) coordinates. This is followed by an argument showing
that in a suitably small extension, contained in the extension just mentioned,
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canonical null coordinates can be set up and the coordinate transformation from
harmonic coordinates to canonical null coordinates is a smooth transformation
with a smooth inverse, hence the metric extends smoothly also in canonical null
coordinates. The proof of the existence theorem is then concluded. In the last
section, the existence theorem is restated in the way in which it can most readily
be applied.

The last chapter, Chapter 17, establishes the theorem on the formation of
closed trapped surfaces, achieving the aim of this monograph.

The present monograph is off course a work in pure mathematics. However,
by virtue of the fact that Einstein’s theory is a physical theory, describing a
fundamental aspect of nature, this work is also of physical significance. For those
mathematicians who, by reading the present monograph, become interested in
the physical basis of general relativity, we recommend the excellent book [M-T-
W] where not only is the physical basis of the theory expained, but also a wealth
of information is given which illustrates how the theory is applied to describe
natural phenomena.

As this work was been completed the author learned that his old teacher,
John Wheeler, passed away. This monograph testifies to John Wheeler’s endur-
ing legacy in the scientific community.
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Chapter 1

The Optical Structure
Equations

1.1 The Basic Geometric Setup

We consider a spacetime manifold (M, g), with boundary, smooth solution of
the vacuum Einstein equations, such that the past boundary of M is the future
null geodesic cone C, of a point o. (M,g) is to be a development of initial
data on C,. That is, for each point p € M, each past directed causal curve
issuing from p is to terminate in the past at a point on C,. The generators
of C, are the future-directed null geodesics issuing from o. These are affinely
parametrized as follows. There is a future-directed unit timelike vector T" at o
such that the tangent vector at o to each generator has projection T" along T
We denote by L’ the null geodesic vectorfield along C,, which is the tangent
field to each generator. The parameter of this vectorfield, measured from o, is
the affine parameter s. Each generator is to extend up to the value rg+ ¢ of the
parameter, where ry and § are constants, 7o > 1, 1 > § > 0. The null geodesic
cone C, is to contain no conjugate or cut points. For r € (0,79 + 4], let us
denote by C] the truncated cone obtained by restricting each generator to the
interval [0, 7] of the parameter. Let us also denote by S} the boundary of C7,
the level surface s = r of the function s on C,.

The restrictions of the initial data to C7° are to be trivial, that is, they
are to coincide with the data corresponding to a truncated cone in Minkowski
spacetime. By the uniqueness theorem, the domain of dependence of C7° in
(M, g) coincides with a domain in Minkowski spacetime. The boundary of this
domain is a null hypersuface generated by the incoming null geodesic normals
from S)°. The solution extends as a domain in Minkowski spacetime up to the
past null geodesic cone C, of a point e at arc length 2ry along the timelike
geodesic 'y from o with tangent vector T' at o, the aforementioned incoming
null hypersurface from S7° coinciding with C,. Let us denote this Minkowskian
domain Mj. Thus the past boundary of My is C}° and the future boundary of
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My is C,, o and e being respectively the past and future end points of I'g, and
the common boundary of C}° and C, being the surface S}°.

Let ¢ € T'y. We denote by C, the boundary of the causal future of ¢ in
M. Then Cy is an outgoing null hypersurface generated by the future directed
null geodesics issuing from ¢. Each of these geodesics has a future end point
which is either a point belonging to the future boundary of M or else it is a
point conjugate to ¢ along the geodesic in question, or a cut point, a point at
which the given generator intersects another generator. We then denote C; by
C., ¢ € [—10,0], if ¢ is at arc length 2(rg + ¢) along Ty from o. In particular,
C_,, = C,. Now for r € (0,r¢] the boundary of the domain of dependence of
Cy in My is C,, the past null geodesic cone of a point ¢ € I'g at arc length
2r from o, so that Qq intersects C, in the surface S). We denote Qq by C,,
¢c=r—ry € (—ro,0]. In particular, Cy, = C,.. For r € (rg,r9 + 0], we still
denote by C., ¢ = r — o, the boundary of the domain of dependence of C] in
M. In this case ¢ € (0,0] and C, is generated by the incoming null geodesic
normals to S, each generator having a future end point which is either a point
belonging to the future boundary of M or else it is a focal point of the incoming
null normal geodesic congruence to S}, along the given generator, or a cut point,
a point at which the given generator intersects another generator.

We now define on M the optical functions u and u by the requirements that
for each c the c-level set of u is the outgoing null hypersurface C. and for each
¢ the c-level set of u is the incoming null hypersurface C,. In the following we
denote by C,, and C,, an arbitrary level set of u and u respectively. In this sense
u and u denote not the optical functions themselves but values in the range of
the functions u and u respectively. We denote by Sy, ., the spacelike surfaces of
intersection:

Suu=Co[ ) Cu (1.1)

These are round spheres for u € (u,0], which corresponds to the Minkowskian
region My, degenerating to points for u = u, which corresponds to I'g. Also,
S_rotr,—ro = S4. The optical functions are increasing toward the future.

Let ¢* € (ug,—1], up = —rg. For ¢ € (up + J,c*] we denote by H,. the
spacelike hypersurface:

He={Suu : u+u=c, uelu,d)} (1.2)
Also, for ¢ € (2ug, up + 8] we denote by H,. the spacelike hypersurface
Hc:{Sg,u tutu=c ue [’UJOvﬁ]} (13)

Note that for ¢ < ug H, is a spacelike hyperplane in the Minkowskian region
M.
The future boundary of M is to be the union H.|JCjs. Thus, for each
¢ € [ug,c* — ] an end point of a generator of C. which belongs to the future
boundary of M, belongs to Cy, while for each ¢ € (¢* — §,¢*) an end point of
a generator of C. which belongs to the future boundary of M, belongs to H.x.
Note that for ¢ > ¢* the generators of C. are contained in the Minkowskian
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region M (| My hence end on H-. For each ¢ € (0,9) a future end point of a
generator of C'. which belongs to the future boundary of M, belongs to H.~. For
¢ < 0 the generators of C. are contained in the Minkowskian region M (1) M
hence end on He« if ¢ > ¢*/2, on Ty if ¢ < ¢*/2. We consider M as including
its past boundary but not its future boundary. Thus M corresponds to the
parameter domain:

D = {(wu) : we [u,0), u€ [u,c -}
{(w,u) : w€lu,c® —u), ue (c*—04c"/2)}
= {(w,u) : welugul, ue [uo,c*/2)}U
{(uw,u) : u € [ug,c* —u), u€lc/2,d)} (1.4)
for ¢* > ug + 6 and:
D = {(wu) : u€lu,c —u), ueu,c/2)}
= {(wu) : welugul, ue [uo,c*/2)}U
{(u,u) : u€lug, ¢ —u), u€lc/2,¢" —up)}
(1.5)
for ¢* < wug+ d. The timelike geodesic I'y corresponds to:
Ao ={(w,u) : u=u, u€fug,c"/2)} (1.6)

(see Figures 1.1, 1.2).

Our approach is a continuity argument in which the basic requirement to be
imposed on (M, g) is that the generators of the Cy, and the C,, have no end points
in M \ T'g. Thus, the C, are to contain no conjugate or cut points in M and
the C,, are to contain no focal or cut points in M \ I'y. Then for u € [ug,c* — ]
the generators of C, have their end points on C and for u € (¢* — §,c*) the
generators of C), have their end points on H.«. Also, for u € [0, ) the generators
of C,, have their end points on H-. It follows that for (u,u) € D\ Ag Sy, is a
spacelike surface embedded in M.

The optical functions satisfy the eikonal equation:

(97" 0ud,u =0, (9~ duud,u=0 (1.7)
It follows that the vectorfields L' and L’ defined by:
L = —2(g Yy au, L = —2(g Y Dy (1.8)
are future directed null geodesic vectorfields:
VL' =0, VpL' =0 (1.9)

the integral curves of L’ being the generators of each C,, and the integral curves
of L' being the generators of each C,,, both affinely parametrized. For, we have,
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p=wmlJp’

Figure 1.1: Case ¢* > ug + 6

Ag

Figure 1.2: Case ¢* < ug+ 0
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in arbitrary local coordinates,

oLV, L' = 2LV, 0\u = —2L""V\0,u
=4(g 1" 0, uV \0,u = 20, ((g~ )"0, ud.u) = 0

and similarly with w, L’ replaced by w, L’ respectively. Moreover, by virtue of
the condition that 2(rg + u) along I'g coincides with arc length along T’y from
o, L' along Ty has projection T along T, the unit future directed tangent field
to T'g. Also, L’ coincides along C,, with the vectorfield along C, previously
defined. The inner product g(L’, L’) is then a negative function on M, hence
there is a positive function 2 on M defined by:

(L, L) = 2072 (1.10)
We then define the normalized null vectorfields L and L by:
L=qr, L=ar (1.11)

These shall be used at each point in M \ Ty as a basis for the orthogonal
complement of the tangent plane to the surface Sy, through that point. We
have:

g(L L) = —2 (1.12)

We proceed to define the null vectorfields L and L by:
L=QL=0°L, L=QL=0"L (1.13)
Then from and we have:

Lu=0, Lu=

Lu=1, Lu=0 (1.14)
Thus the integral curves of L are the generators of each C, parametrized by
u and the integral curves of L are the generators of each (', parametrized by
u. The flow ®; generated by L is defined on any given C, as follows. ® is
the identity mapping. The mapping ®; is defined at p € Sy, by considering
the unique generator of C,, through p: ®;(p) € Sui¢, is the point along this
generator at parameter value u+t¢. ®; is a diffeomorphism of Sy, onto Su4,u-
Similarly, the flow @, generated by L is defined on any given C,, as follows. @,
is the identity mapping. The mapping @, is defined at p € Sy, by considering
the unique generator of C, through p: ®,(p) € Suu+¢ is the point along this
generator at parameter value u + t. @, is a diffeomorphism of Sy ., onto Sy u¢-
Note that:

g(L,L) = —20? (1.15)
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1.2 The Optical Structure Equations
Let ¢ be a 1-form on M \ Ty such that
§(1) = (L) =0 (1.16)

We then say that £ is a S 1-form. Conversely, given for each (u,u) € D, u > u,
a 1-form ¢ intrinsic to the surface S, then along each Sy ., { extends to the
tangent bundle of M over Sy, by the conditions We thus obtain an S
1-form on M \Ty. Thus a S 1-form may be thought of as the specification of a 1-
form intrinsic to Sy, for each (u, ). Similar considerations apply to p-covariant
tensorfields. Thus, a p-covariant S tensorfield is a p-covariant tensorfield on
M\ Ty which vanishes if either L or L is inserted in one of its p entries, and can
be thought of as the specification of a p-covariant tensorfield intrinsic to Sy ., for
each (u,u). Next, a S vectorfield is a vectorfield X defined on M \ T'g such that
X is at each point x € M \ T'g tangential to the surface S, through z. Thus a
S vectorfield may be thought of as the specification of a vectorfield intrinsic to
Su,u for each (u, w). Similarly, a g-contravariant S tensorfield is a g-contravariant
tensorfield W defined on M \ T'y such that at each point @ € M \ Ty W, belongs
to ®91;Su,u, and can be thought of as a ¢ contravariant vectorfield intrinsic to
Sy, for each (u,u). Finally, a type T; S tensorfield ¢ is a type T} tensorfield
defined on M \ Ty such that at each x € M \ Iy and each X;,..., X, € T,M
we have 0(X1,...,X}) € ®1T;Sy,, and 6(X1,..., X)) = 0 if one of Xy, ..., X, is
either L or L. Thus a general type T)] S tensorfield may be thought of as the
specification of a type T}] tensorfield intrinsic to Sy, for each (u,u).

Let then £ be a S 1-form. We define £, to be, for each (u,u) € D, u > wu,
the restriction to 1'Sy. of Lr§, the Lie derivative of § with respect to L, a
notion intrinsic to each C,,. Then £,£ is an S 1-form as well. Note that in any
case we have (L£€)(L) = 0. We define £ to be, for each (u,u) € D, u > u, the
restriction to T'Sy,, of L&, the Lie derivative of £ with respect to L, a notion
intrinsic to each C,. Then £.¢ is an S 1-form as well. Note that in any case
we have (£.&)(L) = 0. For any p-covariant S tensorfield &, the derivatives £1&
and £1.§ are similarly defined.

Consider next the case of an S vectorfield Y.

Lemma 1.1 Let X be a vectorfield defined along a given C,, and tangential to
its Sy, sections. Then the vectorfield [L, X], defined along C, is also tangential
to the Sy . sections. Also, let X be a vectorfield defined along a given C,, and
tangential to its S, . sections. Then the vectorfield [L, X], defined along C,, is
also tangential to the Sy, sections. B
Proof: To establish the first part of the lemma, let ¥, be the 1-parameter group
generated by X. Then ¥, maps each S, into itself. Since ®; maps Sy, into
Sutt,u, it follows that ¥_,0®_; o W, 0 ®; maps each S, into itself. This must
coincide to order ts as t,s — 0 with s, where 2, is the l-parameter group
generated by [L, X]. It follows that [L, X] is tangential to the S, ,,. The second
part of the lemma is established in a similar manner.

If then Y is a S vectorfield, according to the above lemma LY = [L,Y] and
LpY = [L,Y] are also S vectorfields. We thus define the derivatives £,Y and
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LLY to be simply LY and LY respectively. The case of any g-contravariant
S tensorfield W in the role of Y is formally identical to the case of a S vec-
torfield, such a tensorfield being expressible as the sum of tensor products of S
vectorfields. Thus the derivatives £; W and £, W are defined to be simply £, W
and LW respectively, which are themselves ¢ contravariant S tensorfields.

Consider finally the general case of an arbitrary type T}] S tensorfield 6. We
may consider, in accordance with the above, 6 as being, at each surface Sy .
and at each point x € Sy, a p-linear form in 7,5, ., with values in ®91,.S, ..
Then £1,0 is defined by considering 6 on each C,, extended to T'C, according to
the condition that it vanishes if one of the entries is L and setting £16 equal
to the restriction to the T'S,,, of the usual Lie derivative with respect to L of
this extension. Similarly, £16 is defined by considering # on each C,, extended
to T'C,, according to the condition that it vanishes if one of the entries is L and
setting £10 equal to the restriction to the T'S,,, of the usual Lie derivative with
respect to L of this extension. Then £1,0 and £.0 are themselves type T} S
tensorfields.

In the following we use the simplified notation:

£10 =D, [L.0= Db (1.17)
In particular, for a function f:
Df=Lf, Df=Lf (1.18)

For any function f defined on M \ Ty we denote by df the S 1-form which
is the restriction to each surface Sy, of df, the differential of f.
Lemma 1.2 For any function f defined on M \ Ty we have:

Dif =dDf, DAf =4Df

Proof: Consider the first equality. If we evaluate each side on L or L then both
sides vanish by definition. On the other hand, if we evaluate on a S vectorfield
X the left hand side is:

(Lodf)(X) = LIAf)(X)) = )L, X]) = L(X [) = [L, X]f = X(Lf)

and the right hand side is:

(ML) (X) = X(Lf)

as well. This establishes the first equality. The second equality is established in
a similar manner.

Let X be a S vectorfield and £ a S 1-form. Then £x¢ is defined on each
Su,u as the usual Lie derivative of { as a 1-form on Sy, with respect to X as
a vectorfield on Sy, a notion intrinsic to Sy,., which makes no reference to
the ambient spacetime. If £ is any p covariant S tensorfield, £x¢ is similarly
defined. Consider next the case of another S vectorfield Y. Then £LxY is
defined to be simply LxY = [X, Y], which is itself a S vectorfield. The case of
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any ¢ contravariant S tensorfield W in the role of Y is formally identical to the
case of a S vectorfield, such a tensorfield being expressible as the sum of tensor
products of S vectorfields. Thus £xW is defined to be simply £xW, which
is itself a ¢ contravariant S tensorfield. Consider finally the general case of an
arbitrary type T/ S tensorfield §. Then £x0 is again defined on each S, , as
the usual Lie derivative of 6 as a type T} tensorfield on Sy ., with respect to X
as a vectorfield on S ., a notion intrinsic to Sy, which makes no reference to
the ambient spacetime.

If n and @ are any two S tensorfields of any, not necessarily the same, type,
and we denote by 7-6 an arbitrary contraction of the tensor product n® 6, then
the Leibniz rule:

Lx(n-0) = (£x0)-0+n- (Lx0) (1.19)
with X an arbitrary S vectorfield, holds, and so do the Leibniz rules:

D(n-0) = (Dn)-0+n- (D)
D(n-0) = (Dn)-0+mn-(DO) (1.20)

Let us recall that if X and Y are arbitrary vectorfields and 6 an arbitrary
tensorfield on any manifold, we have:

LxLy0—LyLx0 = Lixy|0

It then readily follows that if X and Y are S vectorfields and 6 a S tensorfield
of any type, we have:

Lx iy — Ly Lx0 = L1x,y)0 (1.21)

Moreover, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1.3 Let X be a S vectorfield and 6 a S tensorfield of any type. We
then have, noting that by Lemma 1.1 [L, X] and [L, X| are S vectorfields,

DEx0 — Lx DO = L1, x)0

and
Dfx0 — LxDO = L1, x0

Proof: To establish the first part of the lemma we may confine ourselves to
a given C,, considering the given C to be our manifold. Consider first the
case that 0 is a S 1-form. Then if Y is any S vectorfield we have (£x0)(Y) =
(Lx6)(Y) however (£x60)(L) = 0 while

(Lx0)(L) = —0([X, L))

Since by [LT4] we have (du)(L) = 1, while (du)(Y) = 0, the S 1-form £x0 is
given on the manifold C, by:

Lx0 = Lx0— fdu where f=0(]L,X]) (1.22)
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On the other hand, since (D)(Y) = (L0)(Y) while (D8)(L) =0 = (L.0)(L),
the S 1-form D@ is given on the manifold C', simply by:

DO = L0 (1.23)
Let then again Y be an arbitrary S vectorfield. From we have:
(DExO)(Y) = (Lrhx0)(Y) = (LL(Lx0 — fduw)(Y) = (LLLxO)(Y) (1.24)

the last step by virtue of the facts that (du)(Y) =0 and Lrdu = dLu = 0, by
[LT4 Also, from .23

(£xDO)(Y) = (LxDO)(Y) = (LxLLO)(Y) (1.25)
Subtracting from we then obtain:

(DLxO — LxDO)(Y) = (LLLxO — LxLLO)(Y) = (L, x10)(Y) = (ﬁ[L,x]?)(Y))
1.26
This is the first part of the lemma in the case of a S 1-form. The case of a p
covariant tensorfield is similar. The case of a ¢ contravariant S tensorfield is
immediate, in view of the fact that in this case the operators D and £x reduce
to £, and Lx respectively. Finally, the general case of a type T)7 S tensorfield
0 follows by taking arbitrary S vectorfields Y7, ..., Y}, applying the lemma to the
g contravariant tensorfield 0(Y1, ..., Y},) and to each of the vectorfields Y7, ..., Y},
and using the Leibniz rules and the first of (In fact this gives an
alternative proof for the case of a p covariant S tensorfield.)
The second part of the lemma is established in an analogous manner.

From [[.9] 171 we obtain:
V;L=&L, V;L=0uL (1.27)
and:
Vil =2wL, VpL=2wL (1.28)
where:
=010 0=0"'w (1.29)
and:
w=DlogQ, w=Dlog (1.30)

The tangent hyperplane 7,C, to a given null hypersurface C', at a point
p € C,, consists of all the vectors X at p which are orthogonal to ﬁp:

T,C. = {X € T,M : g(X,L,) =0} (1.31)

We have ﬁp e 1,0y, ﬁp being orthogonal to itself. Similarly, the tangent
hyperplane T),C,, to a given null hypersurface €', at a point p € C,, consists of

all the vectors X at p which are orthogonal to Lp:

T,C, ={XeT,M : g(X,L,) =0} (1.32)
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and we have Lp S Tpr Lp being orthogonal to itself.

Thus the induced metrics on C,, and C,, are degenerate. This is in fact the
definition of a null hypersurface in a spacetime manifold (M, g). On the other
hand, the induced metric ¢ on each surface Sy ., a symmetric 2-covariant S ten-
sorfield, is positive definite. Any vector X € T,,C, can be uniquely decomposed

into a vector collinear to ﬁp and a vector tangent to the S, ., section through p
which we denote by PX:

X =cL,+PX, PX €T,Sy. (1.33)

Thus we have at each p € C,, a projection P of T,,C, onto 1,5, If X,Y is a
pair of vectors tangent to C,, at p, then:

9(X,Y) = ¢(PX, PY) (1.34)

Similarly, any vector X € T,C, can be uniquely decomposed into a vector

collinear to Lp and a vector tangent to the S, . section through p which we
denote by PX: .
X=cL,+PX, PX€e€T,Syu (1.35)

Thus we have at each p € Q& a projection P of TpQE onto TSy, If X,Y is a
pair of vectors tangent to C,, at p, then:

9(X,Y) = ¢(BX, PY) (1.36)

The 2nd fundamental form x of a given null hypersurface C,, is a bilinear
form in 7},C, at each p € C,, defined as follows. Let X,Y € T,,C,. Then:

X(X,Y) =g(VxL,Y) (1.37)

The bilinear form x is symmetric. For, if we extend X, Y to vectorfields along
C\y which are tangential to C,, we have, in view of the fact that g(X,L) =
g(Y,L) =0,

X(va) _X(YaX) = _g(ivaY) +g(i,VYX) = —g(f,, [va]) =0

as [X, Y] is also tangential to C;, hence orthogonal to L. We note that the 2nd
fundamental form of C,, is intrinsic to C,,, the vectorfield L being tangential to
Cy. We have:

X(X,Y) =x(PX,PY) (1.38)

Thus x is a symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield. We may consider x to be the
2nd fundamental form of the sections Sy, of C, relative to C,,.

The 2nd fundamental form x of a given null hypersurface €', is a bilinear
form in 7},C,, at each p € C, defined as follows. Let X,Y € T,C,,. Then:

X(X,Y) =g(VxL,Y) (1.39)
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The bilinear form y is symmetric. For, if we extend X,Y to vectorfields along
C,, which are tangential to C,,, we have, in view of the fact that g(X, L) =
g(Y,L)=0

X(X,Y) = x(V,X) = —g(L,VxY) + g(L,VyX) = —g(L,[X,Y]) = 0

as [X, Y] is also tangential to C,, hence orthogonal to L. We note that the 2nd

fundamental form of QM is intrinsic to QE, the vectorfield L being tangential to
C,,- We have:
- X(X.Y) = \(PX, PY) (1.40)

Thus x is a symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield. We may consider x to be the
2nd fundamental form of the sections Su,u of C relative to C
We have:
D¢ =2Qx, Dg=2Qx (1.41)

To establish the first of [L41] let X,Y be vectorfields along C,, which are tan-
gential to the Sy ., sections. Then by Lemma 1.1:

(D)X, Y) = (Lrg)(X,Y) = L(¢(X,Y)) — ¢([L, X],Y) — ¢(X,[L,Y])
= L(g(X,Y)) —g([L,X],Y) — g(X,[L,Y]) = g(VxL,Y) + g(X,VyL)

The second of [[L41] is established in a similar manner. We shall refer to [[L41] as
the first variational formulas.

Let now X,Y be vectors tangent to S, . at a point p. We extend X,Y to
Jacobi fields along the generator of C,, through p by the conditions:

VX =VxL, V.Y =VyL; thatis: [L,X]=[L,Y]=0 (1.42)

Then X,Y are at each point tangential to the Sy . section through that point
and we have:

(Dx)(X,Y) = (Lox)(X,Y) = L(x(X,Y)) = L(g(Vx L,Y))
= Qg(VxL,VyL)+g(VLVxL,Y) (1.43)

Now, by the definition of the spacetime curvature and
ViVxL=VxV,L+R(L, X)L
hence by
g(ViVxL,Y) =wg(VxL,Y) + g(R(L,X)L,Y) = wx(X,Y) - QR(X, L, (Y ﬁ))
1.44

In regard to the term g(VXL VyL) we note that the vectors VXL Vy L are
tangential to C,, for,



Thus [[.34] applies and we obtain:

g(VxL,VyL) = ¢(PVxL,PVyL) (1.45)
Now by the definition [L37 we have:

PVxL=x*-X, PVyL=x"-Y (1.46)

Here, if @ is any 2-covariant S tensorfield we denote by 6% the Tj-type S ten-
sorfield, which at each point p € Sy is the linear transformation of 1,5, .
corresponding, through the inner product ¢ at p, to the bilinear form 6 at p.
That is, for any pair X,Y € 1,5, ,, we have:

40" - X,Y) =0(X,Y) (1.47)
In terms of an arbitrary basis (eq : A =1,2) for T},Sy,, we have:
0% -ea=04“ec, 04° =0ap(g")"C (1.48)

where a5 = 0(ea,eB), gas = g(ea, ep) are the components of 6, ¢ at p in this
basis. Thus:

J(PVxL, PVyL) = §(x* - X,x"-Y) = (x x \)(X,Y) (1.49)

Here, if § and 6" are symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields we denote by 6 x ¢’
the 2-covariant S tensorfield defined by:

(0 x0)(X,Y)=¢(6" X,0"-Y) : for any pair X,Y € TSy (1.50)

In terms of components in an arbitrary local frame field for Sy .,
(0 x 6" ap = gopti 057 = (§7) P 0actpp (1.51)

Note that for any symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 we have:
gx0=0xg=10 (1.52)

Let a be the spacetime curvature component which is the symmetric 2-
covariant S tensorfield given by:

a(X,Y) = R(X,L,Y,L) : for any pair X,Y € T),S, ., (1.53)

In view of [[44], T4 [[49 and [L53] equation holding for an arbitrary pair
X,Y € T},S,,, implies:

Dx =wx +Qx X x — ) (1.54)

Let us define X/, the 2nd fundamental form of C, with respect to the null
geodesic field L', by:

X'(X,Y)=g(VxL'Y) : for any pair X,Y € T,,C, (1.55)
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‘We then have:
X =ty (1.56)

In terms of x’ equation [[L54] takes the form:
DY =% xx' —a (1.57)

Let a be the spacetime curvature component which is the symmetric 2-
covariant S tensorfield given by:

a(X,Y)=R(X,L,Y,L) : for any pair X,Y € TSy . (1.58)

Proceeding in an analogous manner, with
spectively we deduce the equation:

C,,L, x in the roles of Cy, L, x re-

Dx=wx+Q(x xx —a) (1.59)

Defining x’, the 2nd fundamental form of C,, with respect to the null geodesic
field L', by:

X (X,Y)=g(VxL'Y) : for any pair X,Y € T,C,, (1.60)

we have:

X =0y (1.61)
In terms of x" equation [[.59 takes the form:

Dy' =X xx' —a (1.62)

We shall refer to equations[[.54] [L59] and their equivalents, equations[[.57} .62}
as the second variational formulas. The first of equations [[L4I] and equation
[C54] or [LE7 are propagation equations along the generators of each C,, while
the second of equations[[41] and equation 59 or .62 are propagation equations
along the generators of each C,,.

In the following we call conjugation the formal operation of exchanging C,,
and L with C',, and L respectively. We call two entities conjugate if the definition
of one is obtained from the definition of the other by conjugation. Thus w, x
and « are the conjugates of w, y and « respectively. Also, the operator D is the
conjugate of the operator D. Similarly, we call two formulas conjugate if one is
obtained from the other by conjugation. Thus formulas and are the
conjugates of formulas [[54] and respectively. By virtue of the symmetry
of the geometric structure under investigation, if a formula holds its conjugate
must also hold.

The torsion of a given surface S, with respect to the null hypersurface C,,
is the 1-form ¢ on S, defined at each p € Sy, by:

1 ~ A
((X) = §g(VXL,L) : for any X € T),Su.u (1.63)
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As this is defined for every (u,u), ¢ is defined as a S 1-form on M \ T'g. The
entity conjugate to ( is the torsion of S, with respect to C,,, the 1-form ¢ on
Su,u defined at each p € Sy, by:

1 A oa
((X) = gg(VXL, L) : for any X € T,Suu (1.64)

However, by we have, simply:
(=—¢ (1.65)

Let X be a vector tangent to S, at a point p. We extend X to a Jacobi
field along the generator of C,, through p by the condition (see [[42):

V.X =VxL, thatis: [L,X]=0 (1.66)

Then X is at each point tangential to the S, . section through that point and
we have:

(DO)(X) = (LLO)(X) = L(((X)) = $L(g(Vx L, L))
= 10g(VxL,V; L)+ 39(VLVxL, L) (1.67)

Now, by the definition of the spacetime curvature and [L.GOI
ViVxL=VxV,L+R(L X)L
hence by

9(ViVxL,L) = g(VxV,L,L) + g(R(L,X)L,L)
= —2Xw+2w((X) - QR(X,L,L,L) (1.68)

In regard to the term g(Vx i/, VLL) we recall that the vector Vx L is tangential
to Cy hence[[34lapplies. By virtue of [[46] and the definition [[.63] we then have:

VxL=—C(X)L+* X (1.69)

By [[27 we have: . . ..
9(L, VL) = ~g(V; L L) = 2 (L.70)

To calculate g(Y, V ﬁL), where Y is a vector at a point ¢ € C,, which is tangential
to the Sy . section through that point, we first extend Y to a Jacobi field along
the generator of C,, through ¢ by the condition:

V.Y =VyL, thatis: [L,Y]=0

Then Y is at each point tangential to the S, . section through that point and
we have:

g(Y, VL) = —g(VyL,L) = 2YQ — 20¢(Y) (1.71)
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by virtue of the definition The equality of the first and last members of
[CT holds in particular at q. Thus this equality holds for any vector at a point
of ¢y, which is tangential to the S, , section through that point, in particular
the vector x* - X. Taking also into account we then conclude through [[LG69
that:

Qg(Vx L,V L) = —20C(X) — 20C(¢ - X) +2(¢ - X)Q (1.72)
For any T} type S tensor § and any S 1-form & we define the S 1-form 6 - € by:
0-9(X)=¢€0-X) VX €TSyu (1.73)

or, in terms of an arbitrary local frame field (e4 : A =1,2) for Sy .,
(0-&)(ea) = EpO%, O(ea) =0%en, &(ea) =Ea (1.74)

The 2nd term on the right in [L72is then —2Q(x* - ¢)(X) while the 3rd term is
2(x* - A)(X).

Let 3 be the spacetime curvature component which is S 1-form given by:
1 L. .
B(X) = §R(X,L,L, L) : for any X € T,5,,4 (1.75)

In view of [L6Y] [[L72] and the above remarks, equation [[L67 holding for an arbi-
trary vector X € 1,5y, implies:

D¢ = —flw — x* - (2 — d2) — QB (1.76)

Let (8 be the spacetime curvature component which is the S 1-form given
by: B
X)=1
Bx) =
The conjugate of 3 is then —f3. In view of the conjugate of equation [[.70]
reads:

R(X,L,L,L) : for any X € TSy (1.77)

= D( = —flw + x* - (A +42) + O (1.78)
Also, the conjugate of equation reads:

VxL=(XOL+x* X (1.79)

By virtue of Lemma 1.2 and the definitions [1.30] we have:

dw = Ddlog ), dw = Ddlog (1.80)
Thus defining the S 1-form 7 and its conjugate n by:
n=_(+dlogQ, n=-—C+dlog® (1.81)
equations and take the form:
Dy =Q(x*-n—f) (1.82)



D =Q(x* -1+ ) (1.83)

Equation [[82] is a propagation equation along the generators of each C,,, while
equation is a propagation equation along the generators of each C,. The
S 1-form 7 may be considered to be the torsion of Sy, with respect to the null
geodesic field L', for,

QQ
n(X) = 5 9(Vx L', L) VX € TSy, (1.84)

Similarly, the S 1-form 1 may be considered to be the torsion of S, , with
respect to the null geodesic field L', for,

Q2
n(X) = 59(VxL, L) VX € TSy (1.85)

From [[.70) [[.7T] and the definitions [[.81] we obtain:
ViL=-oL+ 29 (1.86)
the conjugate of which reads:

V;L=—oL+2f (1.87)

Here n* and Qﬁ are the S vectorfields corresponding, through the metric ¢ to the

S 1-forms n and 7 respectively. In general if  is an S 1-form we denote by ¢t
the S vectorfield defined by:

4, X) = €(X) VX € TSy, (1.88)
Thus we can write:
F=g'-¢ (1.89)
Equations and [[.87 imply:
VoL =20%¢ V,L=20%/ (1.90)
hence:
[L, L] = 2Q%(n* — n*) = 4Q%¢* (1.91)

This equation clarifies the geometrical significance of the torsion (. It is the
obstruction to integrability of the distribution of timelike planes which is orthog-
onal to the surfaces Sy .. This distribution is spanned by the vectorfields L,
L. As a consequence of the commutation formula [L91] we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 1.4 Let 0 be a S tensorfield of any type. We have:

QD9 - DQ9 - ¢4522<ﬁ9
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Proof: Consider first the case of a S 1-form. For an arbitrary S vectorfield
Y we have (DO)(Y) = (L0)(Y). Also, (D)(L) =0 = (L0)(L). However,
(DO)(L) = 0, while
(£L0)(L) = —6([L, L])
Since by [LT4 we have (du)(L) = 0, (du)(L) = 1, while (du)(Y) = 0, the S
1-form D@ is given by:
DO = L0 — hdu where h=0([L,L]) (1.92)
Similarly, the S 1-form D@ is given by:
DO = L0+ hdu (1.93)
Let again Y be an arbitrary S vectorfield. From [[.92] we have:
(DDO)(Y) = (LLDO)(Y) = (LL(Lrd — hdu))(Y) = (LLLLO)(Y)  (1.94)

the last step by virtue of the facts that (du)(Y) = 0 and Lpdu = dLu = 0, by
[L14 Also, from [[.93] we have:

(DDO)(Y) = (LLDO)(Y) = (LL(LL0 + hdw))(Y) = (LLLLO)(Y)  (1.95)

the last step by virtue of the facts that (du)(Y) = 0 and Lrdu = dLu = 0, by
[LT4 Subtracting [[L95] from [[.94] we the obtain:

(DDO — DDO)Y) = (LLLrf — LLLLO)(Y) = (Lip,0)0)(Y)
= (Lag2c:0)(Y) = (£ag2¢:0)(Y) (1.96)

by the commutation formula [[.91l This is the lemma in the case of a S 1-form.
The case of a p covariant tensorfield is similar. The case of a ¢ contravariant
S tensorfield is immediate, in view of the fact that in this case the operators
D and D reduce to £y, and L, respectively. Finally, the general case of a type
T} S tensorfield 6 follows by taking arbitrary S vectorfields Y1, ..., Y}, applying
the lemma to the ¢ contravariant tensorfield (Y7, ...,Y,) and to each of the
vectorfields Y7, ..., Y}, and using the Leibniz rules (In fact this gives an
alternative proof for the case of a p covariant S tensorfield.)

By
b= 10 (VLL L) (1.97)
We have:
Dw = 50 2wg(VLL, L) — 1272 L(g(VLL, L)) (1.98)

Q2g(VLVLL, L) — 1072¢(VLL, VL)
By the definition of the spacetime curvature and [[L91] we have:

ViVLL—-ViViL=R(L,L)L+V L
— R(L,L)L — 402V L (1.99)
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In view of the fact that by 90 g(V L, L) = 0, we have:
9(VLVLL L) = —g(VLL, VL) = —40"(n.n) (1.100)

where we have again appealed to [[90 Here we denote by (£,£’) the inner
product of the S 1-forms £ and & with respect to the induced metric ¢:

(&€) =41 €)= g€k, ¢") (1.101)

Also, in the following, we denote by |¢| the magnitude of the S 1-form ¢ with
respect to ¢:

& = (£, (1.102)
By .64,
9(VesL, L) = —20%¢(¢F) — 20¢FQ
=—Q%(n—n,m) (1.103)
Defining the function p to be the spacetime curvature component:
1 XA A A
p=R(LLLL) (1.104)
we have:
9(R(L,L)L, L) = 4Q"p (1.105)

In view of .99 [.100] .103] [.105] we obtain:
- 39‘29(VLV£L, L) =Q*2(n,n) — nl* = p) (1.106)
Substituting in [L98] and taking also into account the fact that by [L28
—iQ‘%(VAL, ViL) = 2ww
we then obtain:

Dw = Q*(2(n,n) — [n*> = p) (1.107)

This is a propagation equation along the generators of each C,. The conjugate
equation
Dw = Q2(2(n,n) — |l — p) (1.108)

is a propagation equation along the generators of each C,,. Note that p is con-
jugate to itself. -

Let ¥ be the covariant derivative intrinsic to Sy . associated to the induced
metric ¢. The operator YV satisfies the following. Let X,Y be S vectorfields.
Then:

YVxY =TIVxY (1.109)

Here II is the projection operator to the surfaces Sy ., given by:

YV eT,(M\Ty) : V=V + %g(V,L)Ii + %g(V, L)L € TpSy  (1.110)
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Let R be the intrinsic curvature of Sy, and let X,Y,Z, W be S vectorfields.
We have:

RW,Z,X,Y) = g(W, RX,Y)Z) = gW,VxWZ -V VxZ—VxyZ) (1111)
Now by [LTI09 [L.110
VWZ=VyZ+ %Q(VyZ, L)L+ %Q(Vyz, L)L (1.112)
and:
VW Z =TIV xVy Z + %g(VyZ, LVl + %g(VyZ, LIVxL (1.113)

Substituting and an analogous formula with X and Y interchanged, as
well as with Y replaced by [X, Y], in [LII1l and recalling that

gW,VxVyZ —VyVxZ - VixyZ) =9gW,R(X,Y)Z) = R(W, Z, X,Y)
then yields:

ROW,Z,X.Y) = RW,Z,X.Y) + 2g(Vy Z,L)g(W,VxL) + 1g(Vy Z,L)g(W,VxL)
—39(VxZ,L)g(W,VyL) — $9(VxZ,L)g(W,VyL)

Noting that
9(VyZ,L) = —g(2,VyL) = —x(Y,2), g(VyZ L)=—9(Z VyL)=—x(Y,2)
and similarly with Y replaced by X, we then obtain:

RW,Z,X,Y) + sx(W, X)X(Z,Y) + 5x(W, X)x(Z,Y)
—sX(W.Y)X(Z,X) = sx(W,Y)x(Z,X) =RW,Z,X,Y)  (1.114)

Let (ea : A=1,2) be alocal frame field for S, ,. Setting W =ea, Z = ep,

X =ec,Y =ep, and denoting R(ea, ep,ec,ep) = Rapcep, Rlea,es,ec,ep) =
Rapcp, 114 takes the form:

Rapop + $XA0X 5 + 5X 4o XBD
_%XADKBC - %KADXBC = Rapcp (1.115)
Now, since Sy, is 2-dimensional we have:

Rapcp = K¢apfcp = K(§acdsp — §apdnc) (1.116)

where K is the Gauss curvature of Sy, and ¢ s = ¢(ea, ep) are the components
of the area 2-form ¢ of Sy . Also, there is a function f such that:

Rapcp = f¢asfcp = f(§acdsp — §angBC) (1.117)
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Then the whole content of equations[[LTT3lis contained in the equation obtained
by contacting [LTT5 with (1/2)(4~1)4¢(¢~1)PP, namely the equation:

1 1
K+ gtrxtrx - §(X’K) =f (1.118)

Here if 6 is a 2-covariant S tensorfield we denote by trf its trace with repsect

to ¢:
trd = (4~ BO,p (1.119)

Also, if § and 6’ are 2-covariant S tensorfields we denote by (6,6’) their inner
product with respect to ¢:

0,0") = (¢~ )" (¢™")"POaBbop (1.120)

and we denote by |f| the magnitude of the 2-covariant S tensorfield 6§ with
respect to ¢:
0] = (6,60)"/2 (1.121)

Note that:
(4,0) = tx6 (1.122)

Also, note that if  and 0" are symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields then:
tr(0 x 0') =tr(0" x 0) = (0,0") (1.123)
Now the vacuum Einstein equations read:
Ric=0 (1.124)

where Ric is the Ricci curvature of (M, g), expressed in an arbitrary local frame
field for (M, g) by:
Ricu, = (71" Ruprw (1.125)

The reciprocal metric g~ is expressed in terms of the vectorfields L, L and the
reciprocal induced metric ¢ =1 by:

LoL+gt (1.126)
Complementing the frame field (ea : A =1,2) with the vectorfields es = L,

es = L, to obtain a frame field (e, : p=1,2,3,4) for M, we can express the
definition [[.L125] in the form:
. 1 1 _
R’LCHV = _§R3H4V — §R4H3V =+ (g 1)CDRCMDU (1127)

In particular, equation Ricap = 0 reads:

(Rsasp + Raasp) = (4" )P Reaps = fdan (1.128)

DN =
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by [LIT7 On the other hand, equation Ricgy = 0 reads:

1
(97" Ragpa = g ftassa = —2p (1.129)

by the definition [[T04l Therefore:

p= _%(ﬁ_l)ABRASBAL = —i(ff_l)AB(RAsm + Rp3a4)

= —1(¢")(Rsaap + Raasp) = —f (1.130)
Thus [LTT7 becomes:
Rapcp = —pfapfcp = —p(gacdsp — §apgdBc) (1.131)
and becomes: ) )
K+ 5‘51‘)(‘51"& - 5()(,&) =—p (1.132)

This is the Gauss equation of the embedding of the surfaces S, ., in the spacetime
manifold (M, g).
Let now & be a S 1-form and X,Y be S vectorfields. Then
(Vx&)(Y) = X(£(Y)) — &(VxY) = X(§(Y)) = &(VxY) = (Vx§)(Y)
Thus Vx¢ is the restriction to 7'Sy,, of Vx&, and the same holds with £ being
any p-covariant S tensorfield. Let then XY, Z be S vectorfields. We have:

(Yxx) (Y, Z) = (Wwx)(X,Z) = (Vxx)(Y, Z) — (Vyx)(X,Z) (1.133)
=X(x(Y,2)) - Y(x(X,Z2)) = x([X,Y], Z) = x(Y,VxZ) + x(X, Vy Z)

Now, by the definition [[3T

X(x(Y,2)) = Y(x(X, Z)) = X(g(VyL,2)) =Y (9(VxL,Z)) (1.134)
=g(VxVyL—-VyVxL,2)+g(VyL,VxZ) - g(VxL,VyZ)
=9(Z,R(X,Y)L) + g(Vixy)L, Z) + g(VyL,VxZ) — g(VxL,VyZ)

Substituting in [LT33] and recalling the definition [[L37 we then obtain:

(Y)Y, 2)=(WX)(X, Z) = R(Z,L, X, Y )+9(Vy L, (Vx 2)")~g(VxL,(Vy Z)*)
(1.135)

where for any vector V' € T,(M \ I'y) we denote by V1 the part of V which

lies in the timelike plane which is the orthogonal complement of 1},S, . From

1. 110k

1 | P
VE=V TV = —g(V, D)L - Sg(V. D)L (1.136)
From the definitions [[L37] we have:

9(Vx2Z,L) =—9(2,VxL) = —x(X,Z), 9(VxZ,L)=—-g(Z VxL)=—x(X,2)
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and similarly with X replaced by Y. Hence from the definition
9(Vy L, (VxZ)") = x(X, Z)((Y)
and similarly with X and Y exchanged. Substituting in [[.135 we then obtain:

(Vx )Y 2) = (Wx)(X, Z) = R(Z, L, X,Y) + x(X, 2)¢(Y) = x(Y, Z)¢(X)
(1.13?)
In terms of a local frame field (e4 : A =1,2) for Sy, complemented by e3 = L

=

es = L, setting X =en, Y =ep, Z = ec, [LI317 takes the form:

Yaxsc — Vexac = Rcaas + xacls — xBcCa (1.138)

Since Sy, is 2-dimensional we have:

Reaap =E&cfaB (1.139)

where ¢ are the components of a S 1-form £. The whole content of equations
138 is then contained in the equation obtained by contracting with (¢=1)4¢,
namely the equation:

Yax —enltrx) = = "¢ + trxCs — X Ca (1.140)
Here *¢p are the components of the S 1-form *&, the left dual, relative to Sy .,
of the S 1-form &:
=gt (1.141)
where ¢* is the T} type S tensorfield corresponding through ¢ to the area 2-form
¢ .
¢4 = fan(g™)PC (1.142)
Defining the intrinsic divergence of a symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 to
be the S 1-form dive with components:

(dive)p = Vab%y', 0% =0pc(g ')A (1.143)
equation reads:
divx — ftry = — *E +trx¢ — x* - ¢ (1.144)

Now from we have:
1 _ .
— §R344B + (g 1)CAR04AB = Ricyp =0 (1.145)
Thus, in view of the definition [.'75] we have:

— "¢ =(§"")“"Roaan = —PBs (1.146)

hence:

£=—"0, Rcaap=— "BctaB = —JcalB+ dcBba (1.147)
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and [[.T44] becomes:

v x — dtrx + xF - ¢ — trx¢ = = (1.148)
The conjugate equation is:
divx —dtrx — x*- ¢+ trx( =3 (1.149)
Also, the conjugate of formula [[.T47 reads:
Resap = "Bofas =dcaBy —deBp, (1.150)

Equation [L.T4§ and [[L.T49] are the Codazzi equations of the embedding of the
surfaces Sy, in the spacetime manifold (A, g). In terms of the forms x’, x’, 1,
7, the Codazzi equations take the form:

v’ — dtrx + X" — trx'n = —Q 7' (1.151)

vy’ —fltrx +x* - n —trx'n = Q7' (1.152)

Let again X,Y be vectors tangent to Sy . at a point p. We extend X, Y to
Jacobi fields along the generator of ', through p by the conditions [[L42l We
then have:

(D)) (X,Y) = (L)) (X,Y) = L(Qx(X,Y)) = L(9(Vx L, Y))
=g(VLVxL,Y)+g(VxL,VyL) (1.153)

Now, by the definition of the spacetime curvature and
ViVxL=VxVL+ R(L,X)L
hence by

9(VLVxL,Y) =29(Vx(20*),Y) 4+ g(R(L, X)L,Y) (1.154)
=20%((Vxn)(Y) +2(X log Q)n(Y)) — Q*R(Y, L, X, L)

Also, by formulas [[.69]

VxL=nX)L+Q* X, VyL=n)L+Q* Y (1.155)
hence:

9(VxL,VyL) = =20°p(X)n(Y) + *(x x x)(X,Y) (1.156)

Substituting [[L154] and [[I50] in [LI53 and taking into account the fact that
(Vxn)(Y) = (Vxn)(Y), and also that by the definitions [L8T] we have:

2dlogQ =n+1n (1.157)
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we obtain:

(D(2X))(X,Y) = L {2(Vxm)(Y) +20(X)n(Y) + (x X X)(X, V) = R(Y, L(X L)}
1.158)

Now the restriction to T'S,, ., of the 2-form (1/2)R( , , L, L) is a S 2-form, hence

proportional to the area 2-form ¢. Therefore there is a function o such that :

1 Ao
ER(X’ Y,L,L)=0¢(X,Y) : for any pair X,Y € T,,Su v (1.159)

The left hand side of [ 159 is equal to

L(RO.LY.L) - RYV.L X. 1)

by the cyclic property of the curvature tensor. On the other hand, from [[L.129]
[LT3T we have:

%(R(X, LY, L)+ R(Y,L,X,L) = —pg(X,Y) (1.160)

We conclude that:
R(X,L,Y,L) = —pg(X,Y) + o¢(X,Y) : for any pair X,Y € T},S,, (1.161)

Setting X = ea, Y = ep, the antisymmetric part of [LI58 reads, since the left
hand side is symmetric:

1

Van, = Vi1, = 5(x X x = X X X)aB — 0fan (1.162)

The whole content of [[L162] is contained in the equation obtained from [[.162] by
contracting with (1/2)¢¥#48 = (1/2)¢cp(g=1)2¢ (¢~ ) BP, namely the equation:

1
cyrln = 5)(/\&—0 (1.163)
Here we denote by cyrl¢ the intrinsic curl of a S 1-form ¢&:

e = LA (Vat — Visa) = ##447 Tati (1.164)
If £ and & are S 1-forms we denote:

ENE =B eh (1.165)
Also, if 6 and 6’ are symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields we denote:
O NG = ¢HAB (=D 00, (1.166)
Note that:
Ox0 -0 x0=0N0Y¢ (1.167)
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The conjugate of o being —o, the conjugate of equation [LT63 is:
cyrln = —%X/\X'f‘a (1.168)
Note that by the definitions [[.8T}
crln = cyrl¢ = —cyrly (1.169)
In view of the symmetric part of [LI58 is the equation:
D) = Q{Vy+ Y +2n@n+ (1/2)(x x x +x X X) + pd}  (1.170)
The conjugate equation is:

D(Qy) = QWi + Vi + 20 @0+ (1/2)(x X X + x X X) + pg} (1.171)
Now, by the definitions [[8Tk

n=-n+2dlogQ, n=-n+2dlogQ

In view of Lemma 1.2 we then have:

Dn = —-Dn+2dw, Dn=—Dn+2dw (1.172)

or, by [[.82] [L.83]
Dn=-Q(x* n+B) + 24w (1.173)
Dy =—-Q(x* 1 — ) + 2dw (1.174)

The first variational formulas [[L4]], the second variational formulas [L57 1.62]

the propagation equations [[L82] 83 [LT07 [LT0] the Gauss equation 133}
the Codazzi equations [[LI5]], [L152], equations [[L163] [L169] and equations[.170]
[LI7T together with equations[[.I73] [.174] constitute the optical structure equa-
tions.

Let again (e4 : A =1,2) be an arbitrary local frame field for the Sy .. We

complement (ea : A=1,2), as in the preceding, with the vectorfields es = L

=

e4 = L, to obtain a frame field (e, : p=1,2,3,4) for M. In view of equations

27 69, TR0, [I.806] [[.87 and the relation [[.109], the connection coefficients of
the frame field (e, : p=1,2,3,4) are given by the following table:

Vaep = Vaep + 5XAB€3 + 35X, 564
Vsea = Yzea +nae3, Viea = Yiea t1,64
Vaes = K&BeB +Caes, Vaeq= XEideB —Caeq
Vseq = 217“6,4 —wey, Vaiez= QQnAeA — wegy

V363 = Qeg, V4€4 = (1164 (1175)

Here:

_ _ B _ _
= (g ) s, 0t =g ) Py, X =)0, P =07,
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Also, if X is a S vectorfield we denote:
WBX =1IV; X, YuX =1IV;Y (1.176)

where 1I is the projection operator to Sy, defined by If W is any ¢-
contravariant S tensorfield, YsW and Y,W are defined in a similar manner,
extending the projection operator IT at each x € M \ Ty to the tensor product
®9T;Su,u- On the other hand if £ is any p-covariant S tensorfield, we define Y5
and Y€ to be simply the restrictions to 7'Sy,., of V;& and V ;¢ respectively.
Finally, if 6 is an arbitrary type T}] S tensorfield, we define Y50 and Y40 to be
the projections to Sy, of the restrictions to T'Sy, ., of V; 0 and V; 0 respectively.
The components of the spacetime volume form e are given by:

€AB34 = 2¢ AB (1.177)

From [[L53] [[58 [T [L77 104 [LI3T) [LI147 [LI50, LI50 LICT the

components of the curvature tensor of a metric which is a solution of the vacuum
Einstein equations [[.124] are given by:

Rasps =a,p Rasps = aap
Rassa =203, Rassa =204
R3434 =4p Rapss = 20faB
Raspc = "B ,fBc = gaB, — §acBy
Raspc = — *Ba¢pc = —gaBbc + gaclp

Rasps = —pgap + 0fan
Rapcp = —péaptcp = —p(dacdBp — §apdBC) (1.178)
Moreover we have:
tra = Rics33 =0 trao = Ricyy =0 (1.179)

Conversely, if the curvature tensor of a metric g is of the form [[.I78 with a, «
verifying [[.T79] then g is a solution of the vacuum Einstein equations.

1.3 The Bianchi Equations
For a solution of the vacuum Einstein equations, the Bianchi identities
ViaBgyse = VaRgyse + VRyase + VyRagse =0 (1.180)
are equivalent to the contracted Bianchi identities:
VoRapys =0 V= (g7 )"V, (1.181)

This is a special case of a more general fact to be discussed in the first section of
Chapter 12. We shall presently write down the components of these equations.

60



Proposition 1.1  For a solution of the vacuum Einstein equations the com-
ponents of VR, the covariant derivative of the curvature tensor, are given by:

ViRasps = Yaaap —20aap
V3Rasps = Ysaap—2wa,p
VsRasps = Ysoap+20aap —4(n®6)an
ViRasps = Yaoup+20a,p +4(n®6)as
VaRpics = Yaapoe — (x®B)apc + 2Caapc
VaRpscs = Yaage + (x®B)asc — 2Caape
ViRasza = 2ViBa — 2084 — 20" aap
VsRassa = 2VB8, —208, +2n""a,p
V3Rasza = 2Y30a +2wBa —6(nap+ "nao)
ViRasss = 24P, +203,+6(nm,p— "n,0)
VaRpisa = 2YaBs +20aBs — X*Canc — 3(xasp + ¢4 “xcBo)
VaRpssa = 2Yaf, — 208, +x" ape +3(XABP—¢?4€XCBU)
ViRsiza = desp— 810" Ba
VsRaiza = desp+8n*'3,
VaRziza = 4dap+ 4(X?48ﬁ3 )
ViRapss = 2¢apesc+4(n,Bp —n,04)
VsRapss = 2¢apeso+4naB, —nsp,)

VaRpess = 2fpcfdac +2(xasB, — xacBy) +2(x, z0c — X ,.08)
§4cVaBp — §aBYafBo — O(gacBp — §aBbc) + npasc — Ncaas
V3Raspc —JacYsBy+ 9aBVsB, + @(dacBy — JaBB.) + Npac —NpQas
VsRaspc = §acYsb — gaBYs0c + @(dacls — JaBbc)

+3(=gacns + gapnc)p — (facnp — fapnc + ¢Bcna)o
ViRaspe = —gacYaBy+9dasYaB, +@(—gacBy + JasB)

+3(=gacny +gasn,)p+ (facny — faBn, +¢pcn,)o

VaRpicp = ¢pYabc — §BcValbp + CaldspBe — §BcBD)
1

V4R uspc

+3 (X480 — X, pac)
+g(XAD¢Bc —Xacgsp)p — (XacfBD — XADEBC + 2XABfCD)O
VaRpsep = —¢BpYaPB, + d8cVaB, +CaldspB, — dBcB,)
+%(XACQBD — XADQ4C)
+S(KADgBC = X,098D)P+ (X 4ofBD — X pfBC +2X  pfCD)O
ViRazps = —gapeap+fapesc+2(n,0s —nyba+ n*°Began)
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VsRasps = —gapesp+¢apeso+2(naf, —nsB, —n*Bedan)

VaRpsca = —gcflap+¢pcdao
X 5B = X088 + 8cXP B — xaBB, — XacB, — d5eX B,
VaRapcp = —(§acdBp — Japdpc)esp

+n,(Bcdps — Boger) —ny(Bcdpa — Bpgca)
+n.(Bagep — Begap) —n,(Bagsc — Begac)
VsRapcp = —(g§acdsp — gapdsc)esp
—na(B.9pB — Bpdcr) + BB 9pa — B dca)
—nc(B 980 — Bydap) +np(B,48c — Bydac)

VaRpcpe = (¢§BpdcE — dBEJCD)fAP
—i—%XAB(—ﬁDéEc + B,9pc) — %XAC(—QD,@fEB +B,40B)
+%XAD(—@B¢CE +B.98E) — %XAE(—QB%D +B.9BD)
+%XAB(ﬁDgEC — Begpc) — %XAC(ﬁDgEB — BEedpB)
+%XAD(ﬁBgCE — BedsE) — %XAE(ﬁBgCD — Bedep)

Here, for S 1-forms &, & we denote by £€@¢’ the symmetric trace-free 2-covariant
S tensorfield:

(g =E@+E®E—(§¢)d (1.182)
In components,

(8" ap = Eallp +EBEL — (£,6))daB

Also, for a symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield # and a S 1-form £ we denote
by 0&¢ the 3-covariant S tensorfield, symmetric and trace-free in the last two
entries:

I =0RE+00E6—0° - &4 (1.183)
In components,
(09€) apc = Oaplo + 0actr — 0% Endno

Proof: The proof is straightforward using tables [LT178, [LT75 and the definitions
of the operators ¥, Vs, Vi as applied to p-covariant S tensorfields, which imply

in particular that:
Wg =0, W¢ =0

and that:

YVag =0, Ys¢=0; Yug=0, Yafg=0 (1.184)
The fact that Ys¢ = 0 is seen most easily by choosing the frame field (e4
A = 1,2) to be othonormal. Then gap = dap, fap is the antisymmetric 2-
dimensional symbol, and:

0 =es(g(ea,en)) = 9(Vsea, ep) +glea, Vsep) = g(Vaea, ep) + glea, Vaen)
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hence, setting:
Ysea = MBep

we have:
ME+MpE=0

that is, M5 is an antisymmetric matrix. Thus:
M3 = M{as

and we obtain:

(Yaf)ap = (Vaf)(ea,ep) = es(fan) — ¢(Vaea, ep) — f(ea, Ysen)
= —¢(Ysea,ep) — ¢(ea, Yoen) = —M(facfcB + ¢Bcfac) =0

The fact that Yif = 0 is shown in a similar manner, while the fact that Ys¢ =
Yag = 0 follows trivially.

Using the expression [L126] for g~* we can write down the contracted Bianchi
identities [LI8T] in the form:

1 1
= 5 VaRagys — 5VaRsgs + (4 BV aRBss =0 (1.185)

In applying Proposition 1.1, we decompose x and x into their trace-free parts,
respectively X and X, and their traces:
L1 L1
X=X+ §gjtrx, X=X+ §gjtrx (1.186)

We then make use of the following basic fact: for any pair of trace-free symmetric
2-covariant S tensorfields 6, 6’ we have:

Ox60 +60 x0=(0,0)g (1.187)

In particular, for any trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield 6§ we have:
Lo
0x60= §|9| g (1.188)

We also make use of the fact that if 6 is a trace-free 2-covariant S tensorfield
then *6 defined by:
“Oap = ¢4 “Ocn (1.189)

is also a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield. We then conclude that
the components of the contracted Bianchi identities are the following system of
equations:

Yo + Strye + 20a — YO58 — (47 + ()©6 4+ 3%p +3 *o =0
Vi + ttrya + 200 + YR8 + (4n — ()@B +3%p — 3 *{o =0
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Yif + 2trx 8 — 0B — diver — (n* +2¢%) - =
Y50 + 2trx 8 — @B + diva + (* — 2¢%) -a =0
Va0 +trx B +wB —dp — *flo —3np —3 *no —
Yap +trxB+ @B +dp — “fo +3np —3 *no —
esp+ Strxp — div B — (204 ¢, 8) + 5(X, @) =0

esp+ Strxp + divB + (20— ¢, B) + 3(%a) =0
es0 + Strxo + el B+ (2 + O AB—3xAa=0
e30 + Stryo +erlf+ (20— O AB+ X Aa=0 (1.190)

Here if £ is an S 1-form we denote by V¢ the symmetric trace-free 2-covariant

S tensorfield: 3
Y€ = Y€ + Y& — gdive
We note that if £ is a S 1-form we have:

(DE)(ea) = (Lr&)(ea) = L(&(ea)) — &([L,ea]) = L(§(ea)) — E(Viea) +E(Val)
= (Vi&)(ea) + E(VaL) = Q(Vaé)(ea) + X5 &(en))
| DE = QTiE +xF - €) (1.191)
Similarly:
D¢ = QY€ + X - ) (1.192)

Also, if 0 is a symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield we have:

(DO)(ea,ep) = (LrO)(ea,en) = L(O(ea,en)) —O([L,eal,es) — 0(ea,[L,egs])
= L(0(ea,ep)) —0(Viea,ep) —0(ea,Viep) +0(VaL,ep) + 0(ea,VBL)
= (VLQ)(GA, eB) + G(VAL, BB) + 9(6,4, VBL)
= Q((Ya0)(ea,ep) + X 0(ec,en) + Xl O(ea, ec))
" DO = QY40 + x x 6+ 6 x x) (1.193)

Similarly:
DO = QY30 + x x 040 x x) (1.194)

In the case that 6 is trace-free, decomposing x and x as in [LI8G and using

[[LIR7 we obtain, denoting by D@ and D the trace-free parts of D and D6
respectively, simply:

DO = QY40 + try0), DO = QY50 + trxd) (1.195)

Taking into account [LI91] [.192] and [[LT98] we arrive at the form of the
Bianchi identities given by the following proposition.
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Proposition 1.2 For a solution of the vaccuum Einstein equations the Bianchi
identities take the form of the following system of equations:

Da — 1Qtrxa + 2wo + {— V8B — (40 + ()®B +3%p +3 *Ro} =0
Da — IQtrya + 2wa + QYRS + (49 — (@B + 3kp — 3 *Xo} =0
D+ 3Qtrx B — Q¢* - B — wB — Q{diva+ (n +2¢*) -a} =0
DB+ 2QtryB — Q- B — wB + Qdiva+ (nf —2¢*) -a} =0
DB+ 30rxB — Qx - B+wb — UHdp+ *do+3np+3 *no+2¢*- =0
DB+ X8 — QX* - B+ wB+ Q{dp— *do+3np—3 *ﬂa—2Xﬁ-ﬁ}:O
Dp + %Qtrxp— Q {d/ivﬂ—l— (2n+¢,B) — %(X, a)} =0
Dp+ 3Qtrxp + Q{divp + (20 = ¢, ) + 5(X, @)} =0
Do + 3Qtrxo + Q{cyrl B+ 2n+ ¢, *B) —ixAa} =0

Do + 30tryo + Q{eyrl B+ (2n — ¢, *B) + 3x Aa} =

1.4 Canonical coordinate systems

Given local coordinates (94 : A = 1,2) on a domain U C S 4,, we can define
coordinates (u,u; 94 : A = 1,2) in the domain

My= |J @, ., (@ U)cM\Ty (1.196)

—UuU—Uuop
(u,u)eD\Ap

as follows. Given a point p € My, then p € Sy, for a unique (u,u) € D\
Ap. The coordinates (u,u) are then assigned to p accordingly. Moreover, p =
D, (Pu(q)) for a unique ¢ € U C Spu,. Let (9',9?) be the coordinates of
q. The coordinates (91,9?) are then assigned to p accordingly. The coordinates
(w,u;94 : A = 1,2) on My € M \ T are thus canonically associated to the
coordinates (94 : A =1,2) on U C Sp4,. Also, if {Uy,Us} is a covering of Sp.u,,
a sphere in Euclidean 3-dimensional space, then {My,, My,} is a covering of
M\ Ty. In these “canonical” coordinates the vectorfields L and L are given by:

0 0 4 0
L=go, L= +V5m (1.197)
where:
b (w, u0,9) =0 (0 := (94, 9?)) (1.198)
According to the commutation relation [[IT] we have:
b4 9
i tA
5 = 40%C (1.199)
where:
¢ = (g7 ¢ (1.200)
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and:

Jap=4¢ <av%’ av%) , Ca=¢ (&%) (1.201)

are the components of ¢, ¢ in the coordinate frame field (9/094 : A = 1,2) for
the S, .. Taking also into account and the fact that:

) )
g (L, W) =y (L, aTA) =0 (1.202)

the vectorfield 9/094 being tangential to the surfaces Su,u;, we conclude that
the spacetime metric g is given on My by:

g = —20%(du @ du + du ® du) + gap(dd?* — b du) ® (d9® — bPdu) (1.203)

The volume form € = dyy of g is then given by:

e = 20%/detgdu A du A d9* A d9? (1.204)
or:
dpg = 2Q%dpy A du A du (1.205)
where:

dpg = ¢ = /detgdd* A 9 (1.206)
is the area form of Sy 4.

In the Minkowskian region M, we may introduce Cartesian coordinates
(29,2, 2%, 2%) such that the 20 axis coincides with 'y and 2° = 0 at the
point e. The Cartesian coordinates are then unique up to an SO(3) rotation in

(x1, 22, 2%). The surface Sy, on the boundary C, of My, is the sphere of radius

|u| in the hyperplane 2° = u:

|z| = |u|, where |z|=/(z})2 + (22)2 + (23)2 (1.207)

The coordinates (z!, 2%, 23) define stereographic coordinates (9!, 9?) on S 4, -

We have two stereographic charts, the north polar chart, induced by the projec-

tion from the south pole g = (0,0, —|ug|) to the plane 2® = |ug|, and the south

polar chart, induced by the projection from the north pole ¢; = (0,0, |ug|) to

the plane 3 = —|ug|. The domain of the north polar chart is Uy = Sp., \ ¢2

and the chart is the mapping of U; onto R? by (2!, 22, 23) € Uy — (9%, 9%) € R?

by:
271 222

V= =" 1.208

R TR 209

the north pole p; being mapped to the origin in ®2. The domain of the south

polar chart is Us = Sp 4, \ ¢1 and the chart is the mapping of Uy onto %? by
(x1, 22, 2%) € Uy — (91,9?) € R? by:

22! 212
1= 2 ’ (1.209)

)

2] — 23 e
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the south pole ps being mapped to the origin in 2. The image by either chart
of the intersection Uy (\Us = So.uy \ {p1,p2} is R%\ (0,0). The transformation
from north polar coordinates to south polar coordinates is the analytic mapping
f of ®2 onto itself given by:

0 f(0) where 9 = (91,9%), |9 = /(01)2 + (92)2 (1.210)

4
R

The equator z® = 0 of Sp ., is mapped by either chart onto the circle of radius
2 in RN2. Note that:

f=rf" (1.211)
so the inverse transformation, from south polar coordinates to north polar co-

ordinates is identical in form. Let o € (0,1). Then, restricting the domains Uy
and Us to:

Ul,a - {(I1,$2,$3) € SO,UO : $3 > —O'|’U,0|},
Us,e = {(z',2% 2%) € Sou, : ° < oluol} (1.212)

{U1,6,Us,0} is a covering of Sp,,. The image by the north polar chart of Uy ,
and the image by the south polar chart of Us , is Dj,, the open disk of radius

2p in N2, where:
1
p=1/1+0>1 (1.213)
— 0

The image by either chart of Uy [ Us,s is the open annulus:

2
A,={0eR* : P <|9| < 2p} (1.214)

The mapping f maps A, onto itself and has bounded derivatives of all orders
on A,.

The stereographic coordinates on Uy, Us induce canonical coordinates on
My, , My, which are unique up to the original SO(3) rotation. The induced
metric g|50‘u0 on Sy, is given by:

(o)

Ilsy., = luol® ¢ (1.215)

[e]

where ¢ is the standard metric on S2. In the canonical coordinates induced by
the stereographic coordinates [[.2T15] reads:

G450, 10, 9) = luol? dapy (V) (1.216)

where ¢, 5 () is given in both charts by:
y daB
Gip (9) = —28 (1.217)
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Chapter 2

The Characteristic Initial
Data

2.1 The characteristic initial data

In the following we shall show how characteristic initial data is set up on C,. As
mentioned in Chapter 1, the restrictions of the initial data to C° are trivial, that
is, they coincide with the data corresponding to a truncated cone in Minkowski
spacetime. We thus confine ourselves to

Co \ (C5°\ 55°) (2.1)

where the data is non-trivial. From now on we denote by C,,, the non-trivial
part2Zlof C,, rather than the whole of C,. Recall that C, is the outer boundary
of the Minkowskian region My. On C,, we have the trivial initial data induced by
the Minkowski metric on Mj. The two null hypersurfaces C',, and C, intersect
at Sgo = SO,uo:

QO ﬂ Cuo = SO,uo (22)

a round sphere of radius rg = |ug| in Euclidean 3-dimensional space, the bound-
ary of Hy,, ()Mo, a ball of radius r¢ in Euclidean 3-dimensional space.
The characteristic initial data on C, is to be the specification of the con-
formal geometry of C,,, in the manner to be presently described. Let us denote
o

again by ¢ the standard metric on S?, given in stereographic coordinates by
[L2T7 The induced metric gy~ :u € [0,0] may be expressed the form:

dls, .. = (ls, . )4 (2:3)

u,ug u,ug Su,ug

where the metric g} is subject to the requirement that @Z;Z , a metric
=ls

w,uq w,uq
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on So,u,, has the same area form as glg
»UQ

g g

= d'u'élso,uo (24)

Su,ug

The positive function ¢| g is then defined by:

dugly, , = (8ls, ., ) dng (2.5)

w,uq

Su,ug

In terms of canonical coordinates on C,,, induced by stereographic coordinates
on S u,, the requirement 24 reads, in view of [2T5] - [2217]

detg(u, uo,¥) = |uo|*w? (V) (2.6)

where 1
) = ———
YO = TP

in both stereographic charts. Thus, é is given by:

G ap (W, w0, 9) = [uo|*w*(@)map(u, uo, V) (2.8)

where m satisfies:
detm =1 (2.9)

and becomes:

Vdetg(u, ug, ¥) = ¢*(u, ug, ) deté(g, ug, ¥) (2.10)

The characteristic initial data on C, consists of the specification of g} or
equivalently of m along C,,,. Now, in changing in U; (| Uz from the north polar
stereogeraphic chart to the south polar stereographic chart, or vice-versa, the
components of ﬁ must transform as the components of a 2-covariant S tensofield.
Thus, with

V=), 0= 1) (2.11)
(see [[210) [L2TT)), we must have:
a5 (1 100,9) = TS ) TE () g 1t w0, ) (212)
where: 95(6) A 9C9A
T (W) = g0x e (50,4 - 2W) (2.13)

In terms of matrix notation, with 7" the transpose of T, the transformation rule
2. 17] takes the form:

~ ~ ~ 1!

9(u, uo, V) = T(V)g (u, uo, ¥')T'(¥) (2.14)
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The components of ¢, given by [[2T7] similarly satisfy:

o o

g4 (0)=T@) ¢ (9)T(0) (2.15)

In view of the definition 27, we conclude that:

T()T(9) = 5,2((?)1 (2.16)
where:
W) =w@) : 9 = f) (2.17)

and I is the identity matrix. Note also from that:
T() =T(9) (2.18)

and:
2

detT < 0, |detT| = % (2.19)

(The last follows also from [ZT6l) Substituting in 214] and noting 217 we
conclude that the components of m must transform according to the rule:

w? (9)Ym(u, uo, 9) = w(9)T(9)m' (u, uo, 9" )T (V) (2.20)
which in view of 219 we may write simply as:
m = |detT| " Tm'T (2.21)
Taking determinants we obtain
detm’ = detm (2.22)

Thus the condition on m implies the same condition on m’ and vice-versa.
The transformation rule 221 shows m to be a tensor density of weight -1.
Setting:

T

0= W (2.23)
The matrix O is according to given by:
0S5 (9) = dca — 2% (2.24)
By 210 O is a symmetric orthogonal matrix of determinant —1:
00=1, 0=0, detO=-1 (2.25)
In terms of O the transformation rule reads:
m(u, uo,9) = O(W)m' (u, ug, ") O(V) (2.26)

70



which we may write simply as:
m = O0m'O (2.27)

Now the matrix m at a given point on C,,, is a 2-dimensional positive definite
symmetric unimodular matrix. Such a matrix has the form

(Z+X Y

2 2 2 _
v Z—X) where Z°—X°—-Y* =1 and Z>0 (2.28)

Thus these matrices constitute the upper unit hyperboloid Hfr in ®3. The
exponential mapping exp is an analytic mapping defined on the 4-dimensional
linear space of all 2-dimensional matrices A:

mn.
n=1

The exponential map restricted to the 2-dimensional subspace S of all symmetric
trace-free 2-dimensional matrices is an analytic diffeomorphism of S onto H;'.

A matrix A € S is of the form:
A= ( ! _ba > (2.30)

If O is an orthogonal transformation and A — OAQO, then:
exp(OAO) = O(exp A)O

thus if A is brought by a suitable orthogonal transformation to diagonal form:

Y

et 0
expA = ( 0 o>

In view of the above, we may express:

then

m = exp (2.31)

where ¢ belongs at each point to S.

Lemma 2.1 The transformation rule:
¥ =0y'0

for v, is equivalent to the transformation rule 227 for m.
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Proof: Let 1 transform according to the above rule. Then by we have:
U)n _ Ow/(oéw/)nflo _ Ol/)/nO
Therefore:

[ee) 1 B 0 1 B
expp =T+ 4" =0 (I +>° HW> O = O(expy)O
n=1 n=1

that is: R
m = O0m'O
as required. The converse then follows from the fact that exp is an analytic

diffeomorphism of S onto H 1+ , 80 in particular it is one to one.

Let us denote the coordinates of the north polar chart by (9*,9?) and those
of the south polar chart by (¢'!,92). The transformation rule of Lemma 2.1
takes the form:

W (w, uo,9) = O (u, g, ¥)O(9) : where ¥’ = f(¥) (2.32)
Also, noting from and that:
O(W') =0(9) : where ¥ = f(9) (2.33)

the inverse transformation may be written in similar form (recall [L211] and the
symmetry of O):

V' (w, ug, ") = O )h(u, ug,9)O(Y) : where 9 = f(9') (2.34)

We shall restrict the domain of the north polar chart to ULU and that of the
south polar chart to U, (see [L2I2) where o € (0,1). The image by the north
polar chart of ULU and the image by the south polar chart of ng is ﬁgp, the
closed disk of radius 2p in R2, where p is given by 213

1+0
= 1 2.35
PENTT, > (2.35)

This closed disk is the range of the coordinates (191,192)_as well as the range of
the coordinates (91,9). The image by either chart of U; , (Us,, is the closed
annulus:

_ 2
A, ={9eR? S < <2} ={9 eR? : p < |9 < 2p} (2.36)

N

By B8, 23T and the transformation rule 232 or 2.3, the specification of a

smooth conformal metric ¢ on C,, is equivalent to the specification of a pair of
smooth mappings

Yuo t [0,0] x Doy — S, 4l ¢ [0,6] x Doy — S (2.37)
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such that with
1/)(@7 Uo, 19) = 1/)’U‘o (Qa 19)5 1/)/(2; Uo, 19/) = 1/);,0 (Qa 19/) (238)
the transformation rule 232 or 2234} holds on [0,d] x A,. Then with:

m(u, ug, ) = exp((u, up,9)) : (u,9) € [0,0] x Do,
m’ (u, ug,9') = exp(¥' (u, uo,¥")) : (u,9') €[0,8] x Dy,  (2.39)

the conformal metric ¢ is given, in canonical coordinates, in the domain in C,,
corresponding to Uy, by:

éfAB(ﬂa ug, ¥) = |uo|*w? (9)magp(u, uo, ¥) (2.40)

and in the domain in ', corresponding to Ugﬁg by:

o / 2. 20l ! /
9 ap (W w0, V") = [uo["w (V' )mly p (u, uo, V') (2.41)

A crucial aspect of our setup is the following definition of the mappings[2.57
We consider a pair of smooth mappings

Yo 1 [0,1]x Doy — S, ¢} : [0,1] x Dap — S (2.42)
such that the transformation rule 2:32] 2:34], that is:
Yo(s,9) = O} (s,9")O(9) : where ¥ = f(¥9) (2.43)

or:

Vh(s,9") = O )o(s,9)0(0") : where ¥ = f(0') (2.44)
holds for all (s,9) € [0,1] x A,, (s,9') € [0,1] x A,. We require the mappings
1o and ¥, to extend smoothly by zero to s < 0. In other words we require:

o — ! _

for all non-negative integers n. This is required so that the initial data on C,,
are smooth extensions of the trivial data on C}°. We then set:

1/2

P 9) = g (B0), whw ) = gy (L) (240)

|uo] |uo

The mappings vy,, ¥y, so defined automatically satisfy the transformation rule
232 234

In the following, for any multiplet of real numbers of the form Ei:::ﬁZ
Ay, .. Ay, =1,2;By,..., By = 1,2 we denote by |Z| the “magnitude”:

- —Bi...B,
1=l = Z (‘:‘Ai...AP)2 (2.47)



Let ||z/10|\c,c([0)1]x52p) and ||w6”ck([0,l]><52p) be the C* norms on [0, 1] x Da, of
1o and |, respectively:

om o
l%0ll o — = max sup —m—"¢0(s,ﬂ)‘
Cr([0.1]xD2p) ™ 0 <k (s,9)€[0,1]x D2, gum ds
bl ma sup om gn — (s, 19)’ (2.48)
0 k D = $ " Y |
CR([0,1]xD2p) — 0k (5,9)€[0,1]x D3, 99 s

Here, we denote by 9™ /09™ the multiplet of differential operators:
o
09409 Am

We then set:

My, = ma’X{Honck([OJ]xﬁzp)’ ||7/}6||ck([0,1]X52p)} (2.49)

Let ||m — I|\C§([076]X52p) and [|m/ — I||C§([076]X52p) be the following weighted

C* norms on [0,8] x D, of m — I and m/ — I respectively:

am on
lm — Il cr 0 515P, ) = Max sup 0" o (m — I)(u,uo,ﬂ)‘
C¥([0,8]xD2p) mAn<E (, 9)¢0.5]x Dy 9™ Ou
|m' — I ma: sup 5" o o (m —1T)(u,u 19)‘
- k D = X m " » W0,
C3U081xD20) = innZh g 0.5k, |00 Ou

(2.50)

The definitions 2.45] 2.37 and 38 imply that m and m' are smooth functions
on [0, 6] x Dy, and for each non-negative integer k we have:

max{|m — IHcg([o,é] xDa,)’

|m' — IHC,C 0[sxsz}<51/2|u0| LEL (M) (2.51)

where FJj is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function on the non-
negative real line.
Let &€ be a CF T} type S tensorfield on Cy,, represented in the north polar

stereographic chart by the C* component functions 52:::2‘; (u, up,¥) and in the
south polar stereographic chart by the C* component functions {fﬁff:;ﬁ" (u, ug, ).
We define the weighted C* norms of the component functions by:

om o

1€l eriosnp, y = max  sup (an - ngm,uO,ﬂ)D
CE([0,0]xD2,) — mAn<k (o) (0.6]xDay 9™ du
om "

1€ oo sam, = max. sup (5" —m—né’@,uo,m\)
C§([0,6]x D2p) mAn<E (e 10,5]x Doy 9™ du

(2.52)
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We then define the weighted C* norm of ¢ on C,, by:

||§||C§(Cu0) = max{”é”g(l;([o,g]xﬁw)v |‘§/Hc§([075]xﬁ2p)} (2.53)

Moreover, we say that a smooth T} type S tensorfield £ on Cy, is M; (6" |uol®),
for real numbers r, s and non-negative integer [,

§ = Mi(6"|uol*) (2.54)
if for every non-negative integer k we have:
[€llcr(cy) < 0 luol® Fre (M) (2.55)

where Fj is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function on the non-
negative real line.

It follows from 251l and 2.8 in view of 27 and 217 that ﬁ is a smooth
metric on C,,, and for each non-negative integer k we have:

ol ~2g= g et () < 8 uol ™ Fie(M) (2.56)

where FJj is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function on the non-
negative real line. Thus, in accordance with the above definition we have:

o] 2 g= Mo(6Y/2Juo| ) (2.57)

Let K be the Gauss curvature of g} Then K is a smooth function on Cu, and
from [2.56] we deduce that for every non-negative integer k we have:

1K = Juol Il < 0"2luol = Fi(Mia) (2.58)

where Fj, is a (different) non-negative non-decreasing continuous function on
the non-negative real line. Thus, in accordance with the above definition we
have:

K — [ug| ™% = M2 (8" |uo| ~*) (2.59)
Consider now equation In canonical coordinates we have:
g (u,uo,9) = ¢ (w, uo, ) 5 p (1, w0, D) (2.60)
Differentiating with respect to u we obtain:
Ogan _ 204ap ., 0
= 20— 2.61
o ¢ u + QbaggAB (2.61)

Now, along C,,, we have:
Q=1 : along C,, (2.62)

u coinciding up to the additive constant 7y with the affine parameter s along
the generators of C,,,, hence

l=Lu=0L'u=QL's =Q% : along C,,
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Thus, the first of equations [[41] becomes along C,:
Dg =2x (2.63)
or, in canonical coordinates,
0 .
%gAB =2x4B = 2XaB + trxdaB (2.64)

in terms of the decomposition [L.I8G Now, from we have:

g—g(y, ug, ) = |uo|*w? (V) Omap (u, ug, ) (2.65)
u
while by Z.0t A
detg(u, uo, ) = |uo|*w* (9) (2.66)
hence: X
(&71)‘43 % ap = 2log deté =0 (2.67)

ou ou
Comparing then 2.64] with 2.61] we conclude that:

. 1,04 209

Xap = 5075, trx = b ou (2.68)

Denoting pointwise magnitudes of S tensorfields relative to ¢ by | |4 to avoid
confusion with the notation 247 let us define on C,, the function:

KB = 567 @) tanien (2.69)

N | =

By [2.60] and the first of 2.68] we obtain:

~—1 -1

; g ap 04
U TS (2.70)

1
e=-
8
This is a smooth non-negative function on C,,, which depends only on g} From
.56l we deduce that for every non-negative integer k we have:

lellorc,,) < 6 Muo| ™2 Fi(Mp41) (2.71)

where Fj, is a (different) non-negative non-decreasing continuous function on
the non-negative real line. Thus, in accordance with the notation 254l we have:

e = My (6 Huo|?) (2.72)
Equation implies:

D¢t = —2x* :onC,, (2.73)
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where y is the symmetric 2-contravariant S tensorfield with components:
NHAE = yop(g1)AC (471)ED (2.74)
It follows that for any 2-covariant S tensorfield 6§ on C, we have:
Dtrf = trDO — 2(x,0) : on Cy, (2.75)

Thus in view of [ 123] the second of [[I179, and .62, the trace of the second
variation equation [[57 reads, along C,,,:

1 .
Dtrx = —|x[j = =5 (trx)” = [%[§ : along Cy, (2.76)

Substituting from and the second of this equation becomes the follow-
ing linear second order ordinary differential equation for the function ¢ along
the generators of C,,:
@ +ep=0 (2.77)
Ou? - ’
The initial conditions on Sy, for this equation are the following. First, by
and 24 at ©w = 0 we have:

Olgy, =1 (2.78)
Then by the second of 2.68 at u = 0:
0¢ 1
— = = try] = — (2.79)
Oulg,,, 2 %o fuol
the last being the mean curvature of a round sphere of radius ro = |ug| in

Fuclidean 3-dimensional space with respect to the outer normal.

The fact that e is non-negative, together with the fact that ¢ must be pos-
itive, implies that along each generator of C,, ¢ is a concave function of w.
EquationZ 77 together with the initial conditions[2.78 279 has a unique smooth
solution on C,,. However, this solution may not be everywhere positive on C,, .
Consider a generator of C,,, corresponding to some 9 € S2. Then either ¢ is
positive everywhere on this generator, that is ¢(u,ug,?) > 0 for all u € [0, 4],
or there is a u*(¢) € [0, 4] such that ¢(u,up,?) > 0 for all u € [0,u*(9)), but
o(u* (), ug,¥) = 0. (The point with coordinates (u*(¢#), ug, ) may be a point
conjugate to o along the given generator, or a truly singular point.) If there
exists a generator, that is a ¥ € S?, where the second alternative holds, then
the initial data are singular.

Lemma 2.2 The initial data are regular if d|ug|=2 is suitably small
depending on Mj.
Proof:  For, ¢(u,up,?) is concave on [0,0] if the first alternative holds, on
[0,u*(¥)] if the second alternative holds, hence, in view of the initial conditions

278 2.79 we have:

e

D(u, ug, V) < 1+ (2.80)

U

[=)
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for all u € [0, 0] if the first alternative holds, for all u € [0, u*(¢#)] if the second
alternative holds. Integrating 2.77 once and using the initial condition we
obtain:

19J0) 1 z
— ) = — — ! Y ! 9du/ 2.81
au(ﬂa uop, ) |u0| /0 Qb(ﬂ , U0, )e(g , U0, ) U ( )
Substituting and the fact that by 71 with k& = 0:
supe < 6 ug| 2 Fy (M) (2.82)
uo
we obtain: 96 ) 5 Fo (M)
= (u,up,9) > — — (14 — | 22 2.83
gt = o= (1 ) S (283)

for all u € [0,4] if the first alternative holds, for all u € [0, u*(¢)] if the second
alternative holds. Integrating again and using the initial condition 2.78 we then

obtain: 5
o(u, 1o, 9) > 1+ = {1 - (1 + —) FO(Ml)} (2.84)
|uol luol ) |uol

for all u € [0, 0] if the first alternative holds, for all u € [0, u*(¢#)] if the second
alternative holds. In particular, if the second alternative holds, then setting
u = u*(¢¥) we must have:

0>1+ 4L {1 - (1 + i) FO(Ml)} (2.85)

N |uo |uo] o]

However, since |ug| > 1, § < 1, u* < ¢, this is impossible if:
26| uo| 2 Fp (M) < 1 (2.86)

Therefore, under this smallness condition on ¢, the second alternative is
ruled out and the initial data are regular.

In the following we shall in fact impose the stronger condition:
40Fy (M) <1 (2.87)

Since then 280 and [Z84] hold for all u € [0, ¢], we have:

U _ 1
sup [¢p — 1 — |u——|‘ < 26|ug| 2Fy (M) < 5 (2.88)
o 0
Substituting [2.88 and 2.82] in .77 then yields:
(9¢ 1 —2 7/
— - — < Fy(M 2.89
P B w‘ < Juo| " Fy (M) (2.89)

where Fjj is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function on the non-
negative real line.
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We proceed to estimate 9™¢/09™. Here it is convenient to use multi-index
notation. If @ = (a1, ag) is a pair of non-negative integers, we denote:

O\ olal
— | == 2.90
(35) = sty 220
a differential operator of order |a|, where |a| is the “length”’ of the multi-index:
la] = a1 + a9 (2.91)

If @ and b are two multi-indices, we say that b < a if b1 < a; and by < as. Then
a — b is also a multi-index, of length |a| — |b]. We also denote:

al = a1las! ( ) > = b'(aailb)' (2.92)

If f,g is a pair of smooth functions on [0, 8] x Ds,, we have the Leibniz rule:

B -EEE

We work in each of the two stereographic charts separately. Applying
(0/0%)* to 270 we obtain:

0? o\ o\“
x (%) b+ (%) b= 1 (2.94)
where:
8 b 8 a—b
fa = - Z <%> € (@) (25 (295)
b<a,|b|#£0

Applying (9/09)* for |a| # 0 to the initial conditions 278 we obtain
simply:

o\ O\*0
(%) ?(0,up,9) = (%) a—z(o,uo,ﬁ) =0 : forla] #0 (2.96)

Lemma 2.3 If condition [Z87] is satisfied, then for each non-zero multi-index
a we have:

sup

o\ _
_|(35) o8] < blunl P (M)
(u,9)€[0,6]x D3y

and:

O\" 0¢ _
(%) %(2, Uo,ﬁ)‘ < Juo| "2 Fy (Mjaj11)

sup
(Evﬂ) S [076] ><52P
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where Fj,, F] are non-negative non-decreasing continuous functions on the non-
negative real line.

Proof:  The proof is by induction on |a|. Let the lemma hold for all |a| =
1,..,k — 1 (no assumption if & = 1). Then given any a with |a| = k, by
271 and the inductive hypothesis, there is a non-negative non-decreasing
continous function G|, such that:

sup o |fa| < 6_1|u0|_2G\a\(M|a|+1) (297)
(E)ﬂ)e[ové]XDZP

We integrate 2.94] twice, using the initial conditions [Z06] to obtain:

(a%) (1, o, 9 // {fa— < )¢}(2//,U0,19)dg”dg/ (2.98)

It follows that:
= ’ ’LL ’LLO |f ’LL , Up )|du”du
99 ’ a ’

+/o_/o_ ‘ (a—ﬁ)

By [2.97 the first double integral on the right is bounded by:

o| (W', ug, V) du" du’ (2.99)

1 _
50luol 2G| (M) 41) (2.100)
Setting
xq(u) = sup <6819> gb(g/,uo,ﬁ)' (2.101)
u’€[0,u]

then by the second double integral on the right in is bounded by:
1 _
5(5|uo| 2Fo(My)zq () (2.102)
zq(u) being a non-decreasing function of u. Hence we obtain:
o\ 1
9 P(u, ug, V)| < §5|U0| 2 Fo(My)zq(u) + 5|U0| ?Gla|(Mqj41) (2-103)
This inequality holds also with u replaced by w’' € [0,u] on the left, the right
hand side being a non-decreasing function of u. Therefore taking on the left the
supremum with respect to u’ € [0, u] yields:
1
Ta(u) < 50luo| 2 Fo(Mn)wa(u) + 5|uo| 2Ga) (Mg 1) (2.104)
which by 2287 implies:

4 _
Ta(u) < ;5|U0| 2Ga) (Mg 1) (2.105)
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Setting u = § this is the inequality of the lemma for ¢ with
4
Fy = ?Gk (2.106)

Integrating 2.94] once using the second of the initial conditions .98 we obtain:

((%)“ g_Z(u, ug, V) = / {fa (8819)(1(;5} (', up, 9)du’ (2.107)

which implies:
o\" 09
K%) 7 (u, ug, ¥ ’ / | fa(t, ug, )| du’

+ el () ¢

By 297 the first integral on the right is bounded by:

(u', ug,9)du’ (2.108)

uo| T2 Ga) (Ma)41) (2.109)
while the second integral on the right is bounded by:
5 uo| "2 Fo (My)aa(u) (2.110)

Substituting the bound for the latter gives the inequality of the lemma
for 0¢/Ou with

F = <1 + éFO) G (2.111)

(Fo(My41) > Fo(My), Fy being a non-decreasing function). This completes the
inductive step and therefore the proof of the lemma.

Applying repeatedly 9/0u to equation 277 and using the estimates 288
2.89] and R.71] we deduce:

sup <6 Mol 2 Fn0(My—y) : forn>2 (2.112)

where the F), ¢ are non-negative non-decreasing continuous functions on the
non-negative real line.

Similarly, applying repeatedly d/0u to equation [Z094] and using Lemma 2.3
and the bound we deduce:

0 8”
(u,9)€[0,8]x D2,

: forn > 2,|a| £0 (2.113)

where the F), ; are non-negative non-decreasing continuous functions on the real
line.
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Putting together the results for the two stereographic charts we then obtain:

u _
p—1—— < 8lug| "2 Fo k(Mp11)
[wol llc(cy)
) 1 ,
e IR e VYL A
U 0 C;(Cuo)
92 P
a—f <5 Huo| 2P (Myy 1) (2.114)
Y lck(Cug)

where the Fy g, F1x, Fo ) are new non-negative no-decreasing continuous func-
tions on the real line. Thus in accordance with the notation [2.54] we have:
u

—1— — = M (8ug|™?
¢ ol 1(6[uo| ™)
o r 5

a—u—m—/\/tlﬂud )
¢
Ou?

From 23] 2.57 and we conclude that:

= M6 uo|72) (2.115)

|uo| ~2g— g= M (6" |u| ™) (2.116)
Also, from [Z.68] 2257 and we conclude that:

. _ 2 _
K= M0 uel)  try — Tl = M (|uo|?) (2.117)

[e]
Now, since ¢ is given in each stereographic chart by [L2T7] that is:

fan () = w?(0)3an (2.118)

where w is the function 26 if we denote by A(u, ug,¥) and A(u, ug, ) respec-
tively the smallest and largest eigenvalues of the matrix |ug|=?¢dap(u, ug,9),
then 2.1T6] implies that if 0 is suitably small depending on M; we have:

1 1
sup _ max{|A(w, o, 9) — w(9)], | A (w, o, 9) — w2(9)[} < 3
(4,9)€[0,6)x D, 2(1+p%)2
(2.119)
Since the function w satisfies:
1 _
5,7 <w(@) <1 : YIDso, (2.120)
it follows that:
1 1
- <\ 9) < A N <14+ ——-+
2(1+p2)2 = (Q;u()a )— (Ev’UJO; )— + 2(1+p2)2
. for all (u,9) € [0,6] x D2, (2.121)
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Let § be a T} type S tensorfield on Cy,. Then by R.I2]] there is a positive
constant C), , depending only on p, ¢ and the initial choice of p such that:

Cpaluol?PE| <

€l = (dar0rtiao, (97 Py B Prgpt e 00 )

< Cp,q|u0|q7p|§| (2.122)

1/2

Let then ¢ be a C¥ T type S tensorfield on Cy,. We define the weighted
invariant C* norm of ¢ by:

I€llcs .y =, mmas, sup (6" fuo|™ ¥ D¢l 4) (2.123)

where Yis the covariant derivative on the S, ., with respect to ¢|g . It follows
- u,u

from 2.116] and 2.122] that there is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous
function F} such that:

1€llct(cy) < luol™ P Fe(Miy1)lEllox o) (2.124)

and:
€llex ey, ) < w0l Fx(Mie) [€llcs ) (2.125)

We say that a smooth T} type S tensorfield § on C., is M;(6"|ugl|®), for real
numbers 7, s, and non-negative integer [,

§ = M;(6"[uol*) (2.126)
if for every non-negative integer k we have:
1€llct(cy) < 0" [uol® Fie (M) (2.127)

where F}, is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function. Then 2.124]
2. 125 imply the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4 Let { be a smooth T} type S tensorfield on Cy,. Then for [ > 1
&= M;(6"|ug|?) implies & = M, (6" Jug|*T97P) and conversely.

In particular 2117 imply:

)A( = M1(5_1/2|’U,0|_1) tI’X — = M1(|U0|_2) (2128)

2
|uol
Also, implies: R

K — |ug|™% = My (6 %|ug|~®) (2.129)

Now K, the Gauss curvature of ¢, is given in terms of K and ¢ by:

K = ¢ (K — §;log ) (2.130)
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while by the first of

¢ - = M (6|uo|~?) (2.131)

u
|uol

It then follows that:
— [uo| ™ = M3 (6" 2|u| %) (2.132)

We turn to consider the torsion ¢ on C,, (see [[G3). By 2:62 and [LXT] we
have:

n=¢ n=-C¢ :alongC,, (2.133)
Thus the propagation equation becomes, along C,:

D¢+ (=—p (2.134)

On the other hand, the Codazzi equation [L.T48 reads:

d/ivx—dtrx+xﬂ~C—trx-C:—6 (2.135)

Substituting for —( from 2138 into 2.134] then yields the following propagation
equation for ¢ along the generators of C,:

D¢+ trx¢ =¢ (2.136)

where ¢ is the S 1-form:
&= divx — dtry (2.137)
By 2128

€ =My(072ug|72) or, equivalently, & = Ma (67 2ug|™) (2.138)

Equation 2.136] is a linear first order ordinary differential equation for ¢, which
in each stereographic chart reads:

ﬁ +trxCa = &a (2.139)

The initial condition on Sy, is simply:

C|SM0 =0 (2.140)
So,u, being a sphere 1ying on the spacelike hyperplane z° = uy with future
directed unit normal T = 8/ 0z° at the boundary of the Minkowskian region
MO, the vectorfields L and L having pI“OJeCthD T along T in M, . Equation
0 together with the initial condition 2140 has a unique smooth solution
C on Cy,. This equation and the equations to follow as well as the derivative
equations, obtained by applying (0/99)%, for some multi-index a to the original
equations, are all equations of the form:

dx

E—f—a r=>0 (2.141)
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on the interval [0, d], where the unkown z is a function of ¢ with values in R™
for some n, a is a given smooth function of ¢ with values in the n dimensional
matrices, and b is a given smooth function of ¢ with values in R". Denoting by
| |, as in 247 the Euclidean norm on ", and by < , > the Euclidean inner
product on 1", equation 2.T41] implies:

d
E|:1c|2 =2(—<uz,a x>+ <xz,b>) <2|z|(|al]|x] + |b]) (2.142)

where |a(t)| is the BEuclidean norm of a(t) in R, as in 247 It then follows
that (see Lemma 3.1 of the next chapter):

()] < e*® {|3:(0)| + /t e—A<f’>|b(t')|dt'} (2.143)
0
where: .
A(t) = /O la(t')|dt (2.144)

In this manner, using the second of Z1T7 and the second of 2138 we deduce, in
the present case:

¢ = Ms(6"2[ug|™") hence ¢ =My (6"?|ug|~?) (2.145)
We turn to try. Now, the first of [L4I] implies:
Dyt = —20 (2.146)
where ! is the symmetric 2-contravariant S tensorfield with components:
VB = yop(g1)AC (471 EP (2.147)
It follows that for any 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 we have:
Dtro = trDO — 2Q(x, 6) (2.148)

Taking into account and [[123 the trace of equation [[T70 is the equation:
D(Qtry) = 02 {wvg + 20912 = (% x) + 2p} (2.149)

Substituting for p from the Gauss equation we then obtain the equation:
D(Qtry) = 02 {2o]Avg + 203 - 2K — trxtrx} (2.150)

which along €, becomes the following propagation equation for trx along the
generators of C,,:
Dtry + trytry = 2\ (2.151)

where A is the function:
A=—K —div¢+[¢[ (2.152)
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By 2.132] and 2.145

A+ |ug| 72 = M3 (6Y?|ug| ™) or, equivalently, A+ |uo|™? = M3(6"?|ug| %)
(2.153)
Equation 2. I51lis a linear first order ordinary differential equation for try, which
in each stereographic chart reads: B

Otry
——= + trytry = 2A (2.154)
ou =

The initial condition on Sp 4, is:

2
t =—-— 2.155
rX|s(,,u0 uo] ( )
the last being the mean curvature of a round sphere of radius rog = |ug| in

Euclidean 3-dimensional space with respect to the inner normal. Equation 2154
together with the initial condition has a unique smooth solution try on
Cy,- Setting: B

2 2u

try=—"—+—>5+v 2.156
X o] | |? ( )
and: 5
try = — +v (2.157)
|uol

equation2.T54becomes the following linear first order ordinary differential equa-
tion for v:

g—z +tryr =2) (2.158)

where: )
X_A+u2——g+<1—i)i 2.159
ol o T Tl Tl 21

and the initial condition becomes simply:
g|50’u0 =0 (2.160)
Now, according to the second of 2T
v = M;(|uo|?) (2.161)
which together with yields:
X' = Ms(|uo| ) (2.162)
Using this and the second of 2117 we readily deduce from Z.159]

v = Mj3(lug|™3) hence also v = Ms(5|uo| ™) (2.163)
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We turn to x. Equation [LT70 becomes along C,:

DX:—WC—Y}<+2C®C+%(X><X+KXX)+P¢ (2.164)

Decomposing x and x as in[[LI86land using the first of equations[L.4Tlwe obtain:

1
Dx = Dx +trxx + 3 (Dtry + trxtrx)g (2.165)
and by applied to X we have:
DY = 2(%, %) (2.166)

Substituting then ZI65 on the left in 2164 and taking the trace free parts
of both sides, we obtain, taking into account the identity [[LI87] the following
propagation equation for ¥ along the generators of Cy,:

. o 1
Dy~ (.04 - jtrxx =40 (2.167)

where 0 is the trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield:

N R 1
0= —YR¢ + (¢ — §trpz (2.168)
By 2145 2156 2163 and the first of 2128
0 = M3 (62 |ug|~2) or, equivalently, 6 = Ms(57/?) (2.169)

Equation 2.I69 is a linear first order ordinary differential equation for x which
in each stereographic chart reads:

g

Ju

. 1
— (XA — SUXX 45 = baB (2.170)

where:
(%X = )P )P XepX e
The initial condition on S, is simply:

K}SMO =0 (2.171)
So,u, being a round sphere in Euclidean 3-dimensional space, hence umbilical.
Equation 2-T70 together with the initial condition E-T71] has a unique smooth
solution on C,,,. Writing:

=% % =" "H"" b

and noting that by
[RF] < Cluo| %] (2.172)
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while since ||, = v/2 we have:
9l < Cluol?, (2.173)
and using 2117 and [ZT69, we deduce:
X = M3(5Y/?) hence X= M3 (52 |ug|~2) (2.174)

We now consider the curvature components along C,,. Consider equation
along C\,:
Dxy=xxx—« (2.175)

Decomposing x as in and using the first of equations [[L4I] we obtain:
. .1
Dx = Dx + trxx + §(DU"X + (trx)?)g (2.176)
and by applied to ¥ we have:
trDy = 2|x/? (2.177)

Substituting then 2170 on the left in 2175 and taking the trace-free parts of
both sides, we obtain, taking into account the identity [LI88]

DX — X34 = —a (2.178)
The first of 2128 then yields:
o = My (6732 |ug|™1) (2.179)
Next, (§ is given by Using and we then obtain:
B =Ma(6"|ug|~?) (2.180)

Next, p is given by the Gauss equation [[.142] which we may write in the
form:

1 1
K+ Ztrxtrx - E(X,X) =—p (2.181)
Using 2132 2128 2156, 2163l and 2174 we then obtain:
p = Ma(|uo|?) (2.182)

Also, o is given by equation [[LTIG3] (see [[169) which reads:
1
cyrl¢ + 5)% ANx=o0 (2.183)
Using 2128 2147 and 21741 we then obtain:

o = Ms(|ug| ™) (2.184)
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To derive appropriate estimates for the remaining curvature components,
namely for 8 and a, we appeal to the Bianchi indentities, given by Proposition
1.2. The sixth Bianchi identity reads, along C,,:

Dj + %trxﬁ - B==x (2.185)
where k is the S 1-form:
k=—dp+ *do+3Cp—3 *Co+2%" B (2.186)
By 2182 2184 22145 X174 and
k= My(Jug|™*) or, equivalently, x = My(|uo|™?) (2.187)

Equation 2.183 is a linear first order ordinary differential equation for 3 along
he generators of C,,, which in each stereographic chart reads:

op 1
A ~tB
Dy + —2trxﬁ — X% B, =ka (2.188)
The initial condition on C,, is simply:
B\SO "= 0 (2.189)

So,u lying on the boundary of the Minkowskian region M. Equation 2.185]
together with the initial condition 2.I89 has a unique smooth solution 3 on
Clyy - Using 2117 and 2187 we deduce:

8= My(8|ug|™®) hence B = M (6uo| ™) (2.190)
In view of the fact that by applied to a we have, along C,,:
trDa = 2(%, a)g (2.191)

the second of the Bianchi identities of Proposition 1.2 reads, along Cl,:

1
Da — (x,a)d — §trxg =T (2.192)

where 7 is the trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield:

T=—Y&B+5(®B - 3%p+3 *xo (2.193)
By 22190 22145 X174 2182, and XT84
7 = M;(6Y2uo|™°) or, equivalently, 7= Ms(8%/2|ug| %) (2.194)

the principal term in 7 being the term —W@@, but the leading terms in behavior
with respect to d being the terms —3%p + *Xo. Equation 2.192is a linear first
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order ordinary differential equation for o along the generators of C,,, which in
each stereographic chart reads:

da,p
Ju

. 1
— (X.a)gap - strxaup = Tap (2.195)

where:
(xa) = (¢ " " epagr

The initial condition on S, is simply:
g|501u0 =0 (2.196)

So,u lying on the boundary of the Minkowskian region M. Equation 2.195]
together with the initial condition [2.196] has a unique smooth solution a on
Cu,- Noting 2173 and the fact that by [2.122]

(X, Q)| < [%lglaly < Cluol™*[%llel (2.197)
and using 2177 and 21941 we deduce:
a = M5 (6% ?ug|™®) hence a = Ms(6%/2|ug| ™) (2.198)

Of the connection coefficients only w remains to be appropriately estimated
along Cy,. This satisfies the propagation equation [[T07 which along C,,, be-
comes:

Dw=h (2.199)
where h is the function:
h==3[C5—p (2.200)
By and
h = M;(|ug|™?) or, equivalently, h = Mgz (|ug|™?) (2.201)

Equation [2.199 reads in each stereographic chart, simply:

Ow
— =h 2.202
oy (2.202)

The initial condition on S, is simply:
g|50’u0 =0 (2.203)

For, u is an affine parameter along the generators of C, hence:
w=0: along C, (2.204)

Equation 2.202 together with the initial condition 2.203] has a unique smooth
solution w on C,,, and by [2.201] we have:

w = M;3(8|uo| ™) hence w = Ms(8|lug|™?) (2.205)
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Our construction requires that we also appropriately estimate Dw and Da
along C,,,. To estimate the first we consider again equation [[LT07l Applying D
to this equation and using the commutation formula [L9T] we obtain:

DDw = —49°¢* - dw + Q* {2(n — n, Dn) +2(n, Dn) — Dp}
+20%w(2(n,n) — Inlj — p) +22°(=2n- x - n* + 0" - x - )
(2.206)

Substituting for Dn from [LT73] for Dy from [L83] and for Dp from the eighth
Bianchi identity of Proposition 1.2, and evaluating the result along C,,,, yields
the following propagation equation for Dw along C,:

DDw = h (2.207)
where A is the function:

h = —12(C, fw) — 2w(3[¢|3 + p) + div 3

3 1
+5txp +7(C0) + 5 (%a) + 12¢% -y - ¢F (2.208)
By 2.205] 22745 2.174] 2.T82] 2190, and
h = Ms(|lug|~* or, equivalently, h = Ms(Jug|™) (2.209)
Equation 2209 reads in each stereographic chart, simply:
0Dw
—=h 2.210
0u (2.210)
In view of the initial condition on Sy, is simply:
Dulg,, =0 (2.211)

Equation 2210 together with the initial condition 2.217] has a unique smooth
solution Dw on C,,, and by [2.209 we have:

Dw = M5(8|up| ™) hence w = Ms5(8|ug|™?) (2.212)

Finally, to obtain an appropriate estimate for Da along C,, we consider
again the second Bianchi identity of Proposition 1.2. Applying D to this identity
and taking into account Lemma 1.4 we obtain:

DDa — (9, Da)g — 30tryDa + 2wDa = ~4fg:cia
HD(20). 0)g — 2D(@ry)a +20x(2%.0) — 422, § x )
—2(Dw)a + Qw {-V&B + (¢ — 4n)&B —3xp +3 “Xo}
+Q {~Y&Dg + 2DF -  + 20xdkv 3
+(DC — 4Dn)®B + (¢ — 4n)©DS — 2QX(C — 41, 8)

—3(DY)p +3(D *X)o — 3%Dp + 3 *3Do’} (2.213)
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Here DT is the Lie derivative with respect to L of the induced connection on
Su,us given by (see Lemma 4.1):

(DNap = (¢~ P (Ya(Q) 8D + Va(2X) 4D — Vb (2X) 4B) (2.214)
and DY is the trace-free part of D with respect to the lower indices:
. 1 B
(DV)ap = (DP)ap — 5448(d~) 7" (DN)5e (2.215)
The terms 22]7 - B+ 2Qxdiv B represent the commutator:
~DY®p + YoDS

(see Lemma 4.1). We substitute for D(Qx) from [LITI] for Dw from [[T08
for D¢ from [L78 for Dn from [[.83] and for Dy from [[L59 and evaluate the
results on C,,,. Also, we substitute for DA from the fourth Bianchi identity of
Proposition 1.2, which reads, along Cy,: B

Dg + gtrx_ﬂ—gﬁ B-wf=—diva+( (2.216)

and for Dp and Do from the eighth and tenth Bianchi identities of Proposition
1.2, respectively, evaluated along C,,,. Taking into account the fact that for any
trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 we have:

Vodive = A0 — 2K6 (2.217)
and the fact that by we have:
w =0 : along Cy, (2.218)

we deduce the following propagation equation for Da along the generators of
Cuy:
1
DDa — (Y, Da)g — itrxDa =7 (2.219)

where 7 is the symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield:

7= fa—2Ka—4fsa+ Y((3/2)trx8 — - B—wB— ¢* - a)
—5¢&(diva — ¢* - a+ (3/2)trxB — & B — wp)
+3x(div B + (3/2)trxp + (¢, B) + (1/2)(X, @)
=3 "X (cyrl B+ (3/2)trxo + (¢, *B) + (1/2)X A )
+2%div B + w(— V&8 + 5(&B — 3%p + 3x0)
+2DV - B+ (dw — 5x* - ¢ — 50)&0
F((VC + ¢OC¢ + (1/2)trxx — (1/2)trxX), a)d
— (v ¢+ [CE = (1/2)(x x) + P+ 2x (X, @) — 4(x, X X a)d

F2(3C2 + pla — 108(C, B) — 3w + 3124 — a)p+ 3(w "% — "a)o
(2.220)
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Using 2128 2.732] 2.145] R2.156, 2.163] 2174, 2.182] 2184 R.190, 2.198, and
2205 we find:

7= Mq7(6Y2uo| ™) or, equivalently, 7= M7(8%/2|ug|™%) (2.221)

the principal term in 7 being the term Aq, but the leading terms in behavior
with respect to ¢ being the terms (9/2)trx(xp — *Xo). Equation is a
linear first order ordinary differential equation for Do along the generators of
Cuo, Which in each stereographic chart reads:

d(Da)ap

. 1 .
o — (X, Da)gap — 5“’((&)‘43 =TAB (2.222)

where:
(%, Da) = (¢ )P (g~  Rep (D) pr

The initial condition on S, is simply:

Dalg, , =0 (2.223)

So,u lying on the boundary of the Minkowskian region My. Equation
together with the initial condition has a unique smooth solution Da on
Cu,- Equation 2219 is in fact identical in form to equation 22195 but with 7 in
the role of 7. In view of 2221 we deduce:

Da = M7(6%?|ug|™) hence Do = My(8%/2|ug| %) (2.224)

Finally it is clear that the procedure which we have discussed leads induc-
tively to the conclusion that D"w and D"« are smooth on C,, for all non-
negative integers n and, together with the results already obtained, this im-
plies, through the optical structure equations and the Bianchi identities, that
the transversal derivatives of any order of the all the connection coeflicients
and of all the curvature components are smooth on C,,. However, no further
estimates are needed.

2.2 Construction of the solution in an initial do-
main

Our setup, in summary, is the following. We have two null hypersurfaces, C|,
and (), intersecting at a sphere Sy ,,,. The freely specifiable initial data on each
of these hypersurfaces consists of the conformal metric éj In our case the data is
trivial on C,,. Moreover, the full induced metric ¢ is given on Sy ,,, in our case
the metric of a round sphere of radius |up| in Euclidean 3-dimensional space.
Also, the traces try and try of the 2nd fundamental forms of Sy ,,, relative to
C\y and Cy, are gi;en. In our case these are the mean curvatures of a round
sphere of radius |up| in Euclidean 3-dimensonal space relative to the inner and
outer normals, respectively. Finally, the torsion ¢ of Sp 4, is given, which in our
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case vanishes, being the torsion of a surface lying on a spacelike hyperplane in
Minkowski spacetime.

With initial data on two interesecting null hypersufaces set up in this way,
the theorem of Rendall [R] gives a spacetime neighborbood U of Sp ,,,, bounded
in the past by the two null hypersurfaces, and a unique smooth solution of the
vacuum Einstein equations in U, (U, g) being a development of the initial data
on U N(CyJClu,)- The solution is obtained in “harmonic” (also called “wave”)
coordinates, adapted to the two null hypersurfaces.

The construction to be presented in the third section of Chapter 16, then
produces a smooth solution in canonical coordinates, as defined in Chapter 1,
in a domain M’ C U, of the form M’ = M\ (M, \ C,), with M, as in Chapter
1, corresponding to some ¢* > uy but sufficiently close to ug.
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Chapter 3

L°° Estimates for the
Connection Coefficients

3.1 Introduction

As we discussed in Chapter 1, we are assuming that we have a spacetime man-
ifold (M, g) which is a smooth solution of the vacuum Einstein equations such
that the domain My () M is isometric to a domain in Minkowski spacetime.
From now on we restrict attention to the non-trivial part of the spacetime man-
ifold (M, g):
M =M\ (Mo\Co) = |J Suu (3.1)
(u,u)eD’

where D’ is the parameter domain (see [[4):

D' = {(ﬂvu) PuE [056)7 u € [UOvC* _6]}U
{(w,u) : we 0, —u), ue(c—46c)}
={(w,u) : u€fug,c" —u), uecl0,0)} (32)

for ¢* > ug + 9, and:

D' ={(u,u) : uwel0,c*—u), u€ up,c")}
={(u,u) : u€ fup,c* —u), uel0,c —ugp)} (3.3)

for ¢* < up+J (see Figures 1.1, 1.2).

The inner boundary of M’ and outer boundary of the Minkowskian region
My is the incoming null hypersurface C(,. We denote in the following by C,, the
part lying in M’ of what was denoted in Chapter 1 by C,,.

We recall from Chapter 1 that according to the fundamental requirement on
(M',g) of the continuity argument, the generators of the C, and the C,, have
no end points in M’'. Tt follows that for each (u,u) € D" Sy is a spacelike
surface embedded in M’.
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The objective of the present chapter is to derive L™ estimates for the connec-
tion coefficients in M’ on the basis of L> bounds for the curvature components
in M’ and the following basic bootstrap assumption:

AOQ: <0O<2 : in M

ST

The arguments of the present chapter, as well as those of the next chap-

ter, rely only on the propagation equations, equations [[L41] .57 .62l .82
[CR3] 107 [LI08 of Chapter 1. What is assumed in regard to the curvature

components in the present chapter is that the following quantities are finite:

Re*(a) = sup(|uld®?|al)
M/

RE(B) = sup(lul*6'/|8])

R (p) = sup(lul’|l)
M/

R§(0) = sup(luf’lol)
M/

RE(B) = sup(lu[*6~"(g])
M/

Re°(@) = sup(|ul’?6*/|a) (3.4)
M/

By the results of Chapter 2, the corresponding quantities on C,,,, obtained by
replacing the supremum on M’ by the supremum on C,,, are all bounded by
a non-negative non-decreasing continous function of M5, the quantity requiring
M, with the highest k& being the one corresponding to a.

Throughout this monograph we shall denote by C various numerical con-
stants which are independent of ug, uy, ¢* or 4.

We shall first derive an L estimate for x’, then an L°° estimate for x'.
After that we shall derive L™ estimates for 1,7 together, as the propagation
equations [[.82] are coupled. Finally, we shall derive L> estimates for w
and w.

Now the first variational formulas [L41] imply:

Dg~' = —20x", Dg~! = —20x* (3.5)

where y*, XW, are the symmetric 2-contravariant S tensorfields with compo-
nents, in an arbitrary local frame field (e4 : A =1,2) for Sy v,

VAP = xep(§ )P, AP = x ()PP (36)

It follows that for any 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 we have:
Dtrf) = trDf — 2Q(x,0),  Dtrf = trD0 — 2Q(x, 0) (3.7)

Thus in view of [[123] and equations [LT79 the traces of the second variation
equations [[57 and [[L62] read:

1 .
Dtrx' = —Q2/|* = =50 (trx')* — Q%X (3.8)
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1
Qtrxl _ _QQ|XI|2 _ —592“1‘&/)2 o Q2|X/|2 (39)

Decomposing x’ according to [[.I8G, we have, by the first of equations [[.4T]

1
DY = Dy — Q*rx'x — ingtrX/

1
Dy’ — Q*rx'Y — 3 (Dtry + Q*(trx')?) ¢

Substituting for Dy’ from equation[[L57 and noting that by [[.52]and the identity
INEE

o 1
XXX = X xR R+ i (ex)?

. 1, . 1
'+ (G G ) o

we conclude that we have simply:

DY = —a (3.10)
Similarly we have: A

QX/ - —a (3.11)

In the following we shall make repeated use of the following elementary
lemma on ordinary differential inequalities.

Lemma 3.1 Let v be a non-negative function defined on an interval I with
initial point to and let v? be weakly differentiable in I and satisfy the ordinary
differential inequality
E(’UQ) < 2v(av +b)
where a, b are integrable functions on I with b non-negative. We then have:
t ’
o(t) < et® {U(to) +/ e Al )b(t’)dt’} cvtel
to

where

A(t) = /t a(t)dt’

to

Proof: Given a positive real number ¢ we set:

ve = V2 + 02 (3.12)

Then v, is weakly differentiable on I and satisfies:

dv, 1 d,, v? v
e - - 2 <a— +b— 3.13
dt v, dt (v < avg + Ve ( )
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Now, we have:

v? g2
P
: Ve Ve2 + 02
hence:
02
0<ve——<e¢ (3.14)
Ve
Therefore, writing:
v? v?
a— = av: —a <v€ — —> (3.15)
Ve Ve
we have:
02
—a <v€ - —> < ¢lal (3.16)
Ve
Also, since
— <1,
Ve
we have: v
b— <b (3.17)
Ve
Substituting -BI7in we obtain:
d
;: < av. +b+ela (3.18)

Integrating from the initial point t¢, yields, for all ¢ € I:
t ’
ve < eA(t){ g2 4+ v2(to) —I—/ e~ AOp(t"dt!
to

t
+e / e_A(t/)|a|(t')dt’} (3.19)

to

This holds for every € > 0. Taking then the limit € — 0 yields the lemma.

3.2 L™ Estimates for \/

Proposition 3.1  Under the bootstrap assumption AQ there are numerical

constants C' such that if 1

< _
T O+ RE(@)?
then the following inequalities hold on M’ :

]

11 1 C .

Tl > itI"X/ 2 T~ TP [0+ (R3°(@)?] + on M’
) o CR5(a)
|X/| < |u|51/2 n M’
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Proof: Equations[B.8andBI0together with the first of equations[L41] constitute
a nonlinear system of ordinary differential equations along each generator of each
C, for ¢, try’, X/, if we think of Q and « as given. The initial conditions for
this system are given on C, the outer boundary of the Minkowskian region M.
Along (|, we have:

Q=1 :along C, (3.20)

u being an affine parameter along the generators of C, and:

2
try’ = Tal’ ¥ =0 :alongC, (3.21)
u
Sou being a Euclidean sphere of radius |u].
Consider then a given generator of a given C,,. We set:

1 1
—try' = — — 3.22
S = (322)

Integrating equation from C|, along the given generator using as an initial
condition the first of B.21] which takes the form

x=0 :onCy, (3.23)
yields:
< 1 1
T = / 0? (—(trx’)2 + —|)2’|2> du/ (3.24)
0 4 2
Thus z > 0.
For positive numerical constants a and k let P(t) be the property:
1
Pit) : z< a2 [ad + k(R (a))?] : for all w € [0, 1]

The constants @ and k shall be chosen in the sequel. P(0) is true and it follows
by continuity that P(t) is true for sufficiently small positive t. Let t* be the
least upper bound of the set of values of ¢ € [0, min{d, ¢* — u}) for which P(t) is
true. If ¢* = min{J, ¢* — u} then P(¢) is true for all ¢ € (0, min{J, ¢* — u}), that
is, the estimate holds everywhere along the generator under consideration.

Suppose then that t* < min{d,¢* — u}. Then by continuity P(t*) is true.
Consequently:

1
§|trx’| < Jul" " max{1, [u| " [ad + k(R (a))?]} : for allu € [0,£*]  (3.25)
along the generator in question. Since |u| > |¢*| > 1, setting
y=1+k(RE(a))? (3.26)

then, provided that
ad <1 (3.27)
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we have

max{1, ful " [a8 + k(R§(a))?]} < y

hence:

2
ltry/| < ﬁ (3.28)

Now, by

DIX’I2= D(X',x') = D((¢g~")*“ (4~ ") PP apXen)
402 /ﬁﬁACX/ Xﬁ _|_2XtiﬁAB(DX )AB
= 42X, X x X') +2(X', DX')

Since by the identity [[L188

1
X' x X =5 IXPd

[\

and (', ¢) = try’, while (¢/, DY) = (¥, DY), we obtain, by equation 310

DIX'PP + 22%tex|X]? = —2(X, ) (3.29)
Since
(X', a)l < [X]|al
B.29 implies:

DIY'[? + 20%trx/ [ < 2[¢[]al (3.30)

This is an ordinary differential inequality along the generator under considera-
tion. Applying Lemma 3.1 with initial point the point of intersection with C,
yields, in view of the second of B.2Tk

e [ eflalar (3.31)
0

where: u
F = /_QQtrx’dg’ (3.32)
0

By virtue of 3.28] and the bootstrap assumption AO we have, recalling that
u € 0, 4],

u) -~ F) = | [ Qtry/du’| < [ Q2|try/|du’ < T .
F Flu 0?2 'du” 02 Ndu! 8|yf 3.33
u’ 0 U
Hence:
[F(u) — F(u)| < log2 (3.34)
provided that:
log 2
6 < 3.35
<% (3.35)



Substituting B.:34] and the first of the definitions [3.4] in [3:31] we obtain, recalling
again that u € [0, 4],
2R ()
o< 0

Let us now evaluate[3.24] at u = ¢*. In view of the bounds [B3.28 and [3.36] and
assumption AO we obtain:

t* 0y 2
x(t*)g/o 1 (;,Mm) du< (P51 2ART(@)?)  (3.37)

[u? o

(3.36)

§ |ul
since t* € (0,0]. Suppose then that:
(4y* — a)d < 8(RF (a))? (3.38)
The inequality 337 would then imply that:
z(t*) < o [ad + 16(R° ())?] (3.39)
Therefore, setting
k=16 (3.40)

the inequality defining property P would not be saturated at v = t*. Then, by
continuity, property P would be true for some t > t* contradicting the definition
of t*.

Let us set
a=38 (3.41)
Then B33 implies3.27 Also, in view of the choice3.40 definition[3.26] becomes:
y=1+16(RF(a))? (3.42)
and condition takes the form:
8(y* —2)0 <y—1 (3.43)

This is a non-trivial condition for y > /2. Comparing with 35} the minimum
value of the function .

(‘227_;‘1] on (v/2,00)
is

1+ (3/4)v2

1+V2

Therefore implies as well. It follows that with the choices and
B0 t* = min{d, c¢* — u}, P(t) is true for all ¢ € (0, min{d, ¢* — u}), hence also
the estimate holds for all u € [0, min{d, ¢* — u}), provided that ¢ satisfies
the smallness condition Finally, the smallness condition

> log?2

5 log 2
~128(14+ RF(w))?
implies condition .35l This completes the proof of the proposition.
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3.3 L™ Estimates for y/

We proceed to derive an L estimate for x’. Now along C,, we have:
Q=1 : along C,, (3.44)

u coinciding up to the additive constant 7y with the affine parameter s along
the generators of €.
Consider any (u,,u1) € D'. Let D; be the parameter subdomain:

Dy = [0,w] x [ug,ma] C D' (3.45)

and let M; be the corresponding subdomain of M’:

M= |J Suu (3.46)
(Evu)eDl

In the following lemmas we fix attention to M;. We shall derive uniform esti-
mates in My which are independent of (u,,u1) € D’. Uniform estimates in M’
will then follow. We denote by C+* the part of C,, which corresponds to u < Uy
Thus for u € [ug, u1] Cy* is the part of C,, lying in M;.

Let s* be the least upper bound of the set of values of s € [ug, u1] such that:

1 u
—-1] < E|u|_2 :on Cyt, for all u € [ug, 9 (3.47)
Then by continuity s* > up and we have:
1 u
Q-1 < E|u|_2 :on Cy*t, for all u € [ug, s¥] (3.48)

Let us denote:
Dy (x) = Séup(luO|25_1/2|X|) (3.49)
uo

Here the supremum is meant to be taken on all of Cy,, not only on the part
which lies in M’. This is the same for ¢* > ug + ¢, but not for ¢* € (ug, ug + 9).
In the latter case the part of Cy,, lying in M’ is the part Cﬁz_“‘% By the results
of Chapter 2, D§° (%) is bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing continuous
function of M.

Also, let us denote by Mf* the subset of M7 where u < s*:

M= ] o (3.50)

u€[ug,s*]

Lemma 3.2  Suppose that on Cy, try <0 and:

1
<§ :on Cy,

2 Juol
—_— U,
tr& 0
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Then trx' < 0 on M’ and there are numerical constants C such that if
C(D5 (%) + R* (@) < 1
the following inequalities hold on M;

2
trK’

1 «
+|u|‘§§ :on M7

, 51/2 53/2 .
A~ oo [ o0 . S
(10 (D@ + i) on M
Proof : Equations and B.I7] together with the second of equations [[L4]]
constitute a nonlinear system of ordinary differential equations along each gen-
erator of each C,, for ¢, trx/, X', if we think of Q and « as given. The initial
conditions for this system are given on C,,. Since by Dtrx’ < 0 while by
the assumptions of the lemma trK’ = try < 0 on Cy,, it follows that trK’ <0
in M'.
Consider then a given generator of a given C,,, u € [0,u,]. We set:

2
T=—— (3.51)
try
Then by x satisfies:
1
Dz — - - dorgly P (3.52)
Integrating this equation from C,,, along the given generator yields:
u u 1
z(u) = z(ug) —/ O du/ —/ §Q2§2|X/|2du’ (3.53)
uo )

Let P(t) be the property:

1
P(t) : |z —|ul| < 3" for all u € [ug, t]
Then by the assumptions of the lemma P(0) is true and it follows by continuity
that P(t) is true for sufficiently small positive ¢. Let t* be the least upper bound
of the set of values of ¢ € [ug, s*] for which P(t) is true. Then by continuity

P(t*) is true. It follows that:

! *
T 13 Sz S | erallue [ut] (3.54)
Wy o (A3
|ul(ful + (1/3)) = z  |u = lu(Jul — (1/3)) for all u € [ug,t*] (3.55)
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which, since |u| > 1, implies:

1 1
- — — B ( 11 t* .
z " Tal| S 2 or all u € [ug, t*] (3.56)
that is:
Ly + L < =X for all u € [ug, 7] (3.57)
—tr — : for all u € [u, )
27X T ul| = 2up "
Also, we have:
2 4
% <z(u) < % : for all u € [ug, t*] (3.58)

Moreover, 357 and B58] together with B4 imply:

3
2Jul?

: for all u € [ug, t*] (3.59)

2
Q%try’ + —} <
= ul

Now, following an argument similar to that leading from B0 to B30, we
derive from equation B.I1] the inequality:

DX + 20t} [X* < 2¥[|a (3.60)

This is an ordinary differential inequality along the generator under considera-
tion. Applying Lemma 3.1 with initial point the point of intersection with C,,
yields:

u

i< 2 (Wl + [ Ellwar) @

0
where: u
F(u) = / Q%try/du’ (3.62)

0

By virtue of 350 we have, recalling that |u| > 1,

“ 2

u

du/l

’

’E(u) —F()+ /

u

|u”|

u u 2
S/ (Q%rx’)(u") + ] du” §/ (targ)(u') + ] du/
u’ o
< / idu’ < 3 < 3
T Jue 20 P T 2] T2
that is: o
3
‘E(U) — F(u') +log (||Z||2 ) ‘ <3 (3.63)
In particular, setting u' = uy,
ug|? 3
'E(U) +log <||u0||2 >' <3 (3.64)



Inequalities B.63] B.64] imply:

o~ F() < 3/ || 0||2 e EWHEW) < 3/ ||U ||2 (3.65)
u
Substituting [3.65] the last of the definitions [3.4] and the definition B.49] in B.61]
noting that byBEZIX' = x on C,,, we obtain:

< 3/251/2 DX (% 20 RE° . for all * 3.66
( )| € | |2 0 (K)+3| |3/2 0 (—) : Ior a UE[UO,t] ( : )

Let us now evaluate at u = t*:
. v
z(t*) = z(ug) — / O?du — / 592g2|z’|2du (3.67)
uo uo

By virtue of [3.48 we have, recalling that t* < —1,

/t deug/t (1+(1/18)|u|_2)2du§/t (1+ (1/6)[u]~2) du

< fuo| — [£°] + (1/6)[£°] " (3.68)

and:

/ Q2du > / (1= (1/18)ul %) du > / (1= 1/l ™) du

> Juo| — [¢*] = (1/9)[t*] " (3.69)
Also, by virtue of .66, and we have:

t* 1 +* ,

0
.
< e / (D5 () + 6RG (@) [ul 2du < €% (DE°(%) + 6R" ()" ||
uo
1 1
— |t 3.70
< il (3.70)
the last step provided that:
3 00 (L 0o 2
18¢* (D (%) + R () 6 < 1 (3.71)
In view of B.68| B.69 B.70, we conclude from that:
1 .-
z(ug) — uo| — —|f*| < a(t) = 1#] < 2(uo) — fuol + Gl (3.72)
According to the assumptions of the lemma

(o) — Juoll < 5 (3.73)
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In view of the fact that |[t*| > 1, it follows that:

1
2(t) — 7] < 5 (3.74)
Thus the inequality defing property P is not saturated at uw = t*. Hence by
continuity, property P is true for some t > t* contradicting the definition of ¢*,
unless t* = s*. This completes the proof of the lemma. Note from that we
have shown that

1 1 .
btrxl + Tl < e : for all u € [ug, 5] (3.75)

3.4 L* Estimates for n,n

We proceed to derive L™ estimates for n,7n. These satisfy the coupled system
[CL84 and of ordinary differential equations along the generators of each C,,
and each C,, respectively. This is a linear system for n,7, if we think of Q, ¢,
X, x and 3, B as given. The initial condition for [[84is on C,, where we have:

n=20 : along C, (3.76)

Cy being the outer boundary of the Minkowskian region Mj. The initial condi-
tion for [L83lis on C,,, where, as we recall from Chapter 2, we have:

n=—n : along C,, (3.77)

Lemma 3.3 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 the
following estimates hold on My :

051/2 - 053/2 -
In| < WRO (B) + WRO B)

o5t oS
In| < WRO (B) + WRO B)

Proof: By we have:

Dln|* = D(n,n) = D((¢~*)*Pnans)
= 20 *4By np + 20*4(Dn) a
= =2Qx(n*,n*) + 2(n, Dn) (3.78)

Since
Ix(*, ) < Ixlnl®, |, Dn)| < |nl|Dnl,
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and from equation [[.84k

|Dnl < Q(|xln| + 181),

implies:

Dinl* < 2Q0n|{Ix|(Inl + [a]) + 5]} (3.79)
Thinking of |n| as given, this is an ordinary differential inequality for |n| along
the generators of the C,. Consider a given generator of a given C,. We apply

Lemma 3.1 with initial point the point of intersection with C. In view of the
initial condition [B.76 we obtain:

In(w)] < /OEeXp (/ (QUx))(u")d ") (QxlInl + 18D) (u)du’ (3.80)

Now, in view of the smallness condition on § of Proposition 3.1, the estimates
of that proposition yield:

C1+ Ry ()

x| < 52| con M’ (3.81)

Hence, the integral in the exponential in is bounded by:

“C1+RF (), COA+RE(a)) , . 172
L' (51/—2|u|dg = W(E—Q) < C(1+Rg%(a))d

The last is not greater than log 2 provided that ¢ satisfies a smallness condition
of the same form as that required in Proposition 3.1. Substituting then the
bound B.8T] and the second of the definitions [3:4] in we obtain, along the
generator under consideration, the inequality:

C(1+ R CoY2R (B
In(w)] < 51/2|Z| / In(u)|du’ + " |20 (8) (3.82)
Let us define:
y(u,u) = sup [n], y(u,u)=sup | (3.83)
Then implies:
CA+RF() [+ C8'PR5(B)
In(w)| < (51/—2|u|/0 g(u’,u)dg' + T (3.84)

Considering the generator of (', through each point p € S,. and taking the
supremum over p € Sy, we then obtain:

CA+RFE () [= ,, C3'PRE(B)
y(u,u) < W/o y(u', u)du’ + T (3.85)
By we have, in analogy with B.78]
Dln|* = —29Qx(n*, n*) +2(n, D) (3.86)
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We now use the fact that

1 . 1 .
X ) = Stexinl + X0, n) = Strxlnl® = [lnf*
together with the fact that:
(1, Dn)| < |n|| D]
and equation [[L.8A to deduce:
1 .
Dy + 202 (G - (8 1P < 20(0xllol + 2Dlal - (38T

Thinking of |n| as given, this is an ordinary differential inequality for |n| along
the generators of the C,,. Consider a given generator of a given C,, u € [0, uq].
We apply Lemma 3.1 with initial point the point of intersection with C,, to
obtain:

|gu0|Seihﬂ{uﬁu@|+l/ue-ﬁﬁ”<ﬂaxun|+|@Dxuﬂdw} (3.88)
where:

F(u) = /uu Q (—%trKJr |X|)) du’ (3.89)

0

Let v < s*. Then by Lemma 3.2 we have:
W)= [ | = | [ (=5@m0an) - oo+ @) du
w u”] w\ 20 = |u”| =
“11 1

< /u/ Q(Qtrz)(u”) + |’U/’|
U u 061/2 Do
< / 3 du’ —I—/ (D5

uo 4|U‘I|2 uo

v o3 3
< — du < — <
—Lﬂww“—mm—

the last line by virtue of a smallness condition on § of the same form as that
required in Lemma 3.2. We have thus obtained:

gL

@w—

du' + / QX)) (u")du”

X) + R (a))
u/|2

—~

/

| W

!
- ~ 3
’E(U) — F(u) —log (%) ’ <3 (3.90)
In particular, setting u’' = uy,
~ u 3
‘E(U) — log <%)‘ <5 (3.91)
Also, by Lemma 3.2:
C .
Ix| < Tal :on My (3.92)




under the smallness condition on 0 required in Lemma 3.2. Let us set:

D5* () = sup(|uo|*6~/2[n]) (3.93)
C 1

Here Cyl, is the part of C,, corresponding to u € [0,u,;]. Substituting the
bounds 3:90] B.97] B:92] the next to last of the definitions [3.4] the first of defini-
tions 383 and definition in B:88 we deduce for u € [ug, s*] the inequality:

ol “| (@) SREB)Y
el = | ||77( )|+C/uo |ul ( || /|4 )du
051/2 - C u ) / s N
S [P g [ v+ {EREG) 69

Considering the generator of C,, through each point p € Sy . and taking the
supremum over p € S, ,, we then obtain, for each (u,u) € [0,u;] X [ug, s*]:

051/2

c cé
y(u,u) < ———Dg(n) + m/ y(u, u")du' + =R (8) (3.95)

~ Julfuol Juf?
This implies, for each (u,u) € [0,u;] X [ug, $*]:

v C53/2 C4?
/ I
y(',u)du' < ———D —3Ro (B
/0 _( ) |u||u0| 0 ( ) | |3 0 (_)

z(u) = sup y(u,u) = sup|n| (3.97)
EG[Ovﬁl] C%l

Hence, setting:

we obtain, for each (u,u) € [0, ] X [ug, s*]:

“ C§*/2 Cs?
/0 y(ﬂ/vu)dgl < —DO (77) | |3RO (ﬁ)

= Julfuol
—l—% z(u")du' (3.98)

Substituting in B85 we then obtain, for each (u,u) € [0,u,] X [ug, *]:

Cs1/2 C53/2
y(u,u) < e —5 Re (B) + T (DG°(n) + Rg“(9))
+051/2(1|:|2R80( @) /uz(u’)du’ (3.99)
Taking the supremum over u € [0, u;] then yields the linear integral inequality:
< DrREE) D O W RED)
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C'2(1+ R (a)) /“ ()t

|uf? 0
Yu € [ug, 7] (3.100)
Setting
Z(u) = / z(u)du', we have Z(up) =0 (3.101)
U
and takes the form: e
— <aZ+Db .102
T S ¢ + (3.102)
where
1/2 1 o
a(u) = C8T0F RE () (3.103)
|uf?
061/2 063/2 -
Integrating B.102 from ug we obtain:
u) < / Lo W N € [ug, 87] (3.105)
We have: 12
/ a(u”)du" < €0 (1|+|R0 (2)) <log?2 (3.106)
u! u

the last step by virtue of a smallness condition on § of the same form as that
required in Proposition 3.1. Therefore:

Z(u) < 2/ub(u')du'

0

051/2 053 /2 -
S T — R (B) + T (D" (n) + R5™(P))
Yu € [ug, s*] (3.107)
and substituting in yields:
Ccsl/? Cs3/?
y(uuu) < | |2 RO (ﬁ) | |3 (DO ( )+R80(ﬁ)) : V(ﬂuu) € [0721]X[u073*]

(3.108)
taking into account a smallness condition on § of the same form as that required
in the proof of Proposition 3.1. Also, since

/ "yl ) < Z(w),

0

substituting B.107 in [3.95 yields:

1/2

< |u|2

D) + RE(D) + Ca (D )+ RE@) (3109
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To complete the proof of the lemma we must derive an appropriate estimate
for D§°(n)). To do this we consider B.7TJ on C,,. Since along C., condition B.77
holds, B.79 simplifies on C,,, to:

Dinl* < 29Inl{2|xn| + 8]} (3.110)

This is an ordinary differential inequality along the generators of C,,,, to which
Lemma 3.1 applies. Taking into account B.8T] and a smallness condition on § of
the same form as that required in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we deduce:

D (n) < CRF(B) (3.111)

Substituting then BT in B108 and BI09] in view of the definitions B.83], yields
the lemma.

3.5 L Estimates for w,w

We proceed to derive an L™ estimate for w on M7 . Using this estimate we
shall derive an L estimate for logQ in M; which improves the bound
This shall enable us to show that s* = u; so that the previous lemmas actually
hold on M; and, since (uy,u1) € D’ is arbitrary, the estimates hold on all of M.
We shall then derive an L* estimate for w on M’. Finally, using the improved
estimate for log Q2 we shall derive an estimate for try’ in M’ which improves the
estimate given by Lemma 3.2. B

Lemma 3.4  Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 the
following estimate holds on M :

cs 05?
lwl < ERE () + 1 (RE () + RE(B))?

Proof: Equation[[.TI07 is a linear ordinary differential equation for w along the
generators of the €. Substituting the bounds for 7,7 of Lemma 3.3 as well as
the third of the definitions 4] we obtain:

Dlw| < [Dwl| < Q2Inl* + |nf* + |o])
C o cs PP
< 3R (p) + W(Ro (B) + R () (3.112)

= ful?

Integrating this inequality from C|, along each generator of each Cit, u €
[uo, s*], using the fact that by 20

w=0 :along C, (3.113)

yields the lemma.
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Lemma 3.5 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 there
is a numerical constant C' such that if § satisfies the smallness condition:

C [R5 (p) + (RG°(B) + RF(8))*] 6 < 1
then we have s* = u; and the estimate

Cs C6?
log < TRE () + 75 (RE(B) + R (9))?

holds on Mj.
Proof: According to the second of the definitions [[.30 we have:

DlogQd=w (3.114)

This is a linear ordinary differential equation for log 2 along the generators of
the C,. Integrating this equation from C,, along a given generator of a given
C..» u € [0,u,], using the initial condition B:44] we obtain:

|log Q(u)| < /“ |lw(u")|du’ (3.115)

Substituting the estimate for w of Lemma 3.4 we conclude that on M;  we have:

co Cs?
108 < R (p) + 1o (RE(9) + RE¥ (8)° (3.116)

Since | — 1| < max{Q, 1}|1log |, this implies that on M;
cé o] o] oo 2
2-11 < O [RE(9) + 6(RE (6) + R (9)) (3.17)

Thus, if we require J to satisfy the smallness condition:

1
€8 [RF(0) + (R (8) + RE(B)] < (311
we have: 1
Q-1 < E|u|_2 : on O3, for all u € [ug, s* (3.119)

hence by continuity [B.48 holds for some s > s* contradicting the definition of
s*, unless s* = uy. This completes the proof of the lemma.

Since by the above lemma Mf* = M, the results of Lemmas 3.2, 3.3 and
3.4 hold on M. Moreover, since (uy,u1) € D’ is arbitrary we conclude:

Proposition 3.2 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and Lemmas 3.2
and 3.5, the estimates of Lemmas 3.2 - 3.5 hold on all of M’.
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Proposition 3.3 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and Lemmas 3.1
and 3.4 the following estimate holds on M':

| < ﬁgno (o) + ﬁ‘i (R (5) + R (8))?

Proof: Equation [[LT08 is a linear ordinary differential equation for w along the
generators of the C',. Substituting the estimates for 7,7 of Lemma 3.3 as well
as the third of the definitions B.4] we obtain:

Dlw| < |Dw| < Q2[nf* + [n* + |l)
= |?3Ro (p) + |O|i (RF(B) + R5°(1))? (3.120)

Integrating this inequality from C,, along each generator of each C,, using the
fact that by 344t B
w =0 : along Cy, (3.121)

yields the proposition.

Now, if the initial data along Cy where trivial we would have:

2 2 52
trx: = —— (1— —|—O( 2)) :onCuo
= u-—u |uo |uo |uol

Motivated by the comparison with the trivial case we define:

;trx+ | 10| <1 - ﬁ)b (3.122)

Here, as in 49 the supremum is meant to be taken on all of C,,, not only
on the part which lies in M’. This is the same for ¢* > ug + 0, but not for
c* € (uo,up + 6). In the latter case the part of Cy, lying in M’ is the part
C¢ ~"0. By the results of Chapter 2 (see 2156, 2I63) Dg°(try) is bounded by
a non—negatlve non-decreasing continuous function of Ms3.

D (try) = sup (|u0|351

uo

Proposition 3.4 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and Lemmas 3.2
and 3.5 the following estimate holds on M:

\ltrw' |< ﬁ')\ < 8l [P (i) + (DF () + R (0)]
18P [(1 4+ D) + DR (RS (@)
FRE(9) + RE(9) + R ()]

This improves the estimate for try’ given by Lemma 3.2.
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Proof: We revisit equation B:53 which we write in the form, subtracting |u|+u
from both sides,

2w~ Jul ~ 2 = z{u) = fuol ~u— [ Ddu’+ fuo| - fu
ug

v
_/ §Q2£2|X'|2du' (3.123)

0

Using the result of Lemma 3.5 we now estimate:

/ (02— 1)du g/ 02— 1]du/
o2

“ o)
< O/uo |10gQ|du’ < mRSo(p) + W(Rg"(ﬂ) +R80(ﬁ))2 (3.124)

/ Q2du’ — [uo| + |ul
uo

Also, using the results of Lemma 3.2 we estimate, as in B.70

u 1 u 2
og/ §ng2|z’|2du'§05/ (DSO(X)JrIu’I‘S/QéRS"(Q)) |~ du’
U uo

0

co o B - 2
< = (DE®) + Jul720RE () (3.125)
Jul
Moreover, setting
2 U
tr =—r—|1-T7=+¢ 3.126
Xic., o] ( o] ) (3.126)

we have, by definition [3.122]

le| < 8luo| T Dg° (try) (3.127)

Since

we obtain, in view of B.73),

|z(uo) — [uo| —

IN

2
u
le|+C <|u__0| - a> [uol

< 5|u0|_1D8°(trx) + 052|u0|_1(1 +Dg° (trK))2
(3.128)

A
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Substituting B.124], [3125, in yields:
2 —[u| —u| < C6lu|™! [DF(trx) + (DG°(X))* + R ()]
+0[ul 7' [(1 + D° (trx))* + D (VRE® (a)
HRE(B) + RF(B) + RF()?]  (3.129)

Since
1t - 1 z—|ul —u
Ztr -
272 Tultu (ul+we
and by Lemma 3.2
> Jul 1>2|u|
x>l — = >,
- 37 3

the proposition follows.

3.6 The smallness requirement on ¢

Let us now review the assumptions of Lemma 3.2, in the light of the definition
3.1220 Consider first the assumption that trx < 0 on Cy,. Now, the condition

(14 Dg(try))s < 1 (3.130)
implies:
11
DE(t 2= - — 3.131
() < ool (5 - o) (3.131)
The last implies:
1 1 u 1 §
oy — (11— — )| < — (1- — 3.132
2 Ty (0 )| < g (- ) (8132

which in turn implies that try < 0 on Cy,. Therefore the assumption that
trx < 0 on C,, may be replaced by the smallness condition B.I30 on 4.
Consider next the assumption that

1
<g tom Cuy (3.133)

2 Juol
—_— U
trK 0

Suppose that for some constant £y € (0,1) we have:

1t + ! <
Stry 4+ —
2 = Juol

0 on Gy, (3.134)

|uol?
It follows in a straightforward manner that we then also have:

€0

2 | |
— + |u
0 1—80

tr&

<

:on Cy, (3.135)
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Thus, setting 9 = 1/10, B33 follows if we assume that:

- 1 1
10 uo 2

n Cy, (3.136)

1t +1
r
X

|uo
On the other hand from the definition B.122] we obtain:

D5 (trx) 6
|uo|? |uol?

1

1
trx + —
Juol |

;

:on Cy, (3.137)

and the right hand side of BI3 is less than (1/10)|ug| =2 if

(1 + D (try)3 < 11—0 (3.138)

This being a stronger condition of the form [BI30]it impies both assumptions of
Lemma 3.2.

To summarize, the assumptions of the present chapter are, besides the basic
bootstrap assumption A0 and the finiteness of the quantities 3.4l the following
smallness conditions on d:

C(1+RF(a))?s <1 : from Proposition 3.1
C(1+Dg°(trx)o <1 : from Lemma 3.2, through B.138
C(DF (%) + R ()?6 <1 : from Lemma 3.2
CIRE (p) + (RF(B) + RF(8))*]6 < 1 : from Lemma 3.5 (3.139)
Definining
Dg° = max{Dg°(trx), Dg”(X)} (3.140)
RE = max{R§°(0), RE (), R (), R (0), RE (B RE (@)} (3.141)

the above smallness conditions on delta may be simplified to:

Cl+RF)?6<1
C(1+Dg)s <1
C(DF + R0 < 1

CRE(I+RP)0 <1 (3.142)
A number n of smallness conditions on § of the form:
FUDE,REN <1, .., Fu(DF, RE)S < 1 (3.143)

where F1, ..., F,, are non-negative non-decreasing continuous functions defined
on the non-negative quadrant {(z,y) € R : > 0 and y > 0}, may be replaced
by a single smallness condition of the same form:

F(Dg, RF)S <1 (3.144)
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where F' is the upper envelope of the functions F, ..., F:

F(x,y) = max{F\(z,y), ..., Fu(z,y)} : Y{(z,y) €R? : 2>0and y > 0}
(3.145)
also a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function on the non-negative
quadarant. In conclusion, we may say that the results of the present chap-
ter hold if § is suitably small depending on DF° and R§°, and the last phrase
means that there is a non-negative non-decreasing continous function F' on the

non-negative quadarant such that 3144 holds.

More generally the phrase if § is suitably small depending on the non-negative
quantities qi, ..., qn shall mean throughout this monograph the following: if there

is a non-negative non-decreasing continous function F on [0,00)" such that:

SF (g1, Gn) < 1 (3.146)

Note that we call a function F' defined on [0,00)" non-decreasing if y; > x;
for all ¢ = 1,...,n implies F(y1,....,yn) > F(x1,...,2,). Let then Gi,...,G,
be non-negative non-decreasing continous functions on [0,d)™. These define a
continuous mapping:

G : [0,00)™ = [0,00)" by: (ri,..7m) = (G1(r1, s ™m)y - .Gn(r1, ooy ™))
(3.147)
The composition FoG is then a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function
on [0,00)™. In particular, taking

F(z1,...,xpn) =21+ ... + ,, or
Fxy,...,vn) = 1.0, OF
Firy, .y n) = max{zy, ..., Tn } (3.148)

we conclude that the sum, product and upper envelope of non-negative non-
decreasing continous functions on [0, 00)™ is itself a non-negative non-decreasing
continous function on [0, 00)™. Moreover, if the non-negative quantities g, ..., ¢n
satisfy bounds in terms of the non-negative quantities rq, ..., r,, of the form:

@1 < G1(r1, s Tm)y ooy Gn < Gr(r1, ey Tm) (3.149)
and ¢ satisfies the smallness condition:
O(FoG)(riymyrm) <1 (3.150)

then ¢ satisfies the smallness condition B.146l We may therefore say that ¢ is
suitably small depending on ¢, ..., ¢,, provided that ¢ is suitably small depend-
ing on 71, ..., "m,.
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Chapter 4

L}(S) Estimates for the 1st
Derivatives of the
Connection Coeflicients

4.1 Introduction

The objective of the present chapter is to derive L*(S) estimates for the 1st
derivatives of the connection coefficients in M’ on the basis of L*(S) bounds
for the 1st derivatives of the curvature components in M’. In this and the
next three chapters the fundamental bootstrap assumption A0Q of Chapter 3 is
understood to hold.

The arguments of the present chapter, like those of Chapter 3, rely only on
the propagation equations, equations [[L41] [57 [[.62] .82 83| 107
of Chapter 1. What is assumed in regard to the curvature components in the
present chapter is, besides the assumptions of Chapter 3 (see B4l), that the
following quantities are finite:

Ri(a) = (usul)lg / (|u|3/253/2||y7a||L4(5ﬁ)u))

RO = s (a8 1¥ s, )

Rio) = swp (jul 2plzecs, )

Ril)= sw (12 ol 45,

R@ = sw (6 Tl 1cs, )

Rite) = suwp  (Julo™*?| Vs, .)) (4.1)
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and:

Rg(Dp) = sup ) (|U|5/26”Dp||144(5ﬁ,u))

(u,u)eD

R4(Da) = sup _(Jul/26]Dol|pss, ) (42)
(w,u)eD’ -

By the results of Chapter 2, the corresponding quantities on C,,,, obtained by
replacing the supremum on D’ by the supremum on ([0,6] x {ug}) (D', are
all bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of Mg, the
quantity requiring My, with the highest k being the one corresponding to Y.
We shall first derive an L*(S) estimate for Y/, then an L*(S) estimate
for Yx'. After that we shall derive L*(S) estimates for ¥i, ¥i together, as
the propagation equations [L82, are coupled. After that we shall derive
L*(S) estimates for dw and dw. Finally, we shall derive L*(S) estimates for
Dw and Dw. The L*(S) estimates for Vi, Vi imply through equations [LT70,
[LI7T L*(S) estimates for Dy, Dy, while the L*(S) estimates for dw, dw imply
through equations [L173) [LT74 L(S) estimates for Dn, Dn. In fact, taking into
account [3.7 and the traces of equations [LI70, [LI71 are the equations:

D(Qtry) = 0? {2dliVQ—|— 2|ﬂ|2 - (X)) + 2p} (4.3)

D(Qtry) = Q° {2divy + 2[n|* - (x, x) + 2} (4.4)
while, in view of the fact that
D(Qx) = D(Qx) — Q*trxx,  D(QK) = D(y) — Dty

taking into account the identity [[I87 (see also [[52]), the trace-free parts of
equations [LT70] [L.TTT] are seen to reduce to the equations:

. R R 1 1

D(Qx) = 02 {W@ﬂ—i—ﬂ@g—i— QHXX — itrpz} (4.5)
o o[ .1 1

D(Qx) = Q° S Yoy + nen + QUXX - Qtr)@ (4.6)

We begin with seven lemmas.

Lemma 4.1 Let 6 be an arbitrary p-covariant S tensorfield on M’. We have,
with respect to an arbitrary local frame field for the Sy, u,

p

(DY® — YD) ag,..B, = — Z(DV)(Z;Bﬁ o

P Bi1..>B;<...Byp

where DY is the Lie derivative with respect to L of the induced connection on
the surfaces Sy ., a Ts-type S tensorfield, symmetric in the lower indices and
given by:

Jep(DNE 5 = Ya(Qx) s + V() ac — Yo (Qx) as
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Similarly,
P

(DD — YDO) a5, = — > (D50 o

i—1 Bl...>Bi<...Bp

where DJ is the Lie derivative with respect to L of the induced connection on
the surfaces Sy ., a Ty-type S tensorfield, symmetric in the lower indices and
given by:

Jep(DNEp = Ya(Qx)se + Ve (Q2X) ac — Yo () as

Here
C

> B; <
signifies that the index B; is missing and in its place we have the index C.

Proof: To derive the formula for DY® — YD6 we consider a given outgoing null
hypersurface C,, and work in a Jacobi field frame defined in a neighborhood V
of a generator vy, of C,,, corresponding to a point p € Sy, of the form:

V= U Va (4.7)

qeU

where U is a neighborhood of the point p in Sy, and -, denotes the generator
of C,, corresponding to the point ¢ € Sp,. A Jacobi field frame (e4 : A =1,2)
is characterized by the conditions:

[L,ea] =0 : A=1,2 (4.8)
It then follows by the Jacobi identity

[L,[ea,eB]] + [ea,[es, L]] + [eB, [L,eal] =0

that also:
[L,[ea,eB]] =0 (4.9)
We have:
(DY®)(ea,eB,, .. e,) = L((W)(ea,eB,,-..,eB,)) (4.10)
Also,

(YO)(ea,eB,s-eB,) = (Yeub)(es,,-.,eB,)
Veqen;

= ca(0(ep,,.en,)) — > _0(ep,,... > €p, < ...ep,)

where
Ves€B;
>ep, <
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signifies that the ith entry ep, is replaced by Y., ep,. Since

Yesen =Vipeo (4.11)

where VG are the coefficients of the induced connection on the surfaces Sy,
in the frame field (e4 : A = 1,2), we obtain:

(%)(6,4,631,.. eBp)—eA 6‘31 Bp ZFABG c (4.12)
...>B;<...Byp
Now, by 4.8
L(ea(0p,..B,)) = ea(L(0p,..5,) = ea((DO)5, ...B,) (4.13)
and, denoting
L(V(Z;B) = (DV)S;B (4-14)
we have:
L(FﬁBﬁ c ) = (L(VgBi))e c + FgBiL(e c )
Bl...>Bi<...Bp Bl...>Bi<...Bp Bl...>Bi<...Bp
= (DV)(Z;Bﬁ c + FgBi (D0) c
Bl...>Bi<...Bp Bl...>Bi<...Bp
(4.15)

Substituting [£.12 on the right hand side in [0 and taking into account 13|
and LT3 the right hand side of 10 becomes:

P
(WDH)(6A56317"'7 Z DF ABl c
i=1 1...>B;<...By
We conclude that:
p
(DYD — YDO) ap,..5, = — Y _(DV)55,0 c (4.16)

i—1 Bl...>Bi<...Bp

To obtain the formula for DV we consider that:

ealdpc) =ealg(en,ec)) = §(Veaen, ec) + g(en, Vesec)
= §(V3gep,ec) + dles, Ticen) = gpc¥ip + depVic

hence:
L(ea(dne)) = (L(gpc))V2g + (L(g8D))V3c + oo (DY) 2 5 + ﬁBD(DVgiA?%)
Now, according to [L4Tl .
L(gap) = (Dd)an = 20 (4.18)
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hence by L8
L(ea(gpc)) = ea(L(gpc)) = ea(2QxBc) (4.19)

Thus 17 reads:

ea(2QxBc) = 2Qxpc¥ip + 2080V a0 + ¢pc (DY) 35 + ¢80(DV) 56

which, since
ea(Qxap) = VipQxne = F3cQxep = Ya(QX) 50,
is equivalent to:
1 D 1 D
Ya(@x)sc = 59pc(DY)ap + 5450(D¥)ac (4.20)

Denoting this formula by { ABC'}, we form the sum {ABC}+{BAC} —{CAB}
to obtain:

Va(@x)5c + V() ac — Ye(X)as = 5den(DP)2, + (DF)B)

+ 34ap((DD)Be — (DV)2s) + 5d50(DV)Re — (DV)E,)

(4.21)
Now, we have:
lea,eB] = Veaen — Vepea = (Vap — Via)ec (4.22)
Also, for arbitrary functions f4 : A = 1,2 we have, by @8
(L, fAea] = (Lf*)ea (4.23)
It follows that:
(DY)4p — (DY)5a)ec = [L,[ea,en]] = 0
by virtue of Thus:
(DY)55 — (DY)54 =0 (4.24)
Taking this into account, [£.2] reduces to:
Ya(Qx)sc + V() ac — Yo (x)as = dop(DY)4s (4.25)

We have thus established the first part of the lemma. The second part then
follows by conjugation.

In the following we shall use a simplified notation when writing down com-
ponents of S tensorfields relative to an arbitrary frame field for the Sy .. That is
we shall use the components of ¢~ to raise indices. Thus, if 8 is a 2-covariant S
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tensorfield we denote the components of the corresponding T!-type S tensorfield
6% defined by [LA7 simply by 6

0% =0ac(g™")" (4.26)
and the components of the corresponding 2-contravariant S tensorfield % sim-

ply by 645:
04 = (=) (¢7) PPl (.27

More generally, if 6 is a p-covariant S tensorfield and {iy,...,i;} is an ordered
subset of {1, ...,p}, we denote
Opyon <ot <ay = (@A P (g7 P (4.28)
A1 >A <> A <Ay T ArAgg Ay L Ap .

Note that according to this notation we have g4% = (471)48. However to
avoid confusion we shall keep the notation (¢~!)4% for the components of the
reciprocal metric.

Let 6,0" be a pair of arbitrary type T,7 S tensorfields. Their inner product
is defined by:

_ _ Ay...Ay /Bi...By
0,6") = gaspygap, (4 )P (g PO E0 D (4.29)
The magnitude of a T} S tensorfield 6 is accordingly defined by:

0] = (0,0)'/2 (4.30)

Lemma 4.2 Let 6 be an arbitrary p covariant S tensorfield on M’. We have:
P B;
D(|0%) + pQurx|0]* = 2(0, D) — 2 " Qxpgioh A=A,y
i=1

and:

p B;
D([01) + pQury|0]® = 2(0, D) — 2> " Qi pio->Ai<Aeg o
=1

Proof: We have:
101> = (¢~ )M P (g7 )P0, . a,08, B,
Thus, in view of the first of 23] which reads

(Dg—l)AB _ _2QXABu
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and the fact that the operator D satisfies the Leibniz rule, we obtain:

Do) = (4" (g™ )P {(DOa,...a,)08, .5, + 0a,..a,(DOB, 5,)}
P (—29x*iBi)
+Z(¢71)AIBI'“ > (gfl)AiBi < "-(gil)Apo9A1...Ap9B1...BP

i=1

p
20440 (D) 4, _a, — 23 OxNPON IR g, (431)
i=1

Substituting the decomposition
B, ~A,B , 1 C1\A,B,
XAsz — XAlBl + §trx(¢ l)A»LBZ
yields the first part of the lemma. The second part then follows by conjugation.

Let 0 be an arbitrary p covariant S tensorfield on M’. Consider a given C,.
The flow ®; generated by L on C,, (see Chapter 1) defines a diffeomorphism ®,,
of So,, onto Sy . Then

B(u) = @}, 0l (4.32)

u,u

is a 1-parameter family of p covariant S tensorfields on Sy, and we have:

9 .
a—yﬂg) =0(u) (4.33)
where
0(u) = @}, DY) Sun (4.34)

Similarly, consider a given C,,. The flow ®, generated by L on C,, (see Chapter
1) defines a diffeomorphism ®,_, of Sy ., onto Sy,. Then

uo

Ols, . (4.35)
is a 1-parameter family of p covariant S tensorfields on Sy ., and we have:

) .
%H(U) =0(u) (4.36)

where

O(u) = &, Dblg, , (4.37)

Lemma 4.3 Consider a given C,, and let p be a non-negative function on C,
and p(u) = @}, plg. . = plg, , © Py be the corresponding 1-parameter family of

functions on Sp.,. Then if § is suitably small depending on R (see BI4) we
have, for each p > 1:

277 p(w)l| Lo(so.) < NollLocs,.) < 2P llp@w)llLe(so.)
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In particular, taking p = 1 we have, since Area(Sp ) = 4|u|?,
2|ul? < Area(Sy,.) < 8|ul?

Also, consider a given C, and let p be a non-negative function on C,, and
p(u) =2 pls, . = plg, . ©L,_,, be the corresponding 1-parameter family
of functions on S;un. Then if § is suitably small depending on D&°, R (see

B140 B141) we have, for each p > 1:

1 1
e (N sy < Tollmcs < (2 hoalngs
o2 (Su,ug) = (Su,u) = [uo|2 (Su,ug)

Proof: Consider first a non-negative function p on C,,. We have:

1/p
lollze(s, ) = </S de/%/> (4.38)
o) zr(ss.) = ( /
So

Now, ®, being a diffeomorphism of Sy ,, onto Sy ., we have:

and:

1/p
(p(u))pdug> (4.39)

,u

/S pPdpg = / (®5,p0)" Py dpug (4.40)
u,u 0

,u

Also,
) duglg, = dnay g,

and:

0
=@y duglg =Py (Ddug)ls =y (Qrxdug)|

ou
= ((rx)]s, , © Pu) Py du¢|5u’u (4.41)

Evaluating this at any given point ¢ € Sy, and integrating with respect to u,
noting that
g dl“fé’so,u = d“fé’soyu

®( being the identity mapping on Sy, we obtain:

(@3, dpglg, )(@) = exp ( /0 E(Qtrx)(%' (q))d2’> dpglg, (@) : Yg € Sou

(4.42)
Here
u (I)g’ (Q)
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is the generator of C\, through ¢. Thus, the integral in the exponential is the
function F'(u) defined by If 6 is suitably small depending on R$° we have

(see B34):
|F(u)] < log2 (4.43)

It follows that:
27  dpglg, | < @udpglg, < 2duglg, | (4.44)

In view of 438 - 4.0 the first part of the lemma then follows.
Consider next a non-negative function p on C,,. We have:

1/p
lollze(s, ) = </S de/%/> (4.45)

and:
1/p
Pl Lr (50 uy) = (/S (P(U))pdﬂg> (4.46)
u,ug

Now, ®,_,,, being a diffeomorphism of S, ., onto Sy ., we have:

|- [ @re e (4.47)

u,u u,uQ
Also,
LM du,ﬂsﬂ,u =dps: W5,

and:

o ., . .
%Qu—uo duglsﬂ’u =@, . (Qd'ufé)lsﬁ,u =, . (Qtrxdug)‘siyu
= ()] g, 0 L) R gl (4.48)

Evaluating this at any given point g € Sy ., and integrating with respect to u,
noting that

D5 dpglg, = dig

Su,ug

$, being the identity mapping on Sy,u,, we obtain:

(25— ditgls, (@) = exp ( /u

u

() B (D)) digly, (@) 5 € S
(4.49)

0

Here

ul — gu’fuo (q)
is the generator of C,, through ¢. Thus, the integral in the exponential is the
function F(u) defined by B.62 If § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R we

have (see B64):

‘E(u) + log ('m'j)‘ < g (4.50)
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It follows that:

3/2 |U|2
S ng’u.o dlu'fj S%u S € / |uO|2 u¢|5£v“0

(4.51)

PAE Hg1S, g

In view of .45 - 147 the second part of the lemma then follows.

Lemma 4.4 Let 1 be a non-negative function vanishing on C, such that )2
is weakly differentiable along the generators of C, and satisfies the inequality:

Dip? + AQtrxy® < 20Q[%[¢? + 2¢p

where A is a real number, p is a non-negative function and ! a non-negative
constant. Then, if § is suitably small depending on Rg°, for each p > 1 there is
a positive constant C' depending only on p, A, [ such that:

9l <C [ Mollris, i

Proof: Consider the generator of (', through an arbitrary point ¢ € Sp :
Ql = (I)g’ (Q)

We apply Lemma 3.1 to obtain:

P(Pyu(q)) < /_GXP </_fx,z(‘1>y(q))dg”> p(@u(q))du’ : Vg e Sou (4.52)
0 u’

where: )

= —§Qtrx +19Q|X| (4.53)

With the notations of Lemma 4.3, [4.53] reads:

h(u) < / exp ( / - fx,z(u”)du”> plu)du’ (4.54)
0 u’
an inequality for a 1-parameter family of non-negative functions on Sp 4.
Now, by Proposition 3.1:
Fag < Clul7HIgTPRE () + (AL + (R ()]} (4.55)

hence:

/Efx,l(@")du" < O Ju] "HIRG () + A0 2 [14+(RE ()]} < U+|A] (4.56)

the last step provided that § is suitably small depending on R$°(ar). We conclude
that:

u

blu) < C / pu)dut (4.57)

0
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It follows that:
1@ oo ) < C / 1) 250yt (4.58)

Now by the first part of Lemma 4.3:

[ Lo(s,.) < 2710 @)llLr(S0.0)

and:
o) o (s0.) < 2P NplLas, )

Therefore [A.58 implies:

[¥ler(su0 < C [ Nolancsys et (4.59
0 u
for a new constant C, depending on p, and the lemma is proved.

Lemma 4.5 Let 1 be a non-negative function such that yz is weakly differ-
entiable along the generators of C,, and satisfies the inequality:

Dyp? + Mtrx)? < 20Q[%|¢* + 2¢p

where A is a real number, p is a non-negative function and [ a non-negative
constant. Then, if § is suitably small depending on Dg°, Rg°, for each p > 1
there is a positive constant C' depending only on p, A, [ such that:

= CP Yl rs, ) < Cluol Pl Lo, )

+C/ |ul|)\—(2/p)||£||Lp(Su u/)du/

uo =

Proof:  Consider the generator of €', through an arbitrary point ¢ € Sy u,:
ul = gu’fuo (q)

We apply Lemma 3.1 to obtain:

0@ (@) = e ([ 1 @) oo (1.60)

i / o (/ £ i@y <q>>du“> PRy (0)) e

Vg € Su,uo

where: )
i)\_’l = —§QtrK+ZQ|X| (4.61)
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With the notations of Lemma, 4.3, [4.60] reads:

Y(u) < exp (/u: iM(u')du') ¥ (uo) (4.62)

" [: P (/j iA,z(“”)dU"> p(u)du’

an inequality for a 1-parameter family of non-negative functions on Sy, u,-
Now by Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5 and Proposition 3.4:

A u -3 1/2, -2
foi— Tl <1 - m) < |N\SJu| 2Py + 16" u| 2 F, (4.63)

Here Fy and F, are non-negative non-decreasing continuous functions of the
quantities D§°, Rg°. It follows that if J is suitably small depending on Dg° and
Re° it holds:

A A+
L\,z "l < [ul? (4.64)
Hence:
u |u/| A
// iM(u”)du" < C +log (m> (4.65)
In particular,
u A
/ iM(u/)du/ < C+log (%) (4.66)
ug
Substituting [£.65] in [4.62] we conclude that:
[P () < Cluoblun) +C [ o/ ptu ) (1.7
ug

It follows that:

M ()| (5 ug) < CluolMe(wo) | Lo (s, ) +C/ [/ Mlp(u') | o (54, A0
uo

(4.68)
Now by the second part of Lemma 4.3:

ul

2/p
nymu@MSeW%<| ) ) s,

UQl

and:

2
()] < oo (101N
PAULP(Su,uy) = € |u’| PllLe(S, o)

Therefore [1.68] implies:

[ CP Nl s, ) < Cluol™ PPl Logs, )

+c/;m®*”mMmuawww (4.69)
0 |
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for a new constant C, depending on p, and the lemma is proved.

Lemma 4.6 Let 0 be a r covariant S tensorfield on M’ vanishing on C,, and
satisfying along the generators of C), the propagation equation:

DG:%Qtr)ﬁ—l—”yﬂ—l—{

where v is a real number, £ is a r covariant S tensorfield on M’ and 7 is a type
T S tensorfield on M’ satisfying, pointwise,

Iv] < mQx|

where m is a positive constant. Then, if ¢ is suitably small depending on R,
for each p > 1 there is a positive constant C' depending only on p, r, v, m such
that:

u'u

Bercsr <€ [ Nelencs, e
Proof: By virtue of the first part of Lemma 4.2 we have:
DI0]* + rQtrx|0* < 2(0, DO) + 2rQx||0] (4.70)
By the propagation equation,
(6.D0) = ZQurx|6f + (6,7 -6) + (0.)
< ZQux|o +mOx|1o” +16]l¢] (4.71)
Substituting 711 in we obtain the inequality:
DI0]> + (r — v)Qtrx|0]* < 2(m +r)QIR||0% + 2/0]|¢] (4.72)

Setting then:
=10, p=I, A=r—v, l=m+r

and applying Lemma 4.4, yields the lemma.

Lemma 4.7 Let 6 be a r covariant S tensorfield on M’ satisfying along the
generators of €, the propagation equation:

Db = gm@g+1-ﬁ+§

where v is a real number, £ is a r covariant S tensorfield on M ', and 7 is a type
Tr S tensorfield on M’ satisfying, pointwise,

Iv] < mQx|
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where m is a positive constant. Then, if § is suitably small depending on Dg°,
Re°, for each p > 1 there is a positive constant C' depending only on p,r,v,m
such that:

[ul = o5,y S Cluol ™8 s

wug)

e / [P s, oyl
uo -

w,u)

Proof: By virtue of the second part of Lemma 4.2 we have:
DI0f* + rQtry|0]® < 2(0, DO) + 2rQ|x|0]* (4.73)
By the propagation equation,
©.D8) = Zoux|ol+ (750 + (0.8
< SQmyo? +mQIxll0? + [oll¢] (4.74)
Substituting [A.74] in we obtain the inequality:
DI8* + (r — v)Qtry|6]* < 2(m +r)Q[%[16]* + 2/6] €] (4.75)

Setting then:
Y =16, £:|§|7 A=r—v, l=m+r

and applying Lemma 4.5, yields the lemma.

According to the results of Propositions 3.1 - 3.4 we have, on M":
5~ ul? log @ < CRE (p) + O(Slul )

Jul®

1 1
L - ﬂ] < C(RE(0)* + 0(3)
51/2|u||x| < ORF(a)

5 trx+i(1 & ]scwo (1) + (DF(R)* + R(0)} + O()
=
=
=

61/2|u| D) (4.76)

Here we denote by O(6P|u]"), for real numbers p,r, the product of 67|u|" with
a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of the quantities Dg°, Rg°.

4.2 LY S) estimates for Yy

Proposition 4.1 We have:
Idtrxlzas,, < Clul PR (@)Ri(a) + O |u|~>?)
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IVilleas,n < OOl =2 Ri(@) + Olul~>?)
V(u,u) € D'

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, Rg°.
Proof: We consider equations 3.8 and In view of the first of 3.5 equation
is equivalent to:

DY = —a+ Q%4 (4.77)

We apply Lemma 1.2 to equation 3.8 and Lemma 4.1 to equation .77 to obtain
the following linear system of propagation equations for dtry’, YX' along each
generator of each Cy:

Dgtry’ =[x’ +g- VX +7
DYY' = h-dtry' +i- W +s (4.78)

Here f,g,r, h,i,s are respectively T}, T3, TP, T4, T5, TS type S tensorfields, the
components of which with respect to an arbitrary local frame field for the S .
are given by:

fR = -Q%trx/64

QECD 292 AICDéf
— 20440 (00 + [P
1 . . . . .
hipe = _592(2XBC(5£ + XacOB + Xapd6 — §aBXE — dacX’y)

iRBe = 29255 e el
——92 (65 OBERE +05XE +66XE +0EXE)
+OG(ORXE +0EXE) + 04 (0pXE +0EXE)
—XB (0566 + 64508) — x& (6%05 + 5112;53)}
sapc = —Yaapc + 29|X PdaQdsc
—20(V5 a2 + XA — Xapd” X pe
—20(RE AaQ + XL Ao = Kacd” Vb
—rx’ [2XBeda + Xapdc + XacdsQ
—(gaBXpc + dacXpp)f” Q] (4.79)

Thus B.78 reads, in an arbitrary local frame field for the S, .,

(Ddtrx")a = f5 (derx) s + 957 (VX ) Bep +7a
(DYX')aBc = hpe(dtrx)p + 355 (VR ) per + sasc

We have, pointwise:
g, R, [i] < CQ[X] (4.80)
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Also, recalling that, from [L.8T]

1
fllogQ = = (n + n) (4.81)
we have, by .76, the pointwise bounds:

O 2 u "R (B)(RE® () + O(6"/2)}
V| + O~ 12[ul R (B)(RE® ()* + O(6Y2)}  (4.82)

Il <
ls| <

By Lemma 4.2 with the S 1-form dtry’ in the role of 0,

D(|dtrx'|?) + Qtex|derx'|* = 2(derx’, Deftry) — 2084 (dtex”) a(derx’) 5
From the first of .78 and the first of L.70

(dtrx’, Detrx') = —Qtex|dory'|* + (derx',r + g YX')
< = Qtexdtex|* + [y | (] + 19l VX))

Since also |48 (dtrx’) a(dtrx’) 5| < |X||dtry’|?, we obtain:

D(|dtrx[*) + 3|y’ [* < 2|deex/|([r] + [g]|VR']) + 2Q0x|Iderx'|* (4.83)

By Lemma 4.2 with the 3-covariant S tensorfield Y’ in the role of 6,

D(IVY'|?) 4+ 3Qtrx| VX' [> = 2(W,DYX) — 2Qx 3 (V)PP (V) aBc
=205 (YX)*PC (V) ase — 20x5 (VK)*PP (VX)) e

From the second of
(W, DY) = (Ws+h-dtrx' +i-YX')
IV [(s| + [Rllderx| + [d][VX'T)

Since also each of X7 (VX') P (VX') anc, X5 (V') P (VX ) ase, X5 (V)PP (YX) asc
is bounded in absolute value by |x||¥X'|? (the last two are equal in view of the

symmetry of YX’ in the last two indices) we obtain:
D(IVR'[?) +3Qrx| VX' |* < 2/ W&/ (|Is] + [Rllderx”| + 6] V') + 6Qx ] VX' (4.84)
Let us define the non-negative function:
|deex! 2 + [V [? (4.85)

By ES3, 84 and the pointwise bounds 80, 1)? satisfies the inequality:

IN

D(¥?) + 3Qtrxy?® < 2CQUR|¢* + 2¢(|r| + |s]) (4.86)

We then apply Lemma 4.4 with p =4, A =3, 1 = C, and p = |r|+]s|, to obtain:

u

[l < C [ {Ilisisun + sl o f e (@80
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Now for any function ¢ € L>°(S,,,,) and any p > 1 we have, by Lemma 4.3,

161l Lr(s5,,0) < (Area(Suu))VPll6]l Lo s,y < Bmlul®) /Pl 1(s,.,) (4.88)

Consequently, the inequalities [£.82] imply, in view of the first of the definitions
[z}

IPloos, < C5 V2l 2R (B)(RE (@))* + O(6/)}
Islloas, ) < 62~/ >Ri()
FOT ] TR (B)(RE () + O(Y2)) (4.89)

IN

A

Substituting in .87 then yields:

9] Ligs,,.) < C5V2ul =P Ri(e) + C2|u| 7RG (B) (R ())? + O(6'/2)}
(4.90)
Going back to .83] that inequality implies:

D(|trx'?) + 3Qtrx|dtry'|* < 2lderx'| (7] + CQIXIY) (4.91)

Applying Lemma 4.4 with |dtry’| in the role of ¥ and |r| + CQ|x|¢ in the role
of p yields, taking p = 4:

Iderx |La(s,,.) < C/_||7‘||L4(Suf,u)d9/ 492
; u
+C5 V2 u| 'R (a) /0_||¢||L4<Sg,u>d@/

Substituting the estimate [£90 as well as the first of the estimates then
yields:

Idtrx’ (| Las, ) < Clul™ R (@) Ry ()+C6 2 [ul "> {RE (B)(RF () +0(5"/*)}

(4.93)
On the other hand, in view of the definition .85 the estimate directly
implies:

IV [l (5,.0) < OO |ul =22 R (@) +C8V 2 [ul “TP{RG (B)(REF ())*+0(6"/%)}
(4.94)
Since

fliry = d(Qrx’) = Q(dtrx” + (dlog Q)try’)
VX = YIQX') = VX' + (dlog Q) ® {')

by [£.8T]and the bounds [£.76] the estimates [£.93] .94] imply the estimates of the
proposition.
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4.3 L*(S) estimates for Yy

With the notations of Section 3 of Chapter 3, we consider any (u;,u1) € D" and
fix attention in the following lemmas to the parameter subdomain D; and the
corresponding subdomain M; of M’ (see B:45] B346).

With a positive constant k£ to be appopriately chosen in the sequel, let s* be
the least upper bound of the set of values of s € [ug, u;] such that:

[Alog Q| Las, ) < E6lu| =32 for all (u,u) € [0,1,] X [uo, 5] (4.95)

Then by continuity s* > ug (recall that by B44] dlog Q2 vanishes along C,) and
we have:

|dlog Q| Las, ) < kolu| =% for all (u,u) € [0,u] X [uo, s*] (4.96)

Let us denote:

Pi(try) = [uo| 267" sup [ drxlLacs, .. (4.97)
u€[0,0] -

DHX) = |uo>2671/2 s IV £4(S,0.0) (4.98)
ue|0,

Here, as in .49, B122] we are considering all of C,,,, not only the part which
lies in M’. This is the same for ¢* > ug + §, but not for ¢* € (ug,up + ). In
the latter case the part of Cy, lying in M’ is the part Cﬁ;‘“”, so u would be
restricted to the interval [0, c¢* — ug]. By the results of Chapter 2, P{(try) and
D) are bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of M.

Also, let us denote by Df* the subset of Dy where u < s*:
D3 =0, uy] x [uo, s*] (4.99)

and by Mf the corresponding subset of Mj.

Lemma 4.8 We have:
Iderxlleecs,.) < Colul™2 {k + (1+ D5 (%) + O))(Pi(trx) + PH(R))}
+CO*2|u (D (%) + 0(5)* (R (8) + O(6"/?))
+C8%u| (D (%) + O(6))Ri ()

A

HWXHL‘*(SH,H) < 051/2|u|75/2(@‘11(trx)_|_p<11(X))
+C8Jul 2k + (DF°(%) + O(6)) (RE® (8) + 0(51/2))}
+C0 2 |u| T R ()

for all (u,u) € D3, provided that d is suitably small depending on Dg°, RE°.
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Proof: We consider equations and BIIl In view of the second of B.3]
equation 311l is equivalent to:

DY = —a+ Q%14 (4.100)

We apply Lemma 1.2 to equation 39 and Lemma 4.1 to equation 100 to obtain
the following linear system of propagation equations for dtry’, WX along each
generator of each C':

Ddtry' = f-dtry' +g- V& +r
DYX/ h-dtrx' +i- Y% +s (4.101)

Here f,g,1,h,i, s are respectively T}, T7, T7, T4, T, T type S tensorfields, the
components of which with respect to an arbitrary local frame field for the S .
are given by:

15 =—Qtry's5
gicD 2Q2A/CD6§

— 2040 [ ar)? + L)
hipe = —592(2&3055 + %008 + X, 508 — 94X — dack’y)
iRBE = 20268 gpex' "
__92 (08 GERE + 05RE + 0EXY +6XF)
+5A ORXE +68KE) + 05 (0RXE +68%%)
_X;;)((SA(SC +6468) — A/D((s op + 5,453)}
sapc = —Yaape + 20X [*daQdpo
201+ X VA2 — X A" VK
—-20(% DdAQ + X A= &, APV,
—Qtry’ [2KBchQ + KABdCQ + XAchQ
—(Jani,p, + oK, D (4.102)

Thus EI01 reads, in an arbitrary local frame field for the S, .,

(Ddtrx)a = fL(deex) s+ g5P (Y ) sep + 14
A JA
(DYX)ase = hEpo(dex)p + 556 (YY) pEF + sapc
We have the pointwise bounds:
lgl, |2, |i] < CQIX] (4.103)
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Moreover, by virtue of and the bounds
Izl Lags, ) < Ckdlul=* : V(u,u) € D} (4.104)

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on Dg°, Rg°. Also, from the sixth
of the definitions [l and the L bound for dlog which results from the
expression .8 we obtain:

Isll4(5,,0) < 0% Jul°Ri(a) + C8lu|~**(Dg° (%) + O(O))(RF (B) + O(5'/%))
(4.105)
provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, Rg°.
Now, following an argument similar to that leading from equations to
the inequalities and .84 we deduce from equations .I01] using Lemma
4.2, the inequalities:

D(|try'[?) + 3Qtrx|derx'|* < 2|dtex’|(|z] + gl VX']) + 20/ xllderx/|*  (4.106)

and:

D(IV&'[*) +3Qtrx| V&' [* < 2| V&' |(Is] + || dtrx'| + 2] VA |) + 621 x| [Vx'|* (4.107)

Let us define the non-negative function:

¥ = /Ity 2+ [V&[? (4.108)
By 106 £.107 and the pointwise bounds [£.103] yz satisfies the inequality:
D(¢°) + 3Qtrxy)® < 20Q|%|¢° + 24(|z] + |s]) (4.109)

We then apply Lemma 4.5 with p = 4, A = 3,1 = C, and p = |r|+ 3], to obtain:

[l pacsn.) < Cluol 218l L(5y.00) (4.110)

40 [ P {elecs, o+ lsllacs, o f o
ug

Substituting the bounds 104, [.I05 and noting that by the definitions 97
4,98 and [4.108]

10t S0 < 82 o] =2 (P (trx) + PL(R)) (4.111)
we conclude that, for all (u,u) € D5 :
Wllzas,.y < COM2ul2(Pi(try) + PLX))
+COJu| T {k + (D (%) + O(9)(R°(6) + O(5/*))}
+C8 2 u| TR (@) (4.112)
Going back to 106, that inequality implies:
D(|dtrx'|?) + 3Qtrx|diry’[> < 2|dtrx/|(|r| + CQ|x|v) (4.113)
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Applying Lemma 4.5 with |dtrx/| in the role of 1) and |r| + CQ|X|¢ in the role
of p yields, taking p = 4:

PRIy | pas, < Cluol 2t ll(sy o) (4.114)

+C / P2 s, yded
ug

u,u

|u

+C82(DF (%) + 0(5)) / /12 1¢ll s,

uo -

Substituting the bounds BI04l and E112] and recalling the definition .97 we
then obtain:

oy llzacs,.y < Colul ™™ {k+ (1 + D () + 0(0)(Pi(trx) + PL(R)) }
+C82u| (D5 (%) + 0(8))* (R (B) + O(6'/2))

+C8%|u| = (D (%) + O(9) Ri() (4.115)

,)du'

for all (u,u) € D5, provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on Dg°, RE.
On the other hand, in view of the definition 108, the estimate directly
implies:
VK (s, < COY2Jul=2(Pi(try) + PLR)
+C8|u| T {k + (D5 (%) + O(8)) (R (8) + O(6"/*))}
+C832 lu| 4R (@) (4.116)
for all (u,u) € D3 . Since

dtry = d(Qtrx") = Q(dtrx” + (dlog Q)trx”)

Vi = V(') = UVx' + (dlog ) @ X)
by the estimates and imply the estimates of the lemma.

4.4 L*(S) estimates for ¥, ¥

We proceed to derive L*(S) estimates for Yi, Y in M7~ . We consider equations

[[84 and [[.85] Applying Lemma 4.1 to these equations we obtain the following
linear system of propagation equations for ¥, ¥i along the generators of each
Cy and each C,, respectively:

DYn = a-Yn+b

DYy = a-Yn+b (4.117)

Here a,a are T§ type S tensorfields while b,b are T3 type S tensorfields, the
components of which with respect to an arbitrary local frame field for the S .
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are given by:

a%p = Q5xp
aip = Q85xD
bap = Q(Yaxg)n, + (dalog)xEn,}

—(DV)Spnc — QA VaBs + (dalogQ)Bs}

bap = U(Vax$me + (dalog Q)xEnc}

_(QF)gBﬂC + U VaB, + (Aalog B}

Thus E.IT7 read, in an arbitrary local frame field for the Sy .,

(DYn)as = aSB(Yn)ep +bas

(DY) as = a55(Vn)ep +bap

We decompose:
1
aSE = §Q5f5§trx + Q558
1
aSE = 595255%@ + QoS %,

Then the above equations take the form:

(DFap = 5Oex(F)as + Q45 (F)ac +ba
(DVas = 5rx(Fi)ap + OX5(F)ac +bap

(4.118)

(4.119)

(4.120)

To the first of L1200 we apply Lemma 4.6 with ¥ in the role of § and

1

§Qtrxy7ﬂ +Qx-Yn+0b
in the role of £&. Then » = 2, v =0, v = 0. Noting that

1 . -

Q (Qltrxl + |x|> <a

where
i = Co P lul MR () + O(61/2))
we obtain, taking p = 4:
Wollocs, < Cate) [ 1 Filoscsarandes

+C [ Bl
0
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To the second of LT20l we apply Lemma 4.7 with ¥i in the role of § and

1
§QtYX%+QX'VW+Q

in the role of {. Then r =2, v =0, v = 0. Noting that

Q (%Itrxl + IXI> <a (4.124)

where
a=Clu|~'(1+0(6Y2)) (4.125)

we obtain, taking p = 4:
[l 21Vl 2450y < Cluo 2 ¥lls(s,.g)

+C [P il acs, o de
ug =

40 [P s, (4.126)
ug =

From we obtain:
a < Clu|™ (4.127)

(for a new numerical constant C') provided that § is suitably small depending
on D§°, RF°. Also, we define:

Pi(n) = luol*67% sup || ¥h1ll La(4,00) (4.128)

u€(0,u,]

Substituting the above in [4.126] yields:
[l 21Vl a5,y < Cluol'6"2Pi(n) + c/ [ [1/2 Pl s,y
U
40 [P blags, o (1.129)
uQ =

for all (u,u) € D} .
The inequalities [£123] [£.129 constitute a linear system of integral inequali-
ties for the quantities ||¥n|/z4(s, .), [I¥0llz4(s,..) in the domain Df . Setting:

z(u) = sup |[[Vhllras,.) (4.130)
u€[0,u,] B
and: u
B = [ WP sup [bluas, (4131)
uo 26[0721] -
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ET29 implies, for all (u,u) € D5 :
2 [ Fliscs, 0 < €Ol i) + COB(w)
+C5 / 2l (4.132)
uo
Substituting in E123 we then obtain, for all (u,u) € D5 :

I¥illLas, < Clul™2a(u)(8[uol ' Pi(n) + 6B(u))

e /_ 1bllacs, it + C|u|_3/2d(u)5/ o |V22 (o
0 -’ )
Taking the supremum over u € [0, u,] then yields the linear integral inequality:
z(u) < Mu) + u(u)/ /)22 (u ) du! (4.133)
o

where:

AMu) =Cé sup ||b||L4(5iyu)—|—Cé|u|*3/2d(u)(51/2|u0|71@%(ﬂ)—I—E(u)) (4.134)

u€[0,u,]
and:
v(u) = Colu|~*a(u) (4.135)
Setting
Z(u) = / |W/|V22(u')du',  we have Z(ug) =0 (4.136)
uo
and takes the form:
az
- < [u'2(\ +vZ) (4.137)
u

Integrating from wug we obtain:
Z(u) < / exp < / |u”|1/2y(u")du”> [/ V2N )du' Y € [ug, 5*] (4.138)
ug u’
From and we have:

/|u//|1/2]/(u//)du// _ 05/ |u”|_1d(u”)du”

Clu| '8 2(RE° () + O(5'/))
1 (4.139)

IAIA

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, RF°. Therefore:

Z(u) < C/ W |V2N(u ) du' Y € [ug, 5] (4.140)
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and substituting in yields:
z(u) < Au) + C’V(u)/ [/ |V 2A()du Y € [ug, ] (4.141)
ug

Moreover, since
u
| W legs, e
U
setting, in analogy with L1300

z(u) = sup ||VhllLes,.) (4.142)

u€[0,u, ]

substituting .140] in 1129 and taking the supremum over u € [0, u,] yields:

|u|3/2g(u) < C|u0|—151/2zp<11(ﬂ)+c§(u)+0/ Iu'|1/2>\(u’)du’ . Yu € [ug, s¥]

’ (4.143)
We shall now derive an appropriate estimate for {(n). To do this we recall
that along C,,, condition B.77 holds:

n=-n : along Cy (4.144)
Thus, the first of .11 simplifies along C,,, to:
DYn=—a-Yn+b : along Cy, (4.145)

Equivalently, the first of [.120] simplifies along C,,, to:

(DYn)as + %Qtrx(Wn)AB = —QX5(Y)ac +bas (4.146)

We apply Lemma 4.6 with Y7 in the role of # and b in the role of £&. Here r = 2,
v=—1,v=—-0I ® ¢! Taking p =4 we obtain:

19015500 < C [ Iolcncsy oy (4.147)
which, in view of L144] implies:

Pl(n) < Cluel/?6"* sup [|bl|zas, )

w€[0,u,] -

(4.148)

We shall now derive bounds for b and b in L*(S, ). From the expressions
for DY, DV of Lemma 4.1 we have, pointwise on Sy v,

|DY| < 3IV()|,  [DV] < 3[W2x)|

hence:

DVl zacs,.) < 3IME N Lacs,0> 12V lIzacs, ) < IV L4(s,,.) (4.149)
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Writing
Y(€2x) = Q(Vx + (dlog ) ® x)
from Proposition 4.1, [£RT] and the bounds we obtain:

IV |Las,.y < C5 V2 [ul*2Ri(@) + O(lu|~>/%)
V(u,u) € D' (4.150)

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on Dg§°, Rg°. Also, writing

V() = Q(Vx + (dlog ) @ x)

from Lemma 4.8 and [£.96] we obtain:

IV llLa(s,.) < C82lul=52(Pi(trx) + PH(X))
+C8|u|~ T2k + O(8|ul~7/?) + C&* 2 |u| R ()
Y(u,u) € D} (4.151)

Let us denote from now on by O(6P|u|"), for real numbers p, r, the product of

0P|u|" with a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of the quantities
D°, R, and P}, R, where:

P = max{Pi(trx), (1)} (4.152)
Ri = max{Ri(a), Ri(8), Ri(p), Ri(0), Ri(B) Ri(e)} (4.153)

With this notation 151 simplifies to:

IO L5, < C8Y2ul =2 PHtry) + PHR))
+C8u| =2k + O(6]u|7T/?)
V(u,u) € D} (4.154)
Note that the dependence on the constant k is, and must be, kept explicit.
Using 150, the first of 149 the second of the definitions 1], and [ZXT]
together with the bounds .76 we obtain from the third of
IBll (s, < OO [ul72RIB) + O(|lul~"/?)
V(u,u) € D' (4.155)

Also, using [£.154] the second of 149] the fifth of the definitions E.1] and 48Tl
together with the bounds .76, we obtain from the fourth of

1Blas, < Colul=2 {RUB) + (RE(8) + 0@ Pi(txx) + PhR) }
+C 2 u| T2 (REF(B) + O(6"/))k + O(8%/|ul ~11/?)
(

Y(u,u) € D} 4.156)
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Hence (see [LT31)):

Bw) < Colul 2 {RB) + (RE(B) + 0(6")(Ph(try) + PLX)) |
+C8 2 [ul (R () + O(8"/2))k + O(5*/2u %)
Yu € [ug, s*] (4.157)

Substituting 148 [I55] and EI57 in EI134] and recalling f.122] we obtain:

Au) < C32Jul=2Ry(8) + O(fu|~7/)
FOR 2R3 (0) + 08" 2)) (R (8) + O(8 )
Yu € [ug, ™ (4.158)

Substituting in A.147] and noting that from and
ul??u(u) = Cda(u) < C8Y2ul Y (RE () + O(5/?)) < 1 4.159
0
provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg§°, Rg°, yields:

2(u) < OOV PRIB) + Ob]ul~7?)
Ol VAR () + O )(R(B) + O(6Y2))k
Yu € [ug, s*] (4.160)

Also, substituting 148 [£153] and [Z157 158, in 143 yields:

2(u) < C8ulTRY(B) + O(6fulT?)
+C8 P u| (R (B) + O(8'/%))k
Yu € [ug, ™ (4.161)

In conclusion, recalling the definitions [2.130], of z(u), z(u), we have estab-
lished the following lemma.

Lemma 4.9 We have:
IVillacs,.) < C8Y2ul52REB) + O(S|ul =)
+CP u| TR (a) + O(6"2)) (R (B) + O(5"/2))k
Vil acs, ) < COY2ul>2Ri(B) + O(0|ul~7/?)
+C8 2|2 (RG(B) + O(6"/%))k

for all (u,u) € Df*, provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on Dg§°, Rg°.
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4.5 L*(S) estimates for dw, dw

We proceed to derive an L*(S) estimate for dw on M; . Using this estimate we
shall derive an L*(S) estimate for dlogQ in M; which, with a suitable choice
of the constant k, improves the bound This shall enable us to show that
s* = wup so that the previous lemmas actually hold on the entire parameter
domain Dy, and, since (uq,u1) € D’ is arbitrary, the estimates hold on all of
D', that is, on all of M’. We shall then derive an L*(S) estimate for dw on M’.

Lemma 4.10 We have:
Ifwllacs, ) < Colul~PRi(p) + O ?[u]~%/?)
+C(53|u|_13/2(7€0 (ﬁ)+0(61/2)) k

for all (u,u) € D3, provided that d is suitably small depending on Dg°, RE°.
Proof: We apply f to equation [[.TOT7 to obtain, by virtue of Lemma 1.2, the
following propagation equation for dw along the generators of each Ci:

Dflw = Q71 (4.162)
where:
I = =2(—mn) -Vo+2n-Yn—dp
+(n+ n)(=[nl* +2(n,n) — p) (4.163)

Here we have also used L8T] To L1622 we apply Lemma 4.6 with dw in the role
of 8 and Q21 in the role of £&. Here » = 1, v = 0, v = 0. Taking p = 4 we obtain:

Mellzrcs, <€ [ Wlisisy e’ = Vww) € D (4.164)

Using the L*(S) estimates for Y, Yi of Lemma 4.9 as well as the third of the
definitions 1] we obtain, for all (u,u) € D§

Uzssu.n < Jul77*Ri(p) + O 2[u| =72
+C8%u| B RE(B) + O(6Y%))%k (4.165)

provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R§°. Substituting this in
164 yields the lemma.

Lemma 4.11 There is a numerical constant C' such that with
k= CTRi(p) +O(6?)
we have s* = u; and the estimate:

14108 Ql L4(s,..) < COlul~>*Ri(p) + O *|ul =)
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holds for all (u,u) € D, provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°,
R
Proof: By Lemma 1.2 and the second of the definitions

DdlogQ = dw (4.166)

To this we apply Lemma 4.7 with dlog€) in the role of  and dw in the role of
£ Herer =1,v =0,y =0. Taking p = 4 and taking into account the fact that
dlog Q Vanlshes on Cy, (see B44) we obtain:

|U|1/2||d10g9||L4(sﬂ,u) < O/ |U’|1/2|\M||L4(Sﬂ,u)dul (4.167)
uo

Substituting the L*(.9) estimate for dw of Lemma 4.10 we obtain:

Idlog Qlacs, .y < Colul"*Ri(p) + O(8|ul~"/?)

+O8 Ju| (R (B) + O(6Y2))k
Y(u,u) € D} (4.168)

In reference to this estimate, let:

a = CRp)+0(6'?)

b = C(RE(B)+0(5%))? (4.169)
The estimate implies:
Ilog Q| as, ) < d(a+6°bk)u|~>/> : V(u,u) € D} (4.170)
Choosing:
k=2a (4.171)
we have:
a+ 6%bk < 2a  provided that 2b52 < 1 (4.172)

The last is a smallness condition on ¢ depending on D§°, R°. The estimate
4170 then implies:

|dlog Qlpacs, .y < kolul =2+ V(wu) € D§ = [0,1] x [0,8]  (4.173)

hence by continuity 4.95] holds for some s > s* contradicting the definition of

s*, unless s* = uy. This completes the proof of the lemma.

Since by the above lemma D§ = Dj, with k as in the statement of Lemma
4.11, the results of Lemmas 4.8, 4.9 and 4.10 hold for all (u,u) € D;. Since
(uy,u1) is arbitrary, these results hold for all (u,u) € D’. Moreover, by virtue
of the L*(S) estimate for dlog () of Lemma 4.11, we can now estimate (see third
of E102):

Izll s,y < COlul =2 R (p) + O(5*?[ul ~11/?) (4.174)
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Using this bound in place of the bound 104l we deduce, following the argument
leading to the estimate [£1T5),

Idtrx'llLags,..) < Colul"™? {Ri(p) + (1 + D5°(%) + O(6)) (P (trx) + PL(X))}
+0(8*2[u|=%?)  : Y(u,u) € D’ (4.175)

Also, applying Lemma 4.7, taking p = 4, with WX in the role of @, ¢ in the role
of v and h - dx’ + s in the role of £, to the second of .10} in wh1ch case r = 3,
v = 0, and using the estimates [ and EI75] we deduce:

VK llLa(s,..) < COM2[ul~>PP(R) + O(S|ul~™?) (4.176)

We thus arrive at the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2  The following estimates hold for all (u,u) € D":

Itexlzacs, .0 < C8lul ™2 {Ri(p) + (1 + D (%) + O(6)(Pi(try) + PL(R))}
+O(6%2[u]7%/2)
(

IV&l1(s,.) < COV2u|2PH(R) + O(Slul~"/?)
IVilcas,y < C82ul=>*Ri(8) + O(6lul =)
IVillras, < C82ul=>*Ri(B) + O(6lul~?)
delizas,. < Colul""*Ri(p) + O *|ul /)

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, RF.

Proposition 4.3 We have:
|| La¢s,..) < Clul =2 Ri(p) + O *Jul~2) : V(u,u) € D'

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on Dg°, Rg°.
Proof: We apply  to equation [[.TO] to obtain, by virtue of Lemma 1.2, the
following propagation equation for dw along the generators of each Oy

Ddw = 0?1 (4.177)

where:

L = 2n—n) - Yn+2n-Yn—dp
+(n+ n)(=[nl* +2(n,n) — ) (4.178)

(Equation 177 is the conjugate of equation [£1621) To [£177 we apply Lemma
4.7 with dw in the role of § and Q2] 1ntheroleof§ Herer=1,vr=0,7=0.
Recalling that w vanishes on C,,,, we obtain, taking p = 4,

2l 5 < C [ 2l s, (4.179)
ug
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Substituting the L*(S) estimates for Wi, Vi of Proposition 4.2 as well as the
third of the definitions [4.I] we obtain, for all (u,u) € D":

25, < [ul/2RE(p) + O(8/2|ul =) (4.150)

Substituting this in L.179 yields the proposition.

4.6 L*(S) estimates for Dw, Dw

Proposition 4.4  The following estimates hold for all (u,u) € D’

|Dw|rags,..) < CO Hul**RE(Dp) + O(ju|~>/?)

1Dwllres, ) < COlul~2RE (p) + O(8%|u| =)

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on Dg°, Rg°.
Proof: By the commutation formula [[L91] we have:

DDw = DDw + 29%*(n — n)* - dw (4.181)

and Dw is given by equation [[T07 Applying D to equation [[LT07 and using
the first of equations [[L41] we obtain:

DDw = Q*{2((n—n), Dn) + 2(n, D)
—4Q(n,x* - n) +2Qn.x* - n)
+2w(2(n, 1) — n|* = p) — Dp} (4.182)

Substituting for D7, Dy from [[82] [LT74] we obtain the following propagation
equation for Dw:
D(Dw) = Q0?n (4.183)

where:

n = —Dp+6(n—n)* dw+2Q(n—2n,5) (4.184)
—6Q(n — 1, X" - n) + 2w(2(n,n) — [n]* - p)

To EI83] we apply Lemma 4.7 with Dw in the role of § and Q2?n in the role of
§. Here r =0, v =0, v = 0. Taking into account the fact that Dw vanishes on
C\y, and setting p = 4 we obtain:

|u|—1/2||Dw||L4(SE’u) < C/ |ul|_1/2|‘QHL4(Sg,u’)du/ (4.185)
uo

Using the L*(S) estimate for dw of Proposition 4.3 as well as the first of the
definitions we obtain, for all (u,u) € D',

Il a5, ) < €O~ ul3/>RA(Dp) + O(|ul~2) (4.186)
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Substituting this in I8 yields the L*(S) estimate for Dw of the proposition.
Next, we deduce the conjugate of equation 183, which is the following
propagation equation for Dw:

D(Dw) = Q*n (4.187)
where:

n = —Dp—6(n—n)-dw—20(—2n,0) (4.188)
+6Q(n —n,x* - 1) + 2w(2(n,n) — [n|* = p)

To EI87 we apply Lemma 4.6 with Dw in the role of § and Q2n in the role of
£ Herer =0, v =0, v =0. Setting p = 4 we obtain:

1Delis, <€ [ Inlliags, i (4.189)
i .

Using the L*(S) estimate for dw of Proposition 4.2 as well as the third of the
definitions we obtain, for all (u,u) € D',

mllza(s,..) < 1DpllLacs, ) + O(6]u|~%/2) (4.190)

Now, according to the eighth of the Bianchi identities of Proposition 1.2:
Do+ S0y = - {divi+ (- .0+ 3 (5.0 (4.191)
Hence, by the results of Chapter 3 and the fifth of the definitions ] we have:
1Dl (s, 0y < Clul /2R () + O(3[ul~/2) (4.192)

Substituting this in 2190 and the result in L1879 yields the L*(S) estimate for
Duw of the proposition.
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Chapter 5

The Uniformization
Theorem

5.1 Introduction. An L*(S) estimate for K — K

The arguments of the next two chapters use elliptic theory on the surfaces
Sy,u- In particular, the estimates of the next chapter use L* elliptic theory
on these surfaces. To derive the necessary estimates we rely on the conformal
properties of the elliptic systems under consideration and make essential use
of the uniformization theorem to reduce the problem to one on the standard
sphere. The uniformization theorem states that the 2-dimensional Riemannian
manifold (Sy,u, ¢) is conformal to the standard sphere. Now, the uniformization
theorem has been established in [C-K] under the assumption that the Gauss
curvature K of ¢ belongs to L>°(S,,,,) and the bounds for the conformal factor
derived there depend on |K — K|[1 (s, ,)- Here, for an arbitrary function f

defined on M’ we denote by f the function which on each Su,u is the mean value
of f on Sy,.. By the Gauss Bonnet theorem:

/ Kdpg = 4m (5.1)
Suru
hence: A
— T
Area(Sy,u) (5.2)

We may derive an L> bound for K on S, , through the Gauss equation [LTI32]
which we may write in the form:

1 1, .
K+ Ztrxtrx - 5(){,&) =—p (5.3)
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In fact, from the 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th of the bounds and the 3rd of the
definitions [3.4] we have:

1
o

| < Ol RS (@) (R (0) + DF () + R ()} + 000l ™) (5.4

This estimate is however not suitable for our present purposes, because in the
present situation the quantities Dg° and Rg° are allowed to be as large as we
wish. The appropriate bound for K is the L? bound to be derived in the present
section. In the next section an appropriate version of the uniformization theorem
will be deduced, which relies only on such an L? bound for K.

We begin with the following proposition. We define:

Role) = sup (ul3]¥20]2(c.) (5.5)

ue|up,C
where the L? norm on C,, is with respect to the measure:
dpgdu

Thus, for any S tensorfield 8 we have:

g *
||9H2 _ / |9|2 o fo (fsu,u |9|2dﬂg) du TouE [UO,C — 6]
12(C,) = = A ) )
() Cu 0 (fsbu |9|2d,u¢) du : we(c*—9,c¢)
(5.6)

for ¢* > ugp + 9, and:

10122, = / 0 = / (/ |92|du¢> cwelue)  (5.7)
Cu 0 Suu

for ¢* < up+6 (seeB2 B3land Figures 1.1, 1.2). By the results of Chapter 2, the
quantity corresponding to Rz(a) on C,,, obtained by replacing the supremum
on [ug,c*) by the value at wug, is bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing
continuous function of My.

Proposition 5.1 We have:

VIV Do, ) IV 20 Bags, ) < 67121 Rel) + O(ful =)

for all (u,u) € D', provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R .
Proof: We apply Y to the system In view of Lemma 4.1 we obtain the
following linear system of propagation equations for ¥ 2try’, ¥2x’ along the
generators of the C,:

DY *try/ f-¥2tx +g- V2 +1
Dy72)2’ = h-Wztrx’—l—i-sz(/—i-s/ (5.8)
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where:

o= Wi (V). dtex) + VI - drx” + Vg - YR
s = Vs + (YQ), YX') + Vh - ditrx” + Vi - VX' (5.9)
Here we denote by (, ) a bilinear expression with coefficients which depend
only on ¢.
By Lemma 4.2 with the (symmetric) 2-covariant S tensorfield Y ?try’ in the
role of 6,

D(|V 2trx/[?) + 2Qtrx |V 2trx[? = 2(V *trx’, DY 2trx) + 2(Qx, ¥V *trx’, V2 try’)

Here we denote by (, , ) a trilinear expression with coefficients which depend
only on ¢. From the first of .8 and the first of LT3
(V2try', DY %trx’) = —Qtry|V2te)/|? + (Ve , 7' + g - V2Y)

< Qx| VX P+ ¥ 2t (] + |9l V2D
Since also |(QX, ¥ 2try/, ¥ 2try’)| < CQ|x||V 2trx’|?, we obtain:
DY *trx/[?) + 4Qtrx| ¥ *tex/ 2 < 2|7 26| (17| + |9l X)) + 2CQ1 1]V 2erx|?

(5.10)
By Lemma 4.2 with the 4-covariant S tensorfield ¥ 2y’ in the role of 6,

D(IV2X|?) + 4Qtrx|V2X'[* = 2(V X, DY *X) + 2(2%, VX', V 2X)
From the second of
(V2X,DY?X) = (V2X,8 +h- VX' +i-V?X)
[V 2X1(8| + [RIW 2trx| + il 72 X))
Since also |(Qx, V2¢, Y2¢')| < CQIX||V2X'|?, we obtain:

DV2X'[?) +4Qtrx|V2X[P < 202X (1'] + Rl ¥ *tex/| + [il 7 2X'])
+2CQIX|| VX' (5.11)

IN

Let us define the non-negative function:
U = VIV X2+ [V 2 (5.12)
By BI0, 101 and the pointwise bounds 80, 1’ satisfies the inequality:

D(¥"?) + 4Qtrxy? < 2CQ[R |y + 20/ ('] + |5']) (5.13)

We then apply Lemma 4.4 with p =2, A\ =4, 1 = C, and p = |r'| +|¢/|, to
obtain:

9500 < € [ {7 lezcsy o + 1 osy 0 ' (514)
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In reference to the first of 5.9 we have, for all (u,u) € D’

(V20 x| 22 (5 ) < CHV) L850 16X | (5, ) < O[] ™)
(5.15)
by Proposition 4.1, and:

IVf - x| z2cs, ) < CIVAUX) [ Lags, o) 160X (| 2a¢s, ) < O(ul =)
1V - VX' 22 (50 ) < CIVI) 22 (50 0) VX 1 L2(5, ) < O u|7?) (5.16)

by the first two of .79 and Proposition 4.1. Also, in view of the fact that from
8T we can express:

Y7 log0 = L (Vn+ Vi) (5.17)

we obtain, by Proposition 4.1 and the 3rd and 4th of the estimates of Proposition
4.2:
V7l 22 (50,0) < O3 [ul ™) (5.18)

Consequently:
17"l 22(s,.0) < O |u|7%) (5.19)

In reference to the second of 5.9 we have, for all (u,u) € D"

IV, VXl z2(5,.0) < CIVIO N La(sy, ) VK I L1(50.0) < O ul ™)
(5.20)
by Proposition 4.1, and:

19 125y < CUNI (s X 50y < O 2]ul~4)
19 205 ) < CIVQON (50 i IV 505, ) < O ful =) (5.21)

by the third and fourth of and Proposition 4.1. Also, in view of .17 we
obtain, by Proposition 4.1 and the 3rd and 4th of the estimates of Proposition
4.2:

W5 22500y < IV 2l 25,00 + OB 2[ul ™) (5.22)
Consequently:

18" 2(50,0) < IV 2@llz2(s,,0) + OO Hul %) (5.23)
Substituting the estimates and in [B.14] and noting that:
w w 1/2
[ 192l o < ([C19%als, ) <8219 %0l
we obtain, in view of the definition [5.0]
19 2250,y < 672 |ul > Ra(@) + O(|ul ) (5.24)
for all (u,u) € D’. Since

||7//||%2(s£,u) = ||Y72trX/||i2(S£,u) + ||Y72)A(/||%2(S£,u)
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5.24] is the estimate of the proposition.

Let now RS pp be the components of the intrinsic curvature of S, . with
respect to a Jacobi field frame defined in a neighborhood of a generator of C,,,
as in the proof of the first part of Lemma 4.1. Then we have:

(DR)(Z;DB = D(RgDB) = WDDVgA - WBDFgA (5-25)

hence, if Ricap = RS, are the components of the Ricci curvature of Sy, in
the same frame,

(DRlic)ap = D(Rlicap) = Yo DV — VDV (5.26)
Since Sy, is 2-dimensional,
Ripp = K(654a5—034ap), Bicap = Kdap, K =(4"")""Ricap (5.27)
where K is the Gauss curvature of Sy . Thus, we have (by the first of B5):
DK = _D((¢)" Bicap)
. 1, .
= —Ox*PRicap + 5(54 4P (DRjic)ap
1 .
= —QtryK + §(gf_1)AB(DH/Lc)AB

Hence, from [5.26]

1,,. 1
DK + QtrxK = 2 (471" Yo DYSp — 5V DY 54
Substituting the expression for DT of the first part of Lemma 4.1 we then obtain:

DK + QtryK = Y2V (Qxan) — A(Qry)

DK + trxK = divdiv(2x) — A(Qry)
divi (20) — 3 (@) (5.25)

This is the propagation equation for the Gauss curvature along the generators
of the C,,.

By 5.2
DK = —LDArea(S )
~ (Arca(Sy.))? .
and we have
DArea(Sy,u) = / Otrxdpy = QtryArea(Sy,u) (5.29)
Su,u
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hence: o o
DK = —Qtry K (5.30)

From [5.28 and [5.30 we obtain the following propagation equation for K — K
along the generators of the Cy,:

DK —K)+Qtry(K — K) = —(Qtry — Qtry)K
+divdiv (Qx) — %ﬁ(ﬂtrx) (5.31)

To this equation we apply Lemma 4.6, taking p = 2. Herer =0, v = -2, v = 0.
We obtain:

du’ (5.32)

1K =Rl < €[ 1@t - Tm0Rsa,,)
0

L . 1
+C [ ldivdiv (00 - 5 AO0 25,
i .

From the first two of the bounds [4.70!

'Qtr - |—2|' < Clu| (R (@) + O(3|u|2) (5.33)
u
hence also: )
]—mrx - 1| = Clul #(RE ) + Ol )
It follows that:
9ty — D] < Clul 2 (RE ()2 + O(0ul ) (5.34)

Together with and the lower and upper bounds for Area(S,,) of Lemma
4.3 this implies that:

[(Qtrx — Qtrx) K| £2(s,,,) < O(ul ™)
therefore the first integral on the right in is bounded by O(8|u|73). Also,
by Proposition 5.1 together with expression [0.17 and Proposition 4.2:

i

Idbvaiv (%) -

therefore the second integral on the right in[5:32is bounded by C'§/2|u| >Ry (a)+
O(5]u|=3). We thus arrive at the following proposition.

AQrX) [ L2(s,.) < C6V|ul > Re(a) + O(ju|~?)

Proposition 5.2 We have:
1K = K| 12(5,,.) < C8"2[ul*Re(@) + O(S]ul =)

for all (u,u) € D', provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, Rg°.
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5.2 Sobolev inequalities on S. The isoperimetric
constant

In the following we shall make use of the Sobolev inequalities of Sy .. These
inequalities are all derived from the isoperimetric Sobolev inequality (see [O])

of Sy If f is an arbitrary function which is integrable and with integrable
derivative on Sy, then f is square-integrable on S, . and we have:

/S U PPy <180 ( /S

2
|¢lf|d,“;é> (5.35)

Here 1(Sy,) is the isoperimetric constant of Sy .

B min{Area(U), Area(U°)}
1(Su,u) = Sgp (Perimeter(0U))2

(5.36)

where the supremum is over all domains U with C! boundary OU in Su,u, and
U¢ = Sy \ U denotes the complement of U in Sy .

Lemma 5.1  Let (S,4) be a compact 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold
and & a tensorfield on S, of arbitrary type, which is square integrable and with
square integrable first covariant derivative. Then for each 2 < p < 0o £ € LP(S5)
and we have:

(Area($)) /7€l ncs) < Coy/V(S) € llwacs)
Here C), is a numerical constant depending only on p,
I'(S) = max{I(S), 1}
where I(S) is the isoperimetric constant of S, and we denote:

I€llwz sy = [IVE ] L2(s) + (Area(S)) ™2 |1€] 12 (s)

where Yis the covariant derivative operator associated to the metric ¢.

Proof: We first establish the lemma in the case of functions ¢ on S. In reference
to B35, which holds for an arbitrary compact 2-dimensional manifold (.5, ¢),
since

I z2cs) = |F1(Area(S)) 2, [F] < (Area(S) ™! fllLis) (5.37)

b.35 implies:

1£llz2s) < VTS f lws) (5.38)

where we denote:

£ lwacsy = 1dFlLrs) + (Area(S)) ™ 2| fll is) (5.39)
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Af being the differential of f on S.
We now rescale the metric ¢ on S, setting:

¢ = (Area(S))"'¢ so that dpy = (Area(S))'dpuy

(5.40)

to a metric é of unit area. Taking into account the fact that relative to the new

metric, we have, in arbitrary local coordinates on .S,

82 = (5142040050 = Area(S)(§ ) 0a00p0 = Area(S)|dgl}  (5.41)

we obtain:
IPlwzs.g) = 19l (s,
and we have:

||¢||W12(S,§) = ||d¢||L2(5,,}) + ||¢||L2(5,,})

Moreover, [£.38 and [£.39 read relative to ¢:

£l 2253 < VIO lwas.g)

(the isoperimetric constant is invariant under rescalings) and:

”f”Wll(S,g})
‘We now set:
9|

~ 1
¢ =
\/ II(S) H(ZS”WI?(S,,})

Then (;3 >0 and:
~ 1
¢ =

I ”Wf(S»ﬂ) I/(S)

Taking f = ¢*, k > 1, in [5.44] we obtain:
||¢;k||L2(5,,}) < \/ II(S)H(Z;]C”WII(S@
Since d(¢*) = k¢* i we have:

||d(¢;k)||L1(s,g) < k”ékil”m(s@||d¢;||L2(5,,})

and:

||QB||L1(S)$;) = ”95]671(5”[,1(57;}) < ||(5k71”LHS’,;})”QZ}HLQ(S,;Z)

hence, adding,
Tk Tk—1 7
||¢ ||W11(S,2$) < k||¢ ||Lz(s);)||¢||wlz(57;,)
Substituting [5.47] in 5.49] and the result in [5.4]] yields:

16" 125 < RN6" 1255
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which is equivalent to:

1-(1/k

||¢~5||L2k(5,5) < kl/kHQ;”Lg(k,l) (5-50)

) ~
(S,9)
We now set:

k=2,3,4,..

For k = 2 we have 2(k—1) = 2 and taking f = ¢ in 5441 we obtain, by [5.46] and
b4

) 1 0lesg  N9lwsg)
18025y = b Ty O
L2(S,4) \/Tl(S) ||¢||WE(S7;3) ||¢||W12(s,,2)

From [5.50] we then obtain:

7 1/2
||¢||L4(S,;}) < 2 /

and in general, for any k = 2, 3,4, ... the recursive inequality [5.50] implies:
191l L2 (5 7y < C (5.52)
where C}, is defined by the recursion:
Cr=k""Cyy, Cr=1

hence:
k

cr =[]+ (5.53)

j=2

Moreover, since (S, ¢) has unit area the norm || f| Le(s,g) for a given function f
is a non-decreasing function of the exponent p. Therefore implies that for
any 2 < p < oo: ~
||¢||LP(S,,}) < OI/J (5.54)
where C), = C}, with k the smallest integer such that p < 2k.
In view of the definition [5.46] the inequality [5.54] is equivalent to:

||¢||Lp(s,$}) < O;; \ II(S)H(b”Wl?(s,,}) (5-55)

Morever, by and the fact that:
191l o5 3) = (Area(S)™V7(I6]l Locs.g) (5.56)

the inequality is equivalent to:
(Area(9)) " P[|6]l Lo(s.g) < Co/T () 6lw2(s.g) (5.57)

This establishes the lemma in the case of functions ¢. To deduce the lemma for
tensorfields £ of arbitrary type, we set:

6= 1/e+ ¢ (5.58)
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where € is a positive constant. We then have:

(& YE)y

22 4 Jef2

hence:
ldely < |VElg (5.59)

The general form of the lemma then follows taking the limit ¢ — 0.

Lemma 5.2  Let (S,¢) be a compact 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold
and £ a tensorfield on S, of arbitrary type, which belongs to LP(S) and with
first covariant derivative which also belongs to L?(S), for some p > 2. Then
& € L*>(S) and we have:

sup [¢] < Cp\/T'(S)(Area(S)) /2= 0/P g lyp )

Here C) is a numerical constant depending only on p, and we denote:

I€llwz(s) = I¥E] Lr(s) + (Area(S)) ™/ ?[1€]| Lr(s)

Proof:  The proof is an adapation of an argument found in [G-T]. We first
establish the lemma in the case of functions ¢ on S. Following the proof of
Lemma 5.1 we now set:

. 1
RV (1T o (500
L(S) 19wy s.g)
Then (;3 >0 and:
: 1
||¢HW1P(S7‘}) = II(S) (5.61)
Taking f = ¢*, k > 1 in .44 we obtain:
H(lzkHLz(S@) < \/ I/(S)H(l;knwll(s,g) (5'62)
Since d(¢F) = k¢*dp, we now have, by Holder’s inequality:
||d((l~5k)”L1(s_j) < k||¢?k_1HLP/(S_’&)||¢Z¢~SHLP(S_’&) (5-63)
and:
181153 = 1630153 < 16 s N0 (5.64)
where p’ is the conjugate exponent:
1 1
-+ —==1 5.65
p v (5:65)
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Hence, adding,
168w csgy < MIE o (5.1 lhwr s (5.66)
Substituting [5.61] in [5.66] and the result in [5.62] then yields:
Tk Tk—1
1640 a5 3y < K1 oo

which is equivalent to:
b 1—(1/k)
19l ov s 3y < K190 5 (5.67)

This implies:
1/k (1/k)
||¢||L2k(s¢) < k ||¢||Ll‘7lk(5¢) (568)

for, by virtue of the fact that S has unit area with respect to é, the norm
7 Lo(s, for a given function f is a non-decreasing function of the exponent
p. The ratio of the exponent on the left in 568 to the exponent on the right is
2/p’ > 1.

We now set:

2 n
k= (—/) cn=1,2,3,.. (5.69)

p

For n = 1 the exponent on the right in 568 is 2, and taking f = ¢ in [5.44] we
obtain, by B.GIE

1 ol (5.9 - ||¢HW1(S§) <

el < (5.70)
2SH = TS 1lwrisg — 1olwrsg
It follows from -B70 by induction on n, that for every n =1,2,3, ...:
~ 9 o m/p)m
||¢||L2(2/p’)" S, 4 < = (5'71)
(S.4) P
Taking the limit n — oo we then obtain:
Sl;p(é) <Gy (5.72)
where C), is the constant:
oo n—m 2/p")
9\ Doy M2/ 2\ @/rh-n2
%-(7) - (7) 1)
In view of the definition .60} is equivalent to:
/ ~
sup 0] < TS 6lhwps (5.74)
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Now, by £.40] 5411 we have:

H¢||W1P(57;}) = Hdﬁz’HLp(s,‘;) + H¢||Lp(57;})

= (Area(9)) VD= g o5 4) + (Area(S)) ™3| o (s.g)}
= (Area(9)) M2 =P) gl e s ) (5.75)

‘We thus conclude that:
sup |¢] < Cp/T'(S)(Area(8) 2=V 16w s.4) (5.76)

This establishes the lemma in the case of functions ¢. To deduce the lemma for
tensorfields £ of arbitrary type, we define ¢ according to Then in view of
.50 the general form of the lemma follows taking the limit ¢ — 0.

We see from Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 that the Sobolev inequalities of S, ., thus
involve the isoperimetric constant I(.S,,,) of S, .. Consequently, to make use of

these inequalities we must first obtain an upper bound for I(Sy,u). Considering
a given C,,, the derivation of this upper bound shall be based on upper and

lower bounds for the eigenvalues of the metric ¢(u) = @;gf‘s with respect to

the metric ¢(0) = glg, -
From -E34 and the first of [L41 we have:

S8 = 220 (w) .17

We consider the eigenvalues of ¢(u) with respect to ¢(0). Let A(uw) be the
smallest eigenvalue and A(u) be the largest eigenvalue.

Lemma 5.3 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 we have:
Aw) > 1= 0" 2lul™),  A(w) <140 2Jul™)

for all (u,u) € D',
Proof: Let us define:

_ M) e
p(u) = g Aw)A(u) (5.78)
and:
Ll e AW i@
viu) = 1(w) |X\sé([£):1g(_)(X’X) () AMw) (5:79)
‘We have: 5 ) 5
7 () = St (@é(ﬂ)) p(u) = (Qtrx) (w)p(u) (5.80)
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Integrating with respect to u and noting that p(0) = 1 yields:

) = exp ([ ) i) (5.51)
In view of the second of the bounds 76 we then obtain:
lu(w) — 1] < O(b]ul ™) (5.82)
To estimate v(u) we set:
g = I
g(u) = ) (5.83)
Then according to the definition
sup  (u)(X, X) = v(u) (5.84)
[XTg0)=1
From B.77 and we have:
Oy - L 0, 4 0
o’ = e Gwp o
IR TS .
or, simply: 5 )
8_g (u) = @(QX)(E) (5.85)

(20) (w) (X, X) (5.86)

Integrating with respect to u and noting that 54(0) (X, X) =1 yields:

Jw) (X, X) = 1+2/0 %d@ (5.87)
hence: o,
Ju)(X, X) <1+2 /O _'(W%Ef’x)'dg’ (5.88)

Now if £ is an arbitrary type 7} tensorfield on So,, then, in components with
respect to an arbitrary local frame field on Sg ,,,

€2 ) = (GW) A, 5, - (§(w) 4,5, (4 @) P (g7 @) PPl Evep
(5.89)
It follows that:

(M) (A W) P 1€l 0) < [ElGw) < AW (A@)PIEl o) (5.90)

162



In particular, taking £ = (Q2x)(u) (¢ =0, p = 2), we have:

[(20) (W) g = (A(w) (%) (w) (o) (5.91)
hence:
|(920) () (X, X)| < 1(2%) (@) lg(0) | X 50y = [(20) (W)l g0y < A(u)|(9>2)(u)|€é%2)

Substituting in[5.88 taking the supremum over X € 7,5y ,, such that [ X |4y =1
at each ¢ € Sy, and recalling .79 and (584 we obtain the following linear
integral inequality for v(u):

) < 142 [ 100w (5.9
0
which implies:

v < e (2 [ Q0Wl i) (5.94)

In view of the third of the bounds [L770 we then obtain (recall that by the
definition BT v(u) > 1):

1< v(u) <1+00?ul™h) (5.95)

Since from the definitions B.78] (.79 we can express:

1
Aw =22 A ) = pwr(w) (5.96)
the lemma follows from the bounds and

Lemma 5.4 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 we have:

I(Su,u) <

3

for all (u,u) € D', provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on R (). In
particular, the constant I'(S,,,) appearing in the Sobolev inequalities, Lemmas
5.1 and 5.2 is equal to 1.
Proof: A domain U, C S, with C* boundary U, is the image by @, of a
domain Uy C S, with C" boundary 0U.

We have:

Perimeter(0U,) = /

ds=/ ds(u), Perimeter(0Up) :/ ds(0) (5.97)
U, oy d

Uo

Here ds is the element of arc length of OU,, with respect to the metric g|g on

Su,us while ds(u) is the element of arc length of U, with respect to the metric
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g(u) on Sp, and ds(0) the element of arc length of OUy with respect to the
metric ¢(0) = g|g, = on So.u. Now:

ds(u) > v/ A(u)ds(0) (5.98)
hence:
Perimeter(0U,) > inf \/A(u)Perimeter(0Uy) (5.99)
0,u
Lemma 5.3 then implies:
Perimeter(9U,,) 1
W o q_ /21, 1—1 .
Perimeter(0Up) — L= 0@ ul™) (5-100)

provided that § is suitably small depending on R$°(a) (recall the second and
third of the bounds which come from Proposition 3.1).
On the other hand we have:

Area(UE)z/ dug:/ dfig(u), Area(Uo)z/ dfig(0) (5.101)
Uy Uo Uo

where dyu, is the area element of Sy, ., with respect to the induced metric g|g

while dyug(,) is the area element on Sp, induced by the metric ¢(u) and dg )
the area element on Sy, induced by the metric ¢(0) = ¢|5 . By BT

dpigew) = 1(w)digo) (5.102)
hence:
Area(Uy) < sup p(u)Area(Un) (5.103)
SO,u

The bound then implies:

Area(U,) .
Area(U) = 1T O(6[ul™") (5.104)
The inequalities and [5.104] together imply:
Area(U,) L B Area(Up)
< < /2(,1-1 '
(Perimeter(9Uy))? — (0@ )(Perimeter(an))2 (5.105)

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on R5°(ar) (recall the second and
third of the bounds L76l which come from Proposition 3.1). Similarly we obtain:

Area(Uy)
(Perimeter(9U,,))?

Area(U§)
(Perimeter(0Up))>?

< (14 O(8Y?u|™h) (5.106)

Therefore:

min{Area(Uy), Area(Uy)} . min{Area(Uy), Area(Uy)}
(Perimeter(0U,))? < (L+ 0@l ™) (Perimeter(0U,))?

(5.107)
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Taking the supremum over all domains U, with C! boundary 9U, in S, ., we
conclude that:

1(Suu) < (140" [ul~))I(So,u) (5.108)
Now: 1
I(So.u) = 5 (5.109)

So,u being a round sphere in Euclidean space, the supremum being achieved for
a hemisphere. The lemma then follows.

5.3 The uniformization theorem

We now turn to the uniformization problem. Given a 2-dimensional compact
Riemannian manifold (S, ¢) with S diffeomorphic to S? the problem is to find
a suitable function ¢ such that the conformally related metric

o

g=e 2% (5.110)

has Gauss curvature = 1, so that (S, ¢) is isometric to the standard sphere
(the unit sphere in Euclidean space). In [C-K] a solution to this problem was
obtained in the form of the following proposition (Lemma 2.3.2 of [C-K]).

Proposition 5.3 Let (5, ¢) be a 2-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold
with S diffeomorphic to S2. Then there exists a conformal transformation of
the metric

g= 02

such that K= 1. Moreover the conformal factor {2 can be chosen such that the
quantities Q,1, Qar, Q1 have upper bounds which depend only on upper bounds
for

di S
supr?| K], 71am( )
S T
Here, we denote:
Area(S)
r=4—-=
4

Qp =infrQ, Qy =suprf)
S S
Q) = sup Q?[dQ)
S

Also, for every 2 < p < oo the quantity

1/p
0y, = ( / Q3p+2|v29|p)
S
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has a bound which depends only on upper bounds for

di
sup r? | K|, 71&111(8)
S T

and on p. In addition, if with

k= infr’K,  ky = supr’K
5 s

we have k,, > 0 then the bounds on !, Q7, Q1 depend only on upper bounds
for k,!, kar, and the bound on Q2 ,, depends only on upper bounds for k!, ks
and on p.

As we have remarked in the introduction to the present chapter, we cannot
directly apply here the above proposition, because we do not possess the ap-
propriate L> bounds on K. We proceed instead as follows. We first define the
function w to be the solution of

Aﬁw:K—? such that =10 (5.111)
Then the conformally related metric
g =e*y (5.112)
has Gauss curvature K’ given by:
K'=e (K — fpyw) = e K (5.113)
Since, according to [(.2]
K= Tiz (5.114)

we shall obtain the required L*> bounds for K’ once we derive an appropriate
L bound for w.

Lemma 5.5 We have, for all (u,u) € D":

1
sup |w| < =log2
Suu 2

provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, RS, Pf, Ri, and Re ().
Proof: We start from the following basic integral identity for the Laplacian /A 4

acting on functions ¢ on the compact 2-dimensional manifold (S, ¢) (see Chapter
2 of [C-K]):

/ (V26 + K[ dug = / AP dug (5.115)
S S

We apply this to the function w obtaining, by virtue of equation [E.TT11

J TP+ Kol g = [ 11~ Ry (5.116)
S S
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Writing K = K + K — K we estimate:
/S K~ R l? < 1K — Rl acs) ]2 s) (5.117)

Now, by Lemma 5.1 with p = 4 applied to dw and Lemma 5.4:

ol Zacsy < Cr{llV2wllizs) + [ dwlZ2(s)} (5.118)
In view of B.1T4] 116 then implies:

(1= CrllE = Rllzacs)) (17 2l2as) + 2 IeliZags) ) < 1K = BliZags)
(5.119)
Now, by Proposition 5.2:

2| K — K[| 25y < C6Y*Ro() + O(6) (5.120)

It follows that if § is suitably small depending on DE°, R, P, Ry, and Ra(a),
then, in reference to the factror on the left in we have:

CTHK KHLz S

N =

and implies:
IV 2wllZacsy +r 2ol Zags) < 201K — K| Za(s) (5.121)

We now apply Lemma 5.1 with p = ¢ to dw. In view of Lemma 5.4 we obtain:

w1 2oy < Car® IV wllFo(s) + 2wl zacs) } (5.122)
Here ¢ is any real number greater than 2. Substituting [F.121] then yields:
ldwllzacsy < OqTQ/qHK — Kll12(s) (5.123)
< Cr®OTHCS PRy () + O(6)}

by £.1200 Next, we apply Lemma 5.1 with p = ¢ to w to obtain:

ol Zas) < Car gl Zacs) +r 2 llwll7z(s) b (5.124)

Now, since @ = 0 the isoperimetric inequality (.33 reduces in the case of w to:

wl|Z20s) < TS Ioll7r(s) (5.125)
Since
IA]|71(s) < Area(S)||dwl|F2(s)
BE.123 implies:

12 wllfas) < 47L(S)lIdwlZz(s) (5.126)
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Substituting this in [5.124] then yields, in view of Lemma 5.4,

lwlZagsy < Car/Ndw]|Zas) (5.127)

Hence, from [B.121t
|wllrasy < Cor®OTHK — K|z (5.128)
< CqT(Z/Q)fl{CélhRg(a) + 0(5)} (5129)

Combining with we obtain:
lwllwegs) < Cqr®P72{C6" 2 Ro(a) + O(6)} (5.130)

This holds for any 2 < ¢ < co. Taking then ¢ = 4 and applying Lemma 5.2
with p = ¢ we obtain, in view of Lemma 5.4,

sup lw| < Cr ' {C8Y?*Ry(r) + O(6)} (5.131)
S
The lemma then follows.

According to the above lemma we have:

1 w
NG <e¥ <V2 (5.132)

It follows that with

we have:
1. V2 (5.133)
V2T T '
Since according to BI113] B.IT4]
, 672“)
K' = — (5.134)
the inequalities and imply:
1
1 <rPK'<4 (5.135)
Therefore the quantities
kl = i]gfr’zK', Ky = sgpr’QK’ (5.136)
satisfy the bounds:
1
k. > T <4 (5.137)



We can then apply Proposition 5.3 to the Riemannian manifold (S, ¢’) to con-
clude that there exists a conformal factor €’ such that the metric

o

g= Q¢ (5.138)

o
has Gauss curvature K= 1 and the quantities Q% Q},, Qf, where

Q= igf Q' Q) =supr’ Y, (5.139)
s
0 = sgp Q2 dY |, (5.140)
are bounded by numerical constants, while for every 2 < p < oo the quantity
3p+2|yr /2 e
/ 1— ! !
QQ,p = (/SQ P+ |y7 Q |;Z,d,UJ£;/) (5141)
is bounded by a numerical constant depending only on p.
Setting , ,
QA =e? =p/"leV (5.142)
we have: , )
Q= igf eV, Q) =supe ¥ (5.143)
s

therefore the bounds on €, €, are equivalent to a bound for

sup |¢'] (5.144)
s

Moreover, we have: )
QL2 |y = e | (5.145)

therefore, modulo the bound for[5144] the bound for ] is equivalent to a bound
for

sup (|| 40) (5.146)
Finally, by we have:
’ 1/p
Q, = 72— (2/p) (/S P20 Y2y gl d¢/|z,dug,) (5.147)

It follows that, modulo the bounds for 5.146 and 5144, the bound for € , is
equivalent to a bound for

7"/27(2/]0)||W/2¢/||LP(S,¢’) (5.148)

Combining the conformal transformationsB.112 and [5. 138 we conclude that:

[e]

§= e = r2e? § (5.149)
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where:

p=¢ —w or ¢=log(r'/r) +¢ —w (5.150)
Lemma 5.5 together with the inequalities and the bound for E144] then
yield a bound for

sup ] (5.151)
S

by a numerical constant.
Let us define:

kg =" d)|| Lacs,g) (5.152)
Since by
fp = ' — flo, (5.153)
and by the bound for (140 and the inequalities and

r Y | Lo gy < C,
while by the estimate

1=/ || ]| as.g) Cqr OV Ra(ar) + O(6)}

<
< (5.154)

the last step provided that § satisfies the smallness condition of Lemma 5.5, we
conclude that, under the assumptions of Lemma 5.5, for every 2 < ¢ < oo k14
is bounded by a numerical constant depending only on q. We have thus arrived
at the following proposition.

Proposition 5.4  Let the assumptions of Lemma 5.5 hold. Then for each
(u,u) € D' the induced metric g on Sy, can be expressed in the form:

§=r* g
o ° o

where the metric ¢ has Gauss curvature K= 1, thus (Sy ., ¢) is isometric to
the standard sphere. Moreover there is numerical constant C, and, for each
2 < g < oo a numerical constant C; depending only on ¢, such that for all
(u,u) € D"

sup [¢)| < C
and:

kg =" D 4] Lacs gy < Cq
where:
Area(Sy,u, g)
47

T =

We shall now proceed to derive a bound for the quantity

k1oo = rSup il (5.155)
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as well as for the quantity kg 4, where, for any 1 < p < oo:

k2.p = 7”27(2/p)||y72¢||m(5,g)7 (5.156)

under the assumption that K € L4(S).
Now we already have a bound for 5146 by a numerical constant, and, in
view of the inequalities B.132 and [B.133] this is equivalent to a bound for

rsup || (5.157)

by a numerical constant. Therefore, in view of [£.153, we shall obtain a bound
for k1 o once we derive a bound for

rsup |l g (5.158)

Also, for any 2 < p < oo we already have a bound for (148 by a numerical
constant depending only on p, and, in view of the inequalities [5.132] and [5.133]
this is equivalent to a bound for

7”27(2/p)||y7/2¢/||m(5,¢) (5.159)

for any 2 < p < oo by a numerical constant depending only on p. Now, we have:

Y72 =V = A (5.160)

where A" =T — T is the difference of the connections associated to ¢’ and ¢, a
type Ty tensorfield on S, symmetric in the lower entries, and expressed in local
coordinates on S by:

NSy = 050pw + 6505w — (1P gapdpw (5.161)
We have, pointwise:
|A']y < Cldwly (5.162)
hence:
(V29! |g < V20" |g + Cldwl gl |4 (5.163)
In view of the bound for B.I57 it follows that:
V20 |Lo(s,g) < 1V 20 || Lo(s,g) + Cr ™ HIdwl| Logs,g) (5.164)
Thus, in view of 5. 154l with ¢ = p, the bound for implies a bound for
r2*(2/p)||y721//||m(s,,;) (5.165)

for every 2 < p < oo by a numerical constant depending only on p. Therefore,
in view of [.153 we shall obtain a bound for k3 4 once we derive a bound for:

7"3/2||772W||L4(5,¢,) (5.166)
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To derive bounds for E.I58 and 5160 in terms of || K — K[| 4(s,¢), e consider
again equation B.111l Now, the equation

Pyw=0p (5.167)

for a function w on S is conformally covariant; that is, if § = €2? ¢ then w
satisfies:
o o 2¢
A;w =p where p=e“?p (5.168)

Now, with ¢ = logr+ 1 and 1) being as in Proposition 5.4, (S, ¢) is isometric to
the standard sphere, therefore the standard LP Calderon-Zygmund inequalities

hold on (S, ¢):

72 . . <Gyl 7 . 5.169
1720l o+ Il o <GP, (5169)
for any 1 < p < oo, the constant C}, depending only on p.
We have:
K [Pdpe = eBP20| pPdpy = r?P 2PV plPdp (5.170)
hence: .
| 2| . < ,«2*(2/?)6(2*(2/10))%1||p|| 3 (5.171)
Lr(S,4) Lr(S,g)
Here and in the following we denote:
(VS Sup Y, Ym = igfw, oscy) = Yar — P, (5.172)
If € is a g-covariant tensorfield on .S, then
|§|§d/‘¢ - e_(pq‘2)¢|§|€duo - T—(pq—2)e—(pq—2)w|§|€dMO (5.173)
g 4 g 4
It follows that if pg > 2 we have:
p(@=C/P) g =(a= /PN | ¢ .
Lr(S,4)
< €llzr(s,g) < (5.174)
r—(@=(2/p)) o —(a=(2/P))¥m Il .
Lr(S,g)

1) and to £ =¥?2 w (¢ = 2) we obtain, for

Applying this to £ = dw (g
2 <p < oo,

||¢lw||Lp(s,g) S,«*(1*(2/p))e*(1*(2/p))¢m||¢lw|| ( ;) (5.175)
Lr(S,
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o 02
2 . < p—(2=(2/p) ,—(2=(2/P))¥m o 5.176
I V? wllLo(sg <7 ¢ ¥ el g (5:176)

Now, we have:
V20 =2 wt A (5.177)

where A=Y -7 is the difference of the connections associated to ¢ and ¢, a
type T4 tensorfield on S, symmetric in the lower entries, and expressed in local
coordinates on S by:

Nyp = —090p0 — 55080+ (¢ ") Pgandpe
= —050pY — 65080 + (471 Pdapdpy (5.178)
We have, pointwise: )
| Ay < Clly (5.179)
It follows that:

| A follzsg < Clldllzers.g el s,
Cr= Py o[l L2vs.g) (5.180)
From B.177 B.176] 5169 and 171l we then obtain:
IV 2wliir(sg < Cpe® PO o5 4)
+Or Py o ||| L0 5.9) (5.181)

We apply this to equation [[.I11] taking p = 4. Here p = K — K and from
Proposition 5.4 we have:

sup[¢p] <O, kg <C (5.182)
S

while from with ¢ = 8:
Idollzses,gy < Crm7H{C82Ro(er) + O(6)}
c’ (5.183)

provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, P}, Ri, and Ra(a).
We then obtain:

<
<

32|V 2w| pacs,g) < Cr¥2| K = K||pa(s,g) + Cr" (5.184)
Combining [5.184] with the bound for for p = 4 yields:
kaa < C{L+ 72| K — K| 15,4} (5.185)

Also, by Lemma 5.2 with p = 4 applied to dw, Lemma 5.4, and the estimates
with ¢ = 4 and [.184] we obtain:

rsup |dw| < Cr¥?||K — K| pa(s,4) + Cr (5.186)
s

hence, combining with the bound for E.I51 yields:
k1o < C{1+ 32| K — K| Lags.g} (5.187)
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5.4 L? elliptic theory on S

Consider now the equation
divg0 = f (5.188)

for a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfield # on S. Here f is a given
1-form on S. This is an elliptic equation for 6. In fact, the following integral
identity holds (see Chapter 2 of [C-K]):

SV + 210y =2 [ 113 (5.189)

Equation FI88is conformally covariant; that is, if ¢ = €2? ¢ then @ satisfies:

dﬁv;@ =} where })‘: e f (5.190)

Recall that with ¢ = logr + 9 and ¢ being as in Proposition 5.4, (S, ¢) is iso-
metric to the standard sphere. The operator div. from trace-free symmetric

2-covariant tensorfields to 1-forms on the standard sphere being a first order
elliptic operator with vanishing kernel, the following LP Calderon-Zygmund in-
o

equalities hold on (.5, ¢):

Y 60 o + 1|6 o <O f o 5.191

[ ”LP(S,g) [ HLP(S@ > p”fHLP(S.,g) ( )
and: 5

2729 o <(C W} o + J% ° 5.192

[ ||LP(S7¢) < Cpdl| HLP(S,;é) I ||LP(S7¢)} ( )

for any 1 < p < oo, the constants C),, depending only on p.

Applying BEITd to £ = 6 (¢ = 2), to £ =V 6 (¢ =3), and to £ =¥ * 0 (¢ = 4),
we obtain:

0 < = (2=2/p) o= (2=(2/P))¥m |9 3
10lLees,gy < 7 e [ ||Lp(sy¢)
| WQHLP(M) < r—(3—(2/p))e—(3—(2/p))wm” WHLP(S 3
[ V2 0lnis,y < v GG/ U=C@/m)vn) g2y (5.193)

Lr(5.9)

Also, applying BT to £ =f (¢ = 1) and to £ =Vf (¢ = 2) we obtain, for p > 2,

Il f ”LP(S;) < 7‘17(2/11)6(17(2/1?))#)1\/1” f ||LP(S.,¢)
| Yf ||LP(S ;) < T2—(2/p)e(1—(2/p))wM” vf ||LP(S,g) (5.194)
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Moreover, since f* r2e?¥ f, we have:

Yi= (VW + 2 e f)
hence, recalling the definition

| fllesgy < 2| fllres.g)
IVF leesgy < 122 { YV flliecs.g) + 20 kool fllLogs,g ) (5.195)
In view of 5193 - the inequalities [5.191] and imply, for any 2 < p <
00:
10]| Lo (s,9) < Cpre®=G/PIOSCEer £y g (5.196)
| WIILp(s,g) < CpeB=E/PNOSCw) £, s 4) (5.197)
and:

V2 0llris.g) <
Gyl (I s gy + 17 4 byl lars |
(5.198)
We have, in arbitrary local coordinates on S:

YVabpc— Y, 0c =AP 45 0pc+ AP 4c 08D (5.199)

o

o
where A, the difference of connections associated to ¢ and ¢ is given by [L.178
It follows that:

IVl r(s,g) < | VOllLe(s,g) + Cll A oo, 101l Lr(s,4) (5.200)
and from and the definition we obtain:
| A s,y < Cr V00 (5.201)
From [(.200, and [(.197 we then obtain:
V9]l o (s) < Cpe®BPIOSU (1 4 ey ) £l Los, ) (5.202)

Next, we have:

Ya¥e0cp— Y, Vg 0cp

= Ya(Vp 0cp+ AP e Opp+ AP pp Ocp)— V4V bcp
=AY 5V Ocp+ AP 4o Vg 0p+ A 4p V5 OcE

+ AEBC WAQED‘F AEBD WAQCE + HEDWA AEBC +90EWA AEBD
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Substituting from [5.199 we then obtain:

V20— 20 = (A, W) + (VA.0) + (A, &, 0) (5.203)
where:
(&, W)apcp = AOEAB Yebcp+ AOEAC Ve0rp+ AOEAD Vslce
+ AOEBC Yabep+ AOEBD Yabcr
(VA.0upcp = O50Va AOEBC +0c0EYVa AOEBD
(&, ﬁ, 0)apcp = _(AOEABAOFEC + AOE,achOFBE)HFD
_(AOEABAOFED + AOEADAOFBE)GCF
—(AOEACAOFBD + AOEADAOFBC)HEF (5.204)
Now, from B.201]
A Plssy < ClA Jrxsp|Wlos.g)
< O oo | VBl Lo (5.4) (5.205)
Moreover,

(VA0 Lr(s.g) < CIVA [|Les,gpllOll e s.g)
and from and the definition [£.150]
IV A lio(sg) < Cr= =GPy, (5.206)
hence: 5
(WA, 0)lLos,g) < Cr™ =@ kg 0] oo s, 4) (5.207)
Also,
1A, 2,0 Les.g) < Cll A (122056 101l Lo (5.9
and from and the definition 5152,
| A || per(s,gy < Cr= = W/PDEy 5, (5.208)
hence:
(A, 5, 0) | Logs.gy < Cr™C P (k1 9,)2(160] Lo (5.4 (5.209)
In view of [(.205] (£.207, [5.209, we conclude from that:

V20— Y2 6]l Lo(s.g) < O™ tool| VBl Lo(s.g)
O C @) [y, + (Fnp)?] 6] e 5.49(5-210)
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We also have:

Y [ =Yafs— A 45 fo (5.211)
hence:
IV Fflleesgy < NVfllzesg + 1 A lpespllfllzes.g
< NV llzris.g) + Cr ool Fllzois.g) (5.212)

In view of and we conclude from that:
||7729||Lp(s,¢) <
Cpe = CNOSC Ly s gy + 171 (€™M + Ky o0) [ f | Lr(s,g) }
+C {r et ool WPl () + 7D [k + (k1,20)%] 160 (5.9)}
(5.213)

We have thus established the following lemma.

Lemma 5.6 Let 6 be a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfield on S
satisfying the equation

divy0 = f

where f is a given 1-form on S. Then with 1 being the function which appears
in Proposition 5.4 we have, for every 2 < p < oo the estimates:

01| Lo(s,9) < Cpre®=G/PIOSCY M £ 5 o)

V| Loy < Cpe®E/PNOSCU (1 4 e¥mpey )| fllLos.g)

V26| 1o (s,9) <
Cpel =S LI s gy + 17 €™M + Ky oo) | fll o (s.g) b
+C {T_lkl,oo||Y79||Lp(s,¢> + 7 G [k, + (K 2p)?] ||9||Leo(s,g)}

C and C), being numerical constants, the last depending on p.

Setting now p = 4, we have the bounds [5.182], 5185 and (.I87 Substituting
these bounds in Lemma 5.6 and taking into account the fact that from Lemma
4.3

< ﬁ <V2 (5.214)
u

Sl

we deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7 Let 6 be a trace-free 2-covariant S tensorfield in M’ satisfying
the equation

dive = f
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where f is a given S 1-form. Then, provided that ¢ is suitably small depending
on D§°, R, P}, Ri, and Re(a), O satisfies the estimate:

1V 200 L35, ) < CIVS | L4(500)
FO{L+ [ 2K = Rllpas, .}
Al (1 s + 1905, ) + 16l ™20 (s, 00 |

for every (u,u) € D'. Here C' is a numerical constant.

Lemma 5.7 will be applied to the system consisting of the propagation equa-
tions for K — K, try’ and the Codazzi elliptic system for x’. For this application
it is crucial that the quantity [|[K — K|[14(s, ,) enters the estimate linearly. Af-
ter the appropriate estimate for this quantity has been established, a different
version of the lemma, the version given below as Lemma 5.9, will be applied.

From Lemma 5.6 we have, for every 2 < p < co:

1011wz (s, < Cpel3~(@/p)oscy [1+e"(1+ k100)] || fllzr(5.9) (5.215)

and if p > 2 we have, by Lemma 5.2:

161125, < Co/T'(S, '/ P |10l wr (s.4) (5.216)

Hence, if p > 2 we have:

10| Loe(5.4) < Cp/T'(S, g)r' =P 3= CPIOSCU 1 4 e¥m (14 ey )] |1 £l Lo(s g

(5.217)
Substituting [£.215] 5217 in the last estimate of Lemma 5.6 we obtain the fol-
lowing version of that lemma.

Lemma 5.8 Let 6 be a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfield on S
satisfying the equation

div g6 = f
where f is a given 1-form on S. Then with 1 being the function which appears
in Proposition 5.4 we have, for every 2 < p < oo the estimate:

IV 200 Lo(s,g) + V0l Lo(s,g) + 7 10l Locs,g)
< Cpe(37(2/p))oscw {eosch”WfHLp(s,yj) + lQ,prHLP(S,;é)}

where

lp=e" + 95k oo + ki oo (1 + €V k1 00)

+ (14 e (1+ki00)) {1 +VI'(S, §) [k2p + (kl,zp)ﬂ}

and C), is a numerical constant depending only on p.
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Setting p = 4, substituting the bounds (182 [F.187 5187 and taking into
account (214 as well as Lemma 5.4 we deduce the following.

Lemma 5.9 Let 0 be a trace-free 2-covariant S tensorfield in M’ satisfying
the equation

dive = f
where f is a given S 1-form. Then, provided that ¢ is suitably small depending
on D, R, P}, R, and Re(av), 0 satisfies the estimate:

ul[V20)lLa(s, ) + W0l Lacs,.) + lul = 10l Lacs,..)

. 2
< ull¥flascs, o+ (1 208~ Rluacs, ) I ascsn |

for all (u,u) € D',

Consider now the system of equations:

divgd = f
cfltlyd = g (5.218)
for a 1-form 6 on S. Here (f,g) is a given pair of functions on S. This is an

elliptic system for . In fact, the following integral identity holds (see Chapter
2 of [C-K]):

V0L + K13 = [ (1 + e (5.219)
The system [F.2I8is conformally covariant; that is, if ¢ = e2? ¢ then 6 satisfies:
V09 = f
¢ g
cgirl;@ = g where f=e*f, g= e*g (5.220)

Recall again that with ¢ = logr 4+ ¢ and v being as in Proposition 5.4, (S, ¢)
is isometric to the standard sphere. The operator (divs, cyrls) from 1-forms to

pairs of functions on the standard sphere being a first order elliptic operator
with vanishing kernel, the following L? Calderon-Zygmund inequalities hold on

(5, 9):

9 . 46 . <ol f o 49 . 5.221
1960, oo + 16, o SCAIFI o 410, o) G221

)

and:

02 o o o o
9 o < C o o o o
19200, o <GP o+ MG, o+ 171, o + 100, o)

(5.222)
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Applying BITto £ =6 (g =1), to £ =V (¢ =2), and to £ =YV 20 (¢ = 3)
we obtain, for p > 2,

IN

r—(1=2/p)) .= (1=(2/P))¥m 6]

o

L7(S.9)
P (= (2/D) o= (2= 2/P)m | 79|
L

101l » (s,4)

V0]l rs.g)

IN

(S.9)

~(3-(2/P)) = (3= (2/P))bm | 2 2 5.223

rr' 6 o .
19200, o (5223)

)

| V2 0llr(s.g)

IN

Also, since f— r2e? f, g— r2e2¥ g we have:

| f ”Lp(s;;) < P2 @R =@/ | f Lo (5.4)

q L < p2-(2/p) (2=(2/P))¥m | g . 5.994
9 ||LP<S’¢) < r e 19 e (s.9) (5.224)
Also, applying BITd to € = 4 f,d; (¢ = 1) we obtain, for ¢ > 2,

147

1-(2/p) (1= (2/P))ar || g .
Lo(s.§) r e I f (e (s.4)
IIﬂg |

IN

1= (/P (1=@/P)vn || g g Lo (s.9)

IN

Lo(5,9)

which, since

A f= PV ] +2f ), d9=r>c* (dg + 20d0),
yields, recalling the definition

951,05
g
91,

IN

T3—(2/P)6(3—(2/P))1/1M{”deLp(S,g) + 27“_1k1,oo||f||Lp(s,g)}

IN

T3*(2/P)6(3*(2/P))¢M{”dg”Lp(&m + 2T?1k1,oo||g||LP(S,¢)}
(5.225)

In view of £.223] - (225 the inequalities 5.221] and [5.222] imply, for any 2 < p <
00:

6] Lo s,y < Cpret=/PIOSCOM L) £l o o + gl Lr(s.g)} (5.226)

I W9||Lp(s¢ < Cpe=@mNOSCuty g1 o o+ gl ees.g (5.227)

and:

| V2 0l Logs,g) < Cpe®=E/PISY Lag|1 10 g + gl Lo(s.g)

+r e v 4+ k1o0) (1 fllLecs.g) + 19l zes,g) }
(5.228)
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We have, in arbitrary local coordinates on S:

Yals— ¥, 05 =0 45 bc (5.229)

Hence:

WOl Lo(s.g) < | WOllr(s.g) + I & llLes.gllllzecs.g) (5.230)
From [(.226] and we then obtain:
V8]l Lo (s.4) < Cpe®~CPIOSU (1 e¥m by )| FllLo(s.gy + I9llLe(s.g} (5:231)

Also, proceeding as in the case of a trace-free 2-covariant tensorfield on S,
we deduce in the present case of a 1-form on S, in analogy with 210,

V20— Y2 OllLosg < COr 'kieollfllLrs.g) (5.232)
+COr G [y ) 4 (1,2)°] 0] o (5.9)

which, together with yields:
IV 20| Lo (s.4) <

CpeC=CIPS L || s gy + gl ogs.g)
e ) (s + lollrcs )}

+C {r kel WPl gy + 7@ [y, + (i 20)%] 1659}
(5.233)
Now, from and [5.231] we have, for every 2 < p < oo:
||9||W{'(S,g) < Ope(z—(z/p))oscuj [1 + ewm(l + klm)} .
AN lzeis.g) + llgllLesg} (5-234)
and if p > 2 we have, by Lemma 5.2:
1611 o< 5.4y < Co/T'(S, ) =P [16]lwr(s g) (5.235)

Hence, if p > 2 we have:

10l L5y < Cp /T —(2/p) o(2—(2/p))OSCy [1+ewm(1 + Kk Oo)] .
A llzes.g) + 9lles.g} (5.236)

Substituting this as well as [(5.237] in [5.233] we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.10 Let 6 be a 1-form on S satisfying the system

d/ivﬁ = f
caflyd = g

181



where f and g are given functions on S. Then with 1 being the function which
appears in Proposition 5.4 we have, for every 2 < p < oo the estimate:

IV 20l Lo(s,g) + V0Nl Lo(s,g) + 7 101l Locs,g)
< CpeBmC/PNOSY L0 (0 F || 1o(s.g) + gl Lo(s.g))
Hop (1 fllLr(s.g) + 19l res.g) }

where
lop =Y + €%k oo + k1 oo(1 + eV k1 0)

+(1+ eV (1 + k1,00)) {1 +/T'(S,¢) [k2,p + (k1»2p)2}}

and C), is a numerical constant depending only on p.

Setting p = 4, substituting the bounds [(.182 [.187] (187 and taking into
account £.214] as well as Lemma 5.4 we deduce the following.

Lemma 5.11 Let 0 be a S 1-form in M’ satisfying the system

divo = f
crld = g

where f and g are given functions. Then, provided that § is suitably small
depending on D§°, R°, P}, Ri, and Re(a), 0 satisfies the estimate:

Wl V201l 45,0y + WOl (s, 0) + Tl ™ 0 Lags, 00

< & {Jul (1F 1scs,0) + 0l s, 0 )
_ 2
# (1 P2 = Ry ) (s + ol ) |

for all (u,u) € D'.
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Chapter 6

L*(S) Estimates for the 2nd
Derivatives of the
Connection Coeflicients

6.1 Introduction

The optical estimates of Chapters 3 and 4 relied only on the propagation equa-
tions among the optical structure equations. These are ordinary differential
equations along the generators of the null hypersurfaces C,, or C,,. The esti-
mates loose one degree of differentiability, because of the presense of principal
terms on the right hand sides of the propagation equations. The present chapter
and the next, on the other hand, consider systems of optical structure equations
which consist of elliptic equations on the S, ,, sections of the null hypersurfaces
C,, or C,, coupled to ordinary differential equations along the generators of these
hypersurfaces. The ordinary differential equations considered here, in contrast
to the remaining propagation equations, do not contain principal terms on the
right hand side, by virtue of the Einstein equations. This approach, which al-
lows us to obtain optical estimates which are optimal from the point of view of
differentiability, was introduced in [C-K] and plays a basic role in the present
work as well. There is however in this approach, as we shall see, a loss of a factor
of 61/2 in behavior with respect to d, in comparison to the estimates which rely
only on the propagation equations, in the case of 7, 1, and w. What is crucial,
is that there is no such loss in the case of x, x, and w, but the proof of this fact
uses again the former estimates. B

The estimates on the present chapter use L* elliptic theory on the Su,u
sections, the results derived in the previous chapter through the uniformization
theorem. The first step is the estimate for Y2y and, at the same time, the
estimate for K — K, both in L*(S). This uses Lemma 5.7 applied to the Codazzi
equation[[LT5]l The statement of Lemma 5.7 shows that the two estimates must
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be coupled.

6.2 L'(S) estimates for Y2y, K — K

We consider the propagation equation for dtry’, the first of 78 which reads

(see T9):

Dditrx" + Qtryxdtry’ = —2Q(x, V') +r (6.1)
where:
~2(g1og®) | (0* + 11 (6.2
and we denote:
(X, V&)a = X VaXpe, (6.3)
in conjunction with the Codazzi equation [[.I51] in the form:
1
divy’ = gdtrx’ +i (6.4)
where: )
=0t <—6 + 5 texn — K 77) , (6.5)

an elliptic equation for X’ on each S, . section.

Proposition 6.1 We have:
| K —FHM(SML) < C8'V2u| (R (a) + RE(B) + R () + R (B))
O(3ul~™?)

IV 2trx| 4 (s,,) <
Clul ™" (Ri(e) + R () (Ri(@) + Ri(B) + R () + R (B))
+O(51/2|u|’7/2)

a1V 2% 24500 + VRN La(500) + [0l IR 2A(S0,0)

< C5 VP | (RUB) + R (8)) + O(|ul /%)

for all (u,u) € D', provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R&°, i,
R, and Ro(a). In particular, under such a smallness condition on & we have:

|ul*?|| K — K||L4(S <1

) =
Proof: We apply Lemma 5.7 to equation [6.4] to obtain:
||Y72>A(I|\L4(S£,u) < C(HW?UXI”LAI(SH,H) + 1Vl Lacs,, )
O+ [P K = K| a5} -
{1017 (1860 5,00 + IV N 25400 + Nillzags,n)

Hul 2K s, } (6.6)
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Consider the second factor of the second term on the right in[6.6l From Propo-
sition 4.1, or, directly from the estimates and .94 we have:

Idtrx | e(s,.) < ClulPRE (@RI (@) + O 2[ul~7/2)  (6.7)
IV Las,n < C67 2l =2 Ri(a) + 08" |u|~7/?) (6.8)

and by the third of
15 < OO 2u "R (@) (69)

Also, using the estimates of Chapter 3 we obtain:

lillzoes,. < Clul™? (il (s,
< O P PRE(B) + O(|ul %) (6.10)

It follows from the above that:

7 (e o5, + IV o5, + lill s )
Hul =2 sy < 672l 210) (6.11)

where:
l(u) = C(Ri(a) + R (@) + R (8)) + O ?[u] ™) (6.12)
Using the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we deduce:
Vil sy < C5 V2 ul > 2RAB) + O(lu|~7/?) (6.13)

Substituting [6.11] and [6.13] in we obtain:

V2% £3(5u0) < CIV 200X | La(5,,.0) + CT 2l (W) | K = K| Lis,.)
+CO5 2 |u| 72 (Ri (@) + RIB) + R () + R (B)) + O|u|~77?)

(6.14)

We now revisit the propagation equation for K — K, equation G311 We

apply Lemma 4.6 to this equation, taking p = 4. Here r = 0, v = =2, v = 0.
We obtain:

1K~ Rlisen < C [ 16y - TR, e (6.15)
0

L . 1
+C [ ldivdiv (@0 - A0 oacs,,
i .

By B.34] the integrant of the first integral on the right in is bounded by
O(|u|~"/?). The integrant of the second integral on the right in G.I5is bounded
by:
C (1V2trx | Lagsy + 1V X N Lags))
+C {l|dlog Q| Lo (s (ldtrx’ || Lacsy + VX | a¢s))
+[V 2 log Q| Lagsy (ltxx | e sy + 1X 2= (5)) }
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Using the estimates of Proposition 4.1, the expression 517 for ¥ 2 log 2 and the
estimates of Proposition 4.2 for Wi, ¥ in L*(S), as well as the estimates of

Chapter 3, the lower order terms are seen to be bounded by O(|u|~7/2). Thus
implies:

1K~ Rlossan < €[ {1720 naqsy + 192¥lorcs, 0} o
0 u u
+0(8|ul~7/?) (6.16)
Substituting in yields a linear integral inequality, for fixed u, for
the quantity:
z(u) = ”WQ)A(/”L“(SE,H) (6.17)

of the form:

ow) <o [ alu)du’ + b(w) (6.18)

0

Here a is the non-negative constant:
a = C5 2| (u) (6.19)

and b(u) is the non-negative function:

bu) = C||Y72trX/||L4(Sg,u) + OO 27N (w) /_||Y72t1"X/HL4(SE,,u)d2/
+O5V2|u| 2 (R @) + RE(B) + R (a) + RE(B)) + O(|ju|~7/?)
(6.20)

The inequality [6.18 implies:

x(u) < a/_ @by Vdu' + b(w) (6.21)
0
Here
a(u—u') < ad = CO?|u| " (u) < log2 (6.22)

the last step provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, RS, Pr, Ri.
Hence [6.27] implies:

r(u) < 2a /_b(y')dg' + b(u) (6.23)
0
From [6.20] and [£.22],
Jewrar < [T1Red sy, ode (6.21)
0 0 ’

+C 2 u| (R (@) + REB) + REF (@) + RE(B)) + O(0lul~2)
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Therefore, substituting in [6.23] we obtain:
IV2X 2450y < ClIV2texllzacs,.)
+C6 2 () /_||Y72trx’||L4(5u, !

+C5 V2| (R () + RE(B) + R (a) + RE())
+0(Ju|~7/?) (6.25)

We now turn to the propagation equation We apply Lemma 4.1 to this
equation to deduce the following propagation equation for ¥ 2try’:

DY 2try’ + Qtrx YV 2try’ = —2Q(x, V2¢) + e (6.26)

where:

ean = (D) Gpfotry’ — da(Qu)datry’ — 294X P) Vo xep + Vars (6.27)

and we denote:
(X, Y2V ap = X“PYaVexen (6.28)

To estimate in L*(S) the first three terms on the right in [E.27 we place the first
factors in L*(S) and the second factors in L°(S). We then use Lemma 5.2 with
p = 4 to bound the L*°(S) norms of the second factors in terms of their W(9)
norms. We have, in view of Lemma 5.4, in regard to the first term on the right

in G277

DY - dtrx|| La(s, ) < DVl zacs,, o lIAtrX (| Lo (s, )

< OIDY | s,y {1V 200Xl pags, o) + lul ™2 ldorx || Lacs, )}
(6.29)

Similarly, the L*(S) norm of the second term on the right in is bounded
by:

Ol | Loy Ll 21V 20X sy, + [ul 72 llderx | s s, )} (6:30)
and the L*(S) norm of the third term on the right in is bounded by:

OV sy Ll IV 2R | nagsy0 + [l 2NV | Lags,0) - (6:31)

Now, from Lemma 4.1 we have, pointwise:

|DV| < C(Jd(rx)| + VX)) (6.32)
hence:
DY Lags,.) < CLUIAU) La(s, ) + IV 225,00}
< OF Y2 u| 73R () + O(Jul~%/%) (6.33)
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by Proposition 4.1. Substituting also the estimates 6.7, [6.8] we conclude that
the first three terms on the right in B.27 are bounded in L*(.S) norm by:

(572l i (@) + O(ul ™)) {IV 260 (5,00 + IV 2K s
+COT TR () + O(ul T/}
(6.34)

Using the estimates of Proposition 4.1, the expression 517 for ¥ 2 log ) and the
estimates of Proposition 4.2 for Vi, Yi in L*(S), as well as the estimates of
Chapter 3, we obtain, in regard to the last term on the right in

IV Lags,..) < O 2|ul~97?) (6.35)
We then conclude that:

lellags, ) <

(82l Ri (@) + O(ul =) {1260 (5,0 + 192X a5 }

+C5  ul TR (R (@) + 052 ul~/?) (6.36)
We also estimate in L*(S) the first term on the right in
120, V28 ) 245,00 < CO 2 ul RNV 2K | 45,09 (6.37)

by the third of L.760 Substituting finally in [6.36] and the estimate [6.25] we
conclude that:

= 2Q%, V2X') + ellas, ) <
Ca 2l () {17 260X ags,

OS2l ) [ 1T sy |
0 .

+CO6 Hul TR (@) + R () (R (@) + Ri(B) + R (@) + R (5))
+O(67 2 |u|~07?) (6.38)

where:
m(u) = C(Ri(a) + R () + 06" *Ju| ™) (6.39)
We now apply Lemma 4.6 with p = 4 to[6.261 Here r =2, v = —2, v = 0.
We obtain:

V260 15,0 <€ [ = 2200 F20) + el e’ (640
i .

Substituting the bound (.38 then yields a linear integral inequality for || ¥ trx’||L4(s).
Since for a non-negative function f(u) on [0, §] we have:

/OE {/02/ f(ﬂ”)dﬂ"} du’ < /0E {/Oﬂf(g")dg”} !

—u /0 " f ) < 6 /0 * ) (6.41)
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the contribution of the term in parenthesis in [6.38 involving the integral is
bounded by
OV 2 |u = (u) (6.42)

times the contribution of the first term in parenthesis in [6.38] and the factor
6.47] is less than or equal to 1 provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on
Dg°, R, P, Ri. Therefore the resulting integral inequality simplifies to:

IV 2tex | sy, < C6 2 ul = m(u) /_IIWtrx’IIm(su,,u)du’

+Clul "R (@) + R () (Ri (@) + RE(B) + R (@) + R (B))
+O(6"|u|~%/?) (6.43)

This is a linear integral inequality of the form [EI8, but with b a positive con-
stant. Noting that
C5Y2u|"tm(u) <1 (6.44)

provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R°, P, Ri, the integral
inequality implies:

1V 26 | a(5,,.) <

Clul 72 (R (@) + R () (Ri () + RE(B) + R () + R(B))
+0(8Y2|u|=9/2) (6.45)

Substituting the estimate [6.45] in [6.25] we obtain:

IV2X zs(s0) < Co~2[u| 2 (R (@) + RE(B) + R (@) + RE°(B))
O(Ju|~™?) (6.46)

Substituting then the estimates [6.45] and [6.46] in [6.16] yields:

1K =K, < C872ul">2(Ri(a) + Ri(B) + R (a) + RE(5))
O(d]u|~™?) (6.47)

It follows that: o
[ul*?| K - K||pas,..) <1 (6.48)

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D, R, P}, Ri. We now
apply Lemma 5.9 to equation[6.4l In view of [£.4]] the conclusion of that lemma
simplifies and we obtain:

[l 2% 145,01 + IV (54,00 + [0l 1R s,
< {1V 200X sy + 1 9ilzacs, )

e s, + il ) (6:49)
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Substituting on the right the estimates [6.7 [6.45] [6.10 [6.13] then yields:

[l V2R N 245y + IVR Nza(sy.) + [l IR N L4500
< C6 P PR (RIB) + R (B) + O(lul ~>?) (6.50)

In view of the estimates [6.45] [6.47] [6.50, the proposition follows if we also take
into account the expression [5.17 for Y2 log 2 and the estimates of Proposition

4.2 for Vi, ¥ip in L*(S).

6.3 L*(S) estimates for Y%y

We now consider any (uq,u1) € D’ and fix attention in the following lemmas to
the parameter subdomain D; and the corresponding subdomain M; of M’ (see

B.45] B.46).
With a positive constant k to be appropriately chosen in the sequel, let s*
be the least upper bound of the set of values of s € [ug, u1] such that:

HWQIOgQHL‘l(SE,u) < kdlu|~™? : for all (u,u) € [0,u,] X [uo, 5] (6.51)

Then by continuity s* > wug (recall that by B44 ¥ 2 log Q vanishes along C,,,)
and we have:

1V 2 10g Q| a(s, ) < kdlul~7/% : for all (u,u) € [0,1] X [ug,s*]  (6.52)

In the estimates to follow the dependence on the constant k is made explicit.
Let us denote:

Ph(try) = |uo|”/?67" sup IV 2 texll 250 0p) (6.53)
uelo,

Here, as in 349, B122 A7, 98 we are considering all of C,,, not only the
part which lies in M’. By the results of Chapter 2 this quantity is bounded by a

non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of M. Let us denote by D§"
the subset of D where u < s*:

*

Dy = [0,u,] x [ug,s"] (6.54)

and by Mls* the corresponding subset of Mj.
We consider the propagation equation for dtry’, the first of ELIOT, which

reads (see [L102):
Ddtry' + Qtrxdiry’ = —2Q(x, V') +r (6.55)

where:
r=—2(dlogQ) B(trx)z’ + |X|2} (6.56)
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and we denote:

(% V&) = 7 Vak'y s (6.57)
in conjunction with the Codazzi equation [[.I52) in the form:
1
vy’ = Sy’ +i (6.58)
where: )
i=07! (ﬁ-l— Etr_n—Xﬁ-ﬂ) ) (6.59)

an elliptic equation for X' on each S, section. Equations[6.55 and [6.58 are the
conjugates of equations and respectively.

Lemma 6.1 We have:

1V 2trxlnas,, ) < COlul =2 {5 (trx) + k + (Pi(try) + PL(X)?

+(Pi(trx) + PH(R) + D5 () (R (8) + R§(8)}
+O((53/2|u|_11/2)

ull V2%l L5,y + IV Lo(s00) + 1ul " XN s, )
< C3P | PR (R(B) + RE(B)) + Colul =2k + O(S[u|~"/?)

for all (u,u) € D5, provided that § is suitably small depending on D, R,

%a 7/Qéllv and R2(05>'
Proof: We apply Lemma 5.9 to equation [6.58 In view of the last conclusion of
Proposition 6.1 the conclusion of Lemma 5.9 simplifies and we obtain:

|u|||Y72XI”L4(S£,u) =+ ||Y7X/|\L4(sﬂ,u) =+ |U|_1HX/||L4(SH,“)
< C LIl 20y (s, 0 + 1 Filza(s, )
e sy + s, ) (6:60)
Using Proposition 4.2 and the results of Chapter 3 we deduce:
19l 5.y < C821ul~/2RAB) + O3l ) (6.61)

the leading contribution to ¥i in behavior with respect to ¢ coming from the
term (1/2)Q~'trx Y. Also, using the estimates of Chapter 3 we obtain:

IN

Clul"?|1il| oo s

C'5 2 ul =2 RE () (6.62)

lEll (s, )

u,u)

IN
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the leading contribution to 7 in behavior with respect to § coming from the term
(1/2)Q *tryn. Substituting 661 .62 and the estimate ELT75 in 60 we obtain:

[l V2 N za(s,.0) + IVE zacs,..) + el 7K Nzses,.)
< Clul[|V2rx | 2454,
+CS 2 TR (R(B) + RE(B)) + O(S|ul~/%)  (6.63)

We now turn to the propagation equation[6.551 We apply Lemma 4.1 to this
equation to deduce the following propagation equation for Wztrx’ :

DY *try’ + Qtrx' V2’ = —2Q(x, V%) + ¢ (6.64)
where:

eap = —(DV)Spdotey’ — da(Qtrx)dptry’ —2Va(Qx ) VX, , + Varp (6.65)

and we denote:
(X, V?X')aB = XCDVAVBX'CD (6.66)

To estimate in L*(S) the first three terms on the right in [G.65 we place the first
factors in L*(S) and the second factors in L°(S). We then use Lemma 5.2 with
p = 4 to bound the L*°(S) norms of the second factors in terms of their W(9)
norms. We have, in view of Lemma 5.4, in regard to the first term on the right
in

1DV dorx'l|pa(s,.) < 1DVl zacs,, o 16X (Lo (s,,..)

< CDY | a5, i el 2NV 0y | acs,, ) + lul ™ Idtex | ags, )}
(6.67)

Similarly, the L*(S) norm of the second term on the right in is bounded
by:

Ol 245, ) Ll 2NV 200X | 15,0 + [ul 72N dt0X (L1500} (6.68)
and the L*(S) norm of the third term on the right in [6.65 is bounded by:

OV (500 Ll IV 2R (50,0 + [l T2 IVE s, (6:69)

Now, from Lemma 4.1 we have, pointwise:

|DY| < C(|d(rx)| + [V(Q2%)]) (6.70)
hence:
1DV[La(s0u) = CLIAQRTY) L4, ) + IV L4 (5,00}
< C8Pu| TR (PL(trx) + PHR)) + O(Slul~™?) (6.71)
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by Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 4.11. Using Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 4.11
we then conclude that the first three terms on the right in are bounded in
L4(S) norm by:

O (62l 2(Ph(trx) + PHR) + Ol ™)) -
N9 200x s, + 172K 25,0
+C8M 2| TPl (trx) + PLR)) + O(lul %) }(6.72)

The last term on the right in [6.65] ¥r, contains the term:
1
—2Y?logQ [i(trx)z + |X|2] (6.73)

We estimate this in L*(S) using[6.52 We obtain a bound by:
Chkdlu|~11/?

for all (u,u) € D . The remaining terms in Yr are bounded in L*(S) using
Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 4.11 by O(8|u|~'%/2). Thus:

IVl Ligs,.0) < Cholul ™2 + 0@l %) & V(ww) €Dy (6.74)
We then conclude that:
lella(s, ) <
C (8"2ul 2 (@i(exx) + PHR)) + Ol ™)) -
N7 200X a0 + 192K N5, }

+ C(5|u|*11/2 {k + Wf(tf&) + ZD%(X))Z} + 0(63/2|u|’13/2)
(6.75)

for all (u,u) € D . We also estimate in L*(S) the first term on the right in
0.64

1% Y28l a5y, < € (821l ~2(DE(R) + O 21ul ™)) IV 2K | 45,01
(6.76)
by Proposition 3.2 (Lemma 3.2). Substituting finally in and the esti-
mate we conclude that:
| =2Q(%, V%) +ellzags, ) <
O | m(u) |V oy || a5, )
+CO8lu| 2 {k + (Pi(erx) + PH(R))?
HPL(trx) + PHE) + D ())(RL(B) + R (8)) }
+O(63/2|u|~13/2) (6.77)
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for all (u,u) € D5 . Here:

m(u) = C(Pi(trx) + PL(X) + D5 (X)) + 06" 2Jul ™) (6.78)

We now apply Lemma 4.7 with p = 4 to[6.64l Here r =2, v = =2, 7 = 0.
We obtain:

[l 21V 20 s, < Cluo 72V 200X 145, (6.79)

4 [T = 29 T2 + eluags, ode
U

u,u

for all (u,u) € Di . Substituting and recalling the definition [£53 yields a
linear integral inequality, for fixed wu, for the quantity:

z(u) = [ul [V 20rx | pacs,,.0) (6.80)
of the form: u
a(u) < / a(u (e )t + b(u) (6.81)
ug
Here a is the non-negative function:
a(u) = C8?|ul ~*m(u) (6.82)
and b is the non-negative non-decreasing function:
b(u) = Cdluo| ~'Ph(trx)
+ [ {82 i+ Phar + PP

+(Pi(trx) + Pi(%) + D5 (X)) (Ri(B) + RE°(5))]

+0(53/2|u|—3)} du’ (6.83)
Setting
X(u) = / a(u)z(u')du', we have X (ug) =0 (6.84)
o
and takes the form: Ux
— <a(X+D 6.85
— <a(X +b) (6.85)
It follows that:
X(u) < / e 8@ b ydu! (6.86)
U
“ a 'U.l 'U.l — “ a u, u, “w — u a u,, 'U.” db
_ efuo a(u')d {b(uo) ~ b(we o atuha +/ . Jo ata d—_/(u/)du/}
uo U
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Hence:

Iﬁ\
£
IA

X(u) + b(u)

“ a(u)du! w ol du!! db
ef"t)_( . Q(uo)-l—Ao efu’—( ) d—;/(u/)du/

IN

(6.87)

Now, if § is suitably small depending on D§°, R, Pi, Ri, we have (see [.82

and [G.78):

/ a(u)du’ <log2 (6.88)
ug
therefore simplifies to:
u db ,
z(u) < 2b(up) + 2 qu = 2b(u) (6.89)
) u

In view of the definitions G.80] we conclude that:

IV 26X | (5,) < C8lul=2 {Ph(trx) + k + (Pi(try) + PL(R))
+HPi(trx) + PLHX) + D5 () (R (B) + R°(5)) }
+0(8%/2|u|~11/2) (6.90)
for all (u,u) € D .
Substituting the estimate in [6.63] we obtain:
[l V2 N 2a(s,.0) + IVE Lacs,..) + 1wl 7 K Nzses,.
< Colu| "k + C8V2[u T2 (RL(B) + R (B)) + O(S|ul~™7?)
(6.91)

for all (u,u) € D§ . In view of the estimates [£90, G0, the lemma follows
taking also into account [6.52] the estimates of Proposition 4.2, as well as the
estimates of Chapter 3.

6.4 L*(S) estimates for Y2y, V%,

The mass aspect function p of the surface S, considered as a section of the
null hypersurface C,, is defined by:

1
=K+ Ztrxtrx — divn (6.92)

Similarly, the mass aspect function p of the surface Sy ., considered as a section
of the null hypersurface C, is defined by:

1
p=K+ Ztrxtrx —divy (6.93)
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Substituting for the Gauss curvature K from the Gauss equation [LI32] the
above definitions take the form:

po= —p+5X % —divy (6.94)
po= —p+ 35X —divy (6.95)

If we consider p as given, equation [6.94] together with equation [[.I68] constitute
an elliptic system for 7 on each Sy ., section of Cy:

1,
divy = —p+5(X X —p
1
cafrly = 0—5)2/\X (6.96)

Similarly, if we consider u as given, equation [6.93] together with equation [L163
constitute an elliptic system for n on each S, ., section of C:

L.
divp = —p+ (XX —p
1
afrly = —U+§)2/\X (6.97)

(Note from [[.T66] that if 6 is any symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield we have:
gNO=0Ng=0
Hence, if 6, 6 is any pair of symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields, then:
ONG =00

where 6 and 6 are the trace-free parts of 8 and 6’ respectively.) The elliptic
system [6.96]is to be considered in conjunction with a propagation equation for
along the generators of C,,. Similarly, the elliptic system[6.97is to be considered
in conjunction with a propagation equation for u along the generators of C.,.
We shall presently derive these propagation equations. B

We consider the expression[6.92 for 1. The Gauss curvature K satisfies along
the generators of C,, the propagation equation

DK = —Qtrx K + divdiv (2x) — %ﬁ(Qtrx) (6.98)

Taking the trace of equation [[L.I70] and noting [[L123] the definition .95 and
the fact that by the first of if # is any 2-covariant S tensorfield we have:

Dtrf = tr(DO) — 29(x, 0) (6.99)

we obtain the equation:

D(Qry) = Q° {—%trxtrx —2p+ 2|Q|2} (6.100)
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Writing trytry = try/(Qtry) and using also the propagation equation B.8 we
then deduce:

1 1 1 1 1
ZD(trxtrK) =Q {_Z(UX)%YK — ZtIKWF - §trxg+ 5trx|ﬂ|2} (6.101)

Next, we revisit the propagation equation [[.82] for 7:

1
Dn=9Q ()Zu 1+ §trxﬂ — ﬁ) (6.102)

Now, from [6.4] we can express (3 in the form:

—B=0 (dAVfc’ - %dtrx’> - %trxn +xFn
or:
~05 = div(@Q) - A0 (6.103)
+Q {—2)2ti - fAlog Q + trxdlog Q + x* - n — %trxn}
Substituting in and recalling that, from [[.8T]

n+n = 24logQ

yields:
D = div (%) — %d(Qtrx) + Qtryy (6.104)
From Lemma 4.1 for any S 1-form ¢ we have:
DYt — YDé = ~DY - ¢ (6.105)
and:
tr(DY - §) = 2(div (2%), €) (6.106)

Also, since divE = trY&, we have, from [6.99]
Ddiv ¢ — tr(DYE) = —29(x, ¥¢)
Thus, taking the trace of [E.105] we obtain:
Ddivé — div DE = —2div (QRF - €) — Qtrydive (6.107)

Applying div to [6.102 and substituting in [(.107 with 7 in the role of £ we then
obtain:

~Ddivy = —divdiv(Q0) + 3 AQrx)
+Qtrxdivy + div g (6.108)
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where j is the S 1-form:
J =@ n—tryn) (6.109)

Adding finally 698 [6.T01 and [6.T08 we obtain the desired propagation equation
for pu:

1
Dy = —Qtrxu—§Qtrxﬁ

1, 1
+Q( 4th|X| + 2trx|ﬁ| )
v (6.110)

In a simmilar manner we derive the following propagation equation for p:

1
Dp = —Qtrﬁ—thr&u

+80 (— i + perdol
4 = 2 =

+divj (6.111)
where j is the S 1-form:

J=Q(2x - n—trxn) (6.112)
Equation [E.1T1] is simply the conjugate of equation We note the crucial
fact that the right hand sides of these equations do not contain principal terms
(such terms would involve the first derivatives of the curvature or the second
derivatives of the connection coefficients).

In the following we denote by O(8P|u|"), for real numbers p, r, the product of
0P|u|" with a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of the quantities

Dge, R, P, Ri, and %(trx).
Lemma 6.2 We have:
IV 20 L4,y + I¥0l (s, ) + 0l ™ Inl La(s, 0

< Clu|™2A+ 0(5Y?u|~%/%)
+ 052 |u| 712k

|U|H772ﬂ||L4(sﬂ,u) + IVl Lacs, . + |U|_1Hﬂ|\L4(sﬂ,u)
< C|u|75/2A+O(51/2 u|75/2)
+ O(8%*|u|™?)k

for all (u,u) € D5, provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R,
P, Ri, and Ro(a). Moreover, the coefficients of k depend only on D, RE.
Here:
A = Rip) +Ril0) + R (p) + R (0) + Ri()RE" ()
+(R (@) + R (@)D () + (P(trx) + PLR)IRE (@)
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Proof: We apply Lemma 5.11 to the systems [6.96] and In view of the last
conclusion of Proposition 6.1 the conclusion of Lemma 5.11 simplifies and we
obtain:

[l 1V 20l 5,0 + 100 25,0 + lul ™Ml zags, )
< {1l (Iillscs,) + 190l acs,n) + 1901 1o, )
HIAC ) 55,00 + I A DOllscs, )
Hlulzaes,.) + lollzas,. + lollzas, )
HI(6 Dllza(s, + 1K A Kllzscs,0 } (6.113)
and:
[l V20 (80 ) + ¥l (5 + Tl ™Ml 2050
< {1l (Ipllss,) + 199 acs,0) + 1901 acs, 0
IO 3l 225y + 10 A D55, )
Hlpllzas, ) + lellas, ) + lollpas, .)
HI60 Dl a5y + 1R A K240 } (6.114)
We have:
A0 XN 2 (s., ) + 1A A X L5, )
< C{IVR N s, IRl (5.0 + TR o5 K50 }
< Clul PR ()DE () + (Ph(trx) + PLER)RE ()]
+ 002 |u|79%) (6.115)
by Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 and the results of Chapter 3. Also,

106225, + XA Xl L4500
< Clul IRl = (s, 1 X o2(50,0)
< Clu|*R3 () Dg° (%) + O(5|u~/2) (6.116)
by the results of Chapter 3. Moreover, by Proposition 4.2 and the results of

Chapter 3 we can estimate:

ill 24 (5u,s 18l 24 (500) < Clul ™2 [RE (p) + RE (@)D (R)] + O 2 u| ~/2)
(6.117)

Substituting the above in G113} [6.114] and taking also into account the third
and fourth of the definitions 1] we obtain:

1Y 20l 15y + IG5, + [l ™Ml 35,0
< Clulll gl as,. . + Clul =2 A+ O(8*[u]~5/)  (6.118)
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and:
ulllV 20l sy + IVl (s, ) + [0l ™ Inl Lo (s,
< Clullfll s, ) +Clul =524+ O(6"2u5/%)  (6.119)

where:

A = Rip)+Rilo) + R (p) + R (o)
+(Ri (@) + R (@)D (%) + (P (trx) + P1H(X))RE () (6.120)

We now turn to the propagation equations B 110 [6.1T1l In view of Lemma
1.2 we deduce the following propagation equations for dyu, du:

1
Dy = —Qtrydu — §Qtrxdﬁ +h (6.121)

1
Dy = —Qtrxdp — ther,u +h (6.122)
where h, h are the S 1-forms:

b= v (1 g d@eny
+a o (i + el | (6.123)
b= i+ gu) dOry)

2
1 o2 L 2
+4 | —Ztrx|x| + §trx|77| (6.124)
The S 1-form Adiv j, the first term on the right in is of the form:

ddivi = (Qx,V7n)+ (Qirx, ¥V7n)
+(Y(2X), ¥in) + (d(Q2trx), ¥ip)
+(V2(QR),n) + (V*(Qtrx),n) (6.125)

The first two terms, placing the first factors in L*°(S) and the second factors
in L*(9), are bounded in L*(S) by:

52l VR @)1V 2l 245,00 + Cllul ™+ Ol )V s,y (6:126)

To estimate the second two terms in L*(S), we place the first factors in L*(S)
and the second factors in L>°(S). We then use Lemma 5.2 with p = 4 to bound
the L®°(S) norms of the second factors in terms of their W(S) norms. Using
also Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 we then obtain a bound by:

(C52|ul T Ri (@) + Oul DIV *nll (s, ) + OUul ")V *0ll s, )
O(Ju|=%?) (6.127)

200



Finally, to estimate the last two terms in L*(S), we place the first factors in
L*(S) using Proposition 6.1 and the second factors in L°°(S) using the results
of Chapter 3. We then obtain a bound by O(|u|=%/2). Combining the above
results yields:
AV il Lacs, . <
C5~ 2l (Rh(0) + R (@) + 06 2 ul NI s,
+Clul ™ (1 + O(Jul IV *nll Las,,.) + O(ul =) (6.128)

The S 1-form ¢ldivj, the first term on the right in is of the form:

ddivj = (Qx, Wzﬂ) + (Qtry, Wzn)
+(VQX), Vin) + (d(Q2ry), Vi)
+H(V2(Q%), 1) + (V*(Qtrx), ) (6.129)
The first two terms, placing the first factors in L°°(S) and the second factors
in L*(S), are bounded in L*(S) by:
C8Y2|u|=2(D5° (%) + O(3lul =)V 0l acs,,.0)
+Clul = (1 + Ol = DIV *nll s, (6.130)
To estimate the second two terms in L*(S), we place the first factors in L*(S)
and the second factors in L>°(.S). We then use Lemma 5.2 with p = 4 to bound

the L>°(S) norms of the second factors in terms of their Wi(S) norms. Using
also Proposition 4.2 we then obtain a bound by:

O u| (P (trx) + PLHE) + O 2 ul NIV >0l (54,0
+O(S[ul ")V *nll (s, ..) + OBl =) (6.131)
Finally, to estimate the last two terms in L*(S), we place the first factors in

L*(S) and the second factors in L>(S) using the results of Chapter 3 to obtain
a bound by:

C82Ju| "2 (REF (B) + O [ul IV 2 Q0N 24(5,.0)
+C6 2 u (R (B) + O(0Jul " NIV ( Q)| 4

< O(82u| Y3/ k 4+ O(5|u|~11/?) (6.132)

u,u)

for all (u,u) € D, by Lemma 6.1, taking also into account B52) the estimates
of Proposition 4.2 for Yy, as well as the estimates of Chapter 3. Note that the
coefficient of k depends only on D§°, Rg°. Combining the above results yields:

v jllLacs, .) <
C8 2 |u (P (trx) + LX) + D () + OS2l ™ NIV *nll L4 (5wu)
+Clul " (1 + O@|ul )1V 0| (54,0
+O(832|u| /) k + O(6|u|~11/?) (6.133)
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Consider next the second terms in each of [6.123] [6.1241 Consider the expres-
sions [6.94] [.95] By Lemma 5.2 with p = 4 and Proposition 4.2 we have:

Vil oo (5.,) Clul"? | Villws(s,..)
Clul? V20l Las, ) + OE2[ul =) (6.134)

IN

IN

IValloes,.) < Clul"?¥allwss,..)
< OV 2nll s, ) + O ?ul™®)  (6.135)

Thus, taking also into account the results of Chapter 3 we obtain:

lelle(suy < Clul (R (p) + RE° () D5 (%))
+CIY2 |V 20 pacs, ) + O@E2[ul =) (6.136)

IN

Clul (R (p) + R () DG (X))
+C V2V 2l s, ) + OOY2ul2)  (6.137)

||ﬁ||Loo(S£,u)

Placing then the first factors in the second terms in each of [123] [6.124] in
L°(S) and the second factors in L*(S) using the results of Chapter 4 we obtain
that the second term in [£123]is bounded in L*(S) norm by:

Clul R ()R () + OGNV *nll a(s,0) + 1V 20l La(50)) + Oul~H/?)
(6.138)
while the second term in is bounded in L*(S) norm by:
C8lul*[Ri(p) + (1 + DG° () (P (trx) + PH(RX)) + O(8"/*)] -
(1Y 0ll 2450y + 1V 20l 24(5,.0)) + O(Su]~*#/%)(6.139)
By the results of Chapters 3 and 4 the last term in[6123is bounded in L*(S)

by:
O Hul PR ()Rl (@) + 052 [ul~72) (6.140)

while the last term in [6.124] is bounded in L*(S) by:
O(8|u|~11/2) (6.141)
Combining the results [(.128] and yields:

hllpas,.y < CO2ul " (Ri(a) + R (@) + OB 2 ul = NIV >0l pacs,,.)
O™ 1+ O(Jul NIV *nll sy,

O u PR (@R (@) + 062 u[) (6.142)
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Combining the results [6.133] [6.139 and [6.147] yields:

IAllLscs, ) < C8u|(Pi(try) + PLX) + D (R)
+O(M 2l NIV *nll La(s, )
+Clul M1+ O@ul "V 0l 145, )
+O(83|u| /) k 4+ O(8]u| ~11/?) (6.143)

for all (u,u) € D3". Substituting for 1YV 20llLa(s. ) 1V 20l Lacs,..) the estimates
G118 G119 we then obtain: N N

IBllpags,.) < CO V2™ (Ri(a) + R (a) + O 2ul ™)) Idul Las, ..
+Clul M (1 + O(lul =" )il Lacs,, )
+C Hu|TTPRE ()R (@) + 062 |u|7Y?) (6.144)

Mllzscs,.y < COM2ul=*(Pi(try) + PA(R) + D5°(R)
+O(8"2ul ™) Idll s, )
+Clul (1 + O(3lul =) lidall as,, ) + Clul /%A
+O(6%2|u| 7132k + O(5%u|~7?)
(6.145)
where the coefficient of k£ depends only on Dg°, Rg°.

We now turn to the propagation equations 612711 [6.1221 To [6.121] we apply
Lemma 4.6 with p =4. Here r =1, v = —2,7 = 0, and we obtain:

1
Iliscs, <€ [ |-50mxdn+n

du’ (6.146)
LA(S, )

To [6.122 we apply Lemma 4.7 with p = 4. Here againr =1, v = =2, 7y = (,
and we obtain:

[l 2lldpall 15,0y < Cluol® 2 ldpall (s, 0y)

—|—O/ |u/|5/2
uo

Substituting in[6. 140 and[6. 147 the estimates[6. 144 and [6. 145 yields the following
system of linear integral inequalities for the quantities ||dul|z+(s, .), 41l L4 (s, )

1
- thrxﬂu +h

du’ (6.147)
LA(S, )

on the domain D3’
liscs < al) | Idilzscs, o (6.148)

#b00) [ il e + £
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|| dpll s, < /IU'I5/2Q(U')IIdgllwsﬁ,u,)du’ (6.149)
uo

+ / /P20 il s, e + ful®/2 £ ()
ug -

Here:
a(u) = COF Y2 u| YR (@) + R () + O(8Y?|u|~Y)) (6.150)
b(u) = Clu| "1+ 0(ul™h) (6.151)
fw) = ClulPRE ()R (a) + O 2ul~/?) (6.152)
au) = C§2ul(P(trx) + PLHX) + D3 (%) + O(8"/2[ul 1)) (6.153)
b(u) = Clul™"(1+O0(8lu|™")) (6.154)
and:
fu) = Clul™"|uo| ' Ph(p) + Clu|7/A
+O(6* 2 u| ")k + OV 2 |u|~7/?) (6.155)

where we have defined:

Pip) = luol™* sup |ifllpacs, ) (6.156)

u€l0,u,]

and the coefficient of £ depends only on Dg°, Rg°.

Consider first the integral inequality 6.T48 At fixed u, considering ||du| za(s,, )
as given, this inequality is of the form [G.I8, with a(u) in the role of the constant
a and

b [ ilecsy i+ F0)

in the role of the non-negative function b(u). If, as is the case here, the function
b(u) is non-decreasing, the result [£.2]] implies:

z(u) < e™b(u) (6.157)
Moreover, if
ad <log?2 (6.158)
in turn implies:
z(u) < 2b(u) (6.159)

Condition [6.I58 in the present case reads:
a(u)d = COV2u| L (R (a) + RE (o) + O(6Y?|ul 1)) < log2 (6.160)

and is indeed satisfied provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg§°, Ry,
Pi, Ri. The result then takes the form:

ilzscs.. < 2000) [ Wl e +2700) (6160
i .
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Consider next the integral inequality G149 At fixed u, considering ||dul|z1(s, )
as given, this inequality is of the form [6.81] with a(u) in the role of the non-
negative function ¢ and

P00 s,y + 50
uo

in the role of the non-negative non-decreasing function b. Note in particular
from that the function |u|?/?f(u) is indeed non-decreasing. Recall that
the result implies the result provided that condition holds. In
view of this condition holds if

C2(Ph(trx) + PHX) + D (%) + O(6"/?)) < log 2 (6.162)

which is indeed satisfied if § is suitably small depending on D§°, R, P}, RE.
The result then takes the form:

2 o5y €2 [ PRl s, o + 2002w (6.163)
uo

We have thus reduced the system of integral inequalities 128 BI49 on D™ to

the system [G.I61]
Let us set:
y(w) = sup ||dulras,,. (6.164)
u€[0,u,]
yw) = sup | dpllzas, . (6.165)
u€[0,u,]
Since

/ ‘{ P25 |l s, u,>du'} aw

Uuo

{1y o § )
) 0 -

<5 / 5720y

replacing u by 2/ in and integrating with respect to u’ on [0, u] yields:
[ M, it < 2002 [l PRb ) 285 ) (6.160)
0 = ug -
Substituting in BI61 we then obtain, for all (u,u) € D5 :

il < 481l 20w [ ol P0G )

Uo

+46b(u) f(u) + 2.f (u)

205



Taking the supremum over u € [0, u,] then yields the linear integral inequality:

y(u) < m(u) + nu) / " 200y (6.167)
where:
m(u) = 40b(u) f (u) + 2f (u) (6.168)
and:
n(u) = 46|u|~>/?b(u) (6.169)

From [G.151] B.152] and [6.155] we have:

m(u) < Clu| PR ()R (@) + O |u|~7?)

+C6[ul (1 + O(|ul ") Pr ()

+0(8°?|u| 7132k (6.170)
n(u) < Cdlul~"2(14 O(lu|™)) (6.171)

for new numerical constants C. Again, the coefficient of k£ depends only on Dg°,
RE°. Setting

Y(u) = / |/ |°2b(u" )y (u')du',  we have Y (ug) = 0 (6.172)
uo

and [6.167 takes the form:
dY
o < [ul®/2b(u)(m + nY) (6.173)
n

Integrating from ug we obtain:

Y(u) < /uu exp (/: |u”|5/2I_)(u”)n(u”)du") |/ |°2p(u Yym(uYdu'  (6.174)

0
for all u € [up, s*]. From [G.154] and [E.I71] we have:

/ [u” |5 2p(u" Yn (u")du”! (6.175)
< 05/ [u”|72(1 4+ O(Ju"|71))du” < C8lul~ (1 + O(Ju| 1)) < log2
the last step provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, RS, Pr, Ri.

Therefore: "
Y(u) < 2/ /|52 (u"Ym (u ) du' (6.176)

uo

and substituting in [6.167] yields:

y(u) < m(u) + 2n(u) / ' [/ 1>/ 2b(uym (u") du! (6.177)
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Moreover, since
| WP Wl s, oy < Y )

0

substituting in [6.163 and taking the supremum over u € [0, u,] yields:
Py () < 2l (u) + 4 / [P Y (o ) (6.178)
uo

We shall now derive an appropriate estimate for P{(u). Recall that on C,
condition B77 holds:
n+n=0 :on Chu,

Thus from the definitions [6.94] we have:
pAp==2p+(X,X) : on Cy, (6.179)
Hence (see [6.11H):
1l a8, 0g) < Il L3Sy )

+Cluol 2R (p) + Ri()DF (%) + (P (trx) + PLIRE ()]

+0(8Y?ug|~/?) (6.180)

Substituting in [6.148 at u = up then yields the following linear integral inequal-
ity for || dullza(s,, .,

el s, ) < iCu0) / s, du’ + Flu)  (6.181)
i 3

where:
a(ug) = a(ug) + b(ug) (6.182)

Fluo) = f(uo) + b(uo) { Cluol "*[Ri(p) + Ri(e)DF* (%)
+(Pi(ery) + PHEIRE (@) + 0" |uol /%) |

< Cluo| PR () Ri (@) + O(8"?|uo| /%) (6.183)
The integral inequality implies:
Al L4(5, ug) < €920 f () (6.184)
Since (see 6150} 6151
daug) < 62 |uo| L (R (a) + RE () + O(61/?)) < log2 (6.185)

the last step provided that 4 is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, Pr, R,
6. 184l in turn implies:

dpllLa(s, ) < 2f (uo)
< Cluol PR ()R (@) + O(8?uo| =) (6.186)
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It then follows through that:

Piw) < C[Rip)+
Ri(@)(D° (%) + R (a)) + (Pi(try) + Pi(X))RE (<)
+ O(8Y2up|™Y) (6.187)
Substituting [6.187 in [6.170, the latter simplifies to:

m(u) < Clu| PR ()R (@) + O |u|~7?)
+0(8°2|u| =13/ %)k (6.188)

Also, substituting [6.187 in [6.155] we obtain:

flw) < Clu|77?A
+0(82|u| =)k 4+ 0842 |u|~7/?) (6.189)

where:

A = Rip)+Ri(0) +RE(p) + RY (o) + Ri(a)RE (ev)
+(Ri(a) + R () DG (X)+(7P‘1‘(trx)+7p‘%(z))738°(a) (6.190)

Substituting the definition [6.154] and the bounds [6.T71] and [6.188 in [6.177 then
yields:

y(u) < Clul PR (RL(@) + 02|l /) + O/ *[u] /%) (6.191)

provided that d is suitably small depending on D5°, RS, Pi, Ri. Also, substi-
tuting [6.I89, the definition [6.154] and [6.188 in G178 yields:

y(u) < Clu| =2 A+ 082 u| 1/ 2)k + O(6"/[u|~7/?) (6.192)

provided again that d is suitably small depending on D°, R, Pi, Ri. More-
over, the coefficients of k in [6.197], [6.192 depend only on Dg°, RF.

In view of the definitions [6.164] [6.I65, the estimates [.191] [6.192] imply
through [6.TT8 [6.1T9 the estimates of the lemma.

6.5 L%9) estimate for V%w

We proceed to derive an L*(S) estimate for V2w on M7 . Using this estimate
we shall derive an L*(S) estimate for Y?logQ in M;" which, with a suitable
choice of the constant k, improves the bound This shall enable us to show
that s* = u; so that the previous lemmas actually hold on the entire parameter
domain Dy, and, since (uq,u1) € D’ is arbitrary, the estimates hold on all of
D', that is, on all of M’.
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We introduce the function:

Y= fw—div(2P) (6.193)

We shall derive a propagation equation for ¢ along the generators of the C,.
Since

Pw = trV°w
applies and we obtain:
Dw = (DY %w) — 20(x, V) (6.194)
On the other hand, since Y ?w = Y(dw), by Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 1.2 we have:

(DY*w)ap = (V>Dw)as — (DY)4p(fw)c (6.195)

and:
(¢~ )P (DY) Sp = 2(div (%)) (6.196)
We thus obtain:
Dfw = ADw — Qtrxdw — 20(X, ¥ 2w) — 2(dhv (2)), fw) (6.197)
Moreover, from [[LI07 we have:
ADw = AQ*(2(n,n) — |nl*)]
— P = 2(A(Q%), dp) — pA(Q?) (6.198)

The principal term on the right hand side is the term —Q2/Ap.
Noting that
D(QB) = QUDB + wp)

the sixth Bianchi identity of Proposition 1.2 reads:

1
D(QB) + 5tex(2B) = D{~dp+ *flo —3np+3 “no+ % f+2" 4} (6.199)
By 6.107 applied to the S 1-form Q4:

Ddiv (23) = div D(Q8) — Qtrxdiv () — 2div (Q°%F - ) (6.200)
Substituting from then yields:

Diiv(QF) = —Qurxdiv(Qf) — ({1, 0)
Qi — (2. ) + (A22), “do)

FAV[Q2(—%F- B+ 285 B—3np+3 *po)]  (6.201)

Note that div( *do) = 0 identically, the Hessian of a function being symmetric.
The principal term on the right hand side is the term —Q22/p and cancels the
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principal term on the right hand side of in considering the propagation
equation for .

Combining [6.197, and [6.201] we obtain the following propagation equa-
tion for the function ¢ along the generators of the C,:

Dy + Qtrxd = —29(%, ¥ *w) +m (6.202)

where m is the function:

~2(dhv (), ) + v (QPerx )
@), ) — (O, ) — ()
+A2 Q0 ) — [nP?)
AV [Q2 (- B — 255 B+ 3np — 3 *o)] (6.203)

We note the crucial fact that the right hand side of equation does not
contain principal terms (such terms would involve the second derivatives of the
curvature or the third derivatives of the connection coefficients). The propaga-
tion equation [6.202 is to be considered in conjunction with the elliptic equation

Pw = ¢+ div (QB) (6.204)

which is simply a re-writing of the definition [6.193]

m:

Lemma 6.3 We have:
IV 2wllss,.) < Colul™*[RHB) + D5 (ORI(B) + (Phtrx) + PLE)IRG ()]
+O(8 2 u| M%) + O(8% |u| %)k

for all (u,u) € D5, provided that § is suitably small depending on D, R,
Pt, R, and Re(a). Moreover, the coefficient of k depends only on Dg°, RE.
Proof: We shall first obtain a bound for |lm| s, ) for all (u,u) € D;". The

first term on the right in 6203 is bounded in L*(S) by:

CIVQ) | o (5, ) 1Al s, )

and by Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 5.2 with p = 4:
IV £ (5,0) < O ul 2 (RE(B) + R (8)) + O(Ju|~*) (6.205)

Taking also into account the L*(S) bound for dw of Proposition 4.2 we then
conclude that the first term on the right in 6203 is bounded in L*(S) by:

O(6Y/%|u)|~11/2) (6.206)
The second term on the right in is bounded in L*(S) by:

O(8|u|~11/2) (6.207)
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Writing (see [L8T])
1
fllogQ = - (n +n)

and using the results of Chapter 3, the third and fourth terms on the right in
are bounded in L*(S) by:

O(6Y/%|u)|~11/2) (6.208)
Also, writing
1
Plog = S (divn + divn)

and using the results of Chapter 4, the fifth term on the right in is in
L*(S) similarly bounded. The principal part of the sixth term on the right in

is:
20°((n — n, 4n) + (n, 4n))

This part is bounded in L*(S) using Lemma 6.2 and the results of Chapter 3
by:
O(8%Ju| 32k + O(6Y/2 |u|~11/2) (6.209)

where the coefficient of k£ depends only on Dg°, R§°. There is also a part of the

form:
207 (2(Viy, Vi) — |¥nl*)

This is estimated in L*(S) by placing one factor of ¥ in L°°(S) using Lemma
6.2 in conjunction with Lemma 5.2 with p = 4, which gives:

¥l L~ (5,.0) < Clul 7> A+ O(8"2[u|=%) + O(6°/|u| ~*)k (6.210)

and the other factor of ¥i or Wi in L*(S) using the results of Chapter 4. We
then obtain an L*(S) bound for this part by:

O [u| Y2k + OV ?|u|~11/?) (6.211)

where the coefficient of k is independent of P%(try). The remainder of the sixth
term on the right in [6.203 is of lower order. Finally, we have the seventh term
on the right in [6.203] The part:

—2div (Q*%* - B)

gives the leading contribution in behavior with respect to . Using the results
of Chapters 3 and 4 this part is seen to be bounded in L*(S):

Clul =[P (ORI (B) + (Pi(trx) + PHR)IRG (B)] + 062 |ul~11/2)  (6.212)

while the remainder of the seventh term is bounded in L*(S) by:

O(6Y/2|u)~11/2) (6.213)
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Collecting the above results ([6.206 - [6.209) - [6213)) we conclude that:

Imlpas,.) < Clul2DF (RRIB) + (Ptrx) + PHE)IRE (6)]
+O(0?|u| /) k 4 O(6/?|u)|~11/2) (6.214)
provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, R, Pi, Ri, the coefficient
of k being independent of P5(try).
Consider now equation Setting 0 = dw, the S 1-form @ satisfies a
system of the form with f = ¢ + div(28), g = 0. The estimate £.231]

holds. Substituting in this estimate the bound B.I87 for ki ~, we obtain, by
virtue of the last conclusion of Proposition 6.1, the estimate:

Y0l Lo (50 ) < Colllfllzecs, ) + 19l Lo(s, )} (6.215)

In the present case taking p = 4 this yields:
1924500y < Clbll e ) + COlul2REB) + Ol ~#2)  (6.216)
It follows that in reference to the first term on the right in we have:
12, V2wl pas,.a) < C6 2 ul 7' RE (@)1l as, o) + OOV 2 ul ~172)
(6.217)

We now apply Lemma 4.6 with p = 4 to the propagation equation [6.2021 Here
r=0,v=-2,v=0 and we obtain:

s <€ [ 1290 %)+l s, o (6.218)

Substituting the estimates6.218 and [6.2T4 we obtain the following linear integral
inequality for the quantity [|¢[/z4(s, ) on the domain D5 :

I4l5,0 < al0) [ Wlzscs, o + bl (6:219)
Here:
a(u) = C& Y2 u|'RE(a) (6.220)
bu) = Colu|”"?[DFRR(B) + (Piltrx) + PHR)IRG (B)]
+0(8%2|u|712) + O(8%|u| 712k (6.221)

where the coefficient of k is independent of P%(try). At fixed u the inequality
6.2191is of the form[G.I8 with a(u) in the role of the constant a and the constant
b(u) in the role of the non-negative function b(u). Then G I8 holds, which, since

a(u)d = OV 2 |u| 'R (o) < log2
provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on R§°(«), implies [6159] that is:

llis,. < Colul™DF RAB) + (Phen) + PHRIRE (8)]
FO(E 2 ul"112) + O(8° ul 1/2)k (6.222)

212



where the coefficent of k is independent of P5(try). Substituting in B.216] then
yields the lemma.

Lemma 6.4 There is a numerical constant C such that with

k= CIDF (RL(B) + (Pi(trx) + PHE)RE (B)] + O(6Y/?)

we have s* = u; and the estimate:

1V 21ogQ Ligs,.) < Colul"2[Ri(B) + DF (OR(5)
+(Pi(trx) + PUR)IRET (B)] + O |u|~*7?)
holds for all (u,u) € Dy, provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°,

Rgov @%a R%a and RQ(O‘)

Proof: By Lemma 4.1 and the second of the definitions
DY?logQ = V2w — DV - dlogQ (6.223)
and we have:

(DN)G5 = Yal@x)5 + Ve(2x) 4 — ¥ () as

By Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 5.2 with p = 4 (and the estimate of Proposition 4.2
for try):

IV Lo (5,,0) < C82[ul 7> (R (B)+RE (8))+Clul~*k+O(3u| =) (6.224)
hence also:

1DV 2= (s,,.) < C6Y2|ul > (RI(B) + R (8)) + Cdlul~*k + O(S|ul ™) (6.225)
for all (u,u) € D5 . Using then also Lemma 4.11 we can estimate:

DY - dlog Q[ 1as,.) < [DV||L=(s,.)I4log 2l Le(s, .)
< O(8 2 u| =2 + O(8*u|73/2)k  (6.226)

where the coefficient of k is independent of @%(tr&). We now apply Lemma 4.7
with p = 4 to equation [6.223] Here r = 2, v = 0, v = 0. Taking into account
the fact that ¥ 2log ) vanishes on C,, we obtain:

a2V * log 2 La(s,,.) < / |u/[*/]|¥?w — DY - dlog Q|| ., g, du’
ug =’

(6.227)
Substituting the estimate and the estimate for ¥ 2w in L*(S) of Lemma
6.3 we then obtain:

IV log Qlpas,.) < Colul *[Ri(B) + D ()R (B)
+(PL(trx) + PHE)IRE(B)] + O(6% 2 |u] =)
+O(8%|u| M)k (6.228)
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where the coefficient of k is independent of P4 (trx). In reference to this estimate,
let:

a = C[R(B)+ D (RIRB) + (Pi(trx) + PUIRE (B)] + O(5?)

b = 0(1) (6.229)

so that the coefficient of & in[E2Z28is 6?|u|~*1/2b, b being independent of P4 (tr).
The estimate [6.228 then implies:

|V ?log Qlza(s, ) < dla+ Sbk)|ul~? : Y(u,u) € Df (6.230)
Choosing:
k= 2a (6.231)
we have:
a + 6bk < 2a provided that 2b) < 1 (6.232)

The last is a smallness condition on § depending on D§°, RS, Pi, Ri. The
estimate [6.230 then implies:

1Y 1og Qlzs(s, .y < kolul "> : V(wu) € D} = [0,u,] x [0,s7]  (6.233)

hence by continuity [6.51] holds for some s > s* contradicting the definition of

s*, unless s* = uy. This completes the proof of the lemma.

Since by the above lemma D§ = Dy, with k as in the statement of Lemma
6.4, the results of Lemmas 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3 hold for all (u,u) € D;. Since (uy,u1)
is arbitrary, these results hold for all (u,u) € D’. Moreover, by virtue of the
L*(S) estimate for ¥2log () of Lemma 6.4, we can now estimate (see [G.73):

IVl La(s,, ) <
Colul "M 2CIDF ()R (B) + (Pitry) + PL(X)RE (B)]
+O(0* 2 |ul /%) (6.234)

Using this bound in place of the bound [6.74, we deduce, following the argument
leading to the estimate [6.90,

||Y72trK’||L4(5ﬁ,u) < CSlu|=*?B + O(6%*|u|~"/?) . Y(u,u) € D;  (6.235)
where:

B = Pitrx) + (Pitry) + Pi(X))° (6.236)
+(Pi(try) + PA(X) + D5 (X)) (RL(B) + R (B)) + Ri(B)

We thus arrive at the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.2  The following estimates hold for all (u,u) € D’:

IV 2tex pacs,,.) < C8lul =2 B + O(8%*|u|~1/2)

[ulll V2%l L2 (8,,0) + V&I La(5.0) + lul " XN LS, )
< O6"2|u| =52 (Ri(B) + RE(8)) + O(6]ul ~?)

|U|||Y7277|\L4(S£,u) + IVl zas,, ) + |u|71||77||L4(S£,u)
< Clu| =52 A+ O(6"?|u|7%/?)

|U|||Y72ﬂ|\L4(S£,u) =+ ”Wﬂ”L‘l(Si,u) =+ |U|_1||Q||L4(S£,u)
< Clu| 524 + O(6Y/2|u|~5/?)

1V 2@llzs(s,,.) < C8lul~*2[Ri(8) + D5 (RL(B) + (Pi(trx) + PLR)RE (D))
FO(8/2]u|~11/2)

provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R§°, P}, Ry, and Ra(w).
Here B and A are defined by and respectively.

6.6 L'(S) estimate for V2w
Proposition 6.3 The following estimate holds for all (u,u) € D’:
IV 2wl (s,,0) < C8 V2 [ul 7 2Ri(B) + O(|Jul~"/?)

provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, P}, Ri, and Ra(a).
Proof: 'We introduce the conjugate of the function ¢ (see [6.193):

¢ = fw + div (QP) (6.237)

Proceeding as in the derivation of the propagation equation [6.202 we derive the
following propagation equation for ¢4, the conjugate of [(.202)

Dy + Qry = —2Q(%, V>w) + m (6.238)

where m is the function:

v (21), o) — 5l ()

( X

— (%), dp) + (M%), *do) — pA(Q27)

+A%(2(n,m) — )]

div [Qz(—X B+ 2xF B+ 3np+3 "no)] (6.239)

+

The propagation equation [6.238 is to be considered in conjunction with the

elliptic equation
Pw = ¢ — div (Q25) (6.240)
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We shall first obtain a bound for ||m/||4(s, ). The first term on the right in
is bounded in L*(S) by:

ClIVELO Lo (5, 10]| La(54,0)
and by Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 5.2 with p = 4:
IV £ (50,) < C82[ul > (RE(B) + R (6)) + O(6]ul ™) (6.241)

Taking also into account the L*(S) bound for dw of Proposition 4.3 we then
conclude that the first term on the right in 6239 is bounded in L*(S) by:

O(6Y2|u|~11/2) (6.242)
The second term on the right in is bounded in L*(S) by:
O~V 2[u| TERE(B) + O 2 [u|7H/2) (6.243)
The third, fourth and fifth terms on the right in[£.239 are bounded in L*(S) by:
O(8|u|~13/2) (6.244)
by Lemmas 6.4 and 4.11, which in conjunction with Lemma 5.2 with p = 4
imply:
14108 Q| Loo(5,,...) < O(ul~?) (6.245)
The sixth term on the right in is bounded in L*(S) by:
O(6Y2|u|~11/2) (6.246)

using Lemma 6.4, Proposition 6.2, the estimate[6.245 and the results of Chapters
3 and 4. Finally, using the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we deduce that the seventh
term on the right in (239 is bounded in L*(S) by:

O(|u|~/?) (6.247)
Collecting the above results ([6.242] - [(:244) [6.246) we conclude that:
ImllLas,.) < CS2ul~2RE(B) + O(lul=2) (6.248)

Consider now equation 240 Setting 0 = dw, the S 1-form 6 satisfies a
system of the form B2I§ with f = ¢ — div(Q25), ¢ = 0. The estimate 215
holds. In the present case taking p = 4 yields:

1V 20l 24(500) < CllbllLacs, )+ C8 2 ul 7 2RI(B) + O(6"2|ul /%) (6.249)
It follows that in reference to the first term on the right in [:2238 we have:
1% V2) 145,y < CF2[ul (D ()+O0 G ul =)l Las, ) +O(lul~*2)

(6.250)
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We now apply Lemma 4.7 with p = 4 to the propagation equation [6.238] Here
r=0,v=-2,7=0 and we obtain:

el < Cluollzscsa ) (6:250)

e / [P || =205 W 2w) + | 0y
) =

Substituting the estimates [6.250] and [6.248 and noting that in view of the fact
that w vanishes on C,,, we have, from [6.237]

1l L4(5,.0g) < CTH 2 ol PRIB) + O uo =72, (6.252)

we obtain the following linear integral inequality for the quantity |u[*>/2|[4| za(s, .):

W s < [ PP egs, e+ b0 (6:253)

where:
a(u) = C&'2u| (D5 (%) + O(|ul 7)) (6.254)
b(u) = C5 2l ' RUB) + O(Jul ) (6.255)

At fixed u the inequality E253lis of the formERTlwith the quantity [u[>/2||| (s, .

in the role of z(u). Note that here the function b(u) is non-decreasing. Moreover,
we have

/ a(u')du’ <log?2

0

provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R§°. It follows that [6.89)
holds, that is:

1]l zacs,.) < 512 Lul =52 R1(8) + O(lul =) (6.256)

Substituting finally this in [6.249] yields the lemma.
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Chapter 7

L? Estimates for the 3rd
Derivatives of the
Connection Coeflicients

7.1 Introduction

In the present chapter we shall assume that besides the quantity Ra(«) defined
by also the following quantities are finite:

Ra(B) = sup )(|U|3||Y725||L2(cu))
ue|ug,c*
Relp) = T‘up )(IUI45’1/2IIWQPHLz(cu))
ue|ug,c*
Re(o) = sup (Jul*'s" "2V 0l L2(c,))
w€[ug,c*)
R(B8) = ?up (lul?6=32| V2Bl L2(c.)) (7.1)
u€|ug,c*
and:
Ri(Dp) = T‘up )(IUI351/2HdeHm(cu))
ue|ug,c*
Ru(Do) = ?Up (|U|351/2|\dD0|\L2(cu))
u€|ug,c*
Ro(D?p) = up )(|u|263/2”D2pHL2(CM))
ue|ug,c*
Ro(D?c) = sup (Jul*6*?||D0]|12(c,)) (7.2)
w€E[ug,c*)
and also:
Ri(DB) = ?up )(IUI55_3/2IWQﬁIIm(cu)) (7.3)
u€|up,c*
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By the results of Chapter 2, the corresponding quantities on C,,,, obtained by
replacing the supremum on [ug,c*) by the value at ug, are all bounded by a
non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of M7, the quantity requiring
M, with the highest k& being the one corresponding to YD(, which is expressed
in terms of Ydiva by the fourth Bianchi identity of Proposition 1.2.

7.2 L? estimates for V27, YV

As we have already remarked, the estimates of Chapter 6 for ¥ 25, ¥ 2 in L*(S),
loose a factor of §'/2 in behavior with respect to ¢ in comparison with the L*(.S)
estimates for Vi), Y of Chapter 4. As a preliminary step we shall presently
derive L? estimates for ¥ 25, Y 27, using only the propagation equations, which
are similar to the estimates of Chapter 4 in behavior with respect to 6. We
consider any (u;,u1) € D’ and fix attention to the parameter subdomain Dy
and the corresponding subdomain M; of M’ (see B.45] B.40]).
We apply Lemma 4.1 to the propagation equations to obtain:

(DY *n)apc = %Qtrx(W *n)asc +QX6(Y>n) ap + Yape
(DY *n)apc = %QUX(WQ??)ABC + QX@(W%)ABD +bape  (74)
where:
b;ch = _(DF)QBWDWC - (DF)QCWBnD
440 Vi, + Va(2K2) Vi,
+Yabsc
_%Bc = —(ngBVDQC - (ngcWBﬂD
—i—%dA(QtrX)WB??c + WA(QXg)WBﬁD
+YVabpe (7.5)

To the first of [[4] we apply Lemma 4.6 with ¥ 25 in the role of § and

1
§Qtrxy72g+ Qg-Yin+V

in the role of £&. Then r = 3, v = 0, v = 0. In view of 12T], -T22 we obtain,
taking p = 2:

¥ 2iliecs, < Catw) [ 192 nleacs, o

40 [ Wi, (1.6)

u u
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To the second of [7.4] we apply Lemma 4.7 with Yﬂﬂ in the role of 6 and

1
EQtrKYﬂn +Qx - V2n+b

in the role of §. Then r =3, v =0, 7 = 0. In view of &.124 .125] we obtain,
taking p = 2:

[V 20l 225, < CIUoIQIIWQQIIL%sE,uO)+C/ ' Pall ¥ *nll Las,, . du'
uo

40 [ PI s, oo )
uo -
Defining:
Pa(n) = |ug|*61/2 s[lgp]||¥72g||m<sﬂ,u(,> (7.8)
uel0,u,

and taking into account 127 the inequality [[.7] reduces to:
WPV 200l 2(5,,) < Cluo| =182 Po(n) + C/ WV 2l s, ) du’
ug

e / P s, oyt (7.9)

0

The inequalities [7.0] constitute a system of linear integral inequalities
for the quantities ||V 29| r2(s, .y, IV *nllL2(s, ) on the domain D;. Setting:

Z(u) = sup | V2nllr2(s,..) (7.10)

ue|0,u;

replacing u by v’ € [0, u] in[[9and integrating with respect to «’ on [0, u] yields,
for all (u,u) € Dy:

[l o < C8 ol ) + €6 [l

+c/ |u’|2/_1 180 acs,, duldd (7.11)
uo 0 -’

Substituting [[.11] in and taking the supremum over u € [0,u,] then yields
the linear integral inequality:

2'(u) < N(u)+ I/(u)/ [u'|2" (u")du' (7.12)
where:
N = Clu a0 (72 Pty + WP [ Wl pdu )
- uo 0 =

Uy
+C/ 16| 2(s,, ) AW (7.13)
0 u
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and:

v (u) = C6u|2a(u) (7.14)
Setting
7' (u) = / ||z (u')du', we have Z'(ug) =0 (7.15)
U
and takes the form: iz
e - / Izt )
70 < |u|(N +1'Z") (7.16)

Integrating from ug we obtain:

Z'(u) < /u exp (/u |u”|u’(u”)du”) [u'|N (u)du' : Vu € [ug,us]  (7.17)
o o

From [[.T4] and we have:

/T ||V (u")du" = Co /T || ta(u")du” <1 (7.18)
provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg§°, R°. Therefore:
Z'(u) < C/u [u'| N (u)du' : Yu € [ug, u1] (7.19)
uo

and reads:
2 (u) < N(u) + v/ (u)Z' (u) (7.20)

Moreover, taking the L? norm of [0 with respect to u on [0, u,], we obtain, in
view of the definitions [Z.10] and [Z.15]

w1V 20l ooy < Coluol ™ Paln) + C8V/2 2" (u)

+C/ [/ PIIY | Loy’ (7.21)
uo u

Here we denote by C! the part of C,, which corresponds to u < ;. This follows
since for any S tensorfield 6 we have:

1012y = [ 08 = [ ] 16Paug ) du= [0l o (722
( u ) 051 0 S&,u 0 u,

(see 5.6] B.7). In deriving [[.21] we have also used the fact that

<uy”® sup [0]z2s,.) <02 sup [0)lras, ) (7.23)
u€(0,u,] u€(0,u,]

HGHL?(Cfl)

to bound .
0o < 722w
uo u
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We shall now derive an appropriate estimate for 7%(n). To do this we recall
that along C, we have:
n=-n : along Cy, (7.24)

Thus, the first of [[4] simplifies along C,,, to

1 .
(DY *n)apc + §QtrX(Y7277)ABc = —QXE(Y>n)asp + Vape (7.25)

We apply to Lemma 4.6 with ¥ 27 in the role of # and b’ in the role of £. Here
r=3v=—1,v=—-0QI ® %" Taking p = 2 we obtain:

1922500 < © [ 181205, (7.26)
which, in view of [[.24] implies:
Uy
Pelw) < o572 [ s, (7.27)
0 u
Consider the integrals involving b, b in [[.13}, [.21] and The principal

terms in b and b from the point of view of differentiability are the terms —QY3
and QY]3 respectively (see ELTT8). Thus the principal parts of b" and V' are:

P)
Vo= -Qy*s

P)

Vo= Qy’s (7.28)

and we have:

A

(P)
/ 1 s, de’ < C© / 192601 s, .y
0 0

w 1/2
1/2 =
o ([ 19281005,y

<
< C8VP|VBlac,) < COMPul TP Re(B17-29)
and:
uy (P/) )
LY sty <€ [ 19Bl0m0s, i
u, 1/2
< ot (| wr“gm(sﬁ,,u)@')
< OVl < CElulRe(B) (7.30)
hence:

/ o’ |2/ 1Y s, i’ < CPWRB)  (731)
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Also:
(P)

16 oy < CINY2Bllz2c.) < OF2ulRa(B) (7.32)
Writing
Py (N)
Vo= vV + 0
(P) (N)
o= v+ 0 (7.33)

(N) (N)
the non-principal parts & and b’ can be estimated in L?(S) using the results
of Chapters 3, 4 and 6. We obtain:

() 4
10 lrgs,. < O(ul™)
(1\5) s
|8 s,y < OGl™) (7.34)
Combining with - we then obtain:
Uy
| Wi, e’ < COPU R < 06T (735)
B, / 2 5 2 5
| W, e’ < O8] Re() + O ul ) (7.36)
0 " 5

o [ 1 ey ot < Ol RoB) + Ol ) (737)

10l 2y < CO2Jul > Ra(B) + O [ul ) (7.38)

In particular:

| Wliacsy it < €520l “Re() + 0ol ) (7.39)
i .

hence, from
o) < CR(B) + O(8"|uo| ™) (7.40)
Substituting the estimates [[.40, [[.37 and in (and recalling [1.122))

we obtain:
N (u) < C62|ul P Ra(B) + O(6]ul ™) (7.41)

Here and in the following we denote by O(dP|u|"), for real numbers p, r, the
product of §?|u|” with a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of the

quantities D, R, Pf, R, Ps(try), and Re, where:

Re = max{Ra(a), Ra(B3), Ra(p), Ra(a), Ra(B3)} (7.42)
The bound [Z41] implies (see [[.19):
Z'(u) < C8'2Ju| "' Re(B) + O(6]ul?) (7.43)
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hence from (recalling [[.T4] and 2122)) we obtain:
2 (u) < G52 |u| P Ra(B) + O@lul™) = Vu € [ug, ui] (7.44)
Also, substituting the estimates [[.40] and in [.21] we obtain:
IV 200l 2 oery < C8lul > Ra(B) + O 2[u~*) = Vu € [ug,ur]  (7.45)

In view of the definition [(T0] and the fact that (u,,u1) € D’ is arbitrary the
estimates [[44] and [T45] yield the following Proposition:

Proposition 7.1  We have:
IV 20 22(500) < O 2|ul > Ro(8) + OSlul™*) = V(u,u) € D'

IV 0l 220y < Colul > Ra(B) + O [u| ™)+ Vu € [ug, ")
provided that § is suitably small depending on D5°, R, P}, Ri, and Ra(w).

7.3 L? elliptic theory for generalized Hodge sys-
tems on S

To estimate in L? the third derivatives of the connection cefficients we shall
make use of the following two lemmas from Chapter 2 of [C-K] (Lemmas 2.2.2
and 2.2.3) for geneneralized Hodge systems on a 2-dimensional compact Rie-
mannian manifold (S, ¢). For the sake of a self-contained presentation, we shall
also give the proofs of these lemmas. Let £ be a totally symmetric r + 1 covari-
ant tensorfield on S. We define divE and cyrl€ to be the totally symmetric r
covariant tensorfields on S, given in a arbitrary local frame field by:

(divE)a,..a., = YP¢Ba,..a, (7.46)
(crl€)a,..a, = ¢7VBéca, a, (7.47)

We also define tr{ to be the totally symmetric » — 1 covariant tensorfield on S,
given in an arbitrary local frame field by:

(tr€) ay..a,, = (4 ) P%Bcay .,y (7.48)
If » =0, then by convention tr§ = 0.
Lemma 7.1 Let £ be a totally symmetric r + 1 covariant tensorfield on a

2-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold (S, ¢), satisfying the generalized
Hodge system:

dive f
afrlé = g
tré = h
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where f, g are given totally symmetric r covariant tensorfields on S and h is a
given totally symmetric r — 1 covariant tensorfield on S. Then

VR + 0+ DRI g = [ 157+ Lo + 8P
Proof: According to the definition of cyrl¢:
Yoépa,..a, = VoA, .. A, — ¢BCIA, .. A,
Differentiating and commuting covariant derivatives we obtain:

VoYcéBa,..a, = YpV¥Béca,..A, —¢BcYDYA,..A,

VeVnéca,..a, — > Ramso&a, sac.a,
=1

—Revppéd . 4, — ¢BcYVpga,..a, (7.49)

where
Raep = (Jacdsp — §apgpc)K

is the curvature tensor of (S, ¢). Taking the trace of by contracting with
(g=1)P we deduce, using the first and third of the equations of the Hodge
system,

Aepa,..a. = Yafar.a —¢BcYga, . a,

+(r+1)Képa,..a, — ngAiBKhAl...>Ai<...AT (7.50)
i=1

Contracting then with ¢841-+4+ to form on the left hand side the inner product
(&, AAS), integrating on S, and integrating by parts on the left, yields the lemma.

Let £ be a totally symmetric » + 1 covariant tensorfield on S. The sym-
metrized covariant derivative of ¢, denoted by (Y¢)*, is the totally symmetric
r + 2 covariant tensorfield on S given by:

1. >A <L Arp

1 r+1
(V) Ba,..a, = p—) (WBﬁAl...AT+1 + ZWA&A 5 ) (7.51)
i=1

Also, we denote by ( *¢)® the symmetrized dual of £, a totally symmetric r + 1
covariant tensorfield on S given by:

r+1

1
(COhan =737 2006, o (7.52)
i=1

r—+ 1 — 1...>Ai<...AT+1

Lemma 7.2 Let £ be a totally symmetric » + 1 covariant tensorfield on a 2-
dimensional Riemannian manifold (S, ¢) satisfying the generalized Hodge system

225



of Lemma 7.1 for given f, g, h. Then & = (Y£)* satisfies a similar system:

dive’ = f'
cnld = ¢
tr¢ = K

where

fro= - ("Vg)*

+(r+1)K¢— i—Kl(g ®° h)

r+2

, r+1

¢ = (Vo) DE(E)
r 2 r s
W= r+2f+r+2(%)

Here, we denote by ( *Yg)® is the totally symmetric r 4+ 1 covariant tensorfield
given by:
1 r+1

B
Z ¢Ai WBQA1~.>A¢<...AT+1
i=1

( Wg)ih...ATH = r+1 :

Also, we denote by ¢ ®*® h the symmetrized tensor product of ¢ and h, a totally
symmetric r + 1 covariant tensorfield given by:

(g@°h)a,.A,, = Z Jaaha, sA < SA< A

Proof: From [.51] we have:

r+1
(dAVgl)A1...AT+1 = L {$§A1~~~Ar+1 + ZWBWAng B } (753)
i=1

r+2 1..>A; < Arp

Consider first the sum on the right hand side. Commuting covariant derivatives
we deduce:

B M
WBWAié.Al >£_< Ao = WAifAlmAr+1 + R MBAigAl...>Ai<...AT+1
i< Apr

MB
+ Z RAjMBAi§A1...>Aj<~~~>Ai<~~~AT+1
G=1,...,r+1
= WAifAl...>Ai<~nAr+1 + (T + 1)K§A1“~AT+1 (754)
— Y Kgaahasa< o sa< A,

J=1,...,r41

It follows that:
r+1

S VVAL, = DD, (7.55)
i=1

1..>A; <. Arg

+(T + 1)2K§A1---A7‘+1 - 2K(g ®° h>A1mAr+1
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We turn to the first term in parenthesis on the right in This is given
by with B replaced by A,y;. Now the left hand side of is totally
symmetric. Therefore we may totally symmetrize the right hand side to obtain
a totally symmetric formula for A¢. The formula which we obtain in this way

is:
2K

K= (TP° = Vo) + (r+ DEE— ——(go*h)  (7.50)

Combining with yields the formula for f’ of the lemma.
From [[51] we have:

r+1
1
1¢! _ BC BC _
(Clrﬁ‘ g )Al---A'r+1 P {,{ WBWC§A1---AT+1 + ;¢ WBWAI&AI.,.>XI-<...AT+1
(7.57)
In regard to the first term in parenthesis on the right we have:
1
ﬁBCWBWC§A1...Ar+1 = §¢BC(WBWC§A1"'AT+1 - WCWB§A1~~AT+1)
1 r+1
= EféBC Z RAZ'MBC&-%...>A¢<...AT+1
i=1
= (r+DE(7%, . 4, (7.58)

Consider next the sum on the right in [[.57 Commuting covariant derivatives
we deduce:

/) YR =
A

1.4 < Arg

BC M
¢ {WAiWBfA .8 + RevBaba,. >a,<.. a4,
-

i< Argl

MC
+ E RAjMBAigAl...>Aj<~~~>Ai<~~~AT+1
j=1

i=1,..., r+1
J#i
= WAigAl...>Ai<...AT+1 (7.59)
— K¢B9 S goaé B - Z 94,8 A o
AL >A A i=1,..., 1 Al >ALSAK LA
J#i
It follows that:
r+1
> POVEYoba, A = (r+1)(V9)" + (r+ 1)°K( *¢)° (7.60)

i=1

Combining with [Z.58 we obtain the formula for ¢’ of the lemma. Finally,
the formula for A’ is obtained in a straightforward manner.
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Consider now, as in Lemma 5.6, a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensor-
field on S satisfying the equation

div g0 = f (7.61)
where f is a given 1-form on S. Then, noting the identity:
¢aBfcp = dacdcp — Japde (7.62)
we have:

“(eyl6) 4 = ¢ B (evl0)s = ¢ L¢P Viehps
— (55(47")PP = (¢~ PC)Viehps = Vatrd — VPhan = —(div6).

that is:
ourl = —divl, cyrl = *dive (7.63)
Therefore 0 satisfies the generalized Hodge system:
dive = f
cyrld = *f
trd = 0 (7.64)
Defining as in Lemma 7.2 6’ to be the totally symmetric 3-covariant tensorfield
on S:
0 = (Y9)® (7.65)
that is: .
ABC = g(WAeBC + YB0ac + Ycban) (7.66)
we have: )
Vabsc = Oapc + 3(2Vabpe — Vsbac — Yebas) (7.67)
Since

YValpc — Vbac = fap(cirld)c = ¢ " fo
becomes the following expression for Y9 in terms of " and f:

Yabsc = Oapc + 5 (fan "Jo+ fac *fa) (7.65)

According to Lemma 7.2 6’ satisfies the generalized Hodge system:

dive’ = f
cyrld’ = ¢
g = k' (7.69)
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where:

i
I
—~

YF) - (V1) + 2K

2 1
= g(Wf) —gﬁdAVf‘*‘?Ko
J = V2K
W= gf (7.70)

Defining next as in Lemma 7.2 8” to be the totally symmetric 4-covariant

tensorfield on S:
0" = (Yo')* (7.71)

that is:

0Apcp = = (Vabpep + YVe0acp + Yebapp + Voblanc) (7.72)

RNy

we have:

1
Vabpop = 0hpep + 1(3%&9%0[) — V0scp — Yebapp — Vobapc) (7.73)

Since
WA%’CD ] QCD = féAB(Cl/{fw/)CD = 75/ABgICD

773 becomes the following expression for Y¥’ in terms of §” and ¢':

1
Vabpop = 0hpep + Z(MBQ/CD +¢acgpp +¢apgsc) (7.74)

According to Lemma 7.2 6" satisfies the generalized Hodge system:

dﬁVe” — f//
C]irlol/ — g//
trg” = B’ (7.75)

where:

o= ) - W)

13K — %(g ©° 1)
g/l — %(Wg/)s +3K( *9/)5
"o 1 / 1 s
R = 2f +2(Y7h) (7.76)
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Substituting [Z.70] in [[.76] we deduce the following pointwise bounds:

Il < C{IV 2SI+ IK|[W9] + 4K ]]0]}
9"l < CUVS1+ KI[W0] + 4K ||6]}
n"| < C{IVfl+ IK1I61} (7.77)

According to Lemma 7.1 6" satisfies the following integral identity on S:
ST 410" Pl = [P +1a"F 350 Py (179)

In regard to the second term in the integrant on the left hand side we write:
/SK|0”|2du¢ = /S?W”Fdw + /S(K — K)|0"Pduy (7.79)

From this point on we take S to be diffeomorphic to S2. Then according to the
Gauss-Bonnet theorem:

/ Kdpg = 4n (7.80)
s
Denoting as in Chapter 5
r= Area(S) so that K = 1
4 r2

we estimate the second integral on the right in by:
1K = Kllz2(s) 10" Z4(5) < CT(S)r |1 K = K|l 125 {0 [ Z2(s) + 2110”1 72(5)}

by Lemma 5.1 with p = 4. Thus, the left hand side of [T is greater than or
equal to:

(1= 40T ()01 ~ Rlluaqs)] [IF913as) + 210" Bags)]  (781)
Hence, if
— 1
ACT(S)r|| K = Kll12(s) < 5 (7.82)
the left hand side of is greater than or equal to:
1 _
5 [IV0132(s) + 7721007 s (7.83)

Substituting the pointwise bounds [Z.71 on the right hand side of we then
conclude that:

IV Iczsy < CLUIV Fllzacs) + IKIWOllz2cs) + IAK10]]2cs) }

1/2
e ( / IKI{IWf|2+IK|2|9|2}dug) (7.84)
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We estimate:

NE[YO 225y < [ KlLas) | Wl nacs)
< O 142K = Rpas)| 1 Wllas)  (7.85)

noting that ||f||%4(5) = 4mr=%. Also:

NAK[|01] L2(s) < [[AK || £2(s)110] Lo ()
< Cy I/(S)Tl/2||dK||L2(S)(||Y79||L4(S) + 70| Lacs)) (7.86)

by Lemma 5.2 with p = 4. Moreover, the last term on the right in [Z.84 is
bounded by:

1/2
¢ (||K||L2(S)||77f||%4(s) + ||K||%3(S)||9||%m(5)) (7.87)

1/2
< C (KIS ) 19 s + K135 6 18] <(s))
_ — 1/2
<O V214 r| K = R s 1V s

_ 3/2
+ IS 142K = Rllas)] (1Pl + 7 10]zscs)

noting that ||K||%2 g = 4drr—2, while K |Lscsy < (47Tr2)1/12||K||L4(5). We
substitute [Z.85] - in[C84 Assuming that

T3/2||K —F||L4(5) <1 (7.88)

noting that r||K — K| z2(s) < (4m)/4r3/2|| K — K||1(s) and recalling from the
statement of Lemma 5.1 that by definition I'(S) > 1, we then obtain:

IV l2s) < CUY2Flleacs) + 721V llLacs) (7.89)
+/ U(S)yr=32(1 + | K || L2¢s)) (I¥B] ags) + 77 10]l Lacs)) }
Now, from [Z.68, [[.74] we have, pointwise:

V20l < W20+ Cly2/]

VAN Rel (7.90)
while from we have, pointwise:
Vo'l < C{IV?f| + | K| W] + |dK] 6]} (7.91)
Therefore:
IV20llL2sy < (19" l|22s) (7.92)

+C LIV fllzzcs) + KWl 2cs) + [AK]10]l]2cs) }
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Substituting the estimates [Z.85] [7.80] and noting the assumption we then
obtain:

V20l 2s) < CLIVO llL2sy + IV 2 FllLacs) (7.93)
T (S)r 2 (1 + 12| AK || 1205)) (1| Lagsy + 7 10]l Lacs)) }

Combining [7.93] with [[.89] we establish the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3 Let 6 be a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfield on a 2-
dimensional Riemannian manifold (S, ¢), with S diffeomorphic to S?, satisfying
the equation
dive = f
where f is a given 1-form on S. Then there is a numerical constant C' such that
if
4CII(S)T‘HK — K”IP(S) S

N | =

while o
32| K — Kllpas <1

the following estimate holds:
1V20ll2s) < CLIVfllnaes) + 7 V21V lacs)
AT ()2 (1 4+ r2|AK || L2(s)) (V0| Lacsy + 7 16l Lags))}

Consider now , as in Lemma 5.9, a 1-form on S satisfying the Hodge system:

dive — 1
cyrld g (7.94)

where (f,g) is a given pair of functions on S. Defining as in Lemma 7.2 6" to
be the symmetric 2-covariant tensorfield on S:

0 = (W)* (7.95)
that is:
B = %(VA9B + YB04) (7.96)
we have:
Yablp = 04p + %(WAHB — V504) (7.97)
Since

Vabp — VpOa = ¢apcyrld = ¢ apg

[7.97 becomes the following expression for Yo in terms of ¢ and g:

1
Valp =05 + §¢ABQ (7.98)
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According to Lemma 7.2 ' satisfies the generalized Hodge system:

et = f
cyrld’ = ¢
e = W (7.99)
where:
1 *
o= df_i g + K0
1 *
g = g+ K0
W= f (7.100)

We have the pointwise bounds:

< CUdfI+ gl + K161}
9"l < C{ldgl + [K1]6]}
| =Sl (7.101)

According to Lemma 7.1 6’ satisfies the following integral identity on S:
SR 20 g = [P+ 197 + KRNy (702
s s
From this point on we take again S to be diffeomorphic to S?. Following the

argument leading to [L.8T] we deduce that the left hand side of [[.102] is greater
than or equal to:

(L= 20T ()| — Rllsas)] [IN9 sy + 7216, (7.108)
Hence if 1
2CT (S)r||K — K| 12(s) < 3 (7.104)
the left hand side of is greater than or equal to:
1 _
5 199 12s) + 772163, (7.105)

Substituting the pointwise bounds[Z.I0T] on the right hand side of [[.T02 we then
conclude that:

IV 25y < CHlIdfILacs) + Idgllzacs) + 1O L2s) }
1/2
w0 ( [kl (7.106)
S
We estimate (see [[.85):

NEN6lz2s) < 1K lags)ll6llzas)
< O L4 P K = R s 1)) (7.107)

A
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Moreover, the last term on the right in is bounded by:
LK g fllzscs) < €72 [1 47K = Rllgas)] " 1flssy  (7.108)
(see[LRT). Tt follows that under the assumption[.8§ the inequality [[.T06 implies:
V9l 25y < CLIAS Il 2cs) + gl L2gs) +72 210l Lagsy +77 /[ fllpas) b (7.109)
Now from we have, pointwise:
V20| < [¥9'] + Cldg] (7.110)

therefore:
1V 2601 2(s) < [I¥®'[lL2(s) + Clldgl L2(s) (7.111)
In view of [[.109] [Z.I111] we conclude that:

||W29||L2(S) < C{ldfllz2cs) + idgll sy + T71/2||f||L4(S) + T73/2||9||L4(S)}

(7.112)
Defining next as in Lemma 7.2 6” to be the totally symmetric 3-covariant
tensorfield on S:
"= (W')° (7.113)
that is:
Oapc = —(WA19 Bo + Ye0uc + Yot ap) (7.114)
we have:
Yalpe = 0hpe + 5 (2WA9 ~ Ys0ac — YeOap) (7.115)
Since
Yalse — Vetac = fap(crld)c = fange
becomes the following expression for Y9 in terms of 8" and ¢’
Yalpe = 0apc + 5 (¢ABQC +facyp) (7.116)
According to Lemma 7.2 6" satisfies the Hodge system:
dAV 9// — f//
C]irlol/ — g//
trg” = b (7.117)
where:
S 1 * S
= O
F2KO — K(§ @° b))
2 * s
g = 22K (0
2 1
W= g f g (W) (7.118)
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Substituting [.T00 in [.TT8 we deduce the following pointwise bounds:

1< C{UV 2SI+ 1V 29l + K|V + K101}
9"l < C{IV2gl+ K[| + [AK][0]}
| < C{ldfI + Idgl + [K110]} (7.119)

According to Lemma 7.1 6" satisfies the following integral identity on S:

/S (V02 + 316" dpy = /S (572 + 19" + 3K W PYdpy  (7.120)

Following the argument leading to [.81] we deduce that the left hand side of
[7. 1201 is greater than or equal to:

[1=3CT(S)r|| K - Kl|2(s)] [||779"||%2(5) + 721071 2s) (7.121)
Hence, if
— 1
BCT(S)r|| K = Kll12(s) < 5 (7.122)
the left hand side of [[.T20]is greater than or equal to:
1 _
5 19 a5y + 7216 )| (7.123)

Substituting the pointwise bounds[[.119 on the right hand side of [[.120 we then
conclude that:

IV Ir2sy < CUIV?Fllizcs) + 1V 2gllzcs)}
FCLKO L2(s) + AR O L2(s) (7.124)

1/2
s ([ IRIORPE + 1907 + K0y )
Proceeding as in the argument leading from [[.84] to we deduce:

IV 225y < CLIVZFllas) + 1V %glleacs) (7.125)
+T71/2(||Y7f||L4(S) + 11Vl Lacs))
T (S)r 2 (14 2| AK || 2(s)) (W0l Lacsy + 7 1Bl Lacsy)

under the assumption [7.88
Now, from [Z.98 [C.TT6 we have, pointwise:

V30l < V20| +ClV 2|
V20| < W'+ CIVY| (7.126)

while from [Z.100 we have, pointwise:

Vo' < C{IV 29l + | K| + K101} (7.127)
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Therefore:
1V20ll2) < [IV0"]] (7.128)
+C{IV?gllL2(s) + KNVl L2y + [IAK 1011 L2y}

Substituting the analogues of the estimates[7.85] [[.8G] and noting the assumption
[7.88 we then obtain:

1V 30025y < CUIWllz2cs) + 1V gll2(s) (7.129)
+T(S)r 2 (1 + r? | K || L2(s)) (W0l Lacs) + 7 10l ags))}
Combining with and recalling [[. 112 we conclude that the following

lemma has been established.

Lemma 7.4 Let 6 be a 1-form on a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold
(S, ¢), with S diffeomorphic to S?, satisfying the Hodge system

dvo = f

curld = g

where (f, g) is a given pair of functions on S. Then there is a numerical constant
C such that if

3CT(S)r| K = Kl a(s) <

N | =

while o
32| K — Kllpas <1

the following estimates hold:

IV20)2s) < CLAflILacs) + lIdgllzacsy + 21 Fllacsy + 22100l Lags)}
||Y739||L2(S) < o{|y? f||L2(S)+|W7 gllz2csy +1° Uz(”Wf”L“(S)"’”WQHL‘l(S))

AT (S)r ™2 (14 r? 4K | 12(s)) (W9 Las) + 7 10) Lags))}

7.4 L*(S) estimates for Y3y, dK
Proposition 7.2  We have:

K 22gs,.) < C82[ul*(Re(B) + Ri(5) + RE(B))
Oul™ 4)
1V 3tex |25, <
+Clul '[RG () Re(B) + (Ra(e) + R () (Ri(B) + R (8))]
+O(82[u| ")
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for all (u,u) € D', and:
VX N2y < Clul(Re(B) + Ri(B) + R (B))
+O(6"2|ul™)

for all u € [ug, c*), provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R, i,
R, and Ry. In particular, under such a smallness condition on ¢ we have:

ul*|AK || L2 (s,,.0) < 1

Proof: We apply Lemma 7.3 with ¥’ in the role of 6 to the Codazzi equation
The assumptions of Lemma 7.3 are satisfied by virtue of the first estimate
of Proposition 6.1 provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, R, Pi,
Rt and Re(a). Taking also into account Lemma 5.4 we obtain:

||Y73>A(I||L2(S£,u) < C{HVBUXIHN(SE,@ + ||Y72i||L2(sﬂ,u) (7.130)
ol 2NV 2 s sy + [ Filzacs, )
+CPul ™2 |1+ [ulPIAK | 2, 00| {IFR s + 10l IR D a5, }
Now, by the estimate [G.50,

VR | (5 ) + TR (50 0y < CO V2l =22 (RA(B) + R (8)) + O(|ul ~>/?)
(7.131)
Also, by the estimates and [6.45],

a2V 2erX N pasa,) + 1Vl pasa,)) < C5 2 |ul P REB) + O(lul~*)
(7.132)
Moreover, using Propositions 5.1 and 7.1 as well as the results of Chapters 3
and 4 we deduce:

192l 22(5,.0) < CIF Bl ea(s, oy + Oul ™) (7.133)
Substituting [Z.I31] - [.133] in [[. T30 we obtain:

VX 25,y < C {||773trx/||L2(sﬂ,u) + ||Y725||L2(sﬂ,u)}
+C P u| T () | 4K (| 25,0 (7.134)
+C 2 u T (RI(B) + RF(B)) + O(lul ™)

where:
l(u) = C(RI(B) + R§°(B)) + O |u ) (7.135)

We now revisit the propagation equation for the Gauss curvature, equation
5280 Applying {4 to this equation we obtain, by virtue of Lemma 1.2, the
following propagation equation for dK:

DAK + QtrxdK = —KA(Qtrx) + ddivdiv (25) — %M(Qtrx) (7.136)
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We apply Lemma 4.6 to this equation, taking p = 2. Herer =1, v = -2,y =0.
We obtain:

K Nrs, < C [ KA uags, i (7.137)
i .
L . 1
+C [ v (900 = GABR) 12(s,, o
The integrant the first integral on the right in [[.T37 is bounded by:

IKAQtrx) 225y < KlAQtrx) || z2(s) + 1K — K|l pacs) 14X [ 2 (s)
< O(lul™) (7.138)

by the first estimate of Proposition 6.1 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4. The
integrant of the second integral on the right in [[.137 is bounded by:

CUIV 36X 2csy + IV X Il 2(s))
+C{||fog Q| (s IV *trx’ |l L2(s) + IV X [l £2(s))
‘f'||Y72 log Q||L4(S)(||dtrxl||L4(S) + ||Y7>ZI||L4(S))
+[V 3 1og Q| L2y (ltrx | oo sy + 1K L= (s))}

Using the estimates of Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 6.4 and writing (see B.17):

1
V3logQ = 5(y72n+y723) (7.139)
the lower order terms are seen to be bounded by:
Co~ 2 ul T (R (@) + O ) (1Y 0l 12y + IV 21l 2(s)) + OS2 [u] =)

Substituting the above in [.137 yields:

1K |25, < C / L1V sy ) + 192K e,

+Clu| T (R (@) + OB ) (1Y *nll 22y + 1V 20l 2(c)
+O(d[ul™") (7.140)

Substituting the estimates of Proposition 7.1 this simplifies to:

1K 25, < C / {19 xcsy ) + 1Y s )
+O(ful™") (7.141)

Substituting [[.141] in [[.134] yields a linear integral inequality, for fixed u, for
the quantity:
2(w) = VXl 22(S) (7.142)
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of the form: "
z(u) <a / a(u')du' + b(w) (7.143)
0
Here a is the non-negative constant:
a=Co V2| (u) (7.144)

and b(u) is the non-negative function:

bw) = CIV*rx|L2s,.) + CO 2 |ul " (u) /O_IIWtrx’llmsﬁ,,u)dg’
+C||V 2Bl L2 (5,.) + CO 2 ul 2 (REB) + RF(B)) + O(Jul ™)
(7.145)
Since
ad = C6Y?|u| " (u) < log2 (7.146)

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, P}, Ri, we deduce,
following the same argument as that leading from to 623

2(u) < 2a / b(w)du + b(w) (7.147)
0
From [Z.148] and [.T46] (see [6.4T]),

[ourar < c / 19260 s, (7.148)
0
+CO2|u T (Re(B) + RE(B) + R (B)) + O(S|ul )

recalling the first of the definitions [[.Il Therefore, substituting in [.147] we
obtain:

V3K 25,0 < CIV X |25,

Ol () [T s, i
0

u’u

+C|V2Bllz2(s,..) + C62ul 2 (R (B) + R (B))
+O(Jul™) (7.149)

We now turn to the propagation equation[6.261 We apply Lemma 4.1 to this
equation to deduce the following propagation equation for ¥ 3try’:

DY 3try + Qtrx Vitry’ = —2Q(x, V3¢) + € (7.150)
where:
dipe = —(DV)AB(YV*trx)pe — (DY) (Y *trx) o
—a(Qrx)(V *trx') so — 2Va Q") Vb Ve X pe
+Yaesc (7.151)
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and we denote:
(X Y3 apc = XPEVAVEYe X b (7.152)

To estimate in L?(S) the first four terms on the right in [[.I51] we place each of
the two factors of each term in L*(S) using Propositions 4.1 and 6.1. This gives
a bound in L?(9) for the sum of these terms by:

O3 Hul R () (RI(B) + RE(9)) + O %[u] %) (7.153)

The contribution to || Vel|z2(s) of the first three terms in e as given by is
similarly bounded. Finally, the contribution of the last term in e is ||V 27| L2(s)-
Now r is given by Using the estimates of Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 6.4
as well as the expression and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we deduce:

1V 27| L2(5,) <
CHu| (R (@) + OOV *nll 25,0y + 11V 2101ll L2(5,,.0))
+O(|u| %) (7.154)

Combining the above results we obtain:
le'llz2cs,.) < COMul IR (@)* + ODIUIV *nll2cs,,.) + 1V *nllLacs,,.))
+CO ul R () (RI(B) + R (B)) + O 2[u| =) (7.155)
We also estimate in L?(S) the first term on the right in
1203, VX)) 22(5,.) <
Co™ 2l 7R (@) {17 20 225,

+C5 2 ul M (u) /_||773tfxl||L2(Su/,u)dﬂl}
0 3
+O5 2 ul T RE (@) |V 28] 2(s,,.0)
+C5 u] R () (RE(B) + R%(B)) + 06~/ u| =) (7.156)

by the estimate [7.140
We now apply Lemma 4.6 with p = 2 to[[.I50 Here r =3, v = -2, v =0.
We obtain:

IVt ras < € [ 11= 2000 Vo0) + €lags, ol (1157)
i .

Substituting the bounds [[.150], [[. 155 then yields a linear integral inequality for
|V 2trx'| 2(s)- Recalling B41] the contribution of the term in parenthesis in
[7.1560] involving the integral is bounded by

OV 2 |u = (u) (7.158)

times the contribution of the first term in parenthesis in [[.156] and the factor
7158 is less than or equal to 1 provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on
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Dg°, Rg°, P, Rt Taking also into account Proposition 7.1 and the first of the
definitions [Z.I], noting that

[ 192 0les e < 8219 2 0lzmcc,

[ 1928, < 8V Bl

the resulting integral inequality simplifies to:

V60 125, ) < O5 PRE(@) [ 1750 s o
0

u’u

+Clu| T RE (@) Re(8) + (Ri(a) + R (@) (Ri(8) + R5°(8))]
+0(6Y?u|7%) (7.159)
This is a linear integral inequality of the form [G.15, but with b a positive con-

stant. Noting that
OV 2 |u| 'R () < 1

provided that § is suitably small depending on R°(«), the integral inequality
implies:
1V 3tex | 25, <
+Clu| " [RE (@) Re(8) + (Ri(a) + R (@) (Ri(8) + R5°(8))]
+0(6Y%u|7%) (7.160)

This is the second conclusion of the proposition. Substituting this in and
taking the L? norm with respect to u on [0,8) if u € [ug, c* —4), on [0, c¢* —u) if
u € (¢* =4, c*), in the case ¢* > up+ 4, and on [0, ¢* —u), in the case ¢* < ug+9
(see[5.6] B.7)), the third conclusion follows. Finally, substituting the second and
third conclusions in [[.T4]] and noting that

[ 193 sy i < 8219 e,

yields the first conclusion of the proposition.

7.5 L? estimates for V?y/

We now consider any (u;,u1) € D" and fix attention in the following lemmas to
the parameter subdomain D; and the corresponding subdomain M; of M’ (see

(.45 [5.44)).
With a positive constant k to be appropriately chosen in the sequel, let s*
be the least upper bound of the set of values of s € [ug, u1] such that:

HW?’lOgQHLz(cfl) < kd32|u|=* : for all u € [ug, s (7.161)
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Then by continuity s* > wug (recall that by B.44] V2 log ) vanishes along C,,)
and we have:

1V 2 10g 2 12y < k6*2Jul™*: for all u € [ug, 7] (7.162)

In the estimates to follow the dependence on the constant k is made explicit.
Let us denote:

Pu(try) = [uol’ 62|V *trx L2(cuy) (7.163)

Here, as in 349 B.122 .97 [£.98 and [6.53] we are considering all of C,,, not
only the part which lies in M’. By the results of Chapter 2 this quantity is

bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing continous function of Mg. Let us
denote by Dj the subset of D where u < s*:

D" = [0, 1] % [ug, 5"] (7.164)

and by Mf* the corresponding subset of Mj.

Lemma 7.5 We have:

1V 260X || o ey < O6%2[ul = {Py(trx)

+(Pi(trx) + PHX) + D () (RL(B) + R°(B)) + D5 () Re(B) + K}
+0(6°|u| %)

V2K [l 2oy < Colul ™ (Re(B) + Ri(B) + R (6))
+C83 2 u| =k 4+ O(6%/%|u|~°)

for all u € [ug, s*], provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, R, Pi,

«Ril’ and RQ.

Proof: We apply Lemma 7.3 with X’ in the role of 6 to the Codazzi equation
6.58 In view of Lemma 5.4 and the last conclusion of Proposition 7.2 the
conclusion of Lemma 7.3 simplifies and we obtain:

V2% 22(8,.0) < C{HV?’UXHL?(SE,@ + IV %ill2(s,.)  (7-165)
Hul 72V 20 a0 + ¥l 5,0) )
+C1ul =32 {IVR a5y + a7 18 s (s, §
Now, by the estimate [£.91] (and Lemma 6.4),
IVE lls sy 1l ™MK (s, < O3 ul ™2 (RA(B) + RE°(8)) + O(6lul =)
(7.166)
Also, by the estimates [6.G1] (and Lemma 6.4),
a2V 2 tex [ pasa) + IVl Ligsa,.)) < C82Jul* RE(B) + O(6]ul =)
(7.167)
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Moreover, using the estimates for Y72trx, Y72X of Proposition 6.2 as well as the
results of Chapters 3 and 4 we deduce:

1V2ill2s,.) < CIV?Bllras,.) + Clul IV nllLas, .
+O(6]u|~?) (7.168)

Substituting [[.166] - [.168 in [.165 we obtain:
19282500 < C{IP200x oo,

HIY2Bll 25, + a1V 20l 22540 }
+C8M 2 ul H(RE(B) + REF (B)) + O(Blul =) (7.169)

We now turn to the propagation equation[6.641 We apply Lemma 4.1 to this
equation to deduce the following propagation equation for Y73trx’ :

DY 3try’ + QtrxV2try’ = —2Q(%, V3¢) + ¢’ (7.170)
where:
éapc = —(DV)Zs(V*trx)pc — (DV)Zc(V 20X )BD
— () (V2 trx) e — 2Va (P VB Ve X))
+Yaepe (7.171)
and we denote:
(% V%) ase = X" VaVs Yok, (7.172)

To estimate in L?(S) the first four terms on the right in [Z.I71] we place each of
the two factors of each term in L*(S) using the estimates of Propositions 4.2

and 6.2 pertaining to x. This gives a bound in L?(S) for the sum of these terms
by:

Clul = (Pi(trx) + PLHR))(RL(B) + R (5)) + O6*2[ul7T) (7.173)

The contribution to || YVel|z2(s) of the first three terms in e as given by is
similarly bounded. Finally, the contribution of the last term in e is ||V 21| 2(s)-
Now r is given by [6.560 Using the estimate of Lemma 6.4 and the estimates of
Proposition 6.2 pertaining to x as well as the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we
deduce:

V22l 2(5,,0) < Clul ™2V log Q| 2(s,, ) + O(0%|ul %) (7.174)
Combining the above results we obtain:

€/ l2(s,) < Clul™?|V*log QlL2s, )
+C8]u| (P (trx) + PLX)) (RL(B) + R ()
+0(8%/%|u|™T) (7.175)
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We also estimate in L?(S) the first term on the right in [[.I70

120 VX)) 22(50.0) <
32 Jul (D (%) + O@Jul %) {7 6l 2(s,.)

HIY2Bll 25, + 6l IV 20l 22540 }
+COlul D (R (RLB) + REF(8)) + O3/ 2[ul 7) (7.176)

We now apply Lemma 4.7 with p = 2 to[LI70l Here r =3, v = -2,y =0.
We obtain:

[l IV 2 0ex s, < Cluol' V2 trx llr2(sy.00) (7.177)

0 [ = 200 V) + s, o

s

Substituting the bounds [[.I70] [[.170 yields a linear integral inequality, for fixed
u, for the quantity:
z(u,u) = |ul* |V *trx || L2 (s, ) (7.178)

of the form [G.81] that is:

sww < [ a2, o) + bl )

0

with @ the non-negative function:
a(u) = C8"?|u|*(Dg°(x) + O(8]ul /%) (7.179)
and b(u) the non-negative non-decreasing function, depending on w,

blu, u) = Cluo|* |V *trxl| 12(5,,.0,)
+C0u| (P (try) + (X)+DSO(X))(7%‘(5)+R8°(B))

#0070 @) + Ol )
ANV 2Ble2cs, o + 1INV 0l 2, 0 b’
+C/ [/ 2|V log Q| r2(s, ydu + O3/ |u|~2) (7.180)
uo -
Since .
/Q(u’)du’§10g2 (7.181)
uQ

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on Dg°, R&°, we deduce, following
the same argument as that leading from [6.81] to [6.89]

z(u,u) < 2b(u,u) (7.182)
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We take the L? norm with respect to u on [0, 1] of this inequality to obtain:

(s )l z2o,u,1) < 2010 wllL2(0,.u,) (7.183)

Since for any S tensorfield # we have:

u, 1/2
||||0||L2<S,,u>||L2<MID—(/0 ||9||%2<sﬁ,u>dg) — 6]y (7189)

the inequality [.I83] implies, in view of the definitions [.I73] [7.180]
[l 7 e e, < Cluol ¥ tnxl o
+C8 2| " (P (trx) + PR + D () (R (B) + RE°(5))
4082 [P OF @) + 0l | )

ANF 280 oy + [0 17HNT 20 e | !
+c/ /27 Log Q] s e’ + O3l 2) (7.185)
uo u’

By the second conclusion of Proposition 7.1:
1V 20l 2y < IV 20022000y < Clul > Re(B) + O(8* 2 |ul =) (7.186)
By the fourth of the definitions [Tk

1V 2812 ey S NV 2BllL2(0n) < 8% 1ul > Re(B) (7.187)
Moreover, by the definition
192l o ey < 19l aeny) < 6ol *Py(iry) (7.188)

Substituting [7.I86 - [[. 188 in [[. 185 and taking into account [[.162] we conclude
that:

[l [V 2 tex || ooy < C8% 2 uo| ' Py(trx)
+C8 7 [(Ph(trx) + PR + D (0)(R1(B) +R5°(5))
+D5°(X)Re(B) + k]
+0(82|u|™?) (7.189)

for all u € [ug, s*]. This yields the first conclusion of the lemma.
We take the L% norm of the inequality [[.I69 with respect to u on [0,u,] to
obtain:

198 ooy < C{IPP0x N e

"F”WZQHLz(CEU + |u|_1||y72ﬂ||L2(Cfl)}
+COu[H(RH(B) + RE(B)) + O(6*/2|u %) (7.190)
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Substituting [[.I86] [T.187 and the estimate [Z.I89] then yields the second conclu-
sion of the lemma.

7.6 L? estimates for V37, V°n

In the following we denote by O(6P|u|"), for real numbers p, r, the product of
0P|u|” with a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of the quantities

D807 R807 @%7 7%7 %(trx)v 7/€2v and %(HAK)

Lemma 7.6 We have:
19202 ) < C82Jul 8L + O(8lul =) + O(6%ul ")k
1920l e, < €82l 5L+ O(8lul =) + O(5ul )k

for all u € [ug, s*], provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, R, 7,
R4, and Ry. Moreover, the coefficients of k depend only on Dg°, RE°. Here,

M = 7Kz( +7/i2 )+ Ri(p) + Ri(o)
a) + Ri(B) + R (B)(Ri (B) + R (5))
+(7K‘11(04) + R () Ri(a)
M = M+ A4

and A is given by

Proof: We apply Lemma 7.4 with n and 7 in the role of  to the Hodge systems
and respectively. The assumptions of Lemma 7.4 are satisfied by
virtue of the first estimate of Proposition 6.1 provided that § is suitably small
depending on D, R, P, Ri and Ra(a). Moreover, in view of Lemma 5.4
and the last conclusion of Proposition 7.2 the conclusion of Lemma 7.4 simplifies
and we obtain:

IVl 25,0 < € {IP20ll1a(s,) + 19202205, 0 + 19 20l 25,0
HIP 2 Dll 25, + 1T 2R A D25, )
+Clu| /2 {H!ﬂp”w(sﬂ,u) +idoll s, ) + Idell Las., )
HIAG ) 25,00 + MG A Dllzacs,.0 }
+Clu /2 { ¥l a5+ ul Ml s, | (7-190)
and:
192 0lz2(5,,0) < C{I¥20la(s, ) + 19 20lnas,. + 1720l zes,

Y2 D250 + IV2R A D25,
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+C1ul 72 { Il s(s,0) + 1901 15,00 + Il 505,00
HIAG )25, + MG A Dllzacs,0 }
+Clul =2 {|| Vil 25, + [0l 225,00 | (7:102)
Now, by the results of Chapters 3 and 4,

¥l s, + lul~HInllzos,, . < CF2[ul=>/2(Ri(B) + REE () + O(3lul~7/2)

(7.193)
and:
IV s,y + [l il pags,..) < COY2[ul =2 (REB) + RE(B)) + O(8|ul~™7?)
(7.194)

Also, recalling the definitions [6.164] [6.165, by the estimates [G.191] and
Lemma 6.4 we have:

dell s,y < Clul""PRE (@) Ri () + O(8"[ul =7?) (7.195)

and:
Il s,y < Clul 24+ O [ul~77%) (7.196)

where A is given by BI90 Moreover, using the estimates of Propositions 6.1
and 6.2 pertaining to yx and y we deduce:

||Y72(>27X)||L2(sﬂ,u) +IV3( AN L2(8u0)
< Clul ™ (RI(B) + RF(B))* + 06" *|u] %) (7.197)

and (using also Lemma 5.2):

(A O 248wy + A A )22 (54,0)
< Clu| P(REB) + R (B))* + O |ul~°) (7.198)

Substituting the above in [.191] [7.T92] we obtain:

17 20llz2(s,.0) < C {IV 20l 25,00 + 17 20lli2cs, ) + 1V 20 205,00

+Clu|~*M + 062 |u| ) (7.199)
and:
||Y732||L2(Sw) < C{HVQEHL?(SE,H) + ||Y720||L2(sﬂ,u) + ||Y720||L2(Sl,u)}
+Clu| =M + 062 |u| ) (7.200)
Here:

M = Ri(p) + Ri(0) + (Ri(B) + R (8))* + RE® () Ri () (7.201)
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and:
M = TRi(p) + Ri(0) + (RI(B) + R (8))* + A (7.202)

Next, we apply Lemma 4.1 to the propagation equations [.121] B.122 to
obtain the following propagation equations for ¥ 2p, V2 p:

DY ?u = —rx V2 — %Qtrxyﬂg +n' (7.203)

DY ?p = —ryV2pu — %Qtrxyﬂu +h' (7.204)

where h’,h" are the symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields:

W= D= (k) Py

) o (duc+ i) — (dn+ 3 ) @ A@er)

+y? [Q (—it@m? + %m«xmﬁ)] + Y 2divj (7.205)

B = —DV-du— (M %u) Y *(Qtry)
) o (dut i) — (dn+ 3 ) @ f@ry)

Ly? {Q <—itrx|X|2 4 %trxhﬂz)] LY v (7.206)

We first estimate in L2(S) the first four terms on the right in [2205 and
7.2001 We have:

(D55 = Ya()p + V()4 — Y () an

By Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 5.2 with p = 4 (and the estimate of Proposition
4.1 for try):

IV | £ (5,0 < 62 Jul 2 (RL(B) + REF(8) + O(lul ™) (7.207)

hence also:

1DV 2= (5,00 < C62[ul 2 (RA(B) + REF(5)) + O(Jul ) (7.208)
On the other hand, from [6:227] (and Lemma 6.4):
1D s, ) < CEY21ul S (RUB) + RE(B) + OGlul ™) (7.209)

We can then estimate the first term on the right in each of [.208] [Z.2006] by
placing the first factor in L>°(S) using [[2208 [2209] and the second factor in
L4(S) using [[19% [C196l This gives:

IDY - il s,y < OO 2[ul =), 1D dpll 2 s,,.) < O ?|ul~€) (7.210)
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By [6.136] [6.137 and the estimates of Proposition 6.2 pertaining to 7, 1:

il 2= (500 12l oo (500) < Clul ™ (R (p) +RE () DG (x) + A) +O(8 2 [u] %)

(7.211)
We can then estimate the second term on the right in each of [.205] by
placing the first factor in L> and the second factor in L*(.S) using Propositions
6.1 and 6.2. We obtain in this way bounds in L?(S) for the second term on the
right in each of [.2205] by O(Ju|=%) and O(8|u|~7) respectively. The third
and fourth terms on the right in each of [Z.205] are estimated in a similar
manner as the first terms. We obtain in this way bounds in L?(S) for the third
and fourth terms on the right in each of [208] [7.206 by O(|u|~¢) and O(8|u|~")
respectively.

We proceed to the fifth terms on the right in each of [.2205] Using
Proposition 6.1, the estimates of Proposition 6.2 for try and 7, as well as the
results of Chapters 3 and 4, we can estimate the fifth term on the right in [.200]
in L2(S) by:

C5~Hul = [RE (@)(RA(B) + R (8)) + (Ri(a))*] + O~ [u| %) (7.212)

Also, using the estimate of Proposition 6.1 for try, the estimates of Proposition
6.2 for try, X and 7, as well as the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we can estimate
the fifth term on the right in [206 in L?(S) by:

O(6%|u) %) (7.213)

We turn to the last terms on the right in [(.205 and [[.206] the symmetric 2-
covariant S tensorfields ¥ 2divj and ¥ 2divj. These are of the form (see G125

[E.129):
Y *div j

(2%, V7n) + (Qtrx, ¥ 1)
+(VI2%), ¥ *n) + (d(Qrx), ¥V *n)
+(V2(2R), Vi) + (V2(Qtrx), Vi)
+(V (%), ) + (V3 (Qtrx),n) (7.214)

and:

Yﬂd/ivi = (Q

—~

|><>

LY ) + (Qtrx, ¥ n)

Y(QX), ¥ *n) + (dQtrx), ¥ *n)

Y (%), ¥ig) + (V*(Qtrx), ¥n)

Y2 (Q%),1) + (V*(Qtrx), m) (7.215)
The first pair of terms on the right in[[.2T4] placing the first factors in L*°(.S)

and the second factors in L?(S), are bounded in L?(S) by:

052 u| T RF (@)Y *nl2(5, ) + Clul ™ + O(u DIV 1l (s, (7:216)

+(
+(
+(
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To estimate the second pair of terms on the right in (214 in L?(S), we place
the first factors in L°°(S) using [[.207 and the second factors in L?(S) to obtain
a bound by:
OV 2[u| 2 (RE(B) + RG(8) + O(6"2Jul 7)) -
UV 20l c2(su0) + 1V 20l L2(50,0)
< C6Pu A(RLB) + R (B) + O 2 [ul NIV 1l L2540
+0(|u|~?) (7.217)
taking into account the first estimate of Proposition 7.1. To estimate the third
pair of terms on the right in[[.214]in L?(.S), we place the first factors in L*(S) us-
ing Proposition 6.1 and the second factors in L*(S) using the results of Chapter

4 to obtain a bound by:
O(|u|™) (7.218)

Finally, the last pair of terms on the right in [[.22T4] placing the first factors
in L2(S) and the second factors in L>°(S) using the results of Chapter 3, are
bounded in L?(S) by:

C6"2[ul (R (8) + O 2 ul ) IV * ()| 2(5,0) + 172 ( Q02250
(7.219)
Moreover, expressing ¥V 2 log  as in[[.139 and using the estimates of Proposition
6.1 and Lemma 6.4 and the fact that:

1810g Q| oo (s, ) < O(lul~?) (7.220)
which follows from Lemmas 4.11 and 6.4 through Lemma 5.2, we can estimate:
1V 2(Qtrx) | 22(50,0) + 172 (Q20) 1 22(5,.0)
< C{IP20x (s, + 192X laacs,
1Y 10 Q1 25,0 (10X e (5,.0) + 181 22(5,00) |
+0(6"|u|7%)
< c{IV*tx llags, ) + 19X iz, §
+C5 V2| T R (@) + O PN UV 0l L2 (5w + 1V 0l 2250 0)
+0(6"2[u| %)
<OV 25,0 + CO 2 ul 1R (@) + OGNV *nll 25,0
+O(Jul™) (7.221)

the last step by virtue of the second estimate of Proposition 7.2 and the first
estimate of Proposition 7.1. Combining the above results [[.216] - [[.2T8 and
[(.219] [7.227] we conclude that:

1V 2div il z2cs,,.) < CF 2 |ul 7 RE @IV *nll s, )
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+C[u| 7 1+ O(Jul NIV ull 12s,,.0)
O 2 ul ")V 2 0ll 2, + OGM 2 ul VX Nl 12(540)
+0(|u|™?) (7.222)
The first pair of terms on the right in[[.2T5] placing the first factors in L>°(.S)
and the second factors in L?(S), are bounded in L?(S) by:
OS2 [u| (D () + O(6lul =)V *nll 12 (s,.0)
+Cu T 1+ O@|ul = DIV *1ll 2(s,,.0) (7.223)
To estimate the second pair of terms on the right in in L?(S), we place
the first factors in L>°(S) using (and Lemma 6.4) and the second factors
in L?(S) to obtain a bound by:
O8] = (RA(B) + R (B) + O 2|ul 7)) -
IV *nll 22s,.0) + 1V 0l L2(5,,.0))
< C8Y21ul " (RI(B) + R (B) + O 2 [u NIV *nll 25,0
+0(3ul~°) (7.224)
taking into account the first estimate of Proposition 7.1. To estimate the third
pair of terms on the right in[[.2T5in L?(.S9), we place the first factors in L*(S) us-
ing Proposition 6.2 and the second factors in L*(S) using the results of Chapter

4 to obtain a bound by:
O(8]u|~%) (7.225)

Finally, the last pair of terms on the right in [Z2T5, placing the first factors
in L2(S) and the second factors in L>°(S) using the results of Chapter 3, are
bounded in L?(S) by:

C6Y2[ul (R (8) + O 2 ul “D) IV > (2010 | 2 (5.0 + 172 ( Q01 22(51,.0))

(7.226)

Moreover, taking into account the estimates of Proposition 6.2, Lemma 6.4 and
[[220] we can estimate:

IV 2 (Qtrx) [ 25, 0) + 1V 2 Q) £2(5., )
< Ity lras, + 19°X 2, )
1V 1og Q| z2(5,,0) (11X e (5,.0) + IR Ee(5,00) |
+ O(6%%u| %)
< Ity lrais, ) + 19°X lracs, 00 }
+ C(Jul~t + O(8Y2[u|=2)) |V * log Q] 2(s

w,u)

+ 002 |u|~%) (7.227)
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where the coefficient of [[¥?logQ||2(s, ,) depends only on D§°, R§°. Combin-
ing the above results - we conclude that:
IV 2dtvjll 2(s..) < C82|ul (DG (%) + OGLul 2NNV *nll 2(54,.)
+Clu| M1+ O |ul NIV 1ll 22 (54,0
+O(8 2 |u| )V 0l L2540
+O(8"2ul =) (1Y 2 trx |25, ) + 1V 32X N1 £2(50.)
+O(6"2[u| )|V * log Q| 125, .) + O(]u|~°) (7.228)
where the coefficient of ||¥?1log Q| 2(s, ) depends only on D§°, RE.
Combining the bound [ 130 with the previously obtained bounds on the first
five terms on the right in we obtain:
W 250, < COTPul T RE(QIV 0l L2 (54,0
+Clu[ 7 1+ Ol " NIV 1l 22 (54,0)
+O( 2|7V 1l 25,0
L0 2ul )Y (5.0
FC5 ul [REP () (REB) + RE(B)) + (Rh(@))?]
+O(67 12| =) (7.229)

Combining the bound [[.228 with the previously obtained bounds on the first
five terms on the right in [(.206 we obtain:

I 25,0 < C82ul 72D (R) + O |ul =)V *0ll 2(5,..)
+Clul 7 (1 + Ol =NV *nll2(s,,.)
+O( 2 |ul =) |V 20 12 (5,,.0)

O 2 ul )1V *tex [ 225,0) + 1V 2K N22(5,.0)
+O(8"2ul )|V * 1og Ql 12s,,..) + O(8"/?|u| =) (7.230)

where the coefficient of [[¥?logQ|2(s, ,) depends only on D§°, Rg°. Substi-
tuting in [2229] the estimates [.209, yields:
W c2(s, < COTV2ul ' RE(@)IV pll2sy.0)
+Clu T 1+ O(u NIV el 25,0
+CO 2 T REE (@) + O PN UV 2Pl 2(s,.0) + 11V 20225400
+O 2 ul ")V 2 nll 25,0 + OB ul VX Nl 25400
+O6 ™ u| T [RE (@) (Ri(B) + RE°(8)) + (Ri(a))?]
+0(67Y2u|™?) (7.231)
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and:

I8 225, < COV2ul "2 (DF (%) + O@lul =)V 21l r2s,, o)
+Cu| T (1 + O@ul DIV 2pll2cs,,.)
+Clu| 7 (1 + 02 [ul =)V ?pll 25,0 + 1201l L2(5,.0)
+O(8"2[ul =) |V 20l L2 (5,09
O 2 ul 21V 201X |22 (5.0) + IV K 22(50.0))
+O(8"2[u] =)V log | 12 s

+Clu| ="M + O(6"/2|u|~?) (7.232)

u,u)

where the coefficient of ||V 3 log Qz2(s, ., depends only on Dg°, RF°.

,u

We now turn to the propagation equations [[.203] [.2041 To [7.203] we apply
Lemma 4.6 with p = 2. Here r = 2, v = —2, v = 0, and we obtain:

1
—EQtrxyﬂg +n'

1V 20l L2(5,.0) < C/O_ du/ (7.233)

L2(Syr 0)

To [.204] we apply Lemma 4.7 with p = 2. Here againr = 2, v = =2, v = (,
and we obtain:

WPV 2pllrzis,. < CluolP IV 2pllracs, ) (7.234)

u
+O/ |u/|3
uo

Substituting in [7.233] and [[.234] the estimates [[.231] and [[.232] yields the fol-
lowing system of linear integral inequalities for the quantities ||V 2pull12(s, ).

1
—§QU"KY72U + B du’

L2(Sy,u)

||W2H||L2(Sﬂ,u) on the domain D5 :
1920l 125, < alw) / 1920l s, de

) [ 192l
+f(u) (7.235)

u

WPV 2l Lees,.) < /IU’Igg(u’)||Y72g||m<sﬂ,u,>du’

Uo

4 [ WPV 2l ags
U

+ul? f (u, w) (7.236)
In [[235]

a(u) = C5Y2u|"RE () (7.237)
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bu) = Clul~ (1 +O(jul™")) (7.238)
fu) = Clul~* [RF(a)(RI(B) + RF (D) + (Ri(a))?]
+O(6"2[u| ) (7.239)

and we have taken into account the following three facts. First, that:

LU0l + 1920 s,
<521V 2l 2cn) + 1V 20l 2(cn))
< blul~*(Ra(p) + Re(0))

by the 2nd and 3rd of the definitions [[.Il Second, that:

[ 192 0lecs

< 32V 2 L2 (e
< C82u| P Ra(B) + O(6%u|~4)

by the 2nd estimate of Proposition 7.1. Third, that:

[ 193 aacsy e

< O8NV [l 2
< O ul *(Ra(B) + Ri(B) +RE°(8)) + O(0Jul ™)

by the 3rd estimate of Proposition 7.2.

In [[.236]
a(u) = C§2u|72(Dg° (%) + O(3u|~*?)) (7.240)
bu) = Clul™(1+ 0@l ™)) (7.241)
W) = [ {OWPA+ OGN plircs, 0 + IF %0 s, )

+O(" )1V *ll (s, )
+O@ NIV X 25, o + 7Y s, )
+O(51/2)||Y73 IOgQ||L2(Su,u/)} du’

+Clul ™ M + O(8 2 ul ™) + Cluo* |V 2 pll 2 (7.242)

Suug)

where the coefficient of ||¥?1log Q| 2(s, ) depends only on D§°, RE.
Consider first the integral 1nequahty 7730, At fixed u, considering ||V 2p| r2(s

as given, this inequality is of the form [618] with a(u) in the role of the constant
a and

uu)

W 19l + £
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in the role of the non-negative function b(u). If, as is the case here, the func-
tion b(u) is non-decreasing and [G.158 holds then the result [E.I8 implies 6159
Condition [6.158 in the present case reads:

a(u)d = COV2|u| 'R (o) < log2

and is indeed satisfied provided that § is suitably small depending on RF°. The
result then takes the form:

IV 2lios < 2000 [ 192 uliacsy o
+2f(u) (7.243)

Consider next the integral inequality [[.236l At fixed u, considering ||V *u| r2(s,, .)

as given, this inequality is of the form [681] with a(u) in the role of the non-
negative function g and

| BN 225, e+ el )
ug

in the role of the non-negative non-decreasing function b. Note in particular
from that the function |u|®f(u,u) is indeed non-decreasing in u. Recall
that the result implies the result provided that the condition
holds. In view of this condition holds if

C5Y2(DE (%) + 0(6)) < log?

which is indeed satisfied if § is suitably small depending on Dg°, Rg°. The result
then takes the form:

WPV 2pllLees,.) < 2/ [/ Po(u) 1V 2pll s, dv

0

+2uf® f (u, u) (7.244)

We have thus reduced the system of integral inequalities [[Z235] [[.236/on D5~ to
the system [7.243] [.244]

Let us now define:
u, 1/2
o) = ([T 192 s ) = 197l (7.245)

g 1/2
) = ([ 190l e) =P, (1200
Taking the L2 norm of [[.244] with respect to u on [0, u;] then yields:

ul*y(u) < 2/u ' [Pb(u Yy (u)du' + 2[ulg(u) (7.247)

255



where:
g(u) = [ £l 2 (o,u,)) (7.248)
From we have:

lulg(u) = /u {Clu/|2(1 +O0(0"2|u/|71)-
U Pllzoy + 1V 70Nz )
+O )V 21l 2 e
OGP DTy gz + 1978 gz
+O(51/2)||y73logQ||L2(cf})} du’
+C§1/2|u|*1M +O@u|™) + C|u0|7151/2@2(ﬁ) (7.249)

where the coefficient of || ¥ 3 log Q| z2(cu, ,) in the integral depends only on Dg°,
R. By virtue of the 2nd and 3rd of the definitions [T1] the 2nd estimate of
Proposition 7.1, Lemma 7.5, and [[.162] we then obtain:

lulPg(u) < Clu|7'6Y2M' + O(8]ul ") + O(8%u|~*)k
+Cuo| 152 Puo(p) (7.250)

where the coefficient of k& depends only on Dg°, Rg°. In the above we have
defined:

@Z(H) = 6_1/2|U0|4||Y72ﬁ”L2(c§é) (7.251)
and:
M' =M +Re(p) + Ra(0) (7.252)
Let us set:
z(u) = sup ||V %pllL2cs,.) (7.253)
u€l0,u, B

Going back to [[.2243] and taking the supremum with respect to u on [0, u;] we
obtain:

() < 2000) [ 19l gacs, e+ 260 (7.251)
Now,

/o_ ||Y72ﬁ||L2(sﬂ,u)dﬂ < 51/2Q(U) (7.255)

therefore substituting the bound [.247 for y(u) we obtain:

/ TV 2l e, oy du < 26M2|ul [ / o [Pb(a Yy o Y + g )
0 - ug -

(7.256)
Since
y(u) < 6Y2%z(u) (7.257)
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[7.256] implies:

/ IV 2l s,y ds < 26V/2Ju) [51/2 / |8 ()2 (oYt + [P g (w)
0 - uo -

(7.258)
Substituting the bound [.258 in [(.254] then yields the following linear integral
inequality for z(u):

) < =0 [ PR
+46"/ 2b(U)g(uo) +2f(u) (7.259)
Moreover, setting:
2= [ ! Pb( )= () (7.260)

we have, replacing u by v/ in [[257 multiplying by [«/|>b(u’) and integrating
with respect to w’ on [ug, ul,

/u [/ 2o (u Yy (u')du' < 6% Z(u) (7.261)

therefore substituting in [[.247] yields:
uly(u) < 262 Z(u) + 2Jul>g(u) (7.262)
Now, the inequality [[.259] takes in terms of the function Z the form:
dz
— < 46bbZ +w (7.263)
du
where:
w(u) = 451/2b(u)b(u)|u|3g(u) + 2Q(u)|u|3f(u) (7.264)
Integrating [[.2263] from wug, noting that Z(ug) = 0, yields:

Z(u) < /u " exp (45 /u u(bl_))(u”)du”) w(u')du! (7.265)

Now from the definitions [[.238| [[.241]
(b)(u) = Clul (1 + O(fu[ 1))
hence u
45/ (bb) (u")du" < log 2

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, R§°, and [[.265 simplifies
to:

Z(u) < 2/uw(u’)du/ (7.266)

0
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We shall now derive an appropriate estimate for 7%(u). Recall that on Cy,
holds. It follows that:

IV 2ullz2(s,ny < IV 2ullz2(s,) + 20720l L2(5, 0,)
+Cluo| ~H(RI(B) + R (B))? + O(6"2|uo| ~°)7.267)

(see [[I9T). Substituting in [[230] at uw = wug then yields the following linear
integral inequality for ¥ 2pul| 2

)

192125 < ) [ 19l 1205, + F0) (7.268)

a(ug) + b(uop)

C6 2 |up| MR (@) + O(|Juo| ) (7.269)
Fluo) = f(uo) + bluo) {Coluo| [ Re(p)

HRAB) + RE(8))2) + 06 2o ) |

< Cluol ' [RF () (Ri(B) + REF(8)) + (Ri())*] + O(6"Juo| =)

s}
<
(=}
~
IA

(7.270)
(see [[247 - [[249). The integral inequality [[.268] implies:
IV 20l 25, ) < e?0w0) f(ug) (7.271)

Since
da(ug) < log?2

provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg§°, Rg°, [[.271] in turn implies:

IV 20l L2(5,00) < 2f(uo)

< Cluo| [RF () (Ri(B) + RE(8)) + (Ri(e))?]
+0(6Y?|ug| %) (7.272)

It then follows through that:

Po(p) < C[Relp) + (Ri(B) +R5(H)”
+ R (@) (RL(B) + R (B)) + (Ri(«))?]
+0(8Y2|ug| 1) (7.273)

Substituting [[.273] in [(.250] we obtain:

lulPg(u) < C6Y2u|~* M + O(3|u| ™) + O(5%|u| ~*)k (7.274)
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where (see [[201)):

M = 7752( + 7& +Ri(p) + Ri(o)
)+ 77&% )+ R (B)(RL(B) + R (9))
+(7/3‘1‘(0<) + R ()R () (7.275)

and the coefficient of £ depends only on Dg°, Rg°. Substituting [7.274] and [7.239)
in [7.264] we obtain:

w(u) < Clul? [RF(@)(RL(B) + R (9)) + (Ri(a))?]
+0(8Y2|u| =) + O(8°/2|u| %)k (7.276)

hence, from [Z.260]

Z(w) < Clul7" [RE(a)(RI(B) + R (B)) + (Ri(a))?]
+O(62[u] %) + O(8°2|u| =)k (7.277)

where the coefficient of k depends only on D§°, RE°. Substituting [[2277] (see
[7260) as well as[[.274] and in then yields:

z(u) < Clu[™ [RF()(RI(B) + R (B) + (Ri(a))?]
+0(8Y2u|=%) + 0(8°/2|u| ")k (7.278)

where the coefficient of k depends only on Dg°, R5°. Also, substituting [[.277
and [(.274] in [(.262] yields:

y(u) < C8Y2|u|~*M + O(8]u| ™) + O(8?|u| =)k (7.279)

where the coefficient of k£ depends only on Dg°, Rg°.
Finally, taking the L? norm of [.199 with respect to u on [0, u,] we obtain,
in view of the definition [[.245] and the 2nd and 3rd of the definitions [T.1],

V20l oy < Cylu) + C62[ul ™ (Ralp) + Ra(0))
+COY2u|7AM + O(8]u|~%) (7.280)

In view of [[257 the bound implies in conjunction with the first
estimate of the lemma. Also, taking the L? norm of with respect to u
on [0,u,] we obtain, in view of the definition [[.246 and the 2nd and 3rd of the
definitions [Z.1]

V200 o cmy < Cylu) + C6Y2[ul ™ (Ralp) + Re(0))
+C6Y2|u| M + O(5|ul %) (7.281)

Substituting the bound [[.279] then yields the second estimate of the lemma.
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7.7 L? estimate for V3w

We proceed to derive an estimate for Y3w in L?(C5') uniform in u for all
u € [0,s*]. Using this estimate we shall derive an estimate for Y 3logQ in
L?(Cy") uniform in u for all u € [0,s*], which, with a suitable choice of the
constant k, improves the bound [[. 162l This shall enable us to show that s* = u;
so that the previous lemmas actually hold on the entire parameter domain D1,
and, since (uy,u1) € D’ is arbitrary, the estimates hold on all of D’.

Lemma 7.7 We have:
V2wl ey < C8*2|ul N + O(62[ul =) + OS2 [u] %)k

for all u € [ug, s*], provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, R, Pi,
Ri, and Ry. Moreover, the coefficient of k depends only on Dg°, R5°. Here,

N = Re(B8)+Ri(B)+Rilp) + D5 () (Re(B) + Ri())
+HPL(trx) + PLE)IRE (B) + (Ri(B) + REF(8))°

Proof: Consider the propagation equation for the function ¢, equation [6.202)
Applying ¢ to this equation we obtain, in view of Lemma 1.2, the following
propagation equation for the S 1-form dy:

Ddp + Qtrydp = —2Q(x, V3w) + m/ (7.282)

where:
m' = —(Qtrx)g — 2(VIW), ¥V *w) + din (7.283)
We shall first estimate m’ in L?(S). The first two terms on the right in [.283
are estimated in L?(S) by placing each of the two factors in L*(S) using the

estimate of Proposition 6.2 pertaining to w and the results of Chapter 4. We
obtain a bound for these terms in L?(S) by:

O(6Y2|u|~%) (7.284)

To estimate dm in L?(S), we consider the expression [£.203] for m. In regard to
the first term on the right in [6.203] we write:

A(dhv (%), dw) = (ddhv (%), dw) + (dhv (%), V *w)

Placing each of the two factors of the two terms on the right in L*(S) using
Proposition 6.1, the estimate of Proposition 6.2 for w, and the results of Chapter
4 we obtain an L?(S) bound for the contribution of the first term on the right
in to dm by:

O(6Y/?|u|~9) (7.285)

In regard to the second term on the right in [6.203 we write:

ddiv (Q*trxB) = Qtexddiv + (V2 (Qtrx), 8)
HA(Q?trx)div B + (A(Qtrx), YB)
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The first term on the right is bounded in L?(S) by:
O(Jul ™Y1V *Bll2(s,,.0) (7.286)
while the remaining terms are bounded in L?(S) by:
O(8|ul™™) (7.287)

using Proposition 6.1 and the results of Chapter 4. The contributions to dm of
the third and fourth terms on the right in [£.203 are bounded in L?(S) by:

O@lul) IV 2pllr2(s,.) + V20l L2s,.)) + O@]ul ™) (7.288)

by Lemmas 6.4 and 4.11, which in conjunction with Lemma 5.2 with p = 4
imply:
I410g 2| o< (s, ) < O(]ul™%) (7.289)

To estimate the contribution of the fifth term on the right in [6.203] we write:

Alog® = S (dhvy + divn)

and use the first estimate of Proposition 7.1. We obtain in this way an L*(S)
bound for the contribution in question by:

Olul) 1V *nll L2(5,. .y + OB |u|76) (7.290)
The principal part of the contribution of the sixth term on the right in [6.203] to
Am is:
20%((n — n, dhn) + (n, 44n))
This part is bounded in L?(S) by:
O 21l =) (I *nll L2(5,.0) + 1V 0l L2(5,)) (7.291)
while the remainder is bounded by:
O(6Y2|u|~%) (7.292)

using the estimates for 7), n of Proposition 6.2 and the results of Chapters 3 and
4. Finally, the contribution to dm of the last term on the right in 6203 is:

AdivIQ*(RF - f— 257 - B+ 20p — 3 “10)] (7.293)

The part:
—24div (2°%* - 6)

gives the leading contribution in behavior with respect to . Using the estimate
of Proposition 6.2 pertaining to X, which in conjunction with Lemma 5.2 with
p = 4 implies:

VRl 2o (5,00 < O [ul 7 (RE(B) + R (8)) + O(0]ul ™) (7.294)
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together with the results of Chapter 3, the contribution in question is bounded
in L2(S) by:

C821u|"2(DG (1) + O(Jul 2NNV Bl 2(s,
+Clul P (RA(B) + RE*(6))* + O(6"?|u| ) (7.295)

The remainder of [[293]is bounded in L?(S) by:

0(5_1/2|u|_1)||W2ﬁ||L2(sﬂ,u)
O 2 1ul=)(IV 2pllL2s,..) + 1V %0 llz2(s, )
O(|ul )1V *nll 2(s,,..) + O("?[ul %) (7.296)

Collecting the above results (7284 - [[.288 [7.290) - [[.292] [[.297] - [[.296) we

conclude that:

Im || 22s,) < OG a2V 0l 25, + 11V *1ll2(s,.00)
+O(Ju| )V 20l 225, )
+C6 2 |u "2 (DG (%) + OSJul =)V 2Bl L2(s,
O(6~1/2|u| )| W2 Bllr2(s, )
+O( 2l (1Y 2Pl La(s,..) + 1V 20l L2cs, )
FCJu| X (REB) + RE(B))? + O ?[u| %) (7.297)

Consider now equation Setting § = dw, the S 1-form 6 satisfies a
Hodge system of the type considered in Lemma 7.4 with f = ¢ + div(Q3),
g = 0. By the first estimate of Lemma 7.4 we then have:

IV 3wll2(s,.) < O{”M”N ) 11V 280 25,
+O0Ju| *[RL(B) + Rilp) + D5 ( X?K“(B)
Jr(YP‘l1 (trx) + PHE)RE (B)]
O(8%%|u) %) (7.298)

using the estimate [6.222] (and Lemma 6.4) as well as the results of Chapter 4.
It follows that in reference to the first term on the right in [[.282 we have:

1205, V)25 < C5 V2 |ul 'R (a ){HM“LQ(SH,H)+||Y72g||L2(SH,u)}
+0(6Y?|u|~%) (7.299)

We now apply Lemma 4.6 with p = 2 to the propagation equation [[.282] Here
r=1,v=-2, =0 and we obtain:

blios <C [ 112200720 + | ogs, (7.300)
0 u'ou
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We substitute the estimates and [[297 For u € [0, u;] we have:

LUl + 19 alliags,, )l
< 51/2(||W377||L2(C§1) =+ ||Y73ﬂ||L2(c§1)
< O(8]u|™) + O(8°|u| %)k (7.301)
by Lemma 7.6, the coeflicient of k£ depending only on Dg°, RE°,

|12l < 8Dl ) < OGP (7302)

by the 2nd estimate of Proposition 7.1, and:

Uy

[ 198l < 81Tl ) < 62l Rel)
Uy

1928l < 8T8l ) <l Re(6)
Uy

192 0lzcsy i < 8219200 i, < Ol Tl

Uy
| 172 iy i < 61T e, < Ol Rl
(7.303)

by the definitions [l We then deduce the following linear integral inequality
for the quantity ||dlz2(s, ) on the domain D3

s, < OO RF(@) [ Ibls,,
+C6lu| 7 [DEE ()R (B) + (Ri(B) + R (5))?]
+O(6*2|u| %) + O(8%|u| ~®)k (7.304)

the coefficient of k depending only on D§°, Ry°. At fixed w this inequality
is of the form with C6~1/2R5° in the role of the constant a. Since here
condition [6.I58is verified if ¢ is suitably small depending on R (), the result
follows, which here reads:

Il r2(s,.) < Colul™® [DF(X)R(B) + (Ri(B) + R (9))?]
+O(83/%|u| =) + O(8%|u|~*)k (7.305)

This holds for all (u,u) € D . Taking the L? norm of [[2Z98 with respect to u
on [0,u;] we obtain, in view of the last of the definitions [71]

IV 2wl gy < C||¢Zéaé||m(cE
+C2(u| P [R(B) + R1(B) + Ri(p) + D () RI(B)

+(7Pi‘trx +fm RE@)
+0O(62|u|%) (7.306)
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Noting that
ALl 2 o2y < 6'/2 sup ]HMHLQ(SE,H)

u€[0,u,
and substituting the estimate then yields the lemma.
Lemma 7.8 There is a numerical constant C' such that with
k=CN+0(5Y?)
we have s* = u; and the estimate:
IV *10g Ql 221y < C8*2|ul N + O(6%|u| ")

holds for all u € [ug,u;], provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°,

R, Tt, Ri, and Ry.

Proof: Applying YV to equation [6.223 we obtain, in view of Lemma 4.1,

DY *logQ = V°w — DV - YV log Q — YDV - dllog Q (7.307)

Here, we denote:

(DY -V?logNapc = (DY)5c(V?log)ap (7.308)
+(DY) (Y log Q) pp + (DY) {5(V > log Qe

and:
(VDY - fllog ) apc = Ya(DY) godp log (7.309)
By Lemma 6.4 and the bound [[.209] the estimates of Proposition 6.2 pertaining
to x and the bound [[.220, the second and third terms on the right in [.307 are
bounded in L?(S) by:
O(63/2|u|~%) (7.310)

We apply Lemma 4.7 with p = 2 to equation [L.3071 Here r =3, v =0, v = 0.
Taking into account the fact that ¥ 3log () vanishes on C,, we obtain:

IV g sy € [ WP wliacs o (r31)

b [ W PIDP 7 log 2 + YD - il i
uo

By the bound the second integral on the right is bounded by:
O(63/2|u|=?) (7.312)

We then take the L? norm of [[.311] with respect to u on [0, ;] to obtain:

W21V 1og 2 o) < / /P 2] o
+0(82|u|~3) (7.313)
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Substituting the estimate for ¥ 3w of Lemma 7.7 then yields:
17%10g oo, < CE/2ul N + O]l )
+0(8?lu|~ ")k (7.314)

where the coefficient of k£ depends only on Dg°, R5°. In reference to this estimate
let:

a = CON+0(5"?)
b = 0O(1) (7.315)

so that the coefficient of & in [314is 67/%|u|~"b, with b depending only on D,
R. The estimate [[314] then implies:

1V 2 10g 2 12y < 6%/ (a + 6°0k)|ul ™ & Vu € [uo, 5] (7.316)
Choosing
k=2a (7.317)
we have
a+ 6%bk < 2a provided that 2b6* < 1 (7.318)

The last is a smallness condition on ¢ depending only on Dg°, R§°. The estimate
[7.316] then implies

1V 2 1og 2 12y < k6> Zlul™ 2 Vu € [ug, s7] (7.319)

hence by continuity [[.162 holds for some s > s* contradicting the definition of
s*, unless s* = uy. This completes the proof of the lemma.

Since by the above lemma D§ = Dj, with k as in the statement of Lemma
7.8, the L?(C5") estimates of Lemmas 7.5, 7.6 and 7.7 hold for all u € [ug, u1],
in particular for v = u;. Now, the right hand sides of these inequalities are
independent of u; or uy and (u;,u1) € D’ is arbitrary. Taking for any given
u1 € [ug,c*) the limit u; — min{d,c¢* — u1}, we conclude that the estimates
hold with Cy} replaced by C,,,, for all u; € [ug, c*).

Moreover, by virtue of the L?(Ci") estimate for V3 log Q of Lemma 7.8, we
can now estimate (see [[.I74):

IVl 2oy < CO*2ul N+ O(8%|ul ) (7.320)

Using this bound we deduce, following the argument leading to the estimate
[C189,

V2 trx || ooy < CO%2|ul "B+ O(5°[u ™) & Vu € [ug,us]  (7.321)

where:

B' = Ps(trx) + Re(f 7K4 +Rs(p)
+(Pi( trx +7P4 JrDo ()R (B) + R (8))

+Dg° (% +7/?4 +(RA(B) + R (6))? (7.322)
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We thus arrive at the following proposition.

Proposition 7.3  The following estimates hold for all u € [ug, ¢*):
IV 20 22,y < C6%2[ul =B’ + O(6%ul =)
V2% 22y < Colul ™ (Ra(B) + Ri(B) + R (8)) + O(6*2[ul %)
1V 20l L2 (0. < C82|ul =M + O(6]ul~*)
IV *nll2(c.) < Y2 |ul ™M + O(6]ul ™)
1V *wll2(c,) < C8*%jul PN + O(8%|ul~°)
provided that § is suitably small depending on D, RS°, P}, R, and Re. Here

B’ is defined by [[:322 M and M are defined in the statement of Lemma 7.6
and N is defined in the statement of Lemma 7.7.

7.8 L? estimates for V2w and YV 3w

As we have already remarked, the estimate of Chapter 6 for ¥ 2w in L*(S) looses
a factor of §'/2 in behavior with respect to ¢ in comparison with the L*(S)
estimate for dw of Chapter 4 (as well as a loss of a factor of |u|~! in decay).
We shall presently derive an L? estimate for ¥ 2w using only the propagation
equation LI77 in which no losses are present.

Proposition 7.4 We have:
V2wl L2,y < €8 |ul > Ra(p) + O(S|ul =)
for all u € [ug, c*), provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R, Pi,

7/%4117 and RQ.

Proof:  We consider any (u;,u1) € D’ and fix attention to the parameter
subdomain D;. We apply Lemma 4.1 to the propagation equation LI77 to
obtain the following propagation equation for ¥ 2w:

DY ?w =0l (7.323)
where:
U'=—Q72DV - fw +2dlog Q@' + V1 (7.324)

To equation [[323 we apply Lemma 4.7 with ¥ 2w in the role of § and Q2I" in
the role of {. Then r =2, v =0, v = 0. In view of the fact that Y 2w vanishes
on (), we obtain, taking p = 2:

IV %eliacs, <€ [ 1 s, e (7.325)
uo
Now, by the bound [6:225] and Proposition 4.3 the first term on the right in [.324]

is bounded in L?(S) by:
O(6Y2|u| %) (7.326)
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By the bounds[7.289 and the second term on the right in[7.324]is bounded
in L2(S) by:
O(6)u|™%) (7.327)

In regard to the last term on the right in [[3324] [ is given by ELI78 Using the
estimates of Proposition 6.2 pertaining to 7,  and the results of Chapters 3 and
4 we deduce:

VUl 250,00 < IV 2Pl 22(54,0) + OS2 [u]0) (7.328)
Collecting the above results (326 - [[328)) we conclude that:
11| 2(s5,.0) < 11V 20l 2(54.0) + O6"]u ) (7.329)

Substituting this in we obtain:
[l V2wl L2(s,0) < C/ W1V 20l r2s, du’ + O [ul~%)  (7.330)
U
Taking the L? norm with respect to u on [0,u,] then yields:

726l sy <€ [ WV 2l e+ Ol ) (7331)
Since by the second of the definitions [l
1920l 2020y < 197l ) < 672001 Ralo)
it follows that:
1V 201l 2 o1y < C82Jul > Ra(p) + O(6]ul~*) (7.332)

This holds for any u € [uo,ul], in particular for v = uy. Since (uq,uy) € D’
is arbitrary, taking for any given uq € [up, ¢*) the limit u; — min{d, c¢* — u;}
yields the lemma.

We now turn to estimate Y 3w in L?, using the propagation equation (233
for ¢ coupled to the elliptic equation [6.240

Proposition 7.5 We have:
1V 2wll2(c) < Clul"*(Re(8) + RI(B)) + O™ |ul ™)

for all u € [ug, ¢*), provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, 7,

R, and Re.

Proof: 'We consider again any (u;,u1) € D" and fix attention to the parameter
subdomain D;. Applying 4 to the propagation equation [6.238 we obtain, in
view of Lemma 1.2, the following propagation equation for the S 1-form di:

Ddip + Qtrxdp = —29(x, V3w) + m’ (7.333)

267



where:
m' = —(Qtrx) — 2(VM(QX), ¥V *w) + dm (7.334)

We shall first estimate m’ in L?(S). The first two terms on the right in
[[334 are estimated in L?(S) by placing each of the two factors in L*(S) using
Proposition 6.3 (see[6:2256) and the results of Chapter 4. We obtain a bound for
these terms in L?(S) by:

O(|u|™%) (7.335)

To estimate @m in L?(S), we consider the expression [£.239 for m. In regard to
the first term on the right in [6.239 we write:

Adhv (%), ) = (ddhv (), fw) + (dhv (%), ¥ *w)

Placing each of the two factors of the two terms on the right in L*(S) using
Propositions 6.2 and 6.3 and the results of Chapter 4 we obtain an L?(S) bound
for the contribution of the first term on the right in [6:239 to dm by:

O(|u|™%) (7.336)
In regard to the second term on the right in we write:
ddiv (Q*trxB) = Qtoxddiv + (V*(Qtrx), 5)
HAQ*rx)div B + (A% tr), VB)
The first term on the right is bounded in L?(S) by:
C(lul=" + O™V *Bll 12(5,,.0) (7.337)
while the remaining terms are bounded in L?(S) by:
O(6Y2|u|~%) (7.338)

using Proposition 6.2 and the results of Chapter 4. The contributions to dm
of the third, fourth, fifth, sixth and seventh terms on the right in [6.239 are
bounded in a similar manner as the contributions to #m of the corresponding

terms on the right in (see [[288 - [[302] [[.297] - [296]). We obtain
an L?(S) bound for the contributions of these terms to dm by:
O 2 |ul =) IV *nll 2 (5.0) + 1V 20l 225400

O(lul )1V *nll L2 (s,,.0)
+O 2 [ul =)V *Bll L2 (5,0
O 2ul DIV 2Bl 2(5y.0)

(

(

+

_|_
+O 2 [ul )1V ?pllL2(s, ) + 1V 20Nl L2(5,,.0))
+O(|u|™?) (7.339)
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Collecting the above results (333 - [[339) we conclude that:

Im'r2es, < O@ 2l ")V *nllc2(s,..) + 1720l 22s,0)
+O(Jul =)V 21ll2cs,,.0)
+C(Jul =" + O@u NIV 2Bl 2 (s,,.0)
(
(

+

O 2 ul ™IV Bllz2(5, )
+O(2ul ) (1Y ?pll 2(5,.0) + 1V 20N L2(5,.0))
+O([ul~5) (7.340)

Consider now equation Setting 0 = dw, the S 1-form @ satisfies a
Hodge system of the type considered in Lemma 7.4 with f = ¢ — div(Q5),
g = 0. By the first estimate of Lemma 7.4 we then have:

17%0lixs, < C{Ibloas, + 19281, )
+C5 2 |u| 3REB) + O(lul ™) (7.341)

using the estimate [£.256] (and lemma 6.4) as well as the results of Chapter 4. Tt
follows that in refeference to the first term on the right in [7.282] we have:

12X, V2w)ll2(50.0) <
O8] (D(%) + Ol =) {18l 205, ) + 1928125, )
+O(|ul ™) (7.342)

We now apply Lemma 4.7 with p = 2 to the propagation equation [[.282] Here
r=1,v=-2,v=0 and we obtain:

[uPlldpllracs,.y) < Cluolléllzais,, v, (7.343)

+C / [ [ =29(% V) + | o,y v
) =

Substituting the estimates [[.342 and [(.340 and noting that in view of the fact
that w vanishes on C,,, we have, from [6.237]

AL £2(50r00) < CNY *Bll L2 (500 + O 0] ~2) (7.344)
we obtain the following linear integral inequality for the quantity |u|?(|ds| r2(s,, .):
[P Al s, < / a(u)|u' Pl Lacs, ) du’ + blu, u) (7.345)
U
where:
a(u) = C§2u|"2(D5 (%) + O(3]ul /%)) (7.346)
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buw) = [ {OG DT a5, + 17 25, .0)

+ 00 | ™)V 21l s, )
+ (| + 0@ I7 2Bl s, .
+ 0@V ?pllas, ) + 1970 l22(s, )
+O@ W DIV 2Bl s, ) + O] *) } du’
+C|UO|2||W26HL2(SE,H0) + 0(51/2|u0|—3) (7.347)

At fixed u the inequality [Z.345]is of the form[B.8T]with the quantity |u|?||d]| .2(s

in the role of z(u). Note that the function b(u,u) is non-decreasing in u. More-
over, we have

u,u)

/ a(u')du’ <log?2

0
provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, Rg°. It follows that
holds, that is:

|ul? ||l 2250,y < 2b(u,w) (7.348)
taking the L? norm of this inequality with respect to u on [0, u;] we then obtain:
|“|2||¢Z‘/’||L2(c§1) < 2”@(.7”)”[42([0,&1]) (7.349)
and from [[3377 we have:
oG @)l 2oy = / {06Vl ooy + 1921l o1
uo w w

+ O/ | IV 20l o

+ O]+ O 2D P 2Bl o o

+ 0@V 20l 2ty + 1920l )

HOE™ 2 DIF 2Bl ey + OV’ *) }
+Cluol2 IV 2B 21, + OBl ) (7.350)

Substituting the second estimate of proposition 7.1, the estimates of Proposition
7.3 pertaining to 7, 7, yields, in view of the definitions [T}

1o, @)l 2(f0,4,1) < Clul ™' Ra(B) + O(6Y2[ul~?) (7.351)

therefore:

AL 2y < Clul"*Re(B) + O(8"|u ) (7.352)
This holds for any w € [ug,u], in particular for v = uq. Since (uy,u1) € D’
is arbitrary, taking for any given uq € [up, ¢*) the limit u; — min{d, c¢* — u;}
yields:

I8l z2(c.y < Clul™*Ra(B8) + O(6"2[ul ™) (7.353)
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for all u € [ug,c*). Taking the L? norm of [[.340] with respect to u on [0,9), if
u € [ug,c* — 0], on [0,c* —u), if u € (¢* — 0,c*), we obtain:

1V3wllizcny < Cliddllzc (7.354)
+Clu " (Ra(B) + RE(B)) + O 2 Jul %)

Substituting then the estimate [[.353] yields the proposition.

7.9 L? estimates for {Dw, dDw, D*w, D*w
Proposition 7.6  We have:
|14Dw]| 120y < 672 |u| *Ra(Dp) + O [ul )

for all u € [ug, ¢*), provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, 7,
R, and Re.

Proof:  We consider any (u;,u1) € D’ and fix attention to the parameter
subdomain D;. Applying 4 to the propagation equation we obtain, in
view of Lemma 1.2 the following propagation equation for dDw:

D(ADw) = 0*n/ (7.355)

where:
n' = 2(dlog Q)n + fn (7.356)
To equation [.355 we apply Lemma 4.7 with dDw in the role of # and Q?n’ in
the role of {. Then r = 1, v = 0, v = 0. In view of the fact that dDw vanishes

on Cy, we obtain, taking p = 2:
Dl a5, < € [ s, e (7.357)
ug
Taking the L? norm of this inequality with respect to u on [0, u,] yields:

D ey < C [y (7.35%)
uo w

Now, by the bounds and the first term on the right in is
bounded in L?(S) by:
O(lul™)

therefore in L?(Cy') b

O(6Y2|u|=) (7.359)

In regard to dn, the second term on the right in [7.356 n is given by {184 By
the first of the definitions the contribution to dn of the first term on the
right in LT84 is bounded in L*(Cy') by

572 |u|~*Ry(Dp) (7.360)

271



By Proposition 7.4 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 the contribution to dn
of the second term on the right in LT84 is bounded in L?(Cy") by:

O(8]u| ™) (7.361)

By the results of Chapters 3 and 4 the contribution to dn of the remaining terms
on the right in 1841 is bounded in L?(S) by:

O(|ul™)

therefore in L?(Cy') by:
O(6Y2|u|=) (7.362)

Combining - we obtain:
Idnll 2y < 872 Jul P Ra(Dp) + O(6"2[ul =) (7.363)
Combining the results and yields:
12| 2 ey < 672 ul 7 Ra(Dp) + O3l ™) (7.364)
We substitute this bound in [[Z358 to obtain:
IADWI| >y < 572 ul > Ra(Dp) + O(8"|u %) (7.365)
This holds for any w € [ug,u], in particular for v = uq. Since (uy,u1) € D’

is arbitrary, taking for any given uq € [ug, ¢*) the limit u; — min{d, c¢* — u;}
yields the proposition.

Proposition 7.7 We have:
14Dw] 25,y < Colul~*Ri(p) + O(8%[ul ™)

for all (u,u) € D', provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, RS, P4,

R, and Re.
Proof:  Applying d to the propagation equation LI87, we obtain, in view of
Lemma 1.2, the following propagation equation for dDw:

D(dDw) = Q*n/ (7.366)

where:
n' = 2(dlogQ)n + dn (7.367)

To equation we apply Lemma 4.6 with dDw in the role of # and Q?n’ in
the role of £&. Here r =1, v = 0, v = 0. Taking p = 2 we obtain:

|4Dwlz2(s,,.) < C / N, ody’
i .

C6Y2 10| 1200 (7.368)

IN
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Now, by the bounds[[.289 and A.190/in which [4.192is substituted, the first term
on the right in [[3367 is bounded in L?(S) by:

O(8ul~°)

therefore in L?(C,) by:
O(63/2|u|~%) (7.369)

In regard to dn, the second term on the right in [[367, n is given by The
contribution to dn of the first term on the right in is bounded in L?(C,,)
by:

14Dl L2 ey < C82[ul T4 Ri(p) + O(8* 2 |ul =) (7.370)

from [AI91] and the fourth of the definitions [[Jl By the estimate for w of
Proposition 6.2 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 the contribution to dn of
the second term on the right in is bounded in L?(S) by:

O(6°2|ul~%)

therefore in L?(C,,) by:
O(6%|u|~°) (7.371)

By the results of Chapters 3 and 4 the contribution of the remaining terms on
the right in 188 is bounded in L?(S) by:

O(6]ul =)

therefore in L?(C,,) by:
O(8%%u)™?) (7.372)

Combining - we obtain:

Idnll 2,y < 82 |ul~*Ri(p) + O(6°2[ul =) (7.373)
Combining the results [[L369 and [[.373] yields:

17| 20y < CF2|ul R (p) + O(6*/2|u| ) (7.374)

Substituting this in [[.36§ yields the proposition.

Proposition 7.8 We have:
ID?w|r2(c.y < C522[ul " Ro(D?p) + O(6™/?[u| %)

for all u € [ug, c*), provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R, i,

«Ril’ and RQ.

Proof: ~We consider any (uy,u1) € D’ and fix attention to the parameter
subdomain D;. By the commutation formula [[L9T] we have:

DD*w = DDDw + 2Q%(n — n)* - dDw (7.375)
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Applying D to equation[£.I83]we then obtain the following propagation equation
for D%w:
D(D?*w) = Q*n (7.376)

where:

i =2(n—n)* dDw + 2wn + Dn (7.377)

To equation [[.376] we apply Lemma 4.7 with D?w in the role of § and Q%7 in
the role of . Then r =0, v =0, v = 0. In view of the fact that D?w vanishes
on Cy, we obtain, taking p = 2:

|u|*1HD2w||L2(SE,u) < C/ |u/|71||ﬁHL2(S£,u’)dul (7.378)
ug
Taking the L? norm of this inequality with respect to u on [0, u,] yields:
|u|_1HD2w||L2(C$1) < C/ |u/|_l|m”L2(cﬁ})dU/ (7.379)
uo w

Now, by Proposition 7.6 and the results of Chapter 3 the first term on the right
in L3770 is bounded in L*(Cy*) by:

O(|u|™) (7.380)

Also, by the bound and the results of Chapter 3 the second term on the
right in [L377 is bounded in L?(S) by:

O~ |ul™?)

therefore in L?(C3y") by:
O~ 2u|=3) (7.381)

By the third of the definitions the contribution to Dn of the first term on
the right in I8 is bounded in L?(Cy*) by:

6732 |u| "2 Ro(D?p) (7.382)

By Proposition 7.6, equations and [[.T74 and the results of Chapters 3 and
4 the contribution to Dn of the second term on the right in[£.184] is bounded in
L*(C) by:

O(lu|™*) (7.383)

Now, the third of the Bianchi identities of Proposition 1.2 reads:
3
DB+ 59ty — Qx* - B—wh = Q{diva + (n* +2¢%) - a} (7.384)
In view of the results of Chapter 3 it follows that:

1DB|Ls(s,,.) < C52[ul /2 Ri(a) + 06~ |u|~5/?) (7.385)
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Also, the seventh of the Bianchi identities of Proposition 1.2 reads:

3 1
Dp+ §wtrxp =w {dﬁvﬁ +@2n+¢8) - 5(&, 04)} (7.386)
In view of the results of Chapter 3 it follows that:

1Dpls(s, ) < OO ul DR (@) + O~ u*%)  (7.387)

Using the estimates[7.385 and [[. 387 together with equations[.54] .82 and [[.174]
and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 the contribution to Dn of the remaining
terms on the right in 184 is shown to be bounded in L?(S) by:

O~ |ul™?)

therefore in L?(Cy') by:
062 |u|=%) (7.388)

Combining [7-382] and we obtain:
1Dl 2y < 6722 ul*Ro(D?p) + OB u|*) (7.389)
Combining the results [[.380, [[.381] and yields:
I2l] 221y < 6732 |ul *Ro(D?p) + O/ u|~?) (7.390)
We substitute this bound in to obtain:
D%l oy < OOl Ro(D%) + OGpul ) (7.301)

This holds for any w € [ug,u], in particular for v = uq. Since (uy,u1) € D’
is arbitrary, taking for any given uq € [ug, ¢*) the limit u; — min{d, c¢* — u;}
yields the proposition.

In the following proposition we assume, in addition to the previous assump-
tions on the curvature components, that also the quantity:

RiDa) = sup (1uPa=*2 Dall u(s, ) (7.392)
w,u)ED’ -

is finite. By the results of Chapter 2, the corresponding quantity on C,,,, ob-
tained by replacing the supremum on D’ by the supremum on ([0, 6] x {uo}) (D',
is bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of M.
Proposition 7.9 We have:

ID%wl p2(s,0) < COlul™RE () + CO%ul ™ |Ru(DB) + R () RE (Do) |
+0(6%|u|™?)
for all (u,u) € D', provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R, P,

7/%4117 and RQ.
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Proof: By the commutation formula [[L91] we have:
DD*w = DDDw — 20°(n — n)* - diDw (7.393)

Applying D to equation L. I87 we then obtain the following propagation equation
for D%w:
D(D?*w) = Q%n (7.394)

where:
v = —2(n —n)* - dDw + 2wn + Dn (7.395)

To equation we apply Lemma 4.6 with D?*w in the role of 6 and Q27 in
the role of £&. Here r =0, v =0, v = 0. Taking p = 2 we obtain:

ID*wllz2(s,.) < O/ 7ll2(s,, )
| u

IN

C6Y2||n|| 2 (e (7.396)

Now by Proposition 7.7 and the results of Chapter 3 the first term on the right
in [[395 is bounded in L?(S) by:

O(6°Jul~°)

therefore in L?(C,) by:
O(6%|u| =) (7.397)

Also, by the bound 1.190lin which[4.192]is substituted and the results of Chapter
3, the second term on the right in [395is bounded in L?(S) by:

O(8ul~°)

therefore in L?(C,) by:
O(63/2|u|~%) (7.398)

Now, the fourth of the Bianchi identities of Proposition 1.2 reads:
Dp + gﬂtrx_ﬁ — 05" B—wB=-Q{diva+ (" —2¢*) - a} (7.399)
In view of the results of Chapter 3 it follows that:
1R8I L1(s,,,.) < C8lul=*/*REF(B) + O(8**[ul =) (7.400)

The contribution to Dn of the first term on the right in ELI88 is —D?p. This
can be expressed in terms of div D3, Da and Dp by applying D to equation

[T9T] and using equations R3] MLI7T, LI73, B9, and the conjugate of the

commutation formula [6.107] which reads, for an arbitrary S 1-form 6:

Ddive — div DO = —2div (" - 0) — Qtrydive (7.401)
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Using this expression and the bound we deduce:
ID%lacny) < CEY2lul~*RE(p) + CO¥2Iul ™ [Ra(DB) + R (@)RA(Da)]
+O(8%2[u] %) (7.402)

By Proposition 7.7, equations and and the results of Chapters 3 and
4 the contribution to Dn of the second term on the right in L.I88 is bounded in
L?(S) by:

O(6%2Ju|~%)

therefore in L?(C,) by:
O(6%|u| %) (7.403)

Using the estimates[7.400 and E.192] together with equations[L.59] and [[LI73
and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 the contribution to Dn of the remaining
terms on the right in @188 is shown to be bounded in L?(S) by:

O(8lul™?)

therefore in L?(C,,) by:
O(63/2|u| =) (7.404)

Combining - [C404] we obtain:
IDnllize,y < C82Jul~"RE (p) + C5%2ul~® [Ri(DB) + R ()RS (Do)
+0(5%2|u| %) (7.405)
Combining the results [[.397] and yields:
Iill2c,y < C6Y2[ul* R (p) + CO*/2[u| = [7K1 (DB) + R?(a)Ré(m)}
+0(6%/%|u| %) (7.406)

Finally, substituting this in [7.396] yields the proposition.
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Chapter 8

The Multiplier Fields and
the Commutation Fields

8.1 Introduction

There are two kinds of vectorfields which play a fundamental role in our ap-
proach. The multiplier fields and the commutation fields. The two kinds of
vectorfields play distinct roles.

The multiplier vectorfields are used in conjunction with the Bel-Robinson
tensor associated to a Weyl field to construct positive quantities, the energies
and fluzes. This construction shall be presented in Chapter 12. It is the energies
and fluxes which are used to control the solution. Their positivity requires the
multiplier fields to be non-spacelike and future directed. We take as multiplier
fields the vectorfields L and K. We are already familiar with the vectorfield L
and its conjugate L. The vectorfield K is defined by:

K =u’L (8.1)
and corresponds, in the present context, to the generator of inverted time trans-
lations in Minkowski spacetime.

The commutation fields are used to generate the higher order Weyl fields
from the fundamental Weyl field, the curvature of the Ricci-flat metric. These
higher order Weyl fields are wariations of the fudamental Weyl field, modified
Lie derivatives of the curvature with respect to the commutation fields. The
modification is dictated by the conformal properties that a Weyl field is to
possess. This shall also be presented in Chapter 12. The basic requirement on
the set of commutation fields is that it spans the tangent space to the spacetime
manifold at each point. We take as commutation fields the vectorfields L, S
and the three rotation fields O; : 7 =1,2,3. The vectorfield S is defined by:

S=uL+ulL (8.2)
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and corresponds to the generator of scale transformations in Minkowski space-
time. It is spacelike in M’, the non-trivial part of the spacetime manifold,
timelike and past directed in the Minkowskian region M. The rotation fields,
which shall be constructed in the 3rd section of the present chapter, generate
an action of the 3-dimensional rotation group SO(3) on the spacetime mani-
fold. They are spacelike, being tangential to the surfaces S, .. Note on the
other hand that the vectorfields L, S and K are orthogonal to the surfaces Sy 4.
Note also that the vectorfield L plays a dual role, for, it plays the role of a
commutation field as well as that of a multiplier field.

The growth of the energies and fluxes shall be shown in Chapter 12 to
depend on the deformation tensors of the multiplier and commutation fields.
For any vectorfield X on spacetime, we denote by (¥)7 the Lie derivative of
the spacetime metric g with respect to X:

Xr=Lxg (8.3)

The deformation tensor of X is then the trace-free part of (X)7, which we
denote by (X7

1
Xz = Kp— Lt X7 (8.4)

The deformation tensor of a vectorfield X measures the variation of the confor-
mal geometry under the 1-parameter group of diffeomorphisms generated by X,
the trace part of (X)7 giving rise only to variations of g within its conformal
class:

1
Lxdpg = 5tr S rdp, (8.5)

djig being the volume form of g. The reason why only variations of the confor-
mal geometry affect the growth of the energies and fluxes lies in the conformal
properties of the Bianchi equations satisfied by a Weyl field, which are simply
the Bianchi identities for a Ricci-flat metric in the case of the fundamental Weyl
field, the spacetime curvature.

For an arbitrary vectorfield X on spacetime, the associated tensorfield (X)7r
decomposes into the symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield (X )7f, the restriction
of (X)7 to the S, ., given on each S, , by:

Xy, 2)= ©n(Y,Z) : VY, Z € TpSuu VP € Suu (8.6)
the S 1-forms (Xgt5, Xty given by:
N5 (v) = Dr(L,Y), Ota(¥)= ©n(L,Y) : VY € Tp(Suu) ¥p € Suu
and the functions gy, myy and K gy, given by: 57

gy = On(L, L), Oy = On@, L), Omy= Ox(L,L) (88)

The deformation tensor of X similarly decomposes into the symmetric 2-covariant
S tensorfield (X4, the S 1-forms (X)7f3, (X)7f4, and the functions (X3,
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X744 and (73, We have:
~ 1
(X)7f: (X)?f_ thr (X) 1

(O0F, = g, (0F = Dy
(x) (X) (X)

T33 = 33, Taq = 44
Ny = oy + —tr O (8.9)

Note that:

tr Xg =tr X — Xpyy (8.10)
In the following we denote:

(X)?}: (X);

(X)?}3 = Xy, (X);}4 = Xy,

XNy = X Xz = Ky

X fgy = X5 (8.11)

Also, we denote by ()7 the trace-free part of X)i. Note that since
tr Xz =0
we have:

tr Xj= Xy (8.12)

8.2 L™ estimates for the deformation tensors of
L, K and S

If X,Y, Z are any three vectorfields on spacetime, we have:
On(Y,2) = g(Vy X, Z) + g(VzX,Y) (8.13)

Consider the case X = L. Taking Y, Z to be S-tangential vectorfields, we
obtain, in view of the definition [[.37]

(Lt = 20y (8.14)
Taking Z = L andY tobean S tangential vectorfield we have:
Br(L,Y) =g(VLL,Y) +g(VyL, L)
and from the second of

9(ViL,Y) =20(Y)

280



while from the second of [[.84] and [L.&7]
g(VyL,L) = g(Vy(Q°L'), QL") = 2Q(n(Y) — 2Y (log Q)) =
Since from [[.]]]
n—n=2¢

we conclude that:
Bty = 49¢

Taking Z = L and Y to be an S tangential vectorfield we have:
Br(L,Y)=g(V;L,Y)+g(VyL,L) =0

hence:

(L)¢4 =0
Taking Y = Z = L we have:

(L, L) = 29(V L, L) =

by the second of [[84l Hence:

(Brgs =0

Taking Y = Z = L we have:

Bn(L,L) =2¢(V;L,L) =0
hence:
(L)ﬂ-44 -0
Finally, taking Y = L, Z = L we have:

(L, L) = g(V L, L) +9(V; L, L) = g(V; L, L) = —dw

by the second of [L84] and the first of .28 Hence:

(L)7T34 = 4w

—20n(Y)

(8.15)

(8.16)

(8.17)

(8.18)

(8.19)

We collect the above results for the components of (%7 in the following table:

(L)t = 200

gy =a0¢, By =0
Brgg =0, Bryy=0
Dy = —dw

The components of (X)7 are then given by the following table:

(1 = 20
(L) j = Qtry — 2w

B =49¢, Pm=0
L)y = Ly =
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Consider next the case X = L. Proceeding along similar lines we derive the
conjugate of table B20, which gives the components of (L7

Wt = 20x

(L);,f3 =0, (L)#4 = —40¢

(A)ﬂ-33 =0, Ly =0

Drgy = —dw (8.22)

We turn to the vectorfield K. Now, if X is an arbitrary vectorfield and f an
arbitrary function on spacetime we have, in arbitrary local coordinates,

U =F O +0,f X, +0,fX, (8.23)
where
Xy =guX”
In the case of the optical functions u, u, we have, from [L.§]
1 1
In view of B23] R:24] the definition implies:
gy, =u? D, — u(LMIil, +L,L,) (8.25)

Using the table we then obtain the following table for the components of
(K)

I

(K = 2u2QX

Kty =0, Bty = —4u2Q¢

(K)T‘-Bg:()7 F) s =0

(K) gy = —du’w — du (8.26)
The components of (5)7 are then given by:

(K)j = 2u*Qx

(K)j = u2(QtrX —2w) —2u

Em =0, FEm=—442Q¢

By = B =0 (8.27)

Finally, we turn to the vectorfield S. In view of B.23] B.24] the definition B2
implies: o o
O =u By +u Py, —L,L, — L, L, (8.28)
Using tables[B20 and B:22] we then obtain the following table for the components
of
()t = 20 (ux + ux)
Sty = 4u0d¢, Oty = —4us)(
gz =0, Gy =0
gy = —d(uw + uw + 1) (8.29)
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the components of (%)% are then given by:
(5)3 = 2Q(ux + ux)
(8)5 = u(Qry — 2w) + u(Qry — 2w) — 2
= 4uQ¢,  Dm = —4uQ¢

= Glp=o (8.30)
We see from tables B.21] B.27], that:
Xp= Fp=0 (8.31)

for each of the vectorfields L, K, S. The results of Chapter 3 yield, through
these tables, the following L°° estimates for the remaining components of the
deformation tensors of the vectorfields L, K and S.

| ]| Lo (5,) < COH2u[ M RE (a)
|| (L)jHLoo(Sﬁ,u) < O(|u|—1)
| Fml e s, ) < O ?[ul~?)

Lim =0 (8.32)

| B0 oo s, ) < CFV2DE(R) + O[] ~/2)
[ (K)j||L°°(SE,u) < 0(9)

| Fm (s, ) < O?) (8.33)

Il o (5,09 < C82Jul7HDF(R) + RE () + O *ul =72)
5] e (s,,0) < O(0]u| )
I m) e s,y < O] 72)

I m) g s,y < O ?jul ™) (8.34)

Here and in the estimates to follow we specify the leading term in behavior
with respect to & in the case of the (¥)7 component of the deformation tensors.
We do this because this component enters the borderline error integrals as we
shall see in Chapters 13, 14 and 15. Since the above estimates depend only
on the results of Chapter 3 the symbol O(6?|u|") may be taken here to have
the more restricted meaning of the product of é?|u|” with a non-negative non-
decreasing continuous function of the quantities D§° and Rg° alone.
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8.3 Construction of the rotation vectorfields O;

The action of the rotation group SO(3) on the spacetime manifold M is defined
as follows. First we have an action of SO(3) by isometries in the Minkowskian
region My, the central timelike geodesic I'g being the set of fixed points of the
action and the group orbits being the surfaces Sy,,,. This action in My commutes
with the flow of L as well as that of L in My. We extend the action to M’, the
non-trivial part of M, in the following manner.

First, we extend the action to C,,, by conjugation with the flow of L on C,,:

(0€80(3),p € Suyu) — op = Py (0P_yup) € Suuo (8.35)

Thus if ¢ = ®_,p € Sp,u, is the point of intersection with Sg ., of the generator
of Cy, through p, then op = ®,(0q) is the point of intersection with Sy v, of
the generator of C,,, through oq.

The generating rotation fields O; :i=1,2,3 on C,, are then given by:

Oi(p) = d®u(q) - Oi(q), ¢ = P—u(p) € Souy VP € Suug, Yu € [0,0] (8.36)
The O; are tangential to the surfaces Sy ., and satisfy:
[L, Oi] = 0, [Oi, Oj] = Eijkok . on CuO (8.37)

where €;;;, is the fully antisymmetric 3-dimensional symbol.
We then extend the action to M’ by conjugation with the flow of L on each
C, in M "

(0€ SOB3),p€ Syu)—op=2, , (02, _P) € Sunu (8.38)

Thus if ¢ = @, _,,p € Suu, is the point of intersection with S, 4, of the gen-
erator of €', through p, then op = &, , (0q) is the point of intersection with
Sy,u of the generator of C',, through og.

The generating rotation fields O; :i=1,2,3 on M’ are then given by:

O’L(p) = dgu—uo (q) ' O’L(Q)a q = guo—u(p) S SE-,UO : \V/p S Sg.,ua V(g, U) € D/
(8.39)
The O; are tangential to the surfaces Sy, and satisfy:

[L, OZ] = 0, [Oi, Oj] = EijkOk :on M/ (8.40)

According to the above definition, the O; are given in a canonical coordinate

system simply by:
0

oA
where the O (1) are the components of O; on S . In the canonical coordinates
induced by the stereographic coordinates (see Chapter 1), the O; are given in

0; = 07 W) (3.41)
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the north polar chart on My, by:
1 1 d 1 > d
O =———{ 9% — L+-(0%)%) — =@wWH? | =
S (IS RTE {2 ot * (( T30) W) )
0

1 1o 0 1oan) 1, o) @
02—(1%'0'2){219198ﬁ2+((1+4(0) 50" ) 55

) )
_ a1 92
O3 = 0! 55 — 0 5op (8.42)

and in the south polar chart on My, by:

IS S £ Lz _ L) 2
01_(1%'19'2){21919w+<(1+4(19) 6" )" ) g

I SR BB Logrz)' _ L) 2
02 = (1+§|19|2){219196192+<<1+4(19) 6" )" ) a1

0 0
O3 =9 — — 9> — 8.43
ST a0z T gt (8.43)
From we have, for any pair of vectorfields X, Y on spacetime,
©I7(X,Y) = 9(VxO0:,Y) + g(VyO;, X) (8.44)
Taking Y = L and X to be an S tangential vectorfield we obtain:

ODr(L, X) = g(VL0:, X) + g(VxO;, L) = g(Vo,L, X) + g(VxO;, L)
=—-9(Vo,X,L)+g(Vx0;,L) = g([X,0;],L) =0

by the first of and the fact that [X, O;] is an S tangential vectorfield, both
X and O; being S tangential vectorfields. We conclude that:

Oigts =0 (8.45)

Taking X =Y = L in [844] we obtain:
©97(L, L) = 29(VL0i, L) = 9(Vo,L, L) = 0

by the first of We conclude that:

O3 =0 (8.46)
Taking X =Y = L in [844] we obtain:

O (L, L) = 29(V1,0i, L) = —29(0;, VL) = 0

hence:

Oy =0 (8.47)
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Taking X = L, Y = L in 844 we obtain:
ODr(L, L) = g(VLO;, L) + g(V1,Oys, L) = —g(0;, VL L) — g(O;, VL)
= —202(n(0;) + n(0;)) = —49%0;(log )
by [[L84] and [L8Il We conclude that:
(O 75, = —40;(log Q) (8.48)

The components (P4 and (O, of ()7 remain to be considered. We
shall presently show that these components satisfy propagation equations along
the generators of the C,,. We start from the identity:

LrLo,g— Lo, Lrg = L1,0.9 (8.49)

Here Lo,g = (997 and the right hand side vanishes by the first of Thus
8.49] becomes:
£y O = Lo Lrg (8.50)

Let X, Y be vectorfields defined on and tangential to Sy u,. For each ¢ € Sy,
we extend X (g), Y (q) to Jacobi fields along the generator of C,, through ¢ by:

X(@y—4y(q) = dPy—uy - X(q), Y(Ry_yy(q) = dPu—u, - Y(q) (8.51)

Lu—ug =u—uo
Then X, Y are S tangential vectorfields satisfying:
[L,X]=[LY]=0 (8.52)
Let us evaluate B0 on X, Y. We have:
(L ©Im)(X,Y) = L( Om(X,Y)) = L( OV#(X,Y))
= (L “OIH(XY) = (D OH(XY)
while:

(Lo, LLg)(X.Y) = O0i((LLg)(X,Y)) — L2g([0, X],Y) — Lg(X,[0:, Y))
— 2{0,(Q(X,Y)) - Ox([0s, X],Y) — Ox(X, [0, V])}
— 2 (o0, () (X.Y)

We thus obtain:

(D I (XY) =2 (£o, () (X,Y)

and since the restrictions of X, Y to Sy ., are arbitrary vectorfields tangential
to Su,u, while @, is a diffeomorphism of Sy ., onto Sy, for each u, it follows
that:

uo

D O0¢ =2£5,(Qx) (8.53)
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This is the desired propagation equation for (Oi)ﬁ. However, this equation must
be supplemented by an initial condition on C,,.

To determine (91 on C,,, we derive a propagation equation for (9 along
the generators of C,,,. We start from the identity:

LrLo,g— Lo, Lrg = L(1,0,9 (8.54)

Now by the first of 837 the right hand side vanishes on C,,, when evaluated on
a pair of vectorfields tangential to Cy,. Let X, Y be vectorfields defined on and
tangential to Sp ... For each g € Sy, we extend X (q), Y(q) to Jacobi fields
along the generator of C,,, through ¢ by:

X(®u(q)) = d®y - X(q), Y(Pu(q)) = d®y-Y(q) (8.55)
Then X, Y are S tangential vectorfields along C,,, satisfying:
[L,X]=[L,Y] =0 : along Cy, (8.56)
Evaluating B54] along C,,, on X, Y, we have:
(Lr OIm)(X,Y) = (LrLo,g)(X,Y) = L( OIm(X,Y))
= L( O%(X,Y)) = (Lr O)(X,Y) = (D OIH(X,Y)
and:
(Lo, LL9)(X,Y) = Oi((LLg)(X,Y)) — L1g([0:, X].Y) = LLg(X, [0;,Y])
=2{0:((X,Y)) = Qx([0i, X].Y) — Qx(X, [0;, Y])}
=2(£o,(2)) (X,Y)

Since the right hand side of vanishes on C,,, when evaluated on X, Y, we
obtain:

(D OIH(X,Y) =2 (fo, () (X,Y)
and since the restrictions of X, Y to Sp ., are arbitrary vectorfields tangential
to So,u, While @, is a diffeomorphism of Sg ., onto Su,u, for each u, it follows
that:
D ©g =225 (Qx) : on Cy (8.57)

This is the desired propagation equation for (Oi)ﬁ along C,,,. The initial con-
dition for this equation is simply:

(@)t =0 : on Sp.u, (8.58)

for, the O; generate isometries in the Minkowskian region Mj.
Note that if X, Y is a pair of S tangential vectorfields, we have:
(Oi)#(XJ Y) = (Oi)W(Xv Y) = (['Oig)(Xv Y)
= 0:(9(X,Y)) = 9([03, X],Y) — g(X,[0:,Y])
= 0;(¢(X.Y)) — 4([0:, X].Y) — ¢(X, [0:, Y])
= (£o.9) (X,Y)
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therefore:
©gt = f0,4 (8.59)

Consider the propagation equation [8.53] Decomposing

o1
X=X+ 554‘51"&

we have 1 1
‘¢Oi (QX) = ‘¢Oi (QX) + 5%01 (QtrK) + §QtrK‘¢Oig
In view of we then obtain:

£0.(9X) = £0,(90) + 390u(Qry) + Z0try @ (8.60)

Substituting this in B33 brings the propagation equation for (P4 along the
C,, to the following form:

D (Oi)?{» - Qtrx (Oi)7f =240, (QX) + gOi(QtrK) (8.61)

Similarly, we have:
1 1 _
£0.(2x) = £0,(x) + 590:(Qtrx) + 5ty ()¢ (8.62)

Substituting this in 857 brings the propagation equation for (994 along C,,
to the following form:

D ©g — Qtry O = 206 (%) + O:(Qtry) (8.63)

We proceed to derive a propagation equation for (O)im. We shall do this
wth the help of the following follow-up to Lemma 1.1.

Lemma 8.1 Let X be a vectorfield defined along a given C, and tangential to
its Sy, sections. Then the vectorfield [L, X], defined along C, is also tangential
to the S, sections and given by:

[L,X] = Q PO

Also, let X be a vectorfield defined along a given C, and tangential to its Sy u
sections. Then the vectorfield [L, X], defined along C,, is also tangential to the
Sy,u sections and given by:

[Lv X] =0Q (X)ﬁg

Proof: To establish the first part of the lemma, we know from Lemma 1.1 that
[L, X] is S-tangential. Let then Y be an arbitrary S-tangential vectorfield. We
have:

g([L,X],Y) =9g(VLX,Y)—g(VxL,Y) = g(VLX,Y) 4+ g(L,VxY)
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and:
9(L,VxY)—g(L,VyX)=g(L,[X,Y])=0

[X,Y] being S-tangential. Therefore:
g([L,X],Y) = g(VLX,Y) +g(Vy X, L) = Fn(L,Y) =0 Mg,

The second part of the lemma is established in a similar manner.

From now on we denote:
7= [1.0] (5.64)
According to the above lemma we have:
Oty =71y 7 (8.65)
(see [[RT). Consider the Jacobi identity:
(L, [L, O]] + [L, [0, L]] + [0y, [L, L] = 0 (8.66)
Now, by the first of the middle term vanishes while according to [[L9Tt
[L, L] = 40%¢F
In view also of the definition B:64] the identity reads:
(L, Z;) +4]0;, Q*¢*1 =0 (8.67)

or:
DZ; = —Afo, (Q°¢F) (8.68)

This is the desired propagation equation for Z;. According to the first of 37
the initial condition on C,, is simply:

Z; =0 :on Cy, (8.69)

From the propagation equation a propagation equation for (Oi);zh; can
readily be derived. However we shall work with the propagation equation B.GS|
as this is simpler, to derive estimates for Z; from which estimates for (Oi);ﬁ
shall thence be readily derived.

8.4 L™ estimates for the O; and YO,

Proposition 8.1  Given any point p € Sy, let ¢ = @, _,(p) be the point
on Sy, correponding to p along the same generator of €', and let go = ®_,(q)
the point on Sy ., corresponding to ¢ along the same generator of C,,,. Then,

provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg§°, R, we have:
|u

|0i(qo)| < 10:(p)| < 2m|0i(%)|

1 |ul
2 |uo
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for every point p € M.
Proof: 'We have, relative to an arbitary frame field for the Sy,

|0il* = §ap0;*OF
Consider first O; along C,,. According to the first of B37 we have:
DO; =0 :onCy,
In view of the first of [L41] that is
D¢ = 2Qx,

and the fact that the operator D satisfies the Leibniz rule, we obtain:

D(|0i*) = (Dg)(0i,0;)
= 20x(0;,05)
= Qtrx]|0;]? +29%(0;,0;) : on Cy,
Therefore:
p(0if) <2 (Jem+ iy ) (0
and: )
D(0;) 2 2 (youm — 2l ) 04

In reference to B73] setting:

1 .
o) = 0:@i(an)l, a(0) = ( 50y + 2131 ) (@ila)
we have:
2
dt
therefore Lemma 3.1 with b = 0 applies and we obtain:

vz) < 2av?

u

ool < esp{ [ (G0 + i) (@ )|

In reference to B.74] setting:

o) =101l alt) =~ (52— ) (@-1(0)

we again have:

d
E(’UQ) < 2av?
therefore Lemma 3.1 applies and we obtain:

U

Outal < exp {~ [ (G000~ 2141 ) (@)}
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Now by the results of Chapter 3 the integrals in the exponentials in B.70] and
are bounded by O(6'/2|u|=1). Therefore if § is suitably small depending

on RY° these integrals do not exceed (1/2)log2. It follows that:
1

\/§|Oi(QO>| <10i(9)| < V2|0;(q0)|

Consider next O; along C,,. According to the first of B.40 we have:

DO; =0 :on M’
In view of the second of [[L4]] that is

Dy = 2Qyx,

and the fact that the operator D satisfies the Leibniz rule, we obtain:

D(|0:]?) (Dg)(0;, 0)
= 20x(0;,0y)

= Qtrx|O;* +2Q%(0;,0;) : on M’
Therefore: )
D) <2 (5 + i) 104
and: )
D) = 2 (50 - i) 104

In reference to BR0 setting:

o) = 0@ @) () = (mx+ 9131 (@1(0)

we have:

4
dt
therefore Lemma 3.1 with b = 0 applies and we obtain:

(v?) < 2av?

00 < exp { [ (G0x+ 2141 ) @ (o)

0

In reference to B.8T] setting:

o) =101 o) alt) = = (5mc— sl (@15

we again have:
d
E(?ﬂ) < 2av?
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therefore Lemma 3.1 applies and we obtain:

ool < {~ [ (Gom- ) @D} s

0

Now by the results of Chapter 3 the integral in the exponential in[8.82lis bounded
by

1%<ﬂ)+0wﬂwl>

|uol
while the integral in the exponential in [8.83] is bounded by

“1og (1LY + 02
o]

If § is suitably small depending on D§°, R the terms O(5'/?|u|~") do not
exceed (1/2)log2. It follows that:

75T Q@ < 10:(2)] < \/§|UO||Ol(q)| (8.84)

Combining finally R84 with yields the proposition.

We note that the three rotation fields O; satisfy on Sy, the bound:
[0ill Lo (S ug) < luol (8.85)

As Spy, lies on the boundary of the Minkowskian region Mj, this follows from
the expression:

Oi = eijkxj% (886)

for the O; in rectangular coordinates in My, with the z° axis coinciding with
the central timelike geodesic T'y.

Proposition 8.2 We have:
VO [l L (s,..) < 3V2+1

for all (u,u) € D', provided that § is suitably small depending on D§°, R&, Pi,

Rt and Rs.
Proof: Let X be an arbitrary S-tangential vectorfield. In analogy with Lemma
4.1 we have the commutation formulas:

DYX — YDX =DV X (8.87)

and:
DYX - YDX =DJ- X (8.88)
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Here, with respect to an arbitrary local frame field for the Sy, u,
(DY - X)5 = (DV)EcX,  (DP-X)} = (DP)5cXC

The formulasB87 B8] are established by the same argument as that of Lemma
4.1.

Since YO; is a type T type S tensorfield we have, relative to an arbitrary
frame field for the Sy, u,

IYO:|* = gan(g™") P YO YO/ (8.89)
It follows that:

20xa5(4~") P YO YpO?
—20x“P gAY O Vp O/
+2(YO,, DYO)

D(|YO,[*)

and:

D(|YO; ) 20,4~ P YO Y OF

—20xP §ap Ve O Yo O7
+2(YO;, DYO;)

Substituting the decompositions

L1 o1
X=X gftex, X =X+ Sty
the trace terms cancel and we obtain:
D(YO:|*) = 20xas(¢™ ") "YVeO; VO

—20x%P gAY O VpO?
+2(YO;, DYO;) (8.90)

and:
D(YO:I*) = 20%, (¢~ YO VO

—20%°P §apVe O, YpOF
+2(YO;, DYO;) (8.91)

Consider first O; along C,,. Since holds, taking X = O; in BT we
obtain:
DWOl = DF . Oi . on Cuo (892)

Substituting in B.90 we deduce:

D(IY0i*) < 2|YO:|(CQIx||¥O:| + | DI Oi) (8.93)
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Given any point ¢ € Sy u,, let go = P_4(q) € So,u, be the point corresponding
to ¢ along the same generator of Cy,. Applying Lemma 3.1 to [B.93 then yields:

(YO)@| < exp { / ECQ|>A<|(‘I’E’(QO))CM} (YO (ao)| (3.94)

+ e { [, conie ((Jo))dﬂ//} (1DVII0:1)(®y (q0)) o

Now by the results of Chapter 3 the integrals in the exponentials in B94] are
bounded by O(6Y/2|u|~"). Therefore if § is suitably small depending on RE°
these integrals do not exceed (1/2)log2. Also, by the estimate [[.2208]

1Dl oe(5,,.) < OO ?[u|7?) (8.95)

Taking also into account Proposition 8.1 and the bound[B.8F] the second term on
the right hand side of B94lis bounded by O(5'/?|u|~") which does not exceed 1
if § is suitably small depending on Dg°, RS, Pi, Ri and Ry. Moreover, from the
expression in the Minkowskian region My we deduce the following bound
on S5p .y,

IOl Lo (50,) < V2 (8.96)

It follows that the first term on the right hand side of does not exceed 2.
We conclude that:
[(YO:)(q)| < 3

and, as this holds for all ¢ € Sy, u,,

IVOil[ Lo (8,.00) <3 (8.97)

Consider next O; along C,,. Since B8 holds, taking X = O; in B8 we
obtain: -

QWOZ = QF Ol o on MI (898)
Substituting in 91l we deduce:
D(|YOi|*) < 2|YO:|(CQI||¥O:| + |DYI|0s)) (8.99)

Given any point p € Sy u, let ¢ = @ (p) € Su,u, be the point corresponding

—Uup—1u

to p along the same generator of C,,. Applying Lemma 3.1 to then yields:
)l < e [ coli@. @} i) (8100
s [Con] [ ORU@ @)} (DIION @, (@)

Now by the results of Chapter 3 the integrals in the exponentials in are
bounded by O(5'/?|u|~'). Therefore if § is suitably small depending on Dg°,
R these integrals do not exceed (1/2)log2. Also, by the estimate [2209

DV | o5,y < OB 2Jul~%) (8.101)
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Taking also into account Proposition 8.1 and the bound B85 the second term on
the right hand side of BI00 is bounded by O(6'/2|u|~!) which does not exceed
1 if ¢ is suitably small depending on D§°, R, Pi, R and Ry. Moreover, in
view of the bound [B97] the first term on the right hand side of BI00 does not
exceed 3v/2. We conclude that:

[(YO:)(p)] < 3vV2+1

and the proposition is proved.

8.5 L™ estimates for the deformations tensors of
the Oz

Consider the propagation equationsB63land 861l Let us decompose (P#)# into
its trace-free part (994 and its trace:

A~
(Oi)7f — (Oi)7f_|_ ggtr (Oi)?f (8.102)
In view of we have:
tr(D ©)g#) = Dtr ©)g420(x, ©4)

= Dtr O+ Qtrytr ©g+20(%, ©#)  (8.103)
and:

tr(D (O¢) = Dtr @ +20(y, OV¢)
= Dtr O 4 Qteytr O 4+20(x, ©4)  (8.104)

Also, since by
Lot =— ©@gH, (8.105)

we have:

tr (£o, (%)) = ( ©V£.Q%),  tr (£o,(Q%)) = ( ©#.%) (8.106)

Taking the trace of equation8.63and using[8.103]and the first of [R. 106 we obtain
the following propagation equation for tr (Oi)ﬁ along C,:

Dtr O = 20,(Qtry) (8.107)

Also, taking the trace of equation B.61] and using BI04 and the second of [B.106
we obtain the following propagation equation for tr (994 along the Cy:

Dtr ()¢t = 20;(Qtry) (8.108)
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Substituting in [B.63] the decomposition B.102] and taking into account B.I07 we
obtain the following propagation equation for (94 along C,,,:

D O — Qtry O = —Qxtr ©g 4 2£0,(2%) (8.109)
Also, substituting in8.61lthe decomposition B.I02and taking into account8.108
we obtain the following propagation equation for (94 along the Cy:

D ©g —Qtry ©)g = —Qxtr ©)g 1 2£0,(QF) (8.110)
Proposition 8.3 The following estimates hold for all (u,u) € D’:

[br OV Loe(s,,.0) < OS]ul~?)

| OOl o5, < CE2ul ™ (RAB) + RE(8)) + Ol )

provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, P}, Ri and Re.
Proof:  Consider first equation BI07 Given any point ¢ € Suu,, let g =
®_,(q) € So,u, be the point corresponding to ¢ along the same generator of
Cy,- Integrating RI07 along this generator we obtain, in view of R58]

(10 ©)(0) = [ 2001200 (@) (8.111)

Now by Proposition 6.1 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 in conjunction with
Lemma 5.2, we have

142X || oo (5,,.) < Ol ™) (8.112)
which, together with Proposition 8.1 implies:
10s(Qtrx) | L= (5,,.) < O(lu|7?) (8.113)
Substituting this estimate for u = ug in BI11] we deduce:
Jor O] s, ) < O@luol2) (8.114)

Consider next equation BI08 Given any point p € Sy, let ¢ = @, _,(p) €
Su,ue be the point corresponding to p along the same generator of C,,. Integrat-
ing [8.T08 along this generator we obtain:

(tr ©C8)(p) = (tr ©CI#)(q) + / ' 2(04 (rX)) (Roys o (9))dut! (8.115)

uo

Now by Proposition 6.2 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 in conjunction with
Lemma 5.2, we have

(X)) | 2o (5, ) < O(8lul =) (8.116)
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which, together with Proposition 8.1 implies:
10:(Qtrx) | o (s,,.) < O(]ul™?) (8.117)
Substituting this estimate as well as the estimate 114 in BITH we then deduce:
[or O oo (s, ) < O[ul™?) (8.118)
We turn to equations [R.109 By the first part of Lemma 4.2 equation
implies, along C,,,,
D(| ©)4%) < 2| ©F (CUL| O + |2£0,(@%) — itr ©Vg])  (8.119)

Given again any point ¢ € Sy, let go = P_u(q) € So,u, be the point corre-
sponding to ¢ along the same generator of C,,. Applying Lemma 3.1 to 8119
then yields, in view of .58

(%) (q) < (8.120)

e { [ canii@. (qo))dg”} 20,00 - tr O] (B (q0))e

By the results of Chapter 3 the integral in the exponential is bounded by
O(5"/?|u|~"). Therefore if § is suitably small depending on R this integral
does not exceed log?2. By Proposition 6.1 in conjunction with Lemma 5.2 we
have:

VIR | oo (5 ) + 1R e (5,) < CT 2 |ul THREB) + R (8)) + O(|Jul %)

(8.121)
Now, for any S-tangential vectorfield X and any 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 we
have, relative to an arbitrary local frame field for the Sy, u,

(£x0)ap = X“Vebap + 0csVaX + 0ac VX (8.122)
Hence it holds, pointwise,
|£x0] < | X[|VB] + 2/0][VX| (8.123)

Applying this taking X = O;, § = Qx we obtain, in view of Propositions 8.1,
8.2 and the estimate BI2T]

1£0, (%)l (5,,.) < OO~ [ul 7 (RI(B) + RF(B) + O(|ul %) (8.124)

Substituting this estimate for u = ug as well as the estimate RI14] in 8120 we
then deduce:

| OORl (51 < C82fuol L (RE(B) + REF () + OGluo| *)  (3:125)

By the second part of Lemma 4.2 equation B.110 implies, along the C',,

D(| ©O3) <2 ©Ig (Calxll O + [2£0,(280) - Qtr ©Of|)  (3.126)
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Given again any point p € Sy, let ¢ = @, ,(p) € Su.u, be the point corre-

sponding to p along the same generator of C,. Applying Lemma 3.1 to [B.126
then yields:

(Onw<ew{ [ Colgl@, @ biCODEI s

0

+f exp{ / cmg@unm(q»dw’} -

2£0, (%) - Qxtr V| (@, (a)du/

By the results of Chapter 3 the integral in the exponential is bounded by
O(6"/?|u|~1). Therefore if § is suitably small depending on Dg°, RS this inte-
gral does not exceed log2. By Proposition 6.2 in conjunction with Lemma 5.2
we have:

V)| o (5 ) + 12| (5,0) < CF/2ul > (REB) + R (B)) + O(|ul ?)

(8.128)
Applying then taking X = O;, § = Q¥ we obtain, in view of Propositions
8.1, 8.2 and the estimate BT28] B

1£0, (%) | (5,,.) < COM2Jul > (RL(B) + RG*(0)) + O(jul ™) (8.129)

Substituting this estimate as well as the estimates R.125 and B.I14] in B127 we
then deduce:

| O (s,.) < OO ul  (REG) + RE(B) + 00l ) (3.130)

and the proof of the proposition is complete.

Proposition 8.4 The following estimate holds for all (u,u) € D’
1Zill Lo (5,.0) < O(lul™")

provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, P}, Ri and Re.
Proof: We consider the propagation equation B.68 along the C,,. We have

D(Z:i?) = (D4)(Zi,Z:)+2(Zi,DZ;)
= 20x(Zi, Zi) — 8(Zi, £o, () (8.131)
hence:
DZ) 2 (30 +0I81) 12 + 8121160, (132

Given any point p € Sy u, let ¢ =@ (p) € Su,u, be the point corresponding

—Uup—1u

to p along the same generator of C,. In view of 869 applying Lemma 3.1 to
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8. 132 yields:

1Zi(p)] < [ exp {/: (%Qtrx - Q|X|> (@ (q))du”} :
4| L0, (Q2CH)| (2, _y, (q))du(8.133)

By the results of Chapter 3 the integral in the exponential is bounded by

log (M) + 002 |ul™t) (8.134)

||

and if § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R the term O(6Y/2|u|~!) does
not exceed log2. By Proposition 6.2 in conjunction with Lemma 5.2 we have,
recalling that (see [LXT])

2C:n_ﬂ7

[l VU2 | oo (54,0) + 19°C Loe (5,0 < O(|ul™?) (8.135)
Now, for any pair of S-tangential vectorfields X, Y we have:
LxY| = [[X,Y]| = [VxY = W X[ < [X|[WY] + V][ VX] (8.136)

Applying this taking X = O;, Y = Q2¢* we obtain, in view of Propositions 8.1,
8.2 and the estimate BI130],

1£0,(22¢*) || Lo (s, ) < O(lul™?) (8.137)

Substituting this estimate as well as the result RI134] above in we then
deduce:
1Zill Lo (5,.) < O(lul™) (8.138)

and the proof of the proposition is complete.

According to B46, 84T we have:

(O = Oy = (8.139)
while according to we have:
©dm =0 (8.140)

The remaining components of the deformation tensor of the O; are:

©dm =01y 7 (8.141)
00 — %tr (004 20, (log Q) (8.142)

(see BAR) and:
(©F = ©og (8.143)
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Propositions 8.3 and 8.4 (and the estimate [[.2220) then yield the following esti-
mates for these components:

1O e s,y < CO2[ul " (RI(B) + REE () + O(3ul~2)
1Dl o (5y,0) < O@ul2)
I ©Pml| e s,y < O(ul™") (8.144)
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Chapter 9

Estimates for the
Derivatives of the
Deformation Tensors of the
Commutation Fields

9.1 Estimates for the 1st derivatives of the de-
formation tensors of L, S

The components of the deformation tensor of the commutation field L are given
by table B2Il From this table and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we obtain:

IV Pill s, < COH2ul 7P Ri(a) + O(ul =)
I8 “illzacs,,.) < O(ul ")
IV Pmlles, ) < 061l =?) (9.1)

for all (u,u) € D'.
Next, from table B21] equations [[.76] 3.8 B.10 and the results of Chapters
3 and 4 we deduce:

Hf) (L)%”L‘l(sﬂ,u) < 05_3/2|u|_1/27€8°(a) + 0(5—1/2|u|—5/2)
ID Bl s, ) < O Hul 7272
ID Bm||pas, ) < OB 2 [u|=3/?) (9.2)

for all (u,u) € D',
Next, from table B2I] equations [[L78] [[I08 4] and the results of
Chapters 3 and 4 we deduce:

12 Pillas,,.) < CO2ulPPRE (@) + O(8"2|ul~>/2)
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1D ®jllLas,..) < O(lul=>/?)
1D Pmllpacs, ) < Ol =>2)
for all (u,u) € D'.

(9.3)

The components of the deformation tensor of the commutation field S are

given by table [8.301 Let us define the function:

1
A= §Q(utrx +utry) — 1

In terms of the function A the component (%) is expressed as:

(9)j =2\ — uw — ww)
By the results of Chapter 3 we have:
1Al £o (5,,) < O(8]ul~?)
Moreover, by the results of Chapter 4 we have:
AN 24(5,,) < O(Blul =)
Using equations and we deduce:

D)\ = —%Qtrx)\
+%u92 {20 — (X, %) + 2divy + 2|n*}
+ulwtry — %u92|>%|2
Also, using equations [£.4] and we deduce:
D)\ = —%Qtrx/\
5% {2p — (%, ) + 2divn + 200}
Fufwtry — %UQ2|X|2

The results of Chapters 3 and 4 together with then yield:
IDX Lags,,..) < O(lul=*/?)

IDAllzacs, ) < O(8|ul~>/?)

(9.4)

(9.10)

(9.11)

From table B30 equation @0 the results of Chapters 3 and 4 and the

estimate we obtain:

1V il as,.) < C8ul*(PLE) + Ri(e)) + O0]ul =)

e jllzas,,..) < O@lul =)
IV Sl pas, .y < O |ul=>2)
IV S mllLacs, . < O |ul7>?)
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for all (u,u) € D',

Next, from table B30, equation [I.5] together with equations 76 B.8 310
3 E5l the results of Chapters 3 and 4 and the estimate we deduce:
1D il pas

) < C5 P ulTPRE (@) + O(82 u|~%?)
ID |l zas, ) < O(lul7/2)
ID Oml|pas, ) < O(F2[ul~3/2)
ID Sml|pas, ) < O 2ul~?) (9.13)

w,u

for all (u,u) € D',

Finally, from table[830, equation[0.5] together with equations[.78] 3.9 B.1T]
4 [26] the results of Chapters 3 and 4 and the estimate we deduce:

1D il Las, ) < C§2ul 722 (DF (%) + R (@) + O |u|~>/?)
1D S Lags,, ) < O0|ul =)

1D Oml|pas, ) < O(E%2|ul5/2)

1D Sml|pas, ) < OS2 |u]/?) (9.14)

w,u

for all (u,u) € D'.
Since the above estimates depend only on the results of Chapters 3 and 4
the symbol O(é?|u|") may be taken here to have the more restricted meaning

of the product of 6?|u|” with a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function
of the quantities D5°, R, P, Ri.

9.2 Estimates for the 1st derivatives of the de-
formation tensors of the O;

We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 9.1 Let X be a S-tangential vectorfield and let 6 be an arbitrary
type Tl S tensorfield. We have, with respect to an arbitrary local frame field
for the Sy, u,

X D Cl~~~cq
( )?fl,ABle D

Bl...>Bi<...Bp

(LxV0 - VEx0)35 % = —

-

Il
-

2

D
(X)?fcj 001>C]<Cq
1,.40B,..B,

-

Il
-

+
J

where (X)4, is the Lie derivative with respect to X of the induced connection
V on the Sy 4, a type Ty S tensorfield, symmetric in the lower indices, given by:

1
44 = 5(Fa % + Vs % =¥ Otap)
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Proof: We may restrict attention to a given Sy,,. Then X is simply a vectorfield
and 0 is a type T} tensorfield on Sy .. Let X generate the 1- parameter group

[t of diffeomorphisms of S, ,,. Consider first the case ¢ = 0. Then Y¥ Y76‘ is a
p + 1 covariant tensorfield on S, . and we have:

4 V]
f(Ye) =y fié (9.15)
and:

£x(W) = 52 (W) (9.16)

=0

fid
Let (94 : A =1,2) be local coordinates on S, ,, and let V'G5 be the connection
coefficients of f;¢ (Christoffel symbols) in this coordinate system. In terms of
the coordinates (94 : A = 1,2) we have:

_ (ftalgA _ZFABZ (f10) o (9.17)

1...>B;<...Byp

Iid
(V fi0)as,. B,

Hence:

0 d

d fid
819A dt(ft ) ...Byp

5 (¥ fi0)as .5,

t=0 t=0

P
ZFABl dt (e )Bl...>§i<..,Bp

Pt t=0
p d Iid
_ Z — V%5, 6 o (9.18)
—1 dt Bl...>Bi<...Bp
i= t=0
Since p
BB, = (£x0)5..B,
t=0
the first two terms on the right in are simply
(M(£x9))aB,...B, (9.19)
Also, since
pel L e geryon (OUid)en | OUidan _ 0Uid)an
ABT g WMt dvA 9B dovP
we obtain:
d jtg 1 —1\CD g d * g d *
G ¥5s| =30 (Ta S iden| 4V (i fan
t=0 = t=0

4
W Sf19)an

)

304



or, since

d * —
S| = g

=0
simply:

d e L. _1\cp (X) (X) (X) (X)4C
o Vag = 5(!4 )77 (Va D+ VB ffap — Vb ftap) = 1,AB

t=0
(9.20)

In view of [@.19] @200 and [@.16] the formula becomes:

(£xW9)aB,..5, = (VLx0)aB, .5, — ZﬁABﬁB o (9.21)
=1

1...>B;<...Bp

which is the lemma in the case ¢ = 0.

To obtain the lemma in the general case of a type T}] tensorfield on Sy v,
given such a tensorfield # we apply what we have just proved to the p covariant
tensorfield

0 - (617 "'7611)

where &1, ...,§, are arbitrary 1-forms on S,.. The general case then follows
by virtue of the Leibniz rule for Lie derivatives £x as well as covariant for
derivatives ¥, if we also apply what we have just proved to the 1-forms &, ..., &,.

Proposition 9.1  The following estimates hold for all (u,u) € D’:
Ider Ol as, ) < O(Sul~>/2)

17 ©0 8l 5,01 < CEV21ul~S(REB) + RE(9)) + OJul /)

provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, RS, Pi, Ri and Re.
Proof: Applying {4 to the propagation equation [BI07 we obtain, in view of
Lemma 1.2, noting that for an arbitrary S-tangential vectorfield X and an
arbitrary function f it holds:

x| =Lxdf, (9.22)
the following propagation equation for dtr (94 along C,,:
Dytr ©9f = 26, d(Qtry) (9.23)

To this we apply Lemma 4.6 taking p = 4. Herer =1, v = 0, v = 0 and we
obtain:

IN

I ©#lisis,) < C [ Mo lixs, ., i

O(S[uo| /2 (9.24)

IN
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by Proposition 6.1, Propositions 8.1 and 8.2, and the results of Chapter 4.
Applying ¢ to the propagation equation 810§ we obtain, in view of Lemma
1.2 and @22 the following propagation equation for dtr (994 along the Cy

Dtr O = 240, d(Qtry) (9.25)

To this we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 4. Here r =1, v =0, 7 = 0 and we
obtain:

|u|1/2||dtr (Oi)#HLél(Sﬁ,u) < C|u0|1/2||dtr (Oi);zf||L4(s

(9.26)

wug)

+C [l o A0 s,
ug

Substituting the estimate and using Proposition 6.2 together with Propo-
sitions 8.1 and 8.2 and the results of Chapter 4 we then deduce:

ditr C [ Las, ) < O(S|ul~>/?) (9.27)

Next, we apply Yto the propagation equation 8109 Using Lemmas 4.1 and
9.1 we then obtain the following propagation equation for ¥ (994 along C,,:

DY (O —Qux¥ ¢ = —DY- O+ dQury) @ ©Of
+2£o MOK) +2 (0% (9.28)

Here, we denote:
(DF+ @) anc = (DV)Zp e + (DDEe O pp (9-29)

(O asc = O ap2%pe + OVF 4D (9.30)

We decompose (Oi)7f1 into the T) type S tensorfields, symmetric in the lower
indices,
(Oz')?fl - (Oz')?fl Ftr (Oi);;fl (9.31)

where:

1

3o C e NS NG
O0fan =5 {Va @ o+ ©OF ¥ @}l (032)

| 1 | | |
tr O 15 = 5 {05datr ©¢ + 5 dstr ©Vf — dapdu ©4}  (933)

Substituting in[0.28 we bring the propagation equation for YV (Oi)g} along C,,, to
the form:

DY @0 = Qtrx ¥k =4 ¥ O + 26 OVt - O + 240, MQR) +7 (934)

where: . .
r=-DF- ©O)f 4 d(Qtry) @ ©)f (9.35)
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In034
N5 1. N5 N7 N
(v W(Ol)f)ABC = 59)(2 {WA (Ol)ﬁBD + Vs (O’)?fAD - ¥b (Ol)?fAB}
1 . N N NG
+§ng {VA ©)top + Yo ©4,p — Vo (Ol)ﬁAC}
thus 7 is the type T3 S tensorfield given by:
1 . N
vRge = 72{XC(0R0% +050%) + XC(9205 + 056%)
+XB(0206 +000%) + X5 (646 + 0067)
—XC (6505 + 0405) — XB(640¢ + 6406) } (9.36)

To [0.34] we apply Lemma 4.6 taking p = 4. Here » = 3, v = 2 and 7 is given by
09.360 We obtain:

IV R,y <€ [ 260 @0+ 2o WO o],
0 u/,ug
(9.37)
Now, by the estimate
ltr ©9%1 - Ol zags, y) < OG2fug|2) (9.38)

while by Proposition 6.1 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:
120, Q)14 (5.0y) < CO2|uo] ™*/2(RA(B) + R (8)) + OJuo| =) (9.39)
Also, by Proposition 8.3 and the estimates and
17/l 24 ($4,00) < Ol ~*/2) (9.40)
Substituting then - in we conclude that:
IV COR| La(54.0g) < COV2Juo] 2 (RE(B) + RG(B)) + O(Sluo| /%) (9.41)

Applying Y to the propagation equation BIT0 we deduce, following steps

analogous to those leading to[@.34lthe following propagation equation for ¥ (Oi);;f
along the C':

DY OV — Quey WOVt =7 ¥ O+ 200 901 - Q% + 20, MY + 1 (942)

where:

r=-DF- O d(Qtry) @ O (9.43)
In[0.42] v is the type T3 S tensorfield given by:
Lo fe .
Vhee = 9 {XE6RE +6R6%) + K07 F + 6755
+ X0 (OR0E +056%) + X1, (6568 + 685%)

—X0 (6505 + 0505) — X0 (0566 + 555@)} (9.44)
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(this is the conjugate of ). To @42 we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 4. Here
r =3, v =2 and v is given by 144 We obtain:

[ul' 217 0l (50 < Cluol 20V OOl 11(5) (945)

+C/ /|12 ‘Qtr (©gty - QY + 2£0, VQK) +1 . )du'
ug u,u!

Now, by the estimate
Jtr ©1 - QX a5y < OB 21ul~2) (9.46)
while by Proposition 6.2 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:
120, ) 115, ) < COY2[ul"/2(REB) + RE(B) + O@ul~/2)  (9.47)
Also, by Proposition 8.3 and the estimates and
||z||L4<S£,u0> < O(0Jul~""?) (9.48)
Substituting then [0.46] - 048] and the estimate [0.41] in [0.45] we conclude that:

17 ©F s, < COV21ul S 2(REB) + RE(5) + Ol %) (9.49)

To derive an L*(S) estimate for YZ;, we must apply Y to the propagation
equation8.68 Here we must apply an analogue of the second part of Lemma 4.1
in the case where 6 is an S-tangential vectorfield. In fact, we have the following
extension of Lemma 4.1 to the general case, where 6 is an arbitrary type T)] S
tensorfield.

Lemma 9.2  Let ¢ be an arbitrary type T)7 S tensorfield on M . 'We have,
with respect to an arbitrary frame field for the Sy .,

'M"@

s
Il
-

(DYD — WDH)ABl = (DF)AB 9

D
Biq... >B-;<...Bp

MQ

(D) Sh b5 5

<.
Il
—

and:

(DY) 55,07,
Bi1..>B;<...Byp

'M"@

s
Il
-

(DWW — YDO)135, %, =

D
Cj Cl...>Cj<...
(D) 4p05, 5,

+
MQ

<.
Il
-
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Proof: In the case ¢ = 0 the lemma reduces to Lemma 4.1. Consider now the
case p =0, ¢ = 1, namely the case that 0 is a S-tangential vectorfield. We work,
as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, in a Jacobi field frame. We then have (see [L8)):

0 =08%p, DO=(LOP)ep (9.50)
and (see ELII):
(VDO)(ea) = Vir DO = (ea(LOP) + FEe(LO7))er (9.51)
On the other hand,
(DW)(ea) = [L. (W) (ea)] (9.52)
e (W)(ea) = Venl = (a(07) + 50 )en (9.53)
hence:

(L(ea(6”) + ¥ 4cb))en
= (ea(LO®) +T4c(L0) + (DY) Ec0)en  (9.54)

[L, (Y0)(ea)]

Comparing with @.5T] we conclude that:

(DYO — YDO)(ea) = (DY) 50 en (9.55)

This is the first part lemma in the case p = 0, ¢ = 1. The second part is
established in the same manner. The proof in the case p = 0, ¢ arbitrary, is
simmilar. Finally, the general case is obtained by combining with the argument
of Lemma 4.1.

Applying Vto equation 868 and using Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 in the case p = 0,
q = 1, we obtain the following propagation equation for YZ; along the Oy

DYZ; = —ALo, Y(Q*¢*) + 5 (9.56)

where:

DY - Z; +4 ©)gt; - Q3¢ (9.57)

S

Here:
(DY - Z;)5 = (DD)Ec2E, (O - Q3¢HE = OB, 0% (9.58)

To equation we must apply an analogue of Lemma 4.7 in the case where 6
is an T} type S tensorfield. In fact, Lemma 4.7 can be extended to the general
case, where 6 is an arbitrary type 7.7 S tensorfield. We first extend Lemma 4.2
to general case:
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Lemma 9.3 Let 6 be an arbitrary type T type S tensorfield on M’'. We
have:

D(6) + (p — )Qtrx|0]> = 2(0, D) —229““ Yol é’“ gl
=1
1 D; ,A A C C
+2) Qxglet ey
=1 Cl~~~>Cj<...Cq
and:
D(|6%) + (p — )Qurx|6]* = 2(6, D) —22% 6oL ;“ Arg QG
=1
- A C1...0y
+2ZQ Je v 0a o
j=1 Cy..>C<...Cy

i1>
B

The proof is straightforward, along the lines of that of Lemma 4.2, starting from
the formula:

B - c Dy..D
10)? = (= H B (g 1)APBP¢01D1---.¢Cqu9A1 q9 BB,

Using the second part of Lemma 9.3 in place of the second part of Lemma 4.2
we establish, following the argument of Lemma 4.7, the following more general
lemma.

Lemma 9.4 Let @ be an arbitrary type T type S tensorfield on M’ satisfying
along the generators of C,, the propagation equation:

D= ZQtrxf+7-0+€
where v is a real number, £ is a type 7,7 S tensorfield on M’, and 7 is a type
T:frrj S tensorfield on M’ satisfying, pointwise,
[yl < mQ[¥|

where m is a positive constant. Then, if § is suitably small depending on D§°,
R, for each p > 1 there is a positive constant C' depending only on p, 7, s,v,m
such that:

"= @8] s, ) < Cluol T8 Lgs

)

e / 7= =P €] s,y
uo -

w,u)

Proposition 9.2  The following estimate holds for all (u,u) € D’:
IVZill s,y < O(lul =)
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provided that § is suitably small depending on Dg°, R, P}, Ri and Re.
Proof: We apply Lemma 9.4 to the propagation equation taking p = 4.
Here r = s = 1, v = 0, v = 0. Taking also into accound the fact that ¥Z;
vanishes on C,,, we obtain:

5,0 < [ W12 |00 RO + s ' 99
uQ =
Now, by Proposition 6.2 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:
1£0, ()| La(s,..0) < O(u| =) (9.60)
Also, by Proposition 8.4, the estimate 8101 and Proposition 9.1:
sl Las, ) < O 2[ul~7/?) (9.61)

Substituting the above in [0.60] the proposition follows.

Proposition 9.3 The following estimates hold for all (u,u) € D’:

1Dt ©C % 1acs, ) < O(ul~>?)

1D O Lags,, ) < CO2lul VAR (@) + RE () + O(lul /%)
provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, RS, P}, Ri and Re.
Proof: By the commutation formula [[L91] we have:
DDtr O = DDtr O 4 4Q%¢F - tr O (9.62)
On the other hand, applying D to the propagation equation we obtain:

DDtr %4 = 2D(0;(Sutry))
= 20;(D(Ury)) +2Z; - d(Qtryx) (9.63)

by virtue of B64l Substituting 0.63] in 0.62 yields the following propagation
equation for Dtr (994 along the C,:

DDtr (©)¢ = 20;(D(Qtry)) + 4Q2¢F - fitr OV +22; - d(Qtry)  (9.64)

To this we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 4. Here r = 0, v = 0, 7 = 0 and we
obtain:

[l 721Dt OV s,y < Cluol 2D OV s (9.65)

)

+C/ |u/|—1/2 Hoz(D(Qtl"K)) + 2Q2<ﬁ - dtr (Oi)¢+ Z; .d(QtrK)HUI(S du’

u,u’)

Now, by equation BI07 Proposition 8.1 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4:

[ Dtr ©CO]|pas, ..y < Oluol~*/?) (9.66)
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By equation 1.3 Proposition 6.2, Proposition 8.1 and the results of Chapters 3
and 4:

10:(D(Qtrx) | Las,, ) < O(ul =) (9.67)
Also, by the estimate and Propositions 8.4 and 9.1:
H292<ﬁ gtr ©)f 4 7, d(m@)”w < O(S]ul~%/?) (9.68)

Substituting - in [0.65] we conclude that:
IDtr O Las, ) < O(lul~*/?) (9.69)
By Lemma 1.4 we have:
DD (%% = DD O + Lagzs Ot (9.70)
On the other hand, applying D to the propagation equation we obtain:
DD O —QtryD ©)¢ = D(Qtry) ©)F — DQy)tr ¢
—QxDtr OVt +2Dfo, (%) (9.71)

and we have:
by virtue of BG4l Substituting in and the result in yields the
following propagation equation for D (P4 along the Oy

DD ©g — QtrxD O = 2£6,D(0%) +v (9.73)
where:

v =2£7,(0%) + Maozee OVF — QxDtr Ot + D(Qtry) O — D(Qx)tr O

(9.74)
To we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 4. Here r = 2, v = 2, v = 0. We
obtain:

ul 72D OV pas,.) < CluolTVID O sy )

c / /72 |2£0, D) + ], de!
uo w

(9.75)

Now by equation [R.I09, Propositions 8.1, 8.2 and 8.3 and the results of Chapters
3 and 4:

1D O 1a(5,00) < O 2|uol ™2 (Ri(@) + R () + O(Juo| /%) (9.76)
By equation .5l Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4:

1£0, D20 | L5,y < C3 2 |ul™*2(Ri(a) + R (@) + O(lul=>/%)  (9.77)
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Using formula B.I22 with Z; in the role of X and 2 in the role of ¢, we obtain,
by Propositions 8.4 and 9.2,

1£2, (%) | £acs,,..) < O ul =) (9.78)

Also, using formula BI22 with Q2¢* in the role of X and (Oi)% in the role of 6,
we obtain, by Propositions 8.3 and 9.1 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4,

1£02¢s O f Lags,.0) < O6lul~7/?) (9.79)

The remaining three terms on the right in[@74are bounded in L*(S) by O(8'/2|u|~7/?)
using the estimate[@.69) Proposition 8.3 and equations[4.3] Hence we obtain:

[Vl a5,y < O@Y2[u|~77?) (9.80)
Substituting [0.70] and in we conclude that:

1D ©Cfpas, .y < COT2ul 72 (Ri(a) + RE (@) + O(Jul =/2)  (9.81)

Proposition 9.4 The following estimate holds for all (u,u) € D"
1DZi 145y, < OB Jul 7%

provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, R, P}, Ri and Re.
Proof: By Lemma 1.4 we have:

DDZ; = DDZ; + 4[0°¢*, Z,] (9.82)
On the other hand, applying D to the propagation equation we obtain:

DDZ; = —4Dfo, (%)
= —4fo,D(D°CH) — A[Z;, QM) (9.83)

by virtue of B.G64l Substituting [0.83 in 0.87 yields the following propagation
equation for DZ; along the C':

DDZ; = —4f0,D(QC*) + 8[Q%¢F, 7)) (9.84)
To this we apply Lemma 9.4 taking p = 4. Here r =0, s =1, v =0, v = 0.
Taking also into account the fact that DZ; vanishes on C\, we obtain:
|u|_3/2||DZi||L4(SE,u) < C/ | ~3/2 H_goiD(chﬁ)+2[Q2<ﬁjzi]HL4(Su /)du’
uo Zow

(9.85)
Now, from equation[.70, by Proposition 6.3 together with Propositions 8.1, 8.2
and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we obtain:

1£0, D(2°¢*) | Lacs,..) < OO0 ul=/2) (9.86)
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Also, by Propositions 8.4, 9.2 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4:
N2, Zil s, ) < O 2[ul 7% (9-87)
Substituting the above in the proposition follows.

Estimates for D (O)trg, D (Oi)y}, and DZ;, in L*(S), follow directly from
equations B 108 RTIT0, and respectively. We obtain:

||Q (Oi)tI'?{'HL‘L(S%u) < O(5|u|*5/2)
1D ©% | as, .y < CF/2|ul /2 (RE(B) + RE () + O(Jul~>/2)
IDZi) 1, 0) < O ul7/2) (9.-88)

In view of the expressions[8.139]-[8.143|for the components of the deformation
tensor of the O;, Propositions 9.1, 9.2, 9.3, 9.4 and the estimates [0.88 yield the
following estimates for the 1st derivatives of the non-vanishing components in
L4(S):

IV il s, ) < C6M2ul7*2(REB) + R (B)) + O(S|ul ~>/?)
It Ol Las, ) < O(Slul =)
IV ©Cmllpacs, ) < O(lul=*/?) (9.89)

1D i s, ) < C5 2 [ul 72 (Ri(@) + R (@) + O(|ul ~*/?)

1D ©jl| s, ) < O(|ul=/?)

1D ©m|Lags,..) < OE 2 [ul71/?) (9.90)
1D i)l ags, ) < O3 [ul 2 (RAB) + R (B)) + O(0]u~>/?)

| D (Oi)j||L4(sﬂ,u) < O(5u|=?/?)

1D ©m|Las, ) < O(S2[u| =) (9.91)

In the second of [0.89 to estimate the contribution of the 2nd term on the right
in we write:
AO;(log Q) = Lo, dlogQ (9.92)

and use Lemma 6.4 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2. In the second of
0.90] to estimate the contribution of the 2nd term on the right in[8.142 we write:

DO;(logQ) = O; - dw + Z; - dlog Q (9.93)

and use Propositions 4.3 and 8.4. In the second of [0.91] to estimate the contri-
bution of the 2nd term on the right in B.142] we write:

DO;(log ) = O; - flw (9.94)
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and use the estimate for dw in L*(S) of Proposition 4.2. Finally, since
D ©m=g¢.DZ;+20x - Z;
the last of requires the estimate
1Zill 225, < O 2[ul712) (9.95)

which follows from the propagation equation [8.68] using the results of Chapter
4.

9.3 Estimates for the 2nd derivatives of the de-
formation tensors of L, S

We now assume, in addition to the previous assumptions on the curvature com-
ponents, that the following quantities are finite:

Ri(Da) = sup_(lul/26%2 | Dol pags, )
(u,u)eD’ -

Ri(Da) = suwp (luf*|Dalliss, ) (9.96)
w,u)eD’ -

The second of these quantities has in fact already been introduced (see [[:392).
By the results of Chapter 2, the corresponding quantities on C,,,, obtained by
replacing the supremum on D’ by the supremum on ([0,6] x {ug}) (D', are
bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of M;. In the
following we denote by O(67|u|"), for real numbers p, 7, the product of 67 |u|"
with a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of the quantities Dg°,

R, Pl Ry Pa(trx)s Re, Pa(trx), and Ri(Da), Ri(Da).
The components of the deformation tensor of the commutation field L are
given by table B2Il Proposition 6.1 and Propositions 7.1 and 7.4 imply:

172 Hilr2cy < O(ul~?)

12 PjllLzie,) < O 2[ul =)

172 Pmll 20,y < O]l ) (9.97)
for all u € [ug, c*).

Next, from equations [[.76] B.8] 310 in view of Propositions 7.4, 7.6 and the
results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

IVD il 20y < O Hu| ™)
14D B)jll 120y < OB~ |ul~2)
VD Bl 2(c,) < O(lu|~2) (9.98)

for all u € [ug, c*).
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Next, from equations [[L78 [LT08 A4l 4.6 in view of Proposition 7.1, the
estimate for Y 2w of Proposition 6.2 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we
deduce:

IVD. Fi]|2(c,) < O(lul~2)

14D ] L2 () < OS2 [u]?)

IYD. Pml| 2,y < O@]ul~?) (9.99)
for all u € [ug, ¢*).

Next, applying D to equations [[L.76, B8 BI0) and using Propositions 7.6

and 7.8 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

1D? B 12,y < O072)

1D* il L2(o,) < O |ul ™)

ID* Bml| 2,y < O Hul ™) (9.100)

for all u € [ug, c*).

Finally, applying D to equations [[.78] [[LT08 4] M6 and using equations
82 I.107 B8 B.10], [£.3] and the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

IDD Dill a(c,) < 06~ ul ™)

IDD P jll12(c,) < O 2[ul~?)

IDD Fm| 2, < O(lul?) (9.101)
for all u € [ug, ¢*). Estimates for the 2nd Lie derivative with respect to L of the
deformation tensor of L shall not be needed.

The components of the deformation tensor of the commutation field S are
given by table Moreover the component (%) is expressed in terms of the

function A by From the definition [0.4] using Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 and
Lemma 6.4, we deduce:

IV M 22(c,) < O0%2[u]~?) (9.102)

for all u € [ug,c*). From equations and 0.9 using Proposition 7.1, the
estimate 0.7 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

IEDAl|2(c,) < O *[ul~?)
DAl ¢,y < O(6*[ul~?) (9.103)

for all u € [ug,c*). Moreover, applying D to equation and using equations

[CT74 B8 B.10, 5 the estimate @10, Proposition 7.4, as well as the results of
Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

ID*All2(c) < O 2Jul ™) (9.104)
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Also, applying D to equation and using equations [L173] B9 B.1T] 406 the
estimate [I.11] the estimate for Y 2w of Proposition 6.2, as well as the results of
Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

ID*Allz2(c) < O(6%2Jul %) (9.105)

for all u € [ug,c*). Finally, applying D to equation and using equations
[82 [[LT07 BI0 [43] E5l and the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

IDDAllz2(c,) < O(6"/%[u]72) (9.106)

for all u € [ug, c*).
Propositions 6.1, 6.2, 7.4 and the estimate [9.102] imply:

172 il r2c.) < O(6]ul2)

172 Sjllree) < O 2ul™?)

V2 Sml 2,y < O0[ul ™)

IV? Sml 2,y < O0lul~?) (9.107)

for all u € [ug, c*).

Next, from equations [[.76] [.T07 B.10, [£5] in view of Propositions 7.1, 7.4,
7.6, the first of the estimates[0.103] as well as the results of Chapters 3 and 4,

we deduce:
IVD il 2(c,y < O(ul™)
14D S|l 2,y < O ?[u]~2)
IVD m||z2c,) < O(8|ul~?)
IVD Sm||z2c,y < O(ul™) (9.108)

for all u € [ug, c*).

Next, from equations [.78, [LT08, B.1T] .6 in view of the estimate for V2w
of Proposition 6.2, Propositions 7.1, 7.7, the second of the estimates [0.103] as

well as the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:
IVD i)l L2,y < O(S]ul~?)
4D )] 120y < O |ul =)
IYD. Sml|2(c,) < OB |ul~?)
IYD m| L2,y < O(S]ul~?) (9.109)

for all u € [ug, c*).

Next, applying D to equations [[L76] [LT07, B.10) B35 and using equation
[[L174] Propositions 7.4, 7.6, 7.8, the estimate @.104] as well as the results of
Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

1D* il L2,y < 06
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ID* jllrace,) < O 2 ul ™)
ID* S| r2c,) < O(ul™)
ID* Sm 2,y < OF) (9.110)

for all u € [ug, c*).
Next, applying D to equations [[L78, [.108 B.I1] M6 and using equation

the estimate for w ol Proposition 6.2, Propositions 7.7, 7.9, the esti-
[LI73 th ' f 2wof P ition 6.2, P itions 7.7, 7.9, th i
mate [I.10%], as well as the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:
~ 2 N _

10" il 2, < O] 2)

1D 9jllr2c,) < O [ul ™)

ID* Sm| 2,y < O [ul~?)

ID* Sm| L2, < O(S|ul~?) (9.111)

for all u € [ug, c*).

Finally, applying D to equations [[.78] [.T08 B.11] [£.6land using equations
[ L1017 the estimate [0.106, and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we deduce:

IDD i L2,y < O(ul ™)

IDD ) j|l12(c,) < O 2ul~?)

IDD Sm| 12,y < O(G|ul~?)

IDD Sml|2(c,) < O(lul ™) (9.112)

for all u € [ug, c*).

9.4 Estimates for the 2nd derivatives of the de-
formation tensors of the O;

We shall only require estimates for those 2nd derivatives of the deformation
tensors of the O; for which the last derivative is tangential to the surfaces Sy, .

Proposition 9.5 The following estimates hold for all u € [ug, ¢*):

1V 2t ©COf 120y < O 2u]~2)

172 ©CO L2y < OS]ul~?)
provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, R, P}, Ri and Re.
Proof: Consider any (uy,u1) € D’ and fix attention to the parameter subdomain
D; and the corresponding subdomain M; of M’ (see B.45] B.46]).
We first apply ¥ to the propagation equation Using Lemmas 4.1 and
9.1 we then obtain the following propagation equation for ¥ ?tr (94 along C,,,:

DY 2tr Ot =226 W 2(Qtry) + 2 Oty - d(Qry) — DY - der (O (9.113)
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To this we apply Lemma 4.6 taking p = 2. Here r = 2, v = 0, v = 0 and we
obtain:

V2t ©COg|L2s, ) < (9.114)

C/OE 240,V 2(Qtrx) + 2 (994 - d(Qtry) — DY - der (Oi);,f‘

By Proposition 7.2, Lemma 7.8 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:

du/

L2(Syr )

/O 0,V (Qur0la(s,, ,,ydu < 8220, Y200 | 2 < Ol ™)

(9.115)
Also, by Proposition 9.1 and the estimates and R112

du' < O(5%2|ue|™%) (9.116
(50 a) ' < 00" ug| ") ( )

/OEHQ (Oi)7h ~A(Qtry) — DYV - dtr (Oi)%_‘

Substituting in we conclude that:
192 ©#lags, ) < OGluol ™) : Vue0.d]  (9.117)

We then apply Y to the propagation equation [0.28l Using Lemmas 4.1 and
9.1 we then obtain the following propagation equation for ¥ tr (9:)4 along the
C

~u*

DY 2tr O = 2£0, V2 (Qtry) +2 (94 - d(Qtry) — DV - fer ()¢ (9.118)

To this we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 2. Here r = 2, v =0, 7 = 0 and we
obtain:

|V 20 O L2, ) < Cluol |V 26| 2(s, o) (9.119)

+C [l [240, 7%ty + 2 @ - f(Gtry) - DF - s © du’

L2(Sy,ur)

Taking the L? norm with respect to u on [0, u,] then yields:
|u|||y72tr (Oi)ﬁHLz(Cfl) < O|u0|||y72tr7f||L2(C$é) (9.120)
+C [ )]0, 72 (@ry) +2 © - d@uny) - D - 4

uo

By Proposition 7.3 and Lemma 7.8 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:

du’

L2(c})

[ 10, 7Rl ey’ < O 2pul ) (0.121)
uo u
Also, by Proposition 9.1 and the estimates and [R116]

/u W[ (|2 (94 - f(Qtrx) — DY - htr (Oi);zf’ du’ < O(82|u|™3) (9.122)

L2(coh)

319



Substituting in 0.120 and taking also into account the estimate [Q.1T7 we con-
clude that:

1920 ©Ofl| o, < OG*2lul ™)+ V€ fup, ui] (9.123)

Next we apply Y to the propagation equation Using Lemmas 4.1 and
9.1 we then obtain the following propagation equation for Y2 Qi) along C,,,:

DY? (00— QuxY? (00 =y 72 O+ 2% (Ot Q5+ 20,7 2(0) +7”

(9.124)
where:
o= =DY-Y O+ Qi) @ F 9% 42 OV OR)
+Vr ¥ OO+ 200 OOt WQR) + Vi (9.125)
To 0124 we apply Lemma 4.6 taking p = 2. Here r = 4, v = 2 and we obtain:
12 |25,y < © / e Otk 2o VRO L o dd
- 0 ! ug
(9.126)
Now from and the estimate
IR OO QRllags, i < OGPl (9127
0 e
By Proposition 7.2 and Lemma 7.8 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:
| 16072 @0 syt < 30, P2 @D
< O(0Y?|ue|72) (9.128)
Also, using Propositions 6.1 and 9.1 we deduce:
| W lza(ss i < OBl ) (9.129)
0
Substituting - in [0.126] we conclude that:
192 Rl L2(5,,) < 0@ Juo| ) (9.130)

We then apply Y to the propagation equation [0.421 Using Lemmas 4.1 and
9.1 we obtain the following propagation equation for Y2 (994 along the Oy

QW2 (Oi)%_QtrKW2 (OZ)%:lyz (Oi)‘[}—F?WtI' (Oi)?{.l,QX+2¢OiV2(QX)+£/
(9.131)
where:

' = —DV-V O+ d(Qtrx) © ¥ O +2 O \Qy)
+VA Y OO+ 2tr Ot - VIQR) + Ve (9.132)
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To O.13T] we apply lemma 4.7 taking p = 2. Here r = 4, v = 2 and we obtain:

[l 172 OOl 2(5,.0) < CluollV? OO L2(sy0,) (9.133)
+C/ [u| ||2YAr (Oi)ﬁl Qx + 2¢oiy72(QX) + 7 s ) du’
() w,u’
Taking the L? norm with respect to u on [0, u,] then yields:
|U||W72 (Oi)ﬁHLz(C%l) < O|UO|HW2 (Oi)ﬁHLz(C%) (9.134)
“ / (Oi) 4. . O< 2(0% / /
—|—/u0 [u'] [|2YAr f1- QX +2£o, V=(2x) + 1 e du

Now from [9.33] and the estimate [9.123]

/ /|| Ver gt - Q& ooy du” < O(8%[u| ) (9.135)
ug 1

L

By Proposition 7.3 and Lemma 7.8 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:
| W10, Y @01 oo < OGlal™) (9.136)
wo .
Also, using Propositions 6.2 and 9.1 we deduce:
[ 1y o < 06 ul ) (9.137)
wo u

Substituting @.135] - 0.137 in @.134] and taking also into account the estimate
0.130 we conclude that:

192 Rl ey < OGlul™) + Vu € [uo,ui] (9.138)

Since the right hand sides of the inequalities[@. 123 and [0.138 are independent
of u; or uy and (u;,u;) € D' is arbitrary the estimates hold with Cy* replaced
by C., for all u € [ug, ¢*) and the proposition is established.

Proposition 9.6  The following estimate holds for all u € [ug, ¢*):
1V Zill2(c.) < O(6Y?|ul™2)

provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, RS, P}, Rt and Re.
Proof:  Consider again any (u;,u1) € D’ and fix attention to the parameter
subdomain D; and the corresponding subdomain M7 of M’. We apply YV to the
propagation equation Using Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 in the case p = ¢ = 1,
we obtain the following propagation equation for ¥2Z; along the C.,:

DY2Z; = —4f£0, YV 2(Q%CH) + s (9.139)

321



where s’ is the type Ty S tensorfield given by:

sho = —(DV)BeYoZ + (DD 5o Yozl (9.140)
—4 (Oi)ﬁchVD(QQCﬁ)A +4 (Oi)?ff,BDVC(Q%)D + VBSé

To [0.139 we apply Lemma 9.4 taking p = 2. Herer =2, s =1, v =0,7 = 0.
Taking also into account the fact that ¥2Z; vanishes on C,,, we obtain:

IV Zilas, <€ [ =480, X 20+ |, pd (0.141)
ug -
Taking the L? norm with respect to u on [0,u,] then yields:

V22l acaey < C [ |80, T Q) +5 syl (0:142)
wo w
By Proposition 7.3 and Lemma 7.8 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:
180,702 o o < OGul ) (9.143)
wo w
Also, using Propositions 6.2, 8.4, 9.1, 9.2 and 9.5 we deduce:
1 ey o’ < 0G24l ) (9.141)
o u
Substituting [.143] in [0.142] we conclude that:
V2%l o ozsy < OG 1l ™) - V€ o] (9.145)
Since the right hand side is independent of u; or uy and (uy,u1) € D’ is arbi-

trary the estimate holds with Ci" replaced by Cy, for all u € [ug,¢*) and the
proposition is established.

Proposition 9.7 The following estimates hold for all u € [ug, ¢*):
I4Dtr 4t L2,y < OS2 |ul™?)

IVD ©O% L2,y < O(lul ™)

provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, R, Pi, Ri and Re.
Proof:  Consider again any (u;,u1) € D’ and fix attention to the parameter
subdomain D;. We apply d to equation [0.64] to obtain the following propagation
equation for dDtr (994 along the C,:

DDt (94 = 2£6, AD(Qtrx) + dh (9.146)
where h is the function:

h=4Q%¢* - dtr Ot + 27, - d(Qtry) (9.147)
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To equation 0.146 we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 2. herer =1, v =0,y =0
and we obtain:

IADtr 9% 125, ) < ClADt OV L2(s,, ) (9.148)

+c/ 220, AD(tr) + b s ) v

Taking the L? norm with respect to u on [0, u,] then yields:
[ dDtr (Oi)7f||L2(C§1) < C||dDtr (Oi)7f||L2(c§é) (9.149)

uQ u

Now, by equation BI07 we have on C,:

dDtr gt = 225, d(Qtry) (9.150)
Proposition 6.1 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 then imply:
@Dt O],y < OS2 |ug|~2) (9.151)
L2(Cuy)

By equation 3] Proposition 7.3 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 and the
results of Chapter 6:

/ 1£0.AD(QrX) || 21 du’ < O(6Y2|u]~2) (9.152)
ug u
Also, using Propositions 9.2 and 9.5 we deduce:

/ ARl >y du” < O(6*2u|~*) (9.153)

Substituting - 01521 in @149 we conclude that:
4Dt R a2y < O@2[ul %) Vu € [uo, ui] (9.154)

Next we apply Y to the propagation equation [0.73] Using Lemmas 4.1 and

9.1 we then obtain the following propagation equation for YD (Oi);;f along the
O .

- DYD O — Qtry VD Ot = 2£6,YD(QX) + o' (9.155)

where:
o' = =DV - D O 4 g(Qtry) @ D ©)g 42 ©gt . DQR) + Yo (9.156)

To @.I56 we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 2. Here r = 3, v = 2, 7 = 0 and we
obtain:

VD ©Of|2(s, ) < C|IVD <Oi>%nm<sﬂ,u0> (9.157)

/ |12£0, YD (%) + v ||L2(Sw/)du/
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Taking the L? norm with respect to u on [0,u,] then yields:
HWD (Oi)fHLz(Cfl) < C”WD (Oi)7f||L2(c§é) (9-158)
+C /u [2£0, YD(2%) + U’HLQ(CL_T}) du/
Now, by equation we have on C,:

YD (Oi)% = QtrxV (Oi)%—k A(Qry) ® (Oi)% (9.159)
—fltr ) @ QR — tr (OVFVQK) + 2£0, VOX) +2 OV - Q%

Propositions 6.1, 9.1 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 then imply:
19D ©Ofl o) < Ohuol ™) (9.160)

By equation 5] Proposition 7.3 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 and the
results of Chapter 6:

| 180, TP oy’ < 011 ) (9.161)
Also, using Propositions 9.1, 9.2, 9.3. 9.5, 9.6 and the estimate[@. 154 we deduce:
S < O (9.162)

Substituting -0.I62 in we conclude that:
VD ©Ofl ooy < Oul™) + Vu € fuo,ua] (9.163)
Since the right hand sides of the inequalities @154 and @163 are independent

of u; or uy and (u;,u;) € D' is arbitrary the estimates hold with Cy* replaced
by Cy, for all u € [ug, ¢*) and the proposition is established.

Proposition 9.8 The following estimate holds for all u € [ug, ¢*):
IVDZi]| 2.y < O(lul™)

provided that § is suitably small depending on D°, RS, P}, Ri and Re.
Proof:  Consider again any (u,,u;) € D’ and fix attention to the parameter
subdomain Dy. We apply YV to equation Using then Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2
yields the following propagation equation for YD Z; along the C,:

DYDZ; = —4£0,YD(Q*C*) + w (9.164)

where:
w= DV DZ; +4 ©)gt; . D(Q%¢*) + 8YQ2¢F, Zi] (9.165)
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To B.164 we apply Lemma 9.4 taking p = 2. Herer = s =1, v =0, v = 0.
Taking also into account the fact that YDZ; vanishes on C,, we obtain:
|u|_1||y7DZi”L2(SE,u) < C/ |u’|—1 H—4¢01WD(Q2<11) + wHL2(Su ) du’
uo —
(9.166)
Taking the L? norm with respect to u on [0,u,] then yields:

[l VD Zi| o o SC/ /|71 [|[=4£0, YD(QCH) + w]| 1 oy du’ (9.167)
uo w

Now, from equation[.76] by Proposition 7.5 together with Propositions 8.1, 8.2
and the results of Chapters 6 we obtain:

/ ||~ [ £0, VD22 C)| 1oy’ < O(Ju| ) (9.168)
ug u
Also, using Propositions 9.1, 9.4 and 9.6 we deduce:
/ /| "Ml o oy du’ < OS2 [ul~?) (9.169)
uo u

Substituting [0.T68) in [0.161 we conclude that:
|W7DZZ-||L2(C%1) <O(Ju|™) : Yu € [ug,ui] (9.170)

Since the right hand side is independent of u; or u; and (u,,u1) € D" is arbi-
trary the estimate holds with C3* replaced by C,,, for all u € [uo, ¢*) and the
proposition is established.

Estimates for gD (©)trgt, YD (Oi);}, and YDZ;, in L*(C,), follow directly
from equations B.T08 RBIT0, and respectively. We obtain:
14D OVt 2o,y < O3 [u|~?)

IYD OV L2 ey < O]l ™)
IYDZi]| 2(c.) < O@]ul™?) (9.171)
the last using Proposition 7.1.
In view of the expressions®139]- R.I43]for the components of the deformation
tensor of the O;, Propositions 9.5, 9.6, 9.7, 9.8 and the estimates yield
the following estimates in L?(C,,) for the 2nd derivatives of the non-vanishing

components of the deformation tensors of the O; for which the last derivative is
tangential to the surfaces Sy 4:

I¥2 ©9i]|2(c.,) < O(bJul~?)
V2 120y < O 2[ul™?)
V2 ©ml 20, < O ?[ul™?) (9.172)
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IVD Vil 2(c,) < O(ul ™)
14D ©Vjll 20,y < O [ul~2)
IVD ©©m|r2c,) < O(ul ™) (9-173)

| YD (Oi)%HL?(cu) < O(6]u| ™)
14D Ol 120,y < O3 2|ul~?)
VD O9ml[ 2,y < O@S]ul~?) (9.174)

In the second of @172 in estimating the contribution of the 2nd term on the
right in 8142l we bound (see [0.92)

ﬁoiYﬂ log Q

in L?(C,) using Lemma 7.8. In the second of @.I73 in estimating the contribu-
tion of the 2nd term on the right in 142 we bound (see [1.93))

Loiflw + {(Z; - Alog )

in L?(C,) using Propositions 7.4 and 9.2. In the second of @174 to estimate
the contribution of the 2nd term on the right in 8142 we bound (see [1.93)

¢O'L d(‘—‘}

in L%(C,) using the estimate for ¥ 2w in L*(S) of Proposition 6.2. Finally, since
YD (O)m = ¢ VDZ; + 2V(IQx) - Zi + 29 - VZ;
the last of requires the estimate:

IVZill L2y < O(]ul ™) (9.175)

which follows from the propagation equation [9.56] using Proposition 7.1.
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Chapter 10

The Sobolev Inequalities on
the C, and the C,

10.1 Introduction

In this chapter we shall derive Sobolev inequalities on the C, and the C,, on
the basis of certain bootstrap assumptions. These Sobolev inequalities shall be
applied to obtain bounds for the spacetime curvature components in L>° and
for their 1st derivatives in L*(S) in terms of the L? norms of up to their 2nd
derivatives on the C,,, in the case of the components «a, 3, p, o, 8, the L? norms
of up to the 2nd derivatives on the C,, in the case of the component .

In the present chapter, we shall not make use of the estimates on the con-
nection coeflicients derived in the previous chapters, for these have relied on
the L bounds for the spacetime curvature components and the L*(S) bounds
for their 1st derivatives which we are presently to establish. We shall rely in-
stead on certain bootstrap assumptions the most basic of which control the ratio
Area(Sy,)/|u|? and I1(S, ), the isoperimetric constant of the surfaces Sy .

These most basic bootstrap assumptions are:

Al.1: 0Qftry| < 3log2 : in M’
A1.2: 6Q|x| < log2 : in M’

Let us denote by A(u,u) the ratio:

- Area(Sy,u)

A(u,u) = PE (10.1)

Lemma 10.1 The assumption A1l.1 implies:

2713 < Alw,v) <23 . Y(w,u) e D’

47
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Also, the assumptions Al.1, A1.2 together imply:

1
I(Su,u) S -

- s

: V(u,u) € D

that is, the conclusion of Lemma 5.4 holds.
Proof: We first revisit the proof of Lemma 5.3. Here u is fixed. From formula
8Tl assumption A1.1 implies:

2713 < p(u) < 213 (10.2)
Also, from the inequality [£.94] assumption A1.2 implies:
v(u) <2'/° (10.3)
Hence, by the first of (.96] assumptions A1.1, A1.2 imply:
Mu) >272/3 (10.4)

Now (see B78 BEI0T)),

Area(Syu) = / dftg(u) = / p(u)dpg(o)
S(),u SO

s

while
Area(Sou) = / dpgoy = 4rlul?

0,u

Therefore [10.2] implies:

Area(Sy,u)

2-1/3 <
— Am|ul?

< 21/3 (10.5)

which is the first part of the lemma.

To obtain the second part of the lemma we revisit the proof of Lemma 5.4.
Consider again a domain U, C Sy, with C' boundary dU,, the image by ®,
of a domain Uy C Sy, with C! boundary dUy. According to we have:

Perimeter(9U,,)
———— = > inf / 10.
Perimeter(0Up) — Son Alw) (10.6)

On the other hand, according to [5.103] we have:

Area(U,)
Arca(ly) = 50" 1o

The inequalities [[0.6] and [[0.7] together imply:

Area(U.,) < SUPSo. () Area(Uy)

10.
(Perimeter(0U,))? ~ infg, , A(uw) (Perimeter(0Uo))? (108)
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Similarly, we obtain:

Area(Uy) supg, , #(u) Area(U§) (10.9)
(Perimeter(0U,))? ~ infg, , A(u) (Perimeter(0Uo))? '
Therefore:
min{Area(Uy), Area(Uy)} < SUPs0,, () min{Area(Up), Area(U§)} (10.10)
(Perimeter(0Uy,))? ~ infg, , A(uw) (Perimeter(9Up))? '

Taking the supremum over all domains U, with C! boundary 9U, in S, ., we

conclude that:
supg, , H(w)

I(Suu) < - I(S0,u 10.11
(Sua) < e (S0, (10.11)
Now, inequalities and 0.4 imply:

Sups, ., M(H) <9 (10.12)

infg, , Auw) —
In view of [0.12] and 5109 the second part of the lemma follows from [T0.1T}
Lemma 10.2 Let the basic bootstrap assumptions A1.1, A1.2 hold and let

€ be an arbitrary p covariant S tensorfield. Suppose that £ € W£(S,,,) for some
(u,u) € D’. Then:

9 1
bd = d — %d %d
|k ugSﬁ(/SwH Mg>{18|u|2 [ i [ 1w ug}

u,u

Proof: Recall that by Lemma 5.1 £ € L9(Sy,,) for every ¢ < co. The point
here is to establish the above inequality. Let f be the function:

f=e? (10.13)
We apply to f the isoperimetric inequality [£.35] on Sy u:

2
2 —2
/Sﬂ,u Jrdpg < /Si,u Jrdpg +1(Suw) </S£u |df|d,ug> (10.14)
Now, we have:

Af = 3I¢l(& YE) (10.15)

Thus,
Af| < 3l€7IVE] (10.16)

hence:

2
<[5_ Wf'd“”) =9 </S_ |5|4d#¢> </S_ |Y7€|2duy;> (10.17)
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Also,

2

2
1
/ Fpg = ——— Area o) (/ fduyj) = Area(Sy.) (/S_ |€I3du¢>

u u u u

1
= Area(Sy ) (/S_ |5|4d#¢> (/S_ |§|2duy;> (10.18)

Substituting [[0.17 and [[0.1§ in [[0.14] recalling the definition 0.1l and noting
that by Lemma 10.1:

max {I(SM), fl(i u)} < % (10.19)

yields the inequality of the lemma.

10.2 The Sobolev inequalities on the C,

Proposition 10.1  Let the basic bootstrap assumptions A1l.1, A1.2 hold.
Let € be an arbitrary p covariant S tensorfield vanishing on C, such that &, D€,
YE belong to L?(C,) for some u € [ug,c*). Then & € L5(C,) and there is a
numerical constant C),, depending only on p, such that:

2/3 < C,| ||V 1/18) /€13 2| ve 12 v
[ul*? (1€l s o) ID€N 20y L L/ I8EN L2,y + 1wl IVENIZ (0,

Also, ¢ € L*(S,,) for each u and there is a numerical constant C,, depending
only on p, such that:

1/4
sup (el €l zs(s,. ) < CIDEN e,y { 1/19NE e + 0PI e |

Proof: By the assumptions of the proposition ¢ € Wg(Sy,,) for almost all
w € [0,0) : if u € [ug,c* — 4], for almost all w € [0,¢* —u) : if u € (¢* —4,¢*), in
the case ¢* > ug + 9§, for almost all u € [0,¢* — u) in the case ¢* < ug + § (see
B0 7). Thus, Lemma 10.2 applies to £&. We multiply the inequality of Lemma
10.2 by |u|* and integrate with respect to u to obtain:

e < ‘s“p</sﬁ, u |§|4>{— [oere [ u'“'Q'%'Q} (10.20)

Consider now the surface integral (u is fixed):

o= [ fuPlel g (10.21)

u,u

We have:
dx

= | P {De) + Qe dug (10.22)

u,u
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By the first part of Lemma 4.2:

D(J¢|") + Qurxle|* = 4lg* (€, DE) (10.23)

P B;
—(2p — DQrx|E* — 42 Y S Qxpiet Ay g,

i=1
It follows that:
D([¢]*) + Qtrx(€]* < 411 1DE] + (12p — 1|9 trx| + 4pQx])[€[* (10.24)

Now, by assumptions A1.1, A1.2,

k 1
[2p — 1|Qtryx| + 4pQx| < Fp’ where: k, = 3 log2(|2p — 1| +2p)  (10.25)

Substituting [0.25 in [[0.24]1 and the result in [0.22] we obtain the following
ordinary differential inequality for x:

de  k

< P .
W S et (10.26)
where:
au) = 4 /S €| DE | dpg (10.27)
‘We have:
2(0) =0 (10.28)

since ¢ vanishes on €. Integrating [[0.26] then yields:

x(g) S /_ ekp(ﬂ_ﬂl)/éa(u/)dul
0

< e /_a(g’)dg’ (10.29)
0
Since
u 1/2 1/2
[fatrat < [ wpigrier<a( [ ) ([ wer)
0 Cu Cu Cu
(10.30)
[T029 implies:

1/2 1/2
214 kp 41416 2
S‘;"(/Sﬂ,u'“' |§|>s4e (f wter) ([ me) ™ aoa

Substituting in [[0.20 and cancelling one factor of

1/2
( / IUI4I€I6)
Cu
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from both sides we then obtain:

12 aeoky 2
([ wer) <2 ([ oer) {55 [ [ e

(10.32)
which gives the first part of the proposition. Substituting T0.32in turn in I0.31]
yields:

u wl?leld 144€2kp( 2) {i 2 ul? 2}
Sf(/sﬂ,u"'g')S (L e ) {55 [ rer s [ e

(10.33)

which gives the second part of the proposition.

We now apply the above proposition to the spacetime curvature componets
a, B3, p, o, 3. We define:

Ro(a) =  sup (5Ha||L2(Cu))

u€E[ug,c*)
Ro(Da) =  sup (52|u§a|\p(cu))
w€[ug,c*)
Ru(a) = sup  (Slull|Vell2c.)) (10.34)
uE|ug,c*
and: R
Rpj(a) = max{Ro(a), Ro(Da), Ra(c) } (10.35)
We define:
Ro(B) = sup ([ulllBllr2(c.))
w€[ug,c*)
Ro(Dp) = ?up )(5IUIIID5IIL2(cu))
ue|ug,c*
Ri(B) = ?up )(|U|2||Y75||L2<cu)) (10.36)
u€|ug,c*
and:
Rpy(8) = max{Ro(B), Ro(DB3), Ra(B)} (10.37)
We define:
Ro(p)= sup (672 plx(c)
w€E[ug,c*)
Ro(Dp) = sup (8"2ul*|Dplrac.,)
u€E[ug,c*)
Rilp) = sw (672 dpl i) (10.38)
w€E[ug,c*)
and:
Ry (p) = max{Ro(p), Ro(Dp), Ra(p)} (10.39)
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Also:

Ro(0) = sup (672fufollpa(c,))

u€lug,c*)

Ro(Do) = sup_(8"2Jul?| Doz,

uE[ug,c*)
Ri0) = sw (672 ldo] ) (10.40)
w€[ug,c*)
and:
Rpy(0) = max{Ro(0), Ro(Do), Ri(o)} (10.41)
We define:
Ro(B) = swp (572ulBlr2(c.))
w€[ug,c*
Ro(DB) = sup (8 2ul*|DBllr2(c.))
u€E[ug,c*)
R@= sw (67 Bl (10.42)
ue|ug,c*
and:
Riuy(B) = max{Ro(B), Ro(Dp), Ra(B)} (10.43)

We apply Proposition 10.1 to £ = «. Since in regard to the first term on the
right in [[0.23] we have, in this case,

(&, D€) = (¢, DE) (10.44)

we may replace D¢ by D¢ on the right in [0.24] and [0.27, hence also in the
conclusions of Proposition 10.1. Defining:

Ri(@) = swp  (6%2ul?|a] ss, ) (10.45)
(u,u)eD’

we then conclude that there is a numerical constant C such that:
Ro(a) < CRpyy(a) (10.46)

Next, we apply Proposition 10.1 to £ = |u|8. Noting that D¢ = |u|DB, Y& =
|u| VB and defining:

R4B) = sup (8228 1, ) (10.47)
(u,u)eD’ -

we conclude that there is a numerical constant C' such that:

RA(B) < CRuy(B) (10.48)
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Next, we apply Proposition 10.1 to & = |u|?p, |u|?0. Noting that, accordingly,
D¢ = |u|*Dp, |u|*Do and YE = |ul?dp, |u|*do, and defining:

Ri)= s (1l olscs,.)
(u,u)eD’

Ri0) = sup_ (Jul2]oll1ss,.)) (10.49)
(u,u)eD’

we conclude that there is a numerical constant C' such that:

Ro(p) < CRp(p)

Ro(o) < CRpy(o) (10.50)
Finally, we apply Proposition 10.1 to { = |u[*8. Noting that D¢ = |u[*Dg,
Y& = |u[*VJ3 and defining:

Ry(B) = sup (571|U|7/2||ﬁ”L4(53,u)) (10.51)

- (wuweD’
we conclude that there is a numerical constant C' such that:
RE(B) < CRuy(B) (10.52)

We proceed to the 2nd order Sobolev inequalities on the C,,. If # is an arbi-
trary p covariant S tensorfield vanishing on Cy, to bound sup,, (H%H L4( Su,u)>

we apply Proposition 10.1 to the p+ 1 covariant S tensorfield £ = Y9 which also
vanishes on Cj. In the resulting inequalities the quantity |[DYP| z>(c,) appears
on the right hand side. By the first part of Lemma 4.1 we have, pointwise,

IDYY] < [¥D0] + p| DY)[6] (10.53)
Taking the L? norm of on Sy, we obtain:

1DVl L2(5 ) < IVDO| 25y 0) + PIDY N (5, 0191 250 ) (10.54)
Taking in turn the L? norm of [0.54 with respect to u (on [0,6) if u € [ug, ¢* — 4],

on [0,¢* —u) if u € (¢* —§,c¢*), in the case ¢* > ug + d, on [0,¢* — u), in the
case ¢* < ug + 0) we deduce:

IDYB| 12y < 90 z2(c,) + 202 sup (|DVlnacs, . ) sup (10]1nscs,00)
- - (10.55)

To control the factor sup, ( | DYl £ Su,u)) we introduce the following bootstrap
assumptions:

A2.1: SfulV2AQer)l|as, ) 1 ¢ Vuu) € DY
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A2.2: SJul IMOQD)lIpss, ) < L ¢ V(wu) e DY

1 .
5
From the formula for DY of Lemma 4.1, the assumptions A2.1, A2.2 imply:

sup /(5|U|1/2HDF”L4(SE,1L)> <3 (10.56)

(w,u)€D

Substituting then [10.56] in [10.57] yields:

1Dl 12y < 9D ey + 30021l sup (01l pacs,.))  (10.57)

and the factor sup,, (||9H L4( SE,u)> is bounded by the second conclusion of Propo-
sition 10.1 with @ in the role of .

Also, to bound sup,, (||D9||L4(5 assuming that D@ vanishes on C,, we

) )0
simply apply Proposition 10.1 with D6 in the role of &.
We now apply the above proceedure to the spacetime curvature components

a, B3, p, o, 3. We define:

Rola) = sup  (8|uP(|Y?allz2c,))

u€lug,c*)

RiDa)= swp (ull¥Dalizcc.)

w€E[ug,c*
Ro(D%*) = sup (53Hf)2a||L2(Cu)) (10.58)
w€[ug,c*)
and: . .
Rz (@) = max{Rpy(a), Ro(@), Ra(Dar), Ro(D*a)} (10.59)
We define:
Ra(B) = ?UP )(|U|3|W725|\L2(cu))
u€|ug,c*
Ru(Dp) = ?Up : (8ul*VDB 2 (c))
uE|ug,c*
Ro(D?B) = ?up )(52|U||\D25||L2(cu)) (10.60)
u€|ug,c*
and:
Ri2(8) = max{R;;(8), Rz(8), R (D), Ro(D?B)} (10.61)
We define:
Relp) = sup (67 2fu Y20l r2(c,))
w€[ug,c*)
RiDp) = sup (8"2ul*|¥Dpl 12 c.)
u€E[ug,c*)
Ro(D%)= sup (821 D%pll (e, ) (10.62)
u€|ug,c*
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and:

Also:

and:

Ri2j(p) = max{R1j(p), Re(p), Ra(Dp), Ro(D?p)}

Relo) = sup (672l |V %0l 2 c,) )

w€E[ug,c*)
Ri(Do) = sup (6P| ¥Dollz(c, )
u€E[ug,c*)
Ro(D%0) = sup (6*2ul*| D%l 1(c, )
w€E[ug,c*)

Rizy(0) = max{Rp(0), Ra(0), Ra (Do), Ro(D?0)}

Finally, we define:

and:

Re(B) = suw (52928 e

o u€[uo,c*)

Ru(DB) = sup (672l ¥DBll1acc))

u€[ug,c*)

Ro(D*B) = sup (82lul’|D*Bllzacc. }

u€[uo,c*)

Rp2)(8) = max{Ry(8), Re(B), Ru(DP), Ro(D*B)}

(10.63)

(10.64)

(10.65)

(10.66)

(10.67)

The first of each of the definitions [0.58 10.60, [0.62] M0.64] has already
been introduced in the previous chapters, the first of by B8 the first of
1060, 10.62 T0.64, by [[Jl Also, the second and third of each of the
definitions [[0.62] [[0.64] has already been introduced by

We first apply the proceedure outlined above to bound sup,, (||Y70|| LA Sﬁ,u))

with o, |u]B, [u|?p, |ul*e, |ul?3 in the role of f. In terms of the first five of the
definitions 41 that is:

Rie) = sup (8fu Yl s, )
R®) = sup (671l I¥Bl s, )
Rio) = swp (jul 2plzecs, )
Rie)= swp (o150
R@ = swp (57 I¥8l s, )
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we deduce that there are numerical constants C' such that:
Ri(a) < CRpy()
Ri(B) < CRiy(B)
Ri(p) < CRiz(p)
Ri(0) < CRpz(0)
Ri(B) < CR(B)

In deducing the first of the inequalities [[0.69 we remark that with Yo in the
role of £ in Proposition 10.1, we may replace D¢ by D¢, the trace-free, relative
to the last two entries, part of D, and make use of the fact that:

(10.69)

. 1
D.¥Mla = [D,Yja+3(d(urDa) - xDYa) @ ¢
= [D,Va+ (o, W) @ ¢ (10.70)
and the last term on the right is bounded in L?(C,) by:

C 2l 2 sup (o 12, )

(compare with [[0.57)) using assumption A2.2.
We next apply the proceedure to bound sup, (HD0||L4(S“1“)) with |u|3,

[ul?p, |u|?c, |u|*$ in the role of . The same proceedure applies to bound

sup, (||f)o<|\L4(5u,u)), remarking again that with Do in the role of ¢ in Poposi-

tion 10.1, we may replace DE by DE. In terms of the definitions:
'Rg(f)a) = sup (65/2|u|1/2”ﬁa”[‘4(sﬂ’u)>

(w,u)eD

REDB) = sup (8212 DA|racs, ) )

(w,u)eD

Ri(Dp) = sup  (3Juf*?| Dpllpscs,.. )

(u,u)eD’

Ri(D7) = sup_(8[uf*?|Dol|pacs, .. )
(u,u)eD’ -

R§DB) = sup ([u"*IDBlsucs, ) (10.71)
w,u)eD’ -

(the third and fourth of which have already been introduced by €.2)) we deduce
that there are numerical constants C such that:

A A

b

S o
S
AN
Q
Es
N
S

N d
O Ok Ok Ok Ok

(o
CRz(B) (10.72)



Consider finally the first of the definitions in conjunction with defi-
nition [0.45] the second of the definitions in conjunction with definition
077 the third and fourth of the definitions in conjunction with ther first
and second of the definitions respectively, and the firth of the definitions
in conjunction with definition [0.51} Then in view of Lemma 10.1, apply-
ing Lemma 5.2 taking p = 4 and recalling the first five of the definitions [3.4]
that is:

R () = SJEP(53/2|U||O<|)
RE(8) = sup(8"/2|uf*| 1)
RE(p) = sup(Jul*|ol)
Ry (o) = (|U| o)
R (B) = ( “Hul*18]) (10.73)

we deduce that there are numerical constants C' such that:

R (o) < Cmax{R(a), Ra(a)}

R (B) < Cmax{Ri(8), Ro(8)}

R (p) < Cmax{Ri(p), Ro(p)}

R (o) < Cmax{R‘l(U U)

RE(B) < Cmax{R{(B) (10.74)

Therefore, combining with the inequalities [[0.69] and [10.46] M0.48 M0.50, T0.52]

we conclude that there are numerical constants C' such that:

R (a) < CRpg(w)
R (B) < CRiz(B)
R (p) < CRy(p)
R (0) < CRpz(0)
Ry (B) < CRig(B) (10.75)

10.3 The Sobolev inequalities on the C,,

On Q& we have the measure:
dpgdu

Thus, for any S tensorfield § and any p < oo we have:
1610, / 0" = / (/ |9|Pdu¢> du (10.76)
Ql uo Su,u
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We introduce the following bootstrap assumptions:

A3.1: ‘Qtrx—i—‘%' < 1°§2‘u|+/2 :in M’
A3.2: Qx| < 1°§2|u‘13/2 ©oin M/

Proposition 10.2 Let the basic bootstrap assumptions A1l.1, A1.2, as
well as the bootstrap assumptions A3.1, A3.2 hold. Let ¢ be an arbitrary
p covariant S tensorfield such that for some u € [0,6) |u|771E, |u|9DE, |u|7VE
belong to L*(C,,) for some constant

< 1
q=p 5

Moreover, let & € L*(Sy,u,). Then |u[?¢ € L°(C,,) and there is a numerical
constant C), depending only on p such that:

lul*€llzec,) <
qg—1¢912 q 2 1/6
Cp { /19l ¢ 2 ) + Il VE 32, |
2/3
{ (ol Mellsa.) ™ +
1/3 B 1/6
(IulDglzee,)  { @Al ez, + Nl Vel } }

Also, £ € L*(Sy,.) for each u and there is a numerical constant C,, depending
only on p such that:

sup (Jul?€l1¢5,..0)

1/2
< Gy {luollelcrs ) + Il DE S,

B 1/4
(ANl e ey + N FEl ey} |

Proof: By the assumptions of the proposition & € W2(S,,,) for almost all
u € [ug,c* —u). Thus Lemma 10.2 applies to §&. We multiply the inequality of
Lemma 10.2 by |u|% and integrate with respect to u to obtain:

6 6 9 4 4 1 29—2|¢|2 2 2
[ e < Lo (/S u ﬂﬂ){l—s/guw e+ 1o qwa}

- (10.77)

Consider now the surface integral (u is fixed):

() = / 9]¢ dpg (10.78)

u,u
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We have:

G= e {aery + (ounx - G ki g (10.79)
By the second part of Lemma 4.2:
D([¢]") + Qtrx|€|* = 4l¢[*(€, De) (10.80)
—(2p — 1)Qtryle]* — 4[¢]? iQX;Z&AI”'>EZ<"'AP€A1...Ap
i=1
It follows that:
D(elY) + (amy - 24) gt < dlePipel + vt (08D
where: 4q
v=—(2p—1)Qtry — Tl + 4pQ|x| (10.82)
Now, by virtue of assumptions A3.1, A3.2 we have:
v < dp—a) -2 +1[2p — 1] 'Qtrx—l— 2 ‘ + 4pQ x|
Jul = ul =
J—g/z (10.83)

Substituting [0.83 in [[08T] and the result in [0.79 we obtain the following
ordinary differential inequality for x:

dz kp
0 < |u|3/2£+g (10.84)
where:
a=4 [ IeIDeldny (10.85)
Integrating [[0.84] from uy we obtain:
Yk /
z(u) < exp (/uo |u/|—3/2du ) z(up) (10.86)

u u L
+/ exp (/ |u”|p3/2 du”) Q(u/)du/
o u’

which, since the integrals in the exponentials are bounded by 2k, implies:

z(u) < e?k» (g(uo) + /uu Q(u')du') (10.87)

0
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Since

u 1/2 1/2
| atwya <a | IUI4q|§|3IQ§|§4(/C |u|GQ|§|6> (/C IUI2|Q€|2>

=u

(10.88)
[I0.87 implies:
supz(u) < e (g(uo) + A1/2g1/2) (10.89)
where:
y= [ e (10.90)
7 e,
and:
A= 16/ lu|??| D€|? (10.91)
Substituting in [I0.77 we obtain, with:
1
B=qg [ P [P (1092)
18 Q1 Qu
the inequality:
1/2,1/2 9e2hr
Yy <my (g(uo) + A%y ) B where: m, = p. (10.93)
This implies:
y < myB (2z(uo) +mpAB) (10.94)

which yields the first conclusion of the proposition. Moreover, [0.94] implies:
AVEYI2 < (2m, ABx(u))/? + m, AB

< %&(uo) +2m,AB (10.95)

Substituting then [[0.95 in [[0.89 we obtain:

supz(u) < e <;g(u0) + 2mpAB> (10.96)

u

which yields the second conclusion of the proposition.

We now apply the above proposition to the spacetime curvature component
a. We define:

Ro(e) = sup (672|[uf*allsc,))
u€l0,6) -

Ry(Da) = sup (57%2ul'Dallpec,))
u€(0,5) =

Ri(@)= sup (572|lul'Vallzc,)) (10.97)
u€(0,6) =
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and:

Rpyy(@) = max{Ry(a), Ry(Da), R, ()} (10.98)
We also define:
D64(Q) = sup (673/2|u0|4||Q|‘L4(Su,uo)) (1099)
u€l0,0) -

Note that here, as in the case of the initial data quantities Dg°, P}, T4 (try),
and Py (try) we are considering the whole of C,,,, not only the part lying in M.
For ¢* > ug + 8 this is the same, but not for ¢* < ug + 8. In the latter case the
part of Cy,, lying in M’ corresponds to u < ¢* — ug. By the results of Chapter 2
D}t () is bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of M.

We apply Proposition 10.2 to £ = «, taking ¢ = 4. Since in regard to the
first term on the right in [0.78§ we have, in this case,

(€,D¢) = (¢,D¢)

we may replace D¢ by DE on the right in 081 and [0.85, hence also in the
conclusions of Proposition 10.2. Defining:

Ri@) = sup (57 ulapss,.)) (10.100)
(u,u)eD’ -

we then conclude that there is a numerical constant C' such that:
Ri(0) < Cmax{D} (), Rpy ()} (10.101)

We proceed to the 2nd order Sobolev inequalities on the C,,. If 6 is an arbi-

trary p covariant S tensorfield defined on some C,,, to bound sup,, (|u|qul Y0l acs

we apply Proposition 10.2 to the p + 1 covariant tensorfield £ = Y#, replacing ¢
by ¢+ 1. In the resulting inequalities the quantity |||u|?""'DYB||.>c ) appears

on the right hand side. By the second part of Lemma 4.1 we have, pointwise,
|DY®| < |YDO| + p|DY] 6| (10.102)
Taking the L? norm of on Sy, we obtain:

IDYV| 25, ) < [IVDO L2(s., ) + PIDY 245, ) 10l L2 (S, ) (10.103)

Multiplying by |u|?*! and taking the L? norm with respect to |u| on [ug, ¢* — u)
we then deduce:

ul* DYl 2, < [l VD8] 12(e ) (10.104)

¢ —u 1/2
4 ( / |u|2|2v||%4<sﬂ,u>du> sup ([l 0l1s, )

0
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To control the first factor in the second term on the right we introduce the
following bootstrap assumptions:

A4.1: |uPfd(Qtrx) || pas, ) <1 0 Y(w,u) € D’

A4.2: [PV Ilp(s, ) € L ¢ Vuu) e DY

From the formula for D of Lemma 4.1, the assumptions A4.2, A4.2 imply:

*

c*—u 1/2
(/ IUIQIIQVqusﬂ,u)du) <3 (10.105)
ug
Substituting then in [0.104 yields:

el Dl 2(c,) < Iul** ¥DO] s2(c,) + 3psup (Jul*]16] zas,..) )~ (10.106)

and the factor sup,, (|u|q||9|\ L4( SE,u)) is bounded by the second conclusion of

Proposition 10.2 with 6 in the role of &.
Also, to bound sup,, (|u|q+1|\Q9HL4(S

u’u)) we simply apply Proposition 10.2
with D@ in the role of &, replacing ¢ by ¢ + 1.
We now apply the above procedure to the spacetime curvature component

«. We define:

Ry(@) = sup (672 uf'Y2al 12(c,))

u€0,0)
R (Da) = sup (57[ufYDall2(c,) )
u€(0,6) =
SO —3/21(1,,15 )2
Ry(D'a) = sup (52D allrz(c,)) (10.107)
u€[0,0) =
and: R L

We also define:

Zpl/z;(g): sup (5_3/2|“0|5|W7@|‘L4(53,uo))

w€[0,6)
D' (Da) = sup (573/2|u0|5||@||L4(Suyuo)) (10.109)
u€[0,5) -
and: )
Diyj(a) = max{D'(a), P (a), Dy (Da)} (10.110)

Note that here we are again considering the whole of C,,, not only the part
lying in M’. For ¢* > wug + 0 this is the same, but not for ¢* < ug + §. In the
latter case the part of Cy, lying in M’ corresponds to u < ¢* —ug. By the results
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of Chapter 2 ’Dﬁl] (a) is bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing continuous
function of M.

We first apply the proceedure outlined above to bound sup,, (|u|q"’1 H%HLAL(SH’H))
with « in the role of 0, taking ¢ = 4. In terms of the fifth of the definitions Ej]—,
that is:

Ri@= swp (57l "I Vallzecs, ) (10.111)

we deduce that there is a numerical constant C' such that:
Ri(a) < Cmax{D[jj(a), Ry ()} (10.112)

where In deducing [[0.112/ we remark that with Y in the role of £ in Proposition
10.2, we may replace D¢ by D¢, the trace-free, relative to the last two entries,
part of D¢, and make use of the fact that:

D, Ya

1
[D, Yla + 5 (#(trDa) — trDYa) ® ¢
= [D,Yla+ (o, M%) @ ¢ (10.113)
and the last term on the right, multiplied by |u|®, is bounded in L?(C,,) by:

Csup (Jul'lall s, .»)

(compare with [[0.106 with ¢ = 4) using assumption A4.2.
We next apply the proceedure outlined above to obtain an estimate for

sup,, (|u|5||@||) remarking again that with Da in the role of ¢ in Proposition

10.2, we may replace D¢ by DE. In terms of the definition [7:392 that is:

Ri(Da) = sup (6-%/2Juf’||Dal ) (10.114)
(u,u)eD’

we deduce that there is a numerical constant C' such that:
Ri(Da) < Cmax{Df}(a), Riz(a)} (10.115)

Consider finally definition 0. 1TT]in conjunction with definition T0.T00 Then
in view of Lemma 10.1, applying Lemma 5.2 taking p = 4 and recalling the fifth
of the definitions B.4] that is:

R (@) = sup(6~/2[ul?|a) (10.116)
M/

we deduce that there is a numerical constant C' such that:

R (a) < Cmax{Ryi(a), Ry(a)} (10.117)

Therefore, combining with the inequalities T0.101] and [0.112] we conclude that
there is a numerical constant C such that:

R (@) < Cmax{D (), Ry ()} (10.118)
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Chapter 11

The S-tangential
Derivatives and the
Rotational Lie Derivatives

11.1 Introduction and preliminaries

In the present chapter we shall establish certain coercivity inequalities for the
Lie derivatives of S tensorfields with respect to the rotation fields O; :i=1,2,3.
These inequalities show that for any covariant S tensorfield 6 the sum >, |£o,0/|?
bounds pointwise |Y9|%.

We define the rescaled induced metric ‘& on the Sy, by:

g=1lul"¢ (11.1)
Since Sp,, is a round sphere of radius |u| in Euclidean 3-dimensional space,

(So,u, g} ) is isometric to the unit sphere in Euclidean 3-dimensional space.

Now, for each u € [0, d], ®,, defines a diffeomorphism of Sy ., onto Sy, and for
each (u,u) € D', @, defines a diffeomorphism of Sy ., onto Sy .. Thus, for
each (u,u) € D', ®,_, o ®, defines a diffeomorphism of S ,, onto Sy .. We
consider the pullback:

uo

é(yﬂj‘) = (gufuo © CI)E)* & = Q)Z@quo & (112)

u,u u,u

a metric on Sp,,. We have:

\&(OvuO) = g

50,u0
and (Sy,ug» g ) may be identified with (52, ¢), the unit sphere in Euclidean

0,uq

R3. As a preliminary step we establish bounds on the eigenvalues of &(g, u)
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with respect to ¢ under the bootstrap assumptions A1.1, A1.2, A3.1, A3.2 of
Chapter 10.
Let 0 be an arbitrary p covariant S tensorfield on M’ and let 6(u,u) be the
pullback:
O(u, u) = (2 o®,)" 9|Su,u =Prdr 9|Su,u (11.3)

—U—ug v —U—UQ

a p covariant tensorfield on Sp.,. Then according to the discussion in the
paragraph which preceeds Lemma 4.3 we have:

00

5y W wo) = &y Dolg, (11.4)
and: o6
5 W) = L, Dlls, (11.5)
From equations [41] we then obtain, in the case of the rescaled induced metric
g )
g 5
F W o) = (2lul 7 2x) (1, uo) (11.6)
and: ~
g L, 1
= (w,u) = 2lul7"Qx + 2[ul” ) (u, v) (11.7)

ou

Lemma 11.1 Let A(u,u) and A(u,u) be respectively the smallest and largest

cigenvalues of (u,u) relative to §(0,ug) =¢. Then, under the bootstrap as-
sumptions A1.1, A1.2, A3.1, A3.2 of Chapter 10 we have:

1
7 S AMww) < AMu,u) <4

for all (u,u) € D',

Proof: The proof is along the lines of that of Lemma 5.3. We now define:

du
pla w) = =20 — /N, w) A (g, ) (11.8)
H(0,u0)
and:
1 ~ Au, u) Au, u)
v(u,u) = su u,u)(X,X) = = 11.9
) = Lty P I =) S e 1Y)

By 1.6 and [T we have:

o 00) = 550 (g—i@ uo>> pla u0) = (), wo ), wo) - (11.10)
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and:

2 (w,0) = Strglus ) (g—;{@ u>> plaz 0) = (S + 2ful ™) (W)l w)

(11.11)
Integrating [[T.T0 with respect to u and noting that (0, uo) = 1 we obtain:

u

) = exp ([ @ty (11.12)
0
The bootstrap assumption A1.1 then implies:
2713 < i, ug) < 213 (11.13)

Integrating [T.11] with respect to u we obtain:

p(u, u) = exp </ (Qtry + 2[u| ") (u, u’)du’) p(w, uo) (11.14)
ug
The bootstrap assumption A3.1 then implies:
g-2/3 < MWW oy (11.15)
~ oy, uo) T

Combining [[T.T3] and [[T.15 we conclude that:

1
5 S ulw,u) <2 (11.16)
To estimate v(u,u) we set:
py é(uv u)
u,u) = 11.17
) = ) D
Then according to the definition
sup  #(X, X) = v(u,u) (11.18)
‘X|§(Uvu0):1
From and we deduce:
o4 _ -2 ~10¢
5y (W o) = (2lul ™" Q%) (1, uo) (11.19)
while from [T and IT.1T] we deduce:
o4 = (2Ju|2p Q% 11.2
29 () = (2l 0% () (11.20)

Consider any tangent vector X to Sy, such that |X|;}(0 wo) = 1- Then:

% -2 (a5 U, U
a_g(ﬂ’ uo)(X, X) = ol pi(w, wo) (2 (w, uo) (X, X) (11.21)
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and: R
99

2 ) (X, X) = e (01) ) (X, X) (11.22)

uPplu)

Integrating [[T:21] with respect to u and noting that gAj(O, uo)(X, X) =1 yields:

G, u0)(X, X) <142 /0 - |(Q>|2§|22/u2/)(i ’)X M (11.23)

Also, integrating [1.22] with respect to u yields:

du'  (11.24)

. . w1 (Qx) (u, u') (X,
) 06.3) < o) (0, ) + 2 [ LI

Now if ¢ is an arbitrary type T}] tensorfield on Sp ., then, in components with
respect to an arbitrary local frame field on Sy,

-~ ~—1

€ ) = G 0) a3, (G, ) 4,5, (9 (1) P (g (1, 0)) P
T T (11.25)
It follows that:

(a0 (A ) PIE2 < TER L < (A ) A w) Pl

(11.26)
In particular, taking £ = () (u, uo) (¢ =0, p = 2), we have:
R (1 0) 5 gy = (A2 100)) T [(2R) (s 0) 5 (11.27)
hence:
20w 0) (X, )] < (9250) (a1, 40) 0y X 0 (11.25)

= |(Q>A<) (ﬂv uo)lgj(oyuo) < A(uv u0)|(Q)€) (Hv uO)'g(%uo)
Also, taking £ = (2x)(u,u) (¢ =0, p = 2), we have:
OR) (at 0)] 0 = (Al ) Q) w0) 50 (11.20)
hence:

6250 (ot 0) (X, )] < 1)1 0) 0, | X 0 (11.30)
= (%) (u, u”,}(o,uo) < A, w)[(Q23) (u, U)|,}(%u)

Moreover, for an arbitrary type T}] tensorfield § on Sg ., we have:

S PTORP Rl L VIR (11.31)
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Thus [1.28 and I T.30/ imply

[(92%) (w, u0) (X, X)| < A, uo)luol*|(2X) (&, u0) | gu,uo) (11.32)

and
(2% (1, ) (X, X)| < A, w) (%) (, w) | g (11.33)

Substituting T1.32] in [T23 taking the supremum over X € 1,5, such that
|X|$;(0 w) = 1 at each g € Sy 4,, and recalling [[1.9] and [[1.18 we obtain the

following linear integral inequality for v(u,uo):

v(u,uo) < 1+ 2/_|(Q)2)(g',u0)|¢(2/7u(,)1/(g',u0)dg' (11.34)
0

This implies:

(u o) < exp (2 / ‘|<Q>z><¢,uo>|m,uo>dg'> (11.35)
0

Also, substituting [T.33 in [T.24], taking the supremum over X € 7,5 ., such
that |X|,}(0 o) = 1 at each g € So,u,, and recalling [1.9 and [T.I§ we obtain the

following linear integral inequality for v(u,u):

v(u,u) < v(u,ug) + 2/ (%) (w, ') | gy (11.36)

This implies:

v(u,u) < v(u,uo) exp (2 /u (%) (u, u’)|¢(%u/)du') (11.37)
g
Now, we have:
[(2%) (w, )| gy = (12 g) (w ), [(QX)(w, w)guy = (2%]g)(w, w) (11.38)
Thus assumption A1.2 yields through
v(u,ug) < 2'/3 (11.39)
while assumption A3.2 yields through IT.37
v(u,u) < 2%3u(u, up) (11.40)
Combining, we conclude that:
viu,u) <2 (11.41)

Since by the definitions and [TT.9]

A, a) = 28 A ) = s, w(a w) (11.42)




TT.76] together with IT.41] imply the lemma.

Let T'(u, u) be the connection of ¢(u, u) and 7(0, up) the connection of ¢(0, ug)
(both are connections on T'Sg .,). Then V(u,u) — I(0,up) is a Ty-type S ten-
sorfield symmetric in the lower indices. By [[T.4] and we have:

0
W (. u0) = @, DY, . = (DF)(w,w0) (11.43)
and: or
L (w,u0) = @y, DY, , = (DF)(w,w) (11.44)
Integrating with respect to u we obtain:
Pl u0) = F0.m0) = [ (DD o) (11.45)
0

Also, integrating [[1.44] with respect to u we obtain:

u

V(w, u) = ¥(u,uo) = / (DV) (w, w')dv (11.46)

ug
Let J'(u,u) be the connection of §(u,u). Since the metrics ¢(u,u) and g(u, u)
differ by a constant scale factor their connections coincide:

P(u, u) = V(u,u) (11.47)
Thus, the left hand sides of [T.45land [T.46 may be replaced by P(w, uo)—V(0, uo)
and V(u, u) — V(u, ug) respectively. These equations then imply

[P, o) — T(0,u0) 50,y < / S DI, w0)l .0 (11.48)

and

) = w0) g, < [ 1P )], (11.49)

respectively. Now with (DY)(u, u) and (DV)(u, u) in the role of £ (¢ = 1, p = 2),
and [[T.3T] give:

Au, u)

|(DF)(27 ’UJ)|’}(Q7UO < WKDF)(Q, u)|‘}(%u) (11.50)
= |u M DI (u, u = |u M D .
s (P W)t =l (D) a2
and:
(DY) ()56 < %KQF)(Q, W3 (11.51)
= u M U, U = |u M v
= [u] A(%U)I(QF)(_, Ngw.u) = [ul A(%u)qgm,,;)(_, )
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Hence, by Lemma 11.1:

(DT (s 0) 50,00y < Slul(1DYIg) a 0) (11.52)
and:
(DP)(ws0) 50 00y < Slul(1DFlg) (1, 0) (11.53)
In view of [I.52] MT.53] the inequalities and imply:
Pl o) = PO, w0l < Sleol | (DT ) (11.54)
and: u
) = )l <8 | 1W10DF1) e (11.55)
U
respectively.
Now, the estimate yields, through [T.54
IP(w, wo) = F(0,10) [0,y < O™ ?[u0] ™) (11.56)
while the estimate yields, through
P, w) = P, w059 ) < Ol ™) (11.57)

Combining then yields the conclusion:
Pl w) = FO.w)lq,,) < 062l ™) (11.58)
Thus if § is suitably small depending on D°, RS, P}, Ri we have:

H?\(Qv u) — j?(ov uO)'g(O,uo) =1 (11.59)

However, the estimates .95 B.I01] depend on the results of Chapter 6, and
these in turn depend on the results of Chapters 3, 4 and 5, which rely on the
boundedness of the quantities RS®, Rf and Ro. The present chapter on the other
hand is to be antecedent to the establishment of bounds for these quantities in
the logic of the proof of the existence theorem. We thus introduce in present
chapter as a bootstrap assumption:

B1: supg, . [V(u,u) - y(07u0)|;}(0,u0) <1 : forall (u,u) € D’

11.2 The coercivity inequalities on the standard
sphere

The coercivity inequalities on (Sy,u, ¢|g, ) shall be established on the basis

of the coercivity inequalities on (S y,, ¢ ), which, as we have seen, can
0,uq
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(o)

be identified with (S2,¢), the unit sphere in Euclidean 3-dimensional space.
Consider the rotation fields O; : ¢« = 1,2,3 in Euclidean 3-dimensional space.
These are given in rectangular coordinates by:

O; = Gijkxj% (11.60)

and are tangential to S. In the following lemma we denote by (, ) and | | the

Euclidean inner product and norm. Then ¢ and ¥ are the induced metric and
induced covariant derivative on

S?={reR® : |z|=1}

Also, we consider p covariant tensorfields on S? as p covariant tesorfields on
Euclidean 3-dimensional space defined along S? and vanishing if one of the
entries is normal to S2. Thus, if ¢ is such a tensorfield its components ar...ap
in rectangular coordinates satisfy:

, =0, :i=1,....p (11.61)

ay...>a;<...ap

Moreover, if £ is any p covariant tensorfield on S? we have:

o= 11.62
€l = ¢l (11.62)

and if €, ¢ are any two p covariant tensorfields on S? we have:

Repeated indices are as usual summed, nevertheless we shall explicitly denote
the summation over the three rotation fields O; : i = 1,2, 3.

Lemma 11.2 Let f be a function on S2?. Then we have:

> (0if)? = |df|§3

%

Let € be a 1-form on S?. Then we have:

Let ¢ be a p covariant tensorfield on S? with p > 2. Then we have:

s =1 VEL +Igl
y i

0 kel i
D= VER+pIEP+D (& €)= D | treld
g g £l ! g
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kol
Here for k # [ we denote by £ the transpose of £ with respect to the kth and

[th index:
k~l

5 ai1...ak...a;...ap gal...al...ak...ap
if k <[ and similarly with the roles of k and [ reversed if k > [. Also, for k # 1

k.l
we denote by tr & the p — 2 covariant tensorfield on S? obtained by tracing the
kth and lth index:

k,l
tr §a1...>ak<...>al<...ap - gal...b...b,..ap

if k¥ <[ and similary with the roles of k and [ reversed if k£ > [. Obviously,

E~l o I~k kl gk
E=¢ and tr&=tr¢

Proof : 'We have:

Z(Oi)m(oi)n = Z €ijm@? €ikn®® = (0;10mn — OjnOkm )zl 2"

=0mn — "2 =117 (11.64)

n

where II” = II7 are the components of the orthogonal projection to S%. The
first part of the lemma follows directly from this formula:

S0 oy 21 _pgm 98 OF _\ype
DO = Y00 5 (00" g = gt = WP = sl

[ 7

To establish the rest of the lemma we note that VO, = II- ((II- V) O, ), where
V is the covariant derivative in Euclidean space. By

(VOi)j = =575~ = €ijn (11.65)
hence: .
(VO = T I0 € (11.66)

We then have:
D (O)(VO)T =" eipna W eiji = (6kj0n1 — Gadpy)2 T}

= T I™ — 2 M = 0 (11.67)

and:

S (VO)HYO:)y =Y T €ier T €ian
= (8cadri — Oet0ar ) IETITIITTY
= TCTIETT IOy — T T T = TI9TT — TIPTT (11.68)
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Let then ¢ be a 1-form on S2. We have:

(£0,8)a = (Vo, €)a + En(V O (11.69)
and:
(Woi g)a = (Oi)m(wg)ma (11'70)
Hence:
3 Mol = Z(onm&?&)ma(on”&s)m (11.71)

+2Z (V) nabm (VO +Z§m 06, (VO.)L

By [1.64] the first term on the right is:

I (VE)ma(VE)na = | VE? (11.72)

By the second term on the right in [[I.71] vanishes, while by [1.68 which
implies:

> (YO (Y 0i); =103y (11.73)

the third term on the right in [T.71] is equal to:
We thus obtain:

3" 1o, = | Vel + I¢P

which, in view of [1.62] is the second part of the lemma.
Let finally ¢ be a p covariant tensorfield on S?, p > 2. We have:

o p .
(£0:&)as...ap, = (Yo, Ear.ap + ];5@,,,>;’;<__ap(y70i)31 (11.75)
and: ) o
(Woi g)al"'ap = (Oi)m(wg)may..ap (1176)
Hence:
Z’ |¢OZ§|2 - Z(Oi)m(%g)mal'“ap(Oi)n(%g)nal...ap (1177)
+2ZZ W& naj. ap . -->¢;’;<...ap(§70i)21
7 k 1
+Z Z a >ak< -ap §701‘)215(11...>¢;LL<...ap(§7Oi)gl
i kil=1
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By 164 the first term on the right is:

H?(%&)mal...%(%&)nal...ap — | yeP (11.78)

By IT.61 the second term on the right in [[T.77 vanishes. The third term on the
right in [T.77 splits into:

P o
Z Z §a1m>l7lnk<...ap (Woi)gigalm>a"k<map (Woz)gk

i k=1

22 fal...>§;<...ap(§70i)glf (YO (11.79)

n
- ay...>a;<...ap
i k#l=1

By [[1.73] the first sum is equal to:

p

n — ple)2
; tn §alm>z7;<,,,apgal,,,>a",c<map = pl¢] (11.80)

while by [[1.68 the second sum is equal to:
P

Z(Hgfng—ngngk)g m &

ai...>ag...ap Q1...>0ap...ap

= Z (6akaz 5mn - 6m1116"11k )5 "

n
ap...>ag...ap ai...>0aj...ap

|
(]

P kol kil
{(5, §)—(tr 5)2} (11.81)

k#l=1

‘We thus obtain:
o k~l R
S o612 = | Ve +pleP + 36 €)= 3 (6 )2
i kAl k£l

which, in view of [1.62], TT.63] is the third part of the lemma.

Given a p covariant tensorfield € on S? with p > 2, foreach k #1=1,....p,
k.l
we may decompose £ into a part § which is symmetric in the kth and [th index
k,l S . . .
and a part w which is antisymmetric in the kth and [th index:

k1

(€= ¢) (11.82)

El o k1 kD] k1 k,l
§:9+W, 925(54‘ ), W=

1
2

k,l k,l
The symmetric part § may be further decomposed into its trace-free part o

and its trace part:
N B
=0 +§ gtr & (11.83)
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For each k #£1 =1, ...,p we have:

k,l k.l k,l k,l 1, k1

|§I2:|t9|2+|u1|2:|fflr‘”rlaf|2+§|tr§|2 (11.84)

Hence: Y

k.l k,l ;
so-vieP =S {IF PP} s
k£l
On the other hand we have, for each k #1 =1, ..., p,

k~l k,l Kl Kl k,l 1 kil

(5,5):|0|2—IWI2:|UI2—|Wl2+§Itr€|2 (11.86)

Hence:
k~1 k,l k.l k.l 1 ki
Z{(é, £)—| €|2} —Z{I o~ P—gtr §|2} (11.87)
k£l k£l
Comparing [[T.87 with we conclude that:

~l

3 {(5,’% )|t 5|2} > “p(p - 1)jeP (11.88)

k#l

Therefore the third conclusion of Lemma 11.2 implies that for any p covariant
tensorfield on S? with p > 2 we have:

> Mo el 2 | %55 -l -2 (11.89)

In view of the first two parts of the lemma this also holds in the cases p =0, 1.

11.3 The coercivity inequalities on S, ,

We now derive on the basis of Lemmas 11.1 and 11.2 and the bootstrap assump-
tion B1, the coercivity inequalities on Sy, .

Proposition 11.1  Let the bootstrap assumptions A1.1, A1.2, A3.1, A3.2
and B1 hold. Let f be an arbitrary function defined on M’. Then for every
(u,u) € D' we have, pointwise on Sy y:

> (0if)? = A7 ulP|f

Let & be a p covariant S tensorfield defined on M’, p > 1. Then for every

(u,u) € D" we have, pointwise on Sy q:

/]
> 1£o&ly =27 AT PP YELT — 2p(p — 1)L
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Proof : Given a function f on M’, we consider the function
f(ﬂ, u) (q)u ug —u) f|S = q)u(l):i ) f|SE’ - f|S —u ugoq)ﬂ (1190)

on Sy 4. To this function we apply the first conclusion of Lemma 11.2 to obtain,

in view of the identification of (So.u,, (0, ug)) with (52, ¢),

SO ) = s (11.91)

Now, by B39 we have, for every p € Sy u:

(11.92)
while by B30 we have, for every ¢ € Sy u,:
Oi(a)(f 0 2,y _y) = (dPu(q0) - Oi(q0))(f 0 2,y _y)
= 0i(q)(f o @y 1y ©Pu), G0 =P_ulq) € Sou, (11.93)

hence, combining:

Oi(p)f = Oiq0) f(w,u), qo = P—u(@y, u(P)) : VP E Suu (11.94)

In terms of the function (O; f)(u,u) = (P ®,)* (0if)lg, . this reads:

U—UQ ©

(0 f)(u,u) = Oi(f(u,u)) (11.95)

On the other hand, by Lemma 11.1 and inequality with ff (u,u) in the
role of £ (p =1, ¢ = 0) we have:

) ) > M)l )2, ) > 47 @), (1196)
while by IT.3T}
(e 0) 2 = o2 s 03y = 2413 s 0) (11.97)
hence, combining:
)20y 2 47 20 ) (11.98)
In view of [[J and [1.98 we deduce from IT.91t
Z((oifm, 0))? > 47l (41 ) ) (1.9

i

which yields the first part of the proposition.
Next, given a p covariant S tensorfield £ on M’, p > 1, we consider the p
covariant tensorfield

Sluu) = (B, 0 D) Elg, | = PuD5, Els, | (11.100)
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To this tensorfield we apply I1.89 a corollary of Lemma 11.2, to obtain, in view

of the identification of (Sg.u,, #(0,u0)) with (S2, ¢),

4(0,u0)
DM Ew )y, 21V Ewwl,, ~ 20— D@ ),

(11.101)

Now, let ¥; 5 be the 1-parameter rotation group generated by O;. According

to the definition of the action of the rotation group of Chapter 8 we have, for
every (u,u) € D":

U, 0d D, oW, : on Sy, (11.102)

w—ug . Zu—ug ,
and:
U, 0P, =P, 0W;, :on Sy, (11.103)

Composing [1.102 on the right by ®, acting on So ., we obtain, by virtue of
11103,

Voo (@, ,, 0®0,) = (2

—U—Uuq

wuy ©Pu) oV o on Spy, (11.104)
This expresses the equality of two diffeomorphisms of Sp,,, onto S .. Therefore
the corresponding pullbacks, which map p covariant tensorfields on Sy, to p
covariant tensorfields on S 4, coincide:
(Wi 0 (Ryyy 0 Pu))” = (2

—UuU—Uugp

u—ug © (I)ﬁ) oW; )"
or:
((I) © (I)E)*\IJ;S = ‘Ifzk,s(gu

—U—Uuo

od,)" (11.105)

—ug

Applying this to {|g  we have:

(D, 0 Pu) WL Elg, = WE(D, 0B Elg, = W (E(wow) (11.106)

—UuU—uo —UuU—uq

Taking the derivative of this with respect to s at s = 0, we have on the left hand

side the pullback by @, ,, o ®, of:
d *
d_qji,s Els, . = (£o.9)ls, ., (11.107)
§ - s=0 -
and on the right hand side:
d g
75 Vi (8w, u) = Lo, (&(u, u)) (11.108)
s=0

‘We thus obtain:

(@ © Pu)” (£0:E)ls, , = 40, (E(w,u))
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or:

(£0,€)(u,uv) = Lo, (§(u, u)) (11.109)
In view of the equality [T.109 [T.10Tl is equivalent to:
%(OWLO)
Z (Lo w5y, 21 ¥V &, —pre-2Ewuw)f,
(11.110)

4(uu)
Consider next ¥V &. We have, in an arbitrary local frame field on Sp 4,

g (u,u) 4(0,u0)
( ¥V &uw)ap,..,=( ¥V &u,u)as,.. 5,

> (P, w) = (0, u0)) G5, & (u, ) c

h—1 Bi...>Byp<...By

Hence:

g(u,u) 4(0,u0)
|V &y, u)l,}(o,uo) <l V¥V & u)|§(0,ug)
+p|l~7(g, u) — 1?(07 u0)|‘}(07u(’) € (u, u)|‘3(0yu[})
4(0,u0)
<| vV &, u)l,}(o,uo) + pl¢(u, u)|5(01u0§11.111)

by virtue of assumption B1. Thus, we have:

g(u,u) 4(0,u0) ) ) )
| W 6(27 u)|$}(07u(,) < 2| W 5(25 u)|'¢}(0,u0) + 2p |§(Qa u)|'¢}(0,u0)

and combining with [[T.T10 we obtain:

1 dww
S o))y, =51 ¥ €wul,, — 200 DIl

(11.112)
On the other hand, by Lemma 11.1 and inequality applied to &(u,u) and

to (¢OZ§) (ﬂu ’U,)I
€, < A o)Plwol, , < Plwal,, (L3

su)

and:

((£o.)w W), . < (Mww)?|(Lo.)w )%, < 4|(Lo.)w ),
- (11.114)

9 (u,u)
Also, by Lemma 11.1 and inequality with ¥  &(u,u) in the role of ¢

(and (p + 1,0) in the role of (p,q)):

9(uu) g(uu)
T w2 0wt T el
g(uu)
> Y ey, (L1)
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Moreover, by [T.3T] we have:

6w w2, ) = Wl g (B0, W), ) = kl*](£0,6)(w )y

(11.116)
and, in view of [T.47}
9(uu) S g(u,u)
1V el = P2 e Wl (11.117)

Finally, for any diffeomorphism € of Sy ., onto Sy, and any p covariant ten-
sorfield £ on S, we have:

Qg g
Y (78 = 2 (VE) (11.118)
In particular this holds in the case @ =&, , o ®,. Hence:
g(w,u) 4
YV & u) = (VE)(uu) (11.119)

In view of [T.113 - IT.1T7 OT.119 the inequality [IT.112] implies:

g
Z |(£0,6) (1w, ) G0y = %472P*1IUI2|(77§)(% WG = 200 = DIE(W, w)[§y )

(11.120)
Since

|(£0,6) (W, w)|g(uu) = ([£0:€

g u), €, )|y = (€lg)(u,w)
and

4 4
|(VE) (@, w)lguuy = (| WElg)(w, u)

the inequality [1.120 yields the second part of the proposition.

Let £ be a p-covariant S tensorfield defined on M’ with p > 2. We denote by
tryé the p — 2 covariant S tensorfield obtained by tracing the last two indices.
In terms of components in an arbitrary local frame field for S, .:

(trg€)ar.a, . = (47 1)a,.a, B (11.121)

Suppose now that £ is a p covariant S tensorfield on M’, p > 2, which is
symmetric and trace-free in the last two indices. Then we have:

(trﬁﬁoig)Al---Ap72 = (ﬁoitrﬁg)Al---Ap72 - (¢Oig71)BC§A1---Ap72BC

= OB, a, BC

or:
trgfo.& = ( (O, &)4 (11.122)
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Decomposing then £o,¢ into ioiﬁ , its trace-free part with respect to the last
two indices, and (1/2)trz§ ® ¢, its trace part with respect to the last two indices,

Lo.6=Lo,6+ %try;g ®4 (11.123)

d

= Z {Iiloiélz - %| <Oi>¢|§|§|§} (11.124)

we have:

5 0.6l = 3= { 1,65 + 3ltrghont

therefore the bootstrap assumption:
B2: | (O <1 i=1,2,3 in M’

implies:

> 1ot

It follows that in the case of a p covariant S tensorfield which is symmetric and
trace-free in the last two indices Proposition 11.1 takes the form:

3
iz ZI%SI? - 51l (11.125)

N 4
> Mo &l = 2714712 | YElf - Glel
: pointwise on Sy ., for every (u,u) € D’ (11.126)

where: 3
Cp=2p(p—1)+ 3 (11.127)
We proceed to derive from Proposition 11.1 2nd order coercivity inequalities

on Sy.. Consider first the case of a function f, defined on M’. By the first
part of Proposition 11.1 applied to the function O, f we have:

ul?[dO; f15 < 4 (0,0, f)? (11.128)
J
hence, summing over i = 1,2, 3,
ul* > [A0:f13 <4 (0;0if)? (11.129)
i ij
Now, we have:
AO:f = Lo Af (11.130)

Thus, applying the second part of Proposition 11.1 in the case p = 1 to the S
1-form df we obtain:

[V 215 < 2.4% " |dOs £ (11.131)

361



Combining IT.T3T and IT.129 we conclude that:

ul* Y2 £ < 2.4 (0;0if)? (11.132)

0]

Consider next the case of a p covariant S tensorfield £ defined on M’. In the
following, we shall denote by C;, various numerical constants depending only on
p. By the second part of Proposition 11.1 applied to the p covariant .S tensorfield
Lo,€ we have:

(11.133)

hence, summing over i = 1, 2, 3,

Jul? Z VEo.&lj < Z (Lo, Lol + Z [£o.£l; (11.134)

,J

We now express £o, Y¢ in terms of Y£o,&. By Lemma 9.1 we have, with respect
to an arbitrary local frame field for the Sy, u,

(L0, Y& — V0,6 AB; ...B, = Z O 45 € < (11.135)

By...>Bp<...By

It follows that:
Z Lo, YE|* < 22 \YLo,£)? + 2p* (ZI (O”#ll;j) I3H (11.136)

Applying the second part of Proposition 11.1 to the p+ 1 covariant S tensorfield
Y& we obtain:

ulIV %[5 < Cp {Zlﬁoi%lﬁ + IWélz} (11.137)

Moreover, by Proposition 11.1 applied to & itself we have:

Jul*|VE|* < Cp{Z|¢oi€|§+ |€|}§} (11.138)

hence, substituting in [T.137]

ul* Y 2¢[§ < Cp {IUI2 Z Lo, Ve + Z [£o.Elg + |£I}§} (11.139)
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Combining [T.139, and [T.T134] we conclude that:

ul'|W2€15 < Cp § D 10, L0815 + D 1Hoiély + I€l5

©,J @

+ul? <Z| (Oi%I;) |§|§} (11.140)

2

We shall integrate this inequality on Sy .. The integral on S, . of the last term
in parenthesis on the right is bounded by:
1/2
I3
(‘/Sﬂ,u g

2
Ju? /S (D <Oi>¢1|;>
El (5,0 (11.141)

1/2

u,u

<l 1 Ol

Now by Lemma 5.1 with p = 4 in that lemma and Lemma 10.1 there is a
numerical constant C such that:

[l a5, ) < C {RlPAVEZ 2o, ) + 160300,

SCp/S {Z|¢Oi§|2+|§|;}dug (11.142)

the last step by [[I.I3§ integrated on Sy .. At this point we introduce the
bootstrap assumption:

B3: |u|1/2||Y7(Oi)7fHL4(5bu) <1 : forall (u,u) € D’

The assumption B3 implies that:

| W

|12 <oi>7f1”L4(Sw) < : V(u,u) € D (11.143)

Then in view of [1.T42 the right hand side of TT.141] is bounded by:

Cp /Sg {zl: [£o,€

Integrating I1.140 on S, we then conclude that:

i+ |§|§}duy; (11.144)

/S [l 1Y 26 2dpg < C, /S 2412 b dpyg

u,u

(11.145)
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Consider finally the case of a p covariant S tensorfield ¢ defined on M’, > 2,
which is symmetric and trace-free in the last two indices. Then by IT.126 applied
to the p covariant S tensorfield &Oiﬁ which is also symmetric and trace-free in
the last two indices we have:

ul?| VLo, 15 < Cp 8 > 1o, L0815+ 1£0,£1 (11.146)
J

hence, summing over ¢ = 1,2, 3,
ul* Y (V20,815 < Co $ D Mo Lo, 15+ D 120,815 (11.147)
i ij i

We now express &Oi Y& in terms of W&Oiﬁ . From [[T.122 [[T.123 applied to & and
to Y¢ we deduce:

L6,Y = Vo & = £0,YE — Vo &+ %(W O 6,04 (11.148)

Together with the formula [[T.133 this implies that:

S 180, VP <237 [Fho £ +2 (Z(zﬂ ©I[? + IWO”#IQ)) €l

(11.149)
Applying [T126 to the p + 1 covariant S tensorfield Y§ which is likewise sym-
metric and trace-free in the last two indices we obtain:

K2

Py <6 {Zmoya; * wa;} (11.150)

Moreover, by [T.126 applied to & itself we have:

[ul*I¥E[} < C) {Z%g

hence, substituting in [T.150]

i+ |§|§} (11.151)

V%€ < Gy {W 1o, Vel + 3 0,15 + |5|;} (11.152)

Combining [T.152] and [[T.147 we conclude that:
lul*|V %15 < Gy Z (Lo, £0,615 + Z [£0,£l5 + €]
%, [

+Hul? (Z(I 5 + IW(Oi)#I§)> |€|§}(11-153)

%
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Now the integral on Sy ., of the last term in parenthesis on the right is bounded
by:

S0 O l3ags, o+ IV OO f s, ElRas,.y  (11.154)

Again, by Lemma 5.1 with p = 4 in that lemma and Lemma 10.1 there is a
numerical constant C' such that:

[ull€13 s, .y < C {JulP IR acs, ) + 13205, 0 }

<c, /S {;vb@s

the last step by [I.I5]] integrated on S, .. Then by virtue of assumption B3
[[T.154 is bounded by:

i+ |§|§} dpg  (11.155)

i+ |§|§} dpg (11.156)

Cy /S {Z £0,€

Integrating I1.153 on Sy, we then conclude that in the case that £ is a p
covariant S tensorfield on M’ which is symmetric and trace-free in the last two
indices we have:

J

.

1Y 2€ g < C, /S S B0, Bo €8 + 3 o €12 + €12 b dig
Ju u,u .7 7

(11.157)
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Chapter 12

Weyl Fields and Currents.
The Existence Theorem

12.1 Weyl fields and Bianchi equations. Weyl
currents

We begin by recalling certain fundamental concepts from [C-K]|. A Weyl field
on a general 4-dimensional spacetime manifold (M, g) is defined to be a tensor-
field on (M, g) with the same algebraic properties as the Weyl - or conformal
- curvature tensor, that is, in components relative to an arbitrary local frame
field, the antisymmetry in the first two as well as in the last two indices:

Waays = Wapsy = —Wapqs (12.1)
the cyclic condition:
Waisys) = Wagys + Wansg + Wassy =0 (12.2)
and the trace condition:
(9" Wawp = 0 (12.3)

As is well known, the first two properties imply the symmetry under exchange
of the first and second pair of indices:

W’yéaﬁ = Waﬂ’yé (124)

Given a Weyl field W we can define a right dual W* as well as a left dual
*W. The right dual is defined as

. 1 v
afvys — iwaﬁ'u €pvys (125)

by freezing the first pair of indices and considering W as a 2-form in the second
pair. The left dual is defined as

*

|
afys = iwuwgeuuaﬁ (126)
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by freezing the second pair of indices and considering W as a 2-form in the first
pair. In 23] €apys are the components of the volume 4-form of (M, g)
and the indices are raised with respect to g. Now, by virtue of the algebraic
properties of W the two duals coincide:

Wo=W* (12.7)

We shall thus only write *W in the following. Moreover, *W is also a Weyl
field. In fact, the cyclic condition for *W is equivalent - modulo the other
conditions - to the trace condition for W, and vise-versa.

Given a Weyl field W and a vectorfield X, the Lie derivative with respect
to X of W, LxW, is not in general a Weyl field, because it does not in general
satisfy the trace condition[TZ3 We can however define a modified Lie derivative,
Lx W, which is a Weyl field:

(LxW)agys = (LxW)apys

1 - _ - -
_5( (X)WaHWuBW + (X)WgHWauW + (X)WWMWQBM + (X)Wéuwaﬁw)

1
—5tr X W6 (12.8)

Here (X)7 is the deformation tensor of X (see Chapter 8). The modified Lie
derivative commutes with duality:

Lx(*W)= "(LxW) (12.9)

The fundamental Weyl field W shall be the curvature tensor R of our solution
(M, g) of the vacuum Einstein equations. By virtue of the vanishing of the
Ricci curvature the curvature tensor reduces to Weyl tensor. The derived Weyl
fields shall be the iterated modified Lie derivatives of R with respect to the
commutation fields L, S and O; : i = 1,2,3. In fact we shall consider the
following derived Weyl fields:

1st order: ELR, £~SR, ENOZ,R 1=1,2,3

2nd order: LiLLLR, LsLsR, Lo,LoR:i,j=1,2,3,

Lo, LrR:i=1,2,3, Lo LsR:i=1,2,3 (12.10)
The homogeneous Bianchi equations for a Weyl field W are the equations:

ViaWgsjse =0 (12.11)

where, as usual, we denote by [a37] the cyclic sum. We can write these equations
as:
DW =0 (12.12)

to emphasize the analogy with the exterior derivative. Thus the homogeneous
Bianchi equations are seen to be analogues of the homogeneous Maxwell equa-
tions for the electromagnetic field F', a 2-form on (M, g):

dF =0
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However, D is not an exterior differential operator, so D? # 0. The equation
D*W =0,

a differential consequence of the homogenenous Bianchi equations, reduces in
fact to the following algebraic condition:

R Woapy — RSP " Wyagy =0 (12.13)

Here R is the curvature tensor of the underlying metric g. One may inquire
about the analogues of the other Maxwell equations, which are in general inho-
mogeneous, but which in the absence of sources read:

d*F=0

The remarkable fact here, which follows from the equality 2.7 is that the
equations:
D*W =0 (12.14)

are equivalent to the equations DW = 0. In components, the equations
D*W =0

read:
VWeapys =0 (12.15)

The fundamental Weyl field, the curvature tensor R of our solution of the
vacuum FEinstein equations, satisfies the homogeneous Bianchi equations, for,
these become in this case simply the Bianchi identities for the curvature. How-
ever the derived Weyl fields do not satisfy the homogeneous Bianchi equations
but rather equations of the form:

VQWQQ,Y(; = Jgys (12.16)

We call these equations inhomogeneous Bianchi equations and the right hand
side J we call Weyl current. In fact, given a Weyl field W equation [[2.T0] may
be thought of as simply the definition of the corresponding Weyl current .J. The
algebraic properties of a Weyl current follow from those of a Weyl field and are
the following. The antisymmetry in the last two indices:

Jasy = —Jays (12.17)
the cyclic condition:
Jigvs) = Jpys + Jysp + Jspy = 0 (12.18)
and the trace condition:
(tr)y = (97")Jpy5 = 0 (12.19)
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The inhomogeneous Bianchi equations [[2.16] are equivalent to the equations:
V® "Wagys = Jjs (12.20)
where the dual Weyl current J* is defined by:

. | —
s = 575" s (12.21)

Equations are in turn equivalent to the equations:
ViaWgyise = €papyd s, (12.22)
while equations are equivalent to the equations:
Via "Wayjse = —€uasr’se (12.23)

Thus, all four sets of equations are equivalent.

The dual J* of a Weyl current .J is also a Weyl current. In fact, the cyclic
condition for J* is equivalent - modulo the remaining condition - equivalent to
the trace condition for J and vice-versa.

Given a Weyl current J and a vectorfield X, the Lie derivative with respect
to X of J, LxJ, is not in general a Weyl current, because it does not in gen-
eral satisfy the trace condition We can however define a modifed Lie
derivative, LxJ , which is a Weyl current:

(LxJ)pys = (LxT)pys
1

5( O S Tyms + 7 Tgus + 75 Tayu)

1
+gtr XI55 (12.24)
Again, the modified Lie derivative commutes with duality:
Lx(J*) = (LxJ)* (12.25)

We consider next the conformal properties of the Bianchi equations. If the
Weyl field W is a solution of the Bianchi equations [ZT6 on (M, g) with Weyl
current J, then, for any conformal factor 2, setting:

g=0"% W=0'w, J=QJ (12.26)
the Weyl field W’ satisfies the Bianchi equations on (M, ¢’) with Weyl current
J':

V/O[W(;ﬁ,y(; - J[Ij,ﬂ; (1227)

It follows that if f is a conformal isometry of (M, g), that is, we have:

frg=90% (12.28)
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for some conformal factor €2, and if the Weyl field W is a solution of the Bianchi
equations on (M, g) with Weyl current .J, then the Weyl field W/ = Q71 f*W is a
solution of the same equations on the same manifold (M, g) with Weyl current
J' = Qf*J. Suppose now that X is a vectorfield generating a 1-parameter
group f; of conformal isometries of (M, g), that is, a conformal Killing field.
Then if W is a solution of the Bianchi equations on (M, g) with Weyl current
J, then the Weyl field ! f£W is a solution of the same equations on the same
manifold (M, g) with Weyl current Q;f*J. It follows, in view of the linearity of
the Bianchi equations that the Weyl field

d

— QO W

=L 12.2
o LxW (12.29)

t=0

is likewise a solution of the same equations with Weyl current:

=LxJ (12.30)

d
—W frJ
dt I t=0

We see that the terms —(1/8)tr X)aW in LxW and (1/8)tr X)nJ in LxJ
come from the conformal weights 2! and ) respectively.

Off course (M, g) does not in general admit a non-trivial conformal Killing
field. The following fundamental proposition from [C-K] shows the commutation
properties of the modified Lie derivative with respect to an arbitrary vectorfield
with the Bianchi equations.

Proposition 12.1 Let W be a Weyl field and J the corresponding Weyl
current, so the Bianchi equations

VWagys = Jpys

hold. Let also X be an arbitrary vectorfield with deformation tensor (X,
Then the derived Weyl field £x W satisfies the Bianchi equations

VHLxWagrs = I(W)gas
where the derived Weyl current (X).J(W) is given by:
. 1 (x)oum
(X)J(W)ﬁ'vé = (LxJ)pys + ) (0 g Vo W,sys
1 1 v v v
+§ (X)puwﬂﬁw + 5( (X)quﬁkuya"i‘ (X)qlwywﬂﬁ o (X)QMVW#BV )

Here:
(X)pﬁ — Ve (X)ﬁ-aﬁ

and:
- . 1
(X)qaﬁ'y = Vg (X)W'va -V, (X)Wﬁa + g( (X)pﬁga'v - (X)p»ygag)

The 3-covariant tensorfield (¥)q has the algebraic properties of a Weyl current.
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12.2 Null decompositions of Weyl fields and cur-
rents

Le (ea : A =1,2)be an arbitrary local frame field for the S, . We complement
(ea : A=1,2) with the vectorfields e3 = L , e4 = L to obtain a frame field (e,, :
w=1,2,3,4) for M, as in Chapter 1. The algebraically independent components
of an arbitrary Weyl field W on M are, as in the case of the fundamental Weyl
field R, the curvature tensor of our solution (M, g) of the vacuum Einstein
equations, the trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields a(W) and a(W)
given by:

Waspz = a,g(W), Waups = aap(W) (12.31)
the S 1-forms B(W) and B(W) given by:
Wassa =28, (W),  Waaza =284(W) (12.32)
and the functions p(W) and o(W) given by:
Wagzs = 4p(W), Wapszs = 20(W)¢an (12.33)

The remaining components of W are expressed in terms of these by:

Waspe = *B,(W)¢pc = gapB,(W) — gacB,(W)
Waspe = — *Ba(W)¢pc = —gaBc(W) + gacBs(W)
Wasps = —p(W)gap +co(W)fan
Wapep = —p(W)¢apfcp = —p(W)(Jacdsp — gapgsc)  (12.34)

(compare with [LTT8). In the case of the fundamental Weyl field R, we shall, as
hitherto, omit the reference to W.
The components of *W, the dual of W, are expressed in terms of the com-
ponents of W by:
a( W)= "a(W), a("W)=—"aW)
BOW) = (W), B(*W)=—="B(W)
o W) = a(W), o *W) = —p(W) (12.35)
Here *a, *a, ", *( denote the left duals relative to the Sy, of a, a, 3, 8
respectively. The left dual *6 of a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant .S tensorfield
0 is given by:
“Oap = ¢ 008 (12.36)
We note that *6 is also a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield. In
fact, the symmetry condition for *# is equivalent to the trace condition for 6
and vice-versa.
We shall now analyze the relationship, for a commutation field ¥ and Weyl
field W, between the null components of Ly W and [y applied to the null
components of W. We shall need the following lemma. Let us define:

(Y)y:{ YlOgQ : forY:L,Oi:i:1,2,3

1+Y1logQ : forY =S5 (12.37)
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Lemma 12.1 For all five commutation fields L, O; : i = 1,2, 3, S we have:

[Y,ea] = H[Y, e4]
Yies) = — mAes — Mves
[V,eq) = — VmAey — Mgy

Proof: According to Lemma 1.1 and the commutation formula [L91] we have:

[L,eq] =TI[L, e4]
[L,es] = —4Q¢Aes — (Llog Q)es
[L,eq) = —(LlogQ)ey (12.38)

and:

[Lv eA] = H[Lv eA]
(L, es] = —(LQ)es
L e4] = 49¢%e 4 — (Llog Q)es (12.39)

In the case Y = L the lemma follows immediately from in conjunction
with the table[ 821l In the case Y = S the lemma follows from [12.38 and
the facts that

Lu=1, Lu=epau=0; Lu=1,Lu=esu=0

in conjunction with table 830l Finally, in the case Y = O; we have, since both
O; and ey are S-tangential vectorfields:

(04, ea] =[O, ea] (12.40)
Also, according to the first of
[0, e3] = —(0;1og Q)es (12.41)
and according to [B.G4t
[Oi,e4] = —Q71Z; — (O;1og )ey (12.42)

The lemma in the case Y = O; then follows from [12.40] - [2.42] in conjunction
with B.140, B.14Tl

Proposition 12.2 Let Y be any of the five commutation fields L, O; : i =
1,2,3, S and let W be an arbitrary Weyl field. Then the null components of
Ly W are given by:
- . 1 )
aap(LyW) = (Lya(W))ap + Vvaap(W) - 1 M jaap(W)
+( I m&BW))
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wan(Ey W) = (RyalW)as + vaup() -~ 1 Cja(W)
(MmO an
BalLy W) = (B BOV))a +2 CwBa() + 2 0, (w) -

1
3 () 3 ()
1 map(W) + 1 mao(W)

Wi B(W)

N | =

8oLy W) = (By BOV))a +2 Cu (W) + 5 O, (W) = 5 O 85, 0)

1 3 3
—1 OmPaup (W) = 3 Omap) + 5 " Vm (W)

IR

p(LyW) =Y p(W) +3 Pup(W) + = ) jp(W)
—3 PomAg (W) + 3 mA5a()
o(LyW)=Yo(W)+3 Muve(W) + % ) jor (W)
3 g () 4 2 OmA ()
Proof: From the last of B20] and from we have:
Mgy = —4 My (12.43)
for all five commutation fields Y. It follows that:

tr Mg =20);48 )y (12.44)

and:
tr Mg=20j44 0 (12.45)

for all five commutation fields Y.
Using Lemma 12.1, the fact that

1
frf = ir O (12.46)
and [[Z470] we derive the following formulas:

(LyW)asps = Lya(W))ap +2 Vvasp(W)

+ O maBeW) + OmpBa(W) —2 CVmBe(W)gas
(LyW)asps = Lya(W))ag +2 Vva,z(W)

_ (Y)mAﬁB(W) _ (Y)mBﬁA(W) +2 (Y)mCﬁC(WMAB

S (L) asss = (B BOV))a+3 O VBa (W)

1 1 3,
+3 mBasg(W) + = Vmap(W) + 5 mao(W)
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%(ﬁyW)A334 = LyB(W))a+3 (Y)VQA(W)

1 1
=5 mPaup(W) =5 Pmap(W) + 5 mac(W)

1
Z(ﬁyW)3434 =Yp(W)+4 Cup(W)

+ Omga(W) — Imdg, (W)
iflAB(EyW)ABM =Yo(W)+4 PveW)+ Fjo(W)

1 1
+5 WA (W) + 3 *MmAg (W) (12.47)

Consider next the expression

) [W]aﬁ'yé = (Y)ﬁ'auwuﬁ'yf?"' (Y)ﬁﬁ#WOtu'yf? + (Y)ﬁ"yuwaﬁué + (Y)ﬁ'(sﬂwaﬁw
(12.48)
in formula[I2.8 By a straightforward computation we find:

W aaps = ViLacsW)+ NiCaca(W) =2 VmCBa(W)gag
) (Wlasps = (Y)iACQCB(W) + (Y)iBCQCA(W) +2 (Y)ECQC(WMAB
1 ) A
5 " Wlassa == isaW) + i pp(W)

1 1 3
+5 O mBasp(W) - 5 D map(W) + 5 “mBa(w)

% O [W]azas = — V58, (W) + i fg, (W)
L I (W) O 12 O ()
i M [Wlsaza = =2 Vjp(W) + PmABa(W) = ImAg, (W)
%{AB O W apss = 0 (12.49)

In view of formulas [2.47 0249, 1243}, the proposition follows through for-
mula [2.8 if we also take into account the fact that by virtue of the identity
[[I87 for any trace-free symmatric 2-covariant S tensorfield § we have:

1 A 1 A 1 A o
(ﬁy9)AB—§ (Y)1A0903—5 i 0ca = (Ly0)ap—=( “i,0)gap = (£y0)an

2
(12.50)

The algebraically independent components of an arbitrary Weyl current .J
on M, or more generally of a 3-covariant tensorfield on M with the algebraic
properties [2.17 - T2.19 of a Weyl current, are the S 1-forms Z(J) and Z(J)
given by:

1 _ 1 —
§J33A=;A(J), §J44A=:.A(J) (12.51)
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the trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields ©(J) and ©(J) to be defined
below, the functions A(J), K(J) and A(J), K(J) given by:

1 1
77343 = A(J), 7744 = A(J) (12.52)

and: . )
Z¢ABJ3AB = K(J), Z¢ABJ4AB =K(J) (12.53)

and the S 1-forms I(J) and I(J) given by:
1 1
§J43A=L4(J), §J34A=IA(J) (12.54)

To define the components O(.J) and ©(.J) we consider the 2-covariant S tensor-
fields J3 and J4 given by:

Jasp = (J3)ap, Jaap = (Ja)aB (12.55)

Then ©(J) and ©(J) are the trace-free symmetric parts of J3 and J4 respec-
tively:

O(J)as = 2((J3)as + (J3)Ba — gaptr/s)

O(J)as = 2((J1)aB + (Ja)Ba — faBtr]s) (12.56)
Note that by the trace condition we have:
trfs = —2A(J), tr/s = —2A(J) (12.57)

while by the cyclic condition [[2.1§ the antisymmetric parts of J3 and J4 are
given by:

S((s)an = (J9)5a) = K(D)fan, 5((Ja)an — (J)5a) = K(D)fap (1259)

Therefore the 2-covariant S tensorfields /3 and J4 are expressed as:
/3 =0(J) —A(J)g + K(J)f
Ja=0(J) = A(N)g + K(J)¢ (12.59)

The remaining components of J are axpressed in terms of the above components
by:

Jase =204 (J) — 214 (J),  Jaas = 2L4(J) — 214 (J)
Jape = ("1a(J) + "L,(J))¢Bc (12.60)

The components of J*, the dual of J, are expressed in terms of the compo-
nents of J by:

J*) = — *I(J) (12.61)



The following proposition specifies the relationship, for a commutation field
Y and Weyl curent J, between the null components of Ly J and £y applied to
the null components of J.

Proposition 12.3 Let Y be any of the five commutation fields L, O; : i =

2,3, S and let J be an arbitrary Weyl current, or more generally an arbitrary
3-covariant tensorfield with the algebraic properties of a Weyl current. Then
the null components of Ly J are given by:

ZA(LyT) = (BvEW)a +3 OVEA) + 5 OjEal) - 1 O PER()
1 OImPO45(7) 2 CImad(]) 2 iy ()

Ea(Ly ) = (ByE)a +3 VB + 5 () - 5 iP2a(0)
1 OmP0,(7) 5 VmyA) — 5 VK ()

Oun(Ly J) = (LyO(J))ap +2 <Y>ueAB< J)
FA(OmEE) 4 + S ImBI() a5
Oup(Ly ) = (£yO(I) ap +2 V00 ,45(])
+1( MImEEN) ap + 2 VmBI) s
ALy ) =YAJ)+4 OwA) + TVjA)
—i( o, (7)) + 5 Vm, 1))~ ( @m, 1(07))
MExT) =Y +4 Cub(7) + ©ia)
(Dm0 + 2 Vm, 1)~ 3 Cm, ()
K(LyJ)=YK(J)+4 Y)VK(J) + K
(*m, 2()) = (O, 1)) = 1 *m, 1))

1

"3

5<EYJ)=Y£<J>+4 MyE(7)+ VK (J)
1 m,20) = 5V, 1)) -

Ia(Ey ) = (B 1()a +3 OWLa(l) + & L) -

. 1 _ 1 5
La(Ey ) = (B L(D)a+3 OvLa() 4+ 5 ViLa(7) = 5 Oif L)
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1 1 1
+7 MmPe ,p5(J) - 1 MmaA(T) — 1 mak(J)

1 1,
+§ (Y)MAA(J) -3 (Y)MAK(J)

The proof is similar to that of Proposition 12.2.

Proposition 12.4 The following system of equations constitute the inhomo-
geneous Bianchi equations [[2.16}

0 (Da(W) + 2wa(W) — stexa(IV) — YEBV) — (49 + OB(V)
+3xp(W) 43 *xo(W) = —20(J)
QY (Da(W) + 2wa(W)) — %trxg(W) + YRB(W) + (4n — ()&B(W)
+3%p(W) =3 "xo(W) = —20(J)
QY DBW) —wBW)) = x* - BW) + 2trxBW) — diva(W)
—(n* +2¢) - (W) = 22(J)
QN DBW) —wB(W)) = x* - W) + 2trxBW) + diva(W)
+(n* = 2¢") - a(W) = —25(J)
QN DBW) +wB(W)) — x* - BW) + trxB(W) — dp(W) — *fo (W)
=3np(W) =3 “no(W) —2¢* - B(W) = —21(J)
QY DBW) +wB(W)) = x* - B+ trxBW) + dpo(W) — *do (W)
+3np(W) =3 *no(W) — 28" - BW) = 21,(J)

07 Dp(W) + Staxp(IV) — div BOV) — (20 + 507 + 3 (1, (W)

—_

The proof is similar to that of Proposition 1.2.
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12.3 The Bel-Robinson tensor. The energy-momentum

density vectorfields

Given a Weyl field W, the Bel-Robinson tensor associated to W is the 4-
covariant tensorfield:

Q(W)ozﬁ'yé _WozvaW F) + >kI/Vozva *Wﬁp(;a (1262)

This is the analogue of the Maxwell energy-momentum stress tensor T'(F) as-
sociated to an electromagnetic field F":

T(F)ap = FapFy" + *Fop *Fy’

We recall the following basic facts from [C-K].

Proposition 12.5 Given an arbitrary Weyl field W, the associated Bel-
Robinson tensor Q(WW) has the following algebraic properties:

1. Q(W) is symmetric and trace-free in all pairs of indices.

2. QW) (Xy, Xq, X3, X4) is non-negative for any tetrad Xy, Xo, X3, X4 of
future-directed non-spacelike vectors at a point.

Proposition 12.6  Given a Weyl field W satisfying the Bianchi equations

2146
(divQ(W))gvs = V*Qapys

the divergence of the associated Bel-Robinson tensor Q(W), a 3-covariant ten-
sorfield which is symmetric and trace-free in all pairs of indices, is given by:

(leQ(W))ﬁ’Y5 = Wﬁuéy‘]ll’)’l’ + WQMWUJM(SV + W " UJ;')/V + *Wﬁu'yy‘];éu

We shall need expressions for those components of Q(W) relative to the
frame field (e, : ¢ =1,2,3,4) for which at least two of the indices are from the
set {3,4}. These are given by the following lemma from [C-K].

Lemma 12.2 We have:

Q(W)zz33 = 2la(W) >, Q(W)aaas = 2|(W)[?
Q(W)azzz = 4[BW)[*,  Q(W)zaaa = 4|B(W)J
Q(W)334a = 4(p(W)* + a(W)?)

Also:

Q(W) asss = —4a, g (W)B7 (W)
QW) aaaa = daap(W)B5 (W)
QW) aass = —4p(W)B , (W) — 4a(W) B , (W)
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QW) azas = 4p(W)Ba(W) — 4o (W) *Ba(W)
Q(W)apss = 2dan|BW)[> + 2p(W)a (W)
QW) apaa = 2gaglBW)* + 2p(W)aap(W) —
QW) apss = =2(B(W)RB(W))ap + 2da(p(W

+20(W) "asp(W)
20(W) "aap(W)
) +o(W)?)

We shall also need expressions for those components of divQ (W) for which
all the indices are from the set {3,4}. These are given by the following lemma
from [C-K], which follows directly from Proposition 12.6.

Lemma 12.3 We have:

(divQ(W))ss3 = 4(a(W),O(J)) + 8(B(W),E(J]))
(divQ(W))aaa = 4(a(W),0(])) = 8(B(W),E(J))
(div(Q(W))azs = 8p(W)A(J) — 8o(W)K(J) = 8(B(W), L(J))
(div(Q(W))saa = 8p(W)A(J) + 8a(W)K(J) + 8(6(W), I(]))

Given now a Weyl field W and three future directed non-spacelike vector-
fields X,Y, Z, we define the energy-momentum density vectorfield P(W; X,Y, Z)
associated to W and to the triplet X,Y, Z by:

P(W; XY, Z)" = —Q(W)%,,X Y7 2° (12.63)
Then by the first statement of Proposition 12.5,
divP(W; X,Y,Z) =V ,P(W; XY, Z)“,

the divergence of the energy-momentum density vectorfield P(W; X,Y, Z), is
given by:

divP(W; XY, Z) = —(divQ(W))(X,Y, 2) (12.64)
1
_gQ(W)aﬁvé( (X gabyvze 4 Mgabxvze 4 (D) zeb x7yd)

12.4 The divergence theorem in spacetime

Consider the equation
divP =71 (12.65)

for an arbitrary vectorfield P and function 7 on a general spacetime manifold
(M, g). In arbitrary local coordinates this equation reads:

n
maxu (v/—detgP") = 7 (12.66)
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Consider then equation [[2.65 on our spacetime manifold (M’,g). We express
this equation in canonical coordinates (u,u;9¥* : A = 1,2) (see Chapter 1,
Section 4). Expanding P in the associated coordinate frame field,

o o0 0
(%7@7@'*‘4:172)7

0 0
P=P"'— + Pt +(P)*— 12.
gu an T gan (12.67)
the equation takes the form (see [[205] [.200):

1
(20%/detg P") 2Q2x/det PL) }—l—dﬁv 20% M) = 2Q°7
\/detgj {
(12.68)

where M is the S-tangential vectorfield:

a9
994

We integrate this equation on the Sy, ,, with respect to the measure dpu  to obtain
the equation:

d d
202 pud — 202 peq = / 20%7d 12.
o ([ ) s 2 ([ owrsa) = [ o g2m

Consider any (uy,u1) € D'. We integrate equation [[2.70] with respect to (u,u)
on the parameter domain

M = (P?) (12.69)

D1 = [0,@1] X [UO,Ul] C D/

(see B0, to obtain, under the assumption that P% vanishes on C,
E%(uy) — B% (uo) + F*"' (uy) = / Tdpig (12.71)
M,

Here E¥1(uy) is the “energy”:

B (uy) = /il 202 PY = /0_1 </S QQQP“dW) du (12.72)
uy u,u

and F“!(u;) is the “flux”:

wy
FU (uy) = /C 202 P ;:/ </S QQPﬁdW> du (12.73)
C uo '

Ay

Also, M; is the subdomain of M’ corresponding to Dy:

M= |J Suu

(u,u)€Dy
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(see BA46), and we have (see [L208)):

/ Tdpg = / / < / 2927du¢> dudu (12.74)
M1 Dl Sﬂ,u

Now, the vectorfield P can also be expanded in the frame field (e, : ¢ =
1,2,3,4) where

0
GA*W . A:1,2 (1275)
‘We thus have:
P = Pte, (12.76)
Now by [LT97 and [Tk
0 0 0
=Q ' = =0 =+ — 12.
€3 ou’ €4 (ag + (919A> ( 77)

Substituting in[12.76 and comparing coefficients with the expansion[I2.67 yields:
Pu=Q7'p3 pr=q7'pt (12.78)

and:
(PHA = P2+ v P! (12.79)

In conclusion, we have arrived at the following lemma.

Lemma 12.4 Let P be a vectorfield and 7 a function defined on (M, g) and
satisfying the equation:
divP =171

Let also P* vanish on C,. Then, for every (u;,u1) € D" we have:

B (uy) — E#(uo) + F*' (1) = / Tdyig
My

where E%i(uy) is the “energy”:

B (up) = / 20P? = / - ( / QQPgdug> du
Cut 0 Su,u

and F"!(u;) is the “flux”:

u1
P (uy) = / 20P! = / < / 2QP4dug> du
Qﬁi uo Sﬂ,u
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12.5 The energies and fluxes. The quantity P,

We now define the energies and fluxes on which our entire approach is based.
We consider the energy-momentum density vectorfield P(W; XY, Z), defined
by with the multiplier fields L, K in the role of the future directed non-
spacelike vectorfields X, Y, Z. Taking in [[2.63 the fundamental Weyl field W =
R we consider the energy-momentum density vectorfields:

P(RiL,L,L), P(RiK,L,L,), P(R;K,K,L), P(RK K K) (12.80)
Considering, for each u € [ug, ¢*) the entire C,, in M’ we define the correspond-
(n)
ing energies EFo (u) : n=0,1,2,3:

(0) X
Eo (u):/ 20P3(R; L, L, L)
Cy

€))
Eo (u) = / 20P*(R; K, L, L)
Cy

2)
Eo (u) = / 20P*(R; K, K, L)
Cu

3)
Eo (u) = / 20P(R; K, K, K) (12.81)
Cy

Also, considering for each u € [0,6) the entire ¢, in M " we define the corre-

(n)
sponding fluxes F¢ (u) : n=0,1,2,3:

(0) ,
Fo (g):/ 20PY(R; L, L, L)
C

—u

(1)
Fo(w= [ 0P RK.LL)
C

=u

2)
Fo (u) = / 20PY(R; K, K, L)
c,

(3)
Fo (u) = / 20PY(R; K, K, K) (12.82)
c

—u

According to the definitions [[2.63] and Bl and Lemma 12.2, we have:

(0)

Eo (u):/ 2(24|oz|2

(1)

Fo (u) = / 404 2|2

(2) 4 4 2 2
Bo () = [ 494"l + |o?)

u
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o (u) = / 40wl g)? (12.83)

u

Also, we have:

3)
Fo (u) :/ 20 u[6|a? (12.84)
Qu
The above are the Oth order energies and fluxes.
Next, we consider the 1st order energies and fluxes. Taking in the

Weyl field W = L1 R we consider the energy-momentum density vectorfields:
P(LLR;L,L,L), P(CLR;K,L,L), P(LLR;K,K,L), P(LLR:K,K,K)

(12.85)
(n)
We then define the corresponding energies (X)) E (u) : n=0,1,2,3:
(L) (0) 3,5
E (u)= [ 20P3CLR;L,L,L)
Cu
@ ¢ 37
E (u)= [ 20P3LLR;K,L,L)
Cu
(L) (2) 3,5
E ()= | 20P3LLR;K,K,L)
Cu
(L) (3) 3,5
E ()= | 20P3LLRK, K,K) (12.86)
Cu
N
and fluxes ) F (u) : n=0,1,2,3:
w @ a7
F(w=[ 20PYC,R;L,L,L)
Qﬂ/
@ g 17
F(uw=[ 20PYL.R:K,L,L)
(&)
@ @ a7
F (u) = 20P*(LLR; K, K, L)
Qﬂ/
@ @ 17
Fw=| 20PNL.R; K, K, K) (12.87)
c

—u

According to the definitions [2.63] and Bl and Lemma 12.2, we have:

(0) ~
@ () = / 20 (£, R)|?
Cu

(1) -
@ E () = / 40P |BELR)
(2) N N
® B () = / 10 (p(ELR)P + |0 (£L R)?)
CTI/
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O )= [ s R (12.88)

Also, we have:

W @ = [ 20l R (12.89)

—=u

Taking in [12.63] the Weyl fields W = EOI.R 11 = 1,2,3 we consider the
energy-momentum density vectorfields:
P(Lo,R;L,L,L), P(Lo,R;K,L,L), P(Lo,R;K,K,L), P(Lo,R; K, K, K)
ci=1,2,3 (12.90)

(n)
We then define the corresponding energies (©) F (u) : n=0,1,2,3:

(0) -
©) g (u):/ 20 P¥Lo,R;L,L,L)
Cu i

(1) ~
O (u):/ 203" PY(Zo, B K, L, L)
Cu i

) .
©) B (u) = / 203" PY(Zo, B K, K, L)
Cu ;

(3) -
O (u):/ 203" P (Lo, I K, K, K) (12.91)
Cu p

(n)

and fluxes (@) [ (u) : n=0,1,2,3:

) N
©) F (u) :/ 2QZP4(£OiR;L,L,L)
¢ i

—u

(1) ~
Q¥ W= [ 203 PiloRiK.LL)
< i

=

©) i
©) F (u) :/ 2QZP4(£OZR;K, K,L)
¢ i

—u

©) F (w) :/ 203" P(Lo,R; K, K, K) (12.92)
< i

=

According to the definitions [[2.63] and Bl and Lemma 12.2, we have:

(0)
©) F (u) = /
C

(1) .
OF @)= [ 40P 3 5o R
Cu 7

20" ) " |a(Lo, R)I?

u
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Also, we have:

(O)(E2)()

u

(0) (Eg)( ) = / 404 ul*> " 1B(Lo, R)[?

u

(3) ~
© F (w) = / 201u° S la(Lo, R)?
< i

—u

[ 19 Y oo, B +[o(Co, R)P)

(12.93)

(12.94)

Taking in [[2.63 the Weyl field W = LsR we consider the energy-momentum

density vectorfield:

P(LsR; K, K, K)

We then define the corresponding energy:

and flux:

According to the definitions [2.63] and Bl and Lemma 12.2, we have:

and:

(3) ~
) E (u) :/ 20P3(LsR; K, K, K)
Cy

) B (u) = / 20P(LsR; K, K, K)
c

—u

(3) ;
®) g ()f/C 40%u|°|B(LsR)|?

) -
) P (w) = / 20 ulC o (£ R) 2
C

—u

The above are the 1st order energies and fluxes.
Finally, we consider the 2nd order energies and fluxes. Taking in [[2.63] the
Weyl field W = L L1, R we consider the energy-momentum density vectorfields:

P(LrLrR;L,L, L), P(LLLyR;K, L, L),

P(LLLLR; K, K, L), P(LLLLR; K, K, K)

We then define the corresponding energies (*) F : n=0,1,2,3:

(n)

(0) Fop
(LL) (u) */ 2QP3(LLLLR3L5L7L)

<1>
L g / 20P3 (L LLR; K, L, L)
Cy
o) ‘G (2) 3
= | 20P3L.L.R;K,K,L)
Cy
o) G (3) 3
2P (LLLLR; K, K, K)
Cu
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(12.96)

(12.97)

(12.98)

(12.99)

(12.100)

(12.101)



(n)
and fluxes U0 F . n=0,1,2,3:

(0) AR
(LL) F (g) :/ 2QP4(LLLLR3L5L’L)
c

=u

W) -
@) P () = / 20P* (L, LLR: K, L, L)
c

—u

(2) AR
(LL) F (g) :/ 2QP4(LLLLR3K7 K? L)
c

=u

(3) -
(L) (u) = / 2W0PHLLLLR K, K, K) (12.102)
c

—u

According to the definitions and [BI] and Lemma 12.2, we have:
ey Y 4 A A 2
E (u)= 2% a(LLLLR)|
CTI/

(1) FA
(LL) (u):/ A0 u?|B(LLLLR)|?

u

) - -
D E (u) :/ A% ul* (|p(LLLL R + |o(LLLLR)?)

L

(3) S
DB (u) = / A0 ul®|B(LLLLR)|? (12.103)
Cu

Also, we have:
@) o
) (g)z/ 20 ul®|a(£1 L R) (12.104)
C

=u

Taking in the Weyl fields W = ENOI.L:LR : i=1,2,3 we consider the
energy-momentum density vectorfields:

P(Lo,LrR;L,L,L), P(Lo,LLR;K,L,L)
P(Lo,LLR; K, K, L), P(Lo, LR K, K,K)
ci=1,2,3 (12.105)

()
We then define the corresponding energies (OF) [ (u) : n=0,1,2,3:

o0 = [
C
o0 = [
C

o0 ) = [
C

20 " P¥Lo,LLR;L,L, L)

u

20 P Lo, LLR; K, L,L)

u

20 Z P3(Lo.LLR; K,K, L)

u
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3) o
©OL) B (u) :/ 20 PYLo, LR K, K,K)  (12.106)
Cy p

(n)

and fluxes (O [ (u) : n=0,1,2,3:
) @ (y) = /

B c

—u

W o
) ‘() = / 205" PY(Lo, L1 R; K, L, L)
< i

=u

©n @ (y) = /
- c

—u

20 PYLo,LLR; L, L, L)

20Y P (Lo, LLR; K, K, L)

C

=u

®) o
<OL>F@:/ 203" PYLo LoR K, K, K)  (12.107)

According to the definitions [2.63] and Bl and Lemma 12.2, we have:

(0) 5 A
©OL) B (4) = / 20> " |a(Lo, LLR)|?
Cu i

(1) -
©0n B () = / 104> S B(Lo, Lo )2
Cu -

(2) - JR
O = [ 49l S (o(Lo, LLR)P + (Lo LR)P)
Cu 7

3) -
OWE (u) =/ 40%ul® Y " 1B8(Lo, LLR)|? (12.108)
Cu Z
Also, we have:
3) -
©L) F (u) =/ 20%[ul® " a(Lo, LLR)? (12.109)
c, ;

Taking in [[2.63] the Weyl fields W = on ENOiR 14,5 = 1,2,3 we consider
the energy-momentum density vectorfields:

P(Lo,Lo,R;L,L,L), P(Lo,Lo,R; K, L,L)
P(Lo,Lo,R; K,K,L), P(Lo,Lo,R: K, K, K)
s i,j=1,2,3 (12.110)
. ooy ™ .
We then define the corresponding energies E (u) :4,j=1,23:

(0) ioA
(00) ¢ (u):/ 2QZP3(on£oiR;L,LaL)
Cu

2%
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W s g
©0) F (u) = / 20> " P*(Lo,Lo,R; K, L, L)
Cu

4,
@) I
©0) F (u) = / 20Y P3(Lo,Lo,R; K, K, L)
Cu iy
3) N
©0) g (u):/ 20Y P¥(Lo,Lo,R; K, K, K)  (12.111)
Cu -
2¥)

(n)
and fluxes (©9) F (u) : n=0,1,2,3:

0
OO F (u) /ZP4LO£ORLLL)
Qulj
()
©O) F (u /ZP4£OEORKLL)
c,
@)
©0) P (4 /ZP4£O£ORKKL)
o,

3)
OO F (u) / > PYLo, Lo, R; K, K, K)  (12.112)
C

—u Z,]

According to the definitions [12.63 and Bl and Lemma 12.2, we have:

0) Fop
(©0) F (u) :/ 2Q4Z|a(£ojﬁoiR)|2
Cu

9
(1)
001 () = [ a9l 3 16(Eo, Lo, R)F
Cu

0,

(2)
©0) | (u) :/ 1240l Y (1p(Lo, Lo, R + |o(Lo, L))
Cy

0,

®)
(OO F (u) :/ 104 ul* " B(Lo, Lo, R)? (12.113)
Cy

i,j
Also, we have:

(3) .
00) 5 (g):/ 204l 3" la(Lo, Lo, R)? (12.114)
C

=u ]

Taking in the Weyl fields W = Lo,LsR we consider the energy-
momentum density vectorfields:

P(Lo LsR; K, K, K) : i=1,2,3 (12.115)
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We then define the corresponding energy:

3) o
©9) B (u) = / 205" P (Lo, LsR: K, K, K) (12.116)
Cu S
and flux:
3) o
©08) (y):/ 20 " P*(Lo,LsR; K, K, K) (12.117)
C, i

According to the definitions and Bl and Lemma 12.2, we have:
09 ()= [
C,

(3) -
(09) F (u):/ 20%[ul® Y |a(Lo, LsR)? (12.119)
¢ i

—u

40%ul® Y " 18(Lo, LsR)|? (12.118)

n

and:

Finally, taking in [[2.63 the Weyl field W = LsLsR we consider the energy-
momentum density vectorfield:

P(LsLsR; K, K, K) (12.120)
We then define the corresponding energy:
(3) L.
CE 5 (u):/ 2P (LsLsR; K, K, K) (12.121)
Cu
and flux: )
3 U
9 B (u) = / 2P (LsLsR; K, K, K) (12.122)
Qu
According to the definitions and 81l and Lemma 12.2, we have:
(3) L.
8) B (u) :/ 10 | B(Es s R)? (12.123)
Cu -
and: )
3 U
s5) B (u) = / 20 ulfa(£s Ls R) (12.124)
c

The above are the 2nd order energies and fluxes.
We note that by the second statement of Pproposition 12.5 the integrants

of all the energies and fluxes are non-negative.

(n)
We now define the total 1st order energies F; (u) :n =0,1,2,3 by:

(0) (0) (0) (0)
E1(u)=Eo () +4d P E )+ 9 E (u)

(1) (1) (1) (1)
E1(u)=Eo )+ P E )+ ©FE (u

(2) (2) (2) (2)
E1(w)=Eo @)+ D E @+ O E (u (12.125)
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and:

Ei1(w)=FEo @ +¢ P E w+ E

(3) (3) (3)
(u) +

(3)
E (u) (12.126)

(n)
We also define the total 1st order fluxes F1 (u) :n=0,1,2,3 by:

(0) (0) (0) (0)
Fi(w)=Fow+6 " F @+ @ F @
(1) (1) (1) (1)
Fi(w)=Fo@w+6 P F @+ 9 F (w
(2) (2) (2) (2)
Fi(w)=Fo@u+6 " F @+ 9 F (u (12.127)
and:
®) 3) 3) 3)
Fiw=Fow+6 P Fw+ 9F@w+ © F (u (12.128)
(n)
We then define the total 2nd order energies Eo (u) : n=0,1,2,3 by:
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Es (w)=E1 (u)+6* "M E (u)+6” O E (u)+ ©9 E (u)
1) (1) (1) (1) (1)
Ea(u)=E1 (u)+06* Y5 F (u)+6% OD F (u) + ©9 F (u)
(2) 2 (2) (2) 2)
Es () =E1 (w)+0* "M E (u)+6* O E )+ ©9 E (u)
(12.129)
and:
(3) (3) (3) (3) (3)
Es (w)=E1 (u)+6* "9 E () +6” O E (u)+ ©9 E (u)
(3) (3)
+ O E (w)+ O E (u) (12.130)
(n)
We also define the total 2nd order fluxes Fo (u) : n=0,1,2,3 by:
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Fa(w)=F1(w)+6" D F () +6 O F () + ©9F (u)
(1) (1) (1) (1) 1)
Fo(w=F1(w+5" " F (w+ @Y F W+ ©9F (w
(2) (2 (2) (2) 2)
Fo W) =F1 (w)+6" " F @)+ O F @+ ©9F (u)
(12.131)
and:
(3) (3) (3) (3) (3)
Fo(w) =F1(w+6" " F (w)+6 O F @+ ©9F (u)
(3) (3)
+ O F @+ 9 F (u) (12.132)
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We now define the Oth order quantities:

(0)
Eo= sup

u€lug,c*)

0= sup
w€E[ug,c*

0= sup
w€E[ug,c*)

and:
(3)
Fo= sup

w€[0,min{d,c* —ug})

and the quantity Py by:
(ORCY

Po=max{Eo0, E0, E0, E0; Fo}

(5

Next, we define the 1st order quantities:

1= sup
w€[ug,c*

sup

ue[uo,

sup

u€lug,c*)

&= sup
w€[ug,c*)

and:
(3)
Fi1= sup

w€[0,min{d,c*—up})

and the quantity P; by:
(ORCY

Pr=max{&1,E1,E1, E1; F1}

0= sup <
w€[ug,c*)

(Fre
<5
(-

5 E)o( ))

)

§7°

2 3 3

€]
Eq

5°

<53(F3')0()

)

<5 35, (u)

2 3 3

Finally, we define the 2nd order quantities:

(0) ©0)
Eo= sup (62 E2 (u)
)

u€[ug,c*

(1) (1)
Sp— (152 <u>>
)

u€[ug,c*
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)

(12.133)

(12.134)

(12.135)

(12.136)

(12.137)

(12.138)



(2) (2)
L (5-1 P <u>)

w€E[ug,c*)
(3) (3)
o= sup (5—3 Eo (u)) (12.139)
w€[ug,c*)
and:
®) NC)
Fo= sup 077 Fa (u) (12.140)
w€[0,min{d,c*—up})

and the quantity P; by:
0 @O 2 6 G
Po=max{E2, £2, E2, E2; Fa} (12.141)

12.6 The controlling quantity Q. Bootstrap as-
sumptions and the comparison lemma

In reference to the quantities defined in Chapter 10, we set:

Q1 = max{Rpyj (), Ry (8), Ry (p), Rpy(0), Ry (8); Ry (@), Dy (@)} (12.142)

and:

Q2 = max{Ry(a), Ri2)(3), Riz(p), Rz (), Rz (B); Ry (), Dﬁl] (@)}

Also, in reference to the quantity 7 (D) defined by [L.3] we set: —
Q5 = max{Qy, Ru (D)} (12.144)

Let us define:
RE = max{RA(a), RA(H), Ri(), RA(2), RA(B), Ri(a)} (12.145)

By the results of Chapter 10, under the bootstrap assumptions Al.1, A1.2,
A3.1, A3.2 there is a numerical constant C' such that:

Ry < CQ (12.146)

Also, under the additional bootstrap assumptions A2.1, A2.2, A4.1 A4.2,
there are numerical constants C' such that:

R < CQ, (12.147)

and:

R < CQ (12.148)

Moreover, there are numerical constants C' such that:

max{R{(Da), Ry(DB), R§(Dp), R§(Do), R§(DB)} < CQs (12.149)

392



and: R
Ry(Da) < CQy (12.150)

Reviewing Chapters 3 - 7, as well as Chapters 8 - 9, we see that the quantity
Q) bounds all the curvature norms which enter the estimates for the connection
coeflicients and, through these, the estimates for the deformation tensors of the
multiplier fields and the commutation fields.

Our present purpose is to compare the quantity (Q5)? to the quantity Ps.
We begin by comparing the quantity (Q1)? to the quantity P;. To effect this
comparison we introduce the following bootstrap assumptions for the deforma-
tion tensors of the commutation fields.

C1.1: 5%/ (L)%HLoo(gﬁ,u) <1 : Y(u,u)eD
C1.2: 54| (L)j”Loo(Si,u) <1 : V(wu)eD
C1.3: 5%/ (L)I/HLao(gbu) <1: V(u,u) €D
C1.4: 571/4|u||| (L)mHLm(Syb) <1: V(u,u)eD
C2.1: § /4 (O")%HLW(SEM) <1 : Y(u,u)eD

C2.2: 5 Y4 O poe(s,

<1 : Y(u,u)eD

C2.3: /4 (Oi)V”L"o(Su,u)

<1 : V(w,u)eD

C2.4: 64 ul72|| ODm]|poe(s, ) <1 ¢ Y(u,u) € D’

C3.1: /4 <S>2||Lm(sg,u) <1 : VY(wu)eD

C3.2: 6 M4 Oj|pee(s, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) €D’

C3.3: ¢ /4 By — Ulpeos, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D'

C3.4: 64 u[~2|| Bm|pee(s, ) <1 : Y(u,u) € D’

C3.5: /4 ul| (S)mHLm(Sﬂ,u) <1 : VY(wu)eD

(Recall from Chapter 8 that (“m = (@)m = 0.) Comparing with the

results of Chapter 8 we see that there is room of a factor of §'/4 at least in

the above bootstrap assumptions, a fact which will allow us to show that the
inequalities in these bootstrap assumptions are not saturated.

Lemma 12.5 Under the bootstrap assumptions A0, A1l.1, A1.2, A3.1,
A3.2, B1, B2, and C1.1 - C1.4, C2.1 - C2.4, C3.1 - C3.5, there is a numer-
ical constant C' such that:

(Q1)* < Cmax{Py, (Dj'(a))’}
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provided that ¢ does not exceed a certain positive numerical constant. Moreover,
we have:

(Ryy(@)® < C €1 +C5%2 max{P1, (D (@))%}
Ry (B))2 < C €1+ max{Py, (D)%)
(R ()2 (Rpy(0))? < € &1 +C5%2 max{P1, (Did(a))?}

(Ruy(8))? < C &1 +C6'2 max{Py, (DY ()}

and:
(3)
(Ryy(@)? < C F1 +C6*? max{P1, (D} (e))*}

Proof: Taking Y = L,0; : i« = 1,2,3 and W = R in Proposition 12.2 and
using the bootstrap assumptions C1.1 - C1.4, C2.1 -C2.4, as well as the basic
bootstrap assumption A0, we deduce, in view of [2.83] [2.86] [2.93] and I[2.127]
I2.1286

Ja

/C Jul® {Iﬁl2 + 0% DB+ |¢oiﬁ|2}

(1)
<C Ex (u)+065/2/ |a|2+05‘”2/ lul*(|p]* + |o|?)
Cu

u

. ~ (0)
{|a|2 +2Dal + 3 :|¢oia|2} <0y () + s / |61
i Cu

K2

/ Jul* {Ipl2 +|o]* + 6*(|Dpl* + |Da|?) + Z(IOz-pl2 - |0m|2}
Cu ;
2)
<C E; (u)+C55/2/ |u|2|5|2+05—1/2/ |ul®| B[
Cu Cu

/. |u|6{|@|2+52|Dg|2+2|¢oig2}

(3)
<0 B (w)+ 052 / il (1pf? + o) + €671/ / ||

u Cu

(12.151)

Now,

/C af? < 5 2(Ro(0))? < 67%(Q1)?

u

/C 21812 < (Ro(8))? < (Q1)?

/ [ul*(lo* +1o1*) < 6((Ro(p))* + (Ro(0))?) < 26(Q1)?

u
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/ ul®|8]* < 6%(Ro(8))? < 6°(Q1)? (12.152)

Cu

and in view of the definition [I0.100] and I2.146 we have:

/ lul"laf* < C*(Ry(@))® < C'6*(Q1)? (12.153)

u

Under the bootstrap assumptions B1, B2, we have, from the coercivity in-
equality [[T.126] a corollary of Proposition 11.1, applied to a and «, and from
Proposition 11.1 itself applied to 3, 3, p, o:

uPival < © (Z Zo,0f + |a|2>

ul*Ya* < C <Z 20,0l + Ig|2>

[ul*|YBI* < CZ Lo, I

Jul*|YBI* < OZ [£o.BI*

[ul|dp|* < CZ |0ipl®

lu|?|do|? < Ci |00 (12.154)

Substituting 2154 (except the second), TZT52 and MI2ZT53] in MZI51] we then

obtain:

N (0)
[ {lal? + 81D + uPiFaP } <€ By )+ 0572 (Qu
C

u

/C al? {182 + 2 DBP + |78

(1)
< C E1 (u) +C6Y%(0,)?

/ [ul* {lpl* + |o]* + 62 (|1Dp[* + [Do|*) + [ul*(Idp|* + |der|*}

u

<C %)1 (u) + 055/2(Q1)2
/C l® 1182 + 62D + lul?| 72}
<C %)1 (u) + C67/%(Q)? (12.155)

Multiplying the first of [Z155 by 62, the second by 1, the third by 6!, and the
fourth by 673, and taking the supremum over u € [ug,c*), we obtain, in view
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of the definitions [10.34] - and [[2.136,

(0)
(Rpy(@)? <C €1 +C6%2(Q1)?
1)
(Ry(B))? < C €1 +C52(Q)?
(2)
Ry ()% (Rpy(0))? < C €1 +C5%2(Q1)?
(3)
(Ruy(B))? < C €1 +C62(Qy)? (12.156)
Next, taking ¥ = L,0; : ¢« = 1,2,3,5 and W = R in Proposition 12.2
and using the bootstrap assumptions C1.1 - C1.4, C2.1 -C2.4, C3.1 - C3.5,

as well as the basic bootstrap assumption A0, noting that for any trace-free
symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 we have:

£40 = uDO + uDo (12.157)
we deduce, in view of [[2.84], the last of [2.87 [12.94] and [2.99 and IT2.128
[t {|g|2 + 62|Daf? + [ulPlDal? + 3 |Zzoig|2}

¢ i

—u

3)
<C Fi (u) +C§5/2/ lul*| 8] (12.158)
c,

Now, in view of the definition [0.51] and 2,140 we have:

/ ul*[B” < C6*(RG(8))* < C'6%(Q)? (12.159)
C

Substituting the second of [2Z.154] and [[2.759 in [2.158 we obtain:

[ 1l {laP + #1DaP + uPDaf + fup (¥af

) 3)
< C Fip (u)+C82(Q))? (12.160)

Multiplying by 62 and taking the supremum over u yields, in view of the

definitions I0.97 and [2.137,

(R (@)* <C (}-)1 +03/2(Q1)? (12.161)

The inequalities [2.756 and M2.I61] together imply, recalling the definitions
12.138 and (2142,

(Q1)% < Cmax{Py, (Di(a))?} + C5'/2(Q;)? (12.162)
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which, if § is suitably small implies:
(Q1)? < C"max{Py, (D (a))?} (12.163)

This is the first conclusion of the lemma. Substituting this bound in [I2.156l and
[[2.16T] then yields the remaining conlusions of the lemma.

We proceed to compare the quantity (Q5)? to the quantity Ps. To effect this
comparison we introduce the following additional bootstrap assumptions for the
deformation tensors of the commutation fields.

C4.1: 57/4|u|_1/2||¢L (L)%||L4(5E,u) <1 : VY(u,u)eD
C4.2: 6"/ *u|72|L Bjl|pacs, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D’
C4.3: §"/4u|~Y?||L (L)V||L4(5bu) <1: V(u,u)eD
Ca.4: &/u|' 2Ly, (L)m||L4(S£yu) <1: V(w,u)eD
Ca.5: &/ul~V2| Lo, Pillpas, ) <1+ V(u,u) € D'
C4.6: 6%/*|u~/2||0; Fj|pacs, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D’
C4.7: &3/ u|71/2) 0, (L)V||L4(Sﬂ’u) <1 : ¥Y(wu)eD

Ca.8: 5 ul?| Lo, Pm s,

)y <12 V(u,u) €D
C5.1: Y4 u|7 2|, ©Dil|pags, ) <1 ¢ Y(wu) € D’
C5.2: 64 u[72)|0; ©jl|pacs, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D’
C5.3: 5 V4u|~Y2|0; (Oi)u||L4(SE’u) <1 : VY(uw,u)eD
C5.4: 64 |ul"Y|£o, “OImllpacs, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D'
C6.1: 6~V u[ V2| Ly, i|lpags, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D’
C6.2: 64 ul72)|0; Fjllpacs, ) <1 ¢ V(w,u) € D’
C6.3: 5 V4u|~1/2|0; (S)V||L4(Sﬂ’u) <1 : VY(wu)eD
C6.4: 6"/ |ul"|£o, Pm| (s, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D!
C6.5: 5/ u|Y?| Lo, (S)MHM(SE,H) <1 : VY(u,u)eD
C6.6: V4 |u["V2| Ly Bil|pas, ) <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D'

C6.7: 5 V4u|"V/2||S (S)j||L4(5E,u) <1 : Y(u,u)eD
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C6.8: o /4ul~/?|S (S)VHL‘*(SE,u) <1 : Y(u,u)eD

C6.9: 54 u|~YLs (S)m||L4(Suyu <1 : V(uu)eD

C6.10: 6 °/*ul'/?||£s (S)mﬂm(sﬂ’u) <1 : VY(uw,u)eD

Comparing with the results of Chapter 9 we see that there is room of a factor
of §1/* at least in the above bootstrap assumptions, a fact which will allow us
to show that the inequalities in these bootstrap assumptions are not saturated.

We shall also make use of the following supplementary bootstrap assump-
tions on the rotation fields.

Do: |U|_1||OiHLoo(SE’u) <4 : Y(uw,u) €D

D1: [[YOillL(s,.) <20BV2+1) : V(u,u) € D’

Comparing with Proposition 8.1 together with the inequality B.88] and Propo-
sition 8.2 we see that there is an extra factor of 2 in the above assumptions a fact
which will allow us to show that the inequalities of these bootstrap assumptions
are not saturated. We shall also need the following supplementary bootstrap
assumptions on the connection coefficients.

D2.1: 64 |ul'/?|[trx| poe(s, ) <1 ¢ V(w,u) € D’
D2.2: 6%/4||%|| (s, <1 ¢ V(u,u) € D’

D3.1: |ul||trx||pee(s, ) <4 :V(w,u) € D’

D3.2: 6_1/4|u|2HXHLoo(SE’u) <1 :V(u,u)eD
Da.1: 34 ullgll s, ) <1 ¢ V(w,u) € D/
D4.2: 51/4|U|||ﬂ||L°°(Sﬁ,u) <1 : VY(u,u)eD

D5: 51/4|u|||WHLao(Suyu) <1 : VY(uw,u)eD

Dé: 6‘1/2|u|2|\g|\Lm(5ﬁ,u) <1 : Y(u,u)eD

D7: 62 |u 2|40 pas, ) <1 ¢ V(w,u) € D'

DS8: 63/4|u|||QtrxHL4(SE’u) <1 : V(u,u)eD
DO.1: [uf2dhry i, ) < 1 ¢ V() € D
D9.2: 6_1/4|u|5/2”WX”L“(Sﬂ,u) <1 : V(u,u)eD
D9.3: 5_3/4|“|5/2||QXHL4(SE,1L) <1 : VY(u,u)eD
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D10.1: 61/4|u|3/2||y777|\L4(53’u) <1 : VY(wu)eD
D10.2: 64 |ul3?|| Vil pa(s, ) <1 :V(u,u) € D'
D10.3: 6/*ul*?|Dnl|s¢s, ) <1 : V(w,u) € D'
D10.4: 6'/*[u*?| Dy Lacs, ) <1 : V(w,u) € D'
D11: 51/4|u|3/2||QwHL4(SE’u) <1 :V(u,u) e D

D12: 6~ V/2Juf? | d pags, ) < 1+ ¥(u,u) € DI
Comparing with the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we see that there is room
of a factor of §'/* at least in the above bootstrap assumptions, a fact which will

allow us to show that the inequalities in these bootstrap assumptions are not
saturated.

Lemma 12.6 Under the bootstrap assumptions A0, A1.1, Al1.2, A2.1,
A2.2, A3.1, A3.2, A4.1, A4.2, B1, B2, B3, and C1.1 - C1.4, C2.1 - C2.4,
C3.1 - C3.5, C4.1 - C4.8, C5.1 - C5.4, C6.1 - C6.10, as well as DO, D1,
D2.1,D2.2, D3.1, D3.2, D4.1, D4.2, D5, D6, D7, D8, D9.1 - D9.3, D10.1
- D10.4, D11, D 12, there is a numerical constant C' such that:

(Q5)* < Cmax{Ps, (Dfjj(a))*}

provided that § does not exceed a certain positive numerical constant. Moreover,
we have:

(0)
(Rig(a))* < C €2 +C5"* max{Py, (D' (a))*}

1)
(Ri2)(8))* < C £2 +C§"? max{Py, (Df'(a))*}

(2)

(Ri2(p))?, (R (0))? < C € 5 +C8"2 max{Py, (D} (2))?}

(3)
(Riz)(8))* < C €2 +C6"2 max{Py, (Dff)())*} + C max{P1, (Dg'(a))?}

and:
(3)

(Rpg(@))? < C Fa +Comax{Pa, (Dff (@)} + O3> max{Py, (Df}(2))*}
Proof: Taking Y = L,0; : i =1,2,3and W = LR and also Y = O;:j=
1,2,3 and W = EOI.R 14 =1,2,3 in Proposition 12.2 and using the bootstrap
assumptions C1.1 - C1.4, C2.1 -C2.4, C4.1 - C4.8, C5.1 - C5.4, as well

as the basic bootstrap assumption A0, we deduce, in view of [2103] 12108
2113 and M2129 M2130, and [2T46, using also [2155

/ {|a|2+62|Da|2+Z|Zzoia|2
Cu .
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+64|DDaf? + 62 £, Dal? + Y |¢oj¢oia|2}
i ,J
<C'Ba (w) + Co12 /C Juf? {52|Dﬁ|2 +3° |¢oiﬁ|2} +0732(Qy)?
[ we {W‘ + DB+ 1o,0P
+61DDB* +62 Y o, D>+ |¢0j¢0i5|2}
i ,J
<C By (u)+ 055/2/ {<52|f?a|2 +2 |¢oi0‘|2}

+C5_1/2/ IUI4{52(|Dp|2+|D0|2)+Z(|0m|2+|0i0|2)} +C82(Qy)?
Cu 7

/ Jul* {Ipl2 +1o? +6°(I1Dpl* + [Do?) + > _(|0ip* +|0ic]?)

u

+0*(IDDp|* + |DDo?) + 6% > (|0;Dpl* + |0: Do ?)

3

+ Z(|Oj0ip|2 + |Oj0i0|2)}

]

<Ba (w) + 065/2/ Juf® {52|fo|2 +> |¢oi6|2}
Cu i

+C§71/2/ |u|6 {62|DQ|2+Z|‘¢OZQ|2}+063/2(Q1)2
Cu i
o {@2 + DB + Y o, B
184 DDBE + 523 fo, DB+ S |¢oj¢oig|2}
i i
e}

®)
<C Ez(u)+ 055/2/ Jul* {52(|DP|2 +1Do?) + > (10l + IOiUIQ)}

o5 [l {62|f3g|2 > %gf} +O0TAQ))? (12.164)
Cy %
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We note here that by assumptions DO, D1:
Do, af* < C(JuP(Taf* + [af’)
Dol < Oul* Vol + laf’)
Z [£0,81* < C(lul’|VBI* + [8])

C(lul| V81> + 181)

Z(|in|2 +10i0*) < Clul*(Idp|* + |do]?) (12.165)

i
Thus, in reference to the integrals on the right hand sides of the inequalities

[[2.164] we have:

/C {52|1504|2 +y Iiloi04|2} < Co 2 (Ryyy(@)? < C6%(Qu)°

/ fu? {52|D5|2
Cly

/ |u|4{62<|Dp|2+|Do| +§j|olp|2+|00| }
Cu
) <2

< CH(Ruy (M) + Ry
/ |u|6{52|D@|2
Cy

Also, by [2.148 and [[2.146!

7 p 2 7 2 2 2
/C 7S ol < /C ol (1T + Jaf*)
< CH((RH@)? + (RE(@))?) < C'64(Qa)? (12.167)

[ 1al1DaP
Cu

remains to be appropriately bounded. This shall be done through a suitable
bound for |[Dallz4(s, ). To derive this bound we consider the second of the
Bianchi identities, given by Proposition 1.2:

Q1)
B 2} < O (R (8))? < C6*(Q1)?

(12.166)

The integral

R 1 A A
Da — §Qtrxg + 2wa = - {W@ﬁ.;_ (47— O)&B +3%p — 3 *XU} (12.168)
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By [2.148,
IV&8] Lasy..) < Colul™*Ri(B) < C'8lul /2 Qy (12.169)
By assumption D3.2 and TZ.T46
k0 = %o llzacs, < €Ml (lpllnscs, + lollzas, )
< O3Vl "2 (RY(p) + RA(0)) < C'6Y/4Jul2Q;  (12.170)
Also, by assumptions D4.1, D4.2 and [2.146,

(47 = O)&Bl Las,,.) < CO ul 7Bl Ligsa..)
< OO | TOPRAB) < C'63/u| 720y (12.171)

Moreover, by assumptions D2.1, D5 and [2.140
ltrxallacs, ) < 0% ul " |lallLas, )

< &M u|7PRY(@) < 8|72 Q, (12.172)

lwallzas,.) <6 ul ™ lallzacs,..)

< 8 u| PR (@) < COHu| Q) (12.173)
In view of the bounds -[IZTI73 we conclude from that:
||1A)Q||L4(Sﬁ,u) < C<5|u|_9/2 Qs + 051/4|u|_9/2Q1 (12.174)

It then follows that:
/ lu"|Daf* < C5%(Qs)? + C6*/%(Q1)? (12.175)
Cu

Under the bootstrap assumptions B1, B2, B3, we have, from the coercivity
inequality [T.I57 applied to a, a, the coercivity inequality [T.145] applied to S,
(B and the coercivity inequality [[1.132] applied to p, o:

[ miyrap < |
S. S.

u,u u,u

/ |V %af? < C /
Su.w S

u, u,u

/S g < O/s

u, u,u

Y 1o Lol + D Mool + ol
i i

S o kool + > ool +af?
i, i

> Lo L0.81> + D o8I + 18
1,9 i
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/S 17252 < C /S S 2o, 20,07 + 3 10,6 + 151
u,u wu | 4 i
W1V 202 < €'Y 10;0i0P
,J
ul'|Y 20 < C > |0;0i0 (12.176)

]

Also, under the bootstrap assumptions B1, B2, we have, from the coercivity
inequality [T.128, applied to Da, Da and Da and from Proposition 11.1 itself
applied to D3, D@ and DS, p, o:

P 19Daf? < (z o, Dal” + |[)a|2>
lul?|YDal* < C (Z [£0,Dal? + |ﬁg|2>

lul?|VDaf? < C <Z Lo, Dal? + @P)
[uP|YDA* < C ) 140, DBI*

[ul*IYDBI? < €3 £0, DA

[ul’IYDSI* < € 3" 140, D5

[ul?lADpP* < €3 0:Dpl?

u*|dDo|*> < CY |0, Do’ (12.177)

Substituting 2166 [2.T67 and [2T7H as well as[T2T54] (except the second)
and (except the second), [2I71 (except the second, third and sixth) in
[[2164 we obtain:

[ {laR + Dol + uivol
u +3*|DDal? + 8*uf?| YDal? + [ul'[¥ 20}
<C By () +679/2(Q)?
[ 197 + 81D + 73

+64[DDBJ* + 6% [uf*| VDB + [ul*|V 267 }
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<C (El)g (u) + C6Y/2(Qy)?

/Cu lul* {Ip* + lo|* + 8*(|Dp|* + | Do|?) + [ul*(|dp|* + |do|*)
+08(IDDp|* + |DDo[*) + 6*|uf*(|dDp|* + [dDo )
+Hul'(|V 20 + [V 20 ]?) }

<, (u) + C6%/%(Q,)?

L {188 + 82108+ 19
+6Y|DDBI* + &*[ul*| VDS + [ul*|V 257}
<C (E3)2 (u) + C37/2(Q2)2 + C63(Q1)? (12.178)

Multiplying the first of [ZI78 by 62, the second by 1, the third by 6!, and the
fourth by 62, and taking the supremum over u € [ug, ¢*), we obtain, in view

of the definitions - and [2.139,
(0)
(Rig(a))* <C €5 +08"%(Q)?
(1)
(R (B)* < C €2 +C5%(Qy)?
(2)
(R (p)?, (Rzy(0))? < C €2 +C6"*(Q1)?
(3)
(Rig(8))* < C €2 +C5Y2(Q2)* + C(Q1)? (12.179)
Next, taking in Proposition 12.2 Y = L,0; : i =1,2,3 and W = E:LR, and
Y =0,:j=123and W = Lo,R:i=1,2,3, and also W = LgR and
Y=0;:1=1,2,3,5, and using the bootstrap assumptions C1.1 - C1.4, C2.1

- C2.4, C3.1 - C3.5, C4.1 - C4.8, C5.1 - C5.4, C6.1 - C6.10, in view of

2104, T2.109, TZ1T4 02132, and 2146 using also TZTI60, and noting that
by [2.157 for any trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfield 6 we have

Lo, 50 = ulo DO+ uly D, (12.180)

we deduce:
/ Jul® {Igl2 +0*|Dal* + [ul?|Daf® + Y |£0,af?
c, i

+64DDal? + 62 £, Dal® + [ul* > |£0,Dal?

+ Lo, Lo 0 + L5 kg0l

2%

<Py )+ 0572 /C fuf? {62|D@|2 1B+ Y |¢oi@|2}
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+OSTI2(Qy )2 (12.181)
Now, by the fourth of 2,165 and 2148,

4 2 4 2 2 2
/Qu |ul Zi:lﬁoié SC/Qu Jul*(lu"IVB]” + 18]7)

< CS((R(B))? + (Ro(8))?) < C'6%(Q2)* (12.182)

Also, by

[ ultns? < cRy0s)? < C'(@a) (12.183)

Since for any S 1-form & we have;

£s€ = uDE + uD¢E (12.184)

/ |25
c,

to bound the integral

what remains to be bounded is the integral

[ P
C

—u

For this purpose we consider the fourth of the Bianchi identities, given by Propo-
sition 1.2:

Dj + thrﬁ — 03" B—wh=-Q{diva+ (' —2¢") - a} (12.185)
By 12148
ldbvallzas, ) < C82ul SRi@) < C'8*2jul 5@, (12.156)
By assumptions D3.1, D3.2 and [[2.146]
erxBll L4500y < 4l 7Bl Lacs,.) < 40lul~PRG(B) < Colul =2,
IZF - BllLs(su.) < 6" ul (18l ps(s,..) < 87 ulPRG(B) < C6°Hul >
(12.187)
Also, by assumption D6 and [[Z.146|
|wBlli(s,,.) < 621l 1Bl (s, < 82 JulHERG(B) < 8*2|ul 7120,

(12.188)
Moreover, by assumptions D4.1, D4.2 and [12.140]
1(* = 2¢%) - allpacs,.) < C5 4 ul ™ lallacs, )
< O u| SR () < C'6%Hu|7°Qy (12.189)
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In view of the bound -[I2.189 we conclude from that:
IDBI La(s, ) < C6%|ul~> Qg + Colu|~"2Qy (12.190)

It then follows that:

/ [ul®|DBI* < C6°(Q2)* + C6*(Qy)? (12.191)
c

—u

which together with [2.183] implies:

/ ul*|£s8]* < C5*(Q2)? (12.192)
c

—u

Substituting [2.182 M2.183 2192, as well as the second of 2154 and
[[2.1706 and the second and third of [2.177 in [2.181] we obtain:

[ 1l {laP + *Dal + [uPDaf + fufFal
c

+6*|DDal* + 6°[ul*|VDal* + u|*|VDa/*
+ul!|¥ %0l + 1550l }
(3)
< C Fo (u)+C82%(Q0)2 4+ C67/%(0,)? (12.193)

We shall now derive, using the bound [2.193] an appropriate bound for the
integral

/ |u|**| DDal? (12.194)
C_
Using [2.157 and [[LT4] we obtain:
isisg =u?’DDa + v?*DDa + uDa + uDa
+uu(DDa + DDa) (12.195)

Now, according to Lemma 1.4 for any S tensorfield 6 we have:
DDO — DD = 4fqz2:0 (12.196)
For any trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 we have:
DO = DO + %g(@x, 0)
DO = Db + %gf(QX, 0) (12.197)

It follows that in the case of a trace-free 2-covariant S tensorfield 6 the following
commutation formula holds:

DDO — DDO = Al 210 (12.198)

1 .., 1o
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We consider this formula with « in the role of #. Using assumptions D7 and
D10.1, D10.2 we deduce:

||¢ngug||L2(S£,u) < C571/4|U|71HY@HL?(SML) + O571/4|u|73/2”Q”L4(S

(12.199)
Taking into account the fact that by [2.146
lallzas, ) < 0%2ul~*Ri(a) < C&*2u|~*Qy (12.200)
it follows that:
| Pl al < €520 (12:201)
Qu
Moreover, by assumptions D2.2, D3.2 we have:
[ wPs o, [l
Q& Ql
< 5—1/ ulPlaf? < 2(Q)? (12.202)
c,
We then conclude from with «a in the role of 6 that:
lu®|DDa — DDal? < C52(Q1)? (12.203)

=u

In view of the formula[IZ.195 and the bounds 2193 and [Z.202 the required
bound for the integral [2Z.194] will follow if we can appropriately estimate the
integral

|ul*| DDal? (12.204)

=u

For this purpose we apply D D to the Bianchi identity [2.168 to obtain an expres-
sion for DDa. In deriving this expression we make use of the following three
elementary facts. First, that for an arbitrary S 1-form £ we have:

DYi¢ = YoDE — 2DV - € — 20xdive (12.205)

This formula follows in a straightforward manner from the second part of Lemma
4.1 together with the conjugate of formula [.I07 The second fact, which also
follows in a straightforward manner, is that for any pair of S 1-forms &, 6 we
have: R

D(£&0) = DERO + DY — 2Q%(€,0) (12.206)

Finally, the third fact is that for any trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensor-
field 6 we have: . R
D *0= "D (12.207)
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(Note that an analogous formula does not hold for S 1-forms). To derive [2.207
we begin from the fact that:
D¢ = Qtryf (12.208)

This implies that, with the notations of Chapter 1 (see [L.142),
D¢t = —2Q *{* (12.209)

Let then 6 be an arbitrary trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield. With
respect to an arbitrary local frame field for the S, we then have:

(D *0)ap = ¢4 (DO)cp — 29 **, “0cp (12.210)
This is symmetric, for,
¢lwAB(¢g40(Q9)CB —920 *X‘LCHCB) _ (g_l)BC(Qe)CB _ 2QXWBC6.CB -0

Thus we can write:

1
(D *0)an = 3¢5 (DO)cs + ¢4 (DO)ca)
_Q( *X?L‘CHCB_F *XﬁBCocA)
1

= 3¢ D) cn + ¢4 (DO)ca) — Qan( "X.0)(12.211)

by the identity [[LI87 Taking the trace free parts on both sides, and recalling
that the dual of a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield is also symmet-
ric and trace-free, then yields

Applying D to the Bianchi identity and adding 3Qtry times the
Bianchi identity [2.16G8, and using the above three facts we deduce the following
expression for QDQ + %Qtrng:

N 3 . 1 . A 1
DDa + §Qtrng = 59‘“){@ —2wDa + 5@(9‘51‘)() — 2aDw
1 3
+Q <§gtrx — dwtry + ZQtrxtrK) a
—Q {y@g@ — 2DV - B — 2widiv 3

+(4Dn — DO)&P + (4n — )&DS — 2Qx(4n — ¢, B)
+3pDx — 30 *Dx

+3x (Qp + gﬂtrxp> -37x (QU + thrxa>}
— (Samy+ o) (¥25+ (g - 035
—3Quw(xp — *Xxo) (12.212)

Consider first the principal term on the right. This is the term W®Qﬁ in
the second parenthesis. Now Df3 is given by the Bianchi identity I2.I85 The
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principal term in D is the term —Qdiva. The contibution of this term to the
integral

[ pivens? (12.213)
Qu
is bounded through [2.193 by:
(3)
C Fo (u) + C6%(Q2)* + C57/2(Q1)° (12.214)

Using assumptions D3.1, D3.2, D4.1, D4.2, D6, D7, D9.1, D9.2, D10.1,
D10.2, and D12, we deduce that the contributions of the remaining terms in
Dp to Yo Df3 are bounded in L?(Sy,.) by:

Colu| 5 (R + RY) < C'8lu| Qs (12.215)

by 012.148 and 0[2.1460 We then conclude that:

/ lul*|YoDg* < C P (w) + C52(Q,)? (12.216)
c

Consider next the terms
. 3 e 3
3x (DLp+ EQter -3 "X | Do+ 5‘01@0

in the second parenthesis on the right in [[2.212] The eighth and tenth Bianchi
identities of Proposition 1.2 read:

Dp+ thrxp =-0Q {dAVQ'F (2n—¢,B8) + %()&Q)}
Do + thrKa =-0 {cyirlﬁ +@2n—¢ "B+ %f( A g} (12.217)

By assumptions D4.1, D4.2, D2.2 and [2.748 the right hand sides of
equations [2Z2T7 are bounded in L*(S, ) by:

OO ul~H(RE + RE) < C'6%Hu| =4 Q, (12.218)

Taking also into account assumption D3.2 we then conclude that:

< COdlu| =120,

3 3
X (Qp + §Qtrxp) - X (Qo + 59‘51@0)

L2(Sg,u)
(12.219)
From the expression for DI of the second part of Lemma 4.1 and assumptions
D9.1, D9.2 and D3.1, D3.2 and D7 we deduce:

1DVl (s,..) < Clul =/ (12.220)
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Using assumptions D3.2, D5, D9.3, D10.3, D10.4 as well as the bounds
and [[2.220 we deduce that the remaining terms in the second parenthesis
on the right in [Z2T2 are bounded in L?(Sy,.) by:

Colu|~1/2Qy + 3%/ u|7°Q, (12.221)

Also, using assumptions D3.2, D4.1, D4.2, and D6 we deduce that the last
two terms in are bounded in L?(S,,,) by:

CSlu|~°Qy + C8*/*|u|~°Qy (12.222)

The first five terms on the right in [[2.2T2 remain to be considered. By
assumptions D2.1, D5, D6 and the bound [M2.193 the contributions to the
integral [2.204] of the first and second terms in [2.212] are bounded by:

C5=32 Ty (w) + CF(Qa)? + C2(Q1)? (12.223)

Also, by assumptions D8, D11 and [2.146] the third and fourth terms in[12.2T9)
are bounded in L?(S,,,) by:

O *u| =20, (12.224)

Finally, by assumptions D2.1, D3.1, D5, D6 the fifth term in[[2.2T2is bounded
in L?(Sy,.) by:
C&% M u| 50, (12.225)

Collecting the above results we conclude that:

[
<,

Combining with the bound

[t
<

u

2
R . (3)
DPa+30trxDa| < 52 P (u) + 08 (@) + O5Y%(Q1)’

(12.226)

2
N (3)
gmrKDg <672 Fo (u) 4 C8%%(Q0)2 +C6%%(Q1)?  (12.227)

which follows from the estimate [2.193 and assumption D3.1, we then obtain:

. 3)
/ lulB|DDal* < 0572 Fo (u) + C3%(Q2)? + C5%/%(Qy)? (12.228)

—u

This estimate together with the estimate [[2.203] implies:

. 3)
/ lul?[ul¥|DDa + DDal* < C Fa (u) + C5*(Q2)? + C67/2(Q1)? (12.229)
C

—u
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Using equation [I2.195] to expresses u?DDa in terms of isﬁsg, gu(Qﬁg +
Dm), QQDﬁg, and u@, ng, we conclude from the estimates [[2.193] and
12.229 that:

[ 1l {laP + *Dal + [uPDaf + fufFal
c

+6YDDal? + 62ul?|YDa)? + |u|!|VDal?
+[uf[¥2af? + ul| DDa? |
(3)
< C Fa(u)+ 084 (Q0)* +C67/2(0))? (12.230)

Multiplying by 62 and taking the supremum over u yields, in view of the

definitions I0.103] and 12,140,

(Ryg(a)? <C (}-)2 +C6(Q2)% + C6Y%(Q;)? (12.231)

The inequalities [2.178 and [12.237T] together imply, recalling the definitions
[[2.T47] and T2.142]

(Q2)* < Cmax{Py, (Dfj())*} + C3'/%(Qs)* + C(Q1)? (12.232)
which, if § is suitably small implies, taking also into account Lemma 12.5,
(Q2)* < " max{Py, (D{}j(a))’} (12.233)

Substituting this bound in and [[2.23T] then yields the conclusions of the
lemma with the exception of the conclusion that there is a numerical constant
C such that:

Ru(DB) < Cmax{Py, (D) ()2} (12.234)
To obtain the remaining conclusion we take again ¥ = O; : i = 1,2,3 and
W = LR in Proposition 12.2 and use the bootstrap assumptions C2.1 - C2.4,
C3.1 - C3.5, C6.1 - C6.5, to deduce, in view of [2Z.118 M2.730, and the last
of

(3)
S 1o 58P < € B )+ €8 [l {wng S |¢oig|2}
+0572 [l {1gsal + 20,0}

405 [ Jult 32(0ul? + (0s0?)

(12.235)
Now, from [[2.184] together with and we deduce:
[ tles? = [ pullups + uDsP < 05%(Qup (12.236)
Ch - Ch - -
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From 2157 together with and [2.174] we deduce:

/C lu|"| £l =/C lu|"|luDa + uDal? < C87/%(Qy)? (12.237)
Also, by thz fourth oftogether with [2.T48 and TZ.T46
/C > Lo, B < C5°(Qy)? (12.238)
By the second of together with and
/C ul™> " fo,af? < C64(Q2)? (12.239)
and by the last of
[ S0 +10w) < co(@1)? (12.210)
Substituting the above in [[2.235 we obtain:
[ S o £ < € B 10 + 6% Q2 (12.241)
Now, by Proposition 11.1 applied to £s0:
|ul?|VLsB)* < CZ Lo £sPI (12.242)
It follows that:
/C lul*|YLsB* < C (E3)2 (u) + C63(Q2)? (12.243)

From 2184
YLsB = uYDB + uYDpJ

and we have:
/ |ul®ul?|VDB* < 6*(Ri(DP))* < 6°(Q2)? (12.244)
Cu
Therefore implies:

/ lu[°|YDSJ* < C B () + C5(Qs)? (12.245)

u

Multiplying this by 62, taking the supremum over u € [ug, c*), recalling the
definition [3], and taking into account the bound [[2:233] then yields the desired
bound [[2:234l This completes the proof of Lemma 12.6.
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12.7 Statement of the existence theorem. Out-
line of the continuity argument

()
Let us denote by D : n =0,1,2,3 the following quantities, which depend only
on the initial data on C,,:

(0) (0)
D=5 E2 (uo)
(1) (1)

D=E> (up)

(2) (2)
D=1 Es (uo)

(3) (3)
D=0 E» (uo) (12.246)

The spacetime manifold (M, g), solution of the vacuum Einstein equations,
which we have hitherto been considering, corresponds to the real number c¢* €
(up, —1]. Thus for the sake of clarity we denote it presently by (M.«, g). We may
place any real number ¢ € (ug, —1] in the role of ¢* and denote the corresponding
spacetime manifold by (M., g). We also denote by M/ the non-trivial part of
M. and by D, and D/, the parameter domains to which M, and M respectively
correspond. The symbol ¢* shall from now on be reserved for the particular real
number in (ug, —1] to be defined below.

(n)
We must first clarify the following point. The initial data quantities D : n =

0,1,2,3, like the initial data quantities Dg°, P}, Po(try), Ps(try), and Df‘ll] (@)
are defined relative to the whole of C,,,, even though we may be considering a
spacetime manifold M, with ¢ € (uo, ug+9), which contains only the part C "
of Cy,. That is, given the pair of smooth mappings vy, 1 of [0,1] x Ds, — S
(see 242) and the numbers 6 € (0,1], up < —1, the procedure of Chapter 2
determines the full set of initial data along C,,, that is the metric ¢, the 2nd
fundamental forms x and x, the torsion ¢, the function w, its first transversal
derivative Dw, all curvature components «, 3, p, o, 3, @, and the first transversal
derivative Da of «. These suffice to determine the first transversal derivatives
of all connection coeflicients along C,,, directly through the optical structure
equations and the first transversal derivatives of all curvature componets directly
through the Bianchi equations. Moreover, the second transversal derivative D?3
is also directly determined, in terms of YD, by applying D to the fourth Bianchi
identity of Proposition 1.2. To be sure, the Einstein equations are used to make
this determination, and if we are given a solution on M, for some ¢ € (ug, ug+9)
then these equations are satisfied by our solution only on the part Cy "“* of Cl,.
Nevertheless, our procedure determines entities on the whole of C,,,, which must
coincide on C " with the corresponding entities induced by our solution. Now
the components of the deformation tensors of the commutation fields L and S
depend only on the connection coefficients (see B2T] B30) so these deformation
tensors as well as their transversal derivatives are determined in the above sense
on all of C,,,. By BI39- and [8.69 the only components of the deformation
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tensors of the commutation fields O; which do not vanish identically on C,, are:

(0i) 5

j== ©)g and (©I;= Oy (12.247)

N~

Since (Ot = £o.¢ and Lo, ¢g= 0, the O; being Killing fields of the standard
sphere, it follows from that:

(O = My (6" 2[up|™") : on Cy, (12.248)

Moreovever, in canonical coordinates we have, along C,,:

00y 2 0(0f/detg)
t ﬁ‘m A (12.249)

and by [2.6] (see also 2T1X):

V/detg = ¢2|u0|2\/det2 (12.250)

hence:
_ 2 0 ° 2 D¢?
0:) 4 _ A ;2 _ A
tr (04t = oaﬁA(oim/detg)_E P ooa
@%\/ det ¢
that is: 4
tr O = goﬂb :on Cy, (12.251)
The first of then gives:
tr Qg = M (8]uo|~2) (12.252)

Thus, according to the construction of Chapter 2 we have on Cy,:
O = My (8uo|~2), O =My (6Y2|ug| 1) (12.253)

In view of Proposition 12.2, it follows that the energy densities are defined
everywhere on C,,,, so the energy integrals on the whole of C,,, are well
defined. Moreover, the results of Chapter 2 imply that there is a non-negative
non-decreasing continuous function of Mg such that:

© @ @ G
max{D, D, D, D} < F(Ms) (12.254)

the entity which requires M} with the highest £ being Q2Q, which occurs in

(3)
(35) F (up) and is expressed in terms of

VDo = Mg (6% 2|ug|™7) (12.255)
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by 22241 Also, by 2198 and 2224 the quantity Df‘ll] (a) is bounded by a non-

negative non-decreasing continuous function of M (in fact by |ug| ™! times such

a function), while by 2156 and 2I74, the quantities D, P}, Ph(try),
Ps(try) are bounded by non-negative non-decreasing continous functions of M3,
My, My, Mg, respectively. Thus all of the quantities (B) :n=20,1,2,3, ’Dﬁl] (),
Dse, P}, Th(try), Ps(try) are bounded by a non-negative non-decreasing con-
tinuous function of Mg.

The aim of the next four chapters is to establish the following theorem.

Theorem 12.1  Let us be given smooth initial data on C,,, as described in
Chapter 2. Let us define ¢* to be the supremum of the set A of real numbers
¢ in the interval (ug,—1] such that to ¢ there corresponds a spacetime mani-
fold (M., g), as defined in Chapter 1, smooth solution of the vacuum Einstein
equations, taking the given initial data along C,,,, and such that:

1. The generators of the null hypersurfaces C,, and C,,, as defined in Chapter
1, have no end points in M, \ T'g. Thus, the C,, contain no conjugate or
cut points in M, and the C,, contain no focal or cut points in M, \ T'y.

2. The bootstrap assumptions A0, A1.1, A1.2, A2.1, A2.2, A3.1, A3.2,
A4.1, A4.2, B1, B2, B3, and C1.1- C1.4, C2.1 - C2.4, C3.1 - C3.5,
C4.1 - C4.8, C5.1 - C5.4, C6.1 - C6.10, as well as DO, D1, D2.1,
D2.2, D3.1, D3.2, D4.1, D4.2, D5, D6, D7, D8, D9.1 - D9.3, D10.1
- D10.4, D11, D 12, hold on M/ and D...

3. The quantity P corresponding to M/ satisfies the bound:

) (1) (2) (3)
P, <G(D,D,D,D)

where G is a positive continuous function, non-decreasing in each of its
arguments, which shall be specified in the sequel.

Then, if § is suitably small depending on the initial data quantities:

©) (1) (2) 3) "
D, D, D, D and Dfj(a)

as well as:
D5°, P} and Py(trx), Py(trx)

we have:
cF=-1c A

We remark that condition 1 of the theorem may be restated as follows. With
M.\ Tg = (D.\ Ag) x S? we have a smooth solution in canonical coordinates
on M, \ Ty, the subdomain of M.\ T' where u < 0 being isometric to the
corresponding domain in Minkowski spacetime.
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We also remark that by the local existence theorem of Chapter 2 and the
argument to be presented in the 3rd section of Chapter 16, the set A is not
empty.

The proof of the theorem begins with the observation that ¢* € A and
A = (ug,c*]. This is because ¢ € A implies (ug,c] C A, hence A D (ug,c*)
while M, was defined in Chapter 1 to include its past boundary but not its
future boundary, hence:

M= |J M (12.256)

c€(up,c*)

It follows that the 1st and 2nd of the above conditions for membership in the set

A hold for ¢*. Moreover, since (ug,c*) C A, for every ¢ € (ug,c*) the energies

(n) (3)
E2: n=0,1,2,3 and flux F9 corresponding to M, satisfy:

(0) 0) (1) (2) (3)
sup (52 Eo (u)) <G(D,D,D,D)

u€[ug,c)

sup
w€E[ug,c)

w€E[ug,c)

53

sup
w€E[ug,c)

(3) 0) (1) (2) (3)
sup (5 5y (u ))SG(D,D,D,D)
w€[0,min{d,c—up})

(
(o

\/\_/
2
!
S
S

and:

() (3)
it follows that the energies EFo : n = 0,1,2,3 and flux F5 corresponding to
M.~ likewise satisfy:

(0) 0) (1) (2) (3)
sup ((52 E> (u)> <G(D,D,D,D)

w€E[ug,c*)
0) (1) (2 (3
sup ( ) G(D,D,D, D)
w€E[ug,c*)
0) (1) @) 3
( =) < 6(p )
ue[uo,c
0) (1) (2) (3)
sup (53 >SG( ,D,D,D)
ue[u07 *)
anc: @) © 1) @ @
3 0) (1) (2) (3
sup (5 3y (g)) <G(D,D,D,D)
w€[0,min{d,c*—uo})
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hence the quantity Ps corresponding to M.~ satisfies:

© @) @
P, <G(D,D,D,D) (12.257)

Thus also the 3rd condition for membership in the set A holds for ¢*, conse-
quently ¢* € A. Form this point and for the next four chapters our spacetime
manifold shall be (M.«, g) with ¢* defined as in the statement of Theorem 12.1.

Since 2nd condition above holds with ¢* in role of ¢, the assumptions of
Lemmas 12.5 and 12.6 hold for M/.. Since also the 3rd condition holds with ¢*
in the role of ¢, the conclusion of Lemma 12.6 yields:

0 1) () 3)
(QL < Cmax{G(D, D, D, D), (D}j())*} (12.258)

More precisely, to obtain the results of Lemmas 12.5 and 12.6 for M., we first
apply Lemmas 12.5 and 12.6 with the subdomain M. _ of M/., defined by the
restrictions u < § — ¢ and u + u < ¢* — ¢, in the role of M., the L? norms
on Cy, and C,, in the definitions of the quantities Q; and Q) being replaced
by the corresponding L? norms on C, () M/. . and C, (M. .. The quantities
Q1 and Q) referring to M. _ so defined, are finite, since M. _ is a compact
subdomain of M/. and we have a smooth solution in canonical coordinates in
M].. Lemmas 12.5 and 12.6 then give us bounds for these quantities in terms
of the quantities P; and Pq referring to M/., and these bounds are independent
of . Taking then the limit ¢ — 0 we obtain the results of Lemmas 12.5 and
12.6 for M. itself.

As we have already remarked, the quantity Q% bounds all the curvature
norms which enter the estimates for the connection coefficients. These esti-
mates depend additionally on the initial data quantities D§°, P} and P4 (try),
Ps(try). Thus if in a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of the
quantities RS, R4, Re, and the quantities D, P}, Ph(try), Ps(try), the first
four quantities are first replaced by their bounds in terms of Qf, (see [ZI47
[[2.1748) and then QY is replaced by its bound [2.258 the value of the function

will not be decreased and a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of
()

the quantities D : n =0,1,2,3; Dﬁl] (a) and the quantities Dg°, 71, %(trx),

Ps(try) will result (see last section of Chapter 3). Moreover, the same holds if
the original function depends additionally on 7_&2 (@), the quantities:

R§(Da), RY(DB), Ro(Dp), Ry(Da), RY(DB); Ry (Dav),
the quantities:

Ru(Da), Ru(DB), Ra(Dp), Ru(Do), Ra(DB): R, (Da),

as well as the quantities:

Ro(D%a), Ro(D?B), Ro(D?p), Ro(D*a), R(D*B): Ro(D"a)
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and Ry (DS). We thus denote from now on by O(6P|ul|"), for real numbers p, r,
the product of 6P|u|" with a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of

()
the quantities D : n=0,1,2,3; Dﬁl] () and DE°, T, %(t@), Ps(trx). Also,
we denote simply by O(0P), for a real number p, the product of 6P with a non-

negative non-decreasing continuous function of the quantities (B) :n=20,1,2,3;
Dﬁl] (@) and Dg°, Pt, Ps(trx), Ps(trx). Then, in all the estimates for the con-
nection coefficients (Chapters 3 - 7) and all the estimates for the deformation
tensors of the multiplier fields and the commutation fields (Chapters 8 - 9),
the symbol O(6?|u|") may be taken in the new sense. Moreover, the smallness
condition on § required for these estimates to hold, a smallness condition de-
pending on the quantities RS, Ri, Ro, and the quantities D, Pf, Ph(try),
Ps(try), may be replaced by a smallness condition depending on the quantities

(n)
D: n=0123; Df‘ll] (a) and the quantities D§°, P, Py(try), Ps(try). For,

the former smallness condition may be reduced to the form:

SF (R, Ry, Re, D7, PL Pa(try), Ps(tr(x) <1

where F' is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of its arguments
(see last section of Chapter 3).

Thus, under the assumptions of the theorem all the aforementioned estimates
hold on M/.. It follows that with M/. and D.. in the role of M’ and D’

respectively, none of the inequalities in the bootstrap assumptions is saturated,
(n)

provided that ¢ is suitably small depending on D : n = 0,1,2,3, Dg°, 7t
Ds(try), Ps(try). In particular, in place of A0 we have:

<Q<Z :in M. (12.259)

wil N
N W

in place of D3.1 we have:
|U|||tI'K||Loo(SE,u) <3 : Y(u,u) € D.. (12.260)

and the inequalities of all the other bootstrap assumptions hold on M/. and
D!.. with their right hand sides halved. The aim of the next three chapters and
the first section of the fourth is to show that the quantity Ps corresponding to
M. actually satisfies:

1,0 1) (2 3)

Py < QG(D, D,D, D) (12.261)
so the inequality [[2.257 is not saturated either. Then in the third section of
Chapter 16 we shall show that the solution extends to a larger domain M, for
some ¢ > ¢* and the three conditions in the statement of the theorem hold for
the extended solution as well, thereby contradicting the definition of ¢*, unless
c*=—1.

Going back to the proof of Lemma 12.5 and replacing assumptions C1.1 -
C1.4, C2.1- C2.4, C3.1 - C3.5 by the corresponding estimates from Chapter
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8, which improve the former by a factor of at least 6'/4, the secondary conclu-
sions of Lemma 12.5 may be replaced by:

(Ry(@))? < C €1 +0(5?)

(Rp(B)* < C ¢\ 1o0)

(Ruj(0))?, (Rpj(0))? < C (;)1 +0(8?)

(Ruy(@) < C &, +0(0)

(Rpy(a)?* <C 7 +0(8?) (12.262)

Also, going back to the proof of Lemma 12.6 and replacing assumptions C4.1 -
C4.8,C5.1-C5.4, C6.1 - C6.10 by the corresponding estimates from Chapter
9, which improve the former by a factor of at least §/4, as well as assumptions
D2.1, D2.2, D3.1, D3.2, D4.1, D4.2, D5, D6, D7, D8, D9.1 - D9.3, D10.1
- D10.4, D11, D12 by the corresponding estimates from Chapters 3 and 4,
which improve the former by a factor of at least 61/, the secondary conclusions
of Lemma 12.6 may be replaced by:

(Rpg)())? < C (g)z +0(5)

(Rizy(8))* < C e, +0(5)

(Re(p))2. (Riz (0)) < € 2 +0(0)

(Riy(8))? < C e, +0(5)

(Ryg(a)? <C P +0(3) (12.263)

Let us now apply Lemma 12.4 to the energy-momentum density vectorfields

280 M285 M2.90, 295 2100, M[2.105 2170, T2.IT5 and [ZT20 Let us

denote the corresponding divergences by:

Y_ qivP(R:L,1,1) W= divP(R;K,L,L)

P_aivP(R KK, L) Y=divP(R K K, K)  (12.264)

) D= divP(LpRLL L) P W= dvP(LpR:K. L, L)

0 D= dwP(LpRiK K L) P P= divP(£LR: KK, K)

(12.265)
(0) (0) . 5 (0) (1) . 5
= Z divP(Lo,R; L, L, L) = Z divP(Lo,R; K, L, L)
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©) P= S divP(Lo, R K K, L) (@) P= S divP(Lo, R K, K, K)
(12.266)

() _ divP(LsR; K, K, K) (12.267)

ey Y divP(L Lo R; L, L, L) (FD) - divP(L Ly R K L L)

0 P ivP(L LR K K.L) 9 P=divP(ELLLR K K. K)
(12.268)

(©or) O_ > divP(Lo,LLR; L, L, L)
X o
oLy P_ > divP(Lo, LR K, L, L)

2 ~ ~
(o) D_ Z divP(Lo,LLR; K, K, L)

oLy @ _ ZdivP(ZOiZLRQKv K, K) (12.269)

0oy ©W_ Z divP(Lo,Lo,R; L, L, L)
4,7
00y B_ Z divP(Lo, Lo, R; K, L, L)
4,7
(00) ?_ Z divP(Lo,Lo,R; K, K, L)
4,7
(00) (7?3): ZdivP(ﬁoj Lo, R K,K,K) (12.270)
4,7

(0S) (7?3): ZdivP(/:'oi/:SR; K,K,K) (12.271)

and:
(s9) P_ qivP(£sLsR: K, K, K) (12.272)

()
We consider the total 1st order energy-momentum density vecctorfields P :
n=20,1,23:

(0) 5 s
Pi= P(R7 L, L7L) + 52P(£LR; L, L7L) + ZP(‘COZR7 L, L7L)
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W B} B
P1=P(R;K,L,L)+6*P(LLR; K,L,L)+ Y P(£o,R:K,L,L)

@) } N
P1=P(R;K,K,L)+0°P(L R K, K, L)+ Y _ P(Lo,R; K, K, L)

3) } B
Pi=P(R;K,K,K) + 0°P(LLR; K, K,K)+ Y P(Lo,R; K, K, K)

P(LsR; K, K,K) (12.273)

(n)

We then consider the total 2nd order energy-momentum vectorfields Py : n =
0,1,2,3:

(RN 5
Po=P1 +6*P(LLLLR; L, L, L)+ 6 ZP (Lo,LLR;L,L, L)

+> P(Lo,Lo,R;L, L, L)
9

(CONNCY 5
Po=P1 +6*P(LLLLR; K, L, L)+ 6 ZP Lo, LR K, L, L)

+> P(Lo,Lo,R; K, L,L)
]
@ @ )
Po=P1 +6*P(LLLL R K, K, L)+ ZP (Lo,LLR; K, K, L)

+> P(Lo,Lo.R: K, K, K)
4,J
@ ® ,
Po=P1 +6*P(LLLLR K, K, K)+6 ZP (Lo, LLR; K, K, K)

+> P(Lo,Lo. R K, K, K)
4,J

+> P(Lo,LsR; K, K, K)+ P(LsLsR; K, K, K)  (12.274)

The total 1st order energy-momentum density vectorfields satisfy:

(n)  (n)
div P1=71: n=0,1,2,3 (12.275)

where the (¢)1 : n=20,1,2,3 are the total 1st order divergences:
(79) :(79) 162 (L) (7Q)+ (0) (79)
1)

T1

(2)

T1=T

(1) 162 (L) (1)+ (0) (1)

I
\]



@ P pw®, 0@, ©Q (12.276)

The total 2nd order energy-momentum density vectorfields satisfy:

. ()
div Po=T15: n=0,1,2,3 (12.277)

where the (77})2 : n=0,1,2,3 are the total 2nd order divergences:

(0

0 (09 Lt

2=, )+52 (orL) (7Q)+ (00) (0)

r
(71.)2:(71.)1 484 (LL) (71_) 442 (OL) (71_) 4 (00) (71_)

(72_)2:(7%)1 +54 (LL) (72_) +52 (oL) (72_) n (00) (72_)

(3

3 3 Lt @

S )+52 (orL) (7%)_’_ (00) (3)

3
4 09 Q4 s9 @ (12.278)

We apply Lemma 12.4 to to obtain, in view of the definitions of the
energies and fluxes [[2.81] [2.82] [2.80 M2.87 M2.91] 12.92] [2.96] 1297 T2.101]
(2102 12106, 02107 I2.117 I2.172 I2176, 02177 02.12T] (2122 and I2125
-[[2137 for any (u,u1) € D..:

() () () .
Bty ()= Bty (uo)+ Fs (uy) :/ Yy du, :n=01,23 (12.279)
My

Since the energies and fluxes are integrals, on the C, and C,, respectively, of
non-negative functions this implies:

E%y (u1) < E2 (uo) +/ | (T)Q |dpg  : n=0,1,2,3 (12.280)
and:
(n) (n) (n)
F“y (uy) <E2 (ug) + | 72 |dpg : n=0,1,2,3 (12.281)
M/

c*

for all (uy,uq) € D...

Consider with w; fixed. Since the energy %) (u1) is the integral
over Cy, of a non-negative function and the inequality holds for any
uy € [0,0) if ug € [ug,c* —0) and any uy € [0,¢* —uy) if ug € (¢* =9, c*), in the
case ¢* > ug + 0, any uy € [0,¢* —uy), in the case ¢* < ug + 6, it follows that:

() () (n)
Eo (’U,l) S Eo (Uo) —|—/ | T 2 |d,ug Ln= 0, 1, 2, 3 (12282)
M,

c
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(n)
Consider [228T with w, fixed. Since the flux F (u,) is the integral over C,, ofa

non-negative function and the inequality [2:28T holds for any uy € [ug, ¢* —u,),
it follows that:

() () (n)
Fa (uy) <E2 (ug) +/ | 72 |dpg : n=0,1,2,3 (12.283)
M/

ok

Multiplying [2.282 by 62 in the case n = 0, by 1 in the case n = 1, by ! in
the case n = 2, and by 62 in the case n = 3, and taking the supremum over
uy € [ug, c*) yields, recalling the definitions [2.139 and [[2.246]

0)  (0) (0)
25D +62/ | T2 |dpg

ok

MW
E25D + [ | 7, |dpg
<D 15 / ' P, ldu,

&< s / 1D, ldu, (12.284)

Also, multiplying T2.283] in the case n = 3 by 63 and taking the supremum
over u; € [0, min{d, ¢* — ug}) yields, recalling the definition T2Z.T40 and (2246,

3) 3 _ 3)
F2<D +6 3/ | ?, |dpg (12.285)
M,

Let us define the exponents ¢, : n=0,1,2,3 by:
1 3

qo = 17 q1 = 07 g2 = _57 qs = _5 (12286)
Then inequalities [2.284] [[2.287] take the form:

() (n) n

E25D +52q"/ | (T)z |dug : n=0,1,2,3
M,

B3) 3 3

F2<D +52q3/ | P, g (12.287)
M/

ok

In view of the above, we shall obtain a closed system of inequalities for the

Lo @ 6 (G ) L .
quantities €2, £2, £2, £2 and Fa, if we succeed in estimating appropriately

the error integrals:

52‘1"/ |7, dpg : n=0,1,2,3 (12.288)
M/

o*

. O 1@ B ® .
in terms of the quantities €2, £2, £2, £2, F2 themselves. This shall be our

aim in the next three chapters.
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Chapter 13

The Multiplier Error
Estimates

13.1 Preliminaries

Let us introduce the following definitions.

Definition 13.1 Let & be a S tensorfield defined on M/.. We write:
§=07(5"ul?)
for real numbers r, p, if:

1€l e (s,,0) < O@"ul?) : V(w,u) € D

Definition 13.2 Let £ be a S tensorfield defined on M/.. We write:
€= 0M0"ul?)
for real numbers r, p, if:

€l zacs, ) < O@"[ulP*2) : V(u,u) € Dl

Definition 13.3 Let & be a S tensorfield defined on M/.. We write:
£=0(0"ul")
for real numbers r, p, if:

€]l 22y < O3 |uP*Y) = Vu € [ug, ¢*)
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Definition 13.4 Let & be a S tensorfield defined on M/.. We write:
§=0O(8"[uf”)
for real numbers r, p, if:

llul P~ 3¢] 2, < O(7) : Vue [0,6)

In estimating the error integrals [12.288 we shall make repeated use of the
following lemma.

Lemma 13.1  Let {&,&2,&3} be a scalar trilinear expression in the S ten-
sorfields &1, &, &3, defined on M., with coefficients depending only on ¢ and ¢.

Consider the following five cases.

Case 1: & = O>(6" ulr), & =0(0"|ulf?), & =0O(6"|ul")
Case 2: & = O>(6M ul), & =0(0"ulf?), & =0(6"[ul")
Case 3: & = O®(6"|ulPr), & =00 |ulP?), & = O(d"3|u|P?)
Case 4: & = O™ |ulPr), & = O ™2 |ulP2), &3 = O(673|ulP?)
Case 5: & = O™ [ulP), & = O (0" [ulP?), & = O(8"[ul?)

Then in each of the five cases
p1+p2+ps+3<0
implies:
/M’ [{€1,&2, &3} dpy < O(OT1HT2Hmatl)

Proof: We begin by remarking that there is a numerical constant C' such that
we have, pointwise,

&1, &2,83} < Clé1]|&2|s] (13.1)

We shall show that in each of the five cases
p1+p2+p3+3<0

implies:

| Il < o) (13.2)

c

Consider first Case 1. In this case we estimate:

[, e <c [ { [ alelel ) i
<o) [ { [ lelel}

*

< 0@ / P 16 e 1Esl ey du

0
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*

< 0(57“1)/ |u|P10(6T2+%|u|102+1)0(5r3+%|u|p3+1)du

0

c*

— O(5T1+T2+T3+1)/ |u|P1+P2+P3+2du

)

<O(6m Tty i ) 4 py +p3+3<0 (13.3)

Consider next Case 2. In this case we write:

| el (13.4)
M,

1/2 1/2
< (/ |u|2p3+3|§1|2|€2|2dﬂg> (/ |U|_2p3_3|€3|2dug>

* *

and we have:

min{d,c* —uo} 5
|t <o [T

<0671 (13.5)

| el < o [ |u|2p3+3{ / |51|2|§2|2}du
Mé* uo Cu

o*

§0(52r1)/ |u|2p1+2p3+3||§2||2L2(Cu)du

0

while:

5

< 0(52r1+2r2+1)/c |u|2(101+P2+P3)+5du

uo

<O F22 ) ifp 4 pe+p3+3<0 (13.6)

Substituting [[3.5] and [[3.6] in [34] yields again [3.2
Consider next Case 3. In this case we estimate:

| lalleligaldng < sup {lap+ 49 (13.7)
1/2 1/2
: </ |U|2p23|€2|2dug> </ IUI2p33|€3|2dug>
A M.
and we have:
sup {|U|P2+P3+3|§1|} _ sup {|u|p2+p3+3||§1||L°°(Su,u)}
M!, (w,w)eD!, B

c

SO((SM) sup {|u|P1+;D2+;D3+3}

w€[ug,c*)

<O@E™) :ifpr4+pa+ps+3<0  (13.8)
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while the two integrals on the right in[I3.7 can be estimated in a similar manner
to I3 above. Substituting then in [[3.7 yields again [[3.2)
Consider next Case 4. In this case we write:

/Mé* allealle] < OAO {/C |§1||§2||§3|}du

<c [ llilleoléliede (139)
ug
Now,
lallel ey = [ { / |51|2|52|2}dg
< [0, €alFs,
< B0(6 [ufP )O3 ]
_ 0(62(r1+rz)+1|u|2(p1+;02+1)) (13.10)
and: )
sl ze(e,) < O™+ uf+) (13.11)

Hence the right hand side of is bounded by:

o*

O(5r1+rz+r3+l) / |u|p1+pz+p3+2du
uo

<O(6m T2ty i ) 4 py +p3+3<0 (13.12)

thus [[3.2 results once again.
Consider finally Case 5. In this case we write:

/ 6111621631 dp (13.13)
M/,

’ 1/2 1/2
< ( / IUI2p3+3I£1|2|€2|2dug> ( / IUI2p33|€3|2dug>
M, M,
[ wpsaPiara <o [ e [ iapar) i
Mé* ) Cu

*

We have:

< 0(52(7‘1+r2)+1>/c |u|2(p1+p2+p3)+5du

uo

< O(O*MFrDT) i py 4 pa +p3+3 <0
(13.14)
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where we have substituted for

[ 1aPiel = el
Cu
the bound [310 Substituting [3.14 and 3.3 in [3.13] yields again [3.2]

Let us recall from Chapter 12 that the Weyl fields we are considering are:

Oth order: W =R
1st order: W=LLR, W=LoR:i=1,2,3, W=LgR,
2nd order: W =L,LLR, W=LoLR:i=1,2,3,
W =Lo,Lo,R:i,j=1,2,3,
W=~LoLsR:i=1,2,3, W=LsLsR (13.15)

We assign to such a Weyl field W the index [ which is the number of L1, operators
in the definition of W in terms of R. Thus:

I=0for W=R, W=Lo,R:i=1,2,3, W=LsR
and for W = Lo, Lo, R :i,j = 1,2,3,
W =~LoLsR:i=1,2,3, W=LsLsR
l=1for W=LrR, W=Lo,LrR:i=1,2,3
l=2for W=LLLLR (13.16)

Let us also recall from [[2.276, 12.278 that in (;1)1, (?)2, ) ) and (YX) W
enter multiplied by the factor 62/ where [ is the number of L’s in (X) and in

(Y X) respectively. Thus in the case of (X) ® we have [ = 1 for (X) = (L),
I =0for (X)=(0)and (X) = (S), and in the case of (*'X) (;l) we have [ = 2 for
(YX)=(LL),l=1for (YX)=(OL),l=0for (YX)=(00), (YX)=(0S)

and (Y X) = (S5). In the case of (77'1) itself we have | = 0. Bounds for the error
integrals:

0Oth order: 62q"+2l/ | ® |dpg (13.17)
M,

c

1st order: 62q"+2l/ | (X0 ® |dpeg
M

’
o*

: for (X) = (L), (0),(S)

2nd order: 52q"+2l/ | YX) P |dpg
M

/
o*

. for (YX) = (LL), (OL), (00), (08S), (SS)

then imply corresponding bounds for the error integrals [[2.288
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From [[2.83] 12,84 M2.88 12.89 [2.93 12.94] 12.98, 12.99 02.703] 2104
2108 2109 M2173 M2.1T4 T2I1T8 M2.179 M2.123 I2.124] [2.125 12.1726)
2128 12129 M2.130 02132 02139, [2.140, 2141 in conjunction with the
inequality [2.257 we have:

a(W) = O3~ 2 0 |u7!)

BW) =0 21" |u|72)

(p, ) (W) = O(6 27 |u|3)

BW) = O(5~ 7~ |u ) (13.18)
and:

a(W) = 0(5~ ! [u]7%/2) (13.19)

for all Weyl fields W in except for the Weyl fields
W =LsR, W=_LoLsR:i=1,2,3, W =LsLsR
and and the last of [3. 18 hold for these three Weyl fields as well.

13.2 The multiplier error estimates

Let us recall from 264 that 7(W; X,Y,Z), the divergence of the energy-
momentum density vectorfield P(W; XY, Z) associated to the Weyl field W
and the multiplier fields XY, Z is expressed as the sum:

TW; XY, Z2)=17.(W; X,Y, Z) + 1, W; X, Y, Z) (13.20)
where:
1
(W3 X,Y,Z) = —§Q(W)a675( (X)zaBy vz Y)zaBxy 6 (Z);TozﬁX'szS)

(13.21)
is generated by the deformation tensors of the multiplier fields, while:

r.(W; X,Y, Z) = —(divQ(W))(X, Y, Z) (13.22)

is generated (see Proposition 12.6) by the Weyl current J corresponding to W.
Thus the divergences

Oth order: (;l) :n=0,1,2,3,

1st order: 0 WL (X) = (L), (0),(S); n=0,1,2,3

ond order: ) % (v X) = (LL), (OL), (00), (0S), (S5); n=0,1,2,3
correspondingly split into the sums:

(n) (n) (n)

T=T¢c+ Tm

(X) (;}) (X) (77_1)6 + (X) (;})m

wx) W_ v P e @ (13.23)
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In the present chapter we shall estimate the contributions of the multiplier error

terms (77}),,“ X) (?)m, (¥Xx) (n) , to the error integrals[I3.171 These error terms

are all of the form:

m (W) = —g DIFH Qn (W) LELA

o (W) = — DrmQ (WYKL — % ()70 Q (W) LFL

Tom (W) = _% (L)ﬁ#VQ#UK)\(W)KKK)\ _ (K)%WQW“(W)KKLA
Tm (W)= —g FOZH Qi (W) K"K (13.24)

where W is each one of the Weyl fields [[3.15l The integrals to be estimated,
the multiplier error integrals, are then:

52an 2l / L (W)lduy (13.25)
where [ is the index associated to W.
Expanding the above expressions in the frame (e, : p = 1,2,3,4) using
B11 and Lemma 12.2 we find:
(0)

T (W) = =302 {2 D180 — 2 Dm? - a(W) - F(W)
Fp(W)( B3, (W) — a(W) D5 A a(W)}(13.26)
P (W) = =202 {2fuf> Dj((p(W)? + (o(W))?)
=2ul> Bm? - (p(W)B(W) — o(W) *B(W))
—Jul?( B, BW)SBW))
+ BBV = Fmt (p(W)BW) — o(W) *B(W))
1 1

+50(W)( 5, a(W)) — 57(") (K)z/\a(W)} (13.27)

P (W) = —202 {jul* jlpn) P

Hul' Bt - (o(W)BW) + (W) *BW))
5 lul*pW)( P, a() + S lul*o (W) i A a(n)

(
+2[ul* T ((p(W))? + (o(W))?)
+2[uf? Fmf - (p(W)BW) + o (W) *B(W))

—[ul2( 3, BW)EBW)) |
(13.28)
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P (W) = =302 {2lul* COJI500)? +20ul* ©m? -a(W) - F(W)
Hul pW)( S, a(W) + ful'o(W) FiAa(W) |
(13.29)

In the above expressions each term is a trilinear expression {1, &2, &3} with co-
efficients depending only on ¢ and ¢, where £ is a component of the deformation
tensors of L or K, multiplied by Q2 and the appropriate power of |u|?, while &
and & are components of W. Recalling from Chapter 8 that the components of
the deformation tensors of L and K satisfy the L* bounds and B33 we
have:

(L),z _ 000(571/2|u|71)
Bj=0>(ul™)
D = 02 (2 |u|~?) (13.30)

and:

(K),z _ 000(51/2)
"j=0>(s)
), = 0=(51/2) (13.31)

while the components of W satisfy [3.18] Thus to each term on the
right in - we can apply one of the first two cases of Lemma 13.1.
The third case does not occur because there are no terms involving two a(W)
factors. Comparing with what is required to obtain a bound for by O(1),
we define the excess index e of the contribution of a given term to by:

e=2q,+2l+r1+ro+rs+1 (13.32)

Then the contribution of the given term to[I3.25is bounded by O(6¢), provided
that the integrability index s of that term, defined by:

s=p1+p2+p3+3 (13.33)

is negative so that Lemma 13.1 applies. We obtain in this way the following
tables. The ordinals in these tables refer to the terms on the right hand side of
each of - We consider a pair of similar terms one involving p(WW)
and the other o(W) as a single term. Thus, we consider the 2nd line of [3:26]
the 5th line of I3.27 the 3rd line of [3.28 and the 2nd line of [3.29] each as a
single term.

Case n = 0:

term | e S

1st 2 -2

2nd 3/2 —2 (13'34)
3rd 1 —2
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Case n =1:

term | e s
1st 1 -2
2nd |1 -2
3rd 1 -2 (13.35)
4th 1 -1
5th 1 -2
6th 0 -1
Case n = 2:
term | e s
1st 2 —2
2nd | 3/2 -2
3rd 1 -3/2 (13.36)
4th 1 -1
5th 3/2 -2
6th 1 -1
Case n = 3:
term | e s
1st 1 -1
2nd |1 -3/2 (13'37)
3rd 0 —-1/2

We see that all terms have negative integrability index so Lemma 13.1 indeed
applies. All terms have non-negative excess index. The terms with vanishing
excess index play a crucial role because they give rise to borderline error inte-
grals. These must be analyzed in more detail. They occur only in the cases
n = 1 and n = 3. The borderline terms are the 6th term in and the 3rd
term in

Consider the 6th term in Replacing the first of [3.31] by the more
precise statement:

| Uil e (5,.0) < C8(DF(X) +0() = Vwu) € DL (13.38)

implied by the first of B33] replacing also the first and third of [3.1§ by the
more precise statements:

(0)
laW)lL2(c,) < C(E)Y267 0 ¢ Yu € [ug, ¢*)

(2)
10, )W) lz200) < CCERV282 2 Yu € [ug, c”) (13.39)
implied by the first and third of each of [2.83] M2.8Y M2.93] M2Z.103] M2.108,
2113 2125 MZ.129, and TZI39, and following the proof of Case 1 of Lemma
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13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the term in question to the error integral
1325l with n = 1 is bounded by:

ODE (3)(£2)/2(£2)2 + 0() (13.40)

Consider the 3rd term in Replacing again the first of [3.31] by [3.38
the third of 318 by the second of [3.39 and [[3.19 by the more precise state-

ment:

3)
|||u|3g(W)||L2(Qu) < C(F2)V28%? 1 vue0,0) (13.41)

implied by [2.84] (289 [2.94 1299, 2104 02109 02114 I2119 12124

2128 02132 M2.140 and following the proof of Case 2 of Lemma 13.1, we
deduce that the contribution of the term in question to the error integral [[3.25]

with n = 3 is bounded by:

CDS"(X)(%)z)W(%)”Q +0(5) (13.42)

However, the above have not been shown to hold in the case of the three
Weyl fields which involve S:

W =LsR, W=_Lo LsR:i=1,2,3, W =LsLsR

For these only the case n = 3 occurs so only is to be considered. The
point here is that the second of [3.39 does not quite hold for these three Weyl
fields. The aim of the remainder of the present chapter is to show that for these
three Weyl fields it nevertheless holds:

2
1, ) (W)lz2(c) < COY2[ul~2((€2)1/2 + O(6Y/2) (13.43)
(here I = 0) so that is simply replaced by:

@ Ly ®
CDF(R)(E2) /2 (F2)'/? + 0(6"?) (13.44)

Consider first the case W = LgR. From Proposition 12.2 we have:

- 3 . 1 1
p(LsR) = Sp+3 (S)yp+ 1 (S)jp— 5 (St 'ﬁ‘f' 5 (S)mﬁ ]
- 3 1 1
o(LsR) = So+3 ©vo + 1 o+ 3 St g+ 3 w3
(13.45)

In view of the estimates together with the fact that by 12.37
)y —1=510gQ = uw + uw (13.46)
and the estimates of Chapter 3 we have:

10 = 1|1 (s,,.0) < Oul?) (13.47)
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we deduce:

lo(EsB)lzec) < I1plz(c. + lollzzc.) + O ul~?)
lo(ZsR)lz2c.) < 10l 2y + 310l ae) + O ul %) (13.48)

We have:
(Sp, So) = (uDp + uDp,uDo + uDo) (13.49)

and:
[uDpl 12(c,) < 8lDpllL2(cy < 6% |ul >R (p)
< 012l {C<(§)1>1/2 + 0<5>}
[0 12y < 81D0 | 12y < 672l (o)

< 51/2|u|72 {C((;)l)l/z + 0(5)} (13.50)

by [2.2621 To obtain appropriate estimates for ||uDpl|12(c,), Dol 12(c,), We
consider the eighth and tenth of the Bianchi identities, given by Proposition 1.2:

Dp + thrxp =-—QdivB+ (2n - ¢, B) + %()A(ag)}
Do + gﬂtrxa = —Qerl B+ (20—, *B) + %)Z Aa}  (13.51)

By the results of Chapter 3 the right hand sides are bounded in L?(C,) by
O(6%/2|u|~*). Hence we obtain:

luDoll 2y < Cliollzae. + 0@ ul~?)
luDol2(e,) < Cllolzae,) + 0@ ul ™) (13.52)

Combining and and taking into account the fact that:
2
ol 220y lloll 2o,y < 82 ul~2(€0)? (13.53)
(see third of [2.83] [2.133) we conclude that:
2)
150l 2(00): 150l 1200y < C82Jul72(€1)12 + O 2 |u|~?) (13.54)

Substituting [[3.54] and [[3.53] in M348 then yields:

. @)
(o, ) (L5 R)l|12(c,) < CO2ul~2(£1)Y? + O(8%2[ul7?) (13.55)

Consider next the case W = ENOZ,ESR 14 =1,2,3. From Proposition 12.2 we
have:

p(Lo,LsR) = Oip(LsR) + 3 ©up(LsR) + 1 ©)jp(LsR)
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0(Lo,LsR) = O;0(LsR) + 3 ©vo(LsR) + % ©)jo(LsR)
+% “O)m? . B(LsR) (13.56)
In view of the estimates together with the fact that by 12.37
©dy = 0;(log Q) (13.57)
and the estimate we have:
19wl s, ) < O(0]ul~?) (13.58)
we deduce, taking also into account [[3.55]

(Lo, LsR)||2(c.) < 10ip(LsR)|L2(c.) + OO 2 ul ™)
lo(Lo,LsR)| r2(c.) < 10i0(LsR) | 12(c,) + OB |ul™*) (13.59)

Moreover, applying O; to the expressions[13.45 and using the estimates[09.12 we
deduce:

||Oz'P(ESR)||L2(cu) < 0:Spllr2c.y + 3l0ipllL2(c,) + O(8%/2|u| %)
10(EsR)zacn) < 10:Sa 120, + 310w llca(cy + OE2 ul ™) (13.60)
We have:
(0;Sp,0;S0) = (uO;Dp + uO; Dp,uO; Do + uO; Do) (13.61)
and:
1uO; Dpll12(c,y < S|0:Dpllr2c,y < 62 ul >Rz (p)
< Y2y 2 {C(%)2)1/2+0(51/2)}
[uO; Do |2,y < dlIDo| L2,y < 62 [ul >Ry (o)
< 62|72 {C(?Q)W + 0(51/2)} (13.62)
by[I2263l To obtain appropriate estimates for ||uO;Dpl|12(c,), |[uO:Do |2,y

we apply O; to the Bianchi identities [3.51] Using the results of Chapters 3 and
4 we then deduce:

[u0iDpl|2(c,) < CllOipll (e, + O [ul =)
[u0iDo | L2(c,) < CllOio| L2 + O 2[u|~?) (13.63)
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Combining [[3.62] and [[3.63] and taking into account the fact that by [2.262

(2)
[0l < C521ul =R (p) < C521ul = { (€12 + 06)}

(2)
10026 < C8V2[ul *Rpy(0) < C6'Juf 2 {(s DY ow)} (13.64)

we conclude that:

(2)
10:8plz2(c,): 10580l 2y < C8Y2[ul ()2 + O(Blul ) (13.65)

Substituting [3.65 and [3.64] in 3.6 yields:

~ (2)
10ip(LsR) | 20,y < €82 |u|7>(€2)"? + O(6]u|?)
. 2
|0io(Ls R 12(c,) < C8Y 2 u| 72 (€)% + 0(8|ul~?) (13.66)
Substituting these in turn in [[3.59 we conclude that:

R (2)
1(p,0) (Lo, LsR) | 12(c) < CO2ul72(€2)"* + O(6]ul ~2) (13.67)

Consider finally the case W = LgLgR. From Proposition 12.2 we have:
p(LsLsR) = Sp(LsR)+3 Sup(LsR) + % jp(LsR)
_% () -Q(ESRH% mt . B(LsR)
o(LsLsR) = So(LsR) +3 ®vo(LsR) + g ) jo(LsR)
+% “SIm? . B(LsR) +% “mf . B(LsR)  (13.68)
and:
BUEsR) = £56+2 O+ 1 js— 2 Ot g
4& St o 4 Z Smp 4 g “Smo (13.69)

Taking into account the estimates B34 and [3.47 we obtain:

IB(LsR)ll2(c.) < 1Bl 2y + 20811200y + Ol 2) (13.70)

We have:
£sPB =uDB +uDp (13.71)

and:

luDB] 2y < SIDB L2 < lul "Ry (8) < O(ful ™) (13.72)
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To obtain an appropriate estimate for |[uDS||12(c,) we consider the fifth of the
Bianchi identities of Proposition 1.2:

1
DB + 5Qtrxf +wf = Q- B+dp+ xdo+3np+3 *no+2¢"- B} (13.73)

Using the results of Chapter 3 we then deduce:

[uDB| 2,y < O(lul™) (13.74)

Combining with [3.72 yields:

1£5Blz2(c) < O(lul ™) (13.75)
Substituting in we then obtain:
IB(LsR) e,y < O(jul ™) (13.76)
Going back to and using the estimates B.34] [3.47 and we deduce:
Ip(LsLsR)|L2c.) < 1Sp(LsR)|L2(c. + 3lo(LsR) | L2(c,) + O [ul )

lo(LsLsR) || 2(c.) < I1S0(LsR)| L2y + 3lo(LsR) || 2(c.) + O [u|~%)
(13.77)

Applying S to the expressions [3.45 and using the estimates [[2.236] [3.75]
and the estimates [8.34] as well as the estimates:

||¢s (S)%||L4(sﬂ,u) < O(0Y%u|~Y/?)

15 SfllLas,..) < O(|ul =)

1 £s (S)mHL‘l(SE,H) < O(8%[u]=3/2)

1£s (S)m||L4(sﬂ,u) < O(8Y2|ul~1/?) (13.78)

which follow by combining the estimates [0.13] and [0.14] and in addition the
estimate:
IS Sl acs, ) < O@]ul~>/2) (13.79)

which follows from the estimates of Chapter 4 (see [[3.46]), we deduce:

1Sp(Ls R)llr2(c.) < 1520l 2(0) + 3I1Spll2(0) + O Jul )
ISe(LsR) | L2(c.) < 1570 ]|L2(cn) + 3150 L2y + O ul2)
(13.80)

Now, for any function f defined on M/. we have:

S*f = w’D*f +uw(DDf + DDf) + w’D*f + Sf (13.81)
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In particular, this holds for the functions p,o. We have:
lu® D?pll 12(c,y < 0%1D%pll 120y < 6" ul >Ry (p)
< 512y {C((E)Q)W n 0(51/2)}
lu*D?0|[12c,) < 6%ID0l12(0,) < 6V2[ul*Ri)(0)

@)
< 6M2|u|? {0(5 )%+ 0(51/2)} (13.82)

To obtain appropriate estimates for
luuDDp| r2(c), |uwDDo | 2(c,), [[u” D2 pll 120 [W* D0l 12 e

we consider again the Bianchi identities [3.511 Applying D to these identities
we obtain:

DDp + %QtrKDp + %D(Qtrx)p
= —Q{divDg + (2Dn — D¢, B) + (2n — ¢, DB)
1. 1. -
+5(Dx,a) + §(X7Dg)}
+Q {2div (% - B) + Qrydiv 3
+Qtrx(2n - ¢, 8) + 29020 - OF - X B + Qtrx(X.0)}
~ {divg+ @n-.0)+ (k)|
DDo + gﬂtrKDa + gD(QtrK)a
=-0 {CI,irlDQ—i- (2Dn — D¢, *B)+ (2n —¢, *Dp)
1. 1. -
+§Dx/\g+ 5)(/\Dg}
+Q(Qtry) {cyrl 5+ 2n—¢, *B)+x Aa}

—Qu {cyfrlﬁ—l— (2n—¢, *B)+ s /\g} (13.83)

[\)

To derive the above formulas we have made use of the following eight facts.
First, the commutation formula [6.1071 Second, the fact that for any pair of
trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields 6, 6" we have:

D(0,0') = (D6,0') + (0, D8") — 2Qtrx(6,6") (13.84)

This is obtained using the identity [[.I87 which implies that for any triplet of
trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields 6,6, 0" we have:

0,0 x0") =0 (13.85)
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Third, the fact, which follows from [2.2T0 that for any S 1-form & we have:
D*¢ = *DE—20 "Xt ¢ (13.86)

Fourth, the fact that if 6 is a trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield and
& an S 1-form, we have:
P40 *€=0 (13.87)

This follows from the symmetry of *f. Remarking that if £ is an arbitrary S
1-form we have:

afrlé = div *¢ (13.88)

and using the formula[6.107 as well as the third and fourth facts just mentioned,
we deduce the commutation formula:

Dceyrlé — eyl DE = —Qtryeyrlé (13.89)

for an arbitrary S 1-form £. This is the fifth fact. Using the third and fourth
facts we deduce that for any pair of S 1-forms &, £’ we have:

D(,¢) = (D, *¢)+ (& "DE) - Qtrx(&,€) (13.90)

This is the sixth fact. Finally, remarking that for any pair of trace-free sym-
metric 2-covariant S tensorfields 6,6’ we have:

NG = (0, *0) (13.91)

and using the second of the above facts as well as the commutation formula
[[2:209 which we think of as the seventh fact, we deduce:

DO AO)Y=DONO +60ADO —20trxd A6 (13.92)
This is the eighth fact.
We express in equations [3.83 D(Qtry) by B3l Dn by [L82 D¢ by [LT0
that is:
D¢ = —fo+ Q¢ -1 - B) (13.93)

and Dy by We also remark that if we use, in place of the bootstrap
assumptions, the results of Chapters 3 and 4 (which improve the former by a
factor of at least 6'/4) to derive from the Bianchi identity an estimate
for ||1A)g|\L4(Suyu), we obtain, in place of [2.174] the estimate:

1Dal|zas,,.) < O ul ™) (13.94)

Then the right hand sides of [3.83 are seen to be bounded in L?(C,) by
O(6"/2|u|~* and we obtain:

luuDDpll 20y < 3uDpll 2.y + O ul~?)
< 38"/2Jul "Ry (p) + O(6*2]u| ?)
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(2)
< 52 {c< Eone 4 0<6>}
luuDDo|| 120,y < 3|luDo| 2o,y + 0% u] %)
< 36/2Ju 2Ry (o) + O(3*2u]3)

< 612l ? {C((§)1)1/2 + 0(6)} (13.95)

by (2262

Applying D to the Bianchi identities [[3.51] and using the conjugates of the
eight facts mentioned above we obtain:

D’p+ thrng + SQ(Qtfx)p
= —Q{divDB + (2Dn — D¢, B) + (2n — ¢, DB)
1 4 1 .
+§(Q>ng) + 5(3@)}
+Q {Qd/iv (QXﬁ - B) + Qtrxdiv g

+Qtrx(2n = ¢, §) + 292 — OF - X B + Qtrx(X. 0)}
~ {divg+ - .0)+ (k)
Do + %QtrKQa + gQ(QtrK)U
= —Q{erl DB + (2Dn — D¢, *B) + (21— ¢, “DB)
+%Q§<Ag+ %fwm}
+Q(Qtry) {eyrl S+ (2n — ¢, *B)+ X A a}

—Qg{cyfrlﬁ—k (2n—¢, "B)+ L /\g} (13.96)

[\)

We express in these equations D(Qtry) by B9, Dn by [LIT3, D¢ by [LTS that
is:

— D¢ = —fw+Qx" 1+ p) (13.97)

and Q)Z by Then, by the results of Chapters 3 and 4 and the estimate
2190, the right hand sides of are seen to be bounded in L?(C,) by
O(63/2|u|~5) and we obtain:

Dol 12y < BluDpllzzen + 3l o, + 0@ ul~?)
< 08" 2[u] Ry (p) + O(5%/2|ul %)

(2)
< 52 {c< &y 0<6>}
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[u’D?0||2(c,) < 3l[uDolr2(c,) + 3llollL2ccn) + O(6% 2 u] )
< C8V2u| 2Ry (o) + O(6* 2 |ul~?)

< 0127 {C((?l)l/z + 0(5)} (13.98)

by 352
Combining M3.82 1395 M3.98 and [3.54] and noting that by the commuta-
tion formula [COTE

Juu(DD — DD)(p,0) 120,y = [4unO2¢-glp, o) 2(c,) < O(3|ul =) (13.99)
we conclude through [[3.8T] that:

(2)
1520l 120y < 02 |ul 2 {C( £9)Y? + 0(51/2)}

(2
1520|200y < 62|l 2 {C o)/ 4 0(51/2)} (13.100)
Combining this in turn with [3:80, T377 and [[3.59] we conclude that:

S (2)
10, 0) (s LBl 12y < C62u2(£2)/2 + Ol ™) (13.101)

We have thus established [[3.43] for all three Weyl fields involving the commuta-
tion field S.
We summarize the results of this chapter in the following proposition.

Proposition 13.1 The multiplier error integrals [[3.2]] satisfy the estimates:

§2a0+21 /M/ | (g)m ldp, < O(5)

(1) ), (@)
g [, g < ODFR(E) () + 00)

c

52qz+2l// | (g)m i, < O(5)

o*

®) (P
52q3+zz// | T |y < CDF(R)(E

s

(3)
2)1/2(,7:2)1/2 + 0(51/2)

c
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Chapter 14

The 1st Order Weyl
Current Error Estimates

14.1 Introduction

In the present chapter and the next we shall estimate the contributions of the
Weyl current error terms:

W nZ0.1.2.3 (14.1)

(0 2,1 (X) = (1), (0),(8); n=0,1,2,3

n)

ox) W (v x) = (LL), (OL), (00), (0S), (SS); n=0,1,2,3

the Weyl current error term 7.(W; X,Y, Z) associated to a Weyl field W and
the multiplier fields X, Y, Z being given by [13.22]

T.(W; X,Y,Z) = —(divQ(W))(X,Y, Z) (14.2)

This is generated by the Weyl current J corresponding to W, for, according to
Proposition 12.6 we have:

(AVQW))pys = Wi's Jumv+ WtV Jusu+ “WytsV T+ *W,  J%5, (14.3)

nyv

Now the fundamental Weyl field W = R satisfies the homogeneous Bianchi
equations [2.151 Thus, the corresponding Weyl current vanishes, hence:

W0 n=0123 (14.4)

Only to the derived Weyl fields there correspond non-trivial Weyl currents.
These are given by Proposition 12.1. Given a Weyl field W and a commutation
field X let us define the Weyl currents (X)J1 (W), (X)2(W), X)J3(W) by:

1
(X)Jl (W)ﬁ'y5 = 5 (X)ﬁ-wjvuwuﬁvé (145)
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1
(X)J2(W)ﬁ'y5 3 (X)p,uwuﬁvé
1 v v v
(X)J3(W)ﬁ'y5 = 5( (X)quﬁuwuy(s"‘ (X)quwuﬁé + (X)QMVWHBV )
Here:
Dpg = v Py (14.6)
and:

- . 1
(X)qaﬁ'y = Vg (X)W'va -V (X)Wﬁa + g( (X)pﬁga'v - (X)p'ygaﬁ) (14.7)

the 3-covariant tensorfield (X)q having the algebraic properties of a Weyl cur-
rent.

Let us denote by (X)J the Weyl current corresponding to the 1st order
derived Weyl field £x R. Then according to Proposition 12.1 (¥).J is given by:

X g= EJYR)+ D T2(R)+ X J3(R) (14.8)

The 1st order Weyl current error terms are:

@ D~ _(dvQ(LLR))(L, L, L)
@ P — _(dvQ(LLR)(K, L, L)
@ P _(dvQ(LLR)(K, K, L)
@ Q@ — _(aivQ(ZLR))(K, K, K) (14.9)

© P S divQ(£o, R)(L, L, L)

K2

© P _ D> _(divQ(Lo, B)(K, L, L)

K2

© @ _ > (divQ(Lo,R))(K, K, L)

4

© = - S (dvQ(Lo, R) (K, K, K) (14.10)

and:
) @ — _(divQ(£sR))(K, K, K) (14.11)

By Lemma 12.3 the above are given by:
® = —10* {(O( V1), a(LLR)) ~2(2( P1), A(LLR)}

0 o= 80 ul? {AC D Dp(LLR) ~ K( VD)o LL )
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(D), FELR) )
0 P o= —80°lul* {A( D D)L R) - K
— (I <L>J),g(ijR))}

® = a0l {(@( V), alLLR) +2(E( D1, BLLR)) }
(14.12)

(WJ)o(LLR)

©0) (79) _ _4293 {(@( ©I 1), a(Lo,R)) — 2(Z( (Oi)J)aﬁ(ﬁoiR))}
© 7= =830l {A(OOT)p(Lo, R) - K( ) T)o(Lo,R)

H(I( @7, 5(£o, R)) }

(
O Fom 8 S0l A @ )plLo, ) — K( X oLocR)

~(L(©07), (Lo, R)) }
©) Pz —a 30l {(O( V), alfo, R) +2(E( @), B(Lo,R) }
i (14.13)
and:
® = a0l {0 9),alfsR) + 22 F0), B(LsR) ) (14.14)

Let us denote by EYX ).J the Weyl current corresponding to the 2nd order
derived Weyl field £y £x R. Then according to Proposition 12.1 (¥X) J is given
by:

VX 7=Ly OT4+ OJYLxR) + VJHLxR)+ VT3 (LxR) (14.15)

The 2nd order Weyl current error terms are:

wn) D _ _(divQ(£LLLR) (L, L, L)

o) P _ _(divQ(£LLLR)) (K, L, T)

(LL) (72') = —(divQ(LLLLR))(K, K, L)

(LL) (73:) = —(divQ(LLLLR))(K, K, K) (14.16)
(oL) — (divQ(£o,LLR))(L, L, L)
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(or) - o o= —Z divQ( Eo ELR))(K L,L)

o0 Qe - Z divQ(Lo, L1 R)) (K, K, L)
(o) @ _ _Z divQ(Lo, LLR))(K, K, K) (14.17)
o) Q) _ e=—Y (divQ(Lo,Lo,R))(L,L, L)
W
©0) @ _ S divQ(£o, £o, R))(K, L, L)
i,j
©0) D _ S divQ(£o, £o, R))(K, K, L)
W
©0) @ S (divQ(£o, Lo, R)(K, K, K) (14.18)
i,j
and:
0s) QY _ _ Z divQ(Lo, £sR)) (K. K, K) (14.19)
(59 P _ _(divQ(LsLsR))(K, K, K) (14.20)

By Lemma 12.3 the above are given by:
wn) @ _ 403 [ #9.1),a(LLELR) —2(2( F97), BUELLLR)) )

) ) — g3 {A( VN p(LLLrR) — K( “D).)o(LLLLR)

ey @ _ g0yt {A( VN p(LLLLR) — K( “0 .o (L LLR)

(
(R, B(ELELR)) }
K(
~(L( D), BELLLR))

wr) @ _ 403 {0 F.1),a(LLLLR)) +2(2( “10), BLLLLR)) |
(14.21)

o) ¢ _—4293{ (OB, a(Lo, L1R))

—2(2( 1.1, 8(Lo L1 R)) |
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oD Y= 8 3" 0 ul {A( P D)p(Lo, LLR) ~ K(© P T)o(Lo, £LR)

+U( O B(Lo,LLR)) }
) (72_)02 _SZQB|U|4 {A( (OiL)J) (ACO ELR) K( (OiL)J)U(EOiZLR)

~U(©P1),B(Lo, LoR)) |

(o) @ 42:(23|u|6 { (©8)7), (Lo, LLR))
00y © 4293 { (©590.1),a(Lo, Lo, R))

~2(2( (©1900), B(Lo, Lo, R))}

(1) O, PR O, PR
)= 83 0%l {A( (0500 1\p(£o, Lo, R) — K( ©59) NYo(Lo, Lo, R)

+(I( (Ojoi)Jﬂ(onZoiR))}

(2) 0, 5 A 0, 5 A
) T= =83 Pl {AC ) p(Lo, Lo, R) — K( ©9)T)o(Lo, Lo, R)

—(L((©59))), 3(Lo, Lo, R)) }
4ZQ3|U|{ ((959)),a(Lo,Lo,R))
+2(2( ©997), B(Lo, Lo, R)) | (14.23)

and:
(08) <3>_—4ZQ3|u|6{ ©9).)),a(Lo,LsR))
+2(2( (@9, 6(1301»/353))} (14.24)
(ss) & () —403|u|® {( ( 590),a(LsLsR)) +2(E(s59T), 5(ESESR))}
(14:25)

The aim of the next two chapters is to obtain bounds for the Weyl current
error integrals:

1st order: (52‘1”+2l/A , | (X0 ® e |dug (14.26)
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o for (X ) = (L),(0),(9)
2nd order: 52q"+2l/ | (o) ¢ |duq

. for (YX) = (LL), (OL), (00), (08S), (SS)

In the present chapter we shall estimate the 1st order Weyl current error inte-
grals. The 2nd order Weyl current error integrals shall be estimated in the next
chapter.

14.2 The error estimates arising from J!

We begin with the following proposition which is deduced in a straightforward
manner using the table of connection coefficients of the frame (e, : p =
1,2,3,4) and noting the basic identities [[LI87 and [[3.85

Lemma 14.1 The components of the Weyl current (X).J' (W) associated to
the commutation field X and to the Weyl field W are given by:

1240 DO W) = =5 DG {R DBOV))a + Wiva()a — x.Ls(7)
—trxBa(W) — Q7 TwBa (W) + (2¢% —n®)aap(W)}
+g OmP {2550, 00) + 07 Da()as - x Laac(V)

—trxaap(W) +2Q 'waap(W) + 2((¢ — 2n)@B(W)) an
=3(xapp(W) + “xapa(W))}

% P {0 (Da(W))ap — trxaap(W)
—QQilezAB(W)}

— B Yeaus (W) = (x@B(W))cas + 2caas(W)}

AZ,( D)) = 3 005 L0 DBOW)) A+ (divalW))a + x 26, (W)

+trx6 W) +Q 'wg, (W) — (2¢7 +778)QAB(W)}
m? {~2%58,,( “HDa(W))ap = X5 aac(W)

—tngAB(W) +20° ngB(W) +2((¢+2n)RB(W)) aB
=300, (W) = x4 ,0 (W)}

+% X {Qfl(m(W))AB — trxa,p(W)
—207'wa,5(W)}

— B3BC e g (W) + (x&B(W))cap — 26cass (W)}

1©.4p( 07 01)) = 5 003 {0 D)4 + (FHV)a - Jrxa(i)
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+20 'waap(W) + ((C — 4n)@B(W)) ap
=3(Xapp(W) + “xapo(W))}

Fmé (71 RAW) — xF- BV) + 27 'wB(W)) §

AB

X
m®n) AB (W) + g ( *(X)m®77) AB o(W)

_|_

|
NN =N =N W -

(W) = - W) - Q7 wp(w) }
16 ()], 3 (V)

Im {Veaap(W) — (x@B(W))car + 2caap(W)}
+ N LY Bs(W) + Vi PYpBAW) — gap CViCPYpBc(W)
—1—% (X)zep (XcACYDB(W) + X papa(W) — zfABXCEOéDE(W))

AB

P e N
g
3
®
El
T
®

(09, Qaas(W) + 5 {( Vit @p0m))

3 A (X2
—§trX{ (X)ZABP(W)+ (X)ZABU(W)}

AB

18,45 17 (9) = 3 @ {07 (DalW)an - (FB0V)).am — Jirra(?)
1207 g5 (W) + (€ + 4)BH(0V)) a
3,5 (W) = "%,,0(W)) |

{ (X)m® (_Qleé(W) + Xﬁ Q(W) _ QilWﬁ(W))}
(

AB

_|_

AN NI RN =N WN] -

AB

M Voaas(W) + (x&B(W))oap — 2ca,p(W)}
— N LYRB, (W) = YV YoB, (W) + gap NiPYpB (W)

1 - . . .
+§ (X);eb (Xcaaps(W) + XeBapa(W) — ﬁABXcEQDE(W))

(O, g (W) + 5 {( - pm))

3 4 £(X)%
—5‘51"&{ Xiapp(W) — (X)’LABO'(W)}

AB

AN ) T W) = % (X {Q_le(W) +diva(W) — gthP(W)
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+C-2.000) - 5 0)}

_% ( Om, Q7 1DBW) — x* - BW) + Q*lgﬁ(W))

" ( )y, - a(W))
t3 ((COLYEBOV) + CEAW) — 3(0p(W) + “Xo(W)))

1 R
_Ztrx( (X)i,a(W))

AC 1)) = 5 203 {0 Do) e V) = Serp()

w

+CH20,807) - (ko)

(O, D) + 37 BW) — (1)

3

+3 ( m, np(W) — *QU(W>)

—(Om. o) = - BW) + X BOW))

_ ( O, —Q1DBW) + X' - BW) + Q*lgﬁ(W))

+ ( S, nf 'Q(V_V))

+3 (08 -FBEW) +COBW) — 3(xp(W) — *50(1)))

1 ~
—tx( Xi, a(W))

(X)j {Qng(W) —cyrl (W) — gtI"XU(W)

N —

AK( X gt (w)) = %
—(C—2n) A B(W) + %K A a(W)}
% S A QT DBW) = 3 - BOV) + Q0 wB(W))
_g S A {np(W) + *no(W)}

= (Om o (W) 4 B+ TBW))
+ Hm A {QTIDAW) = xF - W) — QT wB(W) )
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_ ( O, - *a(W))
5 (01X V) + B *BIV) — 3 *5p(W) — xo(W)))
—|—itrx( i A (W)

AK( XN (W) =

% (X) 5 {_nga(W) + ol (W) + gtrga(W)

~(¢2) A SOV + X Al
% Fm A {~QIDBW) + X - BW) — 2 wp(W) }

3
-3 Fm A {np(W) = *no(W)}

+(Om o W) + 37 *BO0) +xE - *5W))
T+ A [~ DBV) + x

4
+%trx 3N (W)
ATo( TN (W) = = X)J {Q N (DBW))a + dap(W) + *dac(W)
—trgﬂA( )+ Q7 wBA(W) = 3(nap(W) + “nac(W))
~X,PB(W) + 288,00}
—5 COmP {§an Dp(W) + ¢ 452 Do(1V)
+2(1aB (W) = 0B, (W) + dapn® B, (W)}
5 COm® (a2 Dp(W) + £450 Do)
~2(1,84(W) =1, 85(W) + gapnGo(W) }
—5 m® {255a(W) + 205Ba(W) - x Caac(V)

—3(xap(W) + “xapo(W))}
+ X0 PhppW) + i Phgo(W)

+ (0] BC{XcAﬁB( ) = XepBa(W) = danx L Bp(W)
+ReaBy (W) = XenB (W) + sk 8,(0)
+2try (X)zABQB(W)
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AL D07 ) = 5 G {7 (=DBW))a + dap(W) — “dao((W)
o, (7) = Q7B (W) = 3(0,p(W) — *n,0(W))
B, 0) =28, 8(W) }

—5 Om® {4452 Dp(W) — {42 Do(W)
=201, 85(W) = 1,,84(W) + gasnBo(W)) |

—5 mP {4452 Dp(W) + {482 Do(W)
+2(n50 ,(W) = 0B, (W) + dann® B, (W)}
—3 OomP {258, (W) + 258, (W) = xif 2ac (W)

—3(X 4 pr(W) — *XABU(W))}
+ L (W) — *1 P fpo(W)
+ (X)jBC {—XCAQB(W) +XoBB (W) + dapxd’B,(W)

X B8 (W) + Xy Ba(W) = ganx L Bo(W) }
—2trx i P Bp(W)

In the expressions for the components of (X).J L(W) given by the above
proposition we now substitute for:

Da(W), DB(W), Dp(W), Da(W), DB(W) and Da(W)

from the inhomogeneous Bianchi equations of Proposition 12.4. When consider-
ing the 1st order Weyl current error estimates, W is the fundamental Wey]l field
R and these equations reduce to the corresponding homogeneous equations (the
Bianchi identities of Proposition 1.2). When considering, on the other hand,
the 2nd order Weyl current error estimates, W is one of the derived Weyl fields
£~LR, foiR 1 =1,2,3, and £~SR, and on the right hand sides of the inhome-
geneous Bianchi equations we have the components of the corresponding Weyl
currents (X)J, (O J:7=1,2,3, and 9 J, respectively. Therefore the consid-
eration of the 2nd order Weyl current error estimates arising from J', requires
that we first assess the 1st order Weyl currents. We thus confine ourselves in
this chapter to the 1st order Weyl current error estimates. The 2nd order Weyl
current error estimates shall be addressed in the next chapter.

The expression for each component of (X) ! (W) given by Lemma 14.1 is a
sum of terms one factor of which is a component of (¥)7. We consider the terms
with the same such factor as a single term. We thus consider the expression for
each component of (X).J*(W) as consisting of four terms, proportional to (X)j,
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Om, @m, and X7, in the order in which these appear in the expression
given by Lemma 14.1.

Now, each component of (X)7 is O (57 |u[P1) for some 71, p; according to
the estimates of Chapter 8. In the case W = R, to which our attention is at
present confined, after the substitution for

Da, D3, Dp, Do, DB and Da

from the homogeneous Bianchi equations, the other factor of each term in the
expression of a given component of (X)J'(R) becomes the sum of a principal
part, which is a sum of 1st derivatives of components of R, and a non-principal
part, which is a sum of terms consisting of two factors, one of which is a con-
nection coefficient and the other a component of R. Viewing these terms in a
way which would be valid also in the case of the 2nd order Weyl current error
estimates, we see each term as being either O(6"|ul?) in the case of the terms
involving the components «, 3, p, o, 8 and their first derivatives (which are ei-
ther Yor D derivatives after the substitution), or O(6"|u[P) in the case of the
terms involving the component o and its first derivatives (which are either Y
or D derivatives after the substitution). The values of r and p assigned are
those implied by the bound on the quantity Q;, taking also into account the
L estimates of Chapter 3 for the connection coefficients in the case of the
non-principal terms. We then define r5 to be the minimal r and ps to be the
maximal p occuring in the terms of the other factor of a term involving a given
component of (X)7 in the expression of a given component of (X).J'(R). We
then set, for each term involving a given component of (X)7% in the expression
of a given component of (X).J'(R),

P =ri4+ry, p=pi+pe (14.27)

We then assign, to each component of (X).J'(R), the pair 7*, p*, where r* is
the minimal 7" and p* is the maximal p’ occuring in the four terms constituting
the expression of that component. We obtain in this way the following tables.

1. Case X = L

=( (L)Jl(R)) crt = -2, p"=-3

/ /

term | T D

1st -3/2 -3

3rd 9 _3 (14.28)
4th | =2 -3

(the 2nd term vanishes)

=( (L)Jl(R)) crt=1/2,p"=-6
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term | ' p/

1st 1 —6
ond |1/2 —6 (14.29)
Ath | 1/2 —6
(the 3rd term vanishes)
o( MJYR)) :r* = -3/2,p" = -3
term | r/ P’
Ist | —3/2 -3
3d | 1 _4 (14.30)
Ath | -3/2 -3
(the 2nd term vanishes)
O( WJNR)) 11 =—1/2,p" = =5
term | r/ P’
Ist |1/2 -6
ond |1/2 -6 (14.31)

Ath | -1/2 -5

(the 3rd term vanishes)
This gives rise, as we shall see, to a borderline error integral. The borderline
contribution comes from the last part of the 4th term namely from the terms:

3 . N
_2 (L), *L)3
2trx{ ip w} (14.32)

The contribution of these shall be estimated more precisely in the sequel. If
these terms are removed from the 4th term the values v’ = 1/2, p’ = —6 would
be assigned to the remainder, hence if we denote by @'( (). J'(R)) what results
if we remove from ©( (¥).J'(R)) the termsIZ32 then to ©'( (X)J1(R)) is to be
assigned r* = 1/2, p* = —6.

A B JYR)) :r* = —2,p" = -3
term | o
1st -1 —4
3rd | -1 -4
4th | -2 -3

(14.33)

(the 2nd term vanishes)
This gives rise, as we shall see, to a borderline error integral. The borderline
contribution comes from the last part of the 4th term namely from the term:

1 o
- Ztrx( (17, ) (14.34)
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The contribution of this shall be estimated more precisely in the sequel. If this
term is removed from the 4th term the values v = —1, p’ = —4 would be
assigned to the remainder, hence if we denote by A’( (“)J'(R)) what results
if we remove from A( (%) J'(R)) the term [Z34 then to A’( (F)JY(R)) is to be
assigned r* = —1, p* = —4.

0
ond |0 —5 (14.35)
4th |0 —6
(the 3rd term vanishes)
K(DJYR)):r* = —2,p* = -3

term | 7/ p/

1st -1 -4

3ed | -1 —4 (14.36)
4th | -2 -3

(the 2nd term vanishes)
This gives rise, as we shall see, to a borderline error integral. The borderline
contribution comes from the last part of the 4th term namely from the term:

1 .
X LA« (14.37)

The contribution of this shall be estimated more precisely in the sequel. If this
term is removed from the 4th term the values v = —1, p’ = —4 would be
assigned to the remainder, hence if we denote by K'( (*).J'(R)) what results if
we remove from K( (X)J'(R)) the term MTZ37 then to K'( (F)JY(R)) is to be
assigned r* = —1, p* = —4.

(14.38)
(the 3rd term vanishes)
I( DJYR)) 1% = —1,p* = —4
term | r’ P
Ist |-1/2 —4
ad | —1 _4 (14.39)

Ath | -1/2 -5
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(the 2nd term vanishes)

I(BJNR)) 1 = —1,p" = —4

term | r’ P

1st 0 -5
ond | —1/2 —5
4th —1 —4

(the 3rd term vanishes)

2. Case X =0;:1=1,2,3

2(OVTHR)) st ==3/2,p" = =3
term | r’ P
Ist | —1/2 —4
ond | —3/2 -3
4th | —1 -3

(the 3rd term vanishes)

E( ODVJYR)) :r* =3/2,p" = -6

term | rp

1st 2 -7
3id | 3/2 —13/2
4th | 3/2 -6

(the 2nd term vanishes)

O( OIJYR)) :r*=—-1/2,p* = —4
term | r/ P’
st | —1/2 —4
ond | —1/2 —4
Ath | —1/2 —4

(the 3rd term vanishes)

O( I (R)) 1" =1/2,p" = =5

term |/ p/

1st 3/2 =7
3rd 1 —6
4th | 1/2 =5

(the 2nd term vanishes)
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This gives rise, as we shall see, to a borderline error integral. The borderline
contribution comes from the last part of the 4th term namely from the terms:

— gtrx{ (©ip — *(Oi)%a} (14.45)

The contribution of these shall be estimated more precisely in the sequel. If
these terms are removed from the 4th term the values ' = 3/2, p’ = —6 would
be assigned to the remainder, hence if we denote by ©’( (99).J1(R)) what results
if we remove from ©( (9).J*(R)) the terms then to ©'( (99 J1(R)) is to
be assigned r* =1, p* = —6.

A( OCIJYR)) 17 = —1,p* = -3

term | 7/ P’

1st 0 -5

ond | —1/2 —4 (14.46)
4th | —1 -3

(the 3rd term vanishes)
This gives rise, as we shall see, to a borderline error integral. The borderline
contribution comes from the last part of the 4th term namely from the term:

- %trx( (097, ) (14.47)
The contribution of this shall be estimated more precisely in the sequel. If
this term is removed from the 4th term the values ' = 0, p’ = —4 would be
assigned to the remainder, hence if we denote by A’( (9)J'(R)) what results
if we remove from A( (99 J1(R)) the term [ZAT then to A’( ©9)J'(R)) is to be
assigned r* = —1/2, p* = —4.

ACCLIR) = 1" = 6
term |/ p/
1st 1 —6

3d |1 _6 (14.48)
Ath |3/2 —6
(the 2nd term vanishes)
K(©)JYR)):r* =—1,p* = -3

term | 7/ P’

1st 0 -5

ond | —1/2 —4 (14.49)
4th | -1 -3

(the 3rd term vanishes)
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This gives rise, as we shall see, to a borderline error integral. The borderline
contribution comes from the last part of the 4th term namely from the term:

itrx ©)i A« (14.50)
The contribution of this shall be estimated more precisely in the sequel. If
this term is removed from the 4th term the values 7’ = 0, p’ = —4 would be
assigned to the remainder, hence if we denote by K'( (). J'(R)) what results if
we remove from K( (99).J%(R)) the term then to K'( (99)JY(R)) is to be
assigned r* = —1/2, p* = —4.

(14.51)
(the 2nd term vanishes)
I( ©@IJYR)) :r* =0,p* = =5
term |/ p/
Ist [1/2 —5
ond |0 _5 (14.52)
4th |1/2 -5
(the 3rd term vanishes)
(14.53)

(the 2nd term vanishes)

3. Case X = 8§

In this case only the case n = 3 occurs, therefore we only have to consider

O( B JYR)) and Z( BV JY(R)) (see [ZI4).

Z( OJYR)) :r* =3/2,p" = —6
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term | ' p/

Ist |2 -7

ond |3/2 —6 (14.54)
3rd |2 —13/2

Ath [ 3/2 —6

O SN (R) 1 = 1/2.p" = =5

term |/ p/

Ist |3/2 —7
ond | 3/2 —6 (14.55)
3rd | 3/2 —6
ith | 1/2 -5

This gives rise, as we shall see, to a borderline error integral. The borderline
contribution comes from the last part of the 4th term namely from the terms:

3 A A
_ = (S);, . =(9);
2trx{ 0 za} (14.56)

The contribution of these shall be estimated more precisely in the sequel. If
these terms are removed from the 4th term the values v’ = 3/2, p’ = —6 would
be assigned to the remainder, hence if we denote by @’( ). J'(R)) what results
if we remove from ©( (%) J(R)) the terms MZ56 then to ©'( ) J(R)) is to be
assigned r* = 3/2, p* = —6.
We have completed the investigation of the components of the Weyl currents
(LIJYR), ©IJYR):i=1,2,3,and ) J'(R). These currents contribute to

n n 3
the error terms (%) (T)C: n=0123, © (T)C: n=0,1,2,3 and ¥ (T)C,

respectively, according to I412 413, and 414 We call these contributions

() (771)671: n=0,1,2,3, © (771)671: n=0,1,2,3, and (733)&1, respectively.
Each component of the Weyl currents (%) JY(R), (©)JY(R):i=1,2,3, and
(5)J(R) being written as a sum of terms in the manner discussed above, and
these expressions being substituted into 412, 4T3, and 0414 respectively,
sums of trilinear terms result, two of the factors in each term being contributed
by the expression for a component of the Weyl current (X).J*(R) in the case of
ME12 ©DJYR):i=1,2,3 in the case of [ZI3] and %)J'(R) in the case of
[[ZI4 and the other factor being a component of £ R, EoiR :1=1,2,3, and
LsR, respectively, multiplied by ® and the appropriate power of |u|?. Viewing
these third factors in a way which would be valid also in the case of the 2nd order
Weyl current error estimates, we see each third factor as being either O(6"3|u|P?)
in the case of factors involving a(Lx R), B(Lx R), p(Lx R),o(Lx R), E(EXR), or
O(073|u|P*) in the case of factors involving a(Lx R). The values of 75 and ps
assigned are those implied by the bound on the quantity P;. To each trilinear
term we can then apply accordingly one of the first three cases of Lemma 13.1.
Since the pair 7/, p’ corresponding to the first two factors of each trilinear term
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may be replaced by the corresponding r*, p*, we then obtain a bound for the
contribution of all terms resulting from the product of a given component of
(X) J' with a given component of £x R to the corresponding error integral

§2an+21 / 1Py (14.57)
M

by O(6¢), where e is the excess index (see [[332):
e=2¢,+2l+r"+r3+1 (14.58)
provided that the integrability index s, defined by (see [3.33)):
s=p"+ps+3 (14.59)

is negative so that Lemma 13.1 applies. We obtain in this way the following
tables. The ordinals in these tables refer to the terms on the right hand side of
each of [4.12] - [4.14

1. Case X =L : [=1

Tc,l
term | e s
1st 1 -1 (14.60)
2nd | 3/2 -2
1
P
term | e s
1st 0 -1
ond |0 . (14.61)
3rd 1/2 -1
w P
e
1st 1 -1
ond |1 —1 (14.62)
3rd 1 -1
w @
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term | e s
1st 0 —1/2 (14.63)
2nd 1/2 -1

2. Case X =0 :1=0

© P

(14.64)
1

© %
term | e S
1st 0 -1
ond | 0 . (14.65)
3rd 1/2 —2

© @

e

1st 1 -2

ond |1 —2 (14.66)

3rd 1 -1

© P
term | e S
1st 0 —1/2 (14.67)
2nd 1/2 -1

3.Case X =5 : [=0

SR
term | e S
1st 0 —1/2 (14.68)
2nd 1/2 -1
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We see that all terms have negative integrability index so Lemma 13.1 indeed
applies. All terms have non-negative excess index. The terms with vanishing
excess index play a crucial role because they give rise to borderline error inte-
grals. These must be analyzed in more detail. They occur only in the cases
n =1 and n = 3. The borderline terms are the 1st term in each of [4.63] 14.67]
and [[4.68, and the 1st and 2nd terms in each of [4.61]

Replacing ©( WJY(R), ©( (©)J}(R)), and ©( )T (R) by ©'( M J'(R)),
O'( OIJY(R)) and ©'( ) JY(R)) in the 1st term of each of [463) [4.67 and
[[368 respectively, terms with excess indices of 1, 1/2, and 1, respectively,

3 3
would result. Thus the actual borderline error terms in (&) (7)071, ) (T)Cyl,
3
and ) (T)C)l, are the terms:
— 6% u|%trx(( Lip— *Big), a(LLR)) (14.69)
— 6% |ultrx 3(( ©Vip— i), a(Lo, R)) (14.70)
and: R R :
— 603 ul®trx(( Dip — *Dio), a(LsR)) (14.71)
contributed by [4.32] M4.45] and [[4.56] respectively.
Using the precise bound:
| il poe(s, ) < CO V2 ul 'R (@) + Y(u,u) € D (14.72)
see first of , using also the facts that:
(
120, 13,2 (172 .
lexxpll iz < €21l 3(£0)% : Vu € [ug,c”)
(2)
[trxollzzc,) < C8Y2ul~*(£0)? + Vu € [ug, ") (14.73)
as well as the fact that:
~ (3)
19 [uPPa(LLR)l12c,) < COV2(FD)Y? : Vue[0,0) (14.74)

(see[T2:89 and [[2.137), and following the proof of Case 2 of Lemma 13.1,
we deduce that the contribution of the term to the error integral I4.57
with X = L (I =1) and n = 3 is bounded by:

(3)

ORE ()(£0) 2 (Fu)r2 (14.75)

Using the more precise bound:

| Ol e,y < OOVl H(RA(B) + RE(D) + 06Y2)) + Y(w,u) € DL,
(14.76)
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implied by the first of 8144l using also as well as the fact that:
~ (3)
||(23|u|3g((£oiR)||L2(Qu) <O FNY? - Yuelo,d) (14.77)

(seeT2.94] and [[2Z.137), and following the proof of Case 2 of Lemma 13.1,
we deduce that the contribution of the term to the error integral I4.57
with X = O (I =0) and n = 3 is bounded by:

CRAB) + REB)(Eo) /2 (F )2 + 0(5V/2) (14.78)

Using the more precise bound:
| illpoes, ) < C51/2|U|‘1(D8°(X)+R8°(a)+0(5)) : V(u,u) € D). (14.79)

implied by the first of B34 using also [[4.73 as well as the fact that:

(3)
19°uf’a (LsR)||L2(C < OB (F)Y?  Yue0,6) (14.80)

(seeTZ09 and [[2.137), and following the proof of Case 2 of Lemma 13.1,
we deduce that the contribution of the term [I4.71] to the error integral [4.57
with X = S (I =0) and n = 3 is bounded by:

C(Dg(x) + R («a ))(80)1/2((]-')1)1/24—0(5) (14.81)

Now, by the first of [0.73] and the first of ]

(0)
R (a) < CRpp(e) < C'(€2)'/* +0(6"?) (14.82)
It follows that is in turn bounded by:

© @ @)
C(E£2)'*(E0)'*(F1)'/? +0(5"?) (14.83)

By the second of [0.66, the second of I0.73 and the second of

()
Ri(B) < CRy)(B) < C'(£2)'? + 0(6'?)
(1)
RE°(B) < CRpy)(B) < C'(£2)'2 +0(6'?) (14.84)
It follows that is in turn bounded by:

(1) (2) (3)
C(E2)Y2(E0) (F 1)+ 0(8"?) (14.85)

Moreover, T4.81]is in turn bounded by, in view of [[4.82,

(2)

c {DS"(X) + ((2)2)1/2} (& )1/2((}‘ )12 4 0(5Y?) (14.86)
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Replacing A( D JYR), K( B JY(R)), and A( ©)JYR)), K( (©)J'(R))
by A'( (D JYR)), K'( B JYR)) and A'( (©DJ(R)), K'( (O)JY(R)) in the 1st
and 2nd terms of each of [Z4.61] and [[Z.65 respectively, terms with excess indices
of 1 and 1/2, respectively, would result. Thus the actual borderline error terms

1 1
in (O (7')071 and (@) (7)071, are the terms:
20 u/?try {( D a)p(£LR) + DA aa(ELR)} (14.87)

and:

2Q3|u|2trzz {( ©75 a)p(Lo, R) + ©Vinac(Lo, R)} (14.88)

contributed by [4.34] T4.37 and [4.47, respectively.
Using [472 the fact that:

(0)
[trxal r2(c,) < COHul 7 (E0)V? + Vu € [ug, c¥) (14.89)

as well as the facts that:

5 (2)
192 [ul*p(LLR)| r2(cy) < CsYV2(E€NY? : Yu € [ug, )

~ (2)
19%uo(LLR)||L2(c,) < Co Y2 Yu € [ug, ¢¥) (14.90)

(see T2Z88 and [[2.130)), and following the proof of Case 1 of Lemma 13.1
we deduce that the contribution of the term [I4.87 to the error integral I4.57
with X = L (I =1) and n = 1 is bounded by:

() (2)

CRF()(E0)/?(E1)/? (14.91)

Using [[4.76] M489 as well as the facts that:
- (2)
19%|ul?p(Lo, R)|| 20y < CSY2(£1)Y? : Yu € [ug, c¥)
5 (2)
19%u?o(Lo, R)|| r2c,y < CY2(E1)Y? + Yu € [ug,c*) (14.92)

(see[2:93] and [[2.T30)), and following the proof of Case 1 of Lemma 13.1
we deduce that the contribution of the term to the error integral 451
with X = O (I =0) and n = 1 is bounded by:

2)

(0) (
C(RI(B) + R (B)(E0) (1) (14.93)
In view of we conclude that [[4.97]is in turn bounded by:

(0) (0) (2)
C(E2)V2(E0)2(E1)? +0(6"?) (14.94)
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Moreover, in view of [4.84] we conclude that [4.93is in turn bounded by:

(1) (0) (2)
C(E2)V2(E0)2(E1)? +0(6"?) (14.95)

We summarize the results of this section in the following proposition.

Proposition 14.1 The 1st order Weyl current error integrals arising from J*,
4357 satisfy the estimates:

gz [ ® 2wy < 00)

(1) (0) (0) (2)
62q1+2/ | (L) el |dug < 0(52)1/2(50)1/2(5 1)1/2 + 0(61/2)

gz [0, < 00)

(3) (0) (2)
6%“/ 1O D dpy < ()2 (¢

(3)
0)1/2(f1)1/2 0(51/2)
62q0/ | @) (79)071 |dug < 6(6)

(0)

1) (1) (2)
g [ 1O R lduy < C(EA(E0) (£ 2 + 0(2)

g [ 1@ Py < 00)

(1) (2 (3)
y%/ 1 © D dpy < O(E)2(E) 2Ry + 067)

and:

(0) (2) (3)
§2as / | (S) et |dpg < C {Do (X) (& 2)1/2} (50)1/2(.7:1)1/2 + 0(61/2)

14.3 The error estimates arising from J>

For any commutation field X, the associated 1-form (X)p defined by de-
composes into the S 1-form (X)zﬂ, the restriction of (X)p to the Su,u, given on
each S, by:

Fpv)= ©p(Y) : VY € TySuu ¥q € Suu (14.96)
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and the functions (Xps, Xp,, given by:

XNps = XpL), Xpy= Xp(L) (14.97)

The components of the Weyl current (X).J2(W) associated to the commu-
tation field X and to the Weyl field W are then given by:

4E( O EW)) = = DpapW) = g a(W)
AZ( XV 2W)) = Opgp(w) — Dpt. (W)

40( )2 (W) = — Opsa(W) + Dpap(W)
40( W2 (W) = — Epra(W) — Xpapw)
AN VW) = = Opyp(W) + ( X)p, BW))
AN 2(W)) = — Dpgp(W) — ( X)p, pW))

Using the table [LI7H of connection coefficients of the frame (e, : p =
1,2,3,4) we obtain:

1
X)p, = —527'D X)j 4 div Sm
1 . 4
—trx Q4 5 ((g+5m), Om) — (. M) (14.99)

1
Npy = ~207'D X)) 4 div O

1 :
—trx Nj 4 (0 +5m), Om) — (&, X (14.200)

(X)]b — —%(Q m+D (X)m) + %ﬂ (X)j + div (X);
o1, Lo, o, Lo o, Lo o
—=0"w m— -0 w m — —try m— —try “"/'m
2 - 2 - 2 = 2 -
+n+n) X+ @+t i (14.101)

Using the estimates - as well as[8.32] and the estimates of Chapter 3
we deduce, for X = L:

(L)p4 _ (’)4((5_1|u|_2)
Bpg = O*(|u|7?)
L = 0612 |u|72) (14.102)
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Using the estimates [0.89]- [0.97] as well as [RI144] and the estimates of Chapter 3
we deduce, for X =0, :i=1,2,3:

(©)py = O (Ju|™?)
(90) pg = O*(5]u| )
Oy = 0§12 |u|72) (14.103)

Also, using the estimates @0.12] - as well as we deduce, for X = S:

S py = O (|ul?)
S pg = O*(5u| %)
Sy = O(/2|u|72) (14.104)

The expression for each component of (X).J2(W) given by [Z98is a sum of
terms one factor of which is a component of (X)p and the other factor a compo-
nent of W. According to the above, each component of (X)pis O*(6™ |u|P*) for
some r1,p1. Our attention is at present confined to the case W = R. Viewing
the components of W = R in a way which would be valid also in the case of
the 2nd order Weyl current error estimates we see each component as being
O*(672|ulP?) according to:

a = 04(673/2|u|71)

B =06 ul7?)

pro = O0%|ul"?)

B =00l

a = 04532 |u|7?) (14.105)

implied by [2.146] and the bound on the quantity Q. We set, for each term in
the expression of a given component of (X).J?(R),

v =ri+re, p=pi+p (14.106)

We then assign, to each component of (X)J2(R), the pair r*,p*, where r* is
the minimal r’ and p* is the maximal p’ occuring in the terms constituting the
expression of that component. We obtain in this way the following tables. The
ordinals in these tables refer to the terms in the expressions

1. Case X =L

2( PJ2(R)) : 1" = —2,p* = -3

term | 7/ P’
Ist | —3/2 —4 (14.107)
2nd | —2 -3
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Z2( WJ2(R) :r* =1,p" = —6
term | 7' p/
1st 1 -6
ond |1 —13/2

o( "J(R)) :

term | r D
Ist |-3/2 -3
2nd | -1 —4
O( WA (R)) i7" =1/2,p" = —6
term | 7/ p/
Ist |1/2 —13/2
ond | 1/2 —6
AP J(R)) 1 = —1,p" = —4
term | 7/ p/
1st -1 =5
2nd | -1 —4
A(BLI(R) s 1% = 0,p" = =5
term | 7/ p/
1st 0 -5
2nd | 1/2 —6

term | T P

Ist | -1 =5

2nd | -1 -4
K(J(R) s 1 = 0,p" = =5

term | 7/ p/

st |0 =5

2nd | 1/2 —6

I( WJ2(R)) 1 = —1/2,p* = —4

term | r/ P’
Ist | —1/2 1
ond | -1/2 -5
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(14.113)
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I( BJX(R)) :r* = —1/2,p* = =5
term | ! P’
It |0 6 (14.116)
ond | —1/2 -5

2. Case X =0;:1=1,2,3

Z( OIJ2(R)) :r* = —1,p* = =3

/ /

term | 7 P
1st -1/2 —4 (14.117)
2nd | —1 -3

E( ODJ2(R)) : r* =2,p* = —13/2

term | ' p
1st 2 =7 (14.118)
2nd |2 —13/2

O( OVJA(R)) 1 r* = —1/2,p* = —4

/ /

term | T p
1st —-1/2 —4 (14.119)
2nd |0 —4

O( OV J2(R)) : r* =3/2,p* = —6

/ /

term | T p
1st 3/2 —13/2 (14.120)
2nd | 3/2 -6

A(©ODJ2(R)) i r* = 0,p* = —4

(14.121)
AC©LR(R) 1 =1,p7 = 6
term|7” P’
st |1 -6 (14.122)
ond |3/2 —6

K(©)J2(R)): r* =0,p* = —4
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(14.123)

(14.124)
term | 7 p’
st (12 -5 (14.125)
ond | 1/2 —5
I( OV J(R)) s 1t = 1/2,p" = =5
term | rp
st |1 —6 (14.126)
ond | 1/2 —5
3. Case X =S5

In this case only the case n = 3 occurs, therefore we only have to consider

O( ) J2(R)) and Z( 9)J2(R)) (see MZI4).

E( JXR)) :r* =2,p* = —13/2
term | rop

Ist |2 -7 (14.127)

ond |2 —13/2

O( WJA(R)) :r* =3/2,p" = —6

/ /

term | T p
1st 3/2 —13/2 (14.128)
2nd | 3/2 -6

We have completed the investigation of the components of the Weyl currents

(L) J2(R), ©)J%(R):i=1,2,3,and %) J?(R). These currents contribute to
n n 3

the error terms (%) (T)C: n=0123, © (T)C: n=0,1,23 and ¥ (T)C,
respectively, according to [4.12 413, and (414l We call these contributions

0 P ain=0,1,2,3, © %, 50 =01,23 and ) 7, respectively.
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Each component of the Weyl currents (). J2(R), (©)J?(R):i=1,2,3, and
(5) g2 (R) being expressed as a sum of terms by [[£.08 and these expressions
being substituted into[T412 T4T3, and 414l sums of trilinear terms result, two
of the factors in each term being contributed by the expression for a component
of the Weyl current (“).J?(R) in the case of 12, (©)J%*(R) :i = 1,2,3 in
the case of [Z13 and (¥).J?(R) in the case of [Z14] and the other factor being
a component of ELR, EoiR 4 = 1,2,3, and ESR, respectively, multiplied
by Q2 and the appropriate power of |u|?. Viewing these third factors in a
way which would be valid also in the case of the 2nd order Weyl current error

estimates, we see each third factor as being either O(6"#|u|P3) in the case of
factors involving a(LxR), B(LxR), p(LxR),o(LxR), 3(LxR), or O(5"3|u|P*)
in the case of factors involving g(ﬁ x R). The values of r3 and p3 assigned are
those implied by the bound on the quantity P;. To each trilinear term we can
then apply accordingly one of the last two cases of Lemma 13.1. Since the pair
r’,p’ corresponding to the first two factors of each trilinear term may be replaced
by the corresponding r*, p*, we then obtain a bound for the contribution of all
terms resulting from the product of a given component of (X J2? with a given

component of Lx R to the corresponding error integral

§2an+21 / 1P \du, (14.129)
M

by O(6¢), where e is the excess index (see [[332):
e=2q, +2l+r"+r3+1 (14.130)
provided that the integrability index s, defined by (see [3.33):
s=p +p3+3 (14.131)

is negative so that Lemma 13.1 applies. We obtain in this way the following
tables. The ordinals in these tables refer to the terms on the right hand side of
each of [4.12] - 414

1. Case X =L : [=1
) ©

7—0,2
term | e s
1st 1 -1 (14.132)
2nd | 3/2 -2
1
DR
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-2
-2
-1

:0=0

(14.133)

(14.134)

(14.135)

(14.136)

(14.137)

(14.138)



term | e s
1st 1 —3/2 (14.139)
2nd |1 —3/2

3.Case X =S5 :101=0

ORI

)

term | e s
1st 1 —3/2 (14.140)
2nd 1 —3/2

We see that all terms have negative integrability index so that Lemma 13.1
indeed applies. All terms have positive excess index, so there are no borderline
terms.

We summarize the results of this section in the following proposition.

Proposition 14.2 The 1st order Weyl current error integrals arising from J2,
[[4T129 satisfy the estimates:

sz [ )@ 2s iy < 00

M,

sz [0 % iy < 00)
M,

gt [ 108 iy < 06)
M,

stz [ 109, iy < 00)
M

’
o*

0
W%4wﬂbmﬁm®

1
W/|@9m%gw)
M,
2o ©) @
5 1 © D, < 06)
M

’
ok

g [ 10 Py g < 00)
M

’
ok
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and:

3
5243 /A, | (S) (T)c,z Idug < 0(0)

o*

14.4 The error estimates arising from J3

As we remarked in Chapter 12, for any commutation field X the associated
3-covariant tensorfield (X)g defined by 47 has the algebraic properties of a
Weyl current. It therefore decomposes into the components Z( (Xq), Z( X)g),
O( M), 8( Mg), Al Ng), Al M), K( Ng), K( X)q), 1( Xq), I( Xg).
The following lemma is established in a straightforward manner.

Lemma 14.2 The components of the Weyl current (X).J3 associated to the
commutation field X and to the Weyl field W are given by:

42( VW) = =31 Mg) - a(W) + 3A( Xg)BW) + 6K ( Ng) *BW)
+32( Xg)p(W) +2 *E( NMg)a(W)
AZ( PP W) = =314 Ng) - a(W) = 3A( Fq)p(W) — 6K ( Ng) *pW)
+32( Mg)p(W) -2 *5 (W)
M g)a(W) = 3K( Nq) *a(W) - 6I( Mg)&B(W)

46( 3 (W) = 3A(
+30( Mg (W)+3*®( X )e(W)
( o
')

IQV

w
40( M 3(W)) = 3A (X)Q) (W) - ((X) ) fa(W) +61( Xg)os(W)
+30( Mg)p(W) =3 0 Fg)a(W)
q), (W) = 3A( Xg)p(W) + 3K ( Xg)a(W)

O Xg) A a(W) +21( Fg) A B(W)
=3A( Mq)o(W) = 3K( Xg)p(W) +E( XMq) A BW)
1K POJ3 W) = —20( Xg) A a(W) — 21( Xg) A GOV)
(

2
+3A( Mg)o <W>—3K< 0 >p(W>—5( ) AB(W)
A1 X 3W)) = -2 D) - a(W) — 4A( Xg)B(W)
—31( Xq)p(W) =3 *1( Dg)a(W) —20( Xq) - g*(W)
AL XV 3W)) = =24 Dg) - a(W) + 4A( Kg)p(W)
=31 Xg)p(W) +3 “L( FXg)a(W) +20( Mgq) - gH(W)
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Using the table [LTTH of connection coefficients of the frame (e, : p =
1,2,3,4) and taking into account the basic identity [[LI87 we obtain:

22( M) = Q7D m 4 xF.m —Q wum (14.141)

22( Mg)=Q7'D Fm+x* - m—Q 'um (14.142)

. ~ 1 A A
20( Kg) =201 (D (X7 — EQtrX (X)Z') -8 Xm

+2¢ 5 — (2n+ )& Fm (14.143)

N A 1 A A
20( Mg) =201 (Q (X — 5ty (X)i) — & ®m

+2x M — (20— & Fm (14.144)

2A( X)g) = —Q~1D X _try X)j 1 giv Xy
: 2
=% M0 + @0+ ¢ Om) -5 Fpy - (14.145)

2A( Mg) = —07'D N —trx N+ div Om

—-(% Y+ @n-¢, (*’”m)—; (Opg  (14.146)

2K( Xg) = eyl Om+x A @it cn Om (14.147)
2K ( Mg) =il Vm+ A @i—¢n Om (14.148)

21( (X)q) =07'D -0 tw Ky — d (X5 — 21 (X5

. 2
—2f - Oy Omy - Xy (14.149)

2I( Mg) =Q7'D OIm — Q7w O — g D5 — 2

5 2
—opf . (X0 4t gy 4 3 Xy (14.150)

We consider as a single term the first term on the right hand side of [4.144]
because there is a crucial cancellation involved here as we shall presently see.
For the sake of symmetry we also consider as a single term the first term on the
right hand side of although there is no cancellation involved.

Consider first the case X = L. Then by the first of @3t

D By = 0612 |u|72) (14.151)
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However, since according to the first of .22

(L) = 20y, (14.152)
according to we have:
a1 . . .
D B — 5 X (B)i = Q?{2Vion + 2n&n — trxx} (14.153)

The estimates of Chapter 4 for the right hand side then give:
b Wj— %Qtr& (L)} — O (5/2]u|5) (14.154)
Consider next the case X = S. Then by the first of @14t
D 9 = 046V ?u|7?) (14.155)
However, according to the first of
)i = 2Q(ux + ux), (14.156)

hence:

D 9 — %Qtrx (97 = 20%2uD(Q7'R)
+2u (DY) - 52u(0))
+4Quwx + 2Q2% (1 - %uﬂtr&) (14.157)

Now, according to 31T}
DY) = —« (14.158)

It follows that the first term on the right in [ZI57is O*(63/2|u|~7/?). By IZ154
the second term is O*(63/2|u|=3). Also, by the estimates of Chapter 3 the third
and fourth terms are O*(6%/2|u|~*) and O*(§3/2|u|~3) respectively. We conclude
that:

D 9 — %Qtrx (97 = 04832 u|~®) (14.159)
Consider finally the case X = O; : i = 1,2,3. Then by the first of 00Tt
D (907 = 04(5Y2|u|7?) (14.160)
However (O = (Oi);;f satisfies the propagation equation BIT0
D O —Qtry O = —Qgtr O + 24, (%) (14.161)
hence we have:

. .1 . 1 N N
D (©9; — X (09 = 5 rx O +2£, (%) — Qxtr O)¢  (14.162)
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Let us define the symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields:
0; = O+ 2ufo,(QX) (14.163)

Let us also set: 1
€= ithrK -1 (14.164)

Then, taking into account the fact that:
trfo,(0X) = ¢ - £0. (%) = —QX Lo, (¢7) = (&, x)  (14.165)
takes the form:
u (Q (095 — %Qtrx (Oi)%) =v;+e¢ (Oi)g} — ug(Qx, (Oi)y})
—%gjtr )4 —uQgtr O04 (14.166)
Now, by the estimates of Chapter 3:
e =0%(Sul™) (14.167)

hence by Proposition 8.3 the second term on the right in [ZI66is O*(63/2|u|~2).
Moreover, by the same proposition and the results of Chapter 3 the third,
fourth and fifth terms on the right in are O4(5lu|=2), O*(6|u|=?) and
O*(5%/%|u|~3) respectively. It follows that we will have shown that:

A ~ 1 A
D (©9; — 5 Qtrx (097 = O*(8]u|~%) (14.168)
once we establish the following lemma.

Lemma 14.3 We have:
0 = O*(8|u|~?)

Proof: Consider first D9; along C,,. Since [L,0;] = 0 along C,,,, we have:
Dfo,(2x) = Lo, D(2x) : along Cy, (14.169)

Now, taking into account the fact that

trD(Q%) = ¢~ ' - D(Q%) = —Qx - D(¢ ") = 2(2%, ) (14.170)
gives:
. .1 1
D(Qx) = @ {W@ﬂ—i—ﬂ@ﬂ—i— 5‘51‘)@ - Qtrpz + gé()%,X)} (14.171)
Hence:
£o,D(%) = 0 {—%trxﬁop% + m} (14.172)
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where the x; are the symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields:

5 = o, (Vo + o) + o, 3k + (2.0 ) - (08

. . 1 1
+2(0;10g Q) {W@Q +n®@n + EtrxX - itrxfg + gf()Z,X)}EM.l??,)

By Proposition 6.2 and the estimates of Chapters 3 and 4 together with Propo-
sitions 8.1 and 8.2 the first term on the right in [4I73 is seen to be O*(|u|~3).
Also, by the estimates of Chapters 3 and 4 and the estimate [[.220 together with
Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 the remaining terms on the right hand side of
are seen to be O*(Ju|=2) as well. We conclude that:

ki = O*(Ju|™%) (14.174)

Considering D9; along C,,, and substituting for D£o, (%) along C,,, from
[[4169 and for D (994 along C,,, fromB63] (and recalling the definition
[[4.164 and the fact that Du = 0), we obtain the following propagation equation
for ¥, along C,:

DY; — Qtrxd; = ¢; : along Cy, (14.175)

where the ¢; are the symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields:

pi = —2ef0, (%) +2(1 +)(0:2)x
—2uQtrxLo, (QX) + J0i(Qtrx) + 2uQ’k; (14.176)

By the results of Chapters 3 and 4 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 the first
four terms on the right in [ZI70 are seen to be O*(6Y/2|u|=2), O*(6*/2|u|~?),
O4(6Y2|u|~3), O*(|u|~?), respectively. The last term is O*(|u|~2) by [ZI74
We conclude that:

pi =0 (|ul™?) (14.177)

Noting that the 1J; vanish on C|, we apply Lemma 4.6 to the propagation
equation [4.177 along C,, taking p = 4. Here r = 2, v = 2 andy = 0. We
obtain:

1940 28(5,0) < C [ oilzncs o, (14.178)
Substituting 4177 then yields:
19:ll L3S0 0y) < O(Bluo| ~/%) (14.179)

Consider next Dv; along each C,,. Since [L,O;] =0 on M’ we have:
Dfo,(Qx) = Lo,D(2x) : on M’ (14.180)
Now, taking into account the fact that:

rD(Q7 ) =47 DQTY) = Q7 - D) = 2[x (14.181)
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gives:
D(Qy) = Q% (~a+ gIx*) + 20wk (14.182)

Considering Dv; along each C,, and substituting for D£o, (2x) fromI4.180 and

Lo, applied to and for D (Ot along C,, from (and recalling the
definition [ZT64 and the fact that Du = 1), we obtain the following propagation
equation for J; along the C,:

Dy; — Mrxd; = p, (14.183)
where the p, are the symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfields:

p, = —4efo,(QX) + gO:(Qtry)
+2uflo, {9 (—a+ dIxI*) + 20wk} (14.184)

The results of Chapters 3 and 4 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 imply:
o, =0 (3lu|~?) (14.185)

To the propagation equation [[4.183] we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 4. Here
r=2,v=2,9=0 and we obtain:

Ju| 72|10 Las,, ) < Cluol ™2 19ill Lacs, ) + C/ /|72, s, o du
uo

14.186)
Substituting and then yields:
[9ill zas, ) < O(lul~*?) : V(u,u) € D, (14.187)

and the lemma is established.

Let us now go back to expressions [[4.147] - T4.I50 Consider first the case
X = L. Using the estimates - and 4154 as well as [4T102 and the
estimates [8.32] together with the estimates of Chapter 3, we deduce:

E(Hg) =0

E( Fg) = 01" ?[u| %)

o Bg) = 01673 2ul™)

o( Pg) = 0*(s"|ul~?)

A Fg) = 0* (57 ul7?)

A( Hq) = 0*(|u72)

K( gy =0

K(Pq) =0*(Jul~?)

I( Pg) =052 ul7?)

I( Wg) = 0452 u?) (14.188)
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Consider next the case X = O; : 1 = 1,2,3. Using the estimates [0.89 - [0.97] and
T4.768 as well as[[4.103 and the estimates B.144] together with the estimates of
Chapter 3, we deduce:

2(©q) = 0P ul ™)

E(©@g) =0

o ©g) =02 ul™)

O( (©g) = O*(5|u|~?)

A(19q) = O (Ju|™?)

A( ©g) = O*(6]u|~?)

K(9q) = 0*(|u|™?)

K((©g) = 0*(5[ul %)

I( ©Oq) = O* (52 |u|?)

I((9g) = 0*(s"[ul?) (14.189)

Consider finally the case X = S. Using the estimates [0.12] - and [[4.159 as
well as[[4.104 and the estimates B34 together with the estimates of Chapter 3,
we deduce:

E( ) =010 ul )

E( D) = 08 [ul %)

O Wq) =0 (52 [ul™)

O( ¥q) = 0*(6°2|ul~?)

A( D) = O (|u|™?)

A(Pg) = 0" (8lul™?)

K(®q) =0 (|lu|™?)

K( )q)=(94(5IUI %)

I(®gq) = 046" 2[u|7?)

I( Dg) = 05" *[ul?) (14.190)

The expression for each component of (X3 (W) given by Lemma 14.2 is
a sum of terms one factor of which is a component of (X)¢ and the other
factor a component of W. According to the above, each component of Xq
is O*(6"1|ulPr) for some r1,p;. Our attention is at present confined to the
case W = R. Viewing the components of W = R in a way which would be
valid also in the case of the 2nd order Weyl current error estimates we see each
component as being O%(6"2|ulP?) according to We set, for each term in
the expression of a given component of (X).J3(R),

r=ri4+ry, p=p1+p (14.191)

We then assign, to each component of (X)JB(R), the pair r*,p*, where r* is
the minimal " and p* is the maximal p’ occuring in the terms constituting the
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expression of that component. We obtain in this way the following tables. The
ordinals in these tables refer to the terms in the expressions of Lemma 14.2.

1. Case X = L
2( BVJ3(R)) :r* = —2,p* = -3
term | r’ P
1st -2 -3

ond | —3/2 —4

(the remaining terms vanish)

E(HIER)):r =1/2,p" = —6
term | 7 p’
st |1 —13/2
2nd |1 —6
3rd |1 -7
4th | 1/2 -6
5th | 1/2 —6

o( B J3(R)) :r* = =3/2,p* = -3

term | r’ P
Ist | —3/2 -3
ond | —3/2 —4
3rd | —1 —4
Ath | —-3/2 -4
5th | —3/2 —4
O( W I*(R)):r* =1/2,p* = —6
term | ' p/
st [1/2 —13/2
3rd |1/2 -6
Ath |1/2 —6
5th | 1/2 —6

(the 2nd term vanishes)

A B IR)) r* = —1,p* = —4
term | o
1st -1 —4
2nd | -1 =5
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(the remaining terms vanish)

A(PDJ3(R)) 7" =0,p" = =5

term | rop

Ist |0 —11/2

2nd |0 =5

3rd |0 —6

4th |0 =5
K(BJ3(R)) :r* = —1,p" = —4

term | 1/ p’

1st -1 —4

2nd | -1 —4

3rd -1 -5

(the remaining terms vanish)

K(MJ3(R)) 1" =0,p" = =5
term | 7 p’
Ist |0 —11/2
ond |1/2 —6
3rd |0 -5
4th |0 —6
5th |0 -5
I( BJ3(R)) 1" = —1,p* = —4
term | 7’ P’
1st —1 —4
ond | —-1/2 —4
3rd | —-1/2 -5
Ath | -1/2 -5
5th | —1/2 -5

I( M (R))

/

crf=—-1/2,p*=-5

/

term | r D

2nd |0 —6
3rd -1/2 =5
4th -1/2 -5
5th | 0 -5

(the 1st term vanishes)
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E( OVJ3(R)) :r*=—1,p* = -3
term | r’ P
1st —1 -3
ond | —1/2 —4
srd | —1/2 —4
Ath | —1/2 —4
5th | —1/2 —4
B( COLPR) 1 =2,p = 132
term | 7' p’
Ist |2 —13/2
2nd |2 -7
3rd |2 -7

(the remaining terms vanish)

O( OV J3(R)) 1 r* = —1/2,p* = —4
term | 7’ P’
Ist | -1/2 —4
ond | —1/2 -4
3rd |0 —4
Ath | —1/2 —4
5th | —1/2 —4

O( OV I3 (R)) :r* =1,p* = —6

term | ' p’

Ist | 3/2 —13/2
ond | 3/2 —13/2
3id |3/2 —6
4th | 1 —6
5th 1 —6

A( O T3(R)) 1+ = —1/2,p* = —4

term | r’ P
Ist | —1/2 -4
2nd |0 -5
3rd |0 -5
Ath |1/2 =5

ACCIFHR)) v = 1,p* = ~11/2
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term | ' p/
Ist |1 —11/2
ond |1 —6 (14.207)
3rd 1 —6
(the 4th term vanishes)
K( O J3(R)) :r* = —1/2,p* = —4
term | r’ P
Ist | —1/2 -4
2nd | 0 —4
g |0 . (14.208)
4th |0 -5
5th |1/2 -5
K(OVJ3(R)) s =1,p" = —11/2
term | rp
Ist |1 —11/2
ond |3/2 —6 (14.209)
3rd |1 —6
4th |1 —6
(the 5th term vanishes)
I( O J3(R)) 11" =1/2,p* = =5
term | rp
ond | 1/2 -5
3rd | 1/2 -5 (14.210)
Ath | 1/2 -5
5th | 1/2 -5
(the 1st term vanishes)
I( OIJ3(R)) :r* =1/2,p" = =5
term | " p’
Ist |1 —11/2
2nd | 1 —6
> |12 (14.211)
Ath | 1/2 -5
5th | 1/2 =5
3. Case X =9
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In this case only the case n = 3 occurs, therefore we only have to consider

O( B J3(R)) and Z( ) J3(R)) (see MTZI4).

Z( OJ3(R)) :r* =3/2,p" = —6

/ /

term | r P
1st 2 —13/2
2nd | 2 -7
ad |2 _7 (14.212)
4th | 3/2 -6
5th | 3/2 —6
O( D J3(R)) -1 =3/2,p* = —6
term | 7 p’
1st 3/2 —13/2
2nd | 3/2 —13/2
3ed |3/2 —6 (14.213)
4th | 3/2 -6
5th | 3/2 —6

We have completed the investigation of the components of the Weyl currents
(L) J3(R), ©IJ3(R):i=1,2,3, and ) J3(R). These currents contribute to

the error terms (L) (;})c: n = 05172;37 (0) (;—L)cl n = 071;273; and (5) (7:):)&

respectively, according to [4.12 M[4T13, and (414l We call these contributions

() (771)673: n=0,1,2,3, © (?)6,3: n=0,1,2,3, and (733)&3, respectively.

Each component of the Weyl currents (X)J3(R), (O)J3(R) : i = 1,2,3,
and (%) J3(R) being expressed as a sum of terms by Lemma 14.2, and these
expressions being substituted into I412] [4.13] and 414, sums of trilinear
terms result, two of the factors in each term being contributed by the expression
for a component of the Weyl current (©).J3(R) in the case of [ZIZ, (99).J3(R) :
i =1,2,3 in the case of [ZI3, and %) J3(R) in the case of [Z.14}, and the other
factor being a component of LLR, EOI.R ci=1,2,3, and LgR, respectively,
multiplied by 2% and the appropriate power of |u|?. Viewing these third factors
in a way which would be valid also in the case of the 2nd order Weyl current
error estimates, we see each third factor as being either O ("3 |u|P?) in the case of
factors involving a(ﬁXR),ﬁ(EXR),p(ZXR),J(ﬁXR),ﬁ(/:'XR), or O(d™3|ulPs)
in the case of factors involving g(ﬁ xR). The values of r5 and ps3 assigned are
those implied by the bound on the quantity P;. To each trilinear term we can
then apply accordingly one of the last two cases of Lemma 13.1. Since the pair
r’,p’ corresponding to the first two factors of each trilinear term may be replaced
by the corresponding r*, p*, we then obtain a bound for the contribution of all
terms resulting from the product of a given component of (X).J? with a given
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component of LxR to the corresponding error integral

§an+2 / | (0 (?)073 \dpg (14.214)
M

’
o*

by O(6°), where e is the excess index, defined as in [[4I30 provided that the
integrability index s, defined as in [[£I31] is negative so that Lemma 13.1 ap-
plies. We obtain in this way the following tables. The ordinals in these tables
refer to the terms on the right hand side of each of -[I414

1. Case X =L : [=1

70,3
term | e s
1st 1 -1 (14.215)
2nd 3/2 -2
o P,
term | [ S
1st 1 -2
ond |1 _9 (14.216)
3rd 1/2 -1
2
w P,
term | [ S
1st 1 -1
ond |1 . (14.217)
3rd 3/2 —2
3
w P,
term | e s
1st 1 —3/2 (14.218)
2nd 1/2 -1

2. Case X =0 :1=0

© P .
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1st 1 —2 (14.219)
2nd 3/2 —2
1)
(0) T3
term | e s
1st 1/2 —2
ond 1/2 9 (14.220)
3rd 1 -2
(2)
(0) T3
term | e S
1st 1 —3/2
2nd |1 —3/2 (14'221)
3rd 3/2 —2
(3)
(0) Tes
term | e s
1st 1/2 —3/2 (14.222)
2nd |1 —3/2

3.Case X =85 :101=0

(3)
() T3
term | e S
1st 1 —3/2 (14.223)
2nd 1/2 -1

We see that all terms have negative integrability index so that Lemma 13.1
indeed applies. All terms have positive excess index, so there are no borderline
terms.

We summarize the results of this section in the following proposition.
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Proposition 14.3 The 1st order Weyl current error integrals arising from J3,
[[22T4, satisfy the estimates:

s [ 10D iy < 00)

M,

§u+? / |0 s ldug < 06V%)
M,

g [ 10D iy < 00)
M,

g / |0 P lduy < 06V%)
M

’
o*

g [ 10Dy iy < 000
M

g [ 10 % ldny < 06
M,
5202 ©) @ <O(s
M’ | Tes ldpg < O(6)
g [ 10y ldny < 06
M,
and:
3
g [ 1O P, < 061
M

’
o*

We have now completed the 1st order Weyl current error estimates.

487



Chapter 15

The 2nd Order Weyl
Current Error Estimates

15.1 The 2nd order estimates which are of the
same form as the 1st order estimates

In the present section we shall estimate the contributions to the 2nd order Weyl
current error integrals of the terms

M JYLxR) + PJ*(LxR)+ VI3 (LxR)

in X, (V,X) = (L,L),(0;,L) : i =1,2,3,(0;,0;) 1 i,j = 1,2,3,(0;,5)
i=1,2,3,(5,9) (see [4TIH). These contributions are identical in form to the

1st order Weyl current error integrals. Thus the contribution to (*%) (77'1)0 is
identical in form to &) (77'1)c but with the derived Weyl field LR in the role of

the fundamental Weyl field R. The contribution to (OF) (?)C is identical in form

to (O (77’1)0 but with £~LR in the role of R. The contribution to (©9) (77})c is

identical in form to (© 7 but with the derived Weyl fields £o, R : i = 1,2,3 in

3
the role of the fundamental Weyl field R. Finally, the contributions to (99 (T)C

3 3 3
and to (95 (T)C are identical in form to (©) (T)C and %) (T)C but with the

derived Weyl field £ R in the role of the fundamental Weyl field R. The genuine
2nd order Weyl current error integrals, namely the contributions to the 2nd order
Weyl current error integrals of the term

Ly XJ

in YX)J shall be estimated in the next section. We pay special attention to
the terms giving rise to borderline error integrals.
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We first consider the contributions to the 2nd order Weyl current error in-
tegrals of the term B
) JYLxR)

in YX)J (Y,X)=(L,L),(0;,L) :i=1,2,3,(04,0;) :i,j = 1,2,3,(0;, ) :
i=1,2,3,(5,5). As we have seen in the previous chapter, it is the Weyl current
J1 which contributes borderline error integrals. We consider the expressions for
the components of (¥).J'(Lx R) given by Proposition 14.1 with the vectorfield
Y in the role of the vectorfield X and the derived Weyl field £x R in the role of
the Weyl field WW. The expression for each component of () J! (E~ xR) is a sum
of terms one factor of which is a component of (*)7%. We consider, as before,
the terms with the same such factor as a single term.

Consider first the cases X = L,0; : i = 1,2,3. As we discussed in the
previous chapter, in these expressions we are to substitute for:

Da(LxR), DB(LxR), Dp(LxR), Do(LxR), DB(Lx R)

from the inhomogeneous Bianchi equations of Proposition 12.4 with LxR in the
role of the Weyl field W and (X).J in the role of the corresponding Weyl current
J. Then the above will involve:

O( ), 1( FV7), A( 7), K( P7),2( )

respectively. After this substitution, the other factor of each term in the expres-
sion of a given component of ().J'(£x R) becomes the sum of a principal part,
which is a sum of Yand D derivatives of components of £x R, and Da(LxR), a
non-principal part, which is a sum of terms involving two factors, one of which is
a connection coefficient and the other a component of £y R, and terms involving
the above components of (¥).J.

We estimate

Va(Lx R), YB(£x R), dp(Lx R), dlo (Lx R), VB(Lx R), Ya(Lx R)
through Proposition 11.1 (see also [T.120) in terms of
£o,0(Lx R), £0,8(Lx R), 03p(Lx R), 0;0(Lx R), fo, 6(Lx ), £o,a(LxR)

(j = 1,2, 3) respectively, and the latter through Proposition 12.2; using also the
L bounds for the components of (©3)7 to estimate the remainders, in terms
of

a(Lo,LxR),B(Lo,LxR),p(Lo,LxR),0(Lo,LxR), (Lo, LxR),a(Lo,LxR)
(j = 1,2,3) respectively. The last are bounded according to the bound on the
quantity Ps.

In the case X = L we estimate

Da(LLR), DA(LLR), Dp(LLR), Do(LLR), DB(LLR), Da(LLR)
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through Proposition 12.2, using also the L> bounds for the components of (X7
to estimate the remainders, in terms of

a(LLLLR), B(LLLLR), p(LLLLR), 0(LLLLR), B(LLLLR), a(LLLLR)

respectively. The latter are bounded according to the bound on the quantity
Po.
In the case X = O; :i =1, 2,3, to estimate

DQ(EOi R)a Dﬁ(EO’LR)7 Dp(‘éOzR)v DU(EOi R)a Dé(‘éOlR)v IA)Q(‘CNOlR)
we first express these though Proposition 12.2 in terms of

Dfo, o, DLo,B, DOip, DOso, DLo, 3, DL

respectively. The remainders are bounded using the L*° bounds for the compo-
nents of (97 and the L*(S) bounds for their D derivatives. We then express,
using Lemma 1.3 and the commutator B.G4]

D&Oia = &Oiﬁa + @Zioz + ©93(Qx, ) — Qx( 9, a)
Dfo,B= Lo, DB+ £z,

DO;p=0;Dp+ Zip

DO;o = O;Do + Z;o

Dfo,B = Lo, DB+ £z,

Dfoa= Lo Da+ Ly a+ ©)i(Qy,a) - x( ©Vi,a) (15.1)

The second term on the right in each of the above is estimated using Propositions
8.4 and 9.2 and the bound on the quantity Q;. The third term present on the
right in the first and last of the above is estimated using the L* bounds for

(©)7 and Qy. The first terms on the right in the first five of [5.1] are bounded
through the inequalities I2.164] after substituting on the right the inequalities
2164, and In view of Lemma 12.6 we then obtain bounds in
terms of the quantity P2. The first term in the last of [5.1]is bounded through
the inequality [2.I8T] after substituting on the right the inequalities [2.182]
and In view of Lemma 12.6 we then obtain bounds in terms of
the quantity Ps.

Considering still the cases X = L, 0; : i = 1,2, 3, we must also appropriately
estimate Da(Lx R). In the case X = L we express Da (L, R) through Proposi-
tion 12.2 in terms of Qﬁg. The remainder is bounded using the L bounds for
the components of (“)7 and the L*(S) estimates for their D derivatives. Then
DDa is bounded through the inequality [Z228 In view of Lemma 12.6 we then
obtain a bound in terms of the quantity P2. In the case X = O; : i = 1,2,3
we express Da(Lo,R) in terms of Da(Lo,R) and isg(ﬁoiR). We already
discussed how the former is estimated. To estimate isg(foi R) we express it
through Proposition 12.2 in terms of @S&Oi a. The remainder is bounded using
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the L bounds for the components of ()7 and the L*(S) bounds for their £g
derivatives (which are expressed in terms of D and D derivatives). Using the
commutation relation

[S, 0i] = uZ; (15.2)
which follows from [B:64] and the first of B40, we then express, using Lemma 1.3,

@s&oig = Zoiisg"‘ﬂizig + (O0i( i a) — i( (©i q) (15.3)
The second term on the right is estimated using Propositions 8.4 and 9.2 and
the bound on the quantity Q7. The third term on the right is estimated using
the L°° bounds for (©97 and (9. Finally, in view of [ZI80 the first term on
the right is estimated through the inequality [2.T81] after substituting on the
right the inequalities [[2.182 and [[2.7920 In view of Lemma 12.6 we then
obtain a bound in terms of the quantity Ps.
Consider finally the case X = S. In this case only the case n = 3 occurs, so
we only have to consider the expressions for

2( MJNLsR)) and ©( V)TN (LsR))

given by Proposition 14.1 with Y = S,0; : i = 1,2, 3 in the role of X and LsR
in the role of W. These expressions contain
YB(LsR), Ya(LsR),
DB(LsR),Da(LsR), DB(LsR), Da(LsR)

We estimate B B
YB(LsR), Ve (LsR)
through Proposition 11.1 (see also [T.126)) in terms of

¢Oié(ésR)7 &OIQ(EsR) 72 = 17 27 3

respectively, and the latter through Proposition 12.2, using also the L bounds
for the components of (997 to estimate the remainders, in terms of
ﬁ(ioiésR),g(ZoiésR) ; 1= 1, 2, 3

respectively. The last are bounded according to the bound on the quantity Ps.
To estimate DQ(ESR) we express it through the inhomogeneous Bianchi

equations (Proposition 12.4), with LsR in the role of W and (%).J in the role of
J, in terms of dp(LsR), do(LsR), which are estimated through Proposition 11.1
in terms of O;p(LsR), 0;0(LsR);i = 1,2,3 respectively. The last are estimated
by There is also a source term I( (¥).J) in the inhomogeneous Bianchi
equation in question, which is estimated following the approach of Chapter 14.

To estimate ﬁg(ﬁSR) we express it through the inhomogeneous Bianchi
equations, with LsR in the role of W and (®).J in the role of J, in terms of
YB(LsR), which is estimated through Proposition 11.1 in terms of £o, 3(LsR).
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The latter is in turn estimated through Proposition 12.2 in terms of B(EOiESR).
The last is bounded according to the bound on the quantity Po. There is also a
source term ©( (9).]) in the inhomogeneous Bianchi equation in question, which
has already been estimated in Chapter 14.

To estimate DB(LsR) we express it through the inhomogeneous Bianchi

equations (Proposition 12.4) with LsR in the role of W and ()] in the role of
J in terms of WQ(ESR). We have already discussed how the latter is estimated.
There is also a source term Z( (%).J) in the inhomogeneous Bianchi equation in
question, which has already been estimated in Chapter 14.

Finally, to estimate Da(LsR) we express it in terms of Da(LsR) and
iSQ(ENSR). We have already discussed how the former is estimated. We es-
timate the latter through Proposition 12.2 in terms of g(fgﬁgR). The last is
bounded according to the bound on the quantity Ps.

According to the above discussion, the other factor in the expression of a
given component of () J? (E~ x R) is a sum of terms each of which may be viewed
as being either O(6"|ul?) or O(§"|ulP). We then define r9 to be the minimal r
and po to be the maximal p occuring in the terms of the other factor of a term
involving a given component of ()7 in the expression of a given component of

() JY(LxR). We then set, for each term involving a given component of )7,
which is ©@°° (6" |u|P*), in the expression of a given component of ).J'(Lx R),

r'=ri+re, p =pi+pe (15.4)

We then assign, to each component of () J1(Lx R), the pair r*, p*, where r* is
the minimal 7" and p* is the maximal p’ occuring in the four terms constituting
the expression of that component. We obtain in this way tables which are similar

to the tables [4.28) - 1437 [4.33] [4.37] M4.36] [4.38 - 1440, and 441 - 14.44]
4406 01448 0449, 04511 - 0453 and 1454, In fact, the tables for the
case Y = X = L (I = 2) are identical to the tables for the case X = L (I = 1)
of Chapter 14, but with the values of ' and r* decreased by 1. The tables for
the case Y = 0; : i =1,2,3, X = L (I = 1) are identical to the tables for the
case X = 0; :i=1,2,3 (I =0) of Chapter 14 but with the values of ' and r*
decreased by 1. The tables for thecase Y =0;:j=1,2,3, X =0;:1=1,2,3
(I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case X = O; : j = 1,2,3 (I = 0) of
Chapter 14. The tables for the case Y = O; : i = 1,2,3, X = S (I = 0) are
identical to the tables for the case X = O; : i = 1,2,3 (I = 0) of Chapter 14.
Finally, the tables for the case Y = X = S (I = 0) are identical to the tables
for the case X = S (I =0) of Chapter 14.

Each component of the Weyl currents (“)JY(LLR), ©DJYLLR) : i =
1,2,3, ©DJYLp,R);i,j =1,2,3 and ©)JY(LgR) :i=1,2,3, SJ(LsR)
being written as a sum of terms in the manner discussed above, and these ex-
pressions being substituted into[T4.27] 14.22] and [14.24] respectively,
sums of trilinear terms result, two of the factors in each term being contributed
by the expression for a component of the Weyl current (©)J? (£~ L R) in the case
of M2 ©)JYLLR) :i=1,2,3in the case of A2 (©)JY (Lo, R) :i,j =
1,2,3 in the case of [& 23 and (99)J*(LsR) in the case of [A24, 9)J'(LsR) in
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the case ofﬂm, and the other factor being a component of ELELR Eo LIR:
1=1,2,3, EOEOR 13—123and£o£5R 1=1,2,3, ESESRrespec—
tively, multlphed by ©* and the appropriate power of |u|*. Each third factor
is either O(6"|u[P?) in the case of factors involving a(LyLxR), B(LyLxR),

p(LyLxR), o(LyLxR), B(L‘yﬁXR) or O(0"#|u|P?) in the case of factors in-
volving g(ﬁyﬁ xR). The values of r3 and ps assigned are those implied by the
bound on the quantity P,. To each trilinear term we can then apply accordingly
one of the first three cases of Lemma 13.1. Since the pair 7/, p’ corresponding to
the first two factors of each trilinear term may be replaced by the corresponding
r*,p*, we then obtain a bound for the contribution of all terms resulting from
the product of a given component of (¥)J! (£~ x R) with a given component of
Ly LxR to the corresponding error integral

gt [0 G Jay, (15.5)

0(6¢), where e is the excess index, defined as in [4.58, provided that the
integrability index s, defined as in[I4.59] is negative so that Lemma 13.1 applies.
We obtain in this way tables which are similar to the tables - In
fact, the tables for the case (Y X) = (LL) (I = 2) are identical to the tables for
the case X = L (I = 1) of Chapter 14. The tables for the case (YX) = (OL)
(I = 1) are identical to the tables for the case X = O (I = 0) of Chapter 14.
The tables for the case (Y X) = (OO) (I = 0) are identical to the tables for the
case X = O (I =0) of Chapter 14. Finally, the table for the case (Y X) = (0OS)
(I = 0) is identical to the table for the case X = O (I = 0) of Chapter 14 and
the table for the case (YX) = (SS5) (I = 0) is identical to the table for the case
X =S (I =0) of Chapter 14.

We must now analyze in more detail the terms with vanishing excess index
as they give rise to borderline error integrals. They occur only in the cases

n =1 and n = 3. The terms which give borderline contributions to (©£) ( )

, (05 (7?',)0, (00) 1 (3) and (99 (3)c (85) 7 & . are the terms:
- 6Q3|u|6trx(( Wip(LLR) — *Fio(LLR)), a(LLLLR)) (15.6)

6(23|u|6trxz Dip(LLR) — *©9Vig(LLR)),a(Lo,LLR) (15.7)

6QB|U|6UXZ: Dip(Lo,R) — *“Via(Lo,R)),alLo,Lo,R))  (15.8)
and:
— 60%ul’trx Y (( 9Vip(LsR) — *©Vio(LsR)),a(Lo,LsR))  (15.9)
= 6Q%ultrx(( Wip(LsR) — *Fio(LsR)), a(LsLsR)) (15.10)
respectively.
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Using the precise bound 472 the facts that:

- (2)
[trxp(LLR) |20y < CO V2|72 (£1)? + Vu € [ug, ")
~ (2)
[rxo(LLR) 120, < CO V2 ul 72 (1) + Vu € [ug, ¢*) (15.11)

as well as the fact that:

(3)
193 ulPa(LLLLR)| L2 305—1/2(f2)1/2 : Yu € [0,0) (15.12)

(see TZT04 and [[2.140), and following the proof of Case 2 of Lemma
13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the term [I5.G to the error integral [5.5]
with (YX) = (LL) (I =2) and n = 3 is bounded by:

@ 3
CREF () (E1)/*(F2)'/? (15.13)

Using the precise bound [[Z70] as well as [I5.11] and

~ (2)
lrxp(Lo, R 20,y < C8?|ul 7> (€

~ (2)
||trKU(['O,- R)HL?(Cu) < 051/2|u|_3( &

1)1/2 : Yu € [ug, c¥)
DY2: Yu € [ug, ¢*) (15.14)

and:
(2)
[trxp(LsR) | L2(c) < COV2ul 73 ((€1)2 + 0(8)) & Vu € [ug, c*)

lorxo (s R) 2y < C82ul (€)' +0(6)) + Yu€ uo, )
(15.15)

which follow from [[3.55] and the facts that:

(3)
F)'? : Vuel0,8) (15.16)

(3)
9% [ul* (Lo, Lo, Rllz2(c,) < OO F)Y? L Yue0,6) (15.17)

(3)
193 ul*a(Lo, LsR)|| L2 §063/2(f2)1/2 : Yu €1[0,6) (15.18)

19°ulPa(Lo, LLR) 12, < C8Y3(

(see [2Z109 M2.114 2119, and [[2.140), and following the proof of Case
2 of Lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the term [I5.17to the error

integral [[5.0 with (YX) = (OL) (I = 1) and n = 3, the contribution of the
term to the error integral [5.5 with (Y X) = (OO) (I =0) and n = 3, and
the contribution of the term to the error integral [5.5] with (Y X) = (OS)
(I =0) and n = 3, are all three bounded by:

C (R (B) +R8°(6))((5) 2B L o) (15.19)
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Using the precise bound 479 as well as and the fact that:
R (3)
19w a(LsLsR)|r2c,) < C6**(F2)'? + Vue[0,0) (15.20)

(see 2124 and [[2.740), and following the proof of Case 2 of Lemma
13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the term to the error integral
with (YX) = (5S) (I =0) and n = 3 is bounded by:
00 (4 0o @ 1/2 @) 1/2
C(DG* (%) + R (@) (E1) 7 (F2) '~ 4+ 0(9) (15.21)
In view of M4.82 M4.84 the expressions [5.13] and [1.2]] are in turn
bounded by

O((g)z)l/z’((?l)l“((9?5)2)1/2 +0(5'?) (15.22)
C(E2) (82 (Fa) 2 + 0(51/2) (15.23)
and © @) 3)
C {DS"(X) - (52)1/2} (EDVA(F2)Y2+0(5"?) (15.24)
respectively.

1 1 1
The terms which give borderline contributions to (“%) (T)C, (oL) (T)C, (00) (T)C
are the terms:

203|utry {( D} (L R)p(LLLLR) + <L>%Aa(£LR)a(f:Lf:LR)} (15.25)

20°u*trx ) {( ©)i, a(LLR))p(Lo, LLR) + ©)i A a(ﬁLR)a(Eoi/:'LR)}

(15.26)
2Q3|u|2trzz {( ©1)7, (Lo, R))p(foj Lo,R)+ ©Dina(Lo, R)o(ﬁoj ENOZ,R)}
,J

(15.27)

respectively.

Using [4.72 the fact that:
~ (0)

[trxa(LLR)|| 120,y < CO 2 |ul "M & DY2: Yu € [ug, ¢*) (15.28)

as well as the facts that:
- - (2)
192 |ul?p(LLRLLR)| 12(c,) < C5=32 (€)% 1 Yu € [ug, c¥)

o 2)
193 u?0(LLRLLR) | 120y < CO3/2(E2)Y? 1 Yu € [ug, c*[15.29)

(see TZT03 and [2139), and following the proof of Case 1 of Lemma
13.1 we deduce that the contribution of the term [I5.25 to the error integral [5.5]
with (YX) = (LL) (I =2) and n =1 is bounded by:

(2)

0738"(61)((2)1)1/2(52)1/2 (15.30)
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Using [T4.76] as well as [[5.28 and

~ (0)
[trxa(Lo, R)||r2(c,) < C5~Hul7H(& DY2 o Yu € [ug, ¢*) (15.31)

and the facts that:

. (2)
19%|ul?p(Lo, LLR) || 20y < COV2(E2)V? : Vu € [ug, c¥)

o (2)
193 u?0(Lo, LLR) |12,y < CITV2(E2)Y? 1 Vu € [ug, c*)(15.32)

O (2)
19°[ul®p(Lo, Lo, R)llL2(c.) < COY2(€2)Y? + Vu € [ug,c”)

L )
19%[ul?0(Lo, Lo, R)||12(c.y < COY2(E2)Y? + VYu € [ug, ¢*)(15.33)

(see (2108, MZTT3 and [2.139), and following the proof of Case 1 of
Lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the term to the error
integral [[5:3 with (Y X) = (OL) (I = 1) and n = 1 and the contribution of the
term [[5.27] to the error integral I5.H with (Y X) = (OO) (I =0) and n = 1, are
both bounded by:

CIRA(B) + RE(B) (&) V2(£2)12 + 0(52) (15.34)
In view of [4.82] M4.84] the expressions [5.30, [5.34] are in turn bounded by
C((§)2)1/2((§)1)1/2(%)2)1/2 +0(5'?) (15.35)
and
C(Ea)2(E 02 (Ea) 2 + 0512 (15.36)
respectively.

We turn to consider the contributions to the 2nd order Weyl current error
integrals of the terms

M J2(LxR) and J3(LxR)

in YXJ, (V,X) = (L,L),(0;,L) : i =1,2,3,(0;,0;) 1 i,j = 1,2,3,(0;,5) :
i =1,2,3,(5,5). Now, the contributions of “)J?(£;R) and (“).J3(LLR) to

(LL) (771)6 are identical in form to (&) (/;—L)C_VQ and (&) (?)613 respectively, but with

LR in the role of R. The contributions of (@) J2(£;R) and (©9).J3(LLR) to

(oL) (;L)c are indentical in form to (©) (77})6,2 and (©) (?)6,3 respectively, but with

L1 R in the role of R. The contributions of (%) J2(Lo, R) and (93).J3(Lo, R) to

(00) (;L)C are identical in form to (@) (?)6,2 and (@) (;'L)C’g respectively, but with

Lo, R in the role of R. The contributions of (©).J?(LsR) and (©).J3(LsR) to

3 3 3
(05) (T)C are identical in form to (@) (T)C)Q and (O (T)C_rg respectively, but with
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LR in the role of R. Finally, the contributions of (%)J2(LgR) and ) J3(LgR)

5 @

3 3
to (59 (T)C are identical in form to %) 7.5 and (%) (T)C,g respectively, but

with £gR in the role of R.
Now, by [2.749 [2.174] and the bounds on the quantity Qs, we have:

Do = O*(67ul™")
DB = O"(67%2|u| )
Dp =057 u| ™)

Do = O (67 u|™3)
DB = O*(|u[™)
Da = 0612 |u|~%/?) (15.37)

Taking also into account [Z:I05 and the L> bounds on the components of (X7,
we then deduce from Proposition 12.2 that:

a(LLR) = O (6 |ul ™)

B(LLR) = O* (5% |u|7?)

p(LLR) = O (6~ |u~?)

a(LLR) = O (67 ul™?)

B(LLR) = O*(ju|™*)

a(LLR) = O ?|u|79/?) (15.38)

These are similar to [[Z.T08 but with the exponents of § reduced by 1. It follows
that the tables for the components of (“).J2(L;R) and (X).J3(LLR) (I = 2) are
similar to the tables [[4.107] - and - for the components of
(L) J2(R) and (F)J3(R) (I = 1), respectively, but with the values of r" and r*
reduced by 1. It then follows that the tables for the contributions of (%).J2(LpR)
and (WJ3(LLR) to (FD) (T)C are identical to the tables - and
- for (L) (;I)C,g and (&) (?)6,3 respectively. Also, the tables for
the components of (99)J2(L;R) and (©)J3(LLR) (I = 1) are similar to the
tables [4.117 - [4.126] and [4.202 - 2211 for the components of (?#).J?(R) and
(@) 73(R) (I = 0), respectively, but with the values of 7 and 7* reduced by
1. Then the tables for the contributions of (©)J2(£;R) and (©).J3(L,R) to
©0) % are indentical to the tables . and . for
2 an T ¢,3 respectively.
By and the bound on the quantity Qs, together with and
Propositions 8.1 and 8.2, we have:

Lo, = O (6732 |ul ™)
Lo, =067 2 ul7?)
Oip = O*(Ju]™?)
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Oio = O (ju| ™)
fo.8=0"Glul™)
Lo,a= O |u| ) (15.39)

Taking also into account IZ 108 and the L> bounds on the components of (97,
we then deduce from Proposition 12.2 that:

a(Lo,R) = O (673 |u|™)
B(Lo,R) = O* (6~ *[u|?)
p(Lo,R) = O*(ju| ™)
o(Lo,R) = O*(Ju|™*)
B(Lo,R) = O*(8]ul™")
a(Lo,R) = 0632 |u|~9/?) (15.40)

These are similar to [4.105 It follows that the tables for the components of
©)J2(Lo,R) and (©)J3(Lo, R (I = 0) are similar to the tables MTZII7 -
and - MZ211] for the components of (©3)J2(R) and (94 .J3(R)
(I = 0), respectively. It then follows that the tables for the contributions of

(©1) J2(Lo,R) and (©1) J3(Lo, R) to (©O9) (;l)c are identical to the tables[T4.130l

- T3 and 2T - [E2 for © ¥, and © 5, respectively.
Expressing
Da, D8, Dp, Do, D3
by means of the homogeneous Bianchi equations and using[[2.T48 and the bound
on the quantity Qs as well as [4.105 and the L> bounds of Chapter 3 for the
connection coefficients we deduce:

Da = O'(67|ul )
D = 06 |ul )
Dp = O'(Jul™)
Do = O*(Ju|™)
DB = 0*(8]u| ") (15.41)
Also, according to and the bound on the quantity Qo:
Da = O*(8%/2|u|~11/?) (15.42)

Combining [[5.41] and with [5.37 we conclude that:
Foor = OH 5™
£ =00 u|?)
Sp=O'(Ju|™%)
So = O (|Ju|™%)
£sB = O*(8lul ")
Fga = O (/2 ~5/2) (15.43)
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Taking also into account [ZI05 and the L° bounds on the components of ()7,
we then deduce from Proposition 12.2 that:

a(LsR) = O*(6%|u|™")

B(LsR) = O (6 |u|?)

p(LsR) = O*(|u]™?)

a(LsR) = O*(|u|~?)

B(LsR) = O*(8]ul™)

a(LsR) = 0483/ %|u|~/?) (15.44)

These are similar to It follows that the tables for the components of

(©) J2(LsR) and (O J3(LsR) (I = 0) are similar to the tables [Z117-
and (2202 - TZ21Tl for the components of (99 J2(R) and (©).J3(R) (I = 0), re-
spectively. It then follows that the tables for the contributions of (%) .J2(LgR)

and (99J3(LgR) to (©%) (733)6 are identical to the tables and

©) © ©) © .
for T c,2 and T'c,3 respectively. Also, the tables for the components
of ) J2(LsR) and ) J3(LsR) (I = 0) are similar to the tables -
and - for the components of %)J?(R) and %) J3(R)
(I = 0), respectively. Then the tables for the contributions of (5).J2(LgR)

8 3
and ) J3(LsR) to (%) (T)c are identical to the tables and for

3 3
(5) (T)C,Q and () (T)C,g respectively.

We summarize the results of this section in the following Proposition.

Proposition 15.1 The contributions to the error integral
(n)
52qn+2l/ | (Y X)) ?C |d,ug
M/,

of the terms B B B
M JYLxR)+ VD JXLxR)+ J° Y (LxR)

are bounded as follows.
1. For (YX) = (LL).

In the case n = 0 by:
0(5)

In the case n =1 by:

(© (0) (2)

O( 5)2)1/2(8 1)1/2(5 2)1/2 + 0(51/2)

In the case n = 2 by:
0(5)
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In the case n = 3 by:
(0) (2) (3)
O( £ 2)1/2( £ 1)1/2(]_-2)1/2 + 0(51/2)
2. For (YX) = (OL).
In the case n = 0 by:

0(%)
In the case n =1 by:

(1) (0) (2)
C(f,’ 2)1/2(8 1)1/2(8 2)1/2 + 0(61/2)

In the case n = 2 by:
0(9)

In the case n = 3 by:
1) (2) (3)

O( £ 2)1/2( £ 1)1/2(]_-2)1/2 + 0(51/2)
3. For (YX) = (00).

In the case n = 0 by:
0(%)

In the case n =1 by:

(1) (0) (2)
C(S 2)1/2(5 1)1/2(8 2)1/2 + 0(61/2)

In the case n = 2 by:

0(9)
In the case n = 3 by:

(1) (2) (3)
O( £ 2)1/2( £ 1)1/2(]_-2)1/2 + 0(51/2)

4. For (YX) = (OS).
Here we only have the case n = 3, where we have a bound by:

(1) (2) (3)
O( £ 2)1/2( £ 1)1/2(]_-2)1/2 + 0(51/2)

5. For (YX)=(S95).
Here we only have the case n = 3, where we have a bound by:

(0) (2) (3)
c {fo@ n (52)1/2} G2y 4 0@
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15.2 The genuine 2nd order estimates

In the present section we shall estimate the contribution to the 2nd order Weyl
current error integrals of the term

By X

in Y J7(V,X) = (L,L),(0;,L) :i=1,2,3,(0,0) :i,j = 1,2,3,(0;,9) :
i=1,2,3,(5,9) (see[[LTIH). Again, we pay special attention to the terms giving
rise to borderline error integrals.

We first consider the contribution to the 2nd order Weyl current error inte-
grals of the term

Ly X JYR)

Special care is needed here, because, as we have seen in the previous chapter, it
is the Weyl current J! which contributes borderline error integrals. We consider
the expressions for the components of (X).J L(R) given by Proposition 14.1 with
the fundamental Weyl field R in the role of the Weyl field W. The expression
for each component of (X)J'(R) is a sum of terms one factor of which is a
component of (X)7 and we consider the terms with the same such factor as a
single term. After the substitution for

Do, DB, Dp, Do, DB and Da

from the homogeneous Bianchi equations, as discussed in the previous chap-
ter, the other factor of each term in the expression of a given component of

(X) JT(R) becomes a sum of a principal part, which is a sum of 1st derivatives
of components of R, and a non-principal part, which is a sum of terms consisting
of two factors, one of which is a connection coefficient and the other a compo-
nent of R. Moreover, only YV or D derivatives of the components «, 3, p, o, 5
and only Yor D derivatives of the component « occur. Now, the components of
Ly X JY(R) are given by Proposition 12.3 in terms of the £y derivatives of the
components of (X).J1(R). The remainders are estimated using the L bounds
for the components of (*)7 and the estimates for the components of (X).J'(R)
of Chapter 14. Now if £y is applied to a term in the expression of a given
component of (X)J'(R) a sum of two terms will result, one of which will have
as a first factor the £y derivative of the corresponding component of (X% and
the same second factor as the original term, and the other term will have the
component of (X)7 as a first factor and £y applied to the second factor of the
original term, plus possibly a bilinear expression in (Y);zf and the second factor
of the original term, as the other factor. The bilinear expression results from
applying £y to the coefficients of the expression constituting the given original
term, which may involve ¢ and ¢. The first of the two resulting terms is to be
estimated by placing the first factor in L*(S) using L*(S) estimates for the 1st
derivatives of the components of (X)7, and the second factor in L*(.S) using the
L*(S) estimates for the 1st derivatives of the componets of R. The second of
the two resulting terms is to be estimated by placing the first factor in L*° using
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the L™ estimates for the components of (¥)7, the principal part of the second
factor in L?(C,,) or L?(C,,) as shall be described in more detail below, and the

—U

remainder of the second factor in L?(C,). In fact, the estimates of Chapters 3
and 4 together with the L estimates for the components of R and the L*(S)
estimates for their 1st derivatives (and L° bounds for (Y)#) give an L*(S)
estimate for the remainder, which implies a corresponding L?(C,) estimate.

The principal part of the second factor of the second of the two terms re-
sulting from a given term in the expression of a given component of X).J'(R)
by applying Ly, is a term or a sum of terms of the form:

Ly Yo, Ly Y3, Ly dp, Ly flo, £y VB and £, Yo (15.45)

(the first and last of these being the trace-free parts relative to the last two
indices of £y Yo and £y Yo respectively) and:

£y Da, £y DB,Y Dp,Y Do, £y D and Ly Da (15.46)

The first five of each of [h.45] is to be estimated in L?(C,,), while the last
is to be estimated in L?*(C,,), in the manner to be presently discussed.

Consider first the case Y = L. Then by Lemma 4.1 (see also and a
similar identity with « in the role of «) each of [5.45lis equal to

YDa, VDS, dDp, Do, YDB and YDa (15.47)

respectively, plus a remainder which can be estimated in L*(S), therefore also
in L?(C,,) using the estimates of Chapter 4 together with the L> estimates for
the components of R. Also, each of [5.40is equal to

D2a, D*B,D?p, D*¢, D*3 and DDa (15.48)

respectively. The first five of each of 0547 [5.48 are estimated in L?(C,,)
according to the bound on the quantity Qs. The last of [5.47 is estimated in
L?(C,,) through inequality [2.193 and the bounds on the quantities P2 and Q.

The last of [5.48 is estimated in L?(C,,) through inequalities T2.203 and T2.228
and the bounds on the quantities Py and Q. In this way we obtain:

£, Vo = O(5*2u|7?)

2058 = O(0~2[u| )

Lidp = O ul™)

Lido = O |ul~%)

258 = O([u|™)

£, Ya = O(5"?[u|711/2) (15.49)

and:

£,Da = 0@ ™)
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£.DB = O(5?[u|?)

LDp = O(52[u|~?)

LDo = 0(572|u|73)

£.DB = O ul~)

£,Da = O(5"?|u|~1/?) (15.50)

Consider next the case Y = O; : j = 1,2,3. Then each of [[5.45]is equal to

Zloj Yeu, Lo, Y3, Lo, dp, Lo, do, Lo, VB and Zzoj Yo (15.51)

respectively, and each of is equal to
Lo, Da, £0,DB,0;Dp,0;Da, £o,DB and £, Da (15.52)

respectively. In view of Propositions 8.1, 8.2, the first five of each of [5.50, I5.51]
are estimated in L?(C,) and the last of each of [5.51] [[5.52 are estimated in
L?(C,,), according to the bound on the quantity Qs. In this way we obtain:

Lo, Yoo = O(6*2Ju|~2)
Lo,Y3 =0 2ul~?)
Lo,fp = O(u|™*)

¢Ojd0 = 0(|“|_4)
£0,YB = O(3]ul ™)
Lo, Yo = O(6%?|u|~11/2) (15.53)

and:

Lo, Da = O/ ul ™)

£0,D8 = 06> 2[u|?)

0,Dp = O u ™)

OjDo = O(5 |u|~?)

£0,D5 = O(Ju|™)

£o,Da = O(%/2[u|~1/2) (15.54)

Consider finally the case Y = S. Then X = S, and since in this case

only the case n = 3 occurs, we only have to consider the terms resulting from

£LsZ( BV JY(R)) and ZZSQ( (S)JY(R)). From Proposition 14.1 we see that these
involve only

£sYB and £4Va (15.55)

(the second being the trace-free part relative to the last two indices of £gYa)

and o
ﬂSDﬁ and LsDo (15.56)
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By Lemma 4.1 the first and second of [[5.58] are equal to

Vs and Yigo (15.57)

plus remainders which can be estimated in L*(S), therefore also in L?(C,,) using
the estimates of Chapter 4 together with the L>° estimates for the components
of R. The first of [5.57is estimated through inequality [2.243 and the bounds on
the quantities P2 and Qs. The second of [[5.57 is estimated through inequality
and the bounds on the quantities Py and Qs. In this way we obtain:

£sY3 = O(8ul ™)
LYo = O(5°/2|ul~11/2) (15.58)
The first of [5.56] is equal to:
£sDS = uDDS +uD?f (15.59)

The second term is estimated in L?(C,) according to the bound on the quantity
Q5. To estimate the first term we appeal to the sixth of the Bianchi identities,
given by Proposition 1.2:

1
Di+50rx 3= B+wh = @ {~fp+ “do —3np+3 “no +2x* - 8} (15.60)

Applying Dto this identity yields the following expression for DD g3:
1
DD = - OtrxDB + QxF - DB —wDp3
1 Ay
—5D(Qtry) 3 + D(2X) - * — (Dw)3

+02 {(x. 08— 2% x 1) -
+Q{—dDp+ *dDo — 3nDp + 3 *nDo
—3(Dn)p +3 *(Dn)o

+ 28 DA+2(DY) - 5}
—20% *i* - (do + 3no)

+Quw{~dp+ *fo—3up+3 "o+ 28} (15.61)
Consider first the principal terms on the right. These are the terms —@Dp +
*dDo in the second parenthesis. Now Dp, Do are given by the Bianchi iden-

tities [3.51l The principal terms in Dp and Do are the terms —Qdiv /3 and
—Qcyrl 3 respectively. Thus the principal part of the right hand side of [5.61]

is:

(v — ey §) = O]u|~°) (15.62)
according to the bound on the quantity Q». Using[I5.41] the L°° bounds for the
components of R and the results of Chapters 3 and 4 we find that the remaining
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terms on the right in [5.61] are O*(Ju|=%), therefore also O(Ju|~). We then
conclude that:
DDB = O(|u|™°) (15.63)

It then follows that:
LsDB = O(|u|™) (15.64)

The second of is equal to:
LsDa = ub’a + uDDa (15.65)

The first term is estimated in L?(C,,) according to the bound on the quantity

Q,, while the second term is estimated in L?*(C,,) through inequalities T2.203
and [[2.22§ and the bounds on the quantities P and Q5. We then obtain:

£sDa = O(6*[ul 172 (15.66)

According to the preceding discussion the first term resulting by applying £y
to a given term in the expression of a given component of X) ! (R) consists of
two factors the first of which is O*(6"1:1|u[P11) and the other is O*(6721 |u|P21).
We set:

ry=7r11+721, Py =Dp11+Dp21 (15.67)

The second term resulting by applying £y to a term in the expression of
a given component of (X).J'(R) consists of two factors the first of which is
O (672 |u[P12) and the second is a sum of terms each of which is either O(6" |u|?)
or O(8"|ulP). We define rg 5 to be the minimal 7 and ps 2 to be the maximal p
occuring in the terms of the other factor. We set:

Ty =T12+T22, Dh=Dp1,2+D22 (15.68)

We then set:
v’ =min{r, 75}, p’ = max{p!,p5} (15.69)

In this way a pair 7/, p’ is assigned to the pair of terms resulting by applying
Ly to a given term in the expression of a given component of (X)J'(R). Let
r} be the minimal 7" and p} be the maximal p" occuring for a given component
of (X)JI(R). Now, each component of £y X)J'(R) is expressed by Proposi-
tion 12.3 as £y applied to the corresponding component of X gt (R) plus a
remainder which is a sum of bilinear terms, the first factor of each term being a
component of ()7 and the second factor a component of (X).J'(R). For each
term the first factor is O (63 |ulP13) and the second factor is a sum of terms
which may be viewed as being either O(6"|ul?) or O(d"|ulP) according to the
analysis of Chapter 14. We define 723 to be the minimal r and py 3 to be the
maximal p occuring in the terms of the second factor. The pair 73 3,p2 3 is the
pair 7*, p* assigned to that component of (*).J'(R) in Chapter 14. We set:

Ty =713 +7T23, Dy=Dp1,3+D23 (15.70)
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We then define 75 to be the minimal 4 and p} to be the maximal p} occuring
in the terms of the remainder. Finally, we assign to the given component of
Ly X JY(R) the pair 7*, p* where:

r* =min{ry,r5}, p* =max{p], ps} (15.71)
It turns out that for all components:
rt=ri, pt=pi (15.72)

We obtain in this way tables which are similar to the tables [T4.28]- [T4.37] [4.33]
[[4.39] [4.36 [4.38 - M4.40 and [4.41]- [4.44} 14.46] 14.48 [4.49, [4.51] - [4.53
and [[4.54 In fact, the tables for the case Y = X = L (I = 2) are identical
to the tables for the case X = L (I = 1) of Chapter 14, but with the values of
r’ and r* decreased by 1. The tables for the case Y = O0; : i =1,2,3, X = L
(I = 1) are identical to the tables for the case X = L (I = 1) of Chapter 14. The
tables for the case Y =0, :j=1,2,3, X =0, : i =1,2,3 (I = 0) are identical
to the tables for the case X = O, : i =1,2,3 (I = 0) of Chapter 14. The tables
for the case Y = 0; :i=1,2,3, X =5 (I = 0) are identical to the tables for the
case X = S (I = 0) of Chapter 14. Finally, the tables for the case Y = X = §
(I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case X = S (I = 0) of Chapter 14.
Each component of the Weyl currents £~L )JY(R), Lo, (L)Jl(R) i
1,2,3, Lo, ©)JY(R);i,j = 1,2,3 and Lo, DI (R) :i =1,2,3, Ls DJIYR
being written as a sum of terms in the manner discussed above, and these ex-
pressions being substituted into[TZ4.27] 1422, and [[4.24] T4 28 respectively,
sums of trilinear terms result, two of the factors in each term being contributed
by the expressmn for a component of the Weyl current £ L L) JY(R) in the case

J

of 2T} Lo, * (R):z_1,2,31nthecaseofDME O)Jl(R):ij—
1,2,3 in the case of M2 and Lo, 5)J(R) in the case ofﬂm, ES (%) JY(R) in

the case oflm and the other factor being a component of ELELR Eo LR :
i =1,2,3, L‘OLOR 1,7 = 1,2 3and£oL'SR i =1,2,3, ESL'SRrespec—
tively, multiplied by Q% and the appropriate power of [u[?. Each third factor
is either O(d"|u|"®) in the case of factors involving oz(EyL'XR) ﬂ(ﬁyL'XR)

p(LyLxR), o(LyLxR), ﬁ(ﬁyEXR) or O(6™|ulP?) in the case of factors in-
volving g(ﬁyﬁ x R). We then obtain a bound for the contribution of all terms
resulting from the product of a given component of £y X)J(R) with a given
component of Ly Lx R to the corresponding error integral 5.5 by O(6¢), where
e is the excess index, defined as in [[4.58 provided that the integrability index
s, defined as in[[4.59] is negative so that Lemma 13.1 applies. We obtain in this
way tables which are similar to the tables - In fact, the tables for
the case (YX) = (LL) (I = 2) are identical to the tables for the case X = L
(I = 1) of Chapter 14. The tables for the case (YX) = (OL) (I = 1) are iden-
tical to the tables for the case X = L (I = 1) of Chapter 14. The tables for
the case (Y X) = (OO) (I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case X = O
(I = 0) of Chapter 14. Finally, the tables for the cases (Y X) = (0S) (I = 0)
and (YX) = (SS) (I =0) are identical to the table for the case X = S (I =0)
of Chapter 14.
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We must now analyze in more detail the terms with vanishing excess index

as they give rise to borderline error integrals. They occur only in the cases

3
n =1 and n = 3. The terms which give borderline contributions to (*£) (T)c

L0 @ 000D ana ©9 P 9P e the terms:

—693|u|6trx(((ﬁ Dip— (D Do), a(LLLLR))
—692°|u|%tryx(( LiDp— *BiDo), a(LLLLR)) (15.73)

—62%ul*trx 3 (B, “idp = (o, Pi)0),alLo LrR))

—6Q3|u|6trKZ(( LD30ip — *Fi0,0), (Lo, LLR)) (15.74)

—60%ul’trx > (Lo, ©IDp— *(Lo, ©0)0),alLo,Lo,R))
i,
—6Q3|u|6trKZ(( (©50,p - *(Oi)gojo),g(fojﬁoiR)) (15.75)
i,]
and:
—62%ul’trx Y (Lo, DD~ *(Lo, P)o).a(Lo,LsR))

—6Q3|u|6trKZ(( 930:p — *91040),a(Lo,LsR)) (15.76)

—6%ultrx((£s Pi)p— *(£s Di)o),a(LsLsR)

—69°[ultry (( Pisp— i), a(LsLsR))

—62%u|®(Stry + 2trx)(( Dip - *Dig),a(LsLsR))  (15.77)
respectively. The last results from the term 2 (5)y@(J) in the expression for
O(LsJ) given by Proposition 12.3 with S in the role of Y (see TZ3). It is the

only borderline term contributed by the remainders in Proposition 12.3.
Using the more precise bound:

1D Pilpags,.) < O 2ul " 2(RF (@) + 0(6) + W(w,u) € D,

c*

(15.78)
implied by the first of 0.2 the facts that:

[erxpllics, ) < Clul"*R5(p) = V(w,u) € D}
[trxollra(s, . < Clul""?Ri(o) : Y(u,u) € D.. (15.79)
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as well as[[5.12 and following the proof of Case 5 of Lemma 13.1, we deduce
that the contribution of the first of the terms to the error integral
with (YX) = (LL) (I =2) and n = 3 is bounded by:

CRE® () (R (p) + Ré(ff))((;)z)l/z +0(9) (15.80)
Also, using the precise bound [4.72] the facts that:
lexxDpll () < C6~2[u"*Ro(Dp) : Vu € [ug, c”)
ltrx Dol 2,y < O~ Y2u|™*Ro(Do) : Yu € [ug,c*) (15.81)
as well as [5.12, and following the proof of Case 2 of lemma 13.1, we deduce

that the contribution of the second of the terms[I5.73 to the same error integral
is bounded by:

(3)
CRE (a)(Ro(Dp) + Ro(Dor)) (F2) /2 (15.82)
By 482 and by and the third of which together imply:

(2)
Ro(p); Ry(0) < C(E1)"? +0(9) (15.83)
is in turn bounded by:

© 0 @ 0 ()
C(E)V2(ENYVHF2)Y? 4+ 0(6Y?) (15.84)

Also, by and the third of [Z.262 M5.8T] is in turn bounded by [5.84] as
well.

The first of the bounds together with the first of the bounds and
Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 implies:

1o, Pl as,. <82l 2(Ri(@) + R (@) + 0(6"%)) : V(w,u) € D,
(15.85)
Using this bound, I5.79 as well as [[5.16] and following the proof of Case 5 of
Lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the first of the terms [I5.74] to
the error integral [5.0 with (Y X) = (OL) (I =1) and n = 3 is bounded by:

(3)
C(Ri(@) + R§* () (RG(p) + Ri(0))(F2)'/? + O(6?) (15.86)
Also, using the precise bound 472 the facts that by Proposition 8.1:
[erxOupllzaen) < OOVl *Ralp) : Vu € fug, )
ltrxOiollL2(c,) < C8Y?|u|3Ru(0) = Vu € [ug, ) (15.87)

as well as [[5.106, and following the proof of Case 2 of lemma 13.1, we deduce
that the contribution of the second of the terms[I5.74] to the same error integral
is bounded by:

CRg™ () (Ra(p) + Ralo))(Fa)/? (15.88)
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By the first of [0.67 and the first of together with the first of [2.263t

(0)
Ri(a) + R (@) < C(E2)2 +0(5"2) (15.89)
Taking also into account [5.83] we conclude that is in turn bounded by:

(0) (2) (3)
C(E£2)' 2 (1) (F2)'? +0(5"?) (15.90)

Also, by and the third of [2.262] is in turn bounded by as
well.

The first of the bounds [0.89 together with the first of the bounds B.144] and
Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 implies:

120, ©Vill s, ) < C82ul7A(RUB) +RE(B)+O(6"?) : V(u,u) € DL
(15.91)
Using this bound, [5.79 as well as I5.17 and following the proof of Case 5 of
Lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the first of the terms to
the error integral [5.5 with (Y X) = (0OO) (I =0) and n = 3 is bounded by:

COR(B) + R (B)(RE(p) + RA(0))(F)? + 0(5V/2) (15.92)

Also, using the more precice bound [[4.706], 15.87 as well as I5.17 and following
the proof of Case 2 of lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the second

of the terms [I5.70 to the same error integral is bounded by:

C(RB) + R (B) (R () + R (0))(F) /2 + O(512) (15.93)

By[@4.84] [[5.83]and the third of[[2.262] [5.92]and[15.93 are both in turn bounded
by:

(1) (2) (3)
C(E2)2(£ )2 (Fa2)/? + 0(5'?) (15.94)

The first of the bounds together with the first of the bounds B34 and
Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 implies:

1£0, il nacs,..) < COV2PEHX) + D (R) + Ri(a) + RE (o) + O(5Y/2))
: V(u,u) € DL (15.95)
Using this bound, [5.79 as well as [[5.18 and following the proof of Case 5 of
Lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the first of the terms to
the error integral [5.5 with (Y X) = (OS) (I =0) and n = 3 is bounded by:
(3)
C(PL(R) + D5 (1) + R (@) + R () (RG (p) + R () (F2) 2 +0(61/2) (15.96)

Also, using the more precice bound [[£.79, [[5.87 as well as [[5.18 and following
the proof of Case 2 of lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the second
of the terms [15.76) to the same error integral is bounded by:

C(Dg° (%) + R (@) (Ra(p) + Ra(o N(Fa)/2 + 0(0) (15.97)
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By 589 and the third of [2.262] and [05.97 are in turn bounded
by:
. o © 172D (12,3 110 12
C(PLR) + D (R) + (£2)Y2)(E )V F2)? +0(6?) (15.98)

and:
C(Dg°(x) + ((3)2)1/2)((5) )1/2((33 )24 0(6'?) (15.99)

respectively.
The first of the bounds [0.13] together imply:

125 Dillags,,.) < CF/2ul (D5 (%) + R§ (@) + 0(9)) (15.100)

Using this bound, I5.79 as well as [[5.20 and following the proof of Case 5 of
Lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the first of the terms [I5.77 to
the error integral [5.0 with (Y X) = (SS) (I =0) and n = 3 is bounded by:
(3)
C(D5° (%) + R (@) (R (p) + R (0))(F2)'/* + 0(5"/?) (15.101)

Also, using the more precise bound [4.79, the bounds [[3.54] which imply:

(2)
[trxSpll2(c,) < CO2Jul2((£1)/* +0(8)) = Vu € [ug, ")

(2)
lerxSpllzzcc,) < COV2lul (€)' + O@)) = Vu € [up, )
(15.102)

as well as [5.20, and following the proof of Case 2 of lemma 13.1, we deduce
that the contribution of the second of the terms[I5.77 to the same error integral
is bounded by:

CDE(R) + RE(@)(£1)72(F2)2 + 0(6) (15.103)

By and [[5.83] M5.101] and are both in turn bounded by:

C(DF° (%) + ((g)z)l/z)((§)1)1/2((137)2)1/2 +0(6%/?) (15.104)

Finally, we consider the contribution of the third of the terms [5.77 Using
equations and we deduce the following expression for Stry + try:

Stry + trx = (uw — uw — e)try
—uQx|? + uQ {2divy + 2[nf* — (X, %) + 2p} (15.105)

where ¢ is the function defined by [4.164l Using the results of Chapters 3 and
4 we obtain:
Stry + trxy = 0*(8|u|™?) (15.106)
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It follows that the contribution comming from the factor Stry + try is not
borderline, being bounded by O(4). We are left with the contribution of

— 63 ultrx(( Dip— *Dio),a(LsLsR)) (15.107)

which is similar to that of [4.71] but with g(fsﬁgR) in the role of Q(ESR).
Using in place of we conclude that the contribution in question is
bounded by:

(2) (3)

C {DSO(X) - ((g)z)l/z} (E0)2(F2)'2+0(5"?) (15.108)

(compare with [[4.86]).

The terms which give borderline contributions to
are the terms:

wn @ on® 0o ©

20°%ul?try {(f) L2, a)p(LrLrR) + D i a CYU(ZLZLR)}
X

1203 u)try L (B3, Da)p(LLLLR) + <L>maaa(r:Lr:LR)}
(15.109)

2%ty Y~ { (Lo, Pi,a)p(LoLiR) + Bo, “inao(Lo.LiR) ]
+293|u|2trxz { (L), ioia)p(ﬁoiENLR) + WA &Oiaa(foiﬁLR)}

(15.110)

2Q3|u|2trzz {(ﬁoj (043, a)p(ﬁoj Lo,R) + ZZOJ_ O3 A ao(ﬁoj ENOZ,R)}

0,
+ZQ3|u|2trKZ {( 003, &Ojoz)p(ﬁoj Lo,R)+ ©Din ioj ao(Lo, EoiR)}
,J
(15.111)
respectively.
Using [5.78 the fact that:
[trxallzacs, .) < O3/ u|=3*Ri(a) : Y(u,u) € D.. (15.112)

as well as [[5.29] and following the proof of Case 4 of Lemma 13.1, we deduce
that the contribution of the first of the terms [[5.109 to the error integral [[5.5]
with (YX) = (LL) (I =2) and n =1 is bounded by:

CRE (@) RA(0)(£2)V2 + 0() (15.113)
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Also, using the precise bound I4.72], the fact that:
[trxDallz2(c,) < C62|u|"*Ro(Da) : VYu € [ug,c*) (15.114)

as well as[[5.29 and following the proof of Case 1 of lemma 13.1, we deduce that
the contribution of the second of the terms [[5.109 to the same error integral is
bounded by:

(2)
CREF () Ro(Da)( £9)'/? (15.115)
By 482 and by [[0.44] and the first of which together imply:

(0)
Ri(e) < C(E1)Y2 +0(5) (15.116)
15.113 is in turn bounded by:

) ) 2)

(0 (
)V2(ENVA(ER) T+ 0(5"?) (15.117)
Also, by and the first of [[2.262 is in turn bounded by [[5.117 as
well.

Using the bound 0587 05112 as well as [5.32] and following the proof
of Case 4 of Lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the first of the
terms [[5.1T0 to the error integral [5.8 with (YX) = (OL) (I=1) and n =1 is
bounded by:

©
c(e

(2)
C(Ri(@) + R§*(a)Rg(a)(£2)'/* + O(5"/?) (15.118)
Also, using the bound [Z.72 the facts that by Propositions 8.1 and 8.2:

||trX¢oi0‘||L2(Cu) < OO Hu| P max{Ry(a), Ro(a)} : Vu € [ug,c*) (15.119)

as well as[[5.32 and following the proof of Case 1 of lemma 13.1, we deduce that
the contribution of the second of the terms [5.110 to the same error integral is
bounded by:

(2)
CRE (o) max{Ri (a), Ro () }(£2)"/? (15.120)
By and [[5.116] is in turn bounded by:

© © @)
C(E)Y2(ED)Y2(€2)Y? +0(5V?) (15.121)

Also, by 482 and the first of [2.262] [5.120 is in turn bounded by [I5.121] as
well.

Using 05971l 05112 as well as [[5.33, and following the proof of Case 4 of
Lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the first of the terms[I5.111to
the error integral [5.5 with (Y X) = (OO) (I =0) and n = 1 is bounded by:

C(R(B) + RSO(B))Rg*(a)((?z)l/z +0(5'?) (15.122)
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Also, using the bound 476 I5.119 as well as [[5.33] and following the proof
of Case 1 of lemma 13.1, we deduce that the contribution of the second of the
terms [[5.1T1] to the same error integral is bounded by:

CORN(B) + R (8)) max{Ri (), Ro(a)}(£2)2 + O(6Y?)  (15.123)

By [[4.84] [5.116] and the first of [2.262, M5.122 and [I5.123] are both in turn
bounded by:
)

(1) (© 2
C(E2)2(E1)V2(E2) 2+ 0(5"?) (15.124)
We now turn to consider the contribution to the 2nd order Weyl current

error integrals of the term ~
Ly K J%(R)

We consider the expressions for the components of (X).J2(R) given by IZI8 with
the fundamental Weyl field R in the role of the Weyl field W. The expression for
each component of (X).J2(R) is a sum of terms with two factors, one factor being
a component of (X)p and the other a component of R. Now, the components of
Ly X2 (R) are given by Proposition 12.3 in terms of the £y derivatives of the
components of (X)J?(R). The remainders are estimated using the L bounds
for the components of ()7 and the estimates for the components of X).J2(R)
of Chapter 14. Now if £y is applied to a term in the expression of a given
component of (¥)J2(R) a sum of two terms will result, one of which will have
as a first factor the £y derivative of the corresponding component of (X)p and
the same second factor as the original term, and the other term will have the
component of (X)p as a first factor and Ly applied to the second factor of the
original term, plus possibly a bilinear expression in (Y)7f and the second factor
of the original term, as the other factor. The bilinear expression results from
applying £y to the coefficients of the expression constituting the given original
term, which may involve ¢ and ¢. The first of the two resulting terms is to be
estimated by placing the first factor in L?(C,,) using the estimates to be given
below, and the second factor in L*° using the L bounds for the components
of R. The second of the two resulting terms is to be estimated by placing the
first factor in L*(.S) using the estimates [4.102 - 4104, and the second factor
in L*(9) using the estimates [5.37 [5.39 and

The estimates - [@.10T] -OI112 - @174 together with the
estimates - 03 -014 - and R:32] R34l B.I44] the results
of Chapters 3 and 4 and Propositions 8.1 and 8.2, imply through the formulas
[[4.99 - T4I01 the following L?(C,) estimates for £y applied to the components
of Xp:

L Bp, = 0(672ul?)
L Bps =0(5u|™?)
Lr Py =032 u|~?) (15.125)
0; Hpy =05 u|72)

913



0; Pps = O(Ju?)
Lo, Hp=0(""2u|7?) (15.126)

0; ©p; = O(Ju|~?)
0; (©)ps = O(8|u|~?)
Lo, ©p = O ul ) (15.127)

0; ©)ps = O(Jul2)
0; ©)py = OJu] )
Lo, O =0 u]2) (15.128)

S Opy=O(lu?)
S Spg = O(8|ul~?)
Ls Dp=0(2u|72) (15.129)

According to the preceding discussion the first term resulting by applying £y
to a given term in the expression of a given component of (X).J?(R) consists of
two factors the first of which is O(6™*|u|P*1) and the other is O (6721 [u|P21).
We set:

=Tt e, P =P+ 2 (15.130)

The second term resulting by applying £y to a term in the expression of
a given component of (X).J2(R) consists of two factors the first of which is
O*(671-2|u|P1-2) and the second is O*(6"2:2|u|P22). We set:

Ty =T12+T22, DPh=Dp1,2+D22 (15.131)

We then set:
v’ =min{r, 75}, p’ = max{p,p5} (15.132)

In this way a pair 7/, p’ is assigned to the pair of terms resulting by applying
Ly to a given term in the expression of a given component of (X).J2(R). Let r}
be the minimal " and pj be the maximal p’ occuring for a given component of

(X) J2(R). Now, each component of Ly (¥X)J2(R) is expressed by Proposition
12.3 as £y applied to the corresponding component of (X).J?(R) plus a remain-
der which is a sum of bilinear terms, the first factor of each term being a com-
ponent of ()7 and the second factor a component of (¥).J2(R). For each term
the first factor is O°° (63 |u|P13) and the second factor is O (872 |u|P2:3) accord-
ing to the analysis of Chapter 14. The pair 73 3, p2 3 is the pair r*, p* assigned to
that component of (X)J2(R) in Chapter 14. For, if {¢;,&,} is an S tensorfield
which is a bilinear expression in the S tensorfields £ and &; with coefficients
depending only on ¢ and ¢ and & = O*(6™ |[u[P?) while & = O*(6"2|u|P?), then
{&1,&} = O(d™ T2 |u|PrP2), We set:

Ty =r13+T23, P3=Dp13+D23 (15.133)
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We then define 75 to be the minimal 4 and p} to be the maximal p} occuring
in the terms of the remainder. Finally, we assign to the given component of
Ly X J2(R) the pair 7*, p* where:

r* =min{rj,r3}, p* = max{p], pi} (15.134)
It turns out that for all components:
rf=rl, p*=p] (15.135)

We obtain in this way tables which are similar to the tables T4.107 - T4.116]
41170 - 04126, and 04127 - 04128 In fact, the tables for the case Y = X = L
(I = 2) are identical to the tables for the case X = L (I = 1) of Chapter 14, but
with the values of ' and r* decreased by 1. The tables for the case Y = O; :
i=1,2,3, X = L (I =1) are identical to the tables for the case X =L (I =1)
of Chapter 14. The tables for the case Y =0, :7=1,2,3, X =0; : ¢ =1,2,3
(I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case X = O, : i = 1,2,3 (I = 0) of
Chapter 14. The tables for the case Y = O; : i = 1,2,3, X = S (I = 0) are
identical to the tables for the case X = S (I = 0) of Chapter 14. Finally, the
tables for the case Y = X = S (I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case
X =5 (I =0) of Chapter 14.
Each component of the Weyl currents £~L )J2(R), Lo, (L)JQ(R) D
2,3, Lo, ©)J2(R);i,j = 1,2,3 and Lo, DJ*(R) :i=1,2,3, Ls &J*(R
being written as a sum of terms in the manner discussed above, and these ex-
pressions being substituted into[T4.27] 14.22] and [[4.24] 425 respectively,
sums of trilinear terms result, two of the factors in each term being contributed
by the expresswn for a component of the Weyl current £ L L) J2(R) in the case

=

of 2T Lo, WJ*(R) : i = 1,2,3 1n the case of [4.22] Eo (Oi )JQ(R) i,j =
1,2,3 in the case of [&Z3 and Lo, ¥)J2(R) in the case of [1.24) ﬁs (S)J2(R)

the case of [4.25] and the other factor being a component of ﬁLLLR Eo LR :
1 =1,2,3, EOEOR 13—123and£o£5R 1=1,2,3, ESESRrespec—
tively, multlphed by Q2 and the appropriate power of |u|2 Each third factor
is either O(d"|u[P?) in the case of factors involving oLy LxR), B(LyLxR),
(EyEXR) (EyEXR) ﬂ(ﬁyﬁxR) or O(0"#|u|P#) in the case of factors in-
volving a(Ly Lx R). We then obtain a bound for the contribution of all terms
resulting from the product of a given component of £y X)J2 (R) with a given
component of Ly Lx R to the corresponding error integral I5.1 by O(6¢), where
e is the excess index, defined as in [[4.58, provided that the integrability index
s, defined as in [[£35Y, is negative so that Lemma 13.1 applies. We obtain in
this way tables which are similar to the tables - In fact, the
tables for the case (Y X) = (LL) (I = 2) are identical to the tables for the case
X =L (I =1) of Chapter 14. The tables for the case (YX) = (OL) (I =1) are
identical to the tables for the case X = L (I = 1) of Chapter 14. The tables for
the case (YX) = (OO) (I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case X = O
(I = 0) of Chapter 14. Finally, the tables for the cases (Y X) = (0OS) (I = 0)
and (YX) = (SS) (I =0) are identical to the table for the case X = S (I =0)
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of Chapter 14. All terms have positive excess index so there are no borderline
terms.
We finally consider the contribution to the 2nd order Weyl current error
integrals of the term
Ly X J3(R)

We consider the expressions for the components of (X).J 3(R) given by Lemma
14.2 with the fundamental Weyl field R in the role of the Weyl field W. The
expression for each component of (X).J3(R) is a sum of terms with two factors,
one factor being a component of (X)g, which has the algebraic properties of
a Weyl current, and the other a component of R. Now, the components of
Ly X)J3(R) are given by Proposition 12.3 in terms of the £y derivatives of
the components of (¥)J3(R). The remainders are estimated using the L™
bounds for the components of (*)# and the estimates for the components of
(%) J3(R) of Chapter 14. Now if £y is applied to a term in the expression of
a given component of X)J3(R) a sum of two terms will result, one of which
will have as a first factor the £y derivative of the corresponding component
of (X)g and the same second factor as the original term, and the other term
will have the component of (X)g as a first factor and Ly applied to the second
factor of the original term, plus possibly a bilinear expression in (Y)7f and the
second factor of the original term, as the other factor. The bilinear expression
results from applying £y to the coefficients of the expression constituting the
given original term, which may involve ¢ and ¢. The first of the two resulting
terms is to be estimated by placing the first factor in L?(C,,) using the estimates
to be given below, and the second factor in L*° using the L* bounds for the
components of R. The second of the two resulting terms is to be estimated by
placing the first factor in L*(S) using the estimates - [[4104] and the
second factor in L*(S) using the estimates [5.37 [5.39 and
In deducing the L?(C,) estimates for £y applied to the componets of (X)¢
to be given below, we must take into account the crucial cancellation involved
in

. ~ 1 A
D (X — 5 trx 3 (15.136)

the first term on the right in [4144] as discussed in Chapter 14.
In the case X = L, [I5.130is given by equation [4.I53] In view of equation
[1.82] the results of Chapters 3 and 4 imply:

L <Q (£)7 — %Qtrx <L>%> =00 ?u|™?) (15.137)

Also, Proposition 7.1 together with Propositions 8.1 and 8.2 and the results of
Chapters 3 and 4 implies:

Lo, (2 (L) — %Qtrx <L>E) = O(6Y2|u|7?) (15.138)

In the case X = S, [[5.130is given by equation I4.154l Propositions 8.1 and
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8.2 together with the results of Chapters 3 and 4 and imply:
. P | .
Lo, (Q (8)F — 59X (S)i> = O(6%2|u|7?) (15.139)

Taking into account the fact that by equation [[I73 and the L*(S) estimate for
Y 2w of Proposition 6.2 we have:

YDy = O*(8"/?|ul~*) (15.140)

Noting moreover that the function
1
€= §QUtrK -1
(see [[4.I64) satifies:
1
Se=(1+¢)SlogQ + §Qu(5’trx +try) = O*(8]u|~?) (15.141)
by [5.104, and taking also into account the last of [5.43] we deduce:
Ls (Q ()7 — %Qtrx <S>E) = 0(8%?[u|~?) (15.142)

In the case X = O;, is given by equation In view of Proposi-
tion 9.1 and the fact that
Oje = 0> (8|u|?) (15.143)

we will have shown that:

. . | .

Lo, (Q (07 — 5 X (Oi)i) = 0(6ul?) (15.144)
once we establish the following Lemma.

Lemma 15.1 We have:
Lo,9; = O(6]u|~?)

Proof: We first consider the propagation equation [I4.175] along C,,,. Since
[L,04] = 0 along Cy,, applying £o, to this equation we obtain, in view of
Lemma 1.3,

Dfo, Vi — Urx Lo, Vi = Lo, pi + O;(Qrx)d; : along Cy, (15.145)
Now, ¢ is given by [[4.I70, with ; given by In applying £o, to

and [4.T73 terms of the form Lo, £o, result, where £ is a symmetric trace-free
2-covariant S tensorfield, one of

o1 . . .
Qx, Qx. Etrxz +4(X,x) and Y&n +n®n
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We shall presently show how £o,£0,€ is to be estimated in L?(C,). We have:
£0,§=0i - Y&+ YO - £+ & - VO; (15.146)
where, in terms of components in an arbitrary local frame field for Sy 4,
(YO; - €)ap = YaOf écp, (€ YO;) = EacYBOY

It follows that:

Lo £0,& = £0,0i - V& + Oi - Lo, Y& + (Lo, YO0i) - € + & - (Lo, YO:)
+YO; - Lo, € + Lo, & - YO; (15.147)

In view of the fact that £o,0; = [0}, O;] = €;;xOy the first term on the right is
€;ik Ok - YE. Also, by Lemma 9.1 in the case p =0, ¢ = 1:

Lo, YO; = YLo,0; + (Oj)7f1 -0; = €, YO + (Oj)#l -0 (15.148)
By Propositions 8.1 and 9.1 we have:
| 94t - Oillpas,,..) < O |ul~1/?) (15.149)
Taking also into account Proposition 8.2, it follows that:

1£0,£0.&

22(80.0) < CUuPIV %€l 25,0y + [l Vel 25, ) + 1€l L2(54.0))
+O" 2 [ul 7)€l L, (15.150)

hence:

1£0,£0,l 120y < CUuP IV €N L2y + [ulll VEl L2y + 1€l L2(c0))
+O(8|ul712) sup [|€]| Las,, . (15.151)

Using Propositions 7.3 and 6.1, 6.2 we then obtain:

Lo,k; = O(|u|~?) (15.152)
and:

£o,0=O(u[?) (15.153)

We now apply Lemma 4.6, taking p = 2, to the propagation equation [[5.145
along Cy,, noting that the £o,v; vanish along C'. Here r = 2, v =2 and v = 0.
We obtain:

10,1205 < C | 0,5+ 040001205,
< 06| Lo, + O;(Qrx)¥illr2c,,)  (15.154)
Substituting and the estimate yields:

1£0,9ill 2(5y,u0) < O(S]uo| ™) (15.155)
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We then consider the propagation equation [[4.183 along the Qﬁ. Since
[L,0;] = 0 on M’ applying £o, to this equation we obtain, in view of Lemma
1.3,

Qﬂoj v — Qtrxﬁoj Y = ﬁoj i + Oj (Qtrx)ﬁz (15156)
We apply Lemma 4.7 to this equation taking p = 2. Herer =2, v =2, v =10
and we obtain:

u| "M Lo, il L2(5,.0) < Cluol ™ €0, 9ill L2(5, ) (15.157)

—|—O/ |U/|_1||¢oj<ﬂi+Oj(QtrX)ﬁi”L%SE,u/)du’
uo

Now the symmetric 2covariant S tensorfields ¢; are given by [ZI84 We esti-
mate the contribution of the term —2uQ?£o,£o,a in £o,¢ to the integral on
the right in I5.I57 by:

u

u 1/2
C/ 1£o,£0.all12(s, ,hdu' < C ( |U’|_6du'> llul®£0, £0.0ll2(c,)
up -

< O(632|u|=5/?) (15.158)

uo

The contributions of the remaining terms are estimated using[I[5.150 and Propo-
sition 6.2. Substituting also the estimate [Z.I87 we obtain a bound for the in-
tegral on the right in [5.157 by O(5|u|~2). In view also of the estimate [5.155]
we then conclude that:

1£0,9illL2(5,.) < O(Slul ™) (15.159)

from which the lemma follows.

Let us now go back to expressions [[4.147] - T4.I50 Consider first the case
X = L. Using the estimates [0.97 - O.101] and [5.137 I5.138 and 05125 [15.126]

as well as the estimates [0.1]- 03] [4.T154] [4.1702 [R-32] Propositions 8.1, 8.2 and
the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

£E( Hg=00"""ul™%)
(Ha) =00 ™)
(Fg) = ( 1/QIUI %)
(
(

=
|®®

L

)q
L)

q

£0I( Fq) =06 ?[u|?) (15.160)

and:



£6,6( Mgy =06 ul ™)

£6,6( M) = O *Ju] %)

OiA( Hg) = O |u|7?)

O;A( (L) q)

O ( Mg) = O(lu| %)

Lo, 1( (L)q

Lo ("
(recall from [ZI88 that =( (Mgq), K( (“)q) vanish).

Consider next the case X = O; : i = 1,2,3. Using the estimates Q172 - 0.174

and [[5.144] and as well as the estimates -[@0.97] M4.168| M4.103] B.144]
Propositions 8.1, 8.2 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

=06 2|72 (15.161)

£0,2(9q) = O~ 2[u|™)

£6,0(9q) =00 /?|u|™)

£0,0( ©q) = O(3[ul %)

O;A( @) = O(ju|~?)

O;A( ©Yq) = O(8|u|~?)

O;K( ©q) = O(Ju|~?)

O; K( q) = O(5|u|_3)

L0,1( 19q) = O(5"*|ul~?)

Lo,1( ©Vg) = O(5"*|u|7?) (15.162)

(recall from [ZI89 that Z( (99)q) vanishes).

Consider finally the case X = S. Using the estimates - and 05139
and [5.128 as well as the estimates - [014 04159 04104
B34 Propositions 8.1, 8.2 and the results of Chapters 3 and 4, we deduce:

£0,E( ®g) = O~/ [ul™)

£0.E( Dq) = O(5*2[u| %)

£6,0( Pg) = O/ |u|™)

£6,9( ) = O(5*2[u| %)

OA( ¥g) = O(|u|™2)

O:A( ¥g) = O(8]ul~?)

O;K( ®gq) = O([ul72)

O:K( ¥q) = 0(5[u|~?)

Lo,1( D) = O(5"2[u|72)

Lo.1( Fgq) = O(5"2|u|2) (15.163)



and:

£s=( Fq) =05 /2ul™)

£s2( Dg) = O(8%2[u|~?)

£56( Pg) = 05 |u| )

£56( ©g) = O(5"*|u| )

SA(Pg) = O(|ul?)

SA( Pg) = O(3[u|™?)

SK(Fq) = O(ju|™?)

SK( ¥q) = 0(5]u|?)

£sI(Fg) = O(6'2[u|?)

Ls1( Fq) = O("*[u|?) (15.164)

According to the discussion of the paragraph preceding I5.130] the first term
resulting by applying £y to a given term in the expression of a given component
of (X)J3(R) consists of two factors the first of which is O(57*|u[P*1) and the
other is O (6™ |ulP21). We set:

i =r11+721, Py =Dp11+Dp2a (15.165)

The second term resulting by applying £y to a term in the expression of
a given component of (X).J3(R) consists of two factors the first of which is
O*(671-2|ulP1-2) and the second is O%(6"2:2|u|P22). We set:

Ty =T12+T22, Dh=Dp1,2+D22 (15.166)

We then set:
T/ = HliIl{Tll, Tl2}a p/ - max{pllap/Q} (15167)

In this way a pair 7/, p’ is assigned to the pair of terms resulting by applying
Ly to a given term in the expression of a given component of (X).J3(R). Let
ry be the minimal 7’ and pj be the maximal p’ occuring for a given component
of (X)J3(R). Now, each component of Ly (X).J3(R) is expressed by Proposi-
tion 12.3 as £y applied to the corresponding component of (X)J3(R) plus a
remainder which is a sum of bilinear terms, the first factor of each term being a
component of ()7 and the second factor a component of (X).J3(R). For each
term the first factor is O°° (6" |u|P*3) and the second factor is O(§"2|u|P23)
according to the analysis of Chapter 14. The pair 73 3,p2 3 is the pair 7*, p*
assigned to that component of (X).J3(R) in Chapter 14. We set:

Ty =T13+7T23, Dsy=Dp1,3+D23 (15.168)

We then define 5 to be the minimal 4 and pj to be the maximal p} occuring
in the terms of the remainder. Finally, we assign to the given component of
Ly X J3(R) the pair *, p* where:

Tt = HliIl{TI, T;}a p* = max{piapz} (15169)
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It turns out that for all components:
r*=rl, p*=p] (15.170)

We obtain in this way tables which are similar to the tables - 22071
[[4.202 - T42T7] and 4212 - 14213 In fact, the tables for the case Y = X = L
(I = 2) are identical to the tables for the case X = L (I = 1) of Chapter 14, but
with the values of ' and r* decreased by 1. The tables for the case Y = O; :
i=1,2,3, X = L (I=1) are identical to the tables for the case X =L (I =1)
of Chapter 14. The tables for the case Y =0, :7=1,2,3, X =0;:1=1,2,3
(I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case X = O; : ¢ = 1,2,3 (I = 0) of
Chapter 14. The tables for the case Y = O; : i = 1,2,3, X = S (I = 0) are
identical to the tables for the case X = S (I = 0) of Chapter 14. Finally, the
tables for the case Y = X = S (I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case
X =5 (I =0) of Chapter 14.
Each component of the Weyl currents £~L )J3(R), Lo, (L)Jg’(R) i

2,3, Lo, OV J3(R);i,j = 1,2,3 and Lo, DJI*(R) i =1,2,3, Ls & TR
being written as a sum of terms in the manner discussed above, and these ex-
pressions being substituted intoT4.27] T4.27] and [[4.24] T4 28 respectively,
sums of trilinear terms result, two of the factors in each term being contributed
by the express1on for a component of the Weyl current £ L L) J3(R) in the case
of 2T Lo, WJ3(R) :i = 1,2,3 in the case of [Z27 EO ©)J3(R) : i, =
1,2,3 in the case of M2 and Lo, ¥)J3(R) in the case of [4.24) ﬁs (%) J3(R) in
the case ofﬂm, and the other factor being a component of ELELR Lo, LLR:
1 =1,2,3, EOEOR 13—123and£o£5R 1 =1,2,3, ESESRrespec—
tively, mult1phed by Q* and the appropriate power of |u|?. Each third factor
is either O(6"|u[P?) in the case of factors involving a(LyLxR), B(LyLxR),

(EyEXR) (EyEXR) ﬂ(ﬁyﬁxR) or O(0"#|u|P#) in the case of factors in-
volving g(ﬁyﬁ x R). We then obtain a bound for the contribution of all terms
resulting from the product of a given component of £y X)J3 (R) with a given
component of Ly Lx R to the corresponding error integral [5.5 by O(6¢), where
e is the excess index, defined as in [[4.58 provided that the integrability index
s, defined as in [[4359, is negative so that Lemma 13.1 applies. We obtain in
this way tables which are similar to the tables - In fact, the
tables for the case (Y X) = (LL) (I = 2) are identical to the tables for the case
X =L (I =1) of Chapter 14. The tables for the case (YX) = (OL) (I =1) are
identical to the tables for the case X = L (I = 1) of Chapter 14. The tables for
the case (YX) = (OO) (I = 0) are identical to the tables for the case X = O
(I = 0) of Chapter 14. Finally, the tables for the cases (Y X) = (0S) (I = 0)
and (Y X) = (SS) (I =0) are identical to the table for the case X = S (I =0)
of Chapter 14. All terms have positive excess index so there are no borderline
terms.

We summarize the results of this section in the following proposition.

=
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Proposition 15.2 The contribution to the error integral

62qn+2l/ G (7’_1)0 g
M

’
o*

of the term

Ly g
is bounded as follows.
1. For (YX) = (LL).
In the case n = 0 by:
0(%)
In the case n =1 by:
O((§)2)1/2((§)1)1/z((;)2)1/2 +O@2)
In the case n = 2 by:
0(%)
In the case n = 3 by:
C((§)2)1/2((§)1)1/2(?2)1/2+O(51/2)

2. For (YX) = (OL).
In the case n = 0 by:
0(%)
In the case n =1 by:

(0) (0) (2)
C(f 2)1/2(5 1)1/2(5 2)1/2 + 0(61/2)

In the case n = 2 by:
0(9)

In the case n = 3 by:

) (2)

(0 (3)
C( < 2)1/2( < 1)1/2(]_-2)1/2 + 0(61/2)

3. For (YX) = (00).
In the case n = 0 by:
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In the case n =1 by:

(1) (0) (2)
C(S 2)1/2(5 1)1/2(8 2)1/2 + 0(61/2)

In the case n = 2 by:
0(9)
In the case n = 3 by:
(1) (2) (3)
C( < 2)1/2( < 1)1/2(]_-2)1/2 + 0(61/2)

4. For (YX) = (OS).
Here we only have the case n = 3, where we have a bound by:

c {vf@ L DE(R) + <(§)2>1/2} (E2(Fa) 2 + 0542

5. For (YX) = (59).
Here we only have the case n = 3, where we have a bound by:

(2)

C {DS"(X) + ((2)2)1/2} (€ 1)1/2((}-)2)1/2 +0(5Y?)
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Chapter 16

The Energy-Flux Estimates.
Completion of the
Continuity Argument

16.1 The energy-flux estimates

We now consider the error integrals
§2an / Py ldyy, c n=0,1,2,3 (16.1)
M,

which appear on the right hand sides of the energy-flux inequalities -
(see definitions T2280). Let us recall the definitions (2276
Combining the results of Propositions 13.1, 14.1, 14.2, 14.3, 15.1 and 15.2 we
arrive at the following bounds for the error integrals [[G.T¢

g2 / | s ldug < 0()
M,
52q1/
M
+0(6/%)

o [ %2 lduy < 06)
M

’
o*

3
62%/ | (7_)2 |d,LLg S
M’

c

(1) R (0) (1) (0) (2)
P,y < 0{@8‘@ (g (52)1/2} (S @y

’
oF

c {vf@ DR+ (£2)2 + <%’2>1/2} COREE DE

+0(5'/?) (16.2)
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Now, the initial data quantities Dg°(X), P{(X) come from the bound I333

for || (K)%HLOO(SE’H), the bound for || (S)%HLOO(SE,H), the bound for

||¢Oi <S>2||L4(5u,u>, and the bound for ||¢S (S)i||L4(5u’u). The contribu-
tions of the initial data quantities in question to these bounds is through the
bounds of Chapters 3 and 4 for ||X||z=(s, ) and [[VX|zs(s, . (see first of B2
B30). Evidently, the bounds of Chapters 3 and 4 hold equally well if in the
definitions 329] Cly, is replaced by its part lying in M. and in the def-
initions E.97 the supremum over [0, 4] is replaced by the supremum over
[0, min{0, ¢* — up}]. Thus, in the inequalities we may replace Dg°(x) and

PH(X) by:

sup ([0 2572 5,0 ) (16.3)
w€[0,min{d,c* —up}] -
and:
sup (Juo25 2R s, ) ) (16.4)
w€[0,min{d,c* —up}]
respectively.

Consider the estimate of Proposition 6.2 for x:

[l V2 &l s,y + VRN 8,0 + Tl ™ X Eo(s, 00
< O u R (RLB) + RE(B)) + O(6]ul~7/%) (16.5)

in D!.. This estimate holds in particular at u = ug. Through Lemma 5.2 with
p =4, it implies (see definitions 349 [1.98):

sup (Juo25 2Rl 5,0 ) < CREB) + RE(B)) + O(6"/2)
w€[0,min{d,c* —uo}]
sup (luol 267 2Rl s, ) ) < CORLB) +RE(B) + 0(2)
w€[0,min{d,c* —uop}] -
(16.6)
hence, by [4.8%
R 6y
sup (|u0|25—1/2||X||Loo(swo)) < o(Er)2 4+ 0512
w€[0,min{d,c* —up}]
(1)
sup (luol267 2Rl (s, ) < CLE2)2+0(61/2)
u€[0,min{d,c* —uo -
(16.7)

In view of [6.7] the inequalities [[6.2] simplify to:

5200 /M/ | Py du, < 0(5)

c

1 (o) 1) (0) 2)
o [ Pl < o { (2 4 (Foe (Eap (@ 4 06
M,

c
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520 /M/ | Py du, < 0(5)

o*

3 ) 1) 2) (3)
o [ 1 Pty < o { (£ 4 (Foe (Eay 2 4 06
M/

o*

(16.8)

The constant C' in the second and fourth bound may be taken to be the same
constant.

Substituting the bounds in the energy-flux inequalities [2.284] [[2.285]
we obtain the inequalities:

0)  (0)

E2<D +0(9)

(1 (D (0) (1) (0) (2)

£2<D +c{<52>1/2 + <52)1/2} (£2)2(£2)2+0(5'?)
(2)  (2)

E2<D +0(9)

3) 3 (1)

(0) (2) (3)
£9<D +C{(52)1/2+(52)1/2}<5 V2 Fa) 2+ 0(5"?)

(16.9)

and:

3) (3 (0) (1) 2) (3)
F2<D +C{(52)1/2+(52)1/2}(5 VW2 F)Y2 +0(5Y?) (16.10)

(n)
Choosing ¢ suitably small depending on the quantities D : n=0,1,2,3; Df‘ll] ()
and the quantities D§°, P}, P5(try), Ps(try), we can make each of the O(51/2)
and O(6) terms on the right hand sides of the inequalities [[6.9] and [[6.10] less

than or equal to 1. We then obtain the following closed System of inequalities

0 @O @ @ (3)
for the quantities £ 2, £2, £2, £2 and Fo:

0 0

E2<D +1
Eh<h +0 {(?2)1/2 i (%Z)W} (Ea)r2(Eay 2 41
(c‘23)2<%) +1
2o 4o {(Eoye s Fore} (EaprFEa
(16.11)
and:
F<D +C{((5)2)1/2 - ((5) )1/2} ((5) )1/2((}‘ )2 41 (16.12)
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Substituting the first and third of inequalities[I6.11lin the second, we obtain:

(1) (1) (0) (2)
£9<D +C(D +1)(D +1)'/?2 +1
(0) (2) (1)
+C(D +1)Y3(D +1)V2(£5)"/? (16.13)
Writing
0) (2) (1) 1 (0) (2) 1
C(D +1)Y?(D +1)V2 ()2 < 502(1) (D +1)+5 €2
613l implies:
1 1)
£2<D +A (16.14)
where:

(1) (0) (2) (0) (2)
A=1+(D +1)+2C(D +1)(D +1)"/2 + C*(D +1)(D +1) (16.15)

0 1) @
is a positive continuous non-decreasing function of D, D, D. It follows that:

© @) © @) )
C(D +1)(D )2 +1+C(D +1)Y2(D +1)/2(£9) /2 < A

(16.16)
which in turn through implies [[6.14l

Substituting the first and third of inequalities [[6.11] and [[6.14] in inequality
[16.12 we obtain:

3) 3 (3)
F2<D +1+ B(Fa)'/? (16.17)
where: o " .
0 1 2
B_O{(D +1)Y2 4+ (D +A)1/2}(D +1)1/2 (16.18)
. " . . . 0) (1) (2) .
is a positive continuous non-decreasing function of D, D, D. Writing
(3) 1 13
B(F2)'? < B>+ F»
2 2
[I6.16] implies:
(3) (3) 9
Fo<2(D+1)+B (16.19)
It follows that:
(3) 1/2 (3) 9
1+ B(F2)/*<1+(D+1)+B (16.20)

which in turn through [6.17 implies I6. 19 Substituting the first and third of
the inequalities [[6.11] and [[G.14]in the fourth of the inequalities [6.11] we obtain:

® ® 3)
£2<D +1+ B(F2)"/? (16.21)
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hence by [[6.20, also:
(3) (3) 5
£2<2(D +1)+B (16.22)

We conclude from the above that:

o OO @ @ (3) © (1) @)
Py < maX{D +1,D +A(D, D, D), D +1,2(D +1)+ B*(D, D, D)} (16.23)

Moreover, in view of [6.10] and [[6.20] the error integrals [[6.1] are bounded ac-
cording to:

0
5210 /M/ | Py du, < 1

ok

520 /M/ | Py duy < A

ok

2
52 / | Py du, < 1

ok

3 (3)
52"3/ | P dug <1+ (D +1) + B? (16.24)

o*

and the error integral bounds [[6.23] imply through inequalities [2.284 - [[2.285]

the energy-flux bounds, namely the first and third of I6.11], 16.14, 06.19 and
0) (1) (2) (3)
16.220 Let us define G(D, D, D, D) by:

© @ @ @

G(D,D,D,D) (16.25)
) ) n @ @ 3) © 1) @

= 2max{D +1,D +A(D, D, D), D +1,2(D +1)+ B*(D, D, D)}

© @® @ G . - . . . © @
Then G(D, D, D, D) is a positive non-decreasing continuous function of D, D

(2) (3)
, D, D and we have:

10 1) @ G
P2 < 5G(D, D, D, D) (16.26)

0 1) @) @)
Thus, with the choice[[6.28 for the function G(D, D, D, D) we have established

inequality [[2.261] of Chapter 12 which has been our aim.

16.2 Higher order bounds

In this section we shall derive uniform higher order bounds for the solution in
the domain M/..

Consider the spacelike hypersurfaces H; : t € (ug,c*) corresponding to
u+u =t (see [T [CF). We denote by H] the part of H; which lies in the
non-trivial part of the spacetime manifold:

={peH : u(p) >0} (16.27)
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Setting
A=u—u (16.28)

the induced metric g on the H; is given in terms of canonical coordinates (see

[L203) (A, 91, 9?) by:
G = Q%A ® d\ + gan(dd? — %b“‘d)\) @ (49 — %deA) (16.29)
The volume form djiz of g is given by:
dpig = Qv/detdd\ A d9* A d9? = QdN A dpy (16.30)
The future directed timelike vectorfield
T = %(L+L) (16.31)
generates a flow F,, which maps H; onto H;,,. For,
Tt=1 (16.32)

We have: A
T=QT (16.33)

where T is the future directed timelike unit normal to the H;.

We shall first derive L?(H,) bounds, uniform in ¢ € (ug, c*), for the deriva-
tives of the curvature componets of all orders. This will allow us to show that
extending the manifold M.« by attaching the future boundary H.-, the metric
extends smoothly to M.« | J He«. Only rough bounds are needed here, the depen-
dence of the bounds on ¢ or uy being of no consequence for our argument. Since
the derivation of these bounds is standard, we shall only outline the arguments
involved.

For ¢ € (ug, c*) the spacetime domain M/ is foliated by the H, : ¢ € (ug,c):

M\ Sowo = |J Hi (16.34)

te(uo,c)

Given any u; € (0,9), let us denote by D2 the subdomain of the parameter do-
main D/, corresponding to u < u; and let M(I;Hl be the corresponding spacetime
domain:

M# = | Suw (16.35)

’u
(wu)eD!

a subdomain of the spacetime domain M/. We also denote by Héﬂl, the part of
H! where u < uy:
He ={pe H] : ulp) <w} (16.36)

c—u,

The past boundary of M, g csy Cﬁ(} and its future boundary is H, i U Cu,
We have the following form of the divergence theorem in spacetime (see Lemma
12.4).
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Lemma 16.1 Let P be a vectorfield and 7 a function defined on M. and
satisfying the equation:
divP =71

Let also P* vanish on C,,. Then for ¢ € (ug, ug + u;] we have:

B () = B (w) = ||

c

Tdpg

Xy

and for ¢ € (up + uy, ¢*) we have:

Tdpg

ey

B (¢) — B%i (ug) + F¢ % (uy) = /

c

Here E™1 is the “energy”’ associated to HM
Ei(c) = / PTdug = / (P3 + P4)dﬂﬁ
H;ﬂl - H;ﬂl -

Proof: We integrate equation with respect to (u,u) on the parameter
domain D%, In view of the relations I[Z7] the condition of vanishing of P*
on C,, definition with wug in the role of wy, definition [2.73] the above
definition of E'%1(c), and [[6:330, the lemma follows.

Let us now consider the case where the components P? and P* of P are
non-negative functions, which is the case for the energy-momentum density
vectorfields. Then Lemma 16.1 implies, for all ¢ € (ug, ¢*):

E™1(c) < E(ug) —|—/ [7|dpg (16.37)
M

and since this holds for every u; € (0,9), taking the limit u; — § we obtain, for
all ¢ € (ug, c*):

B(e) < Blun)+ [ g (16.38)

c

where E’(c) is the energy associated to H/:

E'(c) = /H

(n)
We denote by E'g (t) : n=0,1,2,3 the energies associated to the energy-
momentum density vectorfields TZ80 and to H;. They are given by:

Pz = / (P? + PY)dug (16.39)
H

’ ’
c c

(0)
Ey (1) = / (ol + 218)diz
H:

(1)
Ey (1) = / O uf2(2IBP + 2|0 + 200[2)dip
H;
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(2)
By (f) = / (2] + 2o ? + 218 dpiz
H:

(3)
Eo ()= [ 0l @la? + o)z (16.40)
Hy

(n)
We denote by (“) E’ (t) : n =0,1,2,3 the energies associated to the energy-
momentum density vectorfields T2Z.85 and to H]. They are given by:

(0) N .
(L) B (t) = QP (|la(LLR)|? +2|B(LLR)[*)dg
H;

1) . ~ ~
OB (0= [ QWPSCLRP + 2p(ELR)P + 2o (LLR)P iy
H;
(2) - ~ ~
DB 0= [ Wl E R + 2o(ELR)? + AILLR) iy
H;
(3) ~ ~
WE®= [ Ol EERE + ol )i (16.41)
Hy B

(n)
We denote by (@) F (t) : n=0,1,2,3 the energies associated to the energy-
momentum density vectorfields IZ90 and to H]. They are given by:

(0) - -
©) B (1) = /H 2 Y (a(Lo, B +2|8(£o, R)2)dyiz

! .
t 3

(1) - s -
O E (t) = / QPlul> (218(Lo, R)|* +2|p(Lo, R)|* + 2|0 (Lo, R)*)dpz
H; i

(2) - - -
O E (t) = / Plu*> (2lp(Lo, R) + 2|0(Lo, R)|* + 2|8(Lo, R)*)dz
H; i

(3)
0) gt () :/
H

(3)
We denote by (%) E’ (t) the energy associated to the energy-momentum density
vectorfield [2.95 and to H]. It is given by:

QP [ul® S (@IB(Lo, R + (Lo, BI?)dug (16.42)

’
t

3)
) p (t)= [ Qul’@IB(LsR)P +|a(LsR)|)dpug (16.43)

Hy

(n)
We denote by (FL) E’ (t) : n=0,1,2,3 the energies associated to the energy-
momentum density vectorfields TZT00 and to H;. They are given by:

(0) o o
(LL) B (t) = Q¥ (|a(LLLLR) >+ 2|B(LLLLR)|?)dpg
Hy
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(1) .
(L) B (1) = / 08 [uf*(2]8(L1 £ R)[?
]
+2/p(LLLLR))? + 20 (LLLLR) ) dpg
(2) . .
(L) B (1) = / D lul*Qlp(ELLLR)? + 2/o(ErLrR)

+2|B(LLLLR)?) dpg

(3) . .
(LD B (1) = / BulS@B(LLLLR) + |a(LLLLR) P dpy (16.44)

(n)
We denote by (OL) E’ (t) : n =0,1,2,3 the energies associated to the energy-
momentum density vectorfields [2.108] and to H;. They are given by:
(0) R L
©OL) B (1) :/ 0> (Lo, LLR)[* +2IB(Lo, LLR)?)dpg

(o) E’ / Q3ul? Z 2|6(Lo, LLR)|?

+2|p(Lo, LLR)|? + 2|0 (Lo, LLR)|?)dpg

/

(2)
©L) g (¢ / O3y Z 2Up(Eo,ELR)[? + 2l0(Fo, o R)[?
+2|8(Lo, LLR)|*)dug
(3) . J
OLE ()= [ Qul*> Q2IB(Lo,LLR)* + |a(Lo,LLR)[*)duz

H;
(16.45)

(n)
We denote by (P9 E' (t) : n = 0,1,2,3 the energies associated to the
energy-momentum density vectorfields [2TT0 and to H{. They are given by:

(0) L. S
001 B (1) = | 0 (Ia(o, Lo, B + 215(Lo, Lo, ) iy

]

)
©00) 1 (1 :/ QJul* " (216(Lo, Lo, R)|?

4,

+2|p(Lo, Lo, R)|* +2|0(Lo, Lo, R)|*)dyz
)
©0) 7 (4 / Wl Y (@lp(Lo, Lo, R + 2lo(Lo, Lo, )P

0,
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(3) . I
00 ' ()= [ @l S @13(Lo, Lo R)F + |a(Eo, Lo, )iz

H; i,j

(16.46)

(3)
We denote by (©9) (t) the energy associated to the energy-momentum den-
sity vectorfields 2118 and to Hj. It is given by:

(3) L L
O E ()= [ Qul®> (2I8(Lo,LsR)]” + |a(Lo,LsR)|*)dpg  (16.47)
H; i

(3)
Finally, we denote by (5%) E’ (t) the energy associated to the energy-momentum
density vectorfield [2120 and to H{. It is given by:

(3) L. L.
SO ()= [ PP @SELsR)? +la(CsLsR)P g (1645)
H

’
t

(n)
Next, we denote by E’y (t) : n = 0,1,2,3 the total 1st order energies
associated to H|. They are given by:

(0) (0) (0) (0)
E'\ (t) =E'o (t)+ 6> D E t)+ @ E' (1)

(1) (1) (1) (1)
E'\ (t) =E'o (t)+ 6> D E t)+ @ E' (1)

(2) (2) (2) (2)
E'y (t) =E'o (t)+ 6> D E )+ O E (1)

3) 3) (3) (3) 3)
EL(t)=Eot)+6* D E )+ OFE )+ O E () (16.49)

(n)
We denote by E’'s (t) : n=0,1,2,3 the total 2nd order energies associated to
Hj. They are given by:

(0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
E'y (t) =FE'1 (t) + 0% WD) B (1) + 62 OB E' (1) + (O9) E (t)
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1)
E'y (t) =E'y (t) +6* 0 E (1) + 6% OV E' (1) + ©9) E (1)
@) @) L @ 2 on @ oo @
E'y (t) =E'y (t) +6* 0 E (1) + 6% O E' (1) + ©9 E (1)
3) 3) Lo @ ) (3)
E'y () =E'y (t) +6* D) E' (t) 62 O8N B (1) + (©9) E' (1)
(3) 3)
+ O E 1)+ 9 E (1) (16.50)

The 2nd order energies associated to H] control the L? norms on Hj of all 2nd
derivatives of all curvature components.
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Finally, we define the quantities:

(n) (n)
gy=sup <52% E, (t)) :n=0,1,2,3 (16.51)
)

te€ (ug,c*
(the exponents ¢,, being defined by [T2Z.286]). Then in view of the inequality [[6.33

we obtain:
(n) n
D +5% / Py ldu, : n=0,1.2,3 (16.52)
M,
The bounds for the error integrals then imply the following sharp bounds
(n)
for the quantities &’ :

(n)
&<

0 (0)
E2<D +1
® (@
E2<D +A

2 (2
E2<D +1

(3) (3)
&< 2(D +1)+ B? (16.53)

We now begin the outline of the derivation of the rough L?(H]) bounds
for the higher derivatives of the curvature components. Here we use only the
future directed timelike vectorfield T' (see [6.30) as a multiplier field, and the
vectorfields L and L as commutation fields. We thus consider the derived Weyl
fields:

Wonn = (LL)™(L)"R (16.54)
where m and n are non-negative integers. The order of Wy, ,, is k = m+n. We
associate to Wy, ,, the energy-momentum density vectorfields:

Ppn=PWyn;T,T,T) (16.55)
(see [ZG3)). We then consider the energies £y, (t) associated to P, , and to
Hi:
By = [ (Pt Ph )i (16.56)
Hy
(see[[6.39). Now, by Lemma 12.2, the energy E'[W](t) associated to P(W;T,T,T)
and to Hf, that is:

E'W](t) = / (PY(W;T,T,T)+ P*(W;T,T,T))dpg (16.57)
H,
is given by:

B0 = [ {Fa(0E + 1807 + J0a0)P +1o0V)P)

t

B2+ %|Q(W)|2} dyiz (16.58)
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Thus E'[W](t) is equivalent to the sum of the squares of the L? norms on Hj
of all components of W. The total kth order energy Ej (¢) associated to Hj is
then defined by:

Eit)= > Ep,.® (16.59)

m+n=k

Now, from [[2Z.64 7., the divergence of P,, ,, is given by:

3
Tm,n = _(dva(Wmﬂl)(Tv Ta T) - §Q(Wm,n)aﬁ'y§ (T)ﬂ-aﬁT’YT(s (1660)

the second term on the right being the “multiplier”’ part and the first term the
“Weyl current”’ part, given according to Proposition 12.6 by:

= 2A(Wann)g"s" (T + CWanin) 5" (T ) TPTVT? - (16.61)

Here J,, ,, is the Weyl current corresponding to the Weyl field W, ,,. By Propo-
sition 12.1 the J,, , satisfy the following recursion relations:

. 1oy 1
(Jon+1)pys = (Lrdon)pys + 5 V71N, (Wo n) s + 3 O pu(Won)s.s

1 v v v
+=( (L)QMBV(WOJL)H v T (L)‘Juw(WO,n)Mﬁ st (L)qu&/(Wov")Hﬁ'v )

2
(16.62)

- 1 0o 1
(Jmt1m)g70 = (LrTmn)ys + 5 BTV (Wann)upys + 5 Eou(Winn) 5,5
1

+§( (A)qugy(Wmm)Ww + (A)quyu(Wm,n)MﬁV(; + (A)QMéu(Wm,n)Hgvu)
(16.63)

To determine the kth order currents, we first obtain Jy, for n = 1,..., k from
the recursion relation and the fact that Joo = 0. We then obtain Jy, »
form=1,...k—n, n=0,..., k from the recursion relation The leading
terms in the expression for any component of .J,, , are of the following four
types. First, terms which are bilinear expressions, with coefficients depending
only on ¢ and ¢, the first factor of which is D™ D™ of a component of (“)7, and
the second factor is a (D, D or V) derivative of a component of Wi, n—1+4is—i,
where my +mo = m, i1 + 13 =7 and ¢ = 0,...,n — 1. Second, terms which are
bilinear expressions, with coefficients depending only ¢ and ¢, the first factor of
which is a (D, D or Y) derivative of D" D% of a component of (X7, and the
second factor is a component of Wy, n—14i,—i, Wwhere my +mao =m, i1 +ia =1
and 7 = 0,...,n— 1. Third, terms which are bilinear expressions with coefficients
depending only on ¢ and ¢, the first factor of which is D' of a component
of W7, and the second factor is a (D, D or Y) derivative of a component of
Wi—14jo—jn, Where ji + jo = j and j = 0,...,m — 1. Fourth, terms which
are bilinear expressions, with coefficients depending only on ¢ and ¢, the first
factor of which is a (D,D or V) derivative of D’* of a component of (&7,
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and the second factor is a component of Wy, _14j,—jn, Wwhere j; + jo = j and
j =0,..,m—1. Since the components of (M7, L7 are expressed by R21]
in terms of the connection coefficients, we can simply say that the leading
terms in the expression of a component of J,, , are terms which are bilinear
expressions, with coefficients depending only on ¢ and ¢, the first factor of
which is a ith order derivative of a connection coefficient, and the second factor
a jth order derivative of a component of R, where i +j = m +n = k. The
lower order terms in the expression of a component of .J,, ,, are terms which are
are [-linear expressions, [ > 3, with coefficients depending only on ¢ and ¢, the
first [ — 1 factors of which are i,th order derivatives of connection coefficients,
p = 1,...,1 — 1 respectively, and the last factor is jth order derivative of a
component of R, where i1y + ... 441 =i—1l+2and i+ j =m+n = k. Note
that | <17+ 2.

As noted previously, we already have sharp L? bounds on the H] for the 2nd
derivatives of the curvature components. By the results of Chapter 6 we already
have sharp L*(S) bounds for the 2nd derivatives of the connection coefficients,
except for dDw, dDw, D*w, D?*w. For ADw, D?w we have sharp L?(S) bounds
from Chapter 7. The L?(S) and L*(S) bounds imply L? bounds on the H;.
For dDw, D*w we have sharp L? bounds on the C, from Chapter 7. We shall
presently show how sharp L? bounds on the H; may also be obtained for these.
Here and in the following we shall make use of the following elementary lemma.
We denote by \*(¢) the supremum of A on H:

A*(t) =sup A =
H;

(16.64)

26—t ¢ fort € (up+9,c*)
t—2uy : fort e (ug,ug+ 9]

The infimum of A on H/ is —t.

Lemma 16.2 Let ¢ € (up, ¢*) and let f(u, u) be a non-negative function which
is square integrable on Dj. Then we have:

N [ pre=n g ?
/ </ f <§(t+ A),u’> du’) d\
—t uo
t )\*(tl) 1 1 1/2
< / / f? (5( "+, 5(t’ - X)> N at
uo —t/

1/2

and:

1/2

OIS 1 2
/ </ f (g', S(t— /\)> d@') dX
. N () ) ) 1/2
< / / f? (—( (P A (A X)> aN dt’
max{t—d,uo} < —t/ 2 2
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Proof: To establish the first inequality we define the function f (u,u) to be the
exension of f by zero to u < ug (see Figure 16.1)

00

N\

u+u=ug

Figure 16.1: The domain considered in regard to the first inequality

and write:

F(t=X) 1 Lo/ 1
[ s (e na)ar = [ F(Jeeng - Jesn) e o)

0 0

Setting:

(1 1
glt',\) = f <§(t + M)t — 5(15 + /\)) (16.66)
the left hand side of the inequality is:
A*(t) t 2 1/2 t
{/ (/ g(t',)\)dt’) d/\} = / g(t',-)dt’ (16.67)
—t up ug L2(—t,2* (1))
and we have:
t t
’ / g(t',-)dt’ < / gt L2 (—ex= ey at’ (16.68)
uo L2(—t, * (1)) uo

Now,

A*(t) 1 1
o Merein = [ (G0 = 5@ 0)an (1660

Setting A" =t — ¢/ 4+ X the last integral is:

t—t' A" (8) 1 1
/ f? <§(t’ + X)), 5(# - X)) dN (16.70)

—t
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Now, for ¢ > ug + 0 (hence also t > ug + §) we have, by [6.6%
t—t' + X )=t —t'+26 -t =20 —t' = \(t)
hence, since f coincides with f in D), is:
AT() 1 1
/4/ f? (5(# +X), §(t’ - X)) dN (16.71)
For t' <wug+ ¢ and t > ug + 0 we have, by [16.64
t—t + X (t) =20 —t' >t —2upg = \*(t')

hence, since f coincides with f in D} and vanishes for u < ug, [[670 is equal to
671 Finally, for t < wug+ d (hence also t' < ug + ¢) we have, by [[6.64

t—t + X*(t) =2t —t' — 2ug >t — 2ug = \*(t)

hence again, since f coincides with f in D) and vanishes for u < wug, I6.70 is
equal to[[6.71l1 Thus, we have, in general,

A(t) 1 1 1/2
It 22 ooy = ( [ (G nge =) dA’) (16.72)

—

and the first inequality of the lemma is established. ~
To establish the second inequality we define the function f to be the exten-
sion of f by zero to u < 0 (see Figures 16.2, 16.3)

U+ u=c

u+u=ug

Figure 16.2: The domain considered in regard to the second inequality, case
t<ug+9
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N

utu=t—2

N

N

Figure 16.3: The domain considered in regard to the second inequality, case
t>wug+0

and, noting that by [6.6%

%(t SN > 2 (t— A*(t) = max{t — 6, uo}

N =

we write:

3 (t+X)
/0 N f (u’,%(t—/\)) du' = /:(t_”f (t’ — %(t—)\), %(t—/\)) dt’

2

t . 1 1
:/ f<t’——(t—)\),—(t—)\)> dt’
max{t—3J,uo } 2 2

(16.73)
Setting:
z 1 1
ot ) = F (¥ = 500,50 ) (16.74)
the left hand side of the inequality is:
A (4) ¢ 2 1/2 ¢
/ / g, N)dt" | dx = / g(t',-)dt’
—t max{t—d,uo} max{t—3J,uo } L2(—t, A% (1))
(16.75)
and we have:
t t
/ g(t',-)dt’ = / g’ M L2 (—ea= e dt’
max{t—d,uo} L2 (=t A" (1)) max{t—d,uo }
(16.76)
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Now,

A 1 1
ot Merein = [ (¢ =Fu=N56-0)an e

Setting A =t — ¢ + X the last integral is:
=t () 1 1
/ f? <—( "N, =t — X)> dN (16.78)
- 2 2

Since ' — 2t < —t' and f coincides with f on D} and vanishes for u < 0, [5.78
is equal to:

t'—t+ A" (t) 1 1
/_t/ 12 (5(# +N), (¢ = X)) dx (16.79)
Now, for t > ug + & we have, by [[6.64
' —t4+ X (t) =t —2t+26 <26 —t' = \*(t')
while for ¢t < wug 4+ ¢ (hence also t' < ug + d) we have, by [6.64t
t—t+XN(t) =t —2up = \*(t)
In both cases[16.79is less than or equal to:

AT 1
/ f2 <§(t/ 4 /\/), 5(t/ _ )\/)) d)\/ (1680)

—t

Thus:

A (¢ 1 1 1/2
g(t, I p2(—e a2y < (/ £2 (5( TN, i(t/ _ )\/)) d)() (16.81)

—t

and the second inequality of the lemma is established as well.

Let now # be an arbitrary S tensorfield. By we have:
AT (1)
101172 r) = /H |9|2dM§:/7t /S 1 012Qdpy | AN (16.82)
t L+n), 3 e-0)
hence:
AT (t (¢
ol R T L A=y cl S [

—t
(16.83)
Aplying Lemma 16.2 to the function

fusu) =10 z2(s,, .)
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we then obtain:

1

A (4) 1(t=N) 2 /2 ¢
T R T R ey T
—t uo uo

(16.84)
and:
M) [ RN 2 ) ¢
Lo e,y i) ixy < | 161202,
—t 0 =2 max{t—d,uo}
(16.85)

We now revisit the proofs of Propositions 7.6 and 7.8. Setting u = 3(t + \),
u = $(t — A) in [[357), squaring, integrating with respect to A on (—t, \*(£)),
and taking the square root, we obtain, by [[6.84] and [16.83)

t
Dl oty < € [ szt (16.56)
ug

Substituting for n’ we now obtain an estimate for dDw in L?(H]) in terms of

t
/ 14Dl L2z, dt’ (16.87)
%)

plus lower order terms. Now, dDp is bounded in L?(H]) through the bounds
We obtain in this way the following sharp bound for dDw in L?(H]):

IDw| 2y < OS2 [E]72) =Vt € (ug,c”) (16.88)

Setting u = (¢t + \), u = 5(t — \) in [[378 squaring, integrating with respect
to A on (—¢t,A*(¢)), and taking the square root, we obtain, by [[6.84] and [[6.83]

t
D%l oy < € [ 11 il oo, (16.89)
ug

Substituting for 7 we now obtain an estimate for D?w in L?(H]) in terms of

t
|10l (16.90)
ug

plus lower order terms. Now, D?p is bounded in L?(H]) through the bounds
We obtain in this way the following sharp bound for D?w in L?(H]):

ID%w| g2 ayy < O(G™21t171) : Wt € (ug, ) (16.91)

Let us now consider the kth order energy Fj (t) associated to Hj (see[I6.54-
[6.59). It seems at first sight that E},(t) controls the L? norm on H] of only the
D, D derivatives of the curvature components of of order k and no Y derivatives.
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Nevertheless, we shall presently show that the Ej(t) for [ = 3, ..., k together with
the sharp bounds which we have already obtained, actually control the L? norms
on H, of all D, D and Y derivatives of the curvature components of order up to
k. This is by virtue of the Bianchi identities.

Consider in fact the Bianchi identities, given by Proposition 1.2. Denoting
by ~ equality up to lower order terms (here products of connection coefficients
with curvature components), these equations read:

QO 'Da ~ Y205

QO 'Da ~ —W@ﬁ

QDB ~ diva

Q_lgé ~ —diva

QDB ~dp+ *do

QDB = —fp+ *do

QO 'Dp ~ divp

O 'Do ~ —crl B

Q7 'Dp ~ —divp

Q' Do ~ —cyrl B (16.92)
In the third and fourth of the above equations we have the elliptic operator div
from trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfields to 1-forms on S, ., analyzed

in Chapter 5 (and also in Chapter 7). The L2-adjoint of this operator is the
operator

£ —%Wé;g (16.93)

from 1-forms & to trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfields on Sy, and we
have:

Vodive = A0 — 2K6 (16.94)
for any trace-free symmetric 2-covariant tensorfield 6 on Sy . Therefore, ap-
plying D to the first of equations and substituting from the third we
obtain: .

QO 2DDa ~ o (16.95)
Also, applying D to the second of equations and substituting from the
fourth we obtain: o

Q2 DDa ~ fa (16.96)
In the last two pairs of equations we have the elliptic operator (div, cyrl)
from 1-forms to pairs of functions on S, ., analyzed in Chapter 5 (and also in
Chapter 7). The L?-adjoint of this operator is the operator

(f,9) = —df + “dg (16.97)
from pairs of functions (f, g) to 1-forms on S, ., and we have:
dive — *dole = A — K¢ (16.98)
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for any 1-form & on Sy, and:

(div (df — “flg), cirl(df — “fg)) = (Af, £g) (16.99)

for any pair of functions (f,g) on Sy .. Therefore applying D to the fifth of
equations [[6.92] and substituting from the seventh and eighth we obtain:

QDDA ~ /B (16.100)

and applying D to the sixth of equations [[6.92 and substituting from the ninth
and tenth we obtain:
Q7 *DDpB ~ LB (16.101)

Also, applying D to the senth and eighth of equations )2] and substituting
from the fifth we obtain:

Q°DDp~ Jp
Q 2DDo ~ Jo (16.102)

Applying D™ D™ to equations [16.92 yields:

QD" pra ~ Y&(D™ D)

QD" Dl ~ —Y&(D™ D" B)

Q'D™ D" B ~ div(D" D a)

QD™ D" ~ —div (D" D"a)

QD™D B = d(D™D"p) + (D™ D" o)

QDD o~ —(D™ D" p) + (D™ D"o)

Q1D D" ~ iy (D™ D" )

Q'D"D" o ~ —cyrl (D™ D" B)

Q' D™ DM ~ —div (D™ D" )

Q'D"'D"g ~ —cyrl (D™ D" ) (16.103)
Here we take m +n =k — 1. In view of the 1dent1ty|5]39|, the third and fourth
of the above give us bounds for ||Y7D D" oll7. . and HWD D ozHLg(S
terms of | D™ D" j3||3, S, and ||Dm+1D"ﬁHL2(5 .)» respectively, plus lower
terms. In view of the 1dent1ty (2719, the seventh and elghth of [6.103 give us a
bound for || YD D" 3|3 . L) I terms ofHDmD"‘HpH HDmD"‘HoHLQ(S
plus lower order terms, whlle the ninth and tenth of [It glve us a bound for
||Y7DmD"ﬂ||L2(S in terms of | D' D"p|2, W) and ||Der1D"U||2

plus lower order terms Finally, in view of the 1dent1ty

/S {1dr1? + | *dglz}dw:/ lAf — *dg|*dpuy (16.104)

u,u
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for any pair of functions f, g on Sy ., the fifth and sixth of [[6.103gives us bounds

for ||¢‘lQmD"p||2 ||dDmD”J||L2(S in terms of ||Dm+1D”6||2L2(S

| D™D ||%2 2 respectlvely, plus lower order terms.

) and

Applying QmQ" to equations [[6.95] [16.96, 16.100, T6.10T] yields:

~m-+1

Q2D"" Drtla ~ A(D" D a)
020" Dt ~ AD" D)
Q2D DM g ~ (D™ D" )
Q2D DM g ~ (D™ D" )
O 2Dm+1Dn+1 ﬁ(DmDn )
Q2D Dl ~ A(D™D )

(16.105)

Here we take m +n = k — 1, [ = 2,....,k. Standard elliptic estimates for the

Laplacian /A on Sy, then give us bounds for

||77l2m15"04||%2(sﬂ,u)
YD Dl
V' D™ D" 8|75
IV D™ D" 317 2s,
IY' D™ D"l s,
||77lQmDn0||%2(sﬂ,u)

in terms of

m—+1 ~

Iv'=2D
Iy'=2D
1Y 2D D B e s,
IV =2 D D" B[,

m—+1

||Y7l_2Qm+an+10”2L2(S

D" a2, )

D”+104||L2(s )

uu)

uu)

V12D D s,

(16.106)

(16.107)

respectively, plus lower order terms. We thus have a recursion which for [ even

gives us bounds for [[6.100] in terms of

||Dm+(l/2)]jn+(l/2
”Dmﬂl/?)ﬁm(l/z)

||Dm+(l/2)Dn+ 1/2)
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||Dm+(l/2)Dn+(l/2)ﬁ||2Z(Su 2

||Dm+(l/2)Dn+ l/2)p||22(5u W)

||Qm+(l/2)Dn+ 1/2) UH%P(SE,u) (16.108)

respectively, plus lower order terms, while for [ odd gives us bounds for [[6.T00!
in terms of

HWQer((lf1)/2)Dn+((l*1)/2)Oz||%2(5
||WbmH(lf1>/2)D"+<<l*1>/2)a||22
|yp (=072 prt =02 g2, o

uu

|yDm D2 pra-v/ g2, o

[y (=D pr @D g2, o

|y =072 prtU=D2 g3, (16.109)

respectively, plus lower order terms. According to the previous discussion the
latter are bounded in terms of

| D=1/ pret (= 1)/2)+15HL2(S

wu)

|| Dm+H(=D/2+1 pr(=1) /Q)ﬁHLz(suu)

PllZa(s,.
+HQ7TL+((1_1)/2)DH+(U 1)/2)+1U||%2(SE w)

D™ H=D/2) pret(=1/2)+1

DR DD g2,

H| DD/ DH pr=D/2 g2,
HDm+ ((I=1)/2)+1 pn+((I— 1/2)ﬁ|\L2(s

u, u)

or ||DHU=D)/2prt=D/2t1g2, (16.110)

respectively, plus lower order terms. Setting u = %(t +A), u= %(t — ) and
integrating the inequalities obtained in this way with respect to A on (—¢, \*(t)),
we then obtain a bound for the sum of the squares of the L? norms on H] of
all derivatives of order k of all curvature componets in terms of the kth order
energy Fj (t) associated to H plus lower order terms. The lower order terms
are bounded in terms of the sum of the squares of the L? norms on Hj of the
derivatives of the curvature components of order up to k — 1 and the sum of the
squares of the L? norms on H; of the derivatives of the connection coefficients
of order up to k — 1. As we shall presently show, any derivative of order k" of
any connection coefficient is bounded in L?(HJ) by the supremum for ¢’ € (u, ¢]
of the sum of the L? norms on Hj, of the derivatives of order k" of the curvature
components, plus lower order terms. We are thus able to establish inductively
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that EJ (t) bounds the sum of the squares of the L? norms on Hj of all derivatives
of order k of all curvature components, up to terms which are bounded in terms
of SUPy ¢ (44,4 E;, (t'): for k' =3, ..., k—1 and the sharp bounds already obtained
for up to the second derivatives of the curvature components and the connection
coefficients. Here the Sobolev inequality on the Hj is used, which is similar to
the Sobolev inequality on the C,, Proposition 10.1, but with the D derivative
replaced by the £y derivative, where N is the vectorfield

1
N=3(L-1) NA=1 (16.111)

which is tangential to H] and generates a flow G, on H; which maps S1(t42),4(t-2)
onto S1 (44 xt0),1(1-A—o)- Note that on Hy we have: 1 —§ < |t[/|u] < 1.
We shall now show that any derivative of order k of any connection coefficient

is bounded in L2(H}) by a constant times 1/ E}(t), where

E.(t)= sup Eut) (16.112)
t’E(uo,t]

plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of the supremum for ' €
(ug,t] of the sum of the L? norms on Hj, of the derivatives of the curvature
components of order up to k — 1 and the supremum for ¢’ € (ug, t] of the sum of
the L? norms on HJ, of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of order up
to k — 1, and the sharp bounds for the derivatives of the curvature components
and the connection coefficients of up to second order which have already been
obtained. This shall be accomplished by appealing only to the propagation
equations.

It will then follow by induction that the sum of the L? norms on H] of the
derivatives of the connection coefficients of order k is bounded by a constant

times \/F;C (t) up to terms which are bounded in terms of \/F;C, (t): for k' =
3, ..., k—1 and the sharp bounds already obtained for up to the second derivatives
of the connection coefficients and the curvature components.

We first consider the propagation equations for YV *try’, Y*x’. These are
deduced by applying Y*~2 to the equations and using Lemma 4.1. We
obtain:

DY trx' = f -V X +g- VY +
DY*Y =h-VFtrx' +i- VY + si (16.113)

The coefficients f, g, h, i are given by .79 and we have:

T =~ 0
sp~ —YVFa (16.114)

Here, we denote by ~ equality up to lower order terms involving the ¥derivatives
of trx’, X" and fdlog Q = (1/2)(n + n) of order up to k — 1.
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We apply Lemma 4.6 to the above propagation equations taking p = 2. In
the case of the first of [6.113 we have ¥ *try’ in the role of 8, g - V*¥’ + r; in
the role of &, r = k, v = —2 and v = 0. In the case of the second of [G.1T3 we
have Y ¥y’ in the role of 6, h- ¥ *try’ + s;, in the role of &, r = k+2, v = 0 and
v =1i. In view of the estimates of Chapter 3 we obtain:

||y7ktrX/HL2(Sg,u)§C/ lg - VX +rllz2s,, ) du’
0

u’u

S Cl /O_HWICXIHLQ(Sglyu)dH/ + C‘/O_ ||rkHL2(Su ,u)dg/

V5% [l 22(s,.0) < C / 5 ¥ Eorx” + skl zags, )

<0 [FI9 sy ol + € [ lsullags,
0 - 0 )
(16.115)

Here and in the following we allow the constants to depend on §, ug, and the

quantities (B) :n=0,1,2,3, Df‘ll] (a), Dg°, Pi, Ps(trx), and Ps(try), as only
rough bounds are required.

Setting u = $(t + A), u = $(t — \) in each of [6.115, squaring, integrating
with respect to A on (—t, A*(¢)), and taking the square root, we obtain, by [[6.85]
and [16.83]

t t
IV ey < € [ 19 Nzmagdt +€ [ lirllgacn e
uo uo

t t
IV ey < € [ IV 0 ot + € [ lsullzacr e
uy uo
(16.116)

Summing these two inequalities we obtain a linear integral inequality for the
quantity

IV 56 |2y + 1V 5% | 2oy

which implies:
t
IV 5 x| p2cayy + 1V 5% |2 ey < C”/ {||7“k||L2(H;,) + HSkHL%H;/)} dt’

’ (16.117)
Now by [[6.114] the integral

t
/ HTkHLZ(Ht’/)dt/ (16.118)
ug

is bounded in terms of the supremum for ¢ € (ug,t] of the sum of the L? norms
of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of order up to k—1, and the sharp
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bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connection coefficients
already obtained. Also, the integral

/ ||Sk|\L2(H;,)dt' (16.119)
U

is bounded by the integral
/ HVkOéHm(H;,)dt’ (16.120)
ug

plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of the supremum for ¢’ €
(ug,t] of the sum of the L? norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients
of order up to £ — 1, and the sharp bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd
order of the connection coefficients already obtained. Moreover, according to
what has previously been demonstrated, the integral is bounded by a

constant times \/E;(t) plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of

\/ By (t): for k' =3, ...,k — 1, the supremum for ¢ € (uo, ] of the sum of the L2
norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of order up to k — 1, and
the sharp bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connection
coefficients already obtained. We have thus shown what was required in the

case of Y *try, VFx.
We turn to ¥ *trx’, ¥ *x’. These statisfy the conjugates of the propagation
equations [16.113]

QWktrx' =/ W’“trx’ +g- ka’ +r,
DY*Y =h-VEtux +i- VY + s, (16.121)
The coefficients f, g, h, i are given by E102] and we have:
r, =0
s~ —Va (16.122)

Here, we denote by =~ equality up to lower order terms involving the ¥derivatives
of try’, %" and dlog Q = (1/2)(n + n) of order up to k — 1.

We apply Lemma 4.7 to the above propagation equations taking p = 2. In
the case of the first of 6121 we have ¥ *try’ in the role of 8, g - V*%' +r; in
the role of {, r =k, v = =2 and y = 0. In the case of the second of M6.121] we

have ¥ %" in the role of 6, Q-Wkt_rx’—i—gk in the role of £, 7 = k+2, v = 0 and
7 = i. We obtain:

[l IV tex [ p2s,.0) < Cluol IV trx | 22(s,0,)
u
+C/ |u/|lc-',-1Hg . szl +£kHL2(Su,u/)du/
uo -
"IV R | L2(50.0) < Cluol™ IV L 1 L2(50,00)

+O/ |Ul|k+1|‘ﬁ'Wktrxl+§k”[,2(su )(16.123)

,‘U./
0
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In view of the estimates of Chapter 3 these imply:
IV tex | 22(50,0) < IV 00X 1225000
4 [ I7H L res,nded + € [ ealacs, i
o g
IV % e2(50) < C NV X 225000
40 [0t s, o + € [ lsilliacs, o
b b (16.124)

Setting u = $(t + A), u = 3(t — \) in each of [6.124] squaring, integrating
with respect to A on (—¢, \*(t)), and taking the square root, we obtain, by [6.84]
and [16.83]

IV tex [l L2y < C'NIV ey [l L2 (e
+C’ /t IV *X N[22,y dt’ +C” /t Izl 2,y dt’
uo uo
IV % N2y < CNVER N L2 e
+C'/t IV *tex’ || 2yt + C /t [ENFR AL
" b (16.125)

Summing these two inequalities we obtain a linear integral inequality for the
quantity
k k ~
IV trx L2 ey + 11V X | 2y

which implies:
195y + 19X gy < € {19 Firx lrzceg) + 194X oy }
t
+C"/ {HZkHL2(H,§/) + HﬁkIIL‘Z(H&)}dt/
uo
(16.126)

Now by [16.122] the integral

t
/ Izl 2, ydt’ (16.127)
uo

is bounded in terms of the supremum for ¢’ € (ug, ] of the sum of the L? norms
of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of order up to k—1, and the sharp
bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connection coefficients
already obtained. Also, the integral

/ 18]l 2,y dt! (16.128)
uo
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is bounded by the integral
[ 17 el (16.129)
ug

plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of the supremum for t' €
(up,t] of the sum of the L? norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients
of order up to & — 1, and the sharp bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd
order of the connection coefficients already obtained. Moreover, according to
what has previously been demonstrated, the integral is bounded by a

constant times \/E;C(t) plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of

\/E;, (t): for k' = 3,...,k — 1, the supremum for ¢’ € (ug, t] of the sum of the L?
norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of order up to k — 1, and
the sharp bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connection
coefficients already obtained. We have thus shown what was required also in
the case of Y *trx, VF%.

We turn to ¥ *n,¥V *7. These satisfy propagation equations deduced by ap-

plying Y*~! to the propagation equations 117 and using Lemma 4.1. We
obtain:

DY*n=a-V*p+by
DY n=a-V*n+b (16.130)

The coeflicients a, a are given by L.118 and we have:

b ~ QY B+ Q(V X)) -n— (VY 'DY) -

by~ Q7+ QT4 -y~ (VFD0) - (16.131)

Here we denote by ~ equality up to lower order terms involving the Y derivatives
of X, x, 1, n of order up to k — 1 as well as the ¥ derivatives of 3, 8 of order up
tok—1.

To the first of the propagation equations[[6.130 we apply Lemma 4.6 taking
p = 2, with Y%7 in the role of § and a-Wkﬂ+bk in the role of €. Here r = k+1,
v =0, v =0 and we obtain:

u’u

1Y nll 25,0 < C / Nl ¥ Fn -+ bllzags, . du’ (16.132)

To the second of the propagation equations [16.130 we apply Lemma 4.7 taking
p =2, with Y7 in the role of § and a- ¥ *n+bj, in the role of £. Here r = k+1,
v =0, 7 =0 and we obtain:

[l 1Y *1ll 2, ) < Cluol*[IV *1ll 2(5y,0)

+O/ |u/|kHQ'Wk77+bk”[,2(smu,)du/ (16.133)

0
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In view of the estimates of Chapter 3, [[6.132 and 06.133] imply:

19 il < € [ 19 sy ot + € [ Inliags,
1950l 225,01 < I *nll 2500
40 [0 alacsy i + € [ lbllacs, i
b b (16.134)
Setting u = 3(t+ A), u = 1(t — A) in each of [G.124} squaring, integrating with
j

respect to A on (—t, \*(t)), and taking the square root, we obtain, by [6.85]
[16.84] and 16.83]

IV 0l 2y < € /t IV *nll 2 o, ydt' + C /t 16kl L2, dt’
uo uo
IV nll2cay) < C'NIV*nllL2(cny)
v [ 1Yl e+ / eyl zager, it
b b (16.135)

Summing these two inequalities we obtain a linear integral inequality for the
quantity
k k
IV "l L2y + 1V 0l L2 e

which implies:
IV 50l 2y + 1Y 5l 2y < C7INY *1ll L2 (cuy)

t
+C”/ {||bk||L2(H;,) + ||bk||L2(H;/)} dt’

0

(16.136)
Now, in view of [6.131] the integral
t
| {Ielzzang) + ealan, } de (16.137)
ug
is bounded by
t
¢ [ {19*Bllzacny) + 194 Blluec } de
ug
t
4 [ {19 gz + 19 Aoy b (16.138)
uo

plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of the supremum for t' €
(up, t] of the sum of the L? norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients
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and of the curvature components of order up to k£ — 1, and the sharp bounds
for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connection coefficients and of
the curvature components already obtained. Moreover, according to what has
previously been demonstrated, the first of the integrals is bounded by

a constant times \/E;(t) plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms

of F;« (t): for k' = 3,...,k — 1, the supremum for ¢ € (ug,t| of the sum of
the L? norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of order up to
k — 1, and the sharp bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the
connection coefficients already obtained. Also, the second of the integrals[I6.138
has already been appropriately estimated above. We have thus shown what was
required also in the case of ¥, ¥ *n.

We turn to Y!D™w : [+ m = k. Applying Y* to the propagation equa-
tion and using Lemmas 1.2 and 4.1 we obtain the following propagation
equation for Y Fw:

DY w =ny (16.139)

where

o = Q* {2(n, V*0) +2(n — 0, Y *n) — V*p} (16.140)

and we denote by ~ equality up to lower order terms involving the Y derivarives
of x, n, n and p of order up to k—1. For n > 1, we apply D™~ 1 to the propagation
equation . I84l In view of the commutation formula [[L91] we obtain:

DD"w =nyg,, (16.141)
where the functions n, ,,, satisfy the recursion relation:
gy = Dty g1 +29°( = 1) - AD™ 1w (16.142)

and we have:
ngo = Q*{2(n,n) — nl* - p} (16.143)

Therefore the functions n, ,,, are given by:

m—1
nym = D"ng o + Z D™ {292(77 - ﬂ)ﬁ 'dDmilimlw} (16.144)

m’=0
It follows that:
1o, = O° {2(n, D™ ) + 2(n — 1, D"™n) = D™ p} +2mQ*(n — p)* - D™
(16.145)
where we denote by ~ equality up to lower order terms involving the D and

Y derivatives of the connection coefficients and of the curvature components of
order up to m—1. Moreover, applying D™~ ! to equations[[.82} [.I74] we obtain:

DMy ~0
D™y ~24D™ 'w (16.146)
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We conclude that:
N = 2(m +2)Q%(n — n)* - AD™'w — Q2D™p (16.147)

We now apply V!, for I +m = k, to the propagation equation [6.141} Using
Lemmas 1.2 and 4.1 we then deduce the following propagation equation for
ViD™w:

DY'D"w =mn,, (16.148)

where
0y = V1 = 2m 4+ 20020 — )t - VD™ — Q2YID™p (16.149)

and we denote by ~ equality up to lower order terms involving the D and Y
derivatives of the connection coefficients and of the curvature components of
order up to k — 1.

To the propagation equation [I6.139 we apply Lemma 4.7 taking p = 2. Here
r =k, v =0, =0 and we obtain, in view of the fact that ¥ *w vanishes on
O’u.o,

[ul UV ol Lasy, 0 SC/ /¥l ol 22 (s, A’ (16.150)

uo wr
This implies:
17 Fellzgs, ) < C° / kol zecs, oy (16.151)

u,u
0

Setting u = %(t +A), u= %(t — A), squaring, integrating with respect to A on
(—t, \*(t)), and taking the square root, we obtain, by [[6.84] and [[6.83]

t
IV sl < " [ lomwolliaon e (16.152)
ug

Now, in view of [[6.140 the integral on the right in [[6.152] is bounded by

t t
C/ IV * pll 2 ar, it + C'/ {||77k77||L2(H;,) + ||Y7kﬂ||L2(H;,)} dt’ (16.153)
uo Uy

0

plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of the supremum for t' €
(up,t] of the sum of the L? norms of the ¥ derivatives of the connection coef-
ficients and of the curvature components of order up to k — 1, and the sharp
bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connection coefficients
and of the curvature components already obtained. Moreover, according to what
has previously been demonstrated, the first of the integrals is bounded

by a constant times E;c (t) plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms

of E;C, (t): for k' =3, ...,k — 1, the supremum for ¢’ € (ug, t] of the sum of the
L? norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of order up to k — 1,
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and the sharp bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connec-
tion coefficients already obtained. Also, the second of the integrals has
already been appropriately estimated above. We have thus shown what was
required in the case of Y w.

We proceed to derive the appropriate estimates for Y!D™w : [+ m =k
for m = 1,...,k by induction on m. Suppose then that ¥ *!D™~1w has been
appropriately estimated. We apply Lemma 4.7 to the propagation equation
[I6.148 taking p = 2. Here r = [, v = 0, v = 0 and we obtain, in view of the
fact that ¥!D™w vanishes on C,,,

ul V! D" Wl 2s, ) < C/ |Ul|lfl||ﬂl,m||L2(Sﬂ,u/)d“/ (16.154)
ug

This implies:

u,u

IV D"l < € [ lzacs, od (16.155)
uo

Setting u = 1(t + A), u = 1(t — A), squaring, integrating with respect to A on

(—t, A*(t)), and taking the square root, we obtain, by [6.84 and [[6.83]

t
IV D" lary < € [ gl e (16.156)
ug

Now, in view of the integral on the right in is bounded by
t t
O/ HWlepHLz(H;,)dt/_"Cl/ HW”lefleLz(H;,)dt/ (16.157)
ug uo )

plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of the supremum for t' €
(up,t] of the sum of the L? norms of the Y¥and D derivatives of the connection
coefficients and of the curvature components of order up to k — 1, and the sharp
bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connection coefficients
and of the curvature components already obtained. By the inductive hypothesis
the second of the integrals [6.157 has been appropriately estimated. Moreover,
according to what has previously been demonstrated, the first of the integrals

16.157is bounded by a constant times \/F;C (t) plus a lower order term which is

bounded in terms of E;/ (t): for ' =3,...,k — 1, the supremum for ¢ € (uq, t]
of the sum of the L? norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of
order up to k — 1, and the sharp bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd
order of the connection coefficients already obtained. The inductive step is thus
complete and we have established the required estimates for ¥!D™w, for all
l+m=k.

The required estimates for Wlng are deduced in a similar manner. Indeed
V *w satisfies the conjugate of the propagation equation

DY*w =ny0 (16.158)
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where
nko ~ Q2 {2(n, Y *n) +2(n —n, ¥ *n) — V*p} (16.159)

and we denote by ~ equality up to lower order terms involving the Y derivarives
of x, 1, n and p of order up to k — 1. Also Wlng s l4+m=k, form>1,
satisfies the conjugate of the propagation equation [16.14§

DY'D™w = ny (16.160)
where
N =~ 2(m+2)Q%(n —n)* - YDy — Q*VID™p (16.161)

and we denote by ~ equality up to lower order terms involving the D and Y
derivatives of the connection coefficients and of the curvature components of
order up to k — 1.

Noting that ¥ *w vanishes on C, we apply Lemma 4.6 to the propagation
equation [[6.I58 taking p =2 . Here r = k, v = 0, v = 0 and we obtain:

u

IV lzo(se0 <€ [ Inkollios,, e (16.162)
i .

Setting u = %(t +A), u= %(t — A), squaring, integrating with respect to A on

(—t, A*(t)), and taking the square root, we obtain, by [6.85 and [[6.83]

t
||y7kg||L2(H£) < CI/ ||nk}0HL2(H£l)dt/ (16.163)
uo

Now, in view of [[6.159 the integral on the right in [[6.163]is bounded by

t t
c / IV *oll (gt + C" / (0¥ nll oy + 19 *nllager b’ (16.164)
u uo

which has already been appropriately estimated above. We have thus shown
what was required in the case of ¥ w.

Finally, we derive the appropriate estimates for V!D"w : [+ m = k
for m = 1,...,k by induction on m. Suppose then that ¥'**D™ 'y has been
appropriately estimated. Noting that ¥!D™w vanishes on C,, we apply Lemma
4.6 to the propagation equation [[6.148 taking p =2. Here r =1, v =0,7=0
and we obtain:

u

19Dl < C [ Il (16.165)

u ,u)

Setting u = 1(t + A), u = 1(t — A), squaring, integrating with respect to A on
(—t, A*(t)), and taking the square root, we obtain, by [6.85 and [[6.83]

t
9" 2"l < € [l e (16.166)
ug
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Now, in view of [[6.161] the integral on the right in is bounded by
t t
C/ HWlQmpHLz(H;l)dt/—l—Cl/ HWlJ’_lQm_lg”L%H;,)dﬁl (16.167)
ug uo )

plus a lower order term which is bounded in terms of the supremum for t' €
(ug,t] of the sum of the L? norms of the Yand D derivatives of the connection
coeflicients and of the curvature components of order up to k£ — 1, and the sharp
bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd order of the connection coefficients
and of the curvature components already obtained. By the inductive hypothesis
the second of the integrals has been appropriately estimated. Moreover,
according to what has previously been demonstrated, the first of the integrals

16.167 is bounded by a constant times \/E;c (t) plus a lower order term which is

bounded in terms of E;, (t): for k' = 3,...,k — 1, the supremum for ¢’ € (uo, t]
of the sum of the L? norms of the derivatives of the connection coefficients of
order up to k — 1, and the sharp bounds for the derivatives of up to the 2nd
order of the connection coefficients already obtained. The inductive step is thus
complete and we have established the required estimates for Y!D™w, for all
l4+m =k, as well.

Having established appropriate estimates for Yy, Y*x, Y*n, Y*5, and
ViD"w : l+m =k, V!D"w : [+ m = k, appropriate estimates for
all D, D and Y derivatives of order k of all connection coefficients follow in
a straightforward manner from equations [[L54] 59 [.R2] R3], [0 [T.I0Y
[LI70, 17T 173 [LI74

We are now ready to derive bounds for the energies Ej (¢) which are uniform
in t € (ug,c*), for any k > 3. The energy inequality [[6.38 reads, in the case of
the energy-momentum vectorfield

m+n=k
(see [[6.59),
E]/C(t) < Ek(uo) —|—/ |Tk|d,ug (16.169)
My

where

Te= Y Tmm (16.170)

and Ty, is given by [[6.60l In view of the fact that djug, the volume form of
(M., g) is given in terms of dyg, the volume form of (H{,g) by:

C

dpg = Qdt A dpg (16.171)

we have:

t
[ tnddng <€ [ lriluscny e (16.172)
MY uo )
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Starting from the sharp bounds for up to the 2nd derivatives of the connection
coefficients and of the curvature components on M/. which we have previously
obtained, we shall show by induction that the Ej (¢) are uniformly bounded in
t € (ug,c*) for any k > 3. The inductive hypothesis for k& > 4 is that the
E;, (t) are uniformly bounded in ¢ € (ug,c*) for ¥’ = 3,...,k — 1, and there is no
hypothesis for k = 3. In establishing the inductive step we allow the constants to
depend not only on §, ug and the ininial data quantities, but also on the uniform
bounds int € (ug, c*) for the E,(t) for k' = 3,...,k—1 provided by the inductive
hypothesis.

Now by the L> bounds on the components of (77 which follow from the
L°° bounds for the connection cefficients, the multiplier part of 7,, ,, is bounded
in L'(H}) by:

T)

CEl, ,(t) (16.173)
while the Weyl current part of 7,, », given by [6.61]is bounded in L!(H;) by:

C\ Bl O Tl L2 () (16.174)

where we denote by ||Jm,nl|r2(m;) the square root of the sum of the squares of
the L? norms on H] of the components of J,, ,, (in the null decomposition).
According to the discussion following the recursion relations [[6.62] 16.63] the
leading terms in the expression for any component of .J,,, ,, are of four types. All
four types are bilinear expressions, with coefficients depending only on ¢ and ¢,
the first factor of which is a derivative of a connection coefficient of order ki,
and the second factor a derivative of a curvature component of order ko, where
k1 + ko = k. In the case k; = 0, ko = k, we place the first factor in L°°(H])
using the results of Chapter 3, and the second factor in L?(H]) the resulting
quantity being bounded in terms of \/Ej (t). In the case ki = k, ks = 0 we
place the first factor in L?(H]) using the estimates, just obtained, for the kth

order derivatives of the connection coefficients in L?(H;) in terms of E;C(t),
and the second factor in L*°(H]). In the case ky = 1, ko = k — 1, we place the
first factor in L4(S%(t+)\)1%(t7”) using the results of Chapter 4, and the second
factor also in L4(S%(t+)\))%(t_)\)) the resulting quantity being bounded in terms
of \/E (t) by virtue of the Sobolev inequality on H{ (the analogue of the second
statement of Proposition 10.1). In the case k; = k — 1, ko = 1, we place the
first factor in L4(S%(t+A)7%(t7)\)) the resulting quantity being bounded in terms
of the L? norm on HJ of the kth order derivatives of the connection coefficients
(by virtue of the Sobolev inequality just mentioned), which is in turn bounded

in terms of \/F;C (t), and the second factor also in L4(S’%(t+)\))%(t_)\)). Finally,
in the remaining cases 2 < ki, ke < k — 2 (which exist only for k£ > 4) we may
place both factors in L4(S%(t+)\)1%(t7)\)), the resulting quantities being bounded
by constants in the above sense. The contributions of lower order terms in .J,,, ,
to ||, nllL2(z;) are similarly bounded by constants in the above sense. We thus
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arrive at the following conclusion:

| JmnllL2cary < C\/E,(t) +C' (16.175)

Substituting in [6.174] and combining with we conclude that:
el o2 ey < CE(E) + C” (16.176)

(for different constants C' and C”). Substituting in[[6172 and I6.T69 then yields:

t
E(t) < Ex(ug) + O/ E (tYdt' +C" : Vt € (ug,c) (16.177)

uo

Since the right hand side is a nondecreasing function of ¢, this implies that also:
t

E,(t') < Ex(uo) + C/ E(tdt' +C' : V' € (uo,t], Vt € (ug,c*) (16.178)
uo

Taking the supremum with respect to t' € (ug, t] then yields the following linear
integral inequality for F;C:

t
L (t) < Ej(uo) + C/ E.(tdt' + C’ (16.179)

This implies:
E,(t) < CEx(up) + C’ (16.180)

(for different constants C' and C”), which shows that Ej is uniformly bounded
on (ug,c*) completing the inductive step.

Having establised that the E} are uniformly bounded in (ug,c*) for all k,
it follows that the L? norms on H; of all the (D, D and Y) derivatives of any
order of all the curvature components and of all the connection coefficients
are uniformly bounded in t € (ug,c*). By the Sobolev inequality on the H
(the analogue of the second statement of Proposition 10.1), it then follows that
the L* norms on S, , of all the derivatives of any order of all the curvature
components and of all the connection coefficients are uniformly bounded in
(u,u) € D... Then by Lemma 5.2 with p = 4 all the derivatives of any order of
all the curvature components and of all the connection coefficients are uniformly
bounded in M/..

16.3 Completion of the continuity argument

In this section we shall show that the solution extends as a smooth solution to
a larger domain M. for some ¢ > ¢* and the three conditions in the statement
of Theorem 12.1 hold for the extended solution as well, thereby contradicting
the definition of ¢* unless ¢* = —1. The proof of Theorem 12.1 will then be
complete.
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It follows from what has just been established that the metric components
in a canonical coordinate system extend smoothly to the future boundary H.«
of M.+ as do the connection coefficients and curvature components. Thus H}
is endowed with a smooth induced metric g (see [[6.29]) and a smooth 2nd fun-
damental form k. We denote

M = Mo\ JHer, M. = ML\ JHL (16.181)
and:
ol [ 20—¢" ¢ forc* e (ug+0,—-1)
A(eT) = ?p)\ a { ¢ —2uy : for c* € (ug,ug+ 9] (16.182)

(see[I6.27 [I6.64]). In the Minkowskian region My, which corresponds tou < 0, g
coincides with the Euclidean metric e in the same (X, 94 : A = 1,2) coordinates
and k vanishes. The 2nd fundamental form of the Hy, in particular of H.-, is
given by:

k(X,Y) = g(VxT,Y) (16.183)

where X, Y is any pair of vectors tangent to H; at a point. Let us supplement the
frame field (e4 = 0/004 : A = 1,2) for the S1(t4x),3t—x With the vectorfield
N=Q'N (16.184)

the outward unit normal to the S%(HA%%(FA), to a frame field for H;. From

[I6.117] and [.T97 we have:

v ! o (2 L 2
N—2(64 63)—Q (8)\+2b 819A> (16185)

From [I6.31] and the table we then find, for the components of k in
the frame (N,eq : A=1,2):

N~ A 1 ~
E(N,N) = 59*1(0} +w) =TlogQ

k(eAu N) = _CA

1
k(ea,ep) = i(XAB + X, 5) (16.186)

Therefore k is given in canonical coordinates (A, 94 : A =1,2) on H; by:
1
k= iQ(w +w)dA @ dA

1 1
—QCa(d? — 5bf‘dx) ® dX — QCad\ @ (d9 — gb"‘d}\)
1

1 1
z A LA B_ LB
+300an +x, ) (@07 = SbAdN) @ (@0 — SbPdN)  (16.187)

Now by virtue of the definition of a canonical coordinate system, the metric
dap(u,u)dd* @ d9P is precisely the pullback metric (® 0 ®,)" glg, . on

—U—Uuo
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[e] [e]

S0.uy, while the metric g|g = [uo|* g where ¢ is the standard metric on S°.
sUQ
Then by Lemma 11.1, A(u, w) and A(u, u), respectively the smallest and largest

[e]

eigenvalues of |u|~2gap(u, u) relative to ¢ , 5, satisfy:

1
1 < AMu,u) < A(u,u) <4 (16.188)
for all (u,u) € D.., hence by continuity also for all (u,u) € EL*, where
D, =Dl| J{wu) : utu=c" uel0,u ("))} (16.189)
where for any ¢ € (ug, ¢*] we denote:
v ) : fort e (up+9,c)
u'(t) = SEFE n { t—wuy : forte (up,uo+ 9] (16.190)

The left inequality in [6.I87 implies that the null hypersurfaces C,, do not
contain focal points on H.., the future boundary of M., either. Let now

c*

N (u,u) and A’(u,u) be respectively the smallest and largest eigevalues of the

pullback metric @}, gl on Sp. with respect to the metric glg =~ = [ul* 4.
Then by Lemma 5.3, taking & suitably small, we have:

N(u,u) > =, A(u,u) <2 (16.191)

N | =

for all (u,u) € D.., hence by continuity also for all (u,u) € ﬁ/c*. The left
inequality implies that the null hypersurfaces C,, do not contain conjugate points
on H!. either.

Now the induced metric § on H.., given by [6.29] is equivalent to the Eu-
clidean metric e on H..:

e=d\@d\+ X\ ¢, d0* @ d9P (16.192)

and, as mentioned above, § = e on H. [ My. It follows that the distance
relative to e between any pair of points on H.- is bounded from above by a
constant multiple of the distance between the same points relative to g, and
conversely. Hence, if p’ and p” are points on Sy c+—u, u € [0,2*(c*)), which
correspond to distinct points ¥ and ¥ on S?, then their distance relative to
g is positive. As a consequence, the null hypersurfaces C,, do not contain cut
points on H’., the future boundary of M. either. The generators of the C,, are
the integral curves of L, which is given in canonical coordinates by [L197 Thus,
the generator of (', initiating at a point ¢ € Sp, corresponding to the point
Yo € S? represented by the coordinates (9,93), is represented in canonical
coordinates by:
w = (u,u,9(w; 9))
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where u — J(u;Yg) is the solution of:

dﬁA A A A
s b (w, u,9),  97(0;9) = 9 (16.193)

a non-autonomous system of ordinary differential equations on S2. The vector-
field

0

A

b=b'o (16.194)
being smooth on M-, it follows that 9}, # 9 implies ¥(u;9}) # 9(u;9y) for
all uw € [0,¢* —ul, if u > c¢* —§, for all u € [0,0), if w < ¢* — 4, in the case
c* > wug+ 0, for all w € [0,¢* — u], in the case ¢* < ug + §. Consequently, the
null hypersurfaces C,, do not contain cut points on H.. either. Moreover, H_.
is smoothly foliated by the {S1(c-yx) 1(c-—n) © A€ (=¢",A%(c"))}, the lapse
function Q (see [[6:I84) being bounded above and below by positive constants.

We now define “Cartesian” coordinates z', 22,23 on H,.. as follows. In the

Minkowskian region My these coincide with the Cartesian coordinates 2!, z2, 3
previously defined. To extend these coordinates to H.. we simply stipulate that
they are given in terms of the “polar” coordinates ), ¥', 92 by the same formulas
as in the Minkowskian region My. That is, the 2’ : i = 1,2,3 are given in the

north polar chart by:

A9t A2 1— 1[92
1 2 3 4
= = = I 16.195
x T+ Iop T TR T <1+%|19|2) ( )

and in the south polar chart by:

AP A2 1— 0]
xl — 71 s :L'2 = 71, {L‘3 = —)\ ¢ (16.196)
1+ 1gp 1+ 1932 1+ 3|02

the inverse of the transformation [[6.195] being;:

22! 9 222

P P =" 9P2=_ 16.197
|$|, |(E|+(E37 |(E|+(E3 ( )
and the inverse of the transformation [16.196] being:
2! 222
_ 1_ 2 _
A=lzf, 0 = = MR (16.198)
(see 208 [[209) where

2] = V/(@1)? + (22)? + (a7)?
In the north polar chart we have:

oA 94
0z4 ~ 1+ o2 ’
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o _1-dpp
Oz 1+ 1|2

o0 1 1 aos
A
%:—W‘ CA—1.2 (16.199)

and in the south polar chart we have:
ox vt
ozA 1+ %|19|2
oA _ LA
O3 14 1|92

A=1,2

o9 1o 1oaop
A
)\%:W‘ cA=1,2 (16.200)

Note that the right hand sides of [[6.199] are analytic functions of ¥ =
(91, 9?) alone.
Let us write:
g=e+h (16.201)
The components e;; of the Euclidean metric in Cartesian coordinates being
simply d;;, we have:

0N O 994 09"
i = D O Oz Oz

Therefore, the components g, ; of the metric g in Cartesian coordinates are given
by:

= by (16.202)

+ 2 dap

gij = 517‘ + hij (16203)
Here h;; are the components of the tensorfield h in Cartesian coordinates:

1 oA OA
hij = (92 —14 Z|b|2) S
1 <8/\ oA a0 oA >

274\ 02" 927 " 0 Oxd
o 9vA ouB
— 2 _—
+(gAB A gAB) Oxt Oxi (16204)
where:
ba = gapb” (16.205)

Letting again A(u,u) and A(u,u) be respectively the smallest and largest

eigenvalues of |u|"?¢ap(u,u) relative to ¢ .5, following the proof of Lemma
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11.1, and using the estimates of Chapter 3 in place of the bootstrap assumptions
Al.1, A1.2, A3.1, A3.2, we now obtain:

Mu,u) >1—002ul™Y),  Alw,u) <1402 |ul™) (16.206)

It follows that:

]2, w)— g o = VO] ~ 17 + (A w) - 17

<O@Y?u™) ¢ Y(wu)€D..  (16.207)

Also, the L* bound on ¢ from Chapter 3 yields through equation the
following L°° bound on b:

]| oo 5,0y < O@ED)|ul7") : V(u,u) € D, (16.208)

The bounds[I6.207 [[6.208, together with the bound on log 2 for Chapter 3, yield
through [6.204] in view of the formulas[I6.199 06.200, the following bound for
the functions h;; on H.:

sup |hij| < OEY2|c*|7Y) + 4,5 =1,2,3 (16.209)

c

The components of the tensorfield k in Cartesian coordinates are given by:
1 OX O
kij = Eﬂ(w +w) O Dl
o941, 0N oA
1K ( o 2" axi) 929
o\ (819‘4 1b a4 OA )

(16.210)

—QCa

dxi \ dxd 2

ori 2 Oz

1 oA 1 40N\ (094 1, 0N
+2(XAB * XAB) ( ozt 2 8x1) (83:3 2 8x3>

The estimates of Chapter 3 together with the bound [6.208, imply, in view of

the formulas [6.199] 16200, the following bound for the functions k;; on H..:

sup |kij| < OO0~Y2|e*|7Y) 0,5 =1,2,3 (16.211)
Hl

ok

The functions h;; and k;;, considered as functions of the Cartesian coordi-
nates z',z2, 23, are smooth functions on the open ball B« (cxy of radius \* (c*)
in N2 extending to smooth functions on the closed ball By« (¢+), their derivatives
of all orders being bounded. We apply to these functions a radial total exten-
sion operator E for By« (). This yields smooth functions E'h;; and Ek;; on the

closed ball E)\*(c*)-i-lv and there is a numerical constant C' such that:

sup  |Ehy| <C sup |hij|,  sup  [Ekiy| <C sup k| (16.212)

Bix(er)41 Bxx (e) By (o*y 41 B (e)
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In particular, the bound [16.209 implies:

sup  |Ehgj| < 0(5Y/?) (16.213)

Bis(cr)41

(n)
hence, if ¢ is suitably small (depending on the quantities D : n = 0,1,2,3;
Dﬁl] (a) and the quantities Dg°, P, P5(trx), Ps(trx)) the tensorfield with com-
ponents:

0ij + Ehij (16.214)

defines a positive-definite metric on E)\*(C*)H. From now on we denote this
metric simply by g,; and we denote Ek;; simply by ki;.

We shall now construct a local future development V! of the initial data
(g, k) on H.~. This shall be done by the classical method of Choquet-Bruhat (see
[Chol], [Cho2], [Cho3]), which uses “wave” coordinates (also called “harmonic”
coordinates) adapted to the initial spacelike hypersurface. We shall presently
briefly review this method. The wave coordinates, which we denote by z* : =
0,1,2,3 are functions ¢ on V/ which are solutions of the wave equation

Ap =0 (16.215)

on V! . Such a solution is determined by its initial data on H.- which is ¢
together with T(b on H.-. Here, we set:

2 =c¢" :onHe, ' =21':i=1,2,3: the given Cartesian coordinates on H-
(16.216)

and:
T2°=1:0onHe, T2'=0:i=1,2,3: on H- (16.217)

These conditions state that the coordinate system is Gaussian normal along
H.«. For, they state that:

. 0
T= 520 along H.- (16.218)
Since
(T,7T) = —1 7,9 ) 2o
g ) - I g I 81‘1 -
the vectorfields 9/0z° being by [6.210 tangential to H., we have:

goo=—1, goi=0:i=1,2,3 : along He- (16.219)

Also:
9ij =Ty 2 4,J =1,2,3 : along H- (16.220)

By the domain of dependence theorem, the domain of dependence of H. [ My
in V! shall be the Minkowskian region V! (] My, the coordinates z# : u =
0,1, 2,3 coinciding with the original Cartesian coordinates in M.
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The wave equation[I6.2T5 expressed in an arbitrary coordinate system reads:
A= (97" 0adsdp —THuhp = 0 where T* = (g~ ")*Th, (16.221)

Thus the condition [6.2T7 imposed on the coordinate functions z# is equivalent
to:
r'“=0 (16.222)

In view of [6.2T9 along H.- we have:
8ogij = 2k1] : ’L,_] = 1, 2, 3 : along HC* (16223)

The 0ggo; : © = 1,2,3 and Oygoo along H.« are chosen so as to satisfy the
conditions:
' =0 : along H. (16.224)

A short calculation shows that:
aog()i = Fl 1= 1, 2, 3 80900 = 2trk : along HC* (16225)

where F'L = gufj and F‘] — (g*l)mnfj

mn
functions for the induced metric g,;;. Also, trk = (G )™ kpmn. Let us denote

are the corresponding 3-dimensional

by H.~ 1 the closed ball E,\*(C*H_l on the coordinate hyperplane xz° = ¢* where
the extended functions Jij and k;; are defined. We then define g,,, and dyg,u.,

w,v = 0,1,2,3, on He- 1, so as to satisty [[6.219] [[6.220, [6.223, and [[6.227]
relative to the extended functions g,; and k;;.

The Ricci curvature components in an arbitrary coordinate system are given
by:

1
Ricy, = Huy + 55 (16.226)

Here: .
Ho = =55~ ags + B 09303900 (16.227)

where B is a homogeneous rational function of the metric components. Also:
S =0,y +0,1T,, Tp=gul” (16.228)

Thus in wave coordinates the vaccuum Einstein equations reduce to the quasi-
linear system of wave equations:

H,, =0 (16.229)
for the metric components, which are called reduced equations. Let us denote:
Ric,, = Ricy, — % guutrRic (16.230)
tr Ric being the scalar curvature:

trRic = (g71)*’ Ricap (16.231)
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Similarly, we denote:

Sy = S — %gﬂytrsg trS = (971’ Sap (16.232)
The twice contracted Bianchi identities

VY Ric, =0 (16.233)
imply that every solution of the reduced equations satisfies:
VS =0 (16.234)

The equations [I6.234] constitute a homogeneous linear system of wave equations
for the I'y;:
(97" 0a05T + AZP0aT 5 = 0 (16.235)

where A is a linear form in the partial derivatives of the metric components, with
coeflicients which are homogeneous rational functions of the metric components.
Moreover, the constraint equations:

Rico; =0:i=1,2,3 Ricgo=0 : along He (16.236)

imply that every solution of the reduced equations which satisfies [[6.224] along
H_« also satisfies:
00Ty, =0 : along H- (16.237)

Now, the constraint equations [[6.236] are the contracted Codazzi and twice
contracted Gauss equations of the embedding of H.« in spacetime:

ijij - 6itl”k =0
trRic — |k|* + (trk)> =0 (16.238)

Here V is the covariant derivative operator on H,. associated to g, Ric is the

Ricci curvature of g, and trRic = (g~ )™ Ric,,,, the scalar curvature of g. Also,
|k| is the magnitude of k with respect to g: |k| = \/(gfl)mi (@ )" kpnkij. The
constraint equations are satisfied along H.~ by virtue of the fact that
we have a smooth solution of the vacuum Einstein equations on M. which
smoothly extends to its future boundary H.-.

Let then (V.,,g) be a development of the extended initial data (g, 009w )
on H« 1, that is, a domain V_,, with past boundary H. ; and a solution g, of
the reduced equations[I6.229 on V,, taking the given initial data along H.« 1,
such that for each point = € V., each past directed causal curve (with respect
to gu.) initiating at = terminates at a point of H- ;. Then equations
are satisfied on V., and conditions [[6:224 and [[6.237 are satisfied along H.-. Tt
follows that the I';, vanish on V_ , the domain of dependence of H.- in (Vz,,g).
Consequently, the restriction of g,, to V/ is a solution of the vacuum Einstein
equations on V.
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Let f be a non-negative non-increasing C'°° function on the real line such

that:
io={7 0

For any € > 0 we define the domain V; by:

(16.239)

IN TV
[T

Ve={(2" 2" 2%,2%) e R* : 0< 2" — ¢ <ef(jx| — A (c)), |z] <A (c*) + 1}
(16.240)
and the local existence theorem for the reduced equations states that
given any smooth initial data (g, 0ogu,) on He« 1 where g, is a Lorentzian
metric defined along H.- 1, in particular for any smooth initial data of the form
(6279 16.220, [6.223 [6.225] there is an g9 > 0 and a development (V.,,g),
taking the given initial data along H.- 1. Moreover, for any €1 € (0,e0] the

future boundary of V,, in V., is a spacelike hypersurface.
The vectorfields L', L' satisfy everywhere on M.« | J H.+, in particular along

H .« the formulas [L.8t

L = =2V O, L = ~2(g7 ) Dyu

Thus, in view of [6.218, [16.219], 16.220 and the facts that 2u = ¢*—\, 2u = c*+\
along H,.«, the components of L’ and L' along H.- in the wave coordinate system
are given by:

L = 200u = 2Tu = Q1
) . ol
L= =27 )0 = (g
x
L' = 200u = 2Tg =Q!
2

L' =-2(g7 ") 0u=—@")" (16.241)

||
and the function €2 is determined along H.- by the conditions:
gHVL/'uL/U = gMuLIHLIV =0

which yield: o
xt ol
Q2= (g H¥y == (16.242)
|| ||

We extend L’ and L' to H.~ 1 by stipulating that [6.241] and hold every-
where along H.- ;. Then L’ and L' are respectively outgoing and incoming null

normal fields to the surfaces of constant A\ on H- ;. -
Let us denote, for any n € (0, 1], by H-, the closed ball By« (c)1, on the

coordinate hyperplane 2% = ¢*. Let us also denote by F;* the closed annular

region B« (.+)\ B_¢~ on the coordinate hyperplane 2% = ¢*. This is H.. together
with its outer boundary in H- ;.
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We now consider, for each point p € He 1/4 \ B_.«_1/4 the null geodesic
initiating at p with initial tangent vector L’(p). This is the first member of the
solution

at =zt (s;p), L'* = L"(s;p) (16.243)

of the first order system of ordinary differential equations:

dxt
_— = L/‘u'

ds
AL

= —T (x(s;p)) L' L7 (16.244)

corresponding to the initial conditions:
2°(0;p) = ¢*, 2" (0;p) = af 10 =1,2,3 L"™(0;p) = L'™(p) (16.245)

the Cartesian coordinates of p being (c*, :Ellj, :EI%, xf,) We call this family of null
geodesics the “outgoing” family. We shall show in the following that there is a
e1 € (0,e0] such that each null geodesic is defined as long as it remains in V, .
Thus the outgoing null geodesic initiating at p is defined for all s € [0, s*(p)]
where

2" (0)sp) = & + &1 f(Ja(s" (p); p)] — X*(c") (16.246)

that is, z(s*(p); p) lies on the future boundary of Vz,. The coefficients T, ; being
smooth functions on V;,, the mapping

(s:p) — z(s;p) (16.247)
is a smooth mapping of the domain:

K51 = {(Svp) € %X(Hc*,l/4\B—c*—1/4) P sE [075*(1))]5 pE Hc*,1/4\B—c*—1/4}

(16.248)
into V,. Assigning polar coordinates (A, ) to p, and setting A\ = ¢* — 2u, the
mapping may be described as a smooth mapping

(s,u,¥) — x(s;u, ) (16.249)
of the domain:

K., ={(s,u,9) € R* x §* : (16.250)
s €10,5%(c* — 2u,9)], 2u € [¢* — N\*(c*) — 1/4),2¢* + 1/4], ¥ € §?}

into Vz,. The vectorfield L’ is thus extended to a null geodesic vectorfield
and s is the corresponding affine parameter function which vanishes on the
coordinate hyperplane 2 = ¢*. An outgoing null geodesic initiating at a point
p € Hex [ My is described by:

X3

X
p| i=1,2,3 L'"(s;p) = L'*(p) (16.251)

|z

2%(s;p) = c*+s, 2'(s,p) = :Efo—i—s
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as long as it remains in Mj.

Similarly, we consider, for each point p € ﬁ/c the null geodesic initiating at
p with initial tangent vector L'(p). This is the first member of the solution

at =t (s;p), L™ =L"(sp) (16.252)

of the first order system of ordinary differential equations:

dxt
R g5
ds -
dL'" o
i = Los(@lsp)L L7 (16.253)
corresponding to the initial conditions:
2%(0;p) = ¢*, 2°(0;p) = x; ci=1,2,3 L™0;p) = L'™(p) (16.254)

the Cartesian coordinates of p being (¢*,z), x>, 3). We call this family of null
geodesics the “incoming”’ family. Again, we shall show in the following that
each null geodesic is defined as long as it remains in V,,. Thus the incoming

null geodesic initiating at p is defined for all s € [0, s*(p)] where

(5" (p):p) = ¢ + o1 f(|a(s" (p); p)| — A (c")) (16.255)

that is, z(s*(p); p) lies on the future boundary of Vz,. The coefficients T, ; being
smooth functions on V;,, the mapping

(s:p) = a(s;p) (16.256)

is a smooth mapping of the domain:
K., ={(sp) eRxHp : s€[0,5(p), p M.} (16.257)

into Vz,. Assigning polar coordinates (A, ) to p, and setting A = 2u — ¢*, the
mapping [16.247 may be described as a smooth mapping

(8, u,7) = z(s3u,7) (16.258)
of the domain:

K. ={(s,u,9) € R®xS? : s €[0,5"(2u—c",9)], 2u € [0,c"+A\*(c")], ¥ € S*}
(16.259)
into V.,. The vectorfield L’ is thus extended to a null geodesic vectorfield and s
is the corresponding affine parameter function which vanishes on the coordinate
hyperplane z° = c¢*.
We shall now derive certain bounds in VZ, . In the following, for any multiplet
of real numbers of the form Aﬁf,‘f; S, e g3 V1, e Vp = 0,1,2,3 we denote
by |A| the “magnitude”:

|A] = > (ADl)? (16.260)



Since the I'! 5 are smooth functions on Vz,, there is a positive constant M such
that:

sup [T'(x)| =M (16.261)
z€Ve,

where, in accordance with the above notation,

@)= [ > (Ths(x))?

o008

We shall presently show that if €1 is chosen suitably small depending on M,
then for the outgoing family of null geodesics we have:

1
|L'(s;p)] <2, L°(s;p) > 3 for all (s;p) € K, (16.262)
and for the incoming family of null geodesics we similarly have:

IL'(s;p)] <2, L°s;p) > = :forall (s;p) € K, (16.263)

N =

Here, in accordance with the notation [16.260],

(s;p)] / L“‘ (s;p)] / L2

Consider first [[6.2621 By [[6.247], [[6.242] and [[6.209 along H.« ; we have:
IL'| < V2402 |7Y), LY >1—0(6Y?|c"|™Y) (16.264)

therefore hold at s = 0 provided that § is suitably small. Consider now
a given p € Hew 14 \ B_c+_1/4. By continuity hold at the given p and
for s suitably small. Let § be the largest value of s in the interval (0, s*(p)] for
which holds at the given p and for all smaller values of s. Then either
5 = s*(p), in which case what is required has been demonstrated, or one of the
inequalities must be saturated at 5. By and the second of we
have:

L/
L 4M : on [0,5] (16.265)
ds
hence:
IL'(5:p)| = |L'(0:p)| < 4M5 (16.266)

Moreover, again by [16.261] and the second of [16.244
|L°(5;p) — L'°(0;p)| < 4M5 (16.267)

Now by the first of [[6.244] and the second of the inequalities at p, which
holds for all s € [0,3] we have:
da®

= >
ds —

(16.268)

N | =
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hence: s
2%(s;p) — ¢ > 5 ¢ Vse [0,3] (16.269)

Since in V| we have 20 — ¢* < g1, it follows that:
3 < 26 (16.270)
Substituting this bound in and we obtain:
IL'(3;p)| — |L'(0;p)| < 8Mey (16.271)

and:
[L(5;p) — L"(0;p)| < 8Mey (16.272)

Comparing with [[6.264] we conclude that neither of the two inequalities [[6.2G2]
is saturated at s provided that:

1

517 (16.273)

€1 < ¢e1,0:=

and 9§ is suitably small (depending on the quantities (lnj) :n=0,1,2,3; Df‘ll] (@)
and the quantities Dg°, P}, Ph(try), Ps(try)). Therefore s = s*(p) and we have
established The inequalities [[6.263 are established in a similar manner.
It follows that the mapping [[6.247 is indeed a smooth mapping of K., into V.,
and the mapping [6.256 is indeed a smooth mapping of K_ into V;,, and these
statements hold for any €1 € (0,1 0]

The first of the inequalities and together with the bounds (see

I6270):
s"(p) <261 : VpE€ Hewyja \ B_¢o_1ys, 8°(p) <261 : Vpe HIC (16.274)
imply, integrating the first of equations [16.244 and [16.253),
lz(s;p) — ap| <4der @ Vs €[0,5%(p)], ¥p € Hew 174\ B_cv 14 (16.275)

and:
|2(s;p) — @p| < 4ey ¢ Vs € [0,5*(p)], Vp € Hl. (16.276)

Here, as previously, and in contrast to the notation [[6.260, we denote by |x| the
magnitude of the spatial part of x:

Let then (s1,p1) and (s2,p2) be two points of K., which are mapped by the
mapping [[6.247 to the same point of VZ,. Then by [6.27H the Euclidean distance
of the points p; and po is at most: 81 Similarly, let (s;,p1) and (s,, p2) be two
points of K_ which are mapped by the mapping to the same point of
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Vz,. Then by [[6.276 the Euclidean distance of the points p; and ps is at most
8c1 as well.
The inequality [[6.275] also implies that:

(s () ) < X () 7 + 4 (16.277)
Therefore by and the definition of the function f:
22(s*(p);p) —c* =1 : Vpe Hee 174\ B_cv_1/4 (16.278)
provided that:
e < %6 (16.279)
Similarly, the inequality also implies that:
lz(s™(p);p)| < A™(c7) +4dex (16.280)
therefore a fortiori implies:
2 (s*(p)ip) —c*=¢e1 : Vpe ﬁlc (16.281)

Let us set:
€2,0 = min{aLo, 1/16} (16282)

Then all the above hold in reference to V;, for any €1 € (0,e2]. By the first of
16.244] and the first of the inequalities [16.262

d 0
di <2 (16.283)
S

hence integrating on [0, s*(p)] we obtain, by [6.27T8
£1
2
Using [16.281] we obtain, in a similar manner:

s'(p) > - : VpE€He 14\ B ¢ 14 (16.284)

€1
2
Consider now the Jacobian of the mapping [[6.247 at s = 0. Let us assign

Cartesian coordinates (y',y% y*) to p. Since s = 0 corresponds to He« 174 \
B_c*_1/4 C Hc*,h we have, by 110.240

s*(p) > D Vp € Hes (16.285)

ozt
D5 |, = L“‘|HC*J (16.286)
and, for j =1,2,3:
6 " a " . =
= =D {0 for p=0 (16.287)
o lemo OV |y, 0i; + forp=1=1,2,3
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Taking into account [[6.241] we then conclude that the Jacobian of the mapping
16.2470 at s = 0 is simply:

(2, b, 2% 23)

el At bl Rl =0! 16.288

a(saylayzvyB) s=0 HC*’l ( )

The Jacobian of the mapping [[6.249 is then the product of the above by
OA/Ouly , = —2times the Jacobian of the transformation from polar to Carte-

sian coordinates on H.~ ;.

Consider next the Jacobian of the mapping at s = 0. Let us again
assign Cartesian coordinates (y', 4%, y3) to p. Since s = 0 corresponds to H .« C
H,- 1, we have, by [6.254

ozt i
i L",. (16.289)
and, for j =1,2,3:
6 s a K . =
= = {0 for p=0 (16.290)
o |gmo OV |y, 0i; + forp=1=1,2,3

Taking into account [[6.241] we then conclude that the Jacobian of the mapping
16.2506 at s = 0 is simply:

o0, 2t 22 2?)
JERTERTERTE)

The Jacobian of the mapping [[6.258 is then the product of the above by
ON/Ouly , =2 times the Jacobian of the transformation from polar to Carte-

:Q_

s=0

(16.291)

Ua

sian coordinates on H.- ;.
By 062421 Q! is bounded from below by a positive constant on H- ;. In
fact, by [16.213

Q1'>1-00"?)>= on He (16.292)

N =

()
if § is suitably small depending on the quantities D : n =0,1,2,3; Dﬁ] (a) and

the quantities D§°, P}, Ps(try), Ps(try). We are then in a position to apply
the implicit function theorem to conclude that there is a €39 € (0,£2,0/2] and
a 1o > 0 such that for every p € He- 174 \ B_c-_1/4 the mapping [6.247 with
€2,0 in the role of ey, restricted to [0,e30] X By, (p), is a diffeomorphism onto
its image in V, ,, and for every p € F/c* the mapping [[6.250] with €5 in the
role of &1, restricted to [0,e3,0] X By, (p), is a diffeomorphism onto its image in
V,,- Here we denote by B, (p) the closed Euclidean ball on H-; with center

at p, intersection H« 1,4 \ B_.-_1/4 and F/c respectively. We choose the upper
bound €2 /2 for e30, so that by inequalities [6.284] and [[6.287] the domain of
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the restricted mappings is indeed contained in the domains K.,, and K_,
respectively. Consider now the mappings [[6.247 and [[6.256] with &1 satisfying:

e < 5370 (16.293)

Then by virtue of the inequalities [16.274] we have:

U [07 83,0] X Bno (p) O K., and U [07 83,0] X Bﬁo (p) 2 Kal
PEHx 1/4\B_cx _1/4 peﬁ;*

(16.294)
respectively. Let then (s1,p1) and (s2,p2) be two points of K., which are
mapped by the mapping two the same point of V;,. Then as we have
shown earlier, the Euclidean distance of the points p; and ps is at most 8.
Therefore if £1 satisfies:

< = 16.295

€1 = 16 ( )

the points p; and po are both contained in one of the balls Fno- Moreover, by
the first of the inequalities [6.274] s1, so < 2¢1, therefore if ¢1 satisfies also:

g < =20 (16.296)

the points (s1, p1) and (s2, p2) are both contained in one of the domains [0, 3 o] x
By, (p). It then follows that (s1,p1) = (s2,p2). We have thus shown that setting:

g1 = min{53,0/2,770/16} (16297)

the mapping[[6.247 of K, into V%, is one to one. Being locally a diffeomorphism
this mapping is then a diffeomorphism onto its image in V;,. A similar argument
shows that the mapping[[6.256lof K'_ into V., is a diffeomorphism onto its image
in VZ,. Moreover, it readily follows from the inequalities and that
the range of the mapping includes the range of the mapping
Now the mapping [6.249, which for the sake of clarity we denote from now
on by ¢:
x = ¢(s,u,?) (16.298)

is the mapping composed on the right with the mapping:
(s,u,9) — (s,p(c* — 2u,v)) (16.299)

the mapping (A, ) — p(A, ) being simply the transformation from polar to
Cartesian coordinates on H,- ;. Since the last is a diffeomorphism of [—¢* —
1/4,X*(¢*) 4+ 1/4] x 5% onto Hex 174 \ B_o+_1,4, it follows that the mapping
is a diffeomorphism of K., , as defined by [[6.250] onto its image in V,.
Similarly, the mapping [[6.258 which for the sake of clarity we denote from now
on by ¢:

B x = ¢(s,u,0) (16.300)
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is the mapping composed on the right with the mapping:
(8,u,9) = (s,p(2u — c*, V) (16.301)

The transformation from polar to Cartesian coordinates on H.~ ; being a diffeo-
morphism of [—c*, \*(c*)] x S? onto ﬁ;*, it follows that the mapping [[6.300 is
a diffeomorphism of K_ , as defined by [[6.259, onto its image in Vz,. Moreover,
the range W,, of the mapping includes the range W_  of the mapping
16.000)

It follows from the above that w is a smooth function of z on W, . Now,
by construction each level set Cy, of u in W¢, is generated by the congruence of

outgoing null geodesic normals to the surface Se«_y ,, in FIC The hypersurface
C,, is smooth, being the image by the diffeomorphism ¢ of the “cylinder”

{(s,u,9) : s€0,8(c" —2u,9)], ¥ € S?} C K.,

and the generators all terminate on the part of the future boundary of V., where
2% = ¢* + £1. It follows that the vectorfield —2(g~!)*d,u is collinear to L'*,
therefore it is null and w is a solution of the eikonal equation

(91" Opud,u =0 (16.302)

in W,,. It then follows that the vectorfield —2(g~!)*9,u is a null geodesic
vectorfield, whose integral curves must coincide with those of L’*. Since the
two vectorfields coincide along He- 1,4 \ B_c+_1,4 it follows that:

—2(g"H"™o,u = L™ (16.303)

in We,. Similarly, by construction each level set C,, of u in W_ is generated
by the congruence of incoming null geodesic normals to the surface Sy c+—u in

FIC The hypersurface €', is smooth, being the image by the diffeomorphism

¢ of the “cylinder”
{(s,u,9) : s€[0,5"(2u—c*0)], ¥ S*} CK_,

and the future end points of the generators all lie on the part of the future
boundary of V., where 2° = ¢*+&;. It follows that the vectorfield —2(g~1)**9,u
is collinear to L'*, therefore it is null and w is a solution of the eikonal equation

(91" Opud,u =0 (16.304)

in W_ . It then follows that the vectorfield —2(g~ 1" d,u is a null geodesic
vectorfield, whose integral curves must coincide with those of L'*. Since the
two vectorfields coincide along F;* it follows that:

—2(g~ )" du = L™ (16.305)

in W

€1 °
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Now, since in particular C(. |y« (c+))/2, the outer boundary of W, , is a
smooth null hypersurface generated by the congruence of incoming null geodesic
normals t0 S(ex 4 a+ (¢*)) /2, (c* — A= (c*)) /2, the outer boundary of ﬁlc , and the gener-
ators all terminate on the part of the future boundary of V., where 20 = ¢* +¢1,
it follows that the closure of V/ , the domain of dependence of H- in (VZ,,g),
is:

(Mo (\Ve) YW, (16.306)

and its outer boundary is the outer boundary of W_ . We shall restrict attention
from now on to this domain, where we have a smooth solution g,,,, of the vacuum
Einstein equations. Moreover, since in My () Vz, guv is simply the Minkowski
metric in Cartesian coordinates, we shall focus on the domain W, where we
have a non-trivial solution.

Consider on W, the function € defined by:

1
Q72 = — g L"L" (16.307)

This is a smooth positive function, the vectorfields L' and L’ being future di-
rected null vectorfields which are nowhere collinear. By [6.241] the function
coincides along F/c* to the function previously defined there by Now u
is a smooth function of # in W_. . For the sake of clarity we write:

u= f(x) (16.308)
Substituting x = Q(g, u, V), that is, considering the composition:

h=foo (16.309)

a smooth function on K, > we write:

u = h(s,u,) (16.310)
‘We then have: 5 ot
h
55 = Ouf)od—— (16.311)
which in view of the fact that:
9t
becomes: o
55 = L"0uu) 00 =000 (16.312)
S

by [6.303 and M6.307 Therefore du/0s is a smooth positive function on K_ . It
then follows that the mapping 7 of K., onto the domain:

Ne, = {(u,u,9) € R* x §* (16.313)
u € [¢* —u, h(s*(2u — ¢*,9),u,9)], 2u € [0,c" + \*(c")], ¥ € S?}
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by:
(8,1, 9) = (h(s,u,9), u, ) (16.314)

is a diffeomorphism. Then:
Y=gom ! (16.315)

is a diffcomorphism of N., onto W_ .- The coordinates (u,u,9) are canonical
coordinates on W_ , which smoothly extend the canonical coordinates on M(..
The mapping ¢ being a diffeomorphism, we have smooth metric in canonical
coordinates on N.,, a smooth extension of the metric in the same coordinates
on M/.. Let finally

Q,2=inf Q72>0 (16.316)

&1

Then along the generators of each C,, u € [0, (c* + A*(c*))/2], we have:

o >0 2 (16.317)

Os

Integrating we obtain:

h(s*(2u — c*,9),u,9) — (¢* —u) > Q25" (2u — ¢*,9) > %519;12 (16.318)

m

by Hence the domain N, includes the domain:
N., = {(u,u,9) : utu€[c* c*+e], 2u € [0,c"+ N (c")], 9 € S?} (16.319)

where: 1
£y = 5519;3 (16.320)

Now, if ¢* € [ug + d, —1), then by IGI8 A*(c*) = 26 — ¢* and we have:
M.\ JNe, D M., (16.321)

If on the other hand ¢* € (ug,up + ¢), then by A*(¢*) = ¢* — 2up and
we consider the characteristic initial value problem with initial hypersurfaces
one of which, the inner one, is the part of C.._,, ~which constitutes the outer
boundary of N.,, and the other, the outer one, is the part of C,, which lies
to the future of Sc«_y.4,- The intersection of these two null hypersurfaces is
the surface S+ 4,0, On the inner null hypersurface we have as characteristic
initial data the data induced from the solution on IV.,, and on the outer null
hypersurace we have as characteristic initial data the original initial data on C,,.
We then apply the theorem of Rendall [R] which constructs a smooth solution
of this characteristic initial value problem for the vacuum Einstein equations in
a neighborhood of the surface Sc«_y, 4, bounded in the past by the two null
hypersurfaces. The solution is again obtained in a wave coordinate system,
adapted in this case to the two intersecting null hypersurfaces. An entirely

278



analogous argument to the one presented above then demonstrates that there
isa
e, € (0,min{es, ug + 6 — c*}) (16.322)

and a smooth solution in canonical coordinates on the domain:
N;é ={(u,u,9) : utu€lcc 4+, u>ug, u>c—ug, ¥ € S*} (16.323)

Then
ML N N o M, (16.324)

The same argument shows that there is a subdomain of the initial domain
U (see last section of Chapter 2) of the form M, ., , for some 79 > 0, where
we have a smooth metric in canonical coordinates.

Since we have a smooth metric in canonical coordinates on N.,, in the case
¢ € [up + 6,—1], and on NEQUNé;, in the case ¢* € (ug,uop + 9), all the
quantities which appear in the bootstrap assumptions A0, A1.1, A1.2, A2.1,
A2.2, A3.1, A3.2, A4.1, A4.2, B1, B2, B3, and C1.1 - C1.4, C2.1 - C2.4,
C3.1 - C3.5, C4.1 - C4.8, C5.1 - C5.4, C6.1 - C6.10, as well as DO, D1,
D2.1,D2.2, D3.1, D3.2, D4.1, D4.2, D5, D6, D7, D8, D9.1 - D9.3, D10.1
-D10.4, D11, D 12, are continuous on N, and N, |J Ns’/27 respectively. Since

the inequalities involved are not saturated on H.., it follows that there is a e,
g3 € (0,e2] in the case ¢* € [ug+ 0, —1], €3 € (0,5] in the case ¢* € (ug, ug +9),
such that all the above bootstrap assumptions hold on M.« 4., as well.

The same argument shows that there is a 77 € (0, 1] such that the bootstrap

assumptions hold on My, ., C M ..

Finally, the error integrants 624 (?)2 : n=0,1,2,3 are integrable functions

on Ne,, in the case ¢* € [ug + 0,—1], and on N, [JN., in the case ¢* €
2

(ug,up + 0). Tt follows that there is a g4 € (0, &3] such that:

52qn/ | @2 ldug <1 : n=0,1,2,3 (16.325)
A ’

!
Lo, \ ML

hence by the energy-flux inequalities [2Z.287 with M/.,_ in the role of M/. we
have:

(n) (n) n
E25D +62q"/ |(7')2 |[dpg +1 : n=0,1,2,3
M

3) () 3
Fao<D +52q3/ | (7)2 |dpg + 1 (16.326)
) (3) -
where now the quantities £ 2 n =0,1,2,3 and Fo refer to M., _,. Combining
with the bounds [[6.24] we then conclude that:
0) (1) (2) (3)
P, <G(D,D,D,D) (16.327)
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where now the quantity Po refers to M. _, .

Similarly, in reference to the domain M/

o+ there is a m2 € (0,71] such
that:

621171 | (:7’_7’)2 |dﬂq <1 :n= O, 17273 (16328)

’
Mu0+n2

This implies that the quantity Py corresponding to M, 4, satisfies the bound
required in the 3rd condition of the statement of Theorem 12.1. We have thus
shown that ug + 12 € A, so the set A is indeed non-empty.

Returning now to the inequality [6.327 which refers to M/., _,, we conclude
that all three conditions of Theorem 12.1 are satisfied with ¢* + 4 in the role
of ¢. This contradictcs the definition of ¢* unless ¢* = —1. This completes the

proof of Theorem 12.1.

16.4 Restatement of the existence theorem

According to the discussion preceding the statement of Theorem 12.1 the quan-
(n)
tities D : n=0,1,2,3, Dﬁl] (@), D§°, D1, Ph(trx), Ps(try) are all bounded by a

non-negative non-decreasing continuous function of Mg. The theorem can now
be restated as follows.

Theorem 16.1 Let us be given smooth initial data on C,,, as described in
Chapter 2. There is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function F on
the non-negative real line such that if:

0F(Mg) <1
the following hold:

1. With M_1 \ Ty = (D_1 \ 4p) x S? there is a smooth solution g of the
vacuum Einstein equations in canonical coordinates on M_; \ T, taking
the given initial data along C,, the subdomain of M_; \ Ty where u <0
being isometric to the corresponding domain in Minkowski spacetime. In
particular, the null hypersurfaces C,, and C,, contain no focal or cut points

in M_1 \1—‘0

2. The assumptions A0, A1.1, A1.2, A2.1, A2.2, A3.1, A3.2, A4.1, A4.2
hold on M’ ;.

3. There is a non-negative non-decreasing continuous function G on the non-
negative real line such that:

Q; < G(Ms)

the quantity @, referring to M’ ;. It follows, by the results of Chapter 10,
that:
R5 < CG(Mg), Ry < CG(Ms)
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max{R(Da), Rj(DF), R5(Do), Rg(DF)} < CG(Ms)
Ry(Da) < CG(Ms)
all quantities referring to M’ ;.

4. The results of Chapters 3 - 7, all hold on M’ ; with the symbol O(6?|u|")
re-interpreted to mean the product of 6”|u|” with a non-negative non-
decreasing continuous function of Msg.
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Chapter 17

Trapped Surface Formation

We are now ready to reach the aim of this work, namely the analysis of the
formation of trapped surfaces.
By Theorem 16.1 and the results of Chapter 3 we have:

trx + |2—|’ <O(Slu|™?) : on M’ (17.1)
= u

Therefore if § is suitably small depending on Mg, try is everywhere negative on
M . Consequently, a surface S, ,, contained in M’__1 is a trapped sphere if and
only if everywhere on this surface try < 0, or equivalently try’ < 0.

Consider then equation

N . . 1 1
D(Qy) = Q2 {W@n + n&n + Etrxfg — QtrXX} (17.2)

In view of the fact that Dlog() = w, this equation takes the form:
Dy — %mryz =4 (17.3)
where 0 is the trace-free symmetric 2-covariant S tensorfield:
0= {W@n +n&mn — %U"XX} —wy (17.4)
We apply the second part of Lemma 4.2 to obtain:
D(I%I%) + 202trx|X[* = 2(%. DX) — 4% X % %)
In view of the identity the last term vanishes and we obtain simply:
D(|%[) + 2Qtrx|%[* = 2(x, DX) (17.5)
Substituting for Dx from yields:

D(|x[?) + Qtrx|x|* = 2(x, 0) (17.6)
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We then consider the function:
f=lulPIxl? (17.7)
We have (recall that u < 0):
Df = |u?D(|%|*) — 2ullx|*

. . 2 .
— [P {D(IE) + Qe 1) — ul? (mw m) %2

Substituting from [I7.6] then yields the equation:

Df=g (17.8)
where ¢ is the function:
2 2 ~12 ~
g = |ul {— (Qtrx—k m) IX|° + 2()(,9)} (17.9)
Now, by Theorem 16.1 and the results of Chapter 3:
2 -2 !
Qtry + Tal <O(8u|™2) :on M, (17.10)
= u
and:
XI> <00 ul™?) : on M, (17.11)

with the symbol O(6?|u|") interpreted from this point on as in the 4th statement
of Theorem 16.1.
Consider next . From Theorem 16.1 and Proposition 6.2:

1Y 20 55, 00 + [Pl s, o) < O(lul™/2) (17.12)
Applying Lemma 5.2 with p = 4 we then obtain, in view of Lemma 10.1,
V| < O(Ju|™3) : on M’ (17.13)
Also, by Theorem 16.1 and the results of Chapter 3:

> < O@ul™) : on M/,
ltrx||%] < O(Y2[u|™®) : on M/,

wl[X] < Ol + on M, (17.14)
It then follows that:
0] < O(lu|™) : on M’ (17.15)
Since |(x, 0)] < |x||0], the bounds I710, I71T] I7T.T5 imply:
lgl <O 2 u|72) : on M’ (17.16)
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Let us work in a canonical coordinate system. Then equation 7.8 reads
simply:

of
- = 17.17
50 =9 (17.17)
Integrating with respect to u on [ug, —1 — d] we then obtain:
—1-5
flu,—1—=146,9) = f(u,up, ) —|—/ g(u, u,¥)du (17.18)
ug
By the integral on the right is bounded from below by:
—1-6
—/ l9(w, u, 9|du > —O(5~1/2) (17.19)
ug
We conclude that:
Flu,—1=06,9) > f(u, uo, ) — O3 /?) (17.20)

Now, according to equation 3.8 we have on each Cy, in particular on C'_;_s:
1
Dtry’ = —5(‘51")()2 — |x? (17.21)
From the definition 7.7 on C_1_4 this implies:
Dtry’ < —(1+06)7%f (17.22)

Consider now each generator of C_1_g, integral curve of L. If (0, —1—4, ) is the
point where a generator intersects Sp _1_s, the generator is given in canonical
coordinates by:

where ¥(u; ) is the solution of the ordinary differential equation (see [LT97):
do (w; 9
A7) _ Ay, -1 — 69 s 0y) (17.24)
U

corresponding to the initial condition:

9(0,99) = Yo (17.25)
Equation [[7.24 represents a non-autonomous flow on $2, b at v = —1 — § being
a vectorfield on S? depending on w. This is simply the flow ®, on C_;_s.
Since
try’ | = L
X So,—1-5 146

integrating equation [[7.22 along the generator of C_;_s originating at (0, —1 —
0,%0) € So,u, We obtain:

/ 2 1 \/E / / /
1 _ . < - - 1 .
tI‘X (gv 1 5719(27 190)) -1+ 5 (1 ¥ 6)2 0 f(gv 1 5719(2 ,ﬁo))d@

(17.26)
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Suppose now that:
5
/ flu, =1 —8,9(w;90))du > 2(1 +§) : for all 9y € S? (17.27)
0

Then there is a u* € (0, ) such that for all u € (u*,d) we have:
trx’(u, —1 — 8, 9(u;99)) < 0 : for all Jg € S? (17.28)
therefore, since @, is a diffeomorphism of Sy _1_5 onto Sy, —1—s,
trx’ <0 : everywhere on Sy _1-s
that is, Su,—1-s is a trapped sphere.
By the condition is satisfied if:
/06 f(u, o, (u; 99))du > 2 4+ O(6?) : for all ¥y € S? (17.29)
(where we have absorbed ¢ into O(§'/2).) Recalling the definition of the
function e on Cy, we see that:
f(u, uo, ) = 2Jug|*e(u, ug, 9) (17.30)

therefore condition reads, in terms of the function e:
5
|u0|2/ e(u, wo, 9(w; 99))du > 1+ O(6Y2) : for all ¥y € 52 (17.31)
0

Now condition [[7.31] is not natural as it stands, because the integral is not
an integral along the generators of C,,,, but rather along the images on C,,, by
D, 1116 of the generators of C_1_5. To turn it into a natural condition, we
must first estimate the deviation of the image on C,,, by ®,,+1+s5 of a gener-
ator of C_;_s from the corresponding generator of C,,,, namely the generator
originating at the same point on Sy ,,,. Analytically, the problem is to estimate:

d (9(u; 90), Vo)

the distance 2[, relative to the standard metric ¢ on S?, of the points 9(u; o)
and ¥g. Now, the S tangential vectorfield b is the solution of [L200

Db = 402¢ (17.32)
with the initial condition
b=0 : on Cy, (17.33)
We have:
D(|b]*) = D(g(b,)) = 2Qx(b,b) + 24(b, Db) = Qtrx[b[* + Qx(b,) + 89;(1;7 ?91)
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hence: )
D(|b?) < 2Jp| {<§Qtrx + Q|X|> |b| + 4Q2|<|} (17.35)

Applying Lemma 3.1 we then obtain:

1b(w, u, 9)| < 4/u exp (/j((m)m% e u//jﬁ)du,,>

) !

(%) (w, o, 9)dul(17.36)

By Theorem 16.1 and the results of Chapter 3 the integral in the exponential

does not exceed:
log (M) + 002 |ul™t) (17.37)

||

Moreover, if § is suitably small depending on Mg the O(6*/2|u|~") term does
not exceed log 2. It follows that implies:

u| = [b(w, u, 9)| SS/ /|72 () (w, o, ) dud! (17.38)
ug

Since by Theorem 16.1 and the results of Chapter 3 we have:
Q%¢| < O(Y?u|72) : on M’ (17.39)

it follows that:
o] < O(8Y?|ul™") : on M’ (17.40)

In particular, this holds on C_;_5 and we obtain:

| b|Su,717(5 |é|s s < 0(61/2) (1741)

2 u,—1—

Now, by Lemma 11.1 and the inequality [[1.20] applied to b| s, _,_, thereis a
numerical constant C' such that: N

[b(w, —1 — 0, 19)|; < C| b|SE,7175 |¢|S£Y7176 (17.42)
Hence also:
sup |b(u, —1 — 8,9)]. < O(6'/?) (17.43)
9es? 4

o

This is a bound for the speed, relative to ¢, of the flow defined by I7.24 on S2.

[e]

It follows that the length, relative to ¢ of the arc (u € [0,0]) does not
exceed O(6%/2), therefore:

d (9(w; 9o, 9o)) < O(5*?) (17.44)

Now, by 272
Wfl; < O(67 uo|™?) (17.45)
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The bounds [7.44] and together imply:
|uo|*|e(w, o, ¥(u; 90)) — e(w, uo, 9o)| < O(6"/?) (17.46)

Consequently, condition [[7.37] is satisfied if:
s
|u0|2/ e(u, ug, 9o)du > 1+ O(6/2) : for all ¥y € 52 (17.47)
0

Since O(8/2) is of the form §'/2 F(Mg) where F is a non-negative non-decreasing
continuous function on the non-negative real line, given any constant k > 1,

5
|u0|2/ e(u, up,o)du >k : for all ¥y € S? (17.48)
0

and:
SYER(Mg) <k —1 (17.49)

imply [7.47 The condition [[7.48 is natural: it simply says that the integral of
|u0|2e along any generator of C,, with respect to the affine parameter, is not
less than k.

Finally, from 240} Z41] and [Z70, we have:

1 _ Omag Omep
e= g(m HAC(m 1)BDW 50 (17.50)
in the north polar chart, and:
1, _ om'yn Om/,
e = g(m’ I)Ac(m’ 1)BD—828 —BED (17.51)

in the south polar chart. Then by 238 239 246, and the fact that exp is an
analytic map with derivative at the origin equal to I, we have:

1|0 2
Oluo|*e(u, uo, ) — ¢ % (%0)‘ < O(8?|uo|™Y) (17.52)

in the north polar chart, and:

8| as \§’

10V ru 2
5|u0|26(25 UO,19) =2 (: 19)} < 0(61/2|U0|71) (1753)

in the south polar chart. It follows that, given any constant k& > 1,

1 Y0y 2 _
3 E(S’ Yo)| ds >k for all ¥9g € Ds, (17.54)
0
and: . )
!/
%/ a(;io (s,90)| ds >k for all ¥y € Dy, (17.55)
0
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(here | | denotes the Euclidean norm on %2, as in 2Z47) then if also §'/2|ug| !
is suitably small depending on M;j, the condition is satisfied with 1 +
(1/2)(k — 1) > 1 in the role of k.

We have thus established the following theorem.

Theorem 17.1 Let 2 > k > 1. With initial data on C,,, as in Theorem 16.1
there is a non-negative non-decreasing continous function F' on the non-negative
real line such that if:

SY2R(Mg) < k—1

and one of the following two conditions holds:

5
1. |u0|2/ e(u, up,9)du > k : for all ¥y € S?
0
or:
1 (o 2 —
2. 5/0 %(s,ﬂ) ds >k for all ¥ € Dy,
and: . )
1 (1o _
g/0 ;;0(5,19) ds >k for all ¥ € Dy,

then there is a u* € (0,0) such that for all u € (u*,0) the surfaces Sy —1-5 C
C_1_5 C M’ are trapped spheres. Moreover, their areas satisfy:

|Area(Sy,—1-5) — 4| < O(9)

Now the initial data on C,, can be extended to regular initial data on a
complete cone C,. This can be done, for example, in the following way. We recall
that the mappings ¢ and ) extend smoothly by zero to s < 0. We may then
apply a total extension operator E for (—oo, 1] to ¥g(-,9),94(-,9) : 9 € Dap,
obtaining smooth mappings Evbg, E1 of R x D3, into S, with support in [0, 2] x
Ds,, satisfying the transformation rule 243, 2244l This gives asymptotically flat
data along C,. Let M* be the unique maximal future development of the data
on C,. Then since the data on the part of C, which corresponds to u < §
coincides with the data we have been considering, the development M_; is a
subdevelopment of M*. Therefore M* contains trapped spheres. We may then
apply the theorem of Penrose, with C, in the role of the non-compact Cauchy
hypersurface in that theorem (see Prologue), to conclude the following.

Theorem 17.2  Consider smooth regular initial data on a complete cone C,
which extends initial data satisfying the conditions of Theorem 17.1. Then the
maximal future development of the initial data on C, is future null geodesically
incomplete.
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We conclude the present monograph with the following remarks. With a
fixed pair (1o, %)) of smooth mappings of [0,1] x Ds, into S as in Chapter
2, and fixed ¢§ satisfying the smallness conditions of Theorems 16.1 and 17.1
relative to Mg, we may consider the sequence of characteristic initial value
problems corresponding to a decreasing sequence ug , — —oo. The fact that we
have obtained bounds independent of ug allows us to extract a subsequence such
that the corresponding sequence of solutions converges in the future of C, for
any ¢ < —1. We may construct in this way a solution such that the generators
of the C,, for u € [0,0) are complete toward the past, and the interior of C|,
is the Minkowskian region which is the complete past of the point e (see first
section of Chapter 1). For this solution we have:

o(u,u,9) =1 : asu— —o0 (17.56)

and:

2
lu| " X ap(w, u,9) — 1551(;92) (3(¢§3A3) (%,19)) casu — —oo  (17.57)
in the north polar chart, and similarly in the south polar chart, uniformly in
[0,6] X Da,. Moreover, it can be shown, using the method of Friedrich [Fr],
that this solution is the unique solution of this type satisfying and its
analogue, for a given pair (v, (). We thus have a unique solution of the
asymptotic characteristic initial value problem with initial data at past null
infinity determined by the pair (¢, (). The limit [7.57 may be thought of as
the incoming radiative amplitude. It is a 2-covariant symmetric tensorfield on
S? (see232), depending on u, which is trace-free relative to the standard metric
[e]

g

Furthermore, if the data on Cy,, are extended to regular asymptotically
flat data on a complete cone in the manner described in the paragraph preced-
ing Theorem 17.2, we can show that if |ug | is sufficiently large the maximal
development contains complete cones C,, for all u € [ug ,c], for some ¢ < 0
with |c| suitably large. It can then be shown that the corresponding limiting
solution with initial data at past null infinity contains complete cones C,, for
all u < ¢. The solution then contains a piece of future null infinity which is a
neighborhood of spacelike infinity.

As a consequence of we have:

[ul?e(w, u,¥) — eoo(u,9) as u — —oo (17.58)
where: )
1|0 (u
eco(u, ) = 5| s (3719)‘ (17.59)

in the north polar chart, and similarly in the south polar chart, uniformly in
[0,6] x Dg2,. Note here that since O is an orthogonal transformation (see 2:20]),
the transformation rule 243 implies that for all (s,9) € [0,1] x A,:

) 2 o ?

9o - ‘ Yo 0 = f(9) (17.60)

25 &) = |5 &)
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hence if e (u,¥) and el_(u,) are the functions corresponding to the north
polar and south polar charts respectively, then we have

eoo(u, V) = e (u,?'), ¥ = f(9) : V(s,9)€0,8] x4, (17.61)

as we should, e, and e being representations of the same function on [0, 1]x S2.

The function e, as a function on [0, §] x S2, has a simple physical meaning:
it is 87 times the incoming radiative power per unit solid angle, a function of
the advanced time u and the direction, the last being represented by a point on
S2. (This statement holds in units where Newton’s graviational constant is set
equal to 1). Thus the limiting form of both conditions of Theorem 17.1, namely:

5
/ eoo(u,9)du >k : for all ¥ € 92 (17.62)
0

means simply that the incoming energy per unit solid angle in each direction in
the advanced time interval [0,0] is not less than k/8m. This corresponds to a
total incoming energy £ in the advanced time interval [0, §] of at least k/2. The
“area radius” of Sy, being defined by r(Suu) = /Area(Sy,u.)/47, according
to Theorem 17.1 the area radius of the trapped spheres which form satisfies
|r — 1] < O(0). Therefore, in the limit K — 1, § — 0, we recover the inequality
2& /r > 1, familiar from the spherically symmetric case. However in the general
case the requirement for the formation of a trapped sphere is not on the total
incoming energy but rather on the incoming energy in each direction.

If the above condition is satisfied for some, but not all, ¥ € S2, we can still
conclude that some generator of C_1_s has a segment on which try’ < 0. It
then follows that if that generator is extended in the maximal development then
either there is a value s* of the affine parameter and a (non-zero) Jacobi field X
along the generator in question such that | X (s)] — 0 as s — s*, or the generator
does not extend to the interval [0, s*) of the affine parameter, in which case the
maximal development is future null geodesically incomplete anyway. If the first
alternative holds, then either the generator extends to s* itself and the end
point is a point conjugate to o along the generator in question, or the generator
does not extend to s*, the end point being a singular point. The latter would
necessarily be the case if, for example, we can show that a(X(s), X(s)) does
not tend to zero as s — s*. But this cannot be shown without analyzing the
solution in the maximal development beyond M_;. And off course the nature of
the future “boundary” of the maximal development, when incompletess holds,
remains an open question.
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