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A localized construction of Kasner-like singularities

Nikolaos Athanasiou* and Grigorios Fournodavlos'*

Abstract

We construct local, in spacetime, singular solutions to the Einstein vacuum equa-
tions that exhibit Kasner-like behavior in their past boundary. Our result can be viewed
as a localization (in space) of the construction in [I8]. We also prove a refined unique-
ness statement and give a simple argument that generates general asymptotic data for
Kasner-like singularities, enjoying all expected degrees of freedom, albeit only locally
in space. The key difference of the present work with [I8] is our use of a first order
symmetric hyperbolic formulation of the Einstein vacuum equations, relative to the
connection coefficients of a parallelly propagated orthonormal frame which is adapted
to the Gaussian time foliation. This makes it easier to localize the construction, since
elliptic estimates are no longer required to complete the energy argument.
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1 Introduction

Ever since the discovery of the first explicit solutions to the Einstein equations containing a
Big Bang singularity, by Kasner (1921) and Friedmann (1922), there have been attempts to
understand the nature of the general cosmological singularity. Kasner-like singularities are
a specific class of spacelike singularities whose leading order behavior toward the singularity
resembles that of a Kasner solution at each spatial point on the singular hypersurface. More
precisely, the first approximation of the spacetime metric reads:

3 3
g —dt? + Z 127t @ Wt Wt = Z cl-j(:z:)dzz:j, (1.1)
i=1 j=1

where (t,z) € (0,7] x 3, for some closed spatial topology X. Here, the singularity is
synchronized at the limiting hypersurface ¢ = 0.

The asymptotic behavior (L) first appeared in the heuristic analysis of [30], which
gave the false conclusion that general solutions do not contain singularities. Instead, what



the latter work indicated is that Kasner-like behavior is non-generic in 143 vacuum. In
this setting, the Kasner exponents must verify the algebraic relations

3 3
Zp,(m) = Zp?(a:) =1, for all x € &, (1.2)
i=1 i=1

which forces one Kasner exponent to be negative, say p;(z) < 0, and the other two to be
positive, pa(x), ps(x) > 0. In [30], they concluded that (L)) is consistent with the Einstein
vacuum equations

R, =0, (1.3)
if and only if
wh(x) Adw!(z) =0, for all z € X. (1.4)

However, (I4)) eliminates one of the gravitational degrees of freedom and there is a priori
no reason for it to be valid. In fact, condition (4] implies that we can make a change of
spatial coordinates[] such that (TI) becomes

3
g —dt’ + Z t2maxdpi@)pi (@} e (1) dada? (1.5)
ij=1

Here, the degrees of freedom are interpreted in a function counting sense and correspond
to the functions p;(x),c;j(z). The latter functions can also be viewed as the asymptotic
data for the Einstein vacuum equations at the singularity (see Definition [LT]).

Later, in the subsequent work [8], a more involved heuristic argument was put forth,
which concluded that the general Big Bang singularity is oscillatory, in the sense that along
a timelike curve of fixed x, as t — 0, there is an infinite number of “bounces” swapping the
Kasner exponents in a specific, but chaotic, manner. Nevertheless, in the interval between
two bounces the solution is still be modeled by a Kasner-like singularity, a different one in
each interval. This is typically referred to as the BKL conjecture.

The BKL heuristics have been extended to various settings, arriving to similar conclu-
sions. We refer the interested reader to [6] for an overview of the subject. We should only
note that, surprisingly, in the presence of a scalar field [7], a stiff fluid [5] or in sufficiently
high spatial dimensions [I5], the oscillations are silenced and Kasner-like behavior at the
Big Bang singularity is expected to be generic. This is also called the sub-critical regime.

'Notice that (4] is an integrability condition. Using the Frobenius theorem, we can assume that w' is
a multiple of a coordinate 1-form.



Given the complicated nature of the oscillatory scenario, the rigorous evidence in its
favor is scarce, restricted to the homogeneous class of solutions [9], 24, 37, 38]E On the
other hand, Kasner-like singularities have by now been understood to a sufficient extent.
The main types of results that exist are roughly divided into the following categories:

1.

1.1

Gowdy symmetry. Classification of generic solutions, in the polarized class [13]
and in the more general unpolarized setting [28, [39] 40} [41]. The behavior is Kasner-
like, apart from finitely many points (for unpolarized solutions) where the asymptotic
data can form discontinuities at ¢ = 0, called spikes

. Constructions. Starting with the Kasner-like ansatz (I.1]), the goal is to solve the

Einstein equations for a remainder which is better behaved as ¢t — 0. Numerous
constructions have been achieved in various settings [2, 3] 4} 12} 14} 18, 211 25 26, 27,
35, 49]. In the sub-critical regime, the constructed solutions enjoy all gravitational
degrees of freedom, while in 143 vacuum the condition (L.4)) is satisfied by assumption.

. Stability. Given initial data away from the singularity, close to explicit Kasner data,

it was first established in [45] [46] that a Kasner-like singularity will form in the past, in
the near isotropic case for the Einstein-scalar field and stiff fluid models. This result
has been extended to S? spatial topology [48], negatively curved spatial topology
[16], the Einstein-Euler-scalar field model [I1], the Einstein-Vlasov-scalar field model
[17], and a localized stability result has been achieved in [10]. A moderate, but
not isotropic, range of Kasner exponents was treated in [47], for sufficiently higher
spatial dimensions. Stable Kasner-like singularity formation for the full range of
Kasner exponents in the sub-critical regime was proven in [19]. The latter result has
been recently extended to general Kasner-like initial data in [22], always within the
sub-critical regime. To have stable singularity formation outside of the sub-critical
regime, a specific class of initial data is required which guarantees that an integrability
condition, like (L)), is verified, hence, silencing any oscillations (instabilities). One
such class is U(1) polarized symmetry [19] (see also [1]).

Conditional. Kasner-like behavior is derived by assuming scale-invariant curvature
bounds [31], 32]. Alternatively, bounds on the renormalized Weingarten map result
in a complete description of the geometry near the Kasner-like singularity [42] [43].

Goal and motivation

Our goal in the present paper is to localize the construction of Kasner-like singularities in
143 vacuum that was achieved in [I8]. Before the latter work, all previous constructions of

2In specific symmetric settings with only one bounce, the recent works [28, [29] are the first to go beyond
homogeneity.
3Constructions of singular solutions with spikes have been achieved in [23} [34] [36].



Kasner-like singularities had been restricted to either symmetry or analyticity. One of the
main new ingredients in [I8] was a novel estimate of the second fundamental form of the
level sets of Gaussian time, using a formulation of the Einstein equations at third order in
the metric. Among other things, this required the derivation of elliptic estimates, due to a
derivative loss issue. For this reason, the construction is not easily localizable. One would
have to show that the overall sign of the boundary terms generated when localizing the
energy estimates is favorable. Although this might be possible, we prefer to work instead
with a first order symmetric hyperbolic formulation of the Einstein vacuum equations, at
first order in the second fundamental form of the Gaussian time slices, which is more easily
localizable, see Sections [I.3], Bl for more details on our framework of preference.

Having a localized construction of Kasner-like singularities could prove useful in various
ways. Firstly, there is no reason why the entire singularity should be Kasner-like. Since
different spatial points on a Big Bang hypersurface have disjoint future cones, once we
zoom sufficiently close to the singularity, it is entirely possible that part of the singularity
is oscillatory, while in some other region Kasner-like. Hence, a local patch of a Kasner-like
singularity could be seen as part of a solution with more complicated singular behavior.
Moreover, in connection with black hole singularities, assuming that part of them is space-
like and non-oscillatory, one could envision that a local patch of a Kasner-like singularity
could be attached to another part of the singularity which happens to be null, see [28], 33]
for spherically symmetric examples.

Another motivation for our work is related to the definition of asymptotic data for
Kasner-like singularities and it is described in the next subsection.

1.2 Asymptotic data in 143 vacuum

We are working in 1+3 vacuum, where Kasner-like singularities are expected to be non-
generic. Hence, condition (4] must be satisfied. In other words, the metric will have the
leading order behavior (LE]). The following definition is taken from [I8], only localized in
a subset of T3,

Definition 1.1 (Gauge dependent data). Let ¢;j,p; : [0,6]> C T2 — R be smooth functions,
fori,j =1,2,3. We say that they form a vacuum initial data set on the singularity, if they
satisfy the following conditions:

1. cii(x) > 0 and c;j(x) = cji(z), for all i,j =1,2,3 and z € [0,0)3.
2. p1(z) < p2(x) < ps(x) and Z?:l pi(x) = Z?:l p}(z) =1, for all x € [0,4]3.

3. Fori=1,2,3, there holds

Z [%(pl - pi) + 28“%.1 4 ]]‘{l>z'} 81(011022033)Hil] =0, (1.6)

€11C€22C33
=1



where ki’ == —p; (no summation), k;' = 0 if | < i and k1 = (py —pg)%,/@g?’ =

(p2 — p3) 3, k13 i= (pg — p1) 2258 4 (p; — p3) &2

€33’ €22C33 €33 "

Point [ in Definition [[LT] implies that a metric with the asymptotic profile (L) is
indeed a Lorentzian metric for sufficiently small times. The distinct Kasner exponents
assumption in point [2] should not be necessary to define asymptotic data for Kasner-like
singularities. However, contact points between the two positive Kasner exponents introduce
technical difficulties that we do not want to deal with here. There are five constraints in
Definition [I.1], two algebraic and three differential, which correspond asymptotically to the
Hamiltonian and momentum constraints:

R — |k|* + (trk)? =0, (1.7)
divk — Vtrk =0,

as well as the constant mean curvature condition.

Remark 1.1 (Degrees of freedom). The degrees of freedom for general solutions to (L3
are four. There are siz c;j’s, three p;’s, and five constraints in Definition L1l This leaves
roughly four free functions (see Section[3). However, the asymptotic profile (LI allows
for a coordinate change T3 = f(x', 2% x3), without changing its form. This extra gauge
freedom could for example fix cs3 = 1. Thus, we are left with three functional degrees of
freedom. According to the heuristic analysis in [30], this is the largest class of metrics with
Kasner-like behavior we could expect.

Definition [ T]relies on the fact that there exists a certain coordinate system (¢, z', 22, z3),
such that the asymptotic profile of the spacetime metric is given by (ILT]), from which one
can read off the asymptotic data p;,c;; from that profile. Therefore, the previous data
are gauge dependent. A second, covariant, definition of asymptotic data for Kasner-like
singularities was subsequently given by Ringstrom [44], proving that it locally coincides
with Definition [I.11

Definition 1.2 (Covariant data). Let (M,h) be a smooth, _3-dimensional Riemannian
manifold and let K be a smooth (1,1)-tensor field defined on M. The triplet (M, h,K) is
called a non-degenerate, quiescent vacuum initial data set on the singularity if:

1. ttK = (trK)? = 1, K is symmetric with respect to h, and div; £ = 0.
2. The eigenvalues p1 < ps < p3 of K are distinct.

3. [Xo, X3)t =0 on M, where X4 are a basis of eigenvectors of K corresponding to the
eigenvalues pa, A =1,2,3.



The tensor K corresponds to the limit of the renormalized Weingarten map, as t — 0,
while h corresponds to the spatial part of the metric (L5]) without the powers of . Hence,
the first part of point [[lin Definition [[.2] corresponds to the algebraic Kasner relations (L.2]).
The second part of point [I] corresponds [44] to the differential constraint (I.6]), while point
Bl guarantees that condition (I.4]) is satisfied, when the metric is assumed to have the form
(II). Definition requires no coordinate system to make sense of asymptotic initial data
sets. However, in order to relate the latter to Kasner-like singularities, it still relies on the
choice of a time foliation for the definition the renormalized Weingarten map.

Definition [[L2], together with our localized construction (see Section [[4]), can be used
to obtain an entire Kasner-like singularity, as in [18], but without requiring the existence
of a global, gauge-dependent (Definition [[.T]) asymptotic data set, see Corollary [Tl In-
terestingly, a more general construction was performed in the recent work [21], starting
with covariant data (in the spirit of Definition [[.2] see [44]), which includes a non-linear
scalar field and a cosmological constant. The energy argument in [21] is closely related to
the one employed in [18]. In particular, elliptic estimates are still needed to complete the
construction.

1.3 Brief framework
Consider a 143 splitting of the spacetime metric, relative to Gaussian time:
g = —dt* + g;jdx'da’, (1.9)

where (t,z) € (0,7T] x [0, ]2, such that the singularity is synchronized at ¢+ = 0. This makes
it easier to compare our results to the usual Kasner-like ansatz (5.
Also, we consider an orthonormal frame of the form

eo = O, er = €1a0a, (1.10)
which is parallelly propagated along eq:
Deoeo = DeoeI = O, (1.11)

where D is the Levi-Civita connection of g. We then formulate the Einstein vacuum
equations as a first order symmetric hyperbolic system in the connection coefficients of the
frame (see Section [3):

kryg =g(De,eg,e0) = kyr, 178 = 8(De,e7,eB) = —VIBJ- (1.12)

Here, kr; is the second fundamental form of the constant ¢-hypersurfaces, ¥;, contracted
against the frame components ey, e ;.



1.4 Main results
The main existence theorem that we prove is the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Existence). Let p;(x), c;j(x) be smooth asymptotic data satisfying Definition
[Z1l (see Proposition 21 for an existence statement). There exists a Lorentzian metric

gl = —aqt? + gz[?}dznidxj, defined by the variables e[;;], k?{l},vﬁ[,l}]B of an iterative procedure
(carried out in Section []]), which satisfies:
92 (g15) — cigt®mexton)| < Cot™onstor €, ORI < Gt >4,
. 1.1
e = min {1 ps(x) > 0, ps(a) — palx)} > 0, (113)
z€[0,6]3

for any n € N, multi-index «, indices u,v (contracted relative to the frame), and (t,x) €
(0,t,] x [0,6]2, for some t, sufficiently small.

Moreover, for any s > 4 and Ny € N, there exists n = ny, s sufficiently large and a C?
Lorentzian metric g = g™ + g@ | defined by the corresponding reduced variables

d d d
el =chy ey ki =kiy TR s =10 i (1.14)

such that it solves the FEinstein vacuum equations and satisfies the estimate (see Section
[2.3 for the definition of the norms):

e 12wy + IRy + 17 Doy < 270, (1.15)

in a local domain {Ut}te(O,TNO,S,n] C (0,t,] x [0,8)® with spacelike future boundary (see
Section [5.1] for the precise definition).

Proof. The first part of the theorem regarding the approximate solution gl® follows from
Theorem [.1] and Lemma 4.1l The second part about the actual solution follows from
Theorem (.1l and Proposition O

Remark 1.2 (Choice of parameters and domain). For convenience, we define the domain
of definition {Ut}te(O,TNO,S,n] relative to the approzimate solution g®. It is strictly contained
in the domain of dependence of Uy, having spacelike future boundary. This is true for g as
well, since the remainder term g@ is lower order. Once we have fixed Ny, which is tied
to the decay that we wish the remainder terms egf?, k;‘?,yg)B to have, ast — 0, n is taken
sufficiently large and the domain is fized. Increasing s only shrinks the time of existence

TNy,sn, such that the estimate (LID) remains valid.

Remark 1.3. The asymptotic data p;,c;; need not be smooth for Theorem [I1 to hold.
However, working with other regularity classes, like C", would require keeping track of the
dependency of r on the other parameters. For example, our method of proof would require
that r tends to infinity, as € — 0 or n — 4o00.



The next two theorems deal with the uniqueness and regularity of the solution in The-

orem [L.11

Theorem 1.2 (Smoothness). The solution g furnished by Theorem[I1 is smooth, provided
n, Ny are taken sufficiently large.

Theorem 1.3 (Uniqueness). (i) Let g, g be two solutions to (L3) of the form (LI), sat-
1sfying
10 (egq — 6[123)‘ < Ctpr—2min{prpa}te 10 (814 — 6[123)’ < Ctpr—2min{prpa}te

1007 (kyy — kg?]])| < Ct—1+‘P1_pJ|+€, |22 (EU _ k?]}” < Ct—1+\p1—p1|+€,

)

(1.16)

for all |aq| <2, az| <1, and (t,z) € {Ui}ie(0,1), where the latter domain is defined relative
to g™, as in Section[51), for some n sufficiently large. Also, assume that

lle — g”%{S(Ut) + [k — kH%{S(Ut) + v - W%{S(Ut) < 2o, (1.17)

for all t € (0,T], for some s > 4, and an My sufficiently large, how large depending only
on the L*°(Uy) norms of the p;’s. Then the two solutions coincide.

(ii) Let g, g be two solutions to (IL3)) of the form (L9), satisfying

1% (10 — 6[1?1]” < O, pr=2min{prpa}+e, 0% (E1a — 6[1?1]” < O, pr—2min{pr.pa}+e

102 (kry — kD] < Cot™MHPr=palte g0k, — KON < Cpp= PPl

9

(1.18)

for all (t,z) € {Ut}tE(O,TNO,s,nb and |a| < My, for some M sufficiently large, how large
depending only on €. Then the two solutions coincide in {Ut}te(O,TNO,s,n]'

Point (i) in Theorem [[.3]is analogous to [I8, Theorem 1.7]. Point (i7) does not require
the two solutions to coincide to a large polynomial order. The idea here is that the latter
property can be inferred from (II8]) by using the equations, see Section [7 for the proof of
Theorem [L3]

Combining Theorems [T}, T3] with the (local) equivalence [44] of Definitions [T}, [.2] we
can obtain the existence of an entire Kasner-like singularity having covariant asymptotic
data (see [21] for a more general construction starting with covariant data).

Corollary 1.1. Let (T3, h,K) be a triplet of smooth asymptotic data satisfying Definition
[1.2. Then, there exists a solution g to (L3), defined in (0,T] x T3, and a finite covering
of local domains {Uf}te(oﬂ, such that in each one g satisfies Theorem [I1, with gauge
dependent asymptotic data p;,c;; that are induced from h K.

Proof. For every q € T3, there exist [44] local coordinates x!, 2% 23 around ¢ and asymp-

totic data p;,c;; satisfying Definition [LI], which correspond to the given covariant data,



ie. the p;’s are eigenvalues of K and h = Z?,j:l cijdxida;j . Then, Theorem [I.1] applies
to yield a local patch of a Kasner-like singularity. By compactness, there exists T > 0
sufficiently small and a finite number of local domains {Uf }+e(o,7] covering (0,7] x T?. In
the overlapping regions the solutions coincide by Theorem [[.3] by taking n, Ny sufficiently

large to ensure that condition (LI7]) is satisfied. O

1.5 Method of proof

The basic idea in such constructions is simple. First, we construct an approximate solution
g™ to a suitable degree and then solve for a remainder g(® to upgrade it to an actual
solution. What makes it hard to implement is the complicated nature of the Einstein
vacuum equations.

Step 1. Constructing an approzimate solution. The evolution equations ([B.2]), (B.4)
satisfied by er,, krs (recall the notation from Section [[3]) are useful for constructing an
approximate solution, in a local domain of the form (0,7] x [0, 6]3. We use them to define
an iteration scheme in Section Ml that completely decouples all variables. The iterates
e[;;], kﬁ define a metric g[“} whose Ricci tensor we prove that it vanishes, as t — 0, to an
increasing order in n, recall (II3]). These derivations are analogous to those in [I8] Section
2
form is that k‘y}} is asymptotically diagonal, instead of upper triangular for (k)7 in [I8].
The asymptotic momentum constraint, expressed in terms of the frame coefficients, takes
the form (4.19), which we show in Lemma 3] to be equivalent to (LL6]). It is used to show
the approximate propagation of the constraints (L.7])-(LS]).

Step 2. Solving for a remainder. To construct an actual solution to the Einstein vacuum
equations with the desired behavior, we make the ansatz

g=g" +g? (1.19)

2], constructing g.-, (k™);7. One interesting difference concerning the second fundamental

and solve for the remainder term g(® in weighted norms which guarantee that the variables
associated to g(® vanish, as t — 0, to a sufficiently high order. The main steps in this
process are the following:

1. Express the Einstein vacuum equations relative to a first order symmetric hyperbolic
system for kry,vrsB, see (B8)-B1). Here, a modification of the original equations

B4), B.3), (37) is achieved following [20].

2. Fix the local domain of definition of the solution, such that the overall boundary
terms generated in an energy argument have a favorable sign (see Section [5.1] and the
proof of Proposition [(5.3]).

3. Produce a solution to the modified evolution equations [B.8)-@39) for k7,718, by

deriving weighted energy estimates for the remainder terms k§?77§?3 in a domain

10



of the form {Ui}ep, 7, defined for convenience relative to gl?l (Section B.I)), with
trivial data. The use of large ¢ weights is necessary to absorb terms in the equations
having t~! coefficients (see Sections (5.2, [5.4). Fortunately, the magnitude of these
coefficients depends only on the asymptotic data, which allows for uniform estimates
in n,n, provided s, Ny are fixed (recall Theorem [[T]). Passing to the limit n — 0, we
obtain a time interval of existence (0,7], where ¢ = 0 corresponds to the singularity

(Sectiond5.3]).

4. Retrieve a solution to the full Einstein vacuum equations by propagating the vanishing
of constraints off of the singularity (Section []).

The symmetrization of the first order system for k7;,v775 and how to recover (L3)) are
adopted from [20]. This is the key difference from [I8], where instead a second order
system for k;/ was used. Elliptic estimates are no longer required to complete the energy
argument. Also, the weighted energy estimates are slightly simpler, because we define our
norms H® norms relative to partial derivatives, not covariant ones, and all orders have the
same t-weights.

Step 3. Uniqueness and smoothness. If two solutions satisfy point (i) of Theorem [[.3]
then by subtracting them and deriving an estimate similar to (LIH) (with trivial initial
data), it follows that they must be equal. Hence, to prove the second uniqueness statement
in Theorem [[3] it remains to show that (LI8]) implies that the two solutions satisfy (LIT]).
Condition (LI8) firstly implies that the two solutions have the same asymptotic data.
Hence, they have the same approximate solution g™ . The idea now is to use the equations
to iteratively improve the behavior of the remainder terms of each solution, see Section [711
Every improvement by t¢ costs two spatial derivatives, hence, the requirement of M; > 0
being sufficiently large in point (ii) of Theorem [L.3]

To obtain the smoothness of solutions (for smooth asymptotic data), we increase the
number of derivatives s in the existence norms. Some care is needed because increasing
s might also require to increase n, which in turn changes gl®, relative to which the local
domain is defined. We overcome this issue by defining the domain relative to the minimum
of n’s, which does not affect the overall estimates (see Section [(.2]). Employing point (i) of
Theorem [[.3] and standard unique continuation criteria yields the corresponding increased
regularity of the original solution. Since s can be taken arbitrarily large, the smoothness
property follows.
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2 Local existence for the asymptotic constraint equations

Definitions [I.T], give conditions that characterize the asymptotic data of Kasner-like
singularities. However, in both works [18],[39] there is no mention as to whether such general
asymptotic data exist. In this section, we present a simple argument that gives existence
of localized asymptotic data sets. Also, from our argument one can infer the freedom one
has in choosing such initial data sets on the singularity. Interestingly, constructing a global
initial data set, in the sense of Definition or the analogue of Definition [[LTlon the entire
T3, is more intricate than it seems and we shall not discuss it here.

Proposition 2.1. Let py,pa,p3 : [0,8]2 — R be smooth functions satisfying p1(x) < pa(x) <
p3(x), as well as S5 pi(z) = S22 p2(x) = 1, for all x € [0,0]>. Then, for any freely
prescribed smooth functions o € {ci1,co2 > 0}, B € {c33 > 0,k2%}, v € {12, K513} ¢
[0,6]2 — R, there exist smooth functions e,(,n : [0, — R such that

{Of, /87 76 Ca T,} = {clla €22, C33, ’%127 H137 H23} (21)

and such that Definition L] holds, where c19, 13, cog are uniquely determined by the values
of k12, k13, ko3, Moreover, the functions e,(,n are unique up to a choice of three 2-variable
functions.

Remark 2.1. From the statement of the previous proposition, it would seem that we are
free to prescribe four functions, e.g. pi,ci1,c33, and k1% (which amounts to choosing ci2).
However, c33 can be fized to 1 by choosing the coordinate function x3 appropriately to begin
with. Hence, the functional degrees of freedom are three. Also, the three 2-variable functions
that we are free to prescribe come from suitably integrating ([L6l), for each i =1,2,3.

Proof. We begin by writing out (L.6]) for i = 3:
(ps — p1)0slog(c1r) + (p3 — p2)0slog(coz) + 205p3 = 0, (2.2)

The latter equation can be solved for either c11 or cos. Without loss of generality, let us
freely prescribe cga > 0. Then c17 is uniquely determined by (2.2]), up to a choice of a
2-variable function:

2
logcll(x a;za:) logcll(az z? ,0) / {p — P2 8310g62 —|— 83p3 }(xl,x2,s)ds
s —p

12



Next, we expand (LG) for i = 2:

3

(p2 — p1)da2log cr1 + (p2 — p3)dalog cas + 200ps — 203" — K> Dglogey = 0. (2.4)
=1

Since c11, o9 are already fixed, we can either freely prescribe c33 > 0 and solve for ko? or

vice versa. In the latter case, solving for log c33 amounts to integrating a transport equation
in the direction (pz — p3)d2 — ko303, which is possible thanks to the condition py < p3. For
convenience, we freely prescribe cz3 > 0 and rewrite (2.4]) as follows:

1 1 1
Dska® + 5[83 log(c11cac33)] ko = 5(102 —p1)O2log e + 5(102 — p3)0alog c33 + Oapa  (2.5)

3

Hence, we easily solve for k9° via integrating factors, in a unique manner up to a choice of

a 2-variable function.
Lastly, we expand (L6) for ¢ = 1:

(p1 — p2)011og ca2 + (p1 — p3)01 log cs3 + 201p1 — 202k1°

3 2 : 3 ’ (2.6)
- 283/4,1 — R1 Z 82 log Cll — R1 Z 83 log cy = 0.

=1 =1
It is clear that we can freely prescribe either x;2 or x;° and solve for the other via in-
tegrating factors, using (26 as above. Once more, we have the freedom of choosing an
initial condition, which amounts to a 2-variable function. This completes the proof of the
proposition. O

3 The Einstein vacuum equations as a symmetric first order
hyperbolic ADM-type system

We have defined the frame and connection coefficients ey,, kry,vr7p in Section [[L3l Define
also the inverse transformation

Oy = wpcec, WhC€Ca = Obas eraWac = 01 (3.1)

where repeated indices are summed, unless underlined or otherwise stated. Then the fol-
lowing equations hold [20]@

Orera = kiceca (3.2)

4Note: In [20] the sign convention for k;; is opposite than the one that we use.
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Owwpe = — kepwip (3.3)
Otkry —trkkry = Rry — Ry, (3.4)

where Ry, Ry are the Ricci curvatures contracted with ey, ey of g, g respectively. These
are analogous to the ADM equations for the first and second fundamental forms of ;. The
actual solution that we construct is in vacuum, hence, the last term in (34]) can be set to
zero. We keep it in the RHS, however, to keep track of the extra terms coming from the
approximate solution that is constructed in Section 4l

On the other hand, the spatial Ricci can be expressed in terms of 7755, €7, wbc as follows:

Rrj =ecv1ic — erycic — YcIpYpJc — Y1JDYCCD, (3.5)
1
Y18 = §{WaB(eleJa — ejera) — war(€j€Ba — €B€Ja) + Was(€Bera — €1€pa)}.  (3.6)

We will use (3.2)-(B.6]) in Section M to construct an approximate solution to the Einstein
vacuum equations, as t — 0, via an iteration scheme.

We will not exploit the formula ([3.6)) for local well-posedness. Instead, we couple (B.4))
to the following equation satisfied by ~7rp:

Ov1roB — kicycs =epkjr — ejkpr (3.7)
+vsBcker +virckse — yBicker — vBickic

To derive energy estimates in Section [5.4] we consider the symmetrized system satisfied by
kry,~vrsB, following [20]:

1
Ockry —trkkry = 3 [GC’YIJC —erycic + ecyiic — ejycic (3.8)
— YCIDYDJC — YCCDYIID — YCJDYDIC — 'VCCD’VJID}

1
+ §5IJ [QGD’YCDC +YcEDYDEC + YocpYEED + kcpkep — (/fcc)ﬂ

1 1
— §(RIJ +Ryr) + 617 (Roo + gR),

OvriB — kicycsB =epkjr — ejkpr (3.9)
+vsBcker +viickse — vBicker — vBickic

—drB [eCk?CJ —Ycepkpy — Ycipkep — eJtrk‘]

+ 01 [eckCB —YcepkpB — YeBpkep — eBtrk}

—drBRos + 017RoB,
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coupled to equation (B.2)).

Remark 3.1. The previous equations are valid for any metric of the form (L9) and its
associated connection coefficients (L12). However, we will drop all Ry, terms in the deriva-
tions of the energy estimates below, since we are interested in producing a vacuum solution.

4 An approximate solution to the Einstein vacuum equations

We define the following iteration scheme for the equations (8:2)), (8:4)):

Drel) — kel — S gt (4.1)
C£I
n n—1}; [n n—1
Oukfy — ke k) =Ry, (4.2)
for n > 1 and ¢t € (0,T], where underlined indices are not summed. Here, R[Ir}_l} is the
Ricci curvature of the metric g1l for which the frame e[ln_l} = e[l “ ]8 is orthonormal.

[n]

Similarly, we denote by R, the Ricci curvature of the spacetime metric

gl = —at? + g, (4.3)
We set the zeroth iterates equal to:
[0] fra(z)tPL® I <aq o _ . pi(® )
eIa_{O I>a s k’J— 5[] n (4.4)

To complete the iteration scheme, we require that the following asymptotic initial conditions
hold:

o pr() ] _ [ fra(@) I<a m _
tl—1>H01+t ela { 0 I>a’ tl_1>H01+tk:I‘] 5[]])[( ) (4.5)
Also, define the inverse frame components through the relations
Op = wl[)lgegﬂ, wl[;ge[cc]b = Oba, e[;gwgg =c. (4.6)

The equation (&) and relations (46]) imply the equation

3tw[n] CCwa = Z Z n]k[n ! [Ena ”W%)’ (4.7)
D E+D

for n > 1. The zeroth iterates WI[)((),l are computed using (£.6]), see (£I6). The condition
(45 implies that there exist functions hpco(z) such that

pe(@), i _ f he(z) b<C o] _ [ he(x)tre(z) b<C
St “ec { 0 b>c ' e 0 b>c - US)
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Remark 4.1. The frame coefficients fr, are in one to one correspondence with the metric
coefficients c;j in Definition [I1], see Lemma [{.1. Moreover, the asymptotic differential
condition (L8] is equivalent to

Epr+ Y (ps—p0)Erlog(£15) =Y Y (ps = phasEsfra =0, (4.9)
J J I<a<J

for I =1,2,3, where Er = 3~ fra0a, see Lemma[{.3 By convention, the last sum in
([A9) does not appear when I > J.

Theorem 4.1. Let p;(z), f1a(z) € C*([0,6]®) and let
€= mwin{l — p3(z), p3(x) — pa2(x)} > 0. (4.10)

Then for every n > 1 there exists a unique solution to the iteration scheme (d1])-(E3) in
(0,t,] x [0,0], for some t,, = tn(pi, f1a) sufficiently small, such that the following points
hold:

1. For every multi-index «, every I,J,C,a,b, the functions e[;j,wl[,(;, k[n satisfy:

LU ETHIES (e (a.11)
ol -l <{ ot ene 130 (112
02 (k] — K| < CoutHe P21 (413)
for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,d]3.
2. For every multi-index «, every I,J, the spatial Ricci curvature satisfies:
09 R < Oyt~ 2HeFIP1PI] (4.14)

for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,d]3.

3. If in addition the constraint ([A9) is satisfied, then for every multi-index «, every
w,v=0,1,J, the spacetime Ricci curvature satisfies:

0CRE| < Cunt 2, (4.15)
for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,d]3.

Proof. The points[I], Plare contained in Proposition A1l Point Blis contained in Proposition
M3l for spatial indices p,v = I,J, and for the rest of the indices p = 0,v = 0,1 in
Proposition [£.4] O

16



4.1 The zeroth iterates and the asymptotic differential constraint

The zeroth frame coefficients determine the zeroth co-frame and metric components.

Lemma 4.1. Let e[I?I] be defined as in (L4]) and let wl[,?/l represent the components of the

inverse frame transformation, as in (&G). Also, let gz[?] be the metric for which the frame
0] _ [0

e; =er, ]8 1s orthonormal. Then, the following formulas are valid:
o] frtem —fﬂlfglélflztpz it fas [f121f23{2_21 — fis]tPs
(wbc) 0 f2_2 P2 —f2_2 f?}) fostP3 (4.16)
0 0 famtPs
and
Cllt2p1 612t2p2 613t2p3
g[o] = 612t2p2 622t2p2 623t2p3 g:}rorv (4.17)

613t2p3 623152173 633752103

where |8g(gg:7)‘]ror)w| < Cat2pmax{i,j}+€’ and

f1_121 ) —f12f1_121f2_22 it i [f12f231f2_212—f13]
(cij) = X 2—f12f1_1 f2_21 f2_21 ) —f23f2_22 f33 (4.18)
fia [ [fiafosfan — f13]  —fo3fa fas f33
Proof. First, we expand the relations e[gwgg =djc. For I = 3:
0] [0 o] [0 0] [0
ewiy =1, ejuiy =0, elfjwll =0
R I
for I = 2:
Lll <0 St Ll o
= wgi] =0, w22 = f2_2 ¢, wg:)s] - f23f2_21f3_31t :
and for I = 1:
o] [0 0] [0 o] [0 0] [0 0] [0 o] [0
ll =1, LM LAl
= Wﬁ M, Wiy = — ot ft?,

W13 = f11 f33 [f12f23f22 f13] U
which combined give (4.10]).
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Hence, the metric components equal gz[]} = wz[glw[cl, which expands to

g =Wl + (%) = 22 + (9l 0,
9 —wgwgz] + (9012 = —fi1 i f 7 + (9 )12,
95%} —W13W33 = f111f33 [f12f23f22 f13]t2p3’
gy =whwl) + (g%, )20 = £24772 + (gl 0022,
Qg:)a} —ng}wzgg = —fasf' f35 1",
gy =wigwiy = fttP

The leading order metric coefficients ¢;; can be read from the previous formulas, giving
(418)), while the error terms satisfy

|aa(g£}ror)u| < C [t2p2—2p1 | log t|\a|]t2p1 < C t2p1+2€| logt|°‘
|aa(gewm)12| < C [t2p3 2p2| logt|\a|]t2p2 <C, t2p2+2€| logt|°‘
|aa(germr)22| < C [t2p3 2P2| 1Ogt|\a|]t2p2 < C t2p2+26| logt|0‘

which implies the claimed estimate. O

Using the relations in the previous lemma, we can now phrase the asymptotic differential
constraint in terms of the frame and co-frame coefficients, which will be used below to
approximately propagate the constraints, see Lemma [£.13]

Lemma 4.2. The asymptotic differential condition (L6)) is equivalent to the following
differential set of equations:

Erpr+ Y (ps—pD)Erlog(fr0) = > Y (07— pD)hasEsfra =0, (4.19)
7 T I<a<J

for I =1,2,3, where Ej = Eazl f1a04 and the last sum is zero by convention for I > J.
Proof. 1t is a straightforward, but tedious, computation. For I = 3, (4.19) becomes
0 = E3p3 + (p1 — p3) Eslog fi11 + (p2 — p3) B3 log fa2
= f33[03p3 + (p1 — p3)03log fi1 + (p2 — p3)0slog fao] (4.20)

1 1
= f33[O3ps — 5(1’1 —p3)03logerr — 5(172 — p3)03 log ca2],

since ¢y = f J3 for J = 1,2,3. Given that f33 is nowhere zero, (£20]) is equivalent to

(L9 for i = 3.
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Next, we expand ([4.19)) for I = 2:

(2202 + f2303)p2 + (p1 — p2)(f2202 + f2303)log f11
+ (p3 = p2)(f2202 + fa303) log fa3 — Z (p3 — p2)ha3 f3305 faq = 0, (4.21)

a=2,3

where from ([@I6]), ([AI]]), it follows that fog = —(623/633)(622)_% and hos = —f2_21f351f23,
hsz = f?)_?)l. Multiplying (@.21]) with \/c22 = f2_21 and plugging in the formulas for fa3, fr.7, hos, h33
in terms of ¢;;, we compute:
0= (0 — “Zo3)py — 1(]91 — p2)(0y — B03)log ery — 1(193 — p2)(@y — 203) log c33
33 2 33 2 33
+ (p3 — p2)v/c22f2303 l0g faz — (p3 — p2)\/c2205 fa3

C23 1 1
= Oopa — o [03p2 — 5(171 —p2)03loger — 5(1?3 — p2)031og cs3]

1 1
— =(p1 — p2)02log ey — 5(?3 — p2)0a log ¢33

2
1 c c 1 c
+ = (ps — p2) —03log cao + (p3 — p2)d3(—>) — = (p3 — p2) —05 log e (4.22)
2 33 33 2 33
1 1 .
= 82]92 — 5(1)1 — pg)@g log c11 — 5(1)3 — pg)@g log C33 (rearrangmg terms)

c 1 1 c
— 2 [93ps — = (p1 — p3)dslog ery — 5(172 — p3)03log caz] + (p3 — pz)as(cﬁ)

C33 2 33
1 Co3

- 5(292 — p3)—03log(ci1¢22¢33)

33
1 1 1 C23
= Oopa — 5(171 — pa)Oalogciy — 5(1?3 — p2)0alog c33 — 5(172 - ps)%a% log(c11¢22¢33)

C23 C23

+ —=05(p3 — p2) + (p3 — p2)03(—) (by (A20))
33 33

which is indeed equivalent to (L8] for i = 2, after taking into account that ro® = (po —
p3) .

Finally, for I = 1, we expand the first two terms in (£I9]) and use in addition the
relations from @EIF), fiafy' = —92, fiafy' = —48 4 Gz,

c22” €33 c22 €33 °

Eip1 + (p2 — p1)E11og fao + (p3s — p1)E1log f33
= (f1101 + f1202 + f1303)p1 + (P2 — p1)(f1101 + f1202 + f1303) log fao
+ (p3 — p1)(f1101 + f1202 + f1303) log fa3

1 1
= f11|O1p1 — 5(]92 — p1)01 log a2 — 5(]93 — p1)01 log ¢33 (by @I3))
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€12 1 c12 1 C12
— —=09p1 + =(p2 — p1)—02log a2 + = (p3 — p1)—02 log ca3 (4.23)
€99 2 c22 2 C22
Cl12 23 €13 1 Cl2 €23 €13
+ (—— — —)03p1 — z(p2 — p1)(—— — —)031og c22
C22 C33 €33 2 €22 C33 €33
1 C12 €23 C13
- 5(1?3 —p1)(—— — —)03log c33
C22 C33 €33

To compute the last sum in ([@.I9]), for I = 1, we use the relations from (£16]), ([4.I8]):

hioFay = — £ foor F12(f2002 + f2303) = Cﬁ(az - 0283)

C29 C33

hoa o = 0y — 0283
33
B . 13
hisEs =hi3f3303 = fi1 (fi2fesfon — f13)03 = %83
B c
hasEs = — [y fa303 = 0y
33

h33E3 = 03

to obtain the identity

> > (ps—p)hasEsfra

7 1<a<J
= — (p2 — p1)h2Ea fi1 — (p2 — p1)hoa Ea fi2

— (p3 — p1)hisEsfi1 — (p3s — p1)hesEs fiz — (p3 — p1)hssEs fis
C C C
= — (p2 — p1) f11—2 (0 — 2205) log f11 — (p2 — p1) (D — —=203) f12 (4.24)
€22 €33 €33

C C
— (p3 — p1) fr1—28310g fi1 — (ps — p1) =285 f12 — (ps — p1)Dsf1s
33 33

1 C12 1 c12 —1
=fu 5(292 —p1)—08zlog i1 + (p2 — p1)cd 92 [—c¢142]
C29 C22
1 C192 C23 C13
— = |(p2 —p1)——+ (p1 — p3)—|03log c11
2 [( )622 Cc33 ( )633]

c23 1 12 —1 -1 cioc03  c13
+ (p3 — p2)—ci,03|—c;;° | — (p3 — p1)ci 03¢y (—— — — ]
( )633 11 [622 11 ] ( )efy [ 11 (022 cas 633)

Multiplying the identities (£.23]), (4.24]) by f1_11 and adding them together gives:

1 1
0=01p1 — 5(292 — p1)01 log cag — 5(293 — p1)01 log ¢33

C12 1 1 :| C12

— ——[02p1 — 5 (p2 — p1)021og ca — = (p3 — p1)02log caz | + (p2 — p1)02(—)
C29 2 2 C22
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C19 C c 1 1
p(22 B {332?1 — —(p2 — p1)03log caa — 5(173 — p1)03logess (4.25)

Co2 C33 €33 2
1 1 C12 C23

+ = (p3 — p1)03log 611] ——llp2—p1)——=+ (11 — p3) ]53 log c11
2 2 C22 €33 33

—_

23 C12 €23, C12 C12 Co3 €13
— 5(]93 — p2)——03logci1 + (p3 —p2)—53( ) — (p3 — p1)O3(—— — —)
33 C22 c33  Ca2 Co2 C33 €33

From (£20), (£22), we have

1 1
=(p3 —p1)0slogciy = — O3p3 + =

3 ( 5 (p2 — p3)0s log c22 (4.26)
1 1
5(292 — p3)02log cg3 = — Dopa + 5( — p2)dalog crn — 03[ (p3 — P2)C§§] (4.27)

1
+ 5(292 —p3)—83 log(c11¢22¢33)
33

Plugging ([f26)-([@.27) into ([£25]) we obtain:
1 1
0=01p1 — 5(p2 — p1)drlog 22 — 5 (p3 — p1)d1 log ez

c 1 1
_ £ [82(1’1 p2) — 5(2?2 — p1)021og cag + §(p1 — p2)ds log 33

1 c 1
+ =(p1 — p2)d2log c11 — O5[(ps —pz)ﬁ] + 5

23
— —0s1
5 2(112 p3)633 3 log(c11c22¢33)

1
+ (p2 —p1)32(012) + (Cﬁcﬁ - cﬁ) [33(]91 —p3) — =(p3 — p1)03 log c22

€22 C22 C33  C33 2
1 1 C12 €23
— —(p3 —p1)03logcaz| — = —p1)——+(p1 — 03 log c
2(173 p1)03 log 33} 2[(172 P1 )0220 (p1 p3) - ] 3 log 11
1 c3C €23 5 ,C12 C12 €23 C13
- 5(133 — p2) 2 3logerr + (p3 — p2) —205(=2) — (p3 — p1)ds(—= =2 — 12
€33 €22 €33 €22 C22 €33 €33
1 1 C12
=01p1 — 5(292 — p1)01 log a2 — 5(293 — p1)Or log ezg — 02 [ (p1 — p2)c—] (4.28)
1 c19 1 C12 €23
— =(p1 — p2)—02log(cr1¢22¢33) — = (p2 — p3)———03log(c11c22¢33)
2 C22 2 €22 C33
1 ci2c3 i3 1 c12 €23 13
+ (—— ——)(p1 — p3)93log(caacss) — 5 |(p3 —p1)—— + (p1 —p3)—| O3 log cny
2 c99 c33 033)( ) ( ) 2 I )622 €33 ( )633]
12 €23 cl12 €23 €13
+ 03((ps —p2)——| + O3[(p1 —p3)(—— — —
1 ) 22 033] [( )(022 33 033)]

1 1 c
=p1 = 5(p2 = p1)Oilog a2 — 5 (p3 — p1)dr log ez — Do[ (11 —m)ﬁ]

21



1 c12 1 C12 €23
-5 —p2)—82 log(cr1c22¢33) — & [(pz —p1)—— + (p1 — p3) ]53 log(c11622¢33)
2 C99 2 C22 C33 €33
C12 C23 €13
— 03((p2 —pl)—— + (p1 — p3)—],
C22 €33 €33

2 3

which is (I]EI) Written explicitly for i = 1, after plugging in k1 = (p1 — pg)i;i, Ko® =
(P2 —p3) 2, K1” = (P2 —p1) 222 + (p1 — p3) 2. O

€33’ €22€33 €33

4.2 The leading order behavior of the iterates

In this subsection, we derive the necessary bounds to prove [l in Theorem .11

Lemma 4.3. Let n € N. Assume that for every I,a, every multi-indexr o, and for all
(t,z) € (0,t,] x [0,6]® there holds:

o ot PIte I<a,
‘8 (e[a - ela)’ = { th 2pa+e T > a, (429)
Then, the following bound holds as well:
om0 CantPete b<C,
|ax (wa - wa)| S { Ca nt2pb_pc+a b > O (430)

for all (t,z) € (0,t,] x [0,0]3, every multi-index o, and all indices b, C.
Proof. By definition, e!,lgwgg = d7¢. Hence, by Cramer’s rule, we have

(wheh) = ﬁ(ﬂ%), (4.31)

where (—1)b+CQl[g is the determinant of the matrix produced by deleting the b-column and
C-row of (e[g})). From our assumption (4.29) and definition (£.4]), it holds

0% [det () — det(el™))] < Cont 11,
o 0 Camt—l-i-pb-i-a b S C (432)
il - @ <{ i e b5 G

)

where
0 fx ot ™ b < C
det(ela) fi1foafast ™, (Qz[,(,l) :{ (() Je bSO (4.33)
Next, we compute
[n] (0]
1 (] 0] det(ej, ) —det(e;,) , 0]
(W) = (@) =~ (%) — ()] - D). (434
O et ()T T det(eydet ()
Combining (431))-([4.34]), we arrive at the desired conclusion (4.30]). O
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Lemma 4.4. Let n € N. Assume that for every I,C,a,b, every multi-index o, and for all
(t,z) € (0,t,] x [0,6]® there holds:

Cont PIte I<a
’aa(ela - ela)‘ <{ Camtpl—?pa—i-s I> a:

ContPete b<C
fe a,n =~ L,
19 (Wbc - Wbc)| < { Coant?rrote b C,

Then, shrinking t, if necessary, the following basic estimate is valid:

|8o¢1 [n] 8&2 [n| <C t|pD—PI||10gt|‘0l|’

o351 n] lo%) |py—Pal et (4'35)
|05t wy O eCa] <Cynt [log t|'“!,

for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,0)3, all indices a,b, I, D, and |a1| + |az| = |af.

Proof. The argument for the two bounds is similar, so we only discuss the first one. If
D = I, then it is clear that the least decaying term corresponds to ¢ = I. Adding and
subtracting the zeroth iterates we have
00w aezell| < ¢, 15+ 021wl 0026l < Oy (15 + [Tog £, (4.36)

where each logarithm comes from when 9, hits t?7(*) ¢=P1(*) in @A]). Since t¢ < |logt|!®!,
provided t,, is sufficiently small, the desired bound follows.

Let us assume now D < I. Then we have three cases, depending on the value of a. For
a > I, we have

022ef)| < Cont P logt]®?, |05t wlh] = |05 (wi) — wip)| < Cant™ePPHE, (4.37)

which leads to the desired bound after noticing that 2p, — pp — pr > pr — pp = |pr — pp|-
For a < D, we instead have

01| < Cant??|log 1], [9226l] = [0z () — )] < Contr2Pet=, (4.38)

which again agrees with the claimed bound, since p; + pp — 2p, > pr — pp = |pr — ppl-
Lastly, for D < a < I, it holds

02wl | = 102" (@) — wip)| < Cant™PPF,
] (4.39)
052efa | = 105 (efy — ejo)| < Cant™ 2P,
which actually gives a ¢© better bound than the one in ([Z35).
The case I > D is treated similarly. O
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We now proceed to the circular estimates which imply Ol 2 of Theorem ET] by an
induction argument.

Lemma 4.5. Let n € N. Assume that, for all indices I,C,a,b, multi-indices «, (t,x) €
(0,t,] x [0,6]® there holds

ol - e <{ Gomt e 150
ol - <{ et 25
Then, the spatial Ricci curvature satisfies
09 RN < Gyt 2HetIPrpl, (4.40)
for all multi-indices o, indices I,.J, and (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,d]3.

Proof. We will prove the stronger statement, namely that for all multi-indices a and for
all I, J there holds

0% R < Oyt =22 H 1= 0g ¢2H], (4.41)

Then, the desired estimate follows by shrinking ¢,, if necessary, to absorb |10gt|2+“”| into
te.
Expanding R[II}] using the formulas (33]), (B:6), we notice that
Ry} = L(e}™ 0wl ef o)

lia/>

)yl (el el

a(l l3a

)wh})(e&n}(‘) e%})) (4.42)

5%

where L(-,-) is a linear expression in its arguments. Here, ¢, are pairwise contracting or
equal to I, J (one for each term). Employing Lemma [£.4] we deduce that

BHERE (wL’Zeiﬂa e ]| < Camt P Peatlre—pial| og ¢2+lel
gca,n(t pr=ps  g=2maxpitlpr=psly| 1o ¢ 2Flel (4.43)

< Ca’nt—2+2€+\p1—p1\ | log t|2+\a|

and

’aa[ aZl (6%2]8 e[n}

o) [n] (ez}la e;l;))” < Cy b Pr2tIPes =Pl =Pes P —pel | 1og 121

Wb
SCa,n(L‘ PI—p.J _|_t—2maxm+|p1 pJ\)|10gt|2+\a| (4.44)
< Ca7nt—2+2€+|p1—pﬂ | log t|2+|0¢\

Applying the bounds (£.43))-([d.44) to (4£.42]) gives the claimed bound (Z.41]). O
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Lemma 4.6. Let n > 1 and suppose there exists t, > 0 such that for every multi-indezx o
and indices I,J the inequalities

\80‘( n 1] [0])‘ <C, t—l-i-E-i-limr—JDJ\7

) _
|6°‘RU |<C ot 2retlpi—pal

hold true, for all (t,x) € (0,t,_1] x [0,0]3. Then, there exists t, € (0,t,_1) such that the
following bound holds:

|6§‘(l<:£’}} _ kg?,])| < O, i iFEHP—py]
for all (t,x) € (0,t,_1] x [0,0]3.
Proof. We notice that (£.2]) can be rewritten as
n n— n n— n— 1
OukIT) — 1) — (KB + (k) — ki) = RIS 4 (gt 4 Dkl (a.45)

n

By the assumed bounds on kj J_l], however, we conclude that

sup [2REY 4 L2 sup oY - k)| < et (4.46)
2€[0,6]3 t €063
while the bounds on R[Ir}_l] imply that
02 R < ¢t eIl () € (0,8, 4] x [0, 612 (4.47)

Also, given definition (£4]), we notice that the asymptotic initial conditions ([@3]) are equiv-

alent to the differences tk?}} — tkﬁ having trivial initial conditions at ¢t = 0. Hence, we may
solve (4.45]) via integrating factors to obtain

t
£k — k[0 = oo whHdr / e~ Jo v Har L gl el kO ek (4.48)
0
where w1 (¢, ) = (k:gl(;l} - k[c%)(t,x). Note that

t
oy / wgr
0

by virtue of (£46). Differentiating now (£48]) with 0% and using the bounds (£48]), (£.47)
yields the desired result. O

sup
z€[0,6]3

< Cont®
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Lemma 4.7. Let N > 1 and suppose there exists tny > 0 such that for every 1 <n < N
]

and every multi-index «, k[J satisfies the following estimate:
’a?(k‘[[rtl]} - k‘[[?]})’ <C, nt—l-f—tf'f"PI_pﬂ7
for all (t,z) € (0,tn—_1] x [0,68]>. Then, after choosing tx smaller if necessary, there holds

Cont PIte I<a
‘80‘(6.,(1 - eIa)’ S{ Camtpf—?pa—i-s I> a:

for all (t,x) € (0,tn] x [0,0]® and all indices I, a.
Proof. Rewrite (A1) in the form
o[t (ef ~ eB‘;])} (ki = k) [ (e — ef)]

— o1 el0 (i ) 4 Sl [ [n U o0y 4 S ereld) (el - 9. (4.49)
C#I C#I

Let us denote by Q[ | the preceding RHS and let w[n] k?}] k[o] By our assumption and
finite induction in n, we have that the following bounds hold:

o < Cot e ool < { O e S s0)

Notice that tPL(e [ a] [0}) has trivial data at ¢ = 0, due to the asymptotic initial condition
([@F). Solving ([#49)) via integrating factors gives

wr(elt) _ o0 — el /0 L I gl (4.51)

Differentiating (£.51)) with 0% and using (£50), we conclude the desired result. O

A straightforward induction argument now implies that:
Proposition 4.1. Points[d, [2 of Theorem [[.1] hold true.

Proof. Lemma [5] implies that the assumption of Lemma is satisfied for n = 1. Hence,
points [l 2 of Theorem 1] are valid for n = 0. Assume that they are satisfied for all iterates
with superscript n — 1. Then Lemma implies that (£I3) is satisfied. By Lemma
we also obtain (4I1]). Lemma[£.3]implies that (£I2]) holds true. Finally, Lemma gives
(4.14)). This completes the induction argument and the proof of points [I 2] of Theorem
41l O
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4.3 Comparing successive iterates
In the next lemmas we derive circular estimates for kPl — gm=1l ¢l _ on—1],

Lemma 4.8. Let N > 2 and suppose there exists ty_1 > 0, such that for every 1 <
n < N — 1, every multi-index «, and indices I,C,b,a the following holds for all (t,z) €
(O,tN_l] X [0,5]3.‘

e’ 1 t prtne I § a
‘8 (ela [Il )’ —{ th 2pa-tne I>a
o3 [n—1] Ca,ntpc+n€ b < C
|a (wa’ Wy )| < { C, nt2pb—PC+na b>C
Then, taking ty € (0,ty—1) smaller if necessary, the following bound holds:
08 (kyff — kfy I < €t R,

for every 2 < n < N, every multi-index o, indices I,.J, and for all (t,x) € (0,tx) x [0,6]3.

Proof. Step 1. First, we estimate the difference of successive Ricci curvature components
R[II}] R[n 1, Going back to the expression ([4.42]), we notice that the previous difference
has the form
-1 1
R — Ry = L((ef — et Dol el dselny), -
[n—1] [n] _ [n—1]

eélz 8 [wt[zlég ! g:] l]a (66411 é4a )]7 (452)
(wats — watr ) (€rpiic )@ (Cpmidieigy): -

Wi e g el i ekt (g el - aiei‘gg”m

aly g fsa U5

Every term in the last linear expression can be estimated exactly as in (£43]), (£44), only
now each factor which is a difference of successive iterates, e — e=1 o wnl — (D=1]
contributes an extra t"¢, resulting in the bound

02 (RE — RIETY)| < Gyt =222 Log ¢, (4.53)
forevery 1 <n < N —1.
Step 2. For 2 < n < N, (£2) implies the following equation for kol — g1
-1 a1 1 -1
o - ) - 2+ e -4

(4.54)
— kP (R — kB o(RIY — RIn2),

27



Solving (4.54]) via integrating factors, we obtain the formula:
-1
(kP — kY@ )

_ o Jywrtdr ! — J§ wir— g k’[n_l} k‘[n_l} _k[U'Z} R[n—l} _ [U'Z] d
=e . {7k~ (ke cc )+ (R, ) }dr,

(4.55)

where w1 = k:gl(;l +t7l = k‘glgu - k‘gﬂc, satisfying [02wm 1| < O, ,t 71+, The desired
bound on kM — k=11 follows by finite induction, after differentiating [@5H) with %, and
using the already derived estimate (£.53]). O

Lemma 4.9. Let N > 1 and suppose there exists ty > 0 such that for every 1 <n < N,
every multi-index o and indices I,J, the following holds:

03 (k) = Ky "] < Cat™Himerlprr,

for all (t,x) € (0,ty] x [0,6]2. Then, after choosing tx > 0 smaller if necessary, for every
multi-index o and 1 < n < N, the following bounds hold:

[e] [n 1] Ca,nt_pH_ne I <a
a2 (el >|<{ ot mine g

o 1 ContPctne b<C
’a (wa wl[)ré‘ )’ S{ Ca nt2pb—pc+ne b>C
for all (t,x) € (0,tn] x [0,0]® and 1 <n < N.
[n] __[n-1]

Proof. We begin by writing the equation satisfied by e;, —e;, ', using ([&1), in the following
form:

o[ ey — e ] = (ki — K (e = e (456)
_4Pre [n ”(k; kgx} Z [k:[“ 1] egl; I _ egl_ })) + tpie[gf](k}‘};” - @110-2}) .
C#£I

Then we proceed by solving the latter equation using integrating factors, as we did in the
proof of Lemma 4.7 and argue by finite induction as in the proof of the previous lemma
to infer the bound

o 1 Ca,nt—pf—l-na I<a
|02 (eIa n ])‘ <{ C pr—metne 15 (4.57)

for all (t,7) € (0,ty] x [0,6)> and 1 <n < N.
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Once we have controlled the difference of successive iterates for the frame, we employ
the formula ([@3I) to obtain an expression for the difference w!® — wP=1 analogous to

(©.34):
det(e[la]) det(e!,r;
det(e [n})det(e[;; 1})

1]
) — @) = — L (@l - @) - J@nt)  (as)

det(e])

Then, we notice that the differences of determinants and co-factor matrices of the frame
iterates satisfy bounds analogous to (£32]), only "¢ by virtue of (A57):

0% [det(el™) — det (el ]| <yt 17
af/on n—1] Copt 1 FPotne b< C
|am [(Qb(,l) o (Q[ )” < { c, nt—1+2pb—pc+n5 b>C

Applying the latter to the differentiated version of (A58]) gives the desired bound for the
difference of successive co-frame iterates, which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 4.2. For any N > 1, there exists tny > 0, such that for every 1 <n < N,
every multi-index o, and indices I,C,a,b, the following estimates hold:

fe! [11 1] Ca,nt_pl+n€ I<a
e — el < ot e 15

C, ptPotne b<C
)| < " opy—po+
CoptPo—perne > C

|@a(k.[;}} [11 1])| <C,. t—l—i—na—i—lpr—pJ\

|0y (Wbc wl[:é !

]80‘( n] [n 1)]<C t—2+(n+1)5+|pI—PJ|

for all (t,z) € (0,tn] x [0,0]3.

Proof. For N = 1, the conclusion is satisfied by virtue of points [I @ of Theorem .1l
Assuming the conclusion holds for N — 1, Lemmas [£.8] .9 imply that the above estimates
regarding e[hj,wl[)cl, Kl } are valid for every 1 <n < N. By (4353]), we also have the desired
estimate for the differences of the spatial Ricci components up to n = N. This completes

the proof by induction. O

4.4 Approximate solution to the evolution equations

In the next lemma we prove that k™ approximately satisfies the evolution equation (3.4])
in vacuum.
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Lemma 4.10. For every n > 1 and every multi-index «, there exists a t, > 0 such that
the following estimates hold for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,8]> and I, J:

05 (Ouk7) — k) — REY)| < Cant >4, (4.59)
Proof. Plugging in ([4.2) we have
Oukyy — késoky — Ry = (RIS = RE)) + (ke — hekr)-

The desired bound follows by using Proposition to control the previous RHS and its
spatial derivatives. O

We will also need to compare k™ with the actual second fundamental form Kkl of the
t slices relative to g™,

Lemma 4.11. For every n > 1 and every multi-index «, there exists a t, > 0 such that
the following estimate holds:

0702 (K1) — )| < Gt ™1 ornetloromsl 20,1, (4.60)
for all (t,z) € (0,t,] x [0,08]> and indices I, J.
Proof. We note that kIl satisfies

R B L)

a.

Plugging in (@], we compute

R =kl + 3 i el ol

CHI
= ko + > ki el — el - ST kI — klhdcs + Y ko
C#I C#I C#I
k‘kl] + Z kn 1] [n ! eCa a Z k[n ! kglé' 50]
C#I C#I
or equivalently
kry = ki =D ke ety = ednwgy + D (ke = kigddes  (461)

CHI C#£1

The desired bound for r = 0 follows by employing Proposition and point [I] of Theorem
1] to estimate the preceding RHS. For the case r = 1, we take the time derivative of

(A61) and plug in the equations (£.2)), (£.1), (.54), (£.56) to replace all time derivatives

in the RHS with terms that have already been controlled in Proposition .2 and point [
of Theorem [.Jl We omit the details. O
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With the previous lemmas at our disposal, we are now ready to complete the proof of
point Bl of Theorem A1l for pu,v =1, J.

Proposition 4.3. For every n > 1 and every multi-index o, there exists a t,, > 0 such
that the following estimate hold:

0°RI) < €, 727 (4.62)
for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,0]> and indices I,.J.

Proof. The evolution equation (3.4]) holds true for any Lorentzian metric, hence, also for
gM. We thus have

R = R — o) 4 kL
R ol gl
_ a (k[n] k[n] (k[n] k[n} k[n] 4 k[n] (k[n] k[n}
17 — k) + (kee — ko) 17)
The desired bound follows by using Lemmas .10 E.1T1 O

4.5 Approximate solution to the constraints

The sequence of iterates g[n] we have constructed so far is an approximate solution to the
evolutionary part of the Einstein vacuum equations, ie. (462]). We will now proceed to
show that for asymptotic data satisfying Definition [ g™ is also an approximate solution
to the constraint equations. Let us denote by V[, D[] the connections intrinsic to g™, g®!
respectively and let

s = gDl e = g™ el ). (4.63)
I

er

Lemma 4.12. For every multi-index and indices I,J, B, the n-th spatial connection coef-
ficients satisfy

10 7IJB| <C, (t—p1+\p5—p1| + t—PatlpE=PIl t—ps+\p1—p1\)| logt|1+‘a|, I+J B
and

‘804[ IJI +t piEllog(fﬂt_pl) - Z halEl(t_pifla)” < Oa,nt_pj—l—ea
J<a<lI

for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,0)3, where E; =~ ; f1u0, and the last sum is not present when
J>1. -
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Proof. The first bound readily follows using the formula (8.6]) and Proposition [4.1l For the
second bound, employing (3.6) and Proposition [4.1] once more we have

n] [n] [n] [n] [n] jn] [n]

[ _
Vijr = —Wir€y € T Wer€r €4
=—1 p]EJ lOg f[[t p[ Z t pIW EI 128 pJfJa) (’7;1]]1)67“7“07“
J<a<I
= t7PLE, ] tPL harEp(tP2 n]
J Og(fﬂ ) + al l( fla) + (71Jl)error7
J<a<I
where |0% (WE}&)G,«MA < CyntP7Te. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Next, we show that the constraints are satisfied to leading order.

Lemma 4.13. Let py, 14 satisfy the algebraic Kasner conditions and the asymptotic dif-
ferential conditions [A9). Then, for every n € N and every multi-index «, there exists a
tn, > 0 such that the following estimates hold:

62 [R RIP |12 1 (erkdn) 2| < Comt ™2,
|02 [V — elergl) | < 0, e 1P, (464
for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,0]® and index I.
Proof. From point 2l of Theorem [A.1] it follows that
|02 RM| < €, 172

We also have

kP2 — (br k)2 = (k] — g0y (k] — k1O 5 — (bl — trg101)2

4okl - k[m)uk?[} _ Q(k.[m)/(k[n] _ km)/

RS 2_l<z .>2
t2 i pi t2 i pz

The last line cancels, by virtue of the Kasner algebraic conditions. From point [I]of Theorem
[4.T] the remaining terms and their spatial derivatives are bounded by C’a,nt_“a. This gives
the first bound in (Z.64]).
For the second bound in (£.64]), we expand the momentum constraint:
v _ el gl
= cTadakyy — e 0u(tr k™) — Ve =7 ke
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_6%8 (kgr}} _ k[O}) . e[] ]a (trk[n} trk[o])

n n n n n aap]
— W (kG = k) + 15 (RE — Kig) — (e — ep) =

t
thEl th th O]E tIDI pl
+ Z < ’YJ[J + I og(frs Z W ( I1 )] ;

I<a<J

(4.65)

—t 7 PLEpy — Zt—l—p;(pJ — 1) [Ellog(fjjt_p‘]) _ Z +PL pjw[ }Ej(t PLfrq )}
J I<a<Jj

From point [l of Theorem E.I] and Lemma E12, we have
|02 (X0, (k) — K%)= el o, (tr kI — k01|
< Ca n(t_th 14e+|pr—pJ] 4+t pjt—l—i-a) (466)
< Cypt—tPrte

8(1 n — - —1—
EAICH Ia —e[ﬁf)—fz —Z(WB} + tPLE log(frstP7) L ; pl]\ < Copnt 17PITE ] (4.67)

J
and
o 0 0
|02 [’YJIc(kgl} - k[a}]) + VBIT;C(k[n] k%)] |
< Camt_HerC pal(g=prtlpo—psl 4 g=pstlpe—pil 4 g=potlpi=pil)|1og ¢t (4.68)

+ C’amt_l%“m_pdt_pc
< Ca,nt_ I=prte

Finally, we observe that

t ' PLEpr + Yt P (py — p1) [EL log(fot™7) = > P B (1P f1,)

J I<a<J
:t_l_pi |:E£p£ + Z(p‘] — pl)ELlog(fJJ) — lOth(pJ — pl)ELpJ (4.69)
J J
> > s —pDhasEsfra + IOth (ps — p1)51JEJp1}
J I<a<J

=t 1PL [Elpl +Y (ps—p)Erlog(fr) = > > (s —pr) aJEJfIa:|

J J I<a<J

where in the last equality, we used the algebraic Kasner conditions. The last line vanishes
by assumption ([£9), see also Lemma Combining ([Z65])- (£69), we deduce the second
inequality in (4.64]). The proof of the lemma is complete. O
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Proposition 4.4. Assume that the conclusion of Lemma [{.13 holds true. Then for every
n > 1 the spacetime Ricci components of g™ satisfy:

0°RY| < Copt 2172, (4.70)
for every multi-index o« and v =0, 1.
Proof. First, we recall the Gauss and Codazzi equations for the metric g/
R(g™) — [EM2 + (trk)? =R 4 2D (4.71)
I ol gl @)
By Lemma [.13] and Proposition 3] we deduce that
2RI < Cunt 1Pt eRD) < €t 2t (4.73)

The twice contracted second Bianchi identity reads:

Di'R{; = DERE — SDPRM, DURE = DERE - DRI (414
Expanding the covariant derivatives and subtracting the background variables, we rewrite
(4r4) in the form

n T n Tn n 1 n n n n 1 n n
ORgy — (k™ + EEIRG = S Rey) + e RET — Sep Rée (4.75)
+ceREr —1eipRED + ) kR
C#£1
o R[n] —9 '];[n]R[n} -9 [n]R[n} -0 R[n} [n} R[n} k[n} R[n} 4.76
tY00 tr 00 €c oo t CC Tejct™og CD>~CD ( ' )

Subtracting the iterates k™, kl9 we are left with the system

1 1
ORp) + — PR = SR + ST SR 4 1 (4.77)
CAI
+ (tekl) — tokl) 4okl — ekl 4 k8 — K k) - KDREY
ORE 1 2R — 2 MR 1o R (4.78)
tHoo T 300 ¢ Foc T Yosotos T o :
+ 2>tk — ek 4 trkl — kR
where
n n n 1 n n n n n n
Y R - LR o oRE o, am
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By =~ 0REG ~ FEpRED

Using integrating factors and (4.73]), we obtain the formulas

t o~
RI _ 1o /0 Ry B PRI ST R 4
C#I

(k) — ekl pekle) — kl0) g B gl el Rl glal gy
t
R = t_2/0 72 [26%1}1:{% + 185 Rey + B
+ 2(trk™ — ek 4 gl — trk[o])R([)I(lJ]] dr

By Lemma [£.11] Proposition £33l and Lemma [£12] we deduce the estimates

t
8;4 <t—1—p1 / Tl—i—pIFI[rﬂdT) < Ca,nt_2+(n+1)€‘ log t‘\a|
0

< Ca,nt_2+n€

t t ~
on (v [ wrar)| <oz (2 [ rmil - R jar — REL)|

S Ca’nt—2+n€

Applying [ET3), [@33), [@ES4) to [#S2) gives the bound
OZRGY| < Cont 2% + Copt ™47,
Using the latter, along with (73], (4.83]), ([4.84]), and Lemma [£.60, we obtain

OSRG)| < Cont ™% 4 Cont ™7™

(4.80)

(4.81)

(4.82)

(4.83)

(4.84)

(4.85)

(4.86)

Note that for n > 1, the bounds (4.85]), (4.86) are an improvement by t over (4.73)).
Repeating the above argument n — 2 times, using ([£85), ([A80), instead of ([AT73) and so

on and so forth, yields the desired (A.70]).

O

5 Construction of an actual solution to the modified evolu-

tion equations

In this section, we carry out a localized construction of a singular solution ey, k77,178
to the set of equations (5.12)), (513]), (5.14]), whose behavior matches that of the iterates

e[;;], k?{l},vﬁ[,l}]B to a sufficiently large polynomial order, as t — 0.
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5.1 Domain of definition

The domain on which the actual solution will be living is defined using the metric g™,
for some sufficiently large n which is fixed in the end. Let 3; denote the level sets of t in
[0 T] x [0,6]3. Denote the boundary of the initial slice by Sy = 9%y = nglSéfa, where

= {2 =0}, S5, = {z* = 6}. We then define H = U3_HE, where HE are the ingoing
hypersurfaces obtained by flowing each side 50@ of the cube Sy through the corresponding
vector field

vinlge = e[;:je[ln] = (gihyiag;, o> 0. (5.1)

For simplicity, we suppress the index n in the notation for the domain and its geometry.
Let Uy C ¢ denote the slices whose boundary S; = nglea = QU is in turn the slicing of
H induced by the above flow, t € [0, T].

Remark 5.1. The constant o is chosen such that X is spacelike and sufficiently ingoing.
It will be fixed below in order to absorb any energy flux terms in the estimates coming from
H, see the proof of Proposition [5.3 and (5.51).

Lemma 5.1. The flow of X;= is well defined in [0,T] and the hypersurface H is spacelike.
The coordinate functions x°, b # a, induce coordinate vector fields @, on TS;EQ that satisfy

ab _ f;,léiac; ‘8?( glc,:l: . 5bc)’ < Ca7nt1+pa_2pmin{a’c}‘log t“a|+1 (52)

In these coordinates, the induced metric gl[;;} = g0l (@y,@.) on Sffa satisfies

!f?a(g;s,é — G)| < Camt®Pmaxtvert | [(glnl)PF — (gl))]| < Ot ~2Pminivcrte (5.3)
o (] _[n]
Moreover, the inward unit normal to S L, n Uy is a perturbation of i% — 61E1n]61 =
gln €0a€Ca
i
ng: = nsi e, |oenls F %H < Cy ptlPerrlte, (5.4)
t,a n
ngeCa
The future unit normal to SjE within H is a perturbation of
XE = (0~ 174 [0 & (el 2ol
nfh =l )0+l e, 10R[(nf )° — (0 = 1)72)| < Cant,
t,a t,a t,a t,a (5 5)
1 1 :
08 [(nf )! F (07 = 1) %o (efyei) 2| < Conte P,
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The future unit normal to HE is a perturbation of (02 — 1)~ %[08 + (eq n ] [n}) 6[163 e[ln]] :

1
Nyt = ngﬁﬁt + ngife[ln]’ |8a[ 2[:{: — O'(O'2 — 1)_5” <C, nta,

ar1 RIS A B I Ipapil+e. (5.6)
|02 [’I’LH;‘::F(O' 1)~ 2(eq eca) W] < Cant

The induced volume forms on Stia,’Hf satisfy:

vol o+
S N VOl?—L +

o e — | < Cunt', 2]

2 -1 e
_UHME (62 1) 5| < ContS, (5.7
z dtvolsti S ) 2” - (5.7)

where da®, dz¢ are the 1-forms dual to @y, @., b,c # a.

Proof. The tangential vector fields to Séfa are {0p}p-q. Lie propagating them along XF
gives @, € TSfa, b # a:

(0] [n] [n] [n]

a a 11 a a € ae 9
[Xj:, fbéiac] =0 = <at + Uﬁ&) béi + O'fbi7:tai <ﬁ> =0. (58)
elgelg elgelg

From point [0l of Theorem 1] we observe that the coefficients in the previous equation and
their 0% derivatives satisfy the bound:

[n] [n]

8§‘<M>‘ SC,omtpa_zmin{pa,pc}|logﬂla\ (5.9)

ATRD

ala

In particular, the coefficients are bounded by Ct~*¢, that is to say, they are uniformly
integrable in [0,¢]. Since (5.8)) is a transport equation in X, for flfc’i with initial data d&p.
at t = 0, the flow is well-defined in [0, 7] and fb satisfy (0.2]).

The estimate (5.3]) for the induced metric components on St follows from (5.2]) and
E1D).

For the inward unit normal ng¢+ to S in Uy, we first subtract from i% its
t,a )

projections to @, b # a, to obtain (without summing in a)

0] .a ] (0] e
Ve, =% VE n A ?ﬁ})ab
: ’ x ‘g[n] bra |V[“]:E“| in] I
1 1 a
= (")) 2 (gm0 = Y1) R ) T e e (5.10)

b#a
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From the estimates (5.2)-(5.3]) we have that
~1 —1 paE pa,t
02 {1(g™)] 72 (gy3) " Fy= )
< Camtpa—2pb+1+pa—2pmm{a,b}+1tpa—2pmin{a,i} |log t| |or|+1 (5.11)
S Ca7ntpa_2pmin{a,i}+€7

since 2 — 2pp + 2pa — 2Pmin{ap) = 2€. Recall that [(g“])““]_% (gl)yie ~ tPa=2Pmintai} . Hence,
the first term in the RHS of (5.I0) is of leading order. Rewrite

[n] [n] [n]
[(gn])aa]—% (g[n} iag _ €14 €I wl[%]e[[f)l] — €Ia ~ t|pa—p1|
ecr‘ieglg €caCCa ngeC‘}g

To conclude the desired estimate (5.4]), we observe that ngk = Vg / |VS;_L |gm and that
Vsti is unit to leading order as t — 0. 7 7 ’

The estimate (5.5]) for n?i is obtained similarly, by subtracting from X- its projections
t,a

to @, b # a, and normalizing the resulting vector field. In turn, (5.6) is immediate from

(55). Finally, the bounds for volume forms are implied by (5.3]) and the form of the normal

n?i . |
t,a

5.2 The modified system of equations for the remainder terms

We now consider the system of equations (3.2]), (3.8)), (8.9]), dropping all Rfﬁ) terms, since
we are working in vacuum:

Oera =kiceca, (5.12)
1
Otkry —trkkry = 3 [GCWJC —erycJc + ecyiic — ejYcIc (5.13)

— YCIDYDJC — YCCDYIJD — YCJDYDIC — 'VCCD’VJID:|

1
+ §5IJ [QGD’YCDC +ycEpYDEC + YccpYEED + kepkep — (kcc)Z] ,

dv1sB — kicyess =epkyr — ejkpr (5.14)
+vsBcker +virckse — vyBicker — vBickc

— 4B [eckw —Yccpkpy — Ycipkep — eJtrk]

+ 01 [eckCB —Yccpkps — YeBpkep — EBtrk} .
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We would like to produce a solution ey, k1,778, each component of which is equal to the
corresponding e[;;], kﬁ , ’y}r}}B plus a sufficiently decaying term, as ¢ — 0.

For this purpose, define the remainder terms
) =en—el,  Nle=vm—ye K =k — k. (5.15)

Next, we plug (5.I5) into (5.12)-(E.I3) to obtain the system of equations satisfied by the

differences e%),’ygdj)B, k%) We use in the process the version of the equations (B.8]), (39)

for EEI}]WE}B and ({I) to replace the terms which only contain iterates. A tedious, but
straightforward, computation gives the equations:

drely + ey = (ki — ki)eGy + kel + Kigel + (@)1, (5.16)
1 1
atk%) + ;k'%) = 5{607%)0 - 617890 + 607%)0 - eﬂgll)c + 251J€D7g%c} (5.17)

1
- 51J]%kgi(); + 6U¥k§§l)c — 017y %kﬁ% + 859 + (@),
c

01T + TE T = ekl — eskls) — drnlecklt) — eskEL] + d1slecklh — ek
(5.18)
Pr PB (d P1 b
7 S]E)il - f%(II)E + f%(&)fg + f%(ﬂ)g
PJ bc (4 PB (d bc (4
10| a2 B8] + 00s | ity + 30 Bl |
C C

aa aa 8(1 80/
— 1y tpiegi o1 fie% 513—fie&dg—51J—f§€g¢)l

+ 605 + (@) 15,
where

1
89 = 2ol ~ 008 + ol 0o + 1selthe] 19

1 n d n d n d n d
3 |:7[C'}D/7(DL)]C’ + 7[0(]JD7§J)D + 7[C‘}D7§)}C + 7[6*(],*D7§I)D

d n d n d n d n
+ Vé‘I)D'VE)(}JC + VééD/ng]D + V(C}DV[D}C + VééD7BI]D

d d d d d d d d
DY + VDI + Ve Y + v(céDvﬁf)D]
n d n d 1 @, 1
+ 01 [(k% — kEp)kep — (kge = keb)kip + ZREDRGD — 5(%5?]
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1 d d d d d d
+ 551 J {’Ygl}ED’YE)J)EC + ’YgI]CD’YJ(E}JD + ’Yéj);D’Yglj}Ec + ’YééD’Ygl}ED + ’Yé%:D’Y(DzEc

T ygigmggD} + (k™ — ekl 4 k@ (6 — KO 4 k@ gD
d n 0 d d n d d n d n d
B = (ke — kio)e) s + kere s + ke s +1acks) + ek (5.20)

d d d 0 d 0
K K+~ K+ e KL

d n 0 d n 0 d d d d
() H A K)ok 4

d) .(d d d d d 0
— 5okl —AB1ckie + dp [vg‘égk%} +EphED +¥60n (kD) — kpy)

d n 0 d d d d n d n d
+ 1) — HEL) + 9k + oD | = 811 B ok, + bk

d 0 d 0 d d
+¢epkbn — kpp) +1¢pn (ke — kéb) +16epkb: + ’v(c])ngéé}

+ efada(k] — k1) — €500ulkiy — kpp) = Srp{eCadalkey — kE))
d n d n d n
— el 0kt — ko)) + 15 {efada(kS — ki) — efada(kit — ki)}

and
(T 10 = (kjeed — ke eg ™) (5.21)
C#I
[n] L om | pnl m | 1o
(Ik )1g = §(R]J + RJI) + 5IJ(R00 + §R ) (5.22)

O — T gl
Lo elnl gl glnlyoy Lo rn) 7o) i) yo
T3 rilkepkep = ( cc”‘g rilképkep — (kee)’]
(Z) 18 = 618Re) — 61 /RE (5:23)
e R+ 0 T — g~ )
+ 1750 ke = ReD + 151kt — F5e) = vpsc (ke = Kéy)

o5 — Ry — o el ) — RE)) — ol p (40, — R

B T8 — ok )] + [ R
b0~ ) o~ ) — e )
The terms in (5.19), (5.20) should be viewed as error terms in the energy estimates below.
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On the other hand, the terms explicitly written in the equations (5.16)-(EIT7) with ¢!
coefficients need more careful handling. They will be absorbed by considering appropriately
large t-weights in our norms. To this end, we will need (L[n]) Ia (I,[gn})IJ , (ILH}) 1B to decay
at a sufficiently fast polynomial rate in ¢. It is immediate from Theorem E.I] and Lemma

E.IT] that

Lemma 5.2. For every multi-index o and all indices I, J, B,a, the expressions (5.21])-
(E23) satisfy the following bounds:

03 (T 1al, 102 @)1, 105 (@)1 < Cot™, (5.24)
for all (t,x) € (0,t,] x [0,0]3, where M = M(n) — +00, as n — +oo.
The following lemma makes evident the hyperbolic structure of the system (G.16])-(5.18).

n _ [n]

Lemma 5.3. The iterates satisfy k‘y}} = kBI, Yiig = —7}1}5}”, for all (t,z) € (0,T] x [0, 4]>.
(d) . (d)

Moreover, the variables ky;,v; /g enjoy the same symmetry/antisymmetry properties
(d) _ 1.(d) (d) (d)
kry =kir T1B = ~7iBJ (5.25)

for all (t,x) € {Ui}sepy, 1), provided that they are valid on Uy, n > 0. The same symmetries
hold for k1j,v1sB-

Remark 5.2. FEquations (5.I7), (BI8) form a first order symmetric hyperbolic system

for k:%),vgl])B, provided ([5.25) holds true. Indeed, multiplying (5.17)) with k:f,f?, BIR) with
%’y}dJ)B, and adding the resulting identities we notice that the first derivatives in the resulting
RHS combine to give only whole derivatives of products k(@ x ~(4)

Proof. First, notice that the corresponding properties hold for kﬁ,’yﬁB in [0,%,] x [0, 6]?

Ui terom- Indeed, for y[n} this is clear by definition . For k™ }, equation implies
(0,T] 1JB 1J
that

Ou(ky — k57 = kg (kg — K3 = 0.
Rewrite
QU (kY — K7D = ke Y — K7 = (e = KGRtk — k5 =0
By point [l in Theorem [A.T], |/’<:[n U _ gl ool < Cpt™17e. Also, from (@5 it follows that

lim (k" — k%) = 0

t—0
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Hence, solving the above ODE via integrating factors for t(kzy}} — kgr}}), we conclude that
t(k:gl}] - kg}]) = 0 everywhere.

Now, if k%),’y%)B satisfy (5.25]) on Ur, so do krj,~vrs5. Returning to equations (5.13)),
(514]), we have that

Ou(kry — kyr) — trk(kry — kyr) =0, O¢(y1sB +71BJ) — k1c(vesB +vcBy) =0

The conclusion follows by observing that the initial data of k;;— k1, vy +7vrps are trivial
on Us and that the integral curves of J; emanating from all points in Uy rule the entire
domain {U; }ye(5,7)- O

5.3 Local existence

Our goal in this section is to prove the following.

Theorem 5.1. For every s > 4 and Ny € N, there exists ny, s € N sufficiently large, such
that for every n > ny, s, there exists T = Ty, sn > 0 sufficiently small and a solution

e1a-krs, 18 to B.I2)-(.14), in the domain {Uilieo1y, ., (see Section[5.1), such that
the following estimate holds:

1D 1Frs ) + IED ey + IV DN @y < 22, (5.26)

for all t € (0,Tny sn], where the remainder terms ef,‘?, k%),'y%)B are as in (5.15).
Proof. Tt is split in Propositions [5.1] O

We first begin with a solution defined in the future of a non-singular time, furnished by
standard local existence.

Lemma 5.4. For every n > 0 sufficiently small and n € N, there exists T =T (n,n) and a
unique smooth solution ejq, kry,vryp to BI2), BI3), GI4) in {Ui e, 1), such that

ela(%x) = e,[;;](n7x)v kIJ(n7x) = k‘,[fltll} (777$)7 ’71]3(777$) = 7,[7111]}B(777x)7

for all x € Uy,. Moreover krj = kjr, Y178 = —7VIBJ-

Proof. By standard local existence for first order symmetric hyperbolic systems, we have
that a solution to (B.12)-(5.14]) exists in the future domain of dependence of U,, denoted
by D(Uy). However, given that we have modified the original equations (3.4]), [B.7)), the
latter domain might not a priori be the same as the domain of dependence for the Einstein
vacuum equations. D(U,) is the largest domain for which the energy associated to the
linearized version of (B.I3)-(%.14)), on a future time slice, can be bounded from the initial
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one. Moreover, D(U,)) is determined from the principal terms in the equations. Hence, it
is the same for the system (5.16)-(5.1I8]). As we will show in Section [5.4], by deriving such
energy estimates for the variables e%), k%),’y}fl])B in {Ut}te[n,T}a we can choose the constant
o in (BI) sufficiently large and T sufficiently small (independently of 1) to guarantee

that D(U,) necessarily contains {Uy}yepy 7). From Lemma B3] we also have the desired

symmetry/antisymmetry relations. O
Let
d
||e(d)||?'{S(Ut Z ||€ ||HS(Ut ||e(d)||WS(Ut) = Z He.(fa)HWS(Ut)’
s Z 1457 Wiy IE @ lweony Z I ey, 6:20)
”’Y(d)H%{S(Ut Z H’YIJB”HS(Ut) Iy ”WS(Ut) - Z ”’YIJBHWS(Ut)a
1,J,B I,J,B

where for a function f : {U; }4c[o,7] — R with the appropriate regularity, the H*(Uy), W*(Uy)
norms are defined as follows:

1 £11%s () Z/ [0 f(t, )] Volg[r.], Vol = \gin|dzt da?da,
la|<s

f lwswe = D esssupyey, |05 £ (¢, ).

laf<s

(5.28)

We will bootstrap energy estimates with suitably large weights, which will guarantee that
the time of existence in Lemma [5.4] is independent of n > 0 and that the differences (5.15])
decay to sufficiently large polynomial order.

Proposition 5.1. Let ejq, kry,vrsB be as in Lemma [5.4 For every s > 4 and Ny € N,
there exists nn, s € N sufficiently large, such that for every n > npy, s, there exists T =
TNy ,s,n > 0 sufficiently small such that the following estimate holds:

e Wz oy + I Uy + 17PNy < 2270, (5.29)

for allt € n,Tny.sn]- In particular, the time of existence T'(n,n) given by Lemmal[5.7) can
be fized to be Ty, s n, independent of n > 0.

Proof. Tt is given in the end of Section [5.4] after deriving the main weighted energy esti-
mates, see Proposition 5.3 O

Since the estimate (5.20]) is independent of 7 > 0, it is clear now that we can a extract
a subsequence which will satisfy Theorem [B.11
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Proposition 5.2. Let s, Ng,n be as in Proposition [51l Then there exists a sequence of
initial times 1y, — 0 such that

1. The corresponding sequence of solutions (€ram,krjm, YrB,m) furnished by Lemma [5.7)
converges in C, as n — 0, to a limit (erq, kry,717B)-

2. The limit solves the system (B.12)-(.14) in {Ut}ie(o,1y, ,.0)-
3. Moreover, the corresponding differences e&?,kﬁ,vﬁ% satisfy the estimate (5.20)), for
all t € (0, Ty nl-

Proof. Using the uniform estimate (5.29]), Arzela-Ascoli, and a standard diagonal argument,
we infer that the sequence (e7qm,kr.jm,Vr78,m) has a subsequence converging in C Lto a
limit (ezq, k1.7, v158) for every fixed ¢ € (0, T, sn]- Also, the class C! is enough to ensure
that the limit satisfies the system (5.12)-(5.14). Moreover, for every t € (0,7, s,n), the
former subsequence has a subsequence converging weakly in H*(U;) and the limit satisfies
(5:29). By uniqueness of limits, we conclude that the limit (ezq, ks, vr78) satisfies (5.29])
for all t € (0, Tng,s.n)- O

5.4 Weighted energy estimates for the remainder terms
In this subsection we derive the main energy estimates for the variables e%), k%),’y%)B, see
Proposition [5.3] that complete the proof Proposition [5.1] in Section (.43l

5.4.1 Bootstrap assumptions and basic implications

Consider the solution furnished by Lemma 5.4 and fix s > 4. We make the bootstrap
assumptions

1D ey + 1ED sy + IV D s 0y < 21 (5.30)

for all t € [0, Tpoot), where Tpoot < T'(n,m). Notice that such a bootstrap time exists by

continuity, since the variables egi), k;‘?,yﬁ)B vanish on U,,.

Remark 5.3. Deriving the estimate (5.29) for No > 5 clearly improves the bootstrap
assumptions. A standard continuity argument then implies that the time of existence can
be pushed to some T' = Ty, s, independent of 7.

By (@I7) and point [0 of Theorem [L.], we have that

|/ 19| = Vferreasesst| < Cpt'*e (5.31)

Hence, the bootstrap assumptions and classical Sobolev embedding imply the bound

e sz + I llws—2 + 17D lwe2y < CF- (5.32)
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Lemma 5.5. Given a function f : {Ui e 150.,) — R, the following inequalities hold true:

t
fvol () + / nl . fvol, + §/ fvol —I—/ / Or fvol mdr (5.33)
U, g an:: 2k Ha Ha U, g n Ju. g

t
+/ / (T_1+CT_1+€)’f’VOlg[n]dT
n T

t t
/ / ejfvolg[r.]dTg/ / T_1+€|f|V01g[n]d’7' (5.34)
n JU- n U-

+Z/in;§f+0t4|f|vol7{ai.
a,+ Ha

Proof. Applying the Stokes theorem to the divergences div™(fd;), divi®(fes), in the
region {Ur },e[n, for t € [, TBoot), gives the identities:

t
/ / div (f0;)vol mdr = / g™ (01, 0r) fvol g (5.35)
n T Un
_ / 210y, 0y) fyolym — > / ™ Dy gy ) frolye,
Ut a,t
t
/ / diV[n](fej)VOlg[n]dT:/ g[n}(ej,ﬁt)fvolg[n] (5.36)
n T Uy

_ / " (er,0y) fvol m —Z / " (er,nyyx) fyolys.

On the other hand, by (5.32]) we have

ggl] = -1 g[n](ab’n%g:) = —ng_@bg[n}(e[,at) =0,
[ (er.nygz) = iy | = lefy wipny | < Ot (37
and
div(10) =ouf ke, ke +tTi <o
div®(fe;) =erf + g™ (v[ ) e, o8, (5.38)
o
where

UV Eeren) =v5ip + o (VI (e ). )
D
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=b1p + g (V I (e wiged) o) (5.39)

d
o + el bl + el

By Lemma [4.12] point [I] of Theorem [£.1] and (5.32]), we have that

9™ (Ve el < Crte (5.40)
D
Combining (5.35)-([5.40), we conclude the desired inequalities. O

5.4.2 Main estimates

The overall weighted energy estimate that we derive in this section is stated in the following
proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that the bootstrap assumptions (5.30) are valid for some s > 4.
Then, there exists o > 0 sufficiently large in (5.1), depending only on the principal symbol
of (BI10)-(BI8), such that the following energy inequality holds:

1 1
St LD ey + 1D Wy + 517 P e}

! No—C, _ 1
+/ = e D By + D iy + 50D o b (5.41)
n
t
§/ CT—1+£T—2NO{H€([1)H%{S(UT)+Hk(d)”§15(w) +H’Y(d)”%s(UT)}dT‘FCtzM_2NO+2_€,
n

for all't € [n,Tpoot), where M is as in Lemma 52 The constant C, > 0 depends only on
the Kasner exponents py, their s spatial derivatives, and it is independent of n, while the
constant C is allowed to also depend on n.

To derive the H*(Uy) estimate (0.41]), we first differentiate the system (5.16))-(5.18]) with
0%, for |a| < s, to obtain:

ataaegaHaQ( ey = 02 { (ke — ket + Kipel) + kioeld ) + 02T, (5.42)
and

1
D ki) + SOk

1
= _{60 ’Y}J)c - elaa’Y}J}c + 60357%)0 - eJaa’Yé}c + 251J€D3Q’Yg%c} (5.43)
— 02 {1k — 01 k‘(é+5 ERE} + /7 + 081,
C
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(6% d Q0 pI d
040, ’Y§J)B +0; (= . }J)B)
= eBagk‘L(H) — EJaak(B} — 0B [606(1%(5{)1 — eﬁg‘kg%] + 017 [€cagkg% — eBagk‘g%] (5.44)

of PI (d PB d d
- 05 ( oy - 22 + Bl + B, )

o | PJ_(d) fe%
— 01 8[ ’YCCJ+Z ; CJC}JFéIJa[ ’YCCB+Z r CBC]

8@ 8@ aa aa
-0 o pfeggg+5 LD 1 15 el — 01, PR

+ o0+ ag ()18,

where
1
ﬁ(d) Z 5 [8;‘1 ecp0y? OW%)C — 0™ ep, 02 awgl}c + 0% e ab%(]c?c (5.45)
o [+] ez |=a
oz | < ||
— O end2 e + 201105 epds? 3b7g1)70} + PR,
o= [agleBaaazaakg‘? — 0% €740 0,k (5.46)
o [+] ez |=[a
o2 |<|ev|

— 015 (02 eca0™2 Dakl) — 0%V e 1002 Dok

xT

+ 017001 ecad™0uk ) — 031 e a0 aakg%]] + ol

Next, we write the overall differential inequality for the (5.42])-(5.44]).

Lemma 5.6. There exists a constant Cy, depending only on the Kasner exponents and
their s spatial derivatives, such that the following differential inequality holds true:

at( Z 5t 2Nofag Iaa ega)+amk§}awk§} + 8w7§J)B 7§J)B})

jal<s
N, _ o o (d a1 (d) aa 7 (d 1 o (d a_(d
by Moo No—Ce, 2N f gaeld gacld) 4 pagd) gap(@ +§aﬂ§J>Baw§J>B}
|a|<s

<ZP”Ww”&M%%QWWw&AMwMW%%w a7

|a|<s

gl () )+ M)+ L) - Sepeln @
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. 1 onena | pagrin
[+ op ) + S oo e + oz

for all t € [0, TBoot)-
Proof. Consider the algebraic combination of equations
- d - d 1, d
D2 {rNoogely) x @I + 1Mook x G + 5000, x GAD)},
la|<s

differentiate by parts in the top order terms and use Lemma [5.3] to write them as whole
derivatives. The lower order terms with ¢! coefficients are grouped together using Young’s
inequality to give the brackets in the LHS having the C, constant coefficient. O

We will make use of the following error estimates.
Lemma 5.7. Assume that the bootstrap assumptions are valid for some s > 4. The fol-
lowing expressions satisfy

/U 20 [aseﬁi’as{%ﬁ“é — ke + kioeds + kioeta} + 08erg 0 (T,

o (d d),« o 1 o (d d),o o /7n
+ kD R\ gy ) + 505 D&+ 82 (@) 18] | vol (5.48)
< C 2N e D Ry + IR ey + IV sy} + CH T2,
for allt € 0, Tpoot) and || < s, where M is as in Lemma [5.2.

Proof. The last term in the RHS of (5.48]) comes from Young’s inequality, using Lemma[5.2]
Similarly, all quadratic terms in ef,‘?, k}‘i), %)B are treated by Young’s inequality, observing
that their coefficients are bounded by C, ,,t =€, by virtue of point [l in Theorem EIl For
the cubic terms in the differences, we recall (5.19))-(5.20) and notice that at least one factor
has at most s — 2 spatial derivatives, since s > 4. We estimate that factor in W$=2%(UJ;)
using (5.32]) and apply Young’s inequality once more. These terms are actually much better
behaved, thanks to our bootstrap assumptions (5.30]), which are used whenever the terms

e%), k:%),vgl])B are encountered. This accounts for all terms in the LHS of (5.48). O
Now we can proceed to the

Proof of Proposition [5.3. Integrate (5.47) in the domain {U },¢[, 4 and employ Lemma[5.7]
to obtain the inequality

t 1 1
/ / Or Y SN ORel el + kDO + 500y 08T bolymdr
n T

laf<s

48



" No—Cs _ang gy (d)2 (d))2 Lo @2
+ ra— {||e HHS(UT) + & HHS(UT) + 5”7 ||H5(UT)}V01g[n]dT
n

t
<3 [ [ o teclopHonnile] okl (5.49)
e

+ep [02k) 025D fvolym dT+/ Cr o2 e 12

+ D 0y + 1V D s (0, volgmdr + CE2e2M 2o

Next, we use Lemma [5.5] to integrate by parts in 0, ec, e, ep, recalling that e(d), k(d),’y(d)
vanish on U,:
L, —ong g1 (@) 12 ()2 Lo (@2
St e ||H5<Ut 1Dy + 517D s 0}
— a (d) o (d a1.(d) qaq.(d o (d o (d
+ Z Z/ 2N0n2.[ét{am ega)awega) +am k§J)awk§J) + 390’}’}])3(9 7§J)B}V01Hgt
la|<s b,&
No—-Ci—1 _ 1
/ 2 LD g,y + IR Py + 510y (5:50)
_ a1 (d) qa a71.(d) qa (e o (d
= Z Z/ HNong [0 ng)am §J)D — O2k| ?]6 7§J)1 +0; k§1)6 7((11))0]"017{;}
la|<s b,%
+ Z Z 47'_2N°{8°‘ela e%) +8°‘k(d)8ak(d) + 8§7§J)Baa’yldj)3}volﬂf
|a|<s b,&

+ /17 CT_HET_QNO{H@(d) e,y + IED N3 0,y + 1Y D130 0, i + CH27eg2M =200

To conclude the estimate (5.41]), we need to show that the H-boundary terms in the previous
LHS can absorb the ones in the RHS. This is clearly possible by shrinking the interval of
existence in a manner that depends on n, but it is independent of 7, and by taking o

sufficiently large such that
1
ot 410 /nHin + < 4710 (5.51)

The latter is possible since nHi ~o L, Hi ~ 1, for o sufficiently large. Replacing C, + 1
by another constant labeled again C*, stlll independent of n, completes the proof of the
proposition. O
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5.4.3 Proof of Proposition [5.1]

With the energy inequality (5.41]) at our disposal, we choose Ny € N such that Ny > C..
The latter number depends only on the p;’s and their s coordinate derivatives, for some
s > 4, which are all fixed to begin with. By Lemma [5.2] we then choose n = n(Np)
sufficiently large, such that 2M — 2Ny + 2 — ¢ > 0. For these choices of parameters, (G.41])
implies that

2N L1 e oy + 1D ey + IV ey} (5.52)

t
S/n Cr e r 2N 1D 12 1y + 16D e ) + IV D e o, Y + CEMT2N0F27e,

Applying Grénwall’s inequality in [n, ¢] yields the energy estimate
— — — tor—1+e
2N e D Gy + IR Dy + IV Doy} < O 2N0H2 celn - (5.53)

In particular, shrinking the original interval of existence [n,T(n,n)] if necessary, in a way
that only depends on n, we have that

€D 101y + KDy + 17y < 2, (5.54)

for all t € [, Toot). For Ny > 5, the latter estimate is an improvement of our bootstrap
assumptions (B.30). A standard continuation argument implies that the time interval on
which (5.54]) holds true can be enlarged up to some [n, T'], where T' = T, s, depends only
on the parameters chosen above and not on 7.

6 Recovery of the Einstein vacuum equations

In Section [l we constructed a singular solution ey, krj,vr7p to the modified system of
equations (0.I12)-(5I4). Now we need to show that it actually corresponds to a metric that
satisfies the Einstein vacuum equations.

Consider the metric g of the form (L9), for which e; = ej,3, is a g-orthonormal frame.
This completely determines the metric. The variables kr;,~vr;p that we have solved for,
using (B.13)-(5.14) are not a priori the connection coefficients of ey = 9, ey, since the
equations (3.4), (3.7) have been modified using the constraints. Nevertheless, they define
a connection D as follows:

Deye, =0, De,eo = —krses, De,eg = —kryeo +v175eB- (6.1)

By Lemmal5.3], we have that Dis compatible with g. However, it is not necessarily torsion-
free. Define

Capv = 8([easeu] — Dejep+ Eeuea, ev) = —Cuaw (6.2)

50



and the curvatures

D5, cs-Deyea) e €0)s
ﬁgu =— ﬁoguo + f{mu[, (6.3)
R=— f{()o + f{H.

Raﬁ;w :g((DeaDeB - DeaD65 -

It turns out that proving D is the actual Levi-Civita connection D of g and krj7,v1JB
the expected connection coefficients, must be done at the same time as showing that g
is a solution to the Einstein vacuum equations. The following lemma is contained in [20],
Section 4].

Lemma 6.1. The variables Caw,ﬁgu satisfy:
Capo = Coap = 0, Ry + Ry = —d1sRoo, Ror = —Rpo (6.4)
and
8 Crsp = (k*C) 1y — 615Ryo + 855R 10,
OR1o =erRoo + 5es(Ray ~ Ryp) + (Fx R4 xR+ (Cx Q)1 (65)
8Roo =erRpo + k« R+ 7+ R+ C*Q,

O (Rrs —Ryr) =esRpo—efRyo+ (kx R+ v +R)1s + (C Q)1

where the indices in the x product terms do not matter, the factors R in these terms are
R, components, and Q is a linear expression in C,y x 7,y xk,kx k,ek,ey (different in
each equation).

Remark 6.1. The equations in (6.3) constitute a first order symmetric hyperbolic system
for Cryp, Rio, Roo, Rry — Ryr.

Next, we argue that the corresponding variables for the approximate solution given by
Theorem [4.1] are increasingly decaying for n sufficiently large, as t — 0.
Lemma 6.2. Consider 5[“], f{[ﬁﬂ,ng“ to have exactly analogous definitions to (6.2,
6.3), but with g,er,kry,v1rop replaced by the iterates g[“},e[ln],k%],’yy}}B. Then we have
the following bounds:

‘C[n]

bl SO R < 0 (6.6)

for all indices o, 3, jt, and for all t € (0,Tny sn)-
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Proof. By ([Z63]), we notice that CE}B. For the rest of the indices we have
ol =+ 15 -
Cory =& (eo. 7). “‘h + g (D[feo, ) = (Gue ] — K7

— (el + X el 1) ol -] (by @)
CAI
=kyors — ki) + > ke Yooy + 3 ke el Wl — oY)
CAI CAI

Taking cases I = J and I # J, the first three terms in the last RHS amount to 0 and
kgl}_l] — k?}} respectively. Hence, the bound (6.6]) for C([xnﬁ] u follows from point [l of Theorem
[4.1] and Proposition 4.2l
(]

Given the definition of curvature R analogous to (6.3]), we have the schematic

aBpv?
relations
RL&HB}MV RL&HB}MV T 1 I L T N AL B oL N T R T
where e = 815,6[]“] and @@ a homogeneous quadratic expression. Contracting o, v, we
obtain the bound (6.6]) for Rgﬂ by using Theorem 4.1l and Lemma F.111 O

We can now proceed to show that D = D and the vanishing of the Ricci tensor of g.

Proposition 6.1. Let g,lN? be the metric and connection constructed from the solution
furnished by Theorem[5.1}, for some No,nn, s sufficiently large, as discussed in the beginning

of this section. Then D = D is the Levi-Civita connection of g and moreover, g is a solution
to the Einstein vacuum equations, ie. Rg, = 0 for all indices.

Proof. Define the energy

E(t) i=t*M72 Y 1 CrsllTe ) + N Y IR0l 20
1,J,B I

- o (6.7)
I t_2N1||R00H%2(Ut) + %t—ZM Z IRy — RJIH%?(Ut)
IJ
By virtue of the bounds (6.6) and the energy estimate (5.26]), we notice for any N; € N,
there exists Ny, n sufficiently large, such that E(t) — 0, as t — 0.
For this choice of parameters Ny, n, a similar energy argument to the one in the proof
of Proposition [5.3] gives the energy inequality

%E(t) < /0 (NG o pyar, (6.8)

T
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for all t € (0,Tn,,s,n]. The terms that contribute to the constant C, are k x C, 513f{ 705
§;5R o in the RHS of the equation for Cryp in (6.5, kxR and C % (k*x k), C * 0k in
the RHSs of the equations for f{[o, f{oo, R;; — Ry;. More precisely, only the leading order
part of the factors k = kO + O(t=1%%), 9;k = 9,kl% 4 O(t=2%) gives rise to terms that
contribute to Cy. Hence, C, depends only on the p;’s and is independent of n. Taking
Ny > C, to begin with (possibly increasing Np,n), we conclude that

t
B(t) < / Cr B dr, € (0, Thgsm): (6.9)
0

Gronwall’s inequality implies that E(t) = 0. N
Thus, Crs8, R0, Roo, Rrs—R 7 vanish everywhere. By (6.4), we have that Cy5,, Rg, =
0 everywhere for all indices. Hence, D = D and Rg, = Rg, = 0. U

7 Uniqueness and smoothness of solutions: Proof of Theo-
rems [1.2),

First, we prove the uniqueness statement (i) in Theorem [[.3l This will in fact be used to
prove Theorem Then we prove that point (i) in Theorem [[.3] implies point (7).

7.1 Uniqueness

Point (i) in Theorem [L3. Let g, g be two solutions to (L3]) of the form (LJ), satisfying
(LI6)-(LI7). We first note that they have the same asymptotic data p;, c;;, hence, they
admit the same approximate metric g, Define

gla =€Jaq — EIa - (eIa - 6[1123) - (gfa - e[jr;]) = egi? —é{ji)
krg =k —Fry = (kry — kM) = (ory — K20y = K49 — %L 7.1
1J 1J 1J ( 1J ]J) ( 1J ]J) IJ IJ ( . )

= _ _x _ _ Ay _ml oy (d)  ~(d)
Y1JB =718 — Y178 = (V1JB ’Y[JB) (Y1uB ’Y[JB)—’Y[JB Y1JB

The variables €14, k1, 715 satisfy a system similar to (516)- (5.18)), only without the terms
(Ién])]a, (I]Ln})u, (Ia[yn])ug in the corresponding RHSs. By taking My > Ny in (ILI7), we
have that

tin #2213 + [EI32 0y + 81200} =0 (7.2)
where Ny > C, depends only on the L*°(Up) norms of the p;’s. Next, we observe that

thanks to (ILI6)), we may derive an L?(U;) estimate for the variables €4, k1,178, similar
to (5.41) for s = 0, in all of (0,7, since we control the pointwise leading order behavior
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of the original two sets variables and their first derivatives (for v,7, we use the formula
(B:8) and the behavior of w,w, inferred by the assumed bounds on the frame coefficients,
cf. Lemma[d3]). Thus, for Ny > C,, we have

_ ~ 1
£ 2N {16 122y + IR DN 20y + 5\\7([1)“%2(@)}

t
S/o CT_HET_zNO{Hg(d)”2L2(U,) + Hk(d)”%%U,) + \W(d)H%Z(UT)}dT,

where we note that there is no term in the previous RHS analogous to C't?M—2No+2-¢ jp
(5.41]), since there are no inhomogeneous terms depending purely on the iterates. Gron-
wall’s inequality yields that the differences €;,, k17,7778 vanish everywhere. Thus, the two
solutions g, g coincide.

Point (i1) in Theorem [L.3 Condition (LI8]) clearly contains (LI6). We will show
that (LI7) in point (i) also holds, hence, implying that the two solutions are equal. Let
egi?, k%),’y%)B be as in (5.15). By point [l in Theorem [£1] and the triangle inequality we
have that

|@?e§?| < Ca,ntm_z min{plvpa}-i-a’ |8§‘k‘§?| < Ca,nt_1+|p1_pJ|+€, (7.3)

for every (t,z) € {U}or and |a] < M. Similarly to Lemma [£.3] from the bound
( ) NO,S,nO}

(C3)) on the frame components eﬁ?

com ts w@ — _,,ml
ponents wy = Wpo — Wyt

, we deduce the corresponding bound on the co-frame

000 (d) 9 <0, t—pc+2maX{Pb7pC}+5 (7.4)

for every (t,2) € {Ut} 0,1y, ., and |a] < M.
Multiplying (5.16]) with tPZ, integrating in (0,7, s,n], differentiating in 0%, and using

the bounds (7.3), (5.24]) for (Ic[ }) Ias We obtain the estimate:
05| < Con(iPr2mintrend 32 4 gM), (75)

for all |a| < M, which is ¢ better than (7.3)). Recall that in Lemmal5.2] M = M (n) — +oo,
as n — 400, so we can take n sufficiently large to begin with, such that M > My. The
latter also implies the corresponding improved bound for the co-frame components:

E Wbc‘ <O, (t_pC+2maX{Pb7PC}+26_'_tM)7 (7.6)

Next, we recall equations [B.4]), (£2]) to compute
ak\Y + k:(d) + 51J7kg)c Ry — R
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d d d d
+ kg (kry — ki) + (ke — keokiy + kELKT  (1.7)
n n—1 n n—1 n
+ R[IJ] - R[IJ L+ (ké}) - k[cc })k’}f]
By Proposition [4.2] we have that
02 [RY] — Ry + (kE6 = kEG ™R | < Cat ™1 HIP1Paline (78)

Moreover, as in Lemma[4.}], expressing R; s —R[;}} in terms of e%) , wlgdc) and using the bounds

(A, ([T4), we deduce the estimate
102(Rry — RI)| < Con(t~2HIPrpal22 4 42y (7.9)
Also, from (7.3]) and point Il in Theorem [4.1] it holds
05 [k (kY — ki) + (ks — KEIRSD + keek)]] < Cont™ P2 (7.00)
Combining (7.8)-(7.10]), we improve the bound (73] for k‘%) as follows: First, trace (7.7
in (I;.J), multiply with ¢2, differentiate in 9%, and integrate in (0,7, sn,) to obtain the
bound

109k < Comt ™12, (7.11)

Then, we take the term 6 Jplt_lkrg% to the RHS in (7)), multiply with ¢, integrate in
(0, TNy, s,m0], differentiate in 0%, and apply the bounds (Z.8))-(Z.I1) to conclude that

XKD | < Cot =1 HIP1=Ps1H22, (7.12)

for all (t,x) € {Ut}(O,TNO,s,n} and |a| < M; — 2. We may continue iteratively improving the

bounds on e%),wédcz, k%) by t¢ each time, as long as ne < M —1, hence, deriving the bounds

09D ) < Count™™2, 100w < Cant™ ™2 |O0EY| < Cont™ 2 (7.13)

Of course, for each ¢ improvement we sacrifice two spatial derivatives, which is possible
provided My ~ M /e. This in turn implies that

|a§7§fl])3| < Cont™™, (7.14)

Thus, taking into account the volume form and shrinking T, s, if necessary, the following
energy estimate is valid:

e s ey + IF DN sy + I Doy < 277 (7.15)
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Obviously, given condition (LLI8]), the above argument applies also to the reduced variables
€r1a, k17,7178 of the solution g. Hence, the corresponding differences Eﬁ), k:%)ﬁ%)B satisfy

the analogous energy estimate for the same n:
D12, 5+ IED a0y + 17D 2y < 42217, (7.16)

Condition (ILI7) now follows from (7.I5]), (7I6) and the triangle inequality, by taking n
sufficiently large such that 2M — 7 > 2M,. Hence, point (i) can be employed to conclude
that the two solutions g, g are equal.

7.2 Smoothness

Let g be the solution furnished by Theorem [B.1] for some sy > 4, defined in the domain
{Ut}tE(O,TNO,SO,nO}’ which is in turn defined relative to gl®!. The corresponding variables

e%), k%),’y}fl])B satisfy the estimate (5.26)), for all t € (0, Tn;,s0.n0]-

Consider an s; > sp and the corresponding solution g furnished by Theorem 5.1l Let
Ni,n1,TN, s, n, be the parameters and existence time associated with g. It is evident from
Proposition 53] that the constant C, in (5.41), for an H*(U;) energy estimate, will be
larger from the corresponding constant required for H*0(Uy), since C depends on the p;’s
and their s; derivatives. Therefore, ny, N1 will possibly be larger than ng, Ng. Nevertheless,
we observe that defining the domain {Ut}tE(O,Twl,sl,nl} in Section B.1] relative to g™l does
not affect the existence proof. Hence, we may assume that the slicing for the two solutions
g, g is the same, albeit the times of existence differ, Ty, s, ny < TNg,s0,m0-

Next, we observe that the assumptions (LI6)-(LI7) in point (i) of Theorem [L3 are
satisfied by both sets of reduced variables er,, kr7,vrsB and €14, kry,y178 corresponding
to g, g respectively. Indeed, this is immediate provided Ny, N1 > Mj. Since My de-
pends only on the L*°(Up) norms of the p;’s and not their derivatives, we conclude that
the two solutions must coincide in their common domain of the definition. Thus, g is
H?®(Uy) regular, for every t € (0, Ty, 4, n,)]- Also, it is H*°(Uy) regular in the time interval
(TN, .s1,n1> INg,s0,m0 )+ Satisfying the uniform bound (LI5]) for s = sg. By standard continu-
ation criteria for first order symmetric hyperbolic systems, the variables ejq, k1, V178 are
in fact H*'(U,) regular, for every ¢t € [Tn, s;.n1s INg.somol- Since s1 > g is arbitrary, we
conclude that ez, k17,7178, and hence g, are smooth in z. Using the equations (3:2)), (8:4)),
B1), iteratively differentiating in ¢, we infer that erq, k17,7778 and g are also smooth in
(t,x) € {Ut}tE(O,TNO,sO,nO]' This completes the proof of Theorem

References

[1] S. Alexakis and G. Fournodavlos. Stable space-like singularity formation for axi-
symmetric and polarized near-Schwarzschild black hole interiors. larXiv:2004.00692.

o6


http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.00692

[2] E. Ames, F. Beyer, J. Isenberg, and P. G. LeFloch. Quasilinear hyperbolic Fuchsian sys-
tems and AVTD behavior in T?-symmetric vacuum spacetimes. Ann. Henri Poincaré,
14(6):1445-1523, 2013.

(3] E. Ames, F. Beyer, J. Isenberg, and P. G. LeFloch. A class of solutions to the Einstein
equations with AVTD behavior in generalized wave gauges. J. Geom. Phys., 121:42-71,
2017.

[4] L. Andersson and A. D. Rendall. Quiescent cosmological singularities. Comm. Math.
Phys., 218(3):479-511, 2001.

[5] J. D. Barrow. Quiescent cosmology. Nature, 272:211-215, 1978.

[6] V. A. Belinski and M. Henneaux. The cosmological singularity. Cambridge University
Press, 2018.

[7] V. A. Belinski and I. M. Khalatnikov. Effect of scalar and vector fields on the nature
of the cosmological singularity. Z. Eksper. Teoret. Fiz., 63:1121-1134, 1972.

[8] V. A. Belinski, I. M. Khalatnikov, and E. M. Lifshitz. Oscillatory approach to the
singular point in relativistic cosmology. Soviet Physics Uspekhi, 13(6):745-765, 1971.

[9] F. Béguin and T. Dutilleul, Chaotic Dynamics of Spatially Homogeneous Spacetimes.
Comm. Math. Phys., 399:737-927, 2023.

[10] F. Beyer, T. A. Oliynyk. Localized big bang stability for the Einstein-scalar field
equations larXiv:2308.07475.

[11] F. Beyer, T. A. Oliynyk. Past stability of FLRW solutions to the Einstein-Euler-scalar
field equations and their big bang singularities. larXiv:2308.07475.

[12] Y. Choquet-Bruhat, J. Isenberg, and V. Moncrief. Topologically general U(1) sym-
metric vacuum space-times with AVTD behavior. Nuovo Cimento Soc. Ital. Fis. B,
119(7-9):625-638, 2004.

[13] P. T. Chrusdciel, J. Isenberg, and V. Moncrief. Strong cosmic censorship in polarised
Gowdy spacetimes. Classical Quantum Gravity, 7(10):1671-1680, 1990.

[14] T. Damour, M. Henneaux, A. D. Rendall, and M. Weaver. Kasner-like behaviour for
subcritical Einstein-matter systems. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 3(6):1049-1111, 2002.

[15] J. Demaret, M. Henneaux, and P. Spindel. Nonoscillatory behaviour in vacuum
Kaluza-Klein cosmologies. Phys. Lett. B, 164(1-3):27-30, 1985.

o7


http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.07475
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.07475

[16] D. Fajman and L. Urban. Cosmic Censorship near FLRW spacetimes with negative
spatial curvature. larXiv:2211.08052.

[17] D. Fajman and L. Urban. On the past maximal development of near-FLRW data for
the Einstein scalar-field Vlasov system. larXiv:2402.08544.

[18] G. Fournodavlos and J. Luk, Asymptotically Kasner-like singularities. Amer. J. Math.,
145(4):1183-1272, 2023.

[19] G. Fournodavlos, I. Rodnianski, and J. Speck. Stable Big Bang formation for Einstein’s
equations: The complete sub-critical regime. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 36:827-916, 2023.

[20] G. Fournodavlos and J. Smulevici. The initial boundary value problem for the Einstein
equations with totally geodesic boundary. Comm. Math. Phys., 385(3):1615-1653, 2021.

[21] A. Franco-Grisales. Developments of initial data on big bang singularities for the
Einstein-nonlinear scalar field equations. larXiv:2409.17065.

[22] H. O. Groeniger, O. Petersen, and H. Ringstrom Formation of quiescent big bang
singularities. larXiv:2309.11370.

[23] J. M. Heinzle, C. Uggla, and W. C. Lim. Spike oscillations. Phys. Rev. D, 86:104049,
2012.

[24] J. M. Heinzle, C. Uggla, and N. Rohr. The cosmological billiard attractor. Adv. Theor.
Math. Phys., 13:293-407, 2009.

[25] J. Isenberg and V. Moncrief. Asymptotic behaviour in polarized and half-polarized
U(1) symmetric vacuum spacetimes. Classical Quantum Gravity, 19(21):5361-5386,
2002.

[26] S. Kichenassamy and A. D. Rendall. Analytic description of singularities in Gowdy
spacetimes. Classical Quantum Gravity, 15(5):1339-1355, 1998.

[27] P. Klinger. A new class of asymptotically non-chaotic vacuum singularities. Ann.
Physics, 363:1-35, 2015.

[28] W. Li. BKL bounces outside homogeneity: Gowdy symmetric spacetimes.
arXiv:2408.12427.

[29] W. Li. BKL bounces outside homogeneity: Einstein-Maxwell-scalar field in surface
symmetry. larXiv:2408.12434.

[30] E. M. Lifshitz and I. M. Khalatnikov. Investigations in relativistic cosmology. Adv. in
Physics, 12:185-249, 1963.

o8


http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.08052
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.08544
http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.17065
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.11370
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.12427
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.12434

[31] J. Lott. On the initial geometry of a vacuum cosmological spacetime. larXiv:1908.02185.
[32] J. Lott. Kasner-like regions near crushing singularities. larXiv:2008.02674

[33] M. Van de Moortel. The breakdown of weak null singularities inside black holes. Duke
Math. J., 172(15):2957-3012, 2023.

[34] M. Z. A. Moughal and W. C. Lim. Cylindrical spikes. Classical Quantum Gravity,
38(7):075029, 2021.

[35] A. D. Rendall. Fuchsian analysis of singularities in Gowdy spacetimes beyond analyt-
icity. Classical Quantum Gravity, 17(16):3305-3316, 2000.

[36] A. D. Rendall and M. Weaver. Manufacture of Gowdy spacetimes with spikes. Class.
Quantum Grav., 18(15):2959-2975, 2001.

[37] M. Reiterer and E. Trubowitz. The BKL Conjectures for Spatially Homogeneous
Spacetimes. larXiv:1005.4908.

[38] H. Ringstrom. The Bianchi IX attractor. Annales Henri Poincaré, 2:405-500, 2001.

[39] H. Ringstrom. Existence of an asymptotic velocity and implications for the asymptotic
behavior in the direction of the singularity in T3-Gowdy. Comm. Pure Appl. Math.,
59(7):977-1041, 2006.

[40] H. Ringstrém. Strong cosmic censorship in the case of T3-Gowdy vacuum spacetimes.
Classical Quantum Gravity, 25(11):114010, 14, 2008.

[41] H. Ringstrém. Strong cosmic censorship in 73-Gowdy spacetimes. Ann. of Math. (2),
170(3):1181-1240, 2009.

[42] H. Ringstrom. On the geometry of silent and anisotropic big bang singularities.
arXiv:2101.04955.

[43] H. Ringstrom. Wave equations on silent big bang backgrounds. arXiv:2101.04939.
[44] H. Ringstrom. Initial data on Big Bang singularities. arXiv:2202.04919.

[45] I. Rodnianski and J. Speck. A regime of linear stability for the Einstein-scalar field
system with applications to nonlinear big bang formation. Ann. of Math. (2), 187(1):65—
156, 2018.

[46] I. Rodnianski and J. Speck. Stable big bang formation in near-FLRW solutions to the
Einstein-scalar field and Einstein-stiff fluid systems. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 24(5):4293—
4459, 2018.

99


http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.02185
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.02674
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.4908
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.04955
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.04939
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.04919

[47] 1. Rodnianski and J. Speck. On the nature of Hawking’s incompleteness for the
Einstein-vacuum equations: The regime of moderately spatially anisotropic initial data.
preprint, 2018.

[48] J. Speck. The maximal development of near-FLRW data for the Einstein-scalar field
system with spatial topology S®. Comm. Math. Phys., 364(3):879-979, 2018.

[49] F. Stahl. Fuchsian analysis of S x S and S3 Gowdy spacetimes. Classical Quantum
Gravity, 19(17):4483-4504, 2002.

60



	Introduction
	Goal and motivation
	Asymptotic data in 1+3 vacuum
	Brief framework
	Main results
	Method of proof
	Acknowledgements

	Local existence for the asymptotic constraint equations
	The Einstein vacuum equations as a symmetric first order hyperbolic ADM-type system
	An approximate solution to the Einstein vacuum equations
	The zeroth iterates and the asymptotic differential constraint
	The leading order behavior of the iterates
	Comparing successive iterates
	Approximate solution to the evolution equations
	Approximate solution to the constraints

	Construction of an actual solution to the modified evolution equations
	Domain of definition
	The modified system of equations for the remainder terms
	Local existence
	Weighted energy estimates for the remainder terms
	Bootstrap assumptions and basic implications
	Main estimates
	Proof of Proposition 5.1


	Recovery of the Einstein vacuum equations
	Uniqueness and smoothness of solutions: Proof of Theorems 1.2, 1.3
	Uniqueness
	Smoothness


