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Abstract

We investigate the asymptotic stability of solutions to the characteristic initial value prob-
lem for the Einstein (massless) scalar field system with a positive cosmological constant. We
prescribe spherically symmetric initial data on a future null cone with a wider range of decaying
profiles than previously considered. New estimates are then derived in order to prove that, for
small data, the system has a unique global classical solution. We also show that the solution
decays exponentially in (Bondi) time and that the radial decay is essentially polynomial, al-
though containing logarithmic factors in some special cases. This improved asymptotic analysis
allows us to show that, under appropriate and natural decaying conditions on the initial data,
the future asymptotic solution is differentiable, up to and including spatial null-infinity, and ap-
proaches the de Sitter solution, uniformly, in a neighborhood of infinity. Moreover, we analyze
the decay of derivatives of the solution up to second order showing the (uniform) C?-asymptotic
stability of the de Sitter attractor in this setting. This corresponds to a surprisingly strong
realization of the cosmic no-hair conjecture.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation and previous results

The Einstein field equations are non-linear second order partial differential equations for a Lorentzian
metric of a 4-dimensional manifold called spacetime. They constitute the basis of General Relativity
theory and are some of the most fascinating and challenging differential equations that originate
from physics. A main difficulty in analyzing these equations is that they are defined on a manifold
while, at the same time, they determine the metric of the manifold itself as they evolve.

An important conjecture in the theory of General Relativity is the so-called cosmic no-hair
conjecture which roughly says that generic expanding solutions to the Einstein equations with a
positive cosmological constant A asymptote to the de Sitter solution — the maximally symmetric
vacuum solution of Einstein’s field equations with a positive cosmological constant. In turn, the
inclusion of A > 0 is motivated by current observations in cosmology (see [26] for a mathematically
inclined introduction to the subject).

This conjecture is usually attributed to Gibbons and Hawking [16] and its earlier history was
mostly concerned with the study of homogenous and isotropic cosmologies, whose dynamical content
is encoded on ODEs; a notable example of this period are the celebrated results of Wald [30]. In
the meantime, far reaching results, concerning more general dynamics, have been produced, with
considerable increase of activity in recent years. Most of these results concern the analysis of
geometric PDEs in the context of the study of perturbations of spatially homogeneous cosmological
models, see e.g. |1, 3] [7, 11 [12] 13 14} 15, 17, 20, 22| 24, 26| 27, 29] and references therein.

The cosmic no-hair conjecture can be rephrased more precisely as a statement about the existence
of a global attractor, the de Sitter solution, for a generic class of solutions to the Einstein equations
with a positive cosmological constant, coupled to appropriate matter fields. Global attractor here
meaning that, all solutions, in a generic class, become close to the de Sitter solution, near (null)
infinity. A stronger version of the conjecture emanates from the expectation that, in some cases, the
attractor is moreover asymptotically stable, meaning that all solutions, in the generic class, converge
to de Sitter, in some appropriate norm, as we approach infinity .

Most of the previously referred results, directly or indirectly, provide a realization of the first
(weaker) version of the conjecture. Notably, the recent results of Fournodavlos [12], also concerning
the Einstein-scalar field system, but without symmetry assumptions, provides a very clear and
detailed description of the asymptotic behavior of solutions: in particular, they show that the
spacetime metric of such solutions approaches, along a specific spacelike foliation, a metric that,
near infinity, can be made arbitrarily close to de Sitter metric, if we choose the initial data to also
be arbitrarily close to de Sitter A.

The asymptotically stable version of the conjecture has also seen some relevant developments
recently, propelled by a reformulation of the conjecture proposed, and very clearly formulated,
in [3]. The main insight of this new formulation can be seen as a weakening of the concept of
asymptotic stability, where one “only” demands that the approach to de Sitter happens along the
causal past of every observer (timelike curve) that reaches infinity. Although not as strong as a
version of cosmic no-hair where the approach to de Sitter happens uniformly, in a neighborhood
of infinity, this might correspond to a necessary compromise to truly capture, in full generality,

Tt is well known that the Nariai solution provides a simple counterexample for these claims; but since this solution
is known to be unstable [II], cosmic no-hair is expected to hold generically.
2We refer to this excellent paper [12] for clarifications concerning all missing details.



the generic asymptotic behavior of solutions to the Einstein equations with a positive cosmological
constant [1.

In contrast to this latter trend, in this paper, we will present results where the (C?) asymptotic
stability of de Sitter is established uniformly in a neighborhood of infinity. This corresponds to
a particularly strong realization of the cosmic no-hair conjecture. Nonetheless, our results are
restricted to the spherically symmetric setting and explore the possibilities created by the Bondi
gauge which, in particular, provides a natural foliation of a neighborhood of null infinity in terms
of surfaces of constant area radius. If our results are specific to spherical symmetry remains to be
seen [1.

Among the physically interesting source fields that we can couple to the Einstein equations
are scalar fields, which can be motivated by particle physics [2], but also by the fact that, in our
spherically symmetric setting, they provide extra dynamical degrees of freedom that mimic those
of vacuum in the non-symmetrical case.

Following the pioneering work of Christodoulou [10] on the analysis of the spherically symmetric
massless Einstein-scalar field system in Bondi coordinates, a series of papers has started in [5] with
the goal of analysing the system with a positive cosmological constant [0 [7, 8]. However, regarding
asymptotic stability, the end result of this series was restricted to a C° analysis, which is manifestly
unsatisfactory. In fact, since the spacetime curvature involves second order derivatives of the metric,
a C? analysis is important for a full geometric characterization of the spacetime. This is achieved
in the current paper.

As was already mentioned, the global existence and uniqueness, and the C°—asymptotic stability
of solutions to the Einstein-scalar field system was proved in [§] for small, spherically symmetric
initial data, with radial decay of O(r>~?%), § > 0, along a characteristic initial surface. The main goal
of the current paper is to upgrade these results by showing the (uniform) C2?—asymptotic stability
of solutions. It turns out that our techniques to control some second order derivatives seem to
require initial data with faster decay, that is O(r27%), with 6 < 0. Therefore, a considerable amount
of new work (see Section [L4) has to be done in order to revisit the global well-posedness results
of [8] and more so to control the asymptotic behavior of solutions and their derivatives up to second
order. By enlarging the set of initial data and doing a C2—asymptotic analysis we are also testing
the robustness of the methods developed in [8] to establish the C° stability.

We will describe in section [L4] the main technical challenges that emerge in this problem but,
before that, let us present the integro-differential system that we will be using throughout this

paper.

3 An heuristic argument corroborating this view, based on solutions to the linear wave equation and the phenomena
of “cosmic silence”, was proposed in the introduction to [7]. Moreover, in this paper, a version of the conjecture at
hand was established in the context of spherically symmetric de Sitter black hole spacetimes.

4The fact that a natural choice of foliation, like the one provided by the Bondi gauge in spherical symmetry,
does not seem to exist for general solutions creates an obstacle to extend our results to the non-symmetrical setting.
See |28] for a discussion of this particular issue in a related context.



1.2 The Einstein-scalar field integro-differential system

Consider a Lorentzian 4-dimensional manifold (M, g) and a massless scalar field ¢ defined on M.
The Einstein-scalar field system with a cosmological constant A > 0 is given by

1 1
R/u/ - §Rgul/ + Aglﬂ/ = 8ﬂ¢al/¢ - §gl“/g’ypa'y¢ap¢;
Oy = 0.

(1)

where R is the Ricci scalar curvature, R,, denotes the components of the Ricci tensor and g,
the components of metric g. Without loss of generality we will assume that A = 3. We consider
spherically symmetric spacetimes (M, g) with a metric in the so-called Bondi coordinates as

g=—f(u, r)f(u, r)du2 —2f(u,r)dudr + r?oge, (2)

where og2 = df? + sin?(0)dp? is the metric on the 2-sphere and the coordinate ranges are (u,r) €
[0, +00[x [0, 4+00[. Then the system (IJ) becomes

1 T 9
?8rf - 5(87‘(;5)

O,(rf) = (1 - 3r%)f @)

1 f _Ll,
- (au - 58r> O (re) = §8Tf87‘¢'

An important particular case of metric @) is the de Sitter metric g% given by the choice f(u,r) =
fS(u,r) :=1and f(u,r) = fSu,r) :=1-Ar?/3, ie.

g = — (1—7r?) du® — 2dudr + r*os. (4)
We recall that following [10] and setting
h = 0,(r¢),

the system (B]) can be reduced to the integro-differential equation

Dh = G(h — h), (5)
with the definitions .
D ::8u - §f87’7
1 -
G ::iarf (6)
h(u,7) ::1 / h(u, s)ds.
™ Jo

We will assume, without loss of generality, that f(u,0) = 1 which corresponds to a rescaling of
the time coordinate u. In the following lemma we summarize some basic properties of the above
quantities.



Lemma 1.1. If system @) is satisfied, then the following hold:

h(u,r) = qﬁgu,r), (7)

O,k = h;h, (8)
" (h(u,s) — h(u,s))?

f(u,r) = exp <%/0 ((u, 5) Sh( :5)) ds), (9)

~UT:1 ' —32 u, s S:7UT—§ TS2 u, s)as;

Flur) =+ [C0 =31t ds = Fur) =3 [ s)as (10)

G=grlf=F=3N =57 =7+ [ s =35 (1)

It is known [5, [10] that if (g, ¢) satisfy the system (II), then h defined by h = 0,(r¢) satisfies
equation (Bl). Conversely, if h solves () then ¢, f, f satisfy (@) and are related to h by (@), (@), (0,
respectively.

If we now differentiate equation (Bl with respect to r we obtain

DuOrh — %@f@rh - %f@,?h = %aff(h —h) + %arf(arh — 8,h).
Rearranging and using (8) we obtain
(D — 2G)(9:h) = —J(9,h), (12)

where )
’]" ~ ~
J = —=9? —0,
L0+ 500

By using the above definitions we arrive at the useful expression:

1 — 3r2
J=G—-r0,G=3G+3rf — orf. (13)
which will be used later to estimate J.
1.3 Main results
Given 4 € R we define
6, ifd>0 1, iféd=0 1, ifd>0
=30 X@ =47 HE) =4 L (1)
0, ifds<0, 0, ifd+#0, 0, ifs<0

The following three theorems constitute the main results of this paper:

Theorem 1.1 (Global existence). Let —1 < & < 1/2. Suppose that ¢g € C**2([0, +o0[) satisfies
up (101 (ro)(r)] +1(1 472~ 32 (ré0) ()| + 11+ )0 r0)(r)]) < oo,

There exists some €9 > 0 such that, when

sup |(1 + 7‘)2_58,2,(7“%)(74)\ < €0, (15)
r>0



then there exists a unique solution (M = ]R(J{ X Rar x S%,g,¢) to the Einstein-scalar field system
). Here (M, g) is a C*¥*' spherically symmetric spacetime in Bondi coordinates and ¢ € C*T(M)
satisfies the initial condition

¢(0,7) = ¢o(r), Vr > 0.

Theorem 1.2 (Estimates for the matter field). Under the conditions of Theorem[1, if we set Bondi
time to be the proper time of the observer at the center of symmetry, i.e. f(u,r =0) =1, then there
exists a continuous function ¢ : [0,+oo[— R which is differentiable in |0, +oo[ and v = (5) > 0
such that

logX® (e + ") —(148/2)u

o) - 8(0)] £ L ET (16)
10,6, < % (/20 (17
10ud(w,7)| < (1+1)°" 1ogX® (e + r)e(1+0/2)u (18)
1026(u,1)| < %e—“%“ (19)
826(u, )] S (1+ 1) THe[log (e + )] XOHI-HO) (20)

Also, there exists ¢p(00) € R such that, given R >0, if g9 < g(R), with the latter sufficiently small,
then there exists a constant C'r > 0 such that

sup(|¢(u, ) — ¢(00)| + (0w, )| + |07 p(u, 7)]) < Cre™". (21)

r<R

Remark 1.1. Note that the estimates for |0,¢(u,r)| and |02¢(u,r)| do not show decay in r. This
is due to the fact that the vector field 8, has a diverging norm, when r — +00, in fact gu, ~ r2 in
that asymptotic regime.

Theorem 1.3 (C? - asymptotic stability). Assume the conditions of Theorem[I 1. Let R > 1. Fix
Bondi time by imposing di. = f(u,r = oo)du. Then, there exists an orthonormal frame (er)r=o,1,2,3,
in the {r > R} region of de Sitter spacetime, and a diffeomorphism mappmg this regzon to the region
{r > R} in our spacetime such that, by writing gr;(,7) = gler,ey) and ¢35 = g% (er,es) = n1J,
we have

log2X(6)(e ") o )
7 as 2(1—¢)(1+6/2)a

where € > 0 can be made arbitrarily small by decreasing the size of the initial data. Consequently
(M, g) is geodesically complete towards the future.
Furthermore, we have

(22)

< [log(e + 7”)]7X(6)+1_H(6) o~ (1+6/2)(1—e)a

10e0917] S = .
‘861.9]]’ < [log(? T+ T)];X(Z):_I;H(é) e—(1+6/2)(1—a)a

5Recall the usual convention noo =—1,mi =1, fori=1,2,3 and n;; =0, if [ # J.



and, for —1 < 6 < 0, there exists v = v(d,€) > 0 for which

log?(e +1) _;
‘862191J’7 ’aeoae1gIJ‘ 5 We "/u7
(24)
log?(e+1) _;
02, 919| S ———5>e 1.
~o(1+47r)?

Remark 1.2. The previous theorem provides a surprisingly strong realization of the cosmic no-hair
conjecture by establishing that the spacetime metric of our solutions converges, uniformly in a
neighborhood of null infinity (r = +00), to the de Sitter metric, in a C? norm.

The proof of Theorem [[.1, Theorem and Theorem [[.3] can be found in Section Bl Section (]
and Section [B] respectively.

By inspection of the presented results we see that, most of them, improve when we have a faster
initial radial decay rate, corresponding to 6 < 0. These improvements include, higher regularity
of the scalar field at null infinity, asymptotic stability in a stronger C? norm and faster spacetime
radial decay rates, for all relevant quantities. Nonetheless, using a simple domain of dependence
argument, we can extend all these properties to an arbitrarily large domain of all (global) solutions,
even those starting from slower decaying initial data: To do that, assume we are dealing with a
solution emanating from data with decay parametrized by 6 € (—1,1/2) and for every R > 0, denote
the initial null cone truncated at r = R by Cr := {u = 0} N {r < R}. Now, let Ry > R > Ry,
with Ry sufficiently large and depending on the value of ¢y in (IZ]), and modify the initial data
by imposing a faster decaying rate of O(r>~%1), with ¢; < 0, while preserving the original data in
Cgr,. In view of our estimates for the ingoing light rays, established in Section 23] we see that,
by enlarging Ry — R if necessary, we have DJ (Cg) C D;(C’ Ry1), where D represents the future
domain of dependence, seen as a subset of the (u,r) plane, with respect to the metric of the original
solution (with decay parametrized by ¢) and Dgrl is the future domain of dependence of the modified
solution (with decay parametrized by d1). By uniqueness, both solutions coincide in D(‘S"(G r) and
the desired result holds. For future reference we collect these conclusions in the following:

Corollary 1.1. Under the conditions of Theorem [1.1], there exists Ry depending on the value of
go in ([IT), such that, for all R > Ry and all 5 € (—1,0), all the conclusions of Theorem [I.Z and
Theorem hold in D;‘(GR), with § replaced by d7.

Remark 1.3. The last discussion may raise the question of what is the “correct” initial radial decay
rate. The answer depends on the problem under consideration. If one is interested in solving a
Cauchy problem with (regular) initial data posed on a hypersurface with S® topology, then our results
suggest that this should evolve into characteristic data, posed in u = 0, with radial decay rate with
§ arbitrarily close to —1. But if one is interested in an open universe model with R? topology, then
the initial radial decay can be prescribed freely and, in that spirit, it is interesting to study solutions
with a wider range of initial decays; that is, in essence, what we do.

1.4 Challenges and outline of the paper

The C? stability analysis requires substantial new work with respect to the previous results in [8].
In particular we note that:



1. We require more general initial data than [8] with a wider range of radial decay. In particular,
¢ is now allowed to be zero or negative, which corresponds to a faster decay. Note also that
the § = 0 case introduces logarithmic factors in the estimates of most relevant quantities; a
nuisance that one has to deal with, in this particular case.

2. We need new estimates for some crucial quantities, for example for 9,..J, where J is defined in
(I3). This is now necessary, for example, in the existence proof of Theorem [[Il In fact, in
order to close the contraction argument, one needs to propagate the faster decay rate of the
initial data (in our setup, this corresponds to the § < 0 case) to the entire spacetime, which,
in turn, requires a more careful control of several key quantities.

3. We need to derive new estimates for the derivatives of the metric and related quantities up to
second order. As already discussed this translates into stronger asymptotic stability results
for the future attractor solution (the de Sitter solution).

4. We prove new differentiability properties of the asymptotic solution, up to and including
r = 400, which corresponds to future null-infinity. However our differentiability proof requires
stronger initial decay rates than what was considered in [8]. Nonetheless, as already discussed,
using a simple domain of dependence argument, we can extend this property to all (global)
solutions, even those starting from slower decaying initial data.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In Section 2lwe give preliminary estimates of some crucial
quantities as well as new estimates along the characteristics involving the new logarithmic terms.
In Section [B] we revisit the global existence results of [8] by including the more general decay. In
Section Ml we prove new global decay estimates for the matter and geometric quantities and establish
important asymptotic properties of the solutions such as its differentiability. Finally, in Section
we show the asymptotic convergence of the solutions to the de Sitter spacetime as well as their
C?—asymptotic stability.

2 A Priori Bounds

2.1 Basic estimates and norms

Consider U € 1]0,4+00],0 € R and w : [0,U[x]0,+00[— R a continuous function. In what follows
we will make use of the norms

[w(u, )| pooe-s = sup|(1 4 r)* Pw(u,r)|
r r>0

and

HwHLoUoL?”?*‘S = OSS}LIIS) Hw(uv ')HL;?OvQ*‘S'

As a matter of notation we will often write L° instead of LY.
Lemma 2.1. Let 6 €] — 0o, 1[. For a sufficiently regular function w we have

rlogX® (e + 1)

lw(u,r) —w(u,r)| < C (1+r)2-o+

”87’11)(71’7 ) ”L;’Oﬂf‘sv

for some constant C = C(§) > 0.



Proof. In general, for p € R, we have

s, ) — By 7)| = =

1
r

/Or[w(u,r) —w(u, s)]ds /OT /ST yw(u, p)dpds

:
<{f/f—i—dwwww>n
R A T e

In particular, when p = 0 we get

fw(u,r) = @(u, )| < 50rwlu, )|z (25)

One can explicitly compute
(™[ 1 log(1 1
Y ——
rJo Js (1+0p) r 1+

~ rlog(e+r)
lw(u,r) — w(u,r)| < A(T)W

to obtain
[0rw(u, )| ooz, (26)

where
A(r) =

One can check that lim, o, A(r) = 1, so there is some 7 such that

(14+7)2 [log(1+7) 1
rlog(e +r) r 1+7r

r>rg :>O§A(T)Sg.

In particular from (26))

_ 3rlog(e+r)
Pz = fulnr) — ()] <50 w0

On the other hand, when 0 < r < r(, by continuity there is some C’ such that

(1+47)?

N < .
2log(e +1r) — ¢, € [0,mo]

Also, note that [|0,w(u,-)|Le < [|Orw(u, )| 02. Therefore, when 0 <7 < ro we have, using (23],

< C,,7’log(e +7)

[(u,r) = o(u, )| < S19pw(u, )ie 1)

10w ()| o

The result now follows with C' = max{C’,3/2}. The proof for the cases 0 < § < 1 and § < 0 is
analogous. O

10



2.2 Estimates for the crucial quantities G and J

Using Lemma 2.1] we have

21402x(0)
_ 9 r<log (e+r)
(h(u,7) = h(u,r))” < C (1+ r)i-267

Hath2oUoL$‘°a2*5'

Throughout this paper we use the convention that the constant C' may change from step to step.
To ease the notation we set
X5 = HaThHLoUoLi"’Z*“'

From (@), we get

1< f(u,7) =exp <% /OT (e ) _sh(u’ S))2d8> = eCXg < l+ex,, (27)

where €x,; denotes a positive expression such that ex, — 0 asﬁ Xs — 0. Hence there is some v > 0
such that, if X5 < «, then f < 2. Also from (@), we have 0 < 9,f = f(h — h)?/(2r), so we obtain

r log2X(5) (e +1)
(1+7)4-20"

0<a.f<C X3 (28)

Proposition 2.1. Let § € [-1,1/2[. Then, there is some v > 0 such that, if X5 <y, the following
estimates hold:

Gu,r) < —(1 —ex,)r (29)
|G(u,r)] < (1 +ex,)r (30)
IOg e+r 2x(8)+1—H(9)
)l 5 e — 3 @)
log(e 4+ 7)[2XO)+1-H()
|0FJ (u, )] < Los( {a +)i)2_25+ X2 forr>1, (32)

where 67, x(8) and H(0) are defined in (I4).

Proof. The proof of ([29) and (B0) mimics the one in Lemma 1 of [§] by using (II)) and (27) and
noting that, since 0, f > 0, we have

- log?X®) (e 4-
f:—//afupdpds<0 //p1+p425+p)X§d,0ds

< C’—X(;/ / pdpds < CX32r?
r 0 Js
So now we turn to (BI]). Since f is increasing in r, we get

[F(r)] :=

5 | 20— s

— TS2 u,r) — u, s S.
< /O (Flurr) — f(u,5))d

5The use of the notation ex; is similar to the usage of the little-o notation, in that it may represent different
expressions from step to step and even in different appearances in the same step.
"Here the notation X <Y means X < CY, where C is a positive constant.

11



For s < r there is some s < p < r such that f(u,r) — f(u,s) = 0, f(u,p)(r — s). So, we have the
estimate

plog?X® (e + p rlog?X® (e 4 1
Fur) — flus) < C e+ r) i R

2
Ao =6

We can now use this to get an estimate for F' as

r 2x(9) 2x(9) r 2
|F(r)| < i/ szCTlOg (e—l—r)ngs:CXglOg (etr) / ( i ds
0 r 0

- 2 (1 + 5)3—25+ 1+ 5)3—25+
0} 2x(9) (& r
< oxploe et ) [(1—H(6))10g(1+7‘)+ q _5:;2551 TaT: (42" =)
1 r2 1 r
T2t 1+ (I—on) @0 —1) (11 7")1—2‘”}

(1 +7)%" [log(e + r)X(O+1-HE)

< OX?
T

For r > 1 we have 1/r <2/(1+r), and so

[log(e + 7,)]2)((5)—1—1—H(5)

|F(r) <C S X2 r>1
On the other hand, for 0 < r <1,
3 [,
F0)| <o [0 = o s)ds
L (" o cox2 ox2 [log(e + r)X@OH=HO)
éﬁ 0 S (6 5 — 1)d8 S (6 5 — 1)7" 5 (1 —|—7’)1_26+ X67
where here the implicit constant depends on v and §. Therefore,
[log(e _|_7,)]2X(5)+1—H(5)
[F(r)] < (EEE X3, ¥r > 0.
Now, using (28)), we see that
100 £l o ez < CXE,

hence 6 2x(6)+1—H (8)

1 - logX\® (e + r) [log(e + r)]*X - 9

;’f —fl< CWH@JCHL?Lgo,%é <C = X5
as well as 31 2 o (6) 41— ()

9 rilogX (e +1r) , [log(e + r))#xt)+1= 9
T arfSC' (1—|—7‘)4_26+ X(S SC (1+T)1_26+ X(S‘
Combining these estimates with ([Il) and ([I3) we get
3 3 11— 3r?| log(e 4 )] 2x(O)+1-H()
1< gl = Fl+ G0 + gm0 f < O g X5

12



Finally we turn our attention to d,.J which, using (I3]), can be written as

_ 3 = f_f 2 3T2+1 - 2
o] = (&f—arf— L 2F() - arf> + =) -
2 _
+ (01 (b~ B + 2 (b~ )@, — 0,1).

Then using the estimates we’ve seen above we get estimate (32)), for » > 1 and 7 small enough. O

2.3 Estimates along the characteristics

We now consider the estimates along the characteristics of (Bl), which we denote by x(u) =
x(u;u1,m) = (u,r(u;ug,r1)), where r is the unique solution to

dr 1z
Z - _z 34
R ) (39)
such that r(u;) = r;. To obtain estimates for these solutions we can estimate f. Using (I0) and
27) we have .
1—(1+ex,)r* < flu,r) <1+ex, —r2 (35)

From this observation we can easily show the next useful result:

Lemma 2.2. Consider a characteristic x(u) = (u,r(u;u1,71)) with r1 > R. For Xs small enough
and R large enough we have that

2(1 —ex;5) dr 2 dr _ 2(1+4ex,,)dr
R e =2 T TR 36
@ =T furwyde S @ o Sl (36)

where up = max({u € [0,u;] : 7(u) = R} U{0}) and where €xsp > 0 represents a quantity which
goes to zero as X5 — 0 and R — oo. Moreover, the expression ex; ,, on the left hand side of (816)]
can be chosen so that r1 > (1 —ex; )(1 +71).

Now we recall that in [5] it was established:

Lemma 2.3. Consider a characteristic x(u) = (u,r(u;ui,m1)), with r1 > R. For R > 0 large
enough we have
1+ex;

r(u) > (1 — ex,) coth < 5

(c” — u)> JVu < ug,

where ¢~ 1s chosen such that

1
r1 = (1 —ex,) coth < +2€X5 (¢ — u1)> .

Using the previous lemmas we will now show a generalisation of Lemma 2 of [§] by including an
extra log factor. This result will be crucial in what follows as it represents a gain of a unit power
of polynomial decay for our estimates.

The use of the notation €x5 p mirrors that of ex,.
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Proposition 2.2. Let m >0, k>0 and 0 < p < 2m — 1. Then, there exist v,C > 0 such that, if
X5 <, then

“ logk(e + r(u)) m [*1 G(s,r(s;u1,m1))ds 10gk(€ + Tl)(l + ul)
o \= T T\ i (s, < U
A e au < LTI o <U. (31)

Proof. The proof is analog to that of Lemma 2 of [8] so we just summarize some differences. Since
the function

logk (e + 1)
(I47r)p
is continuous on [0, 00] with a finite limit as r — oo, it must be bounded over [0, 00[. So we have,
for v small enough,

“ logk(e—i-r(u))emﬁl Gds g, ut Jogk (e + r(u)) "
[ &y aus [ S

Then, the estimate ([37) follows for 1 < R, for a sufficiently large R.
In the case 1 > R we use similar estimates as in Lemma 2 of [8] together with Lemma [2.2] and
Lemma 2.3 to get

e logh(e 4 (W) o i L [T o S
———————eu Sdu < . ] + 1+ X5.R pd
/0 (I+7(uw)P ¢ v= (1 _,’_7,1)2m(1—aX6) 0 og®(e + 7(u)) (1 +r(u)) U

(1 +7‘1)p+1 UR
(1 + Tl)2m(1—€X6) (1 + Tl)p+1

<logh(e+r)(1+ R)*™!~Xon) 7

14 up
~ (14 )Pt
with ug as defined in Lemma Finally,
u1 ook u 2(1+¢ 1 _ o
/ log'(e +r) e St Gls gy < ( X‘s';l(l_e ] / logF(e +7)(1 + 7")2m(1 Xo,n) P2 gy
up  (L4T)P (1—ex,,)(1+71) X5,8) Jr(ug)

< logk(e +71)
~ (1 + T1)2m(1_EX5,R)

(1 + r1)2m(1_8X6,R)_p_1

< logk (e + 1) (1 + uy)
~ (1—|—T’1)p+1 ’

which concludes the proof. O

3 Global existence of classical solutions

In this section we generalise the global existence results of [§] which were valid only for 0 < § < 1/2.
The strategy of the proofs are similar but harder since new log terms appear in some crucial
expressions and sharper estimates are necessary. Furthermore, new estimates for 0,.J are necessary
in order to close the iteration method.

14



3.1 Local existence results

We begin by stating a local existence theorem whose proof can be found in appendix A of [§].

Theorem 3.1. Given 79 > 0 and ho € C*([0,70]),k € N, there exists a positive

T:T< sup |ho(r)|, sup \hg(ﬂ]) <7

0<r<7o 0<r<mo
and a unique solution h € C*([0,7]?) to

{Dh = G(h—h)
h(0,7) = ho(r).

We will now use this theorem together with the estimates we saw in the previous section to
prove the existence of a solution to the Einstein-massless scalar field system that is local in Bondi
time but global in radius. The main result of this subsection is:

Theorem 3.2. Let —1 < < 1/2 and k € N. Suppose that hg € C*+1([0, 00[) N L>®([0, 00[) satisfies
H%”Lgov%é < 00 and ”hSHLgO»S*é < 0.
Then, there exists v > 0 independent of hg such that, when
Vil o2 <7,
there exists U = U(7,8) > 0 and a unique solution h € C*+1([0,U] x [0, 00[) to

Dh = G(h —h)

h(O,T‘) = ho(’f’). (38)

Moreover, ||0ph|| ;o o025 can be made as small as we want by decreasing .
U T

The proof of this theorem is summarised at the end of this section and follows from the coming
Proposition Bl Proposition [A.T] and from recycling some parts of the proof of Theorem 2 in [§].
The proof is based on showing that a certain sequence (hy,) defined below contracts in LF L. We
now explain how we construct this sequence. Following [8] we define the functions:

fu = exp <% A Mds) (39)

S
e % /Oru 382, 5)ds (40)
Gn = %ar fn (41)
o = G — 10,G. (42)
We consider also the operator )



and its corresponding characteristics x,(u) = (u, r,(u;uy,71)), where 7, is the unique solution to

dry, 1
du —ifn(u,rn(u))
with 7, (u1) = r;. Now we define h,, as
hn,) = (,0) + [, )i, (43)
0

where hy is the unique solution to (B8) which, according to Theorem [B.1] exists for small enough
U, and where w,, is the sequence defined recursively by setting wy (u,r) = hj(r) and defining w;,+1
to be the solution to

{annH = 2ann+1 — Jn hn;?ln (44)

Wp+1(0,7) = hy(r).

So, we will start by showing that for small enough initial data, the sequences (hy,), (wy,) and (0,wy,)
are bounded uniformly in n, in appropriate spaces. First we observe that by integrating (44)) the
following relations hold:

up “ JIn sTn hn—hn sTn ! s
W1 (ur,71) = hf)(Tn(O))efo 2Gnds —/0 (u,r (U))(rn(u) (w7 (u))efu 2Gnds gy,

u ul u
D1 (1, 71) = W (ra(0))efo” 36n42 19 / Oy Gyt el 3nds gy (45)
0

ul A “ u1 7 .,
— / 8rjnuefu 1 3Gnds g, + / ﬁ [QM _ wn:| efu 1 3Gnds gy,
0 T'n 0 Tn n

The next proposition generalises Lemma 3 of [8], nevertheless its proof is more delicate as now the
integrals involving J have to be estimated in different regions of the characteristics and, furthermore,
shaper estimates for 0,J are needed due to the more general decay considered for the initial data.

Proposition 3.1. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem [32, there exists some x{, > 0 such
that, if
e ams < .

then there are constants C,x',x" > 0 for which
”hnHL‘l’}oL;’O S sup ‘hU(U,O)’ + Cl’/
0<u<U
HwnHL%oL?”?*‘s < ' (46)

”8rwn”Li-]oL$°v3*5 <a”,

uniformly on n € N. Furthermore, =’ can be made as small as we want by decreasing x{, and
similarly =" can be made as small as needed by decreasing both xq and [|h || sc.s5—s.

Proof. The proof is done by induction on n. For n = 1 we have wy (u,r) = h{(r), so ||w; HL°U°L$°’2*5 =

th)HLgo,zﬂs =: z(. Also, Orw1(u,r) = h{(r) and thus Harw:[HL%OL;o‘o,Bfé = th”L;)o,Bf(S =: z(. If we set

bO = Ssup |hU(u7 0)|7
0<u<U

16



we also have

1 /
mds S bO + Cxo .
Therefore the result holds for n = 1. Now we suppose that the result holds for some n € N, i.e. we
have the estimates

mmmw§m+/u+@%%m%ﬂ
0

|l Lee Lee < bo + Oz
HwnHL%oL?”?*‘s < 517/;
”&’w"”LffL?"ﬁ*‘S <2,

for some constants z’, 2" to be fixed below. First we note that

mﬂmmwsw+/|mﬂwﬁws (47)
0
r 1
< 50.2— R
< b+ Hw""‘lHLi’f’Lr 2—6 /0 (1 + 8)2—5d8 (48)
< bO + C”wn-i-lHL?}oL:Ovz*‘sa (49)

so the estimate for h,y; follows from the estimate for w,4+1. Now we turn to the estimation of
W41l oo poo.2—s. Using (@) we see that
U ™

|wny1(ur,m1)| < Ar + Ag,

where
Ar = [Bly(r,(0))]elo™ 2Gnds, (50)
Ul _ 7 “
Ay = / Lntln =Pl s 26 g, (51)
0 Tn

We now estimate these individually. For A; we can apply Proposition 2.2] in view of the induction
hypothesis, possibly by decreasing the value of 2/, and then use (7)) with 1 small enough to obtain

i
(1+7r1)*72A1 S (1+71)°° Ry (ra (0))] <11++T;(10)> n

r 2—n+6
S 1+ a0 (a0 ()

1+ rn(0)>2—”+5 < <1 + rn(0)>2—"+5

< RG], con2—

Noting that for r,(0) large, r(u) is increasing in u we see that the sequence (1 + r,(0))/(1 4+ r1) is
bounded uniformly on n and rq, so

(1+71)7°4 Saf .
To estimate As we use Proposition 2.1l and Proposition to get
e+ Tn)]3x(5)+1—H(5)
(1 +7p)3-307
log(e + 7,1)]3X(5)+1—H(5)
(1 + T1)4_35+_’7

ul
efu 2G"d5du

(1+ r1)2—5A2 <1+ r1)2—5(x/)3 /u1 [log(
0

< (14! (14 w) < (@),
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In this way we have
||wn+1HLoUoL$°vZ*5 S l‘6 + (x/)?,‘ (52)

We now turn our attention to estimating the norm of 9,w;,1. To this end we use (@3] to obtain

|Opwpy1(u1,71)| < By + Ba + B3 + By,

where "
By = |h (7 (0))|efo” 3Gnds

Ul w
By—2 / 10, G [t 1 e 3G gy
0

& B = ha| o
By = / 0,7, ol st gy
0

Tn
vl hy, —h u
By :/ . [27’ n = fin| + |w| | elut 3Gnds gy,
0 Tn T
At this point we estimate these individually. Note again that, using the induction hypothesis, we
may apply Proposition 21l and Proposition 2.2 reducing the value of 2’ if needed. First we estimate

B as

n

)38 "
(1 )0 = s (14 a0 1A ()™ 500

<l (1+41)3° 1+ 7,(0) 6=n
~ (1 A+ (0))370 1+m

3—n+9
<$//<1+rn(0)> K <$6/

Now before estimating By we first observe some facts:

1. Since |f,| < 1, we have that
< n log®) (e + 1) (')

fn(hn - Bn)z
~ (1 _|_rn)4—25+

2ry,

’arfn‘ =

2. From Proposition 21l we know that |G| < ry, so

Tn
3. Using ([13),
|Jn| |G| 1+ 3r2 logQX(‘;)(e +7n), o
— <3 3 15) <1+1 < 1.

Tn n
4. Putting these estimates together and noting that 0,G,, = (G,, — J,)/r, we obtain

0G| zH + (2')3
0,G = (147,)*"° 9:Gnl < 0 :
0, G l|wnt1| = (1 +70) ’wn+1’(1+rn)2_5 ~ A +7,)20

18



Now we can use Proposition to estimate By as

ul 1 “
3—6 3—06/,./ n3 13Gnds
(1470 By S (L) + &)) [ gl ¥

14w / 3
B ————
(1+mr)3—0 "~ o+ (@)
Next we estimate B4. To do this we split the integral in two parts.
Let Q<; = {u € [0,u;] : rp(u) <1} and Q51 = {u € [0,u;] : rp(u) > 1}. If u € Q< we have

S (L+m)* (@ + (2)?)

A x(9) /
|Jnl [hn = ha| —I—@|wn| < log (6+Tf)x'—|— T _
T'n T'n Tn (1+47r,)2-° (14+1r,)%"
loeWletr)Aar)” ™, o o
~ (14 7y,)270 (147,)270 ~ (1 +1ry)20"

On the other hand, when u € Q~; we will use estimate (31 for J,. This is in contrast to what is
done in [8], where such care was unnecessary. In this case we obtain,

@M + [log(e 4 7y, )]3X(O+1=H(9)
Tn n (1 + rn)4—35+

Equipped with these estimates and using Proposition [2.2], we see that

(a')’.

J,
n

(1 + 7’1)3_6B4 = (1 + 741)3_6 (/ m |:2‘T7’ + ’wn’:| eful 3Gnd8du
Q

<1 T'n n

n hn - En u
+/ ] [27’ | + \wn@ eful?’G"dsdu>
Q1 r

Tn n

ul u ul 3x(8)+1—H(S
S(A+r)*° <x / (;eful?)Gndsdqu(x/)s / [log(e + )]
0 0

)
Lot 3Gnds g
e’u U
1+47,)20 (1 + 7,,)4-30%

1+ ug
(1 + T1)3_6

3 log(e + ry) X010

+ (ac’) (1 + 7"1)5_35+

<(147r)>° (az’ 1+ u1)> <2+ (2))3.

Finally, we estimate B3 using an analogous splitting as above. Note that we have

1—3r? 1+ 3r? .

(hn - En)2 + fn Ar2 (hn - hn)2

4r
1 — 3r? ~ hy — hy,
_fn i (hn - hn) <wn - >‘ S 1.

‘87’"]71’ = ‘387“Gn + 3fn + 3Tarfn - arfn

2r r
So, for u € Q<1 we have the estimate
7 4
—hn| logX(® (e +T")az’ < log(e+1) o< @ .
o (L4r)20 T Y (L 4rp)2 0 Y (LT 4ry)? 0

On the other hand, if u € Q~; we can use (32). We remark that the estimate (32) is sharper than
the estimate used in [8], when r > 1. While in [8] this wasn’t necessary, here it is crucial. We then
have

hn
Oy

10,.J, ’\hn — ha < [log(e + 7,,)]?X(O)+1=H(9)
rTYn Tn ~ (1+Tn)4_35+

().
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With these estimates we get

(1 + T1)3_6B3 = (1 + 7"1)3 </ |6TJH|MEI$1 3Gnd8du + / |87‘!]n| |hnr_ hn|ef$1 3G”d8du>
. 21

<1 n n

B uy 1 u ul [log(e + ,r.n)]3x(5)+1—H(6)
< (1 3—46 // fu 3Gndsd / 3/

3 [log(e + 7)) XOH=HO (1 4 )
(1 + 7‘1)5_35+

ul
efu 3Gndsdu>

1+w
(1 + T1)3_5

<(147r)>° (:1:' + () <z + ()3

Putting these estimates together we see that
||8rwn+1||L?L$o,3fa <l +ap + 2’ 4 (2)3. (54)

Denote by C; the constant implicit in (52]) and by C5 the one implicit in (54)). Since these constants
do not depend on n we can choose z{, and 2’ to be small enough such that Cy(z} + (2/)3) < 2.
Moreover, these can be chosen so that z{, < 2’ and 2’ can be made smaller by decreasing xj,. With
these choices we now put 2" := max{Ca(zf + x{ + 2’ + (z')?),2{}. So we get

[hn1llLge e < supg<u<y [hu(u, 0)] + Ca';
Hwn—i-l||L<>U<>L;?°v2*<S < lJ?

Orw s oo <,
H 4 "+1HLULT 3-8
thus concluding the induction step. O

Proof of Theorem[32. From Proposition [A1]in the appendix we see that (h,), defined above con-
verges uniformly to some continuous function A : [0,U] x [0,00[— R. Using estimates similar to
those we’ve already deduced in Proposition B one can show that the sequences (f,), (fn), (Gy) and
(J) converge uniformly to functions f, f, G, J, where the convergence f, — f is over [0, U] x [0, oo],
whereas the others converge uniformly over all intervals of the form [0, U] x [0, R]. Moreover, the
characteristics 7, ( - ;u1,71) also converge uniformly over [0, U] x [0, R] to characteristics 7( - ;u1,71)

of D = 9, — f0,/2. We can now use a uniqueness result and methods analogous to those of
Proposition 2 of [§] to finish the proof of Theorem O

3.2 Global existence of the solutions in time and radius

Theorem 3.3. Let —1 < & < 1/2 and suppose that hg € C*+1([0, 00[) N L>=([0, c[), k € N, is such
that hjy € L°27°([0, 00[) and h{j € L>®379(]0,00(). In this case, there evists some &g > 0 such that,

if

1Al 25 < Zo

then the problem
Dh = G(h — h);
h(O,r) = hO(T)

has a unique solution h € C*¥T1(]0, c0[x[0, o0]).
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Proof. Taking into account the results of the previous section, the proof of this theorem now follows
from using a strategy similar to the proof of Theorem 3 of [§] with small modifications. So we just
give a brief sketch of the proof while providing results that will be used in the sequel.

Let —1 < 6 < 1/2 and consider hy in the same conditions as in Theorem

According to Theorem there is some v > 0 such that, if ||hf|| o2 < 7, then the system

(B3 has a unique solution h € C*+1([0, U] x [0, oc), for some U > 0. Now consider some o < 7

and suppose that ||hg||;c.2-s < Zo. Then we obtain some U = U(Zo) coming from Theorem

Here we define U* € [U,00] to be the maximal time of existence of solutions. So there is some
h € C*1([0,U*[x[0, oc]) satisfying (5H).

Note that, if we take the derivative with respect to r of the differential equation in (55)), then
consider it along the characteristics (u, r(u;u1,71)), multiply it by an appropriate integrating factor
and then integrate in u we obtain
Ul J

?(h - ﬁ)ef;1 2Gds gy,

&h(ul,rl) = hE)(T(O))efoul 2G(s,r(s))ds _ /0

where (ug,r1) € [0,U*[x[0, 00[. The proof of global existence of solutions is now based on providing
estimates on the energy function

Er(u) = sup |(1+7)*°0h(u,7)],
rel0,R)

for a fixed R > 1. Since the supremum is being taken over a compact set, g is continuous. In
particular, the set
Ur = {u1 € [0,U"[: sup Eg(u) <}
u€[0,u1]

is closed, where 2/ €]Zg,7[ is specified during the proof (see [§]). It is also clearly non-empty
(0 € Ug) by our assumption on ||hf| poo2-s. The goal of the proof is to show that this set is also
open (in the relative topology) and therefore equal to [0, +0o[. To do that we show that for u; € Ug
we can improve the estimate Eg(u1) < 2’. An important point is that for u; € Ug, using an
argument analogous to that of Lemma 2.3 one can show that there is some

r, =1—¢eyp (56)

such that if 7y > r_ then r(u;u1,r1) > r, for u < wg, and if r; <7

r(u) > (1 — £5) tanh (1 UL u)> .

which allows us to provide estimates for small values of r. From this we obtain

1+Ex’

“ ul 1+ ey
—/ r(v)dv < —(1 - ex/)/ tanh ( Jr;”” (c” — v)> dv < 2(1 — £) log <2eT<H1>> .

So, for r; <r_ we have that

efsl 2G(s,r(s))ds < e—2 i (1—ey)rds S.; e2(1—ez/)(u—u1). (57)
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In this way we see that, for r; <r_,

u ui |y o
(1 +71)> 20, h(uy, )| < (1+r1)2_5|h6(7‘(0))|ef012Gd5—|—(1—|—7‘1)2_5/ ¥|h—h|efu12Gdeu
0

e + r)]3X@)+1-H(9)
(1 +7)3-307

S Ep(0)e 2 me ) 4y / Y e p(u)e?0) ) gy
0

ER(u)e2(1—ex1)(u—u1)du

~

< 83(0)6_2(1_61')“ 42 /Ul [log(
0

where we used the fact that r(u) < 1 for v < u; < U* in the case when r; < r_, which follows from
estimate (30) of [5]. In this way we can take R large enough so that r(u) < R, 0 < u < u;. Also,
in the second step we used a modified version of Lemma 2] for » € [0, R] instead of r € [0, 00[. In
turn, the proof for case r; > r_ follows the steps of section 7 of [§].

We now have the necessary new estimates to conclude the proof using the argument presented
in [8]. In fact, by Gronwall’s inequality we can now show that, by decreasing x’ if necessary, there
exist constants C7, H; > 0 such that

8R(U1) < lei()e_Hlul .

Then we choose Ty so that C1zy < 2’/2, to obtain Er(u1) < 2//2. This implies that Ug is open in
[0, U*]. By connectedness it follows that Ur = [0, U*[. Since our last estimate is independent of R,
we can show that

|0rh(u, ')HLgo,Z—é <z <y, Yuel0,U*,

from which we can then conclude, using Theorem B.2] that U* = oo and global existence follows. [J

4 Improved decay and global properties of the solutions

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem We divide the proof in three steps where we
estimate the solution A of the integro-differential system along side with the solution ¢ of the
original system and its derivatives up to second order.

4.1 Preliminary decay estimates
We start by proving decay properties of solutions to the integro-differential problem (53)):
Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3.3:

Oh(u, )| coa—s < e~ (H0/2u 58
Ly

and
\8,2,h(u,r)\ < e_(1+6/2)“, for0<r<r_, (59)

where v, was defined in ([B6). Also, given R > 0, if 29 < x(R), with z(R) small enough, then there
exist constants Cg, CT; > 0 such that

sup [Oph(u,r)| < Cre™*, and (60)
r<R
sup |02h(u,r)| < C’T;e_zu. (61)
r<re
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Moreover the exists h(oo) such that
\h(u,r) — h(co)| < Cre™2", (62)
where r < R.

Proof. The proof of (B8) and (60) follows a similar strategy as in the proof of Theorem 3 of [§] with
small changes so we omit the details.
Now let us establish estimate (59). From (43]) we have

u u1 u
2h(uy,r1) =hi(r(0))elo ' 3GE()ds 4 9 / 0, G(u, (1)) h(u, r(w))elu ' 3GEm()ds gy,
0

/ OpJ (u, 7 (u h(u 7‘(u))ef31 8G(sr(s))ds g, (63)
U T (u,r(u)) h h ug
2 —0,h S 1 3G(s,r(s))ds g
- [ [ L~ arh) (u (e 3
and write
02h(ur,m1)| S T + 21 + I3 + I,
where

= (o))l 30
I :/ 10,G|8,hlels 3645 gy
0

w h—h|
I3 = / ]&Jli‘ . ‘eful 3Gds gy,
0

Ul _
I :/ L7l <|h M |0 h[) w30 gy,
0 T T

From (57]) we obtain for small r

(64)

u1 e—(1+5/2)u u1
I, </ B, ) gy, < e—3u1(1—az/)/ I (146/2) 43—, gy, < o= (145/2)n
~Jo (L4r)20 ~ 0 ~

Similarly, we have
u 6 u
, 5/ 1 Me_um/z)uef;l 3Gds g,, 5/ b o8/ 2 (1) (i) g, < ¢~ (146/2u
o (L+r)*? 0

These two estimates imply
I, < e~ (H8/2pm

Finally,
I < (14 7(0))2° 8 (r(0)) e 31 Ee)ur < = (146/2)u

Hence, we see that estimate (59) holds. An analogous argument can be used to prove estimate (61]).
Now for r < R, Theorem implies that

1 SR
|0uh| = |Dh + S f0:h| < |G(h — )| + S| £]10-h|

r? 1 - _
<1+ 6&;)3 Sgg|8rh(u,r)| + §|f| sgg|@rh(u,r)| < Cre 2",
r< rs
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Since exp(—2u) is integrable in [0, 400, it follows that the limit of h(u,r), as u — 400, exists and
is equal to

+o00
h(0,7) + / Ouh(u,r)du =: h(oo,r), for r < R.
0

For r1 <ry < R we have
ro
h(uy ) — h(uy )] < / 10, p)|dp < Cre™2".
1

Taking the limit as u — 400 we see that h(co,r1) = h(oo,72). So, actually h(co,r) = h(co), for
r < R. Moreover,

—+00 —+00
I, 1) — h(oo)| < / 10uh(s,1)|ds < Cr / 2 ds = Cpe™ (65)

and then (62) follows. O

Lemma 4.2. There is some v = v(6) > 0 so that we have the estimates

|02hl S W[log(e + ) PO H ) g (66)
02 S s llog(e + r) YOI I-HO) (67
02pl S (14 ) H0e 1 log(e + )| X0V HI=H), (68)

Proof. By the definition of D we have that 8,h = Dh + fd,h/2 = G(h — h) + fd,h/2. Therefore,

h—h 1

h—h 1
fo2h = 2Go.h — J——+3

9r0uh = 0,G(h — h) + 2Gd.h — G——+3 fo?h,
where we used 0,G = (G — J)/r.

So far we have useful estimates for all the terms of the previous equation except for 92h. We may
use (63) and (64]) and estimate separately each term Iy, Is, I3 and I4. From the proof of Theorem

3.3 we have that
em fil G(s,r(s))ds 5 em(l—a)(u—ul)

I

for some € > 0. Using this together with Proposition 2.2] we find uniform estimates in r and u as

69—n
I S;”efoul 34Cids o 3 3(1-q)Gids < 1 _ <1 + r(0)> e—3(1—a)(1—e)ur
(14 7(0))3— (14 7(0))3— 1+m
e—3(1—q)(1—a)u1

<—7
~ (1 + 7‘1)3_5

choosing n = 6¢g — 3+ 0 and ¢ € [0, 1] large enough, for instance ¢ > 2/3. For Iy we use Theorem
B3] the proof of Proposition 3.1 and Proposition to obtain

ul efsl 3qGds

u —(146/2)u
I g/ 1 e=(149/2) o1 8qGds [ 3(1—q)Gdsdu§/ o~ (143/2)u B3(1-q) (1) (u—w1) g,
0

(SR e

< e—3(1—q)(1—5)u1 14w
~ (1 + 7"1)3—5’
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as long as —(1+0/2) +3(1 —¢)(1 —¢) < 0and 2 —0 < 6¢ — 1. But this can be achieved if ¢ is
sufficiently close to 1. Similarly, we can estimate I3 and I as:

u 3x+1-H
I; < / ! [log(e +r)]°X o~ (1+6/2)u , [ 3Gds g,
0

(1 + ,r.)4—35+
< [log(e + rl)]3X+l_H(1 +u1) e 3(1-g)(1-2)u
~ (14 1q)5-3F
I, < /u1 llog(e + )X+ =1 [ogX(e + 1) e~ (1+6/2)u e~ (IH0/2)u oJu13Gds g,
S N R N N s 11729
< o=3(1-)(1-)u ([k)g(e o)X log(e + 7‘1)]2X+1_H>
~ (1 +7"1)5_36+ (1 +T1)5—26+—6

which provide the estimate (67)). Putting everything together we get

llog(e + [ (1 +uw) ., (69)

<
|87«8uh| ~ (1 _1_71)1—5 ’

for v > 0 small enough. Finally, an expression for 92h is given by

uf
2

f

Oh = L2 f(h— 1)+ G — o,h) + 2L o Lap

and we can estimate this as
02h] S (1 + 1)1 + w)e ™ log(e + 7)) XOH1-HE),

Note that we can absorb the factor 1 + u by taking a smaller ~. O

4.2 Decay of the matter field

Proof of Theorem[I.2. The differentiability of ¢ follows from the coming Proposition .11 We now
prove the estimates (I6)-(21I)). To do that we use decay results for i from the previous subsection

41

Assume ¢y € C**2(]0, +-00[) as in Theorem [Tl Put hg = 9,(r¢g). By our assumptions on ¢
we know that h € C*1([0, +00]), hg € L>®(]0,+00[), hly € L>279([0, 4+00]), hy € L>=37°([0, +oc]).
From Theorem B3] we conclude that there exists some %o such that, if ||Af|| poo2—s < To, then the
problem (55) has a unique global solution h € C*~1([0, +00[x[0,+oc[). But then the function
¢ := h solves the Einstein-scalar field system with the Bondi spherically symmetric metric g with
associated functions f, f. Note also that ¢ = h € C*~1([0, +-00[x [0, +00]).

We now proceed to prove the estimates on ¢. From (65]) we get

|p(u, ) —h(c0)| < |h(u,r)—h(u,r)|+|h(u,r)—h(c0)| < %sgg\@rh(u,r)]—i—CRe_Q“ < Cre 2%, (70)

Noting that 9,¢ = (h — h)/r, we get

.61 < 5 sup|0rh(u, )| < e~ ()
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Also, from

ar2¢ = %[87’}1 - 2ar¢]

we see that
|024| < Cre™2", forr; <r <R. (72)

To get such an estimate for small » we need to be more careful in computing 92¢. We have that
2 1 2 -
a?“ (25('&, T) [87»}1(71/, T) - 2ar¢(u7 T)] = ;[87’}1(71’7 T) - ;(h’(u7 T) - h(ua T))]

[a h(u, ) — 32 / "(hu,r) — h(u, 8))d8] [a h(u, ) — / / O,h(u ,o)dpds}

//ahur — Oph(u, p)ldpds = ///82 (u, t)dtdpds.

A quick computation shows that T,% I I7 fpr dtdpds = % and therefore

|>—\ﬂ|}—t

07 (u,r)| S sup |07h(u,t)|.
0<t<r

If r <r_ we can use (GI)) to obtain
020 S C,—e?, (73)

which allows to shown estimate (2II), if we put ¢(co) = h(oc0).
Now we turn to the proof of estimates (I6), (I7) and (I9). We know from (E8) that

|0ph(u,r)| < Ce_(1+5/2)“(1 + 7’)5_2,

for —1 < 6 < 1/2. It follows that, for every u > 0, 9,h(u,-) is integrable in 7 from 0 to +oo. So,
the limit of h(u,r) as r — +o0o exists. We set

¢(u) = lim h(u,r).

r—-+o00

With this definition we have

— < < = 4/ Du g < —(145/2)u_
|h(u,7) — ¢(u)| < /T |0rh(u, s)|ds < /T i 8)2_66 ds < a —|—r)1—5e

Therefore we get

1 /" 1
|p(u,r) — p(u)| = |h(u, u)| < = / |h(u,s) — p(u)|ds < ?“/o me—(ua/z)uds

0gXD (e 4
< (x(6) + A(r)[1 — X(&)])%e—(lw/z)u’

where

Ay = AEDT [(1 4(—57")5 B %] |
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which is only relevant when § # 0. It is easy to check that

lim A(r) =1and lim A(r) = —

r—0 r—+400 ’(5’ ’

SO

which corresponds to estimate (I6]) of Theorem
We can now use this estimate to show that ¢ is continuous. Let u, — u and let ¢ > 0. For r
large enough, say r > M, we have

1 €
— < <= > (0.

By continuity of A there is some N such that n > N = |h(un,r) — h(u,r)| < 5. Thus, forn > N
and r > M we have

|9(un) — d(u)] < |G(un) = hun, )| + |h(un, 7) = h(u, 7)| + [A(u,7) = ¢(u)| <e.

Hence ¢ is continuous. Also we have from Lemma 2.T] that

|h — A < logX®) (e 4 1)

T = T’E =
’a ¢’ ‘8 ’ r ~ (1—|—7")2_5+

logX(9)
[0l ooz < %6_(1-%5/2)117
™ ,,,, —

so we have shown estimate (I7). Taking one more derivative and assuming that r > r_ we obtain

2 1 10gX<5) (6 + 7") —(1+5/2)u
— _|0h —20,0| S o T .
|ar¢| r|a h 8 ¢| ~ (1 +T)3_5+ €

For r» < r_ we can use (B9) to get

02¢(u, )| < sup |02h(u,t)] < e~ 1H/2u,
0<t<r

These two estimates taken together imply (I9).

For the proof of (I8]) we simply use 9,¢ = for Ouh(u, s)ds and the estimate (74 for 9, h. In turn,
the proof of (Z20) follows from the estimate for |[92h| in Lemma Finally, (2] follows directly
from the above estimates (70)-(73]) and this completes the proof of Theorem O

4.3 Properties of the asymptotic solutions

In this subsection we prove some properties of the asymptotic solution ¢ in particular its differen-
tiability as part of Theorem We show:

Proposition 4.1. Let § €] — 1,1/2[. Then, 92.h(u,-) € L'(]0,+o0]), Yu € [0, +oo[. Moreover,
¢ € C1(]0, +o0) and

+oo
Oup(u) = Oyh(u,0) + / 92, h(u, p)dp.
0
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Proof. Let —1 < § < 0. The fact that 92 h(u,:) € L'(]0,+oc[) follows immediately from the
estimate in Lemma From the definition of ¢ we have that

Q(u—kt)—Q(U)_h(u—ktO h(u,0) /+°°1/
- =
Using the estimate from Lemma we see that

2+u

1 u+t 9
‘z L Ourh(s, p)ds (D

when [t| < 1. Since, for § < 0, (1 + )2~ € L(]0,400[), it follows by the dominated convergence
theorem that

h(s, p)dsdp.

S

+o00
0.6(w) = uh(w,0) + [ O .h(u. pdp.
0

Then, the continuity of d,¢ follows immediately from the fact that 92,.h is continuous and from
Lemma B

We can now extend the result to the remaining values of & by using the simple domain of
dependence argument presented before Corollary [[.11 U

We end this subsection by proving two further properties of ¢:
Corollary 4.1. As a consequence of Proposition [4.1]

1. limy sy o0 @(u) = ¢(00).

2. limy s oo Oy@(u) = 0 when 6 < 0.

Proof. Recall that for fixed r,
¢(c0) = lim h(u,r).

U—>—+00

In particular, lim, o h(u,0) = ¢(c0). Now, note that

+oo oo ,—(1+6/2)u (145/2)
h(u, p)dp| < € gy < e (152 .
/0 Oph(u, p) P‘N/O (o~ Y

In this way we see that

+oo
lim ¢(u) = lim h(u,0)+ /0 Orh(u, p)dp = ¢(00).

U—400 — uU—-+00

Since ¢ has a limit at infinity, we expect that its derivative goes to zero. Indeed this is the case, at
least when 0 < 0. In that case
+00 [log(e +p)]3x(5)+1—H(5)

+oo
1 T .
'/ h(u, p)dp| S (14 u)e” /0 e dp P 0

Also, from the equation d,h = G(h—h)+ fd,h/2, which comes directly from the integro-differential
equation (), we can use Lemma [2.T], Proposition 2] and estimates (B3]) and (G8)) to obtain

210eX(9) —(14+6/2)u
uhtus )| €~ )gi;%—ww U (74)
r
In particular,
|0y (u,0)] S e”IF/2u
u——+00
and thus the second property follows. O

28



5 Asymptotic convergence to the de Sitter solution

The objective of this section is to prove Theorem [[.3l We split the proof into three subsections
corresponding to the convergence of the metric and its first and second order derivatives.
5.1 Convergence of the metric

We start by showing the statement (22)) of Theorem [L3] following the steps of [g].
Since f is bounded and increasing in 7, the limit of f(u,r) as r — 400 exists, for each u > 0.
Set

flu,00) = lim f(u,r).

r—-+00

Define a new coordinate @ by di = f(u,00)du or equivalently the function

u(u) = /Ouf(s,oo)ds.

Using
a(u) — aug) = /uf(s,oo)ds
uo
and 1 < f(u,r) <1+ ex,, we see that
W(up) —up+u <u < (1+ex,)u+ a(ug) — (1 +ex,)uo.

Choosing up = 0 and 4(0) = 0 we get

u<u<(1+ex;)u.
Since 4 is strictly increasing it is invertible, so we often write v = u(@). In this way we define the
f(u(@),r) _ f(@),r)
f(u(t), 00) f(u(@), 00)"

In these coordinates, the metric (2]) becomes

functions

fila,r) = and fa(t,r)

g = —fi(a,r)fa(q, T)d?l2 —2f1(q, r)dadr + 7’2082,

Now we let

1 1
_ /2 — N
eg = m(‘)u +Vr 10, and e1 = — Oas

which together with some orthonormal basis eg,es of S? forms an orthonormal basis of de Sitter
spacetime. For this to be well defined we assume from now on that r > 1. Now we write our metric
in this basis. If we set grj(4,r) = g(er,ey) we get

N _ fl(avr)f2(avr)

goo (U, T) 1_ T2

= S8 ) — (- )

go1 (@, r) = 1,2

fl(avr)f2(ﬁvr) )

1 — 12

— 2f1 (?l, 7’)

g (t,r) =
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Our goal is to prove convergence of 865(?8@611 gry(a,r) to 865(?8@611 gﬁ (1,7), where gd5 = —1, g3 =0,
gilf = 1 and Sy, f1 > 0 with By + 51 < 2. In this subsection we just deal with the metric itself whose

convergence can simply be seen through

(s r) — f(u,00)| = lexp (% /0 @@) ~ exp <% /OOO @@)

> (h — h)? _oasye [ logPX (e + s)
5[ — ds < e~ (219 / = ds (75)

< log®®) (e + 1) o2+ (1)
(1+7)2-207 ’

where we used Lemma 2.1], and

7 r) = (1= ) f(u,00)] =

/0 "1 35%) (Flus) — f(u,00))ds

L _ovoya—ea [ 2log>) (e + 5)
5 ;6 ( )(1-¢) ) (1+S) st

S_, 10g2x(5) (6 + 7,)(1 + 7,)25+ e—(2+5)(1—5)ﬁ

which can then be used to prove the statement ([22]) of Theorem [[3] see also [§].

5.2 Asymptotic C'-stability

In this section we prove estimates (23) of Theorem [[3l To start with, we collect a number of
estimates for the first derivatives of f and f that will be needed in the sequel:

Lemma 5.1. Given 6 €] — 1,1/2[, there is some v = () > 0 such that the following estimates
hold:

(1= 12)f — fI < llog(e + r)XOHIHE) = (2+0)up2(y 4 2072 (76)
2x(9)

0:11 5 ”(Olg - T)E;” S (77)

|8Tf +2r| S (1+ r)e_(2+5)“ (78)

10uf| S e IHstu (79)

0uf] < (1 +1)2e O3+ (80)

Proof. Estimate (7)) follows directly from Lemma 2.1I] equation (58]) and

72
0.5 = UMy

Now differentiating f with respect to u we see that

s ,r) = flar) [ ML)

[auh(u7 ,0) - auﬁ(ua p)]dp.
0 p
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We can estimate |0, h — 0,,h| using

—yu [T _
/ / 82, h(u, s)|dsdp < [log(e + r)]XO+H1-HE) (1 +ue / ( i
0

r

14 p)t=2 @

which comes from (639)). If § = 0 then the last integral is just equal to rlog(1 +r) —r + log(1 + )

which can be estimated by r2(1 +r)~!log(e 4 7). If § # 0, then the integral equals

(14 7)o+t 1 r

s0+1)  6(6+1) &

which is estimated by 72(1 + r)°~!. Therefore we get
|0uh(u, 1) — Buh(u, )| < log(e + r) X OFI=HO (1 4 u)ep(1 4 7)1,

We can now use this to obtain an estimate for 0, f and show (79) as

— (148 ) r [log(e +p)]5x(5)+1—H(5)
10uf] < (1+u)e=(O+3+7) /0 e

Recalling that
1 T
Flr) =5 [ 0= 301 o).

we find
~ 1 r
0uf (u,7)] < / 1= 3071100 f (u ldp S (1+71)*(L4w)e(HEH
0
Finally, we estimate |9, f 4+ 2r| using

007 +2r] < TJ(1 =) — i+ 20l 1]

From L .
(A=rf=F =1 [(a=32) [ orpdvdp.
p
we see that
(1= f = fI S < |1 LSRG I
' , Ayt v

_ o1 r—p
510g2X(6)(€+7‘)6 (+0) ;/0 !1—3/)2!de

< [log(e + )| PXOHI=H(9) g=(2+0)up2(q 4 7,)26+—2

~

and therefore

|8rf+ 2’I’| S [log(e + ,r,)]2x(6)+1—H(6)e—(2+6)u(1 + r)26+—1 + 7‘6_(2+6)u S (1 + r)e—(2+6)u‘
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We now have the tools to estimate 0,.gg1. First observe that

O fr(1 —r?) +2rf

ot )+ - 0 -

a7‘901 = 1

We can estimate 0, fo + 2r using (70) and (75) as

!&fz+2r\=m!5 - f 2 f (u,00)] S !(1—7’)f Flrlfu,r) = fu, 00)]

[10g(e—|—7")]2X(6)+1 H(5) (2481 6)

<
~ (1+7)t-20"

Furthermore, using (7)) we have that

|0n f1(1 = 17) + 2r fi] = 0 f(1—7r?) +2rf| S

o
f(u,00)

Therefore, putting these together we get

llog(e + r)XOHHO) ) 5o
e .
(1 + T)3_26+

|8r901| 5

Now we turn our attention to d3go;. We have that

St
1-—

+ %aﬁfg

S a2+

Oago1 =

To obtain an estimate for this derivative we need to control 0y f1 and 03 fo. We have that

Ouf — f0uf(u,00) _ Ouf — 0uf(u,00) — [f — 1)0uf(u, 00)

Wl ="Fr - Flu, 0012
First we estimate
h—h
190 t,7) — Buf (1, 00)] < |£(uy7) — Fu,00)| /' 0,1 — 0,hldp

+ f(u,oo)/ L p H |0uh — Ouh|dp

<(+a) [log(e + 7)]Px(O)+1-H(9) (4324 (1
~ (1 + 7«)1—(5+—(5 ’

where we used (8I]). So we have that

[log(e + r)]PX)H1=H() o~ (146/247)(1-e)a

0af1] S (1+4) (1 +r)i—o7-3

As for 0y fo we may write
Ouf = fOuf(u,00)/ f(u, )

ula (00
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We can take advantage of some cancellation here by writing

ouf PO [ aaupunts 1 [ - s)twsds [ R G- o
-2 [a-as) [T G- oo
We can now estimate this using (&I]) as (85)
10afal < (14 a)e”WF/2HNA=)d 160 4 p)PXOFI=HO) (] 4 )L+,
With everything together we see that from (83))
1ag01| < log(e + r)]X@+1-H() 1+ a)e_(1+6/2+*/)(1—a)a. (86)

(1 + T)1—5+—5

Now that we have the first order derivatives (82) and (86]) for ggp; we can compute the first order
directional derivatives. We then get

[log(e + r)]X(O)+1-H()

(14 r)2-20% (14 @)e~(1H0/247)(1—e)i
2=

’(950901‘ S

and
[log(e + r)]X(O)+1-H()

(14 7)2-0%=4

where we can absorb the factor 1 4+ @ by taking a smaller ~.

Estimates for the first order directional derivatives of the remaining metric coefficients ggo and
g11 follow by an identical procedure since we can write goo = go1 — f1 and g11 = go1 + f1. In fact
this yields identical estimates as for gg; which then proves estimates (23]) of Theorem

(1 + ,[L)e—(1+5/2+'y)(1—5)ﬁ’

|ae1901| S

5.3 Asymptotic C%-stability
We start by showing the following estimates for the second order derivatives of f:

Lemma 5.2. Given 6 €] — 1,1/2[, there is some v = () > 0 such that the following estimates
hold:

log*X(9)
(1 r)i-207°
[lOg(e + r)]5X(5)+1_H(5) —(1+%+~/)u
(1+7)2-0F=0 ‘
102f] S log™XO e+ 1) (1 4 7) 2" 721

0| ~(z+n

00 f| S

Proof. For the second derivative with respect to r, we have the expression

(P2 1(h— R’
r2 4 2

o2 — = lon -3y ;.
r 2
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We can estimate every term of this expression using Lemma 2] to obtain

2] < log X0 (¢ + r)e_(2+5)u
T ( ) 4—925+ °

We now turn to the derivatives that involve u. We start with
o2, f — af/ "o ah]dp+f—[ah D]

Therefore using Lemma 2.1l and (81]) we get

[log(e + r)]5x(6)+1—H(6)
(14 r)2-0%=9

102, f| S (14 u)e~Ha1u,

Now we can estimate 02 f using
02 f = af/ 8h 6hdp+f/M f/h ha% d2h]dp.

and the estimate (68)) for 92h. In fact since the estimate for 92h is the same as for 92h we get

102f] < (1 +u)2e2"[log(e + )" XO (1 4 )27

O
We consider now 82901. First observe that
02 f1 5 0 f104 f2 f1
5590121_r2[f2—(1—7”2)] 12 1= 503 f.
To estimate this we must be able to control 82 f1 and 85 f2. We start by noting that
0211 = (021 — 02 (u.00) — 01, 00) 2L =L OuS (1:20)

(,0) (. o0) .

Ouf(u, 0)

27 ” O f (u, 00

S 0 = f0uf (.0)

and we focus on estimating 92 f — f@g f(u,00). Here we have to be careful. We want to say that

B h—h 2 0 (9uh — Oyh)?
82 F (1, 00) = f(u1,00) ( /0 R oun -2 h)dp) T F(u50) /0 R
+ f(u, oo)/ h— h(@% 92h)dp,
0

however, given our estimates we can only guarantee that these integrals converge if § < 0. For this
reason, when estimating second derivatives we assume that § < 0. We can then write

26 a2 B h—h 2_< h—h >2
&2 f fauﬂu,oo)—f(u,r)[(/o = oun - ah)dp) /0 R
00 . )2 L | _
_f/ (Duh pauh) dp_f/ hph(agh—agh)dp
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which, from (BI]), (68) and Lemma [ZT] results in
02 — O3 (u,00)] < [loa(e + r)PXIF2HO (1)1 4 a)2e 109
Using this result we now estimate 92 f1 from (87) as
GR1] < log(e + X OH22HO (14 )31 4 a2e 2020

Regarding 85 fo observe that

asz,oo)) O (,00) <au £l oo>> |

f(u,00) f(u, 00)* f(u,00)

We know how to estimate the second term, so we focus on the first term. We can write

1 ..
Oif2 = Forsop? <03f —f

2~_~83f(%00)_1 "  9.2y/92 7 2
02f = FRT - [0 -8 02 (. 9) = 9092 (0, 0))ds
and therefore

03 f (u, 00)

o;f—f ‘ < [log(e + 7)[BXO+2-2HE) (1 4 p)240(1 4 )2~ 2r(1-e)

f(u,00)
Using (8H), this leads to the estimate

192 f] < [log(e + T)]Sx(6)+2—2H(6)(1 )21+ ﬁ)ze—m(l—a)@
Finally, we can put these terms together to obtain
102g01] < log?(e +r)(1 +7)° (1 + @)2e~ 270720,

With this estimate we can now obtain the corresponding estimate for the second order derivative
with respect to e; as
log?(e + 1)

Again, this estimate works only for large 7 and § < 0. Next we estimate 02go;. We have that

o f 2 f
97901 = 2(0, f2 + 2r) <1 — 7{2 + a _7;42)2f1> +q _1T2 (02 f2+2)

2 fi 2f1 40, f1 8r2 fy )

02, 901 < (14 a)2e~ 209,

(o= (1=r7) (1 et Aot et e

So we are only missing the estimate for 92 fo + 2 which can be obtained as

022 +21 S (L )10 f| + 511 = r)f = Fl+1fw,r) = fu,o0)

2x(0)+1—-H (S
B0 e
P
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Using this expression we find

[log(e + )] X H1=H() —(248)(1-e)a

9% g0 e
Orgon| 5 (14 7)4-207

We now turn our attention to 8311901' We may write

2 f 2r0y f 9uf
92901 = (fa— (1 —77)) <1 _T12 + (17*_ 7‘2;2) Tz :

O
+8uf2< f; +(12_T'};12)2>+1f 2 ruf2

and we have estimates for all terms except for 872,11 f1 and 872,11 fo. Let’s consider first 872,11 f1 written as

B 1 O f (u, 0)
ot = fraser (%0 =1 )

(5 fa+2r)

(88)

So,
[log(e + r)]PX(O)+1-H(3)

(1+7)2-07=0

|8,2,ﬂf1| < (1+ a)e—(1+5/2+7)(1—6)ﬁ‘

Next we estimate

2 oo b (g § g §Ouf(w20)
Oril2 = o2 (awf e >>
(9

)
|872»11f2| S [log(e + ,r,)]5x(5)+1—H(6) (1 + T‘)5++6(1 + a)e—(1+5/2+7)(1—6)ﬁ‘

Finally, with these estimates we obtain from (88])

khz

giving

[log(e + T)]7x(6)+2—2H(6)

|07a901] < (4235 (1+ ,[L)e—(1+5/2+’7)(1—€)ﬁ‘

Now that we have all the estimates for the derivatives of gg; up to second order we may estimate
the remaining directional derivatives. We get

log?(e + 1)

(Cepp (e

02, 901]

and
log?(e + )

gy (L e 0o

|0e Oc, go1| S
where for both cases we need ¢ < 0.
Finally, we obtain estimates for the derivatives of ggg and g1 by writting goo = go1 — f1, 911 =
go1+ f1 and using the above estimates for the derivatives of fi. Doing this, yields the same estimates
as for go; and therefore we obtain (24)) which concludes the proof of Theorem [L.3
As a final note we remark that some of the above decay estimates can easily be improved for

fixed r:

36



Remark 5.1. For fited r > R we have for any multi-index 8 = (By,By) € N3 with || < 2 and
P = 9P«98r | the following estimates hold for the metric and its derivatives:

10 () = 0 15 (u, ) oo, St (14w D=1zl

_ _ 89
Haﬁf(U, ) — 85fd5(u, ‘)HLOO([O,R]) <r(+ u)x(ﬁu—2)e—[4—(2—v)x(ﬁu—2)}u7 (89)

where f4(u,r) =1, f%u,r) =1 —1r2 and v is a positive constant.
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A The sequence (h,), contracts

The proof of Theorem [3:2is based on showing that the sequence (h,,),, contracts in L LS as we show next.

Proposition A.1. Let —1 < 0 < 1/2. For ||h{|| o oo2-s and U sufficiently small, the sequence (hn)n
FL?
contracts in L{P L°.

Proof. Using (4],
Dy 1w, = 2Gn—1wn —Jn_1

But also, by definition, 5
fn—l

D, 1w, = Oy,w, — Tarwn.

So we get

hp—1 — hpe e
OuWp, = 2G 1wy — Jp—1 ! LA Jn OpWy,.
r

From this we see that

B — ho,

D, (wpt1 — wy) = 2Gpwpy1 — Iy ;fn(? Wy — Oy Wy,
= 2Gwni1 — Jn fin o ;fna W — 2G 1wy, + J,,_lh"‘l;ﬁ"‘1 - %fn_larwn
= 2, (Wny1 — wn) +2(G — G 1w + %awn _ %[(hn ) = (ot — B )]

Again, if we consider this equation along the characteristics (u,r,(u;u1,71)), multiply it by an integrating
factor and simplify the expression we are led to

6u ([wn+1 — u}n]ef;:l QGndS) — 2(Gn _ Gn—l)wnefsl 2Gpds + %aTwnefil 2G ds

_ ﬁ[(hn — b)) = (hppy — Bn,l)]efi” 2Gnds _ M[hw1 _ ﬁn71]612” 2Gnds

Tn T'n

If we now integrate this in w from 0 to wj, and noting that w,+1(0,7,(0)) — wy,(0,7,(0)) = hy(r,(0)) —
hy(rn(0)) = 0, we get

w ru “ n ~— Jn— u
wnJrl(ul"rl) — wn(ul,rl) = / 2(Gn — anl)wne‘]ul2G"deu+ f 2f 1 eJHIQGndeu
0 0

Tn

uy
- / ﬁ[(hn — b)) = (hne1 — hp_1)]eu 2Gndsdy,
0

R R - w
- / 71[%—1 — hn—l]efu1 2Gnds gy,
0

T'n
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This way we get the estimate

[wng1 (w1, r1) — wn(ur,r)| < I+ 1o + I3 + Iy,

where
ul
I = 2/ |Gy = Gt ||wn|efe" 26nds gy (90)
0
1 u
=3 / [ Fo = Faal|0rwn el 26n 4 du (91)
0
U Ty = 7 [ 2Gnds
Iy = [ 8 = ) = (bt = )l 2600 (92)
0 n
Ul J’Il _ J’ﬂ— — u
Iy = / |’f‘71||hn71 — hn—1|€fu ' 2Gnds gy, (93)
0 n

Before estimating these integrals, we’ll see some useful inequalities. We have that

= > - . r logX(‘;) (e+71)
[(hn = hn) + (hn—1 = hn—1)| < |hp = hn| + |hn—1 — hn—1| S WHwnﬂLngoﬂﬂ*

rlog” (e + )
W ||wn71 HL?L?Q—S

< rlogX(‘;) (e+7r) ,
(14 7)2-0F

Also, recalling that ||h|| e < ||kl L Lo, we have
|(hn - }_Ln) - (hnfl - Bn71>| S 2||hn - hn71||Li’]°L;2°-
The last two estimates imply that

(6)
72 7 2 / rlog™® (e + 1)
|(hn - hn) - (hnfl - hnfl) | S xT th - hnleL?Lgo (1 T ’f‘)2_5+

Now, since

1 (" (hp — hy)? g [7slogP @ (e 4 s) o
—/O 76155(95)/0Wd55(17)

and similarly for the same expression with n — 1 instead of n, then using the mean value theorem we see

that for 2’ sufficiently small
1 " (hp — hp)? 1 (" (hpo1 —hn_1)?
exp (—/ st) — exp (—/ Md‘s)’
2 0 S 2 0 S

L (7 (k= hn)? = (hn-1 — hn-1)?
g1 [l =t i,
0

|fn - fn—1|

2 S

" 10gX® (e + 5)

Sl = bl [ ds S &/l — b1 1 1oe-
0

(1+)2-0F
It also follows immediately from this that
5 5 1/ 9 1 /" 9
|fn_fn—1|: ; (1_35 )(fn_fn—l)ds S; (1+3S )|fn_fn—1|d3
0 0

1 /"
S JJ’”hn — hn—l”L%"L?f’; / (1 =+ 332)d5 S (1 + T')Q(E/th — hn—lHL?Li"'
0
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Now we also want a similar estimate for |G, — G,,—1|. We may write

Gn - Gn—l = % ((fn - fn—l)(l - 3T2) - %‘/Or(fn - fn—l)(l - 382)d8)

= gl = f == Tl 5y | 0= fut)ds = ol = fuc).

We have that
(hp — hy)? (hp—1—hn_1)?
— — fp—

(L+ 772100 (fn = fan)| = (L +7)*7° 5 5

fn

r)2—9 _ _ —
- % |(Fn = fam)(n = i) 4 faea (B = ) = (hnma = B )?)|

L+ (s r? log™® (e + 1)
< T B — Bt || Loe 10
~ 2 (.’I] ) || 1 ||LU L3 (1 + 7«)4725Jr

r 1ng(5) (e+7) )

/
+2'|hn = hn—1llLeg Lo (1+7r)20"

< @ hy — hn—t || L noe 1og¥® (e + ) (1 +7)°" 0,
So,

(fo—=fn1 = Fo— faal < = / / 1+ = (14 9)* 10, (fn = fr-1)|dpds

logX (6) (e +
< 2| h = b 1||LooLoo—/ / g o 6f)d ds

SI/th_hnfl”Lg’Lgo;/ / dpdSSI/th_hnleL?LgoT-
0 s

In this way we see that

1 T
|G — Gl S2|lhn = hnalleere + 2 || hn — hn—l"L?L?T_Q / s°ds + 72 ||y — hn—1|| Lge e
0
S A +7)a" |y = hpallLeenee-
Now we obtain an estimate for |J,, — J,,—1|. We can write

1—3r? = = =

Jn_Jnfl :3(Gn_Gn71)+3T(fn_fnfl)_ 47‘ [(fn_fnfl)(h'n_hn)2+fnfl[(hn_hn)z_(hnfl_hnfl)z]]-

Therefore,

|Jn - Jn71| < (1 + T)I/”hn - hnfl||L°°L°° + Tfp/th - hnfl||L°°L°°
U ke U ™

1+ 3r2 3 r? logQX(‘s) (e+7) , r logX(‘;) (e+7)
+ (@) — Aol Lo Az o [[Fen — hn71||Lg°L;z°W
<@ hn = ot L pee (14 7) 1og¥ (e + 7).
Now we are ready to estimate the integrals Iy, Is, Is and Iy. We start with I;.
vl 1 up 1 + U1l
I < ()2 ||hy = B mm/ et 2Gnds gy < g |\ by — et || e oo —————
1 S (@) 1z e T u S| 1llze e A1)z
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Next we look at Io.

1—|—U1

Ul 1
I <z'2"||hp — hp1|| o0 oo/ _ _
2 S| legee | 7 T

71 Tr )176 efsl 2Gndsdu 5 .’II’LL’”th _ hn—1||L?Lg°
n

Now we estimate Iy.
“1 10g2XO) (e 4 1) fu
I 5 ($/)2||hn _ hn—lHLﬁLf" / (g:;l_i_,r.—()1—5+)efu 1 2Gndsdu

logQX(‘s) (e+m)

/
S @|hn — hn-1llLee L (Lt )20

Finally, we estimate I3. Using the same notation as in Proposition B.I], we have

I - - u I - - u
I3 = / u|(hn — hn) = (hp1 — hn71)|61u1 2Gnds g, +/ u|(hn — hp) — (hp_1 — hn,1)|efu1 2Gnds g,
le

Tn Qs Tn

4-n
147,
S hn — hn—lHL?L,?O/ <1+ ) du
Q<1 ™

llog(e + IO FLHG)

N2 ds
B — hp—1|| oo poe "d
+ (@)%l 1lLeers /Q>1 (L + 1) 1207 u
u [log(€+T1)]2X(5)+1_H(5)

S lhn = bl e + (@) hn — o1l Lgp oo

At )7 )32
[log(e 4 11 )]2X()+1-H()

(14 7y)3-25%

S lhn = ha—llLg e — + 2 [lhn = hnallLgp o

(1 +71)*

Putting these estimates together we obtain

[Wnt1 — wn|(u1,71) S 2’| hn — hnﬂ“LﬁL:o% + 2’2" ||h, — hnilh?&o%
O (== AR TSI S
ol BT

Thus,

onss — o (7)< / 1 — ] (u, 5)ds
0

" [ [l:g(e S)]2X(6) ! (6) 1 /
< by — hyp—1|| oo oo + 1+2")x' | d
< 1||LU L7 /0 [(1 + 8)4—77 1+ 5)2—‘H ( ) s

S U+ (1 +2")a")|[hy = hp1llLeepe-

Hence, we see that if ||h{]] Lerye> and U are small enough we can get the implicit constant smaller that 1,
thereby showing that the sequence (hy,), contracts in L L. (]
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