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TRAPPED SURFACES IN VACUUM ARISING
DYNAMICALLY FROM MILD INCOMING RADIATION

XINLTANG AN AND JONATHAN LUK

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the “minimal requirement” on the
incoming radiation that guarantees a trapped surface to form in vacuum.
First, we extend the region of existence in Christodoulou’s theorem on the
formation of trapped surfaces and consequently show that the lower bound
required to form a trapped surface can be relaxed. Second, we demonstrate
that trapped surfaces form dynamically from a class of initial data which
are large merely in a scaling-critical norm. This result is motivated in part
by the scaling in Christodoulou’s formation of trapped surfaces theorem for
the Einstein-scalar field system in spherical symmetry.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the formation of trapped surfaces by the focusing of
“mild” incoming radiation in a (34 1)-dimensional spacetime (M, g) satsifying
the vacuum Einstein equations

Ric,, = 0. (1.1)

A trapped surface is a 2-surface such that both null expansions are negative
on every point on the surface, i.e., the area element of a trapped surface is
infinitesimally decreasing along both families of null generators emanating from
this surface. Trapped surfaces play an important role in the study of the
solutions to (1) due to the following celebrated incompleteness theorem of
Penrose [20]:

Theorem 1.1 (Penrose [20]). A spacetime with a non-compact Cauchy hy-
persurface satisfying the vacuum Einstein equations (ILI) and containing a
compact trapped surface is future causally geodesically incomplete.

This theorem, however, does not show that trapped surfaces can arise from
regular data without trapped surfaces. Indeed, this latter problem requires an
understanding of the dynamics of the vacuum Einstein equations (L) in some
large data regime.

In a monumental work, Christodoulou [6] showed that a trapped surface
can be formed dynamically starting from regular initial data free of trapped
surfaces. Christodoulou studied] the characteristic initial value problem with

Date: September 17, 2018.
1Strictly speaking, the original theorem of Christodoulou is stated such that the initial
data is at past null infinity and the radius of the final (trapped) sphere is of radius ~ 1.
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FI1GURE 1. Setup in Theorem [L2L

data posed on a truncated incoming cone H,, and a truncated outgoing cone
H;, which intersect at a 2-sphere S; o (see Figure 1). The data on H,, are pre-
scribed to coincide with a backward light cone in Minkowski space such that
the sphere S is the standard 2-sphere with radius 1. On the other hand, the
data on H; are given in a region with a short characteristic length v < ¢ and
such that the traceless part of the null second fundamental form y is large in
terms of §. This special form of initial data was termed a “short pulse” by
Christodoulou. As a consequence of the short pulse ansatz, Christodoulou was
able to consider a hierarchy of large and small quantities, parametrized by the
smallness parameter §, whose sizes are preserved by the nonlinear evolution.
Therefore, despite being a problem in a large data regime, a long time exis-
tence theorem can be established. Moreover, a sufficient condition, i.e., that
the incoming radiation per unit solid angle is bounded uniformly below inde-
pendent of ¢, is identified such that a trapped surface is guaranteed to form in

Nevertheless, a simple rescaling implies also a version of the theorem such that the initial
inner sphere is of radius 1 as in the case under consideration.
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the causal future of the data, within the domain of existence. We summanze@
Christodoulou’s resultﬁ as follows

Theorem 1.2 (Christodoulou [6]). Consider the characteristic initial value
problem for (L)) such that H, coincides with a backwards light cond] in
Minkowski space for 0 < u < 1. For every B > 0 and u, < 1, there ex-
ists 0 = §(B,u,) > 0 sufficiently small such that if the initial yq, prescribed
on Hy for 0 < u < ¢, satisfies

Z 52+JHV v4XOHL<><>L2 Sun) < B, (1.2)

1<5,5<3

then the solution to (L)) remains regular in u, < u < 1,0 < u < §. Moreover,
if the initial data also verify the lower bound

5
inf / 1Xo|? (', 9) du’ > M, > 2(1 —u,), (1.3)
YE€S1,0 0

then, after choosing ¢ to be smaller (depending on B, u, and M,) if necessary,
the sphere S, 5 is a trapped surface.

Remark 1. In Chapter 2 of [6], Christodoulou also constructed initial data
satisfying both (L2) and (I3 simultaneously. Moreover, the initial data can
be arranged to obey the additional bound

inf / IXo|? (', 9) du’ < 2

Y€S1,0

so that for ¢ sufficiently small, it can be shown that the initial hypersurface
H, indeed does not contain any trapped surfaces.

In this paper, we extend Theorem to show that trapped surfaces can
arise dynamically from the focusing of “milder” incoming radiation. Our main
result is Theorem below, which guarantees the formation of trapped sur-
faces when x is much smaller than is required in Theorem [.2. We note here

2We briefly explain the notation necessary to understand the following theorem but refer
the readers to later sections for more details. We foliate the spacetime by a double null folia-
tion (u,u) and denote the intersections of the u = constant and u = constant hypersurfaces
by Su... Topologically, each S, ,, is a 2-sphere. Associated to the double null foliation are
the normalized null vectors (es,eq). In the statement of the theorem, all integrations are
with respect to the natural volume form associated to the induced metric v on S, . The
differential operator V is defined to be the Levi-Civita connection associated to v and V4
is defined as the projection of the spacetime covariant differentiation in the e4 direction to
TSy

3Again, as mentioned in footnote [[l Christodoulou’s original result allows the initial data
to be posed at past null infinity. Here, we only mention a version in a finite region.

4Here, and in the remainder of this paper, we normalize the u coordinate on the backwards
light cone as follows. Let C' = {(t,z1,22,23) : t <0, t? = 22 + 2% + 23} be the backward
light cone in Minkowski space emanating from the origin. Define r = /2% 4+ 23 + 2% and
u = %(—t +r). Notice in particular that u = 1 on a standard sphere of radius 1 and u = 0
on the vertex.
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F1GURE 2. Domain of Existence in Theorem [T.3|

that the monumental theorem of Christodoulou-Klainerman [7] on the stabil-
ity of Minkowski spacetime states that the maximal Cauchy development of
small initial data must be future causally geodesically complete and hence,
by Theorem [l is free of trapped surfaces. Therefore, any trapped surface
formation result necessarily requires the data to be “large” in a certain sense.
Our theorem below in particular allows the data for the metric to be large only
in H? (as opposed to H' in Theorem [L.2), which is a scaling-critical normf for
the Einstein equations:

Theorem 1.3. Consider the following characteristic initial value problem for
(LI): The initial incoming hypersurface H, is required to coincide with a
backwards light cone in Minkowski space with 0 < u < 1. On the initial
outgoing hypersurface Hy, the initial x satisfies

i 1
Z IV*Xolleor2(5,,.) < a2 (1.4)
i<7

for 0 < wu < J. There exists a universal large constant by such that if by < b < a
and dazb < 1, then the unique solution to (L)) remains regular in the region

Sazb < u < 1, 0 < u < 9. Moreover, if the initial data also verify the lower
bound

0
inf [ [¥o[*(u, 0) du > 4bdaz L.
int [Pt o) > aviat, (1.5

then the sphere Sb sak 5 152 trapped surface.

5See further discussions after Corollary 4l
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The region of existence given by Theorem [L.3]is depictedﬁ as the union of the
darkly and lightly shaded regions in Figure 2. After choosing a = B?0~! and
b = by, we recover (a slightly weaker version] of) Theorem as a special case.
This is because for fixed by, B, u, and M,, we obviously have the inequalities
a = B2 > by, u, > byBd2 and M, > 4byBé? after choosing § to be
sufficiently small. Moreover, notice that even in this restricted case, Theorem
only guarantees that the solution remains regular in the darker shaded
region in Figure 2, while Theorem proves that the solution also remains
regular in the lightly shaded region. As a consequence, under the assumption
of a similar upper bound (L2) in Theorem [[.2] the lower bound (L3)) can be
relaxed to s

inf / %0 [2(w/, ) du! > 4by BS?.
v€S10 Jo
We summarize this explicitly in the following corollary:

Corollary 1.4. Consider the following characteristic initial value problem for
(CI): The initial incoming hypersurface H, is required to coincide with a
backwards light cone in Minkowski space with 0 < u < 1. On the initial
outgoing hypersurface Hy, the initial x satisfies

> 52V ol r2(s.) < B

i<7
for 0 < u < §. Then there exists a universal large constant by such that the
solution to (L)) remains regular in u, < u < 1,0 < wu < for u, = bOBcS%.
Moreover, if the initial data also verify the lower bound

Y€S1,0

6
inf / %02 (w, 9) du! > 4by Bo?,
0

then the sphere S,, 5 is a trapped surface.

More importantly, a is allowed to be much smaller than 5! in Theorem
and can be a large constant independent of §. In particular, if we think of

)
inf ool (. ) dud
0&0/0 |0l (¢, 9) du

as a measure of the “size” of the incoming radiation, it can be of the same
order of magnitude as the length scale §. In terms of L? based Sobolev spacesﬁ,
there exist data satisfying the assumptions of Theorem [[.3] with metric that
is only large in H 3 but can be small in H* for any s < % Indeed, since we

601early, the depiction assumes that b < a%, which is not required in the statement of
Theorem [[.31 However, as we will see below, this is the technically more difficult case and
we will frequently restrict our attention to this scenario in the discussion in the introduction.

"Strictly speaking, the numbers of derivatives required in Theorems and are not
the same. We nonetheless make a comparison of them since after choosing a = B25~! and
b = by, the data have the same scaling in terms of 4. In fact, in view of [19], one expects
that the condition (I4) can be improved to requiring only ¢ < 5 with better book-keeping.

8Here, we can understand fractional Sobolev H* spaces for instance in the given coordinate
system (u, 01, 0%) (see Section 2.2).
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have %’YAB = 2xap for the induced metrics 745 on the 2-sphere S;, in the

(u, 0%, 60%) coordinate system, and moreover the u-interval has length 4, there

exist data verifying (L4) and (L3]) in Theorem [[3] such that
Il ~ 205

Taking a = by and ¢ sufficiently small, it is easy to see that such data are small
in the H® norm whenever s < % This is in contrast to the data in Theorem

which are large in H® for all s > 1. The significance of the H 3 space is that it is
a critical space for the Einstein equations according to scaling considerations.

One motivation for Theorem [[3] is that it can be considered as a non-
spherically symmetric counterpart of an analogous theorem by Christodoulou
[2] in the setting of the Einstein-scalar field equations in spherically symmetry.
In that context, the formation of trapped surfaces theorem requires onlyﬁ a
lower bound as in Theorem [L3] i.e., one that is much weaker compared to
that in Theorem [.2l We remark that this sharper version of the theorem was
used crucially in Christodoulou’s resolution of the weak cosmic censorship con-
jecture, showing that “naked singularities” are non—generi for this system
in spherical symmetry. We will make a more detailed comparison with the
spherically symmetric case in Section [[L2] after a discussion of other known
extensions of Christodoulou’s theorem (Theorem [[2)) in Section [I1]

The main analytical difficulty that we face in the present work is that under
the assumptions of Theorem [[L3, a trapped surface can only form near (in
terms of J) the vertex where certain geometric quantities become large. We
thus have to introduce weighted estimates to carefully track the growth of
various geometric quantities as we approach the vertex. Moreover, in order to
obtain the existence result in the region |u| > dazb, these weighted estimates
are coupled with renormalized energy estimates introduced in [I8], [19] and
[17]. We will discuss the main ideas of the proof in Section

1.1. Known results on the formation of trapped surfaces for the vac-
uum Einstein equations. Returning to the problem of dynamical formation
of trapped surfaces in vacuum, various extensions of Theorem have been
achieved since Christodoulou’s breakthrough in [6]. Here, we first briefly dis-
cuss the works [14], [I3] and [19], in particular since some ideas in our present
paper are drawn from them.

In [14] and [13], Klainerman-Rodnianski extended Theorem [I.2] by allowing
the angular derivatives of the initial data to be large in terms of inverse powers
of 4 in accordance with the parabolic scaling on null hypersurfaces for the

90n the other hand, we note emphatically that the spherically symmetric result does not
require any upper bounds either on Hy or H,, in stark contrast to our main theorem. See a
more detailed discussion in Section

10Ty this context, these are singularities not preceded by a trapped surface.

HHere, genericity is understood in the sense that the non-generic set of initial data has
co-dimension at least two in the BV topology for the derivative of the scalar field. Moreover,
Christodoulou constructed examples of naked singularities for this system in [4], showing
that the non-generic condition is indeed necessary.
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Einstein equations. This is in contrast to Theorem where the angular
derivatives of x¢ are required to satisfy similar bounds as Y itself. The class of
admissible initial data in [I3] is moreover critical with respect to the parabolic
scaling on null hypersurface. Moreover, by considering a relaxed hierarchy
of large and small quantities, Klainerman-Rodnianski showed that most of
the geometric quantities obey scale-invariant estimates and this observation
allowed them to greatly simplify the proof of [6].

Another extension of Theorem was achieved in [I9] in which the as-
sumption on the triviality of data on H,, is replaced by assuming only some
regularity conditions on the initial cone. This result was in fact a corollary
of a more general existence theorem established in [19], which was motivated
by the problem of the interaction of impulsive gravitational waves. In these
spacetimes, the Riemann curvature tensors admit delta singularities supported
on transversely intersecting null hypersurfaces. It turns out that the estimates
used to handle this type of singularities also can be applied to extend the for-
mation of trapped surfaces theorem. As we will outline in Section [L.3] these
estimates will also play a crucial role in the analysis of this paper.

While the above theorems strengthened the existence part of Christodoulou’s
theorem, a more recent work [12] shows that the lower bound can also be
relaxed. In fact, a lower bound is only necessary in the neighborhood of a
single null geodesic on the initial hypersurface Hy, i.e., the inf in (I3]) can be
replaced by an sup:

Theorem 1.5 (Klainerman-Luk-Rodnianski [12]). Assume that the data for
(L)) satisty the condition (IL2) in Theorem [[.2l If the initial data also verify
the lower bound

5

sup / IVol* (&, 9) du’ > M, > 0, (1.6)
¥€S1,0 J0

then, after choosing § smaller if necessary, a compact trapped surface can be

guaranteed to formed to the future of the initial data, within the domain in

which the solution remains regular.

Even with the improvement in [12], however, the lower bound for the L?
integrals of x( along null generators is required to be independent of 9, albeit
only in a small set. By contrast, in our present work, we show that under a
similar upper bound as (L2)), the L? integrals of Y, along null generators only
have to be of size 82 in order to guarantee the formation of a trapped surface.
Moreover, our result implies that as long as we also have an even better upper
bound, the lower bound can be further relaxed. The techniques introduced
in this work may possibly be combined with [12] to obtain a trapped surface
formation theorem for which the lower bound can be small in terms of § and is
only required in a small set of angular directions, although we will not pursue
this in the present work.

Regarding other related results, we also point out the treatments of [1],
[21] and [22], as well as the work of Yu [23] on an analogous theorem for the
Einstein-Maxwell system. While all of the aforementioned works posed initial
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data on null hypersurfaces, Li-Yu [I5] combined Christodoulou’s result with
the Corvino-Schoen gluing method to construct a class of Cauchy data such
that a trapped surface is guaranteed to form in the future. Finally, we refer
the interested readers to the beautiful exposition [§] for more background on
the problem and a further discussion on the original work of Christodoulou.

1.2. The Einstein-scalar field system in spherical symmetry. As men-
tioned previously, our present work is motivated in part by Christodoulou’s
trapped surface formation theorem for the Einstein-scalar field system:

1
RiC“,, — §gl“/R IQTHJ/,

1
T;w :au¢au¢ - §guugaﬁaa¢8ﬁ¢a
0,6 =0

in spherically symmetry. Here, ¢ is a real valued function on the manifold
M. A special case of the result!] of Christodoulou in [2] can be repharsed as
follows:

Theorem 1.6 (Christodoulou [2]). Consider the following characteristic initial
value problem for the Einstein scalar field system with spherically symmetric
data. The initial hypersurface H, is a cone such that the sphere 5} ¢ has area
radius 7 = 1. The data on H are otherwise arbitrary. On the initial hyper-
surface H;p, after normalizing the outgoing null coordinate u by the condition
Our = %, we prescribe ¢ in the region u € [0,0]. Then there exists a universal
constant Cj such that as long as the data on H; satisfy

5
1
| @orwii > cton(3),
0
a trapped surface must form in the causal domain of the initial data.

In contrast to any of the trapped surface formation theorems without sym-
metry assumptions that we have mentioned above, Theorem requires no
upper bounds for the initial data, either on H; or H,. In fact, it is precisely
because the data on H, are allowed to be singular that Christodoulou was able
to apply it to resolve the weak cosmic censorship conjecture in [5]. Moreover,
not only did Christodoulou show that a trapped surface must form in [2], he
also gave a complete description of the maximal Cauchy development of the
initial data, proving that the spacetime possesses a complete null infinity and
has a black hole region with a spacelike singularity in its interior.

The proof of this theorem relies on a special monotonicity formula that holds
for this system of equations in spherical symmetry. It immediately breaks

2The original theorem does not require the sphere defined as the intersection of the initial
hypersurfaces to be of area radius 1. We only state this special case for easy comparison
with Theorem [[.3] The general case can be recovered by a scaling argument. Moreover, the
original result gives a slightly sharper bounds in terms of the constants involved. We refer
the readers to [2] for the original statement.
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down even if we restrict to a small perturbation of a spherically symmetric
background.

Up to the logarithmic factor log(;), Theorem is sharp. More precisely,
there exists a positive constant ¢ such that for every § > 0 sufficiently small,
there are examples of initial data satisfying

é
/0 (0u9)*(u)du' > ¢d (1.7)

whose future development does not contain a trapped surface. That this is the
case follows from Christodoulow’s theorem™ on the regularity of spacetimes
with initial data of small BV norms:

Theorem 1.7 (Christodoulou [3]). Consider characteristic initial value prob-
lem for the Einstein scalar field system with spherically symmetric initial data
given on a cone in u € [0, 2] with 9,r = % Then there exists €y > 0 such that

if
)
Aﬁmmmmme@,

then the causal domain of the initial data does not contain any trapped sur-
faces.

Using Theorem [L.7], in order to show that there exist initial data satisfying
(7)) which give rise to spacetime without trapped surface, it suffices to show
that for small but fixed ¢y > 0, there exists ¢ sufficiently small such that for
every 6 > 0 we can find a function ¢; : [0, ] — R with the properties

0
/ (Ous)(u)du' > 6
0
and S
| e2eonlaay <
0

This can be achieved by considering ¢s(u) = €50&(%) for a fixed smooth func-
tion ¢ compactly supported in [0, 1] of C? norm ~ 1 and then taking c to be
sufficiently small.

Returning to the discussion of the result in this paper, notice that our main
theorem (Theorem [[3)) can be thought of as a formal analogue of Theorem
without symmetry assumptions in terms of scaling. In particular, if we
formally compare the metric in Theorem with the scalar field in Theorem
[L.6, we see that the initial data in both theorems are allowed to be small in H*
for every s < % and are large only in H 3 However, we emphasize that even
though our result applies without any symmetry assumptions, it also requires
much stronger assumptions on the initial data, including the very restrictive
condition that the initial data have to be trivial on H,.

13The original theorem in [3] also gives quantitative estimates on the development of the
data. We will only need that statement that it is free of trapped surfaces in order to contrast
Theorem
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1.3. Main ideas of the proof.

1.3.1. General structure. As in [6], [14], our proof is based on establishing a
priori estimates for the vacuum Einstein equations in the double null foliation
gauge. In this gauge, the Einstein equations exhibit a certain type of null struc-
ture, in which large components are coupled with suitably small components,
allowing all the estimates to be closed even in a large data regime.

More precisely, we foliate the spacetime under consideration by outgoing
and incoming null hypersurfaces H, and H, respectively. Associated to this
double null foliation, we define a null frame {ej, ey, €3, €4} such that es (resp.
e4) is null and tangent to H, (resp. H,), and {ej, e} forms a frame tangent
to the 2-spheres S, 4, defined to be the intersections of H, and H,. We then
define the following Ricci coefficients -

Xap = g(Daes,ep), X, = 9(Daes, ep),

1 1
TIA: _59(D3€A7€4)7 EA: _§g<D4€A763)7
1 1 (1.8)
W= —ZQ(D4€3, €4), W= —ZQ(D3€4, es),
1
Ca= §Q<DA€47 e3)
and curvature Component
A = R(6A764763764)7 QAB - R(6A763763763)7
1 1
Ba= §R(€A, es,€3,€1), B, = QR(GA,G?,, €3, €4), (1.9)
1
pP= ZR<647€37€4763)7 0= Z*R<€4763764763>

with respect to this null frame, where A, B € {1,2}.

The general strategy of our proof is to obtain L? energy estimates for the
curvature components and their derivatives and to derive bounds for the Ricci
coefficients using transport equations and elliptic estimates. These estimates
are highly coupled: Ricci coefficients and their derivatives arise as error terms
in the energy estimates and curvature terms come up as a source for the trans-
port equations for the Ricci coefficients. A bootstrap argument is therefore set
up in order to obtain all these bounds.

As mentioned earlier, one of the challenges of our problem at hand is that
since the data is small in terms of §, a trapped surface can only form near
(in terms of §) the vertex of the cone. On the other hand, various geometric
quantities necessarily grow as the vertex is approached. It is therefore neces-
sary to prove precise estimates on the growth of the geometric quantities. As
a result, as we will describe below, all the estimates for the Ricci coefficients
and curvature components are appropriately weighted in w.

These weighted estimates are reminiscent of those used in the setting where u
is large, i.e., in a neighborhood of null infinity. In fact, they form an important

Here, *R is the Hodge dual of R.
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part of the monumental proof of the nonlinear stability of Minkowski spacetime
by Christodoulou-Klainerman [7] (see also the work of Klainerman-Nicolo [I1]),
as well as Christodoulou’s result on the formation of trapped surfaces from past
null infinity [6]. We show in the present paper that these estimates can also be
used near the vertex, where u does not measure decay, but instead measures
growth of the geometric quantities.

In the following subsections, we will discuss these weighted estimates in
the context of transport estimates for Ricci coefficients, energy estimates for
the curvature components and also the elliptic estimates for the highest order
derivatives for the Ricci coefficients. We will highlight some difficulties of the
problem and explain the special structure of the Einstein equations that we
use to overcome them.

1.3.2. Weighted estimates for the Ricci coefficients. As mentioned above, the
Ricci coefficients are estimated in function spaces with weights in w. The
Ricci coefficients are controlled using transport equations and the weights in
the bounds are ultimately dictated by the non-integrability of the null mean
curvature try of the incoming hypersurfaces along incoming null generators.
More precisely, on the initial Minkowskian hypersurface H,, we have try =
—%, which is non-integrable in u. Consider for example the following transport
equation for x:

1
Vsx + étrxfg = ..

Suppose the right hand side of the equation can be controlled and that try is
close to its value on Hy, i.e., try ~ —%. Then the equation implies that we

have

1
a2
X~ 7
|ul

which — oo as u — 0. We therefore have to content with norms for y which
are weighted in u. Moreover, these terms enter into the equations for all the
other Ricci coefficients and every geometric quantity has to be estimated in an
appropriate weighted space.

We therefore apply the following strategy: Assume as one of the bootstrap
assumptions that the value of try remains close to its Minkowskian value
throughout the region of existence. We then prove weighted estimates for
all the Ricci coefficients satisfying the V3 equation with weights in u that are
determined by the try term. The Ricci coefficients satisfying V, equations will
in turn have weighted that are dictated by the source terms.

We now describe the weighted estimates in more detail. Recalling the defi-
nitions for the Ricci coefficients in (L8], we introduce the following schematic
notation:

. 2
Yoe {try, x,w}, ¥ e {trx+ m,x,n,ﬂ,g}-
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They obey the following slightly schematic null structure equations

Vi3 + ﬁw =YY + ¢y + V¢ + curvature, (1.10)
Vi =9 + 9y + ﬁd} + V¢ + Vi) + curvature. (1.11)

At this point, in order to ease the exposition, we will first not discuss the

terms with curvature and derivatives of Ricci coefficients on the right hand

side To derive estimates from the schematic null structure equations, we

first assume that ¢» has small u-integral. This implies that the growth rate of

¥ is determined by the non-integrable coefficient Tl
Therefore, (LI0) implies that

az

b~ m (1.12)

Substituting this bound for ¢ into the equation ((LT]), we obtain the following
estimates:
da?

Y~ R (1.13)

It is easy to see that these estimates are sharp, at least for some of the Ricci
coefficients 1) and 1. For instance, as described above, the bounds for x are
dictated by linear theory and indeed can be shown to be sharp. At the same
time, by considering the equation for y

V4X = tI‘X}Z + ..,

where ... denotes terms that behave better, it is easy to show the estimates for
X are also optimal.

Observe that since we only work in the region |u| > 5(1%6, the weighted
estimates (LI2) and (LI3) above imply in particular that ¢ is smaller than
¥. On the other hand, as u — 5a%b, 1 can be in fact be large with estimates
9] zoe ~ (SaébQ' Nevertheless, while g_may be large in sup norms, its integral
in u is small, as can be seen by the direct computation

5a%/1 t oo <l
P (4 (R

In particular, the assumption above that ¢ has small u-integral is valid and

1
da?
[ul?

1

then according to the equation (ILI0), ¢ does satisfy the estimate 1) ~ T—fl as
predicted by the linear theory.

we can justify the heuristic argument above. Indeed, one sees that if ¢ ~

BDirectly integrating these terms will of course lead to a loss of derivative and in order to
tackle these terms, we need to combine with energy estimates and elliptic estimates which
we will describe later.
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1.3.3. Estimates for higher derivatives of the Ricci coefficients. In order to
close our estimates, we also need to control the higher derivatives of the Ricci
coefficients with appropriate weights. Since the area of the 2-spheres S, ,, scales
like |u|?, one expects that for every additional angular derivative on the Ricci
coefficients, the bounds gets worse at least by a factor of ‘—}” We will show that
in fact such estimates can be proved. In other words, we have a commutation
principle similar to that in [9]: |u|'V%) and |u|'Vii) obey estimates similar
to those for ¢ and 1. More precisely, we have
1 Sab
U Vi~ =l Vi~ T
|ul = |uf

for i < 2. Moreover, for i = 3,4, we also have L? estimates for Vi) and Vi
that are consistent with the above scaling. N

The observation that allows us to obtain these estimates is that the com-
mutator [V3, V] takes the form

1

where ... denotes terms that behave better. Recall now that try ~ —‘—124 and

therefore the linear part of the commuted equation for ¢) takes the form

1+ 1
U

Recall moreover that the initial data obey the bound |Vi¢)| < az. Therefore,
Vi1) verifies the estimate

VsVie) — Vi = ..

1
. a2
VZQ/J ~ Wa
consistent with the commutation principle.

In order to obtain the appropriate weights for the angular derivatives of the
Ricci coefficient ¢ satisfying a V, equation, we notice that their weights are
dictated by the source terms, which include the terms Vi) whose weights we
have determined. In particular, this shows that Vi) also obeys estimates in
accordance with the commutation principle. N

1.3.4. Reductive structure and improved estimates. As we can already see in
the above argument, some of the terms are borderline and there are no extra
smallness in the error terms. Nevertheless, similar to [6], [I6] and [19], there
is a reductive structure that allow us derive estimates in a sequence of steps,
each of which involves error terms that either come with sufficient smallness
or have already been controlled in the previous step. More precisely, we first
prove the bounds for Vi). All the error terms on the right hand side behave
at least b~ 2 better than is necessary and we can obtain the desired bounds for
Vi) under the bootstrap assumptions. We then turn to the equation for V.
There are error terms in this equation without additional smallness, but we
can use the estimates that we have just obtained for V%) instead of using the
bootstrap assumptions to control them.
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Beyond the estimates described above, we also need to obtain improved
estimates for the components try — %, try + %, w and4 i compared to what
is suggested by scaling. They are needed in the elliptic estimates and the
energy estimates since otherwise we would encounter ﬁ terms that we need

to integrate in u, resulting in logarithmic losses. To explain this further, we

consider the term try — % According to the previous discussion, scaling

considerations suggest that
1
x| < T
|ul

However, this will be insufficient to close the estimates and we need to obtain

a bound 5 5
a

by — —| S .
lu[ "™ ul?

Notice that when |u| = dazb, this gives

[trxy — —| S
|ul

and is only better than the previous estimate by a constant factor % Never-
theless, the fact that this is smaller for a large range of u allows us to integrate
in u in some of the error terms to avoid logarithmic divergences. However,
we note that the improved estimates for try — %, try + %, w and p are cou-
pled and the proof of them requires another reductive structure. We refer the

readers to the text for more details on this more refined reductive structure.

1.3.5. Weighted energy estimates I: Renormalization. In order to close our es-
timates, we need to obtain L? energy estimates for the curvature components
in addition to the bounds for the Ricci coefficients described above. In par-
ticular, we need to prove sufficiently strong estimates for the curvature terms
arising in the transport equations (LI0) and (LTI for the Ricci coefficients.

These energy estimates are also weighted in u in order to capture the growth
near the vertex. However, unlike for the Ricci coefficients for which we can
obtain estimates for each component separately, the energy estimates for differ-
ent curvature components have to be derived at the same time. For instance,
when trying to obtain the energy estimates for § (recall the notation from
(L9)) and its derivative along outgoing null hypersurfaces, typically we need
to prove at the same time the energy estimates for p and ¢ and their derivatives
on incoming null hypersurfaces.

Now, the Codazzi equation on the 2-spheres S, , reads

o1 1 o1
div X = 5 Vtry — (i —n) - (X = 5trx) — 6.
By the estimates for ¢/ and ¢ and the commutation principle, we hope to prove
a bound consistent with
[[u V5] < a2.
16,u is defined by p = —div n + K — —5. See discussions in latter sections.

[uf?”
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Recalling that Area(S,,) =~ |u|?, we would like to prove the following L*(H,)
bound for V¢3:
> Ml

i<4
Now, if we were to prove estimates for Vip and Vo, in order to obtain the
above L?(H,) estimates for V'3, we also need to prove at the same time that

S Tl Y (o, o)1z 125, S 0202 (1.14)

i<d4

11
< d2ar.

These estimates, however, are inconsistent with those dictated by scaling con-
siderations and cannot be expected. To see this, notice the equation

1
curl’r]:a+§X/\f(.

By the estimates for x, X, 7 and the commutation principle, o obeys the
pointwise bound

which is only consistent with (IEZI) in the region |u| > da, but cannot be
proved in the full region |u| > dazb in the case b < az.

Instead, we perform renormalized energy estimates as in [I8], [19] and [17].
We make the observation that the following renormalized curvature compo-
nents:

1 . 1 1

1 1
- = R — Strxtry — —=, F=o0+ =X AR
|u|2 p+2X X 4 X X |u|2 +2X X
behave better than the spacetime curvature components p and o. More pre-
cisely, we have

1 Saz
(K = —=5.0)| S
[uf? [uf®
and we can therefore use the (4, K — W’ &) equations
1
VB +trxB+ V(K — —3) =" Vo =...

Jul?

V(K — L)+div p=..

Jul?

V40’ + div *ﬁ =...
to get the following desired estimates:
. . 4 . 1 1 1

i<4

In particular, we need to obtain energy estimates directly from the Bianchi

equations as in [10] instead of using the Bel-Robinson tensor (see [6], [7], [11],
ie))

The reason that we can prove better estimates is that when we compare

the equation for (K — " |2, &) to that for (p, o), we see that the most singular
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term Yo ~ # drops off. In fact, as noted in [19], by performing renormalized
energy estimates, the estimates for a completely decouple and we do not need
to prove any bounds for a component, which is very large in this setting. At
the same time, we also do not need any information on «, which allows the
proof to be simplified.

1.3.6. Weighted energy estimate I1: Additional cancellations. Even after using
the renormalization, we need to exploit additional cancellations in the error
terms in order to close the energy estimates. One of these instances is that the
renormalization introduces an error term in the equation for K of the form

1
V3K + tryK = —étrxdiv N+ ...

At the highest level of derivatives V7 has to be retrieved in L? from the bounds
for K — ﬁ via elliptic estimates. Since try ~ —‘—124, it would seem that we
have an estimate of the type

1 | T
”U(K — W)HLiLQ(Su&) (’U) 5 Data + /1; UH’U/(K — W)HLiL%Su’,E) du/ + ...
Since % is non-integrable, Gronwall’s inequality would imply that this term
grows as © — 0 and the bound will be too weak to close the estimates. Instead,
we note that there is a more subtle structure (for more details, we refer the
readers to the proof of Proposition B4]) and we can rewrite the equation as

1 1 3 1 1
K+try K+ —trydi = K——)+=try(K———)—=t .. (1.15
V3K + rx +2 rxdiv n V3( |u|2)+2 I'X( |U|2) 9 I'X[L*F ( )

where p is the mass aspect function given by

1
p=—-divn+ K ——
|ul?

and ... denotes terms that are under control. The crucial observation is that we
can prove a better estimate for the derivatives of p than what scaling naively
suggests. More precisely, for derivatives of 1, we expect using the heuristics in
the previous section that

- Saz 4 Saz

+1 +1

VTl S DGE (or [V nllre(s,.) S W)a

while for p, which is a special combination of derivative of 1 and curvature,
we have
, §%aibs , §%aibs
Viul < e (or [Vl L2(s,,0) S W)a

as long as ¢ > 1. Notice that in order to close the energy estimates, we only
need to use this improvement for ¢ > 1 and the extra power of u allows us to
close the estimates using Gronwall’s inequality.

There is yet another miraculous structure in the Einstein equations that
allows us to prove the energy estimates with the desired weights in u. The
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linear parts of the equations for K — -5 and & from which we prove energy

|ul?
estimates in L} L*(S,,) take the form
1 3 1
V(K — —) + try(K — —5) =...
3( |u|2)+2 I‘X( |u|2) )

3
V30 + §trxé =...

Therefore, the %trz factors dictate that we control (K — 5, &) at least in the

Jul
weighted space
L.
Huz(K - Wﬂ)HL;LQ(SM)-

On the other hand, the L2L*(S,,) energy estimates for (K — ﬁ) and & are
coupled with the L2L?(S,,) of 8. However, naive scaling considerations may
suggest that S cannot be controlled in the weighted space ||u2§||L12LL2(SM).
One important observation is that there is a cancellation which results in
being slightly better behaved than expected. More precisely, using the Codazzi
equation, we can express 3 in terms of the following Ricci coefficients:

R 1 1 R 1
f=div x — §Vtrx+ 5(7) —n) - (X — §trx).

As we observed previously, the terms div ¥, tryn and try n behave no better

than %in L. On the other hand, notice that the contributions from div x
and §(n—n)try in the Codazzi equation actually cancel! Thus j3 in fact behaves
better and can be controlled in the desired weighted L? space. On a more
technical level, in the V45 equation, the potentially deadly term tryVy does
not appear! Instead, in this equation, the only quadratic term that contains
try is the term trxVtry. As mentioned above, we have improve estimates for
Viry = V(try — %) which are stronger than that for Vx. This then allows

us to close all the energy estimates.

1.3.7. Elliptic estimates. We now turn to the final technical difficulties in the
proof of the main theorem. Notice that yet another consequence of using
the renormalized energy estimates is that they introduce error terms with
highest order derivatives in the Ricci coefficients. As a result, it is necessary
to control those terms via elliptic estimates. While the procedure of deriving
highest order bounds for the Ricci coefficients from the energy estimates via
elliptic estimates is by now standard (see [6], [7], [I1] and [14]), many technical
difficulties arise when coupled with the scale-invariant weight estimates. In
particular, we also need to obtain improved estimates for certain components
using elliptic estimates.

One of the difficulties is that the estimate we obtain for V9 is weaker than
that for V°7. These terms would otherwise appear to be “similar” from the
point of view of scaling and indeed obey the same lower order estimate. On
the other hand, for the highest order bound, the derivation of the L2L*(S, )
estimate for V°n would give rise to a logarithmic loss. As a result, we give up
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the L2L?(S,,) estimate for V5 and content with an estimate in L2L?(S,.,).
(Notice that V°n obeys both L2L*(S,.) and L?L*(S,,) bounds.) It is a
remarkable fact regarding the structure of the Einstein equations that while
the stronger estimate for V°n is crucially used to obtain the bounds for V4y
and V4try, we can close the whole argument without a similar estimate for
Von!

This concludes the discussions of the main ideas and difficulties of the proof.

1.4. Outline of the paper. We end the introduction by a brief outline of the
remainder of the paper. We will describe the setting of the double null foliation
gauge and explain the notations used in this paper in Section 2l This will allow
us to state the main estimates that we will prove in Section Bl The main a
priori estimates will then be proved in Sections 4l We refer the readers to
Section [ for a more detailed outline of the proof in Sections BH8. Finally, in
Section [@ we show that a trapped surface indeed forms given the bounds we
have derived in the previous sections.

1.5. Acknowledgements. The authors thank Mihalis Dafermos, Sergiu Klain-
erman, Sung-Jin Oh, Igor Rodnianski and Jérémie Szeftel for valuable discus-
sions. We also thank Mihalis Dafermos and Sung-Jin Oh for helpful sugges-
tions on an earlier version of the manuscript. J. Luk is support by the NSF
Postdoctoral Fellowship DMS-1204493.

2. SETTING, EQUATIONS AND NOTATIONS

In this section, we will introduce the geometric setup and the double null
foliation gauge. We then write the Einstein equations as a system of equations
for the Ricci coefficients and curvature components adapted to this gauge.
After that we introduce the necessary notations and the norms that we will
use.

2.1. Double null foliation.
Given a spacetime solution with initial data as in Theorem [[.3] we define a
double null foliation by solving the eikonal equations

g’“’@uu&,u = O, g’wa“uauﬂ = 07

for v and w such that v = 1 on H; and u = 0 on H,. Note that u is increasing
towards the future while u is decreasing towards the future.
Let

L' = —-2¢"0,u, L™ =2¢"0,u.
be future directed, null geodesic vector fields and define
2072 = —g(I/, L').
Let
€3 — QL/, €4 = QL/
such that
gles,eq) = —2.
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FiGUure 3. Basic Setup

These are the frames that we will use to decompose the Ricci coefficients and
curvature components. Define also

L:QZLI,L:QzL/

to be the equivariant vector fields.
We fix the gauge on the initial hypersurfaces such that

Q2=1, on H; and H,,.

Let H, be the level sets of v and H . be the level sets of u. By the eikonal
equations, H, and H, are null hypersurface. The intersections of the hyper-
surfaces H, and H, are topologically 2-spheres. We will denote them by S, .

2.2. The coordinate system. We define a coordinate system (u,u, ', 6?)
in the spacetime as follows: On the standard sphere 5} ¢, define a coordinate
system (01, 0%) such that on each coordinate patch the metric «y is smooth,
bounded and positive definite. We then define the coordinates on the initial
hypersurfaces by requiring #4 to be constant along null generators of the initial
hypersurface. In the spacetime, we define u and u to be solutions to the eikonal
equations as described in the previous subsection. Moreover, define 6!, 6% by

,¢L0A - 0,

where £ ;, denote the restriction of the Lie derivative to T'S, , (See [6], Chapter
1). Relative to the coordinate system (u,u,6',6%), ez and e4 can be expressed

as
0 0 0
_ 01 A — 01
63—Q (—8u+d —80‘4) , €4 Q _8Q7
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for some d* such that d* = 0 on H, and the metric g takes the form

g = —20%(du ® du + du @ du) + yap(d6* — d*du) @ (d§® — dBdu).

2.3. Equations. We decompose the Ricci coefficients and curvature compo-
nents with respect to a null frame e3, e4, defined above and an frame e, ey
tangent to the 2-spheres S, ,. Using the indices A, B € {1,2}, we define the
Ricci coefficients relative to the null fame:

xaB = g(Daes,ep), X, = 9(Daes,ep),
1 1

na=—59(Dsea,ea), n, = —59(Daea, e3),
w= —ig<D4€3, e4), w= —ig(D3€4, es), 21)
Ca = %Q(DA% €3)
where Dy = D, ,; and also the null curvature components,
aap = R(ea,eq,ep,e4), asp= R(ea, es ep,e3),
fa = %R(GA, €s,€3,€1), B, = %R(GA,G?,, es, €4), (2.2)

1
p: ZR<647€37€4763)7 o = Z*R(€4763764763>'

Here *R denotes the Hodge dual of R. Let V be the induced covariant deriv-
ative operator on S,, and V3, V4 be the projections to S, of the covariant
derivatives D3, Dy (see precise definitions in [11]).

Notice that,

1 1
W= —§V4(10g Q), W= —§V3(10g Q),
na=Ca+Va(log), n,=—C1+ Va(logQ)

(2.3)

Let ¢ - ¢ denote an arbitrary contraction of the tensor product of ¢()
and ¢ with respect to the metric v. Define also

(686 ap = 005 + 050 — an(6M) - 6P for one forms ¢y, ¢,

oM A p@ = ;{AB(V*I)CngSé g}) for symmetric two tensors ng(Al])B, %)3,

where ¢ is the volume form associated to the metric y. For totally symmetric
tensors, the div and curl operators are defined by the formulas

(div @) a,.a, = VZ0Ba, a,,

(curl @) a,..a, == ¢BVioca,. a,.

Also, define the trace to be

(tr(b)ALnAr—l = (fyil)BC(bBCAlAT_l .
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Let X and y be the traceless parts of x and x respectively. Then x and x
satisfy the following null structure equations:

1
Vatry + §(t1"><)2 = —|x® — 2wtry,
VX +trxx = —2wyx — a,

1
Vstry + i(trx)2 = —2wtry — [¥]*
VX +trxy X = —2wx — a,
Yty 4 _ oo ) (2.4)
atry + 2trxtr& 2wtry +2p — X - X + 2div n + 2|n|7,
1 ~ 1 ~
Vax + 5trxX =Van+ 2wy — atrxfg + nen,

1
Vstrx + étrxtrx = 2wtry + 2p — X - X + 2div n + 2|n|?,

1 ~ 1 ~
Vsx + étrxfg =Ven+ 2wy — 5trxX + n&n.
The remaining Ricci coefficients satisfy the following null structure equations:

Van=—x-(n—-mn)—p,
Van=—x-(n—mn)+p,

3 1 1 1
Vaw = 2w + 2 —nf* = 2(n=n) - (n+n) = gln+nl" + 5p, (2:5)
3 , 1 1 , 1
Vaw = 2ww + Zln—nl"+ - —n)-(n+n) — 2n+nl"+Sp.
4 4 8 2
The Ricci coefficients also satisfy the following constraint equations:
o1 1 o1
div X = 5Virxy — 5(n —n) - (X — 5trx) — 5,
2 2 2
o1 1 .1
div x = §Vtrx+ 5(?7 —n) - (X — 5“@ + 8,
(2.6)

1
curln:—curlﬂza+§XA)Z,
1

1
K=—-p+ 5)2 "X — Ztrxtr&,
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with K the Gauss curvature of the spheres S, ,. The curvature components
verify the following null Bianchi equations:

. R .
Vsar+ Stixa = VBB + dwa — 3(Xp +* X0) + (¢ + 4n)&B,
V4B + 2try 8 = div a — 2w/ + nay,

V3B + trxff = Vp+2wB +" Vo + 2 - B+ 3(np +" no),

—_

3
V4a+§trxa:—div*ﬁ+—X~*a—C~*ﬁ—2ﬂ-*ﬁ,

— DN

3
V30+§trxa:—div*§+—A-*g—C-*§—2n-*§,

\)

3 1 (2.7)
V4p+§trxp:divﬁ—§X~a+é-ﬁ+29~ﬁ,

3 1
V3p+§trxp:—divﬁ—?z-g—l—ﬁﬁ—%)-@,
Vaf +trxf = =Vp+" Vo + 2w + 2% - 5 = 3(np =" 10),

V3B + 2try = —diva —2wB + 1 - q,

1 ~ ~
Vaia + §trxg = V&L +4dwa —3(xp —" xo) + (( — 4n)®p.

Here, * denotes the Hodge dual on S, .
Defining

Q«
I
Q
+
>=>
>
>

N | —
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the Bianchi equations can be expressed in terms of K and & instead of p and
o are as follows:
V3B +tryB =— VK +" V& +2wB +2x - —3(nK =" no)
1

oy N 3
+ §(V(X “X) =" VIXAX)) — 7t

~ A * A ~ 1
+3MX X =T IXNAX) — Z(Vtrxtrx + trx Vtry),

. 3 . P * * 1A * oy 1A * N
V4cr+§tr><0:—le f—=C"p—2n- 5+§X' (V Q)J“gx (ﬂ®ﬂ)’
, 1. 1., -
Vil + trxK = —div = C- 8= 20 B+ X VEn+ 5% - (n8n)
1 1
— §trxdiv n— 5“‘9(@27
- 3 o . * * * ]'/\ * > 1A * S
, 1 1,
V;;,K#—ter:dlvﬁ—c-§+2n~é+§x-v®7)+§x (n&®n)

1 1
— 5tr&div n— 5tr&|n|2,
Vuf +trx =VK +" Vi + 2wp +2x - B+ 3(nK +" o)
1 o . R 1
— §(V(X X) =" V(XA X)) + E(Vtrxtrx + trxVtry)
ey B
=3 - X+ X AX) + ZﬂtTXUX-
(2.8)

In the remainder of the paper, we will use the convention that capital Latin
letters A € {1,2} are used as indices on the spheres S, , and while Greek
letters p € {1,2,3,4} are used as indices in the whole spacetime.

2.4. Schematic notation. We introduce a schematic notation as follow: Let
¢ denote an arbitrary tensorfield. For the Ricci coefficients, we use the notation

R ) 9
Ve {x trx,w}, ¥ €{nmn x trx+ a,g}- (2.9)

The set of all Ricci coefficients can therefore be represented by either i, or
try. N

We will simply write ¢t (or 1), ¥, etc.) to denote arbitrary contractions
with respect to the metric . V will be used to denote an arbitrary angular
covariant derivative. We will only use the schematic notation when the precise
nature of the contraction is not important to the argument. Moreover, under
this schematic notation, all constant factors will be neglect.

When writing an equation, we use the following convention. On the left hand
side of the equations, all of the terms are written with exact coefficients, while
on the right hand side of the equations, terms are only written schematically.
In particular, as mentioned above, we will neglect constant factors.
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Another convention we introduce is that brackets are used to denote terms
with any one of the components in the brackets. For example, ¥(¢,1) is used
to denote either 1) or 1.

Finally, Vi7 will be used to denote angular derivatives of products of P
More precisely, Vi1)J denotes the sum of all terms which are products of j
factors, where each factor is Vi’fy and that the sum of all i;’s is i, i.e.,

Vi = > VIRV

—_
i1+i2+...+ij=1 Y
1 J j factors

2.5. Integration. Given a function ¢, the integration on S, ,, i.e., fsuu 0,

is defined with respect to the volume form induced by 7. The spacetime
integration is defined with respect to the volume form induced by the spacetime
metric g. Since there are no canonical volume forms on H, and H w We define

integration by
¢;:2/_(/ Qo) du’
H'lL O S /

U,

Hugb::Z/ul(/S 0)d

u u,

and

Likewise, the norms L”(S.,,), LF(H,) and LP(H,,) are defined using the volume
forms above.
We will also use mixed norms defined by

N 1 L
10l zrgirs) = </0 (/ ||¢||qT(su,,u,>d“') dy’)
1 U ) %
19z 2g20(s) = / (/ \\V%Ilqr(su/u,)dg/) el
u 0 =

with appropriate modifications if p = oo or ¢ = oco. Notice that it is implicit
that the LP norms are taken over the spacetime region given in coordinates by
{(/,o,0%,60%) :u < <1,0 <o <u}. In particular, the size of these norms
can depend on u and u.

With the above definition, ||¢||z212(s, ) and [|¢]|r2(m, ) (similarly for |||

=

=

L2L2(Suu)
and ||¢||r2(m,,)) differ by a factor of 2. Nevertheless, in view of Proposition [5.1]
below, these norms are equivalent up to a factor of 2.
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2.6. Norms. We now define the norms that we will work with. First we define
the norms for the curvature components:

R = Z(sup( T IHUHIVBHLQ(H“)

<4

1 1
+sup —1 1 ||uz+1vz( 276)||L2(ﬂ )
d2a2 | | “
1
Py (p< ol - |2,c“r>||L2<Hu>)

1<i<4 N Y

1 . .
bowp (Y B, ) )
u d2a4 =

1, 1
o ( Sl - Wmm(m).

204

We then define the norms for the Ricci coefficients. We begin with those for
the highest order derivatives:

~ 1 R 1
0572 =Ssup ( 1 ||u5V5<X’trx,w)HLz(Hu)) + sup (51 T ||U5V5T]||L2(Eu))

1
2Q2 2a°2

1
+sup ( ||u6v5<n,g>uLz<Hu>)
u 02a
1

+sup<
U, U oa

For i < 4, we define the following L? norms:

Njw
o

w\»—‘ N|=

|u 5V5(trg,z,g)||L2(Hl))-

L ioisa
O;2 = sup (—1||u V(X w, trx) (| 22 (50.0)
az2

i 2
| | ||uV (n, n, Vlog (2, X,trXJr— w)||L2(SM>

and for 1 < 2, we deﬁne the following L* norms:

1 i
Oioo = Sup<a_;|“|||u’VZ(><,w,trx)HLoo(su,u)

[l i N 2
+ < [u'V (n,m, X trx + =, W) pee(s,.) |-
oaz u
As a shorthand, we will also denote

O=> Oin+ Y Oia

i<2 i<4
3. QUANTITATIVE STATEMENT OF MAIN THEOREM

We now state the a priori estimates that we will prove in this paper. The ex-
istence result in Theorem [[.3]follows from the a priori estimates using standard
arguments (see, for example, [6]). We will omit the details.
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Theorem 3.1. Consider the following characteristic initial value problem
for the Einstein vacuum equations. The initial incoming hypersurface H,
is required to coincide with a backwards light cone in Minkowski space with
0 <wu < 1. On the initial outgoing hypersurface H;, the data are smooth and
the initial shear satisfies

= 1
D IV Rollzgpras,. < a2
<7

for 0 <wu <.

Then there exists a universal large constant by such that if by < b < a and
Sazb < 1, the unique solution to the Einstein vacuum equations obeys the
following estimates in the region Sazb <u<l1l,0<u<y:

O) @5,27 R 5 ]-7
where the implicit constant is universal and independent of a, b and §.

Remark 2. Following [6], one can solve the constraint ODEs and obtain
bounds for the initial data on H; from that of the initial shear. In particular,
under the assumption of Theorem B.1], we have the following initial bounds for
the Ricci components

1 N
3 (—w (oo tr)ll sy + — V(1 % trx + 2,g>um<sl,ﬂ>) <1,
<5 \a? da2

and the following initial bounds for the curvature components

1 1 .
3 (a—1||v16||Lgomsl,ﬂ> L ik - 1,a,§>||w<sl,ﬁ>) <1

1
i<4 oaz
Once the existence theorem is established, the actual formation of trapped

surfaces follows from a simple ODE argument as in [6]:

Theorem 3.2. If, moreover, the data on H; obey

4
[ o) > asa (3.1)
0

along outgoing characteristics in every direction 9, then the 2-sphere defined

by 5. 1 ={(uy, 0',602) : u = béaz ,u =4} is a trapped surface.

Theorems B.1] and together imply Theorem [[.3l The proof of Theorem
[B.1] will take up most of the remainder of the paper in Sections 4HS. We will
then turn to the proof of Theorem in the final section.

4. BOOTSTRAP ASSUMPTIONS AND THE OUTLINE OF THE PROOF OF

THEOREM [B.1]

We now introduce the bootstrap assumptions that we use to prove Theorem
[B.1l We make the following bootstrap assumptions on the first four derivatives
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of the Ricci coefﬁcientS‘

Z IHWWHL(SM +Z w2V Y || o (5,.0) < b1 (4.1)

i§4 i<2

and

Z il VY125, + Z [ IV [ oo s, < 3 (4.2)

i<a @ i<2
We will also make the bootstrap assumptions on @372 and R:
Os59+R < bi. (4.3)

Finally, we make a bootstrap assumption on K and its derivatives, which will
be useful for elliptic estimates:

Z Huz-l—lvz | |2)|

1<3

v Q(Su,u) S 1 (44)

In the following sections, we will show that given the bootstrap assumptions
(#1)-(Z4), the bounds in fact hold with a better constant. More precisely, we
will show

Z ~ [V P pags, ) + Z - w2V || oo (s 0) S 1, (4.5)
z‘§4 i<2
Z IHu VY 12500 +Z [u VA || oo s, < 1 (4.6)
i<a @ i<2
@5,2 +RS1 (4.7)
and .
Z HulJrlvl | |2) (Su,u) SJ T3 (48)
i<3 ba

Here, and in the rest of the paper, we use the convention that A < B
denotes the inequality A < C'B for some universal constant C' that is
independent of §, a and b. The bounds that we derive will therefore improve
over the bootstrap assumptions (A1), (£2)), (£3]) and (&4 after choosing by
to be sufficiently large.

We now give a brief outline of the proof of Theorem [3.1]in Sections BHS

e In Section Bl we prove some preliminary estimates. These include the
bounds for the metric components v and €2. A particular consequence
of these bounds is a Sobolev embedding theorem on the 2-spheres .S, ,,.
We also derive propositions from which we can obtain bounds from
general transport equations and elliptic systems.

e In Section [B] we use transport equations for the Ricci coefficients to
obtain

Z et VY s, + Z . ||UZ+2V’?/J||L°°(SW>
<4 5
<1+ (95,2 +R
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and
L i L v
> VY o, + > N V| es, ) < 1.
i<q A2 i< A2

In other words, we obtain estimates that would imply (43]) and (4.6])
once (4.7) is also proved. In the same section, we also prove some more
refined estimates for some of the Ricci coefficients. Moreover, we obtain

the bound (£L.8).
e In Section [7, we use elliptic estimates to show that

Os0 S1+R.
e In Section [§, we use energy estimates to prove that
R <1.
Combining this with the bounds above, we will have thus obtained

(A5)-([1.8) as desired.

5. THE PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES

5.1. Estimates for metric components. We first show that we can control
) under the bootstrap assumptions:

Proposition 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap

assumptions (41)), (£2]), (E3) and (£4]), we have

Sazbi
107" = Ll o5, S :
(Su,u) |l
Proof. Consider the equation
1 1 10
= V0000 ==-0V, Q1= 1
w 2V4 0g 5 Vy > 0u (5.1)

Fix u. Notice that both w and €2 are scalars and therefore the L* norm is
independent of the metric. We can integrate equation (5.1]) using the fact that
Q' =1on H, to obtain

[P / ol cs, o’ 5 222

where we have used the bootstrap assumption (4.2)). 0

We then show that we can control v under the bootstrap assumptions. This
follows from an argument similar to that in [6].

Proposition 5.2. We continue to work under the assumptions of Theorem [B.1]
and the bootstrap assumptions (1)), [@2]), (£3)) and (£4). Fix a point (u, )
on the initial hypersurface H,. Along the outgoing characteristic emanating
from (u, ), define A(u) and A(u) to be the larger and smaller eigenvalue of
v Hu,u = 0,9)y(u,u,d). Then

[Aw) =1+ [Muw) - 1| S ——
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for every u € [0, d]. As a consequence, we also have

dazbs
Ew) =13
|ul
for every u € [0, 6], where
dvol,,
(w) dvol

Proof. The first variation formula states that

Ly =20y,
which translates to
0
— = 20Q) 5.2
G XAB (5.2)
in coordinates. From this we derive that
g log & = Qtry.
ou
Since by definition £(0) = 1, we have
Sazbi
|§(Q) - 1\ § W’ (5-3)

using the bound for try in the bootstrap assumption (£2) and the estimate
for Q from Proposition G.11

Define v(u) = % = ,/%. Following the derivation of (5.93) in [6], we

can use (B.2)) to derive the estimate

) <1+ [ 100

This implies via Gronwall’s inequality that

dazbi
v ~1) £ = (54)
Jul
The desired conclusion follows from (5.3]) and (5.4]). O

A direct consequence of the previous proposition is an estimate on the surface
area of the two sphere S, .

Proposition 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap

assumptions (L)), (£2]), ([E3) and (£4]), we have

Sazbi
sup |Area(S, ) — Area(S,0)| S ——

w Jul
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5.2. Estimates for transport equations. In latter sections of the paper, we
will derive the estimates for the Ricci coefficients and the null curvature compo-
nents from the null structure equations and the null Bianchi equations respec-
tively. These will be viewed as transport equations and we will need a way to
obtain estimates from the covariant null transport equations. For the transport
equation in the ey direction, we will need the smallness of ||try]|

L LLL>(Suw)
which is a consequence of our bootstrap assumption (4.2]). More precisely, we
have

Proposition 5.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

oz S ollos,un + [ 1966llts, s

for an S, tangent tensor ¢ of arbitrary rank.

Proof. We first note that the following identity holds for any scalar f:

Hence, taking f = |¢>|3/, we have

“ 1
615,00 =05, 0+ [ [ 20 (<6.900 5, 5ol du
- (5.5)

The proposition can be concluded using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on the
sphere and the L* bounds for §2 and try which are provided by Proposition
.11 and the bootstrap assumption (&2]) respectively. O

On the other hand, in order to use the V3 equation, we need to incorporate
the weights in the norms. These weights depend on the coefficients in front
of the linear term with a try factor. The main observation is that under

the bootstrap assumption (&), try can be viewed essentially as —‘—12”. More
precisely, we have

Proposition 5.5. We continue to work under the assumptions of Theorem [B.1]
and the bootstrap assumptions (4.1)), (4.2)), (43)) and (4.4]). Let ¢ and I be

Suu-tangent tensor fields of rank k satisfying the following transport equation:

V30,4, + AotrXda,..a, = Fa,..a,,

Denoting A; = 2(X\g — 3), we have

1
[l [0l 225, S N1ll2251) +/ W Fllzgs,, ydud,

where the implicit constant is allowed to depend on Ag.
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Proof. To begin, we have the following identity for any scalar function f
€3 X

[ =] (o) [ otnsons

Using this identity, we obtain

d
g/ [ 6P)

[ (M ealof + 2 < 6, a0 > +uyfuf o
(5.6)

du

+(1- 2)\0)trx)|¢|2).

/ <2|u|2A1 < ¢, V39 + Aotrxo > )

[ Ly 21 (esu)
v [ (meradnS

(

)

Observe thatl] we have
2\
1(egu) + (1 —2Xg)try
|ul =
2A —4Xg+2 20 (Q7 —
—_ A 0 _2M( + (1 —2\g)(trx + —)
|ul |ul = ul
<5a%bi
™ ful?
using Proposition 5. Iland the bootstrap assumption (4.1), since we have chosen
the parameters to satisfy 2A\; — 44Xy + 2 = 0.
Therefore,
d
L o [ (2ol + P 2aaeio)
du'Js,, .
Using Cauchy-Schwarz for the first term and applying Gronwall’s inequality
for the second term, we obtain

[l 625,
< L (0] s + /PMHWM”fd“

Sl6llz2(s + /ﬁwwwmmwd’

,_‘

l,
a2b4 1

3-
sz

ul

since dazbi |lu~ N S

use the schematic notation for this equation

O

I"Note that in the following formula we need the exact cancellation and thus we do not
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5.3. Sobolev embedding. Using the estimates for the metric v given in
Proposition [5.2], we can follow [6] to obtain a bound on the isoperimetric con-

e {Area(U) Area(U9))
min{Area(U), Area(U®
1(8) = Sgp (Perimeter (OU))?
auect

where S is one of the 2-spheres S, , adapted to the double null foliation. This
will then allow us to obtain the necessary Sobolev embedding theorems. We
first have the following estimate:

Proposition 5.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), ([E2), [@3]) and (£, the isoperimetric constant obeys the
bound

I(Suu) <

3 |

forOSggéancha%bgugl.

Proof. Fix u. For a domain U,, C S, ,, define Uy C S, to be the image of U,
under the diffeomorphism generated by the equivariant vector field L. Using
the notations introduced in Proposition and its proof, we have

Perimeter(0U,,) )
—~ > fA
Perimeter(0Uy) — \/é‘?,o ()

and Area(U9)
Area(U,) rea(Ug
- < — = K .
Area(Uy) — Sgljgag)’ Area(U§) — i}ﬁ)f(@
Now, the conclusion follows from the fact that 1(S,0) = i and the bounds in
Proposition O

We will only need an L? — L> Sobolev embedding in this paper. In order to
derive it, we will use the following two propositions, quoted directly from [6].
The first is an L? — L? embedding theorem:

Proposition 5.7 ([0], Lemma 5.1). For any Riemannian 2-manifold (S, ), we
have the estimate

(Avea($)) 9]l o) < Con/maxI(S), TH(IIVol cacs) + (Area($)) 6]l acs))
for 2 < p < oo and for any tensor ¢.

The second is an L? — L*™° embedding:

Proposition 5.8 ([0], Lemma 5.2). For any Riemannian 2-manifold (S, ), we
have the estimate

|6ll1(s) < Cp/max{I(S), 1}(Area(S))2 7 (I[Vo| o(s)+(Area(S)) "2 [l o(s))
for p > 2 and for any tensor ¢.

Recall from Proposition that Area(S,,) ~ |u[>. We can now combine
Propositions [5.6], 5.7l and 5.8 to obtain
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Proposition 5.9. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.Il and the bootstrap

assumptions (A1), ([@2), (@3] and (@), we have
[l 2500 SO I V|25, (5.7)

i<2
5.4. Commutation formula. In this section, we derive general commutation
formulae. We have the following formula from [11]:
Proposition 5.10. The commutator [V4, V] acting on an (0,7) S-tensor is
given by
Va4, VBoa,..a,
=Dy, Dplpa,...a, + (Velog Q) Vida,..a, — (V) PXBDVeda,. 4,

= ()P xmon, ba,diea + D (P XABN A, s,
i=1 1=1

Proposition 5.11. The commutator [V3, V] acting on an (0,7) S-tensor is
given by
V3, Vilda,. a,
:[D37 DB]¢A1---AT + (VB 1Og Q)v3¢Al---Ar - (’y_l)CDXBDVCQSAl---AT

—1\CD —-1\CD
- Z(V ) KBDnAigbAl...AAiC...AT + 2(7 ) XAZ.B”DQZ)AI...&C...AT'
i=1 i=1

By induction, we get the following schematic formula for repeated commu-
tations (see [18]):
Proposition 5.12. Suppose V¢ = Fy. Let V,Vi¢p = F;. Then
Fo= Y Vim+np®VeFR+ Y Vi+np)?Vexvie
11+i2+i3=1 i1+i2+13+14=1
Y Vi +n)EVesvie,
i1 +ig+ig+ig=i—1

where by V() + 1) we mean the sum of all terms which is a product of i,
factors, each factor being V7(n + Q) for some j and that the sum of all j’s is

iy, Le., Vi(n+n)? = Z V7 (n+n)..V?2(n +n). Similarly, suppose
Jit..+jip=t1

V3¢ = Gy. Let V3Vig = G;. Then

Gi—étrxv%:‘ Z ‘V“(fr;+g)”VZ3Go
11+1i2+13=1
i1 12%713 (2 2 i4
+ Z R+ )PV (L - )V
11+i2+13+14=1
+ Y VR4 p)RVREVe.

i1 +ig+izg+ig=i—1
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The following further simplified version is useful in the latter sections:

Proposition 5.13. Suppose V¢ = Fy. Let V,V'¢ = F;. Then
F, = Z vh%mviapo + Z Vh%mvmwvu(ﬁ
i1+i2+i3=1 i1+io+i3+ia=1
Similarly, suppose V3¢ = Gy. Let V3Vi¢ = G;. Then
Gi— 5ty Vo= Z VIERVEGy o+ Z VHpRTEG
11+12+1i3=1 11+12+i3=1
+Y VIR VEg,
t1+i2+iz=1,i3<i—1
Proof. We first replace 8 and (3 using the schematic Codazzi equations:
f=Vi+91,
B=V+Y(trx +v).

We then replace try and X by 1, as well as substitute 1, n, X and try + % with
. O

5.5. General elliptic estimates for Hodge systems. In this subsection,
we prove ellitic estimates for general Hodge systems. To this end, we recall
the definition of the divergence and curl of a symmetric covariant tensor of an
arbitrary rank:

(div @) a,.a. = Vbpa, 4.,

(curl @) a,. 4, = ¢ 5°Vpoca,. a,,

where ¢ is the volume form associated to the metric . Recall also that the
trace is defined to be

(tr ®)ay.an = (v )Ppcar. A,

The following is the main L*(S,,) elliptic estimate that we will use:

Proposition 5.14. We continue to work under the assumptions of Theorem

B and the bootstrap assumptions (A1), (£2), ([A3) and (£4). Let ¢ be a

totally symmetric 7 + 1 covariant tensorfield on a 2-sphere (S?,v) satisfying

divo=f curlp=g, tro=nh.
Then, for 1 <i <4, we have

'V B[ 125, )

1—1
Z ([N (f, )| r2(80) + 100 VR 12(500) + 10/ V@] L2(500))-
=0

Proof. Recall the following identity from Chapter 7 in [6] that for ¢, f, g and
h as above

/ (Iv¢|2+ (r+ 1)K|¢>|2) = / (|f|2 + |g|2+K|h|2). (5.8)
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= WS ‘u|2 by the bootstrap assumption (4.4]) and the
Sobolev embedding theorem (Proposition [5.9). This implies the conclusion for
i = 1 after multiplying (5.8) by u?. For ¢ > 1, we recall again from [6] that the
symmetrized angular derivative of ¢ defined by

r+1
s 1
(VO)bay. A, = +2(VB¢A1 A, T g VA, 0A1. <A>B..Arir)
i=1

satisfies the div-curl system

v (V6)* =(VJ) = (V) +(r + K6~ (v " h)

r+ r+1
curl (V)® = " 2(Vg) (r+1)K("¢)
2
tr (Vo) = f 4+ —— (Vh)",
where

S P
(’Y ® h)Al...AT+1 L ’YAiAj § h/Al...<Ai>...<Aj>...AT+1
i<j=1,...r+1

and
r+1

1
Z ¢ 4,504, <a>B.A.-
r+1 —

<*¢>i11...AT+1 =

Using (5.8)), we therefore obtain that for ¢ = 2, we have

IVl Z2s...0)
SIVAL s, + V925, T IV + [+ VAP 2rs...0)
+ 1K L2 s, ) + 1KBI s, )

Using again || K||zeergero(s,.) S |2, we have

|u

IS 6l SV
—(IV(e. 17 + 1 £1I7 ) + L||(¢ 7
| |2 L2(Su,u) L2(Su,u) |u|4 ) L2(Su,u)’
which implies, after multiplying by |u|*, that
[W*V2 ol 2, )

SNV (f, Lo, ) + 1V (@ W) Legs, )+ 10f 2, + 100 D12 s, )
SO Vo) e, + 107V (6 9) ] 12(5,)-

Jj<1
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Iterating the procedure and applying (5.8]), we thus obtain that for i < 4,
IV'6lI72s, .

SIVTHS Dz, T IEAVTH @+ VT2 9) ) e s
FIEC DY VIEVR(0, 1) lluisa +IKC Y VKV, )

i1+io=i—3 i1+i0=1—4
) IVIEVRO ey Y IVEEVE(L9) s,
i1+10=1—2 11+10=1—3
+ Y IKVIEVR(6,h)|[xs, )
i1+i2=1—4

where we have used the convention that Zig—l = 0. By the bootstrap as-
sumption (£4) and Sobolev embedding (Proposition B.9]), we have

> VK o5, S 1.
i<2
Therefore, for ¢ < 4, we have
HuiviﬁbH%?(su,ﬂ) N Z ”Ujﬂvj(f’ g)”%?(su,ﬂ) + ”Ujvj(ﬁba h)”%?(su,ﬂ)-
j<i—1
O

For the special case that ¢ a symmetric traceless 2-tensor, we only need to
know its divergence:

Proposition 5.15. Suppose ¢ is a symmetric traceless 2-tensor satisfying

div ¢ = f.
Then, under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap assumptions

@1, (@E2), (£3) and (£4), for 1 < i < 4, we have
i—1
16"Vl 125,0) S D10V fllrzgs, ) + 107V 9l 125,
=0

Proof. In view of Proposition (.14] this Proposition follows from

curl ¢ =" f.

This is a straightforward computation using the fact that ¢ is both symmetric
and traceless. 0

6. L*(S,.u) ESTIMATES FOR RICCI COEFFICIENTS

In this section, we prove estimates for the Ricci coefficients and their first
four angular derivatives in L*(S).

Before we proceed to prove estimates for the Ricci coefficients, we first make
a preliminary observation regarding the bounds for ¢ and its derivatives and
products. These follow directly from the bootstrap assumption @10.
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Proposition 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

Z ||uil+i2+1vilyi2+l||L2(Su7u) 5 Z ||ui1+1vi1ﬁ”L2(Su,E)

i1+12<4 11<4

and

Z |’ui1+i2+2vi1%i2+1 ”L‘X’(Su&) g Z ”ui1+2vi1£ HL‘X’(Su,H)-

11+12<2 11 <2
In particular, by (4.1]), we have
i1tio vyl io+l i1tia 271, ) dat+l 3hi
> u ViR e + > v VAP | poo(s,,0) S 025
i1+i2<4 i1+i2<2

Proof. For the L*(S,,) estimates, we have
Z |’Uil+i2+1vi1£i2+l”LQ(S%H)

i1+i2<4
S VG s, (30 3 w9y s )
11<4 192<413<2
SNV pags, .
i1<4
since by (A1) and Sobolev embedding, we have
o dazbi _ 1
DV e § o= S o
‘ |U| b1
13<2
Similarly, we have
Z ||ui1+i2+2vilyi2+1||L°°(Su&)
11+12<2
SO w2V [l (s,0) QO D VR e s, L)
i1<2 19<213<2
SO NPV s, -
i1<2

0

We now proceed to the estimates for the Ricci coefficients and their deriva-
tives. We will first bound the terms we denote as v, first with y (Proposition
[6.2]), then try (Proposition [6.3]) and w (Proposition [6.4]). We will then turn to
the estimates for ¢ in Proposition We begin with y:

Proposition 6.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

1
D U ViRllzas,. S a2

<4
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Proof. We use the null structure equation

1
Vix + itrXX =Vn+9vy + 9.

Commuting this equation with ¢ angular derivatives, we have

1+ 1

VsViy +

trxvif(
:vi+1n+ Z vi1ﬁi2+2+ Z vilﬁifrlvisd)

i1+i2=1 i1+i2+1i3=1

| )
+ E . v AR VAT
11+i2+i3=1i—1

We apply Proposition with Ay = %, which shows that the quantity

|lu'Vix|| LeeLeo[2(S,.,) Can be controlled by the sum of its initial value and the
|u' - |peert 12(s,.,) norm of the right hand side. We now estimate each of the

terms on the right hand side of the equation for ¢ < 4. We first control the
linear term in 7 for i < 3:

ui+2 viJrlg ”LELOLQ (Suw)
1<3

o 1
Z [N | L r2s, ) < Z HWHL%
i<3

1

55(15 bi
|ul
using the bootstrap assumption (4.J]).
For the highest order derivative, i.e., when ¢ = 4, we have

X Shas - S2azb
IV legazisi < IpgplleelheVoallizsses 2

IS

S
AN

Jul2
We then control the second and third terms together.
estimates derived in Proposition [6.1]

S wVRTIVEW ) | s,

1<4  i1+ig+iz=i

[ul2

Here, we use the

S Z ||ui1+i2_1vilgi2+l||LiL2(Su,E) Z Huig—f—lvig (w’g)HLzOLOO(Su’E)
i1+12<4 13<2
+ Z Hui1+izflvz‘1%i2+1HL}LLoo(Suﬂ) Z Hui3+1vi3(’l/}7%)”L?LOLQ(S“wE) (6 1)
i1 +i2 <2 i3<4 '

1,1 1.1
§5a2b4 (a%b% 5a2b4)
|ul |ul

1
<5ab2

™ ful
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Finally, we control the last term by

Do D WV s, )

<4 i14io+tiz=i—1

SO R s, 0 > BTV | e poe s,

114+12<3 i3<1
+ Z ||ui1+i271vi1ﬁi2+1 ||L11LLOO(S"L,&) Z ||ui3+1vi3w ||L3°L2(Su,g) (6 2)
i1Fiz<1 i3<3 '
Sazbi Sazbi
< (a2bi + )
|ul |ul
<5ab% .
Y
|ul

We now apply the condition |u| > dazb. For b sufficiently large and a > b, it
is easy to see that all the terms above are of size

<2
|uf2
Recalling that initially we have
i - 1
> IVl g 250w < a7

i<4

[SIES
=l
[SIES

a

S

S 5 Sak

(=
N[

and using the above estimates, we get
. 1
D eV Rl ras,.) S a2
i<4
O
We next prove the estimates for try and its derivatives. It will be useful

to show not only that Vitry obey the required estimates for Vi) but also to
obtain a slightly more refined bound as follows:

Proposition 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

. 2
D TV (tex — ) s, S da.

Proof. Using the null structure equation, we have

2 L
Vy(try — m) = XX + wtry + trytry.
Notice that we have put in the term —% in the equation for V,try. The
V4 derivative of this term is 0. We put in this additional term because the
initial value for try — = on H, is 0. Commuting this equation with i angular

Jul
derivatives, we have
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) 2
V., V(try — m)

= > VIRVERVER 4+ Y VIRVE) Vi

11+i2+13+i4=1 i1+io+i3+ia=1

+ > L gingiaying,

Jul

i1+i2+i3=1
We now use Proposition 5.4] to bound |V (try — ‘—il)”chioLzolﬁ(su’y) by con-
trolling the right hand side in the ||u'™" - || 011 2(s, ) DO

We first bound each of the three terms in the case where i, = 0. We

first consider the contribution from >, ;.. V12 VExVUy where iy =
0 (and as a consequence i; = 0). In this term, we will see estimates that
are “borderline”, but we will use the fact that the bound derived for V*x in
Proposition is independent of the bootstrap assumption (4.1) and does not
suffer a loss of bi. More precisely, we have the bound

SIS ut VRV R s,

i§4 i3+14=1

SO VSR e rge oo () Y 16V K g L 12(50)

13<2 14<4
<da.
We now consider the contribution from »; ., . . ViV Vitry with

iQIO.

DD VRVt s,

1<4  i34ia=1

SO NSV EY | e rgepoesn > 0TV x| o Lo 2(5,)

I8 <2 ia<4
+0 Z Jus Vs | Lo Leo £2(S0 ) Z ||ui4Vi4trX||L30L30L00(Su&)
G 14<4
Sazbi A , 9 L
5 |u| Z ||u1+1Vl(trX— m)HL?Lﬁ"LQ(Su,H) + dazbt,
i<d

where we have used the bootstrap assumption (2] together with Sobolev
embedding in Proposition [5.9.

The contribution of the third term, ie., >, ., .. ﬁvh@visw, where
1o = 0 can be controlled by

D NV ira(san S0 MVl Laor2(s,.,) Soazbi,

i<4 i<d4

IS

using the bootstrap assumption (£.2).
We now move to the terms where 75 > 1. It turns out that the y factors
provide extra smallness and we can use the bootstrap assumption (£2]) together
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with Proposition to deal with the first two termdH to get
)N D SR Vi AU VA Al VTR

<4 dytig+tiztig=i—1

o

gm Z ||ui1+i2+2vilﬁi2+1 ||L3°L§°L°°(Su,£) Z ||ui3+1Vi3w ||L3°Li°L°°(Su,ﬁ)
114+12<3 13<2
11<2
X Y WtV Y |l e ne12(5)
14<3

)
+ = VP || oo e £2 (5 i 1080 || e 10 £ (800 1080 || o 10 L0 (50 )

|ul
<52a%b%'
|ul

The third term can be handled in a similar way in the case 73 > 1 using
Proposition and the bootstrap assumption (4.2])

Z H Z uiviI%iQJrlviS’l/}”LTIiLQ(Su,E)
1<4  d1+igtizs=i—1

< Y Z ||U“+12+2V“ﬂ22+1||L3°L§°L°<>(su,£)Z||U13V23¢||L3°L3°L2(Su,y)

~Y
|u| i ia<3 i3<3
i1<2 -

+ ] [V || oo oo 1205 ) 10 || Lo Lgp £ (51)
<52ab% '
|ul
Recall that the initial data for try — = is vanishing. Therefore, by Propo-

|ul

sition [5.41 and using the condition |u| > da2b, we have

S It by = )l s

1 il 2
55(1 + 3 Z ||U +1V (tI'X — _)HL?LOL%"LQ(SMH)'
bt Jul .

For b sufficiently large, we can subtract the last term from both sides to get

4 . 2
S NV ey — )l rgras., S 00

U

We next prove the desired estimates for w and its derivatives. We will show
that it obeys a slightly better estimate than a general component ¢. Moreover,
the bound improves if we take at least one angular derivative.

I8Notice that we have relabeled is to simplify the notation. We have also used the
schematic notation to write x and try as .
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Proposition 6.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

i g3t
i<4 |u| 2
If i # 0, we get the improved bound
. 5%@%
> Vil S —
1<i<4 |u|2

Proof. We use the following schematic null structure equation for w:

Viw = K + 9y + 9 + trxtry.

Commuting it with angular derivative for i times, we have
ViViw + §trxvzw

— Z ViI%iQViSK 4 Z Vi1£i2+2 4 Z vilginglvigw
11+i2+13<1 i1+i2=1 i1+i2+i3=1
1 . . . 1.
+ ) SVRRTIVEY 4 ~Vitry.
u - u

11+i2+i3=i—1

We apply Proposition B8 with A\g = % In particular, since the initial data for
w vanishes, we can estimate |[u’~'V'w|| poopoo12(s, ) by the [|u™ - || oo 11 12(5, )
norm of the right hand side. To estimate each of the terms in the equation,
we note that all terms except for the K term and the %Vitrx term have been

controlled in the proof of Proposition and More precisely, by (6.1]) and
(62), we have

- 1
Dol Fllrpnirasin S ) m||u’Fi||La°LaL2<su,@ S35 ST
- - 2

i<4 i<4

where Fj is defined to be

F, — E vilwi2+2 + E Vilwig-f—lvigw
(3
11+i2=1 11+i2+i3=1

1. . .
D DR A A

11+i2+i3=i—1

There are two remaining terms: the term with K and the term %Vitrx. We
first estimate the term containing the Gauss curvature K. We split up the
term into

1 1

K<(K — —) 4+ —.
SR Tp
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For the term with (K — " IQ) if 5 = 0, we have

ZHuz 1Vz ‘ ‘2)

<4

<Z||uz+1vz | |2)|

<4

e

where in the second inequality, we have used the bootstrap assumption (Z.3]).
For iy > 1, we get@ the better estimate

) S , 1
i—1x7%1,/,i2+177
)N D DR Vg(K—W) LA (Suw)

i<4  i14io+tiz=i—1

L L . . 1 B
5 Z Huu+z2+1vz1£z2+1HL?LQ(SH&) Z ”uz3+2vz3 (K . W)HL?LL“’(SM&) HU 3
11+i2<4 13<2
+ Z ||uil+i2+2vilﬁi2+1||L3°L°°(Su&)
i1+i2<2
x Y fut e (K T ‘2)||L2L 2(sullv 22
13<4
L o , , 1
5 Z ||u“+l2+1vugw+l||L3°L2(S“’H) Z ||u13+1vzg (K - —Q)HL%LQ(SU&) u
11+12<4 13<4 |u|
1.1 1 1
S S P
|ul? Jul?

where in the second inequality, we have used the Sobolev embedding in Propo-
sition 5.9} in the third inequality, we have applied Proposition and in the
last estimate, we have used the bootstrap assumption (3) and |u| > dazb.

We then move to the contribution arising from ﬁ Notice that for this

term, the only possibility for having io = 0 is when ¢ = 0. In this case, the
term can be controlled by

1 1
ot s s Sp (63)
[u )

Notice that we have relabeled i
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For i > 1, we have

N |
DI IV“%”HW”%LQ(&,E)
i<4  iytia—i—1

<

Y

i1+i2<3

Z ||ui1+i2+1vi1gi2+1 ||L30L2(Su,y) ||’LL_3 ||L11¢

<5“%bi < @
™ol Y fuf?

where in the second inequality, we have used the bootstrap assumption (Z.1).
Combining all the above estimates, we have

DS :

4 o . 1 5
uszVu%anlvls(K — —2)|’L11LL2(SU7£) g — +
i<4  iqtiotig=i—1 |ul |ul

NI
o

a
—. (6.4)

|ul?2

Notice moreover that the appearance of the term ITI\ is only due to the contri-

bution of (6.3]) and is only present when i = 0. We now estimate the remaining

term by:

. oa 1 5ta 1
> Vi 2w ST T T S T (6.5)
~ ul2 * Jul ™ )z ul

using the bound for Vitry in Proposition 63l Moreover, for i > 1, since
Vitry = Vi(try — 2

>

Iu\)’ we have the improved bound

N
|

o 0z2qa
> VX oy s, S

3
1<i<4 |2
using Proposition

Collecting the above estimates, we have

N
|

i 1 0za
S e VWl S T

STt
i<4 |ul |u|2
Multiplying by |u|, we get

i d7at
' Viwlras, ) S1+

-
i<4 |u|2

Moreover, if i # 0, the worst terms in (6.4]) and (6.5]) contributing to the bound
1 are absent. Therefore, we have

N

i d2ai
> Vol s S

T
1<i<4 |u|2

O
We summarize the estimates that we have already proved for ¢ and its
derivatives:
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Proposition 6.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

-

i<a @2

We now estimate the L?(S,,) norms of the first four derivatives of the
remaining Ricci coefficients, i.e., the Ricci coefficients that we call ¢:

Proposition 6.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

1 4 4 -
Z 5—1”UZ+IVZ%”L2(SH&) S 1 + 0572 —+ R
az

i<4
We also have the more precise bound

1
> — M 0V a5y S 1 0Vl s + R,

i<4 zaz

5v5

Proof. In order to unify the exposition, we will not consider the equation V37,
but will instead use the equation V,Vlog(. Since n = —n + 2Vlog(?, the
desired estimate for i can be recovered from the bounds for n and V log (2.

For ¢ € {n, VlogQ, trXJr%,X, w}, we have the schematic transport equation

v4g:5+vw+f<+vq+wg+w+%¢.

Notice moreover that by the assumption of Minkowskian data on the initial
incoming cone, all of these quantities 1) are initially 0.
Commuting the above equation with angular derivatives, we get

AL
:VZ/8+VZ+1(W,Q) + Z VZIQZQVZSK‘F Z vilgizﬁ-lvig(d)’g)

11+i2+i3=1 i1+i2+1i3=1
| )
+ _VZI 1273 .
DL Ve
11+12+13=1
By Proposition 5.4 and the triviality of ¢ on H,, in order to estimate the
quantity [[u'V || Leor2(s, ), it suffices to bound the ||u’ - |11 12(s, ) norm of

the right hand side. We now estimate each of the terms in the equation. We
first control the 8 term

> |

i<d4

= ul

R.  (6.6)

We now turn to the term Vitiw. F~‘0r 1 < 3, we apply the estimates in Propo-
sition [6.5] while for ¢ = 4, we use O; 5 to get
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> V]l s,

<4
1
5@5 ~
S—(1+ O52).
Jul

For the V*1y) term, we have

DMV s ras, )
i<4
1

1 7 5
N‘ ‘2 Z Hu +2v +1wHL°°L2(Su u) + | |2”u v T]HLQL Su u) (68)

1,1 3,1 9 3,1
<<5 azbi  §2aibi <0 a4b4’
Jul? ul> ™ uf?

where we have used the bootstrap assumptions (d.1]) and (4.3)).
We control the term containing the Gauss curvature K as follows:

Z ” Z uivh%m ViSKHLiLQ(Su,E)

<4 i1+i2+i3=1

N| |2;4||u2+2vz | |2)||L2L (Suu)+5||u ||L2 (Su.u)
T
53 1
" |3 Z ||U”+22+2V“f2+1||L§<>Loo(su,g)Z||“13+2V23(K—W)”%L%Su,y)
11+12<2 13<4
53 ,
b 2 I T g s,
i1+i2<4
1
Z||uz3+1V23 5 |2) (500 + 07 )
13<2
§2aibi 5§ %aibs  §2q3bi
|| |ul |ul? |ul?
§2aibi 6
PERREIE

(6.9)

where in the second inequality we have used the bootstrap assumptions (4.1))
and (Z3), and in the final inequality we have used |u| > da2b and b < a.
Moreover, notice that the contribution for % comes from only from the term
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i=0. Fori>1, since V'K = V(K — —13), we have the improved bound

Jul

o 52aibi
Z || Z Ulv“ﬁmv%KHL}LLQ(Su,E) S 5 (610)
1<i<4  d1+io+iz=1
The fourth term can be bounded as follows:
Z H Z uivhgifrlvis(w’%)”LLLQ(SH&)
1<4  i1+ig+iz=i
Y i1+i i1, 0.4 i i
Sap 2 WY s, ) 3 W@, ) g reisi
i1+12<4 13<2
J i1+int2vTil ) a1 i3
tp 2 R s, D WOV () g
i1 +i2<2 13<4
<52abi N §3abs < 52abt
~/ 2 3 ~ 2
|u| |ul |ul
(6.11)

where in the last line we have used Proposition to control ¢ and used
Proposition[6.1to control the product of ¢, as well as using Sobolev embedding
in Proposition We then control the final term as follows:

Z” Z uiflvilﬁigvi3w|

1<4  d14ig+iz=i

5 Awi]
Sm D VY [l 125

i<4

Ly L2 (Su,u)

+ W Z |’ui1+i2+lvi1£i2+1| L;fLQ(Su&) Z ”uierlvisw HL;‘JLOO(S%E)
11+12<3 13<2
+ W Z ||uz1+zz+2vz1gzz+1HLEOLOO(SH&) Z ||UZ3VZS77/) ||L§°L2(Su,2)
i1+12<2 13<4
Sa>  82abi
STl T e

(6.12)

where as before we have used Proposition to control ¢ and used Proposi-
tion to estimate the product of ¥, as well as using Sobolev embedding in
Proposition -

Therefore, applying Proposition (.4l using the estimates above and using
lu| > dazb, we get

=

da

Jul

S VY rer2(sin S T L+ 052+ R).

i<d
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Moreover, notice that the term Ojs 5 only comes from controlling Vow in (6.7).
Therefore, we have the improved estimate

l\‘)\»—l

oa 1
D Vel S T+ V0l a2, + R)-

= [ul  62a
O

From the proof of Proposition[6.6] we also get the following additional bound
for V'(try + ) for i > 1:

Proposition 6.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

Njw

J

Jul?

a

N

- 2
7 Ui Vittry + PRGOS

1<i<4

Proof. Notice that try + % satisfies the equation

Va(trx + %) — K4+ V4 g+ 00+ %(trx,w).

This equation can be derived from the usual equation for V4try and noting
that V4 u = 0. In particular, compared to the equation for a general component
1, we do not have the terms 3, Vw and 2 <X

Commuting the above equation with angular derivatives, we get

) 2
V,Vi(try + —)
= ul

:ViJrlﬂ_'_ Z vil%iQViSK_i_ Z vhgifrlvis(w’%)
11+i2+i3=1 i1+i2+1i3=1
1. . .
_\/',/,2\/3 t .
+ D VIRV (tryw)

i1+i2+i3=1

We now revisit the proof of Proposition Notice that except for the terms
in (6.0), ©7), [69) and (IBEZI) the error terms in the proof of Proposition
[6.6] satisfy the better bound 5 “ . Since there are no V‘$ and V1w terms

in the equation for V*(try + m), the contributions of 5‘“7?(1 + O35+ R) from
an are absent. Moreover, since we have ¢ > 1, the term 2 from
d bsent. M i have i > 1, the term 7y f

(69) is also absent (and we have the bound (6.I0) instead). We now revisit
the estimate in (6.12)), using the fact that we only have try and w and that y
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is absent:

DU DD WY (trx, w) s,

1<i<4 d1+io+iz=1

0 i
Sm > WV (trx, )l ras.,.w

1<i<4
+ W Z ||U“+12+1V“g12+1 ||L§°L2(Su,y) Z ||u23+1vz3 (tI‘X, w) ||L§°L°°(Su&)
U a<a ia<2
+ W Z ”UZNLZQVZNL?%Z%LIHL;OLOO(S%E) Z ”uzgvzs (tI‘X, w)HLg’LQ(Su&)
i1+12<2 13<4
%a  0%al  8%abi _ §%at
+
AN LA (T T

where in addition to using Proposition [6.1], we have used the improved bounds
for V'try and V'w derived in Propositions[6.3land 6.4 respectively . Combining
this with (6.8)), (€10) and (6.11]), we obtain the desired conclusion. O

Besides V*(try + ﬁ), we also need an improved bound for Vilog for 1 <
1< 4:

Proposition 6.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

Nl
NI

a

Z (v IOgQ”LZOLioLQ(Su,y) N

T
1<i<4 |u|2

Proof. Recall that

V4vi 10gQ _ viw + Z Vh%z‘frlvmw.

11+io+i3=i—1

We would like to control V*log € in the norm ||u'~'V*log Q|| pec e r2(s, 4)- BY
Proposition [£.4] we thus have to estimate the right hand side in the norm
|u"=" - |lpeerir2(s,,)- The first term can be bounded with the estimate for

Viw for 1 < i < 4 in Proposition We also need to take advantage of the
improved bound that we achieve for ¢ # 0. More precisely, we have

jw
o

a

> I Vil s, S

~ 3 -
1<i<4 |u|2
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The second term can be controlled with the aid of (G.IT):
Do X WVl

1<i<4  41+4i9+iz=i—1
_ i1, i2+1y7i
=00 > WIS | ey 12(s, )
i1<3  d1+ig+iz=i
3,1 3 3
5%a1bi _ S2a1
<

Tl

since |u| > dazb. O
We also note that the V, equation for K — ﬁ contains exactly the same
type of terms as the V4 equation for Vi). Therefore, V(K — ﬁ) obeys the

same estimates as V”ly for i < 3. More precisely, we have

Proposition 6.9. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap

assumptions (41)), (£2]), ([E3) and (£4]), we have

A . 1 A
D VK — g s S 0a2(1+ Osa + R).
= |ul e
In particular,
SV R — s S
1125 2 3

i<3

Proof. As mentioned above, by repeating the proof of Proposition 6.6 we
obtain the bound

1 , , 1 .
D VK = )lliereras,,) S 1+ Os2 + R
ng az2 ‘U/‘ -
1
Multiplying by 6|GT\2v we obtain
) ) 1 5a%bi 1
V(K — —) |l poo oo < < .
Z”u ( |'U/|2)HLU Ll LQ(Su,y) ~ ‘U/‘ ~ b%

i<3

7. ELLIPTIC ESTIMATES FOR THE FIFTH DERIVATIVES OF THE RICCI
COEFFICIENTS

We now estimate the fifth angular derivatives of the Ricci coefficients. As in
[7], [11], [6] and [14], this is achieved by a combination of transport estimates
and elliptic estimates. This is because curvature enters as source terms in the
transport equations for the Ricci coefficients. As a result, with the bounds
for four derivatives of the curvature components, we can only obtain estimates
for the four derivatives of the Ricci coefficients. The standard approach is
therefore to control some chosen linear combination of some derivatives of the
Ricci coefficients and curvature components via transport estimates. We then
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recover the bounds for the remaining highest derivatives of the Ricci coefficients
by L? elliptic estimates on S, ,,.
We now begin with the estimates for try and x:

Proposition 7.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

||u6V5trX||LiL2(SU&) < 52abt
and -
[wVox |22 12(s,.) S 02aZ(1+R).

Proof. Consider the following equation:
1
Vatrx + i(tr)()2 = —|x|* — 2wtry
Commuting with angular derivatives for ¢ times, we get
V4V5tI'X _ Z Vz‘l%m Vzgw V“?/} )
i1+i2+13+14=5
We will apply Proposition 5.4l to estimate [|u®V°trx||peorocr2(s,,) by the

|uS - || e rr 22(s,,) norm of the right hand side. We separately estimate the
terms with 5 derivatives on ¢ and the remaining terms.

HuG Z vh%mvisw V“?/} ”LﬁoLlﬂLQ(Su,ﬂ)
i1 +i2+1i3+14=5

SO |ut) || e Lo (8 107V || Lo 23 2251,

+ 6 ) NV g rgeroe (50 D N0V | e r 1250

11<2 12<4
+6 Y UV e e s, )
i1+12<2 -
X Y TV e ro(si) Y 14V e 2(50,0)
13<2 14<4
+0 3 I o s, )
i1+12<4 N
X Z [T N4 || Loe oo 1o (5.) Z IV || Loe Lep 10 (S0 )
13<2 14<2
1
<dab+,

where we have used Proposition[6.1lto control the product of ¢ and Proposition
to bound 1.

Recall that Vtry = 0 initially on H,. Therefore, we have
| Votrx || e r2(50.0) S Sabi.
Taking L? in u, we get
Il Vx| (s, S 02abs. (7.1)
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Recalling the schematic form of the Codazzi equation

div ¥ — %Vtrx + B8 =9,
we can apply the elliptic estimates in Proposition to obtain
10"V 2(50,0) S D N Vierxll iz, + D 16 VBl n2s,)

i<5 i<4
+ Z Z HquV“%VQwHLQ(Su,E) —0—2 ”uivi)ﬂ’LQ(Su,g)'
i<4 i1 4in=i i<4

Taking L? in u, using the control of 1) from Proposition 6.5, the bound for P

in (1)), as well as the bound (1)) for V°try that we have just achieved above,
we obtain

1wV RN L322 (50.0)

S e Vitexllrzras,.) + Y e VBl p2s,

i<5 i<4

YD VIV s, + > 16V s,

i<4 i1+io=i i<4

NI

1 62a2 +62a2R

since |u| > dazb. O

We now turn to the estimates for the highest derivative of w. V>w obeys the
same bounds as V°Y. However, the proof will proceed in a slightly different
manner as we need to control a transport equation in the V3 direction.

Proposition 7.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap

assumptions (41)), (£2]), ([E3) and (£4]), we have
OVowl| e 1225, S 0%a(1+R).

~

Proof. Define w' to be the solution to

ngT = 5’,

DO | =

with zero initial data on H; and let
* T 1
k:=Vw+"Vw —55.

It is easy to see using Proposition and the bootstrap assumptions (£.1]) and
(43) that we have

NI
w00

J

a

N

Z Huivin”LﬁOLng(Su&) g 1+ 5 az.

i<d ||

N|—=
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The proof of this estimate is similar to that for w in Proposition Hence for
wl and its first four derivatives, w' obeys the same estimates as 1) as given in
Proposition[6.5l Therefore, in the remainder of the proof of this proposition, we
will include w' as one of the 1 terms and use the notation ¢ € {trx, X, w,w'}.
With this modified notation, x obeys the following transport equation

1
Vsk + étrxn

i i 2 . i3 i1 12
= D UVRux+ ko) VI Y etV

i1+i2+i3=1 | | i1+i2=1

b 4 UK,
ul =" Jul =

Commuting with angular derivatives for 4 times, and applying the schematic
Codazzi equation for 3:

B= Y V=,
i1+io=1

we have
5
V3Vik + itrxv%

. 2 ia i1,/,92 i3
= > VREVR(ax 4 @)V Y VIR ()

i1+i2+13+14=5 | | i1+1i2+13=5

1 1 o 4
+ VB — Y VAR
|’LL| |u| 11+ig+iz=4

+ ) VRRVRYVEK.
intipbiatia=4
We estimate V4k using Proposition 5.5l Since we will only need to estimate
V' after integrated in u, we will directly control it in the [|u*V* k|12 Lo 12(s, )
norm. Applying Proposition with \g = g, it suffices to estimate the initial
data and the ||u* |12 12(s, ) norm of the right hand side. We now estimate
each of the terms in the equation.

For the term >, ... . V72V (try + %, X, w) V1), we estimate sep-
arately the contributions with the highest order derivatives. These include the
case where there are 5 derivatives on (try -+ \_1247 X,w) and the case where there
are 5 derivatives on 1. In the first case, we have

2
VP (try + RS W[ £21812(Su )

1 _ 2
02 |uth || g pee oo (5 1w 22 [[0” V2 (brx + RS Wl zger2r2(Suw)

1 Saibi < S2abi

ulf e

N
>

ol

[SIE

- a
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where we have used the estimate in Proposition 6.5 and the bootstrap assump-

tion (£.3)).

In the second case, we have
4 2 - V5
[Jut(try + m’X’ W)V 1211125,
Sy

X (HUSVS(U"Xa)AC,W)HLgOLiB(su’H) + [P VPuwT|

<5a2 1 -5%a%bl(1+ 1

Lo Lo (S [0 | 2t

Lo L212(Su))

S5l [u*VPwM | Lo 12 22(5,))
202 -

[0V 2w Lo 12 125,00

where we have used the bootstrap assumptions (1)) and (£3).
For the lower order term where each factor has at most 4 derivatives, we
have

Z ||U4Vilyi2+1vi3w||LiL7£L2(Su,y)

i1+i2+13=5
11,i3<4

<60 T R s, ) D UV | e e s, U0

11+12<5 13<4
11<2

+5% Z Huz‘1+i2+1vilyg+1HLngoLQ(SM)

11+12<5H
11<4

X3 BT oo e poo s, 0y
i3<2
<5%ab%

(7.2)

where we have used Propositions and 6.5

We now move to the term y°, ;. - V19=+!V%(p, n). As for the previous
term, we will first control the contribution where one of the Ricci coefficients
has 5 derivatives. More precisely, we have

||u4ﬁv5(naﬂ)||LiL11LL2(Su7E)
Sl
<5a%b% . 52aibi < S53aibs
|ul? ~ fupf

L L L (Su,u) ||U_4 ||L75 ||U6V5(77a ﬂ) ||L3°L§L2(Su,ﬂ)

using the bootstrap assumptions (£.1]) and (£.3).
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For the lower order term, since V’@ satisfies all the estimates that Vi for
i <4, we can follow the proof of (T2]) to get

o . S3abt
E Hu4V“%m+le3%HLiLbLQ(Su,H) §—|u|2 .
11+1i2+13=5
11,i3<4

We now move to the third term, which is the term containing 5:

~ §3a3
[N Bl 2 rs r2(5 ) SHu™?] o [u W S ] R.
For the fourth term, we have the estimate:
>
11+i2+i3=4
l . . . . . . _
552 Z ||u21+12+2v21ﬁ12+1||L§°L30L°°(Su7£) Z ||Ul3v23¢||Lg°L§°L2(Su,E)||U 3||Li
11+12<2 13<4
+ 5% Z Hui1+i2+lvz‘1£i2+1HL;OL?LQ(S%E)
11+12<4
X3 BTN o e poe (5,0 02y
i3<2
<5%abi
~y |u|2 Y

using the bounds in Propositions and
Finally, for the fifth term, i.e., the term containing K, we have

Z ||u4vi1yi2+1vi3K||LiLiL2(Su,u)

11+i2+i3=4
5 Z "ui1+i2+2vi1%i2+lHL?’L;’LOL‘X’(SH&)
i1+i9<2
x> [[usTPVE (K W)HLWL?L%SM)HU e
Zg<4
Y TRV g
i14ig<4 -
< QIR (E - o |z>||m pesanlla iy + 83 1u )
i3<2

§3aibi 5%)<5%a%’
™~ ul?

<5ab(

ul> - Jul?

using Proposition [6.1] and the bootstrap assumption (4.3).
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Combining the above estimates and using the bootstrap assumption (Z3]),
we have

§3a3 §3ar 1
|]u4v4,<;HLiLZOL2(SM) < ] (1+R)+ b%|u| I |yu5v5wTHLzoLiL2(Sw),

which implies

SIS

1
(1 +R+ 51 ;b; ||U5V5WT||L3°LiL2(Su,u))'

1
[Vl L2 Lo 12(5.,0) S 020
2a2b2

By the following div -curl system:
div Vw = div k + %div B,
curl Vw =0,
curl Vw' = curl & + %curl B,
div Vw' = 0.
and the elliptic estimates from Proposition 5.14] we have

1u* Vo (w, wh)l2(5,)

D UVl 2s, ) + 1V B s, + 167V (w0, 01225, 0))
j<4

SNV e s, + D ([T VB L2, ) + 160V (w, 0" [ 225, .0))-
j<4

This implies, after taking L? in u,

lw* V2 (w, wh) | £222(5,)

1
§5%G%<1 + R -+ WHUESV‘%W”

LI2L2(Su))-
2a2b2 =

For b sufficiently large, we can absorb the last term to the left hand side to get
[0V (w01 3225, S02a2(1+R).
OJ

In the following proposition, we prove the highest order derivative estimates
for n. We need in particular an improved bound for Vi compared to Vitin
for 1 <g <4.

Proposition 7.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

1SV L r2 225, S 02ai(1+ R)

and
11
[w”Vonl Lo rz12(5,,0) S 0202 (1 +R).
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For 1 < i < 4, the derivatives of the mass aspect function Viu obey the
following improved estimates:

7 UV | e g r2s,) S 0%adbi
1<i<4 B
Proof. Define i by
) 1
p=—-dvn+ K- —.
Jul?
Thus 7 obeys the following elliptic system
divn=—pu+ K — curl n =0

Juf?’
and p satisfies the equation

Vup =9V (n,n) + v +9V(try, X) + try K.

Commuting with angular derivatives for ¢ times with 1 <1 <4, we get

V4V2,u
:wvH—l(n’ﬂ) + gV”l(trx, X) + Z vhgiz-ﬁ-lvigﬁ)

i1+i2+i3=1+1
11,83<1%
+ E V12V tryV* K.

i1 +ig+i3+ig=1

Notice that Viu vanishes initially on H,. By Proposition 54 in order to

estimate ||u" V' || Lo Lo 12(s, ), it suffices to estimate the [[u"*? - || Lo 1 12(s, L)

norm of the right hand side. We now estimate each of the terms in the equation.
For the term containing highest derivative of 77, we have

Z HUH% VHI(??’ ﬂ) HLim(sw)

i<d4

62 1 i i

Smlluw HL;OLOO(Su,E)(52 Z |u" T2V +1(77,Q)HL20L2(5%2) + ”U6V5('fhﬂ)HLiL2(su&))

i<3

[N

o

where we have used the bounds in Proposition and the bootstrap assump-

tion (£.3)).
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For the other term with the highest order derivative, i.e., the term containing
the highest derivative of (try, x), we get

> P VI (e, )l a8
i<4
52
STl || g poe (s,)

X (Z ”uiJrlviJrl(tI‘X, )A() HLiLQ(Su,ﬁ) + Hu5v5<trx, )A() ”LiLQ(Su,E))
<3

™ Jul

52abs
|ul

<—Sazbi - 62a2bi <

where we have used the bootstrap assumptions (d.1l), (4.2) and (4.3]).
We now estimate the lower order terms in the Ricci coefficients. Using
Proposition together with the bootstrap assumption (£2), we obtain

S Y Il

1<4 i1+i2+iz=i+1
11,23<1%
) o . L
§_| Z |’U“+w+2vu£w+l”LEOLOO(SU&) Z Hulgvz:’)w HLg’L?(Su,E)
11+12<2 13<4
S . o . .
+m Z ||U“+12+1V“ﬁ”+1||LgfL2(su,u)Z||U13+1VZ3¢||L§<>L00(SM)
21+l<24§5 13<2
1<
2 1
giéa%bi af < 0”abs
|ul |ul

Finally, we control the term containing the Gauss curvature K. For this term,
we need to make use of the fact ¢ > 1 and apply the improved estimate for
V'try from Proposition 6.3l Using Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding
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in Proposition 5.9, we have

Z Hui+2 Z vh%iz vigtrXVMK”L}iLQ(Su&)

1<i<4 i1+ig+ig+ia=i
52 o o . 4
N| |2 Z Hull+22+1v“%22HL;OLOO(Su,E)Z Hulg+1v23trxHLELOLOO(Su,u)
i14i2<2 i3<2
« Z ”uz4+2vl4 _ 2)”L2L2 Sun)
14<4 ‘ ‘
E ir-Hio+1yTin ), io EAv
wz DI it A IPYAREIND S [T AN PSRN
i1+i2<2 iz<4
”U/Z4+3vl4 - 2)”L2L (Suu + HuHL2LOO(SU“))
Z4<2 ‘ ‘
53
airrID DN U P2 EIND B e (L Y TR EN
11 +i2<4 13<2
X (O V(K T ‘2)||L2L (Suw) T Ul L2220(5,,0))
14<2
1
)
O (u| + 6a3b%) 2L (53 aibt + 63 |ul)

N| 2 |ul
<53a4bi 82a  0*aib: 53a%bi<52a%

ul " Jul o uf? ul> 7

using Propositions [6.1] and [6.3] and the bootstrap assumptlon @3).
Combining all the estimates above and using |u| > Sazb, we have

) ) 52a%bi
S Vil a5 S - (7.3)

1<i<4 [l
By the div-curl system
: 1 .
divn=—p+K—-—, curlnp=¢o
Jul?
and elliptic estimates from Proposition (.14, we have

[Pl s, )

i i i i I i i
D (e Vil s, ) + e TPV — Tal? )220 + 10Vl 25,,0)
i<d4

. 4 1 1.1
StV 2gs, ) + D VK — o )| r2(s, ) + Sa2bi,

i<d4
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where we have used the bootstrap assumption (£1). Hence, using (7.3]) and
taking L? in u and u respectively, we obtain

3 3
d2a4

1
2

[0Vl ez 12(5,,) S— + 0%a7bE + 6203 R S 670t (14 R)
and

_ Sai
[V e rnasn S ol (5

+6a2bi) + 627a2R < 62a2(1 + R),

1
3
since |u| > dazb. This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

We then turn to the estimates for V5Q. Unlike that for V9, we only achieve
an estimate that is integrated in the u direction but we lose the bound that is
integrated in the u direction.

Proposition 7.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem [B.I] and the bootstrap

assumptions (A1), ([@2), (@3] and ([@4]), we have
1SVl L r2 25,y S 02t (1 +R).
Proof. Let p be defined by

1
H = le ﬂ + K W
Thus, we have the Hodge system for n:
divp=—p+ K — curl n = —¢&.

Jul?”

Moreover, p obeys the following equation:

1
Vap i = 9V (0.1) + 99 ¢ + U V(L try) + trydiv g+ K+ o,

Commuting with angular derivatives for 4 times, we get

VsV + 3try Vip
X 1
=V (n,n, trx, X) + mv%
1 o . 1 o
to Y VIRTIVEY 4 Y VAgRVEK
|u| i1+i2+iz=4 |u| 11+ig+i3=4
+ Y VRRVRp 4+ Y VigRTIVEK.
11+i2+i3=4 11+i2+i3=4

We apply Proposition with A\g = 3 which shows that for every fixed w,
w5V p|| Lo r2(s,.,,) can be estimated by the [[u® - || 12 2(s, ) norm of the right
hand side. Since we will only need to control V'u after taking L? norm in
u, we will directly control ||u® - ||121112(s,,) Of the right hand side. We now
estimate each of the terms in the equation. First, we start with terms with 5
angular derivatives on the Ricci coefficients. We have two contributions from
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V®n, one multiplied by ﬁ and one multiplied by 1. In the former case, we
have, by Proposition [7.3]
1tV llea 2y na(s, )

Sl el nll gz 2os, )

i

Notice that in this bound, we do not gain an extra smaller factor compared
to the desired estimate. It is therefore important that we have already ob-
tained the sharp estimates in Proposition and do not have to resort to the
bootstrap assumption (4.3).

The other contribution from V°7n can be estimated together with that from
V°n. For these terms, we have

lu? V2 ()| 23 25,00
Sl llzy vy |
§3aibs

Jul?
where we have used the bootstrap assumptions (A1) and (@3] in the last
inequality.

For the contributions from V®(try, x), we have

lu?s V2 (trx, X)|
1. .
02 {|u”2 |z 1w [l peeroe (50 [10° V2 (brX, D) e 22225100

1.1 1.1 5 1
<5% dazbi  Ja2b1 <52ab2

~Y

L L L (Su,u) ”U6V5 (n, ﬂ) HLs;OLgL%Su,@

LG L3 L (Su,u)

ulz  fulz T u?
where we have used the bootstrap assumptions (d.1]) and (4.3)).
We then move to the lower order terms. First, we have

1 o .
||u57 Z V“QQHV”@||LgL5L2(su,y)

| | i1+i2+i3=4

1 L o
§52”u 3”Li Z |’u“+22+2v21£22+1”LEOL;“L"O(SU,E)
i1+i2<2
X > UV | o e 12(5)
13<4
+5%||U_3||Li Z ||ui1+i2+1vilyi2+1||Li°Lg°L2(Su,E)
i1+i2<4
X Y VY | e e poe )
13<2
53ab2
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where we have used Proposition [6.1] and the bootstrap assumption (4.1]).
Then, for the term with K, using Sobolev embedding in Proposition (.9 we
have

1 o
||U5Z Z V“ngBKHLiL}LL%Su,E)

| | 11+ig+iz=4

_ 1
Slu™? [l Ju® V(K — W” L L2L2(Su )
+5%HU72HL3 Z |’uil+i2+2vi1%i2+l|LEOL;’LOL%(S“&)
i1 +i2<2
i3+1¢713 1
x> [Jus TV (K~ W)HL;L%L%SM)
13<4
+5% Z ||ui1+i2+1vi1gi2+l||L§°L3°L2(Su&)
i1+i2<4
X (u2lle2 Y NP VoK || e p2 o5, + 102 (121)
i3<2
553@3R+ 52(163% 52a2bi < 5ga%R+ 5%a%’
|ul |ul2 |ul |ul |ul

where we have used Proposition [G.11

The remaining two terms are actually better behaved than the two terms

that we have just estimates since 1 obeys better bounds that ﬁ More pre-

cisely, we have

I Y VRV s
11+i2+i3=4
S D D s
i1+i2<2

« Z ||ui3+1vi3y||L§°L73°L2(Su,y)

i3<4

1 o S
452 HU 4”L11L Z ”u“erJrsv“ngﬂ”L;fL;”L?(Su,E)
11+i2<4

X > UV | o e poe (5.0

i3<4

Lo L3 L0 (Su,u)

7 3,3

53 - 62ab2 - Sazbi _ Siq2bi

juf?

using Proposition [6.1] and the bootstrap assumption (4.1]).
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Finally, the last term can be bounded by
”u5 Z vilgiwﬂvigK”LiL}JLQ(Su&)

i1+i2+i3=4
5,5% ”uszL% Z |’ui1+i2+2vi1%i2+1 HL@OL;OLOO(SU,H)
i1+12<2
. ) 1
X V(K = ) 22500
l . . . .
+52 Z ||U“+12+1V“ﬁl2+1||L§<>L30L2(su,u)
11+12<4
-2 i3 t2yyis (fC L -2
< (u?llz2 Y Il ( ‘U‘Q)llL;oLgLoo(su,g + v )
i3<2
5%2ab:  S2azbi _ d2ai
S— S ;
|u2 |ul |ul

where we have used Proposition [6.1] and the bootstrap assumption (4.3]).
Therefore, combining the above estimates, we get

3 3
d2qa4

Jul

||U5V4H||LiL3°L2(Su,H) 5 (1 + R)

using |u| > azb and b < a. This implies, after multiplying by u, that
14V pll 12 2(5.,0) S 023 (14 R).

Therefore, using the div-curl system

divgz—ﬂ—i—K— curlgz—&

Juf?’
and applying elliptic estimates from Proposition (.14l we have

[Vl 25,

i i i i I i i
D (Ve pll s, ) + I TPV — —|u|2,0)HL2<su,E) + [V 2s, )
i<4
< ||y, 6574 i+1vi i+2v7i I
SNV plla(s, + Y (T Vil s, ) + U2 V(K — —|u|270')HL2(su,ﬁ>)
i<4

SV pll s, + D 0P VI(E ~

i<d4

1

-« 1.1
W7 (7) HLQ(Su,g) + 5a2b47

where we have used the bootstrap assumption (41]) in the last step. This
implies, after taking Li norm, that

3
2

|

HuGVE’m a

LeL2L2(Suw) S 0204 (1+R).

We now prove the highest order bounds for w:
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Proposition 7.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

Saz

[ul2

[0Vl e r2 1250 S —7(1+R).
Proof. Recall that in the proof of Proposition [[.2] we have defined an auxiliary
function w' in order to apply elliptic estimates to obtain the highest order
estimate for w. Here, we similarly define an auxiliary function w' by
1.
V4QT = 50’

with zero initial data on H,. We then define x by

K :=—-Vw+" Vw' — 5@

Before we proceed, observe that the proof of Proposition implies that

1
> Ve (s S 00 (14 0" Vulliz rgnas, + R)- (74)
i<4 0%az

(In fact, the stronger bound with aZ on the right hand side holds. We will not
need this refinement.) In view of this bound, we will allow 1 to also denote w'
in the remainder of the proof of this proposition. With this new convention,
it is easy to check that s obeys the equation

2 )
Vie= Y Vogitviy 4 Y- “V”(trx—i—| L@V

i1+i2+i3=1 i1+i2+i3=1

1 1
+%(K—|u|2, g) + " ‘Qw—i-ﬂVterL‘ ‘

Commuting with angular derivatives for ¢ times, we get

V4V45

1
=, )V (try, X, w) + ¢V (n,1) + V2 + mV%rx
. . o ) 1
11, /,%2+1v\713 11,/ t2+1x713 <
+ Z Vity V(w,@f Z Vity V(K—W,U)
i1+i2+i3=5 i1+i2+i3=4
11,i3<4
_'_ Z 2v21 22+1+ Z vllwlg+1vlgw
i1t+ia= 4‘ ‘ i1+i2+i3= 4| |

Using Proposition [5.4] and the fact that V°k = 0 on H,, we can estimate
|V oo 2 125y by controlling the ||u” - |21 12(s) norm of the right hand
side. We now estimate each of the terms in the equation.

We first estimate the term with highest order derivatives of the Ricci coef-
ficients, i.e., the terms

(. )Vt ow), ©V(n), VoY, |%|V5trx-
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For the contributions from (1, 1)V®(try, X,w), we have

||U5(@/) ) Q)VE](UX, X> w) ||L%LiL2(Su,E)
SNu’Vo(tr Mrgerzr2(s,nll(¥, )21 zeoroo(5.0)

5ok dakbt _ oabh
<5ab5ab <5ab

~ 3
Jul?

X5 X w
1.1
204

~fulz ful

where we have used bootstrap assumptions (£1]), (£2)) and (4.3)).
For the contributions from ¢ V®(n,n), we have

1wV (1, )| L2 12250
Su®2 (0, ) e 2 22800 107 N 22 L0 Lo (5,0 1)

3 1.1 5,1
52a2b1 _ §%aib2
< 5

2
Lu

<§2qibi h
|ul2

where we have used the bootstrap assumptions (d.1]) and (4.3)).
We then control the term u5y V51, for which we have

[0’V || 22 11125,
§||U5V5¢ ||Lg°LiL2(Su,y) M ||L§L3L°°(Su,y)
§3a2b7 < §2abz

Jul?

<ghatpt 2!
Lk

Here, we have used the bootstrap assumptions (A1) and (4.3]).
To estimate the remaining highest order term u*) V3try, we use the bound

from Proposition [l which is stronger than that in the bootstrap assumptions.

More precisely, we have

|u*Votry| L2LLL%(Su.w)

1
Tl I£22225¢(S0,0)

S’ Votrx || e 2225,

Saéab% 5%1 55%53%
[ul fulz ™ ful2

where we have used Proposition [.1.
After estimating the highest order Ricci coefficient term, we now control the
7). For these terms, we have

curvature terms, i.e., the terms with (K — ﬁ,a .
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the estimate

L . 1
Hu5 Z VZI%ZQ‘FIVZS(K — WvU)HLiLiLQ(Sw)
i1+ia+iz=4
5 Z Huza-l—lvzg (K o W? U)”Li"L%LQ(Su,H) Z ”u“—i_mvn%m—’—l”LgoLiLoo(Su&)
is<d i1+i2<2
) ) 1
+ ) V(K = —, 0) | e r2 1 (S,
13<1 |U| B
XY un T ERN I e s, [0 2
i1+i2<4
5 1 3 1,1
Sotatpt 0k 4 glatpt EO
|ul? |ulz
5 1 3 5,1 5 .1
<52ab2 + 0°a41b2 < 02abz
~ 2 5~ 27
|ul |u|? |ul

where we have used the Sobolev embedding in Proposition to control the
curvature terms in L*(S,,) by the curvature norm R. In the above, we have
also used Proposition to bound the product of derivatives of ¢ and used
bootstrap assumption (£3) to estimate R.

We then move to the lower order terms, i.e., the terms containing only Ricci
coefficients and such that there are at most 4 angular covariant derivatives on
v and 1. These are the terms

i io2+1v7e i i2+1
oI o
11+12-+13=5, i1+i2=4

11,83<4
and
Z ivilgig-‘rlvigw.
i1+io+i3=4 |u|

We estimate these terms according to the order above. First, we have

I w*VIRTVE (Y, )2 a(sa)

i1+ig+i3=>5,
11,i3<4
5 Z ||Ui1+i2vilﬁi2+1||L5L§°L°°(Su£)Z ||Ui3vi3(¢)>Q)HLT‘T’L;L?(SH&)
11+12<2 13<4
> R e s, D TV (4,0 | e L oo )
11+12<4 13<2
<52abi

ST
|uf2
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using Proposition [6.1] and 6.5 the bootstrap assumptions ([1]) and (43]) and
the condition |u| > dazb. The second term can be controlled as follows:

(DDA A Rl FYAVEENR

i1+i0=4
i it o
S Z ||U“+Z2 V“ﬁmthgLW(Su,y)Z||U13VZSQ|L3°L§L2(SM)
11+12<2 13<4
<52a%bi
~ 3
|ul2

using Proposition and the bootstrap assumption (4.1). Finally, we bound
the remaining term by

|| Z u4vi1gi2+1vi3w ||L%LiL2 (Su)

11+i2+i3=4
,S Z ”uil—i_mvil%m—i_l”L%LEOLDO(S%E) Z Huiavmw ”LgOLiLQ(Su,E)
11+12<2 13<4
+ Z ||ui1+i271vi1ﬁi2+l||L%L$L2(Su&) Z Huz’gﬂvz‘gw L LLL(Sum)
i1+12<4 13<2
<52ab%
~ 3
Jul2

using Proposition and
Therefore, combining the above estimates, we get

< Saz

~ 1-
e

[0”V &l Lo £2.12(5,, ) (7.5)
By the following div-curl system:
div Vw = —div k — %div B,
curl Vw = 0,

1
curl Vw' = curl & + Ecurl B,

div Vw' = 0.
and Proposition [5.14], we have

1uV® (@, W)l £2(50)

<y (Huf“vfmrmsu,u) VBl e, + 0V @Hm(su,u))

i<4

SVl s, + ) (Humvié lz2s,.) + W'V (w, @)Hm(sw))

i<4
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This implies, after taking L? norm in u that

1w’V (w, w)|r2 22(50.0)

Saz  63aibi  daz

<— + +—(1+R)
|u|2 |ul |u|

5 l

<214 R).

|u|2

after substituting in the bound () and using bootstrap assumption (43)
together with (.4]), and also Propositions 6.6l and
0

Finally, we prove the highest order estimates for the remaining Ricci coeffi-
cients, try and Xx:

Proposition 7.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

Saz

Jul2

[V (trx, ) g r222(50) S —7(1+R).

Proof. Consider the following equation for try:

1
Vstry + §(trX)2 = —2wtry — |¥]*

Commuting the equation with angular derivatives for 5 times, we get

V3V5trx + 3trxv5trx
—y VP (try, §o) + Vo + > VTV
|u| 11+1i2+13=5
11,i3<4
+ Z vllmerlvlgw‘i‘ Z _vzlgifrl.
i1+i2+i3= 4| | i1+ia= 4

We apply Proposition with \g = 3. This allows us to estimate the
quantity ||u5v5trx||LooLooL2(Su ) by bounding the |[u® - lrger1r2(s,,) norm of
the right hand side of the equation above. We now estimate each of the terms
in the equation. The first term can be controlled by

[ V2 (trx, X @) g 24125
Sl ez 1 g e oo s 107V (012 X @)l 22 225000
<52ab%
where we have used the bootstrap assumption (4.1]) and (£.3)). For the second

term, we use Proposition to get

Saz Sa
Ca+Rr) s
|u|2 |ul

l\)\»—i

||u4v5g||L§°LiL2(su,y) SHU_lHL%

(I1+R).
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We now turn to the lower order terms in the Ricei coefficients. For the third
term, we have

HuS Z vh%iﬁ-lvia%”LEOL}LL%SU’H)

i1+i2'+234:5

21,13

f,HUiBHL}L Z HuiﬁmﬂvilﬁmﬂHL;OLgJLoo(Su,E)Z|’Ui3+1vi%HLgL§L2(SM)
11+12<2 13<4

<52ab%

where we have used Proposition [6.1] and the bootstrap assumption (4.).
For the fourth term, we have the estimate

1 o )
”u5 Z _V“%ZQJerZS%”L;’LOL}LLQ(S“&)
it U -
SHU_gHL}L Z ||uil+i2+2vilﬁi2+l||L3°L30L°°(Su,y)
11+12<2 N
X Y VY |l g ne12(5)
i3<3
9 41
<5 abz |
™ ul?
where we have used Proposition the bootstrap assumption (4.T]).
Finally, the last term can be controlled by

”u5 Z Wv“ wzerl ”LEOLLLQ(S%E)

11 +10=4
5”“72HL}L Z |’ui1+i2+lvi1%i2+1”LioLﬁoLQ(Su&)
i1+i2<4
Sas 1
5 (1 -+ 1 HU5V w”L‘X’LQLQ S +R)
|u| 52 a2
5a
T TR,

using Propositlons 6.1, and[[.2l Notice that we do not have extra smallness

in the above estimate and it is important that we applied the sharp estimates

in Propositions and instead of using the bootstrap assumptions.
Collecting all the above terms, we have

t\.’)\»—l

da
||U/5V5trX||Lﬁ°L§°L2(Su,u) ~ | | (]_ +R)

which implies

1

daz

Jul2

|Vt rzras, S 0021+ R)Ju™ 2 S —(1+R).  (7.6)

~
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In order to obtain the estimates for the fifth angular derivatives of ¥, we use
the Codazzi equation

L. 1 1 ~ 1
dlvxzﬁ+§Vtrx— é(n—ﬂ) . <X_ 5“@

and Proposition (.15 to derive elliptic estimates for V5X:
1w’V Xl s,
SO (Vx| 2, + 10V Bll2s,.0)

<4
+ Z Z HWHV“QVDQHLQ(SM) -+ Z ||uiViX||L2(Su&)
i<4 11+i2=1 <4
D (e TV el 2s, ) + 10TV Bl s, + 10 VR 22(s,)
i<4
i1+2v71 io+1v7i
+pp 2 T s D I s,
11 <2 i2<4
D (T eyl + [[u VB 250
~ ANL2(Su,u) PIL2(Su,u)
<4
daz 52ab3
+ —(1 + R) T 5
|ul |ul

where we have used the bootstrap assumption (4.1]) together with Propositions
6.1, and[T.2in the last step. Taking L? norm in u and using (Z.6]), we obtain

||USV5X||L§°L%L2(S%£)

~ . , ~ Saz  62ab?
D (VX e ra (s + 16V Bll g 212(8,0) + T 3
<4 |ul2 |ul2

<5a%
~Y 1
|ulz

using (Z.6) and the definition for the R norm.

(1+R)

0

We conclude this section by the following proposition, summarizing all the
estimates for the Os 2 norm derived in this section:

Proposition 7.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

Os0 S1+R.

8. ESTIMATES FOR CURVATURE

In this section, we derive and prove the energy estimates for the renormalized
curvature components and their first four angular derivatives. We will show
that R < 1. Together with the estimates in the previous sections, we will
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therefore improve all of the bootstrap assumptions (4.1]), (4.2), (4.3]) and (4.4))
and obtain Theorem Bl

To derive the energy estimates, we will need the following integration by
parts formula, which can be proved by direct computations:

Proposition 8.1. Suppose ¢; and ¢, are r tensorfields, then

$1Vapo + 02V

Duy,u Doy

:/H . D102 _/ﬂo(lyu) ¢1¢2+/Dw(2w_tr><)¢1¢2'

Here, we have used the convention that H,(1,u) = {(v/,u,0",0%) : u < v’ < 1}.

Proposition 8.2. Suppose we have an r tensorfield (V¢ and an r—1 tensorfield

2.
/ Wpdrdzdrg , @, 0+ / VA DG a4y 4, B gt
Dy

Dy
= - / (n+m)We®o.
Dy

To derive the energy estimates from the V3 equations, we also need the
following analogue of Proposition Rl in the V3 direction. Moreover, we need
to obtain an analogue which incorporates the weights in u. More precisely, we
have

Proposition 8.3. Suppose ¢ is an 7 tensorfield and let A\; = 2(\g — ). Then

2
2/ u|* M (V5 + Aotry)e
Dy

=[Pl = [ e [ sl
Hu(oyﬂ) HO(Oyﬂ) Du,y

where f obeys the estimate
Sazbi

Jul? -

FARS

Similar to Proposition Bl we have used the convention that H,(0,u) =
(o, 0%,6%) : 0 < u' < u}.

Proof. Slightly modifying (5.6]), we have

d
- ([ Palor)

:/ 0? <2|u|2/\1 < ¢, V3¢ + Aotry¢ > )
Suu

+/S QZ<|U|2)\1(%+(1—2)\0)131"X_2Q)|¢|2)’
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The proposition follows after integrating with respect to du du, applying the
fundamental theorem of calculus in u and noting that

2 dazbi

2Alest) ) gy — 2w < 20
|ul = |ul

using Propositions 5.1l and the bootstrap assumption 11 O

We now derive energy estimates for V(K — ﬁ, ) in L2 L?(S,.) and for
Vi3 in L2L?(S,.). Notice that by the definition of our norms, we also need
to obtain bounds for K — ﬁ in the case ¢ = 0. We will leave this case to later
(see Proposition[8.6]). We now prove estimates for V(K — ﬁ, g)in L2L*(Syu)
and for V'3 in L2L*(S,,) in the case i > 1.

Proposition 8.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap

assumptions (41)), (£2]), ([E3) and (£4]), we have

i i 1 i i 3
> (i PVHE — PIER ) lger2r2(s00) + 102V Bl Lo r2 1250 ) SO20

1<i<4

»&:-\w

Proof. We begin with the following schematic Bianchi equations for ¢, K — MQ
and f3:

V3o +div *3 + gtrxé' = Z Q“HV”@D,

i14iz=1
and
1 3 1
V(K — o)+ div B Sy (K — ) .
— Z Pty 4 |—1|u - | 1|2(trx+ 2) - | 1|3(91 —1), (81)
i1+ig=1
and
V4ﬁ — VK —*Vo
=y (K,0) + Z gilvm(tr&+ |2|,X, W)V + Z | | IV 2try.
i1+i2+iz=1 i1+i2=1

Notice that in the above, we have used a special cancellation to obtain (8.1).
More precisely, we start with

1 ) )
VK +div §+ trx K + Strxdiv g = > vy,
i1+i2=1
Now, notd?] that

1 20!
K——)=ViK— "
Vsl |u|2) Vs e

201 the three displayed equations below, since we need to capture the cancellation, we
will not use the schematic notation but track the exact coefficients in each of the terms.
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On the other hand, we have

1 ) 1 1 1
§ter1V n= 5’51&([( - W) - §trx,u.

Therefore,

1
V3K + trx K + étrxdiv n

1 3 1 1 201
— V(K — (K — —) — =t try—
s = ) Tl ) gt ri\u\?* WE
1.3 1 1 21-9
=V3(K — 7=) + Strx(K — —5) — Stryp + (trx + ) - ,
WP 3 WP "3 PUTERTTE

from which (8] follows. Commuting the equations with V for i times, we
have

3+1

V5V +div *V'B + trxV'e = Fi, (8.2)

where F} ; is given by
Fli — Z vhwiﬁrlvigw + i Z vhwiﬁlvig(}
inbistis=itl L P e
and the equation

3+1 ; 1

VsVI(K — —) —div Vg + 5 try V' (K —

where Fj; is defined as

T ; 1 _. 1 o 4
F2,z' = Z vungrlvlgg + szu 4+ = Z V“%ZQJAVZS%

i1+ia+i3=1+1 | | |u|

11+i2+i3=1
1 o 2
tos Y VIRV (x4 )
ul? o T =l
1 o
—= Vitep2vis(1 — Q!
i1+e2+i3=1
L . 1
i pletigis (¢ T
to2L VEIVRE - )
11+i2+13=1
1 L , 1
+ ) VIRV (K - )
i1+io+iz=1—1 |U| - |U|
and also the equation
, , 1
V,V'3 —div V(K | |2) *VVis = Fs;, (8.4)
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with F3; given by

o 2 ;
F3,i _ Z Vungw (trX + 7’ % g)v 4,¢

11+i2+i3+ia=1+1 | |

o ) 1 S
D VIWRHVR (K e) b Y VIV

11+i2+i3=1 | | 11+i2+i3=1i+1

Using the equations (8.2)), (83]) and (84), we can derive the energy esti-
mates. More precisely, using Proposition 8] and the equation (84]), we have

1 TR
- / (uz-‘rQ vz /6)
2 Ju (1) -

1

1 o\ N
—_ / (uz+2vlﬁ> 4 / < UZ+2vlﬁ, UZ+2F37Z' >’y
2 Hy(1,u) - Duu o

+/ < UV B uTHVVI(K — W) +*VV's) >, .
Duy,u

2
Here, we have abused notation to drop the term — fD (w— %trx) (UHQV’@)

since it has the same schematic form as one of the terms represented by
/ < Ui+2viﬁ,ui+2Fg7i >
Dy B

Now, applying Proposition B3] and equation (82), we obtain

1 . S\ 2
_/ (ul+2vzé_)
2 JH.(0)

1 o \? o 344 ‘
:_/ (u’“V’&) + / < uVis Ut (Vs + i Ztrx)V’cvr >,
2 H1(0,u) Duy,u 2 N

1 o\

1T e
2 Duw

]_ i . 2 . . .

:—/ (uz+2vl(§') —|—/ < u”Qvlé,u”QFl,i >
2 JHy (0u) Dun

N ‘ 1 o\
- / <u Ve Ut (div *VIB) >, -2 / f(u”QV’&) .
Duu - 2w

(8.6)
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Similarly, using Proposition and the equation (83]), we get

1 o 1 \?
57 5)
H, (0,u) \U\

1 . 4 2 . 4 4
:—/ (uH?VZ(K — 1)) +/ < Ul+2VZ<K - —2)7 UZ+2F27Z' >7
2 Hi(0u) Duu |ul

+/ <u V(K — —),u"*(div V'B) >,
Duy,u

|U|2 =

ST
(8.7)

Now, we can integrate by parts on the spheres S, , using Proposition to
show that the sum of the terms with highest order angular derivatives in (8.5),
(B6) and (B cancel up to a lower order error term:

1 )
—5) +VV'a) >,

Jul?

/ < ui+2viﬁ’ uz+2(vvl<K o
Duyu

- / <u Ve, u A (div *V'B) >,
Du,ﬁ

10 ot

—), u A (div V') >, (8.8)

Jul?

+/ <uTVI(K -
Dy

S VK — 2, 0) VBl a0 (s,.0)

|ul?’
§2a2bi | . 4 1 ‘ .
N W [ V(K — W,0)HLgo@L?(su,y)HUZHVZQHLngL%Sw),

where in the last line we have used the bootstrap assumption (£.1]). Therefore,

adding the identities (83]), (RQ), ([87), using (8F) and the bound for f in
Proposition [R.3] we obtain

o 1 o
[u V(K — e 0)||%;L2(su,ﬁ) + w2V Bl 22 125, 0)

. 1 o
SIVA(K — W,U)H%;L?(so,y) + ||u2l+4vZUF1,i||i}LL1£L1(S )

w,u

. . 1 . .
+ IV - W)FQ’Z'”L;L;LWSH,@ + [V B i s (3.9)
- Sazbi_. 1 . 1
+ |l ——- V(K — —,0) V(K = =, 0) L1215,
uP uP uf? Tt
‘u‘% ||U +2v (K — W’ O-)HLﬁoLiLQ(Su,E) ||U +2V QHLEOL%LQ(S%E)

For the second, third and fourth terms, we can apply Cauchy-Schwarz in either
the H or the H hypersurface so that the terms [[u"™*V (K — 7, 0)[|1212(5,.)
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and [[u"**V' S| 12 12(s, ) can be absorbed to the left and we only need to bound
the weighted norms of Fy ;, F5; and F3;. For the fifth term, noticing that

Sazbi 1
==l S =
Jul bi
we see that it can be controlled by Gronwall’s inequality. For the final term,
since

e
P

NI

02a2b
==l S
|uf2
the term can be absorbed to the left hand side after using Schwarz’s inequality.
Therefore, (89) implies that

=
»J:-IU\| =

2 7 ]‘ - ) 7
||’LL +2V (K — W’O)HLiLQ(Su&) —+ ||u +2v QHL%LQ(SU&)

. 1 .
SHVZ(K — W,O‘)HLiLQ(SO’E) + ||ul+2F1,i||L}LLiL2(Su,H)

Hu T Foll oy zre(san + > 16 Faallyrares,.)-
<4

Summing over 1 < i < 4 and using the fact that

' I 11
HVZ(K - W’J)”Lip(&)’u) § 02a2,

we obtain

‘ ‘ L i+2x7i
Y (VUK = =5, 0) ligracs,. + [0V Bllizras,.)

27
1<i<4 |u|

1 1 . .
So2a2 + Y ([P Frillsraras, o) + [0 Falliiraras, ) (8.10)
1<i<4

+ Z ||Ui+2F3,i||LiL%L2(Su,E)-

1<i<4

We will estimate the right hand side of (8I0) term by termP] We first
estimate the term Fj;. For the first term in Fj;, we can assume without
loss of generality that ¢; < i3. We bound separately the contributions where
there are at most 4 derivatives falling on any of the Ricci coefficients, where
5 derivatives fall on (try, x,w) and where 5 derivatives fall on (n,7). More

2IWe now remark on a convention that we will use in this proof. While it is important
that we only have 1 < ¢ < 4 in the sum in some of the error terms to take advantage of
the improved estimates, we will simply write ¢ < 4 in the terms where this restriction is not
necessary.
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precisely, we have
i+2 i1,/,i2+1\7i3
> > VRV,
i<4 i1 in+iz=i+1

S D IV s, )

114+12<5
i1<2

1 i i -
x (02 ) [lu* 'V |l rger2qsm a2 i (8.11)

13<4

+5%||u5v5(trx,x,g)| S L212(Suu) ut

+ 1w (0, )| e r2 2205 1wl 22)
55@5[)4 (5%(1,% 5%@%[)%

<5b <
(G D) S Tl

where we have used the bootstrap assumptions (1)) and (£3).
For the remaining contributions in £ ;, we will prove the slightly more gen-
eral bound where we allow (K — ﬁ, ) in place of &. Using Sobolev embedding

in Proposition 5.9, we have
Z HUH—Z Z vuwm-ﬁ-lvla( ‘ ‘27 )HLLLiLQ(Su,y)

<4 i1+ig+i3=1
5 Z Hui1+i2+lvz‘1%i2+1HL?LELOLQ(S%E)

iljf—i2§4

i1<2 (8.12)

X Z ||u13+2V13 | |2’ )| Lu LuL (Su,ﬂ) u

Zg<4
<oatpiotalpt L < S0l
|ul |ul

where we have used Proposition and the bootstrap assumption (4.3]).
The final term in Fj; can be controlled in a similar fashion as (8.12]):

1

ZHuiJrl Z ViI%iQWlei?)(K | |27 )|LuLuL2(Suu)
<4 i1+io+iz=i—1
S Z ||uil+i2+1vilﬁi2+l||L3°L§°L2(Su,u)
i1+i2S3
i1<2 (8.13)
XZ”UZSHVZS ‘ ‘27 )HLZOLiLQ(Su,E)Huiﬂ‘L}J
13<3

Soabptatatst L g 0!

Jul : Jul

We now move to the estimates for F5;. Notice that the first, sixth and
seventh terms are already estimated above in (8I1)), (812) and (8I3). For
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the second term, we need to use the improved estimates for Vi derived in
Proposition In particular, we need to use the fact that ¢ > 1.

> IVl gees)

1<i<4 -
<62 ) PV e e sl
1<i<4

5 5,1
<52a4b4.

~Y

Jul

For the third term in F5;, we have

N D DI AT Ul PVA e

1<4 i1+i2+i3=1
l . . . . . . _
552 Z ||u“+22+2v21ﬁ22+1||L3°L§°L°°(Su,y)Z ||u23+1v23g||L3°L§fL2(Su,E)||U 2||L11L
i1+12<4 13<4
i1<2
<5gab%
)
|ul

where we have used Proposition [6.1] and the bootstrap assumption (4.1I).
For the fourth term in F5;, we need to use ¢ > 1 and apply the improvement
in the bounds for V*(try + %) from Proposition [6.7 More precisely, we have

‘ o 2
Dt Y VRRVE(try + W)HQL@L?(SU,E)
1<i<4 i1+ig+iz=1i “

1 i3 2 _3
o2 ) utEVi(try + ﬂ)HLzoLfﬂ(sw)Hu 2|y
1<i<4 u

+5% Z ||ui1+i2+zvi1gi2+l||L3°L§°L°°(Su,u)

i1+12<2
X > US| o e ra(s, o llu 2
is<d
<52a% 53ab>

AT

where in addition to using Proposition 6.1, we have used Proposition for
the first term and the bootstrap assumptions (4.1]) for the second term.

For the fifth term in F5;, we also need to use ¢ > 1 and apply the improve-
ment in the bounds for Vi(1 — Q~!) from Proposition 6.8 More precisely, we
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have

A N A T i e O | PRV 1ea

1<i<4 11+i2+13=1
1 1 _3
<02 Y U2V og Qe rgeras, v oy
1<i<4
+5% Z ||ui1+i2+2vilyi2+l||Lg°Li°L°°(Su&)
11+12<2
x> UV oo e ras, o llu 2
i3<3
4+ 63 Z i g
11+12<4

X (1 = Q)| e rge poo(sum Ity
<52a% §3abz

Tluz o ful

Here, we have used Propositions [5.7], and 6.8
We now estimate the contributions from Fj;. For the first term, we have

) o 2 ;
Z ||uz+2 Z Vuyzzvzs (UX + a’ % g)v 4w ||LiL%L2(Su,E)

i<4 t1+ig+iz+ig=i+1 |

gé Z Hui1+i2+2vi1%i2+1 HL;"JLE’LOO(SU&) Z Hulngw HL%"L?LQ(S%H) Hufl ”L%
i1 iS5 is<a
11>

1 _
+02 W [l g g ro (5, 10V e rg racs e I 2z

+6 Z ||uil+i2+1vilyi2+l||L3°L§°L2(Su&)

i1+i2<5
i1<4
X3 [T oo e poe (s, 0 22
13<2

2
+ 0 ||u VP (try + Tap X W)l rger2r2(8,u 10 || L Lo Lo (81)

20bi
<5ab

~ 1
e

where we have used Proposition [6.1], the bootstrap assumption ([A3]), as well
as the bound for V¥ derived in Proposition
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For the second term, we use Sobolev embedding (Theorem [£.9) to get

Z Hui+2 Z vhgiﬁrlvis (K’ 5-) HLlﬂL%L2(Su,H)

<4 i1+ig+iz=i
1 oo L
552 Z ||u21+12+1v21ﬁ12+1||L3°L§°L2(Su,£)
i1+i2<4
. . 1 _
x> |lu V(K — W,U)HL;&LML?(SU,E)HU *Ils
i3<4
_'_5 Z |’ui1+i2+1vi1£i2+1”LzoLzoLQ(Su’y)Hu—lHLg
i1+i2<4
<53a3b% §2azbi
~ 3 1 9
|ul? |ul2

where we have used Proposition and the bootstrap assumption (4.3]).
For the third term of F; 3, we need to use the improved bounds for V'try for
i > 1 given by Propositions and [C. Il More precisely, we have the estimate

Z ||ui+1 Z vhym viatTXHLLL%LQ(Su,E)

<4 i1+12+i3=1+1
1 . . B
SO2 [ uVPtrx | perar2(s,) + 0 I T Virx | e rags, ) lu | 22
i<4
+5 Z ||uil+i2+2vilgi2+l||L3°Li°L°°(Su&)
i1+i2<5
11<2
X 6BV | rer2sum e ez
13<4
46 Z ”uil+i2+1vi1%i2+1”LZOLEOIP(Su’u)
i1+12<5
11<4
X3 BTV o rge poe (s, 0 2
13<2
52abi
S—
|ulz

where we have used Propositions[6.3], [6.5] and [Z.T], as well as applied Proposition
to control the product of 1.
Returning to (8I0), collecting all the above estimates and using the condi-
tion |u| > dazb, we get
; ; 1 . i i 3 3
Z(H“ZHVZ(K - W, U)HLiL%Su,E) + [u?V Bllrzras,.) S 02at.

i<4
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We now turn to the remaining energy estimates, i.e., we derive the bounds
i+1x7i i+1\7i 1 - ~ :
for [[u™™ V' Bl 12125, and Ju V(K = oz, 0) e 212, for i < 4:

Proposition 8.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (41)), (£2]), (A3 and (4£4]), we have
L°°L2L2(Su,y) + ||Ul+1vl(

I
S (9Bl K= o)

i<4 |

MI»—‘

1
Loo[2 12 (Sw)) Soza

u u

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 8.4 we derive the energy estimates from
the Bianchi equations. We consider the three schematic Bianchi equations
below. First, the equation for V30:

1
V3B - V(K — —) =" V& +trys

Jul?

1 1 (8.14)
=y(K,0)+ Y ¢V +4V(try, §) + PEAGEMAALS
i1+10=1
We also have the equation for V,&
Vio +div i B=vo+yVn+ Y phTIvEY (8.15)
i1+12=1
and the equation for V(K — ﬁ)
]_ . 11+1y7e ]'
V4(K—W)+dw5:w(l{ o G)+vVn+ Y WTIVRp 4+ — P
i1+12=1
(8.16)
We commute the above equations with V?. From (814)), we obtain
i i 1 * i-, 2+ti i
VsV - VV' (K — W) —*VV's + 5 trx V'8 = G, (8.17)
where G ; is given by
5 L s 5o i1, ia+1y7i L
G =V + = Vitrx + ¥V (3 tr) + Y VIRTIVE(K — — 5)
[ intia His=i [ul
o ) 1 S .
+ Z V“QWHV“”@ZJ + = Z vzlgzz-‘rlvzg,{b
i1+l"2+'i3<:'i+1 ‘u‘ i1+i2+i3=1
21,1351

1 o
o Y

i1+ia=1

Using (8.15), we get
ViV's + div *V'8 = Gy, (8.18)
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where
G2,i :yvi’)w +¢V5ﬂ+ Z Vhyzﬁvzﬁwvﬂ&
11+1i2+13+i4=1
+ Z Vh%iwrlvi?,w.

t1t+i2tiz=i+1
11,i3<1

Also, by (BIG), we have

ViViI(K +div V'8 = Gs, (8.19)

_W)

where

o . 1
Gs; =pVPy+ Y VIRV (K — — 5)

. . . . . |u|2’
11 +12+13+14=1
7 7 7 1 7 7
§ ’ vlw 2+1v 31/} |u|2 E vlw 2+1.

t1ti2+iz=i+1
11,13<1

As in the proof of Proposition 88, we use equations (817), (818),(I9) and
apply Propositions [B.1] and to obtain

i+1x7i i+1y7i 1 i+1x7i %
3 <||u VB2 125, + 10TV (E - W)II%@ + UtV o||%gL2(su,ﬁ>)

i<4

i1+ia=1

< Z ”u”lviﬁﬂiim(&)&) + Z (HuulGuHL;Lim(Sw) + Huz‘+1G2,iHLlﬂLaLz(Sw))

i<4 i<4
+ Z ||Ui+1G3,i||LﬁL%L2(Su,H)-

i<4

(8.20)

Notice that the weight u'*! is dictated by term 2-tryV‘g in (B8IT7). The
proof of (820) is otherwise analogous to that of (8I0) in Proposition 88 and
is omitted.

We now estimate each of the terms on the right hand side (820). We begin
with the term G ;. Among the terms in Gy ;, we first bound the contributions
where 5 derivatives fall on one of the Ricci coefficients. More precisely, these
are the terms

1
QVSw, mVStrx, wV5(X, trx). (8.21)
For the first term in (8.21]), we have the estimate
[0V || £ £212(5,,.)
SNV || g 122280 1P L3 Lo Lo (Su0)
Saz

b
Jul

< 53abs

~Y

NI
NI
NI

<dza

)

Jul
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where we have used bootstrap assumptions (A1) and ([43]). The second term
of ([821) can be controlled by

[V trx |y £2 12(500)

1
SN Votrx | e r2 225, T s
Scﬁab%
|ul

Here, we have used the bound for V°try in Proposition [[.Il Notice that it is
important that Proposition [ gives a better bound for V°try than other V°1
components. Then, turning to the third term in (8.2I]), we use Proposition
and the bootstrap assumption (£3]) to obtain the following estimate:

14 VP (% ) £ £3.22(S0 )
S’V (% 00X | 2o 22,228, 19 122 L2 200 (51,0
oa

Jul

< %5%(1% < 5%(11)%.

~Y

b

=] NI

[ul2 ™ Jul

After bounding all the highest derivative Ricci coefficient terms, we now move
to the term containing (K — ﬁ, 7). Using Sobolev embedding in Proposition

together with Proposition and the bootstrap assumption (3], we have

4 o . 1
Z ” Z uz+1vz1£m+1vls<[(— W’é)”LiLiLQ(S“&)
<4 dp+iotiz=i “

1

5 Z Hui1+i2vi1£i2+1”LiL%Loo(su&) Z Hui3+1vi3 (K — W, 6)|’L§°L%L2(Smu)
11+12<2 13<4
Y e TE Y s e e, )
i1+i2<4 -
‘ ‘ 1
X Z ||u23+2vz3(K — W’ 6)||L§°L%L°°(Su,g)
i3<2 u
<ohabbt 00y hstpt < b2

We then control the Ricci coefficient terms where there are at most 4 deriva-
tives. For each ¢ < 4, there are three terms to be bounded, namely

Z vh%ifrlvigw’ Z Wﬂvhfiﬁlving Z |lj|2vi1£i2+1.
i1+io+iz=i+1 11+i2+i3=1
i1,i3<i

i1+10=1

(8.22)
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The first terms in (822) can be estimated as follows

Z || Z uiHV“g”“V”@D ||L1{LiL2(Su,g)

i<4  d1+igtiz=i+l
11,83<1%

,S Z ”uil-i-z‘z vh%iz—i-l ”LiLfLDO(Su,E) Z Huiavmw ”LgOLiLQ(Su,E)
11+12<2 13<4
+ Z |’ui1+i27lvi1£i2+l”LTILL;oLQ(Su&) Z ’\Ui3+lvi3¢HLTOLOLiLOO(Su,E)
i1+1i2<4 13<2
§2abi

Jul

géa%b%
|ul

where we have used Propositions and and the bootstrap assumption

@)

The second term in ([8.22) can be controlled in a very similar fashion:

Z ” Z Uivilﬁiﬂ—lvmw”LiLiLQ(Su,E)

<4 d14ia+iz=i

N Z ”UilmvilﬁbﬂHL}LL;oLoo(Su,E)ZHuigvi‘q’W!LgoL;L?(su,ﬂ)

1 1
d2a2 5

Y

11+12<2 13<4
+ Y R E Y peeras,0 > [UE TV | L ra 1 (5,
i1+12<4 13<2
<5a%bi 5%(1% < 5%ab%
~Y ~J Y
|ul |ul

where we have again used Proposition and and the bootstrap assump-

tion (Z.1J).

We now turn to the last term of ([822), for which we have the following

bound:
Z” Z uiilvi1£i2+l”L}LLiLQ(Su&)

<4 i1+1i2=1

5 Z ||ui1+i2_1vilgi2 ||L%L;°L°°(Su,£) Z Huz‘avisy ||L3LiL2(Su,E)
11+12<2 13<4
<5%a%b%

~y Y

|ul
after using Proposition and bootstrap assumption (E.T]).

This concludes the estimates for G ; We now move to the estimates for G ;
and Gs;. It is easy to observe that all the terms of Gy, are in fact contained
in the expression for Gs;. Hence, it suffices to control the terms in Gs;. As
in the estimates for G ;, we first bound the contributions where there are 5
derivatives on one of the Ricci coefficients. There are two terms of this type,
namely,

YV, V.
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For the first term, we have
[V || 1112 22(5 )
SV || e £2 22050 ) 18 | 3,22 o0 (510
5%(1%31)% < 52(12%7
|ul2 |ul2
where we have used the bootstrap assumptions (41) and (43). The second
term can be controlled after using Proposition and the bootstrap assump-

tion (£.3):

<shabph

||'LL5’I7Z) V5QH LYLZL2(Su,u)

1
mw ||L%L2L°°(Su,y)

SOl pee 13.22(5)

52az < 82aibi

~

Njw

3.1
<d2arbt —; —.
Jul2 Jul2

We now move to the curvature term containing (K — ﬁ, 7). We have

. L . . 1
i+1x7i1, /127713 24 5
SIS WV (K — o)

<4 dy+igtiztig=i

LLL2L2(Su,u)

55 Z Hui1+i271vi1%i2HLioLioLoo(Su&)Z |’Vi3+1¢HL;°L3°L°°(SM)

i14+i2<2 1352
. , L
% Z ”uz4+1vz4<[( — W’ (7)HL§OL%L2(5%E)
is<d4
ny Z ||ui1+i271Vi1yi2||LZOL§OLOO(SU’H) Z ||vi3¢||L§°L3°L2(Su,g)
11+i2<2 izs4
, , L
x> [Juf PV (K~ Tl )| g1z (50.0)
14<2
S DN Ui T S ED I At 72 TE
i1+i2<4 1352
. , L
X Z |u 2V (K — Mk )| g2 Loo(Su)
i1<2
3 o1
<0 o3 ghabpt < B90T

where we have used Sobolev embedding in Proposition and also Proposi-
tions and and the bootstrap assumptions (4.1I]) and (£3]). We finally
turn to the remaining two terms, i.e., the Ricci coefficient terms with at most
4 derivatives. These are the terms
o ) 1 S .
i1, /,12+1x7i3 T X7'1,/,%2 13
PR D D EAAR A

i1+ig+ig=i+1 i1+i2+i3=1
11,i3<1%
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for ¢ < 4. For the first term, we have

MDD WV s,

<4 i1+ig+iz=i+1
11,13<4

S Z ||u“+12vilgi2+1HL}iL%LOO(Su,E) Z Huiavmw ||L§°L30L2(Su,£)

11+12<2 13<4

+ Z |’ui1+i2flvi1£i2+l”LLL%LQ(SM&) Z ”uierlvigw HL?Lg}Lw(SM)
i1+1i2<4 13<2

stat < 2
a

wlf T !

<(53a%bi

where we have used Propositions and and the bootstrap assumption
(@1). Finally, using again Propositions and and the bootstrap assump-
tion (A1), we obtain

Z H Z ui_lvilgmvmwHL;L%LQ(SU,H)

i<4  dp+igtiz=i

S Z ||ui1+izflvzl 22||L1L2L°° Sua) ZHUZSV@'S@Z)HLg’LgOL?(Su&)

i1+i9<2 i3<4
+ Z ||ui1+i2—2vi1gi2 ||LiL%L2(su,y) Z ||ui3+1vi3w ||Li°L3°L°°(Su,H)
11+12<4 13<2
3 1,1 9 ;1
<52a2gb4 Shal < 1) ab34.
|ul? |ul?

We have thus estimated all of the error terms. Notice that since |u| > dazb,
all the error terms can be controlled by

<9 2q2.
Returning to (820), we therefore conclude the proof of the proposition. OJ

With Propositions R.4l and B.5, the only remaining energy estimate is that
for K — B ‘2 in the case i = 0. To obtain the desired bounds, we will simply
integrate the estimates we obtained in Proposition 6.9 to get the following
proposition:

Proposition 8.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem B.I] and the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (£.2), (4.3)) and (4.4]), we have

1 3 3
”UZ(K— W)HL@OL@L?(S Sozas.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition [6.9t
1
|ul?

and the bootstrap assumption (A3]). O

[u*(K — —5) |l rzr2(5) S <07 - 0az(1+ Q55+ R)
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Combining Propositions [R.4] and B.6, we have thus obtained

R<1. (8.23)
Substituting the bound (8.23)) into Proposition [[.7], we have
Os55 < 1. (8.24)

[R23) and ([B24]) together improve over the bootstrap assumption (4.3]) for b
sufficiently large. Now, using (823]) and (824]) together with Propositions
and and the Sobolev embedding in Proposition [5.9] we obtain

L, . , 1, . A
Z —l||ul+1v2y||L2(su,y) —+ Z —l||ul+2v2y ||L°°(Su,g) 5 1
i<1 0a? i 0a?

and . .

ol V Y e, + ) e VYo, S L

i<q A2 i<2 42
which improve over (A1) and (42]) respectively, after choosing b to be suffi-
ciently large. Finally, recall from Proposition that we have

i+ 1y 1
Z [u VK — W)HL@OL;OL?(SU,M) S

i<3

9

S
»Mw| —

which improves over (44]) for b sufficiently large. We have thus recovered all
the bootstrap assumptions and showed that the bound

0,055, R <1

holds.
This concludes the proof of Theorem [3.1l

9. FORMATION OF TRAPPED SURFACES

In the section, we will prove Theorem B2 thus concluding the proof of
Theorem [LL3. The proof will make use of the bounds in Theorem [B.1] and
follows from an ODE argument as in [6]. We first need to obtain some refined
estimates compared to that in the proof Theorem [B.11

First, using the bound for w proved in Proposition instead of applying
the bootstrap assumption, we can revisit the proof of Proposition 5.Ilto obtain
the following improved estimate for §2:

Proposition 9.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [B.1] we have
Saz

||§2_1_]‘||LC>o Suu 5 :
e = T

Proof. Using (5.1I), we have

_ u Saz
I~ 1 imson < / e, el S T

where in the last step we have used the estimate for w derived in Theorem

3.1l O
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We then also need the following improved estimate for try. More precisely,
we show that while the bound in Proposition is in general sharp, the
main contribution comes from the |x|? term. This will allow us to obtain an
upper bound for |try(u,u, 8, 6?)| depending on the integral of |>2|3/ along the
characteristic in the (0!, %) direction. This improvement in the bound for try
will in turn enable us to prove a lower bound for the integral of | )2\,% in the
proof of Theorem B.21

Proposition 9.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3.1, we have
[trx (u, u, 0%, 6%)] < ——l—/ X2 (u, /', 0", 6%)du

for every (01, 60?).
Proof. Fix (6',6%). Recall that
Vatrx + [X[* = vtrx.

Integrating this equation and recalling that initially try = %, we obtain

1 da>
|N| |+ﬁsup|trx(uu 6! 6’2|+/ |X| u, o, 0, 0%)du'.

'<u

e (u,u, 0", 6%)
, we can choose b to be sufficiently large to obtain

try(u, u, 6, 6%)] % / XI2 (w2, 0", 6%)du'.

With these estimates, we are now ready to prove Theorem [3.2

Proof of Theorem|[3.4. In order to show that S(sa%b(s is a trapped surface, we
need to prove that try < 0 and try <0 everywheré on S&a%b(s' The fact that

)

try < 0 follows directly from the estimates we have proved. More precisely,
recall from Theorem B.1]that we have the following bound for try in the region
dazb < |u| < 1:

2 a3
||tI‘X+ | |||L (Su,u) 5 | |2

In particular,
try <0 (9.1)

everywhere on the sphere Sb6 b s

It now remains to show that try < 0 pointwise on Sb(S b
(6',6%) € S10. We will show that try(u = dazb,u = 6,0',6%) < 0. To achieve

this, we make the following bootstrap assumption for every u € [5(1%6, 1]:

5 5
/ u2|f<|i(u,g, 0, 6%)du < 2/ |)2|3(1,g, ', 60%)du. (9.2)
0 0

Fix a point p =
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Our strategy is as follows. The bootstrap assumption (@.2) will allow us to
have an upper bound for [try|. This will in turn gives us both upper and

lower bounds for the integral f05 w?|X[3 (u, o, 6, 6%)du’. In particular, we can
close the bootstrap assumption ([@.2)). We will then use the lower bound for
|)2|3/(u = 5a%b, u, 0%, 0%) to get an upper bound for try(u = 5a%b,g = 4,0, 0%),
which in particular guarantees that try(u = Sazb,u = 4,0, 6?) < 0.

We now turn to the details. First, as an immediate consequence of the
bootstrap assumption (0.2) and Proposition [0.2] we have

I
ltry (u, u, 04, 6%)| S — + _2/ |92‘?y<1’@/7917‘92)dﬁ/' (9.3)
Jul — ful? Jo
Now consider the null structure equation
N S ~ R ~
Vix + itrxx = V&n+ 2wy — itrxx + n®n.
Contracting this equation with x, we have
1 . 1 . . o~ 1 .
5 VsIX[5 + Stex| X1 — 2wlX]5 = X(Ven — Strxx + nin).

In the coordinate system introduced in Section 2.2, we have
1,0 0 1 2
- (— dA_ 9 2 tr ~12 9 ~12
50 5: T 5L — 5 o |\x| 5 (trx + o |)\><|7 wlxl3
PPN 1 R ~
=X(V&n — Strxi +nen).
Using w = —1V;3(log ), we can rewrite this as

5, 0 oy .
w0 R2)

2

B 2
_ 972 ~ 12 s
8u< IXI5) + QQM\XM

0 .
SIRE +d (@ R)

(9.4)

We now obtain pointwise bounds for the terms on the right hand side. After
bounding Q! in L™ using Proposition 5.1], the first term can be re-written
schematically as

= — 207 'Y(V&n — 5trxX +n®n) + O (trX 4+ — o

> wUiVEY gty

11+12=1

Using the bounds in Theorem Bl together with (0.3]), we have
D> PUIVEY L) IOt L s

i1+12=1

st o [
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For the second term on the right hand side of ([@.4)), note that
t S0 Q' — 1) e
5a2

N |u|2’

|| oy + = 2
Lo(Su) =IITTX + 7=l Lo (Su
2) Ty ]

where we have used the bounds proved in Theorem B.1] together with Propo-
sition @I Therefore, for every u € [0, da2b], u € [0, 8], we have

daz
Q7 (trx + S |)|X| |(u,u, 0", 6%) S W' XI5 (u, 1, 0%, 6%). (9.6)
For the third term on the right hand side of (@.4]), we have
d 9.
4% =gz (21X re51
Sl o (s

VX Lo (Su) |1V | oo (u0) T 1Al oo (s )
a
fiWHdHLw(Su&)-

Y| Lo (s, )

To obtain the estimate for d, we use the fact that

od* o
[L, L] = B 904
which implies

odA
— = —40%¢
ou ¢
Integrating this in the u direction and applying the bounds in Theorem [B.]]
thus give

5%az
d|| g < :
1l L= (s0) S PE
Combining this with ([@.7)), we thus have

9, 52a2
dA —2 ~12 - < )
" 55z Q7 ) (s = P
Multiplying (@.4) by u?, i
[©@.8), we thus have

(9.8)

integrating in v and using the bounds (@), (0.6) and
|2 (.6, )

— X1, 1,60, 6%)
Ca: Céa

<= 4

b u?

/\X| (1,2/,0", 6*)du +C§a5/ XI2 (', u, 0", 6%)du
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for some universal constant C'. Integrating in u from 0 to §, we obtain

|/ WX (w07, 6)d / X12(L, o, 60", 6%)du|
daz  Ch%a )
Scba BE / b4 ‘ (1, o 91 92)du —0—05615/ / ‘X|i(ulyﬁl,91,92)du/dg/
0 Ju

Cdaz
< v 214 0L 02\ dud!
e NS

1 1)
+Cbal( [ o) oup [ IRB 0", 0

1 1 )
3 2C0a2
LYooz O / KL, 0", 0Pl + 20 / XI5 (1,0, 0%, 6%)du’
b A lul Jo

1 5
<S4 [ rEawe e,
0

where we have used the bootstrap assumption (@.2). After choosing b suffi-
ciently large so that C < L this yields the upper bound

157

206as

é s
6
/ X[ (', 0%, 0%)du’ < 5/ XI2(1, 0, 0, 6%)du’ +
0 0
and the lower bound
5 5 1
4 2CHa>
[ eneeae @a =t [z, @a - 200
0 0

Recalling that the assumption (B3.I]) implies

/ I%o[2(L, 2, 6%, 0%)du’ > 4bsaz,
we can thus choose b to be sufficiently large to guarantee that
5 5
3
| B e <5 [ REe B 09
and
’ 21012 1 g2 3 [ 2 1 p2 ! ( )
/ WX (u, o, 0%, 0%)du’ > 1/ IX5(1,4/,0", 0%)du’ > 3bdaz. (910
0 0

In particular, (9.9]) improves over the bootstrap assumption (0.2)). Therefore,
(@.10) holds. We now use (@.I0) to obtain the desired upper bound for try.
To this end, we combine the transport equation for try

1
Vatrx + i(trx)2 = —|x|* — 2wtry

and w = —2V4(log ) to get

-1

Q
Vi(Q Mry) = — T(U"X)z - Q7R
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Using the fact e, = Q_lﬁ, we integrate this equation to obtain

QO try(bda2, 50", 6)

5
SQltrx(bc?a%O,Ql,@?)—/ XI*(bdaz, ', 0", 6%)du/
0 (9.11)
2 3
S 1 1
bdaz  bdaz
<0.

Here, we have used the lower bound (@.I0) for the integral of |x|3.
Therefore, by ([@.1) and [@.11), S, 1 . is a trapped surface. O

REFERENCES

X. An, Formation of trapped surfaces from past null infinity, preprint (2012),
arXiv:1207.5271.

D. Christodoulou, The formation of black holes and singularities in spherically sym-
metric gravitational collapse, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 44 (1991), no. 3, 339-373.

D. Christodoulou, Bounded variation solutions of the spherically symmetric Finstein-
scalar field equations, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 46 (1993), no. 8, 1131-1220.

D. Christodoulou, Examples of naked singularity formation in the gravitational collapse
of a scalar field, Ann. of Math. (2) 140 (1994), no. 3, 607-653.

D. Christodoulou, The instability of naked singularities in the gravitational collapse of
a scalar field, Ann. of Math. (2) 149 (1999), no. 1, 183-217.

D. Christodoulou, The formation of black holes in general relativity, Monographs in
Mathematics, European Mathematical Soc. (2009).

D. Christodoulou, S. Klainerman, The global nonlinear stability of the Minkowski space,
Princeton mathematical series 41 (1993).

M. Dafermos, The formation of black holes in general relativity, Astrisque 352 (2013).

M. Dafermos, G. Holzegel, I. Rodnianski, A scattering theory construction of dynamical
vacuum black holes, preprint (2013), larXiv:1306.5364.

G. Holzegel, Ultimately Schwarzschildean spacetimes and the black hole stability prob-
lem, preprint (2010), larXiv:1010.3216.

S. Klainerman, F. Nicolo, The evolution problem in General Relativity, Progress in
Mathematical Physics, Birkhatiser (2003).

S. Klainerman, J. Luk, I. Rodnianski, A fully anisotropic mechanism for formation of
trapped surfaces in vacuum, to appear in Invent. Math. (2014).

S. Klainerman, I. Rodnianski, On emerging scarred surfaces for the Finstein vacuum
equations, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. , 28 (2010), no. 3, 1007-1031.

S. Klainerman, I. Rodnianski, On the the formation of trapped surfaces, Acta Math.
208 (2012), no.2, 211-333.

J. Li, P. Yu, Construction of Cauchy data of vacuum FEinstein field equations evolving
to black holes, to appear in Ann. of Math. (2014).

J. Luk, On the local existence for the characteristic initial value problem in general
relativity, Int. Mat. Res. Notices 20 (2012), 4625-4678.

J. Luk, Weak null singularities in general relativity, preprint (2013), larXiv:1311.4970.

J. Luk, I. Rodnianski, Local propagation of impulsive gravitational waves, preprint
(2012), larXiv:1209.1130.

J. Luk, I. Rodnianski, Nonlinear interactions of impulsive gravitational waves for the
vacuum Einstein equations, preprint (2013), larXiv:1301.1072.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.5271
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.5364
http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.3216
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.4970
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.1130
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.1072

TRAPPED SURFACES ARISING FROM MILD INCOMING RADIATION 93

[20] R. Penrose, Gravitational collapse and space-time singularities, Phys. Rev. Lett. 14
(1965), 57-59.

[21] M. Reiterer, E. Trubowitz, Strongly focused gravitational waves Comm. Math. Phys.
307 (2011), no. 2, 275-313.

[22] P. Yu, Energy estimates and gravitational collapse, Comm. Math. Phys. 317 (2013), no.
2, 273-316.

[23] P. Yu, Dynamical Formation of black holes due to the condensation of matter field,
preprint (2011), larXiv:1105.5898.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, PRINCETON UNIVERSITY, PRINCETON NJ 08544 AND
DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMTICS, RUTGERS UNIVERSITY, NEW BRUNSWICK NJ 08901
E-mail address:  xan@math.rutgers.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, MIT, CAMBRIDGE MA 02139
E-mail address: jluk@math.mit.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.5898

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Known results on the formation of trapped surfaces for the vacuum Einstein equations
	1.2. The Einstein-scalar field system in spherical symmetry
	1.3. Main ideas of the proof
	1.4. Outline of the paper
	1.5. Acknowledgements

	2. Setting, Equations and Notations
	2.1. Double null foliation
	2.2. The coordinate system
	2.3. Equations
	2.4. Schematic notation
	2.5. Integration
	2.6. Norms

	3. Quantitative statement of main theorem
	4. Bootstrap assumptions and the outline of the proof of Theorem ??
	5. The preliminary estimates
	5.1. Estimates for metric components
	5.2. Estimates for transport equations
	5.3. Sobolev embedding
	5.4. Commutation formula
	5.5. General elliptic estimates for Hodge systems

	6. L2(Su,u) estimates for Ricci coefficients
	7. Elliptic estimates for the fifth derivatives of the Ricci coefficients
	8. Estimates for curvature
	9. Formation of Trapped Surfaces
	References

