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Chapter 1

Equations and questions

1.1 Introduction

The subject of these notes is the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to systems of linear wave
equations of the following form:
Ogu+ Xu+Cu = f. (1.1)

Here g is a given Lorentz metric on a manifold M; [, is the wave operator associated with the
Lorentz metric g, defined by Ogu := div(gradu); X is a smooth m x m matrix of vector fields on M
whose coefficients with respect to a frame are allowed to be complex (and 1 < m € Z); ¢ is a smooth
M,,,(C)-valued function on M (where M,,(K) denotes the set of m x m matrices with entries in
the field K); and f is a smooth C™-valued function on M. We are mainly interested in the real
(as opposed to the complex) setting, but for technical reasons, it turns out to be convenient to
derive results under the above assumptions. The problem is to analyse the asymptotic behaviour
of solutions v : M — C™ to (). In particular, we are interested in the problem of deriving
optimal estimates for energies naturally associated with solutions to (II]), and in the problem of
calculating the leading order asymptotics. We are only interested in globally hyperbolic Lorentz
manifolds (M, g), and in that setting, there is a unique smooth solution to (LI, given smooth
initial data on a Cauchy hypersurface; a justification for this statement is provided, e.g., by [34]
Theorem 12.19, p. 144] (though we do not need to appeal to this result in these notes). In fact,
we here think of solutions to (II]) as arising in this way. Our main motivation for studying (L.II)
is that we are interested in the linearised Einstein equations. Note, however, that (L) is not the
most general class of systems relevant in that context. For example, in the study of the Einstein—
FEuler equations, it is of interest to consider systems for which the symbol is different for the
different components of u, a situation not covered by (LI)). Nevertheless, (LT) represents quite a
general class of equations, and, in order to obtain conclusions, we gradually need to impose more
and more restrictions on the Lorentz manifolds of interest etc. One assumption we consistently
make is that the Cauchy hypersurfaces of (M, g) are closed manifolds. In fact, M is here always
of the form M := M x I, where M is a closed manifold and I = (¢_,¢,) is an open interval. In
the case of Einstein’s equations, this situation is of interest in cosmology (i.e., in the study of the
universe as a whole), and the asymptotic regimes associated with ¢ — ¢4 should be thought of as
representing a cosmological singularity (a big bang or a big crunch) or the expanding direction.
The cosmological setting should be contrasted with the asymptotically Euclidean or asymptotically
hyperbolic situation, which is of interest in the study of isolated systems (isolated galaxies, stars,
black holes etc.). In the isolated systems setting, static and stationary solutions (such as the
Minkowski and Kerr spacetimes) are the ones of greatest interest. In the cosmological setting, it
is more natural to consider solutions with contracting directions (toward a big bang/big crunch)
and/or expanding directions. In the following section, we take one more step towards restricting
the class of equations defined by (1)) to the one of interest here.

3



4 CHAPTER 1. EQUATIONS AND QUESTIONS

1.2 Equations

In these notes, we consider equations of the form

—g% (e — 30,197 ()00 — 2570 | g (1)D 0 — S ay (1) Ag,u
+o(t)u + Y0 X7 (4)du + ((tyu = f.

Here 1 < m € Z, 0 < d,R € Z and ¢g°, ¢7', ¢° a, € C(I,R), where I is an open interval,
jl=1,...,dand r =1,...,R. In case d = 0, the sum from 1 to d should be thought of as
empty, and similarly for the sum from 1 to R. Moreover, —¢%°° and a,, r = 1,..., R, take their
values in (0,00) and for each t € I, g7'(t), 4,1 = 1,...,d, are the components of a positive definite
matrix (in (IZ) we also abuse notation in that we write a, ?(¢t) when we, strictly speaking, mean
[a-(t)]7?). In addition, (M,,g,), r = 1,..., R, are closed Riemannian manifolds and A, is the
Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g,). The functions u and f should be smooth functions from
M := M x I to C™, where

M :=Tx M; x --- x Mg; (1.3)

the differential operators 9; are the standard vector fields on T<; 9; represents standard differen-
tiation with respect to ¢ (for functions on M); and «, X7,¢ € C°°[I,M,,,(C)]. Note that ([L2) is
a special case of (ILT)) when the Lorentz metric g on M is of the form

g = goodt ® dt + goldt X diEi + giodIi ® dt + g”dxl X diE‘j + Zlea%grv (14)

where we use Einstein’s summation convention (to sum over repeated upstairs and downstairs
indices) and the coefficients only depend on ¢t. The a, appearing in this metric can be read off
directly from ([.2)) and the g5(t), v, 8 € {0, ..., d}, are the components of the inverse of the matrix
with components g7%(t), 7,8 € {0,...,d}. That this inverse exists, and that (L) is a Lorentz
metric on M, is a consequence of the assumptions; cf. Chapter 28] in particular the beginning of
Section 25.7] for a detailed justification. Moreover, goo(t) < 0 and g¢;;(¢), i,5 € {1,...,d}, are the
components of a positive definite matrix for all ¢ € I. In Chapter 25l we also demonstrate that
(M, g) is globally hyperbolic and that each hypersurface

M; == M x {t}, (1.5)
t € I, is a Cauchy hypersurface; cf. Lemma [25.1]

Remark 1.1. There are two important operations that leave the class of equations of the form
(C2) invariant. First, multiplying an equation of the form (L2) by a strictly positive function of ¢
only yields an equation of the same type. Considering only the leading order derivatives in (I2]),
this corresponds to a conformal rescaling of the metric (IL4]) (by a conformal factor depending only
on t). Secondly, we have the freedom of changing the time coordinate. In what follows, we make
use of both of these operations in order to reduce the underlying geometry to a preferred form.

Clearly, the step from (1)) to (I2) involves significant restrictions. In particular, the fact that the
coefficients of (L.2)) only depend on ¢ ensures that (I2]) is separable, an important simplification.
Note also that the separability makes it very easy to study solutions under much more general
regularity assumptions than smoothness (though we focus on smooth solutions in these notes). On
the other hand, our main interest is in cosmological solutions, and in that setting, the standard
starting point is the assumption of spatial homogeneity. From this point of view, assuming the
coefficients to only depend on time is thus natural.

1.2.1 Separable cosmological model manifolds

Due to our interest in equations of the form (L2)), we restrict our attention to the following class
of Lorentz manifolds in what follows.
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Definition 1.2. A separable cosmological model manifold is a Lorentz manifold (M, g) such that
M =M x I, where I = (t_,t;) is an open interval, 0 < d, R € Z, M is given by (3] and

g = goodt ® dt + goidt @ da’ + gipda’ @ dt + gizda’ @ da? + 5 a2g,, (1.6)

where the g, and the a, only depend on ¢; the (M, g,) are closed Riemannian manifolds; g4(t) =
gp~(t) for all t; goo(t) < 0 for all t; for all ¢, the g;;(t) are the components of a positive definite
matrix; and a,(¢) > 0 for all ¢.

Remark 1.3. In the definition, it is always understood that v, 8 € {0,...,d}; 4,5 € {1,...,d};
and r € {1,..., R}.

Remark 1.4. The reason for using the word separable is that the wave equation on (M, g) is
separable. The reason for using the word cosmological is that M is closed.

Remark 1.5. Sometimes it is convenient to write g as
g=—N2dt @ dt + gi;(\(dt + da’) @ (Pt + da?) + 25 a2g,; (1.7)

cf. Subsection Z5. 1.1l below for an explanation of how to calculate N and x* in terms of the metric
components. When using this notation, N > 0 is called the lapse function and x := x‘0; the shift
vector field. Note also that N and x* only depend on ¢.

In the case that (M, g) is a separable cosmological model manifold, the induced metrics, second
fundamental forms and volumes on the hypersurfaces M, (cf. ([LH)) are of importance. It is
therefore convenient to introduce the following terminology.

Definition 1.6. Let (M, g) be a separable cosmological model manifold. Then the metric and
second fundamental form of M; are denoted by g; = g(t) and k; = k(t) respectively (and they
are interpreted as symmetric covariant 2-tensor fields on M). The trace trgl?: is referred to as the
mean curvature of M;. Moreover, V(t) := volyy) (M) denotes the volume of M with respect to
g(t). Finally, U denotes the future directed unit timelike vector field which is normal to all the
hypersurfaces M;.

Remark 1.7. The vector field U can be written
U:= N0 — x'0). (1.8)
Moreover, U(InV) = trzk; cf. (25.17)-(25.19) below.

In the context of general relativity, the metric and second fundamental form induced on M, by
g are of particular importance, since they constitute the geometric part of the initial data for
Einstein’s equations.

1.2.2 Examples of separable cosmological model manifolds

In order to illustrate that there are separable cosmological model manifolds of interest, let us give
a few examples.

Minkowski space. In the study of hyperbolic PDE’s on R%*! it is natural to begin with equations
whose symbols equal that of the standard wave operator on d + 1-dimensional Minkowski space.
One reason for this is that physical theories consistent with special relativity give rise to Lorentz
invariant PDE’s. From the point of view of general relativity, Minkowski space also plays a central
role. This is partly due to the fact that it is a vacuum solution to Einstein’s equations describing
the geometry in the absence of gravitational fields (and constitutes the weak field limit of general
relativity), but also because it is a stable solution to Einstein’s equations, as has been demonstrated
in, e.g., [0, 23] 24, [6]. The Minkowski metric on R4+ can, of course, also be considered to be a
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vacuum solution to Einstein’s equations on T?¢ x R. However, this solution is less natural. The
main reason for this is that it is unstable, as we demonstrate below; cf. also the comments made
at the beginning of Section [[.3l

Bianchi type I. Consider initial data to Einstein’s equations on T¢. Assume that they are
invariant under the natural action of T¢ on itself. Here we refer to the corresponding maximal
Cauchy developments as Bianchi type I spacetimes. In this situation, the spacetime metric can
sometimes be written in the form

g=—dt@dt+ Y\ a2de’ ® da' (1.9)

on M = T? x I, where I is an open interval; the a; are smooth, strictly positive functions on I; ¢
is the coordinate on I; and dz’ are the standard one-forms on T? (considered as forms on M). We
are here mainly interested in the situation that the mean curvature is non-zero (cf. the discussion
at the beginning of Section [[J)). In the case of the vacuum Einstein equations, the a; then take
the form «;tP*, where 0 < a; € R and p; € R for ¢ = 1,...,d. Moreover, the sum of the p; and
the sum of the p? both equal 1 (these conditions are referred to as the Kasner relations). The
corresponding solutions are referred to as the Kasner solutions. Note that when a;(t) = (t/t9)P",
the initial data induced by (9) on the t = to hypersurface take the form

Gio = Y013 @ dF, k=Y, 2did @ did,
where dz’ are the standard one-forms on T?. Letting to — oo, it is clear that these initial data
converge to those of the Minkowski metric on T¢ x R. Moreover, this convergence is in any C*-
topology. On the other hand, if none of the p;’s equal 1, then (LI with a;(t) = (¢/to)P* is an
inextendible solution to Einstein’s vacuum equations which is past causally geodesically incomplete
and exhibits curvature blow up as ¢ — 0+4. In particular, it is thus clear that d 4+ 1-dimensional
Minkowski space, considered as a solution on T¢ x R, is unstable.

Concerning the Kasner solutions, let us remark that even though they can be expected to be
unstable (both in the expanding and in the contracting direction), they have traditionally played
an important role in general relativity. The reason for this is that they are the basic building blocks
in the so-called BKL conjecture (due to Belinskii, Khalatnikov and Lifschitz) concerning spacelike
cosmological (big bang or big crunch) singularities. We shall here not discuss this conjecture
further, but refer the reader interested in heuristic and numerical perspectives to [11] [13, 18] and
[50] respectively, as well as references cited therein. Nevertheless, due to the central role this
conjecture plays in the physics literature, it is of interest to understand the behaviour of solutions
to the linearised Einstein equations around Kasner solutions.

Bianchi type I, accelerated expansion. Turning to cosmological solutions that are future
stable, it is of interest to consider ones with accelerated expansion. The reason for this is partly due
to the fact that the currently preferred models of the universe exhibit such expansion. However, it is
also related to the cosmic no-hair conjecture, roughly stating that generic cosmological solutions
to Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmological constant generally asymptote to de Sitter
space; cf., e.g., [4] for a more detailed discussion of this topic and a more precise formulation of
the cosmic no-hair conjecture. Turning to the results, de Sitter space is stable; cf., e.g., [I5]. Here
de Sitter space with cosmological constant A > 0 is the metric

—dt ® dt + CoshQ(Ht)gS%

on R x §%, where H = (A/3)'/? and gss, is the standard metric on the 3-sphere with radius such
that Ric[gss | = 2H 2gsf;1 . Similarly,

gas = —dt@dt—l—Z?:lethd:Ej ® da’, (1.10)

where 0 < H € R and 3 < d € Z, is a future stable solution to Einstein’s vacuum equations with a
positive cosmological constant A = d(d — 1)H?/2. Note that ((LI0) is a solution of Bianchi type I.



1.2. EQUATIONS 7

Moreover, the universal covering spacetime of (T¢ x R, gqs) is a subset, of de Sitter space which, to
the future, exhibits the same asymptotics as de Sitter space itself. Moreover, future stability holds
in the presence of a large class of different matter models; cf., e.g., [32] [47] [38] [45] [16] 36], 4, 26]. In
accordance with the cosmic no-hair conjecture, spatially homogeneous but anisotropic solutions
typically asymptote to de Sitter space; cf., e.g., [49, 2I] and [36, Part VII]. In fact, there are
even classes of solutions that are both highly anisotropic and highly spatially inhomogeneous that
asymptote to the geometry described by (LIQ); cf., e.g., [48] 4] for two results in the Einstein—
Vlasov setting. Due to these results, it is clear that the metric (ILI0) is of importance. It also
describes the asymptotics of the currently preferred models of the universe.

The Einstein-non-linear scalar field equations with an exponential potential are considered in, e.g.,
[35L 17, 25]. The motivation for studying this setting is that it can be used to model dark energy,
the purpose being to explain the accelerated expansion of the universe. In this setting, the model
metrics again take the form (L9), but with a;(t) = ;t?, where 0 # a; € R and 1 < p € R. That
these metrics (together with a scalar field corresponding to an appropriate exponential potential)
are future stable solutions to the Einstein-non-linear scalar field equations is demonstrated in [35].

Bianchi type I, quiescent singularities. Concerning the spacetimes mentioned above, we
focused on the issue of future stability. However, it is also of interest to consider big bang/big
crunch type singularities. Due to the BKL conjecture, big bang singularities are typically thought
to be ’oscillatory’ (in a sense we do not here try to specify). However, there are some special
matter models that are expected to neutralise the oscillations. Two examples of such matter
models are stiff fluids and scalar fields. In this setting there is support for the BKL picture. The
support comes in three main forms. First, there are results in the presence of symmetries (but in
the absence of small data conditions); cf., e.g., [28 Section 7]. Second, there are constructions of
large classes of solutions with the expected behaviour; cf., e.g., [Bl [12]. Third, there are stability
results around symmetric solutions; cf., e.g., [39, 40]. The relevant model metrics in this case are,
again, of the form (9), where a;(t) = o;t?", 0 < o; € R and 0 < p; € R. Moreover, the sum of
the p; equal 1, but the sum of the p? is strictly less than 1.

Higher dimensional analogues of de Sitter space. Let 0 < H € R and (%, g») be a closed
Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 such that Ric[gs] = (n — 1)H?gs. Then the Lorentz
metric

eds = —dt @ dt + cosh®(Ht)gs (1.11)

on Mggs := ¥ x R is a solution to Einstein’s vacuum equations with a positive cosmological
constant A = n(n — 1)H?/2. In the special case that n = 3 and ¥ = S3, the Lorentz manifold
(Mgds, ggas) is called de Sitter space.

The Nariai spacetimes. The Nariai spacetimes are interesting counterexamples to what is
expected to be the generic behaviour of solutions to Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmolog-
ical constant (according to the cosmic no-hair conjecture). For 0 < H € R, the Nariai spacetime
solving Einstein’s vacuum equations with a positive cosmological constant A = H? is given by
(Mx, gn), where My := S x §% x R,

gx = —dt @ dt + cosh®(Ht)dz® + H 2gg, (1.12)

and gs2 is the standard metric on the unit 2-sphere.

The Milne model. In [3], Andersson and Moncrief demonstrate the future stability of the Milne
model in the class of vacuum solutions to Einstein’s equations. The Milne model is the spacetime
(X x (0,00), gm), where

guM = —dt @ dt + t*gs

and (X, gx) is an appropriate closed hyperbolic manifold. This model plays a central role in
a general conjecture concerning the future asymptotics of cosmological solutions to Einstein’s
vacuum equations due to Arthur Fischer and Vincent Moncrief on the one hand, and Michael
Anderson on the other; cf., e.g., [1], [14].
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Cosmological solutions with U(1)-symmetry. In [7, [§], Choquet-Bruhat and Moncrief study
the future stability of
gu == —dt @ dt + df @ df + t*gs

on S! x ¥ x (0,00), where df is the standard one-form field on S! and (X, gs) is an appropriate
closed hyperbolic 2-manifold. In fact, they demonstrated future stability of this solution under
U(1)-symmetric perturbations.

Gowdy and T?-symmetry. When taking the step from spatially homogeneous solutions to Ein-
stein’s equations to spatially inhomogeneous solutions, the setting which is the easiest to consider
is that of polarised T3-Gowdy symmetric solutions to Einstein’s vacuum equations. In that case,
the essential part of the equations is given by one linear, scalar wave equation:

Py — ¥ Py =0 (1.13)

on S' x R. Here t — oo corresponds to the expanding direction and t — —oo corresponds to
the big bang singularity. Again, this is an equation of the form (L2). Even though (II3) is a
simple equation, deriving all the asymptotic information needed in order to prove strong cosmic
censorship in this setting does require an effort; cf. [I0, [19]. Relaxing the symmetry assumptions
by considering T3-Gowdy symmetric solutions, the equation (LI3) is replaced by a system of
non-linear wave equations, but with the same symbol. In this case, analysing the asymptotics
is more difficult; cf., e.g., [29, BIl 33]. Moreover, in the expanding direction, the behaviour of
solutions can be radically different from that of spatially homogeneous solutions; in fact, spatially
homogeneous solutions are unstable. This conclusion is strengthened by the analyses carried out
in [22] (in the polarised T2-symmetric setting) and in [37] (in the T?-symmetric setting). Even
though we are here interested in the linear setting, a better understanding of linear systems of
equations with symbols similar to that of (ILI3]) can be expected to be useful in interpreting the
results of [29] 22] [37], and possibly in extending them to other situations.

Summary. As is clear from the above, there is a large number of spacetimes such that studying
linear systems of equations of the form ([2]) on these spacetimes is of interest. In several of the
examples we have given, stability has already been demonstrated in the non-linear setting. It is
therefore reasonable to ask if there is any use in considering linear equations on the corresponding
backgrounds. The reason we do so here is that in several of the cases mentioned, the results are
limited in that they do not currently apply to the full range of situations one would expect. In fact,
in many of the situations discussed above where there are results, it would be desirable to relax the
symmetry requirements and/or to extend the results to other matter models. When extending the
results, a more detailed understanding of the linear setting can be expected to be valuable. This
is particularly true in the case of Einstein’s equations, since, even for a fixed solution to Einstein’s
equations coupled to a specific matter model, there are many different ways of formulating the
equations and many different ways of breaking the gauge invariance. In order to be able to make
an informed choice on how to break the gauge invariance, it is very valuable to have tools allowing
a quick determination of how solutions to the corresponding linearised system behave.

1.3 Metrics with convergent asymptotics

In the context of cosmology, the two types of asymptotic regimes that are of greatest interest
are expanding directions and big bang/big crunch type singularities. One indicator of expansion
is that the volume V tends to infinity, and one indicator of a big bang/big crunch is that the
volume tends to zero. It is also natural to assume that, at least asymptotically, the derivative of
the volume in the direction normal to the hypersurfaces M; is non-zero; this would ensure a strict
monotonicity of the volume. Due to Remark [[.7] this requirement is equivalent to the assumption
that the mean curvature is either strictly positive or strictly negative asymptotically. In what
follows, we impose these conditions. However, before stating them, let us make the following
comments concerning static metrics.
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Remark 1.8 (Static solutions). Due to the importance of static solutions in the asymptotically
flat setting, it is perhaps worth commenting on the properties of such solutions in the cosmological
setting. We already discussed Minkowski space with T¢-spatial topology in Subsection[[.2.2l More
generally, we would expect a static cosmological solution to have the following three properties: it
should be a causally geodesically complete solution to Einstein’s equations; it should be globally
hyperbolic with closed spatial topology; and with respect to a suitable foliation by spacelike Cauchy
hypersurfaces, say ¢, the volume of the leaves ¥; should be constant. That the volume of the
leaves is constant implies that the mean curvature of the leaves vanishes (assuming constant mean
curvature). Perturbing the initial data induced on ¥y should thus yield a sequence of initial data for
Einstein’s equations with strictly positive mean curvature and converging to those induced on ;.
Appealing to Hawking’s singularity theorem (assuming the relevant matter fields appearing satisfy
the energy conditions needed in order to appeal to Hawking’s theorem) yields the conclusion that
the maximal Cauchy developments of the members of this sequence are all causally geodesically
incomplete; cf., e.g., |27, Theorem 55B, p. 432]. This means that the solution we started with is
unstable. For this reason, static solutions are not natural in the context of cosmology. In fact,
the asymptotics are typically characterised by expansion and/or contraction in the cosmological
setting.

Due to the above observations, we here focus on separable cosmological model manifolds with one
of the following properties.

Definition 1.9. Let (M, g) be a separable cosmological model manifold.

o If V(t) — oo as t — t4— and there is a ¢o € I such that U(V) > 0 for t > t¢, then (M, g) is
said to be future expanding.

o If V(t) — oo as t — t_+ and there is a tg € I such that U(V) < 0 for t < tg, then (M, g) is
said to be past expanding.

o If V(t) — 0 as t — t;— and there is a ¢, € I such that U(V) < 0 for ¢ > to, then (M, g) is
said to have big crunch asymptotics.

o If V(t) — 0 as t — t_+ and there is a ¢y € I such that U(V) > 0 for ¢t < tg, then (M, g) is
said to have big bang asymptotics.

Remark 1.10. Let (M, g) be a separable cosmological model manifold. If it is future expanding,
then reversing the time coordinate yields a separable cosmological model manifold which is past
expanding (and vice versa). If (M, g) has big crunch asymptotics, then reversing the time coordi-
nate yields a separable cosmological model manifold with big bang asymptotics (and vice versa).
For that reason, we here restrict our attention to (M, g)’s which are future expanding or have big
crunch asymptotics.

Remark 1.11. Due to Remark [L7, +U(V) > 0 is equivalent to +trzk > 0. The conditions
involving U (V') could thus be reformulated in terms of trzk.

The assumptions introduced in Definition [[.9] are not very restrictive. In order to obtain a class
of geometries such that we can draw conclusions concerning solutions to (L2)), we need to im-
pose additional conditions. One object on which it is natural to impose conditions is the second
fundamental form. In the formulation of the conditions, it is convenient to consider k to be a
map from TM to itself. This can be achieved by raising one of the indices of k by g, and we
denote the corresponding object by K. Note that I_(i] = l%ij with respect to local coordinates.
In particular, trK = trglg (note that trK does not depend on a choice of metric, since for each
p€ M, (K), € End(T,M)). In many of the situations of interest, trK either tends to zero or +oo
asymptotically. It is therefore natural to normalise K. One way of doing so is to focus on K /trK.
In what follows, we refer to this object as the expansion normalised second fundamental form. If
the assumptions of Definition are satisfied, the expansion normalised second fundamental form
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is at least asymptotically well defined. In these notes, we are mainly interested in the case that
K /trK converges, a situation we refer to as the convergent setting. However, it also turns out to
be important to impose conditions on the normal derivative of the mean curvature. Imposing such
restrictions may seem to be less natural. However, in the context of Einstein’s vacuum equations,
the relevant conditions often follow from a combination of the assumption of convergence and the
so-called Raychaudhuri equation. In the presence of matter, additional conditions may need to be
imposed. However, the required conditions sometimes follow by combining the assumption of con-
vergence, the Hamiltonian constraint, the Raychaudhuri equation and, possibly, energy conditions.
Considering, e.g., solutions to Einstein’s vacuum equations corresponding to left invariant initial
data on 3-dimensional unimodular Lie groups yields solutions such that the following version of
the Raychaudhuri equation holds:

U(trg/%) = —]gijiﬁi]‘;
cf., e.g., [34 (20.17), p. 218]. This means that if K/trK is convergent (or bounded), then
Ul(trzk)~1] is convergent (or bounded). Nevertheless, in these notes, we do not assume (M, g)
to be a solution to Einstein’s equations. For this reason, we here impose conditions directly on
Ul(trgh) ).
Even though we are mainly interested in the convergent setting, it is sometimes sufficient to assume
boundedness. For this reason, we introduce the following terminology.

Definition 1.12. Let (M ,g) be a separable cosmological model manifold and let ¢ be a fixed
Riemannian metric on M. Then (M,g) is said to have future bounded geometry if there is a
constant 0 < C' € R and a tg € I such that |trzk| > 0 and

[Klg/Itrghl| + [Ul(trgh) '] < C

for all t > to. If, in addition, there is a 2-tensor field A on M of mixed type, a constant a € R and
constants 0 < C,n € R such that

|K/trK — A|, + |U[(trgk) ™1 — a| < Cexp[—n|In V()] (1.14)
for all t > tg, then (M, g) is said to be future convergent.

Remark 1.13. It is of course possible to define the notion of future convergence without a rate.

However, in these notes we are only interested in convergence in the case that there are quantitative
bounds of the form (T4).

At this stage, it is of interest to make use of the invariance described in Remark[[LTl By conformally
rescaling the metric and then changing the time coordinate, we are in a position to reduce it to
what we refer to as “canonical form”.

Lemma 1.14. Let (M, g) be a separable cosmological model manifold, cf. Definition[L2, and let
0 be a fized Riemannian metric on M. Assume that (M,g) is future expanding and has future
bounded geometry; cf. Definitions and[L12 Introduce the metric § := (trzk)%g and the time
coordinate

V(to)
Then the interval [to,ty) in t-time corresponds to [0,00) in T-time. Moreover, § is well defined on
[0,00) in T-time and can be written

§=—dr @dr + §ij(X'd7 + dz’) @ (P dr + da?) + Y1 a2g,. (1.15)

If g and k are the metric and second fundamental form induced on constant T-hypersurfaces by g,
then there is a constant 0 < C' € R such that |k|; < C for all 7 > 0.

Assuming, in addition to the above, that (M, g) is future convergent, there is a 2-tensor field A on
M of mized type such that R R
|[K —A|, <Ce™ (1.16)

for all 7 > 0, where 0 < C,n € R and K is obtained from k by raising one of the indices using §.
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Remark 1.15. The proof of this statement is to be found in Section 25.4 Moreover, there is a
similar result in the case of big crunch asymptotics.

Remark 1.16. The idea to conformally rescale the metric by multiplying it by the square of the
mean curvature is not new; cf., e.g., [I8] in which this idea is applied in a much more general
(cosmological) setting.

Remark 1.17. The functions §;;, a, and X' only depend on 7. Moreover, §(0;,9;) < 0 by
construction. This means that g;; {'x? < 1.

1.3.1 Canonical separable cosmological model manifolds

With the above observations in mind, it is natural to introduce the following definition.

Definition 1.18. A canonical separable cosmological model manifold is a separable cosmological
model manifold such that the interval I = (¢_,t;) contains [0, 00) and such that N appearing in

([T equals 1.

Remark 1.19. Due to the fact that N = 1, it can be concluded that ¢°° = —1; ¢f. Chapter 23]
in particular Lemma

Remark 1.20. In order to obtain a canonical separable cosmological model manifold, it is suffi-
cient to assume that (M, g) is future expanding; to conformally rescale g according to § := (trg/%)Q g;
and to change the time coordinate as in Lemma [[LT4 There is a similar statement in the case of
big crunch asymptotics.

Remark 1.21. We are mainly interested in the case that K converges to a non-trivial mixed
2-tensor field on M; cf. Lemma [[.J4l However, we prefer to impose specific conditions on K in
the statements of the results rather than including it in the definition.

It is useful to have some specific examples in mind before proceeding.

Solutions with exponential expansion. Consider the metrics gqs, ggas and gn, introduced in
(CI0), (CII) and (LI2) respectively and defined on T xR, ¥ xR and S xS? xR respectively. They
are all canonical separable cosmological model manifolds. Moreover, in the case of (T¢ x R, gas),
K = Hldppa, where we think of K as an element of End(7TT?). In the case of (X x R, ggas),

-~ . sinh(Ht)

K=H——=Id +HId
cosh(Ht) ™ e

as t — Foo. Finally, in the case of (S' x §? x R, gn),

_ sinh(Ht)
K=H—— st — +£HII
cosh(Ht) st st

as t — 400, where Ipg: € End[T(S* x §?)] is the projection onto T'S*.

Examples, Bianchi type I. Let us consider a metric of the form (LA), where a;(t) = a;tP,
0 < a; € R and p; € R. Metrics of this form arise, e.g., in the vacuum setting, in the study of the
FEinstein-scalar field equations and in the study of the Einstein-non-linear scalar field equations
with an appropriate exponential potential; cf. Subsection above. In all of these examples,
the sum of the p;’s, say p, is strictly positive.

The expanding direction. Say now that we want to study the expanding direction of these solutions.
According to Lemma [[T4] it is then natural to introduce a time coordinate 7(t) = In(t/to)?.
Choosing ty = 1, this yields 7 = pln¢. On the other hand,

k= Z?leit_laft%idxi ® dat,
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so that tryk = pt~!. Multiplying g (given by (L) with a; as above) with (trzk)? thus yields
(trgh)?g = — Xt 2dt © dt + 30, p2a2t2Pi- Dz @ da’

) o (1.17)
=—dr@dr+>.;_ (2 dz’ @ da’,

where 3; = pay; and v; = (p; — 1)/p. Note that in the case of the Kasner solutions, p = 1 and
the sum of the squares of the p; equals one. There are thus two possibilities: either one p; equals
1 and all the rest equal zero (the corresponding metrics are referred to as flat Kasner solutions,
since they have a vanishing Riemann curvature tensor - in fact, they are quotients of a part of
d + 1-dimensional Minkowski space); or all the p; < 1. In the first case, there is one v; = 0 and all
the rest equal —1. In the second case, all the «; < 0. In the second case, it is thus clear that there
is contraction in all directions, even though the original solution was expanding. Denoting the
metric in (LIT7) by g, the associated second fundamental form (of the hypersurfaces of constant
7) is given by
k= Z?Zlfyiﬂfeh”dxi ® dz’.
In particular, it is clear that K is constant. Moreover, the eigenvalues are given by the ~;’s.

The contracting direction. Turning to the contracting direction, it is natural to introduce the time
coordinate 7 = —plnt¢. The computation (LI7]) is still valid. The only difference in the contracting
direction is that v; = (1 — p;)/p. In the case of the Kasner solutions, the typical situation is thus
that the metric given by the far right hand side of (ILT1) exhibits exponential expansion. In the
case of a non-vacuum solution to the Einstein-scalar field equations, the sum of the squares of the
pi’s is strictly less than 1. For that reason the ~;’s are always strictly positive, and the metric
exhibits exponential expansion. In both cases, K is constant.

The Milne model. In this case, the volume is given by V() = t4voly, (X), where d is the
dimension of . Fixing o = 1, it is therefore natural to introduce 7(t) = d - Int. On the other
hand, the second fundamental form is given by k = tgs, so that tryk = d-¢~'. Thus

gu = (trgh)?gm = —d*t2dt @ dt + d*gs, = —d7 @ d7 + dgs.

In particular, the associated second fundamental form is identically zero, even though the Milne
model exhibits expansion.

U(1) symmetric solutions. In this case, V(t) = 2mt*volyy (). Letting to = 1 yields 7(t) = 2Int.
Moreover, trgk = 2t~1, so that

Gu = —4t72dt @ dt + 4t72dO @ dO + 4gs, = —dr @ dT + 4eTdO @ df + 4gs.

Model metrics. Considering the above examples, it is clear that metrics of the following form
appear naturally:
g=—dt@dt+ " a2y, (1.18)

where 0 < a, € R, 8, € R and (M,, g,) are closed Riemannian manifolds (here (M, g,) could
equal (S!,df ® df), so that the d-torus part appearing in (L6 should be thought of as being
included in (II]))). In fact, we are mainly interested in metrics that, asymptotically, behave as
(CI8). However, in several of the results of these notes we impose much weaker conditions.

1.3.2 Silent, transparent and noisy metrics

The behaviour of solutions to ([L2)) is strongly dependent on the asymptotic behaviour of the cor-
responding metric (after a conformal rescaling and change of time coordinate of the type described
in Lemma [[.T4)). In Chapters @], Bl and [6] we introduce the notions of silent equations; transparent
equations; and equations with a dominant noisy spatial direction. The purpose of this terminol-
ogy is to allow us to distinguish between asymptotics of fundamentally different type. It would be
premature to formulate the corresponding definitions here, but it is useful to define what it means
for a model metric (LI8) to be silent, transparent or noisy.
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Definition 1.22. Consider a metric of the form ([CI8). If all the 3, are strictly positive, the
metric is said to be silent; if all the 8, > 0 but there is one g, = 0, then the metric is said to be
transparent; and if there is one (3, which is strictly negative, then the metric is said to be noisy.

In order to motivate the terminology, we consider the three cases separately.

Silent metrics. Let g be a silent metric of the form ([LI8) and let v be a causal curve with
respect to this metric (so that g(¥,%) < 0). Note that, in general relativity, light and material
objects (or, more generally, information) are assumed to travel along causal curves, so that causal
curves are often spoken of as “observers”. By a reparametrisation, if necessary, we can assume -y
to be of the form ~v(t) = (1(¢),...,7r(t),t), where 7, takes its values in M,. The assumption of
causality is equivalent to

—1+ L0l (1), < 0.
In particular, |¥,(t)|,, < a;te™P*. This means that ¥,(t) converges to a point p, € M,. If \ is
another causal curve, we obtain corresponding points ¢, € M,. For two typical curves, there is
one r € {1,..., R} such that p, # ¢,.. Given two such curves, there is a t; such that for ¢t > ¢,
it is not possible to send information from 7(¢) to A (in other words, there is no future directed
causal curve &, starting at v(¢) and intersecting A to the future). Due to this inability of observers
to communicate at late times, the metric (ILI8) is said to be silent.

Transparent metrics. Let g be a transparent metric of the form (LI8)) and assume that g8, = 0.
Given two distinct points p,., ¢, € M, let 4, be a smooth simple closed curve in M, with constant
speed a; ! (with respect to g,) such that the image of 7, contains p, and ¢,.. Assume, moreover,
that 4,(0) = p,. We think of %, as being defined on R and define v(¢t) = (31(t),...,Jr(t), 1),
where 7, is a constant curve in M for s # r. Then « is a null curve and the M, coordinate
of v equals p, and ¢, infinitely many times. In particular, the spatial coordinate of the curve
does not converge. Moreover, if ¢, > 0, 1 < n € Z, are the non-negative times at which the M,
coordinate of 7 equals p,, then t,,1 — ¢, is independent of n. We think of v as representing a
signal propagating in M and let p € M be defined by (p,0) = v(0). Then the signal v passes
through (p,t,) for each n. If X is the observer sitting at p, i.e. A(t) = (p,t), then X receives the
signal (propagating along ) at times ¢,,, and the proper time elapsed between received signals (as
measured by \) equals t,,11 — t,,. In particular, the proper time elapsed is independent of n. The
word transparent is intended to capture the combination of the two properties that information
can be sent (along null curves) between points on M, and that the time elapsed between received
signals remains constant. Note, however, that it is not necessarily possible to send information
between an arbitrary pair of points on M. From this point of view, it would perhaps be more
natural to say that the metric is partially transparent. However, we here use the terminology
introduced above.

Noisy metrics. Let g be a noisy metric of the form (LI8) and assume that S, < 0. Let p,, g,
and 7s, s € {1,..., R}, be as in the transparent setting above, and define

V(t) = [:Yl(_ﬂr_le_ﬁqnt)v s 7:YR(_ﬂT_1€_BTt)7t]'

Then ~ is a null curve and the M, coordinate of v equals p, and ¢, infinitely many times. In
particular, the spatial coordinate of the curve does not converge. Letting ¢,, be defined as in the
transparent setting, there is a constant C' such that

tpy1 — tn < CePrin,

In particular, the time elapsed between received signals decays exponentially. In short, information
can be sent (along null curves) between points on M, and the time elapsed between received
signals decays exponentially. The word noisy is intended to capture the combination of these two
properties. Again, it could be argued that the terminology partially noisy would be more justified.
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1.4 Questions

Energy estimates. Our main goal in these notes is to obtain optimal energy estimates for
solutions to subclasses of systems of the form (I2). In what follows, we are not interested in
the most general case, but rather assume the underlying geometry to be a canonical separable
cosmological model manifold, so that, in particular, ¢°° = —1. In other words, we assume that
we have already appealed to Lemma [[.T4] if necessary, and that the relevant metric and time
coordinate are the conformally rescaled metric and logarithmic “volume” time coordinate. In this
setting, the main energy of interest is

Conlul() =5 [ (jue-OF + SI% 5 (00,00 1)

(1.19)
+ a2 (1) lgrad, wil-, )2 ] + [ul-, 1)[2) s,

where M is given by (L3),
pp = dx A pig, A A g, (1.20)

dz is the standard volume form on T¢ and g, and grad, are the volume form and gradient
associated with the Riemannian manifold (M., g,) respectively; we assume M, to be oriented.
Moreover, if X, j = 1,2, are two real vector fields on M, and X = X; +iX5 is a complex vector
field, then
2 2 2
|X|gr =X ot |X2|gr'

From now on we refer to €pas[u] as the basic energy. There are also associated higher order
energies. However, due to the separability of the equation, estimates for the higher order energies
are direct consequences of the estimates for the basic energy. Even though &p.s[u] is the energy
of greatest interest, it is sometimes convenient to consider

Cromlul(t) =5 [ (1l O + S 6 (000 000z ()

2 (1.21)
+ 0 a2 () lerady, ui (- DI, ]) s

There are several ways of formulating questions related to optimal decay. However, we are here
mainly interested in equations such that the basic energy grows or decays exponentially (in some
degenerate situations, polynomial factors might also occur, but they represent subdominant be-
haviour). In such settings it is natural to introduce the following numbers.

Definition 1.23. Consider (I2)). Assume that the associated Lorentz manifold (M, g) is a canon-
ical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that f = 0. Let S denote the set
of smooth solutions to (I2) (with f = 0). Assume the set

A :={neR | Vu € S IC € R : Eusfu)(t) < Ce®™ vt > 0}

to be non-empty and bounded from below. Then 7, is defined to be the infimum of A., and is
called the crude exponential bound for the growth of the basic energy of solutions to (2) with
f =0. Assume the set

A ={neR|3C ER:Vu €S, Ehas[u](t) < CEpas[u](0)e*™ Vt > 0} (1.22)

to be non-empty and bounded from below. Then 7, is defined to be the infimum of A, and is
called the exponential bound for the growth of the basic energy of solutions to (L2)) with f = 0.

on the relation between these two numbers.

Remark 1.24. Note that 1. < 1. As we demonstrate below, however, this is the only restriction
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Remark 1.25. Clearly, other definitions are conceivable. For instance, we could replace €pas[u](0)
appearing in (L22) by a higher order energy of u at t = 0, corresponding to, say, the H0T1 x Ho-
norm of the initial data. For each sy > 0, we then obtain a constant, say ai(sg), describing the
behaviour of the energy. Then 7., < ai(so) < nn1, and ai(sg) is a decreasing function of sg.
Nevertheless, we here focus on the two constants 7., and 7).

Our main goal in these notes is to calculate ny, for large classes of equations. However, we are
also interested in obtaining asymptotic information.

Asymptotics. In order to give an idea of the type of asymptotic information we would like to
derive, let us first give two very simple examples.

The contracting direction of polarised T?-Gowdy. Consider the equation (LI3) with the time
reversed; i.e., the equation
Py — e *'Pyg = 0. (1.23)

Then the asymptotics in the direction ¢t — oo correspond to the behaviour close to the big bang
singularity of polarised T3-Gowdy symmetric solutions to Einstein’s vacuum equations. Given a
smooth solution P to (L23), there are v, € C*°(S!,R) such that

P(-,t)—vt—1, P(,t)—v (1.24)

both decay exponentially in any C*-norm as t — oco. In fact, one can demonstrate that there is a
homeomorphism (in the C*°-topology) between initial data to (L23) and asymptotic data (given
by v and 1 as described above). For a justification of these statements, the reader is referred to
Example below.

The expanding direction of polarised T3-Gowdy. Returning to (LI3), it is clear that the asymp-
totics as t — oo are quite different from those in the opposite time direction. However, changing
time coordinate to T = e', (ILI3) becomes

1
PTT+;PT_P99:O (125)

on S! x (0,00). Given a solution P to this equation, there are two constants, say a and b, and a
solution v to the flat space wave equation with zero mean value over the circle, such that

P(,7)—alnt—b—7"2u(,7), P(,7)—ar =72 (. 7)

decay to zero as 73/2 with respect to any C*-norm. In this case, a, b and v thus constitute
the asymptotic data. In fact, in this case there is also a homeomorphism (in the C*°-topology)
between initial data to (L28) and the asymptotic data (given by a, b and v as described above,
where v is topologised by its initial data). For a justification of these statements, the reader is
referred to Example below.

The equations ([LI3]) and ([23]) are two very simple examples of systems of the form (L2). How-
ever, it is of interest to derive analogous asymptotic information, given a solution to (L2). More-
over, we would like to demonstrate that the map from initial data to asymptotic data is continuous
with respect to a suitable topology. Finally, it is of interest to prescribe asymptotic data, and to
demonstrate that the map from asymptotic data to initial data is continuous with respect to, say,
the C*°-topology. These are our goals as far as the asymptotics are concerned.

1.5 Outline of the introductory part

The outline of the remainder of Part[[lis the following.

On the notion of balance. Considering (L2), it is clear that it is determined by the metric g; the
coefficients «, ¢ and X7; and the right hand side f. In Section above, we introduce conditions
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on the metric g. Even though most of the results in these notes require stronger assumptions,
these conditions give a good idea of the class of metrics we have in mind. However, at this stage it
is unclear what to assume concerning o, ¢ and the X*. In Chapter Bl we therefore describe some
of the pathologies that can arise if the assumptions concerning these functions are too weak. It is
natural to start by focusing on o and ¢. Consider (L2)) with ¢°° = —1 and f = 0; cf. Remark[[.19
The spatially homogeneous solutions to this equation satisfy

ugs + a(t)uy + (t)u = 0. (1.26)

If we allow, e.g., ||a|| or ||¢|| to grow exponentially, there are corresponding equations whose
solutions grow super exponentially (i.e. as explaexp(bt)] for some a,b > 0); cf. Section 211
There are analogous results if ||a|| or ||{|| grow, say, polynomially. Since we here think of the
Lorentz manifolds and time coordinates of interest as arising from an application of Lemma [[.14]
we think of the volume of the time slices in the original manifold as equalling V (¢) = V (t)e! '
(assuming the original Lorentz manifold to be future expanding). From this perspective, the
natural length scale is proportional to e*/?, where D is the dimension of M. For this reason, we
here consider growth faster than exponential as pathological. As a consequence, we are mainly
interested in equations of the form ([2]) with a metric satisfying the assumptions of Definition [[T§]
and matrices a and ¢ whose norms are bounded to the future. There are similar arguments in the
case of Lorentz manifolds with big crunch asymptotics.

Concerning the X?, it turns out to be natural to focus on Y () := X*(t)/[¢*(t)]*/? (no summation).
If there is a 8 > 0 such that e~ #'Y*(¢) converges to a matrix with an eigenvalue with non-zero real
part, then the results of Chapter 2] demonstrate that the energies of solutions to (2) typically
grow super exponentially (additional technical assumptions are needed in order to obtain this
conclusion, but we refer the reader to Chapter Bl for the details). In Section 2.2 we state such
results for homogeneous equations of the type (L2) with d = 1 and R = 0. The solutions with
super exponential growth that we construct are smooth. However, if g'! decays exponentially, we
are not able to prove super exponential growth of solutions corresponding to real analytic initial
data. In order to determine where the construction breaks down, it is of interest to consider
regularity classes which are intermediate between smoothness and real analyticity. In Section 23]
we therefore determine to which Gevrey classes the initial data of the constructed solutions belong.

Even though the examples exhibiting super exponential growth are of interest, we would also like
to know if they correspond to a generic set of initial data. We turn to this topic in Section [2.4]
where we consider equations of the form (2] for general d and R, and with an f which is not
necessarily zero. We state two genericity results. First, there is a subset of the set of smooth
initial data which is generic in the sense of Baire, such that the corresponding solutions exhibit
super exponential growth; c¢f. Proposition2.18 Second, the set of initial data which do not lead to
solutions with super exponential growth has infinite co-dimension; cf. Proposition 221l Finally,
in Section we explain the main ideas behind the proof of the results.

A geometric perspective. On the basis of the observations made in Chapter 2l we are in a
position to formulate conditions that exclude pathological behaviour (such as super exponential
growth). This is the subject of Chapter Bl It turns out that the conditions quite naturally take a
geometric form. To begin with, we assume that the metric satisfies the conditions of Definition .18
Turning to the shift vector field, we already know that g;;x*x’ < 1. However, it is convenient
to impose conditions of the type g;;x'x’ < a for some a € [0,1) and all ¢ > 0; this ensures that
—goo is uniformly bounded away from zero to the future. In specific results, we impose additional
smallness conditions. Concerning the lower order terms, we assume |« and ||¢|| to be bounded
to the future (though there are some exceptions to this; cf. Subsection below). Turning to
the X, it is natural to think of X = X0; as a matrix of vector fields on M. For a fixed ¢, it can
also be thought of as a matrix of vector fields on T¢. It is of interest to consider the norm of X
with respect to the metric induced on T¢ x {p} x {t} (considered as a metric on T%). Tt turns out
that some of the pathologies described in Chapter 2 can be eliminated by assuming the norms of
the components of X to be bounded to the future with respect to this metric.
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In practice, we also need to impose conditions on the derivatives of the second fundamental form,
X etc. One natural way of doing so is to demand that the Lie derivatives of these objects with
respect to U (up to a certain order) are bounded to the future; recall that U is defined by (L8]).
We introduce the relevant terminology in Definitions Bl 3.4 B.7 and B.8 In Section [3.4] we then
state conditions ensuring that the energy of solutions to the homogeneous equation cannot grow
faster than exponentially; cf. [B3). Finally, in Section B we formulate the results of Chapter
geometrically.

Silent equations. In Chapter 4 we turn to silent equations. The main condition concerning the
metric in this case is that the second fundamental form has a strictly positive lower bound. This
means that the metric is expanding exponentially in all directions; cf. Subsection [[L3.2] above. We
also assume the shift vector field to be small. Given that these conditions are satisfied and that
the norm of X is future bounded, the coefficients of the spatial derivatives of u appearing in (L2])
decay exponentially. It is therefore natural to compare solutions to (L2]) with solutions to the
equation obtained from (2] by dropping all the terms involving spatial derivatives. Additionally
assuming « and ¢ to converge to constant matrices as and (. respectively, we obtain a “limit
equation” which is a constant coefficient ODE for each spatial point. The first result of Chapter @
states that the basic energy exhibits the same growth/decay as the basic energy for solutions to
the limit equation; cf. (&6]). In particular, the growth/decay is determined by the coefficients of
the limit equation (i.e. by aw and () and the right hand side. Next, Proposition [.11] yields the
leading order asymptotics of solutions, as well as the conclusion that these asymptotics coincide
with those of solutions to the limit equation. Moreover, according to Proposition[£.10], it is possible
to specify the leading order asymptotics. Returning to the questions stated in Section [[L4] we can
compute 7, derive asymptotics and specify asymptotics. However, the results stated in Chapter @
only yield a lower bound on 7.

Transparent equations. As a next step, it is of interest to consider equations such that the
second fundamental form of the associated metric is non-negative, but converges to zero in some
direction(s). This is the main assumption concerning the metric in the definition of transparent
equations, the subject of Chapter Bl In this situation, the spatial variables are naturally divided
into “silent” and “transparent” variables. This division is formalised in Subsection Addi-
tionally, we assume the shift vector field to be small; X to be future bounded; the components of
X corresponding to the transparent variables to converge; and a and { to converge. Under these
assumptions, it is possible to associate a limit equation with (L2]). The limit equation is a constant
coeflicient system of linear wave equations in the transparent variables and the time variable for
each silent variable. Similarly to the silent setting, the leading order asymptotics coincide with
those of the limit equation; cf. Proposition B. 11l We are also in a position to specify the leading
order asymptotics; cf. Proposition (.14

Equations with a dominant noisy spatial direction. Finally, it is of interest to consider
metrics such that the second fundamental form is negative definite in some directions. In the
end, we consider, roughly speaking, the following situation: we assume that there is one direction
(corresponding to one S'-factor in T¢ or one of the M,) such that k behaves as —f3,g in that
direction asymptotically, where 3, > 0; and that k > (—f3, + 7,)g in the remaining directions,
where 7, > 0. In this sense, there is one “dominant noisy spatial direction”. In this setting,
the spatial variables can be divided into “noisy” variables and “subdominant” variables. Adding
appropriate convergence and boundedness conditions, we again obtain a limit equation. However,
as opposed to the previous cases, it is not a constant coefficient equation. In order to obtain
conclusions, we need to limit our attention to the modes of the equation that correspond to non-
trivial dependence on the noisy variables. It turns out that, for a fixed such mode, the dominant
behaviour is oscillatory, and the frequency of the oscillations grows exponentially. However, it
turns out to be possible to average over the oscillations, and this yields a well-defined overall
growth/decay of solutions. We state the corresponding energy estimate in Proposition

In order to describe the asymptotics, we need to separate the oscillatory part from the overall
growth/decay. To this end, it is of interest to first focus on solutions to the scalar homogeneous
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equation obtained from (L2) by setting all the lower order terms (i.e., the ones involving «, ¢ and
X*) as well as the right hand side f to zero. The resulting equation is given by (6.6]) below. For
([6.6), we are able not only to derive detailed asymptotics, but in fact to demonstrate that there is
a homeomorphism (with respect to the C*°-topology) between initial data and asymptotic data.
The relevant result is stated as Proposition 6. 10l Given these models for the oscillatory behaviour,
we derive the leading order asymptotics in Proposition[6.18 The asymptotic form of the solution
is given by a sum of terms of the form e4*u,,, where A is a constant matrix and wu, is a vector
valued solution to (6.6]). Similarly to silent and transparent equations, it is also possible to specify
the leading order asymptotics. The relevant result is stated as Proposition Combining
the results of Chapter [6] we are in a position to derive and to specify asymptotics. Moreover,
restricting to the parts of the solutions corresponding to modes with non-trivial dependence on
the noisy variables, we can calculate an analogue of the 7, introduced in Definition [[.23] However,
we only obtain a lower bound on 7.

Energy estimates in the asymptotically diagonal setting. In spite of the detailed asymp-
totic information obtained in Chapters dHGl the corresponding results only yield a lower bound on
7a1. In order to be able to calculate 7,1, we need to make stronger assumptions. In Chapter[7, we as-
sume, roughly speaking, that the metric becomes diagonal asymptotically; i.e., that the S'-factors
in T become orthogonal asymptotically (the M,-factors are already orthogonal to everything else
by construction). Moreover, we assume that the second fundamental form is convergent and that
the shift vector field converges to zero. As a consequence, the metric asymptotically takes the
form (CI8). Turning to the lower order terms, we assume that o, ¢ and X7/(g?7)/? converge to
(oo, (oo and X7 respectively. Finally, we assume the metric to be non-degenerate in the sense
that the (3, appearing in (LI8)) are distinct. Under these circumstances we are able to calculate
nn1; cf. Theorem [Z21] Tt is of interest to note that 7, depends on aue, (s, the (. and the X7_.

Improved asymptotic estimates in the silent setting. In Chapter 4l we derive asymptotics,
given a solution. Moreover, for given leading order asymptotics, we construct a corresponding
solution. Due to the results stated in Chapter Bl we know that the map from initial data to
asymptotic data is continuous with respect to the C'*°-topology. In fact, there is an 0 < sy € R
such that the H*-norm of the asymptotic data is bounded by the H*%$0 norm of the initial data.
On the other hand, the results stated in Chapter M do not allow us to determine sg in terms of
the coefficients of the equation. Imposing conditions similar to those of Chapter [{, we obtain a
specific value for sg; cf. Proposition Rl In Proposition B9, we state similar results concerning
the map from asymptotic data to initial data. It is of interest to note that the map from initial
data to asymptotic data in some situations improves the regularity. In other words, there are cases
for which the H*-norm of the asymptotic data is bounded by the H*t$0-norm of the initial data,
where s < 0.
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Chapter 2

On the notion of balance

2.1 Introduction

Consider (I2)). The coeflicients of this equation can naturally be divided into two groups: those
of the highest order derivatives and those of the lower order derivatives. The coefficients of
the highest order derivatives correspond to the Lorentz metric (L8). Even though we impose
additional conditions in particular situations, we have already formulated the basic assumptions
concerning this metric in Section[[.3l In particular, we, from now on, assume the Lorentz manifold
corresponding to (L2) to satisfy Definition Turning to a and ¢, we can already develop
a feeling for what types of assumptions are reasonable by considering spatially homogeneous
solutions. Let us, to this end, consider (L20]). Assume that there are constants Cey,7, eu > 0
and matrices oo, (oo € M,,(C) such that

lyle™ a(t) — acoll + 727 ¢(t) = (ol < Cowe™ ™!

for all ¢ > 0. Assume, moreover, that one of i, (s is non-zero. Define

(0 Id
A= (0 1) 1)

and let k1 be the largest real part of an eigenvalue of Ao,. Then solutions to ([.26) behave as
exp[r1€7t] as t — oo; cf. Lemma [[6.4 below for a precise statement. If k1 > 0, then solutions grow
super exponentially. If k1 < 0, then solutions decay super exponentially (meaning that they grow
super exponentially to the past). We consider both cases to be pathological. The reason for this
is that we think of the Lorentz manifolds of interest as arising from an application of Lemma [[.14]
Such Lorentz manifolds have the property that the volume of the hypersurfaces M; with respect
to the original metric is proportional to e** (in the case of big crunch asymptotics, we obtain
an exponentially decreasing volume). As a consequence, the natural length scale is eFt/D where
D := dim M. From this point of view, exponential growth/decay is natural, but super exponential
growth/decay is not. In case the eigenvalues of A, are purely imaginary, Lemma [[6.4] does not
yield any conclusions. On the other hand, k1 = 0 is a sensitive borderline case, which we choose
not to consider further (with one exception; cf. Subsection below). For these reasons, we
wish to avoid a and ¢ growing exponentially. Another option would be to consider the case that
a and ¢ grow polynomially. However, this typically yields faster than exponential growth/decay.
Due to these observations, we assume ||a|| and ||¢]| to be future bounded in most of the results of
these notes.

Imposing conditions on the matrix X of vector fields. Except for the X/’s, we have
developed a rough feeling for what conditions to impose on the coefficients of (L2). The main
purpose of the present chapter is to illustrate some of the pathologies that arise if we do not impose

19
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appropriate bounds on X. Before turning to a formal statement of the results, let us consider
u — e Hugg + e tug+up +u=0 (2.2)

on S' x R. One naive way of approaching this equation is to say that the factors in front of
the spatial derivatives are exponentially decaying. It should thus be possible to ignore the corre-
sponding terms, and the behaviour should be dominated by the ODE part of the equation. Since
the solutions to the corresponding ODE decay exponentially, solutions should in general decay
exponentially. Another perspective would be to separate the equation ([22]) and to consider the
Fourier coefficients. We discuss Fourier decompositions in Section below (and we use the
notation introduced in Section without further comment in what follows). However, in the
particular case of (2.2)), we obtain

P4 24 (nPe M fine ™t + 1)z =0, (2.3)

where z denotes the n’th Fourier coefficient of u. We thus expect z to decay exponentially (just as
in the case of the equation obtained by dropping the spatial derivatives). For each fixed Fourier
coefficient, this is indeed what happens; Lemma [0.14 below implies that z decays as e ~*/2. On the
other hand, the constant C' appearing in the estimate |z(n, )| < Ce~*/? depends on n, indicating
that there might be a problem when considering, e.g., smooth solutions to ([Z2)). Yet another
perspective is to study energies. In analogy with the basic energy introduced in (LI9)), consider

Bu(®)i= 5 [ 10,0 + ¢ uo 0,00 + a6, ).

A crude energy estimate yields the conclusion that Ey(t) < e'Ey(t), indicating that the growth
might be as bad as exp(e?); i.e., super exponential. The different perspectives clearly yield very
different conclusions. It is therefore of interest to ask: do solutions decay exponentially or grow
super exponentially? Below we demonstrate that for generic smooth solutions to ([2.2)), the crude
energy estimate E,(t) < Cexp(e!) is essentially optimal; cf. Example and Section 2.4] below.
In this particular case, the argument that the spatial derivatives in (22 can be dropped since
they are multiplied by exponentially decaying factors is not justified. Later on, we introduce the
notion of balance, and it will become clear that the super exponential growth of solutions to ([2.2])
is related to the fact that ([2.2]) is not balanced.

In the present chapter, the conditions appearing in the results are largely non-geometric in nature.
The reason for this is that we, in the next chapter, use the results obtained here to motivate the
importance of a geometric perspective. However, in Section below, we provide geometric
reformulations of the results of the present chapter.

2.2 Unbalanced equations, first examples of super exponen-
tial growth

To begin with, we state a result concerning equations of the form (L2) with d = 1, R = 0 and
f =0. In order to be able to state the assumptions in a concise way, it is convenient to introduce
the notation

Xt 014
W, S(t) = W. (2.4)

It is possible to take a geometric perspective on these objects (and we encourage the reader to do
s0). However, in the present chapter, we take an analytic perspective, and only in the next chapter
do we interpret the conclusions geometrically. Given the notation (Z4]), the main assumptions are
the following.

(t) := In([g" (H)]*/?), Y'(t):=
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Assumption 2.1. Consider (I2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M,g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that d = 1 and that R = 0.
Let I, Y! and ¢ be defined by (2.4]). Assume that there are real numbers B, < 0; b, Csp, Cx, Code >
0; BX > 07 and ﬂodc such that BX > ﬂodcv

()] + li(t)] < b (2.5)
for all £ > 0, and
[S(8)] + [$(8)] <Cane®, (2.6)
VI + [V ()] <CxelXT,
&) + lla®)ll + ISOIN? + 1CE)1M? <Cogee! (2.8)

for all ¢ > 0.

Remark 2.2. The assumption concerning [ guarantees that g'! cannot grow (or decay) faster than
exponentially. Combining this observation with (Z8)—-(28)) yields the conclusion that none of the
coefficients of the equation grows faster than exponentially. On the other hand, the assumptions
still allow both exponential growth and exponential decay of the coeflicients.

Assumption 2 Tlonly involves bounds, and as a consequence there are classes of equations, satisfying
the assumptions, whose solutions do not exhibit super exponential growth. In order to proceed,
we therefore make the following additional assumption.

Assumption 2.3. Consider (L2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M,g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that d = 1 and that R = 0.
Let Y! be defined by ([24) and Assumption 21 be fulfilled. Assume that there is a Y1 € M,,(C)
and constants nx > 0 and Kx > 0 such that

e Xty L(t) — Yi| < Kxe ! (2.9)

for all t > 0, where Bx > 0 is the constant appearing in the statement of Assumption 2.1l Finally,
assume Y. to have an eigenvalue with a non-zero real part.

Remark 2.4. If Bx > 0, this assumption ensures that Y grows exponentially. On the other
hand, it does not imply that X! grows. In fact, X' could decay exponentially.

Given that these assumptions hold, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 2.5. Consider (I.Z). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M,g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that d = 1; that R = 0; and
that f = 0. Given that Assumptions[2.1] and [2.3 hold with Bx > 0, let k be the largest absolute
value of a real part of an eigenvalue of Y. /2 (by assumption, k > 0). Let € > 0. Then there is a
sequence of smooth C™-valued solutions vy to (LA), 1 <1 € Z, and for each |l > 1, there is a time
sequence t ), — oo (as k — 00) such that for each s € R,

T (o 0) ey + 107 (- 0) ) = 0. (2.10)
Moreover,
Chom[v](f1,6) > exp [28x k(1 — e)e*ir] (2.11)
where Epom|u] is defined by (LZ1); i.e., in the present setting,
1
Chom[u](t) := 5 /Slﬂut(ﬂwﬁﬂ2 + g1 (O s (x, 1) ") da. (2.12)

Remarks 2.6. Here || - ||(5) denotes the norm introduced in ([24.I0). The combination of the
estimates (ZI0) and (ZTI) demonstrates that the solution v = 0 to (L2)) is future unstable.
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Remark 2.7. The statement is a consequence of Lemma [[6.27 cf. Remark [16.29

Remark 2.8. It is of interest to compare the lower bound given by (2.11]) with the upper bound
obtained by standard energy estimates. Due to Lemma [[6.42 given a solution u to an equation
satisfying the assumptions of the proposition, there is an upper bound on the associated energy
of the form C.exp[Bx'[|YL (1 + €)ex!]. When ||[Y.L| = 2« (e.g., when Y is Hermitian), the
estimate (ZTIT)) is thus essentially optimal.

Let us apply this result to (2.2).

Example 2.9. Consider (2Z2]). This equation is such that d = 1, R = 0 and f = 0. Moreover,
gtt(t) = e, g% (t) = 0, a(t) = 1, ¢(t) = 1 and X'(t) = e~!. In particular, the relations
[(t) = —2t, Y(t) = €' and ¢(t) = 0 thus hold. As a consequence, Assumption 2] holds with
Bh = =1, =2 nge =1, Cp, =1, Cx = 2, Coge = 2, Bx = 1 and Boqe = 0. Moreover,
Assumption 23] holds with Y. =1, nx = 1 and Kx = 1; clearly Y. /2 has an eigenvalue with
non-zero real part and k = 1/2. Thus the conclusions of Proposition[ZHl hold, so that, given € > 0,
there is a sequence of smooth solutions v; to (2.2]) and time sequences {t;;} such that ¢, — oo
as k — oo and ([2I0) and (ZII)) hold. In our setting, the estimate (211]) reads

Chom[vi] (f1k) = exp [(1 — €)e+].

This indicates that the crude energy estimate mentioned in connection with ([2.2)) is essentially
optimal.

The equation in Example is rather simple in that the coefficients of (Z2]) are either constants
or constants times exponential factors. However, similar conclusions hold for, e.g.,

g — e Mgy + e "tug 4 sin(e'/?)uy + et/? cos(e!/?)u = 0. (2.13)

Here one might naively expect the factors sin(e/?) and e'/? cos(e*/?) to influence the behaviour
(due to their growth and the growth of their derivatives). However, as far as the argument is
concerned, the corresponding terms in (2.13) are effectively error terms. It is also of interest to
consider, e.g.,

g — e Mugp + e tug + e ?uy + etu = 0. (2.14)

In the case of (ZI4), initial data with finite frequency content yield solutions with super exponential
decay (in fact, such solutions roughly behave as exp(—e*/?); cf. Section [6.2). However, generic
smooth solutions exhibit super exponential growth; cf. Section 2.4l below.

Recalling the discussion of the Fourier coefficients of solutions to (22)), it is clear that solutions
to (Z2) with finite frequency content decay exponentially. In particular, there is thus a dense set
of initial data such that the corresponding solutions exhibit exponential decay. It is of interest to
isolate where the transition between exponential decay and super exponential growth takes place.
To this end, it is useful to introduce function spaces interpolating between initial data with finite
frequency content and smooth initial data, and to analyse where super exponential growth sets
in. In the end, we are not able to demonstrate super exponential growth for solutions with real
analytic initial data (at least not for equations such that the coefficients of the spatial derivatives
decay exponentially), so that it is sufficient to consider a class of function spaces interpolating
between real analyticity and smoothness. This leads us to study Gevrey classes.

2.3 Gevrey classes

Let us begin by defining the Gevrey classes in the context of interest here.
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Definition 2.10. A real valued function f defined on T¢ is said to be a Gevrey function of order
0 < s €Rif f € C°(T?¢ R) and there are constants R > 0 and C' > 0 such that

sup |8% f(x)| < RC1®l(al)® (2.15)

z€eTd

for all d-multiindices a. The class of Gevrey functions of order 0 < s € R on T is denoted G*(T%).

Remarks 2.11. Here we think of functions defined on T¢ as being defined on R¢ and being 27-
periodic in all of their variables. The definition can be generalised to functions with values in R™
or C™, and we use the notation G*(T¢,R™) and G*(T?, C™). Moreover, if f € G'(T?), then f is
real analytic. Finally, if f € G*(T?), where 0 < s < 1, then f is entire.

Remark 2.12. There is an alternate characterisation of the Gevrey classes; cf. Lemma [16.48
below. In fact, let f € C(T¢,C), 0 < s € R and a,,, n € Z%, be the complex Fourier coefficients
of f. Then f € G*(T¢,C) if and only if there are constants C; > 0, i = 1,2, such that

|lan| < Cyexp (—02|n|1/5) (2.16)
for all n € Z?. There is an analogous characterisation in case f takes its values in R™ or C™.

When considering solutions to ([2)) with R = 0, it is of interest to verify that Gevrey class
regularity is preserved. In that context, the following definition is useful.

Definition 2.13. Let I C R be an open interval, f € C(T¢ x I,C™) and 0 < s € R. Then f is
said to belong to ®foc7u(l , T4 C™) if, for every compact interval J C I, the following holds: there

are constants C; > 0 and Cy > 0 (depending on f and J) such that
(n.0)] < Crexp (~Cafn|)
for all n € Z% and t € J, where f(n,t) is the n’th (complex) Fourier coefficient of f(-,t).

Consider (2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical separable
cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that R = 0. If the coefficients are smooth,
[ €6l (R, T4, C™), and the initial data at t = ¢y belong to G*(T%, C™), then the corresponding
solution to (L2)) is smooth and such that u and u; have the same regularity as f; c¢f. Lemma [I6.511
Given the above terminology, the statement of Proposition can be improved to the following

result.

Proposition 2.14. Assume that the conditions of Proposition[2.3 are fulfilled. Assume, moreover,
that there are constants 1 € R and 0 < cm,1 € R such that

Cm11€2’61t < gll(t)

forallt > 0. If Bx — B1 > 0, then the sequence of functions v; constructed in Proposition [2. can
be assumed to be such that vy, Oyv; € &;X (I,St,C™) for all I, where

loc,u
sy = Bx — B
Bx
In case Bx — B1 < 0, one frequency can be chosen, say n, € Z, such that the sequence of functions

vy constructed in Proposition[2.3 has the property that if z;(n,t) denotes the n’th Fourier coefficient
of vi(+,t), then z(n,t) =0 for all t unless n = ng,.

(2.17)

Remark 2.15. The statement is an immediate consequence of Proposition [16.52
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Remark 2.16. Returning to Example 2.9 it is clear that 1 = —2 and Sx = 1. Thus sx = 3.

Remark 2.17. Consider
ug — €201 tugy + ePrHBx)ty, = 0.

If we want the coefficients of the spatial derivatives to decay exponentially, we have to have 5; < 0
and 1 + Bx < 0. If we also want to have super exponential growth, we have to have Sx > 0.
This means that 0 < Sx < —f1, so that sx > 2. In this setting, there is thus a limit on how close
we can get to the case of real analytic initial data. If, on the other hand, 0 < Sx < (31, then there
are initial data with finite frequency content such that the corresponding solutions exhibit super
exponential growth.

It would be of interest to determine if the value of sx appearing in ([2I7)) has any real significance
or is just an artefact of our argument. However, we do not pursue this topic in these notes.

2.4 Unbalanced equations, generic super exponential growth

In the previous sections, we demonstrate that there are solutions to equations of the form (2]
that exhibit super exponential growth. However, it is not clear if these solutions are very special,
or if they represent the typical behaviour. When addressing this question, it is of interest to return
to general equations of the form ([[2)). Let us first note that initial data ensuring super exponential
growth are generic in the Baire sense.

Proposition 2.18. Consider (I.2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M,g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that there is a j € {1,...,d}
such that

u — g7 (£)07u — 2¢% ()9, 05u + a(tyuy + X7 (£)05u + ((t)u = 0 (2.18)

(no summation on j) satisfies the conditions of Proposition [2.3; note that (218) is an equation
of the form (L2) with f = 0, d =1 and R = 0. Let € > 0. Then there is a set of smooth
C™-valued initial data to (I3), say A, with the following properties. First, A is the intersection
of a countable number of open and dense sets (with respect to the C* topology). Second, each
element of A corresponds to a C™-valued solution u to (I.2) such that there is a time sequence
{tr}, 1 < k € Z, with the properties that tp, — oo and

Chom U] (tr) > exp [2[3;{1/1(1 - e)eﬁxtk] (2.19)
for all 1 < k € Z, where Epom[u](t) is defined by (L21).

Remark 2.19. In the present proposition, we do not assume that f = 0, nor do we assume that
R =0 or that d = 1. Moreover, we take it to be understood that the equation (28] is obtained
from ([I2) by setting f to zero and dropping all terms involving spatial derivatives other than 9;.

Remark 2.20. The result is an immediate consequence of Proposition [[6.341

Even though this result is interesting, we would also like to know that the set of initial data that
do not yield solutions with super exponential growth has positive codimension. The next result
states that the codimension is in fact infinite.

Proposition 2.21. Consider (I.2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M,g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that there is a j € {1,...,d}
such that (Z18) (no summation on j) satisfies the conditions of Proposition[ZA. Let e > 0. Define
Be by the condition that £ € B, iff & constitutes smooth C™-valued initial data for (I.3) such that
if u is the solution corresponding to &, then there is a constant C. (depending on the solution)
such that

Chom[u](t) < Ceexp [28% k(1 — €)ePX7]
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for all t > 0, where Chom is defined by (LZ1). Define A, by the condition that & € Ac iff &
constitutes smooth C™-valued initial data for (I.Q) such that if u is the solution corresponding to
&, then there is a time sequence 0 <t — oo such that

Chom[U](tr) > exp [285 k(1 — €/2)ePX"] (2.20)

for all k. Then A. and B, are disjoint. Moreover, there is an infinite dimensional (linear) subspace
P. of the vector space of smooth C™ -valued initial data for (I.2) such that if £ € Be and &per € P,
then & + &per € Ac unless Eper = 0.

Remarks 2.22. The statement of the proposition can be interpreted as saying that B, has infinite
codimension in the set of smooth initial data for (I2). On the other hand, there are examples of
equations such that Be, even though it has infinite codimension, is dense in the set of initial data;
this is a consequence of the current proposition and the results of Section [I6.11} In fact, there are
examples of equations satisfying the conditions of Proposition 2.2I] such that all solutions with
finite frequency content decay super exponentially. Having one dense set of initial data yielding
super exponential growth and one dense set of initial data yielding super exponential decay may
seem to be counter intuitive. However, it should be pointed out that the super exponential growth
can be detected by only considering solutions with finite frequency content (even when solutions
with finite frequency content exhibit super exponential decay); cf. Subsection

Remark 2.23. By the vector space of smooth C™-valued initial data for (C2), we here mean the
space C°(M,C™) x C*°(M,C™), where M is defined by (3.

Remark 2.24. The statement is an immediate consequence of Proposition [16.37]

To conclude: solutions to equations satisfying the conditions of Propositions and 227] typ-
ically exhibit super exponential growth. Returning to the conditions, it is thus clear that when
X7(t)/[g%7 (t)]*/? exhibits definite exponential growth, the behaviour of solutions to (2] might
be pathological. The next step of our analysis is to introduce the notion of a balanced equation,
the purpose being to exclude this pathological behaviour.

2.5 A rough idea of the argument in a model case

In order to obtain a complete proof of the statements of this chapter, it is sufficient to read
Parts [IIl and V] of these notes. However, the material in Part [II] covers much more general
situations than are needed to obtain the results of the present chapter. Moreover, the level of
abstraction is sufficiently high that extracting the essential idea of the argument from the formal
proof is non-trivial. For that reason, it is of interest to develop some intuition by considering a
model case. That is the purpose of the present section.

A model case. Let us return to (23], the equation for the Fourier coefficients of (22). In the
coefficients of this equation, there are terms of three different sizes: 1, |n|e~! and n?e~*. For
|n| > 2, the third term dominates initially. Denote the subinterval of [0, 00) during which n?e=%
is largest by Iy; it is of the form I := [0, ts,]. Considering the intervals on which the other terms
dominate is also of interest, but in order to demonstrate generic super exponential growth, it is
sufficient to focus on I;. The equation (23] can be written w = Aw, where

. (n,t)z(n,t) . -2 g(n,t)
w(n,t).—(g Y ) ) A(n,t)._<_g(n7t)_l_net R )

[nl — Tnf

and g(n,t) = |nJe”2!. The dominant behaviour of solutions in I; is oscillatory with a period

roughly given by T = 27/g(n,t).

Approximating the oscillations. Since the dominant behaviour is oscillatory, it is natural to
divide the analysis of the evolution into two steps. First we consider one period of the oscillations;
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the corresponding analysis yields a matrix describing the evolution over the period. Then we draw
conclusions concerning the evolution over longer periods of time by multiplying together these
matrices. Assuming the oscillations to be sufficiently rapid, the evolution within one period can
be approximated by freezing the coefficients of the equation. Freezing the coefficients of A at
t = to, the change in the solution from ¢y to tg + To, where Ty := 27/g(n, tg), roughly speaking
corresponds to multiplication by exp[A(n,tg)Tp]. The matrix A(n,ty)Ty, in its turn, is roughly
speaking given by 27 By, where
0 1
Bo = ( —1—ir 0 )

and r :=n . There are various ways of calculating exp(27Bp). In Section [[3.2] we study
the matrix exponentials of a general class of matrices that is of interest when approximating
oscillations by freezing coefficients. Using these calculations, in particular Lemma [I3.3] yields

0 0
exp[27m By| ~ Idy +7T( L Zg ) A exp |:7T< i Zg >:| .

The eigenvalues of the matrix inside the exponential on the right hand side are given by +zr. In
particular, the largest eigenvalue is given by

716375[)

1
7lr| = wn| L3t = §et°T0.

It is thus natural to expect the growth of the solution from to to to + To to be exp(etoTy/2).
Here Ty should be thought of as a small increment in ¢, so that summing e’Ty + el'Ty + ...
(where t1 := to + Ty, Th := 27/g(n, t1) etc.) should roughly speaking yield the integral of e!. The
change in absolute value of the solution from 0 to ¢ should thus, roughly speaking, correspond
to multiplication by exp(e!/2). This expectation should be compared with the conclusions of
Example

Gevrey classes. The above line of reasoning only concerns one mode. Sooner or later, both |n|e™*
and n2e~* are less than or equal to one. At that point, the ODE behaviour takes over and yields
exponential decay of the Fourier coefficient. However, by combining infinitely many modes, we
obtain super exponential growth of smooth solutions. The constructed solutions have the property
that the frequency of the dominant Fourier coefficient becomes larger as the time increases. On
the other hand, in order to obtain super exponential growth, the size of the Fourier coefficients of
the initial data must not decay too fast with |n|; otherwise the growth in the intervals of the type
I; described above is not sufficient to ensure overall growth. This is why we only obtain super
exponential growth for the Gevrey indices indicated in Remark

Making the argument rigorous. The above discussion provides the intuition behind the proof
that there are solutions that grow super exponentially. However, turning the ideas into a rigorous
argument requires an effort. The purpose of Part [[IIl of these notes is to calculate the evolution
over one period to leading order, and to provide an estimate for the error. To this end, we carry out
several changes of variables that serve the purpose of isolating the essential behaviour. Moreover,
we calculate the leading order terms in the relevant matrix exponentials (and estimate the errors);
we estimate the variation of flows associated with the coefficients of (I.2]) during one period etc.
Once this has been done, we are interested in multiplying together the corresponding matrices in
order to derive conclusions concerning the overall behaviour. As |n| grows, so does the number
of factors. Proving that we can control the error of the product, even though there is no bound
on the number of factors, is non-trivial. Moreover, in the present setting, we are interested in
deriving a lower bound on the size of Fourier coefficients corresponding to appropriately chosen
initial data. The necessary arguments are presented in Sections



Chapter 3

A geometric perspective

3.1 Introduction

Before considering the general case, let us return to (22)), our basic example of an equation with
solutions exhibiting super exponential growth. What is the cause of this growth? Considering the
assumptions required in order for Proposition 2] to apply, in particular ([Z.9)), it is clear that it is
related to the fact that Y'! grows exponentially. In order to obtain a more geometric perspective
on the meaning of this object, note that the natural Lorentz metric associated with the equation
22) is given by

g=—dt®dt+e*df ® db, (3.1)

and defined on S! x R. Moreover, for each t € R, g induces a metric on S!:
G:=e'do @ db.

Turning to the lower order terms, e *uy can be interpreted as Xu, where X is the vector field
X = e t0y. Thus, even though the coefficient of uy appearing in (22)) decays exponentially, it is
clear that the norm of X with respect to g does not. In fact, g(X, X) = e*. When viewed from
a more geometric perspective, it is thus clear that X’ is not small. Given the metric 1), it is
natural to introduce an orthonormal frame {eg, €1}, where ey = 9; and e; = e=2!9p. With respect
to this frame, X = efey; ie., X = Yle;.

3.2 Conditions on the metric

Let us now return to the general case. Consider (LZ). Assume the associated metric to be such
that (M,g) is a canonical separable cosmological model manifold (recall that this implies that
g" = —1; cf. Remark [[T9). Then

g=—dt®dt+ g;;(x'dt +dz") @ (x/dt + da?) + Zleaﬁgr. (3.2)
Note that ([32) induces a family of metrics on M, given by
g = gldel X diZ?J —+ Zleaggr,

where we normally do not explicitly state the dependence on t. The metric g also induces a family
of metrics on T%: - _ _

I’L = gldel ® diZ?J.
Again, we normally omit explicit reference to the dependence on ¢t. Next we wish to impose
restrictions on the metric (3.2]). When studying Einstein’s equations, there is a freedom in choosing

27
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the gauge. For this reason there is some freedom in imposing conditions on the metric coefficients.
In particular, the lapse function and the shift vector field, c¢f. Remark [[L5] are related to a choice
of foliation of the spacetime. In the case of the metric g defined by ([B.2), the lapse function equals
1 and the shift vector field is given by x. Even though one typically has a freedom of imposing
conditions on the shift vector field, setting it to zero is sometimes problematic. That is the reason
why we include it here. On the other hand, it is rarely useful to have a shift vector field with
a large norm. Moreover, it is often convenient if the foliation is such that 0; is an approximate
normal to the constant ¢ hypersurfaces. Considering ([3.2), the future directed unit normal to M;
is

U:=0,—x'0;. (3.3)

To begin with, we therefore impose the following conditions.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. If there is an
0 < nsh,0 < 1 such that

9(04,0¢) < =m0 (3.4)

for all ¢t > 0, then 0, is said to be future uniformly timelike. If, in addition, thereisa 1 <k € Z
and an 0 < 7sh,% € R such that

Sl xls < nenr (3.5)
for all ¢ > 0, then the shift vector field of (3.2)) is said to be C*-future bounded.

Remarks 3.2. The estimate ([3.4) is equivalent to gijx"x’ < 1—173, , (note that if gix'x? > 1,
then 9; is no longer timelike). Moreover, Lyyx denotes the Lie derivative of x with respect to U.

Remarks 3.3. Since Ly, x = Ly x, we could replace Ly x with Lg, x in (B5). Note also that since
Lux = X'0;, we sometimes use the notation ¥ := Ly . Finally,

_ 1/2
ILuxlg = [9(Lux. Lux)] ",

where it is understood that L%,y and g are both evaluated at the same time ¢.

Turning to the conditions on g;; and a,, it is convenient to express them in terms of the second
fundamental form of the hypersurfaces My; cf. (LI). The second fundamental form is given by

k(Zl, Zg) = g(le U, Zg),

where V is the Levi-Civita connection associated with the Lorentz manifold (M, g), U is given by
B3) and Z;, i = 1,2, are vector fields tangent to M. It can be computed that

I;J:

N =

d R .
, . a
E (%gijd;pl ®dx? + E 1 a—:a?ﬂgh
r=

7,7=1
i ar\
T T 2
ar + <_) a/rgrl
ar ar

Again, Lyk = Eajﬂ, so that in the conditions stated below, we could replace Lk with Eajﬂ. The
basic assumptions we make concerning k are the following

d R
] ) ; ,
Luyk :5 E 615 gijd:v ® dx? + Til

4,5=1

Definition 3.4. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Let, moreover,
0 < k € Z. If there is a constant 0 < C} € R such that

ol Lhkly < Cr

for all t > 0, then the second fundamental form is said to be C*- future bounded.
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Remark 3.5. The notation |k|; is defined by

1Ky = (575 ackna) ",

where the lower case Latin indices from the beginning of the alphabet indicate coordinate com-
ponents on M and it is understood that both k and g are evaluated at the same time ¢. In
Section 25.5] we develop different perspectives on this norm.

Remark 3.6. The motivation for assuming k to be bounded is given in Section However, in
some of the arguments, it is not sufficient to only assume k to be bounded, we also need to impose
bounds on Lyk. This is the motivation for introducing the terminology of the definition. Note
also that the basic examples given in Subsection [[31] are such that the second fundamental form
is C*-future bounded for any k.

3.3 The lower order terms

So far, we introduced bounds on the metric components; cf. Definitions B.1] and B4l However,
considering (2, we also need to impose restrictions on the X7, o and ¢. Concerning the X7’s,
it is convenient to combine them and think of the result as a matrix of vector fields on M:

X = XI(t)9;. (3.6)

Due to the results of Chapter[2] it is clear that we need to impose bounds on X in order to exclude
pathological behaviour of solutions. When stating the relevant bounds, the following notation is

convenient:
1/2
, (3.7)

d — . .
15 = (Xee Xt hisil Xl 11X71))
where it is understood that both X and h are evaluated at the same time ¢ and & is the set of
elements of R? whose components are plus or minus one; note that & has 2¢ elements. We use
similar notation for other matrices of vector fields (in the span of the {0;}). The reader interested
in a motivation for the choice (1) of norm is referred to the proof of Lemma 2517 in particular

(25.62).

Definition 3.7. Consider (I.2)). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical
separable cosmological model manifold. Define X by [B.0]). If thereisa0 < k€ Zanda0 < Cy € R
such that

S oL X R < Cr (3.8)

for all t > 0, then X is said to be C*-future bounded.

Finally, let us turn to the matrix valued functions « and ¢ appearing in (L2). Due to the
results of Section [6.2] we know that if o and ¢ are allowed to grow exponentially, then spatially
homogeneous solutions to (IL2) (with f = 0) can exhibit super exponential growth or decay; cf.
also the discussion in Section[Z.Il We consider both of these types of behaviour to be pathological.
For these reasons, we typically impose the conditions that [|a(t)|, ||&(®)|], ||<(¢)]| and [|¢(2)]| are
bounded to the future.

3.4 A rough notion of balance

One basic notion of balance, prohibiting the occurrence of super exponential growth, is the fol-
lowing.
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Definition 3.8. Consider (I2)). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical
separable cosmological model manifold. Let 0 < k € Z. If 0; is future uniformly timelike; there is
a constant 0 < Cy € R such that

Siolldta®)] + 10K < C

for all t > 0 (i.e., a and ¢ are C*-future bounded); X is C*-future bounded; the shift vector field
of @2) is C**'-future bounded; and the second fundamental form is C*-future bounded, then
([T2) is said to be C**1-balanced.

Remark 3.9. The bounds on the metric components involve k4 1 derivatives, but the conditions
on the coefficients of the lower order terms in (L2) only involve k derivatives.

Given a C'-balanced equation, the basic energy cannot grow faster than exponentially (except
if the right hand side does). In fact, there is a constant 0 < 7. € R (depending only on the
constants appearing in the bounds of Definition B.8) such that

@1/2[ 1(t1) < < eMallti— to|@1/2[ [(t0) +

bas

/ ' enbal\tlft\”f(.’t”bdt (3.9)

to

for all 0 < tg,t; € R and all solutions u to (L2), where | f(-,t)||2 denotes the L?-norm of f(-,t).
This statement follows from Lemma [I0.I5} cf. Remark 016 In fact, estimates of the form (3.9
hold under slightly weaker conditions; cf. Remark Even though the estimate ([B.9) is of
interest, it only excludes pathological behaviour. We are also interested in deriving more detailed
information concerning the asymptotics of solutions and concerning the behaviour of the basic
energy; the constant 7, that results from an application of Lemma [[0.15] could very well be quite
far from the optimal value. In order to obtain more detailed conclusions, we need to make stronger
assumptions.

3.5 Geometric formulation of the results in the unbalanced
setting

At this stage, it is of interest to return to the unbalanced setting, and to express the conditions
geometrically.

Assumptions 3.10. Consider ([2)). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold; cf. Definition [[LI8 Assume, moreover, that
d =1, that R = 0 and that there is an 0 < 7gp,0 < 1 such that (34 holds. Assume that there are
constants Kqp, Kz, Kode, Kx > 0, Bsn < 0, Bode and Bx > 0 such that Bx — Bode > 0 and

IX()lg + [x(t)]g <K heﬁﬁht (3.10)

X()lg + [E()lz + [Lok(t)]s <K (3.11)
SN2+ IEONZ + @) + llé®)] < deeﬁ"“t, (3.12)
X ()] + X ()] <Kxe>! (3.13)

for all t > 0.

Let e; be the unit vector field which is a positive multiple of 9y, define Y! to be the matrix valued
function such that Y'e; = X and assume that there is a matrix y;o € M,,(C) and fjx,Lx > 0
such that

le™ XY (E) = V|l < Lxe™ ™! (3.14)

for all £ > 0. Assume, moreover, that y;o has an eigenvalue with a non-zero real part.



3.5. GEOMETRIC FORMULATION, UNBALANCED SETTING 31

Assume, finally, that there are 3; € R, j = 1,2, and a continuous function 0 < ¢ € L*([0,00)) such
that

(B2—e)g <k < (B1+¢)g (3.15)
for all ¢ > 0.

Remark 3.11. If Assumptions hold, then Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3 hold with Y1 = Y1 ; cf.
Lemma and Remark

Remark 3.12. The only quantities we require to converge are the components of e #x*X with
respect to the unit vector field e;. Moreover, the condition 8x — Bode > 0 implies that V' is larger
in size than ||a(t)|| and ||¢(2)/2.

Remark 3.13. One consequence of the assumptions is that there is a constant ¢; > 0 such that
cre 2t < gt (t) for all t > 0; this follows from Lemma 2521l

Proposition 3.14. Consider (I.2). Assume thatd =1, R =0 and f = 0. Given that Assump-
tions hold, let k > 0 be the largest absolute value of a real part of an eigenvalue of Y1 /2.
Let € > 0. Then there is a sequence of smooth C™-valued solutions v; to (L2), 1 <1 € Z, and for
each | > 1, there is a time sequence t — oo (as k — 00) such that for each s € R,

T (00l 1) + 91, 0) ) = 0. (3.16)
In addition,
Chom V1] (t1,1) > exp [2[3;(111(1 — e)eﬁxtl”‘] , (3.17)

where Cpom[u] is given by (Z13). Moreover, if Bx + B1 > 0, then the sequence of functions v can
be assumed to be such that v, Oyv; € &% (I,S',C™) for all I, where
sy = Bx + B
=g

In case Bx + 1 < 0, one frequency can be chosen, say ng € Z, such that the sequence of functions
vy has the property that if zi(n,t) denotes the n’th Fourier coefficient of vi(-,t), then z(n,t) =0
for all t unless n = n,.

(3.18)

Remark 3.15. If Y1 is Hermitian, ([3.I7) is essentially optimal. In fact, in that case there is,
given a solution u, a constant C. such that &pom([u](t) < Ccexp [Zﬁ)_(l/@(l + e)eﬁxt] for all t > 0;
cf. Remark 2.8

Remark 3.16. The constituents of the right hand side of (BI8]) have a natural interpretation.
The constant 3; represents the (average) maximal expansion of the spacetime, in the sense that it
corresponds to the upper bound in (B.I5). Moreover, Sx is the exponential rate of growth of the
norm of the vector field X (with respect to the induced metric on the constant-t hypersurfaces).
The statements concerning the regularity can be summarised as follows. If the average maximal
expansion is strictly positive (i.e., if 51 > 0), then sy > 1, and the initial data are not analytic.
If the average maximal expansion is zero (i.e., if 5 = 0), then sy = 1, and the initial data are
analytic. If the average maximal expansion is negative, but strictly greater than minus the growth
rate of X (i.e., if —Bx < 1 <0), then 0 < sx < 1, and the initial data are entire. If the average
maximal expansion is less than or equal to minus the growth rate of X' (i.e., if B < —p3 x ), then
the initial data have only one non-zero Fourier coefficient.

Proof. Due to the assumptions of the proposition, the conditions of Proposition are fulfilled.
Moreover, due to Remark B.13 the conditions of Proposition 2. 14 hold with 3; = —3;. Combining

the corresponding conclusions yields the statement of the proposition. O

Next, let us turn to the question of the generic behaviour.
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Proposition 3.17. Consider (I.2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M,g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that there is a j € {1,...,d}
such that

ue — g ()70 — 2g% (1)0:0ju + o(t)ue + X7 (1)05u + ((t)u = 0 (3.19)

(no summation on j) satisfies Assumptions[ZI0. Then the conclusions of Propositions 218 and
2221 hold.

Remark 3.18. The conclusions of Propositions .18 and 22Tl can roughly speaking be summarised
as saying that there is a Baire generic set of initial data corresponding to solutions exhibiting super
exponential growth; and that the initial data corresponding to solutions that do not exhibit super
exponential growth have infinite co-dimension.

Proof. The conditions of the proposition ensure that the assumptions required to appeal to Propo-
sitions [Z18 and 2.27] are satisfied. O

It is of interest to contrast this result with conclusions obtained concerning solutions with finite
frequency content. In particular, we here consider a situation in which the dominant coefficients
in (L2) are a and (. Recalling the notation introduced in Section P41 we have the following
result.

Proposition 3.19. Consider (I.2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M,g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that f = 0. Assume that
there is a v > 0; oo, (oo € My, (C), one of which is non-zero; an ney > 0; and a constant Cey > 0
such that

9% O+ 1" O + oy (O + | X @)]'? <Couel? ),
lle™ a(t) = yaco|l + le7*7¢(t) = 72¢oo|'/? <Cene ™"

forallt >0,4,0l=1,...,d, andr =1,...,R. Let Ay be defined by (21]) and k1 be the largest real
part of an eigenvalue of As. Consider a solution u to (IL2) such that if z is defined by (24.17),
then z(¢,+) = 0 for all but a finite number of 1 € In. Fizx ¢ > 0. Then there is a constant Cc > 0
such that

Chas[u](t) < Ceexp[2(k1 + €)€7"]Epas[u](0)

for allt > 0. Here €5 is defined by (L.19).

Remark 3.20. The constant C. only depends on Cq,; the set of ¢+ € Zp for which z(¢,-) does not
vanish; the spectrum of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g,) for r = 1,..., R; Ax; Neu; 7;
and e.

Remark 3.21. There are large classes of equations satisfying both the assumptions of Proposi-
tion B.I7 and the assumptions of Proposition B.19 with 1 < 0. For the corresponding equations,
solutions with finite frequency content decay to zero super exponentially. In other words, there is
a dense set of initial data such that the corresponding solutions exhibit super exponential decay.
However, generic solutions grow super exponentially.

Remark 3.22. Appealing to Lemma instead of to Lemma [I6.50 yields an analogous result
in the case that o and ¢ converge exponentially to elements of M,,,(C). In that case, assuming the
quantity corresponding to x; in Proposition to be negative, solutions with finite frequency
content decay exponentially.

Proof. The conclusion is an immediate consequence of Lemma [[6.56) O



Chapter 4

Silent equations

4.1 Introduction

Heuristics. Consider (IL.23)). As already mentioned, the direction ¢ — oo corresponds to the big
bang singularity of polarised T3-Gowdy symmetric solutions to Einstein’s equations. In heuris-
tic arguments concerning cosmological singularities, similar equations appear. In particular, it is
often expected, on heuristic grounds, to be possible to approximate the full Einstein equations
with equations such that the coefficients multiplying the spatial derivatives of the unknowns decay
exponentially. A similar structure appears in the expanding direction when considering solutions
to Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmological constant. In the physics literature, the ex-
ponential decay of the coefficients is often assumed to justify dropping the spatial derivatives.
This results in one ODE for each spatial point, a substantially simplified situation. In order to
illustrate this line of reasoning, consider (23] again. Dropping the term involving the spatial
derivatives yields the equation Py = 0 with solutions P(6,t) = v(0)t + 1(#). This heuristically
motivated conclusion should be compared with the statements made in connection with ([24);
see also Example below.

Due to the results of Chapter 2, we know that the above line of reasoning does not always work;
cf., in particular, Example 2.9 On the other hand, perhaps the situation changes if we assume
the equation to be balanced in the sense of Definition B.8 For this reason, it is of interest to
consider balanced systems of equations such that the coefficients of the spatial derivatives decay
exponentially. Moreover, the question we wish to ask is: can the above heuristic picture be given
a mathematical justification?

Examples. Considering the examples of geometries given in Section[[3] the metrics gas and ggas
yield principal symbols such that the coefficients of the highest order spatial derivatives decay
exponentially. Considering the contracting direction of Kasner solutions (with the exception of
the flat Kasner solutions), or of non-vacuum Bianchi type I solutions to the Einstein-scalar field
equations, yields the same conclusion.

Geometry. The above heuristics are formulated in terms of properties of the coefficients of the
equations. However, it is desirable to formulate geometric conditions. Exponential decay of the
coefficients of the spatial derivatives is related to exponential expansion. Exponential expansion,
in its turn, is related to lower bounds on the second fundamental form. In the examples given
above, not only do the second fundamental forms have a uniform strictly positive lower bound
(for late times), they, in fact, converge. However, in the present chapter, the main assumption is
that of a lower bound. It is therefore of interest to introduce the following terminology.

Definition 4.1. Consider (I.2)). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical
separable cosmological model manifold. If 9; is future uniformly timelike and thereisa 0 < u € R

33
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and a continuous non-negative ¢ € L1([0, 00)) such that

kz(p—1e)g, |xlg-IXlg<e (4.1)
for all ¢ > 0; then (2) is said to be C'-silent.

Remark 4.2. In Subsection [[[3.2] we motivate the terminology “silent metric” in the context
of the metrics introduced in (IIY). The motivation in the present setting is similar. In fact, let
v :J — M be a future directed inextendible causal curve in (M, g), where J = (s_,s;). Then
7v%(s) = oo as s — s, where 4° denotes the t-coordinate of v; this is an immediate consequence
of the fact that M, is a Cauchy hypersurface in (M, g) for each t € R (cf. Lemma 25.0) and the
tacit assumption that d; is future oriented. Moreover, given that the assumptions of the definition
are satisfied, the M-coordinate of -y, say 7, converges to a point, say p[y] as s — s.. Finally, if two
future directed inextendible causal curves, say v; : J; — M, i = 1,2, are such that p[y1] # p[ya],
then there are s; € J; such that

J (sl N JH [a(s2)] = 25

the reader interested in an explanation of the terminology J¥(p) is referred to [27]. Thus, sooner
or later, the observers 7y; lose the ability to communicate to the future. In other words, there
is silence. For a justification of these statements, the reader is referred to Lemma 2523 and

Remark 25.241

In the present chapter, we are interested in equations (L2)) that are Cl-silent in the sense of
Definition LT} such that & is CO-future bounded; and such that there are aso, (oo € M, (C) and
0 < Nmn, Cmn € R with the property that

l[e(t) = ool + [16(E) = Cooll < Crune™ ™" (4.2)

for all ¢ > 0. Under these assumptions, all the coefficients in (L2 that multiply spatial derivatives
of u decay to zero exponentially; cf. Lemma 2611 Since (£2) is satisfied, it is then of interest to
compare solutions to (L2)) with solutions to the equation

()= (1))

0 Id,,

hom (0 1), "
Note that if one drops the second term on the right hand side of (£3)), then what results is a
system of constant coefficient equations in which no spatial derivatives occur. On the other hand,
we have not eliminated the dependence of the solution on the spatial variables. Thus (@3] should
be interpreted as a system of ODE’s for each point in M. In case f = 0, one would expect solutions
to ([@3) to grow as ()11~ ler1t where k; is the largest real part of an eigenvalue of A, and d; is
the largest dimension of a Jordan block corresponding to an eigenvalue of A,, with real part xq;
cf. Section below for a justification. Here we use the notation

(€)= (1+[¢*)? (4.5)

for € € C!. Due to the importance of k1 and d; in the description of the asymptotics, it is
convenient to introduce the following terminology.

where

Definition 4.3. Given A € M (C), let SpA denote the set of eigenvalues of A. Moreover, let
Fmax(A) :==sup{ReX | A € SpA}, Kmin(4) := inf{ReX | A € SpA}.

Then RspA, the real eigenvalue spread of A, is defined by RspA := kmax(A) — Kmin(A4). In addition,
if Kk € {ReX | A € SpA}, then diyax(A, k) is defined to be the largest dimension of a Jordan block
corresponding to an eigenvalue of A with real part x. Finally, if K ¢ {Re\ | A € SpA}, then
dmax (A, k) == 1.
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4.2 Results

Concerning the energy of solutions to (LZ), we obtain the following conclusion.

Proposition 4.4. Consider (L3). Assume that it is C'-silent in the sense of Definition[{-1}; that
X is C°-future bounded; and that there are Qoo,Coo € M (C) and 0 < Nyn, Coan € R with the
property that (.3) holds for all t > 0. Then there are constants C' and so > 0, depending only on
the coefficients of the equation (L3), such that if u is a smooth solution to (I.2), then

€2 ul(t) <O e el [ul(0)

s+so

t (4.6)
+C [ty I g

0
for allt >0 and s € R, where K1 = kmax(Aco), d1 = dmax(Aoo, k1) and Ao is given by [{4); cf.
Definition[{.3
Remark 4.5. The proposition is a consequence of Lemma [IQ.11} c¢f. Remark 10.14

Remarks 4.6. More detailed information concerning the dependence of the constants is to be
found in Remark [0.T3l The energy €, is defined by 24.I9). The object || f(-,t)||(s) is the H*-
Sobolev norm of the function f(-,¢); cf. (24.I0).

Next we would like to derive more detailed information concerning the asymptotics. Naively, we
would expect a solution to (I2) to be well approximated by a solution to ([@3]). However, there
are obstructions. Say, for the sake of argument, that

T / e[ (27 |y < o0 (4.7)

for s € R, where k1 is the number defined in the statement of Proposition .4l Then the energies
associated with solutions u to (LZ) are bounded by C(t)2d1=2¢2m1t; cf. ([@H). Moreover, as is
demonstrated below, this estimate is optimal. On the other hand, when taking the step from (L2I)
to [@3), we have ignored terms of the form

Xjajatua X]a]uu (CY - aoo)ut7 (C - Coo)uu (48)

as well as the terms involving second spatial derivatives of u. On the other hand, the first two
terms appearing in (L8] can be expected to be of the order of magnitude <t>d1_1e("‘1_“)t, and
the last two terms can be expected to be of the order of magnitude (t)41—Telr1—mmnlt, cf ([@Z)
and Lemma Moreover, the terms involving second spatial derivatives of u can be expected
to be of the order of magnitude ()% ~'e("1=21t: of. Lemma B6.1l For this reason, it would be
optimistic to think that the terms appearing in solutions to ([@.3]) that are of the order of magnitude
e(F1=Brem)t where

Brem := min{u, Nmn } (4.9)

can be distinguished from the error terms arising when the terms (L8] are omitted. When con-
sidering solutions to the homogeneous version of the equation (£3)), it therefore seems natural to
focus on solutions whose norms asymptotically exceed e(*1=Frem)t For this reason, it is natural to
introduce the following terminology.

Definition 4.7. Let 1 <n € Z, B € M, (C) and Pg(X) be the characteristic polynomial of B.

Then
Pp(X)= [ (x—=nm™,
AESPpB
where 1 < ny € Z. Moreover, the generalised eigenspace of B corresponding to A, denoted Ej, is
defined by
E) :=ker(B — Ald,,)™,
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where Id,, denotes the n x n-dimensional identity matrix. If J C R is an interval, then the J-
generalised eigenspace of B, denoted Ep j, is the subspace of C" defined to be the direct sum
of the generalised eigenspaces of B corresponding to eigenvalues with real parts belonging to J
(in case there are no eigenvalues with real part belonging to J, then Ep ; is defined to be {0}).
Finally, given 0 < 8 € R, the first generalised eigenspace in the 3, B-decomposition of C™, denoted
Ep.pg, is defined to be Ep, j,, where Jg := (k — 3, k] and & := kmax(B); cf. Definition E.3l

Remark 4.8. Our definition of a generalised eigenspace coincides with that of [44], p. 51].

Remark 4.9. We discuss the significance of the first generalised eigenspace in greater detail in
Section 24.2] below. The reason we use the terminology first generalised eigenspace is that we, in
Section below, divide C™ into a direct sum of the first and second generalised eigenspaces.

Remark 4.10. If B € M,,(R), then A € SpB = \* € SpB, where A\* denotes the conjugate of
A. Moreover, ny = ny-, so that v € F) implies v* € E)~. In particular, given an interval J C R,
we can thus choose a basis of Ep ; consisting of elements of R”. In short: in the context of real
n X n-matrices, we can think of Ep ; as a subspace of R".

Given this terminology, we have the following result concerning the asymptotics.

Proposition 4.11. Consider (L3). Assume that it is C'-silent in the sense of Definition [}
that X is CO-future bounded; and that there are (ioo,Coo € My (C) and 0 < Npmn, Coan € R with
the property that (4-3) holds for all t > 0. Assume, moreover, that f is a smooth function such
that for every s € R, (4.7) holds, where k1 = Kmax(Aco) and A is given by ([({4). Let Brem
be given by (4.9) and E, be the first generalised eigenspace in the Brem, Aoo-decomposition of
C?™. Then there are constants C, N and Shom, Sin > 0, depending only on the coefficients of the
equation (L.3), such that the following holds. Given a smooth solution u to ({I.3), there is a unique
Voo € C®(M, E,) such that

H( Z((.'jatt)) ) AN /ot e ( f(-(,)T) >dT ) (4.10)

§C<t>Ne(m*ﬁrcm)t (||ut(, O)H(SJrShom) + ||u(, 0)||(S+Shom+1) + ||f||A75+5ih)

holds for t > 0 and all s € R. Moreover,

”VOOH(S) <C (||ut('70)||(s+5hom) + Hu('vO)H(erS}merl) + ”f”AxS-i'Sih) : (4'11)
Remark 4.12. The proposition is a consequence of Lemma [[0.I7 cf. Remark [T0.I8

Remark 4.13. If, in addition to the assumptions of the proposition, there are constants Kger, Sder >
0 such that

Ixlg + |X[5 < Kaere™ P! (4.12)
for all t > 0, then Srem can be replaced by min{2u, i+ Baer, Nmn }- This follows from Remark T0.211

Remark 4.14. If o, (s € M,,(R), then E, can be thought of as a subspace of R?*™ due to
Remark

Remarks 4.15. Due to the definition of F,, the function V., is uniquely determined by the
estimate ([AI0). Viewing V., as asymptotic data, the estimate (£I1]) can be interpreted as saying
that the map from initial data to asymptotic data is continuous with respect to the C*°-topology.

Finally, note that
t
Aot Ao (t—7) 0
e Voo —|—/ e ( >dT
0 f(7 T)

is a solution to (£3)).
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Proposition [ 11] yields asymptotic data, given a solution. However, it is also of interest to specify
the asymptotics. Due to Proposition [£.IT] it is sufficient to demonstrate that asymptotic data can
be specified in the case of homogeneous equations. For that reason, we focus on the homogeneous
setting for the remainder of the section; i.e., we assume f = 0 in (L2). In order to obtain
conclusions, we need to strengthen the assumptions of the previous two propositions. In particular,
we need to assume an upper bound on k, analogous to the lower bound of Definition EIl The
reason for this is that we need to control how the energy evolves when going backwards in time,
and an upper bound on k excludes pathologically fast growth.

Proposition 4.16. Consider (1.2) with f = 0. Assume that (I3) is C'-silent in the sense
of Definition [ that X is C°-future bounded; and that there are too,Coo € My (C) and 0 <
Nmn, Cmn € R with the property that (4.23) holds for all t > 0. Assume, moreover, that there is a
constant 0 < py € R and a non-negative continuous function e, € L*([0,00)) such that

k< (pr+er)g (4.13)

for allt > 0. Let Brem be given by ([({-9) and E, be the first generalised eigenspace in the Brem,
Aoo-decomposition of C*™. Then there is an injective map

o : C°(M, E,) — C>(M,C*™)
such that the following holds. First,

[Poo (¥)ll(s) < ClIY N (s4500) (4.14)

for all s € R and all ¢p € C=(M,E,), where the constants C' and so > 0 only depend on the
coefficients of the equation (L2). Second, if ¢ € C>(M,E,) and u is the solution to (I2) (with
f=0) such that

< Ze((.-’,%)) ) = B (1), (4.15)

(2) -
Sc<t>N6(Kliﬁrcm)t (”ut(v O)H(s-i-Shom) + ”u(a O)||(S+Shom+1))

for allt > 0 and s € R, where the constants C, N and Spom have the same dependence as in the
case of Proposition [[.11}, k1 = kmax(Aco) and Aw is given by [{4). Finally, if E, = C*™, then

P is surjective.

then

Remark 4.17. The proposition is a consequence of Lemma [[0.22 cf. Remark [0.25]

Remark 4.18. If, in addition to the assumptions of the proposition, there are constants Kqer, Bder >
0 such that ([ZI2) holds for all ¢ > 0, then Sem can be replaced by min{2u, 11 + Bder, fmn - This
follows from Remark

Remarks 4.19. By combining (£I4), (£I5) and [@I6]), the Sobolev norms of u(-,0) and u.(-,0)
appearing on the right hand side of [@I6) can be replaced by a suitable Sobolev norm of t). The
estimate ([£I4) demonstrates that the map from asymptotic data to initial data is continuous
with respect to the C°-topology. Combining Propositions [£.11] and yields the conclusion
that when E, = C2>™, the map from initial data to asymptotic data is a homeomorphism in the
C®°-topology. Note also that RspAs, < Brem implies that £, = C?™,

4.3 Examples

In order to illustrate the results, let us consider two simple examples of scalar equations.
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Example 4.20. Consider ([.23)), the relevant equation when studying the singularity in polarised
T3-Gowdy. In this case,

g=—dt@dt+e*dd®ds, g=e*dd®d), k=g, x=0.

Moreover, X = 0, a = 0 and ¢ = 0. It is thus obvious that the equation (L23)) is C'-silent with
w = 1. In addition, (@I2) holds with K4, = 1 and Bqer = 1. Finally, since { = o = 0, the matrix

Ao, introduced in (£4), is given by
0 1
Aoo_<0 0>. (4.17)

Thus x1 = 0. Note that (£2)) holds with, e.g., mn = 2 and Cyun = 1. Since fqer = 1 we can equate
Brem With 2; cf. Remarks .13 and I8 Finally, since A, has only one eigenvalue, the spaces E,
appearing in the statements of Propositions E11] and .16 equal C2. To conclude, the assumptions
of all the propositions stated in Section are fulfilled. Appealing to Propositions EI1] and
yields a homeomorphism between initial data to (L23)) and asymptotic data, consisting of

€ C®(SY,C?). If ) = (Voo Voo)t, [@IE) yields

P('a t) _ Voot + woo

Pt('u t) Voo
where Cy in this case is allowed to depend on s and the solution. These asymptotics should be
compared with (T24).

Example 4.21 (The non—flat Kasner solutions). Let us consider the non—flat Kasner solutions in
the direction of the singularity. In other words, let us consider a metric g of the form (L9), where
a;(t) = tP and the p; are constants satisfying

S Os <t>N€72t,
(s)

d d
diaPi =i =1, pi<l
Then

d
1 1
_ aB [ — —2pi,, ..
Oyu = _detgaa (g \/—detg Bﬂu> = tat(tut) + ;:1 2P,

Changing time coordinate to 7, where ¢ = e~ 7, the Klein-Gordon equation [,u — m?u = 0, where
m is a constant, can thus be written

— Upr + Z?zlefwﬁuii —m2e 2"y =0, (4.18)
where 8; =1 — p; > 0. The metric associated with (£Ig]) is given by
Jeon = —dT @ dT + Eleew”dxi ® dx’ (4.19)

on T% x R. Let g be the metric and k be the second fundamental form induced on T x {7} by
geon- Then, beyond the metric (Z.I7), the functions characterising (AIS)) are given by a(7) = 0,
X(7) =0 and ¢(7) = m?e 7. Moreover,

k= Zleﬁiew”d:ﬂ ® dat;

note that U = 0,. In particular, B
k> min{S1,...,84}g.

Since the shift vector field field x vanishes in the current setting, it is thus clear that (LI is
Cl-silent, with g := min{3i,...,84} < 1; cf. Definition £l Moreover, & is clearly C-future
bounded, and ([@2) holds with as, = 0, (s = 0, Coun = m? and Ny = 2. Finally, (EI2) holds
with Kger = 1 and Bqer = 1. Thus Proposition .11] applies, and the relevant matrix A, is in the
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present setting given by ([@I7). Moreover, x1 = 0, Brem = 21 and E, = C2. Given a solution u to
([@I8), appealing to Proposition EIT] yields oo, Voo € C(T%, C) such that
< C (t)Ne 27 (4.20)

1) -l

where Cy in this case is allowed to depend on s and the solution. In fact, appealing to Proposi-
tions [ 17] and [£.16] yields the conclusion that the map from initial data to asymptotic data is a
homeomorphism with respect to the C'*°-topology.

It is of interest to note that the mass term in the Klein-Gordon equation does not have any
influence on the asymptotics.

4.4 Strengths and weaknesses of the results; a rough idea
of the argument

4.4.1 Strengths and weaknesses

One clear strength of the results contained in Propositions 4] [£.1T] and is that they apply
to a general class of equations. Moreover, the consequences are quite far reaching; in favourable
situations, combining Propositions d.11]and .16l yields a homeomorphism between initial data and
asymptotic data. Turning to the questions concerning the optimal behaviour of the energy, posed
in Section [[L4] note that combining Propositions [£.4] and yields the conclusion that 7 = K1,
where k1 is introduced in the statement of Proposition f4l In particular, we can calculate 7e,.
How about 7,7 Considering ([d.0]), there is clearly one fundamental obstruction to calculating n,:
the fact that &,,,, appears on the right hand side (where we do not know whether sy = 0 or
not). In other words, the estimate (A6l potentially involves a loss of derivatives which makes it
impossible to deduce an upper bound on 7,;. On the other hand, Proposition .16 yields the lower
bound 7y, > ;1. Below we demonstrate that for any 77, > 79, there are equations satisfying the
assumptions of Propositions 4.4, [£.17] and such that ne, < n2 and 7y > n1; cf. Example [[.23]
below. It is therefore hard to imagine the perspective taken in the present chapter (where we,
generally, accept unspecified derivative losses) to be useful in drawing conclusions concerning 7.
On the other hand, when applying the linear theory in the study of non-linear equations, 7, is of
much greater interest than 7.

4.4.2 OQOutline of the argument

The proofs of Propositions d.4] .11l and are not very complicated. They are also quite short;
the complete arguments are contained in Chapters[@ and [[0l In particular, it is of interest to note
that an analysis of the type described in Section 2] involving a detailed study of the oscillations,
is not necessary. In fact, we do not need to appeal to Part[[IIlat all (below we describe the contents
of Part [Tl in greater detail, but let us here point out that it is the most important part of these
notes in that it allows us to study the oscillations in detail and thereby to derive optimal estimates
for the energies, our main goal in these notes).

The Fourier coefficients; dividing the time interval. In order to describe the arguments, it
is convenient to use the notation introduced in Section Consider, in particular, (2417, the
equation for the Fourier coefficients, where o and X are defined by (24.17). Due to the assumptions
on the shift vector field and on X, it can be verified that for all ¢ > 0, |o(¢,t)| and || X (¢, )] are
bounded by constants which are independent of ¢; this is a consequence of Lemma 2517 below. In
this sense, all the dependence on ¢ in (24I8)) enters via the function g(e,t), introduced in (24.13)).
On the other hand, due to the assumptions concerning the second fundamental form,

a(t,t) < Ce M (v(1)) (4.21)
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for all t > 0 and ¢ € Zp, where C € R is independent of ¢, v(¢) is defined by ([244) and we use
the notation (AX); this is a consequence of Lemma below. Due to ([@ZI)), it is natural to
divide [0,00) into two parts: [0, Toge] and [Toge,o0). The division is, roughly speaking, defined
by the condition that g(¢,¢) < 1 for all ¢ > Toqe; cf. Definition [[0.] below for the details. Given
the definition of Tyqe, it is natural to divide the analysis into two parts. First, we analyse the
behaviour in [T,qe, 00), which we refer to as the ODE-regime. Second, we analyse the behaviour
in the interval [0, Toqe], which we refer to as the oscillatory regime.

The ODE regime. For t > Tyqe, 9(t, ) is not only < 1, it is also exponentially decaying. In the
interval [Tode, 00), the equation (24I8) can thus be written in the form

(e, t) = Asov(t,t) + Avem (¢, t)v (e, t) + F (1, t) (4.22)

for an appropriate choice of v and F, where Ay, is given by @4l). Moreover, A,onm satisfies an
estimate of the form || Ayem (¢, t)|| < CeBrem(t=Tode) for all t > Thge, where C' € R is independent of
t and ¢; and Brem is given by ([@9). In Chapter [0 we develop the tools necessary for analysing the
behaviour of solutions to equations of the form ([@22]). The discussion is divided into the following
steps.

Algebraic decompositions, energy estimates. The first step of the analysis is to decompose the
equation algebraically in order to isolate the leading order behaviour. This is the subject of
Section The main idea is very simple, namely to, first, change variables in (£22)) so that
A is transformed into its Jordan normal form; second, to change variables by a time dependent
unitary matrix in order to eliminate the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues; third, to multiply
the variables by a scalar exponential function to normalise the eigenvalues so that the largest one
is zero; and, fourth, to multiply the variables by a diagonal matrix so that the Jordan blocks
corresponding to a strictly negative eigenvalue become negative definite (after the final change of
variables, the Jordan blocks are non-standard in the sense that the non-zero off-diagonal elements
all equal a suitably chosen 0 < € € R, small enough). The end result is that [@.22]) is transformed
into

w(t,t) = Jw(t,t) + Brem (¢, t)w(e, t) + G(¢, 1), (4.23)

where J is a real matrix, in non-standard Jordan normal form, such that the Jordan blocks
corresponding to negative eigenvalues are negative definite; By, satisfies the same type of estimate
as Avem; and |G(1,t)| < Ce ™ F(i,t)|, where k1 := fmax(As) and C is a constant depending
only on As. Moreover, |w| is equivalent to e™*1|v|, with constants of equivalence depending
only on A.. Based on the reformulation ([£23]), we derive an energy estimate for ¢ > T,ge in
Section

Deriving asymptotics. Next, we turn to the problem of deriving asymptotics. This is the subject
of Section [0.3] Again, the variables w described above play an important role. However, we
can, in general, only expect to obtain partial information concerning the asymptotics of w. In
Section above, we give a heuristic motivation for the analogous statement in the case of C-
silent equations. We also motivate the necessity of focusing on the spaces F, appearing in the
statement of Proposition @11l This issue already appears in the study of systems of the form
[#23), and makes it necessary to, beyond the algebraic decompositions already discussed, divide
the variables w into one group for which we can expect to be able to distinguish the asymptotic
behaviour from the error terms arising from Bien, say wg, and one group for which we cannot,
say wp. Considering the matrix J appearing in (£23]), w, corresponds to the Jordan blocks whose
eigenvalues are > —[(,em, and w; corresponds to the remaining Jordan blocks. Concerning w,,
we need to calculate an asymptotic expression, and to estimate the error. Concerning wy,, we
only need an estimate. Finally, we need to combine the estimates for the two components, and to
reinterpret the result in terms of the original variables. Doing so yields Lemma

Specifying the asymptotics. Finally, we want to construct solutions with prescribed asymptotics.
When doing so, it is sufficient to consider the case that G = 0 in ([@23]). Note also that we can only
hope to be able to specify the asymptotics for w,. The idea of the argument is to fix a sufficiently
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late time, say tg > Tode; to specify initial data at to such that wy(tp) = 0; and to consider the
map taking w,(to) to the asymptotic data for w,. For sufficiently late to, it can be demonstrated
that this map is injective. Since the relevant vector spaces have the same dimension, this proves
that the map is an isomorphism. Inversion yields a map from asymptotic data to initial data. In
the end, we also have to estimate the norm of this map, and to translate the estimates into the
original variables. The end result is Lemma

The oscillatory regime. In Chapter [I0, we first consider the interval [0, Tiqe] for one individual
mode. Note that as (v(t)) — 00, Toge — 00. Moreover, under the assumptions of the present
chapter, we do not have any detailed control of the growth of the energy of the modes in [0, Tyqe)-
On the other hand, due to the fact that the equation is balanced, we know that the growth is not
faster than exponential; c¢f. Lemma Moreover, the constant appearing in the exponential
does not depend on ¢. Finally, due to (£ZI]), we know that Toqe < C'ln(r(:)). Combining these
observations, the energy associated with a mode can, in the interval [0,Toqe], be estimated by
(v())®° times the initial energy, for a suitable constant so depending only on the coefficients of
the equation. From this point of view, the growth in the interval [0, Toqe] simply corresponds to a
loss of derivatives. Combining the rough estimate given by Lemma with the estimate ([@12]),
valid in the ODE-regime, yields Proposition 4] after summing over the modes. In order to obtain
Proposition 1T} it is essentially sufficient to combine the estimates in the oscillatory regime with
the ones in the ODE-regime. However, writing down the details turns out to be quite technical.
Finally, in order to prove Proposition [£.16] we need an additional assumption. The reason is that
in order to take the step from initial data at ¢ = Toqe (obtained from asymptotic data by the
analysis in the ODE regime) to initial data at ¢ = 0, we need to estimate the energy of a mode at
t = 0 in terms of the energy at ¢ = Toqe. In order for the growth (when going backwards in time
from T,ge to 0) not to be worse than exponential (so that it does not correspond to more than a
loss of derivatives), it is not sufficient to have a lower bound on k, we also need an upper bound.
This is the reason for demanding that ([@I3]) hold. However, once we have the necessary estimates
for the individual modes, it is sufficient to sum them up (even though the details are somewhat
technical). This yields Proposition 16
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Chapter 5

Transparent equations

5.1 Introduction

In Chapter [ above, we present results concerning silent equations. Beyond the bounds on X and
the shift vector field, and the convergence requirements on a and ¢ (which we impose in most
of these notes), the main assumption in the silent setting is that (@I]) hold. Disregarding the
integrable function e, the first inequality appearing in (@I]) implies that & has a strictly positive
lower bound. It is of interest to consider the case that k& (up to an integrable function) has a non-
negative lower bound, but that there are some directions in which it degenerates asymptotically.
This leads to the study of transparent equations. Returning to Subsection [[L3.I] the Nariai
spacetimes, the flat Kasner solutions (in the direction of the singularity) and the Milne model (in
the expanding direction) are some examples of relevant geometries.

5.1.1 Outline

In the transparent setting, it is necessary to divide the spatial variables into “silent” and “trans-
parent” variables; cf. Subsection below. Given this division, a formal definition of the above
requirements can be given; we demand that & converges to zero exponentially in the transparent
directions, cf. (53]) below, and that there is exponential expansion in the silent directions, cf. (5.4])
below. The conditions imposed on the shift vector field are described in Definition 5.5l In part, the
assumptions are similar to the ones imposed in the silent setting. However, we here also demand
that the shift vector field be C'-future bounded, and that its transparent components converge
to zero exponentially. Due to these assumptions, we can calculate the leading order behaviour
of the coefficients of the highest order derivatives in (I2); cf. (57) and (G.8) below. Concerning
a and ¢, we assume that they converge exponentially, as in the silent setting. Turning to X,
the CO-future boundedness is sufficient to ensure that the “silent” components of X converge to
zero exponentially. In order to control the “transparent” components, we explicitly assume that
they converge exponentially; cf. ([B.9). Adding up all of the above observations we obtain a limit
equation, given by (EI0) below. For fixed silent variables, the limit equation can be thought of as
a system of linear wave equations in the transparent variables and the time variable. Moreover,
this system has constant coeflicients.

The Fourier modes. Turning to the Fourier side, cf. Section 241}, the situation is very similar
to the one considered in the previous chapter. However, there is one crucial difference: as opposed
to the silent setting, the coefficients of the limit equation here depend on ¢. This leads to sev-
eral complications. First, estimating the distance between two solutions by computing the energy
of the difference is not so useful, since the energies of different modes typically exhibit different
exponential growth/decay. In order to obtain norms such that bounds on these norms have impli-

43



44 CHAPTER 5. TRANSPARENT EQUATIONS

cations for all the modes, it is necessary to introduce a time and mode dependent normalisation
in the definition of the energies/norms. Second, when describing the asymptotics, we need to
introduce spaces analogous to the E, defined in the statement of Proposition £.11l However, in
the present context, what F, is depends on the mode. Third, the proof proceeds similarly to
the argument described in Section B4l In particular, we wish to make an appropriate algebraic
decomposition of the matrices appearing in the equation on the Fourier side. The problem that
arises in the transparent setting is that we, in general, need to decompose infinitely many different
matrices. This leads to the problem of obtaining uniform control of the norms of the matrices
used to transform the equations into the preferred form; we return to this topic in greater detail
in Section below.

Dividing the equation into silent and transparent parts. Corresponding to the division
of the spatial variables into “silent” and “transparent” variables, there is a division of Zg into
Ipsi and Zps; cf. Definition L8 below. We can project (I2]) to the corresponding subspaces
of L?(M,C™) (where we tacitly assume the projection to only be in the spatial variables). The
projection to the subspace corresponding to Zp g1, say Lfil(]\Zf ,C™), yields an equation to which
the results of the previous chapter apply. We therefore focus on the projection to the subspace
corresponding to Zp s, say L2,(M,C™), in the present chapter. We refer to the latter equation as
the transparent part of (L2). If the (smooth) initial data for (L2)) are in L2,(M,C™)x L (M,C™),
then they are said to be transparent. Finally, given a solution to ([.2]), say u, we call the projection
of u to L2,(M,C™) the transparent part of the solution u, and we denote it by wys.

Deriving asymptotics. Before describing the asymptotics, it is of interest to develop a feeling
for the solutions to the limit equation. In Subsection (2.1l we therefore solve the transparent part
of the limit equation, given transparent initial data. Given a solution u to (L2), our goal is to
describe the asymptotics of uys. We therefore wish to find transparent initial data such that the
corresponding solution to the transparent part of the limit equation, say v, is as “close” to uis
as possible. The relevant result is formulated as Proposition [5.11] below. Note that it is analogous
to Proposition LT above, with the following two main differences. First, the vector spaces to
which the asymptotic data belong depend on ¢, for reasons mentioned above. Second, in order
for estimates of the difference between uis and vis to uniquely determine the asymptotic data,
we, in the definition of the norm, need to introduce a time and ¢ dependent normalising factor
for each mode. The definition of the norm is given in (522) below, and the main estimate of the
difference of u¢s and vy is given by (B.24]) below. As in the silent setting, the map from initial
data to asymptotic data is continuous with respect to the C*°-topology; cf. (5.20]) below.

Specifying asymptotics, examples and outline. In Section[5.4] below, we turn to the question
of specifying the asymptotics. With the exception of the differences described above, the relevant
statement is analogous to Proposition [£.I6] the corresponding statement in the silent setting. In
particular, we obtain a continuous map from asymptotic data to initial data. In order to illustrate
the results, we give a simple example in Section below. We end the chapter by giving an
outline of the argument in Section

5.1.2 Dividing the variables

Before stating the requirements on the second fundamental form, we need to specify in which
directions there is expansion and in which directions there is not. This division can be made in
the tangent space, or in the cotangent space. The reason for this is that for each hypersurface
M;, the metric g induces an isomorphism between T'M and T*M. We denote this isomorphism
by b, and the inverse by f. In particular, (T*M)* = TM. Clearly, the isomorphisms are time
dependent, but we omit explicit reference to this dependence in the notation. Given a division
into directions, either on the tangent or the cotangent side, the relevant isomorphism, i.e. b or
ff respectively, yields a division on the other side. In practice, it turns out to be more natural
to make the division on the cotangent side. Later, when we impose requirements on the second
fundamental form, it is convenient to state the conditions in terms of the symmetric contravariant
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2-tensor fields g" and k¥. They are defined by the requirement that their components be given by
g and k% respectively. An equivalent, geometric, definition is

7', =gn", &), k0 ¢ =k &)

for all n, €& € Tg]\Z/ and all p € M.

The following definition yields the relevant division both in the tangent and in the cotangent space.

Definition 5.1. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume that a
division of the set {1, ..., d} into two disjoint sets {j1, ..., ja,. } and {j1, ..., ja., } is given (if dys = 0
or dg; = 0 the corresponding set is empty). These subsets are referred to as the transparent and
silent subsets of {1,...,d} respectively. Assume, moreover, that a division of the set {1,..., R}
into the union of two disjoint sets {r1,...,rg,.} and {F1,...,7gr,,} is given (if Ris =0 or Re =0
the corresponding set is empty). Again, these subsets are referred to as the transparent and silent
subsets of {1,..., R} respectively. Finally, assume that dis + Rts > 0. Given this division, define

Mg := T x M, x ---x M,

TRy

- od
Mip = T X My, X - X My,

These manifolds are referred to as the transparent and silent manifolds respectively. Given these
manifolds, there are associated projections ms : M — My and 7gy) : M — My, given by

7Tts(wlw' - Xd,P1, - '-7PR) ::(lea" '7xjdts7p7‘17" '7p7‘Rts)7

7Tsil(xlv" -y Ld, Pl - "7pR) ::(xilv" '7$5dsilap’?15' -3 Prr )7

sil
where x; € St, j €{l,...,d}, and p, € M,, r € {1,..., R}. These projections induce maps
Mot T* My — T*M and 7% : T* Mg — T*M. Let
TiM = m (T* M), THM = n%(T* Mg).

s sil

These sets are referred to as the transparent and silent subsets of T* M respectively. Given ¢t > 0,
let
Tis M = (TEM)?, Tay M = (T5 M),

where the operator { is introduced prior to the statement of the definition. These sets are referred
to as the t-transparent and t-silent subsets of T'M respectively.

5.1.3 Conditions on the second fundamental form and the shift vector
field

Given the above division of the cotangent space into silent and transparent subsets, we are in a
position to introduce the relevant conditions on the second fundamental form.

Definition 5.2. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume that

there is a division of {1,...,d} and {1,..., R} into transparent and silent subsets, as described in
Definition (.1 Assume, moreover, that there are constants 7 > 0 and C, > 0 such that
KR, )| < Cae™ ™G (€, €) (5.1)

for all ¢ € TiXM and ¢ > 0, where Ty M is introduced in Definition Bl Then g* is said to be
convergent on TysM. Assume that there is a g > 0 and a continuous non-negative function
esit € L1(]0,00)) such that )

F(€,€) > [Ban — ean(]F*(&,€) (5.2)

M and t > 0, where T M is introduced in Definition [F.1l Then g is said to be

for all £ € T7 ot

sil

expanding on T M

sil .

Remark 5.3. The notation g# and k? is introduced at the beginning of Subsection G2}
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Remark 5.4. The condition (5] is equivalent to the requirement that
k(v v)] < Cae™™"5(v,0) (5:3)

for all v € Tts’t]V[ and t > 0, where Tts,t]\_i is introduced in Definition [5.Jl Similarly, the condition
(E2) is equivalent to the requirement that

k(v,v) > [Bir — esit (1) g (v, v) (5.4)

for all v € Ty ;M and t > 0, where Ty ;M is introduced in Definition 511

In order to be able to draw conclusions, we also need to make assumptions concerning the shift
vector field x.

Definition 5.5. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume that
there is a division of {1,...,d} and {1,..., R} into transparent and silent subsets, as described in
Definition[5.1l Assume, in addition, that there is a continuous non-negative function ¢ € L'([0, 00))
such that

Ixlg - Ixlg <e (5.5)

holds for all t > 0, and that the shift vector field is C*-future bounded; cf. Definition 3.1l Assume,
finally, that there are C;, > 0 and 7 > 0 such that

00| < Coe™™ "€l (5.6)

for all ¢ € Ty*M and t > 0, where T;; M is introduced in Definition 5.1} Then the shift vector field
of g is said to be asymptotically negligible.

Remark 5.6. The estimate (5.6]) corresponds to imposing exponential decay on the shift vector in
the transparent directions. This is of course a weaker condition than imposing exponential decay
in all directions.

Remark 5.7. The constant 7 appears in both (5.1) and (56). In situations where we assume
both estimates to hold, we tacitly assume the constants 7 appearing in these estimates to coincide.

5.1.4 Consequences for the coefficients of the equations

The highest order coefficients. Consider (I.2)). Assume the associated metric to be such
that (M, g) is a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, that there
is a division of {1,...,d} and {1,..., R} into transparent and silent subsets, as described in
Definition 5.l Assume, finally, that Definitions and are fulfilled. Then the leading order
coefficients of (L2Z) have the following properties. First, there is a constant C such that

999 (0)] +a52(0) < Ce~t, |gion ()] 4 g% ()] < G~ 6:7)
for all ¢ > 0, all k,1 € {1,...,dsu}, i € {1,...,dws} and j € {1,..., Ra}. Moreover, for k,l €
{1,...,dy} and j € {1,..., R}, there are constants gZ57' and ¢uo,r, such that

o _2 o o
lg28" = g2 [ + |a, " (t) = qoo,r; | + |g77* (1) < Ce™" (5.8)

for all t > 0. Finally, g, > 0 and g2kJt are the components of a positive definite matrix. The
justification of the above statements is to be found in Lemma [26.2] below.

The lower order coefficients. In order to obtain control of the coefficients of the lower order
derivatives in (.2)), we need to make additional assumptions. To begin with, we assume that X’ is
CP-future bounded and that there are ao, (oo € M, (C) and 0 < 7n, Ciun € R with the property
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that ([@2) holds for all ¢ > 0. Finally, assume that there are X7* € M,,(C) and a constant
0 < Kis € R such that

1X74(1) = XE | < Kue ™! (5:9)
for all ¢ > 0 and all k € {1,...,dis} (an observation similar to Remark [5.7] is equally relevant in

the case of the estimate (5.9])). Under these circumstances, there is a constant C' such that
| X7 @) < Ce Pt

for all k € {1,...,ds} and t > 0; cf. Remark 2641

The limit equation. Combining the above assumptions, it is natural to associate the following
limit equation with (L2):

dis %] Ris
Vit — Zk,l:lgégﬂajk djv — Zj:l Goo,r; Agrj v

, (5.10)
+aoovs + 2oty X205, 0 + Goov = f.

Note that this is a constant coefficient equation. Moreover, we can think of it as yielding a system

of linear wave equations on M x I for each & € M. It is natural to compare the asymptotic

behaviour of solutions to (L2)) with that of solutions to (GI0). Before doing so, it is of interest to

consider the limit equation in its own right. We turn to this subject next.

5.2 The limit equation

In the analysis to follow, it is important to keep track of on which variables the solution depends.
In fact, if (IL2) is an equation satisfying the conditions stated in the previous section with f =0,
and if u is a solution arising from initial data depending only on the variables corresponding to
My, then u is effectively a solution to (L2)) where g/+¢, XJ¢ and a;]? have been set to zero for
all k € {1,...,dw}, £ € {0,...,d} and j € {1,..., Rs}; we say that the solution only depends
on the silent variables and time. Moreover, the conclusions of Propositions [£.4] and [AT11] apply
to the corresponding class of solutions; cf. Remark below. If, on the other hand, the initial
data depend on some of the variables corresponding to M, then the asymptotic behaviour can
be expected to be different. In order to distinguish the cases that have already been handled from
what remains to be done, it is therefore convenient to introduce the following terminology.

Definition 5.8. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume that
the variables can be divided as described in Definition 5.1l Given ¢ € Zg, define s € Zg as follows:
replace nj, in ¢ by zero for k = 1,...,dsj; and replace iz, by 0 for k =1,..., Rg. Given ¢ € I,
define ts) € Zp by tsil := ¢ — tts. The set of « € Ip such that 15 = 0 (15 # 0) is denoted by Zp g1
(IB,ts)-

Remark 5.9. It is important to keep in mind that the set of s for « € Zg is in general different
from T 45, but that the set of v for ¢« € Ip equals I gir.

Remark 5.10. Let (L2]) be an equation satisfying the conditions stated in the previous section
with f = 0. Then the conclusions of Propositions 4] and 1] hold for the class of solutions
depending only on the silent variables and time. The reason for this is that, due to Lemma 26.2]
in particular (26.4); Lemma 2517 and ([@2)); the conditions of Definition [[0.1] are satisfied. In
particular, Lemmas [[0.11] and 017 thus apply. Finally, assuming k to be C°-future bounded and
appealing to Lemma 25.11] we conclude that Lemma applies as well. Thus the conclusions
of Proposition hold.



48 CHAPTER 5. TRANSPARENT EQUATIONS

5.2.1 Solving the limit equation

Let us consider the limit equation (EI0). Decomposing it into modes as described in Subsec-
tion 24.1.3 yields

2(1,t) + g2 (1) 2(1, 1) + oo 2(1,t)

dis ; A (5.11)
J’_El:lznlegloZ(Lv t) + COOZ(Lv t) = f(Lv t)v
where, applying Einstein’s summation convention to jx and ji,
. o Re. ) 1/2
Ooo (1) = limy 00 g2, t) = (gééjlnjknjz + ijl Goo,r; ’/rj,z;].) . (5.12)
Assuming that ¢ € Tp 45 (or, equivalently, that goo(¢) # 0), (B11) can be written
Ow(e,t) = A(Y)w(e, t) + F(1,t), (5.13)
where
0 Foo (1)Id )
AQ) = . _ ; _ . 5.14
0= (g — 0] X~ o e (514
Moreover,
[ 8sc()z(,0) _( 0
w(t,t) == ( (i t) , F(u,t) = fun ) (5.15)
The solutions to (EI3) can be written
t
w(i, t) = eAWhw (L, 0) —|—/ AV P, ) dr. (5.16)
0

Returning to (5.10), let fs denote the function obtained from f by setting f(is,t) to zero for all
t € I and all « € Tg. Define vis similarly and introduce

= (L)

Here A, is the differential operator given by
Aco = g7, 05, + 1 Goo.r, A, - (5.18)
Moreover, if ¢ € C>(M,C*) is such that ¢)(:) = 0 for all © € Zp g and a € R, then (—Ay)%p

is the function whose ¢’th Fourier coefficient is given by 0 in case ¢ € Zg g1 and by [geo (¢)]?%2(1)
otherwise. Then (5.I0) can formally be summarised into

t
Vis(-, 1) :ef‘tstvts(-,on/ e E (-, 7)dr, (5.19)
0

where

— 0 Id,, (— Ao ) /2
Ats - < _Idm(_Aoo)l/2 - (Xgéa]l + <oo)(_Aoo)_1/2 — Qo ' (520)
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5.2.2 Describing the asymptotics

Let (L2) be an equation satisfying the assumptions of Section 5.1l If w is a corresponding solution,
we can divide u into u = uts + usil, where ug is defined as above. Assuming f to satisfy the
appropriate conditions, ug solves an equation such that Propositions 4] and 11l apply; cf.
Remark We therefore focus on uts. When describing the asymptotics of ugg, it is convenient
to define Uy to be the right hand side of (517) with vy replaced by ugs. Keeping (5.19) in mind,
it is then of interest to try to find a U (whose ¢’th Fourier coefficient vanishes for ¢ € Zp 41) such
that

t
Use(- 1) — eAetU _/ A=) (- r)dr (5.21)
0

is small. In practice, we carry out this comparison on the level of the Fourier coefficients. In
other words, we compare solutions to (24.12) with solutions to (EII). This is very similar to the
analysis carried out in the case of silent equations. However, there are two important differences.

e Consider the equation (BI1). For ¢ € Zp &1, the coefficients of this equation do not depend
on ¢. However, for ¢ € Zp s, they do. In fact, (E11]) corresponds to infinitely many different
equations. In particular, as opposed to the silent setting, the asymptotic behaviour depends
on the mode. This yields complications when making the statement that (52I) is small
precise.

e Just as in the case of silent equations, we can only expect to be able to obtain conclusions
concerning the leading order behaviour of solutions to (&.I1)); cf. the discussion adjacent to
([#3). Moreover, in order to isolate the leading order behaviour, we need to transform the
matrix A(¢) appearing in (B.I3) in such a way that the leading order part is separated from
the remainder. The problem in the current setting is that there are infinitely many different
matrices of the form A(:) (as opposed to a single matrix in the silent setting), but we would
like to have uniform control in the estimates (independent of ¢).

The first problem can be handled by defining an appropriate norm. To be more precise, assume
that the maximal growth of solutions to (5.I3) with F(:,t) = 0, up to polynomial factors, is e®?
for some k, € R. We then, roughly speaking, define a norm in which the ¢’th mode is multiplied
with e7#t. That such a norm decays exponentially then gives relevant information for every mode.
The second problem is more difficult to deal with. Here we address it by introducing additional
restrictions.

Consider the matrix A(¢) introduced in (514). If XJ. =0 for alll € {1,...,ds}, then A(:) is such
that as goo(t) — 00, there is an asymptotic expansion of the eigenvalues of A(¢); cf. Chapter [T11
in particular Sections and In addition, for a fixed 0 < pg € R, the set

{A@[e € Ints : 900 (1) < po}

is finite. Analysing the equation (BI3]) for ¢ € Zpts such that goo(t) < po is therefore not a
problem; it is essentially sufficient to appeal to the results of Chapter [l Similarly, if we allow
XJk £ 0 for some k € {1,...,dis}, but insist that dis = 1 and Ry = 0, then the matrices A(t)
have the same properties. For that reason, we, from now on, restrict to these two situations.

5.3 Future asymptotics

Before stating a result concerning the future asymptotics, we need to give a formal definition
of a norm of the type described in Subsection Given ¢ € Ipys, let £, := Kmax[A(¢)] and
8, := dmax[A(t), k,]; cf. Definition Then we expect generic solutions to the homogeneous
version of (5.I3) to behave as ()% ~'e!. We therefore introduce the norm

l|le,s := (ZLEZB,tS <I/(L)>25 <t>726L+2672nLt 1/;(L)|2)1/2. (5.22)
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Clearly, || - ||+.s is not a norm on C°°(M,CF). To justify the terminology, we can consider two
functions to be equivalent if their difference, say v, is such that o(¢) = 0 for all ¢ € Zp ts. Then
I - l¢,s is @ norm on the corresponding vector space of equivalence classes. In the case of a solution
to the homogeneous version of the limit equation (G.I0)), we expect the norm || - ||;,s to be bounded
for ¢ > 0, but not better. Next, we are interested in situations where the behaviour of solutions is
not dominated by the contribution from the inhomogeneity. In the case of silent equations, this
assumption led us to the introduction of the norm || - ||a,s; cf. (@T). Given 0 < fpar € R, we
introduce an analogous norm in the present setting:

0 R 1/2
£ lles,s = /O (ZLEZBJS<u(L)>QSe*2<“L*5mr>t|f(L,t)|2) dt; (5.23)

in order for || - ||is,s to be a norm, we need to give it an interpretation similar to the one given to
I - |ls.s above. When using the notation (5:23)), the value of the constant Smar > 0 should be clear
from the context. The reason for including By in (5.23)) is related to the complications described
in Subsection Due to the fact that there are infinitely many matrices of the form A(¢),
infinitely many different matrices are needed in order to transform all the A(¢) into their preferred
form. On the other hand, we need to have uniform bounds on the norms of the transformation
matrices and their inverses. Under certain circumstances, the latter requirement is not compatible
with obtaining as detailed an algebraic decomposition of the A(t)’s as the decomposition of the
matrix A described in Subsection As a consequence, we are not always able to, in the
algebraic decompositions, resolve the real parts of the eigenvalues exactly. This necessitates the
margin represented by Bmar-

Proposition 5.11. Consider [(I.2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M,g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume that there is a division of {1,...,d} and
{1,..., R} into transparent and silent subsets, as described in Definition[51l. Assume, moreover,
that Definitions [5.2 and [5.0 are fulfilled; that X and the second fundamental form are C°-future
bounded; that there are oo, (oo € My, (C) and 0 < Nn, Cimn € R with the property that {{-3) holds
for all t > 0; that there are X* € M,,,(C), k = 1,...,dss, and a constant 0 < K5 € R with the
property that (5.9) holds for all t > 0 and all k € {1,...,dw}; and that if there is an XI* # 0,
then dis =1 and Rys = 0. Fiz a 0 < Bpar € R which is small enough, the bound depending only
on the coefficients of the operator A introduced in (L18); X%, k=1,...,dis; oo, Coo; and the
constant

ﬁts = min{ntsa ﬁsila nmn}-

Assume f to be such that || f|lis,s < oo for all s € R, where || - ||is,s is defined in (523). Then there
are constants ohom, o € [0,00), 0 < N € Z and 0 < C € R such that the following holds. Given
a solution u to [L2), there is a unique Uy, € C°° (M, C*™) with the following properties

o the v’th Fourier coefficient of Us, vanishes unless v € Ip s,

o if L € Ipys, then the 1’th Fourier coefficient of Us belongs to E,, where E, is the first
generalised eigenspace in the (Bis — Bmar), A(t)-decomposition of C*™, and A(1) is given by

(5-14),

e the estimate

)P (,t))_ Aty ! AMM)( 0 ) .
H( atu t) U /Oe e ) 4 (5.24)

O(tyNem PPt [l (-, 0)l| (st omom) + 11C, 0 (st onome+1) + 1 les.503,]

holds for all t > 0 and s € R, where Ao, is defined in ([(518), Ass is defined in (5.20) and
- lle,s is defined in [523).
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Moreover,

1Usoll(s) < Cllus(- 0)ll (st onom) + Cluls Ol (stonomt1y + Cllfllss,stom (5.25)
for all s € R.

Remark 5.12. The constant C' appearing in (524) and (525) only depends on the coefficients
of (L2), the spectrum of the Riemannian manifolds (M, g,;), j = 1,..., Ris, and Buar. The
constants opom and oj, have the same dependence and N only depends on m.

Proof. The proposition is a consequence of Proposition I2.22} cf. Remark [2.24l The statements
of Remark B.17] follow from Remark [[2.23] O

Due to the proposition, we can think of the transparent part of solutions to (L2]) as being well
approximated by the transparent part of solutions to the limit equation (5I0). Just as in the
case of silent equations, we obtain the leading order asymptotics. However, there is a limit to
how detailed asymptotics we can obtain. Moreover, the limit is set by the size of the discrepancy
between the actual equation and the limit equation (quantitatively, the limit is determined by
the number fSi). Finally, (525) implies that the map from initial data to asymptotic data is
continuous.

The reader interested in an application of this result is referred to Section below.

5.4 Specifying the asymptotics

In the previous section, we derived asymptotics, given a solution. However, it is also of interest
to specify the leading order asymptotics, just as in the case of silent equations. In analogy with
Proposition B.16] it is sufficient to focus on the homogeneous case. In this section, we therefore
assume that f = 0 in (2). When comparing the present context with that of Proposition 16}
there is one important difference: we cannot assume the asymptotic data to take its values in one
specific subspace of C?™; cf. the statement of Proposition [F.11l For this reason, it is convenient
to introduce the following terminology.

Definition 5.13. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Assume that
the variables can be divided as described in Definition 5.1l Let Eis be a function from Zg ¢ to the
set of vector subspaces of C2™. Then 1) € C>(M,C?™) is said to be Es-adapted if the 'th Fourier
coefficient of ¢ vanishes for ¢ € Zp ¢ and belongs to Eys(t) for ¢ € Zp 5. The set of Eis-adapted
elements of C>°(M,C?*™) is denoted by C>®(M,C?™; E). Finally, C°(M,C?™) denotes the set
of elements of C°°(M,C?™) whose +’th Fourier coefficients vanish for « € Zp 1.

Next, we demonstrate that we can specify the leading order asymptotics.

Proposition 5.14. Assume that the conditions of Proposition [5.11 are fulfilled. Let Bmar and Pis
be as in the statement of Proposition [5.11. Assume, finally, that f = 0. Then there is a function
Eis from Ip s to the set of subspaces of C?™ such that if E, == Es(1), then the spaces E, have
the properties stated in Proposition [511l. Moreover, there are constants Ce > 0 and soo > 0, and
an injective linear map ®o, from C(M,C?™; Ey) to C (M, C*™) with the following properties.
First,

[P0 (¥)ll(s) < CallPll(s4s00) (5.26)

for all s € R and ¢ € C=(M,C?*™; Ey). Second, if 1 € C®(M,C?>™; Eis) and u is the solution
to (Z2) (with f =0) such that

( ;‘t(('jv%)) ) = B (), (5.27)
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then
H( (=AY 2u(-, 1) ) Aty
ur (1) (5.28)
<C(t)Nem PPt ({lug (-, 0| (st opom) + 1105 0l (st onomt1)) 5

where the constants C, N and opom have the same dependence as in the case of Proposition [511);
cf. Remark[ZI2 Finally, if there is an € > 0 such that Rsp[A(t)] < Pis — € for all v € Ipys, cf.
Definition[{.3, then Eis can be chosen to be such that Ey(t) = C?™ for all L € Ipts- In that case,
® s surjective.

Remark 5.15. The constant Cy only depends on the coefficients of (I.2]), the spectrum of the
Riemannian manifolds (MTJ. , grj), j=1,..., R, Pmar and the supremum of k, for ¢ € Ig 5. The
constant so, > 0 only depends on the coefficients of (2] and the supremum of s, for ¢ € Zp s.

Remark 5.16. By combining (5:26), (5.27)) and (5.28)), the norms of u(+,0) and w(-,0) appearing
on the right hand side of (5:28)) can be replaced by a suitable Sobolev norm of .

Remark 5.17. In order to obtain a similar result in the case of inhomogeneous equations, it is
sufficient to combine Propositions 5.11] and 5.14]

Remark 5.18. Due to the estimate (0.20), the map from asymptotic data to initial data is
continuous.

Proof. The statement follows from Proposition [[2.28 and Remark [2.24l The statements of Re-
mark [5.15] follow from Remark [12.26] O

Due to Proposition [5.14] we are in a position to calculate ... The reason for this is the following.
First, we can divide a solution, say u, to the homogeneous version of (L2) into two parts: us and
ugi. Due to Proposition B4, the energy of ug does not grow faster than (¢)291=2¢2%1t where x4
and d; are defined in the statement of Proposition[£.4l Similarly, due to Proposition[5.11] for every
€ > 0, the energy of u does not grow faster than e2("+9)t where & is the supremum of the x,’s
introduced at the beginning of Section Thus 7e; < max{k1,x}. Combining this observation
with Propositions and [5.T4]yields the conclusion that e, = max{r1, #}; cf. Remark[5.I0 for a
justification of the statement that Proposition .16 applies. On the other hand, we do not obtain
any conclusions concerning 7y;.

5.5 An example: the flat Kasner solution

In Example [£2T] we consider the Klein-Gordon equation for all the non—flat Kasner solutions. In
the case of the flat Kasner solution, the Klein-Gordon equation also takes the form (£I8)) (though
in what follows, we relabel 7 to t). However, all the §8; except one equal 1 and the exceptional
exponent, say 34, equals 0. In the case of solutions that only depend on the first d—1 variables, an
analysis similar to the one provided in Example [.2]] yields the conclusion that for such solutions,
there is a homeomorphism from initial data to asymptotic data. Moreover, an estimate of the
form ([£20Q) holds, where 1 = 1. Let us therefore focus on the part of the solution that corresponds
to modes with ng # 0;

ugs(z, t) = Znezd,nd;éoz(n’t)(27r)_d/2ei"'””.

In accordance with Definition ] there is a division of {1,...,d} into a silent subset (in our
case given by {1,...,d — 1}) and a transparent subset (in our case given by {d}). Moreover,
Definition applies with C, = 1, s = 2, Bsii = 1 and e = 0. Since the shift vector field
vanishes in the present setting, it is clear that it is asymptotically negligible in the sense of
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Definition Since X = 0 and ([@2) holds, with Cruy = M2, P = 2, Qe = 0 and (s = 0, the
limit equation (5I0) takes the form

Vit — Vdd — 0. (529)
Next, note that Zg = Z? in the present setting. For this reason, we here use the notation n instead

of ¢. The function geo, introduced in (B.12)), is here given by goo(n) = |ng|. Turning to A(c), w(,t)
and F(t,t), introduced in (514) and (.I5) , they are given by

A(n) = ( _&dl nd ) win.) = < Ing|(i(71z;t) >

and F(n,t) = 0. In particular,

QA _ ( cos(|nalt)  sin(|nalt) ) '

—sin(|nqlt) cos(|nalt)

If Uy, € C®(T? C2) is a function with Fourier coefficients Uy, such that Us,(n) = 0 if ng = 0,
then

(A0 = Dncrnn (S o) ) T

In practice, the variables z!, ..., %! are thus frozen, and we solve the linear wave equation (5.29)
in the tz?-directions.

Let us now return to Proposition [F.11l Note that in the present setting, the assumptions of this
proposition are satisfied. In addition, s = 1. Fix 0 < SBpar € R satisfying the restrictions of
Proposition 1Tl Given a solution u to #I8), there is a unique Uy, € C*(T%,C?) with the
property that Us(n) = 0 if ng = 0, and the property that

H( |ad|uts )t )_eAtstUoo
tUts T

for some constant 0 < Cs € R and all ¢t > 0. Here the constant Cj is allowed to depend on s, the
solution and the equation, and |94 := (—82)'/2. In fact, appealing to Proposition .14} the map
from initial data to Uy is a homeomorphism with respect to the C*° topology. In order to obtain
this conclusion, we use the fact that the eigenvalues of A(n) are purely imaginary. Turning to the
function wyg itself, note that (530) implies that

Z <n>2s

nGZd,nd;éO

< Oy ()N e= (1= Pmar)t (5.30)
(s)

. . 2
[ng|z(n,t) — cos(|ng|t)Ur(n) — sin(|ng|t)Uz(n)| < Cs<t>2Ne_2(1_Bm”)t

for all ¢ > 0, where U;, i = 1,2, are the components of Us,. Combining this estimate with (E30)
yields the conclusion that there is a function Uy € €™ (T4 x R, C) which solves (5.29); has the
property that Ugs(n,-) = 0 for all n € Z¢ such that ng = 0; and is such that

[us(, 1) = Uss (s D)l s) + 10rtes (-, 8) = 0l (- 1) | o) < Cis () N em I Pmant

for all ¢ > 0.

5.6 Outline of the argument

The strengths and weaknesses of the results are quite similar to those in the silent setting; cf.
Subsection 4.1l Here, we therefore focus on an outline of the proof. The rough structure of
the argument in the transparent setting is similar to that of the argument in the silent setting.
In particular, Subsection M.4.2 gives a general idea of how to proceed. The main difference is
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due to the fact that the set of A(:) is infinite. This difference gives rise to difficulties that are
purely algebraic, but somewhat technical to resolve. In order to describe the complications, let us
consider the matrices A(¢) in greater detail.

Model matrices. Consider the case that XJ* # 0 for some k € {1,...,dis}. Then, due to the
assumptions of Propositions F.11 and 514}, dis = 1 and Rys = 0. Thus goo(¢) = (2271)/2|n, |, so
that A(c) equals

A, = ( _Mlde‘O/HM_lW “Ig’” ) (5.31)
where p = goo(1); U := —oo; W i= —(»/2; and
T, €
] (g )12
For v € T 4s, nj, # 0, so that there are only two possibilities for V. In that sense, it is sufficient

to focus on matrices of the form (531 for fixed matrices U, V,W € M,,(C). In case all the XJ*
vanish, A(¢) also takes the form (B3T), this time with V' = 0.

Asymptotic expansions for the eigenvalues. Let us consider A, in greater detail. Conjugat-
ing A, by a matrix independent of ; yields a matrix N, of the form

_( —ipld, + R, Q)
N = ( Q ildy, + R ) (5:32)

where
Ry =ne Fip~ Wy, Q= Fids +p 'V

Here v4, 0+, V4 and W, are independent of . Moreover, the v+ are Jordan normal forms
of the matrices (U £ V)/2. Let A\j1, j = 1,...,px, be the distinct eigenvalues of vy, and
m; 4+ be the corresponding multiplicities. It can then be demonstrated that there are constants
0 < ¢q, fta € R such that for > p, and j =1,...,py, there are m; + eigenvalues of N, in a ball
of radius ¢ pu~1/™+ and centre +ip -+ Aj+; cf. Lemmal[lT.6l In other words, there are asymptotic
expansions for the eigenvalues.

Asymptotic partial diagonalisation. Ideally, we would like to diagonalise IV,. However, the
potential multiplicities of the eigenvalues of v4 cause problems. In the end, we therefore only
obtain a partial diagonalisation. In fact, for sufficiently large y, there are matrices T, € My, (C)
such that [|T,][, (|7, !|| <2 and such that

Hop—2 = 1o S py I

T, 'N,T, = diag{N, ,...,N,, ,N} N (5.33)

where
HNiEJ + ilﬂdmg‘,i - Vi,jH < Cufl.
Here v+ 4, j =1,...,p+, is the matrix collecting all the Jordan blocks in 4+ corresponding to the

eigenvalue A; 1. The justification for these statements is to be found in Lemma [IT.T741 The proof
is quite long, and requires some background material, which we develop in Section [[1.3] below.

Dividing the matrices according to frequency. Fix 0 < pg € R. Due to the assumptions,
the set of goo(t) satisfying goo(t) < pio is finite. Considering the family of matrices A(t), there is
thus a natural way to divide it into two subsets: the matrices corresponding to goo(t) < po and
the matrices corresponding to goo(t) > po. The use of this division is due to the fact that for large
Lo, there is a partial diagonalisation of the form (533). Choosing po large enough, the behaviour
of the modes satisfying goo(t) > po can therefore be analysed (up to, possibly, some small error).
Since the remaining modes only correspond to a finite number of matrices A(¢), their behaviour
can be analysed by appealing to the results of the previous chapter.

Asymptotic analysis for the modes. Let us now focus on the Fourier mode corresponding to a
t € Ip 4s- In analogy with the discussion in Subsection .42 it is natural to divide [0, o) into two
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subsets: [0, Tts] and (Tis, 00). Here Tig is defined so that the error terms (i.e., the terms that make
up the difference between the actual equation and the limit equation) are bounded by Ce~#w? for
t > Tis, where C is a constant independent of ¢ and ¢ := ¢t — Tis. Moreover, Tis is logarithmic
in (v(¢)). Just as in the silent setting, the analysis in [0, Tis] consists of a crude energy estimate.
Due to the fact that Tis is logarithmic in (v(¢)), this is sufficient; our lack of detailed knowledge
in [0,T;s] only corresponds to a finite loss of derivatives. How we analyse the asymptotics in
the interval (Tis,00) depends on the division of the modes into low and high frequencies. The
parameter defining the division is pg. A large po yields more detailed control of the eigenvalues
(and corresponds to a smaller Bpar; cf. Section £3). On the other hand, the larger the pg, the
larger the number of cases to which we need to apply the analysis of the previous chapter (and,
thereby, the larger the constants appearing in the estimates). Given the partial diagonalisation
(E33), we are in a position to carry out an analysis for high frequencies and ¢ > Tis. This is the
subject of Section[IT4l In Section[IT.H we then turn to the problem of specifying the asymptotic
data for an individual high frequency mode.

Summing up. Given the analysis described above and the results of the previous chapter,
we are in a position to derive the desired conclusions concerning transparent equations. This
is the subject of Chapter We start, in Sections [2.1] and [[2:2] by describing the equations
of interest; estimating the discrepancy between the actual equation and the limit equation for
fixed modes; and defining Tis. The derivation of the asymptotics is divided into two parts. In
Lemma [[2.18] we derive conclusions for the part of the solution corresponding to all the high
frequency modes. Combining this result with the methods developed in the silent setting yields
the desired conclusions concerning the asymptotics for the transparent part of the solution; cf.
Proposition In particular, we obtain a continuous map from initial data to asymptotic
data. We end the chapter in Section [2.4] by demonstrating that we can specify the leading
order asymptotics; cf. Proposition Again, the map from asymptotic data to initial data is
continuous.
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Chapter 6

Equations with a dominant noisy
spatial direction

6.1 Introduction

In Chapter @l we consider the case that k has a strictly positive lower bound and in Chapter [ we
consider the case that k asymptotically vanishes in some directions. As a next step, it is natural
to allow k to be negative in some directions. Note that this corresponds to contraction. As far
as the asymptotic behaviour is concerned, the direction in which the contraction is the strongest
is the most important. Moreover, assuming that there is one direction in which the contraction
dominates simplifies the analysis, and we restrict our attention to this case. For reasons mentioned
in Subsection [[3.2] we refer to the corresponding geometries (and equations) as noisy. Two
examples of noisy geometries are given by the Kasner solutions and the U(1)-symmetric solutions
(in the expanding direction); cf. Subsection [[3] In the study of the expanding direction of
polarised Gowdy solutions, we also obtain noisy equations.

6.1.1 Outline

Division of the variables and basic assumptions. In order to give a formal definition of
what it means for an equation to have a dominant noisy spatial direction, we need to divide the
cotangent space into directions in which the spacetime contracts maximally and the remaining
directions. The formal definition of this division is similar to the definition in the transparent
setting, cf. Definition (. and is provided in Subsection In Subsection B.I1.2] we also
describe the requirements on the second fundamental form, the shift vector field, the X'’s, o and (.
Concerning the second fundamental form, the main assumption is that there is a 0 < 3, € R such
that k%4 8,g" converges to zero exponentially in the dominant noisy spatial direction. Concerning
the remaining directions, we only need to assume that the contraction is slower, with a margin.
Turning to the coefficients of the lower order derivatives, we only need to impose convergence
conditions on the X’s corresponding to the dominant noisy direction and on «. Beyond these
requirements, we demand that (L2) be C2-balanced and that the C''-norm of the shift vector
field decay exponentially. In other words, the conditions are weaker than the ones imposed in
the silent and transparent settings, in the sense that we do not require ¢ to converge. However,
they are stronger in that we require control over a higher number of derivatives. In both cases,
the reason for the difference is the fact that the solutions exhibit oscillatory behaviour, with a
frequency that grows exponentially. Due to the exponentially growing frequency, ( is effectively
an error term, as long as it is future bounded in C'. On the other hand, in order to control the
evolution in this highly oscillatory setting, we need to approximate the oscillations, just as for the

o7
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equations considered in Chapter 2 cf. Section In order for the relevant methods, developed
in Part[[TIl to work, we need to impose bounds on a larger number of derivatives than in the silent
and transparent settings.

The limit equation. Just as in the case of silent and transparent equations, there is a limit
equation in the noisy setting. On the Fourier side, cf. Section 24.J] the homogeneous version of
this equation reads

54 21?2 4 ivg (1P X0 (1) 2 + oo = 0; (6.1)

cf. (€IG) below. Here 1y(¢) is the limit of e Pntg(1,t) (which exists due to the assumptions).
Moreover, aoo is the limit of «, and X, (¢) is either zero or, up to a sign, given by a limit that
exists due to the assumptions; cf. ([GI3)—(615) below.

At this point, let us remark that the assumptions that we make in the present chapter only allow
us to draw conclusions for the ¢ € Zp such that v, () # 0. The Fourier modes with v,(¢t) = 0
correspond to solutions to the so-called subdominant equation. This equation is obtained by setting
all the coefficients in front of the derivatives with respect to the dominant noisy spatial variables to
zero. In order to obtain asymptotic information concerning solutions to the subdominant equation,
we need to make additional assumptions. For instance, if the subdominant equation is transparent
in the sense of the previous chapter, then the results of the previous two chapters apply; if it is
silent, the results of Chapter @ apply; and if it has a dominant noisy spatial direction in the sense
of the present chapter, then we can proceed inductively.

Averaging over the oscillations. Consider a solution to (G corresponding to a ¢ € Zg such
that v,(1) # 0. Since v,(1)e’? — oo, it is clear that the dominant behaviour of solutions is
oscillatory. However, it is also of interest to understand the overall behaviour over longer periods
of time. To this end, it is of interest to consider one period of the oscillations in detail and then to
derive conclusions concerning the overall behaviour by combining the conclusions concerning the
individual periods; cf. the discussion in Section 25l In order to develop a feeling for the evolution
over one period, fix a tg > 0. Then the corresponding period of the oscillations is roughly speaking
T = 27/goo (1, t0), where goo(t,t) := vy (1)e’t. Moreover, (61 can be rewritten as

W(t,t) = Ao (1, )wl(e, t), (6.2)
where
oo (t—t0)/2
—p—Balt—to)/2 [ € Goo (1, 1)2(1, 1)
’(U(L;t) =€ ( eam(t—to)/QZ',(L7t) ’
— (Buldy + oo /2 oo (4, )Idm
As(1,t) = < 000 (1, )Idy, — 1Y (1) —(Buldy + ) /2 (6.3)
and

Vi (1, t) i= e (t=t0)/2 X ())em o (t=10)/2, (6.4)

Note that the choice of variables ensures that the sum of the matrices on the diagonal of A,
equals zero. A naive way of approximating the evolution of w from ¢y to tg + T is to say that
it corresponds to multiplication by exp[As(t,t0)T]. However, due to the fact that T decays
exponentially as ¢ty grows, we expect this approximation to gradually become better and better.
The matrix A (¢,t0)T has a very special form. First, the dominant part corresponds to the
evolution over exactly one full period of the oscillations. Second, the sum of the matrices on the
diagonal vanishes (so that, intuitively, the mean contribution from the diagonal matrices over one
period should vanish). Third, the only matrix that remains beyond this is

—iYy (1, t0)T = —i X, (1)T.

In Section I3.2] we develop methods for calculating exponentials of matrices of exactly this form.
The result is

~ 1 0 an(L)
N R (S R



6.1. INTRODUCTION 99

Combining the above definitions and observations yields the conclusion that if ¢; := ¢q + 7', then
oo (L, t1)2 (e, t1) o BaT)2 e—acT/2 0
( ’é(Lvtl) ~e 0 e*aooT/Q exp[Aoo(L7tO)T]w(L,t0)
~ [Id2m + Boo (1) T w(e, to),

where

1 Buldy — e iXa(t)
BOO(L) T 5 ( —an(L) Bulds, — oo ) '

Thus
( 9o (4, 11)2(e, 1) ) B (T ( Goo(t:10)2 (1 o) ) _

2(1,t1) 2(1,to)

Conjugating B (t) by
g L( 14, i,
T2\ idd,, Idn,

ﬂnldm — Qo + Xn(L) 0 B
0 Buldy, — oo — Xn(e) )7

yields
1

SByo(1)S™ = (

> (6.5)

Naively, it is thus reasonable to expect the overall evolution to be determined by the diagonal
elements of this matrix. Note that X, () can be written as £V for a fixed matrix V (independent
of ¢). For this reason, the set consisting of the matrices on the diagonal of (G.3)) is independent of
t. In particular, the growth of generic solutions to © = By (¢)v is independent of ¢.

Outline, results. After describing the conditions we impose in the present chapter, cf. Subsec-
tion[6.T.2} and the limit equation, cf. Subsection[6.1.3t we turn to the results in Section[6.2l First,
we derive an energy estimate in Subsection The growth corresponds exactly to the generic
growth of solutions to © = B (¢)v (which, as we noted above, is independent of ¢). However, just
as in the silent and transparent settings, the stated energy estimate involves a loss of derivatives;
cf. Proposition [6.8

Understanding the oscillations. Our second goal is to understand the oscillatory character of the
solutions. In order to do so, we focus on the scalar equation obtained from ([2]) by dropping
the right hand side and only keeping the terms on the left hand side that involve second order
derivatives of u, i.e.,

ur = 35 121 97 (0050 — 2311, g* (H)A0iu — 37 ar (1) Ag,u = 0. (6.6)

Considering ([G.5]), it seems reasonable to expect oscillations with an overall growth of &[u] of
the form e, This is indeed what happens. Moreover, not only are we in a position to derive
detailed asymptotics of solutions, we actually obtain a homeomorphism between initial data and
asymptotic data. Due to this fact, we can consider solutions to (6.6]) as models for the oscillatory
behaviour. The result is stated as Proposition As an illustration of the result, we consider
the future asymptotics of polarised vacuum Gowdy solutions.

Deriving/specifying the asymptotics. Outline of the proof. Let us return to (L2)). In order to
describe the future asymptotics of a solution, it turns out to be convenient to compare it with a
sum of terms of the form eu, where R is a constant matrix and w is a vector valued solution
to (66). However, describing the detailed combination of matrices and solutions to (6.8) needed
is somewhat technical, and is left to Subsection .2.3 in particular Proposition Finally,
similarly to the silent and transparent settings, we can specify the leading order asymptotics.
Moreover, in favourable circumstances, we obtain a homeomorphism between initial data and
asymptotic data. The relevant result is stated as Proposition In Section we end the
chapter by giving an outline of the proofs of the results.
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6.1.2 Dividing the cotangent space

Just as in the transparent setting, we here need to divide the cotangent space into the direct
sum of two subspaces. We refer to the relevant subspaces as the dominant noisy spatial direction
and the subdominant directions. In parallel with the introduction of these subspaces, we state
the main convergence requirements. Since the formulation of the conditions depends on whether
the dominant noisy spatial direction corresponds to an S'-factor or an M,-factor, we state the
requirements in two separate definitions. We start by considering the S!-case.

Definition 6.1. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Fix j €
{1,...,d} and let 7, be the map from M to S! corresponding to projection onto the j’th S'-factor
in T¢. Let w1, be the map from M to

Magp ;=T x My x -+ x Mg
corresponding to the projection onto what remains after removing the j’th S'-factor. Define

TiM =7 (T*SY), Tr M := 7t (T* Myyp).
The metric g is said to have a geometric dominant noisy spatial S'-direction corresponding to j if
there are 0 < 4,7, Cr € R and a continuous non-negative function ¢ € L'([0,00)) such that the

following holds:

KH(€,€) + Bug (€&, €)| < Cue™ ™G (,6) (6.7)
for all ¢ € T*M and all t > 0, and
KH(E,€) > [~ B +mn — e(1)]F*(€,€) (6.8)

for all £ € T, M and all t > 0. Consider (L2), where (M, g) is such that the above conditions
hold. If there are constants 9y, > 0, Crn > 0 and matrices X7, e € M, (C) such that

le™ X7 () = X2 |l + lla(t) — avoo|| < Crume™ ™" (6.9)
for all ¢ > 0; then (.2)) is said to be such that the dominant coefficients are convergent.
Remark 6.2. The definitions of gf and kf are given at the beginning of Subsection [.1.2]

Remark 6.3. In Remark 54 we reformulate the conditions (B and (52]) on the second funda-
mental form in the transparent setting to (B3] and (&4). Using the notation f introduced at the
beginning of Subsection E.I.2] and the notation

To M = [m5(T*SH),  Towp M = [, (T Mawp)]?,

sub

there is a similar reformulation of the conditions ([G.7)) and (G.8]).

We use similar terminology, and identical notation, when the dominant noisy spatial direction
corresponds to one of the M,..

Definition 6.4. Let (M, g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Fix r €
{1,..., R} and let m, be the projection from M to the M,-factor in M and let ms,p be the map
from M to

My, =T x My X -+ X M, x -+~ x Mg

corresponding to the projection onto what remains after removing M,; here a hat signifies omission.
Define - - -
T:M =7 (T*M,), TaoM :=ak (T Msup).

sub

The metric g is said to have a geometric dominant noisy spatial direction corresponding to M,
if there are 0 < fBy,7m,Cn € R and a continuous non-negative function ¢ € L'([0,o0)) such that
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@) holds for all £ € TM and all ¢t > 0, and such that ([6.8)) holds for all ¢ € T*, M and all
t > 0. Consider ([[2)), where (M, g) is such that the above conditions hold. If there are constants
Nmn > 0, Crnn > 0 and a matrix as € M,,(C) such that

[a(t) = ase|| < Crne ™Mt (6.10)
for all ¢ > 0; then (Z2)) is said to be such that the dominant coefficients are convergent.

In what follows, it is convenient to make additional assumptions. In order for the statements of
the results not to be too cumbersome, we therefore introduce the following terminology.

Definition 6.5. Consider (I.2)). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical
separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, the metric g to have a geometric
dominant noisy spatial direction and the dominant coefficients of (L2) to be convergent; i.e.,
either all the requirements of Definition or all the requirements of Definition are satisfied.
Assume, in addition, that (L2) is C%-balanced and that there are constants Cyp,, 75, > 0 such that

IX()]g + [X(t)]g < Cone™ ! (6.11)

for all ¢ > 0. Then (L2) is said to be C*-balanced with a geometric dominant noisy spatial direction,
convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector field.

Before turning to the results, note that given assumptions of the form stated in Definitions
and [6.4] we cannot say much about modes such that there is no spatial variation in the dominant
noisy spatial direction. For that reason, we, from now on, focus on ¢ € Zg ;,, where Zp ;, is defined
as follows.

Definition 6.6. Assume that (L2)) is C?-balanced with a geometric dominant noisy spatial di-
rection, convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector field; cf. Definition
Define
va(1) := lim e Prtg(s,t), (6.12)
t—o0

where 3, is given in Definitions and Then the set Zp ;, is defined to consist of the ¢ € Zp
such that v, (¢) # 0.

Remark 6.7. The function g(¢,t) is defined by (24.13). Due to Remarks [[T.2 and [[74], the limit
([6.12) exists. Moreover, if g has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S!-direction corresponding to
Jj, then ¢ € Zp if and only if vr ;(¢) # 0; cf. (243). Similarly, if g has a geometric dominant noisy
spatial corresponding to M,, then ¢ € Zgp if and only if v,.; (¢) # 0.

6.1.3 The limit equation

Assume that (L2)) is C%-balanced with a geometric dominant noisy spatial direction, convergent
dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector field; cf. Definition Consider ([24.16]), the
equation for the Fourier coefficients of a solution to (I.Z)), and assume that ¢ € Zg . In analogy
with earlier chapters, it is of interest to isolate a limit equation. Considering (612]), it seems
natural to, as a first approximation, replace g(z,t) with v,(1)ef»*. Moreover, due to (6.9) and
(6.10), it seems reasonable to replace o with . Turning to the term involving the X', it can
be verified that it, to leading order, is given by i X, (¢)vn (1)t 2 (cf. Lemma [I7.15 for a detailed
justification). Here }

Xn(e) :=sgn, (1) Xn,co- (6.13)
Concerning the definition of the expressions appearing on the right hand side, there are two cases
to consider. If (L2) has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S!-direction corresponding to j, and

t € Ip n, then
Koo = (2) VXL, sen, (1) = 2 (6.14)

 nyl
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(no summation on j); here g¥7 := lim;_, o, e =21t g77 (¢) (that this limit exists and is strictly positive
is a consequence of Remark [[72). If (IL2) has a geometric dominant noisy spatial direction
corresponding to M, and ¢ € Ip ;, then

Xeon =0, sgn,():=1. (6.15)

Leaving the significance of ( aside for a moment, the preliminary, homogeneous version of the
limit equation is given by

54+ 12(1)e®Pt 2 4+ vy (1) X0 (1) 2 + ased + C(t)z = 0,

where the absence of the term involving the shift vector field is justified by (6I1]). This equation
can be written as a first order system for a vector valued function whose first m components are
given by v, ()ePr*z and whose last m components are given by 2. If one does so, it becomes clear
that ¢ only appears divided by v,(:)efn*. As a consequence, it seems reasonable to expect ¢ to
have a negligible influence on the leading order asymptotics. In the end, this expectation turns
out to be justified. Summing up yields the homogeneous limit equation

54 20ty vy (1)eP X0 (1) 2 + ano = 0. (6.16)

Since 3, > 0, it is clear that the leading order behaviour is oscillatory, with a frequency that grows
exponentially. However, there is also an overall exponential growth/decay. Considering the limit
equation, it is natural to expect the growth/decay to be determined by ., X oo,n and aoo. In fact,
we expect the matrices appearing on the diagonal on the right hand side of (635]) to determine the
growth/decay of solutions. It is therefore natural to introduce the notation

R = 2 (—aso + Buldy £ Xeon). 6.17
n,+ s

N | =

Let R, 4+ := diag(R;;Jr,R;Jr), Fn+ = Kmax(Bn+) and dy 1+ = dmax(Bn +,kn,+); cf. Defini-
tion (3l

6.2 Results

Turning to the results, it is natural to begin by stating a rough Sobolev estimate. However, for
reasons mentioned above, we can only expect to be able to estimate the projection of solutions
to the subspace corresponding to Zg . This is the subject of Subsection [6.2.1] After that, we
turn to the problem of deriving asymptotics. As mentioned above, the asymptotic behaviour can
roughly speaking be divided into two pieces: an oscillatory part and an overall growth/decay.
The oscillatory part can be expressed in terms of solutions to (6.0); i.e., the homogeneous wave
equation obtained by dropping the right hand side of (I.2) as well as all the lower order terms on
the left hand side. In Subsection [6.2.2] we state the asymptotics for solutions to this equation.
Moreover, we note that there is a homeomorphism between initial data and asymptotic data. An
important observation that arises in the study of (G.6]) is that solutions (with frequency content
contained in Zp ) can be divided into two pieces, one of which is said to be positively oriented,
and the other of which is said to be negatively oriented.

Turning to the asymptotics of solutions to (I.2)), we restrict our attention to the situation that the
right hand side exhibits slower growth than solutions to the homogeneous equation. Then the so-
lutions can be approximated by a sum of functions of the form e4tu,,, where A is a constant matrix
and u. is a solution to (6.6). However, there are two types of orientation that influence what the
matrix A is: the orientation of solutions to (6.6]) mentioned above; and the sign of n; (assuming the
metric g associated with (I.2) has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S'-direction corresponding
to j). We describe the relevant results in Subsection Finally, in Subsection 6.2.4] we turn
to the problem of specifying the asymptotics.
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6.2.1 A rough Sobolev estimate

Next, we formulate a rough estimate of Sobolev type energies. In the statement, we use the
following notation. If f € C°(M,C™),

fu(pst) = ELEIB,nf(L’ ). (p), (6.18)

where ¢, and f are defined by @40) and @4.15) respectively. We define u,, similarly, and &, by
24.19).

Proposition 6.8. Assume that (1.2) is C?-balanced with a geometric dominant noisy spatial
direction, convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector field; cf. Definition [6.5.
Then there are constants C' > 0 and sy, > 0 such that if u is a solution to [L2), then

€2 un)(t) SOt lemn €S [un](0)

! , (6.19)
+ [ Ot eyt e O ) gt
0
for allt >0 and s € R, where f, and uy are defined by (6I8) and the adjacent text. Finally, kn,+
and dn 4+ are defined in the text adjacent to [(6.17).

Remarks 6.9. The proposition is a consequence of Remark [[7.23] Moreover, C' and s, only
depend on the the Riemannian manifolds (M., g.), r = 1, ..., R, and the coefficients of the equation

(@2).

6.2.2 A model for the oscillations

As a preparation for the description of the asymptotics of solutions to (6.6]), we need to introduce
some terminology. Assume, first of all, that ([6.6) is C2-balanced with a geometric dominant
noisy spatial direction, convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector field; cf.
Definition We then define n4 by

na = min{nn/Q, Tlshs Tlmn Bn}a (620)

where (,, nn and 7y, are the constants appearing in Definitions and [6.4t and 7y, is the
constant appearing in Definition Note that, in the present setting, nmn could be removed
from the definition of 14, since @ = 0 and X' = 0 for (6.6). However, we also wish to use the
definition ([@20) in the study of solutions to (IZ), and in that setting, we need to include 7yp.
In order to describe the oscillations of the solutions, the following two functions are of central
importance:

t
Wsh (¢, 1) ::/ o, t)g(e, )t (6.21)
0
¢
Prot(L,t) = / 1+ 0% (e, )] 2g(e, )t (6.22)
0
where g is defined by ([24.13) and o is defined by (241I7). The main result concerning the asymp-

totics of solutions to (6.6) is the following.

Proposition 6.10. Consider the equation (6.8). Assume that it is C?-balanced with a geometric
dominant noisy spatial direction, convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector
field; cf. Definition [0 Let na be defined by (6.20) and x+(tv) € C, v € Iy, be such that for
every 0 < k € Z, there is a constant Cj, < co with the property that

Cezn . WO F X+ (O + Ix=()P] < Cr. (6.23)
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Define zapp and uapp by

But/2 ) .
Zapp(Lut) ;:% (X+(L)ez[wsh(L,t)*%’coc(L,t)] +x (L)ez[wsh(L,t)+<pcoc(L,t)]) (6.24)
Uapp(P; 1) ::ZLGIB,nZapp(Lvt)SDL(p)v (6.25)

where t € Ip ,, in (6-24); wen is defined by (G21); piot is defined by (6.22); and g(¢,t) is defined by
(24-13). Then there is a unique smooth solution u to [6.6]) such that the following holds: w = uy,
where uy is defined in analogy with (618); and there are constants s € R, n > 0 and C > 0 such
that

Eofu — Uapp)(t) < CelPu=mt (6.26)

for allt > 0. Moreover, this unique solution has the property that

Calu — ttapp|(t) < CaeP 7210150 1 (w()*CT o) x4 () + Ix- ()] (6.27)

for allt >0 and s € R, where 0 < s, € R and 0 < Cy € R only depend on the coefficients of the
equation (6.0) and the Riemannian manifolds (M, g,), r =1,..., R; and & is defined by (24.19).
Finally,

E20u)(0) < Ca (Srez,, WOV OF + v-@F) (6.2

for all s € R, where C'x and sy have the same dependence as in the case of [6.27).

Conversely, assume that u is a smooth solution to (6.6) such that u = uy. Then there are uniquely
determined x+(t), t € Ipn, such that (623) holds, and such that if wapp is defined by (6.24]) and
(623), then (6.20) holds. Moreover, this wapp s such that (6.27) holds. Finally,

1/2
(S, W Ix 2 + - (2]) < Caelll, [u(0) (6.29)
for all s € R, where Cx and sy have the same dependence as in the case of [6.27).

Remark 6.11. The proposition is a consequence of Remark [19.2]

Remark 6.12. Specifying x4 (¢) € C, ¢ € Iy, such that ([6.23]) holds for all £ > 0 corresponds
to specifying two smooth C-valued functions on M with frequency content contained in Zg .
These two functions can be thought of as the asymptotic data. Moreover, from this point of
view, the estimates (628) and (6:29]) imply that the map from initial data to asymptotic data is
a homeomorphism with respect to the C*°-topology.

Remark 6.13. Since g(i,t) & vy (¢)e®?, [6.24) implies that z.,p(¢,t) decays as e #nt/2. However,
the energy of wuapp grows as e’nt. The reason for this is the following. First of all,

Z.'app(ba t) meﬁ“t/z (_ix-i- (L)ei[wsh(L,t)fapmt(L,t)] + ix_(L)ei[wsh(L,t)+<ptot([,,t)])
g(b,t)zapp(b,t) :eﬁnt/2 (X+(L)ei[wsh(L,t)—ﬁ@toc(b,t)] + X_(L)ei[wsh(L,t)+<ptot(L7t)]) )
Thus
[app (4 )% + 02 (6, ) zapp (1 ) & 2™ [ (W7 + [x= ()]
In particular, the contribution of the t'th mode to &[uapp] grows as et unless the x+(¢) vanish.

Remark 6.14. The estimate (6.27) immediately yields an estimate for the L?-norm of the dif-
ference between u and uapp; cf. ([2419). However, this estimate is not very good. In order to
improve it, assume that there is a non-negative continuous function ejow € L'([0,00)) such that

k > _[ﬁn + Clow (t)]g (630)
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for all ¢ > 0 (in addition to the assumptions of the proposition). Then there is a constant 0 < C' € R
(depending only on the spectrum of the Riemannian manifold corresponding to the dominant noisy
spatial direction and the coefficients of the equation (6.6)) such that e®=¢[g(¢,¢)]™* < C for allt > 0
and all ¢ € Zg p; cf. Remarks and As a consequence,

ewntZLeIB<V(L)>2S|Z(Lv t) = Zapp(, 1)
=2 ez, € 0 (n, )] 2 (1)) 6 (1,1)|2(4,1) = Zapp (4, 1) < C€4fu — wapp).

Combining this estimate with ([G27) yields

Yoiezs WW)*12(6 1) = zapp (1, 1) 2

6.31
SCpe”Pnt2naltsT WO Iy (7 + = ()] (031

for all ¢ > 0 and s € R, where C4 and s,, have the same dependence as in the case of ([G.27]).

Due to this proposition, we can introduce a notion of orientation of a solution to (6.6I).

Definition 6.15. Consider the equation (6.6). Assume that it is C2?-balanced with a geometric
dominant noisy spatial direction, convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector
field; cf. Definition Assume that u is a smooth solution to ([G6]) such that u = u,, where
Uy is defined in analogy with (6I8). Let uapp be the uniquely associated function of the form
(624) and ([6.25), whose existence is guaranteed by Proposition [6.I0 Consider ([6.24]) and (G.25]).
If x_(¢) =0 for all v € Zp y,, then u is said to be positively oriented. If x1 (1) = 0 for all v € Ty,
then u is said to be negatively oriented.

In order to illustrate the use of Proposition [6.10] let us consider a special case.

Example 6.16. Consider (II3). In the case of this equation,
g=—dt@dt+e 2dd®ds, g=e 'dd®d), k=—-g, Luk=27.

Moreover, the shift vector field vanishes (as does «, ¢ and X). Thus (LI3)) is C*-balanced. Since
k+g =0, it is clear that (LI3) has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S'-direction corresponding
to 1. Moreover, 3, = 1 and we can choose C, = 1 and 7, = 2. That the dominant coefficients are
convergent is obvious (since X' and « vanish), and we can choose 7y, = 2. Finally, (LI3) has a
negligible shift vector field, and we can choose 7, = 2. Considering (6.20), it is clear that n4 = 1.
Turning to wsy and @iot, note that wg, = 0, g(n,t) = e'|n| and ot (n,t) = (€' — 1)|n|. Thus z.pp
appearing in ([6.24]) can be written

Zapp (1) = || '€ ™2 (x4 (n) exp[—i(e’ — 1)[nf] + x— (n) expli(e’ — 1)[n]).
This means that u,p, can be written in the form
Uapp (0, 1) = €78/ %uy, (6, t),

where uy, is a solution to the flat space wave equation u,r — ugg = 0 with mean value zero for
all 7 (in the present setting, the requirement that u, have mean value zero corresponds to the
frequency content being contained in Zp ). Moreover, there is a homeomorphism (in the C*°-
topology) between the initial data for P (assuming that the mean value of P over S' vanishes)
and the initial data for uy. Turning to the estimates of the difference between wu,pp, and P, note
that (G.31)) implies that every Sobolev norm of P(-,t) — wapp(-,t) decays as e~3%/2. Consider

P,(0,t) — Oyuapp(0,t) = P (6,t) — et/2(67uw)(6‘, e) + %e_t/2uw(9, e'). (6.32)

Due to (6.27), the Sobolev norm of this difference decays as e~*/2. However, the Sobolev norm of
the last term on the right hand side of ([6.32) also decays as e~*/2, so that the sum of the first two
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terms on the right hand side of ([G32]) decays as e~%/2. Changing time coordinate to 7 = ef, we

obtain, by abuse of notation,
1PCom) = 7 2uw (o m)llon + 1P 7) = 772000 () on < Crr /2

for all 0 < k € Z and all 7 > 1. Moreover, there is a homeomorphism between the initial data for
P and the initial data for uy. Adding to these observations the spatially homogeneous solutions
to (L28)) yields the conclusions stated in connection with (L25). Finally, let us note that the fact
that there is a bijection follows from [20, [30].

6.2.3 Deriving asymptotics

Next, we consider the asymptotics of solutions to (L.2]). As already mentioned, a given solution can
be approximated by a sum of terms consisting of an oscillatory part and an overall growth/decay.
However, what the overall growth/decay is depends on the orientation of the oscillatory part,
as well as the sign of n; (assuming ([2]) has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S'-direction
corresponding to j); here the oscillatory part is modelled by a solution to (G.6]) and the notion
of an orientation for a solution to (6.6) is given by Definition It is therefore convenient to
introduce the following notation.

Definition 6.17. Assume that (L2 is C*-balanced with a geometric dominant noisy spatial
direction, convergent dominant coeflicients and a negligible shift vector field; cf. Definition
In case (L2) has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S!-direction corresponding to j, let

I};n = {L S IBm : VTJ‘(L) < 0}, I};n = {L S IBm : VT)j(L) > 0}; (633)

cf. Z43). In case (L2) has a geometric dominant noisy spatial direction corresponding to, say,
M, let
I};n =Ipn, Ig,:=2. (6.34)

Proposition 6.18. Assume that ([I.2) is C?-balanced with a geometric dominant noisy spatial
direction, convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector field; cf. Definition [6.5.
Let na be defined by (G20) and assume that there is an 0 < np < na such that

/ e Cn e o (-8t < 00 (6.35)
0

for all s, where rn 1 is defined by the teat adjacent to (6.17); fu is defined by (G18); and || - || (s
is defined by (24.10). Let

1 ~
An,:i: = _5 (aoo + Xoo,n) 5 Kn,m ‘= max{’{max(An,qL)v Hmax(An,f)}a

where Xoo,n is defined by (6-I9) and (6I13). Finally, let I, := (knm — 1B, fn,m] and Ey 1+ =
Ea, y.1,; cf Definition[{7]

If the metric g has a geometric dominant noisy spatial direction corresponding to, say, M,, cf.
Definition[6.4), then En y = Ey — =: By and An + = An — =: Ay. Moreover, if u is a solution to
(I2), there is a unique solution ugw € C°(M, E,) to (6.8) such that

o if zow(t,t) denotes the v’th Fourier coefficient of ugw(+,t), then zo w(t,") =0 if t ¢ Ipy,

o if uy is defined by
U (pv t) = eAntuO,w(pv t)a (636)

then there are real constants C', N and s such that
€2 uy — uy|(t) <CH)N elrnr—nz)t (6.37)
for all t > 0, where uy, is defined in analogy with [G18).
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If the metric g has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S'-direction corresponding to j and v is
a solution to ([I2), then there are unique solutions uy w € C°(M, Ey 1) to (€0) such that the
following holds:

o Uy y = uiw—l—u;w and u_ v = u;w—kuf)w, where ul ., T,V € {+, =}, are smooth solutions

to (6.6) whose 1 ’th Fourier coefficients are denoted by 27 ,(t,t) and are such that

— 25 (1)) =0 in case L ¢ I];n and 2y (1,-) = 0 in case L ¢ I,

+ +

— ui , are positively oriented and u= ,, are negatively oriented solutions to (6.0),

o if uy is defined by
Uy (p, ) = e+ luy o (p,t) + e tu_ (p,t), (6.38)

then there are real constants C, N and s such that
EL2 Uy — uy|(t) <C{)NelFn+—nm)t (6.39)
for allt > 0.

Moreover, in both cases there are constants Cg > 0 and sgp > 0 (depending only on ng, the
Riemannian manifolds (My,g.), r = 1,..., R, and the coefficients of the equation (L32)); and a
non-negative integer N (depending only on m) such that the following holds. If u and uy, are as
above, then

6;/2 [un - UW] (t)

oo , 6.40
<Ct)¥elen o (L2, Ll O)+ [ e )y o
0

for allt > 0 and all s € R. In addition, if the metric g has a geometric dominant noisy spatial
direction corresponding to, say, M,, then

€}/ *[uo,w](0) < Cp <€i—/|-253[un](0) +/ 6(““’*”B)t’llfn(-,t’)||<s+SB>dt’> (6.41)
0

for all s € R, where Cp and sp have the same dependence as in the case of (640). Finally, if the
metric g has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S'-direction corresponding to j, then

€}/ *[ux ](0) < Cp (in—/fsB[un](O) +/ 6(““’*"B)tlllfn(',t’)ll(s+53)df/) (6.42)
0

for all s € R, where Cp and sp have the same dependence as in the case of (640).
Remark 6.19. The result is a consequence of Lemma 911} cf. Remark I9.12

Remark 6.20. The asymptotics can be characterised in terms of functions such as upp, introduced

in (624) and (620) (as opposed to solutions to ([G.6)); cf. Remark 19.19)
Remark 6.21. Note that ky + and k, m are related according to fn,+ = Knm + Bn/2.

Remarks 6.22. In the statement of the proposition, two equations play an important role: (L2
and (G.6). Note that it is here taken for granted that (6.6) is the equation obtained from (L2
by setting o, ¢, X7 and f to zero. In the statement of the present proposition, we speak of 14,
defined by ([G.20). Note that this 74 need not necessarily coincide with the 14 associated with
the equation (6.6l), say 74 hom, since 7m, can be omitted from the right hand side of (G20) in the
definition of N4 hom. On the other hand, it is clear that 174 hom > 14, so that when we appeal to
Proposition [6.10, the discrepancy does not cause complications. Turning to the constant £, note
that it is the same for the two equations; cf. Definitions and
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Remark 6.23. If (2 has a dominant noisy spatial generalised direction, then A, = —a/2, so
that ([6.36]) can be written

—Qoot/2

uw(pv t) =e€ uO,w(pat)'

Remark 6.24. The constants C, s and N appearing in ([637) and ([6.39) are allowed to depend
on the coefficients of the equation (L2)), np, the functions uy, ty, fa ete.

Remark 6.25. If all the Jordan blocks of the matrices A, + are trivial, then the IV appearing in
(640) can be replaced by 1. If E,, 4 = E, _ = C™, then N can be replaced by d, + — 1, where
dy,+ is defined in connection with (G.I7]).

6.2.4 Specifying the asymptotics

The result of the previous subsection yields conclusions concerning the asymptotics, given a solu-
tion. In fact, (641 and ([6.42)) demonstrate that there is a continuous map from initial data to
asymptotic data. It is then of interest to ask if it is possible to construct a solution, given asymp-
totic data. If there is a corresponding map, it is also natural to ask whether it is continuous.
In the preparation for the statement of such a result, it is convenient to introduce the following
terminology.

Definition 6.26. Consider the equation (6.6). Assume that it is C2?-balanced with a geometric
dominant noisy spatial direction, convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector
field; cf. Definition Let 1 <m € Z and V be a vector subspace of C™. Then

W (M, V) C C=(M, V) x C=(M, V)

denotes the set of initial data at ¢t = 0 for solutions u to (6.6]) such that u € C°°(M,V) and the
¢'th Fourier coefficient of u(-, t) vanishes for all ¢ if « ¢ Zg ,,. Moreover, Wy, + (M, V) (W, _(M,V))
denotes the subset of W, (M, V) corresponding to positively (negatively) oriented solutions to
©8). In addition, Wy (M, V) (W, (M,V)) denotes the subset of Wy +(M,V) consisting of
functions whose ¢’'th Fourier coefficients vanish if ¢ ¢ I};n (t¢Ig,)

Remark 6.27. By initial data we here mean [u(-,0),us(-,0)].

Proposition 6.28. Assume that ([I.2) is C?-balanced with a geometric dominant noisy spatial
direction, convergent dominant coefficients and a negligible shift vector field; cf. Definition [6.0
Assume, moreover, that f = 0. Let na be defined by ([620) and 0 < np < na. Define An + and
E, 1+ as in the statement of Proposition [6.18.

If the metric g has a geometric dominant noisy spatial direction corresponding to, say, M, then
En 4+ =E,_ = E,, and there is an injective linear map

gt Wa(M, Ey) — Wyo(M,C™)

such that if 1 € Wy(M, Ey); uow is the solution to (6.06) corresponding to the initial data ) at
t = 0; uy 1s defined by (6.36); and u is the solution to [(L3) (with f = 0) corresponding to the
initial data ®y, g(v0) at t =0, then u = u, and

€2 [u —uw](t) < Cp(t)yV e+ 18| (g4 (6.43)

for allt >0 and s € R, where Cp, sp and N have the same dependence as in the case of [6-40).
If the Jordan blocks of the matriz Ay, are trivial, the N appearing in (0.43) can be replaced by 1.
Moreover, if B, = C™, then N can be replaced by d,, + — 1, where d,, + is defined in connection
with (6.17). If E, = C™, then ®, 4 is surjective. Finally, there are constants Cg >0 and sp >0
such that

[Png(¥)lls) < CBIYII(s+58) (6.44)
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for all s € R and all ¢ € WH(M, E,), where Cp and sp have the same dependence as in the case
of [040).
If the metric g has a geometric dominant noisy spatial S*-direction corresponding to j, let

Wr-;r I:WI:':_,’_ (M, En7+) &) Wr:_ (M, En7+),

W, ::WI;L(]\Z/, E,-)® WJ?(M, E,_).

n

Then there is an injective linear map
O, W x W, — W, (M,C™)

such that if x4+ € WE; ux  is the solution to (6.0) corresponding to the initial data x4 at t = 0;
Uy 18 defined by (638); and u is the solution to (IZ) (with f = 0) corresponding to the initial
data @y 1(x+,x—) att =0, then v = uy, and

6;/2[“‘ - uW](t) <Csp <t>N6(Nn’+_nB)t[||X+||(s+SB) + ||X*||(S+SB)] (645)

for allt >0 and s € R, where Cg, sp and N have the same dependence as in the case of [6-40).
If the Jordan blocks of the matrices An + are trivial, the N appearing in [673]) can be replaced by
1. Moreover, if E, + = E,, — = C™, then N can be replaced by d,, + — 1, where dy, 4+ is defined in
connection with (6.17). If En + = E,, — = C™, then O, 1 is surjective. Finally, there are constants
Cg >0 and s > 0 such that

@0t O Xl s) < CBllIX+(s455) + [IX-[(5+55)] (6.46)

for all s € R and all (x+,x—) € Wi x W, where Cg and sg have the same dependence as in

the case of (6-40).

Remark 6.29. The result is a consequence of Lemma [19.22} cf. Remark [[9.24

Remark 6.30. The asymptotic data can be specified in terms of functions such as uapp, introduced
in ([6:24)) and ([6.25]) (as opposed to solutions to (6.4))); cf. Remark [19.20]

Remark 6.31. Remarks[6.22] are equally relevant in the present setting.

6.2.5 Reinterpreting oscillatory ODE behaviour; equations with un-
bounded (

In most of these notes, we assume ( to be future bounded. However, there are some situations in
which this requirement can be omitted. To be more specific, assume that there is a real valued
function & € C*°(I,R) and real numbers &2 oo, Naux, Caux > 0 such that

|§2(t) - 52,00| + |at§2(t)| S Cauxe_nalmt (647)

for all ¢ > 0. Assume, moreover, ¢ to be of the form

Ct) = Gt) + G)Idy, Ca(t) := &(t)ePmt

for all ¢ > 0, where B,ux > 0 is a constant. Here ¢; should be thought of as being such that ||1]|
and |01 are bounded (however, ¢; need not converge). By redefining ¢; and (5 (in such a way
that they remain unchanged in a neighbourhood of ¢ = o0), it can be ensured that &2 > &2.00/2
for all t > 0. For that reason, we from now on assume this inequality to be satisfied. Returning
to (L2) with g°° = —1, note that it can be written

usr — g7 0;00u — 290 0pu — Zlea:Q(t)AgTu + aus + X90;u + Gu+ Gu = f. (6.48)
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On the other hand, we can view this equation as being the equation for a Fourier coefficient of a
solution to

Us — ¢7'0;0,U — (203,,U — 2¢”8,0,U — S a7 2()A, U + aU; + XI0,U + QU = F - (6.49)

on My := My X I, where M, := T4 x My x --- x Mg. In fact, given a solution u to (6.45)),
U = ue™"" satisfies ©49) with F = fe®""" (where 241 denotes the (d-+1)’th coordinate on the
(d+1)-torus). If we can derive asymptotic information concerning solutions to [6.49]), we can thus
do the same for solutions to (648). In fact, it is sufficient if we can derive asymptotic information
concerning the parts of solutions to (6.49) corresponding to ¢’s such that ngy; # 0. There are
many situations in which the results of these notes could be applied to ([649). However, for the
sake of definiteness, let us consider one such situation.

Dominant ODE oscillations. Note that (€49) is an equation of the form (L2]), where the
metric is given by
Jaux ‘= ¢ + C;ldxd—i_l & d$d+1

on Maux. Moreover, (Mayx, gaux) 18 & canonical separable cosmological model manifold, and if Kaux
is the second fundamental form associated with g.ux, then

_ _ 1 ..
kaux =k — (ﬁaux + 552_152> C{ld$d+1 ® d$d+1,

where k is the second fundamental form of g. Assume that there is a constant 7, > 0 and a
continuous ¢ € L([0,00)) such that

E(va 1)) > [_ﬂaux + Th — e(t)]g(vv ’U) (650)

for all v € TM and t > 0. Define Mgy, := M; T : Maux — S' to be the projection onto the
(d+1)th S'-factor in M,ux; Tsub to be the map from M,y to Mgy, corresponding to the projection
onto what remains after removing the (d+ 1)th S'-factor; and let 3, := Baux. Then ([6.47) ensures
that (G.7)) holds. Moreover, ([G.50) ensures that (G.8]) holds. Thus g.ux has a geometric dominant
noisy spatial S!-direction corresponding to d + 1. Since X9*! = 0 in (649), the requirement that
([©3) hold is equivalent to the requirement that

[a(t) = asoll < Crune ™M= (6.51)

for all ¢ > 0. From now on, we therefore assume (6.51]) to hold, so that the dominant coefficients
are convergent; cf. Definition Turning to the shift vector field, note that it is the same for g
and gaux, and assume that (GIT]) holds for all ¢ > 0. What remains to be verified in order to ensure
that the conditions of Definition [6.5 are satisfied is that ([6.49) is C?-balanced. Assuming the shift
vector field of g to be C?-future bounded; a and ¢; to be C!-future bounded; X to be C*-future
bounded; k to be C'-future bounded; and (in addition to (.47)), & to be future bounded, then
(6.49) is C?-balanced. Making appropriate assumptions concerning f, the results of the present

section thus apply to ([@Z9).

Example 6.32. Consider the Klein-Gordon equation in the expanding direction of Kasner space-
times. Due to the calculations carried out in Example 2]}, the Klein-Gordon equation can be

written
1y (tue) — S0 12wy + mPt2u = 0,

where 8; = 1 — p;. Letting 7 = Int, this equation becomes
Uy — Z?Zlew”uii +m?e? u = 0.
In the discussion above, this equation corresponds to ([6.48]). The corresponding version of ([6.49])

is
U, — Zd:162ﬂiTUii — m2e2TUDD =0, (652)

K3
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where D := d + 1. If the f§; are all distinct and different from 1, we can think of ([E52) as
being defined on TP x R. If there are several f3;’s equalling, say, 31, then we can combine the
corresponding circles to a T =: M; etc. Due to these observations, we can apply the methods
developed so far in these notes to ([@52)). Doing so yields a homeomorphism between initial data
and asymptotic data (we leave the details of the verification of this statement to the reader).

6.3 Outline of the proof

Fix a Fourier mode ¢ € Zp . In one respect, the analysis of the asymptotics of a corresponding
Fourier coefficient is similar to the analysis in the silent and transparent cases:

e For large ¢, say t > Ty, g(t,t) is well approximated by vy (¢)et, and [@4.16) can effectively
be replaced by a limit equation.

e For small ¢, i.e. t € [0,T}], the solution can be controlled by a crude energy estimate.

The main difference between the noisy setting on the one hand, and the silent and transparent
settings on the other, is that the limit equation in the noisy setting is not a constant coefficient
equation, so that quite different methods are needed in order to analyse the behaviour of solutions
for t > T,,. The fact that a crude energy estimate is sufficient to handle the interval [0,T}] is a
strength in the sense that the conditions needed to obtain the results are weak. On the other
hand, the crude analysis leads to a loss of derivatives, which makes it impossible to calculate 7.

The noisy regime. Due to the above observations, it is clear that the main difficulty consists
in analysing the behaviour of solutions in the regime [T}, 00). In the introduction to the present
chapter, we give a rough idea of how to approximate the corresponding oscillatory behaviour in
the case of G.I). In Part [Tl we develop general methods for approximating the evolution over
one period of the oscillations. However, the methods developed in Part [II] of these notes apply
not only to the equations considered in Chapter 2] and the equations considered in the present
chapter. If we make additional assumptions concerning the equations, they also apply in regions
of the form [0, Tpae], [0, Tts] and [0,7y] in the silent, transparent and noisy settings respectively.
Moreover, in Chapter [7 below, we demonstrate that it is possible to calculate 7, on the basis
of such an application. To summarise: since the full range of the applications of the results of
Part [Tl only becomes clear at the end of the next chapter, we only give an outline of the methods
developed in Part [[TI] at the end of Chapter [l However, let us describe the main outcome of the
analysis. The goal is to estimate the evolution of solutions in intervals where the behaviour is
oscillatory. To this end, we introduce a time sequence {tx} such that [tg, tx+1], roughly speaking,
corresponds to one period of the oscillations. The final result of Part [II] is (I5.63), an equation
that yields

tht1
vun = Afve AL [ Bt (6.53)
tr

Here 1)y, represents the initial data for the Fourier coefficient at ¢ (the exact relation is somewhat
technical, and we refer the reader interested in the details to Part [II)). Moreover, A: is the matrix
taking initial data at t; to initial data at ¢x4; in the homogeneous setting. Finally, Fk(t) is a
reformulated version of the contribution from f(z,t). That a relation of the form (6.53) holds is
an immediate consequence of the fact that the underlying equation is a linear system of ODE’s.
However, in Part [Tl we provide approximations for A:, and estimate the error. Moreover, the
approximations can be expressed in terms of the coefficients of (2.

Estimates along a time sequence. A rough Sobolev estimate. The main part of the
arguments needed to prove the results of the present chapter is contained in Parts [IIl and [V] of
these notes. Focusing on Part [Vl we begin, in Sections and [[7.3] by providing an analytic
version of the definition of a noisy equation (the conditions are such that they are implied by the
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geometric conditions imposed in the current chapter). Moreover, we verify that the conditions
needed in order to apply the results of Part [IIl are satisfied, and we define T},. In Section [I7.4]
we adapt the general framework of Part [[II] to the context of interest here. In particular, we
estimate AZ appearing in ([6.53) in terms of aso, By and X, (). Given this approximation, we
reformulate the iteration ([6.53]) in order to isolate the leading order behaviour; this is the subject
of Section[TZ.5l On the basis of this reformulation, we are then in a position to estimate the growth
of the individual Fourier coefficients. This is the subject of Section[I7.6] Combining this estimate
for the Fourier coefficients with a rough energy estimate in the interval [0,7},] and summing up
over the modes yields the Sobolev estimate (6.19); cf. Section [[7.7

Asymptotics along a time sequence. In Section [I81] we turn to the problem of deriving the
asymptotic behaviour along a time sequence. The argument is quite long and technical, but in
some respects, it is a discrete version of the corresponding argument in the silent setting. Note,
however, that the analysis is only relevant for one mode and along a time sequence contained in
[T, 00). In Section I82] we turn to the problem of specifying the asymptotic data along the time
sequence. Again, the argument is long and technical, but roughly speaking a discrete version of the
corresponding argument in the silent setting. Deriving and specifying asymptotics along a time
sequence is interesting. However, there are two drawbacks: the time sequence is not canonically
defined and depends on ¢; and the conclusions do not tell us what happens between the times
belonging to the sequence. In Section [I83 we begin addressing these issues by estimating the
evolution for all ¢t > T,,. In order to obtain the desired conclusion, we, again, need to appeal to
the results of Part [[TIl

The results. Given the analysis described above, we are in a position to derive the main results
of the present chapter; Propositions [6.10] and In Section we demonstrate Propo-
sition Even though most of the ingredients are already in place, we need to demonstrate
that we can specify the asymptotics for the individual modes (in the particular case of interest);
we need to sum up over the modes; and, given a solution, we need to derive asymptotics. As a
next step, we demonstrate a uniqueness result; cf. Section The purpose of this result is to
ensure that the uniqueness statement made in Proposition [6.I8 holds. Proving this uniqueness
statement is more complicated than proving the corresponding result in the silent setting. The
reason for this is that in the silent setting, the decay rate on the right hand side of the estimate is
strong enough to ensure uniqueness. However, in the noisy setting, the fact that uniqueness holds
is dependent on the orientation of the solutions, and this complicates the proof. In Section 9.4l we
prove Proposition[6.I8 we verify the uniqueness statement; we derive estimates for the individual
modes and late times; we extend the results to early times; we consider the approximate solutions
and use the approximate solutions to construct solutions to the model equation; and finally we
derive the desired estimates. We end by demonstrating that the asymptotic data can be specified
in Section



Chapter 7

Energy estimates in the
asymptotically diagonal setting

7.1 Introduction

Weaknesses of the results. The results of Chapters @H6l may, superficially, seem quite satisfac-
tory. First of all, they yield optimal energy estimates in the sense that they allow us to calculate
Ner- Second, they yield detailed asymptotics and, third, they allow us to specify the leading order
asymptotics. In fact, we sometimes obtain a homeomorphism between initial data and asymptotic
data. In other words, if one is only interested in the linear systems of equations discussed in
these notes, then the results are quite informative. However, our main motivation for studying
these equations is that they arise as linearised versions of Einstein’s equations. Moreover, in the
original non-linear setting, the question of stability is of interest. Assume, therefore, that the
homogeneous version of (L2 is the linearised version of a non-linear equation. We would then
like to know that if w is a solution with initially small energy, then the energy of u remains small.
In order to evaluate whether the results of, say, Chapter [ allow us to draw such conclusions, say
that the conditions of Proposition 4.4 are satisfied and that f = 0. Assume, moreover, that d; = 1
and that k1 = —4711. For a smooth solution u, Proposition [£.4] then guarantees that there is a
0 < C € R such that

€/ 2[u)(t) < Ce™ 4T (7.1)

for all t > 0; recall that & = & = Ep,s. In particular, the energy is decaying exponentially, so
that the solution will eventually be small. Let 0 < ¢ € R be given, and assume that ¢/2[v](0) < e.
Assuming € to be small, we know &'/2[u] to be small initially and to decay exponentially in the sense
that there is a constant such that (ZI)) holds. Does the combination of these two observations
ensure that € is always small? Unfortunately, the answer to this question is no. Given two
constants 0 < €, N € R, there is an equation satisfying the above restrictions and a corresponding
solution u such that €/2[u](0) < ¢; such that (ZI)) holds for some C and all ¢ > 0; and such that
there is a 0 < ¢; € R such that €'/2[u](¢;) > N. In this sense, the results of Chapter @ are not very
useful when addressing the issue of stability. On the other hand, assuming €g,[u](0) < C~2¢2,
where sg and C are the constants appearing in the statement of Proposition [£.4] the estimate
E/2[u](t) < ee~ 4™ holds for all t > 0. However, this result involves a loss of derivatives, and,
depending on the context, this may substantially reduce its use. For a justification of the above
statements, we refer the reader to Example below.

Calculating 7,1. The deficiencies mentioned above are related to our inability to calculate ny
in the previous chapters. Moreover, this inability is related to the loss of derivatives in, e.g.,
Propositions €4l and Finally, this loss of derivatives is related to the rough energy estimates
we carry out in time intervals of the form [0, Toqe], [0,Tts] and [0,7y] for a fixed mode; cf. the

73
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descriptions of the arguments in the previous chapters. In order to calculate 7, we need to
improve the analysis in these intervals. However, in order to be able to do so, we need to make
stronger assumptions. In Section we introduce the relevant conditions. However, it is useful
to consider a few examples before stating the results; this is the subject of Subsection [[.T.1 We
also give an outline of the present chapter in Subsection

7.1.1 Examples

In order to contrast the results of Chapter @ and the results of the present chapter with standard
energy estimates, let us consider the following two examples.

Example 7.1. Consider
uer — € Pugg + 2 tug + up +u = 0. (7.2)

This equation is such that the results of Chapter @ apply. In fact, & = g and x = 0, so that
(T2) is C*-future silent in the sense of Definition L1l with u = 1. Moreover, X = 2e7 9y is
CP-future bounded, and since a = 1 and ¢ = 1, ([&2)) holds with Ciyn = Nun = 1. In particular,
the eigenvalues of A, introduced in (@) all have real part k1 = —1/2 and the corresponding
Jordan blocks are trivial. Moreover, Proposition 4] applies and yields the conclusion that there
are constants C' and sg such that

€L2u)(t) < Ce €2 [u](0) (7.3)

s+so

for all t > 0 and all s € R. Since the energy of spatially homogeneous solutions decays as e~*, this
estimate is optimal as far as the time dependence is concerned, and 7., = —1/2.

On the other hand, considering the problem from the point of view of standard energy estimates,
let

1 _
Cunclil(t)i= 5 [ 06O + & ua®, ) + [u(6. 1)} (749
S
It can then be calculated that
d as —
A€pasfu] _ _/ s + eug|2d8. (7.5)
dt st

Clearly, €,,5 is a decreasing function. On the other hand, we can chose initial data so that the
right hand side of (ZH) vanishes. In general, we therefore cannot obtain a better estimate than
0:€has < 0. From this point of view, it seems optimistic to even expect decay. Clearly, there is a
tension between this observation and the estimate (T3]). However, it turns out that 7, = 0; this
is a consequence of Theorem [[.2T] below. In other words, if a € R and 0 < C € R are such that

Chas[u](t) < Ce*™ Epas [u](0)

for all ¢ > 0 and all solutions u to (T.2), then a > 0. To conclude, what the decay rate is depends
on how many derivatives one is prepared to lose. The estimate ([T3]) is the best as far as decay is
concerned, but the estimate Cpas[u](t) < Epas[u](0) for all ¢ > 0 is the best estimate if one is not
prepared to lose derivatives.

In the case of (T2), the equality (T3] yields a good indication of the value of ny. In order to
illustrate that the situation is sometimes more complicated, we consider the following example.

Example 7.2. Consider the equation
g — e 2tugy + ae tug + buy = 0, (7.6)

where a,b € R and b < 0. In what follows, we focus on real valued solutions. Due to the absence
of an undifferentiated w, it is convenient to consider the energy

Chom[u](t) = % /S [ (61) + (6, 1))d6.
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Due to (78], ]
hom (U

T /S1 (—ae tuguy — bu? — e *'u2)do.

The integrand is a quadratic form in u; and e*uy. The largest eigenvalue of the corresponding
matrix is

Amax = % [—(b+1)+ (b— 1)2+a2} _

Note that if b < 0 and a # 0, then Apax > —b. For a given tg, there are non-vanishing initial data
at tg such that
atehom(tO) = 2)\max€hom (tO)-

Hoping for a better estimate than € () < e2Amaxt @ (0) thus seems optimistic. On the other
hand, it can be calculated that for the equation (Z.6)),

1
Tl = 5 max{—b— 1+ |a|, —2b}, (7.7)

assuming b < 0; cf. Example [[.24] below. In fact, we demonstrate that there is a constant C such
that for every solution u to (T0), the energy €p,s introduced in (T4) satisfies

Epas[u] (1) < Ce?™ &y, [u](0) (7.8)

for all ¢ > 0. Note that, as long as b < 0 and a # 0, Ny < Amax- Since Ehom < Epag, it follows
that Epom(t) < Ce?mit@,,4(0). This yields a better estimate for the energy €om than we would
naively have expected. Of course, there is a loss involved in that €pas(0) > Ehom(0). On the other
hand, ¢,,5(0) involves the same number of derivatives of the initial data as €y, (0). In this sense,
the loss is not severe. Even though this argument does not prove that energy estimates cannot
be used to obtain optimal conclusions, they do indicate that crude energy estimates sometimes do
not suffice.

7.1.2 Outline

As indicated by the title of the chapter, we are here interested in metrics that become diagonal
asymptotically. A precise explanation of what this means is given in Definition [[:3|below. However,
loosely speaking, there are two main conditions. First, in each S! and M, direction, the second
fundamental form converges; cf. (Z.I5) and (Z.I6) below. Second, the different S!-directions are
becoming exponentially more orthogonal with time in the sense that (L.IT) and (ZI8]) below hold
for some suitable choice of k. In the present chapter, we also assume that the shift vector field
becomes negligible asymptotically, in the sense that (C.I9) below holds. Adding to these conditions
on the metric the assumption that the lower order coefficients are convergent, in the sense that
(720) below holds, and the assumption that ([.2) is C*-balanced, we obtain the conclusion that
the equation (I2) asymptotically takes the form

Ugg — nggge2ﬁjtujj - a;ioezﬁR"rtAgru +2 Pt X uj + acotty + Coou = f, (7.9)

where u; = Ou, u; = O;u etc.; cf. Section for a justification of this statement. Here 0 <
g2 ar00 €R, B, Brir € R and X7, oo, (oo € My, (C). In order to develop some intuition for the
results, let us consider the limit equation (79)).

The Fourier modes. Introducing

g 1/2
oo (L, 1) := (ngggemjtnﬁ +>. a;)goemm’rtuf_’ir (L)) , (7.10)
the equation for the Fourier coefficients of solutions to the limit equation can be written

E4 0oz + 2 ;in; e XD 2 + oot + (ooz = f. (7.11)
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In the present chapter, we focus on the non-degenerate setting, where the set consisting of the
union of the 3;’s and the Br;,’s contains @ := d + R distinct elements. Under this assumption,
the interval [0, 00) can be divided into, at most, @ + 1 intervals. Each interval corresponds to one
of the functions

Lo (@) gl 0, (e

T,ooyﬂlr

being larger than all the others, and we refer to these intervals as eras. Let us now assume that
(922)'/2|n;|ef* dominates. Naively, it then seems reasonable to replace (ZI1)) by

Z4 gggewftn?z +inj P XI 24 ast = f (7.12)

(no summation on j). Here we have discarded the term (.2 since (g22)'/2|n;|ef* > 1 by assump-
tion. When f = 0, the equation (T.I2) is identical to (G.1) if we introduce the notation

.. _ n: o .
D)= G sl = By Xl = Lk 02X
J
If B; > 0, we can thus appeal to the line of reasoning presented in Subsection [6.1.1] in order to
conclude that the growth/decay of solutions should be determined by the matrices

5 (Bl — 0o (62)7/2xL) (7.13)

cf. @5). In fact, the same line of reasoning works in the case that §; < 0. In other words, as
long as B; # 0, the largest real part of an eigenvalue of a matrix of the form (7.I3) can naively
be expected to determine the overall growth of the Fourier coefficient in the era during which
(922)"/2|n;|e%* dominates. In the case that a,. vy, (1)e’®* dominates with Bg;, # 0, a similar
argument applies. In an interval where 1 dominates, the largest real part of an eigenvalue of the
matrix Ao introduced in (4 determines the overall growth/decay.

The transparent eras. Consider an era corresponding to f§; # 0, Brir # 0 or 1. Then there is
one matrix that determines the overall growth/decay rate. Now consider an era with §; = 0 or
Bri,r = 0; from now on, we refer to such eras as transparent eras. In the case of a transparent era,
the term (.2 has to be included in the limit equation. In the interval where, say, (g22)'/2|n,|e%*
dominates (and §; = 0), the limit equation thus becomes

Pt glinlz 4 ing X1z + oot + (ooz = f. (7.14)

This is a family of infinitely many different systems of constant coefficient ODE’s. For each member
of the family, there is an associated generic growth rate for solutions to the corresponding homo-
geneous equation. On the basis of the results of the previous chapters, we expect the supremum
of these growth rates over all 0 # n; € Z to be a lower bound for 7.

Outline of the chapter. In Section[7.2] below, we introduce the conditions that characterise the
asymptotically diagonal equations. First, we impose conditions on the geometry, cf. Definition [7.3}
and then we impose conditions on the lower order coefficients, cf. Definition[7.5l However, in order
for the results of the present chapter to apply, we also need to make a non-degeneracy assumption;
cf. Definition Finally, we need to assume that the equation is balanced. For convenience, we
summarise the assumptions in Definition [.8]

The growth/decay rates corresponding to the different eras. In Section [[3] we introduce the
constituent growth/decay rates that determine 7,. The constituents are of three types. First,
there is the ODE part, corresponding to the maximal growth rate of solutions to the homogeneous
version of ([@3]), where A is given by (£4). Second, there are the growth/decay rates given by
the greatest real parts of eigenvalues of matrices of the form (ZI3) (for j’s such that 3; # 0).
In addition, there are similar contributions from the corresponding matrices for r’s such that
Brir # 0. Third, there are the growth/decay rates arising from the transparent eras. They are
given by the supremum of the growth/decay rates of the solutions to the homogeneous versions
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of (CI4) (or the relevant analogous equations in case fri, = 0). Combining these definitions
leads to the introduction of kKot 4, cf. Definition In the end, we are able to demonstrate
that 7y = Ktot,+; cf. Theorem [2T] below. In the energy estimates, we, in general, have to count
on a loss of the form e®; cf. (30). However, if ([2) satisfies some additional non-degeneracy
requirements, this loss can be removed; cf. ([T31), (32) and (Z33). In Definition [[16 we
introduce not only Kot,4, but also the relevant non-degeneracy conditions.

Results/outline of the argument. Once we have introduced the necessary terminology, we are in
a position to formulate the main results. In Section [[4] we state the main energy estimates;
cf. Theorem [.T9 Moreover, we demonstrate optimality and calculate 7, in Section [.4T} cf.
Theorem [T2T] We end the chapter, in Section [Z.5], by giving an outline of the argument.

7.2 Asymptotically diagonal equations

In addition to the requirements made in previous chapters, the main assumption concerning the
metric in the present chapter is that it becomes asymptotically diagonal and is diagonally conver-
gent. These notions are defined as follows.

Definition 7.3. Let (M,g) be a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. For each

le{l,...,d} let 71 ; be the map from M to S* corresponding to projection onto the I’th S!-factor

in T¢. For each r € {1,..., R}, let mRj, be the map from M to M, corresponding to projection

onto M,. Then k is said to be diagonally convergent if there are real numbers 3; and Br;,,, where
je{l,...,d} and r € {1,..., R}, and constants Cq, kq > 0 such that the following holds:

K (05, 05) + B (v, v5)| <Cae™"* g (v), v)), (7.15)

|kﬁ(wru wr) + Bl:{i,rg‘i (wru wr)| SCdeiﬁdtgﬁ(wru wr) (716)

forallt >0, j € {1,...,d}, v; € mp ;(T*S"), r € {1,..., R}, and w, € mf; (T*M,).

In addition, g is said to be C°-asymptotically diagonal if there are constants Coq,koq > 0 such
that
1% (vj, v1)| < Coae™" 4" |vj|gluilg (7.17)

for all t > 0; j,1 € {1,...,d} such that j # [; v; € nf ;(T*S"); and v € 7}, (T*S"). Similarly, g
is said to be C*-asymptotically diagonal, 1 < k € 7Z, if it is C%-asymptotically diagonal and there
are constants Coq k, koa > 0 such that

520 (LR (05, 00)| < Coape™" o fujglurls (7.18)
for all t > 0; j,1 € {1,...,d} such that j # I; v; € mf ;(T*S'); and v, € 7} ;(T*S").
Finally, if there are constants Cgp, ks, > 0 such that
IX(®)lg + [X(t)lg < Cone™rr! (7.19)
for all ¢ > 0, then the shift vector field is said to be negligible.

Remark 7.4. In (ZI3)-(ZIS), the symbol § indicates raising all indices using g; in particular, g,
k* and (Lyk)* are the contravariant 2-tensor fields whose components are given by g%, k% and
(Lik)™ respectively. Moreover, if € T*M, then |n|; := (g% nin;)*/2.

Beyond making assumptions concerning the metric appearing in ([2), we also need to make
assumptions concerning the lower order coefficients.

Definition 7.5. Consider (L.2)). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical
separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, the associated second fundamental
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form k to be diagonally convergent; cf. Definition [[3l If there are constants 0 < Cyn, fmn € R
and matrices X7, a0, oo € M, (C), j € {1,...,d}, such that

e X7(t) = XLl + la(t) = asoll + 16(8) = Goell < Conme ™" (7.20)

for all ¢ > 0 and all j € {1,...,d}, then (L2) is said to be such that the main coefficients are
convergent; here the 3; appearing in (T.20) are the constants whose existence is guaranteed by
Definition

Consider (2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical separable cos-
mological model manifold. Assume (L2) to be C2-balanced; cf. Definition[3.8 Assume, moreover,
the shift vector field to be negligible, k to be diagonally convergent and g to be C?-asymptotically
diagonal; cf. Definition Finally, assume (2] to be such that the main coefficients are con-
vergent; cf. Definition Then Lemma applies. In particular, e=2%itgd7 (t) converges to
g3 > 0; e Prirtq 72 () converges to a2, > 0; e %' XI(t) converges to XZ; a(t) converges to
(oo; and ((t) converges to (. Moreover, the shift vector field g° and the off-diagonal components
g?', j # 1, are relatively speaking negligible. This leads to the limit equation (Z.9).

Treating the 8; and the fg;, separately is inconvenient in the discussions to follow. We therefore
introduce the following terminology.

Definition 7.6. Consider (T.2)). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical
separable cosmological model manifold. Assume, moreover, k to be diagonally convergent; cf.
Definition [[3 Define 51 < B < --- < BQ to be the distinct elements of the union of the
sets {f1,..., B4} and {Bri1,---,Brir}, where 3; and Br;, are the numbers whose existence is
guaranteed by Definition [[3l If Q = R + d, the equation ([[2]) is said to be asymptotically
non-degenerate.

Remark 7.7. The numbers Bi,..., B84, Bri1,--.,Bri,r are distinct if and only if the equality
@ = d+ R holds.

In what follows, we are mainly interested in asymptotically non-degenerate equations. In order to
simplify the statement of the assumptions, we therefore introduce the following terminology.

Definition 7.8. The equation (2)) is said to be geometrically non-degenerate, diagonally dom-
inated, balanced and convergent if the following assumptions hold. First, the associated metric
is such that (M, g) is a canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Second, (L2)) is C?-
balanced; cf. Definition 3.8 Third, the shift vector field is negligible, k is diagonally convergent
and g is C?-asymptotically diagonal; cf. Definition Fourth, (L2) is such that the main
coeflicients are convergent; cf. Definition Fifth, (L2) is asymptotically non-degenerate; cf.
Definition [7.6l

7.3 The constituent growth/decay rates

Consider ([[2). Assume that it is geometrically non-degenerate, diagonally dominated, balanced
and convergent; cf. Definition [[.8 It is then convenient to introduce the following terminology:
For 1 <¢< Q@ and . € Ig, let

1/2

Ug(e) == Z g%n? + Z a;ioufﬁir (1) . (7.21)

{j:ﬁj:Bq} {TﬁﬁRi,T:Bq}

The following objects play a central role in the analysis to follow.
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Definition 7.9. Assume that (IZ) is geometrically non-degenerate, diagonally dominated, bal-
anced and convergent; cf. Definition [T8 Given ¢ € {1,...,Q}, define XZ as follows. If 5, = §;
for some j € {1,...,d}, then j is uniquely determined by ¢ and

Xe = (g0) 12X, (7.22)
Moreover, if ¢ € Zg is such that v ;(¢) = n; # 0, then

_ n: ~
Xgiag(b) = ﬁXq .

If By = Bri,r for some r € {1,..., R}, then r is uniquely determined by ¢ and Xgo := 0. Moreover,
Xgiag(L) :=0. For g e {1,...,Q}, let

1 = 5 _ 1 _ .
RI L= 15(—% + Byldm + X)), Ry = 15(—% + Bdd,, — XL), (7.23)
and let
Kg,+ i= max{nmaX(RIi), Kmax(Ry +)}, (7.24)
g+ =dmax(diag{R} ., R, 1}, Kq+); (7.25)

cf. Definition Finally, let
K4 = MaX Kq 4. (7.26)
q

Remark 7.10. It is of interest to interpret the constituents of R; .+ geometrically. First of all,
the 3, are the asymptotic eigenvalues of the second fundamental form. Second, note that

V= ad; + X70;

is the matrix of vector fields appearing in (IL.2). Let E; be the unit one-form field which is a
positive multiple of dz?. Then
) b ] o ,
Jfim UP() = —ace,  Jim B;(Y) = (9%) 712 XL,
Note that U’ is metrically equivalent to the future directed unit normal to the hypersurfaces M,.

Moreover, £ E; are the two unit one-form fields generating 77, ; (T*SY). Since the sign corresponds
to a choice of orientation of the j’th S'-factor, it is not surprising that x.+ does not depend on it.

Remark 7.11. The matrices appearing in (23] should be compared with those appearing in
13).

Remark 7.12. At this stage, it is not so clear why it would be of interest to consider Rf;_. How-
ever, the argument demonstrating that we can specify asymptotic data is based on an analysis of
the evolution when going backwards in time. In that context, the matrices Rf;f are of importance.

The number 4 plays an important role in determining the growth rate of the basic energy.
However, in the case of equations with a ¢ € {1,...,Q} such that 8, = 0, we need to complement
K+ with additional information; cf. the discussion of transparent eras in Subsection [7.1.2]

Definition 7.13. Consider the equation (L2). Assume that it is geometrically non-degenerate,
diagonally dominated, balanced and convergent; cf. Definition If there is a ¢ € {1,...,Q}
such that 3, = 0, say gs, define the sets K4, + by

K:Qts;i = {Kthsw,i | S IB? ﬂths (L) 7& 0}7
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where 7,(¢) is defined by (T21)), kg, .+ is defined by

Kot = Kmax|EAg,, 00 (L)] (7.27)
and
Ao = (g 010 K80~ B OG0 ) )
Define Rg,, + to be the limit of kg, ..+ as 7y, (1) = oo and define
Kgeo ts, & = SUpP K. +.
It is also convenient to introduce the notation
Kis, = = Max{k+, Kq, ts, & (7.29)

Remark 7.14. The matrix Ag, o (¢) introduced in (728)) should be compared with A(¢) intro-
duced in (BI4); cf. also (TI4).

Remark 7.15. That the stated limit, K¢, +, exists is a consequence of Remark 2I.15 In this
remark, we also calculate Rq, + in terms of as and XZr.

In Definition [7.9] we introduce the growth/decay rates associated with the eras with Bq # 0; and
in Definition we introduce the growth/decay rate associated with the transparent eras. Com-
bining these definitions with the growth/decay rate corresponding to the spatially homogeneous
solutions to (IZ) yields a number Kot +; cf. Definition [TT6 below. Naively, we would hope ot +
to equal 7. In the end this turns out to be the case; c¢f. Theorem [7.21] below.

In some situations, it is possible to not only calculate 7,1, but also to obtain the correct polynomial
rate; cf. ([C3T)—(Z33) below. However, to obtain such conclusions, we need to make suitable non-
degeneracy assumptions. The relevant conditions are the following.

Definition 7.16. Consider the equation (L2Z). Assume that it is geometrically non-degenerate,
diagonally dominated, balanced and convergent; cf. Definition [[.8 If there is a g5 € {1,...,Q}
such that Bqts = 0, let Kiot,+ := max{Kis+,Ksil+}, where ks + is defined in ([T29); kgt + =
Fmax(Aoso); and Ao is defined in (@4). If there is no such gis, let Kot + := max{x4, Ksi1,+ }, where
Ksil,+ 1s defined as before and x4 is defined by (7.20).

The equation ([2)) is said to exhibit subdominant block non-degeneracy provided that

e if there is a qis € {1,...,Q} such that B, =0, then Ry + < Kot +,

e for ¢ € {1,...,Q} such that 8, < max{0,3g}, all the Jordan blocks of R;’)+ and R,
corresponding to the eigenvalues with real part xo + are trivial, and

e if 3o > 0 and there is a ¢ € {1,...,Q} such that 3, = 0, then the Jordan blocks of
Aqg,. 00(s) corresponding to the eigenvalues with real part kior,4 are trivial for all ¢ € Zg
such that 74, () # 0.

Remark 7.17. Note that 3g > f3, for all ¢ € {1,...,Q}.

Remark 7.18. In Remark 2.5 below, we give an intuitive motivation for the conditions that
characterise subdominant block non-degeneracy.
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7.4 Energy estimates

We are now in a position to state the main result of these notes.

Theorem 7.19. Consider the equation (I.3). Assume that it is geometrically non-degenerate,
diagonally dominated, balanced and convergent; cf. Definition [7.8, Fix € > 0. Then there is a
constant 0 < C. € R, depending only on €, the spectra of the Riemannian manifolds (M,,g,),
r € {1,..., R}, and the coefficients of the equation (I23), such that

t
6;/2[u](t) < C’Ee("‘m“v*"‘e)t(‘fim[u](()) + Oe/ e("‘“O“v++6)(t_t/)||f(~,t')||(s)dt/ (7.30)
0

for allt > 0, all solutions u to (LZ) and all s € R, where Kiot,+ 5 given by Definition[7.16l If, in
addition to the above, the equation (I2) exhibits subdominant block non-degeneracy, there are the

following improvements of (7.30):

o If BQ < 0, then the estimate

t
@i/Q[u] (t) < C<t>dsi1,+*1eﬁtot,+t@i/2[u](0) 4 C/ <t _ ﬁ/>dsil,+*1€l*imc,+(15*75,)||f(.7 t’)”(s)dt’
0

(7.31)
holds for all t > 0, all solutions u to (I.Q) and all s € R. Here dsij.+ = dmax(Acos Ktot,+);
A is defined in [{4]); and the constant C' only depends on the spectra of the Riemannian
manifolds (M, gr), 7 € {1,..., R}, and the coefficients of the equation (I.2).

o If BQ =0, then

t
@i/Q[u] (t) < C<t>dsts,+7leﬁtot,+t€é/2[u](O) + C/ (t — t/>dsts,+7le’itot,+(t7tl)||f(.7 t/)H(s)dt/
0

(7.32)
holds for all t > 0, all solutions w to (I.2) and all s € R. Here dgis,+ = max{dsi +,ds +};
dsil,+ s defined as in the case of (7.31)); di+ is the largest dimension of a non-trivial Jordan
block of a matriz of the form Ag oo(s) (where s € Ig is such that bg(s) # 0) corresponding
to an eigenvalue with real part kiot,+; and the constant C only depends on the spectra of the
Riemannian manifolds (M., g,), r € {1,..., R}, and the coefficients of the equation (L2).

o If Bo >0, then

t
€2 [u](t) < Of) Tt ~emtont e 2 [u] (0) + C/ (t =ty torsTlemeon s U0 £ 47 | dt
0

(7.33)
holds for all t > 0, all solutions u to (I.2) and all s € R. Here diot,+ := max{dgil +,dn +};
dsi1 + 1s defined as in the case of (7.31));

dn,Jr = max{dmax(R57+7 Htotﬂr); dmax(Ré7+7 Htot,Jr)};

and the constant C only depends on the spectra of the Riemannian manifolds (M, g.), r €
{1,..., R}, and the coefficients of the equation (I1.2).

Remark 7.20. The statement follows from Theorem 22.8] cf. Remark R2.10

7.4.1 Optimality

Even though it is of interest to know that the estimate (Z30) holds, its value is dependent on
whether it is optimal or not. For this reason, we now address the issue of optimality.
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Theorem 7.21. Consider the equation (I.2) with f = 0. Assume that it is geometrically non-
degenerate, diagonally dominated, balanced and convergent; cf. Definition [7.8 Then nn, given
by Definition [[23, satisfies Mn = Kiot,+. Assume, in addition to the above, that the equation
ezhibits subdominant block non-degeneracy. If BQ < 0 and Kgil,+ = Ktot,+, then there is a constant
0 < C eR and a solution u # 0 to (L2) with f =0 such that

C/2[](t) > COf) et —Lemion+t@l/2[y] (0) (7.34)

for all t > 0. In this setting, the estimate (7.31)) is thus optimal for f = 0. If Bo = 0 and either
Ksil,+ = Ktot,+ OT KQts,+ = Ktot,+ holds, then there is a constant 0 < C € R and a solution u # 0
to (L2) with f =0 such that

V2 u](t) > C(t) s ~Temeon @ 2] (0) (7.35)

for allt > 0. In this setting, the estimate (7.39) is thus optimal for f = 0. Finally, if Bg > 0 and
either Keil + = Ktot,4+ OT KQ,+ = Ktot,+ holds, then there is a constant 0 < C' € R and a solution
u#0 to (I2) with f =0 such that

EV2[u](t) > O (t)Feort Lot @1/2[y] (0) (7.36)
for allt > 0. In this setting, the estimate (7.33) is thus optimal for f = 0.
Remark 7.22. The statement follows from Theorem 22.13] cf. Remark 22,101

7.4.2 Examples

In order to illustrate the results, we give two examples.

Example 7.23. Consider the equation
—2t —t _
Uy — e “‘ugg+e "Xug+oau +Cu=0 (7.37)
on S' x R, where X, o,¢ € R. The relevant metric in this case is
g=—dt ®dt + e*'df @ db.

In particular, § = e**df ® df and k = g. Moreover, x = 0. In particular, (Z37) is C'-silent in the
sense of Definition Il Note also that X := et X9y is C'-future bounded and that (Z2) holds
with oo = @, (oo = ¢, Ciun = 1 and 7y, = 1. In particular, Proposition [£4] applies. In order to
justify that the results of the present chapter are applicable, note that k is diagonally convergent
(with 81 = —1) and that g is C?-asymptotically diagonal. Moreover, the shift vector field is
negligible, and the main coefficients are convergent; X1 = X, a, = a and (o = (. Finally,
(T37) is C?-balanced and asymptotically non-degenerate. To conclude, (Z37) is geometrically
non-degenerate, diagonally dominated, balanced and convergent; cf. Definition [.8] Thus the
results of the present chapter apply.

Assume that a > 0, ¢ = a?/4+1 and that X = 2a+1. Then Proposition &4l yields the conclusion
that there are constants C' and sg such that

Efu](t) < C&ygq[u](0)e™
for all t > 0. Choosing « := 2 -4711, it is thus clear that (ZI)) holds. On the other hand,
1 ~
Ry =5(-a+8 £ X).

Moreover, 31 = —1, g}l = 1 and X1 = X. In particular, Rh_ = a/2 and Kyot,+ = /2. Thus,

Theorem [[.21] yields the conclusion that 7, = /2. Let o :=2-4711 and fix 0 < ¢, N € R. Then
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a1 = 4711. Let Ay be defined by ([[L22)). Clearly, 4710 ¢ A,;. In other words, regardless of the
choice of C' > 0, there is a solution 0 # u € S and a t > 0 such that €[u](t) > C&[u](0)e?20.
Choosing C = ¢ 2N? and normalising u so that €[u](0) = €2, it is clear that

e2[u)(0) =€, €Y2[u](t) > N.
This justifies the statements made in the introduction.

Example 7.24. Consider the equation (T.0]). It is of the same type as ({37), so that the results
of the present chapter apply. In the case of (.6,

1 1
Rsil,+ = —b, Ry = 5(—17 -1+ |(l|), Rtot,+ = 5 Inax{—b -1+ |G/|7 —2b},

where we assume that b < 0. Appealing to Theorem [[21] yields the conclusion that (7)) holds.
Moreover, since (7.0 exhibits subdominant block non-degeneracy, we know that (8] holds; cf.
Theorem [7.19]

7.5 Outline of the argument, outlook

The proofs of the results of the present chapter are provided in Part[VI] in particular Chapters R0+
However, they build upon some of the results of the previous chapters, in particular on those
of Part [[TIl We therefore begin by describing the contents of Part [[TIl

7.5.1 Averaging over oscillations

Consider a solution u to (I2). Let z(¢,t) be the ¢’th Fourier coefficient of u(-,¢). Then z satisfies
[@418). For at least some part of the interval [0, 00), the behaviour of z can be expected to be
oscillatory. The purpose of Part [IIl is to develop methods for estimating how z evolves in such
oscillatory regimes. Before turning to the formal details, it is useful to develop some intuition.
However, a rough idea of the perspective developed in Part[[IIlis given by the argument presented in
Subsection[6.1.]l Turning to the formal details, the first step is to calculate the matrix exponential
of a special class of matrices; one example of an element of this class is given by A (¢, t0)T
appearing in Subsection

Matrix exponentials and approximations. In order to estimate the overall evolution of
solutions during one period of the oscillations, it is useful to reformulate the equation; in the case
of the limit equation in the noisy setting, the relevant reformulation is given by ([@2)—-(64). In
the general case, the reformulation is given in Section below. Freezing the coeflicients in the
reformulated equation, one is led to the problem of calculating the matrix exponential exp (27 P),
where P is a matrix of the form

_ 0 Idp i€ld,, + Riy 0
P=( g, o) (g0l p )R (7.38)

Here E should be thought of as an error term and ¢ and R;; should be thought of as being
small; cf. Section for a detailed description of the assumptions. Note that P has a very
special structure. First of all, the exponential of 27 times the first term on the right hand side of
[T3]) equals Ids,,. Second, the second matrix on the right hand side of ([Z38) is trace free, block
triangular and of lower order. In Section [3.2] we calculate exp(2wsP) up to an error term for
s € [-1,1]. In order to understand the overall evolution over longer periods of time, it is sufficient
to focus on the case that s = 1. However, we are sometimes interested in going backwards in
time (for instance when specifying asymptotics), and in that case, it is of interest to know what
happens for s = —1. Finally, in the noisy setting, we are also interested in knowing what happens
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during one period of the oscillations, and this is the motivation for taking an interest in all the
s € [-1,1].

Freezing the coefficients. To estimate the evolution of solutions to non-constant coefficient equa-
tions (over one period), we freeze the coefficients and calculate the solution to the resulting constant
coeflicient equation. In order to estimate the error involved, we need to compare the matrix ex-
ponential (which arises when freezing the coefficients) with the appropriate fundamental solution
of the actual system of equations. This is the topic of Section

Assumptions and preliminary estimates. Turning to equations of the form (L2]), we state the
relevant assumptions in Section 4.1l The assumptions are restrictive enough that we can analyse
the behaviour over one period of the oscillations. However, they are also general enough that the
results apply in the situations considered in Chapters 2] and [, as well as in those considered in
the present chapter. In Section we perform a change of variables that allows us to isolate the
leading order behaviour during one period of the oscillations. It also allows us to appeal to the
matrix exponential calculations of Section

Choosing time intervals. Above, we speak of “one period of the oscillations” etc. In general, this
notion is not uniquely defined. However, for practical purposes, we here take one period of the
oscillations to mean an interval [t,, tp] such that

ty
/ g(¢, t)dt = 27.
t

a

Variation within a period; a first approzimation of the fundamental solution. Before appealing to
the results of Sections and [[3.3] we need to estimate the variation of the coefficients of the
equation within one period of the oscillations. This is the purpose of Sections and[I4.4l Given
the relevant estimates, we are then in a position to give a first approximation of the fundamental
solution; this is the purpose of Section

Evolution over one period; iteration. In Chapter [[5 we consider the evolution over one
period of the oscillations in greater detail. First, we derive a rough estimate in Section [5.11 This
estimate is then refined to a detailed estimate in Section [[5.72

Iteration. In order to estimate the evolution of the solution over longer periods of time, it is
convenient to introduce a time sequence {t;} such that [t;,tx+1] corresponds to one period of the
oscillations. Introducing such a time sequence and changing the variables appropriately yields an
iteration relating the solution at tx41 to the solution at ¢;. Moreover, the matrices involved in
the relation can be well approximated by matrices that can be calculated from the coefficients of
the equation. The iteration is the basic tool for analysing the behaviour of solutions over longer
periods of time. The reader interested in the details is referred to Section

7.5.2 The asymptotically diagonal setting

Preliminaries. In Part [VI] we turn to a study of asymptotically diagonal equations. To begin
with, we give an analytical definition of what this means in Section R0.2 in Part [VII] we verify
that the requirements of the analytical definition follow from the geometric conditions introduced
in Definition [[.8 In Section 20.2] we also work out some of the consequences of the definition. In
particular, we verify that the basic assumptions of Part [[IT] are satisfied. In Section B0.3, we then
turn to the problem of simplifying the matrix coefficients that appear in the iteration mentioned
above. Using this simplification, we are in a position to introduce a notion of “frequency eras”;
cf. Definition In the non-degenerate setting, a frequency era is a time interval in which one
of the terms inside the parenthesis on the right hand side of (ZI0) dominates. In Section 20.4]
we simplify the matrix coeflicients further in frequency eras. Finally, in Section 0.5, we estimate
sums of the error terms that appear in the iteration.

Analysis for one mode. Given the preliminaries, we are in a position to analyse how the energy
associated with one mode evolves over time. This is the subject of Chapter Il a chapter in
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which we restrict our attention to the asymptotically non-degenerate setting; cf. Definition
To begin with, we devote Section to estimating the evolution of the energy of one mode in
one frequency era. The basic tool for obtaining the estimates is the iteration. In the end, we
therefore need to estimate the norm of a matrix product (where the number of factors depends
on the frequency). The argument begins by a derivation of as good estimates of the constituent
matrices as possible. As a second step, we simplify the constituent matrices by conjugating them
with appropriate matrices. Finally, we estimate the norm of the matrix products; cf. the proof of
Lemma 2.7 for the details.

Refined estimates in transparent eras. Lemma 217 applies both when going forward and when
going backwards in time. In the case that Bq # 0, the estimate is essentially optimal (with,
possibly, the exception of a loss e in the decay). However, in the case that Bq = 0, there is
potentially a substantial loss. We therefore devote Section to deriving refined estimates in
transparent eras. The main idea in this case is that for 7,(¢) large, the results of Lemma 1.7
yield good estimates. On the other hand, fixing a 0 < K¢, € R, there are only finitely many types
of frequency eras with 8, = 0 and 7,(t) < K. For the latter class of frequency eras, a refined

analysis can therefore be carried out, and the loss in the estimates is at worst of the form e,

Estimates for one mode. Given the analysis described above, we are in a position to derive
estimates for one full mode. This is the purpose of Section 2T.4l The desired conclusion is
essentially obtained by combining previous results.

Unbounded frequency eras. As already mentioned, many of the estimates involve a loss of the type
et. However, in some cases, this loss can be avoided. In particular, in the case of a frequency
era of the form [tg,00). In this case the loss e can sometimes be replaced by a polynomial loss.
Justifying this statement is the subject of Section 2I.5} cf., in particular, Lemma 21.29)

Optimality. Finally, in Section PT.6] we turn to the question of optimality. In order to obtain
the desired conclusions, it is sufficient to consider one frequency era. Moreover, we only need
to derive a lower bound on the norm of the matrix products, say Py appearing in the iteration.
However, deriving such a lower bound is somewhat technical. First, we have to conjugate the
constituent matrices in order to isolate the dominant part; then we have to choose the initial data
&y appropriately to ensure maximal growth of | Py&y|; and, finally, we have to verify that the error
terms do not cause problems.

Optimal energy estimates. In Chapter 22, we are finally in a position to prove the results
stated in the present chapter. The argument essentially consists of summarising the estimates
derived in previous chapters. In Section 222 we begin by dividing Zg into different subsets.
Then, in Proposition 22.6] we derive estimates for individual modes, based on this division of Zg.
Applying Minkowski’s inequality to the estimates for the individual modes yields Theorem [[.1%
cf. Section below. Finally, we prove optimality in Section 22.4]

7.5.3 Outlook

Degeneracy. There are several ways in which one could think of improving the results of the
present chapter. First of all, it would be desirable to remove the non-degeneracy condition. It
is then to be expected that the one matrix X 4 appearing in (23)) is replaced by a compact set
of matrices; cf. X, giag(L) introduced in (2037) below. This causes complications, but it should
be possible to derive conclusions nonetheless. For a non-degenerate equation with no transparent
eras, the growth/decay rate is determined by finitely many matrices. In the degenerate setting, it
is to be expected that the growth/decay rate is determined by the supremum of the real parts of
the eigenvalues of matrices belonging to a compact set. Moreover, there would be infinitely many
different matrices appearing in the estimates for the frequency modes. Nevertheless, it should be
possible to carry out a corresponding analysis.

Detailed estimates for a single mode. Considering a fixed mode, the time interval [0, c0)
can be divided into several parts. First, there is the initial interval [0, Tin;], where Tiy; is, roughly
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speaking, defined by the condition that (ZI)) is a good approximation of the equation for ¢ > Tip;.
The interval [Tin;, 00) is, in its turn, divided into frequency eras. Due to the methods developed in
Part [T of these notes, we have a good understanding of how the solutions behave in a frequency
era. However, it would be of interest to give a description of how the Fourier coefficient behaves
for all ¢ € [Tin;, 00). In the present chapter we focus on estimates, but it would be of interest to
derive more information. A first step is taken in Subsection 2T.Z.1] but it should be possible to
do better.



Chapter 8

Improved asymptotic estimates in
the silent setting

Even though Proposition .17] gives detailed information concerning the asymptotic behaviour of
solutions in the silent setting, there is one fundamental problem: we have essentially no information
concerning the values of spom and sj,. Proposition suffers from a similar deficiency. In the
present chapter, we state results analogous to these propositions, but with specific values for the
loss of derivatives involved in the estimates.

8.1 Estimating the asymptotic data in terms of the initial
data

Let us start by giving an estimate of the asymptotic data in terms of the initial data, with a loss
of derivatives that can be calculated in terms of the coefficients of the equation.

Proposition 8.1. Consider the equation (LZ). Assume that it is geometrically non-degenerate,
diagonally dominated, balanced and convergent; cf. Definition[7.8 Assume that Bg < 0 and that
f is a smooth function such that for every s € R,

I1fIsin,s ::/0 e M f ()| sy dt < oo, (8.1)

where Ksi + = Fmax(Aoo) and Ao is defined by (4). Let Brem = min{—B0, kmn}, where Kmn
is the constant appearing in (720). Fiz 0 < 8 < Brem and € > 0. Let E, be the first generalised
eigenspace in the 8, Aso-decomposition of C*™; cf. Definition[J.7. Then there are constants Ce g
and N, where C. g only depends on €, 8, the coefficients of the equation (IL.2) and the spectra
of the Riemannian manifolds (My,g.), r € {1,...,R}; and N only depends on m, such that the
following holds. Given a smooth solution u to (I.2), there is a Voo € C°(M, E,) such that

H( st((.jatt)) ) N /ot e ( f(-(,)T) >dT ®) (8.2)

§C€=ﬁ<t>Ne(ns”’+7ﬁ)t (Hut(v O)|‘(S+5h,ﬁ,++5) + ”u(v O)||(S+Sh,ﬁ,++€+1) + HfHSil-,SJrSih,BJré)
holds for allt > 0 and all s € R. Here

B+ Kq,+ — Ksil+ }
Bq ’

Rode ﬁ { Rq,+ — Rsil,+ }}
Sih,8 :=mMax{ ———,—=— + max max40, —————"— , (8.4)
o { Bo  Bg 1=e=@Q Baq

Sh. := max max< 0, —
Ao { ’

87
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where Kode := RSpAco, ¢f. Definition[{-3, and kq .+ is defined by (7.24). Moreover,

1Voolls) < Cep (e 0) | (o5 p+e) + 1165 0) | (s pret) + 11l Ao pte) (8.5)

where

_Bt Rt = il "””S“v*) . (8.6)

Sh.g := mmax

o) < By

Remark 8.2. The proposition is a consequence of Proposition 23.1] and Remark 23.2]
Remark 8.3. The constants Bq, g €{1,...,Q}, are introduced in Definition

Remark 8.4. The function V,, is uniquely determined by the fact that it satisfies the estimate

&D).

Remark 8.5. Both sy, 5,4 and sjn,g are non-negative. However, s, g could be strictly negative.
In this sense, the function V, could be more regular than the initial data.

Remark 8.6. As opposed to ([@I0Q), S8 need not equal Brem in [B2). The reason for allowing 3
to vary in the range (0, Brem] is that a higher 8 yields more detailed asymptotics, but a lower
yields a lower loss of derivatives.

Remark 8.7. Under some circumstances, the € appearing in (82) and (83]) can be removed. See
Remarks 23.8 and 23.9 for more details.

In order to illustrate the result, let us consider an example.

Example 8.8. Consider the equation (Z.37). It satisfies the conditions of Proposition B.Il More-
over, @ = 1; f; = —1; [20) holds with K, = 1; and Brem = 1. Let

12 1 2
=-a?+-Y
(=ga Y%

where Y € R. There are two cases to consider.
Assuming, for the sake of argument, that ¢ > «?/4, we know that rg) + = —a/2 and that fege = 0.
Moreover,

1 _
R1,4+ = 5(_(1 + 61 + |X|)

Thus )
Snp =0 — 5(1 - |X]).

In particular, for small 8 and |X|, we know that sp g is negative. Note also that, regardless of
how small 3 is, E, = C?, and the map from initial data to asymptotic data is a homeomorphism.
If X =0, (BH) thus implies that for every e > 0, there is a constant C, such that

Voollesy < Ce (e, 0)ll(s—1/2+¢) + 1u, 0l (51 /24)) -

Moreover, for f < 1/2, sy 3.4+ = 0, so that (82) only involves an e-loss in derivatives. On the
other hand, the time dependence of the right hand side is then not optimal. In fact, we are
allowed to choose 8 = 1, and then the right hand side of (8.2]) has a time dependence of the form
({t)Nelrsn+ =Dt a5 opposed to (t)Velrsi.+—-1/2)t However, the price for the improvement as far as
the time dependence is concerned is a loss of derivatives.

Assume now that ¢ < o?/4. Then kg + = —a/2 + |Y|/2. On the other hand, 1 4 is the same as
before so that

1
sng=B- 51+ Y] —[X]).
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In this case, it is thus clear that sy g can be made arbitrarily negative, by making |Y| large enough.
On the other hand, RspAs, = Kode = |Y|. Thus, if § < |Y], E, is (complex) one dimensional. If
we wish F, to be two dimensional, we have to have § > |Y|, in which case

1 1
s > 5(V]+ X = 1) 2 .

If we want complete asymptotic information, we can thus not hope for s, 3 < —1/2. Note also
that if [Y] > 1, we, in the present context, do not obtain a homeomorphism between initial data
and asymptotic data.

8.2 Estimating the initial data in terms of the asymptotic
data

Next, we improve Proposition [4.16] by expressing the derivative losses in terms of the coefficients
of the equation.

Proposition 8.9. Consider the equation (L2) with f = 0. Assume that it is geometrically
non-degenerate, diagonally dominated, balanced and convergent; cf. Definition[7.8 Assume that
Bo < 0 and let Brem = min{—pBg, kmn}, where kmn is the constant appearing in (7.20). Fiz
0 < B < Brem and € > 0. Let E, be the first generalised eigenspace in the 3, A -decomposition of
C?™; cf. Definition[{.7, Then there is a linear injective map

g0 : C°(M, E,) — C(M,C*™)

such that the following holds. First, if (I)é,oo : C®(M,E,) = C®*(M,C™), j = 1,2, are defined
by the condition that

for all ) € C>*(M, E,), then

125,00 (W)l (s+1) + 1125 00 (W)l () < Cell®li(ss1,_+e) (8.7)

for all s € R and all p € C°(M, E,), where C, only depends on €, the coefficients of the equation
(L2) and the spectra of (M,,g,), r € {1,..., R}, and

Sh,— := max (—M) (8.8)
1<¢<Q By

Second, if 1 € C°°(M, E,) and u is the solution to (I.2) (with f =0) such that

() ) = 2smto) (5.9)

I( 20 Y-
SOE,5<t>N6(RS“’+_,8)t (Hut(v O)|‘(S+Sh,[-},++€) + Hu(v 0)H(S+Sh,ﬁ,++6+l))

holds for allt > 0 and all s € R, where C. g only depends on €, B, the coefficients of the equation
(I2) and the spectra of the Riemannian manifolds (M,,g.), r € {1,..., R}, and N only depends
on m. Finally, if E, = C*™ (i.e., if B > RspAao; cf. Definition[].3), then ®g  is surjective.

then

Remark 8.10. The proposition is a consequence of Proposition 2310 and Remark 23171
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Remark 8.11. Again, the e appearing in (870) can be removed under appropriate circumstances;
cf. Remark 23.17]

Again, let us illustrate the result with an example.

Example 8.12. Cousider the equation (Z.37). It satisfies the conditions of Proposition [8.9] and
in what follows, we use the notation introduced in Example[R.8 As before, there are two cases to
consider.

Assume that ¢ > a2/4. Then kg1, + = —a/2 and

1 _
w1, = 5la— B+ X)),

so that 1
Sh,— = 5(1 +1X]).

Note that | X| only leads to a loss. Comparing with Example B8 we see that if X = 0, we can,
roughly speaking, gain 1/2 derivative when going from initial data to asymptotic data, but we lose
roughly 1/2 derivative when going back. Introducing X # 0 leads to an additional loss in both
directions.

Assume that ¢ < a2/4. In this case, x1,— remains the same, but kg + changes. In fact,

1
Sh,— = 5(1 + | X+ |Y)).

In other words, X and Y only yield a loss of derivatives. Comparing with Example B8 we see
that the (potential) gain caused by Y when going from initial data to asymptotic data is lost when
going back.

8.3 Outline of the argument, outlook

The proofs of Propositions Bl and build on Part [I] and Chapters R0H22l However, the
argument is based on a more refined version of the analysis of the Fourier coefficients than the one
used to obtain optimal energy estimates. In fact, in order to obtain optimal energy estimates, it
is sufficient to isolate the frequency era corresponding to the least amount of decay. However, in
order to calculate the loss of derivatives of interest in the present chapter, we need to consider all
the frequency eras for a given mode.

Refined analysis. Consider a Fourier coefficient z corresponding to a solution to (L2) and a
t € Ig. Under the assumptions of Propositions Bl and 89, there is a Tyqe such that the ODE-
behaviour is dominant in [T,ge, 00). The interval [0, Tyge] can, in its turn, be divided into frequency
eras, say [0,T1],...,[T1,Tode). In each frequency era, there is a worst case scenario as far as the
growth/decay is concerned, say A; in [T}, T}+1]. This leads, roughly speaking, to a growth of the
form

eXp[/\OTl +-+ /\l (Todc - n) + Hsil,Jr(t - Todc)]

for t > Toge. On the other hand, Tj1; — T can be estimated in terms of «. Moreover, we, in the
end, wish to compare this growth with e®sit+?. This leads to the problem of estimating, e.g.,

exp[(/\o — fisi]7+)T1 + -+ (/\l — ’fsil,+)(Todc — Tl)] (811)

In particular, we are interested in the worst case scenario as we vary ¢. Carrying out the corre-
sponding analysis leads to the conclusion that expressions of the form (RII]) can be estimated by
C(v(1))® for some s, € R depending on the Bq, the k4 4+ and kgi1,+. This is, roughly speaking, the
argument by which one arrives at the number sy, g. Note that all the A\; — kg1, + could be negative;
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this is the origin of the (potential) gain of derivatives in the estimate for V. In the case of s, g+,
the estimate has to be valid for all ¢ > 0, and it is therefore clear that s, g+ has to be bounded
from below by zero.

Outline. The main structure of the proofs of Propositions 8] and is similar to that of the
proofs of Propositions [11] and I8t cf. Subsection for a rough description of the arguments
in the case of the latter propositions. However, in order to obtain the desired estimates, we need
to appeal to the refined analysis described above. The details are provided in Sections and
239!

8.3.1 Outlook

In the present chapter, we only consider the silent setting. It would, however, also be of interest
to derive similar conclusions in the transparent and noisy settings. Using the methods developed
in these notes, it should be possible to do so. However, the required arguments can be expected
to be lengthy.
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Part 11

Rough analysis in the silent and in
the transparent settings
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Chapter 9

ODE’s with exponentially
decaying error terms

Introduction. Consider ([24.16]), obtained by decomposing ([2]) into Fourier modes. Introducing
additional variables, it can be reformulated as a first order system

o(t) = B(t)u(t) + F(t). (9.1)

The function F' arises from f appearing on the right hand side of (24.16]) and depends on the
frequency ¢ € Zg and t. In general, B also depends on both ¢ and . However, in the silent setting,
the matrix can be written as a sum B(t) = A 4+ A;om(t), where A is a constant matrix and Ayem
decays exponentially. Moreover, A does not depend on ¢. This is the simplest situation, and the
one we consider in the present chapter. The case of transparent equations is similar. However, in
that case, A depends on ¢, a more complicated situation which we discuss in Chapter [l Even
though the division of B into A and A,en corresponds to a division into a dominant part A and
an error term Apem, there is one problem: Ao depends on ¢, and || Arem(0)]| typically tends on
oo as |v(t)| — oo. In that sense, Aem cannot be considered to be negligible. On the other hand,
the equations of interest are such that for each ¢, there is a time, say Tpqe (depending on ¢), such
that

[Arem ()] < Creme ™ Prem(t=Toae) (9:2)

for t > Tyqe. Moreover, Crem > 0 and Brem > 0 are independent of ¢. Here we refer to the interval
[Tode, 0) as the non-oscillatory or ODE era of the relevant Fourier mode, and this is the interval
we focus on in the present chapter.

Asymptotics. In this chapter we analyse the asymptotics of solutions to
0(t) = Av(t) + Arem (t)v(t) + F(2), (9.3)

where Ao satisfies (@.2) and A is constant. To begin with, it can be demonstrated that, roughly
speaking, solutions do not grow faster than solutions to v(t) = Av(t) + F(t); cf. Lemma In
order to obtain detailed asymptotics, it is necessary to make more detailed assumptions concerning
F. If F grows more quickly (or decays less slowly) than the fastest growing solution to v = Av,
then F' can be expected to have a dominant influence on the asymptotics. However, there might be
cancellations associated with, e.g., oscillatory behaviour in F. In order to obtain detailed asymp-
totics in such a situation, it can thus be expected to be necessary to make detailed assumptions
concerning F. This is not our main interest here, and we therefore restrict our attention to the
case that the fastest growing solutions to © = Av grow more quickly than F. To be more precise,
we assume that

|WM:/‘EWW@W<w, (9.4)
0

95
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where K1 := Kmax(A); cf. Definition 43l Under these circumstances, Lemma [0.14] ensures that
solutions to ([@3)) do not grow faster than the fastest growing solutions to v = Av; i.e.,

[o(t)] < Ct — Tyge)® et Toac) (9.5)

for t > Tyoge, where we have used the notation (@H]) and di := dmax (A, k1); cf. Definition At
this stage, it would seem natural to return to ([@.3)) in order to calculate the leading order terms
of the asymptotics. Compute, to this end,

t
4 (eAtv - / eASF(s)ds) = e M Ao (t)0(2). (9.6)
dt Tode
Under ideal circumstances, the right hand side decays exponentially, so that we can integrate this
equality. This would lead to the conclusion that the expression inside the parenthesis on the left
hand side converges exponentially. Thus v would, to good approximation, behave as a solution to
@3) with Ayem set to zero. However, even though Ayen, and v satisfy (@2]) and (@35 respectively,
there is no reason why the right hand side of ([@.6]) should decay exponentially. Whether we obtain
exponential decay or not is determined by the spread of the real parts of the eigenvalues of A; cf.
Definition €3l If RspA < Brem, then the right hand side of ([@.0]) decays exponentially. However,
if RspA > fBrem we need to proceed differently. By conjugating A by a suitable T € GLg(C),
the resulting matrix is in block form; T~*AT = diag{ A, Ap}. Moreover, Kmax(Aa) = Kmax(A),
RspAy < Brem and fmax(Ap) < Kmax(A) — Brem; cf. Definition for an explanation of the
notation. This follows from transforming A to Jordan normal form and arranging the Jordan
blocks in a suitable way. Letting w(t) := T~ 'v(t) and letting w, and w;, denote the components of
w corresponding to the blocks A, and A, respectively, (@3] can be divided into the two equations

g () =Agwe (t) + [T Avem (D)v()]a + [T F()]a, (9.7)
wy(t) =Apwy(t) + [T  Aver ()0 ()]s + [T7LF()]p. (9.8)

Here &, and &, denote the components of £ € C* corresponding to the blocks A, and A, respec-
tively. In the case of w,, we can carry out a computation similar to (@8] by appealing to (@.7). In
this way we obtain the leading order behaviour of w,. However, in the case of w;, we only obtain
an estimate. This is not so surprising, since the second term on the right hand side of ([@.8) is,
on the one hand, an error term (the only information we have concerning A,en, is an estimate).
On the other hand, this term could potentially grow more quickly than the fastest growing solu-
tion to wp = Apwp. For this reason, it is not realistic to hope to extract asymptotic information
concerning w.

Outline. The outline of the present chapter is as follows. In Section[0.I] we state the equations of
interest and describe in greater detail the algebraic decomposition leading to (@.71) and ([@.8]). Then
we proceed to derive a rough estimate for solutions to (@3). This is the subject of Section
Given this information, it is then possible to derive detailed asymptotics concerning w, in the
above decomposition; cf. Section This gives a map from initial data for ([@3]) to asymptotic
data for w,. However, it is also of interest to go in the other direction; i.e., to start with asymptotic
data for w, and to construct initial data for (@3] such that the corresponding solution yields the
desired asymptotic data for w,. In Section we demonstrate that this is possible. In all of the
arguments, it is of great importance to keep track of the constants involved, since we, in the end,
are interested in an infinite sequence of equations and a corresponding infinite sequence of times
Todc-

9.1 Equations and algebraic decompositions

In this chapter we are concerned with the non-oscillatory, or ODE, era of a Fourier mode of an
asymptotically silent equation. However, it is convenient to formulate general results that do not
refer to the PDE origin of the problem. Let us start by describing the class of equations we are
interested in.
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9.1.1 Class of equations

We are interested in equations of the form ([@.3) for a C*-valued function v, 1 < k € Z, where F is
a given smooth CF-valued function on R; A € M, (C); and Ayer is a smooth function from R to
M} (C). We assume, moreover, that there are constants Crem, Tode > 0 and SBrem > 0 such that

[ Arem ()| < Creme™Premt (9.9)

for t > Toqe, where t :=t — Tpqo. We refer to Brem as the ODE margin.

9.1.2 Motivation and goal

The equation ([@3]) should be thought of as a model equation for the Fourier modes of an asymp-
totically silent equation. In that setting, there are infinitely many different modes (corresponding
to infinitely many different matrices Ayer, ). However, there are universal constants Brem and Crep,
such that ([@9) holds for T,q4. large enough. Note, however, that Toq. does depend on the mode.
Our goal is to estimate the difference between v and an appropriate solution to the equation that
results by removing the second term on the right hand side from (@3]). The estimate should be
valid for ¢ > Toge. Since A, frem and Ciem should be thought of as universal (independent of
mode), it is not of any greater importance to spell out the dependence of constants (appearing in
the estimates) on Crem, Brem and A explicitly. However, we need to keep very careful track of the
dependence on Tyqe-

9.1.3 Decomposition of A

The complex k x k-matrix A plays a central role in (@3). Many of the results below will be
phrased in terms of different algebraic decompositions of A. For the sake of clarity, we here collect
all the details of these decompositions in one subsection; see also Section 242 below for a summary
of some of the basic facts concerning the Jordan normal form and the matrix exponential. Our
motivation for decomposing A is described in connection with ([@7) and (@8). In particular, the
starting point, motivating the decomposition, is the fact that the ODE margin might be strictly
smaller than the real eigenvalue spread of A; i.e., that the inequality frem < RspA might hold.

Lemma 9.1. Given1 <k e€Z,0< € R and A € My(C), there is a T € GL,(C) such that
Ay =T~ LAT has the following properties. To begin with,

Ay =T AT = diag{A,, A},

where A, € Mg, (C); Ap € My, (C); 1 < ky € Z and 0 < ky € Z are such that ko, + ky = k;
and A, and Ay consist of Jordan blocks. Moreover, RspA, < B; Emax(Aa) = Kmax(4); and
Fmax(Ap) < Kmax(A) — B (assuming ky > 1).

Remark 9.2. See Section 24.2] below for the definition of Jordan blocks and a summary of some
of the basic facts concerning the Jordan normal form.

Remarks 9.3. If k;, = 0, then diag{A,, Ap} should be interpreted as equalling A,. Moreover,
the notation Kmax(A) is introduced in Definition 23 The matrices T, A, etc. are not unique.
However, the dimensions k, and k; are well defined.

Proof. The statement follows by transforming A to Jordan normal form and then arranging the
Jordan blocks appropriately. O

Definition 9.4. Given 1 < k € Z, A € M;(C) and 0 < § € R, let k, and k; be the integers
obtained by appealing to Lemma Below, k, and k; are referred to as the dimensions of the
first and second subspaces (respectively) of the 3, A-decomposition of CF. If B € My(C) can be
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written B = diag{B,, By}, where B, € My, (C) and B € My, (C), then B, (By) is referred to as
the first (second) block of the 3, A-decomposition of B. If ¢ € C* and &, € CFa collects the first
ko components of ¢ and & € C collects the last k; components of &, then &, (&) is referred to as
the first (second) component in the 8, A-decomposition of . Finally, if T' is obtained by appealing
to Lemma [0l E, := T(C*s x {0}**) and Ej, := T'({0}*« x C*), then E, (F}) is referred to as
the first (second) generalised eigenspace in the B, A-decomposition of C*. The first generalised
eigenspace in the 3, A-decomposition of C¥ is also denoted by E4 5.

Remark 9.5. The vector space E, (Ep) is the direct sum of the generalised eigenspaces of A
corresponding to eigenvalues in SpA, (SpAp); here A, and A, are obtained by appealing to
Lemma In particular, the spaces F, and F} are uniquely determined by A and § > 0.
Moreover, dim E, = k, and dim F}, = k. Finally, note that the present definition is consistent
with Definition [£.7]

In our applications, the following estimate will be of interest.

Lemma 9.6. Given 1 <k € Z, A € My(C) and 0 < 8 € R, let E, (Ep) be the first (second)
generalised eigenspace in the [, A-decomposition of CF. Let II, : C* — E, and II, : CkF — E,
be defined by the condition that x = llyx + px for all x € CF. Let kp = Kmax(Ap) and dp :=
Amax(Ap, Kp), where Ay is the restriction of A to Ey; cf. Definition[{.3 Then

”eAtHbH < CA <t>db—lenbt

for allt > 0, where C4 only depends on A.

Proof. Let T, k, and k; be obtained by appealing to Lemma and let 7, : CF — {0}Fa x Ckv
be the projection onto the last k; elements of CF. Then I, = Tmp T 1, so that

M, = TT 1M T, T~ = Tdiag{0Oy,, e }T7,

where Ap here denotes the matrix appearing in the statement of Lemma In view of the
observations concerning the matrix exponential made in Section 24.2] below, the statement of the
lemma follows. o

Below, the following terminology will be important.

Definition 9.7. Given 1 <k € Z, A € My(C) and 0 < 8 € R, let Ay; :=iIm{A;}, where A; is
obtained by appealing to Lemma[@.Il Then A;; is diagonal and purely imaginary, and the smooth
function R4 : R — My(C) defined by Ra(t) := exp(—Ay;t) is referred to as a rotation matriz
associated with A.

Remark 9.8. Note that [|[Ra(t)| = [|[[Ra(t)] 7] = 1.

In our setting, we are given a matrix A € My (C) and a 0 < Brem € R. Appealing to Lemma
with 3 replaced by Brem then yields a matrix A, which we here refer to as Apre. Let K1 := Kmax(A4),
cf. Definition 3], and consider Ainger := Re{Apre} — 11dg. This is a real k x k-matrix consisting
of Jordan blocks, all of whose diagonal elements are non-positive. It would be convenient if the
Jordan blocks in Ajge, with strictly negative eigenvalues were negative definite. However, this
need not be the case. On the other hand, it can be arranged.

Lemma 9.9. Let J € My(R) be a Jordan block whose diagonal components equal X € R. For
every 0 < € € R, there is then a diagonal matriz D € GLy(R) such that for every x € R¥,

' D7 Dz < (A + )|z

Moreover, ||D|| = max{1,e*"'} and | D~ = max{l,e_(k_l)},
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Remark 9.10. The difference between J and D~'JD is that the off-diagonal 1’s in J have been
replaced by €. Below, it will be convenient to refer to a matrix of the form D~1'JD as a generalised
Jordan block. We also use this terminology when J is complex.

Proof. The matrix D can be chosen according to D = diag{1,e,...,e*"1}. O

Applying this to the individual Jordan blocks leads to the following definition.

Definition 9.11. Given 1 <k € Z, A € M (C) and 0 < 8 € R, let T be a matrix of the form ob-
tained in Lemmal[0.1l Let, moreover, k1 := Kmax(A4). Then there is a diagonal matrix D € GLg(R)
such that if Ty := T'D, then TglATA consists of generalised Jordan blocks. Moreover, all the
generalised Jordan blocks of J4 := Re{TglATA} —k1ldy corresponding to negative eigenvalues are
negative definite. A matrix T4 obtained in this way is referred to as a S-normalised A-conjugation
matriz. Moreover, the matrix Jy is referred to as a real B-normalised Jordan decomposition of A.

Remarks 9.12. The notion of a generalised Jordan block is introduced in Remark Note
that the definition of T4 leads to ||T4|| and || Ty "|| depending on the distance between the largest
and the second largest real part of an eigenvalue of A. On the other hand, ||T4| and || T;"|| depend
only on A (partly through this distance).

Remarks 9.13. Note that the matrices R4 (t), T4 and J4 are dependent on a number of choices.
For this reason we speak of a rotation matrix instead of the rotation matrix etc. However, we
assume the different choices to be consistent with each other in the sense that they are related
to each other as described above. Then R4(t) and Aj; (cf. Definition [07) commute with Jy,
since for each generalised Jordan block in Jy, the corresponding diagonal components in A;; are
constant.

For future reference, it is of interest to note that e”* can be expressed in terms of the above
decomposition of A. In fact, given A € My(C) and 0 < 8 € R, let T and J be the T4 and J4
(respectively) constructed in Definition Let, moreover, R be the matrix valued function R4
constructed in Definition Then

T YAT = Agi +J + kildy, (9.10)

so that
et = eMUT[R(t) Let T, (9.11)

note that R(t) commutes with J, cf. Remarks [L.I3l Alternately, since T-'AT = diag{A,, 4}
(this is true irrespective of whether T is the matrix obtained in Lemma or if T' is the matrix
T4 introduced in Definition B.TT]),

et = Tdiag{e?et, et} T,

9.2 Rough estimate of solutions

The first step in the analysis of the asymptotics is to derive an estimate for |v(t)| for ¢t > Toqe,
where v is a solution to (@3). This is the subject of the present section.

Lemma 9.14. Consider the equation (3.3), where A, Arem and F satisfy the assumptions described
i Subsection[9 11l There is a constant C, depending only on Ciem, Brem and the matriz A, such
that if v is a solution to (@.3), then

B ¢
[v(t)] < C@dl*le“lt|v(Tode)| +C (t — s>dlfle“1(t75) |F(s)|ds (9.12)
Tode

Jor t > Toge, where t =t — Toae, K1 := Kmax(A4) and di := dmax (4, k1); ¢f. Definition[{-3
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Remark 9.15. The constant C' may depend on, e.g., the reciprocal of the difference between the
largest and the second largest real part of an eigenvalue of A. If one is interested in applying the
result for an infinite set of matrices A, this has to be kept in mind.

Proof. Denoting the sum of A and Ayem(t) by B(t), the equation (@3] takes the same form as
@I). Let ®(t;t9) denote the solution to the initial value problem

dv
E(t) = B)U(t), P(ty)=Ids.
Then the solution to ([@3]) with initial data vy at Toge can be written
t

v(t) = ®(t; Tode)vo + / O(t; 5)F(s)ds. (9.13)
Tode

It is thus of interest to estimate ||®(¢; s)|| for Toqe < s < t. Since |®(t; s)E| = |v(t)|, where v is the

solution to the initial value problem

dv

St = B, w(s) =¢, (9.14)

it is clear that we only need to estimate |v(t)|/|¢] for solutions v to (@I4).
Given A and Brem, let R(t) := Ra(t), T := T4 and J := J4 be the function/matrices obtained by

appealing to Definitions and Recall that (@I0) holds and that R(t) and J commute due
to Remarks Let v be the solution to (@.I4) and define w by

w(t) := e " RET Mu(t). (9.15)
Then
W= Jw + ArestW, (9.16)
where )
||Arcst (t)” S Ceiﬁmmt (917)

for t > Tyge, and the constant C only depends on Crem, Brem, ||T|| and ||T71||. Let Ji, be the
truncated version of J, obtained from J by setting the Jordan blocks with zero eigenvalue to zero.
Let Jaig = J — Jir and define u and Biest by

u = e Jaet=s)y, Biest(t) = e Jairt(t=s) 4 (t)e"diff(t_s). (9.18)
Then
U= Jtru + Brest”a (919)
where )
| Brest(t)|| < C(t — 5)2(h =1 g Fremt (9.20)

for ¢ > To4e, where the constant C only depends on Ciem, Brem and A, and we have used the
notation (£E). The advantage of the version [@I9) of the equation is that J;, is negative semi-
definite. Moreover, even in the case that Biest in (@I9) equals zero, a solution u to (@I9) is
typically bounded, but no more. Estimate

d .
IUI2 (u, ) + (i, u) < 2| Brest|Jul*.
Integrating this estimate yields

lu®)] < Clu(s)], (9.21)
for all Toge < s < t, where C only depends on Clrepm, Brem and A. Returning to [@.15) and ([@.I8),

the estimate (T2I)) yields
o()] < C(t = 5)" eI u(s)],

where C has the same dependence as in the case of ([@21]). In particular,
[0t 8)| < Ot — s)Bterrlt=2)

for Toge < s < t, where C has the same dependence as in the case of ([@2I). Combining this
estimate with (@I3]) yields the conclusion of the lemma. O
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9.3 Detailed asymptotics

Consider [@.I2). If F = 0, this estimate is optimal (strictly speaking, we only demonstrate that
this is true in Section [0.4] below, but in the case that Aem = 0, it is obvious). Moreover, the first
term on the right hand side of ([@I2]) exhibits the asymptotic growth associated with solutions
to © = Av. On the other hand, if |F| grows very quickly, the second term on the right hand
side of (@IZ) might be dominant. Before proceeding to a derivation of more detailed information
concerning the asymptotics, it is necessary to decide which type of situation is of greatest interest:
the case where F' dominates the evolution, or the case when the contribution from F' is, at worst,
comparable with solutions to the homogeneous system associated with ([@3]). Here, we are mainly
interested in the latter case, and for that reason, we assume that ([@4) holds. Then ([@I2) implies
that the growth of v is bounded by (£)91~1e%1*, This is a natural starting point for deriving more
detailed information concerning the asymptotics, the subject of the present section.

Lemma 9.16. Consider the equation (2.3), where A, Aiem and F satisfy ([9-4) and the assump-
tions described in Subsection[d L1l Given notation as in Subsection[d L1, there is then a constant
C and a non-negative integer N, where C only depends on Crem, Brem and A, and N only depends
on k, such that the following holds. Fiz 0 < 8 < Brem. For every solution v to (T3), there is a
unique vector Voo € 4 g such that

t
v(t) — ey — / et P(s)ds
T (9.22)

<O@ON e = [o(Toae)| + et o F ]

for all t > Toge, where K1 1= Kmax(A) and the notation E4 g is introduced in Definition [9.4)
Moreover, vy, can be written

Voo = € Alodeqy (9.23)

where U € Eg g,
[tioo| < C [[0(Toae)| + €™ e[| F| 4] (9.24)

and C' only depends on Crem, Brem and A.

Remark 9.17. In the ODE setting, it may seem unnatural not to assume 8 = [Srem. The
reason for this is that, the larger the 3, the more detailed the asymptotics. However, we wish to
apply this lemma in the PDE setting, in which case we are interested in an infinite number of
ODE’s (one for each mode). In that setting, a larger 3 is not only associated with more detailed
information concerning the asymptotics, it is also associated with a larger loss of derivatives. In
some applications, it might be important to minimise the loss of derivatives (while still retaining
a certain amount of asymptotic information). This is the reason for not fixing the value of 5 to
equal Brem.

Remark 9.18. The constants Crem, Brem and Toqe are the ones appearing in connection with the
assumption (@.9).

Remark 9.19. Remark 0.15]is equally relevant here.

Remark 9.20. Combining (@23) and ([@24)) yields a crude estimate of |vs|. However, it is of
interest to obtain more detailed information. This is the reason for including (@23), [@24]) and
the statement that us, € F4 g.

Proof. Uniqueness. Let v be a solution to ([@3]). Assume that there are voo; € Eag, i = 1,2,
such that

t —
v(t) — eMuge i — / AP (s)ds| < Ci(f)Nielr=A)t
Toae



102 CHAPTER 9. ODE’S WITH EXPONENTIALLY DECAYING ERROR TERMS

for all t > Tyqe and some constants C; and N; > 0 which are allowed to depend on v, F, Ty4e as
well as Crem, Brem and A. Then

e (Vo0,1 — Voo,2)| < (C1 + Co) (BN T2l =R

for all ¢t > Toqe. However, if voo1 # voo,2, then the left hand side of this inequality grows more
quickly than the right hand side, which leads to a contradiction. Therefore voo,1 = V0,2, and v
is uniquely determined by the estimate ([@:22)).

Existence. To begin with, we introduce notation which is similar to, but not exactly the same
as, the one introduced in the proof of Lemma Given A and f3, let R(t) := Ra(t), T :=Tx
and J := J4 be the function/matrices obtained by appealing to Definitions and Recall
that ||T|| and || 77| only depend on A; that ([@.I0) holds; and that R(¢) and J commute due to
Remarks Note, moreover, that 7', J and R can be chosen independently of 5. However,
what A, and A, are depends on 3. Define w and G by

w(t) := e FIROT 1u(t), G(t):=e "RETF(t), (9.25)
where t :=t — Tqo. Then
w=Jw + Arestw + G, (9.26)
where )
||Arest|| S Ce_ﬂremt (927)

for t > Tyqe, and the constant C' only depends on Clie and A. Let Ji, be the truncated version of
J, obtained from J by setting the Jordan blocks with zero eigenvalue to zero. Let Jgig = J — Jir
and define u, B and H by

w=eJarnty,  B(t) = e A (e H(t) = e Tt G(1). (9.28)
Then
i = Jyu+ Bu+ H, (9.29)
where _
IB()[| < C(F)* =D fremt (9.30)

for t > Toge, where the constant C' only depends on Cien, and A. For future reference, it is
convenient to keep in mind that ([@I2), (@25) and ([@2]) yield

Ju(t)] < CE* DV |w(Toae)| + CEH* V| Flla (9-31)

for t > Toqe, where C only depends on Chrepm, Brem and A.

Estimating the first component. Let u,(t) denote the first component in the 8, A-decomposition
of u(t); cf. Definition for an explanation of the terminology. We similarly use the notation w,,
(Bu)g, Gq, F, etc. Let J, and Jiy o denote the first blocks in the 3, A-decomposition of J and Ji,
respectively; cf. Definition Integrating the a’th component of ([@.29) yields

— t _ t —
e Tty (1) = we (Toge) +/ e~ TwaS (Bu)o(s)ds —|—/ e 135G, (s)ds. (9.32)
Tode Tode
Define -
Wooq i= Wa(Tode) + / e~ TmaS(Bu)y(s)ds. (9.33)
Tode

Then ([@.32]) implies

B t
wq(t) — e‘]atwooya - / e’]“(tfs)Ga(s)ds <
Tode

/ ef,]a(57t)er]diff,a§(Bu)a(S)ds , (9.34)

t
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where Jyifr,q is defined similarly to Ji; 4. Note that (@30) and @3] yield

/TOO e~ me%(Bu)q(s)ds| < Cllw(Tode)| + [|F]la], (9.35)

where C only depends on Ciem, Brem and A. Note, however, that the dependence is via, e.g.,
(Brem + Kmin) " " (Where Kmin := Fmin(As) — K1; cf. Definition B3)), a quantity which tends to
infinity as |Kmin| tends to Srem. Combining this estimate with ([@33)) yields

|[Woo,a| < Cllw(Tode)| + [1F]| 4], (9.36)

where C' has the same dependence as in ([@.35). Returning to ([@34)), we need to estimate the right
hand side. Due to ([@30) and ([@3T]), it can be bounded by

C/ Hmm(s t) >N ﬂremSHw( ode)l + ||F||A]

<CB)Ne et [|lw(Toae)| + || F]|4]

for t > Tyqe, where C only depends on Ciep, Srem and A, and N is a non-negative integer depending
only on k. Combining this estimate with (@.34) and (9.28) yields

. ¢
’wa(t) — e Wap 0 — / el =G, (s)ds
Tode (937)

<O e Pmtlem 1T o(Tuge)] + | FIL
for t > Toqe, where C' and N have the same dependence as before.

Estimating the second component. Let us now turn to wup(t), the second component in the
B, A-decomposition of u(t); cf. Definition for an explanation of the terminology. Similarly to
the above, we use the notation wy, (Bu)y, Gy, Fp etc. In this case, (@29) yields

t

e (=) (Bu),(s)ds + / e (=G, (s)ds; (9.38)

Tode

t

wy(t) = erfwb(TodC) + /

Tode
note that Jip = J, that up = wp and that Hy = Gy. To begin with

e wy (Toae)| < CEN ™ [wy(Toae)| < CEN e [wy(Toae), (9-39)

where Kp := Kmax(Ap)—k1, C only depends on A and N only depends on k; note that, by definition,
kp < —0. Next,

¢
/ e’ (=) (Bu)y(s)ds
Tode

ode

t
<C(t N/ e (t=8) g=Brem3 5|y + ||F
<o@™ [ o@a +1PL]

<CBNe P lw(Toae)| + |1 F|al,

where C' only depends on Ciem, Brem and A; N is a non-negative integer depending only on k; and

we have appealed to ([@30) and ([@3T)). Combining ([@.38), [@39) and ([@40) yields

‘wb(t)_/t " 7IGy(s)ds| < O™ e Jw(Toge)| + || F|a] (9.41)

Toae

for t > Tyqe, where C only depends on Crem, Brem and A, and N is a non-negative integer depending
only on k.

Summing up. Let ws, € C* be such that the first component in the 3, A-decomposition of ws,
is given by Weo,q, defined in ([@.33), and the second component in the §, A-decomposition of w

vanishes. Then (@37) and (@41) yield

a t
w(t) — e’ wy — / e? =G (s)ds
Tode (942)

OBV e e o o(Toae)| + || F)|a]
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for t > Toge, where C' only depends on Ciem, Brem and A; and N is a non-negative integer
depending only on k. Appealing to (@I1) and @25) yields [@22), where v, is given by ([@23])
and us € Fa g is defined by

Upg 1= Tt oaeqy . (9.43)

Combining this definition with ([@25]) and ([@.30]) yields ([@24]), and the lemma follows. O

9.4 Specifying data at infinity

Lemma [0.T0 contains a statement concerning the leading order behaviour of solutions. However, it
is also of interest to prove that, given asymptotic data of the form v, (described in the statement
of Lemma [0.16)), there is a solution with asymptotics as in [@.22). In order to obtain such a result,
it is sufficient to consider the homogeneous version of the equation ([@3)).

Lemma 9.21. Consider the equation
0(t) = Av(t) + Avem (t)v(2), (9.44)

where A € Mg(C) and Aem € CP[R,My(C)] satisfies the estimate (3.9) for some choice of
Tode > 0, Crem and Prem > 0. Let 0 < S < Brem and E4 g be the first generalised eigenspace in
the 3, A-decomposition of C*. Then there is a linear injective map Vo, : Ea g — CF such that if
Voo € Ea g and v is the solution to [9-44)) satisfying v(Tode) = VYoo (Vo ), then v satisfies (9.22)
with F' = 0. Moreover, for us € Eap

Woo (e ATote w0 )| < Clusgl, (9.45)
where C only depends on Crem, Brem and A.

Remark 9.22. In the statement of the lemma, as well as the proof, we use the terminology
introduced in Subsection [0.1.3]

Remark 9.23. The result can be used to derive conclusions concerning the inhomogeneous equa-
tion ([@3). In order to justify this statement, assume that ||F||4 < oo and let vpay be the solution
to ([@3) corresponding to the initial data vpart(Tode) = 0. Let vpart,oo € Eap be such that
(©.22) holds with v and vee replaced by vpart and vUpars,co respectively. Given v, € Ea g, let
Uhom be the solution to ([@.44) corresponding to initial data vhom (Tode) = Voo (Voo — Upart,o0). Then
¥ = Upart + Vhom SOlves ([O3) and satisfies (2.22)). In other words, we are also allowed to specify the
asymptotic data ve, € E4 g in the case of the inhomogeneous equation (0.3)), assuming || F||4 < co.
In order to obtain estimates, let upart,c0 € Fa,g be such that ([@.23) and (0.24) hold with v, v and
Uso Teplaced by Upart, Upart,co and Upart,co respectively. Due to (O24)), [upart,co| < CerrToac || F|| 4,
where C only depends on Chem, Brem and A. Due to (0.23)), vpart,co = e~ ATode Upart,oo- REPresenting
Voo according to v, = e~ ATodey it follows that

|U(Tod0)| §|Upart (Tod6)| =+ |Uhom(TodC)| = |‘IJOO(U00 - Upart,oo)|
=[Wle™ AT (o — tpart,o0)]| (9.46)
§O|uoo - upart,oo| S C (|uoo| + eKITOdeHF”A) ’

where C' is a constant depending only on Ciem, Brem and A.

Remark 9.24. The equality E4 5 = CF holds if 8 > RspA; cf. Definition Moreover, if
Epp= CF, then the map W, is an isomorphism. This means that the solution is uniquely specified
in terms of the “data at infinity”, vs. Due to Remark [0.223] the same holds for inhomogeneous
equations such that |[F||a < co. Finally, |v(Tode)| can be estimated in terms of the asymptotic

data and F; cf. ([@40]).
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Proof. Let T, J and R be defined as in the proof of Lemma [0.16 Define w as in (@.28) and let J,
be the first block in the 5, A-decomposition of J; cf. Definition Let

Jao =diag{Js,0}, B(t) = e 70" Ao (t)e”0",
J=J—Juo, alt)=e Taotu(t),
where Aest is the matrix appearing in (@.26). Then (@.44) can be written
u = Ju+ Ba, (9.47)
where we have appealed to ([@.28) with G = 0. Due to (@.27),
IB)]| < CEHY Pt (9.48)

for t > Tode, where Bmin = Brem + Kmin; Kmin ‘= Kmin(Aa) — K1, where A, is the first block in the
B, A-decomposition of T AT; C is a constant depending only on Crem, Brem and A; and N is a
non-negative integer depending only on k. Note that Bnin > 0 and that .J is negative semi-definite.
Let tg > Tpge. Due to (I47) and the fact that J is negative semi-definite,

d, _ S|
EIUF < 2||B| - |al*,

so that
ja(t)] < exp ( / ||B<s>||ds) (o) (9.49)

for t > tg. Note, in particular, that by choosing ty to be large enough, the first factor on the right
hand side of ([@49) can be assumed to be as close to 1 as we wish. Let @, (t) and @,(t) denote
the first and second components in the /3, A-decomposition of @(t) respectively (we use similar
notation for the same decomposition of other vectors and vector valued functions). Then

g (t) = U (to) + / (Bt)4(s)ds, (9.50)

to

so that .

) ~ watto)] = € [ @ emesdsexs ([ 1B s ) fnto)

t() tO
for t > to, where we have appealed to (@.48)) and ([@.49); C only depends on Ciem, Brem and A;
and N only depends on k. For any € > 0, it is thus possible to choose ty so that

[0 (t) — ta(to)| < elulto)| (9.51)

for t > to (where ¢y only depends on Crem, Brem, A and €). Given a tg such that (@51]) holds with
e replaced by 1/2, define the map L, : Ck¢ — CF*e as follows (here k, is the dimension of the first
subspace of the 3, A-decomposition of C¥; cf. Definition [0.4). Given n € Cke, let & € C* be such
that &, =n and & = 0. Let u be the solution to ([@47) with u(ty) = £ and define L,n by

Lon = tli)rgo Ua(t). (9.52)

Due to (@48), [@.49) and ([@.50), it is clear that the limit on the right hand side of ([@.52]) exists.
Thus L,n is well defined. Moreover, it is clear that L, is linear. Due to the fact that (O.51]) holds
with e replaced by 1/2 and the fact that @(tg) = 0,

[Lan = @a(to)| < 5lta(to)]-

In particular, |n|/2 < |Lgn|, so that L, is injective. Since L, is a linear map between spaces of
the same finite dimension, it follows that L, is an isomorphism. Moreover,

L | < 20 (9.53)
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Note that L' (essentially) maps data at infinity to data at to. In the end, we wish to translate
the data at tg to data at Tpqe. To this end, we wish to solve ([@.4T) backwards. Since tg — Toqe can
be bounded by a constant depending only on Chrem, Brem and A, there is a constant C' (with the
same dependence) such that for all solutions @ to (9.47),

[(Toe)| < Cl(to)]. (9.54)

Before defining the map ¥, appearing in the statement of the lemma, we need to clarify how the
limit of @, (t) is related to the v, € E4 g appearing in ([:22)). However, returning to ([@32]) and
@33) (and recalling that G = 0 in the present setting), it is clear that

. — _ . 7Ja.t _
tl_lg)lo Uo(t) = tl_lgloe We(t) = Woo,a- (9.55)

On the other hand, (@23) and (@43) imply that
Voo = e_ATodcuOO _ e_ATOdCTeanOdCLa(woo,a)a

where 1, : CF« — CF is defined as follows: if € CF=, then 14(n) is the vector & € C¥ such that
& =n and & = 0. Note also that for each v, € E4 g, there is a unique n € CFe such that

Voo = e~ ATodeer1Tode (1) (9.56)

holds. Define ¥ (vs) to be the composition of the following maps: first the map which takes
Voo € Ea g to the n € CFe such that ([@56]) holds; second, the map which takes 7 to & := t,0L; 1 (n);
and, third, the map which takes £ € C* to

vo = eKITOdeTa(TOde)7 (9.57)

where @ is the solution to (Q.47) with initial data @(tg) = £. Note that ¥, is linear and injective,
and that if ([@23]) holds, then

|\I,OO(6—ATOC1CUOO)| ScemTodCW(Tode” < CeK/ITodc|ﬂ(tO)| < C€N1T0d6|77|
SC‘l”OO'u

where C only depends on Chren, Brem and A; and we have appealed to (@.53), (2.54) and ([@.57).
Thus ([@45) holds. Assume now that v is the solution to ([@44]) corresponding to v(Toge) =
Voo (Vo). Then v satisfies (T22) with ' = 0 and v replaced by some U € E4 3. Moreover,
Lemmal[@.16] in particular (1.23) and (@.43), yields U, = e~ ATodeTer1Todey, (164, ,) for some oo o €
CFka. In addition,

tli)rgo Ug, (t) = woo,au

where @ is defined in terms of v in the same way as in the beginning of the present proof; cf.
(@EH). This means that
ba © Lgl(wm,a) = u(to),

due to the definition of L,. Going through the steps defining ¥, it is thus clear that ¥, () =
V(Tode) = Voo (Voo ). Due to the injectivity of ¥, it follows that voo = Uno. The lemma follows. [



Chapter 10

Asymptotics for weakly silent,
balanced and convergent equations

10.1 Introduction

In the present chapter, we focus on the simplest setting of interest in these notes, namely that of
weakly silent, balanced and convergent equations. The goal is to derive asymptotics, as well as
to obtain a (partial) characterisation of the solutions in terms of their asymptotics. The formal
definition of weak silence, balance and convergence is provided in Definition [[0.1] below. Let us
briefly justify the terminology

Weak silence. Recall that we justified the use of the word silent in, e.g., Chapter @l The
conditions imposed in the present chapter are implied by the requirements appearing in, e.g.,
Proposition 4l In that sense, the conditions appearing here are weaker than the conditions
imposed in Chapter @ We therefore speak of weak silence.

Weak balance and weak convergence. The notion of weak balance involves bounds on y, X, «
and (. The bounds on the shift vector field and X are formulated in terms of ¢ and X introduced
in 4I7). Moreover, the bounds on ¢ and X follow from the requirements that y be future
uniformly timelike and that X be CO-future bounded; cf. Lemma [25.17 and Definition [0.1] below.
We also demand that the norms of a and ¢ be future bounded. This is to exclude super exponential
growth; cf. Section 211 Finally, we are mainly interested in weakly convergent equations. This
means that o and ¢ converge to limits. The reason we speak of weak balance and weak convergence
is that we later impose similar conditions which also involve bounds on the first derivatives of the
relevant objects.

Sketch of the analysis. Consider (2Z416G). Say that g, ¢” and X' decay to zero exponentially,
and that a and ¢ converge exponentially to some limits. Say, moreover, that the decay rate of g is
independent of the frequency. For each frequency v(¢), there is then a Tpgo > 0 such that (2410
can be reformulated as an equation of the form (@3]), where A,en, satisfies an estimate of the form
©2); Crem and Brem are independent of the frequency; and A € Ms,,(C). In the case of weakly
silent, balanced and convergent equations, the details of this reformulation is provided in (I0.TH)—
([I0I7) below. Due to the results of Chapter [ we can analyse the asymptotics to the future of
Tode- However, in order for this analysis to be meaningful, we need to control the behaviour in
the interval [0, Thge]. How long is this interval? How much can the solution grow in it? Can the
growth be estimated in a way which does not destroy the asymptotic analysis to the future of Toqc?
The assumption of weak silence implies that §/g < —bs + ¢, where bs > 0 and 0 < ¢ € L(]0, 00))
are independent of the frequency. Thus g(t) < Cexp[—bs(t — T1,0de)] for t > T1 ode, where C' is a
constant independent of the frequency and T oqe = by ! Ing(0). Similar conclusions can be derived

107
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for nyg® and n; X', given that ¢° and X' decay exponentially. This leads to times T} 0de, © = 2, 3.
In comparison with the above, we can then choose T,4e to be the largest of the T} oqc, ¢ = 1,2, 3.
The next problem is then to estimate how the norm of the solution evolves on the interval [0, T,qe].
Say, for the sake of argument, that T,4. can be chosen to equal T o4e, and that the norm of the
solution cannot grow faster than exponentially on [0, Toqc], where the rate is independent of the
frequency. Then the norm cannot grow more than by a factor of e“Tede where the constant C
is independent of the frequency. However, since Toqe is a constant multiple of In g(0), this means
that e“7ede is simply a power of g(0) (moreover, the power is independent of the frequency). In
other words, we can interpret the growth on the interval [0, Toqe] as a loss of regularity. In terms
of Sobolev spaces, this loss corresponds to having to estimate the initial data in H*%%0 (for some
s0 > 0) in order to obtain an estimate concerning the asymptotics in H*. In short, we can appeal
to Chapter [0 in order to analyse the behaviour to the future of T,4e, and we can interpret the
possible growth occurring in the interval [0, Toqe] as a loss of derivatives.

Purpose of the conditions. The question remains: how do we ensure that Toqe = 11 0de, and that
the exponential growth rate in the interval [0, Toqe is independent of the frequency? Consider
[@413), a reformulation of (24.18)). It is clear that if |o| and | X || appearing in (24.18)) are bounded
by constants independent of ¢, then the essential dependence on ¢ is contained in g. Moreover, we
can choose Tj oqe to equal T} oqe for ¢ = 2,3. This means that Toqe = T1,0de- If We, in addition
to the assumption of weak silence, assume |o|, || X||, |||l and ||{|| to be bounded by a constant
independent of ¢+ (these requirements correspond to demanding that (IL2]) be weakly balanced),
then the exponential growth rate of the norm is bounded in [0, T,40] by a constant independent of
t. Thus the above line of reasoning can be carried out.

Failure of the conditions. If we would not impose the condition of weak balance, then the norm
of solutions to ([24.16]) could grow super exponentially on the interval [0, Toqe, even in situations
when g, g% and X! all decay to zero exponentially; cf. Chapter Bl Again, we could interpret this
growth as a loss of regularity, but the loss would be of the form exp[Cg(0)"] for some C,n > 0.
Clearly, this corresponds to more than a finite loss of regularity. In particular, note that simply
appealing to Cauchy stability in order to estimate the evolution in the interval [0, Tpge] is not
sufficient: Cauchy stability does not exclude the possibility of super exponential growth.

Outline. In Section we give precise definitions of the notions of weak silence, balance and
convergence. As indicated above, for a given frequency this leads to a division of [0, 00) into the
intervals [0, Tode] and [Toge, o). In Chapter [l we already considered the interval [Typge, 00). The
subject of Section [[0.3]is to analyse the evolution in the interval [0, Toqe] for one fixed frequency.
Combining this analysis with the results of Chapter[@lyields a basic energy estimate for how the H*-
norm of the solution evolves. This is the subject of Section [[0.4t cf., in particular, Lemma [I0.111
Combining the estimates on the interval [0, T,q0] with the analysis presented in Section leads
to detailed asymptotics in the future direction. This topic is treated in Section Finally,
appealing to the results of Section leads to a partial characterisation of the solution in terms
of the asymptotic data (in fact, in some situations there is a homeomorphism between initial data
and the asymptotic data). This is the subject of Section

10.2 Weak silence, balance and convergence

In order to give a precise meaning to the notion of a weakly silent, balanced and convergent
equation, we need to introduce some terminology. Consider the equation ([2)). Assume the
associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a canonical separable cosmological model manifold.
Given a 0 # ¢ € Ip, where Zp is defined in connection with [24.3]), define g(¢,¢) by 2413) and ¢,
o and X by

X(1,t) == (10.1)
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where n; = vy ;(1); cf. 245). Most of the time, it is convenient to omit the argument ¢. Sometimes
we also omit reference to the argument ¢.

Definition 10.1. Consider ([[2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. For 0 # ¢ € T, define g(¢,t) by 24.13) and ¢,
o and X by ([IOJ). If there is a constant Ceoer such that

o (6, O + 1 X (s Ol + la@)]] + [[CE < Cooerr (10.2)

for all 0 # ¢+ € Zp and all ¢t > 0, the equation ([2)) is said to be weakly balanced. If there is a
constant bs > 0 and a continuous non-negative function ¢ € L!([0, 00)) such that

0(1,t) < —bg + e(t) (10.3)

for all 0 # ¢ € Zp and all t > 0, the equation (I.2) is said to be weakly silent. In case ([.2)) is weakly
silent, Tyqe is defined as follows. If ¢, := ||e||1 and g(¢,0) < e ¢, then Toqe := 0. If g(¢,0) > e,
Tode is defined as the first ¢ > 0 such that g(¢,t) = e~ . Finally, if there are oo, (o € M,;,,(C)
and constants 1y, > 0 and Cyy,, such that

l[e(t) = ool + [16(t) = Cooll < Crune™ =" (10.4)
for all ¢ > 0, then (I.2) is said to be weakly convergent.

Remark 10.2. It is to be expected that the requirement that ¢ be continuous can be avoided at
the expense of additional technicalities in the proofs below.

Remark 10.3. If the conditions of one of Propositions [£4] E.TT] and are satisfied, then (L2))
is weakly balanced, weakly silent and weakly convergent. The reasons for this are the following.
First of all, the norms of o and ¢ are bounded due to the fact that (£2]) holds, an estimate
which also yields (I04). That (L2)) is weakly silent is a consequence of Lemma and the
assumptions of any one of the propositions mentioned at the beginning of the remark. Finally,
the desired bounds on |o(s,t)| and || X (¢,t)|| follow from Lemma 2517

Remark 10.4. Some of the estimates derived below can be improved if we, in addition to the
requirements of Definition [[0.J], demand that there be constants Cyer, Bqer > 0 such that

o (6, )] + 1X (2, 8)[| < Caere™Paer? (10.5)
for all 0 # ¢ € Zg and all t > 0.

10.3 The oscillatory regime

For a weakly silent and balanced equation, it is, given a solution to (24.I6]), natural to divide
[0,00) into the intervals [0, Toge] and [Tode, 0), where Toge is given by Definition [0l The
methods developed in Chapter [@ can be used to analyse the behaviour in the interval [Toge, 00).
In the present section, we estimate how the norm of the solution evolves in the interval [0, Tode]-

Lemma 10.5. Assume that (IL3) is weakly balanced and weakly silent. Let v« € Iy, g be given by
(2413) and Toae by Definition[I01l Let z be a solution to (24.16)) and define E by

1.
E(t) = 5120 + ¢* ()] () ). (10.6)
Then .
El/z(t) < ece+770detE1/2(0> 4 et / enode(t75)|f(s)|ds (10.7)
0
fort € [0, Toae], where ¢, := ||e||1; ¢ is the continuous non-negative L'-function appearing in the

definition of weak silence; and noge > 0 is a constant depending only on ¢, and the constant Ceoes
appearing in the definition of weak balance.
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Remark 10.6. The estimate is independent of the size of |o|. In this respect, the assumptions
can be weakened. However, in later estimates, we need control of . Moreover, the estimate (I0.2])
turns out to be convenient.

Proof. Estimate

E 1 : 1
Cil_t =5 (22 4+ 2-27) +0g°|2]* + 5gz’(z B4 2Y)
1 1
gi(é* +g%2*) - 2+ 5(5 +g%2) - 2% + eg?|2)? (10.8)
1 1
=5 (2" + 2iog2" + g’2") i+ 5 (%= 2iogi + g%z) - £ +eg?l2 .
Combining this estimate with [24.I8) yields
a2+ IXIE + L1ch2 + 1212) + 12017 + eg?)2P 10.9
o < eIz + IXNE + SICA" + 1217 + |21 f] + eg”|]" (10.9)
On the other hand, g(t) > e~ on [0, Toqe|, where ¢, := ||e||1. Thus (09 yields
dE .
— S(C+2E+ V2EY2|f|
for t € [0, Thge], where the constant C only depends on Ceoer and ¢.. As a consequence, it can be
deduced that (I0.7) holds. O

For future reference, it is of interest to note that the following related estimate holds.

Lemma 10.7. Assume that (I.2) is weakly balanced. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant
C; > 0 and a continuous non-negative function ¢ € L*([0,00)) such that

10(2,t)] < Cy +¢(t) (10.10)
or all0 £ 1€ TIg and all t > 0. Let + € I and g be given b . Let z be a solution to
g g Y

(24.10) and define £ by

1.
E(L,t) := 5[|,2(L, 12 + g2 (e, t)|2(0, 1)) + 2(e, 1) 7). (10.11)
Then .
1 A~
EV2(1,ty) < ecctmalti=tole1/2(, 40y 4 ece / emalta=tl| £, )| dt (10.12)
to
for to,t1 > 0, where ¢, := ||¢||l1; and Noa1 > 0 is a constant depending only on Cy and the constant

Ceoeft appearing in the definition of weak balance.

Remark 10.8. The reason for including the absolute value sign around the integral on the far
right hand side of (I0I2) is that ¢; might be smaller than ¢.

Proof. By arguments similar to (I0.8)) and (I0.9)),
’% <(C+20)E +V2|f|EV/?
dt | — ’

where C only depends on Ceoer and Cy. This estimate can be used to deduce the conclusion of
the lemma. O

Consider (24.18). Assume that there is a u € R such that for each ¢ € T, there is a T > 0 with
the property that solutions behave as et for t > T. We would then like to derive an estimate
corresponding to this behaviour which is valid for all ¢ > 0. This can be done with the help of
([I012), but at the price of introducing a T-dependent constant.
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Corollary 10.9. Given assumptions and notation as in Lemma[I0.7, let yy € R, | = 1,2, and
0<TeR. Then

t
EV2(1,t) < ecstmTemtel/2(, () 4 gectneT gt / 2= f (1, ) |dt! (10.13)
0

fort € [0,T], where ¢, and npa1 > 0 have the same dependence as in the case of (IOIZ); and
m = max{0,7pal — p1}, 92 = max{0, —p1} + max{0, nar — p2}.
Similarly,

T
EV2(1,T) < esstmalemTel2(, 0) + e°°+’7bTe“1T/ e (T=| (4 ) dt, (10.14)
0

where ¢, and NMua > 0 have the same dependence as in the case of (I0.12); and

Na = NMbal — p1, Mo := —p1 +max{0, Mha1 — p2}-

Remark 10.10. Note that the constants y; € R are arbitrary. Moreover, the estimates (I0.13)
and (I0.I4) differ in the sense that the first estimate applies in the interval [0, 7], but the second
estimate only applies at 7. On the other hand, the second estimate is better than the estimate
obtained by inserting ¢ = T in the first estimate. The T-dependent constant should be thought of
as a loss of derivatives.

Proof. Note that (I012) implies that
t
EV2(1,t) < efctmatel/2(, () 4 o / e"b“‘l(t_t/)|f(L,t')|dt'.
0

At this stage, we can estimate ot = (par — p1)t + prt < mT + pat and
Mbal(t —t') = —pat + pat 4+ (Mpar — p2)(t — ') + pa(t — ') < n2T + pat + po(t —t')

for 0 <t <t <T. This yields (I0I3) and the proof of (I0I4) is similar. O

10.4 The basic energy estimate

Assume that (L2) is weakly silent, balanced and convergent. In the present section, we then
derive energy estimates for solutions to (L2]) for ¢ > 0. We do so by carrying out a mode by
mode analysis, and then summing up the resulting estimates. Let, therefore, z be a solution to
@416) corresponding to ¢ € Ty, and let T,q4. be given by Definition [0l In order to analyse the
behaviour for ¢ > Toqe, we wish to appeal to the results derived in Section Before doing so,
note that (I0.4) holds. Moreover, g(t) < e~%* for t > T, 4., where

{ =t - Todm

so that (I0.2) yields )
g™ ()] + [ln X' ()] < Ceoere™ "

for t > Toae. When ([[2)) is weakly silent, balanced and convergent, the equation ([24.I6]) can thus
be reformulated
U= As¥ + Aremv + F, (10.15)

v:(z), sz(_gm Ei’;) F:(?). (10.16)

where
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Moreover, Ayem is a smooth function taking its values in Ma,, (C) and satisfying
[ Arem (8)[| < Creme™Premt (10.17)

for t > Tode, where Brom = min{bg, Nmn} and the constant Cien only depends on Ceoer and Chyy.
The equation of interest here thus falls into the category described in Subsection If we, in
addition to the above, demand that (L) hold, then Siem = min{2bs, bs + Bder, Pmn} and Crem
only depends on Ceeeft, Crn and Cley.

Before stating the results, let us introduce the following terminology. Let ¢ € Zg. For a solution
z to (2410) and an s € R, define

Es(t,t) = 5 (W) 12 OF + 82 (, 0)]2(6, O + 12, 1)),

N =

where v/(1) is given by ([@4.4)); note that v(¢) is an element of R¥T% and that (v(1)) = [1+]v(:)]?]*/2.
Let, also, £ := &, in accordance with (I0II). If u is a solution to (I2)), z are the corresponding
Fourier modes and s € R, consider (24.19):

&ul(r) = 5 S0 ) D + 0 Dl 0 + 12,1 (10.18)

LETp

Finally, in analogy with ([24.10), define

1/2
£ C Dl s) = <Z W), t)|2> : (10.19)

LETR

where f(:,t) is given by ([24.I5). Let us begin by deriving two simple estimates.

Lemma 10.11. Assume that [L.3) is weakly silent, weakly balanced and weakly convergent. Then
there are constants C' and sg > 0, depending only on the coefficients of the equation (L32), such
that if z is a solution to (24.106]) corresponding to v € Ig, then

EV2 (1) <Ctyn—temtel]? (1,0)

s+so

t . (10.20)
L Ot /0 (t — )8 1em =) f (o, 7l dr

for all t > 0, where K1 := Kmax(Aoo), d1 := dmax(Aco, K1), the matriz As is defined in (10.10)
and f(u,t) is given by (Z7-10). Moreover, if u is a smooth solution to (I.2), then

€2 [u)(t) <Oty temtel? [u](0)

s+so

t (10.21)
e / (£ — 7Y £ 1) sy dr
0

for allt >0 and s € R.
Remark 10.12. The functions Kmax and dmax are introduced in Definition

Remark 10.13. The constant C' appearing in the statement of the lemma only depends on by,
Nmns Ceoefts Cinny Ce, Ao, 9%(0) and a,.(0), where 4,5 = 1,...,d and r = 0,..., R. Moreover, sg
only depends on ¢, Ceoefr, k1 and bg.

Remark 10.14. If the assumptions of Proposition 4] are satisfied, then the assumptions of the
present lemma are fulfilled; cf. Remark [10.3]
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Proof. In the proof of (I0.20]), there are two cases to consider: Toqe = 0 and Toge > 0. In the
first case, we need only appeal to Lemma [0.I4 since T,go = 0 implies g(¢) < 1 for all ¢ > 0, the
expressions |v] and £'/2 are equivalent in this case. Assume that T,qe > 0. In the interval [0, Thqe],
we can appeal to Lemma [I0.5 and for ¢ > T,q4., we can appeal to the combination of Lemmas
and When Toge > 0, E(Tode) and E(Toqe) are equivalent (with a constant of equivalence
depending only on the constant ¢, introduced in Lemma [[0.F). Combining Lemmas and
thus yields

— t A~
81/2(15) SC’(f}dl*le’“tEl/Q(Todc) + C/ (t — T)dl*leﬁl(t77)|f(7')|dr
Tode

Tode .
<C’<t>dlfle’“te’7+TOdeEl/Q(O) + Qe Toae / t — T>d1716'{1(t77)|f(7')|d7'
0

t
+ C/ t— T)dl_lenl(t_7)|f(7')|dT

Tode

for t > Tyde, where ny = max{node — k1,0}. In particular,
t
EV2(t) < Oty temten+Toae £1/2(() 4 Ceh+ Tode / (t — )y tem =) f(1)|dr (10.22)
0

for t > Toqe- Due to (I0T), an even better estimate holds for ¢ € [0, Toge]. In particular, (I0.22)
thus holds for all ¢ > 0. However, in order for this estimate to be of any interest, we need to
estimate e”+7ede. Note, to this end, that ([0.3)) and the definition of Tyqe yield

e % = g(Thae) < g(0)eOsToaetee (10.23)
Thus Toae < b 1Ing(0) + 2b; Lc.. In particular,
et Tede < Cexp 1165 Ing(0)] < Clw(e)"/%,

where C only depends on g% (0), a,(0), bs, e, Ceoeft and As,. Thus, letting s := 1, /bg, the fact
that (I0.22) holds for all ¢ > 0 implies that (I0.20) holds. Applying Minkowski’s inequality to this
estimate yields (T02T]). O

For future reference, it is of interest to note that the following related estimate holds.

Lemma 10.15. Assume that (I2) is weakly balanced. Assume, moreover, that there is a constant
C; > 0 and a continuous non-negative function ¢ € L([0,00)) such that {I0I0) holds for all
0#.€Zp and all t > 0. Let u be a solution to (IL2). Then

t1
@;/2[114]@1) < ece+nb"“|t1_t0‘@;/2[11,]@0) + et / eﬁbal\tl—t\||f(.,t)||(s)dt (1024)
to
for to,t1 > 0 and s € R, where ¢, := ||e||1; and npa1 > 0 is a constant depending only on Cy and

the constant Ceoer appearing in the definition of weak balance.

Remark 10.16. Note that if (I.2)) is C'-balanced in the sense of Definition 3.8 then it satisfies
the conditions of the lemma with ¢ = 0; this is a consequence of Lemmas and 2517 In fact,
the conditions of the lemma also hold if we relax the assumptions in Definition 3.8 by replacing
the conditions that

e the shift vector field be C'-future bounded, and

e |kl < Cjfort>0
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by the requirements that 0; be future uniformly timelike and
[klg + Ixlg - [Xlg < Ca +e(t)

for all t > 0, where 0 < C, € R and ¢ € L'([0,0)) is continuous and non-negative. This is a
consequence of Lemmas 25.15 and 25.17]

Proof. The conclusion follows from ([0.12)) and Minkowski’s inequality. O

10.5 Future asymptotics

As a next step, we wish to derive asymptotics by appealing to Lemma [0.16} note that the equation
(1013 is of a form such that this lemma is applicable, assuming f to satisfy a suitable integrability
condition.

Lemma 10.17. Assume that (IL.2) is weakly silent, weakly balanced and weakly convergent. As-
sume, moreover, that f is a smooth function such that for every s € R,

1 £1la,s :=/ e f (4 7) || sydT < 00 (10.25)
0

holds, where k1 := KEmax(Aoo) and Ao is defined in [I0I06l); cf Definition[f.3 Let Brem =
min{bg, Ny }, where by and Ny are the constants appearing in the definition of weak silence and
weak convergence; cf. Definition [I0.1l Let, moreover, E, be the first generalised eigenspace in
the Brem, Aoo-decomposition of C*™; cf. Definition [9.J. Then there are constants C, N and
Shom, Sih > 0, depending only on the coefficients of the equation (I3), such that the following
holds. Given a smooth solution u to (I2), there is a unique Voo € C°(M, E,) such that

H< 5((.':?) ) = e Ve - /ot e ( f('(?T) )dT ) (10.26)

<O e Fem (Jlug (-, 0) | stspom) + (Ol (st somrt) + 14,550

holds for t > 0 and all s € R; recall that M is given by (I.3). Moreover,

IVaolls) < € (e )l (ssnom) + (5 Ol st spomet1) + 14 s50) - (10.27)

Remark 10.18. If the assumptions of Proposition d.11] are satisfied, then the assumptions of the
present lemma are fulfilled; cf. Remark Note also that the fact that the 8o appearing
in the statement of the present lemma coincides with the [ien appearing in the statement of
Proposition Tl is a consequence of the fact that, in the context of Proposition .11l bs = u; cf.
(@5.52).

Remark 10.19. Recall that the notation Ceper, Crn, bs, mn and e is introduced in Defini-
tion MOIl Let ¢, := |le]ls. Then the constant C only depends on c¢, Ceoeffy Crn, Bs, Tmn,
Nodes Aoo, 9%(0) and a,(0), where 7o4e is the constant appearing in Lemma The constant
N only depends on m. Finally, shom = (Brem + 1+)/bs where ny := max{n.4e — %1,0}; and
i := max{Brem + N4, K + 1}/bs, where x := RspA, and the notation RspA is introduced in
Definition

Remark 10.20. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, the estimate (I0.5) holds, then
Brem can be replaced by min{2bg, bs + Bder, mn}; cf. the comments made in connection with
({I0I7). The dependence of the constants then changes in that they also depend on Cye, and Byer-

Remark 10.21. If the assumptions of Proposition [£.11] are satisfied and there are constants Kqer
and Bger such that (12) holds for all ¢ > 0, then the conclusions of Lemma [[0.T7 hold with Syem
replaced by min{2u, ¢ + Bder, Mmn}. The reason for this is that ([@I2)) and Lemma 2517 imply
that (I0.5) holds so that Remark 020 applies.
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Proof. Uniqueness. The proof of uniqueness is essentially identical to the argument presented
at the beginning of the proof of Lemma [0.161 We therefore omit the details here.

Strategy, existence. In order to prove the statement, we derive estimates for each mode and
then sum up the result. For a given ¢+ € Zp, it is natural to divide the interval [0, 00) into two parts:
[0, Toae] and [Toge, o0). On the latter interval, we can appeal to Lemma However, we have
no similar estimate on the interval [0, Togc]. In fact, there is no reason to expect an expression
such as the left hand side of ([@22]) to be small on [0, Toqe]. The way to overcome this problem is
to

e observe that the solution cannot grow more than exponentially on [0, Tyqe); c¢f. Lemma [T0.5

e note that this exponential growth cannot exceed a constant multiple of (v(¢))" for some &,
so that the growth can be reinterpreted in terms of a loss of regularity.

Preliminary observations; the objects that need to be estimated. Consider (@.22). We
wish to reformulate this estimate to one in which T4, does not appear, and we wish to prove that

it is valid for all ¢ > 0 (note that v, ve and F appearing in this estimate are all dependent on ¢
even though this is not explicitly stated). Introducing

Tode
Voo,mod = Voo —/ e~ =T F(7)dr, (10.28)
0

@22) can be written

t
v(t) — eAmtonmod — / eAm(t_T)F(T)dT
0

§C<t>Ne(H1_ﬂrem)teﬁremTodc I:e_’ilTodc|v(Tode)| + ||FHA} ;

(10.29)

recall that this estimate holds on [T,q4e,00) and that the notation | F||4 is introduced in (@4).
Note also that the constant C only depends on Ciem, Brem and A ; due to the comments made in
connection with (I0IT), this means that the constant only depends on Ceoeft;, Cinn, bsy Mmn and
Aoo. In accordance with the above strategy, we wish to estimate each term appearing on the left
hand side separately on the interval [0, Toqe]. Moreover, we wish to estimate the right hand side
in terms of initial data and ¢, but we do not wish to have any dependence on |v(Tode)| Or Tode. In
practice, it turns out to be convenient to estimate

(10.30)

e(ﬁmmfm)t|v(t)|, e(ﬁmmfm)t|erotvoo |,

Tode
e(ﬁrcmf’“)t/ eA“’(t*T)F(T)dT
¢

for t € [0, Toae); this yields the desired estimate on the interval [0, Tog0)- In order to obtain a good
estimate for t > Toq4e, We need to estimate

e(ﬂrem_’fl),rodc|,U(CZ"0de)|7 eﬂremTodc”FHA' (10'31)

Finally, we wish to estimate voo,moa introduced in (I0.28). Note that if we have estimated the
first expression appearing in ([I0.30) on [0, Toqe), then we have also estimated the first expression

appearing in (I03T]).
Estimating the size of the solution. Assume that Toq. > 0. Then we can appeal to Lemmal[I0.5]]
in order to obtain

t
e(ﬂ’“em_"‘l)t|v(t)| S\/ﬁe%ee"hom’”Elﬂ(O) + \/5620‘6"“"1’5/ e 1T\ f(7)|dT
0

for t € [07 Tode]a where Thom,1 ‘= max{ﬁrem + Node — K1, 0}, Thih,1 = Brem + max{node — K1, 0}7 ¢ is
the function appearing in the definition of weak silence and ¢, := |l¢||; (for future reference, it is
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convenient to keep in mind that the same estimate holds with S;em replaced by 0). Due to (T0.23)),
it then follows that

(v(1)* sup  ePrem =) y(t)]
t€[0,Tode]
(10.32)

Tode
1/2 . _ P
<O, 0+ Coyrens [ e,
where_ Shom,1 1= Thom,1/0s, Sin,1 = Min,1/bs and the constant C' only depends on ¢, bs, Nmn, Node,
k1, g7 (0) and a,(0) (and, again, the analogous estimate with Brem replaced by 0 holds). One
particular consequence of this estimate is

(1)) eProm =11 Toae [y (T, q0)| + (v(1))*PremTode || F|| 4
<CEMZ  (0) + Clw()) +m | f]la,

S$+Shom,1

(10.33)

where the constant C' has the same dependence as in the case of (I0.32) and we have used the
notation ([@4). Moreover, the analogous estimate with Syem replaced by 0 holds. Clearly, there
are various ways in which (I0.33) could be improved in terms of the power of (v(:)). However, we
do not aim for an optimal estimate in that regard here.

Estimating the limit. Let us consider the vector vy, appearing in (@.22)) in greater detail. To
begin with, it is given by ([@.23]), where u satisfies the estimate ([@.24)), in which the constant C
only depends on Ceoeft, Crnn, s, fmn and As. Note that due to (T24) and estimates of the above
type (in fact, the estimate (I0.33) where Brem has been set to zero),

V(1)) Juce| < CerrToae g% (0) + CerrTote (1)) +50 | f| ., (10.34)

where sg := 14 /bs, 74 1= max{node — £1,0} and C only depends on ¢, Ceoeft, Cmn; bs, Tmn, Node:
Ax, g(0) and a,-(0) (since we appeal to (@.24]), the constant depends on Ciem). Since v is given
by ([@23) and since tuco € Ea_, Bons it follows that

V() o] < CELS, 1 (0) + ()™ o2 fla, (10.35)

S$+Shom,2

where Shom,2 := Sih,1, Sih,2 := Sih,1 and the constant C has the same dependence as in the case of
([@I034). In order to estimate the second expression in (I0.30), note that ([@23)) yields

ePrem—r)t gAscty, — — o(Brem—r1)t Aoty (10.36)

This equation, the fact that us, € Ea and the fact that ¢t < T,qe lead to the conclusion that

007ﬂrem
|e(ﬁrcmfm)terotvoo| < O eBrem—r1)Tode |too |

for t € [0, Tode], where C' only depends on S and A. Combining this estimate with (I0.34)
yields

W) sup [elrmmmteAsty | < CEME  (0)+ CO) A fla,  (1037)
te[OvTode] '
where the constant C' has the same dependence as in the case of (I0.34)).
Estimating the contribution of the right hand side of ([I.2)). Let us turn to

Tode
e(Brem_WI)t/ ero(t_T)F(T)dT
t
Tone (10.38)
:/ eﬁrcmfe(Aaofn11dzm+ﬁrcm1d2m)(t77)e*ﬁlTF(T)dT'
t



10.5. FUTURE ASYMPTOTICS 117

The situation is similar to (I0.36). However, there is a fundamental difference in that we do not
know that F takes its values in E4x__ g,... In order to estimate the right hand side of (I0.3]), it
is convenient to consider the cases frem — £ > 0 and SBrem — k < 0 separately, where x := RspA
and the notation RspA is introduced in Definition In the second case, there is potentially a
polynomial loss, which we estimate crudely by an exponentially growing factor. This yields

(v(1))*  sup < Oy me| )l a, (10.39)

Tode
e(Brem_’il)t / ero (t_T)F(T)dT
t€[0>Tode] t

where si, 3 = max{Brem, & + 1}/bs and C only depends on bs, Nun, Ce, Ao, g9 (0) and a,(0).

Combining the estimates. Since the second term on the right hand side of (I0.28) (multiplied
by (v(¢))®) can be estimated by the left hand side of (T0.3Y)), we have all the estimates we need.

To begin with, (I0:28), (I035) and [I039)) yield
V() |voomoal < CELL_ . (0) + Clw() = m| flla, (10.40)

84800, hom

where s hom = (Brem+1+)/bs, Soo,in := max{frem+1+, k+1}/bs and C has the same dependence

as in the case of (I0.34]). Moreover, combining (10.32), (I0.37) and (I0.39) yields

t
v(t) — eAmtvoo,mod — / €A°°(t_T)F(T)dT
0

(10.41)
<Celm—Brem)t (55,1425h0m,4(0) + <u(a)>s+s“‘*4||f||A)

for 0 < ¢ < Toge, where Shom,a := (Brem + 1+)/bs, Sin4 = max{Brem + N+, k + 1}/bs and C has
the same dependence as in the case of (I0.34). Combining (I0:29) and (I0.33]) yields an estimate
similar to (I041)) which is valid for ¢ > Tige. Combining the two yields

t
u(t) — eAmtvoo,mod - / eAW(t_T)F(T)dT
0

£lla)

for t > 0, where Shom = (Brem + 7+)/bs; sin := max{Brem + N+,x + 1}/bs; C has the same
dependence as in the case of (I0.34); and N is a non-negative integer depending only on m.
Moreover, in case Toqe = 0, (IL42)) is an immediate consequence of ([@.22]).

{v(1))?

SO@N el et (€112 (0) + (p(e))+™

$+Shom

(10.42)

Projecting the data at infinity. At this stage, we would like to sum up the estimate (I0.42]) over
the different modes in order to obtain (I0.20). Comparing (I0:42)) and (I0:26), it seems reasonable
to choose Vi so that its ¢’th mode is given by veo mod(t). However, there is one problem with
doing so: we do not know that ve mod(t) belongs to E,, since it is not clear that the second term
on the right hand side of ([I0.28) belongs to this space. In fact, we first need to project Voo mod(t)
to E,. This leaves an error term we need to estimate. It is given by

Tode
eAtTT, (/ EAOOTF(T)dT> , (10.43)
0

where IT;, denotes the projection to the second generalised eigenspace in the Siom, Aso-decomposition
of C?™. Appealing to Lemma [0.6 and (I0.39) yields

Tode
e, / eiA”TF(T)dT
0

where d;, and kp are given in the statement of Lemma and C has the same dependence as in
the case of (I039). Since kp < K1 — Brem, this estimate yields

((1))* e Tyvoo moa| < C(t)Nelm1 = Frem)t (y(y))stom

Tode
§0A<t>drle“bt / eiA”TF(T)dT
0

<Oyt (w(0) 2 fl|a,

/1L,
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where C' and N have the same dependence as in the case of (I0.42). Thus (I0.42) holds with
Vso,mod replaced by I, Vs mod-

Summing up. Given p = (z,p1,...,pr) € M, where M is given by (L3)), define V. (p) by

Voo (p) := ZLGIBHa [Um,mod(b)]@L (),

where ¢, is given by (24.6). In order to justify that the sum on the right hand side makes sense
and yields a smooth function, it is sufficient to appeal to the fact that u is smooth; the assumption
that (I0.25) holds for all s; (I0.40); and the Minkowski inequality. Then (I0.42) (with veo,mod
replaced by I14vs0,mod) implies that

[ D R R (R I

e (G ORI F P

()

for t > 0, where we have appealed to the Minkowski inequality and C has the same dependence
as in the case of (I0.34). Thus (I0.26) holds. Note also that, due to (I0.40),

IVacllio) < € (@2 [10) + 1 Lo )

where C' has the same dependence as in the case of (I0.34]). Thus (I027)) holds. O

10.6 Specifying the asymptotics

As a next step, it is of interest to go in the direction opposite to that of Lemma [I0.I% i.e., to
specify V. and to find a solution such that (I0.26]) holds. Since it is sufficient to consider the case
of homogeneous equations, let us assume that f = 0.

Lemma 10.22. Assume that (IL.2) is weakly balanced, weakly silent and weakly convergent. As-
sume, moreover, that f = 0 and that there is a constant by > 0 and a non-negative continuous
function e € L1([0,00)) such that

£ty t) > —biow — elow(t) (10.44)

for allt > 0 and all 0 # ¢+ € Ip; recall that £ is defined in (I01). Let A be defined by (10.10)
and let Prem = min{nmn, bs}, where by and nm, are the constants appearing in (I03) and (10-4)
respectively. Finally, let E, be the first generalised eigenspace in the Brem, Aoo-decomposition of
C?™; cf. Definition[94} Then there is an injective map

oo : O°(M, E,) — C=(M,C*™)
such that the following holds. First,

[Poo (X) Nl (s) < Clixl(s+500) (10.45)

for all s € R and all x € C°°(]\7[, E,), where the constants C and so > 0 only depend on Ceoesr,
Cmn: bs: bloy; 77mn; AOO: ||2||1, ||810W||1) gw(()), Za.] = 17 . 'ad; and a’T(O)a r= 17 c 'aR' Secondl%
if x € C®(M,E,) and u is the solution to (I.3) (with f =0) such that

< ;i(('.”%)) > = P ), (10.46)

then

(s) (10.47)
Sc<t>N6(Kliﬁrcm)t (”ut(v 0)||(5+5hom) + ”u(a O)||(S+Shom+1))
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for allt > 0 and all s € R, where the constants C, N and spom have the same dependence as in
the case of Lemma[I017%; cf. Remark[ITI9. Finally, if E, = C*™ (i.e., if Brem > RspAoc; cf.
Definition[{.3), then ®o, is surjective.

Remark 10.23. By combining (I0.45), (I0.40) and ({@0.4T), the norms of u(-,0) and wu.(-,0)
appearing on the right hand side of (I0.47)) can be replaced by a suitable Sobolev norm of .

Remark 10.24. In order to obtain a similar result in the case of inhomogeneous equations, it is
sufficient to combine Lemmas [[0.17 and [0.22% cf. Remark [@.23]

Remark 10.25. If the assumptions of Proposition hold, then the conditions of the lemma
are fulfilled. The reasons for this are the following. First of all, (I2) is weakly balanced, weakly
silent and weakly convergent due to Remark I0.3l The lower bound on lis a consequence of the
assumptions of Proposition4.16]and Remark 25.14l The fact that the 3¢, appearing in the state-
ment of the present lemma coincides with the S.., appearing in the statement of Proposition 16l
is a consequence of the fact that, in the context of Proposition [L16] bs = p; cf. (2552).

Remark 10.26. If, in addition to the assumptions of the lemma, the estimate (I0.5) holds, then
Brem can be replaced by min{2bg, bs + Bder, mn}; cf. the comments made in connection with
(I0I7). The dependence of the constants then changes in that they also depend on Cyer and SBger-

Remark 10.27. If the assumptions of Proposition [£.I0] are satisfied and there are constants K g,
and Bger such that (ZI12) holds for all ¢ > 0, then the conclusions of Lemma [[0.22 hold with Syem
replaced by min{2u, ¢ + Bder, fmn}- The reason for this is that ([@I2) and Lemma B5.T7 imply
that (I0.5) holds so that Remark [[0.26 applies.

Proof. Let x € C®(M,E,), t € Ig and X(1) := {x,¢.)B € FEq; cf. the notation introduced in
Subsection Let u be a solution to (L2) and let z(¢,t) be given by (24.14)). Note that the
¢'th mode of the expression inside the norm on the left hand side of (I0:4T) can be written

v — efeoty, (10.48)

where we use the notation (I0I0). On the other hand, v satisfies (I0.15) with F = 0, and Ayem
satisfies (I0IT) for ¢ > Toqe. Thus the conditions needed to apply Lemma are satisfied. In
fact, specifying v by imposing the initial condition v(Toqe) := Poo[X(¢)] yields the conclusion that
([I048) is small asymptotically; here ¥, is the map constructed in Lemma Note that ¥
depends on «. However, the estimates involving ¥, that we need do not. In order to estimate
[v(Tode)| in terms of |x(¢)|, define us € E, by

e_AooTodcuoo — )2(1’)'

Then |ueo| = |eA>Toae ()], so that ([@.45) yields the estimate

[0(Tode)| =[Woo(e™ =% un )| < Clus| = Clet=To1 3 (1)

10.49
Sce(’i1+1)Tode|>’€(L)| ( )

where C' only depends on Cirem, Brem and As. In order to estimate £5(0), it is natural to divide
the analysis into two cases. To begin with, assume that Toqe = 0. Then

E272(0) <(v()*[v(0)] = (V(1)*[(Toae)| < C{r(1))*[X(1)] (10.50)

for all s, where C only depends on Crem, Brem and A, and we have appealed to (I0.49) and the
fact that Toge = 0. In case Tyqe > 0, it is natural to proceed as.in the case of (I0.8)). Since we
wish to estimate dF/dt from below, we need a lower bound on ¢, which is provided by (10.44).
An estimate similar to (I0.8)) yields the conclusion that dE/dt > —2(Niew + elow)E on [0, Tode),
where the constant 70w only depends on Ceoefr, ¢e and bow, where ¢, := |¢]|1, ¢ is the function
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appearing in ([[0.3]) and we have used the fact that g(¢) > e ¢ on [0, Toge]. Using the notation
Clow = ||e1ow]|1 and appealing to (I0.49)) yields

B2 (0) SemowTodeJrclow B2 (Thae) = 9=1/2 gMowTode+Clow [v(Thae)|

SC@(W]OW"I‘Nl-"_l)TOdC|>'€(L)|, (10.51)

where C' only depends on Ciem, Brem, Clow and As,. Thus
EL2(0) < C ()= [x(1)] (10.52)

for all s € R, where C only depends on Ceoeff; Cimns blows Bss Mmny Clows Ces Aoos g7(0) (i,5 =
1,...,d) and a.(0) (r =0,..., R); Soo > 0 only depends on Ceoeft, biow, bs, ¢ and Ao (it can be
chosen to equal max{new + k1 + 1,0} /bs); and we have appealed to ([023]). Combining (I0.50)
and (I0.52) yields the conclusion that (I0.52]) holds regardless of whether Tp4e = 0 or not.

Let @, be the map taking x € C°°(M, E,) to the element of C°>° (M, C?™) whose t'th mode is given
by v(0), where v is constructed as above. Then ([[0.52)) implies that (I0.48) holds; note that this
implies that ®,, maps y € C*°(M, E,) to an element of C>° (M, C?™). Since ®, is injective on the
level of Fourier coefficients (this is a consequence of Lemma [0.2T)), it follows that @, is injective.
Next, let Y € C®°(M, E,) and let u be the solution to (L2)) (with f = 0) satisfying ([0.46). Due to
Lemma [[0.17 we know that (I0.47) holds with y replaced by some V., € C*(M, E,). Moreover,
the constants C', N and sy, have the dependence stated in Lemma [[0.17 In order to determine
Voo in terms of x, note that (I0.47) (with x replaced by V) implies that

|v(t) — eAwtvoo| < O(t)Nelra—Frem)t (10.53)

where C' depends on the initial data and ¢; v is defined as in ([0I6]) where z is the ¢’th mode of
u; and Vo is the ¢'th mode of V... Due to the construction of ®,,, we know that the estimate
(I0E53) holds with ve replaced by x(¢). Thus

|€A°°t[f((b) - Uoo]| < C<t>Ne(N1—Brem)t

for t > 0. Since x(¢t) — vo € FE,, this estimate implies that ¥(¢) — voo = 0. Thus V, = x, and the
lemma follows, except for the statement concerning surjectivity.

Assume that E, = C?>™ and let 1) € C°°(M,C?™). We wish to demonstrate that 1 is in the image
of . Let u be the solution to (L) with initial data given by ([0.46), where the right hand
side has been replaced by . Appealing to Lemma 017 yields a V,, € C°°(M,C?™) such that
([I0:26) holds (with f = 0). Let @ be the solution to (L2 with initial data given by ([0.46]), where
the right hand side has been replaced by ® (Vs ). Then, by the above arguments, (I0.26) holds
(with f = 0) and u replaced by @. In particular, there is thus a constant C, depending on u, @

etc., such that i
H(Z%%>‘(%%%>@>

for all¢ > 0 and all s € R. Let z and Zz be the Fourier coefficients of v and @ respectively, let v and
¥ be defined in analogy with (I0.I0), starting with z and Z respectively. Finally, let V = v — .
If V(¢,0) = 0 for all ¢ € Zg, then u = @ (since V(¢,-) solves a homogeneous equation, V(¢,0) = 0
for all ¢« € Zp implies that V(¢,¢) = 0 for all « € Tg and all ¢t € I), so that ®o(Veo) = 9. Thus
1 is in the image of ®,. Assume now that there is a ¢ € Zp such that V(;,0) # 0. Note that
V(t,+) is a solution to an equation to which Lemma [0.2T] applies. Moreover, applying Lemma [0.2T]
yields a ., which is linear and bijective. Since V(:,0) # 0, there is a 0 # x € C?™ such that
Voo (x) = V(t, Tode), where Toqe is given by Definition [0 (for the relevant ¢ under consideration).
This means that

< OV elrr—Frem)t (10.54)

V(0,1) = eA=ty] < Off) N el
for all t > Toqe and a constant C' depending on V', ¢ etc. On the other hand, (I0.54) implies that
the same estimate holds with x set to zero. Due to the fact that RspA., < Brem, these estimates

are contradictory. To conclude, every element of C°° (M, C?™) is in the image of ®.,. The lemma
follows. O



Chapter 11

ODE analysis in the transparent
setting

11.1 Introduction

Consider (L2). In the previous chapter we consider the silent setting. Then g%, X* ¢% i, j =
1,...,d, and a2, r = 1,..., R, converge to zero exponentially. Next, we wish to consider the
transparent setting. In that case, these functions are all bounded. Moreover, some of them
converge to zero exponentially. However, some converge to non-zero functions. Let

o 13 ij 0i . 713 07 N -2 A %
Yoo = tlig.log (t)a Yoo = tll)lgog (t)v qOO.,T T tllzgo Q. (t)v Xoo T tllgoloX (t) (111)

We here assume that these limits exist. We also assume the convergence to be exponential. Note
that g, > 0, and that gég are the components of a positive semi-definite matrix. Given ¢ € Ig,
let

) 1/2
. d
8c(0) = lim g(1,0) = (X iciglbmim + Ll aservs (0) (11.2)

Assume that o and ¢ converge, exponentially, to ao and (o respectively and that goo(t) # 0.
Then ([24.16]) can be written

0= A()v + A, remV + F, (11.3)
where
L 0 Jooldy,
A(L) o ( _gooIdm - Zggolanf)o - ggol<oo 22nl9gé1dm — Qo ) ' (114)
Moreover,
[ 9sc(1)z(1,) _( 0
v(e,t) = ( (1) , E ()= ft) ) (11.5)
Finally,

A, rem(t)]| < Cise™Peet (11.6)

for t > Tis. Here 0 < Cis, Bts € R are independent of ¢, but Tis does depend on ¢. Moreover,
t :=t — Tis. Formally, the equation (I1.3) is identical to (@.3]). However, there is a fundamental
difference. In ([@3), the matrix A is fixed once and for all, but in (IT3) it depends on ¢. In
the present chapter, we would, essentially, like to repeat the analysis presented in Chapter
However, this involves dividing C?™ into the first and second generalised eigenspace in the S5, A(¢)-
decomposition of C>™. As opposed to the case studied in Chapter[d, there are potentially infinitely
many different such generalised eigenspaces in the present setting. Similarly, there are potentially
infinitely many different matrices 74(,) with the properties stated in Definition @.1T} one for each ¢.

121
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This is a problem, since if we choose the matrices T's(,) so that their norms are uniformly bounded,
there is no reason why HT,X(lL)” should be uniformly bounded for ¢ € Zg. Since ||T;(1L)|| appears
in the estimates, this could potentially cause a problem. In some of the estimates, an even more
subtle dependence on A(t) appears. As a consequence, it is clear that we, in the present setting,
need to keep very detailed track of how the algebraic constructions carried out in Section
depend on A(1).

Consider A(:) defined by (IT4)). The bottom left component of this matrix contains the expression
—igln X! . By varying ¢, this expression gives rise to a large number of linear combinations of
the matrices X._. In fact, one would typically expect the closure of the set of —igln; X! , ¢ € Ig,
to be d-dimensional. Dealing with such a situation can be expected to be quite difficult, and we do
not attempt to do so here. In fact, we consider, exclusively, the following two restricted situations.

Definition 11.1. Consider ([[2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Then (L2)) is said to be an X-non-trivial weakly
transparent equation if the following holds. The limits (I1.I]) exist and there is a j € {1,...,d}
such that X7 # 0. Moreover, X!, =0 for [ # j; qoor =0 forr = 1,..., R; g2 > 0; g* = 0 unless
k=1=j;and g% =0forl=1,...,d. Given an X-non-trivial weakly transparent equation (2)),
let dis :=1 and j; :=j.

Remarks 11.2. If (I.2) is an X-non-trivial weakly transparent equation, then go, = (g22)'/2|n;|.
Thus, assuming n; # 0,

—igos m X, = —i(gl) " ?sen(ny) XL
In other words, the left hand side can only be one of two possible matrices. Note also that if we
would allow g, > 0, then the set of —ig!n; X’ could potentially have every point on the line
between —i(gl2)~1/2X7_ and i(g%])~'/2 X, as an accumulation point. This leads to complications
we wish to avoid.

Definition 11.3. Consider ([[2). Assume the associated metric to be such that (M, g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Then ([L2)) is said to be an X-degenerate weakly
transparent equation if the following holds. The limits (II.1]) exist, X7, = 0 and g% = 0 for

j=1,...,d. Moreover, {1,...,d} can be written as the union of two disjoint sets {ji, ..., jq4,. } and
{j1,-++Jdy} (if dis = 0 or dg;) = 0 the corresponding set is empty) such that the spatial limit met-
ric is positive definite on P, := span{e;,,...,e;, } and vanishes on N := span{ej,, ... ,e;d"l}.

Finally, if dis = 0, there is an r € {1,..., R} such that g > 0.

Remarks 11.4. In the definition, the spatial limit metric corresponds to the matrix with com-
ponents gZ%. Moreover, the statement that the spatial limit metric vanishes on N, means that if
veRYand w e Ny, then gg’gvjwk =0.

Remarks 11.5. One purpose of the restriction on the spatial limit metric is to ensure that the
only accumulation point of {goo(¢) : ¢ € Ig} is co. To see that this is a consequence of the
restriction, fix R > 0 and assume that goo(¢) < R. If ¢oo » > 0, this means that the v, ; component
of v(¢) is bounded; cf. [24.4]) for an explanation of the terminology. Thus v, ; takes one of a finite
number of values. Similarly, n;,, Il =1,...,ds, can only take one of a finite number of values due
to the positive definiteness of the limit metric on P,. In other words, the only elements of v/(¢)
that contribute to goo(¢) are restricted to belong to a finite set if goo(¢) < R.

Returning to (T4, it is clear that if one of the Definitions [T.1] and M1.3 is satisfied, then the
matrices A(¢) are of the form

. 0 wld,,
Au= ( —pldy, +3V 427 'W U ) ) (11.7)

where U, V,W € M,,,(C). Moreover, u € M, where M is a countable subset of (0, c0) with co as
its only accumulation point. The factor 2 is included for future convenience.
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11.2 Asymptotic eigenvalue calculation

The first step of our analysis is to calculate the asymptotic values of the eigenvalues of the matrix
A, introduced in (I1.7). Let, to this end,

1 ild,,  Idg,
Uy = i(U:I:V), Sy = ( I, ild. ) . (11.8)
Then
g1y g — ( ~iddm +U-+ in W iUy +p= W
1 Apel —iU_ +p~ W ipdd,y, + Uy —ip~ "W
Let St € GL,,(C) be such that
Y+ 1= (Si)_lUiSi (11.9)
is of Jordan normal form. Letting Sy := diag{S_, St} and Si2 := 51.55 then yields
el o —ipldy, + - FipT W W04 +p Wy
N# . 812 A#812 - ( —i5_ +/J'_1W+— Z/LIdm +’Y+ _ iM_1W+ ) (1110)
where
Wy = (S4)"'WSy, W, :=(S,)"'WS_, W_,:=(S_)'W§s,.
Moreover, d+ is defined by
5+ = (Si)flUJrSJ” 5, = (S+)71U,S,
and the vy are defined in (IT9). For the sake of brevity, it is convenient to introduce
R, i=y_+ip "W_, R} =~y —ip "Wy, (11.11)
QF =iy +p T Wy, Q= —i0 +pT W (11.12)
Then N
o —ipldy, + R; Qu
N, = ( o s R ) (11.13)

Lemma 11.6. Consider the matriz N, given by (I1I3). Let \j +, j =1,...,p+, be the distinct
eigenvalues of v+, and mj + be the corresponding algebraic multiplicities, where the matrices v+
are introduced in (I1.9). There are then constants 0 < cq, e € R such that for p > p, and
j=1,...,p+, there are m; + eigenvalues of N, in a ball of radius Capt~ /™% and centre i+ +.

Remark 11.7. Since the sum of the m;  equal m, and similarly for the m; _, each eigenvalue of
N, has to belong to a ball of radius Capt~ /™% and centre +ip + Aj,+ for some choice of j and =+.

Remark 11.8. The constants ¢, and u, only depend on U, V and W.

Proof. In order to obtain estimates for the eigenvalues, we proceed step by step. Moreover, it is

convenient to consider
—ipld,, + R, QF >
Nypwr = ( Lo T (11.14)
n Qv ipldy, + R,

for r € [0,1]. Here
R, , =7+ irp YW, R:[)T =y —arp T W, :[_’T = rQ:, o =10,

Note that N, 1 = N,. To begin with, we appeal to Gershgorin’s Theorem; cf., e.g., [44], Proposi-
tion 5.12, p. 102]. For j =1,...,2m, let

pj = Z [Nl < 00+ 1 tor,
I#£5
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where 0 < g; € R, I =0, 1, are independent of x and r € [0, 1], and Ny, ;; is the [j’th component
of N, . Then the eigenvalues of N, , are contained in the discs B, (N, ;) (no summation on
7). In particular, there are thus constants 0 < po, R € R such that for g > uo and r € [0, 1], the
two balls Br(=£iu) are disjoint and contain the eigenvalues of N, ,. Assume that p > po, that
r € [0,1] and that X is an eigenvalue belonging to Br(—ip). Consider

N~ +
Ny — Nlda,, = < priA fras > , (11.15)
T TR PN
where
Ny = —(AFipldy, + R,

Due to the assumptions, the diagonal elements of IV, +T » are contained in a ball centred at 2iu and
with radius bounded by a constant independent of 1 and r € [0, 1] (for u large enough). There is
thus a 1 > po such that for g > p; and r € [0, 1], N:T 5 is invertible and

IV )7 < con™ (11.16)

for some constant cg independent of ¢ and r € [0,1]. In particular,

N

- — Ot (Nt -1nH— +
0= det(NH,r _ )\Id2m) = det ( TP Q#,TE) ,LL,T,)\) 1, f,r ) i
TR PN

. + . . . . . .
Since NV e 1S invertible, this implies

_ 1=
det [N, = Q) (N, ) 7' | = 0.

On the other hand,

Npra = QN 0) 71 Qi = =M i) ldm + 7 + Py, (11.17)
where P, is a matrix satisfying
1Pl < cop™ (11.18)

for p > pq1 and r € [0, 1], where ¢y, again, is independent of p and r € [0, 1]. Note that the norms
of the first two terms on the right hand side of (IT.I7) are (individually) bounded by a constant
independent of p and r. Moreover, the third term on the right hand side of (IT.IT) satisfies the
bound (ITI8). Note that we can consider the determinant of the right hand side of (IT.T7) as a
multilinear function, say Det, of the corresponding columns:

det[—(A +ip)Idm +v- +Pur] =Det(Ku1+Puri, . s Kpm +Prrm)
=Det(Ku1,-- s Kum) +Det(Ku1, s Kpm—1,Prm) (11.19)
+ Det(Ku,lu .. 7P;,L,’I‘,m—17 KM,’ITL + PH,T‘,"TL) +F Det(PM7"';l7 e 7KN7m + Pﬂxrvm)’

where K, ; denotes the I’th column of the sum of the first two matrices on the right hand side of
(III7) and P, ,; denotes the I’th column of P, .. We know that the left hand side of (IT.19) is
zero. Moreover, due to (ITI8) and the above observations, all the terms on the far right hand side
of (II.TA), except for the first one, can be bounded by a cou~! for some constant ¢y independent
of p and r € [0,1]. Thus

| det[—(A + ip)Idm + ]| < cop™"

for p > p1 and some constant ¢ independent of p and r € [0, 1]. With notation as in the statement
of the lemma, it follows that

[N = A1 Hip)™ e (A= Ay~ Fip)™ = | < copt (11.20)

for pu > p1; recall that v_ is of Jordan normal form. Due to this estimate, it is clear that
the smallest of the |\ — As,— + iu| has to be bounded by cop~ ™. In particular, there are



11.3. COMPUTING PROJECTIONS ONTO GENERALISED EIGENSPACES 125

constants po > p1 and 0 < ¢g € R such that for u > po and r € [0, 1], there is one and only one
j€{1,...,p_} such that |\ — \; — +iu| < cop™ /™. In order to justify the uniqueness of j, we
use the fact that if |\ — \; _ +iu| < cop™/™, then, for | # 7,

A= N +ipl > [N m = A = A= A il > Ay = Ay | = o™

Since the first term on the far right hand side has a strictly positive lower bound for all [ # j
(independent of p and r), and since the second term converges to zero as p — 0o, it is clear that
the desired statement holds for u large enough. We also obtain the conclusion that for p > o,
there is a ¢; > 0, independent of p and r € [0,1], such that for [ € {1,...,p_} with | # j,
A — A1~ +ip| > ¢1. Combining this observation with (IT20) yields

A= Nj_ +ip] < cquYmi- (11.21)

for 1 > pe and some constant ¢y independent of p and r € [0, 1].

In order to prove that there are m; _ eigenvalues of N, in a ball of radius cop~ /™~ and centre
—ip+ Aj,—, we proceed as in the proof of |44, Theorem 5.7, p. 102]. Let

Pur(z) = det(Ny,, — zldam).

By the above, we, first of all, know that the zeros of this polynomial are contained in the disjoint
balls Br(+iu). Focusing on the zeros contained in Br(—iu), they are contained in the balls of
radius copu~ '/~ and centre —ip + Aj,— (and for p large enough, we can assume the balls with
the same centre and twice the radius to be disjoint). Let I’ be a curve parametrising the boundary
circle of the ball of radius cop™'/™i:~ and centre —ip -+ Aj,—. Define

Zu(r) = L H)T(Z)

= dz.
21 Jr Pur(2) *

Note that P, »(z) is continuous (in 7 and z) and non-vanishing on I' for all r € [0, 1], assuming
i to be large enough. Moreover, Z,(r) is a continuous function of . Finally, Z,(r) counts the
number of zeros of the polynomial P, ,(z) inside I'. Since Z,,(r) is integer valued and continuous,
Z,(1) = Z,(0). On the other hand, by the definition of N, ,, it is clear that Z,(0) = m;_. To
conclude, there are m; _ eigenvalues of N, in a ball of radius c,u™/™— and centre —iu + \j _.
By a similar argument, there are m; 4 eigenvalues of N, in a ball of radius Capt~ ™+ and centre
i+ Aj+. The lemma follows. O

11.3 Computing projections onto generalised eigenspaces

In the previous section, we obtained asymptotic estimates for the eigenvalues of the matrix A,
introduced in (IT7). The purpose of the present section is to take the first step towards ob-
taining asymptotic expressions for the generalised eigenspaces of interest when carrying out an
analysis similar to that described in Chapter @ To begin with, we need to recall how to evaluate
holomorphic functions on complex square matrices.

11.3.1 Evaluating holomorphic functions on complex square matrices

Let A € M,,,(C) and f be a holomorphic function on an open set U C C (which need not be
connected). Assume that SpA C U and let P be a polynomial such that P()(\) = f("()\) for
every A € SpA and every 0 < r < m — 1; that such a polynomial exists follows, e.g., from [40]
Theorem 1, p. 42]. Given this polynomial, f(A) is defined by f(A) := P(A); that f(A) does not
depend on the particular polynomial chosen is a consequence of the Cayley-Hamilton theorem. The
above discussion is merely a summary of the beginning of [44] Section 5.5], and we refer the reader
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interested in more details to [44]. Due to [44] Proposition 5.7, pp. 94-95], this definition leads,
e.g., to the following natural properties: if M is non-singular, then f(M~1AM) = M~ f(A)M;
(fg)(A) = f(A)g(A); Spf(A) = f(SpA); (fog)(A) = f(g(A)) etc. In all of these equalities, we
assume f and g to be holomorphic functions defined on open sets U C C and V' C C respectively.
Moreover, we assume U and V to be such that the expressions formulated above make sense.

Next we want to describe a different way of defining f(A). The corresponding perspective is based
on results from complex analysis, and we therefore briefly recall the relevant results and notation.

Theorem 11.9 (Cauchy’s Theorem). Let U C C be an open set and f : U — C be a holomorphic
function. If 0 <m € Z and T is a cycle in U such that Indr(z) =0 for all z ¢ U, then

%f(m)(z) -Indr(z) = % /r %dw

forallz e U —T*.

Remarks 11.10. Here a cycle I' is a collection of closed paths, say «v; (j = 1,...,1), where a
path is a piecewise continuously differentiable curve defined on a compact interval (such that the
left- and right-hand derivatives always exist, and the number of derivative discontinuities is finite).
Moreover, I'* is the union of the ranges of the 7;’s and if & is a continuous function on I'*, then

/Fh(z)dz = ;/M h(z)dz.

Finally, if z ¢ T'*,
1 d¢

Indr(z) := Gyl My

The theorem is essentially a consequence of [43, Theorem 10.35, pp. 218-219]; cf. also [43, Exer-
cise 7, p. 228].

Combining Cauchy’s Theorem and the above definition of f(A) yields the following result (which
is merely a slight reformulation of [44] Proposition 5.8, p. 95]). The reader interested in a proof is
referred to [44, p. 96].

Theorem 11.11. Let U C C be an open set and f : U — C be a holomorphic function. Assume
that A € M,,,(C) is such that SpA C U. IfT' is a cycle in U such that A ¢ T'* for all A € SpA;
Indr(A) =1 for all A € SpA; and Indr(z) =0 for all z ¢ U, then

F(A) = %/Ff(z)(zldm — A)ldz,

Next we use these observations to derive formulae for the projections onto the generalised eigenspaces
of A, that we are interested in.

11.3.2 Formulae for projections onto generalised eigenspaces
Due to Lemma [IT.6] we know that the eigenvalues of N, are contained in balls centred at

g =i N, - = i A

where j = 1,...,py and I = 1,...,p—. Let r > 0 be small enough that the balls Ba,(\; ) are
disjoint for j = 1,...,p4, and the balls Ba,(A;,—) are disjoint for [ = 1,...,p_. Then, there is a
to > 0 such that for p > o, the balls Boy,(pj+) and Bor(py,—), j=1,...,pyand Il =1,...,p_,
are all disjoint. Moreover, for ;1 > pg, all the eigenvalues of N, belong to U, o, defined to be the
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union of the B, (u;+) and B, (u,—) for j=1,...,py and I =1,...,p_; this is due to Lemma[IT.6l
A final application of Lemma [IT.6] allows us to assume that there are m; 4 and m; _ eigenvalues
in B, (pj+) and By (g, ) respectively. Define
Vgt (8) = e+ ™y () = - + e

for j =1,...,p4,1 = 1,...,p—. Let I', be the cycle consisting of all the v, ;+ and v, .
Finally, let U, be the union of all the balls Bg, o(pj+), j = 1,...,p4, and Bs,/o(m,—), | =
L...,p—; fuj+ : Uy — C be defined by f, ; +(2) = 1 for z € B, jo(pj,4) and f,, ;4 (2) = 0 for
z & Bsyja(pj+); and let fy,; — be defined analogously. Let €2, ;1 be the complement of v ; |,
where 7}, ;  denotes the range of v, j+. Then Ind,, ;. is an integer valued function on €2, ; +
which is constant on each component of 2, ; + and vanishes on the unbounded component of
Q. j+; cf., e.g., [43, Theorem 10.10, p. 203]. Moreover, it is obvious that Ind,, ;. (¢ +) = 1.
Thus it is clear that Ind,, ;  (2) = 0 if 2 ¢ B,.(uj+) and Ind,, ;. (2) = 1if 2 € B.(uj+). In
particular, Indp, (2) = 1 if z € U, and Indr,(2) = 0 if 2 ¢ U,o. Thus U, and T, fulfil the
conditions of Theorem [[T.TTl Moreover, the f, ;+ are holomorphic on U,; fu j+fui,— = 0 for
all j =1,...,py and l = 1,...,p—; fuj+fui+ = 0 for all j,l = 1,...,p; such that j # [;
fug—fui— =0f"or all j,l =1,...,p_ such that j # [; and fﬁ,j,i = fuj+ foralj=1,...,pt.
Define 7, j+ = fuj+(N,). Then the 7, ;+’s have properties similar to the f, ; +. Moreover,

P p- Pt P
Z T+ + Z Tp,g,— = Z Sug+(Np) + Z flhj,—(NM) = Idap,
=1 =1 = =

where the last equality is a consequence of the fact that the sum of the f, ; + equals 1 on SpN,,.
Letting E,, j + := 7,4+ (C?™), it is thus clear that C*™ is the direct sum of the E,, j +. Moreover,
since 7, ; + and N, commute, it is clear that N,(E, ;+) € E, j+. Finally, it is of interest to
relate the F,, j +’s to the generalised eigenspaces associated with the eigenvalues of IV,. To that
end, we appeal to the following lemma.

Lemma 11.12. Let each of the sets U C C and V C C be a union of a finite number of disjoint
open balls with finite radius. Assume, moreover, that for each component of V, its closure is
contained in a component of U, and that each component of U contains a unique component
of V. Assume that A € My(C) is such that SpA C V. Let V, C U,, be components of V
and U respectively. Let f : U — C be defined by the requirement that f(z) = 1 for z € U, and
f(z) =0 for z ¢ U,. Then f(A) is the projection onto the direct sum of the generalised eigenspaces
corresponding to the eigenvalues in SpAN V.

Remark 11.13. In particular, given the terminology introduced prior to the statement of the
lemma, 7, ;+ is the projection onto the direct sum of the generalised eigenspaces of N, corre-
sponding to the eigenvalues in B, (u;,+).

Proof. Let T' consist of the boundary circles of the components of V. Then U, f, A and I" are such
that the conditions of Theorem [[T.T1] are satisfied. Let 7, be a curve parametrising the boundary
circle 9V,. Then Theorem [I[T.11] yields

1
= f(A) = — Idy, — A)~'d=.
wim f(A) = 5 [ Gl A
Let M be a non-singular matrix such that

M~rAM = diag{\1d;, + Ny,...,\Id;. + N,.}, (11.22)
where A1,..., A, are the (distinct) eigenvalues of A, l,...,l,. are the corresponding algebraic
multiplicities, and N;, [ = 1,...,r, are upper triangular nilpotent matrices. That such a matrix
M exists follows from the Jordan normal decomposition of A. Fixing j € {1,...,r}, it is clear

that
M=YA = \1dg) M = diag{[(A\1 — \)Id;, + N1J%, ... [\ — A)Id;, + N,J9 ).
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Note that the j’th block vanishes and that all the other blocks are invertible. Thus
Ker(A — ATdg)ls = M({O}+ -+t x €l x {0}ss++). (11.23)

Thus the generalised eigenspace associated with A; is given by the right hand side of (IL23]). Let
us relate this to 7. Due to the fact that M~1f(A)M = f(M~1AM) for invertible matrices M, it
is sufficient to consider the diagonal blocks on the right hand side of (IT.22) separately. In fact,

MM = f(M~*AM)
:i_ / diag{[(z — \)Id;, — Ni] 7%, .., [(2 = A\)Idy, — N, ]~}
271 Yo

On the other hand,

[(z = A)Idy, — NjI7h = (2 = X)) Hdy, + (2 = X)) 2Ny + -+ (2 — Aj)—lfNjf‘l.

Combining these observations with Theorem yields
M~'7rM = diag{Ind,, (\)Id;,, ..., Ind,, (A\)Id;, }. (11.24)

Assume now that \; € V, and let = € ker(A — \;1d)%. Then Ind., ()\;) = 1. Moreover (I1.23)
implies that 2 = My, where y € {0}\1+ i1 x Cli x {0}ls+1F+» Combining these observations
with (IT.24) yields

m(z) =n(My) = My = x.
Similarly, if \; ¢ V, and @ € ker(A — X\;Idx)%, then m(z) = 0. Thus 7 is the identity on the
generalised eigenspaces corresponding to eigenvalues belonging to V,. Moreover, it annihilates the
generalised eigenspaces corresponding to eigenvalues not belonging to V,. The lemma follows. O

11.3.3 Asymptotic partial diagonalisation

Given the above background, we are in a position to prove that there is, asymptotically, a partial
diagonalisation of matrices of the form (I1.1).

Lemma 11.14. Let 1 < m € Z, U,V,IW € M,,,(C) and define A, by {II.7), where 0 < px € R.
Define v+ by (I1.9) and N, by (III0). Let \j +, j =1,...,p+, denote the distinct eigenvalues of
Y+, and let m; + denote their respective algebraic multiplicities. Finally, let v+, j =1,...,p+,
be the matriz collecting all the Jordan blocks in v+ corresponding to the eigenvalue X +. Then
there is a 0 < po € R and, for each p > o, a T, € GLoy (C) such that | T,[|, || T, || < 2 and such
that

T, 'N,T, = diag{N, ,....,N,, Nt ... N 1} (11.25)

Moreover,

HN;E,]‘ Fipldm, o — v+l < Cut.
Finally, the constants po and C only depend on U, V and W.
Remark 11.15. Assuming that

v+ = diag{y+ 1, s Vs )

T,, can be chosen so that T,, — Ida,, as u — oo.

Proof. Given the notation introduced in Subsection [1.3.2] we are interested in the projections
Tuj.+, in particular their limits as p — oo. The reason is that these projections can be used to
calculate the matrix T}, the existence of which is the main conclusion of the lemma. Note that

1 _
Tujt =5 / (21dgm — N,) " tdz
8l

,3,E

1

= - )Iday, — N, tdz,
o V[(Z‘i‘ﬂjdt) 2 u] z
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2mit

where v(t) := re and the range of j depends on the sign +. Let us introduce the notation

N,U.,j,:l: = N# — lujﬁiIde.

Then
o = Qip+ N )d + Ry QY
Nyj+ = < Q. N Iy, + R:’[ ) (11.26)
A -Idy, + R QF >

N, - = BN “ . @ . 11.27
il < Q; (2 — Ay, Ndyy + R (11.27)

Moreover,

1 _
Mgt = gz [ (Gldan = Nyjor) (11.28)
¥

where the range of j is different depending on the sign . Considering N, ; _, it is clear that
the diagonal components of the bottom right block tend to infinity along the imaginary axis as
1 — o0o. Moreover, the remaining components of the bottom right block remain bounded, as
well as the remaining blocks. In the case of N, ; 4 the situation is similar. In this case it is the
diagonal components of the top left block which tend to infinity along the imaginary axis. The
same statements are true for zIdg,, — N, ; — and zIda, — N, j+ respectively. Let us introduce
Aij(z) and Dij(z) by

AL —QF )
zldoy, — Ny j+ = Had K , 11.29

2 HoJsE ( —Q# Dij(z) ( )
where the range of j depends on the sign +. Since |z| = r, it is clear that there is a 0 < pp € R
such that for p > po, D, (2) and A:{)j (z) are invertible and

D ()] H A+ ITAL (7 < con™, (11.30)

where ¢g is independent of p but depends on r (though the dependence on r can be eliminated by
demanding that » < 1). In the process of calculating the right hand side of (IT.28)), it is useful to

note that
- ot
< Afé(“) D;’?é) > (11.31)
("7 ot ) (opirer )
where B, (z):= A, (2) - Q}[D, ()] 7'Q,. (11.32)

Note that, by construction, the left (and thereby the right) hand side of (IT.29)) is invertible. Thus
the left (and thereby the right) hand side of (IL3I)) is invertible. In particular, the first factor
on the right hand side of (IT3I)) is invertible. Since this factor is a block diagonal matrix, the
individual blocks are invertible. In particular, B, ,(z) is invertible for the relevant range of z. In
the end, we wish to compute the integral (along ) of the inverse of the left hand side of (IT.31).
Moreover, we wish to compute the matrix up to an error of the form O(x~2). Introducing the

notation L

(% o) =(a me) e

it can be computed that

E(z) =[B,,(2)], (11.34)
F,(2) :[B,;z(Z)]ilQ:[D;,l(z)]ilv (11.35)
G,.(2) =D, ,())7'Q, B, ()], (11.36)
H(2) =[D;(2)]Q; [B, ()] QD ,(2)] "+ [Dy,(2)] 7 (11.37)
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In what follows, we need a bound on ||[B;l(z)]_1|| Note, to this end, that

A

u,l(z) = (z+ N2l — - — i W

Combining this observation with (IT30) and (I1.32)) leads to the conclusion that
1B,.4(2) = (2 + X, )ldm + 7| < Cu™,

where C is independent of p but depends on r. Since (z + A —)Id,, — y— is an upper triangular
matrix, we only need to focus on its diagonal elements. They are of the form z 4+ A\, — A; _.
By construction, this expression is, in absolute value, bounded from below by a strictly positive
constant. Note, however, that the lower bound depends on r. In particular, it depends on a lower
bound on r (when taking [ = j). To conclude, there is thus a uniform bound on ||[B;l(z)]_1||
which holds for all i large enough.

Next, note that

(D)7 = (2 = 2ip+ N, o) I — (2 = 2ip+ X, )T RE)T (11.38)

so that
1

37 D@ = =0

for large . On the other hand, the norm of the first term on the right hand side of (IT.37) is
O(u=2%). Note, however, that the corresponding estimate depends on a lower bound on r (this is
due to the fact that the upper bound on ||[B;l(z)]*1|| depends on a lower bound on r). Thus

1 _
‘%/’YHMJ(Z)dZ

Before turning to (IT.35) and (I134]), note that (IT3]) yields

< cou2. (11.39)

Y _
H[Dw(z)] - ZIde < cop 2. (11.40)

Thus
7

- < cou”2. 11.41
o < copt ( )

There is a similar estimate concerning G, (2), so that it is sufficient to focus on the integral of

[B;,()] " over v. Due to (ILIL), ((L27), (T1:29), ((L32) and (ILA0)

[B.()7'Q)

HB;,I(Z) — (2 + X, )dm + - + /flL,jH <cop”?,
where
L, =iW. Lo
po= AW+ §QuQu'
Up to an error of order O(p~2), the inverse of B, ,(z) is thus given by

[Id,, — [(z + A, -)Id,, — ”y,]_l,u_lL;]_l[(z + X )Id,, — o

Again, since we are only interested in computing [B,,(2)]~" to order O(u~?), it is sufficient to
focus on

[(z+ A, ) — 7]+ [(2 + M, )Idyy — y=] 7 7 L [(2 + A= )T — -] (11.42)
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Recall that v_ is in Jordan normal form and compute

z=X -1 0 - 0 \ '
0 2—=X -1 -+ 0
K(z) = ; : S :
S A -
(=N (=N (z=N7 (=" '
B 0 (z=XN)"1 (z=N)"2 (z — \)~HH!
0 0 0 e (z—n)

where [ is the dimension of the Jordan block. Assuming A ¢ +*, there are thus two possibilities:
If A € B,(0),
1
2mi

/K,\(z)dz =1d,. (11.44)

If A ¢ B,.(0), then the integral vanishes. As a consequence,

1

2mi

[(z 4+ N, )dp — ] tdz =10, _,
gl

where II; _ is the projection to the subspace of C™ corresponding to the diagonal components of
v— that equal A, _. What we need to focus on is thus the second term on the right hand side of
([IT22). Before proceeding, it is useful to introduce some notation. Recall that A, _, 1 =1,...,p_,
are the distinct eigenvalues of y_, and that m; _ is the algebraic multiplicity of A\; —. We may thus
assume, without loss of generality, that v_ = diag{y_ 11,...,7- p_p_}, where yv_ j; € M,,, (C),
j=1,...,p—. Moreover, y_ ;; consists of all the Jordan blocks corresponding to the eigenvalue

Nj—. f M € M,,,(C) and r,5 € {1,...,p_}, we define M,, € My, _xm, _(C) by
My My - My,
My My -+ My
M =: . . . .
My v My o -+ My,

This notation is consistent with the notation v_ ;;. Moreover, y— ,s = 0if 7 # s. Let K be defined
by

1
— [z 4+ N,2)Idy, — 7,]711};[(2 + N, )Idy, — v ]z,

211 ~

Then

1
Ko = 5= /[(z F Ao, = Yo T L [z A=) Idi, - — - 6] M (11.45)
v

Yy

If r # 1 and s # [, it is clear that the integrand appearing on the right hand side of (IT.4%0) is
analytic in B,.(0), so that K,s = 0. If r = s = [, it is clear (keeping (IT.43]) in mind) that the
components of the integrand on the right hand side of (ILZH) are (finite) power series in z~!, with
the lowest power being 2. Combining this observation with Theorem [[1.9 yields K;; = 0. The only
non-zero components of K are thus KC,; and K, for r # [. Summing up the above observations, it
is clear that

! /[B;l(z)]_ldz 10— — u_llCH < cou 2. (11.46)

211 ~
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Combining this estimate with (LL4I) and the analogous estimate for G, ,(2) yields

1 _ i _
%/Fw(z)dz— ZHZ,,Q; <cop~2, (11.47)
N
1 _ i _
’ %/G#)l(z)dz — EQHHL_H SCO/J, 2. (1148)
Y

Combining (IT.28), (IT29), (IL33), (IL34), (IL39), (IT40), (IL47) and (IL4R)
( 0, - +p K ﬁﬂl,—QfE )
Tyl — —

< cou 2.

QI 0

Let e, ., k=1,...,m_, be the standard basis for the image of II;, _. Then
— — 71 —
€lk> (ezk+ﬂ ’Celk)H 2
Ty, l,— : - T A= < cop “.
. ( 0 ﬁQu €k

o
A= . Lk
Crk = Tt~ ( 0 )

is a basis for F, ; _ for p large enough. Since we know that N, leaves E,; _ invariant, there is a
matrix N, ; € My, _(C) such that

Thus

my,—
NHéZTT = Z N;;l,sré;s' (1149)
s=1

We wish to compute N;l. Consider, to this end,

. —ipld,, + R;, Qr e+ 1 Kepy, -t
Nyé, = L " T =
e ( Q5 mldm—i-R:[ ﬁ@;ez,k O™
_iu67 —|—")/,67 —iIC€7 _
:( Lk leel’*k Lk ) +Oo().
29p Lk

Let us take the scalar product of this equality with ¢, . (when we say scalar product, we here mean
the ordinary scalar product and not the Hermitian inner product). This yields

(Nﬂé;k) ’ élTT :(_ZuelTk + 7_6;k - Zlce;k) ’ (elTT + /’L_llcel?r) + O(/'L_l)

\ S o (11.50)
= —ipdrr + (v—€1) e, + O(L),
where we have used the fact that e; .- (Ke; ;) = 0. On the other hand,
€ €y = 0rs +O(u7?), (11.51)

where we have, again, used the fact that e, .- (Ke; ;) = 0. Combining (IT49), (IT50) and (IT.5T)
yields

N,u_,l,rs = _iM(STS + (7—€l_,s) ’ el_,r + O(M_l)
There is a similar analysis concerning E,, ; + (which we provide below), and as a consequence,

there is 0 < po € R, and, for p > po, a matrix T}, (which converges to Ida,, as u — 0o) such that
(IT28) holds. The lemma follows.
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Analysis in the case of £, ;. The analysis in the case of E, ;  is similar, but we include
it for the sake of completeness. In the process of calculating the right hand side of (IT.28)), it is
useful to note that

(AZ,Z(Z) —Q )

—0O— Dt
+Qu u,l(z) X . (11.52)
_ ( AN ()0 ) ( I, —[A}(2)]7'Q; )
-Q.  B(2) 0 Id,,, ’
where
Bl (2) =D} (2) = Q. [A} ()] 7' Q. (11.53)
Introducing the notation
AR ) =QF T ( EL() Fh(z)
( "o i) ) B ( Gh) HAG) ) ’ (11.54)
it can be computed that
Ef(2) =[Al ()] 7@ B ()] T QAL () + [AS,(2)) 7 (11.55)
Fhz) =[AL, ) QB ()], (11.56)
Ghi(2) =B, ()] Q (AL, ()], (11.57)
HE(2) =B () (11.58)
Note that
[A ()7 = (2 4 2+ i) T ld = (2 + 2ip+ N ) TR (11.59)
so that

1 + (17, —
— 7[Auyl(z)] dz =0

for large . On the other hand, the norm of the first term on the right hand side of (I1.53) is
O(p=2). Thus
1 +
‘%[}/E#’Z(Z)dz

Before turning to (IT.56) and (IT.51), note that (IT5J) yields

< cop™ 2. (11.60)

H[AZ,Z(Z)]‘1 + ilde < cop™>. (11.61)

Thus
< cop 2. (11.62)

There is a similar estimate concerning G:l(z), so that it is sufficient to focus on the integral of

(B} ()" over . Due to (LLIL), ((L26), (T1:29), ((L53) and (ILED)

Fh(z) + i@: B (2)] !

HB,L(Z) — (2 4+ M) ldm + 74 — uflLZH < cop?,

where )
. [
L;: =Wy + EQ” Q:{

Up to an error of order O(u~2), the inverse of B;;l(z) is thus given by

(Idy, + [(z + A4 )Idy, — 7+]_1M_1L:f]_1[(2 + A )ldm — 47
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Again, since we are only interested in computing [B:l(z)]_l to order O(pu~2), it is sufficient to
focus on

[(z+ X )dm — 74 ] 7" = [(z + M)l — 4 ] L (2 + A )Iden — v 7 (11.63)
Due to (IL43) and ((L44),

1 -
o G+ Ml = 2] e = T,
:

27
where II; 4 is the projection to the subspace of C™ corresponding to the diagonal components
of 4 that equal A\; 4. What we need to focus on is thus the second term appearing in (I1.G3]).
Before proceeding, it is useful to introduce some notation. Recall that A\, [ = 1,...,p4, are
the distinct eigenvalues of 4, and that m; 4 is the algebraic multiplicity of A; . We may thus
assume, without loss of generality, that v = diag{yy 11,..., 74 p p, }, Where 74 ;; € M,,,  (C),

j=1,...,p+. Moreover, v, j; consists of all the Jordan blocks corresponding to the eigenvalue
Nj+- If M € M,,,(C) and r,s € {1,...,py}, we define M, € My, , xm, . (C) by

My M - My,
o | e
MP+1 MP+2 MP+P+

This notation is consistent with the notation v j;. Moreover, v4 s = 0if r # s. Let £ be defined
by
1
£im 2 1 M) = L+ AU — 4]
27 /),
Then
1
Lrs = 5= /[(2’ + A, )dm,  — ”th]*lers[(z + A )dm, . — ”Y+,ss}71dz- (11.64)
2mi ), : : :

If r # 1 and s # [, it is clear that the integrand appearing on the right hand side of (IT.43) is
analytic in B,(0), so that L., = 0. If r = s = [, it is clear (keeping (IT.43)) in mind) that the
components of the integrand on the right hand side of (IL.45) are (finite) power series in 27!, with
the lowest power being 2. Combining this observation with Theorem [[T.9]yields £;; = 0. The only
non-zero components of £ are thus £,; and L. for r # [. Summing up the above observations, it
is clear that ‘

Combining this estimate with (IT.62) and the analogous estimate for G:ﬁl(z) yields

1
/[B+ (2)]'dz — 0, + u-l,cH < cou2. (11.65)
vy

21 il

1

1 _
‘ %/F;,l(z)dz+ EQ:HlnL <cop”?, (11.66)
Y
1 ) _ _
‘ %/G:J(Z)dZ—F ZH1)+QM SCO,U/ 2. (1167)
v

Combining (IL.28), (I1.29), (I1.54), (IL.58), (1.60), (IL.65), (I1.66) and ([IL.67)

- -0 —5; Qi
a —5 L4 Qp Iy —p™'L

Let eﬁk, k=1,...,my 4, be the standard basis for the image of II; .. Then

( 0 — L Qtef, )
_ 2p vl < -

Tu,l,+ + ) ( + - )H = Cop

ol 1p,+

€k €y — I Eehk
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+ el+k
€k = Tl + 0

is a basis for £, ; 4 for p large enough. Since we know that IV, leaves E,,; . invariant, there is a
matrix N:l € M,,,, , (C) such that

Thus

mi,

Nﬂéz_r = Z N:,l,sréz_s' (1168)
s=1

We wish to compute N:l. Consider, to this end,

_ B i +
ot —ipldy + R QZLL e :elx’f -1
Nuéy, = ( Qn tpld,, + RI elJfk - M_lﬁe;,rk 0w
1A+ +
=QTe ) _
_ 2%u Lk 1
—( ko + O .
( ipef + el —ilef, o

Let us take the scalar product of this equality with él‘fr. This yields

(N#él")’k) . é;,_r :(iuel‘fk + 7+61Tk — iﬁel'fk) . (el")’r - ,u_lﬁelfr) +0(™)

. ! (11.69)
=ipdg, + (7+effk) . elfr +0(u™),
where we have used the fact that e/ - (Le/) = 0. On the other hand,
éz_r ’ é;’,—s = 5""5 + O(/L_2)a (1170)

where we have, again, used the fact that e, - (Le;",) = 0. Combining (IL68), (ILG9) and (L70)
yields

N+

,l,rs = Z./L(STS + (7+61J,rs) ’ elJ,rr + O(uil)'

This completes the analysis. |

11.4 Mode by mode analysis

Consider the index set Zp introduced in connection with 24.3]) and fix 1 < m € Z. Assume that
for each ¢ € Zp, there is a matrix A(t) € Ma,,,(C) and functions A, yem € C°(R, Ma,,(C)) and
F, € C*°(R,C?™). We are then interested in the equation

0=A)v+ A, remv + F,. (11.71)
Here the matrix valued function A, ;em is assumed to satisfy the estimate
A, rem(t)]| < Cise™Pet (11.72)

for t > Tis, where 0 < Cig, Bts € R are independent of ¢; Tis depends on ¢; and £ := t —Tis. In order
to restrict the possible matrices A(1), we think of (ILTI]) as arising from an equation of the form
(2] satisfying one of Definitions [[T.1] and In the present setting, it is convenient to make
assumptions that follow from these definitions without referring to them or to (I2). One way of
doing this is by introducing a function p : Zg — [0, 00) with the property that if M := u(Zp),
then the only accumulation point of M is co. Note that if (I2]) satisfies one of Definitions [[11]
and [[T3] and if p(t) := goo(t), then this requirement is satisfied. Given the function p, we restrict
our attention to matrices A(:) of the form

o _ 0 (V)1d,,
AQ) = Auy = ( —p()Idyy + 3V 4 2[p(e)] W 8 U ) ’ (11.73)
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where V,W,U € M,,,(C) and we have used the notation (IL.7). Below we frequently omit reference
to the argument ¢ and simply write u instead of u(:). When we do, u~! should be interpreted
as [u(v)]7t. For a fixed p, € M, we can analyse the asymptotics of solutions to (II.T7I]) for
t € u~(pa). In fact, we can appeal to the results obtained in Sections and However,
the constants appearing in the results depend on A(t) = A,,. Appealing to the analysis in these
sections is thus acceptable for a finite number of p-values. In the present setting, this is not
sufficient, and we need to proceed differently. Considering the analysis carried out in Sections
and [[T3] it is clear that there is an asymptotic partial diagonalisation of the matrices A, as
p — 0o. Moreover, the real parts of the eigenvalues of A, converge to specific values as p — oo.
Since the only accumulation point of M is oo, this leads to the following approach to obtaining
estimates for all © € Zg. First, we appeal to the asymptotic partial diagonalisation in order to
obtain estimates for u large enough, say u > ug. Second, we note that the remaining p-values are
finite in number. Thus we can handle them by appealing to Sections and By increasing
Lo, the asymptotic analysis becomes more and more refined. However, there is a price to pay
for this refinement: the supremum of the constants involved in the estimates for the remaining p
values can be expected to tend to infinity as po tends to infinity. What is preferable might depend
on the context. For that reason, it is natural to introduce a parameter 0 < SBpar € R which
quantifies the quality of the asymptotic analysis; a small By,a-value corresponds to good control
in the asymptotic region where p is large. However, the constants appearing in the estimates can
be expected to tend to infinity as Bpar — 0+.

Just as in the case of Lemma [@.16, we need to make assumptions concerning the integrability
properties of F, in order to obtain detailed information concerning the asymptotics of solutions to
([ITTI). In the next lemma, we therefore assume that the following norm of F, is bounded:

I F, [l ima ;:/ e~ (Re=Pmar)s| B (5)|ds, (11.74)
0

where Kk, := Kmax[A(¢)] and the choice of Bmar > 0 should be clear from the context. Note that we
abuse notation slightly here, in that the norm depends on ¢ without this being explicitly stated.

In Lemma [0.16] the first generalised eigenspace in the Biem, A-decomposition of C?™ played an
important role. Similar algebraic constructions can be expected to be important in the present
setting as well. However, since we need to have uniform (i.e., independent of ¢) bounds on the norms
of the matrices, say T, and T,~!, putting A(¢) into Jordan normal form, in order for the Brem, A(t)-
decomposition of C?>™ to be of use, and since such such uniform bounds are not to be expected in
the present setting, the algebraic constructions we use here have to be somewhat more rough. On
the other hand, we can appeal to the partial diagonalisation derived in Subsection This
leads to the following asymptotic substitute for the notion of a first generalised eigenspace in the
Brem, A-decomposition of C2™.

Definition 11.16. Let 1 < m € Z, Zp be the set introduced in connection with (243) and p
be a function p : Zg — [0,00). Let U,V,W € M,,(C) and define A(r) by (ITT73). Let A+,
j=1,...,pt, be the eigenvalues of Uy = (U £ V)/2, and let ko be the largest real part of an
element of Sp(U;)USp(U-). Let 0 < 74, fie € R (depending only on U, V and W) be such that if
1 > [a, then the closed balls with radius r, and centre +ip + A; 4+ are disjoint and a distance at
least 7, apart. Due to Lemmal[lT:6 there is a g > pq such that if u(e) > po, then the set Sp[A(¢)]
is contained in the disjoint union of the open balls of radius r, and centre £iu(t) + A;+. Given
a0 < pBe€Randa € Ip such that u(t) > po, the vector space E is defined to be the direct
sum of the generalised eigenspaces of A(¢) corresponding to eigenvalues in the balls of radius r,
and centre +ipu(c) + Aj 4+ for j such that koo — Re(Nj+) < S.

Lemma 11.17. Let 1 < m € Z, Iy be the set introduced in connection with (24.3) and p be
a function p : Ig — [0,00). Let Ipts C Ip be the set of v € Ip such that p(t) > 0. Let
U, V,W € M,,,(C) and define A(c) by (I1.73) for v € I s. Assume that for each v € Ig s, there
are functions A, rem € C*°(R,May,(C)) and F, € C®(R,C?>™). The function A, yem 15 assumed
to be such that there are constants 0 < Pis, Cis € R (independent of 1) and a constant Tis (which
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is allowed to depend on t) such that {II.72) holds for t > Tis. Fiz a 0 < Bmar € R which is
small enough, the bound depending only on U,V and Bis. Assume the functions F, to be such that
|1 E,]|ima < 00 fort € Igs; ¢f. (I1.74)). Then there are constants 0 < po € R and 0 < C € R, where
wo only depends on U, VW and Byar, and C only depends on U, V, Bis, Bmar and Cis, such that
the following holds. If v € p= ([0, 00)) and v is a solution to (I1.71), then there is a v € EX..
such that

t
v(t) — ety — / AW E (5)ds
T, (11.75)
Sce(m—ﬂcs+ﬂmar)f[|v(Tts)| 4 ereTis 1 E, [ 1ma)
or t > Tis, where E°% is given by Definition and K, ‘= kmax|A(L)]; ¢f. Definition |
tBts g Y

Moreover,
Voo 1= €~ AW Tty (11.76)

for aus € EVG  satisfying the estimate
|tco| < Cllo(Tis)| + € 7| F,[|imal- (11.77)

Here C' has the same dependence as in the case of (I1.79).

Remark 11.18. Note that if A, is given by (II1), then kmax(A,) — Koo as p — 00, where koo
is introduced in Definition [T.16G} this is a consequence of Lemma [[T.6l In fact, we could replace
K, by Koo in the statement of the lemma.

Proof. 1t is convenient to divide the proof into several steps. To begin with we derive several
reformulations of the equations.

First reformulation of the equations; partial diagonalisation. Due to (IT10) and Lemma[lT.14]
we know that there is a 0 < po € R such that if p(:) > po, then (IL7I) can be reformulated to
Vpre = A(L)Vpre + A, remVpre + F,
where T, := S12T),(,) and
Vpre i =T, v, A() =T AT, Avrem =T, 'AremT,, F,:=T'F,. (11.78)

Note that ||7,|| and ||7,7!| are bounded by numerical constants. In addition, A(¢) is given by the
right hand side of (IL2H) with u replaced by wu(:). Moreover,

N:t

g = T, 4 +yey + R, (11.79)

where
IR < colu()] ! (11.80)

for pu(t) > po, where ¢ and po only depend on U,V and W. Letting MLiJ denote the sum of the
first two terms on the right hand side of (II.79)), let
MY, M"

L, P L,py I

M, = diag{M,;,..., M,

tp—7

Second reformulation of the equations; eliminating the imaginary parts. Note that the
imaginary part of M Li] is a multiple of the identity, so that the imaginary part of M, commutes
with A(¢). Introducing M, iy, = Im(M,) and

VUfin ‘= €XP (_iML,imﬂ Upre

thus yields ~ ~ ~
’[Jﬁn = A(L)’Uﬁn + Ab,remvﬁn + Fu
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where

AL,rcm = exp (_iML,imﬂ AL,rcm exp (iML,ima P FL ‘= exXp (_iML,imi) FL'

Moreover,

A(L) =J+R, J:= diag{jl, o Jdi ) R, = diag{ﬁhl, . ,7~€L7K},

where dim 7~€L7k = dim J;, and the ’Iib,;C satisfy estimates similar to (IT.80). Finally, the J are the
real parts of the vy ;.

Third reformulation of the equations; normalising the real parts. Let ko, be the constant
introduced in Definition Note that this means that ko is the largest real part of an
eigenvalue of 4. Define

w = e~ "= Dygy,

where D is a real non-degenerate diagonal matrix that remains to be determined. Then
w = B(t)w + B, remw + G, (11.81)

where ) . )
B(1) := DA()D™" — kooldam, Birem := DA, emD ™, G, :=e "<'DF,.

Moreover,
B(t)y=J+R,, J:=diag{h,....Jk}, R,:=diag{R,1,...,R.kx},

where dim R, , = dim Jj, and the R, satisfy estimates similar to (IL80) (however, in this case
the estimate depends on D). Here the Jj consist of generalised Jordan blocks (their non-zero off-
diagonal components need not equal 1) and their diagonal components are non-positive. Moreover,
we choose D so that if the diagonal components of Jj, are strictly negative, then Ji is negative
definite; cf. Lemma[0.9and Remark[@.100 The price we need to pay in order to achieve this is that
D depends on ~+. For the resulting Jj,, we can then ensure that the symmetrisation of Ji + R,
is negative definite by demanding that u(¢) be large enough; the symmetrisation of A € My (C) is
given by (A + A")/2, where Af is the transpose of the complex conjugate of A. The lower bound
on pu(t) required to achieve this, say puo depends only on U,V and W. Finally, we can ensure that
if the diagonal component of Ji is kg, then

||Jk + RL,k — K’klddkH + ||Jk — IikIddk || < ﬂmar/ll, (11.82)

where d is the dimension of Ji. In order to ensure that this estimate holds, we need to choose
a D depending only on vy and SBuya,. Moreover, we need to demand that p(t) > pg, where pg
only depends on U, V., W and Bpa.,. At this stage, it is of interest to note that there is a pg > 0
(depending only on U,V and W) such that for u(c) > po,

[ Birem(t)]| < Ce Pt (11.83)

for t > Tis, where C only depends on U, V', Bmar and Cis; here we use the fact that |77 and
IT,|| are bounded by numerical constants for p(t) > po. Similarly, for p(e) > o and t > 0,

G| < Ce™™="|F, (11.84)

where C' only depends on U,V and Byar, and pg only depends on U,V and W.

Fourth reformulation of the equations; obtaining negative semi-definiteness. If the

diagonal components of ka are zero, let Ji = 7@7;C = 0. If the diagonal components of Jj are
non-zero, let J, = Ji and R, = R, k. Finally, let

J = diag{Ji,...,Jx}, R,:=diag{R,1,..., Rk}, B)=J+R,
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and B, ait := B(t) — B(1); note that B, ais, B(¢) and B(t) all commute. By construction there is
a0 < pp € R (depending only on U, V, W and Bpar) such that for p(t) > po,

| Buait|| < Bumar /4.

Let

u(t) := exp (=B, aizt) w(t).
Then - -

i = B(u)u + Byyemu + H,, (11.85)
where

Bb,rem (t) = exXp (_Bb,difff) BL,rem(t) exXp (BL,diﬂ'ﬂ P HL (t) = exXp (_Bb,difff) GL (t)
Note that for u(t) > po, B )
| Berem(t)[| < Ce e Bumar /2)1
for t > Tis, where C has the same dependence as in the case of (IL.83)) and p only depends on
U, V, W and Bmar- Similarly, if u(t) > po,
|H,| < CemroottPumut/4| | (11.86)

where C has the same dependence as in the case of (I1.84]) and po depends only on U, V, W and
ﬁmar'

Rough estimate of the solutions. The main advantage of (IT85) is that the symmetrisation
of B(t) is negative semi-definite. Thus

Sl =) + () < (1B + BO) s ) + 20 Beenl [l + 21,
<2 Buemlful? + 2|, Jul.
Define .
o) = [ Bl .

s

Then

d g g,
(e [ul?) < 2624 H, Jul.

This estimate can be used to deduce that

t
e Wlu(t)] < [u(Tis)] +/ e | H,(s)|ds

for t > Tis. Assuming Bmar < Bis/2, there is thus a constant C, depending only on U, V', Bmar,

Bis and Cls, such that

t
(O] < Clu(Tu)| +C [ e rmetPmedA|E, ()] ds
Tes
for ¢t > Tis and ¢ such that p(t) > po. Here po has the same dependence as in the case of (I1.86])
and we have appealed to (IIT.86]). Combining the above definitions, this leads to the estimate

_ _ t _
[u(t)]| < CeloetBmar/ Dty (T1)| + Ceﬁm"”t/4/ eroe (=) BmarS/4| I (5)|ds (11.87)
Tts

for t > Tis and p(e) > po, where C' depends only on U, V| Bmar, Bis and Cis, and pg depends only
on U,V,W and Bpar. It is of interest to note that this estimate implies

— — t _
[u(t)] < CelretPmar/t (T )| 4 CePmart/? / e (t=9)HBmars/2| B (6| ds (11.88)
Tis
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for t > Tis and p(t) > po, where £, = Kmax|A(t)] and C' and o have the same dependence as in
the case of (IT.87)). For future reference, it is also of interest to keep in mind that

— t —
lw(t)] < CePmart/t [|w(Tts)|+/ e~ oS ThmarS/4 [ (5)|ds (11.89)
Tis

for t > Tis and p(e) > po, where C and o have the same dependence as in the case of (IT.87]).

Splitting the equations. Let K1 denote the set of real parts of elements of Sp(y+). Then ko is
the largest element of K := Ky UK_. Given [, there are two possibilities. Either ko, — St € K
Or Koo — fis € K. In either case, we let Kmin be the smallest element of IC which is strictly larger
than ks, — Bis. Note that the distance between ki, and ke, — Pis has a positive lower bound
which only depends on U,V and Bis. Let Kmar := Koo — Fmin- For k = 1,..., K, consider J. If
the diagonal component of Jy is in the interval [—Kmar, 0], let Ji o := Jiy Jip := 0, Riq = Ruk,
Rip =0, Iy q :=Idg, and I p := 0. Similarly, if the diagonal component of Jj, is in the interval
(—OO, _ﬂts]; let Jk,a = 0, Jk,b = Jk, Rk,a = 0, Rk,b = RL,Im Hk,a := 0 and Hk,b = Iddk- Let,
moreover,

Ja = diag{J17a,...,JK7a}, Jb = diag{Jl)b,...,JKb}. (1190)

Define R,, Ry, 11, and II, similarly, and let B, , := J, + R, and B, := J, + Ry. For a vector
¢ with values in C>™ we similarly divide its components into &,, &, € C?™ such that & = &, + &;
in fact, &, = I,(§) and & = II;(€). For future reference, it is of interest to keep in mind that if

t > 0, then
||e_BL,at|| S e(ﬁmar+ﬂnlar/4)t S e(/@ts_ﬁmar/2)t7 (11'91)

where we have appealed to (IL.82), and the last inequality is based on the assumption that Sy
is small enough, the bound depending only on S5 and . Similarly, for ¢ > 0,

||eBL,thb|| < e*(ﬁtsfﬁmarﬂ)t_ (11_92)
Let us return to (ILRI]). Given the above terminology, it can be divided into two components

wa :Bb,awa + (Bb,remw)a + Gb,au (1193)
’Li}b :Bb,bwb + (BL,remw)b + GL,b; (1194)

note that while B, respects the division into components, the matrix B, ;em cannot be expected
to do so.

Analysis of the first equation. Integrating (IT.93) yields

B t ) t )
eiB"“twa(t) = wo(Tis) —I—/ eiBL’“S(BL,mmw)a(s)ds —I—/ eiB"aSGL,a(s)ds. (11.95)
Tis Tis
Define -
Woo,q := Wq(Tis) + / eiB"“g(Buemw)a(s)ds. (11.96)
Tis

Then (IT.95)) implies

. ¢
‘wa(t) — eB"atwoo,a — / eB"“(tfs)GL,a(s)ds
Tis

/ eiB“a(S*t)(Bbﬁmmw)a(s)ds.
t

(11.97)
<

Appealing to (IT.83), (IT89) and (IT91) yields
/ e BuaS(B, romw)a(s)ds

Tts

§O[|w(Tts)|+65maths/4 / e(”‘mﬁ"‘ar/4)s|FL(s)|ds]. (11.98)
Tis
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This estimate holds assuming u(c) > po, where pg only depends on U, V, W and SBmar. Moreover,
the constant C only depends on U, V', Buyar, Bits and Cis. Finally, Biar has to be small enough,
the bound depending only on 1+ and Sis. In the end, we wish to replace ko by &, in (I1.98).
This can be achieved by replacing Bmar/4 by Bmar in e~ (Foo—PBmar/4)s Moreover, it is convenient
to introduce the notation (IT74). Combining (IT.96]) and (IT.98) then yields

[Weo,a| < Cflw(Tis)| + e7ﬁmmThs/4”FLHIma] (11.99)
for p(t) > po, where C and pp have the same dependence as in (TT98), and SByar has to satisfy the
same bound as in the case of (IT98). Returning to (IT.9T), we need to estimate the right hand
side. Appealing to (IT.83), (IT.89) and (I1.91)) again yields the conclusion that it can be bounded
by

Oe*(ﬁtsfﬁmar/4)f[|w(TtS)| + 67ﬁmrTﬁs/4||FL||1ma]

for t > Tis and p(t) > po, where C' and p have the same dependence as in (IT.98), and Syay has
to satisfy the same bound as in the case of (IT.98). Combining this estimate with (IT.97) yields

B t
wq (t) — eBL’“twoo,a - / eB““(t*S)GL,a(s)ds
Tts

SCe_(ﬂts_ﬂmar/zl)f[e_ﬁoo,rts |U(Tts)| + e_ﬂmaths/4 ||FL ||lma]

(11.100)

for t > Tis and pu(e) > po, where C and po have the same dependence as in (IT.98)), and B has
to satisfy the same bound as in the case of (IT.95).

Analysis of the second equation. Let us now turn to (I1.94). Integrating this equation yields

t t

EBL’b(tis)(BL,rcmw)b(S)dS+/ Brt=9G, (s)ds. (11.101)
Tis

wy(t) = eB“”Ewb(Tts) —|—/

Tis
Appealing to (I1.92)) yields
|eBettuwy (Tig)| < e~ B Bmar/ D4 (T3, (11.102)

Next, (IT83), (IT89) and (IT.92)) yield

t —
P B (s)ds| <Ce P T+ € BB ] (11.108)

Tt s

for t > Tis and pu(e) > po, where C and po have the same dependence as in (IT.98)), and B has

to satisfy the same bound as in the case of (IT.98). Combining (ITI01), (ITI02) and (IT.I03))

yields

t —
‘wb(t)— / eBurt=9)@q, 1 (s)ds| < Ce™Peo=Pmar/ D |oy(T)| 4+ e PmarTee/4||F, || 1ma] - (11.104)

Tts

for t > Tis and p(t) > po, where C' and p have the same dependence as in (IT.98), and Syay has
to satisfy the same bound as in the case of (I1.98).

Combining the estimates. Let wo, € C>™ be defined by wes := Woo,q + Woo,b, Where W p = 0.

Then (ITI00) and (IT.I04) yield

. t
w(t) — ePWhy — / eBWE=9)q (s)ds
T (11.105)

SCef(ﬁtsfﬁmar/2)f[efnmﬂs U(Tts)| + efﬁmaths/ALHFL”lma]
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for t > Tis and p(e) > po, where C and po have the same dependence as in (IT.98)), and By has
to satisfy the same bound as in the case of (IT.98). This estimate can be reformulated as

t
o(t) — AWy — / AW (5)ds
T, (11.106)

Sce’ioot_(ﬂts_Bmar/2)f[6_’iooTts |’U(TES) | _|_ e_ﬂmaths/4 || FL ||lma]

for t > Tis and p(e) > po, where C and po have the same dependence as in (IT.98)), and By has
to satisfy the same bound as in the case of (IT.98). Moreover,

Voo 1= e Tis o= AW T D=1y, (11.107)

Sacrificing a part of the margin yields (IT.78) for ¢t > Tis and u(t) > po, where C and po have the
same dependence as in (IT.98)), and Smay has to satisfy the same bound as in the case of (TT.98]).
Finally, let us := €T T,D " wy,. Then us € EX. due to the definition of ws,, D and T,.
Moreover, the estimate (I1.99)) yields the conclusion that (IL77) holds. The lemma follows. O

11.5 Specifying data at infinity

The present section is quite analogous to Section 0.4} the goal is to construct a solution to (II.7T)
corresponding to the asymptotic data v appearing in (IT75). However, in the present setting the
fact that the matrix A(c) appearing in (II71) depends on the mode number ¢ causes additional
complications. Fortunately, it turns out that these complications can be handled using the methods
developed in the previous section. Just as in the case of Section [0.4] it is, moreover, sufficient to
consider homogeneous equations.

Lemma 11.19. Let 1 < m € Z, Ig be the set introduced in connection with @) and p be
a function p : Ig — [0,00). Let Ipys C Ip be the set of v € Ip such that p(t) > 0. Let
U V,W € M,,,(C) and define A(r) by (II.73) for v € Ips. Assume that for each v € Ip s, there
is a function A, rem € C° (R, Mgy, (C)) with the property that there are constants 0 < s, Cis € R
(independent of v) and a constant Tys (which is allowed to depend on ) such that (I1.72) holds
fort > Tis. Fiz a 0 < Bpar € R which is small enough, the bound depending only on U,V and Bs.
Then there are constants 0 < up € R and 0 < C' € R, where ug only depends on U, V,W and Bmar,
and C only depends on U, V, Bis, Bmar and Cis, such that the following holds. If v € u=([uo, 00)),
there is a linear injective map V¥,  : E;’%hs — C?™ such that if Voo € E;’%ts and v is the solution
to

0 =A()v+ A, rem? (11.108)
with initial data v(Tis) = ¥, o0 (Voo ), then v satisfies [I1.75]) (with F, = 0) for t > Tis. Moreover,

W, oo™ AW Ten]| < Cy (11.109)

forn € E>S,., where C only depends on U, V, Bmar, Bts and Cis.

Remark 11.20. The result can be used to derive conclusions concerning the inhomogeneous
equation (ILTI). In order to justify this statement, assume that ||F,||ima < 00, where Sya,y and ¢
are such that the assumptions of Lemmas IT.17 and are satisfied. Let vpars be the solution
to (ILTI) corresponding to the initial data vpar(Tis) = 0. Let vpart,co € Ep,. be such that
(II75) holds with v and ve replaced by vpary and vUpars,co respectively. Given v, € EP,. let
Uhom be the solution to (ITI08) corresponding to initial data vhom(Tts) = ¥,,00(Voo — Upart,co)-
Then v := Vpart + Vnhom solves (IL.7I)) and satisfies (IT.70). In other words, we are also allowed
to specify the asymptotic data v, € E  in the case of the inhomogeneous equation (ILT7II),
assuming ||F,||ima < 0o0. In order to obtain estimates, note first of all that (IT.76) and (II.77)
hold due to Lemma [IT.17 where us € EP%,. is defined by the first equation. There is a similar
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statement with ve, and ue, replaced by vpart,co and Upart,co- Keeping in mind that vpare (Tis) = 0,
this yields

|U(Tts)| :|vhom(Tts)| = |\IJL,oo(voo - 'Upart,oo)| = |\I/L,oo[eiA(L)TtS (uoo - upart,oo)”

. (11.110)
§C|uoo - upart,oo| S C[|uoo| + e tSHF‘LHlma]a

where we have appealed to (ITI09) and the constant C' only depends on U, V, Bmar, Bts and Cis.

Remark 11.21. The equality E’. = C?™ holds if By is strictly larger than the difference
between the largest and the smallest real parts of elements of Sp(U4 )USp(U_); cf. Definition TT.T6l
According to the statement, the map ¥, o, is then an isomorphism. This means that the solution
is uniquely specified in terms of the “data at infinity”, vs.. Due to Remark [1.20, the same holds
for inhomogeneous equations such that || F,|[ima < 00. Finally, |v(Tis)| can be estimated in terms
of the asymptotic data and F,; cf. (TTII0).

Proof. The argument is based on the proof of Lemma IT.17 We therefore use the notation intro-
duced in that proof without further comment. A natural starting point is the third reformulation
of the equations, as given in the proof of Lemma [IT.17 Let

(t) = e~ Bralw(t).
Then (IT8T)) with G, = 0 implies
W = B,y + B, rem, (11.111)

where

BL>YCm(t) = eiBL’a{BL,rcm(t)eBL’at.
Due to (TL32), (IT.83) and the definition of B, 4,
||BL,rcm(t)|| < Cei(ﬁtsf’{marfﬁmar/mf,

where C only depends on U, V, Bar and Cis. However, to obtain this estimate, we need to demand
that u(t) > po, where ug only depends on U, V,W and Ba,. Note that Sis — Kmar > 0 and that
Kmar is determined by the eigenvalues of Uy (or, equivalently, 74 ) and SBis. Assuming SBpar to be
small enough, the bound depending only on U,V and fs, we thus have

||Eb,rem(t)|| < Ce Br=rman)t/2 (11.112)

where C' only depends on U, V, Bmar and Cis. Note also that the symmetrisation of B, j is negative
semi-definite. Let ¢y > Tis. By an argument similar to the derivation of ([0.49),

201 < exp ([ 1Busen(s)lds ) (e (11.113)

for t > ty. Note, in particular, that by choosing tg — Tis to be large enough (the bound depending
only on U, V, Bimar, Bts and Cts), the first factor on the right hand side of (ILTI3)) can be assumed
to be as close to 1 as we wish. Let w, and w;, be defined as in the proof of Lemma [I1.17 and
define B B

Wa(t) == e Bratw, (t), wp(t) := e Pratuy(t). (11.114)

Note that @, = wy. Then appealing to (IL93)) with G, , = 0 yields

’UL}a = e_BL’af(BL,remw)a = (e_BL’aEBL,remw)a = (Bb,remw)a-

Thus ¢
wa(t):wa(to)Jr/ (B, rem®)a(s)ds, (11.115)

to
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so that . -
| (t) — wq(to)| < C e~ (Bes—rmar)3/2 g exp (/ ||£~3L,rem(s)||ds) [w(to)]
to t()

for t > ty, where we have appealed to (IT.I12)) and (ILI13) and C only depends on U, V, By and
Cis. For any e > 0, it is thus possible to choose ty so that

| (t) — Wa(to)| < €l (to)] (11.116)

for t >ty (where ty := to — Tis only depends on U, V, Bmar, Bis, Cis and €). Before proceeding, let
V, := I, (C?>™) and V}, := II,(C®*™), where II, and II, are introduced in connection with (I1.90).
Given a t( such that (ITIT8) holds with e replaced by 1/2, define the map L, : V, = V as follows.
Given n € Vg, let w be the solution to (ITITI) with w(to) = n and define L,n by

Lon = tlggo Wq ().

Due to (ITI12), (ITII3) and (ITIIH), it is clear that the limit on the right hand side exists.
Thus L,n is well defined. Moreover, it is clear that L, is linear. Due to the fact that (TTII6])
holds with e replaced by 1/2 and the fact that @y (to

|a(to)]-

)=
1
|La77 wa(t0)| 5

In particular, |n|/2 < |Lqn|, so that L, is injective. Since L, is a linear map between spaces of
the same finite dimension, it follows that L, is an isomorphism. Moreover,

1Ll < 2in]. (11.117)

Note that L' (essentially) maps data at infinity to data at to. In the end, we wish to translate
the data at to to data at Tis. To this end, we wish to solve (ILIII) backwards. Since fy can be
bounded by a constant depending only on U, V| Bmar, Bts and Cis, there is a constant C' (with the
same dependence) such that for all solutions @ to (TT.ITTI)

1G(Th)| < Clid(to))- (11.118)

Before defining the map V¥, o, appearing in the statement of the lemma, we need to clarify how
the limit of 1w, (t) is related to the vy € E appearing in (IL75). However, returning to (I1.95)
and (I1.90) (and recalling that G, , = 0 in the present setting), it is clear that

lim @, () = lim e”Buatw, (t) = weo.a- (11.119)

t—o00 t—o00

On the other hand, (ITI07) and the fact that we = weo,q imply that
Voo = e"“"’T”Se_A(L)T“TLD_leO,a.
Note also that for each v € E "3, there is a unique 7 € V, such that
Voo = e i AWTaT, D=1y (11.120)

holds. Define ¥, o (vo) to be the composition of the following maps: first the map which takes
Voo € EY%,_ to the n € V, such that (ILT20) holds; second, the map which takes 7 to & := L' (n);
and, third, the map which takes £ € V,, to

vg := e=T=T, D™ 1p(Ty), (11.121)

where @ is the solution to (ILIII) with initial data w(tp) = & Note that ¥, o is linear and
injective, and that for n € EP%

|0 ole™AOTeog]] < Clal,
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where C' only depends on U, V, Bmar, Bts and Cts, and we have appealed to (ITLIT7), (ITIIS),
(ITI20) and (ITI21). Thus (ITI09) holds.

Assume now that v is the solution to (II.I08) corresponding to v(Tis) = ¥, 00(Veo) for some
Voo € ETG - Then v satisfies (IT70) with F, = 0 and v replaced by some U € Ep%,.- Moreover,
the proof of Lemma [[TT7 in particular (TTI0T), yields

Voo 1= e”mT“e_A(‘)T”STLD_llDOO,

where 1wy, € V,. In addition,

tli)rgo Wa(t) = Woo,

where w0, is defined by (ITII4). This means that
o (Weo) = w(to),

due to the definition of L, and the fact that w(ty) = Wa(ts). Going through the steps defining
U, 0, it is thus clear that ¥, oo (Teo) = v(Tis) = ¥, 00(V). Due to the injectivity of ¥, o, it
follows that vsy = Us. The lemma follows. O

11.6 Algebraic properties of A(:)

As a final section of the present chapter, it is convenient to collect some of the algebraic properties
of A(¢) that we need in what follows.

Lemma 11.22. Let 1 < m € Z, Iy be the set introduced in connection with (24.3) and p be
a function p : Ig — [0,00). Let Ipys C Ip be the set of v € Ip such that p(t) > 0. Let
UV, W € M,,,(C) and define A(v) by (I1.73) for « € Ipys. Let f > 0. Then there are constants
C and po > 0 (depending only on U, V., W and ) such that

e AWty < Ce™ =Bty

for all v such that p(t) > po; all p € EX%: and all ¢ > 0. Using the notation introduced in
Definition [I1.10, let e, be the direct sum of the generalised eigenspaces of A(L) corresponding to
eigenvalues in the balls of radius ro and centre £ip(L) + \j + for j such that koo — Re(Aj+) > 6.
Given € > 0, there are constants C and po > 0 (depending only on U, V., W and €) such that

leAWty| < Celmtalty)

or all v such that u(t) > po; all m € €%, and all t > 0, where Ky, is the largest element o
LB
{Re(Aj,+)} which is < koo — .

Proof. Let pp > 0 be larger than the po appearing in Definition [[T1.16] and let ¢ be such that
p() = po, n € EX and ¢ > 0. Keeping the change of variables introduced at the beginning of the
proof of Lemma [[T.I7 in mind,

e~ Aty = T e ATy = Te ATy, (11.122)

where -
A() = diag{N;l, o, N N:rl, ceey N;Lm}; (11.123)

Lp—>

cf. (IT28)). The blocks appearing on the right hand side of (IT.I23) are given by
N5 = Hip()ldm, o + 7+, + Ry, (11.124)

where
IR < colp(r)] ! (11.125)
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for p(t) > po, where ¢o and po only depend on U, V and W. Recall that the notation v ; is
introduced in Lemma [[T.T4 The matrices v+ ; are defined in terms of v+, which are defined in
terms of U and V. Recall, finally, that v+ ; consists of the Jordan blocks with diagonal components
Aj,+. The blocks appearing on the right hand side of (IT.I23) correspond to a division of the
generalised eigenspaces of A(c); cf. Definition IT.T6 The blocks of greatest interest are the ones
corresponding to eigenvalues that belong to the sets described in Definition [[T.16] since they
correspond to the only non-zero components of 7, 1n. Considering (IT.I22), it is thus clear that
we only need to estimate
- +
T - 1T - exp(=N250)1 - [

in the case that the real parts of the diagonal components of vy ; are strictly larger than ko — 3,
where the notation is taken from Definition [[1.16] Note that

exp(=N;5t) = exp[Fip()t — ilm(A; 1 )t] exp[~Re(A;2)¢]

L (11.126)
- exp[—(vx,; — Aj£ldm; o + R
Note that the first factor on the right hand side has absolute value one, and that
exp[—Re(\j 1 )t] < e~ (oA, (11.127)

In fact, the latter estimate can be improved; since there are only finitely many eigenvalues A; 4+ and
Re(\j+) > Koo — [ for all the eigenvalues of relevance here, there is a gap between the smallest
Re(\j,+) satisfying Re(Aj+) > Koo — 8, and koo — S (and the gap only depends on 3, U and
V). What remains to estimate is the norm of the last factor on the right hand side of (IT.I26]).
In order to simplify the notation, note that this factor can be written exp[—(N + R)t], where N
consists of Jordan blocks corresponding to the eigenvalue zero (in other words, the only potentially
non-zero elements in N are ones immediately above the diagonal) and || R|| is bounded by the right
hand side of (ITI125). Given 7mar > 0 it is possible to conjugate N by a diagonal matrix, say
Smar € GLy,, , (R), such that [|Smar NSyt || < fmar/2; cf. Lemma@9and its proof. The maximal

element of {||Smarl|, [[Sma:l|} then depends only on 9mar. Given such an nar, there is then a pg > 0,

mar

depending only on Nmar, U, V and W, such that if u(c) > po, then ||Smar RSmi ]l < Mmar/2. Thus

mar

lexp[—(N + R)t]| < [|S5ar exP[=Smar(N + R)Sgart] Smar|| < Celert,

mar

where the constant only depends on 7yay. Combining this estimate with ([1.126), (IT.127) and
the comments made in connection with (IT.I27), it is clear that by first fixing 7mar > 0 small
enough (in fact, we specify 7mar in terms of U, V' and /) and then requiring 1o to be large enough,
the bound depending only on U, V, W and 3, we can ensure that

lexp(=N50)| < Cem (=2,

where C only depends on U, V', W and S. In order to obtain this conclusion, we have also appealed
to the fact that |keo — #,| < co[u(e)]/™, where ¢y only depends on U, V and W; cf. Lemma IL6l
Combining this estimate with previous observations yields the first statement of the lemma. The
proof of the second statement is similar. o

Lemma 11.23. Let 1 < m € Z, Ig be the set introduced in connection with (24.3) and p be
a function p : Ig — [0,00). Let Ipts C Ip be the set of « € Ip such that p(t) > 0. Let
U, V,W € M,,(C) and define A(:) by {{I.73) for « € Igs. Let € > 0. Then there are constants
C and po > 0 (depending only on U, V, W and €) such that

”efA(L)t” che*('fmin,b*E)f7 (11.128)
||6A(L)t|| Sce(ﬁrf‘f)t (11129)

for all v such that p(t) > po; all n € C*™; and all t > 0. Here k, := Kmax[A(1)] and Kmin,, =
Kmin[A()]-
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Remark 11.24. In (IT128) and (ITI29), fmin, and &, can be replaced by &y, and &, respectively,
where k, (kp) is the largest (smallest) real part of an element of Sp(U; ) USp(U-); cf. the notation

introduced in Definition [11.16

Proof. The proof is based on arguments similar to those of the proof of Lemmal[l1.221 We therefore
leave the details to the reader. O
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Chapter 12

Asymptotics for weakly
transparent, balanced and
convergent equations

12.1 Introduction

In the present chapter, we consider the asymptotics of solutions to so-called weakly transparent,
balanced and convergent equations; cf. Definition below for a clarification of the terminology.
The arguments and results are quite analogous to those of Chapter [0} in particular, we derive
asymptotics and provide a partial characterisation of solutions in terms of asymptotic data. The
intuitive reason why we refer to the equations studied here as transparent is that the spatial
coordinate of a causal curve no-longer needs to converge; cf. the discussion in Subsection [[L3.21
The relevance of the notions of balance and convergence is the same in the present setting as in
the case of Chapter [0l The main steps of the analysis are the following.

Silent and transparent variables. One important difference when comparing the present
setting with silent equations is that for transparent equations, it is natural to divide the spatial
variables into silent and transparent variables; cf. Definitions 2.1 and 02.3] below. Roughly
speaking, the silent variables correspond to the subspace (of the cotangent space of M) on which the
spatial part of the inverse metric degenerates as ¢ — oo, and the transparent variables correspond
to the subspace on which the spatial part of the inverse metric converges to a positive definite
bilinear form as t — co. Projecting a solution onto the modes that correspond to dependence only
on the silent variables leads to a situation analogous to that considered in Chapter For that
reason we here focus on the situation that results when projecting onto the modes that correspond
to dependence on at least one of the transparent variables.

Defining the notion of weak transparency. Before proceeding to the analysis of the asymp-
totics, we have to give a precise meaning to the notion of weak transparency, and this is done in
Definition 2.8 below. The first criterion is that one of Definitions [[1.1] and 1.3 hold. The reason
for making this assumption is discussed in the introduction of Chapter [l The function g(t,t)
can then be divided into three parts; one corresponding to the silent variables, one corresponding
to the transparent variables and one corresponding to a mixture. The one corresponding to the
silent variables should satisfy a condition similar to (I03]). In fact, we demand that (I23)) hold.
Concerning the part of g2(¢,t) corresponding to the transparent variables we demand that it con-
verge exponentially; this is one consequence of (I2.4]). However, the estimate (I2.4)) also implies
that ¢% converges to zero exponentially if j corresponds to a transparent variable. Concerning
the mixture, it turns out that it can be considered to be an error term. Finally, we require the X7
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to converge exponentially when j corresponds to a transparent variable; cf. (I2). To summarise,
it is clear that due to the fact that there is a division of the variables and that the asymptotic
behaviour of the inverse metric is qualitatively different on the corresponding subspaces of the
cotangent space, the definition of weak transparency is somewhat more involved than the defini-
tion of weak silence. It also requires more of an effort to arrive at (IL3)—({IL8), in particular to
calculate the exact dependence of the constants Cis and Sis on the constants and functions ap-
pearing in the definition of weak transparency, balance and convergence. We derive the estimates
we need in Section

Analysis prior to the transparent era. In Chapter [[1I] we obtain conclusions starting from
the assumption that (ITI3)-(II6) hold. However, this analysis is only valid at late times; i.e.,
for t > Tis, where Tis depends on the mode under consideration. Here we need estimates for all
t > 0. We therefore have to take the step from ¢ = 0 to t = Tis. This is achieved by appealing
to Lemma [I0.7] The proof of this lemma is very simple. On the other hand, the corresponding
part of the argument is the source of the greatest weakness of the results. The reason for this is
that we only obtain a very rough estimate of the number of derivatives lost in the estimates of the
asymptotics.

Deriving and specifying asymptotics. Finally, we both derive and specify asymptotics; cf.
Sections [[2.3] and [[2.4l Partly, the presentation parallels that of Sections and However,
there are two fundamental differences. One is that in the case of silent equations, all the modes
have the same asymptotic behaviour. This is not true for transparent equations. In fact, if v is
a solution to (IT3) and F, satisfies appropriate bounds, we expect v to behave asymptotically
as ()0 ~le™t where K, := Kmax|A(t)] and 6, := dmax[A(L), k.]; cf. Definition This leads to
a problem when estimating the difference between a solution to (I.2) and a solution to the limit
equation (obtained by replacing the coefficients (but not the right hand side) of (IL2]) by their limits
as t — 00). In fact, to say that the difference satisfies a given bound says more for some modes
than for others. It is therefore natural to apply an operator which multiplies the Fourier coefficient
corresponding to a mode ¢ with (t)~%Fle=** before estimating the difference with respect to a
Sobolev norm. A related issue is that of the optimal size of the difference. In Section we
obtain (I0.20). Normalising this estimate as above corresponds to multiplying both sides with
(t)y~ditle=mt ysing the terminology introduced in Lemma [[0.I70 The time dependent part of
the right hand side then takes the form of a polynomial times e~#rm=*. Tt would be optimistic
to hope for more than this (though it is of course possible to discuss the optimal degree of the
polynomial). In the transparent setting, it is even optimistic to hope for a time dependence on the
right hand side of the form (t)Ve 5wt where B is the constant appearing in (IL6); for weakly
transparent, balanced and convergent equations, S5 is defined by (I2:23)) below. The reason for
this is that we have to handle an infinite number of matrices A(:). This leads to complications
that make it natural to replace the polynomial by a factor of the form e®==*. On the other hand,
Bmar > 0 can be chosen freely. However, the constants appearing in the estimates depend on [yay,
and they can be expected to blow up as Bpar — 0. A second difference between the silent and
transparent settings is that we here have to divide the analysis into two parts. First we need to
consider the modes for which goo(¢), introduced in ([II.2)), is large. The analysis in that case is
based on Sections [1.4] and How large goo(¢) has to be depends, among other things, on
Bmar- Once the lower bound, say po, on goo(t) has been fixed, it remains to consider the modes
satisfying 0 < goo(t) < po (the modes satisfying goo(¢t) = 0 correspond to the silent part of the
equation and can be analysed as in Chapter [[0]). However, for these modes, we can appeal to the
analysis in Chapter The reason this is possible is that our definition of weak transparency is
such that there are only a finite number of matrices A(¢) for ¢ satisfying 0 < goo(t) < 0.

Geometric perspective. In the present chapter, we derive conclusions based on assumptions
that are purely analytic in nature. However, the relevant assumptions follow from quite natural
geometric conditions. In Chapter [l we describe the corresponding geometric perspective, and the
reader is encouraged to read that chapter in parallel with the present one.
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12.2 Weak transparency, balance and convergence

As indicated in the previous section, several of the arguments and definitions of the present chapter
are based on a division of the spatial variables into two groups. We therefore begin by defining this
division. In the present chapter we only do so in case (L2]) is an X-non-trivial weakly transparent
equation or an X-degenerate weakly transparent equation; cf. Definitions T1.1] and

Definition 12.1. Assume that (2] is an X-non-trivial weakly transparent equation. Assume,
moreover, that the integer j € {1,...,d} has the properties stated in Definition [T.1] and that M
is given by (I3). Then the silent variables are all the variables in M except the one corresponding
to the j'th S'-factor in T?¢. The transparent variables are the variable corresponding to the j’th
S'-factor in T¢. Finally, define dgjj := d — 1; dis := 1; Rgj1 := R; Ris := 0; j1 := j; ji :=1 for i < j;
ji=i+1fori>j;andr; =j fOl“j—l,...,R.

Remark 12.2. The reasons for introducing the notation dg;, dis etc. becomes clear in Defini-
tion [T2.3] below.

Definition 12.3. Assume that (L2 is an X-degenerate weakly transparent equation. Assume,
moreover, that the integers j;, i = 1,...,dss, and ji, i = 1,...,ds1, have the properties stated
in Deﬁnltlon M3l and that M is given by (@C3). Then the silent variables are all the variables
in M corresponding to the j;’th S'-factors in T¢, i = 1,...,ds, together with all the variables
corresponding to M, for r’s such that ¢, = 0; the corresponding r’s are denoted 7; for j =
1,..., Rs1. Moreover, the transparent variables are all the variables in M corresponding to the
ji'th S'-factors in T¢, i = 1,...,dys, together with all the variables corresponding to M, for r’s
such that goor > 0; the corresponding r’s are denoted r; for j =1,..., Rys.

Given that (2)) is an X-non-trivial or an X-degenerate weakly transparent equation, we can
introduce the following terminology:

dts JkJ Res 2 2 1/2
015 1) = (S, (g, + X0 (t)um,ujw) , (12.1)

gsil(Lut) — (ngll g]ka( ) n;, nj, + Z snl ( ) 7%171'@- (L))l/Q, (122)

In case the upper limit of a sum is zero, it should be understood as being empty. Note that, by
assumption,

1/2
. dis Rys
tligolo gtS(L’ t) = (Zktl lgOO annJl =+ E] t1 Goo 3T 7%] Zr] (L)) = gOO(L)7

where goo(¢) is given by ([L2). Moreover, g/tit k1 =1,...,dss, are the components of a positive
definite matrix, and goo,; > 0 for j =1,..., Rys. It is also of interest to note that gsil(t,t) = 0 as
t — oo. It would be very convenient if the quantity

0(e,t) = [0% (e, t) + g3 (0, ]2

were zero. However, this is unfortunately not the case, due to the occurrence of cross terms of the
form g7+t (t)n;,n3, in g*(¢,t). Such terms have to be dealt with separately.

It is convenient to divide ¢ into a transparent and a silent part.

Definition 12.4. Assume that ([2]) is an X-non-trivial or an X-degenerate weakly transparent
equation, and divide the variables of M as described in Definitions I2.1] and 023 respectively.
Given ¢ € Ig, define 15 € Zp as follows: replace nj, in ¢ by zero for k = 1,...,ds; and replace
ir, by O for k =1,..., Rs. Given ¢ € Ip, define tsi) € Zp by tsi := ¢ — tts. The set of ¢ € Zp such

that ts = 0 (445 # 0) is denoted by Zp sii (Zpts)-

Remark 12.5. It is important to keep in mind that the set of ¢ys for ¢ € Zp is in general different
from T 4, but that the set of v for ¢« € Tp equals I gir.
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With this notation,
Ots(, 1) = 9(es, 1), @sin(t5 1) = 9(esin, 1)

It is convenient to introduce projections associated with this division of the variables.

Definition 12.6. Assume that (I2) is an X-non-trivial or an X-degenerate weakly transpar-
ent equation and define the sets Zp g and Zps as in Definition [241 Let s € R. Then
s, Il @ HS(M) — H*(M) are defined as follows. Given u € H*(M) with Fourier coeffi-
cients 4(t) determined by [24.3]), Itsu is the function whose ¢’th Fourier coefficient equals zero if
L € Ip g1 and equals 4(e) if ¢« € Ip 4s. Similarly, IIgu is the function whose ¢'th Fourier coefficient

equals 4(1) if ¢ € Zp g1 and equals zero if ¢ € Zp 5.

Remarks 12.7. Clearly, the norms of Il and Ilg; are bounded by 1. Moreover, these operators
map smooth functions to smooth functions and we can apply them to functions with values in C*.
If u € O (M x I,CF), then ugg, ug; are defined by ugs(+, 1) = His[u(-, )] and ugi (-, t) = Hgp[u(-, 1)].
It can then be verified that ugs, usy € C°(M x I,CF).

Finally, we are in a position to define what is meant by a weakly transparent, balanced and
convergent equation.

Definition 12.8. Consider ([2)). Assume the associated metric g to be such that (M, g) is a
canonical separable cosmological model manifold. Then ([2) is said to be weakly transparent if
the following conditions hold. First, (I.2) is either an X-non-trivial or an X-degenerate weakly
transparent equation; cf. Definitions [T.0] and I1.3l Second, there is a constant Ss; > 0 and a
continuous non-negative function e € L'([0,00)) such that

£(55i17 t) < _ﬁsil + esil(t) (123)

for all « € Zp such that ts # 0 and all ¢ > 0; here the notation ¢ and iy is introduced in (I0.T])
and Definition [[2Z.4] respectively. Third, there are constants Kis, 745 > 0 such that

6t t)] + [0 (145, 1)] < Kese ™t (12.4)
for all © € Zg such that 15 # 0 and all ¢ > 0. Fourth,
X7k (1) = X2E|| < Kise™ ™! (12.5)

forall t > 0 and all k = 1,...,ds, where the notation j, and dys is introduced in Definitions [2.1]
23

Remark 12.9. As in the case of Definition [I0.1] it is to be expected that the requirement that
¢sii be continuous can be avoided at the expense of additional technicalities in the proofs below.
For future reference, we use the notation cg := ||esi|1-

Remark 12.10. The equation ([L2]) is said to be weakly transparent, balanced and convergent, if it
is weakly transparent in the sense of Definition 2.8 weakly balanced in the sense of Definition [[0.1]
and weakly convergent in the sense of Definition [T0.1]

It is of interest to note that if (I2)) is weakly transparent, balanced and convergent, then restricting
(T2) to solutions which only depend on the silent variables (cf. Definitions [21] and M2.3]) yields
an equation which is weakly silent, balanced and convergent. In other words, the results of
Chapter [0 apply. What we need to do in the present chapter is thus to analyse the modes such
that (s # 0. Comparing Definition [[0.I] with Definition [2.8] it is clear that we still need to define
the time corresponding to Toqe. appearing in Definition [0l Before doing so, let us introduce
some terminology.
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Definition 12.11. Assume that (LZ) is weakly transparent in the sense of Definition 2.8 Let
7y be the set introduced in connection with ([243). Define Cji,; > 1 to be the smallest constant
such that

Crai ()] < 8(1,0) < Chniv(0)] (12.6)

for all v € Zp; here v(v) is defined by (24.4). Define Sis by
Sts = [iInf{g(:,0) : t € Tps}] ™", (12.7)
where the notation Zp 5 is introduced in Definition [2.4

Remark 12.12. The constant Ciy; only depends on ¢/ (0) and a,-(0). However, the constant Sgs
depends not only on these quantities, but also on the spectrum of the Laplace-Beltrami operator
on (My,,gr,) for k=1,..., Rs.

Before defining the constant T, which here plays a role analogous to that of Tyq. in Chapter [0
it is convenient to rewrite (24.10) in the form (II.3)) for suitable choices of A(t), A, rem and F,,
and to derive a general estimate for || A4, rem(t)]]-

Lemma 12.13. Assume that (I.2) is weakly transparent in the sense of Definition [IZ.8, weakly
balanced in the sense of Definition[I01] and weakly convergent in the sense of Definition[I01l Fix
a1 €TIpys. Then (24.10) can be formulated as [I1.3), where A(L) is given by

aw = ( 0 L T (128)

—ocldm — gt Xl — 9l —as

v and F, are given by (I1.0); 9o is given by (I1.2); X', is defined by {I1.1); and cse and (s are
defined by (104]). Moreover, A, yem Satisfies the estimate

||Ab,rem(t)|| <Ce~ min{nes,Mmn }t +Ce min{ﬁs“’n“}tg(bts,O) + CeiﬁSiltg(Lsi],O)

12.9
+ Oeiﬁs“tg2(bsil, 0) ( )

for t > 0, where the constant C only depends on Kis, Crn, Ceoefts Cini, Csil, Sts and Ms -

Remark 12.14. Here Ky and 7 are the constants appearing in (I2.4) and [I2.5)); Ciyn and 9mn
are the constants appearing in (I04]); Ceoenr is the constant appearing in (I0.2)); the notation Ciy;
and Sty is introduced in Definition T2ZTT} S is the constant appearing in (I23); and cq1 := || esit]| 1,
where ey is the function appearing in (I23).

Remarks 12.15. Given that the assumptions of Lemma [I2.13] are satisfied, the only possibility
for X! to be non-zero is that (L2) is an X-non-trivial weakly transparent equation. Then there
is one (and only one) j € {1,...,d} such that XJ # 0, and —ig!n; X' is one of two possible
matrices, irrespective of the value of ¢+ € Zp s; cf. Remarks Thus, if the assumptions of
Lemma [[2.T3 are satisfied, A(¢) is of the form ([I7), where g = goo(t); V is one of the three
matrices 0, (gJ171)~1/2X71 or —(gJ171)~1/2XJ1 (the first possibility only occurs if (L2)) is an X-
degenerate weakly transparent equation, and the latter two possibilities only occur when (L2I)
is an X-non-trivial weakly transparent equation, in which case j; is the number appearing in
Definition I2Tl); W := —(»/2; and U := —a. In addition, due to the requirements appearing
in Definitions [T.T]and [[1.3] the set M := {goo(¢) : ¢ € Ip} has oo as its only accumulation point.
Finally, the real parts of the eigenvalues of A(t) converge as goo(t) — o0; cf. Lemma [IT.6l

Proof. Due to (124),
C™'g(1s,0) < glus, 1) < Clus,0) (12.10)

for ¢ > 0, where C' > 1 only depends on 75 and K. Taking the limit as ¢ — oo and keeping in
mind that g(us,t) converges to goo(tts) yields

C7'g(1s,0) < goo(tts) < Coluss, 0), (12.11)
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where C' > 1 only depends on 7 and K. Appealing to (I2.3) yields
E(Lsih t) < e—,@snt-‘rcsilg(Lsil7 O) (12.12)

for t > 0, where c¢g = ||esi]|1. Before proceeding, note that, using the notation introduced in

(243) and Definition [T2.4]
n=wvr(t) = vr(us) + volesi),  mg”(t) = r(us)ig®(t) + [r(sn)]g (1)
On the other hand [24I7) yields

[vr (s)l1g™ (1)
E(%s, t) ’

Combining the last four equalities yields

r(esa)ig™(©)

o(tgs,t) =
(t4s,2) 9(tsit, t)

o(tsil, t) =

119" (t) = 0 (145, 1)8(tes, 1) + o (tsit, 1)@ (Lsin, 1)

Due to this observation, (I24), (I210), (TZ12]) and the fact that the equation is weakly balanced,
it follows that

|nl90l(t)| SlU(Ltsat” . g(th7f) + |U(Lsilat)| : g(Lsilat)

12.13
<Ce M=tg(145,0) + Cefﬁs“tg(Lsﬂ,O) ( )

for t > 0, where C depends only on Kig, Ceoest, Csit and ns, and Ceoerr is the constant appearing in
(I02); note that the fact that the equation is weakly balanced implies that |o(esi1, t)| < Ceoer- In
case g/ = 0 for k = 1,...,dys, the first term on the far right hand side of (IZI3) can be removed.
Similarly, we can estimate

dis i 1
I X" (8) — ma Xl <305ty Nl X9 (8) = g X2+ 1 X (esit, )] - 9(esin, £)

(12.14)
SKtse_mStZZil

mi| + Ceg(150,0)

where C only depends on Ceoeft and cg1; we have appealed to (IZ.) and the fact that || X (s, )] <
Ceoeft, an estimate which holds due to the fact that the equation is weakly balanced. In the final
estimate, we need to divide both sides of (I2ZI4) by goo(its). Note, to this end, that

[QOO(LtS)]_IZthsl nj, | < C[g(btmo)]_lzzt:sl

where we have appealed to (IZ.8) and (IZI1]) and the constant C' only depends on Kis, Cin; and
Ns. When dividing the second term on the far right hand side of (I2I4) by goo(tts), We can

similarly appeal to (I2.7)) and (IZI1]). Summing up yields
[900 (t4)] X' (8) = m X || < Ole™™" + e "g (1501, 0)] (12.15)

njkl <C,

for t > 0, where C only depends on Kis, Cini, Sts, Csil, Ceoet and m¢s. In this estimate we tacitly
assume ¢ to be such that 15 # 0, since it does not make sense otherwise. An alternate version of
([215) is obtained by replacing g(isi1,0) appearing on the right hand side by [g(tts,0)] g (ssi1, 0).
In that case the constant C appearing in (I2I5) does not depend on Sis. Finally, let us consider

0°(t,1) — 95 (1) = 6 (tsit, 1) + 8% (ttss £) + Grem (1, 1) — g5 (1), (12.16)
where goo(¢) is defined in (IT.2]) and
erem(bu t) = 22221 ;i;]ll gjkjl T 15,

The first term on the right hand side of (IZTI8) can be estimated using (IZI2). In order to
estimate By em, note that the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

|Grem (t,)] < 20(ets, 1) g (s, 1) (12.17)
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for all ¢ > 0. In particular
|G rem (L, 1) < eﬁsnt92(bsilvt) + eiﬁsntgz(LtSvt) (12.18)
for all ¢ > 0. Combining this observation with (TZT8]) yields
18°(6,1) = 02 ()] < 10%(us, 1) — 92 (1) + Ce ™1 (151, 0) + Ce ™1 g% (145, 0) (12.19)

for t > 0, where C only depends on nys, Kis and ¢ and we have appealed to (I210) and (TZ12)).
The first term on the right hand side of (I2I9) can be estimated using (I24). In fact, if 15 € Zp
is such that ws # 0, then (IZ4) can be used to deduce that

‘gOO(Lts)
9(us, t)

where C only depends on Ky and 7. Combining this estimate with (IZ11)) yields

_ 1‘ < Ce‘"“st,

|9 (s, ) — 82 (14s)] < Ce™ g% (145, 0) (12.20)

for t > 0, where C' only depends on Kt and ns. Clearly, this estimate holds even if s = 0. To
conclude,
0%(1,t) — g2 (1)] < Ce Pty (151, 0) + Ce™ mintAanmadig2(, o)

for ¢ > 0, where we have appealed to (IZ19) and (IZ20); the constant only depends on Kis, csit
and 7s; and we have used the fact that goo(t) = goo(tts). Dividing this estimate by goo(tts) and

appealing to (I27)) and (IZTIT) yields
[900 (65)] 71187 (1,1) — 0% (1)] < Ce™ Pt g? (ugqy, 0) + Ce MintPaninstg(uy, 0) (12.21)

for ¢ > 0, where the constant C' only depends on K, csi1, Sts and s and we, again, assume t5 # 0.
An alternate version of (I2.2])) is obtained by replacing g2(s1, 0) appearing on the right hand side
by [9(tts; 0)] g (tsi1, 0). In that case the constant C' appearing in (IZ21]) does not depend on Sis.
Finally, note that

[Go0 (14)] HIC(H) = Coo| < Ce™ (12.22)
for ¢t > 0, where C' only depends on Kig, nts, Crn and Sgs.

Next, the equation ([24.16) can be formulated as (T3], where A is given by (I2.8) and v and

F, are given by (IL5). Due to (I0.4), ([Z13), (IZI5), ((22I) and [2Z22), A, rem satisfies the
estimate (TZ). The lemma follows. O

Finally, we are in a position to define constants Cis > 0 and SBis > 0 such that an estimate of the

form (II.6) holds.

Definition 12.16. Assume that (IZ) is weakly transparent in the sense of Definition 28], weakly
balanced in the sense of Definition [[0.1l and weakly convergent in the sense of Definition [0.1l Fix
at € Ipts. Then B and Tis are defined by

ﬁts ::min{ntsuﬁsilunmn}a (1223)
1 2

Tis =——— In|1 + |v(u)|] + In[1 4+ |v(wsin)l]. 12.24

= ey L )]+ 5l o) (12:24)

Remark 12.17. Combining Lemma and Definition [2.16] it is clear that
||AL,rcm(t)|| S Ctse_ﬂtsg (1225)

for all t > Tis, where t := t — Tis and Cis only depends on Kig, Crun, Ceoefts Cinis Csil, Sts and ngs.
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Given a solution u to (L2), we can divide it into two parts, u = s + uts; cf. Remarks [2.7
The results of Chapter apply to usii. We can therefore focus on wus. Let ¢ € T 5. Then, due
to Lemma [[2.13] and Definition [[2.T6] we can rewrite (24.16) as (I1.3]), where A(¢) is given by
[I23), v and F, are given by (ITH), and A, rem satisfies the estimate (I2:25). It is thus natural to
divide the interval [0, 00) into [0, Tis] and [Tis, 00). On the interval [Tis, 00), we can appeal to the
results of Chapter [Tl What remains to do is thus, first, to analyse how the solution to (2416l
develops in the time period [0, Tis]; and, second, to sum up the estimates over all the ¢ € Zp s.
On the other hand, in order to be able to estimate the solution in the interval [0, Tis], we need to
make stronger assumptions than those contained in Definition [[2.81 The reason for this is that
the conditions (IZ3) and ([Z.4) do not impose any restrictions on, e.g., ¢/*/*. On the other hand,
the assumptions made in the statement of Lemma [[0.7] are sufficient, since they allow us to apply
this lemma.

12.3 Deriving asymptotics

As a next step, we wish to derive asymptotics for solutions to (L2 for all ¢ > 0. Doing so
is more complicated in the present setting than in Section The reason for this is that in
Section[I.5] the equations of interest are such that all modes have the same asymptotic behaviour.
For weakly transparent equations, the asymptotic behaviour is mode dependent, and how to
formulate estimates is therefore less obvious; cf. the discussion in the introduction to the present
chapter. In order to develop some intuition, it is useful to consider the limit equation defined by
([I226) below. Moreover, it is useful to divide solutions u to (L2 according to u = g + Uts,
where ug) and us are defined as in Remarks 2.7

The limit equation. If u is a solution to (L2)), then it is of interest to compare the asymptotics
of ugs with the asymptotics of an appropriately chosen solution to the limit equation. By the limit
equation, we here mean the equation obtained by letting the coefficients appearing in (I2) tend
to infinity. It can be written

use — 301 19250;000 — 1 oo, g, + ooty + S0y XL 05u+ Coou = f. (12.26)

In order to arrive at this equation, we assume the metric associated with (2] to be such that
(M, g) is a canonical separable cosmological model manifold; the limits (TT]) to exist; (I0.4) to
hold; and g% to equal zero for j = 1,...,d. Note that ¢% = 0, j = 1,...,d, holds if one of
Definitions [IT.T] and is satisfied; i.e., if, e.g., (L2) is a weakly transparent equation. In this
context, it is also convenient to introduce a limiting Laplace-Beltrami operator:

d .
AOO = Zj,l:lggloajal + Ef:l qOO7TAgT (1227)

on M. Needless to say, this operator is typically not elliptic on M, since it has degeneracies
associated with, e.g., coeflicients of the form ¢ , that vanish. When considering a solution u
to ([I2.26)), it is convenient to divide it into w = ug) + us (as described in Remark [[2.7), just
as in the case of solutions to (L.2). On the Fourier side, Ay corresponds to multiplication with
—g2.(1). For ¢ € Tp s, this expression is strictly negative. For that reason, it makes sense to apply
(—=As) Y2 to ugs (on the Fourier side, this corresponds to multiplication by [go (2)] ™).

Solving the limit equation. Assume the conditions of Lemma [I2.13] to be fulfilled and let
([I228) be the associated limit equation. Let u be a solution to (IZ.26). Then

Usit = AsoUsit + Faa, (12.28)

where Ay is the matrix given by (I0I6), Us is the vector valued function with components ug
and Orusi), and Fg is the vector valued function with components 0 and fgj), where f; is obtained
from f as described in Remark [2.7] Solutions to (I2:28)) can be written

t
Usil(p7 t) = eAOOt sil (pu 0) + / ero (tiT)Fsil(pa T)dTa
0
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where p € M. In particular, the behaviour of Uy is independent of the Fourier mode. In the case
of us, the situation is more complicated. Given ¢ € Tp 4, let

veeist) = ( E!ogt(%)j(ti(;a)t) ) , Fis(t) := ( fts(oa,t) )

and let A(:) be given by (I2.8) (keeping Remarks in mind). Here fis is obtained from f as
described in Remark [[277 and we use the notation introduced in ([24.8]). Then

t
vs (L, 1) = eA(‘)tvtS(L, 0) —I—/ eA(‘)(t_T)FtS,L(T)dT.
0

A formal way of writing this equality so that it is valid for all ¢ € Zp +s at once is

t
Uss(-, 1) zeA“tUts(-,O)—i-/ et B (- 7)dr,
0

where
Fis (1) —< fts?-,w >
tiatt) o= A )
Ass ==< —Id (—Aco)'/? - (Xzoal+<oo)(—Aoo)*”2 Idm(:i:)w ) -

Norms. When measuring the norm of, e.g., U, it is convenient to rescale the individual Fourier
coeflicients before applying Sobolev norms. The purpose of this rescaling is to normalise the size of
the coefficients so that they are asymptotically comparable. Since the analysis of the asymptotics
is divided into two parts according to the size of go(¢), cf. the introduction, it is also convenient
to restrict attention to certain ranges of the frequencies. Given 1 < k € Z, 1 € C>®(M,CF), s € R,
0<teRand0< ug € R, we therefore introduce the semi-norm

1/}(L)|2)1/2 , (12.30)

1ot = (Lrezs ()2 ()20 220
where 1) is defined in analogy with @ZR); K, := Fmax|A(t)] and 8, := dmax[A(t), k], cf. Defini-
tion 3t Ig,uo is the set of ¢ € Zg such that goo(¢) > po; and Iy ., is the set of v € Ip s such that
G0 () < pp. Similarly,

1/2

9l = (S ) (0) 24220 R) (12.31)

In the case of the right hand side of the equation, we also use the semi-norm

0 R 1/2
o= [ (S topee2esmr f, o) e, (12:32)

where the value of the constant (,,. > 0 should be clear from the context.

When estimating us, it is convenient to divide the elements of g s into the two sets If_)i o For
appropriately chosen g we can appeal to Lemma [[T.17 for goo(¢) > po. For the remaining ¢ there
are only a finite number of matrices A(¢). To derive corresponding estimates, it is thus sufficient to
appeal to the results of Chapter [[0la finite number of times. We start by combining Lemmas TT.17
and 0.7
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Lemma 12.18. Assume that (I.2) is weakly transparent in the sense of Definition [IZ.8, weakly
balanced in the sense of Definition [I01] and weakly convergent in the sense of Definition [0l
Assume, finally, that there is a constant 0 < Cy € R and a continuous non-negative function
¢ € LY([0,00)) such that {I0.10) holds for all 0 # 1 € I and allt > 0. Fiz a 0 < Byar € R which
is small enough, the bound depending only on Qeo, (s, the limits appearing in ({I11]) and the
constant Bys introduced in Definition [IZ10. Assume f to be such that ||f|is,s < 0o for all s € R,
where || - ||ss,s s defined in (IZ32). Then there are constants Sco hom; Sco,ih € [0,00), 0 < g € R
and 0 < C' € R such that the following holds. Given a solution u to ([IL23), there is a unique
Uso € C®(M,C?™) with the following properties

o the t’th Fourier coefficient of Us, vanishes unless v € Ig)#o, where the notation Il;,uo is
introduced in connection with (I2.30),

e if L € I};Mo’ then the ’th Fourier coefficient of Uy, belongs to E,, where E, is the first

generalised eigenspace in the (Bis — Bmar), A(L)-decomposition of C*™,

e the estimate

(—Aoo)l/%(',t))_emst _ ;Mm)( 0 >
H( dpu(-,t) Uso /0 f(.7) ar - (12.33)

<Ce™ PP [l (-, 0)| (5450 o) + 1005 )l st ot 1)+ 1 les s ]

holds for t > 0 and s € R, where Ay is defined in (12.27), Ass is defined in (12.29) and
|- I¢,5,0,4 % defined in (I2.30).

Moreover,

10ooll(sy < Cllus (- )l (st smc om) T ClNUC Ol (45 o +1) + CllF Mo 5500 0 (12.34)
for all s € R.

Remark 12.19. The constant C only depends on Cini, Cinn, Ceoefts Sts, Kts, Mts, Csils Ce, Ct, Bsil,

the limits appearing in (TLT), oo, ooy frs aNd Fumar; 10 only depends on fre, Bmas, (e, oo and
the limits appearing in (III)); and Seo hom and See in only depend on Ceoetty, Ct, Mts, Tmn, Bsily; Qoo
(s and the limits appearing in (ITI]). Here ¢, := |le||1 and cgii := ||esit]1-

t
At A (t—7) 0
e Us —|—/ e ( )d
0 f('aT) 4

appearing on the left hand side of (IZ33]) correspond to a solution to the limit equation (I2:26)).

Remark 12.20. The terms

Remark 12.21. Due to the statement of the lemma, U, is uniquely determined by the solution.
Moreover, the map from the initial data of u to U is continuous in the C*°-topology.

Proof. The proof is based on a combination of Lemmas [I0.71 and ITT.T7} However, the justification
that we are allowed to appeal to Lemma [I1.17] depends on which of Definitions [1.1] and 1.3
is satisfied. If (L2) is an X-non-trivial weakly transparent equation, then there are only two
possibilities for —g'n; X’ appearing in the bottom left component of the right hand side of
@), namely +(gJ171)"1/2X71; cf. Remark[ZI5 When appealing to Lemma[IT.17 the matrices
U,V,W are thus given by U := —an, V := F(gl7)"/2X7 and W := —(/2. Since there are
two possibilities for V', we, strictly speaking, need to apply Lemma [IT.17 twice. If (2] is an
X-degenerate weakly transparent equation, then U := —ay, V := 0 and W := —(/2, and we
only need to appeal to Lemma [IT.17 once. However, it is of interest to note that, irrespective
of whether ([2)) is an X-non-trivial weakly transparent equation or an X-degenerate weakly
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transparent equation, the matrices U,V and W only depend on a, (- and the limits appearing
in (ITID).

When appealing to Lemma [[T.17 we let p(e) := goo(t) for ¢ € Zp. Note that then p(e) is strictly
positive if and only if ¢ € Zp . Thus the notation Zp ¢ used in the present chapter coincides
with the notation Zp s used in the statement of Lemma [IT.17 We have already clarified what
the matrices U,V and W are, and due to Remark [2ZT0 it is clear that A(:) is of the form
I3 for ¢ € Ipts. Turning to the A, yom and F, appearing in Lemma [[TI7, we have already
defined them in the case of ¢« € Ips; cf. Lemma The constants (¢, Cis and Tis are
all introduced in Definition and Remark [2.171 The upper bound on the constant SByar
appearing in Lemma [IT.07 only depends on U,V and Sis. In the present setting, that means
that it only depends on e, (s, the limits appearing in (ITI]) and fSis, as stated in the present
lemma. Finally, the condition ||F,|ima < oo clearly holds for all © € Zpts. Thus Lemma [IT.17
applies and we can appeal to the conclusions of that lemma. If (I2]) is an X-non-trivial weakly
transparent equation, we apply Lemma [[1.17 twice, and there are two corresponding g values,
and two corresponding constants C. In that case, the constant ug appearing in the statement of
the present lemma is the largest of these two pg-values, and similarly for C.

Rough estimate. Let us start by obtaining a rough estimate. Due to (IT.88)),
_ _ t _
[0(1,1)] < CelretPmar/2t 1, T )| 4 CePmart/? / (=) BmarS/2| B (5)|ds (12.35)
Tis

for t > Tis and goo(t) > po, where C' and po have the same dependence as in Remark
Note that it is not immediately obvious that |v| and £'/2 are equivalent on [Tis, 00), where the
notation £ is introduced in (I0IT). In order to see that this is the case, note first that (210
and (IZTT)) hold, where the constant C only depends on Kis and 7. Thus there is a constant
C > 1, depending only on Sis, Kis and ns, such that

CHIEP? + gil=® + [27] < [of? < ClI2P + gill? + |217] (12.36)
on [Tis,00). Moreover, for t > Ty, (12.6), (I2.7), ((2.10), (IZ12) and [I2:24) yield

g(esin, ) e g, 0) < e P Oy b (1gn) | < Clie™!

, (12.37)
SCiniecmlStsg(Ltsa 0) S Cg(btsa t)u

where C only depends on Cini, csil, Kis, Sts and nys. Appealing to (I22I7) and (IZ37) yields
0% (1, t) =g (ts, t) + 92 (tsit, ) + Brem (1, 1)
> 2% 1) — 8%, 1) > 507100, ) — C
for all ¢t > Tis, where C only depends on Ci,; and cg1. In particular,
0*(us,t) + 1 < Clg?(1,t) + 1]

for all ¢t > Tis, where C only depends on Ciy; and c¢g1. Combining this estimate with (T2.36) and
([I237) yields a constant C' > 1 such that

C2E(t) < [u(b)|* < C*&(t) (12.38)

for t > Tis, where C has the same dependence as in the case of (I2.37). Combining this estimate

with (IZ35)) yields

_ _ t _
EV2(t) < CelrtPmar /DN /2(Ty ) 4 C’eﬁm"”tﬂ/ e (t=9)HBmarS/2| B (5)|ds (12.39)
Tis
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for t > Tis and goo(t) > 1o, where C' and pp have the same dependence as in Remark
Appealing to (I0I2) yields
Ce(nmLﬁmar/Z)fgl/Q (Tts) SCec:e(nL+ﬁmar/2)te5tsTtsgl/2(0)

7., (12.40)
1 Ot (e / (Rt Bmas )| ()| s,
0

where ¢, := ||¢||1, C has the same dependence as in the case of (IZ39), and

5L,ts = max{nbal — Ry, 0}7 5ts = sup 5L,ts-
LE€TR ts

Note also that 7, depends only on Cp and Ceeer- In order to estimate edesTs

that (I2:24) implies that
eOsTes 1+ |V(Lts)|]5ts/min{nts>5sil}[1 + |V(Lsil)|]26ts/6sil < Cl())*, (12.41)

from above, note

where C only depends on Cy, Ceoeff; Qoo, (oo, the limits appearing in (ILT]), Ss1 and 7s; and
S0 = [(min{n‘csa ﬁsil})_l + 26;11]5‘55-

In particular, sg only depends on nts, SBsit, Cr, Ceoett, the limits appearing in (IT1]), ceo and (oo.
Combining (1239), (IZ40) and ([I241)) yields

gl/2(t) Sce(ﬁff‘,@mar/z)t<V(L)>5051/2 (O)

¢ (12.42)
_|_Oe(m+6mar/2)t<V(L)>80/ ef(“Lfﬁmar/2)5|FL(s)|ds
0
for t > Tis and goo(t) > po, where C and po have the same dependence as in Remark [2.19] In
order to obtain an estimate for 0 < ¢ < Tis, we appeal to (I0LI2)) again. This yields

t
EV2(t) <etetmatgl/2(() 4 ¢ / eMa (=W [ (u)|du
0

¢
< T gt B /21 £1/2 () ec*’e‘stsTtS/ it B /2= | B (3|
0
for 0 <t < Tis. Keeping (I2.41) in mind, this estimate yields the conclusion that (I2.42]) holds
for 0 <t < Ti. Thus (I12:42) holds for all ¢ > 0.

Asymptotics, introduction. In order to obtain asymptotics, we wish to appeal to Lemma [IT.17
However, before we do so, we need to impose restrictions on Bmar. Let, to this end, A; + be given
by Definition [1.16], where U and V are constructed from .., (s and the limits appearing in
(I1.1)) as described in the beginning of the proof. Let x; 4+ denote the real parts of A; + and let oo
denote the largest of the x;+. Given Bis > 0, there are two possibilities. Either there is a x; +,
say Ke, such that k. = Koo — Bis, Or there is no such k.. Regardless, there is a Sspe > 0 (depending
only on (s, (oo, the limits appearing in (ITI)) and fis) such that there is no x; + in the interval
(Koo — Bss Koo — Brs + 28spe). Fix 0 < Bmar < Bspe (we here also assume fSmar to be small enough
that Lemma [[T.17 can be applied). Then, for ug large enough (the bound depending only on a,
(o0, the limits appearing in (ITl), Bts and Bmar) there is a constant C' (with the same dependence)
such that if goo(t) > po, then

e the generalised eigenspaces of A(¢) of which ED%,. consists are all the generalised eigenspaces
such that the corresponding eigenvalues have real parts > k, — Bis + Bmar;

e if e is the space introduced in the statement of Lemma [T.22] then
|eAWty| < Otk et Bumar/Dt )| (12.43)

forallt > 0 and all n € eff’ﬁts.
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Appealing to Lemma [T.I7 yields a vo, € Ef%,  such that (IL73) holds for ¢ > Tis, where EX%
is given by Definition [[T.T0] (even though v “depends on ¢, we omit reference to this dependence
for the sake of brevity). Introducmg

Tis
Voo,mod = Voo — / e AWTE, (7)dr, (12.44)
0

the estimate (IT.7H) can be reformulated as

t
v(t) — ety —/ A=) B (5)ds
g moa = [ (5 o)

U(Tt8)| + ||FL||1ma]
for t > Tis and goo(t) > po, where g and C have the same dependence as in Remark [2ZT9 As

in the proof of Lemma [[0.17, we need to project voo mod onto the correct subspace. However, we
only write down the corresponding estimates at the end of the argument.

<Oelﬂt*(5ts*ﬁmar){[e*fiLTﬁs

The objects to be estimated. In order to obtain the desired conclusion, we proceed as in the
proof of Lemma [I0.I7 As in that proof, we thus need to estimate

e(ﬁts*&)t|v(t)|7 e(ﬁtsfﬁL)t|eA(L)tvoo|,

Tis
(Bramr)t / AOEE (1) dr (12.46)
t

for t € [0, Tis]; this yields the desired estimate on the interval [0, Tis]. In order to obtain a good
estimate for ¢ > Tis, we need to estimate

eBe=r) Ty (T, P57 || F,|[1ma- (12.47)

Finally, we wish to estimate voo moa introduced in (IZ44). Note that if we have estimated the
first expression appearing in (I2.46]) on [0, T, then we have also estimated the first expression

appearing in (I2.47).

Estimating the solution. Note, to begin with, that
05 (1) < C0*(us, 1) < Clg(1,) + ¢ (151, )] (12.48)

for t > 0, where C only depends on Kis and s and we have appealed to (I2.10), (IZ.11) and the
fact that geo(t) = goo(tts). We have also used the fact that (I2.17) yields

1
[Brem (1, )] < 507 (15, 1) + 20° (15 1) (12.49)

for t > 0; note that (IZ49) implies that

g (tes, 1) — 0% (tsit, 1)

N~

g’ (1,t) >
for t > 0. The estimate (I2.48)) yields
[0(e, )] < CL+ g2 (esin, )] /2EV2 (1,8) < C(1)€ (1)

for ¢ > 0, where C only depends on Kis, Cini, ¢si and 7. Combining this estimate with
Lemma [[0.7] yields

t
eBes=rIt (1, 1) <Ce® (w(1))[emom 1 WIEEV2 (1, 0) —l—e’“‘“lmt/ e~ f(¢, 7)|dT] (12.50)
0

for ¢ € [0, Tts], where Yhom,1(¢) := max{Bis + Mbal — K., 0}; Yin,1(¢) := Brs + max{npa — #,,0}; and
the constant C' only depends on Kis, s, Cini and cgj). For future reference, it is useful to keep in
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mind that the same estimate holds with Sis replaced by 0. Due to estimates of the form ([TZZ4T]),
it then follows that

W()* sup Py, b))

t€[0,Tis]
(12.51)

Tts “
<Oy +roma E12(1,0) + Clu(1))*+om / | F (1, )| dr

+
for ¢ € IB,uo’ where

Shom,1 =1 + [(min{ntsu Bsil})_l + 2ﬁs_ill]supbezg uo/yhom,l(L)a

sin,1 =1+ [(min{nes, Bsu}) " + Qﬁsfll]supbezg %%h,l(b)

and the constant C' has the same dependence as in Remark [T2.T9 Again, this estimate also holds
when fig is replaced by zero. One particular consequence of this estimate is

(W) ePer e lo(e, Tig)| + (v(0))* €™ T | F,[l1ma
<C{u()*+remi€2(1,0) + C ()| fllima

(12.52)

for v € Ig) fio? where the constant C' has the same dependence as in Remark [12.19 and we have

used the notation (II.74)). Moreover, the analogous estimate with B¢ replaced by 0 holds.

Estimating the limiting value. Next, let us turn to the problem of estimating the second
expression appearing in ([2:46]). To begin with, v, is such that (IL76) and (II.71) are satisfied,
where uoo € E% . Appealing to Lemma [[1.22] it is clear that for g large enough, the bound
depending only on the limits appearing in (I11), ®so, (oo and Bis,

|voo| < Cle=(FeBua)Tos

Uno| (12.53)

for v € Ig)#o, where C only depends on the limits appearing in (IT1l), ®so, (oo and Bis. On the
other hand, us, € EZOBts satisfies the estimate

[uco| < Cllu(Tis)| + €T

F,|lmal, (12.54)

where C has the same dependence as in Remark Combining (IZ52)), (IZ53) and (TZ54)
yields R
V()" vs] < Clw())*+orem 1 12(0) + Clw (1)) 1| flima (12.55)

for ¢ € Igy 1o where C' has the same dependence as in Remark [2.T91 Moreover, the constants
Shom,1 and siy 1 are defined in connection with (I2351)).
In order to estimate the second expression in (I2.44)), it is of interest to note that

ALt

AWty = e AW T=t)y, (12.56)

Here we are only interested in the case that ¢ € [0, Tis]. The argument which led to the estimate

(I253) thus yields

e(ﬁtsfﬁb)t|eA(L)t,Uoo| < e(ﬁts*"CL)tOe*(&*ﬁts)(Tts*t)|uoo|

for + € Ig) 4o and t € [0, Tys), where C' and the lower bound on po only depend on the limits
appearing in (IL1)), ceo, (oo and Bis. Combining this estimate with (IZ52) and (IZ54) yields

() ol |ePrmrdte Ay | < O (n))*Tomem 1 £12(0) + Cw(0))* 5 | flima  (12.57)
t€[0,Ts

for ¢ € Igy 1o where C' and ug have the same dependence as in Remark [[2.19
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Estimating the right hand side. Let us turn to

Tis
/ EA(L)(tiT)FL(T)dT.
¢

Due to Lemma [IT.23] and Remark I1.24] we can, for a fixed 1. > 0, estimate

|47 < Celo—mmar) (=)

for ¢t < 7 and goo(t) > po, where kp (Kq) is the smallest (largest) real part of an element in the set
of eigenvalues \; 1+, and C and po only depend on 7mar, the limits appearing in (IT1]), oo and

Coo-

When estimating the last expression appearing in (I2.40)), it is convenient to divide the situation
into two cases; Bis > Kq — Kp and Sis < Kq — Kp- In the first case, we choose 7, small enough,
the bound depending only on fBis, oo, (oo and the limits appearing in (IT]), and then a pg large
enough, with the same dependence, such that ky — K, + Bts — mar > 0 for ¢ € I+ B0 . In the second
case, we choose Nmar = PBmar/2 and then pg large enough, the bound depending only on Bmar, Qoo
(s and the limits appearing in (IT.1]). Summing up yields

(v(+))" sup

Tis
(Bra—ri)t / AV B () dr
te[0,Tis] t

< CW®)* 2| fllima (12.58)

for goo(t) > o, where
sin,2 = max{Bis, Ka — ki }[(min{nes, Ban}) ™ + 265']

and C and pg have the same dependence as in Remark [[2.19)

Combining the estimates. Since the the absolute value of the second term on the right hand
side of (IZ44) (multiplied by (r(¢))*) can be estimated by the left hand side of (IZ58])), we have

all the estimates we need. To begin with, (12.44]), (I2.53) and (IZ58) yield

(1(1))° [vso,mod| < Clw(0))**rom E1/2(0) + C(w(1))***>| fl1ma (12.59)

for goo(t) > pio, Where Soo hom ‘= Shom,1; Scc,ih ‘= Max{sin 1, Sin,2}; and C and po have the same
dependence as in Remark [[2.19 Moreover, combining (I2.51]), (I2Z.57) and (IZ58) yields

{v())?

<Celre it (u(u) oo €12(0) + (1) flima)

¢
u(t) — eA(L)tvooﬁmod - / BA(L)(tiT)FL(T)dT
0

(12.60)

for 0 <t < Tis and goo(t) > po, where C and po have the same dependence as in Remark [[2.T9)

Combining (I2:45) and (I252)) yields
{v())?

Sce(m—ﬁcs-irﬁmar)t (<V(L)>s+soo,homgl/2(o) + <V(L)>s+soo,;h

t
v(t) — eA(‘)tvommod — / eA(L)(t_T)FL(T)dT
0

(12.61)

f ||1ma>

for goo(t) > po and t > Tis, where C' and po have the same dependence as in Remark
Combining (IZ.60) and ([TZET), it is clear that the latter estimate holds for all ¢ > 0.

Projection onto the right subspace. Next we would like to define a function by the condition
that its Fourier coefficients are given by veo,moa and then sum up the estimates (IZ61)) in order
to obtain (I2.33)). However, we do not yet know that veo,moa belongs to the correct space. We
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therefore have to project it to E7j . Let I, denote projection onto E7j —and II,, denote
projection onto €;% . Then we need to estimate

Tis
eA(L)tHbﬁL (/ GA(L)TFL(T)dT>
0

Tis
/ eiA(L)TFL(T)dT
0

<Oe(K/L75ts+5n}ar/2)t

where we have appealed to (IZ43) and the constant only depends on as, (0, the limits appearing
in (ITI)) and Bmar; note that the norm of Il , is bounded by a constant depending only on ao,
(oo and the limits appearing in (TT.I). Combining this estimate with (I258) yields

Tes
eI, < / e_A(L)TFL(T)dT>
0

for all ¢t > 0 and all s, where C' has the same dependence as in Remark [2.19 Combining this
estimate with (I2.61)), it is clear that we can replace Voo moa With Il; ,[Uso moa] On the left hand

side of (I2.61).

Summing up. As indicated previously, the derivation of the asymptotics proceeds in several steps.
In the present proof, we derive asymptotics for the part of the solution that corresponds to ¢ € Zp
such that goo(¢) is large. Due to the above arguments, there are po and C, with dependence as in
Remark [[2.19] such that if u is a solution to (L2]), then the modes of u corresponding to ¢ € IEJ{’ o
satisfy (IZ61) for ¢t > 0, where voo,mod(t) can be replaced by Il ,[Uoo mod(t)]. In particular, for
each such mode, we have constructed an amplitude II, , [Voo mod(¢)]. Combining these amplitudes
then yields a function, defined as follows. Given p € M, define U, (p) by

Unlp) 1= Tz, Moclto moa 0], (0)

(v(t))®

< C<U(L)>s+s;h,ze(m—Bcs+Bmar/2)t ”lema

where ¢, is given by (24.6). In order to justify that the sum on the right hand side makes sense
and yields a smooth function, it is sufficient to appeal to the fact that u is smooth; the assumption
that || fllts,s < oo for all s € R; (IZE9); and the Minkowski inequality. In fact, (IZ34]) holds,
where C' and o have the same dependence as in Remark Similarly, (IZ61]) implies that
([I233) holds, where C and po have the same dependence as in Remark That the ¢'th
Fourier coefficient belongs to a space of the stated type follows from the observations made above
concerning E>G .

Uniqueness. In order to justify the uniqueness, let us assume that there are two functions U ;,
i = 1,2, satisfying the assumptions of the lemma. Assume, moreover, that there is a ¢ € Igy 1o
such that the corresponding Fourier coefficients, say v i(t), ¢ = 1,2, differ. Then (I2Z33]) implies
that

€A v 1 (1) = Voo2(1)]] < C(t)0 el =PrstBmar)t (12.62)

for t > 0, where the constant C' depends on the solution and f. On the other hand, the left hand
side grows faster than the right hand side due to the assumption that v ;(¢) € E,, where E, has
properties stated in the lemma. This yields the desired contradiction and the lemma follows. [

Finally, we are in a position to consider all the ¢ € Tp s simultaneously. We do so by combining
the results of Chapter [0l with Lemma [I2.18

Proposition 12.22. Assume that (L.2) is weakly transparent in the sense of Definition [IZ.8,
weakly balanced in the sense of Definition [0 and weakly convergent in the sense of Defini-
tion 101l Assume, finally, that there is a constant 0 < C; € R and a continuous non-negative
function ¢ € L'([0, 00)) such that (I0.10) holds for all0 # 1 € Iy and allt > 0. Fiz a 0 < Bpar € R
which is small enough, the bound depending only on oo, (o, the limits appearing in (I11) and
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the constant By introduced in Definition [I2.16. Assume f to be such that || flws,s < oo for all
s € R, where || - |ss,s is defined in (IZ.32). Then there are constants ohom, oin € [0,00), 0 < N € Z
and 0 < C' € R such that the following holds. Given a solution u to (L.23), there is a unique
Uso € C®(M,C?*™) with the following properties

o the 1’th Fourier coefficient of Us, vanishes unless v € Iy s,

o if L € Ipys, then the v’th Fourier coefficient of Us belongs to E,, where E, is the first
generalised eigenspace in the (Bis — Bmar), A(t)-decomposition of C*™, and A(1) is given by

Zz3),

e the estimate

1/2(7t) ts ! ts(T—T 0
H( Tt ) et [ () Yar

(Bts ﬂmar)t [

, (12.63)
||Ut('7 0)||(5+Uhom) + ||u(7 0)||(S+Uhom+1) + ||f||t575+0ih]

holds for t > 0 and s € R, where Ay is defined in (12.27), Ass is defined in (12.29) and
I lle,s is defined in (I231).

Moreover,

1Usoll(s) < Cllue(-; )l (st00m) + Cllul; Oll(s4onom+1) + Cllf lis, st (12.64)
for all s € R.

Remark 12.23. The constants C, N, onom and oy, have the following dependence: C only
depends on Cini, ¢9(0), a,(0), oo, (oo, the limits appearing in (TII), Sts, Bsily Bmar, Mmny Mtss
Csil, Kis, Cp, Cey Ceoeff, Can and the spectra of the Laplace-Beltrami operators on the Riemannian
manifolds (M,,,g,,), j = 1,..., Rs; N only depends on m; and oyom and oy, only depend on 7y,
Ntss Bsil, Bmars Csil, Ceoeft, Cry Kisy Qoo (oo, the limits appearing in (I1.1]) and the spectra of the
Laplace-Beltrami operators on the Riemannian manifolds (M., gr;), 7 = 1,..., Rs.

Remark 12.24. If the conditions of Proposition [5.11] are satisfied, then the assumptions of the
present proposition are satisfied. In order to justify this statement, note first that since Defini-
tions and are fulfilled, the conclusions of Lemma hold. Thus the first three limits
appearing in ([T exist. Turning to the fourth limit, it also exists due to (9], Remark
and the fact that X is C%-future bounded. Moreover, it is clear that if there is an X7& # 0, then
Definition [T.1l is satisfied. If, on the other hand, XJ% = 0 for all the jj, then Definition is
satisfied; cf. the conclusions of Lemma [26.21 Thus the first condition of Definition [I2.8]is satisfied.
That the second and third conditions are satisfied follows from Lemma The fourth condition
follows from (59). Thus (IZ2) is weakly transparent in the sense of Definition [[2:8 Combining the
fact that (2] holds; the fact that X is CO-future bounded; the fact that Definition [5.5]is satisfied;
and Lemma 2517 yields the conclusion that (I.2) is weakly balanced and weakly convergent; cf.
Definition [0.Il Finally, there is a constant 0 < Cy € R such that (I0.I0) (with ¢ = 0) holds for
all 0 #£ ¢+ € Zp and all ¢t > 0; this is a consequence of the fact that the second fundamental form is
C°-future bounded and Definition 5.5 cf. Lemma[25.111 In addition to the above, it is of interest
to note that the constants fSs, mis and 7y, appearing in Proposition [B.11] are the same as the Sg,
s and 7y, appearing in the statement of Proposition 12,22

Proof. Consider a solution u to (LZ). In Lemma 218, we derive asymptotics for the Fourier
modes such that goo(t) > po for a suitably chosen 0 < pg € R. What remains is to analyse the
asymptotics for Fourier modes such that goo(t) < po. To this end, it is convenient to partially
Fourier transform ([2)). In fact, in analogy with the terminology introduced in ([24.6)—-24.1), we
here introduce the following notation. First,

My := T x [, M,, (12.65)
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where dis, Ris are introduced in Definitions [2.1] and I23] (below we use additional notation
introduced in these definitions without further comment). Note that the manifold M corresponds
to the transparent variables. Analogously, one can define My; corresponding to the silent variables.
In analogy with (24.6]), we introduce

—dts des ing, -t ts
Puts(p) = (2m) ¢ /2Hk:16 gl kR 1 Pryiny, (pry) (12.66)

for p € M and « € Zg (note, however, that the right hand side only depends on ). Note that we
can consider ¢, s to be a function on M,s. Introduce the (dgi1 + Rsit)-form pp g1 on M by

st = Ag dads A AL g, (12.67)

and the (dys + Rys)-form up s on M by

1B s = EARE daie A NTE g, (12.68)

where the sign is chosen so that
UB,ts /\ UBsil = UB-
It is convenient to introduce

(u,V)B ts == /7 UV UB ts (12.69)
Mis

for u € C°°(M,C*) and v € C>(M, C), where the star denotes complex conjugation. Note that
(u,v)p.ts is a function on M. In particular, given a solution u to (LZ), we define (with slight
abuse of notation)

ﬁ(btsapsilat) = <’U,(,lf), SDLtS,ts>B,ts-

This function satisfies the equation

. dss i A -
e = i 97 (095,05, — 2320 g% (£)95,00 — Y017 an 2 (0)Dg,,

(12.70)
+O‘m0d(t)at + st‘lerjrfod( ) u + Cmod( ) f

where f is defined in the same way as 4 and

mod (t) ==ax(t) — 2570 inj, g% (t)Id s,
Cmod (t) ::C(t) + 92(Lts7 )Idm + izztblnjk Xjk (t)7
X% (1) = X0 () — 2575 ing, g7 (1)1,

Next, we wish to verify that (IZ70) is an equation such that the results of Chapter [0l apply. We
do so in several steps.

Properties of the metric. As a first step, we verify that the metric on My := Mg x I, say gsil,
associated with the equation (IZ70) is such that (Mg, gsu) is a canonical separable cosmological
model manifold. Note that ¢2)(t) = —1 and that g*{(t) = g7+ (¢) are the components of a positive
definite matrix for all ¢ € I. Finally, g% (t) = g%t (t). As a consequence, there are smooth functions
gsilag, @, 0 € {0,...,ds}, from I to R such that gg1,.5(t) are the components of the inverse of
the matrix with components ggf(t) Moreover, gsi00(t) < 0 and ggi,5(¢) are the components of a
positive definite matrix for all ¢. These statements are a consequence of [34] Lemma 8.5, p. 72].
To conclude, gg) can be written

Ggsil = Gsil, OOdt ® dt + Gsil, Ozdt ® d(E + Gsil, zOde ® dt + Gsil,ij d(E ® dxj + Z] b]ia%] gr]

Moreover, it is clear that (Mg, gsi1) is a separable cosmological model manifold; that gg is a
Lorentz metric follows from [34] Lemma 8.5, p. 72]. Due to Remark 25.3] it is clear that the
lapse function equals one. Finally, T contains [0,00), so that (Mg, gsi1) is a canonical separable
cosmological model manifold.
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Estimating the coefficients of the equation. Let us start by considering amoq and (moq. To
begin with,

[amod ()| < l[a(®)]| + 2o (tss, )] - @(ets, 1) < C(1 4 po) (12.71)
forallt > 0 and all « € Iy, , where the notation Zg , is introduced in connection with (12.30).

Here C only depends on Cgoesr appearing in (I0.2) and Ky and nis appearing in (I2.4]). Moreover,
we have appealed to the estimates (I2Z.I0), (I2Z10) and the bound geo(t) < pg. Similarly,

[Gmoa (] < IS + 8% (ees, 8) + 1 X (s, D)1 - 9(eas, ) < C(1 + pag) (12.72)

forallt > 0 and all © € Ig’ Lo where C' only depends on Ceefr, Kts and 15, and we have appealed
to the estimates (I2.10), (I2.II) and the bound geo(:) < po. Finally, for ¢ € Iy, such that
Lsil 7é 07

I, X224 ()] < [[nz, X7+ (1)|] 2|n3knjzgj’j’“(t)l
9(tsits ) (i t) 9(tsit, t)

The first term on the far right hand side is bounded by Ceoesr for t > 0. Due to (IZI71), the second
term on the far right hand side is bounded by 2g(«ts,t). Thus

[ Xmoa (st 1) =

||Xmod(Lsilvt)|| S Ccocff + QE(Lcs, t) S C(l + ,UO) (1273)

for allt > 0 and all + € I];#o such that ts; # 0. Here C' only depends on Ceper, Kis and nis.
Introducing

Qmod,c0 ‘—Uoo,

Cmod,c0 :=Coo + ng(LtS)Idm + iZZilnij&a
it can similarly be verified that

[l tmod (t) — Amod,oo || O (1 4 pig)e ™ Tmedmnt (12.74)
”Cmod(t) - Cmod,oo” SC(l + N?))e_and’mnt (1275)

for all t > 0 and all ¢« € Zg 10 where C' only depends on Cun, Cini, Kts and 7ts; Nmod,mn ‘=
min{7mn, s }; and we have appealed to (I04), (I24), IZ3), (I26), (ZI10), (I211) and [IZ20).
It is thus clear that (TZ70) is weakly convergent in the sense of Definition [0} in (I0.4]) we simply
have to replace Nmn bY Mmod.mn and Crmn bY Cmod mn := C(2 + po + p3), where C' is the constant
appearing in ([2.74)) and (I2.75]).

Weak balance; weak silence; and generalised eigenspaces. Before turning to the topic of
weak balance, it is important to note that there is one g, ¢ and X associated with the equation
([T2) and one g, o and X associated with the equation (IZZ70) (say @mod, Omod and Xied), and it
is important not to confuse them with one another. Moreover, the set Zp is different for the two
equations. However, we can think of Zp ) as the set Zp corresponding to the equation (I2.70)).
Moreover, in practice, gmod = @ and omeq = 0, assuming that we only evaluate g and o at
t € Ipgsi. Finally, we should consider ¢ # 0 to be fixed once and for all. Combining (I0.2))
(which holds for (I2) by assumption) with ([271), (IZ72) and [IZ73)), it follows that (Z770)
is weakly balanced (and the constant Ceoesr is replaced by a constant depending only on Ceoer,
Kis, s and po). Finally, that (I2Z70) is weakly silent is an immediate consequence of (I2.3]).
When appealing to Lemma [[0.17 it is important to keep track of what 1, Brem and E, are. In
the present context, k; = k,, where the notation «, is introduced in connection with (I2:30); this
is justified by ([Z76)-(IZ78) below. Moreover, Brem = Min{Mmod,mn, Bsit} = Min{7mn, Nts, Psil 1+
so that Brem = fis; ¢f. ([223). Comparing the statement of the present proposition with the
statement of Lemma [I0.17 it is clear that we would like to appeal to Lemma [[0.17 with Biem
replaced by Bis — Bmar- Formally, this can be achieved by, in the application of Lemma [I0.17]
replacing Mmod,mn by Bis — Bmar- Appealing to Lemma [I0.17 with this modification, E, is the
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direct sum of the generalised eigenspaces of Apoq (defined below) corresponding to eigenvalues
with real part > k, — (Bts — Bmar)-

Applying the results of Chapter When comparing with the results of Chapter [I0, the
matrix A, is replaced by

0 1d,,
Amod 1= ( e R — i XD o ) . (12.76)

Introducing the matrix
Dy := diag(g ' 1d,,, Id,), (12.77)

it can be verified that
D' AnodDo = A1), (12.78)

where A(¢) is given by (IZ8). Due to this observation, it is clear that the requirement (I0.25]) can
be reformulated to -
/ e*liLT
0

Moreover, due to the requirement || f||s,s < oo for all s € R and the definition (I2.32)), it is clear
that (I2779) holds. Let Srem = Sts — Bmar be defined as above and E, be the first generalised
eigenspace in the Brem, Amod-decomposition of C2™ (note that DgolEa is the first generalised
eigenspace in the (Bis — Bmar), A(t)-decomposition of C?™). Then Lemma D017 is applicable,
and there are constants C, N, spom and sj, such that, given a solution @ to (IZ70Q), there is a
Voo € C®(Mg1, E,) such that (I0.26) and (I0.27) hold with u, f and A replaced by @, f and
Amoq respectively. Moreover, the constants have the following dependence: the constant C' only
depends on csi1, Ceoett, Kts, Miss 10> Bmar> Cran,s Cinis Bsil, Mmns Amod, 97 (0) and a,.(0). Since there
are only finitely many w5 satisfying geo(tts) < po, we only need to consider a finite number of
matrices of the form (I2.76). The dependence on Ay,eq can thus be replaced by a dependence on
Qloo, oo, the limits appearing in (TT]), 1o and the spectra of the Laplace-Beltrami operators on the
Riemannian manifolds (M;;,g,;), j = 1,..., Ris. This yields a constant for which Lemma I0.17
is applicable irrespective of ¢ € Zg , . The constant N only depends on m. Finally, by a similar
argument, Spom > 0 and sy, > 0 can be chosen to depend only nmn, s, Bsil, Bmar, Ceoeff, Kis,
Csily Qoos Coo, the limits appearing in (T1.T), the spectra of the Laplace-Beltrami operators on the
Riemannian manifolds (M,,,g,,), j =1,..., R, and o (in particular, they are thus independent
of v € Iy , ). Thus, given a solution @ to (IZT0), there is a Voo (i4s, ) € C°°(Msi1, Ey) such that

Ltb? 7t) _ Amodtv ( )_ ! Amod(t*T) 0 d
ut(LtS7 7t) c oolbts) 0 c f(Ltsa'aT) g

Fttss )| (s)dT < 00. (12.79)

(s)

<Oty N el Bt Bt (| (1, -, 0) o) + 180> Ol sy 1 (12:80)
1 F s st )
holds for ¢ > 0; recall that My is defined in connection with (I2.65). Moreover,
Voo (tts, )l (s) <C (Hﬂt(tts, 3 Ol (stsmom) 