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Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to establish a definitive quantitative nonlinear scattering theory for asymptot-
ically de Sitter solutions of the Einstein vacuum equations in (n + 1) dimensions with n > 4 even, which are
determined by small scattering data at the spacelike asymptotic boundaries T~ and Z+. The case of even spatial
dimension n poses significant challenges compared to its odd counterpart and was left open by the previous
works in the literature. Here, scattering theory is understood to mean existence and uniqueness of scattering
states, asymptotic completeness, and the existence of an invertible scattering map with quantitative control on
its norm. The existence and uniqueness of scattering states imply that for any small asymptotic data there ex-
ists a unique global solution to the Einstein equations, which remains close to the de Sitter metric. Asymptotic
completeness is the converse statement, showing that any such solution induces asymptotic data at Z= and at
Z%. For sufficiently small asymptotic data, we construct the scattering map S taking data at Z~ to data at T,
and we show that the map § is locally invertible and locally Lipschitz at the de Sitter data, with respect to a
Sobolev-type norm.

The scattering map result is sharp and avoids any "derivative loss", in the sense that we measure the smallness
of asymptotic data at T~ and Z* using the same Sobolev norm. The proof of the sharp result requires a detailed
analysis of the Einstein equations involving a geometric Littlewood-Paley decomposition of the solution, carried
out in our companion paper [Cic24b].
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1 Introduction

In this work, we aim to complete the understanding of the nonlinear scattering theory for (n 4 1)-dimensional
asymptotically de Sitter vacuum solutions determined by small scattering data on a suitably defined asymptotic
boundary Z*. The case n = 3 was proved by Friedrich in [Fri83, Fri86], while the case of all n > 3 odd was proved by
Anderson in [And05]. In this paper and our companion paper [Cic24b| we treat the case of even spatial dimension
n > 4, which contains significant new challenges and was left open by the previous works in the literature.

Asymptotically de Sitter vacuum solutions. For any n > 3, we counsider the (n + 1)-dimensional Einstein
n(n—1) .

vacuum equations with positive cosmological constant A = ==

1 -
Ricy, — §Rg,w + Agu, =0. (1.1)

The ground state solution of (1.1) is given by the (n + 1)-dimensional de Sitter space (R x 5™, gas):

Gas = —dT? + cosh?(T) P (1.2)
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Figure 1: Diagram of the (n 4 1)-dimensional de Sitter space (R x S™ §d5).

where ¢, denotes the standard round metric on S™. The solution (]R x S™, gds) represents the higher dimensional
generalization of the metric introduced in [dS17]. We denote past infinity {T" — —oo} by Z~, and future infinity
{T — oo} by Z*. Both Z~ and ZT can be identified with S™ and can be understood as asymptotic boundaries of
the spacetime.

Due to the hyperbolic nature of the Einstein vacuum equations (1.1), we study dynamical solutions of (1.1)
obtained by solving an initial value problem. We review briefly the standard setting of Cauchy initial data prescribed
on a spacelike hypersurface. The data consist of a Riemannian manifold (S”, go) and a symmetric 2-tensor kg, which
satisfy certain constraint equations. In the spacetime obtained by solving (1.1) locally with the given initial data,
(S’ ", go) embeds as the initial data hypersurface with second fundamental form given by ky. Moreover, the constraint
equations are given by the Gauss and Codazzi equations for gy and k.

In the current work, we will focus instead on solutions of (1.1) arising from scattering data prescribed at infinity
(at Z~ or ZT). In this setting, scattering data consist of a Riemannian manifold (S”, go) and a symmetric traceless

2-tensor A on S™, which satisfies an additional constraint called the straightness condition. We briefly describe the
interpretation of scattering data and the differences to the setting of Cauchy initial data. We consider the case of
data prescribed at Z— for the purpose of exposition. Similarly to the case of Cauchy initial data, 4, represents a
suitable limit at Z~ of the Riemannian metrics induced by the spacetime metric on the spheres S™ at early times.
However, it turns out that a similar attempt to consider the limit of the second fundamental form of the spheres
S™ at early times yields a tensor that is completely determined by g Instead, h represents a higher order term
present in the expansion of the spacetime metric at Z—, as we shall explain in detail below.

Solutions of (1.1) determined by scattering data at infinity are called asymptotically de Sitter spaces ([And05]).
The local well-posedness theory for scattering data at infinity is proved in [RSR18] (see also [FG85, FG12, Hin24|),
with asymptotic data given by 9 and h as above. We also assume that the data are smooth for simplicity. For any
such data, we obtain in a neighborhood of Z~ a unique solution of the form:

g=—dT*+e?Tg (T,60',...,0")d6"do", (1.3)

where we denote by {64} coordinates associated to an arbitrary chart on S™. As before, in (1.3) we present the
case of scattering data at past infinity Z— and we note that the same definitions apply for scattering data at Z+,
upon replacing T by —T.

The expansion at 7~ in the even n case. The relation between the solution g and the scattering data is seen
in the expansion satisfied by the rescaled metric ¢ induced on {T'} x S™ as T' — —oo. For all n > 4 even and for all



T < 0 small enough, we have in a Lie-propagated frame:
2T e(77,72)T 2T enT enT

;1;: gy + 7% +...+ mgn/Qfl + 2n(n/2)!0 * 27(n/2)!

e+ O0(Te 27T, (1.4)

where the tensors Jioee- O, trk are determined by 4, via certain compatibility relations, A is the trace free

’gn/2—1’
part of k, and the higher order terms in the expansion are determined by 9o and h.

The main challenge present in the case of even spatial dimension n > 4 compared to its odd counterpart can
be seen in the expansion (1.4). This represents the Fefferman-Graham expansion introduced in [FG85]|, also playing
a fundamental role in [FG12| and [RSR18]|, as we explain in Section 1.1. We point out that for n > 4 even the
expansion is not smooth at Z~ in terms of the Fefferman-Graham coordinate 7 = €7 /2 due to the presence of the
term O, called the obstruction tensor. On the other hand, the obstruction tensor vanishes identically in the odd n
case leading to a smooth expansion of the solution in 7 at Z~.

From the dynamical point of view, the de Sitter metric (1.2) is the unique solution of (1.1) with scattering data
at 7~ given by (go)ds = %gSn and iLdS = 0. It is also smooth at Z—, since the obstruction tensor Ogg vanishes, as
can be seen from its Fefferman-Graham expansion:

~ 1 2T AT
Jas = gIsn T 5 Ion T 5 Fsn

The main result: a complete scattering theory for n > 4 even. We study the global in time behavior of
asymptotically de Sitter solutions of (1.1) for n > 4 even, determined by scattering data close to the data of de
Sitter space with respect to some suitable norm. Our main result is establishing a complete scattering theory for
such solutions. We notice that the corresponding small data result in the setting of Cauchy initial data consists of
proving global existence and orbital stability, see [Rin08]. The additional difficulties that we encounter in the case of
the scattering problem are the need to evolve the data from past infinity as opposed to from a Cauchy hypersurface,
and the need to recover the scattering data at future infinity, which requires sharp control of the solution at higher
order despite the lack of smoothness in time caused by the obstruction tensor O.

In order to state the main result, we briefly introduce the notions of asymptotic initial data set, asymptotic
initial data norm, and asymptotically de Sitter vacuum solutions determined by small data. We refer the reader to
Remark 1.2 and Definition 8.1 for the precise definitions. _

Given smooth scattering data (go, 71), we define the corresponding asymptotic initial data set E(go, fz) to be
.,gn/%l,tri@ defined by 9 using the
compatibility relations, together with certain angular derivatives of these tensors; the obstruction tensor O defined
by 4, using the compatibility relations; and the renormalized tensor h = h —2 ( log V)(’), where the operator log V is
defined using the geometric Littlewood-Paley decomposition in Section 6. We point out that the surprising need to
renormalize / is related to the lack of smoothness of the expansion (1.4), and again poses difficulties in our problem.

‘We also define the asymptotic initial data norm, which measures closeness to the de Sitter data. For any tensor
XS E(go, ﬁ), we denote by ¢, = ¢ — ¢4 the tensor obtained as the difference of ¢ and its de Sitter value. For any
M > 0, we define the asymptotic initial data norm of order M by:

[Seen], = >

$ES(d,.h)

the collection of tensors on S™ consisting of: the metric 9o the tensors [/

2
¢* HM+1(Sn)7
where HM+1(Sm) represents the Sobolev norm on S™ with respect to the metric 9o

We denote by ids = i(%gSn,O) the initial data set corresponding to de Sitter space. For any € > 0, we define
the set of smooth e-small asymptotic data of order M by:

B (Sas) = {540 ) ¢ [0y 1)y <}

We define asymptotically de Sitter vacuum solutions determined by small data to be the solutions of (1.1) with
e-small asymptotic data of order M.
Using these definitions, we state the main result proved in this work and our companion paper [Cic24b]:



Theorem 1.1. For any even integer n > 4, we have a complete scattering theory for asymptotically de Sitter
vacuum solutions determined by small data. For any M > 0 large enough there exists g > 0 small enough, such
that for any 0 < € < €y we have:

1. Existence and uniqueness of scattering states: for any e-small asymptotic data of order M at I~ or
It given by E(go,ﬁ) € BM (Edg), there exists a unique smooth global solution (M,?]) of the form (1.8) to
the Einstein vacuum equations (1.1) which remains quantitatively close to the de Sitter metric and can be
represented by a diagram similar to Figure 1;

2. Asymptotic completeness: any smooth solution of the Finstein vacuum equations (1.1) of the form (1.3),
which is quantitatively close to the de Sitter metric at a finite time T, exists globally and induces scattering

data (go,ﬁ) at T~ and (go,ﬁ) at TT;

3. Existence of a scattering map with quantitative estimates: there exists a constant Cyy > 0 independent
of €, such that we have a well-defined scattering map taking asymptotic data at T~ to asymptotic data at T :

8+ BY (Sus) = Bl (Sas), S(S(gy 1)) = S(gy ). (1.5)

The scattering map is locally invertible and locally Lipschitz at ids, in the sense that it satisfies the quantitative
estimate: _ 3 _ 3

o, =il i

Remark 1.1. The result for the scattering map S is sharp and avoids any "derivative loss”, in the sense that in
(1.5) and (1.6) we use the same Sobolev-type asymptotic initial data norm of order M to measure the smallness of
asymptotic data at = and IT.

In the remainder of the introduction, we flesh out the previous discussion with more details. In Section 1.1 we
discuss some relevant previous results. In Section 1.2 we introduce the ambient metric formulation of the problem
and restate our main result in an equivalent form. In Section 1.3 we discuss the ideas of the proof in some detail and
explain how the results in our companion paper [Cic24b| are used in the proof of the sharp result for the scattering
map. Finally, in Section 1.4 we outline the structure of the rest of the paper.

1.1 Previous Results

We present some previous results relevant for the scattering theory of asymptotically de Sitter vacuum solutions.

1.1.1 The Stability of de Sitter Space

Friedrich proved in [Fri83, Fri86] that (3+1)-dimensional de Sitter space is non-linearly stable to small perturbations
of the asymptotic data at Z~. The proof uses the key fact that in (3 + 1) dimensions de Sitter space has a smooth
conformal compactification. By use of the conformal method, the study of global stability is reduced to a finite in
time problem for the conformal equations, which can be written as a symmetric hyperbolic system. Additionally,
this method also gives a scattering theory between asymptotic data at Z= and asymptotic data at ZT, which
represent two regular spacelike hypersurfaces in the conformal spacetime.

In the case of the Einstein equations coupled to a non-linear scalar field, which is a generalization of (1.1),
Ringstrom proved stability in all dimensions in [Rin08] for small Cauchy initial data on a finite time spacelike
hypersurface. This proof is robust in order to treat such general equations, but it does not give a description of the
induced scattering data at infinity.

1.1.2 The Fefferman-Graham Expansion

The starting point in the theory of local well-posedness with scattering data at Z— for all n > 3 is given by the
work of Fefferman-Graham [FG85, FG12].



To construct conformal invariants for an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (S , go), Fefferman and Graham
first consider the corresponding ambient metric. We briefly introduce the ambient metric construction here and
we discuss it in detail in Section 1.2. For any 4, and any symmetric traceless 2-tensor h, the ambient metric is an
(n+2)-dimensional self-similar vacuum metric given by a formal power series expansion determined by (go, fL) The
conformal invariants of (S , go) are then obtained using the classification of local pseudo-Riemannian invariants of
the ambient metric. Under the additional assumption of straightness on h, which determines the divergence of h
in terms of o the ambient metric is straight and can be quotient out by the action of the scaling vector field to
obtain formal asymptotically de Sitter solutions of (1.1).

We illustrate the Fefferman-Graham expansion of formal asymptotically de Sitter vacuum solutions. The
scattering data are given by a Riemannian metric (S”, go) and a symmetric traceless straight 2-tensor A, which
determine each term in the expansion. For n > 3 odd, the expansion at Z~ is smooth in terms of e’

2T (n—1)T nT

g=4g,+ et 2"‘1?(71 — 1)/2)!g(n71)/2 + Q_nk +0(el"*VT), (1.7)

In the case of n > 4 even, we have the expansion at Z7:
2T e(77,72)T 2T enT nT

52 g, + 7% +...+ mgn/Qfl * 2n(n/2)!0 * 2"(n/2)!

e+ O(Te 7). (1.8)

The compatibility relations are obtained by taking the limit of (1.1) at Z~ at each order. The terms of order less
than e”” are determined by gy We also have that trk is determined by 9o and that the trace-free part of k is h.

Finally, all the higher order terms in the expansion are determined by 9o and h.

1.1.3 The Local Well-posedness Theory with Scattering Data

The above expansions (1.7) and (1.8) were computed formally in the smooth category in [FG85, FG12|, and
convergence was only proven in the case of analytic scattering data. The rigorous proof of the Fefferman-Graham
expansion in the smooth case was done in [RSR18] in a more general context (and revisited in [Hin24]). Restricted
to our situation, the results of [RSR18] imply the following local well-posedness result with scattering data:

Theorem 1.2 (|[RSR18]). For any n > 3 and any smooth straight scattering data (go,ﬁ), there exists a unique
solution of (1.1) of the form (1.3) in a neighborhood of T~ which satisfies the above expansions.

The local well-posedness result of [RSR18] is a fundamental ingredient needed to study the long time behavior
of asymptotically de Sitter solutions of (1.1). For simplicity, we only stated how the results of [RSR18| apply in
our situation of straight ambient metrics. However, the results of [RSR18] hold in the very general context of
"proto-ambient metrics", which only require the Fefferman-Graham expansion to hold up to the term containing .

1.1.4 A Scattering Theory in the Odd Spatial Dimension Case

The results of [Fri83, Fri86] were further generalized in [And05] for all (n + 1)-dimensional de Sitter spaces with
n > 3 odd. While the conformal method does not apply in higher dimensions, there is nevertheless the simplification
of having the expansion (1.7) which is smooth in terms of e?. Moreover, in this case the Einstein equations (1.1)
can be replaced by the equation O@ = 0, which is conformally invariant and leads to a hyperbolic system in a
suitable gauge. We notice that in (3 + 1) dimensions the obstruction tensor O coincides with the Bach tensor, so
the approach of [And05] is to replace (1.1) by the Bach equations. Using these ingredients, [And05| generalizes
the conformal method proof to obtain stability for all n > 3 odd, which also gives a scattering theory between
asymptotic data at Z— and asymptotic data at ZT.

1.1.5 The Wave Equation on de Sitter Space

The simplest model problem needed in order to understand the scattering of asymptotically de Sitter vacuum
solutions is the linear wave equation on a fixed de Sitter background:

Oasé = 0. (1.9)



The scattering problem in the more general case of the Klein-Gordon equation was addressed in [Vas10]. Given a
certain relation between the Klein-Gordon mass and the spatial dimension, which guarantees a smooth expansion at
infinity similar to (1.7), [Vas10] provides a detailed description of the scattering map as a Fourier integral operator.
However, in the case of n > 4 even and vanishing Klein-Gordon mass, the solution satisfies an expansion at infinity
similar to (1.8). The results of [Vas10] prove that the scattering map is an isomorphism on C°.

In the case of (1.9) with n > 4 even, we used a different approach in [Cic24a] to construct the scattering
map as a Banach space isomorphism for asymptotic initial data ((bo, h) € HM*n(8m) x HM ("), for any M > 1.
We notice that ¢y plays a similar role to Jo and b is again obtained by renormalizing a higher order term in the
Fefferman-Graham expansion using logV of the analogue of the obstruction tensor. Based on these similarities,
[Cic24a] will provide the guideline for studying the scattering of asymptotically de Sitter vacuum solutions for all
n > 4 even in the present work. It turns out that the methods used in [Cic24a] are indeed robust and can be
adapted in the current setting.

1.1.6 Other Scattering Results

We note that the study of scattering theory in the context of black holes is a current area of research. We refer the
reader to [DHR24], [DRSR18], [Alf20], [Mas22], [Ber24], and references therein.

1.2 The Ambient Metric Formulation

The ambient metric construction provides an embedding of solutions of (1.1) of the form (1.3) into (n+2)-dimensional
self-similar vacuum spacetimes. The simplest example for this correspondence is that of de Sitter space (Rx S”, §d5).
The associated straight ambient metric is the {u < 0,v > 0} x S C R"*? region of Minkowski space with the
Minkowski metric m, where u and v are the standard double null coordinates.

The embedding allows us to prove a scattering result at the level of the corresponding ambient metric instead. In
the n > 4 even case the solution is not smooth at infinity, so we can interpret this construction as a compactification
that allows us to reduce a global problem with data at infinity to a finite problem with singular data. Another
advantage of this setting is that the ambient spacetime has a natural double null foliation and we can use the
approach developed in [RSR18| and [RSR23]. Moreover, the explicit embedding provides additional structure on
the ambient metric, as can be seen in the definition below.

Definition 1.1. Let I C R be an open interval, set M=1x S™, and let (ﬂ, f]) be a solution of (1.1) of the form:

G=—dI*+e %y (T,0%,...,0™)d0"do".

AB
We define the corresponding straight ambient metric to be (./\/l,g), where M = (—00,0) X M and:

g=ds® +5*(—dT?+e "¢, (T,0',...,0M)d0"do").

AB
The spacetime (/\/l, g) is an (n + 2)-dimensional straight self-similar vacuum spacetime, satisfying:

Ric(g) =0, Lsg=2g, S = 0s. (1.10)
The term straight refers to the special form of the metric g, obtained as a cone metric from g (see [And01]).

We define the double null coordinates u < 0, v > 0 by:

el =92,/—

, § = —2v—uv.

(%
u

In double null coordinates, the straight ambient metric has the form:

./\/l—{u<0, v >0, log2“—%€]}x$”

9=—2(du®dv+dv®@du)+¢,.(uv,0",. .. 60")d0"do",



where gAB(u, v,0,...,0") = UQgAB (T(u,v), 0%, ... ,9"). Moreover, the scaling vector field is S = ud,, + v0,.

’
’
s
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Figure 2: Embedding of (ﬂ, §) in the ambient spacetime (M, g) in the cases I = (711,73) and I =R.

In general, we refer to any spacetime (./\/l,g) satisfying the above properties as a straight self-similar vacuum
spacetime in double null coordinates. Given any such spacetime, we can quotient by the scaling vector field in order
to obtain the corresponding (n + 1)-dimensional spacetime (M, g) of the form (1.3) which solves (1.1).

The main point of the ambient metric construction is that establishing a complete scattering theory for solutions
of (1.1) with scattering data close to the data of de Sitter space is equivalent to proving a scattering theory for
straight self-similar vacuum spacetimes with scattering data on {v = 0} or {u = 0} close to the data of Minkowski
space. This follows since we can identify the Z— of (/\A/l/ , ﬁ) with the quotient of {v = 0} by the action of the scaling
vector field, and similarly we can identify Z% with the quotient of {u = 0} by S. We refer the reader to [And01]
and [RSR18] for a general proof of the correspondence.

Notation convention. We use the tilde superscript notation in the original (n + 1)-dimensional formulation
(for example M , 3, Agf), and we drop the tilde superscript in the ambient metric formulation (for example M, g, g)

The local well-posedness theory. Before stating our main result in the ambient metric formulation, we outline
the local well-posedness theory in the current situation. By self-similarity, to obtain scattering data on {v = 0} it
suffices to specify data on the sphere {u = —1,v = 0} x S™. Thus, the notion of scattering data in the ambient
metric formulation is the same as in the original (n+ 1)-dimensional formulation. The results of [RSR18] imply that
for any smooth straight scattering data (go, 71) at {u = —1,v =0} x S™, there exists a unique straight self-similar
vacuum spacetime in double null coordinates defined in a neighborhood of {v = 0}:

{u<0,v>0,0<—2<y}><5’"
u

for some small v > 0 depending on the size of the initial data. Moreover, the solution satisfies the expansion:

- (v/|ul)*= (v/|u])% log (4v/[ul) _  (v/[u])?
e R <n/§>(! o (n/2)

E+0((v/lu)*#* 1og (v/ul))

for the same 2-tensors [/ ’gn/zq’o’ k as above, determined by 4, and h. The same result holds for data at

{u = 0}, upon replacing (u,v) by (—v, —u).

The main result in the ambient metric formulation. We briefly explain the corresponding notion of an
asymptotic initial data set in the current setting, and refer the reader to Definition 8.1 for the precise definition.
In what follows, we assume some familiarity with the double null formalism introduced in detail in Section 2.
We denote the Ricci coefficients schematically by ¢ and the curvature components by W. We consider the case of
scattering data at {u = —1,v = 0} x S™, and note that the case of scattering data at {u =0,v =1} x S™ is defined
similarly by replacing (u,v) with (—v, —u). Given smooth scattering data (go’ ﬁ), we define the asymptotic initial
data set E(go, ﬁ) to be the collection of tensors on {u = —1,v = 0} x S™ consisting of: the metric 9o the double



null quantities 1 and ¥, together with certain angular and Vp, derivatives of these tensors, which can be computed
by the compatibility relations in terms of 9o (as in [RSR18], the specification of these tensors is equivalent to the
.,gn/2_1,trk); the obstruction tensor @; and the renormalized tensor h = h — 2(1og V)O.

Next, we Sieﬁne the asymptotic initial data morm, measuring closeness to the Minkowski data. For any tensor
¢ € E(go, h), we denote by ¢* = ¢ — PmMinkowski the tensor obtained as the difference of ¢ and its Minkowski value.
As before, we define the asymptotic initial data norm of order M by:

. 2
(RXERDI NS SR 4 v,

€S (g,h)

specification of Jio--

We denote by YXminkowski = E(% [ Sn,O) the initial data set corresponding to Minkowksi space. For any ¢ > 0, we
define the set of smooth e-small asymptotic data of order M by:

BM (Shtinkowski) = {Z(go,ﬁ) 12 (g Py, < e}.

Remark 1.2. In order to make the previous definition ofi(go, fz) precise, we require that the norms HE(gO, fz) ||M
and Hi(go, ﬁ) HM are equivalent, where E(go, ﬁ) is given as in Definition 8.1. This determines the exact components
that are contained in the set i(go, fz)

Using the ambient metric construction, we can restate Theorem 1.1 in the following equivalent formulation:

Theorem 1.3. For any even integer n > 4, we have a complete scattering theory for straight self-similar vacuum
spacetimes determined by small data. For any M > 0 large enough there exists eg > 0 small enough, such that for
0 < e < €9 we have:

1. Existence and uniqueness of scattering states: for any smooth e-small asymptotic data of order M at
{v =0} or {u = 0} given by E(go,h) € BM (EMinkowski), there exists a unique smooth straight self-similar
vacuum solution (./\/l,g) in double null coordinates defined globally in {u < 0, v > 0} x S™, which remains
quantitatively close to Minkowski space, in the sense of Propositions 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3;

2. Asymptotic completeness: any smooth straight self-similar vacuum spacetime in double null coordinates
which is quantitatively close in the sense of Remark 3.6 to Minkowski space on a spacelike hypersurface
{v = clul}, can be extended to the region {u < 0, v > 0} x S™ and induces smooth scattering data (go, h) at
{v =0} and (go,ﬁ) at {u = 0}. Moreover, the solution extends to ((—o0,0] x [0,00)\{(0,0)}) x S™ as a weak

solution of the Einstein vacuum equations (1.10);

3. Fxistence of a scattering map with quantitative estimates: there exists a constant Cyy > 0 independent
of €, such that we have a well-defined scattering map taking the asymptotic data at {v = 0} to asymptotic data
at {u=0}:

8+ BY (Satintonsia) = B, o (Sntintonsia)s S(2(dy2h) ) = (g ). (1.11)

The scattering map is locally invertible and locally Lipschitz at Xntinkowski, 0 the sense that it satisfies the
quantitative estimates:

s, )| < Curl|= (60,1 | - (1.12)

Remark 1.3. As in Theorem 1.1, the scattering map result is sharp and avoids any "derivative loss”, since in
(1.11) and (1.12) we use the same Sobolev-type norm to measure the smallness of asymptotic data at = and IT.

Remark 1.4. The ambient metric formulation is convenient in order to establish the existence, uniqueness of
scattering states, and asymptotic completeness. However, one could work directly at the level of asymptotically de
Sitter spaces of the form (1.3). In this case it is convenient to use the time coordinate T = €T /2. This approach is
present in Section 7, Section 9, and [Cic24b], which represent the main step in proving the sharp estimate (1.12).



1.3 Outline of the Proof

We present the main steps in the proof of Theorem 1.3. We assume familiarity with the basics of the double null
formalism, and we refer the reader unfamiliar with these notions to read Section 2 for a detailed introduction.

We recall that in this formalism, the Einstein vacuum equations (1.10) can be written as a system of equations
for the Ricci coefficients denoted by ¢ and the curvature components denoted by ¥. The system has the following
schematic form (see [RSR18§]):

Vot =W+, Vi = V-0, 113)
V3V =DUg+ ) - U, VyUy=-D*Vy +9¢-T '

where D, D* are adjoint differential operators on S™, and V3, V4 are covariant derivatives in the e3 = 0y, e4 = 0,
directions. We denote by V the projection to the tangent space of S™ of the covariant derivative in any direction
tangent to S™, and we refer to this differential operator as an angular derivative. The operators V3, V4, and V will
be used below as commutators to obtain systems of equations with a similar form to (1.13). We also point out that
the system (1.13) has some simplifications, due to the special straight structure of the metric g which has constant
lapse and vanishing shift vector.

1.3.1 Existence and Uniqueness of Scattering States

The first statement of Theorem 1.3 consists of global existence and quantitative estimates of the solution in the
(n+2)-dimensional region {u < 0, v > 0} x S™, given small scattering data at {v = 0}. We prove this in Theorems 3.1
and 3.2. In the original (n + 1)-dimensional formulation, this result represents the global stability of de Sitter space
with small scattering data at Z—. We point out that the proof of [Rin08] does not apply in the case of scattering
data; additionally, we prefer to prove the needed stability result in the ambient metric setting, in order to obtain
the estimates required for the rest of our proof.

We remark that the stability result that we prove at this stage is not optimal in terms of the smallness assumed
on the initial data. For our purposes, we notice that E(go, fb) S Béw (ZMinkOWSki) implies:

1ol 73t sy + 1O N srae 5y + Il grae 5y < € (1.14)

where fOIM(S’") is the Sobolev space with respect to ¢, and HM(S™) is the Sobolev space with respect to 4,- For

this part of the argument we use the smallness condition (1.14) instead of E(go, ﬁ) S Bé‘/f (EMinkowski). However,
we point out that in order to prove the sharp estimate for the scattering map (1.12), we will need a more detailed
analysis which makes use of the exact structure of E( , ﬁ)

The strategy of the proof follows similar steps to TRSR23]. In Section 3, we carry out a bootstrap argument
and construct the solution in the following regions one at a time, for v > 0 sufficiently small:

I:{O§|—v|§y} ,IU:{ygi}xsn
u

|ul

Figure 3: The decomposition into the regions I, I, and I11



The bounds that we prove for the solution need to be consistent with self-similarity, as in [RSR18]. In region I
we have the scaling for the Ricci coefficients [1)*| ~ €|u|~! and for the curvature components |¥| ~ €|u|~2. Moreover,
each V, V3, or V4 derivative that we apply to the double null unknowns raises their homogeneity by one, implying
schematic self-similar bounds of the form:

[VVIVED®| S elul ™ 7778, [VIVEVED] Sk elul 72 R (1.15)

The expected bounds in regions IT and III are similar for most double null quantities, replacing |u| with v.

An essential aspect of the problem is that we can take at most "7_4 V4 derivatives of the double null quantities
in a neighborhood of {v = 0}, and similarly for {u = 0}. This results from the presence of the obstruction term
O in the Fefferman-Graham expansion of the solution near {v = 0}. We denote by ¥ the curvature components
different than «, and similarly by U9 the curvature components different than a. We have that all double null
quantities V'V4 V5 and VIV{VEUE extend to {v = 0} for j < 2%, However, o is mildly singular at {v = 0}:

lul "= V57 a = log (v/ul) O + h + O(v/lultog (v/lul) ), (1.16)

where h is obtained from h by subtracting a linear factor of @. In order to address this issue, when proving
self-similar bounds for « in region I we need to subtract off the singular term above.

Taking into consideration the necessary renormalization, the argument of [RSR18] applies to prove existence
and self-similar bounds in region I, where we allow up to IV angular derivatives on the double null quantities, and
M = N+ O(n), M > N. Similarly, the argument of [RSR23] applies to prove existence and self-similar bounds in
region II, again allowing up to N angular derivatives on the double null quantities.

The main part of the proof of the first statement in Theorem 1.3 involves showing existence and self-similar
bounds in region IIT in Section 3.2. The difficult aspect is that we expect « to be singular at {u = 0}, as implied
by the local well-posedness theory. Unlike in region I, we do not determine a priori the singular part of « given by
the obstruction tensor, so we cannot subtract it off. We also notice that unlike the approach in [RSR23], we cannot
work with the reduced Bianchi system, which would remove «, as this does not work in the higher dimensional
setting. Our solution is to propagate estimates for o consistent with it blowing up at {u = 0}, aided by the fact that
in the straight higher dimensional case the singular behavior of a is more mild than in [RSR23]. For the remaining
double null quantities, we expect to prove regular self-similar bounds, similar to region I.

We briefly explain how to prove energy estimates for the curvature components W, as part of the boot-
strap argument in Section 3.2. We recall that the curvature components can be grouped into the Bianchi pairs
(o, v), (v, R), (R,v), (v,a). The Bianchi pair (v, «) satisfies the schematic equations:

ngABC = _2V[AQB]C =+ ...

n
Vaiaap + %QAB = —VCZC(AB) + ...

As in [RSR23], for 0 < ¢ < p < 1 we conjugate the equations with w = v%*p|u|p*‘1 :

pP—q

v3w2ABC + W’LUZABC = _2V[AwQB]C +...

Vawap + 5 +p A8 = —VZwroap) +---
The energy estimates are obtained by contracting the above equations with wr and wea, integrating by parts, and
multiplying by |u|??. The lower order terms imply the presence of bulk terms with favorable sign in the estimates.
These bulk terms are even better in the case of v, since |u|/v is small in region III. We notice that the same
argument also applies when commuting with angular derivatives and up to "774 V3 derivatives, which ensures that
the lower order terms imply good bulk terms. Commuting with a high number of angular derivatives V* simplifies
our treatment of the error terms on the right hand side. The weight w implies that the best estimate that we can
prove for « is:

7] 1-28, |— —2—i—j
HvzvégHL2(Sn) < e |u| P, |’U| i J‘i‘P7

~
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where j < "7_4, i < N, d >0 is a small constant, and the implicit constant in the above inequality is independent
of € and v. This bound is consistent with the singular behavior of « at {u = 0}. The good bulk term obtained for
v allows us to control the bulk term in the energy estimates for the Bianchi pair (R, g), and we similarly obtain
energy estimates for all the curvature components. Moreover, the stronger control that we obtain for the bulk terms
in the case of the quantities ¥¢ allows us to prove regular self-similar bounds. The simple transport structure of
the equations for the Ricci coefficients also implies their respective self-similar bounds. We point out that we close
the bootstrap assumptions using the smallness of v.

Finally, we prove a standard propagation of regularity result in Theorem 3.2 showing that if the scattering
data is also smooth, the global solution obtained is smooth.

1.3.2 Asymptotic Completeness

We consider a smooth straight self-similar vacuum spacetime in double null coordinates, which is quantitatively
close to Minkowski space on a spacelike hypersurface {v = cu|} x S™ with v < ¢ < v~!, in the sense that it satisfies
the above self-similar bounds (1.15) with j,k < 5% and i < N, where M = N + O(n), M > N for some large
enough N. In Theorem 4.1 we prove the second statement of Theorem 1.3, showing that the spacetime can be
extended globally to {u < 0,v > 0} x S™, and that it induces scattering data at {v = 0} and {u = 0}. The first part
follows from Section 1.3.1, as we remark that the analysis of [RSR23] in region II applies in this setting as well, and
we can repeat our analysis in region III. We notice that in region I the spacetime will satisfy similar bounds to the
ones in region III, as we have no information about the scattering data at this point.

In Section 4 we prove the existence of induced smooth scattering data (go, L) at {u = 0}, as the case of {v = 0}

is analogous. The strategy is to compute the terms in the expansion of ¢ at {u = 0} up to order n/2.

We first prove that certain regular quantities can be extended to {u = 0} and satisfy compatibility relations.
These consist of up to "T*G V3 derivatives of a, up to "774 V3 derivatives of EG, up to ”774 V3 derivatives of 1, and
up to anz L3 derivatives of ¢, together with at most N angular derivatives of these tensors. All these quantities
satisfy a V3 equation, where we control the right hand side using the bounds proved in region III. We prove that

these tensors are in W' ([—1,0]) L*(S™), so they can be extended to {u = 0}. In particular, we compute ¢ the

induced metric on {u = 0,v = 1} x S™. Evaluating the above V3 equations at {u = 0} implies that the above
regular quantities are determined in terms of 9o by the compatibility relations of [RSR18]. Equivalently, we obtain

that the first "T_2 terms in the expansion of g_are determined by & via the compatibility relations.

n—4
The next step is to compute the singular component of V4?2 «, in order to obtain the obstruction tensor O
n—4
induced on {u = 0}. Using self-similarity, we can write the V4 Bianchi equation for V42 « schematically as:

noa__n—4 1 1 1
(?u(vTAlVB2 g) =——&E+E=-0+— (51 - 51|u:0) + &,
where we defined O = —&;|,—0 which is independent of v and can be computed in terms of the regular quantities

at {u = 0}. We obtain that O can be computed in terms of 9o and we prove it satisfies the compatibility relation

of [RSR18| which implies that it represents the obstruction tensor of ¢ .

The final step is to compute the induced tensor A on {u = O}._The error term in the above equation is in
LY ([~wv,0])L3(S™), so we can integrate the equation to get:

v V;%g — Olog (|ul/v) € Wy ([—uv, 0]) L*(S™).

We define the symmetric traceless 2-tensor h which is independent of u and v to be the limit at {u = 0} of the
n—4

above expression. We obtain the expansion for V42 «a :
n— n—4
UT4V3 = a=log (|ul/v)O +h+O([u'"?/v'7P).

As before, h is obtained from h by adding a certain linear factor of O.
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The proof of asymptotic completeness is concluded by applying Theorem 1.2 of [RSR18], in order to show that
(go, ﬁ) represents the induced scattering data at {u = 0}. This result also implies that h satisfies the straightness

condition, since the spacetime (M, g) is straight. Finally, we remark that the spacetime (M, g) is smooth, but
due to the mild singular behavior at {u = 0} and {v = 0} it extends to ((—o0, 0] x [0,00)\{(0,0)}) x S™ as a weak
solution of the Einstein vacuum equations (1.10), similarly to the solutions of [RSR18].

1.3.3 The Scattering Map

The third statement of Theorem 1.3 consists of constructing the scattering map S according to (1.11), which satisfies
the sharp estimate (1.12). Establishing the sharp result for the scattering map represents the most challenging part
of our work. At top order, the proof relies on estimates proved in our companion paper [Cic24b] for the two model
systems of wave equations introduced below. In the present paper, we already illustrate this part of the argument
for a toy problem that contains the main difficulties. This introduces the reader to all the main ideas and facilitates
the understanding of the proofs for the full model systems of wave equations, which are treated in [Cic24b]. The
reader might wish to return to this section for assistance while reading the proof in Sections 5-11.

We first explain the preliminary scattering result obtained from the proofs of existence, uniqueness of scattering
states, and asymptotic completeness in Theorems 3.1 and 4.1. For smooth scattering data at {v = 0} which satisfies
the smallness condition:

el s 5my + 10N gras sy + 12l grae 50y < €

we obtain a smooth straight self-similar vacuum spacetime (./\/l, g) in double null coordinates defined in the region
{u <0, v >0} x S™. This induces smooth scattering data at {u = 0} satisfying the smallness condition:

H%*HFIN(S") + HQHHN(S") + HﬁHHN(S”) <O,

where M = N 4+ O(n), M > N for large enough N, § > 0 is a small constant, and C' > 0 is a constant independent
of €. This confirms our previous claim in Section 1.3.1 that the stability result proved initially is not optimal in
terms of the smallness assumptions on the initial data (1.14). In particular, the above result cannot give sharp
estimates for the scattering map at this stage, since we only get control of the H" norm of the solution at {u = 0},
despite starting with bounds on the H norm of the solution at {v = 0}, with M > N. This issue is a fundamental
feature of the problem, already present at the level of the wave equation (1.9) which was analysed in [Cic24a].

In order to prove a sharp scattering result, we must construct a notion of an asymptotic initial data set ¥ (go, ﬁ)
and asymptotic initial data norm || - || a7, which in the small data case allow us to prove the estimate:

HE(&’E)HM SCMHE(%’B)HM' (1.17)

This requires a detailed analysis of the problem which exploits the structure of the solution, and ultimately relies
on replacing h with the renormalized tensor h = h — 2(log V)O.

Once we prove that for any Z(go,ﬁ) € BM (ZMinkOWSki) the estimate (1.17) holds, it is straightforward in
Section 11 to construct the scattering map S satisfying (1.11) and (1.12), by also using the existence, uniqueness
of scattering states, and asymptotic completeness. We outline the proof of (1.17) for the rest of the section.

We introduce the norm =), in Section 8, representing the energy of the solution on {u = —1,v =1} x S™. One
remarkable aspect is that the norm =jp; has improved angular control on the solution compared to the asymptotic
data norm, by gaining half of a derivative. We have schematically that:

RIONDI

2 2 2 nd 2
wt = MONarasy gy Tl sy )+ 1Va™ ¥ i, ) + -

n—4 n—2
2 2
=2 = HvagvifoH;/Q(Sfl’l) + Y HVMV%Vi‘I’HZws,m) +...
i+j=0 i+j=0
In order to prove (1.17), it suffices to show that:
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where the implicit constant depends on M but is independent on e. Once we establish (1.18), we complete the proof
of (1.17) in Section 11, since by changing (u,v) to (—v, —u) we also obtain:

ot ], <2 % [0,

Remark 1.5. The strategy used in the proof of the sharp scattering result is similar to our approach in [Cic24a]
for the wave equation (1.9). Based on the analogy between the scalar field ¢ and ¢, one could expect that a notion
of asymptotic initial data could consist only of 9o and b which satisfy the smallness assumption:

1951 arsn s sy 1Bl o sy S € (1.19)

Using the compatibility relations, this condition implies indeed that Z(go,ﬁ) S B%{E(EMinkowski). In the case of

(1.9) we also have that O ~ A™2¢g + ..., which recovers the estimate for ¢o at top order. However, in the current
situation the obstruction tensor does not satisfy the needed ellipticity property, so the smallness on(gO, h) does not

imply (1.19). According to [FG85], we have at top order that O ~ A™?~2B, where B is the Bach tensor of 4, This
operator is elliptic under a conformal change of the metric, see [TV05, LS16], but in our case we cannot control the
conformal factor. Consequently, the smallness condition (1.19) cannot be used to prove a sharp scattering result.

Estimates from {v =0} to {v = —u}. We prove that =, < ||E(g0, B)HM in Theorem 8.1, establishing the first
inequality in (1.18). According to Section 5, we can rewrite the system of Bianchi equations restricted to {u = —1}
as a system of wave equations for any 0 < m < M, 0<1[ < % -2

WV + (3 . g)wvmvga — AV"Vha = VYLD + Brr?)

(1.20)
VVIVIVLTE 4 (3 . g)wvmvgwc — AVPVLEG = L 4 B

Moreover, the solutions satisfy the expansions at {v = 0}:

n—=6

AAEE (Vﬁl\I!G)’(iLO) + 0(v), Via = (Vfla)‘(ilyo) + O(v]logv|?) for I < 5

n—=
2

Vir 0= (VT 09)| o+ O(v]logoP), ViF a=Ologv+ h+O(v]logf?).

(=1,0)
We prove the main estimates for the system (1.20) in Theorem 8.1. The desired inequality will follow, since the

initial data energy is controlled by HE(gO, ﬁ) || 2 Whereas the energy at (—1,1) controls Zp;. The top order estimates
require control of the quantity:

T = ||V VMV 02 4+l R+ (VT e

Bounding this energy represents the fundamental part of the proof, as this captures the need to renormalize h and
it implies the improvement in the number of angular derivatives controlled. To prove this in Section 8, we treat the
system (1.20) as a linear system on the background obtained by restricting the metric g to the null cone {u = —1},
with a general inhomogeneous term in place of ErrY,. We refer to this as the first model system, introduced in
Section 5, and we explain below how we prove estimates for it in Section 7 and [Cic24b]. Once we bound the top
order quantity 7 in terms of the initial data energy and the error terms, the remaining bounds follow using more
standard energy estimates for the system (1.20). As before, the presence of the nonlinear error terms Errﬁ’ﬂ does
not create significant difficulties since we commuted with a high number of angular derivatives, so these terms are
essentially linear.

Estimates from {v = —u} to {v = 0}. We prove that HE(gO,fL)HM < Zj in Theorem 10.1, establishing the
second inequality in (1.18). According to Section 5, we can also rewrite the system of Bianchi equations restricted
to{u=—1}forany0<m <M,0<1< 4 —2as:

W2V Vha + (3 . g)wvmvga — AV"Vha = VT HIVLY 4 ErrY,

(1.21)
VVAVIVERE 4 (241 - 3)VaVTVLEC — AVVLDC = gV VLG 4 B
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Once again, the solutions satisfy the above expansions at {v = 0}. In Section 10, we prove estimates with initial
data at (—1,1) controlled by Z,/, and the energy at (—1,0) controlling HE(gO, h)||M. At top order, we bound:

VeV VLT e 40| VMVET 02 e + [[VMVET WO, + 0| VaVM VLT WC2, 4
and the asymptotic quantities:
2 2
1O arsr sy oy F Bl anrsr (s, o)

This step represents the essential part of the proof, since as above once we control the top order terms we can also
obtain bounds for the remaining terms in HE(gO, fL)H ) and estimate the nonlinear error terms. The strategy is
again to treat the system (1.21) as a linear system on the background obtained by restricting g to {u = —1}, with
a general inhomogeneous term. We refer to this as the second model system, introduced in Section 5, and we
explain below how we prove estimates for it in Section 9 and [Cic24b].

Geometric Littlewood-Paley projections. The analysis of the model systems needed for the top order esti-
mates above requires the use of Littlewood-Paley projections. These provide a robust way of constructing frequency
dependent multipliers and defining fractional derivatives, including the log V operator present in the definition of b.
In dealing with the model systems we intend to use the same approach as in [Cic24a]. The new difficulty is that the
metric ¢ induced by the background on the spheres S, = {u = —1} x {v} x S™ has a nontrivial time dependence,
compared to the case of de Sitter space. This determines us to use the geometric Littlewood-Paley theory of [KR06],
defined using the heat equation in Section 6. The LP projections used have standard properties, with additional
difficulties arising from the fact that they are time dependent and do not satisfy exact orthogonality. Thus, the
projections are only "almost orthogonal”, and we have for any two families of LP projections Py, Py:

1PePe ) o S 27 [ F

We also use a series of results from [Cic24b|, which employ the methods of [KRO06] to quantify in more detail the
error terms caused by the time dependence of the metric and the almost orthogonality of the projections. For
example, for a horizontal tensor F' we have the bound:

¥4 PAF | o S IBF | 2+ 27| Fl s (1.22)

where Ek is a projection operator defined in Section 6. We notice that this bound is summable in k.
Additionally, it is essential that we use the following refined Poincaré inequality for any k& > 0,6 > 0:

1
|1PeF(lys < 52 | VRF| 48 30 27T VRE|, + 67 2 P (1.23)
0<i<k

We contrast this with the weaker Poincaré inequality HPkF H 2 < 2*kHVﬁkF H 12> Where the presence of different
projection operators is caused by the almost orthogonality of the projections. On the other hand, we notice that
for (1.23) the projection operators on the RHS have the same symbol as the one on the LHS, and all the frequencies
higher than k are contained in the last term, which is lower order.

The first model system. In Section 5, we write the system (1.20) as a linear system on the background obtained
by restricting the metric g to the null cone {u = —1}, with a general inhomogeneous term. We use the notation

n—4 n—4
Py =V,% aand ®; = V,* VY and we obtain with respect to the new time variable 7 = /v the system:
1
V,(V VD) + =V, V" — 4AV"®y = V™' ® + F?)
T

1 .
VA (V-V";) + —V, VT, — AV, = A VAR S
@y =201logT + h+ O(7?|log 7?), ®; = @) + O(r|log7|?).

where the covariant angular derivatives are with respect to the metric ¢ _:=¢ _ . induced on S:.
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Remark 1.6. We notice that in terms of the metric g from (1.3) we have ¢_ = fj(log(%')). For any asymptotically
de Sitter space of the form (1.3) we consider the new time coordinate T = e’ /2. We point out that one can also
recover the first model system by commuting the Einstein equations (1.1) n/2 times with the vectorfield %BT. A
similar approach also holds for the second model system below. We further explain this perspective in [Cic24b].

The estimates needed at top order for the system (1.20) are proved at the level of the first model system
in Section 7 and [Cic24b]. We decompose ®q into its singular and regular components, similarly to [Cic24al. In
the present paper we illustrate in Section 7 how to prove the top order estimates in Theorem 7.2 for the singular
component of @, which decouples from the rest of the system. The regular component is better behaved at 7 =0,
and can be treated similarly to the tensors ®;. We refer the reader to [Cic24b| for a complete proof of Theorem 7.1,
which deals with the full system. However, we point out that the main difficulties are already present in the analysis
of the singular component of ®, so the proof of Theorem 7.2 assists in the understanding of Theorem 7.1 in [Cic24b].

We define for each m < M :

V"® = (V"®), + (V") ,,

where we define the singular component (mebo)y to be the horizontal tensor that solves the linear equation:

V- (VA (V"®), ) + %VT (V"®), — 4A(V™ ), = ¥V (V")
(V") (1) = 2V Olog(7) + 2(log V)V™O + O(7?|log(1)|?),

and we also define (log V)V™O =Y, . PEV™O -log2¥, b,, = V™h —2(log V)V™O. We remark that the regular
component satisfies a similar equation to that of ®y and it has the expansion:

(V" ®0) ,(7) = b + O(*|1og()[?), V- (V"®0) ;(r) = O(7|log(7)[?).

The notation for the regular and singular components is based on the similarities to the first and second Bessel
functions Jy, Yp, as in the case of [Cic24al. The need to renormalize the asymptotic data h to b follows from the
analysis of the singular component.

In Theorem 7.2, we prove the following estimate for 7 € (0, 1], with an implicit constant depending only on M:

V2 (VY @0)y [0 + 7V (VY @0y [0 S O] (1.24)
M
Do R0) [l £ (4 [og ) [ O]f v (1.25)
m=0

We first obtain lower order estimates using standard energy estimates in Section 7.1, in order to prove (1.25) for all
m < M. In order to obtain sharp estimates at top order, we must use the structure in the expansion of (VM fIJO)Y,
which can only be seen at the level of each LP projection. We have schematically for every k£ > 0 :

Py (VM) (1) = 2PV M Olog(2"7) + Lo.t. + O(7*|log(r)[?).

As in the case of the linear wave equation on de Sitter space studied in [Cic24a], we prove that Py (VM fIJO)Y satisfies
similar asymptotics to the second Bessel function Y in terms of the new time variable t = 2¢7. A quantitative
version of this statement is proved in Section 7.2 using suitable energy estimates in the low frequency regime
7 < 27%=1 with data given by the asymptotic initial data, and the high frequency regime 7 € [27%~1 1], with data
at 7 = 275~ given by the solution in the low frequency regime. We remark that the asymptotic behavior and the
frequency dependent time of transition between the two regimes are responsible for the improvement in regularity:
at 7 =1 we control M + 3/2 derivatives of the solution in terms of M + 1 derivatives of the asymptotic data.

The main new difficulties compared to [Cic24a] arise from the fact that the geometric LP projections are
time dependent and do not satisfy exact orthogonality, as explained above. Using bounds such as (1.22) implies
the presence of different projection operators in the estimates. In the low frequency regime in Section 7.2.1, we
can mostly avoid this issue using the structure of the error terms and the lower order estimates from Section 7.1.
However, in the high frequency regime in Section 7.2.2, this issue creates commutation terms that cannot be bounded
at the level of each LP projection. As a result, we must carefully use the structure of the error terms and sum the
estimates obtained for each LP projection before being able to close our estimates in Section 7.2.3.
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The second model system. Similarly to the above case, in Section 5 we write the system (1.21) with respect
to the new time variable 7 = /v to obtain the second model system:

1
V. (V-V™®) + —V VT —4AV" Do = YV 4+ FY

1 .
VA (V-V";) — —V VT, — AV, = YVt 4+ B
®y =201logT + h+ O(7?|log 7?), ®; = @) + O(r|log7[?).

The estimates needed at top order for the system (1.21) are proved at the level of the above system in [Cic24b].
The essence of the argument is dealing with the singular quantity ®¢, since the regular quantities ®; satisfy better
equations and can be bounded in a straightforward way. In the present paper, we illustrate how to prove these
estimates in Theorem 9.3 in Section 9 for a toy problem which models the singular top order quantity VM &g, and
captures the main difficulties. We refer the reader to [Cic24b| for a complete proof of Theorems 9.1 and 9.2, which
deal with the full second model system. We point out that Theorem 9.3 is not used in the proof of Theorems 9.1
and 9.2, but it introduces all the main ideas and provides the guideline that we then follow in [Cic24b].

We assume that the smooth horizontal tensor ¢ defined on {u = —1} x {7 € (0,1)} x S™ satisfies the equations:

1
Vo (Vi) + — Vo€ —4A8 = YV, (1.26)
£ =2VM0logT + 2(10gV)VM(9 +bar + O(T2| 10gT|2).
The asymptotic expansion of £ at 7 = 0 is the same as that of VM ®,, but in equation (1.26) we only kept the terms

depending on V¢ on the right hand side for simplicity.
In Theorem 9.3, we prove the estimates for all 7 € (0, 1], with an implicit constant depending only on M:

, (1.27)

T=1

1
el + 72Nl + 19l + [ 7 lelne’ S (Nl + 195600

19013+ 52 Betr 5. S (Ielloe + 197617 (129

k>0

T=1

In order to prove optimal estimates for £, we split our analysis into the low frequency and high frequency regime.
For some large constant X > 0, we split the frequencies into the low frequency regime k < x for all 7 € [0, 1], the
low frequency regime k > z for 7 € [0, X27%1], and the high frequency regime k > x for 7 € [X27%~1 1].

The low frequency regime with k£ < x is dealt with using a standard preliminary estimate. In Section 9.1, we
prove suitable energy estimates in the low frequency regime k > z, 7 € [0, X27%71], with data at 7 = X27*~!
given by the solution in the high frequency regime. In Section 9.2, we also prove estimates in the high frequency
regime 7 € [X27%~1 1] with data at 7 = 1, similarly to the estimates for the first model system.

The significant challenge that we must overcome is the presence of a top order bulk term with an unfavorable
sign in the high frequency estimate of Proposition 9.2:

1 2k 9
| clnd.a

Because the geometric LP projections do not satisfy exact orthogonality properties, this term can only be bounded
using the refined Poincaré inequality (1.23). This introduces both low frequency regime and high frequency regime
error terms on the RHS. As a consequence, we obtain a sum of error terms that we bound using the discrete
Gronwall inequality and a novel discrete-continuous Gronwall-like inequality.

Similarly to case of the first model system, we also have commutation error terms arising from the bound
(1.22), which cause the presence of different projection operators in the estimates. Such terms can be bounded only
once we sum the estimates obtained for each LP projection in Section 9.3.

Finally, obtaining the sharp estimate (1.27) for the solution on 7 € (0,1] allows us to conclude by proving
the estimate (1.28) for the asymptotic quantities. The estimates are carried out in Section 9.4 at the level of the
equations satisfied by the quantities £, = P& — 7log(2F7) P, V£, where we decompose the error terms into the low
frequency and high frequency regime components.
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1.4 Outline of the Paper

We outline the structure of the paper. In Section 2 we introduce the double null formalism adapted to the setting of
straight self-similar spacetimes. In Section 3 we prove the existence and uniqueness of scattering states, establishing
the first statement of Theorem 1.3. In Section 4 we prove asymptotic completeness, obtaining the second statement
of Theorem 1.3. In Section 5 we introduce the model systems necessary for the top order estimates of the scattering
map. In Section 6 we introduce the geometric Littlewood-Paley projections used in the analysis of the model
systems. In Section 7 we state the main result of [Cic24b| for the first model system and present the proof in the
case of the singular component of ®;. We use these results in Section 8 to prove sharp estimates from {v = 0} to
{v = —u}. In Section 9 we state the main result of [Cic24b] for the second model system and illustrate the proof for
a toy problem. We use these results in Section 10 to prove sharp estimates from to {v = —u} to {v = 0}. Finally,
in Section 11 we combine our results to conclude the proof of the third statement of Theorem 1.3.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to acknowledge Igor Rodnianski for his valuable guidance in the
process of writing this paper. The author would also like to thank Mihalis Dafermos, Yakov Shlapentokh-Rothman,
and Warren Li for the very helpful discussions.

2 Set Up

The purpose of this section is to introduce the double null formalism adapted to the setting of straight self-similar
spacetimes. We also introduce the commutation formulas and the error term notation that we use later.

2.1 Double Null Gauge

We introduce a double null gauge on the (n+ 2)-dimensional manifold (M, g) following the work of [RSR18]. In this
section we consider a general such foliation, in order to define the relevant quantities and write down the system of
Einstein vacuum equations (1.10) in double null gauge. In the next section we will use the additional assumptions
of self-similarity and straightness, which simplify our equations. We assume for the purpose of this section that g is
smooth, and we later define the notion of regular vacuum solution in Definition 2.2. Our introduction of the double
null gauge will be brief, and we encourage the reader to consult [RSR18] for complete statements and proofs.

We assume our background differentiable manifold to be ((—o0, 0] x [0,00)\{(0,0)}) x 5™, where the coordinates
(u, v) parameterize (—o0,0] x [0,00)\{(0,0)}. We consider the metric ¢ in double null gauge:

g =—20%(du®dv+dv ® du) + ¢ , ,(d0"* — b du) @ (d6” — b du),
where {#“} represent local coordinates on S™. We denote S,,, = {u} x {v} x S™. We define the normalized frame:
e3 = Q7 (Ou +b10a), €4 =970y, gles,eq) = =2,

We denote by D the Levi-Civita connection of (/\/l, g). Following [RSR18] and the references therein, we introduce
the notion of horizontal tensors on S, ,, with entries in the tangent space of S, ., and we denote by V4, V3, V4
the projections of D4, D3, Dy to the tangent space of S, ,, for any vector e4 tangent to S, ,.

We define the Ricci coefficients denoted schematically by ¥ € {x, x,n,7,w,w,(} as:

xaB = g(Daes,ep), X, 5 =9(Daes,ep), na = —%Q(DBGA,GAL), N, = —%Q(D46A,63)
w= —ig(D463,e4), w= —ig(D364,€3), Ca = %Q(DA€4,63).
We decompose x and y as:
Xap = Xap + %trxﬂAB, Xap =Xap T %trxﬂw-
As proved in [RSR18], we have the Ricci formulas:

Dyey = —2wey, Dyes = 2wesz + QQAeA, Dyep = N4+ Vaen
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Dyes = —2wes, Dzeq = 2wes + 20 ea, Diea = naes + Vaea
1 1
Dyes = —Caes+ xen, Daes = Caes + KieB, Dyep = gXeat+ oXxes + Vaep.

We also have the metric equations:
1 1
Lo \p=2XaB, L3§ 5 =2X,p W= —§V410gQ, w = —§V3 log
1 -
Ca= _ZQ ', 5ea(d”), na =Ca+ValogQ, n, = —Ca+ ValogQ.
We define the curvature components denoted schematically by ¥ € {«, o, B,B,v,v,0,p, T}:
1 1
aaB = Raapa, aap = Rasps, Ba = §RA4347 B,= §RA3347 vapc = Rapca, Vapc = Rapes
= 1R 1R = 1R + 1R = 1R
0AB = 5ft3aap = 5 H3paA; Tap = 5ltaaap T 5 l3paa, p = 71343
As proved in [RSR18], we have the formulas:

tra = Ricyq, tra = Ricss, tr7 = Ricsqs — 2p

cp , B , B ,
TaB = ¢~ " Rcapp — Ricap, Ba =vap” + Ricas, B, =—v,p° — Ricas.

The Einstein equations are equivalent to a set of null structure equations and constraint equations involving the
Ricei coeflicients and the curvature components. We refer the reader to [RSR18| for the derivation of the equations.

Proposition 2.1. We have the following null structure equations for the vacuum spacetime (./\/l,g) :

1 2 N
Vtry + E(trx) = —|X|2 — 2wiry

<>

. 2 . .
Vaxas + EW'XXAB = —aaB — 2wXaB + X -
1 2 N
Vstry + ﬁ(t@) = —|%)* — 2witrx

. 2 . A
VaXp + XXy p = ~Qap — 20X, 5 T XX

—
[><>

. 1. . . - . .
VaXap + —trxXap = —Tap + 2Xap + (VEn) 4 — XX p + 10+ X

1 . SN
Vstry + Etrxtfx = 2p + 2wtry + 2div(n) + 20> + X - X

[><>

trxxaB +n-1n+X -

S|

. 1 . . . N
VaXyp T XXy p = ~TaB + 20X p + (V&n) 4p -
1 A
Vatrx + ﬁtr)_(trx = 2p + 2wtry + 2div(n) + 2> + X - X
Van=—B+x-(n-mn)
Van=B+x-(n-m

1 1 1
Vaw = 5p+ 7l = 71l + 2uw + 3IC° — |V log Q)

1 1 1
Vaw = 3p = 7Inl* + 10 + 20w + 3| — [V log Q.

where 1 - 1 is a schematic notation for certain contractions Ricci coefficient terms.
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Proposition 2.2. We have the following constraint equations for the vacuum spacetime (./\/l,g) :

. 1
Rigmapcp = Rapep + 3 (KBCXAD + X4pXBC = X, XBD — XBDXAC)
. 1 1
Ricap = TaB — Qt’"XXAB - §t7XXAB + X(CAXB)C
1—n A
R=-2p+ ——trxtrx + X X
Vaxpc — VBXxac = vapc + xaclB — xBcCa
VaXpe = VBX o =¥ABC — X058 T Xpo6a
VAxap — Vptry = —Bp + trx(s — (*xan
VA g = Vatrx = B, — trxCe +¢x,

1/ c. O
Vang = Vpia =—Vang +Vpia=0ap + 5 (XiXCB - XEXCA)

VARapep =2Viepip + X v+ X v+ X X

2.2 Self-Similar Straight Vacuum Spacetimes

The (n + 2)-dimensional vacuum spacetimes that we study are also straight and self-similar, according to Defini-
tion 1.1. In this section we derive the consequences of these properties, which simplify the previous null structure
equations and constraint equations significantly. We also write down the system of Bianchi equations in our case.
Finally, we introduce the notion of regular solutions to our system, following [RSR18].

We assume that (/\/l, g) is self-similar, so for S = ud, + v0, we have:

Lsg=2g.
We also assume that (./\/l, g) is a straight spacetime, satisfying:
02=1,b=0.
Thus, the metric is given in double null gauge by:
9= —2du®dv+dv®du)+4¢,, do" ©do".
Moreover, the frame {e4, e3, e4} is integrable, since:
e3 =0y, €4 = Oy, €4 = Oga.
As a consequence, we obtain that the only nontrivial Ricci coefficients are ¢ € {try, X, try, X} Similarly, the
only nontrivial curvature components are ¥ € {«, v, 7, R, v, a}. We prove these in the following result:
Lemma 2.1. The Ricci coefficients and curvature components satisfy:
UXyptUXAB =445 (2.1)
n=n=¢=0,w=w=0
o=0, p=0, B=8=0.

Proof. Equation (2.1) is proved in Appendix B of [RSR18]. The metric equations, together with Q = 1, b = 0, imply
the vanishing of the Ricci coefficients 7,7, (,w, w. The null structure equations for 7,7, and w imply 8 = 8 = 0, and

p = 0. Finally, the constraint equation for Vanp — Vpna implies that
1 “C ~C
OAB = 5 ( - XiXCB + XEXCA)-

However, we also have from (2.1) that —ux , , = vXap, which then gives 0 = 0. O
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Remark 2.1. We can now simplify the null structure equations and constraint equations using the vanishing of the
above Ricci coefficients and curvature components. In particular, the last four null structure equations are trivial.
Moreover, we notice that all the terms containing angular derivatives in the null structure equations vanish. As a
result, when treating these equations as a system of transport equations we avoid the complications regarding loss of
angular derivatives which one usually faces when considering the system for a general metric in double null gauge.

We note some further consequences:

Lemma 2.2. The frame {ea,es3,e4} satisfies:

1 U
B B
Viea = —ea — —x,€B, Viea = x,€B.
v v —

Proof. Using the above lemma in the Ricci formulas, we have:

1 U
B B B
Vaiea = Dyea = Daey = x g8 = SEA T TX,CB; Vsea = Daes = X, €eB.

Lemma 2.3. For any curvature component ¥ we have that V¥ = —2U.

Proof. For ¥ € {a,7,a}, we have that Ls¥ 5 = 0 implies that u0,(Vap) + v0,(¥ap) = 0 in the canonical

coordinate frame. The previous lemma then implies that VgW g = —2W 4p5. The proof is similar in the case
when U € {v,v}, for which we have u0,(Vapc) + v0,(Yapc) = Yapc and for ¥ = R, for which we have
udy(Rapcep) + 00y (Rapep) = 2RaBep. U

We introduce the notion of signature of [RSR18|, which will facilitate the schematic representation of certain
error terms in our equations:

Definition 2.1. For any ¢ € {1, U} we define the signature:

5(6) = Na(6) + 5 Na(9) — 1

where N3 represents the number of es vectors used in the definition of ¢, and N represents the number of ea
vectors used in the definition of ¢.

We state the following result of [RSR18] in our simplified setting:

Lemma 2.4. The signature of the nontrivial Ricci coefficients and curvature components is:
3
s(x) =0, s(x) =1, s(a) =0, s(v) =5, s(r) =s(R) =1 s(x) = 5, s(a)=2.
Moreover, we have that for any horizontal tensors ¢, ¢1, ¢2 :

5(Vsp) = s(¢) +1, s(Vag) = s(¢) + % 5(Vag) = s(¢), s(d1¢2) = s(¢1) + s(¢2).

Thus, the signature is preserved by covariant differentiation.

Using this notion of signature, we introduce the notation of [RSR18] for the error terms that we expect on
the right hand side of the Bianchi equations. We point out that in our case ( = 0 simplifies the structure of these
terms. For any s € {0,%,...,5} we have:

N TER
55(3) = Z Vs, U, 55(4) = Z sy U,

s1+s2=s, s1#1 s51+s2=s

We write down the Bianchi equations here and refer the reader to [RSR18| for proof:
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Proposition 2.3. We have the following Bianchi equations for the straight self-similar vacuum spacetime (./\/l,g) :
1
Vsaap + EtrxaAB = —VCVC(AB) + 51(3)
Vavapc = =2V 4ap)c + 51(4;)2
2 _ D (3)
Vsvape + —trxvape = =2ViaTpic + 2X,Vp|pic + €3/

ViRapcp = —2VaVcp|B] + e

2 ~E (3)
VsRapep + —trxRapep = =2V (aljopis) + Xy pTe)B + Xpie ™14 T 2X 4 BB1ECD + &
ViV apo = —2V[ATB]C + 5;%
3 R N 3
Vsvape + ;”XZABC = —2Viaapc + 2K€4£B]Dc + 2&542\01)\3] + 555/)2
Vaaap = —VUc(ap) + ey,

We notice that the equations for 7 can be derived using 745 = gCD Rcapp. Moreover, the Bianchi equations
for the vanishing curvature components {3, 3,0} imply the following additional constraint equations:

Proposition 2.4. We have the following constraint equations for the straight self-similar vacuum spacetime (./\/l, g) :

VPasp = 51(4/1)2, Vevape =&Y, Vouapo =&Y, Via,p = 55(%'

We conclude this section by defining the notion of a regular solution to the Einstein vacuum equations (1.10),
according to [RSR18]. We refer to the collection of horizontal tensors 4, X, X» @ v, 7, R, v, a introduced above
as the set of double null unknowns.

Definition 2.2. The straight self-similar metric g defined on a subset of the background differentiable manifold
((—00,0] x [0,00)\{(0,0)}) x S™, is a regular solution of the Einstein vacuum equations (1.10) if:

e Forn > 4 even, the metric:

g=—2(du®dv+dv®du)+ gABdGA ® doP

is a classical C? solution of the Einstein vacuum equations (1.10). Equivalently, the double null unknowns
are classical solutions to the metric equations, the system of null structure equations in Proposition 2.1, the
Bianchi equations in Proposition 2.3, and the system of constraint equations in Propositions 2.2 and 2.4.

e For n = 4 the metric g defined as above is a classical C? solution of the Einstein vacuum equations (1.10)
for v >0 and u < 0. Moreover, the corresponding double null unknowns are classical solutions to the metric
equations, the system of constraint equations in Proposition 2.2 and weak solutions to the system of equations
in Propositions 2.1, 2.3, and 2.4.

The solutions that we construct in this paper will be smooth in the region {v > 0, u < 0} and extend
as regular solutions to ((—oo,0] x [0,00)\{(0,0)}) x S™. Moreover, the solutions will also satisfy the Fefferman-
Graham expansions at v = 0 and u = 0 up to order 7. In the case of n = 4, all the double null unknowns extend
continuously to v = 0 and v = 0, with the exception of o which has a log v singularity at v = 0 and « which has a
log u singularity at u = 0. These mild singularities allow us to conclude that for n = 4 a regular solution g solves

the Einstein vacuum equations (1.10) weakly in LZ.

2.3 Commutation Formulas and Error Terms Notation

Lemma 2.5. We have the commutation formulas:

[Va. V] + =t Vip =3 Vx- VT + - Vi,

Jj=1
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[Vs, V'] + %t@viqs =" Vix Vg +x-Vie,

j=1
where V7 is a schematic notation for all the possible combinations of j angular derivatives.

Proof. We prove the first statement, since the second one statement is similar. A standard computation, see for
example [Luk12], together with the additional vanishing of certain Ricci coefficients, implies that:

[V, Val¢ = [Ds,Dal¢ = x4VEd = —X4VBo + v ¢ = —X{VEd+ VX - 0.
We can rewrite this as [V4, VA]¢ + %trxVA¢ =Vx- ¢+ x- V¢, and conclude by induction. O

Lemma 2.6. We have the commutation formulas:

(Vi V]e= > VixX*vvie+ > vVitt.vig,

itjt+k=l—1 itj+k=1—1
Ve, V]g= > V" -vVie+ D vV Vi,
i+jt+k=l—1 itjtk=l—1

where Vix**t1 is a schematic notation for all possible ways of distributing i derivatives in the ey direction over a
product of k+ 1 x terms, and similarly in the es direction.

Proof. As before, we have that [V4, V] ®=Vx-¢+ x V¢ and we conclude by induction. o
We recall the notation for differences of the Ricci coefficients and their Minkowski values, as in the introduction:
V" =Y — YMinkowski-
Similarly, we recall the notation for certain "good" curvature components:
¢e{v,7,R,v,a}, ¥° e {a,v,7, R, v}
We adapt the notation of [RSR18] for error terms by defining:

Definition 2.3. For any m + [ < p, we introduce the schematic notation:

Foip(B) = > VIVL(IT), Frpp(9) = >~ VAV (7T EY)
i+j+k<p i+j+k<p
i<l,k<m i<l,k<m

7 G 4 G

Fuip(¥) = Y VEVE(IMW), F,p, (@9 = Y VEVE(TE),
i+j+k<p i+j+k<p
i<Lk<m i<Lk<m

where the terms VKV (1/)j+1\11) denote the sum of all the possible products obtained when distributing the V*V?
derivatives. We also define F' (V) and F'(¥) as above, in the case when at least one of the Ricci coefficients is 1*.
We identify the top order term in Fpp(V) as being yNV™VLW. We write:

Fonip(¥) = pVV4T + FloF (D),

with the understanding that when we expand flOt ( ) using the product rule it does not contain any top order terms.
Similarly, we also define féfltp(\IJG) ]-'ﬁ;’jp( ), and ]-'ﬁf;ﬁp(\llc)
Using the above commutation formulas, we can prove by induction that:

Lemma 2.7. The error terms Fpp, and fmlp satisfy:

ViV T mip(Y) = Fontiy e wrisn (P VVEE () = Fimia i rivsy (F)-

Similar results hold for Fp,(¥), fmlp(\I!G), 7oip(¥) and F ().
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We can restate the commutation lemmas as follows:

Lemma 2.8. We have the commutation formulas:

(V™ Va]¢ = Finy)m) (@) [V, V3] 6 = Fiany1)(m+1)(9)
(V4 V]e = Foya-nw (@), [ViAle = Feoya—nuin(9).

The same result holds if we replace e4 by e3 and F by F.

Proof. The first three formulas follows directly from Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 using the notation introduced above.
Applying the third formula, we also get the last formula. O

3 Existence and Uniqueness of Scattering States

The main result of this section is the proof of the first statement of Theorem 1.3, establishing global existence and
quantitative estimates for the solution in the region {u < 0, v > 0}, given small scattering data at {v = 0}. In the
original (n+ 1)-dimensional formulation, this represents the proof of the first statement of Theorem 1.1, by showing
the stability of de Sitter space with scattering data at Z—. We prove the following result:

Theorem 3.1. For any N > 0 large enough there exist €o > 0 small enough, and a uniwersal constant co > 0, such
that for any € < €, if the straight initial data (go’ h) satisfies the smallness assumption:

N
D125 0 agsny + [llw sy < € (3-1)
i=0

then the corresponding straight self-similar vacuum spacetime (./\/l, g) with data at {u = —1, v =0} given by (go, fz)
exists globally on {u < 0,v > 0}, extends to {v =0} as a regular solution, and satisfies quantitative estimates with
reqularity N' = N — con, as made precise in Propositions 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 (with N1, No, N5 = N').

Moreover, there exists a small constant v > 0, with € < v < 1, such that the same future global stability result
holds in the case of small Cauchy initial data on a spacelike hypersurface {v = —cu} with v < ¢ < v~ as made
precise in Remark 3.6.

Remark 3.1. In (3.1) we denote by L}, all the possible combinations of i Lie angular derivatives in a coordinate
patch, and we sum over a family of coordinate patches that covers all of S™.

Remark 3.2. We notice it is equivalent to specify initial data (go, h), where h is the term in the expansion (1.16)
of o, since h is obtained from h by subtracting a linear factor of O, which can be computed using 5 derivatives of

9o Unless using a checked quantity, we shall always refer to this notion of initial data.

Remark 3.3. We recall according to the introduction that the assumption on the asymptotic data of e-smallness of
order M implies (1.14). This also implies (3.1) with N = M and replacing € by Ce (the proof follows from (5.8)).

In addition, we also prove a propagation of regularity result:

Theorem 3.2. Consider a global straight self-similar vacuum spacetime (M,g) which satisfies the hypothesis of
Theorem 3.1. If the initial data (go, h) is smooth, the spacetime (./\/l,g) is also smooth.

Remark 3.4. The proof of the first statement of Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.2, and the
above remarks. The proof of Theorem 3.1 follows from Propositions 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3. Finally, we prove Theorem 3.2
at the end of this section.

As explained in Section 1.3.1 of the introduction, the proof follows the steps of [RSR23]. For small v > 0 with
€ € v < 1, we consider the following regions of the spacetime:

= {os = SQ}, I = {yg = sw}, 111 = {yg i}.
|ul |ul |ul



We also set 6 > 0 to be a small constant, and consider ¢ > 0 small enough such that C(v) < €%, where C(v) is a
constant determined in the proof.

Notation. For any quantities A, B > 0, we write A < B if there is a constant C > 0 depending only on N
such that A < CB.

Absolute value convention. We make the convention for the rest of the paper that for any horizontal tensor
¢ defined on S, ,, its absolute value |¢| is defined with respect to the metric g(u,v) induced on Sy, .

_ Integration convention. We make the convention that in Section 3 and Section 4 the volume forms used are
dVol, dVol du, dVol dv, and dVol dudv, as needed in each context, where dV ol represents the volume form with
respect to the round metric (gO)Minkowski = %gSn.

Error terms convention. We make the convention for the rest of the paper that if an index denoting the
order of some derivative is negative, then that term is empty. For example F(,,,)(~1)(p) := 0, and so on.

3.1 Regions I and II

We use the argument of [RSR18] to obtain existence in the first region. Moreover, we notice that with a few
modifications one can repeat the argument in the small data case in order to prove:

Proposition 3.1. If the straight initial data (go,h) satisfies the smallness assumption (3.1), then there exists a
regular straight self-similar vacuum solution in region I with the given initial data. Setting Ny = N — |co/4|n, we
have the bounds in region I for all0 <i < N;, 0< 75 < "7_4, 0<k<3:

Hviviv’g (a —oT log(—v/u)O/((n — 4)/2)!) S elu| IR

Joeis

R A

S €elu

)
HvivngUJ*HLm(Su < E|u|—1—i—j—}’c

,1}) ~
o ok |ul —1-i-ns2 g
Hvzv42 v3w*HLoo(Su,U) 5 €- log 7 . |u 7 2
||£§g*||mo(su,v) S elul™"
Remark 3.5. The proof of [RSR18] implies the need to prove estimates for the solution with angular reqularity
at most N1, which is sufficiently small compared to the regularity of the initial data N. In this section we do nmot

attempt to optimize the universal constant cg, and for our purposes it suffices to take co = 100.

To obtain estimates in region II, one can adapt the argument of [RSR23] to the case of n > 4 and obtain the
following bounds:

Proposition 3.2. The solution of Proposition 3.1 can be extended uniquely as a reqular straight self-similar vacuum
solution in region II. Setting No = N — 2|co/4|n, we have the bounds in region II for all 0 < i < Na, and all
0<jk <58

IV ViVEY | pes, ) S €700l 2T

) ~
[T V450 5, S

u,v) ~
. n—2 . n—
Hvzv42 Vlgw* Lo(Su.0) 5 6176|v|71717727k
i % 1-6),,|—1
€587 M| e s, ) S € 0H0l
Remark 3.6. The same result holds in the case of small Cauchy initial data on a spacelike hypersurface {v = —cu},

with v < ¢ < v~'. We consider a set of double null unknowns ¢,%, VU which satisfy the constraint equations in
Propositions 2.2, 2.4, and the following smallness conditions for all 0 < ¢ < Ny, and all 0 < 5,k < "T_Q

Hvivz;v’;xlfum(s < ey 2Tk

) ~
—cv,v
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12097 e sy S el

This is the precise notion in which the spacetime (M, g) determined by the initial data is close to Minkowski space
on the spacelike hypersurface {v = —cu}, as referred to in Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 3.1.

The argument of [RSR23] also applies in this case, giving the same conclusion as Proposition 3.2. We point
out that we do not obtain at this stage the bounds of Proposition 3.1 in region 1. Thus, for small Cauchy initial
data we expect to prove in region I similar bounds to region III, by repeating the argument in the following section
in the reverse time direction (or simply replacing (u,v) by (—v, —u)).

3.2 Region III

We prove existence of the solution and self-similar bounds in region III. By self-similarity, we can restrict to v < v.

Proposition 3.3. The solution of Proposition 3.2 can be extended uniquely as a reqular straight self-similar vacuum
solution in region III. Setting N5 = N — 3|co/4|n, and taking p > 0 to be a small constant, we have the bounds in
region 1T with {v < w}, for all 0 <i < N3, and all 0 < j < "7_4:

||VivégHL2(Suyu) < 61726|u|7p . |v|72*’i*j+p

~

HvivggGHL2(Su By S 61—2(5|,U|—2—i—j
<

Hvzvéw* L2(Su’v) 61725|v|717i7j
. n—2 . _
Vo5 6% o, ) S €2l o IR ford < Ny — 1
H‘Cleg* L3(S 1) 5 61726|1}|7Z—.

In addition, we have control of more detailed norms as proved in Propositions 3.5,3.6,3.7, and 3.8.

3.2.1 Norms

For the fixed N3 > 0 defined above, we introduce the following sets of indices for high and low regularity norms:

—4 —4
H={(m,l): 0<i< ,0§m§N3+”T—l}

—4 —

We also define the characteristic triangles:

)

Piy = {(u v): —w<u<u, —v 'u<wv g%}.

We define the high regularity curvature norms in region III with v < v, where wy,;(u,v) = v%+m+l_p|u|p_q for some
constants 0 < ¢ < p < 1, and (m,l) € H. We recall our above conventions for absolute value and integration.
) w 9 3 u v ’LU2 2 N
HQHC L(u,v) = |u|2q/ / wfnl|VmVl3g dV oldi, + |u|*® / T’"”V’”Vég} dVoldvda.
s —vv n —vv J— % sn U

For any ¥ # «, we define:

v

990, o) = fupt [ [ ooV P avolai+ e [ [ w9 VieC Favotdi

3
A
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2 “ ! wrznl mwl 7,G |2 ° RPN
+|ul ‘1/ / / H |V VLR | dVoldidi.
—vv J— Sn

a
v

For a, we define:

laz, (w0 =t [

v

U v 2
/ w2, [V Vhal*dVoldo + [ul? / ml |V Vhal*dVoldadi.
Sn Sn

el

o J—%
- z

We define the total high regularity curvature norm as:

Co= sw Y (Jlalf, o)+ 20 ().

(u,v)ePy 5 (m)eH

We define the low regularity curvature norms in region III with v < v for (m,1) € L:

i l(u7 ’U) — / U4+2m+2l’vmvégc‘2dvool
m, Sn
2
o

We define the total low regularity curvature norm as:

]
£, (W) = /S ) IR 20| g o 2 dV ol

tov= s S (Jlllf, (o) + 129

(u,v)ePy 5 (m)eL

2
Em,z(u’ v)>
We define the norms for Ricci coefficients in region III with v < v for (m,!) € H:

2dVol.

kuim(u’v) :/S U2+2m+2l‘vmvlgw*
We define the total Ricci coefficients norm as:

Raw= sup Z H1/1||33m,1(uvv)-

(uvv)GPa,a (m,l)EH

Finally, we define the norms for the metric coefficients for (m,0) € H:

2 *
ol (00 = [ *"leig
We define the total metric coefficients norm as:

Mgz = sup Z HgHiAmo(u,v)

(u,v)€ Py (m,0)€H

2dVol.

3.2.2 Bootstrap Assumptions

The global existence result and quantitative estimates in Proposition 3.3 are proved by using the following bootstrap
result and standard local existence arguments:

Proposition 3.4. We denote € = €' =2°. Let (/\/l, g) be a spacetime obtained in Proposition 3.2, which exists in the
characteristic triangle Py 5 contained in region III. We assume that the spacetime satisfies the bootstrap assumption:

Ca+ Lap+ Rap + My < 24
We prove that we actually have:

Cav+ Lav+Rus+ Mauy < Ae?.
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We remark that the bootstrap assumptions hold initially on {(u,v) : v = —wv, 0 < v < w}. Thus, for all
0 < v < v we have by Proposition 3.2:

Covvw T Lovow + Revvo + Moy S €.

We note some consequences of the bootstrap assumption, which also rely on the boundedness of the quantities
below on the corresponding region of Minkowski space. We have that for all (u,v) € Py and (m,!) € L:

/ Uz+2m+2l‘vmVél/}|2dVOOZ 5 1

/ v |Lprg)*dvol S 1.

3.2.3 Sobolev Spaces and Sobolev Inequalities
We use the definition of [RSR23] for the weighted H ™ (Sy,v) Sobolev spaces:

H(bHﬁm(su’v) = Z(U - U)i</n ’Vigbfdvool)

i=0

1
2

Using the results of [RSR23|, we have that the bootstrap assumptions imply that for any (m,0) € H we have the

Sobolev inequalities:

19 o 5,0 = N9l 70 s,
H‘b'd’Hf{m(s ) N H(belm(S

ol g s, -

3.2.4 Estimates for High Regularity Curvature Components
In this section we improve the bootstrap assumption on the high regularity curvature components by proving:
Proposition 3.5. There exists a constant C << A, such that we have the improved estimate:
Caz <C €.
Step 1. The Bianchi pair (v, a). Using signature considerations, we can write the equations for (v, a) as:
Vsvape = —2V[AQB]C + 7/’2G
Vaa,p + %trXQAB = —Vcap) + I
Step 1a. The system of commuted equations. For any (m,l) € H, we commute the equations with V™V} :

m m i . j+1
VsV"Vitapo = =2VaV"Viagic + Fonin -1 omen(®) + Eomyoomrn )+ Y VI(Rikm’™ Via)
i+2j=m—1

VaV"'Via,p + (5 + g)trxv Viaas = ~VOV"Varoam) + Emywmn(¥) + Emiayi-ymn (E9)+

-1
FEmywmn@) + Y VI (Ribm’ T Vi) + 3 Vi eV Via
i+2j=m—1 i=0
and we used the fact that Vi) = Vi*. We also recall that try = trx* +n/(v —u) and try = trx* —n/(v —u). The
last term in the second equation above can be written as:

SO L [vnVia
Z Vi trx V" Via = F iy 1y (many (V) + O Z (v— )=t )
i=0 =0
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. . . 3 _ _
We conjugate the equations with wy,, = v2TmH=P|yP—4

V3wm V" Vv s pe + 2 qwmlv Vivape = —2Vawm V" Viag e + wuErrt,

3 m
V4w, V™ V3aAB + <T -1+ >uVmV3aAB = VcwlemVQZC(AB)—l-

w
—i—wmlErr%l + O(U —ml ‘va ‘)
where we have the error terms:

i . j+1
Erre = Eonyw m+) () + Einty -1 (mrn) (¥) + Z V! (Riem’" Via)

i+2j=m—1
Err = F iy min @) + Fmini1ymen @) + Flmy@ man ()
; |V Via|
+ Z AV (Rzém ) +O(27(U—u)l—i+1)
1+2j=m—1 1=0

Step 1b. The energy estimates for (v, ). For simplicity, we denote D = w,,,; V"™V}. We notice that integration
by parts and the bootstrap assumption give:

/ ( — V[ADQB]C : DZABC - DQAB : VCDZC(AB))dVOOZ =

= VaDage - 'DZA[BC]dVOOI + O(/ %|'Dg| . "D£|dV°ol> = O(v_l/ |’Dg‘ . ‘Dg‘dv"d)
Sn sn sn

We use this identity in order to prove energy estimates for the Bianchi pair (v,«). We contract the equation for
Dy with %’Dg, we contract the equation for Da with Dy, and add the resulting equations. We integrate by parts,
then multiply everything by |u|?¢. Finally, we use Cauchy-Schwarz, the positive sign bulk terms, and the fact that
|u|/v < v < 1 in order to absorb some of the error terms. We obtain the energy estimate in region III for v < v:

|u|2q/ / wfnl’VmV a’ dVolda + |u|2q/ /

+|u|2q/ / w2y | V"V dVoldv+|u|2q/ / / B ml |\7myzh 1/}2dVDoldﬁda<
—u Jgn —vy J -2 Jgn U

< 2 2q|u|2q/ / @3+2m+2l—2q(|vmvgg|2+ |valgg‘2)(—g@,@)dvooldﬁ+
i

upe / /

We bound the data term on {u = —vv} using Proposition 3.2 by:

2p 2q|u|2q/

Here we notice the importance of the factor v~¢ in the definition of w,,;, needed to avoid logarithmic degeneracy.
Step 1c. Bounding the error terms. We bound the error terms one by one. We remark that:

Y i E e S Y 0 Emman (O]
(m,l)eH (m,l)eH

2 o
/ — |V Vha|*dV oldidi+

I Iii

/ w2, | Brrs |* + |ajw?, | Errs, | )dVoldvdu

le Iii

v
/ ﬁ3+2m+2l72q(’vmvég’2+ ’vmv ‘ ) U2p—2q|u|2q/ (6/)2@*17211(1652210(5/)2
sn B

le Iii
el
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so bounding the first terms in Err.., and Err;., will also imply control of the second terms once summing
0<i<Il-—1, we have (m,i) € L and we get the bound:

2q 2 ’vmv ’ /2 2q 2 | ~|—2pA—5—2m—2l42p < 12
|ul s ”wml Q)H-2i+2 < - Jul e Ewmz|u| v SAv-e

Next, we have the bound using the Sobolev inequalities:

~ 2 ~ i 1 2
|U|2q/ / / vw?nl’£(m)(l)(m+l)(gc)’ S |U|2q/ / / dwh, | VY ()|
—vwJ-g Jsn 1+J+k<m+l —vwJ—g Jsn

i<l,k<m
< |ul?? / / /
li \+J+\k\<m+l —vL "

. For any

j+1
,03+2i0+2k0*2p|ﬁ|2p*2¢I*1’vkovgogc’ . H 2+ 2iat2ke

avgaq/}’
li[<L,|k[<m
< 2¢q §3+2i0—2p| 20— 29— 1H io GH §2+2a || e H
|U| /—v'u~/E |U| v . Hko H kZ v "/] H"a (Sa,s)
K Za
Sueo Y 29, S A
(k,i)eH
Following the same steps, we also have that:
. 2 e
Pt [ ] Tl Eo s () FaVoldoda <
—vv % Ssn
< Jul i §2+2i0—2p| 5| 2p— QqHVmWH §2+20a Vza H
u // il s H ) 1 —
v ko,zo)eH a=1 (kq,iq)EH
Sve Y |, S A
(ki)eH ’
Similarly to the first error term, we have the estimate:
IUIQ‘I/ / / 0]w?, | F (W)|*aVoldoda <
ml L (m) (1) (m+1)
—vv % Sn
< 2q A2+21 2p 2p—2q 70 A2+21 11 A2+21a 1q
i [1 [ 5 e se], 3 e, IS @ o,
TV T w (ko,io) (k1,i1 =2 (ka,ia)

SRuwe Y, H\I’HC,C < A%
(k,i)eH "

where the indices in the above sums satisfy (ko, 7o), (k1,11), (ka,ia) € H. Next, we use the fact that Rigm = R+ 1)

in order to bound:
e [ [ [, et
—vU

S VR(Rikm’ T VEEC) dVoldvd
k+2j=m—1
2 2+2l 2 2 2 G 2 g 4 2
< q M P pP—4q M R H dAdA
RN D DIt T N V(D D L N L
YUY "y (ko) EH a=1 " (k,,0)€EL
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<w- Z chnzko,l < A?
(]i}(),l)EH

As before, a very simple modification of this argument allows us to also bound the corresponding term with Riém
in Err%ﬂ. This completes bounding the error terms for our first energy estimate. In particular, we improved the

bootstrap assumption for Hg”i l and the last two terms in Hg”i - We point out that we already have good

control of the bulk term for v, which will help us in the next energy estimate.
Step 2. The Bianchi pair (R,v). By signature considerations, the equations can be written as:

VsRapop = =2V (avicpip) + ¥V, Vavape = —2Vatp)c + 92
Step 2a. The system of commuted equations. For any (m,l) € H, we commute the equations with valg :

m m i . j+1
VsV"ViRasen = =2V(aV"Viviop 5+ Fins )i mrn () + Eoyoymen (O + Y Vi (Rigm” V5TY)
i+2j=m—1

VaV™Vhvapo = =2VuV"Vhire1c + ity -1y men (E9) + Eimy @y man (EE) + Z Vi(RiéijVégG)
i+2j=m—1

. . . ] _ _
We conjugate the equations with w,,, = vz T+ =P|y[P—4

Vaw, V™ VgRABCD —|— qwmlv \V4 sRapcp = —QV[Awle v3V|CD|B] + wmlETT‘

ViwmV"Vvape = =2V a0 V" Virp 0 + W Errt, + 0<wml |vmvy })
where we have the error terms:

i . j+1
Errf, = Fim)m+0) (¥) + iy =1y (m+1y (¥) + Z V' (Riem’ VQEG)
i+2j=m—1

v i . J+1
Errty = Fimy omad (X)) + Eiminya-1yman () + Z Vi (Rikm”™ V5E)

i+2j=m—1

Step 2b. The energy estimates for (R,v). We denote D = w,,; V™V4. We notice that integration by parts and
the constraint equations give:

/ ( — 2V[uDycp|p - DRAPCP — 4Dy B0 v, ADTB]C)dVool -
— / 2DyABC . (VDDRDCAB - QV[ADTB]C)C[VOOZ +0 (vl /

_0(/ |Dy| - (vlijerwml\m%nl\)dv"oz)

Proceeding as before, we obtain the energy estimate in region III for v < v:

|U|2q/ / wfnl’vmv V‘ dVoldu+/ / ml‘vmle‘ dVOldU+|u|2q/ / / |u| ’vmv ’2
—vv J ST % e %
< w2~ 2q|u|2q/

+|u|2q/ / (|a|w$nl}Errﬁlf+w$nl]vmv v| - |Erre, ly+ }vmv ]2)dV°oldﬁda
—vY % Sn

|DR| - |Dg|dVool)

n

/ ﬁ3+2m+2l—2q(‘vmvlgR‘2 + Wmvéz’?)(_y@,ﬁ)dvooldﬁ—f—
Sn

I Iﬁ
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v
SuPe? fu- Ad? 4 |ulH / / (|ﬁ|w72nl|Err§Ll}2 + @w?nl}Err%an)dVoldﬁdﬁ,
—vv 7% sn
where we used the fact that we already control the bulk term for v from the previous energy estimate, and we
bounded the data term as before. Moreover, we remark that each term of ﬁwfnl‘Errfnlf is contained in the error

2 2 2
o2 a . S o2 R |2 ced S o2 v
terms of dw;,,, ’Errml , and similarly each term of |4|w?, ’Errml’ is contained in the error terms of |&|w?,, ’Errml’ .

Therefore, the bounds on the error terms in the previous energy estimate also allow us to bound the right hand

side of the above estimate by v - Ae’? + €/2. This improves the bootstrap assumption for || gHi L and the last two

terms in HRHE l

The same argument applies in the case of the Bianchi pairs (R,v) and (v, ), where at each step we use the
control of the bulk terms from the previous step and proceed as above. As a result, we can improve the bootstrap
assumption on the high regularity curvature norm and prove that:

Cﬁ'ﬁs /2+’U AEI2

3.2.5 Estimates for Low Regularity Curvature Components
In this section we improve the bootstrap assumption on the low regularity curvature components by proving:
Proposition 3.6. There exists a constant C < A, such that we have the improved estimate:
Ly <C €.
Step 1. Improving the bounds for a. For any (m,l) € L, we consider the equation satisfied by a conjugated by

Tl = U2+m+l—p|u|p :

2
— lilx X
_:zzlem+1Vl3g+:rmlErrml+O<Z LA v v R Vi v |>
=0

_ 4 m
Vazmi V™ Vha 5 + ("— 1 +p> Il gmle ,p =

where the implicit constant in the last term is independent of p, and the error term is defined by:

i . j+1
Errpy = F iy mtt) ) + Eimi -1 mty E) + Flomyiymany(¥) + Y VI (Rikm”™ Vi)

i+2j=m—1

Step 1a. The energy estimates for a. We contract the above equation by ,,; V™ V,a, and integrate in v. We
use the good bulk term obtained and Cauchy-Schwarz, together with a brief induction on ! argument needed to
bound the second to last term. Summing for all (m,[) € L, we obtain the estimate in region III for v < v:

Z/ 22, |V Vha|® (u, v)dVol + Z/

(m,l)eL (m,l)eEL

Y / 22, |Vl (u, —u~ + > // 22, [V

(m l)eL (m,l)eEL

Lo i omol - 12( AN U
Tyv Vial| (u,8)dVoldd <

/ / b0y | vl |

K3
z

(m,l)eL

The data term is bounded using Proposition 3.2 by:

Z / T A VAR v a‘2(u, —v " w)dVol < v?e?.

(m,l)EL

Since vz?, = |u|2‘1w(2m+1)l7 we notice that the second term is bounded by Hsz( " which is controlled by v - Ae’
m-+1

according to Proposition 3.5. We obtain the estimate:

Z / ml‘VmV a‘ (u, v)dVol + Z / / ml ’val ’ (u, 0)dV oldd <

(m,l)eL (m,l)eL
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2 ° ~
SPtu- AP+ Y /u/ (’Uxml’]:(m () (m1) ( z%)[? + 025 | F (et 1) 1 1) ey (2| )dVoldv+
(m,yeL” ~x 7"

+ Z /u/ 'U(Eml‘]:(m l)(m-H ‘dVoldv—}— Z Z /
(m,)eL” " u

(m,l)eL i+2j=m—-17 "%
Step 1b. Bounding the error terms. As before, we remark that:

. . 2
/ b2, ‘vz (Rikm’ ' Viy) ‘ dVoldd
Sn

> fcfnz‘f(mﬂ)(zq)(mﬂ)@G)’z5 > xfnlyz(m)(l)(erl)(gG)f
(m,l)eL (m,l)eL

so bounding the first term in Eﬁﬂil will also imply control of the second term. We bound the first term

N 2
[ [ P E o @O S e [

z+]+k<m+l
i<l,k<m

/ A2 2 }vkvz (’(/J‘]+1\I]G)’

I Iii
I Iﬁ

v
2q A3+210 2p|,,12p—2q oG A2+2za
s, 2 R 1
T (ko,io)€EL Suo er

a=1 (kq,iq)

< 0 120, , Su- A,

(k,i)eL

viru,
v H*a (Sy.5

where we used the improved estimates from Proposition 3.5. Next, we have:

|u|2q/ " / . 62“’3”}ﬂm)(z)(mﬂ)(\If)}QdVZld@ <

|u|2q /U ( Z @3+2i0—2p|u|2p—2q
u

L (ko,io)EL

% 2 § 24214 * 2 = z : 2+2i
0 M 11 N la
VB \IJHEI’CO v HF1 H v

LR
viol. )

1,41)€EL a=2(kq,iq)EL
v 2
SRuve 3O + A Y pupr [ ool
(ki)eL ’ (ki)eL % w?

The second term can be absorbed on the left hand side of the estimate using the good bulk term. We bound the
last error term using Ritm = R +

. . 2
|| / / @2w3nl‘v1(mém”lvgg)‘ dVoldd <
z+2] m—1 % sm

v

< Juf? /
7E
s

Thus, we improved the bootstrap assumption for || QH -

1
Z 32 2|2~ 2qul\pGH ( Z
a=1

(ko,l)eL (ka,0)€L

2
G 2
) E T IOl Sea
(k,l)eL
, for any (m,1) € L.
Step 2. Improving the bounds for P9, The curvature components ¥ satisfy the schematic equation:
Va2l gl = o2t gy,

where we have the error term:

Errp = V™IV + F o many(P) + Emany -1y man (P)
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We use Lemma 9.6 of [RSR23] and the bound in Proposition 3.2 to obtain the estimate:

. u S \z \2
sup / v4+2m+2l’VmVl3£G‘2dVol <€é? 4+ sup (/ v2+m+l(/ ‘Errmlydeol> dﬁ)
n —vv S

(u,v)EPg 5 (u,v)EPg, 5

1-100p %

<P+ sup w sup

(u,v)EPq 5 €[—vu,u]

@
_ . _ 2 0
100q/ / y5+2m+21=100p ;100 100q’Ewml’ dVoldi
—ww Jgn
Since W& = q, the first error term is bounded by:

yl—lOOp %

@
sup sup lOOq/ / ,U5+2m+2l—100p|,a|100p—100q’vm-{-lvéqjc‘?dvfoldﬁ < Ql—lOOpcﬁﬂ
(u,v)ePy 5 wE[—vw,u] —vv e
Arguing as before, bounding the second error term will also imply bounds for the third error term once summing.
We have the bound:

&

1-100p - 1100q 54-2m+421—100p| »100p—100g 2 1P s

v sup |u / / v |4 ’z(m)(l)(mﬂ)(\lf)’ dVoldi

wE[—vv,u] —vo J S™
o o2 It 2

< 100P gy [g)10% Z y+2i0=100p | 3100p—100g V?‘I’Hmo H 2: §2+2ia vgawHﬁk

o a

4€[~vv,u] VY (ko io)EL a=1 (kq,ia)EL

U
S Eu,v : 2171001) sup |f1f|100q / 071798p|ﬂ|98p7100qdﬂ 5 v- Eu,v ,S v- Ae?
wE[—vv,ul —vu

As a result, we improved the bootstrap assumption on the low regularity curvature norm and proved that:

Ly S €? +v- A

3.2.6 Estimates for Ricci Coefficients
In this section we improve the bootstrap assumption on the Ricci coefficients by proving:
Proposition 3.7. There exists a constant C < A, such that we have the improved estimate:
Raw < Ce?.
We notice that the Ricci coefficients satisfy schematic equations:
Vs (X, X) = U9 + 9™, Vs(try™, try*) = o™

We allow the curvature term on the right hand side in order to treat all the equations at the same time. For any
(m,l) € H, we commute the equations with V™V} :

V3v1+m+lvmvl31/)* =o' HErr,

where we have the error term:
ETT‘ml = VmVé\I’G + £(m)(l)(m+l)(w*)7

and we define F ;) (mt1) () just as F )1y (miry (¥), but replacing ¥ with )*. We integrate the above equation
and apply the Lemma 9.6 of [RSR23] as before to obtain:

. u -\ \?2
sup / v2+2m+21’VmVl31/1*]2dVol <€+ sup (/ v”m“(/ ]ETT“mlydeol> dd)
" STL

(u,v)€Pz 5 (u,v)€Pz 5 —v
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[

_ o _ ~ _ 2 ° ~

<4 osup o gy |u|100q/ / 3 +2m+21-100p | 100p 1OOQ|E7‘7°ml| dVoldi
(u,v)EPy 5 UWE[—vv,u] —vv n

Since W& = q, the first error term is bounded by:

I
_ . B R - . )
sup Ql 100p sup |u|100q/ / v3+2m+2l 100p|u|100p 100q vmvlgqjc‘ dVoldi S Ql 100pc1775
(u,v)€Pg 5 W€ [—vv,u] —ov Jsn

We have the bound for the second error term:

@
V11007 qup |,&|100q/ / ,U3+2m+2l—100p|,&|100p—100q‘z(m)(l)(m+l)(w*)fdvolda
N

UE [—vv,u]

V5.

< Q!m100p gy |u|100q/ Z pl+2i0=100p | 100p— 100qH H Z §2+20a
—vU

W€ [—vu,u] (ko,io)eH kayia)

a
5 Ru,v . 217100;0 sup |1°L|100q/ 071798p|ﬁ|98p7100qdﬁ S v- A€/2
WE[—vv,u] —vy

As a result, we improved the bootstrap assumption on the Ricci coefficients norm and proved that:

Rgﬁg S € +v- A€?.

n=2
Remark 3.7. We can also prove the estimate on V3? ¢* in Proposition 3.3, even though this term was not needed
in the bootstrap argument. For any i < N3 — 1, we have that ( ) € L, and the equation:

. n-2
A\AAVAIR VV32 \IJ+VV3 (1/)1/))
Using the estimates in Proposition 3.6 and Proposition 3.7, we have that for all i < N3 —1:

VYT 0| o, ) S €lul - o

3.2.7 Estimates for Metric Coefficients
In this section we improve the bootstrap assumption on the metric coefficients by proving:

Proposition 3.8. There exists a constant C << A, such that we have the improved estimate:
Mzs < Ce”.

The metric equations imply that L3L3¢" = Lg')*. We denote by I' the Christoffel symbols of the metric ¢.
We notice that the bootstrap assumption implies that for any (m,0) € H:

2m m—1 2
VLT, ) S T (3.2)
For any horizontal tensor ¢ we have the formula Ly¢ = V¢ + I - ¢, which implies by induction that:

Lyio=V"¢+ Y Ly(TITH Ve (3.3)
i+j+k=m—1
Thus, we obtain the equation:

G =Vt Y LT VR = By,
i+j+k=m—1
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We have the estimate for any (m,0) € H:

1
u 3 2
2 e .
sup 2mHng ||L2(S <2+ sup (/ vm</ | Erro | dVol) du)
(uv)EP; 5 ) (u,v)EP; 5 —vv Sn
@ .
56/2+ sup ylfloop sup |,&|100q/ / v1+2m7100p|a|100p*100q’Ewm’ dVolda
(u,v)EPg, 5 uE[—vv,u] —vp JS"

The first error term can be bounded as usual by v - A¢’2. For the second term we have:

4
Z pl—100p sup |ﬁ|100q/ / vl+2k7100p|ﬂ|100p7100q|Vk¢*}2,02+2i+2j}E‘ig(FjJrl)|2dvoldﬁ
— Vv n

it k=m—1 we[—vu,u]
J+1
Sylfloop sup |u|100q/ Z 1— 100p| |100p 100qH¢ HHk(s )H Z / aF’ dVoldu
wE[—vv,ul Y (k,0)€L o a=1 (kq,0)€L

which is also bounded by v - A¢’?, allowing us to improve the bootstrap assumption:
Mas S e?+u- A€

To conclude this section, we establish the proof of the propagation of regularity result in Theorem 3.2:

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We explain how a slight modification of our previous arguments implies the proof of
this result. We first consider smooth initial data (go, h) satisfying (3.1), and prove self-similar estimates on the
double null quantities for any angular regularity. For any K > N3, 0 < ¢ < p < 1, 0 < vy < 1, we denote by
5K, ZK, 751(, M ¢ the norms defined in Section 3.2.1 with (N3, q, p,v) replaced by (K, ¢q,p,vk), and without the
x in the definitions of 7€K and M k. We prove by induction that for any K > N3, there exist 0 < vy < 1 small
enough and C(K) > 0 large enough such that for any (4,0) € {0 <v <wy, —vvg <u <0} :

Cx (@, D) + L (4, B) + R (@, B) + My (@, 9) < C(K).

The base case K = N3 was proved in Proposition 3.3. We assume that the induction hypothesis holds up to K — 1
and prove it for K. The strategy is to split the spacetime into regions Ix, IIx, II1lk, defined analogously to
I, II, II] but with v replaced by v

In the region Ix = { —1<u<0,0<v< —uyK} we have propagation of regularity for the local existence
result of [RSR18]. For 0 < v < 1 small enough, we apply the regular estimates of [RSR18] and we obtain that
the estimates of Proposition 3.1 hold up to K + 4con angular regularity, with the € on the right hand side replaced
by a constant C% > 0 that is not assumed to be small.

In the region Ilx = { -1 <u<0, —uwwgy v < —u/yK}, the propagation of regularity follows by the
argument of [RSR23]. The idea is to conjugate the equations by exp(Dg - v/u), for some large constant Dy . This
argument is equivalent to using the Gronwall lemma. We obtain that the estimates of Proposition 3.2 hold up to
K + 3con angular regularity, once again with the € on the right hand side replaced by a constant CII{I > 0 that is
not assumed to be small.

As a result, there exists a constant C > 0 such that on {v = —u/vy } we have:

Crc(u, —uw/vg) + Lre(u, —ufvie) + R (u, —u/ve) + M (u, —u/vg) < C.

Moreover, we can assume that C% > C(K — 1). For some A > 0 large, depending on K, we make the bootstrap
assumption in the region I'I11x = { —1<u<0, —u/vg <v< QK}I

Crc (@i, ) + L (@i, 8) + R (@i, 0) + Mg (@i, 7) < 24C.
We briefly explain how to improve this bootstrap assumption in order to prove that:

Cr (@, D) + L (i, D) + R (@, D) + Mg (@, ) < ACY.
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We repeat the proof of Proposition 3.4, with angular regularity given by K. Since all the quantities with angular
regularity up to K — 1 are already bounded by the induction hypothesis, the equations are linear in the top order
terms that need to be bounded. Thus, each error term is a product of factors where at most one such factor is
bounded using the bootstrap assumption, while the remaining factors are bounded using the induction hypothesis.
In particular, at each step in the proof of Proposition 3.4 where we bounded an error term by < vz =107 . 4.2,

we would now have the bound < C(C(K — 1)) + C(C(K — 1))y%(_100p - A - Cf.. We also notice that we had O(n)
top order error terms bounded by < A? - €4, which would now be bounded by < C(C(K — 1)) +€?- A Cj - O(n).
Therefore, for 0 < vy < 1 small enough we can improve the bootstrap assumption as desired. This establishes the
induction hypothesis for K, with C(K) = ACY. Since the above bounds hold for all K > N3, we obtain that the
spacetime (./\/l, g) is smooth. O

4 Asymptotic Completeness

In this section we prove the second statement of Theorem 1.3, establishing asymptotic completeness. Given suitably
small Cauchy initial data on a spacelike hypersurface in the sense of Remark 3.6, Theorem 3.1 implies global existence
in the region {u < 0, v > 0}. We prove the existence of induced smooth scattering data at {u = 0} and {v = 0}.
In the original (n + 1)-dimensional formulation, this represents the proof of the second statement of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.1. Consider a global straight self-similar vacuum spacetime (./\/l,g) which satisfies the conclusion of
Theorem 3.1. There exists induced straight data (go,ﬁ) at (u,v) = (0,1), such that (M,g) s the unique straight

self-similar vacuum spacetime determined by this initial data, and moreover we have the estimates for 0 < i < N’:
16 (g = ds) | 2ggmy S €

VOl 2

V72l 2

¢
sn)

!/

S
Se,

5m)

1-26

where N' = N — con as in Theorem 3.1, € = ¢ , and O 1is the obstruction tensor of the metric 9o

Moreover, if the spacetime (./\/l,g) is smooth the induced data (go,ﬁ) s also smooth.

Remark 4.1. The proof of the second statement of Theorem 1.3 follows from the second part of Theorem 3.1,
Theorem 4.1, and Remark 3.6. We prove Theorem 4.1 at the end of this section using Propositions 4.1 and 4.2.

We follow the strategy outlined in Section 1.3.2 of the introduction. We use the quantitative estimates on the
global solution obtained in Theorem 3.1 in order to recover the induced scattering data at {u = 0} and {v = 0}.
By time orientation reversal symmetry, it suffices to prove the existence of induced asymptotic data at {u = 0}.

We first prove that certain regular quantities can be extended to {u = 0}. These correspond to determining

the first 252 terms in the expansion of ¢ at {u = 0}.

Proposition 4.1. We have the following continuous extensions to {u =0} :
1. ForcmyOSlﬁ”Tf4 andOSmﬁN’—i—"T*G—l, we have:
VLYY € Wt ([-1,0])L3(S™).
Moreover, we have the self-similarity relations on {u =0} :
VmVlg (aAB, TAB)(O, Av) = A—lvmvg (aAB,TAB)(O,v)
V"V (vapes vape) (0, v) = XTIV (vape, vape) (0,0)
V" VERapcep(0, ) = A2~V VL Rapep(0,v),

and the self-similar bounds:

<¢.

H”HmHVmVQEGHB(Sn) }u:() ~
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2. ForanyOﬁlS"T_ﬁ andOﬁmSN/—l—"T_g—l, we have:
V™Vha € Wit ([—1,0]) L*(S™).
Moreover, we have the self-similarity relation on {u =0} :
V" Viaap(0, ) = X'V Via,5(0,v),

and the self-similar bounds:

||Uz+m+lvmvl:ﬂ”L2(Sn) ‘u:O S

v2+mHle’"Vég — (v'V"Via)|

HZO‘ L2(Sn)

3. ForcmyOSlﬁ"T_4 andOSmﬁN’—i—"T_‘l—l, we have:
V™Vhyp € Wil ([—-1,0]) L*(S™).
Moreover, we have the self-similarity relations on {u =0} :
V"V (xaBs X ) (0, A0) = NIV (xaB, X, ) (0,0),

and the self-similar bound:
"v1+m+lvmvl3¢*||L2(S")‘u:O Se.

4. ForcmyOSlﬁ”Tf2 andOSmﬁN’—i—"Tf‘l—l, we have:
oLy chg € Wit ([—1,0]) LA (S™).
Moreover, we have the self-similarity relation on {u = 0} :
Ly Ly, (0, M) = XNT'Lpchg, (0,0),

and the self-similar bound:

g*HLz(S”)‘u:O L

o™t Lg Ch
Proof. We first restrict to the region {v < v}. Thus, we can use the estimates in Proposition 3.3. We recall that in
the proof of Proposition 3.6 we had for any (m,l) € L:

Vgv2tmtl vaggc = 2" HErr

where the error term satisfies:

/

Hv2+m+l €

Brrmill 1 —opopecsey S
We also have that 0, (v2+m+leV§£G) = V3U2+m+lVmeo,EG—i—v”mHK-VmVégG. From the proof of Proposition
3.7, we have that:
2+m-1 mywl G
v X VIV ||L}L([_vg,o))L2(Sn) ST
As a result, we obtain that V>V VLEY € WL ([~vw,0]) L?(S™) and that:

<€,

H”HmHVmVQEGHLz(Sn)‘u:o ~

Using self-similarity, we can extend these results from the region {v < v} to all v > 0. Moreover, by continuity we
obtain that the self-similarity relations also hold along u = 0.
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In order to prove the second statement, we notice that for any 0 <1 < "T_G and 0 <m < N' + "T_S —1:

m
871, (v2+m+lvmvég) — 'U?/} . ,UlerJrlvmvég_'_ ,02+m+lvmvé+lg+ E ’U1+ivi’¢) . vl+m7i+lvm7ivég
=0

Since (m,l+ 1) € L, we can bound the above terms using our previous estimates and we obtain:

Ha 2+m+lvmvl )‘ <. |u|_pv_1+p.

~

LQ(Sn)

This implies that v*T"HV™Via € Wl ([—vy, 0])L*(S™), that (4.1) holds, and that:

<¢.

||Uz+m+lvmvéQHL2(Sn)|u:o ~

As before, the self-similarity relation extends to u = 0 by continuity.

The proof of the third statement follows exactly as the first statement, but using the corresponding estimates
from the proof of Proposition 3.7.

We prove the forth statement in the case of £*£5" ¢, since the case of no L3 derivatives is similar. We compute
the commuted equation for any (m,!) € H using (3.3) and its analogue in the es direction:

Lo(Ly Ly g™) = 2L7 L5 X = L5 Ly (a+ ™) = L5 (Vaa + Foya—1ya-1)(@) + Eoyo o ()

=V"Via+ Z LoDV + F )1y (mi—1) (@) + Z LT ) Eya—y(hsi-1) (@) +
i+j+k=m—1 i+j+k=m—1

+E () () (m40) (¥7) + Z Lo (T Eoywy ey @)
i+j+k=m—1
We denote the RHS by Err,,;. We have the bound:

2 _ o i —_ N _ 2 ° N
"U1+m+lET‘Tm[ HL}L([*UQ,u))Lz(S") S T ﬂe{s—ug u] |U|100q /—U'u /n ot 100p|u|10017 100(1’E,,.7,.ml} dVoldu

The first and fifth error terms were already bounded in the proof of Proposition 3.7. The third error term was
already bounded in the the proof of Proposition 3.6. As in the proof of Proposition 3.8, for the second error term
we have the bound:

Z V11007 qup |,&|100q/u / ,U3+2k+2l—100p|,a|100p—100q’vkvég’2v2+2i+2j’Eg(rj-i-l)‘2dV°Olda
N

WE[—vw,u]

i+jit+k=m—1
Jj+1
Sylfloop sup |u|100q/ Z 3+20— 100p| |100p 100q||vl HH’c Sn)H Z / 242k ‘Lka” dVoldu
WE[—vv,u] v (g el a=1 (kq,0)€L

which is bounded using the previous section and (3.2). Similarly, the forth term is bounded by:

)
1—100p - 1100g 3+2k+21—100p | »1100p—100q 2 S 7
Z v ~sup || / / v |4 ‘z(k)(l—l)(k-i-l—l)(g)‘ dVolda,
(kDeL GWE[—vv,u] —vv J S

which is bounded as the third error term. Finally, the last error term can be similarly reduced to the fifth error
term. As a result, we obtain that v ™+ Ll g € W ([—vo,0]) L?(S™) and that:

<¢€.

[ L2(S")’u:ON

Using self-similarity, we extend these results from the region {v < v} to all v > 0. By continuity, we also obtain
that the self-similarity relations hold along u = 0. O
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Next, we compute the induced obstruction tensor O and the remaining component of the scattering data h :

Proposition 4.2. There exist symmetric traceless 2-tensors O and h, which are independent of u and v such that
for any 0 <m < N'—3 and {—vv <u <0} :

[0*F VO o gy S € (4.2)
[0*F VB[ L guy S € (4.3)
- 1-p
W[y YmYLT o — VO log || - v <Y (4.4)
v L2(sm) v

Proof. Step 1. Computing the induced obstruction tensor O. As usual, we first restrict to the region {v < v} to
prove the desired result, then we use self-similarity to extend to all v > 0. We use self-similarity to rewrite the

Bianchi equation for « as:
n—4
—UV3Q +

a— gtrzg =oVUY 4+ vaG
We set [ = "7_4 for the remaining of the proof. We commute the equation to obtain:
u|V3Vha = oVVETY + v F g0y (@9 + v Eayamnm @) + Foyamnya—1)(P) + [ulE )@y ()

We notice that in the proof of Proposition 4.1, we also obtain the bound:

Thus, Proposition 4.1 implies that each term on the RHS of the above equation is in C?([—uvv, O])}NI’”(S"). As a
result, —uv'V3Via can be extended to {u = 0} as a symmetric traceless 2-tensor which is independent of the v
coordinate. We define:

~

uvl-‘,—m-‘rlvmvég‘

LZ(Sn)

Oap = (w'VsVha, )|, _, € H™(S™).
For any 0 < m < N’ — 3, we have the equation:

m Vo v v
VsV Vha = — V" HIVERY 4 ]  Emy @) mtty (2F) + Tl + Eiman) -1y (many (EE)+

|ul |u

1
+m “Fmy=1)m+1-1)(¥) + Ly @) (m) ()
Since lim,,_,o- u[V3, V"]V4a = 0, we also obtain that:

V"0, = (w'V3V"Via,p)|

u=0

Thus, we have the schematic equation:

m l m I ;G l G l G
—V"O =HVTHIVLEY| v +1£(m)([)(m+l) (@), _,+v +1]_:(m+1)(z—1)(m+z)(2 ) ot

1
' E =1y meri—1) ()] g

We use the bounds in Proposition 4.1, together with the bounds in the proofs of Propositions 3.6 and 3.7, to control
the RHS and get: )
24 5— /
v meQHL?(S") SvEtee
Step 2. Computing the induced component of the scattering data h. Extending V™ O to be independent of u

and v, we can write the equation for V"Via as:

0 ('Y Via) = L& 4 & = %vaJr L (&1-&l,) +& (4.5)

|ul |ul
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E1 = v"MVTIIVEES + o E s sy (D) A 0T E a0 many () 0 E oy -1y mr 1y (®)

& =" F iy 1y(many (¥)
The key part of our proof is to establish the claim that:

£ = ﬁ (51 - 51\u:0) + & € LY ([~ww, 0]) L2(S™). (4.6)

Step 2a. The proof of claim (4.6). In the proof of Proposition 3.6 we already bounded:

[ Nl o2

We also have the bound:

€1 = &l ol s, ) 5/ V[V L gy + 0| E oty (]2 g dt

0
o
+ [ E om0 E sy + I mimsn Doy
Using the estimates proved in region III, we have the bound for any (4,7) € L:
S T3Py TP (4.7

IZi Gy (O f2gsny
Since (m,1),(m + 1,1) € L, we have the bound:

—2—m

0
141 G I N
/u V[ E sy @ mrrny ) 2 gsmy + 0 1 E @ty (O] p2gnydit S € -0
We have the schematic equation as in the proof of Proposition 3.6:
v3v1+lvm+1vl32G — vl+lvm+2véqj 4 v1+l£(m+1)(l)(m+[+1) (\I/) + vl+l£(m+2)([_1)(m+[+1) (W)

Since (m + 2,1) € L, we use Proposition 3.3 and (4.7) to get:

0
/ vH_lHv3vm+lvl32GHL2(Sn)dﬁ <. ,U—2—m
u

Using the Bianchi equations we can rewrite the error term:

Eimy e 1ymeiin) (D) = Fminy@yomersn)(¥) + Z AICAAATASY
it j+k<mA+l+1

i<I+1,E<m
The estimates in Proposition 3.6 and Proposition 3.7 imply the bound:
3 vam VR gl . pitithatlyke V@ﬁl‘

g+ k| <m4i+1
i<l [k[<m

< ¢

~

LZ(Sn)

Similarly, we use the schematic equations for V31 from Proposition 3.7 to get:

Z Hv2+klvk1gG ,Ul+1+j+k2+1vkzvlg+1¢j+1‘ < e Z H l*’“”V’“V”lw‘ <
‘ L2(sm) ™ L2(Sm)
J+k|I<m J+k<m
<4 vl+k+2vkvé(qj+w¢)’ < € fulPoP
LQ(Sn)
k<m
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As a result, we obtain that the last remaining error term satisfies:

0
/ ”lH||£(m)(l+1)(m+l+1)(gc)HLz(swl)dﬂ S

We proved that:

/ —3—
6"1)3m

1
m'”gl—g

1‘u:OHL2(Su,U) S

which proves our claim (4.6) that £ € L, ([—vv, 0]) L*(S™).
Step 2b. The proof of (4.3) and (4.4). We integrate (4.5) from —vv to u:

u

lemVlgg —V™Olog

E‘ :lemVég‘ _ —Vleogy—i-/
v u=—vv

—v

Eda.

In particular, we obtain that:

V'V Ve — VO log |

€ Wit ([—uv,0]) L*(S™).

[

We can define the symmetric traceless two tensor A which is independent of u and v by:

)

V™h = lim (vlvmvgg—vm@og

- u—0~

The above estimates imply that:
2+ /
[>TV A a5y S €

) ~
Finally, we have that:
ul'?

(%

p2m UleVég —V™Olog

E‘Wmﬁ
v

0
S [ e pndi S €
L2(S™) u
O

We can use the results proved so far in order to complete the proof of Theorem 4.1:

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Based on Proposition 4.1 and 4.2, we define ¢ and h on {u = 0}. We prove that the
spacetime (./\/l, g) satisfies the required conditions needed in order to apply the main result of [RSR18], which shows
that the spacetime is determined by the induced asymptotic data 4o = g|(u)v): 0,1)° h. For N’ large enough, we
have:

e For any 0 < [ < "T_Q, 0 < m < N/, the limit lim,_,o- Eg”ﬁig exists and is uniformly bounded (with
appropriate self-similar v weights) by Proposition 4.1. Moreover, we remark that Proposition 4.1 also implies
that we can extend to {u = 0} the following equations: the constraint equations, the V4 null structure
equations, the V4 Bianchi equations for ¥¢ when commuted with up to ”774 V3 derivatives; the V3 null

structure equations, the V3 Bianchi equations, the V4o Bianchi equation when commuted with up to "T_G

V3 derivatives. Using these equations on {u = 0}, the argument in Proposition 4.3 of [RSR18] implies that

for 0 <l < anz the limits Eglﬁig}(u,u):(o,l) have certain prescribed values in terms of & and satisfy the

compatibility conditions.

e Proposition 4.1 implies that for any 0 <1 < ”T*G and 0 <m < N’, we have on {v =1}

[V Vha - (v Vha)],,| S e ful' 7,

L2(S7)

We obtain a similar result for any 0 <1 < "T_Q and 0 <m < N’',on {v=1}:

<€ |ultP.

~

et - i cig,

L2(S™)
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e In Proposition 4.2 we define the obstruction tensor O in terms of 9o (since all the curvature components
and Ricci coefficients appearing in our definition of O can be expressed in terms of go). We remark that by

construction O satisfies the compatibility condition in Proposition 4.3 of [RSR18]. M?reover, we proved that
for any 0 < m < N’ the limit:

U

v

u—0—

V7h = lim (v"z“vmv;fg— VT Olog

exists and is uniformly bounded (with appropriate self-similar v weights).

e Proposition 4.2 implies that for any 0 < m < N’, we have on {v = 1}:

n—4
vangg —V"Olog |ul — vm@‘

<€ fultP.

~

LZ(Sn)

As a result, we obtain that on v =1 and —v < u < 0, the metric ¢ induces a 1-parameter family j(u) of conformal
classes of metrics on S™ admissible relative to 9o according to the definitions of [RSR18]. Thus, we can apply

Theorem 1.1 of [RSR18] to obtain that (M, g) is the unique self-similar solution with data (go, ﬁ). Since we already
know that (/\/l, g) is a straight spacetime, we obtain that h must satisfy the straightness condition. Moreover, the
estimates for go*, O, and h were already proved in Proposition 4.1 and 4.2.

Finally, we establish the propagation of regularity statement. Continuing the argument in the proof of Theorem
3.2, for any K > N3 we can use the bounds previously obtained to repeat the proofs of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2,
with (N’, g, p,v) replaced by (K, q,p, v ), and the ¢’ on the right hand side of the estimates replaced by C(K). As
a result, we obtain that ¢, O, h € HE=3(8") for all K > N’. We conclude that the straight data induced at

(u,v) = (0,1) given by (go,ﬁ) is smooth. O

5 The Model Systems

We derive the systems of commuted Bianchi equations along {u = —1} required for the analysis of the scattering
map. We also introduce the model systems, given by the principal part of the commuted Bianchi equations at top
order with a general inhomogeneous term. The systems that we consider consist of wave equations that are singular
at {v=0}.

Integration convention. For the remainder of the paper we make the convention that the volume form used
on the sphere S, = {(u,v)} x S™ with induced metric gu)v is dV/olgu o in order to be consistent with the notation

in [Cic24b]. We note that this convention is different from the one in Section 3 and Section 4.

5.1 Bianchi Equations

We write the Bianchi system along {u = —1} as a system of wave equations. Using the fact that Vg¥ = —2¥ and
that try = vtrxy — n, we can rewrite the equations for the Bianchi pairs on {u = —1} as follows:

vVaiaap + (2 — g + gtrx) aAp = —VCVC(AB) + 51(3)
Vavapc = —2V|qap)c + 51(4/1)2

2v .
vVyvapc + ;trXVABC = —2V|[aTBjc + 2X€4V|D|B]C + 5;5?)2

ViRapcp = =2V avicp|B) + e

21} ~E (3)
vVaRaBcD + ;trXRABCD = —2Via¥cpp) + XapTO)B + XpicTDlA + 2X[ARB]ECD + &5
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V4VABC = —QV[ATB o+ 53/2
3v . N 3
vWValape + < -1+ ;trX>ZABC = —2Vuapgiec + 2K€4ZB]DC + 2K€4Z|CD|B] + 555/)2
Vaaap = —VUo(ap) + ey

Using the commutation formulas, we can rewrite the system of Bianchi equations on {u = —1} as a system of
wave equations:

Proposition 5.1. We have the system of wave equations on {u = —1} for anym >0,0<1< 5 -2
vV2IVTVia + (3 +1- %)V;;V’”Vﬁloz — AV™"Via = VIV + ErrY,
oVAVIVLEC 4 (241 - 3)ViTTVERE - AVIVEEY = pvm Ve 4 B
where we have the error term notation:
Erry = vFm) a4 1) 4mt+1) (P) + 0F g1y ) (t4m+1) (¥) + f(2+m)(171>(z+m+1>(‘1’) + Fm) @) (mt1) (P)+

ATy Wy marin) (¥) + VPV (W T9) + Z Vi (Ribm’ vg\p)+vmvgv(¢¢)+vmvgv(¢w¢)
i+25=m

and we point out that in the RHS of (5.1) we sum the terms for all V. Similarly, using the schematic equation:
WAVAR VAR VAL IR R O (5.2)
we also have the system of wave equations on {u = —1} for any m > 0,0 <1< § —

VWAV + (3 . g)mvmvﬁla — AVVia = VIV 4 B

(5.3)
AVAAVAL VA LSS (3 +1— g)wvmvg\p@ — AV"VLUY = vV 4 Brr

Proof. Using the equations satisfied by the Bianchi pair («,v), we obtain:
n
vVicas + <3 - §)V4CMAB = —VuVeiap) + Va(¥9) + V4 (vyp¥) =

= Aaap + Rifm - o+ Vi (pU9) + V(0 ¥) + V(0 T) = Aaap + VT + WUC + FioL (V) 4+ 0Fo11 (),
where we also used the other Bianchi equations and null structure equations on {u = —1}. We commute with V:
n
vViViaas + (3 +1- 5) VaViaap — AViaap = VYLV + Foyg-1ya41) (V)
+ FS i (®) + vFoy s 1) (¥) + Vi (W)

Commuting with V™, we obtain the desired schematic equation for V"V}a. Note that (5.2) follows from the
commutation formulas. Finally, a similar argument relying on Bianchi pairs, together with (5.2), implies the
equations satisfied by the ¥¢ curvature components in (5.1) and (5.3). O

5.2 Model Systems

In this section we introduce two toy systems of linear wave equations on the background spacetime obtained in
Theorem 3.1. These systems will model the linear part of the commuted Bianchi equations on {u = —1} from the
previous section, with the nonlinear part being contained in an inhomogeneous term.
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As inspired by our treatment of the linear wave equation on the background of de Sitter space in [Cic24a], we
consider the new time variable:

1
T = \/5, €4 = —(97—.
2T
We recall that all the tensors along {u = —1} are expressed in a Lie propagated frame with respect to e4 = 0,.

We notice that L4e4 = 0 is equivalent to L£;e4 = 0, so we can extend any tensors defined only at {r = 0} to be
independent of 7. For any horizontal k-tensor ® we compute that:

V. =Ly P (5.4)

1
ViVi®a, . 4, = V- (V,P) - ;vT@AI»»»Ak'

A1 Ak
We consider the following model system:

Definition 5.1 (First Model System). We assume that the smooth horizontal tensors ®q,...,®; defined on the
hypersurface {u = —1} x {7 € (0,1)} x S™ of the spacetime (J\/l,g) obtained in Theorem 3.1 satisfy the expansions
forall1<i<I:
2 2 20 2\ , oo/ Qn
®g =201logT + h+ O(7°|log 7|*), VP9 = — + O(7|log 7|*) in C*°(S™)
T
®; = Y + O(7%|log 7[*), V.®; = O(7]log7[?) in C>°(S™)

and the model system of wave equations on {u = —1} for any m > 0:

{VT (VoV7®0) + 1V V"0 — AAV "Dy = p V™D + ) (5.5)

Vo (V. V7"9) + LV, . Vme, — 4AV™ P, = y V™ HE + F

where the inhomogeneous terms satisfy FC, F!, € LL ( 0,1] )C°° (8™), and the covariant angular derivatives are with
respect to the metric g :=¢ _  _ , induced on S; = {u = —1} x {7} x ™.

Based on equation (5.3), we obtain that:
By =V,7 o, @ = =V,? TpC, RO = Ewi)#, Fi = Erri#

satisfy the first model system, where the desired asymptotic expansions follow by Section 4, or similarly by [RSR18].
We will use this system in Section 7 to obtain estimates for the commuted Bianchi system at finite times in terms
of the asymptotic data at {v = 0}.

Similarly, we also consider the following model system:

Definition 5.2 (Second Model System). We assume that the smooth horizontal tensors ®g, ..., @1 defined on the
hypersurface {u = —1} x {T € (0,1)} x S™ of the spacetime (J\/l,g) obtained in Theorem 3.1 satisfy the expansions
forall1 <i<I:

2

Py =201logT + h+ O(7?|log 7[*), V.o = 20 + O(7|log7|?) in C>=(S™)
T

®; =Y + O(7%|log 7[*), V.®; = O(7]log7|?) in C>°(S™)

and the model system of wave equations on {u = —1} for any m > 0:

(5.6)

Vo (V- V™) + 1V, V"® — 4AV™ Dy = V™ O + FD
VA (V. V") — LV . Vmd, —4AV™D; = y VTP + F |

where the inhomogeneous terms satisfy FY,, F, € Li([(), 1])C°° (8™), and the covariant angular derivatives are with
respect to the metric ¢ :=¢ _ _, induced on Sy ={u= —1} x {7} x 5"
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As before, equation (5.1) implies that:
By =V;7 a, &; = V;7 WC, FO = Erry wa, Fpy=Err) .

satisfy the second model system. We will use this system in Section 9 to obtain estimates for the asymptotic data
at {v =0}, {u=0} to the commuted Bianchi system in terms of initial data at finite times.

6 Geometric Littlewood-Paley Theory

An essential part of the argument in [Cic24a] is the use of Littlewood-Paley projections, which provide a robust

way of constructing frequency dependent multipliers. We want to use the same approach for the model systems

introduced in Section 5.2. The new difficulty is that the metric dg. induced by the background on the spheres

Sr ={u=—1} x {7} x S™ has a nontrivial time dependence, compared to the case of de Sitter space. Our solution

is to use the geometric Littlewood-Paley theory of [KR06]. In this section, we state the main definitions and results

of [KRO6] that we use. We also state a series of additional results needed in our situation that we proved in [Cic24b].
For any tensor field F on S;, we denote by U(z)F the solution on [0,00) x S, to the heat equation:

9.U(z)F — AU(2)F =0, U(0)F = F,

where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (ST,g )
For any m € M smooth symbol as defined in [KROG] decaying at infinity, and satisfying vanishing moments
properties, we set my(z) = 22*m(22F2). For any tensor field ' on S;, we define the LP projection:

PP = / i (2)U (=) Fdz.
We refer the reader to Theorem 5.5 in [KRO06] for the fundamental properties of these operators, similar to the

standard LP projections. We use the following estimates for the LP projections of [KRO06|:

Proposition (Theorem 5.5, Remark 5.6 in [KRO06]). For an arbitrary LP projection, and any smooth tensor F we
have:

1. Bessel inequality.

2 2
D NPF L S IF] e
kez

2. Finite band property.
VP o S 251F o ([PRF |2 S 271V s

~

IAPE < 2 |1F]| oo [|PF] L S 27 |AF o

3. L?-almost orthogonality. For any two families of LP projections Py, Py, we have:
1PePer Fl o S 27T | o
Our main use of the geometric LP projections is to define fractional Sobolev spaces. For the remainder of the
paper we use the definition of Sobolev spaces according to the following result of [KRO6]:
Proposition (Corollary 7.12 in [KRO06]). For an arbitrary LP projection, a > 0 and any smooth tensor F, we have:
2 2

> 2P e S N F e
k>0

Moreover, if >, P? = I, then:

15 S 30 28| PeF || + [P
k>0
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Following the ideas of [KR06], we prove the following result in [Cic24b]:
Lemma 6.1 ([Cic24b]). The LP projection operators satisfy the following bounds for k > 0:

t
Vi, P] = %[w, P.], where t =281 =28\ /u (6.1)

V™, PF| 2 S 27 C(|Riml| ) - || F| s (
VIV, PAF| . S 25O ([ Ribml| ) - || F| 4 (
11V, PIF 2 < 1 F]] 2 (

VIV PAF| o S [F ] (
1Pk, GIF || 2 S 275 (|G e [ P2 (
V1P, GIF|| 1 < |Gl wanoo 1] - (

We also need more refined versions of the estimates (6.4) and (6.5). We define the symbol m € M given by
m(z) = zm(z), and we denote by P the associated projection operator. Moreover, we also introduce the projection

~ ~2 ~
operator P, which satisfies P, = Pj.

Lemma 6.2 ([Cic24b]). We have the following estimates for k > 0:

[Va, PUF = 27 V2 B + O (27| F| ) (6.8)
V4, Pl S PPl 2+ 27| Fl o (6.9)
VIVi, PF = 27292 BV F + 0(27%|[F| . ) (6.10)
IVIVa PAF o S [BRVF| 2+ 27 P (6.11)

Additionally, we have an estimate where we trade 1/2 derivatives on F for 2k/2 growth:

Lemma 6.3 ([Cic24b]). We have the following estimates for k > 0:
194 AUV E o + (9193 PP o S 22y 612

For the remainder of the paper, we make the convention that the projection Py, satisfies ), P;f = 1. We point
out that the estimates stated above are valid for any projection operator with symbol in M.
In Section 9 we need the following refined Poincaré inequality for LP projections:

Lemma 6.4 ([Cic24b]). For any k > 0, and 6 > 0, we have the inequality:

1

|PLFI S 52 VR +5 32 2T [VRE|Z, + 572 . (6.13

0<I<k

Finally, we define for any smooth tensor F' on Sy and k > 0:

(logV)F = > P’F -log?,

1>0
RyF = 2P (log V)F —2log2" - P.F =2 "log2- (I —k)- PuP7F =2 log2" - P.PF. (6.14)
>0 <0

We consider the projection operator P, which satisfies Bi = P... We have the estimates for Ry, :
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Lemma 6.5 ([Cic24b]). For any smooth tensor F' on Sy, we extend RiF to be independent of 7. We also denote
t = 287, Then, for any k > 0 we have:

129 BiF| L2 S 28| PuF | (6.15)
IVERF 2 S ([ 2F | (6.16)
MR F | 2 S (| PF | o (6.17)

IVeReF L2 S 27| By F || s (6.18)
|VViRLF|| 2 S 27| Py F | 1y (6.19)

7 Estimates for the First Model System

One of the central parts of our argument is proving estimates for the first model system (5.5), in terms of the
asymptotic data at {7 = 0}. This system models the commuted Bianchi system, giving estimates on the solution
at finite times in terms of the data at {v = 0}.

In the present paper we illustrate how to prove the top order estimates for the singular component of @,
which decouples from the rest of the system. This will serve as a guideline for the general model systems treated
in [Cic24b]. We encourage the reader to return to Section 1.3.3 of the introduction for an outline of the proof. We
refer the reader to [Cic24b] for a complete proof for the system (5.5), where we prove:

Theorem 7.1 ([Cic24b]). For any M > 0 large enough, the system (5.5) satisfies the estimates for all T € (0,1]):

I
|V M@0l + 7TV R0+ 3 (TN Rl + T VIR e+ |2l ) S
i=1

I M I . I .
SO + 00 s+ S 19 + 30 [ NPIG+ 3 [ 7 1Pl
i=1 1=0

m=0 =0

I M I I .
[0l 5 (14 1072 O+ [0 + 21080+ 32 3 [T NANG + 3 [ 7 I
i=1 =0

m=0 i=0
where we define (log V)0 = Zkzo P20 -log 2%, h = h—2(log V)0, and the Sobolev spaces are defined in Section 6.

In order to prove this result, we must decompose ®( into its singular and regular components, similarly to
[Cic24a]. We have for each m < M :
Vd, = (qu)o)y + (qu)o)J,

where we define the singular component (mebo)y to be the horizontal tensor that solves the linear equation:
1
VA (V- (V7™®), ) + -V, (V"®), — 4A (V™ D), = ¥V (V"D0), (7.1)

(V") (1) = 2V Olog(r) + 2(log V)V™O + O(7?|1og(7)|?), V+(V"®q), () = 2v;n(9 + O(7|log(7)]?)

and we also define as above (log V)V™O = 7, PFV™O - log 2% B = V™h — 2(log V)V™O. We define the
regular component of V™ ®q by (V"T(I)O)J =V"dy — (V’”@o)y. This satisfies the equations:
1 I
Ve (Vo (V7" ®0) ;) + — V- (V" R0) , — 4A(V"R0) , = ¥V (V") , + > Vv, + F), (7.2)

Jj=1

(V7™ ®0) ,(7) = b + O(7°[1og(7)[?), V-(V™®) ,(7) = O(7|log(7)[?) in C*>(S™).
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The notation for the regular and singular components is based on the similarities to the first and second Bessel
functions Jp, Yo, as in the case of [Cic24a]. The regular component is better behaved at 7 = 0, similarly to the
tensors ®1,...,®P;. The need to renormalize the asymptotic data h to h follows from the analysis of the singular
component. In [Cic24b], we prove separately estimates for (@o)y and for (@o)J, ®,,..., P, by considering their
behavior in the low frequency and high frequency regimes. The main difficulty is present in the analysis of (@0)
at top order, due to its singularity at 7 = 0. We illustrate the key aspects of the problem by proving the result:

Y

Theorem 7.2. For any M > 0 large enough, the singular component satisfies the estimates for all T € (0,1]:

PNV (VY R0) 5712 + 7V (VY ®0)y s S 1011 (7:3)
M
> 197 @0) [l S (14 1057 P) O] s (7.4)
m=0

We follow the strategy outlined in Section 1.3.3. We first obtain lower order estimates in Section 7.1 using the
results of [Cic24b|. At top order, we consider each P projection of the solution, and we treat separately the low
frequency regime in Section 7.2.1 and the high frequency regime in Section 7.2.2. In Section 7.2.3 we combine the
low frequency regime and the high frequency regime estimates to prove Theorem 7.2.

7.1 Lower Order Estimates

In this section we briefly outline the lower order estimates for the singular component that are obtained in [Cic24b].
We point out that these results are not sharp, but all the quantities that we consider are controlled using ||(9|| M1
We set n = 1/10. According to [Cic24b], we have:

Proposition ([Cic24b]). For any m < M, the singular component satisfies the following estimates:

177 ®o)y |3 S (14 1108 TP IO s
HV(VMil‘I)O)YHip/z S (1 + |10g7'|2)H(9Hi1M+1/2+n

1
V-7 20)v [3/2 £ 5 1Ol rarsasar

The idea of the proof is to consider the decomposition (mebo)y = (V’”(I)o); + (V’”(I)o)i for each m < M,
where (Vm@o);, (mebo)z, are the solutions of (7.1) that satisfy the expansions:

(V7o) (7) = 297 O log(r) + O (2| log()2). V. (V7o) (r) = 22

+ O(T| 10g(T)|2)

(Vm‘bo)i(T) =2(log V)V™O + 0(7'2| 10g(7’)|2), v, (qu)o)?/(ﬂ = O(T| 10g(7’)|2).
Using this decomposition, the first statement follows using standard V. multipliers in the equations satisfied by
(qu)());/logT and (mebo)i, similarly to the [Cic24a]. We need to allow for the constant > 0 on the right
hand side of the estimates, due to the inequality:

1G0g V)V Ol 11 S (1O prnasr

The proof of the last two statements follows a similar strategy as above, in the case m = M — 1. However, to obtain
the fractional estimates we need to first commute the equations with the LP operators Py, k > 0 of Section 6, and
multiply each estimate by 2¥, which amounts to taking half of a derivative. The additional commutation terms
obtained because of the LP projections are handled using the bounds provided in Section 6.

Additionally, we remark that the need to define the singular component of each V™® is caused by the
failure of the operators logV and V™ to commute. We will also need estimates for the commutator term C =
(VM@Q)Y — V(VM_l@Q)Y. This satisfies a similar equation to (@o)J, and has a regular expansion:

C = 2[log V, VIV 10 + O(72| log(7)]), V.C = O(7| 10g(T)|2).

According to [Cic24b], we have the estimate:
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Proposition ([Cic24b]). The commutator term C = (VMQ)O)Y - V(VM’1<I>0)Y satisfies the estimate:
IV-Cllz +1IC i < 10N s +/0 7'V (7o), [
Moreover, for any k >0, 7 € (0,27%1] we have:
[y o] 2_’“/0 7'V (V" @) ||

7.2 Top Order Estimates

To prove top order estimates, we need a precise understanding of the behavior of the Py projections of (VM fI)O)Y.
As in the case of the linear wave equation on de Sitter background studied in [Cic24al, we need to treat differently
the low frequency regime 7 € (0,27%71] and the high frequency regime 7 € [27%~1 1].

7.2.1 Low Frequency Estimates

For every k£ > 0 we have the following expansions:
P (VM®0), (1) = 2P, VM Olog(2"7) + Re VM O + O (7| log(7)]?),

PiVaip (VM @)

1
Y(T) = 2P;€VM(9% + O(T| 10g(T)|2)7

where we defined R, VMO by (6.14). We point out that VMO, P,VMO, R,VMO on the right hand side are
defined at 7 = 0 and extended by Lie transport. This can be done since the difference between projecting with
respect to g, or g _is O(7?) according to |Cic24b].

We prove the main low frequency regime estimates in Propositions 7.2 and 7.3. Our goal is to prove energy
estimates on 7 € (0,27%71] for the singular component Py (VMéo)Y/log(ri), renormalized to account for the
contribution of Ry VM. According to the above expansions, the asymptotic data will be given by 2P, VM O.

It is convenient to consider the new time variable t = 2¥7. When using V; below as a multiplier, we can control
the error terms resulting from time derivatives of the volume form and apply Gronwall on the interval ¢ € (0, 2*]
since for any tensor F' we have:

1d
saillFli:= [ F-vir o)
We prove a preliminary low frequency regime estimate:

Proposition 7.1. For any k>0 and 7 < 2751, we have that (VM@Q)Y satisfies the estimate:

(VM ), " 1 ? (VMdo),  RyVMO\ | 2
PeV- log 2kT RV 00 (log 2k7’> L2 * Hv(Pk log 2k log 2k ) L2 vakv OHL2+
MoAl2 T ()2 (VMao), |1 /T (7')? w ’ /T w ’
+|| 2, VMOl +/O S V[Pkavzx]ilongT L2+ Y [Pi, Va] V= log 2F 7 L2+ o || log2kr |-

Proof. In terms of the time variable ¢t = 2¥7 < 1/2, the main equation is:

vMe 1 2 vMp 4 (VMo 1 vMe
v, vt@ (14 vt( 0)y __A@:_q/,v@
logt t logt logt 22k logt 22k logt
We apply Py to the equation:
(T, L 1( 2 g, PV, 6 (T, 1 (9
VPV Y )y 21y 2 v, Uy S Ap At Oy - ygp T Oy
t< Y ogt > + t ( + 10gt> Yt Jogt 22k = K T gt 2%1/} " ogt
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(VM)

(V¥o)y 1 V(VM)y 1 (V@) y
——— - (Viﬂ'i) 22k[VPk,¢]W

P, -+ [P
Ve BV logt + 2%[ ks V] logt
We introduce the notation:

VM 1 vMe M
X:kat@—RkvMoat ), Y:Pk( o)y _ RBxVMO
logt logt logt logt

P W AARLVMO + VR, VMO Vi (R,VMO)

logt t| log t|?
Using this, we rewrite the equation as:
1 2 4 (VM)
Vi X 1+ — | X — - AY = VY + [Vi, P Vi—E
Aty ( +10gt> 22k 2%1/) + Ve, P logt
L (e, (V) (V¥00)
Py, V]—————+ 7 — —P vy ~—2X VP ~ ¥
2%[ ks V] logt 22k k( v logt ) 22’“[ ks V] logt

We obtain the energy estimate by contracting with X and integrating by parts:

(VM(I)O)Y

V[Pk,Vt] logt

1 1 ‘1 t1
X1+ gl 9 s < gl vRv ol + [ et x), + [ ooy, )

VV.R, VMO tq
YRR 4 [ Xl

b1 (VM ®)
A B (L e
L2 0 L2

logt logt
t bt
+ [ gl ] sl / 10211212

(VM(I)O)Y
logt

We point out that the error term W X||L2 - 1[1/10,1/2) appears on the RHS because for ¢ € [0,1/10] we have

1+2/logt > 1. We use Gronwall for ¢ € [0,1/2], and the bounds in Lemma 6.1:

t bt
+ [ IV N+ [ g9y

o [ 1] e AT ey

Vi, PV [Pk, V]

(VM <I>0

P, <v¢ :

[V Py, ]

N SR > [ 2 [N (Vo) ||
X[ + gzl 91 < gl vAv ol + [ Gl vav. + [ G vmﬁwTJ .
t(41\2 M 2 t M 2 t M
(t) (VM) / 1 |[(VM ), / L | VV.R.VMO /
+/0 24k [Va, P}V logt 2 + o 23k logt 2 + o 226 logt HZHL2
We get from Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.5 that for P? = P
2 2 1 2 1 2 t1 (VM) |7
R e R R e A A R
t ()2 M 2 o2 M 2
(t') (V (I)O)Y / (t') (V (I)O)Y
+/(; 26k V[Pk, V4]W 1 + 0 24k [V4,Pk]vtw Lo
Changing coordinates back to 7 we obtain the desired estimate. O

The right hand side of the estimate in Proposition 7.1 cannot be bounded using the top order terms on the left
hand side. However, as explained in Section 1.3.3 of the introduction, we can bound these terms using the lower
order estimates (including the fractional estimates) and the commutator estimate stated in Section 7.1. We obtain
our main low frequency regime estimates in Propositions 7.2 and 7.3:
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Proposition 7.2. For any k >0 and 7 < 27%~1, we have that (VM<I>0)Y satisfies the estimate:

(VM(I)O)Y M 1 ’ (VM(I)O)Y RVMON |I° <
PV, og2fr R,VY 00 <log2k7> L + HV(Pk Tog2r  log2hr > a”
S VETMO| s + | 2V Ol + 272 (O gy + 22’“/() 17V (V@) [

Proof. We recall the notation C = (VMQO)Y — V(VM_I@Q)Y. We can rewrite the estimate in Proposition 7.1 as
(Vi) i
PV, ~—Y _R.VMO0,

&V log 2k 7 KV (log 2’“7’)

C e (p M%)y RVMO
L2 i log 2k T log 2k 7
2

T \2
+/ (Tk)
2 Jo 2

2 T 1\2
e
m Jo 2

2
S|VRYMO|?,+
L2

C
log 2k T
V(VM1a,),,

log 2k T

V[Pk7v4]

2 T
+

L2 0

VT (VMflq)O) 2
P, N Y
[Pk, Va]V log 2k
M—1

V(V (I)O)Y

log 2k T

C

"log 2kT

2

T \2
ol + [T
0

ok
T (T/)2
+A -
[V, V(VM10), |12

T (T/)2 /T
P,V
+/0 2k [P, V4] log 2k 2 * 0

We use the estimates in Lemma 6.1 for the terms with C and L
(VM) 1
Y M
-— R OO0,
‘ log 2kT KV (log 2’“7’)

2 2 "
S IV, + |2V Ol + [ ()
T 2 T (12
T
+ [ + [[Ee
0 H1 0
We use the lower order estimates to get:

‘ (V%)

W)y _ pogM 1
PV ogiy ~ BV O&T< >

T 2
Ol +2 O o + [

_C
log 2k T

[Pk7v4]v

L2

[ka V4]

L2

2

L2
emma 6.3 for the terms with (VM*(I)O)Y:

2
P,V

2

+ (VM®), R,VMO
L2 i log 2kT log 2k T
v(v]%—lq)o)y 2
log 2kT

+/ (7_/)2

H1/2 0

2 /T (7_/)2 v.C 2 /T
+ +

2 Joo 2F 2 Jo

log 2k 7
vMe R,VMO
+|v Pk( oy _ R
) log 2k1 log 2k1

2

T N2
o
2 Jo 2

+ HV(Pk (VM(I)O)Y _ RkVMO>

<
~
L2

2

v‘r (v]W—l (I)O)Y
log 2k T

(VM_lq)O)Y
log 2k T

H1/2

C
log 2k 7

C 2

log 2k 7

L2

2

2
< [VRTMOl+
L2

C
log 2k

2 T
“
L2 0

2
<
~
L2

log 2k
2k

Finally, we use the commutator estimates to conclude:

‘ (V@)

W)y g oM L
FiVr log 2kT RV 00, (log 2’“7’)
< [V ATHOIR, + [BTHOl 42720y 272 [ 9. (780)

V.C
log 2k

2

_c
log 2k1

L2

2

L2 log 2kT log 2kT

2
vllzs

Proposition 7.3. For any k>0 and 7 < 2751, we have that (VM@Q)Y satisfies the estimate:
2
<

L2

92k p (VM(I)O)Y R,VMO
3 _

log 2kT log 2k T

VATVO + B0+
#2720y 427 [T (9 00), |

o1



Proof. We have the bound:

2

VMo R.VMO|’ i v¥e RVYO
R0 S SIAviol +2 [ v, ERAMLD S
log 2k7 log 2F7 || 2 L 0 log 2kT log2k1 /|| 2
T VM‘I) R MO 2
0 log 281 log 2%7 ||, .

Using Gronwall and the previous proposition, we obtain that:

(VM) R.VMO|? 2 2 2
4| Pt~ | S2HRTVOl, + [VAYYOL, + 2ol +
- - 2 T M-1 2
—k/2 2 —2k ' M 2 —k c —k (V (I)O)y
2O iy + 272 [ (900, [ v 2 [ | et [

O

We conclude this subsection by using the above results in order to obtain bounds at 7 = 275~ These will
serve as estimates on the initial data in the high frequency regime 7 € [27%71 1].

Corollary 7.1. For any k > 0 and 7 = 27"~ we have the estimate:

S

T=2—k-1

(1B (74 0) [ + 2 2 (7 00) [ + [V 22 (7 00), )

27k—1

< VAVMO| L + 1BV Ol + 272 Ol v + 2_%/0 17V (9" o).,

Proof. The low frequency estimates imply for 7 = 27571 :

(127 (980 1 + 2|7 R0), | + [VPT00), )

<|[vEYMO|3,+
T=2"k-1

g—k—1

HI2L MOy + 27O ysrsasann + 2| BTV O + | VELVM O, + 2_%/0 17V (Vo). 1

We conclude using Lemma 6.5. O

7.2.2 High Frequency Estimates

In this section, we prove a high frequency regime estimate for the singular component (VM <I>0)Y. As in the case of
[Cic24a], according to the Bessel function type asymptotics, we prove an energy estimate for v2k7 - Py (VM <I>0)Y,
which implies the 1/2 gain of regularity at 7 = 1 compared to 7 = 27+~1-

Proposition 7.4. For any k>0, 7 € [2”“’1, 1} we have the estimate for the singular component:

1
T P (VM ®o)  [[12 + ~|[Pe (VY @)y |72 + 7| VPL(TM o), 2 <

2
vz

1
< e (1A (9 00) [ + 2R (700), |+ VPP 00), ]

[ B, I+
2—k—1 2—k

T 7_/ 9 T (T/)3 9
R (LA Oy = S L AL N

T=2"k-1

LEPIBI 00, L+ [ P IBT (), I
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Proof. We denote £ = (VM<I>0)Y and we introduce the new time variable ¢t = 2*7:

1 4 1
Vi(Vi€) + gvtf - ﬁAf = 2@¢V§-

We multiply by v/ to get:
1 4 1
Vi (Ve(€VE)) + ng/i - WA&/E = ﬁwg\/%.
For any k£ > 0, we apply Pk to obtain the equation:

P (9 VEVT)

Vi(PeVi(€VE)) + Pkf\/_ kAPkf\/Z =—om + [V, P ViEVE.

42

We contract each equation with P,V.(£v/t) and integrate by parts to obtain the energy estimate:

1 1 b
B9Vl + gl Vil + gl VPEVill: + [ mlipeela 5

! 1
—— P NPy, YV, 7
t_1/2+/1/2/5n (t’)2‘ REVE] [P, VilEV|

t t
[ I VReVE VIAL VT + [ TReVE] V. VaRe V]
1/2J5n 2 1/2J5n 2

1
< (IPeel + IReels + sl 9 el

t 1 ¢ 1
+/ / W‘katéx/ﬂ VPV +/ / ﬁ‘Pkthx/ﬂ |[Pe, VIEVTY|
1/2Jsn 1/2Jsn

¢ 1 : : ¢ : /
+/1/2 /Sn W‘kawfé\/ﬂ . |[Pk,1/1]V§\/t_‘ +/1/2 /Sn ‘katf\/ﬂ ) |[Vt7Pk]Vt§\/t_|

We point out that the good bulk term simplifies our analysis significantly, unlike the case of the second model
system studied in Section 9. We use the bounds in Lemma 6.2 and Gronwall for ¢ € [1/2, 2’“] to get:

2 1 2 1 2 2 2 1 2
A A L A N S AR (A R EX R L S I

t
~ 1
v [ el (1Pl + 2 1evFla) + [ el BTevl - [V RevF ot
t t
~ 1
L I L P (A PR [ Y B S A P Y P

+ / A

We use Gronwall again for ¢ € [1/2, 2’“} to get the estimate:

VEVF| .+ / A AN I (AN R AV

1 t 1 L
A R 2 A (EA PR L AR L | O O 1
-2

t tl2 . t tl2 - t 1 t tl2
[ S IBver s [ BTt [ gleVl + [ Ve
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2

We change variables to 7 and we obtain the conclusion. O
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7.2.3 Main Result for the Singular Component

In this section we combine the low frequency regime and the high frequency regime estimates for the singular
component (VM @o)y in order to prove Theorem 7.2. As remarked in Section 1.3.3 of the introduction, due to
presence of different projection operators in the estimates established above, we must sum the estimates obtained
for each LP projection before being able to bound the error terms.

Proof of Theorem 7.2. Step 1. The improved high frequency regime estimate. The result in Proposition 7.4

implies that for 7 € [2_’“_1, 1}:

2k
25| eV (VM 0) y [0 + [P (VY ®R0) [ + 287 VP (VY @0) | S

< (192 (74 0) . + 24 P9 00), [+ VPPV 00), )

T=2"k-1

w2 [ B w2 [ P IBT )2 [ PIEY (90,

k

T 7! 9 T (7_/)3 9
[ gl G+ [ G ), [
Using the low frequency regime estimates in Propositions 7.2 and 7.3, we get the improved high frequency regime
estimate for 7 € [2_k_1, 1]:
2k
27| PV (Vo) |7 + | PL (VM @0) |7 + 25|V (VM 20) [ <

27k—1

< [VETYO L, + [ BV MOl + 27420 s + 2‘2’“/ 79+ (9" o)., |7+
0

2 [ IR ) 2 [ PIBT ) 2 [ P IET (7)1

2—k—1

T 7,/ 9 T (T/)B 9
A (CAEOR R A = LA DR

Step 2. Bounding the non-negative frequencies. We define the following energy for all k£ > 0:

+ 7| VP (VY ®o) 1

+ 2472 VP (VY 20),, ||

2B} (r) = 27| PV (VM @0), |1 + 27| P (9 o)

2
yllzs

For any 7 € (0, 1] we can write:

SENm) = Y 2"ER(n+ > 2"EX(r). (7.5)

k>0 T<2—k-1 7>2-k=1

We use our previous estimates to bound (7.5). The high frequency regime estimate implies the bound:

> BRSO+ [ PITAT )y [ [ RIT(TM00),

T>2-k—1 0

+ [ VTR0 [+ [T R0),

The low frequency regime estimates in Propositions 7.2 and 7.3 imply:

> 2PVR(VM o)l S Y0 TV R0), |7 <

T<2-k—1 r<2-k-1
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< Y AveRYMOlL + Y

T<2-k-1 T<2-k-1

VMo M
- Pk( o)y  RVMO
log 2k1 log 2kt

Sl0ln + [ 19w, I

Similarly, we also have the bound:

(VM(I) Pk VM‘I)())
Z 2k72||PkVT(VM(I>o)YH2m S Z 2k72|10g(2k7>|2 ’ ‘ PeVy log 2k Z W L?
r<2-h-1 T2 =
< Z 2kT2‘10g(2k )’ P.V. (vMi) RL.VM 00, 1 2 + Z QkHRkVMOHQ +
- r<9—h-1 log 2k 7 log 257 /| 12 r<2—k-1 o
Pk VM(I)O)
o 3 | <ol + [, I

T7<2-k-1

Next, we have the bound:

> | P(VMR0) s DD 2P

T<2-k-1 T7<2-k-1

(VM)  RVMO|?
log 2k1 log 2k1

+ Y 2RO},

T<2-k-1

SN0l + [ 179 (7 00) 1

As a result, we obtain the following bound for the sum in (7.5):

5258 £ [0 + [ I 0) [t
k>0 0

= [T w0, e+ [ IV ) 2 [0,

Step 3. Bounding the negative frequencies. In order to prove (7.3), we also need to deal with the negative
frequencies. According to [KR06], for any k < 0 we also have || PyVF||1 2 < 2%||F||12. Thus, we have:

> 27| PV (VM @0) [ + 7| BV (VM @0) [ £ 30 287 (9 R0) e S 7lCfe + [TV R0),
k<0 k<0
> 27| PV @0) || S llClfys + 7T o),
k<0
> 27| PV (VM@0 [ £ 7Vl + DD 28 (9, VA (VY ) [ + YD 2|V (VM )
k<0 k<0 k<0
We proved that for the negative frequencies we have:
> 27| PV (VM @) [, + 7| BV (VM @0) [ + 24| B (VM @0) [ + 247 PV (VM 0) [ S

k<0
SNVl el + Il (VT R0)y [ + 729 (VT R0) [ S (O] +/O 7'V (V" @0), |7
Step 4. The proof of (7.3) and (7.4). We obtain that:

(9 (VY @0)y s + 7 (VY @0)y s + 7 [V (T B0) 30 + 7]V (VY @0) |12 £
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<V 20)ylI7e + D 2B + Ol rares +/0 7'V (7 ®Bo) Iz < 1Ol s+
k>0

+/0 P9 (T B0) [ + PV (VY @0)y s o+ IV (VY 0)y [ + 71V @0)y [
By Gronwall, we obtain (7.3). Next, we notice that for any k£ > 0 using the high frequency estimate we get:

> BV (VY ®0)y [7e SOl + IV (VYT o)y 7.+ Y- 2 7[[VP(VM o)y [fs S
T>2-k-1 T>2-k-1

T

S (1 g ) (Ol + [ 0PIV (T 0)y o+ [ 2T (T 0), o

[ I ) 2 [T ) S (14 08 O]

As before, we also have for any k£ > 0:

S VRV Ro) 5 S Y IVRYMOL + Y Jlogrf?

T<2-k-1 T7<2-k-1 T7<2-k-1

2
S
L2

(VM®o),  R.VMO
log 2k log 2k

v(r

< (14 [1og71?) [0 3

We get the same bound for > _,_ ., ||P;€V(VM<I>0) by commutation. For the negative frequencies we have:

2
yllzs

D IPV (Vo) [ S IV R0) 72 SHIC] e + 19 (VY @0)y 7 < (14 [og 7|0l Fraren
k<0

This completes the proof of (7.4). O

8 Estimates from {v =0} to {v = —u}

In this section we prove optimal estimates on the smooth spacetime (M, g) obtained in Theorem 3.1 in terms of the
asymptotic data at {u = —1, v = 0}. Using the ambient metric construction, in the original (n + 1)-dimensional
formulation these correspond to proving estimates at finite times in terms of the asymptotic data at Z—.

We first introduce the notion of asymptotic data set at {u = —1, v = 0}:

Definition 8.1. Let (go,h) be smooth straight initial data at {u = —1, v = 0}. We define the corresponding
asymptotic data set at {u = —1, v =0} by:

E(g07h’) = {go’{viw OSZSHT}a{Vi\IJG OSZSHT}v{Via OSZSTLTG}vOah}a

where we have that for all admissible | the tensors Vi, VYWY Via, and O are defined in terms of ¢, by the
compatibility relations in the Fefferman-Graham expansion as in [RSR18], and we define h = h — 2(logV)O. We
also denote by Xninkowski = E(gsn,O) the Minkowsk:i data set.
For M > 0 large enough, we define the asymptotic data norm of order M, measuring closeness to the Minkowsk:i
data: » »
= Myt

2 ! n—d4_
[ 1)|, = g e + ST i 2+ S0 S T et
k=0 =0 =0

—4 —4 —6 —4
712 M+n2 —1 712 M+n2 —1

LD DD DN\ R D DI T P [ /vy [ pvees
=0 =0 =0 =0
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where HM*1 s the Sobolev space with respect to Fgns and the other Sobolev spaces are defined with respect to ¢.
For every e > 0 small enough, we denote the set of e—small asymptotic data by:

BeM (EMinkOWSki) = {E(go, h) : (go, h) smooth straight initial data, ||Z||M < e}.

Remark 8.1. For (go,ﬁ) asymptotic data at {u = 0,v = 1}, the precise notion of asymptotic data norm is

obtained via the transformation (u,v) = (—v, —u) in the above definition. In particular, we notice that we replace
UG a,0,h by gG,g, O, b, and all V4 derivatives by V3 derivatives. However, in view of the compatibility relations,

the quantities in E(go,ﬁ) are expressed in terms of (go,ﬁ) using the same formulas as the ones satisfied by E(go, h)
in terms of (go, h).
The main result of this section is the following estimate:

Theorem 8.1. For any M > 0 large enough and € > 0 small enough we consider the smooth straight initial
data (go,h) such that E(go,h) S Béw (EMinkowski). The smooth spacetime (M, g) obtained in Theorem 3.1 with

asymptotic initial data given by (go,h) satisfies the following estimate on S(_1 1y :

7174 M+ 712 —i—j n74 n72
= Z VT4 + 30 [V S VMRV .
7=0 m=0 i+35=0 i+7=0
1 2 M+t i 9
PN Bt X Y 190 e S 20|
k=0 :;4 1+7=0 m=0
By self-similarity, this result follows from the corresponding estimates along {u = —1}, where we replace all

V3 derivatives by V4. We define the following norms on {u =-1,0<v< 1} :

e Top order energy 7 = T(—1,v):

n—4 n—4 n—4
T = | VaVMV, T [ + 0| VYV 0 + (V27

Mildly singular top order energy S = S(—1,v):

= IVa7 all

e Lower order energy £ = £L(—1,v):
n 8 Myt
2 2
L= > IV + IV
=0 m=0

Fractional lower order energy M; = M;(—1,v) for any 0 <1 < ”776
2
Mi = [[VH V[ e

e Ricci coefficients norm R = R(—1, v):

4M+n4l

R = ZHVM“*’“V_”% \!H1/2+Z 2
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e Lower order pointwise norm P = P(—1,v) for N’ = &L + 2
2 N , N ,
P=> 2 V"Vl + >0 3 IV Vi |
=0 m=0 =0 m=0
e Mildly singular pointwise norm SP = SP(—1,v):
N’ n—4 2 N n_2 2
SP=3 V"V W+ 3 IV 07
m=0 m=0

e Initial data norm D: )
D=5, m,

We complete the proof of Theorem 8.1 at the end of the section. This will be straightforward once we establish
the following result:

Proposition 8.1. The spacetime (M, g) satisfies the following estimates on {u =-1,0<v< 1} :

T+L+R<D,
S < (14 |logv]?)D.

We want to use the estimates of Section 3 as preliminary results. Since Hg;HIfIMH < ¢, we get by (3.3) that:

Z H%n%HLz(sn) Se

m<M+1
Additionally, since HOHHM+1 < e we also have that H(log V)(’)HHM < e. Thus, f)HHM+1 < e implies that HhHHM <k,
so the smallness condition (3.1) holds. As a result, we can apply Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 for N1, Ny = N’ = % +7

to get that:
P <e, SP <e(1+]log(v)]?)

The bounds for the top order energies 7 and S rely on the refined estimates proved in Section 7 and [Cic24b).
Once we established these, we can bound the remaining norms £, M, and R using standard estimates. We then
bound the nonlinear error terms ErrY, and we notice that similarly to Section 3, these do not create significant
difficulties since we commuted the equations with a high number of angular derivatives.

As a consequence of Theorem 7.1 for the system (5.5), we obtain the following estimates for the top order
energies:

Corollary 8.1. The top order energy T and the mildly singular top order energy S satisfy the estimates for

0<v<1:
M v 1 2 v
T§D+Z/ ' dv'+/
m=0"0 L2 0

M v
sg(1+|1ogv|2)p+z/ -
m=0 0

Proof. We recall that:

2

ErrY ..
m,—2

ET’TI\\II/[ na

P H1/2

2

ErrY .
m,—2

2 v
dv' + HETT}{} n-a
L2 0 »T o ||H1/2

n—4 n—4 .
O =V,* a, =V, V¢ F)=Er? nay Py = Err? .

) T3
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satisfy the first model system (5.5). We change coordinates to v = 72 in Theorem 7.1 to obtain:

VeV, Al + 0|V a2 S

10T+ 6+ 1957 s+ 3 [ et [t
V27 | 2purs S (14| log ol >||oui,w 10 + uvﬁ?uzm
+mz_:0/ovv’ o, dv +/ HETTM nt| e /
[ VaVM VT w2+ V|| VMV T UG, + ||V?4\IJGH;MH <
10T+ 16+ 157 s+ 3 [t s L [t
Using the previous notation for the initial data norr: ;ve obtain the conclusion. O

We prove the following result for the lower order energy:

Proposition 8.2. The lower order energy L satisfies the estimate for 0 < v <1:
v nTiﬁ M+nT74_l v 2
£§D+€R+/ ('R—l—T—l—S)dv’—i—Z Z / HEW’E;JH Ldv'.
0 =0 m=0 0 L

Proof. We recall that by (5.3), for every 0 < [ < "T*G and 0 < m < M + "774 — | we have that all curvature
components ¥ satisfy the commuted equation:

oVIVTVL T 4 (3 +1- g) VaVTVLE — AV VLT = vV, + Bl

We contract each equation with V,V™V, ¥, then sum over all m,l in the admissible range and all curvature
components ¥ to obtain:
nrM+n4 1 "26M+"T4fl

Z Z v||v4vmv4\1/||L2+va4\1/||Hm§D+Z Z /||v4vmvg\1/||m

28 Myt n6 pppn-d_

+Z > IR AR AT \IJHL2+Z Z /||Errml||L2

We also have the estimate:
\]vgqf\]izngr/o ||Vi+1‘I’HQLz§---§D+/O Va7 v, §D+/O T+S

We use the commutation formulas and Gronwall to obtain:

gt Mgl
S S o[V, + [V S
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ML, ML,
=D DD DI A S RY (A T RN TR TS DI SR A 121
1=0 m=0 0 1=0 m=0 Y0

Once again we use Gronwall and bound the other terms using 7, S, and R:

_6 _4 —6 —4
gt M4l gt MRl

v 2 v
S e 4 [V 5o [ TSR+ Y S [ Ekl,
=0 =0 =0 =0

We use this and the lower order pointwise bound to also obtain:

278 Mgt -l Mzt nao 238 Mgl
2 w112 2 2 2
Yoo > Vi S D0 19 e Do IVEY e D0 D VA ([l
=0 =0 m=N"' =0 =0 =0
v nTiﬁjw"'nTﬂ_l v 9
56R+D+/ (T+S+R)+>. > / B, |7
0 1=0 —o 70

We obtain the conclusion by using the commutation formulas:

no8 Myt R
LY > oluviel. + Y > o Vavr L, + Vi
=0 =0 =0 =0

We prove the following result for the fractional lower order energy:
Proposition 8.3. The fractional lower order energy M, satisfies the estimate for any 0 <1< 258 and 0 < v < 1:
M STHS+LARA|Erri o

Proof. We have the estimate for any 0 <1 < 2-5:
IV V5 o0 S VAT Gpare + [AVY VR
Sl o | P v/ At vk 1 N[ v v2Xh iR | R [ v s R SRR ) o7 A
S LA [[oVaVM Vg + [oVa VY (VR0 (G + [TV g+ [V (V) [y + (1B
SLAT+S+RA+ Va2, + [[oVa VY (@VE0)|12 0 + | Bty e

For | = "T’G, we have the bound:

[ AR
For0 <1< ”ng, we have:
[0V VMV, S oV M VERE |2 .+ oV (o) 2. ST + S+ L+ R
So far, we proved that:
MiST+S+ LA R+ |oVaVY (V) | 2e + | Err o e
We also have the bounds using the null structure equations:
[0V VM (V) [/ S oV Ta(0V50) [+ [0V (2 V50) [0 S

S oV (@VER) [ + [0V (8 + 00)VEE) [ + LA R ST +S+L+R.

We obtain the desired conclusion. O
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We prove the following result for the Ricci coeflicients:

Proposition 8.4. The Ricci coefficients norm R satisfies the estimate for any 0 < v < 1:
R<D+ / (VAT +S+L+R+ (v’)l/QMane)dv’.
0

Proof. For every 0 <1 < "7_4 and 0 <m < M + "7_4 — [, the Ricci coefficients 1* satisfy the commuted equation:
ViV Vi = VIV + VIV (") + [Va, VP Vg™

We obtain the estimate:

n—4 n—4
o MJ’,T,

!
> D> vy
=0 =0

n—4 n—4
= MJ’,T,

! v
i SD+S Y [ I+ 500 s + 9750
=0 =0

§D+/ (T+S+L+R)d
0

Using the LP projections and Gronwall, we also obtain the following fractional estimate:
n—4 v v n—4
VM2 |3, . S D +/ T+S+L+ R+/ ()2 VMY |
0 0

v = - % |2 n1/2 — 2 ! T
§D+/ T+S+£+R+Z/ V7"V (") || gaje + @)2|| VTV, \I/||H1/2§D+/ M—1/2+8+‘C+R
0 m—0 70 0

Similarly, we also get the estimate:
M+2o™52 |2 Y N2 M+2o 32«2
VM2V, 1. SD+ i T+S+L+R+ i (W)2|VaVMEEY 2t

M+-2

v v n—6 2 n-6 _ 2
§D+/ T+S+L+R+ Z/ [V (00 e + @2V 0
0 m=0"0

§D+/ T+S+L+AR+ @) *Mas.
0 2
O

Next, we bound the error terms that appear in the above estimates. We recall that for any 0 <[ < "774 and
OSmSM—i—%—Zwehave:

Bty = 0F )4 1) 1rm 1) (P) + 0 F i1y 0 a4m1) (¥) + Fapmya-1)arm+1) () + Fomy @m0 (¥)+

FF D e (®) + VIV (0 0C) 4 3T V(Rikm T VL) + VVEY (41) + VYLV ()

i+2j=m
We also recall the error term notation:
Fuip(¥) = D VEVi(/H10),

i+j+k<p
i<l,k<m
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Lemma 8.1. Forany0<s<1, [ < "7_2, m <M+ 35, p=m+1 we have the estimate:

H]:mlp HHs ~ (1 + [ log(v) Z Z HV’“VMI;HHS + Hvk

i<l k<m

Similarly, for any0<s<1, [ < "774, m< M+ %, p=m+ 1 we have the estimate:

[Fmin () 1o <32 32 IV Va [+ 959507 .

i<l k<m

Proof. Using the definition of F,,, we get that for all 0 <s <1, [ < %47 m< M+ %, p=m+I:

|Fw@ < Y IV VA9, < |7 Hv’%va
thidksp i |+J+|k|<p
i<l,k<m 18| <1, | k| <m

We use the fact that VViy = VVi* to get:

. . Jt+l . 2 . g+l . 2

Pl s >0 [voviwvivie [[ Ve - Y [vrvie [ Vi
i+ kI<p G=2 B iagaki<e s "
6| <L[k|<m i <L|k|<m

The second term can be bounded using the lower order pointwise norm and the mildly singular pointwise norm by:

Jj+1
> ||vrvie ] vi wH (1+]log(®)?) -3 7 |vhviv?,

lé|+j+ |k <p g=1 i<l k<m
| <L,|k|<m
For the first term, we can assume that |ki| = max(|ki|,...,|kj+1]). In particular, we have |k,| < 1+ & + 2 for

all 2 < ¢ < j+ 1, so we can control these factors using the lower order pointwise norm and the mildly singular
pointwise norm. Thus, we get that the first term is bounded by:

(+log@P): X [vovpe- i |l S+ o@P) - X X IV Vief. + 90
I‘li\lgjr]\cl‘dg% i<l k<m

This completes the proof of the first statement. We remark that we can prove the second statement by following
the exact same steps, but we only use the lower order pointwise norm when [ < n_*4, O

Proposition 8.5. For any 0 <[ < #5=, the error terms ET’I“MZ satisfy the estimate:

1Bl S (14 [og@)?) (T +8 + L+ R).

Proof. The proof will follow from the fractional lower order energy estimates, once we prove the claim:

IErr il e S (1+ [1og(0) ) (T +8 + L+ R) + M. (8.1)

Using the previous lemma, the Bianchi equations, and the null structure equations, we have the bound:

loFanarnararsy (@) S @+ 110s@) - D= D [0V V|, + [0V Vigr 5.
i<l+1 k<M
ST+S+L+R+ (14 [1og@)P) - (3 [oV*VaT 0[5 + [0V VST 0300 + [0ViT 9],
k<M
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S O Hon()) (T8 + £ 4R+ 3 0491 (0t 00 e + 957 (90 4 0 4 W),

k<M
S (T4 ]1log@)*)(T+S+L+TR)
Similarly, we use the previous lemma to get the bound:

HU]:M-H)U (t+M+1) ( ||H1/2 NZ Z va Vi \I/HHl/? + va Vip* ||H1/2
i<l k<M1

SLAR+ S VAV T oY + [0V, T 0 STHS+L4R
k<M

We use the fractional lower order energy to get the bound:

[Forsnivaan (@) S S0 Y (V|G + Va5
i<l—1k<M+2

SLHR+ D VEVE |, + Y VIV, S LR My
k<M k<M
Next, we have the bound:

1Fanwaean (@5 30 S IV . + VoV |5, ST+S+L+R
i<l k<M

We can prove a similar result to the previous lemma for the error terms F'*, and we obtain:

IFG oy @l € 20 IVVEIG: + 30 IV + 30 [VEVie°;

i<l i<i—1 i<l
k<M k<M+1 k<M+1

STH+S+L+R

Next, we have the bound:
VML (0 -0 |52 S (14 [Tog(0)]?) (T + S + £)

Using this bound, the bound on ]-'(M)(Z)(HM)(\I!) and the formula Riém = ¥ + 1), we also obtain the bound:

> IV (i G, ST S+ L4 R
i+2j=M

Finally, we use the commutation formulas to get:

HVMVI (1/)1/“/1 HH1/2 SR+ Z Z Hvkv‘ld} ||H1/2 ~

k<M1 g nd
Combining all our estimates, we established (8.1). Using the fractional lower order energy estimate, we get:

HET‘T]‘%/[JHZI/Z < (1 + |10g(v)|2) (T+ S+ L —l—'R) + M1 < (1 + |10g(v)|2) (T+ S+ L —l—'R) + "Errf/_[)l_l"il/z

By induction we obtain the conclusion, since:

1Err | ime S (L4 [1og(0) ) (T + 8+ L+ R) + || Errrolie S (1+[log(v)]?) (T +8 + £ +R).
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Proposition 8.6. For any for any 0 <1 < "T_4 and 0 <m < M + "T_4 — 1, the error terms ETT;I;IJ satisfy the
estimate: )
HETT%JHH S+ |10g(v)|2) (T+ S+ L+ R)

Proof. As before, we use the Lemma 8.1, the Bianchi equations, and the null structure equations to get the bound:

[oFmyenasmen (@72 S 1+ [log@)2) = > [0V Viw|7, + [0V Vigr|[;. S
i<l+1 k<m

< (14 Hog(o)) (T+s+c+7e+ o736 e + 0937 9 ) 5

<1+ |log(v)|2)(T+S+£+R+ [ (0 4yt W + V2% (V‘I’+‘/"I’)HL2 N ACAE \I/||L2)

< (14 |log(v)] )(T—i—S—i—E—i—R)

Similarly, we have the bound:

[0 F st amen (D72 33 [oVEVie|}, + [[oVEVie ||, ST+S+L+R
i<l k<m+1

We also have the bound:

[ Fomsnyinaemeny @5 < S0 Y VAR, + Vit S L+ R
i<l—1 k<m-+2

Next, we have the bound:

|F ey arm (D20 S 3N V|2, + VAVt |[f, ST+S+L+R

i<l k<m

Using the similar result to the lemma for the error terms F'°!, we get:

IF D @rmey @5 S D IVHVER[L+ > [VVAE| + > VAV | ST+S+L+R

i<l i<l—1 i<l
k<m k<m+1 k<m+1

Next, we have the bound:
2
[V (W - 9], S (1+ |log()*) (T + S+ L)

As before, we use this bound, the bound on F(,y1y(14m)(¥), and the formula Rifm = U 4 o), in order to obtain
the bound: ‘ -
ST ViRt T VL) T, STHS+LAR
i+2j=m

Finally, to conclude our proof we use the commutation formulas to get:

IV 4V () | <

We complete the proofs of Proposition 8.1 and Theorem 8.1:
Proof of Proposition 8.1. Based on the estimates in this section, we have that for all v < 1:

1 v 1
LAR+———=S<D+eR 14 [logo'[?) v/~ 2 ——————S+L+R|d
T+L+ T TogopS S Pt +/0 (1+ |logv'|?) v (T+1+|logv’|2 + L+ )u
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Taking € > 0 small enough and then using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that:

1
T+L+R+———=SSD.
1+ |logwl|?

O

Proof of Theorem 8.1. Using Proposition 8.1 and self-similarity at u = —1, v = 1 we obtain the desired estimates

for the Ricci coefficients and curvature components. To complete the proof, we also show that || g*HiI v S D We
first need to prove this on the sphere S_; o. As outlined in the beginning of the section, we use (3.3) to get:

> g gilen <

m<M+1

< D.

We then use (3.3) for covariant derivatives with respect to 9o and prove by induction on m < M + 1 that:

IV gslly. <P

The conclusion follows by using the metric equation £,¢* = ¢* and the estimate R < D. O

9 Estimates for the Second Model System

An essential part of our argument is to prove estimates on the second model system (5.6), in terms of the initial
data at {7 = 1}. This system models the commuted Bianchi system, giving estimates on the induced asymptotic
data at {v = 0} in terms of the initial data at finite times. In the present paper, we illustrate how to prove these
estimates for a toy problem which models the singular top order quantity VM ®g, and captures the main difficulties
of the problem. This will serve as a guideline for the general model systems treated in [Cic24b]. We encourage the
reader to return to Section 1.3.3 of the introduction for an outline of the proof. We refer the reader to [Cic24b| for
a complete proof for the system (5.6), where we prove:

Theorem 9.1 ([Cic24b]). For any M > 0 large enough, the system (5.6) satisfies the estimates for all T € (0,1):

M M—1

1
O P L O R et AR Bl i Y Y e T
m=0 m=0 T
1530 ML NS 3 o LA TN A 9p i R LAY PR
=1 m=0 =1 m=0 i=1 m=0
I
S (190 1970 )| 4300 [ e
i=0 m=0 T=1 1=0m

Additionally, in [Cic24b] we also prove estimates for the asymptotic quantities O and by, where the tensor h
is renormalized as in Section 7 in order to obtain a sharp scattering result:

Theorem 9.2 ([Cic24b]). For any M > 0 and x > 0 large enough we have the estimate:

53 oy A

T=1 =0 m=0

I

M
[SES SE LU 9 Y (L RN ks 2
k>x =0 m=0

Remark 9.1. In practice, we use this result combined with the following bound for Hh”iIMH :

19003 0e 2 < W18l + C ([ Ribmo 5y ) Ol s + D= 2% [ Pt .
k>x

which follows using the estimates for the LP projections in Section 6 and [KR06].
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We remark that in the above results the implicit constant depends on the bound ||1/)HHM+1‘T:1 < 1. This
assumption is used in order to control the commutation terms at the level of initial data, and it simplifies our
notation. This assumption will hold when applying these results later in Section 10, using our results in Section 8.

The main difficulties of the above results are already present in the following toy problem. We assume that

the smooth horizontal tensor £ defined on the hypersurface {u = —1} x {7 € (0,1)} x S™ satisfies the equations:
1
VA (V) + ;ng —4ANE = YVE (9.1)

2VvMO

¢ =2V"0log7 +2(log V)VMO + b + O(7|log 7?), V,£ = -

+ O(1|log 7|?) in C>(S™).

We notice that the asymptotic expansion at 7 = 0 is the same as that of VM &g, but in equation (9.1) we only kept
the terms depending on V¢ on the right hand side for simplicity.
In this section we prove the following result:

Theorem 9.3. For any M > 0 large enough, we have for all T € (0,1):

1
el + el + 10+ [ el S (€l + 19010 2)
T T=1
901+ 3 2 Pt 5 (el + 191 93)
k>0 =
We denote the initial data norm at 7 = 1:
D= ([0l + €l )]
According to [Cic24b], it is straightforward to establish the following preliminary estimate
2 2 2 ! 2
IVl 2 + Vel +7llell +/ 7 |lelfzdr" S D (9-4)

In order to prove optimal estimates for &, we split our analysis into the low frequency and high frequency regime.
We consider X = 2771 to be a large constant, to be chosen later. We split the frequencies into the following regimes:

e Low frequency regime k < x for all 7 € [0,1]. We bound the solution using the preliminary estimate (9.4).
e Low frequency regime k > x for 7 € [0, X27%~1]. We bound the solution in Proposition 9.1 in Section 9.1.
e High frequency regime k > 2 for 7 € [X27%~1 1]. We bound the solution in Proposition 9.3 in Section 9.2.

We notice that unlike the case of the first model system, in the current situation we had to introduce an additional
parameter X for technical reasons, which will become clear later. We also make the notation convention until
otherwise stated that if the implicit constant in an inequality depends on X, we write <x . On the other hand, if
we only write <, then the implicit constant is independent of X.

Once we established the low frequency regime estimate in Proposition 9.1 and the high frequency regime
estimate in Proposition 9.3, we combine them to prove (9.2) in Section 9.3. We then prove the estimate (9.3) for
the asymptotic quantities in Section 9.4, which completes the proof of Theorem 9.3.

9.1 Low Frequency Regime Estimates
We prove the following estimate for the low frequency regime:

Proposition 9.1. For any 0 < 7 < X27*=1 < 1 we have the low frequency regime estimate:

|7V P + PV ele £ X227 (| BVog]s + IVAE )| , T Ox27D.

T=X2"Fk-
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Proof. For any k > x, we apply Py to equation (9.1) to obtain:
Vo (TPV£) — ATAPE = 7P, (WVE) 4 7[Va, BTV AE.

We have the energy estimate:

VP, + I Pevaelfe < X222 (IRl + VP

~

X2-k-1
X2kt xo—k—1
S AR L PR 2 S PP N LN PR LA A
X2—k—1 Xz—k—l
+/ (T/)QHP]CV‘FgHLQ ' HPk(U)Vg)HLz'i'/ (T/)QHP]CV‘FgHLQ ' H[PkaVAL]TIV‘r&HLQ

We use Lemma 6.1 to obtain:

X2—k71
st [ @I el

27k—1 X27k—1 X2—k71

X
w0 IR IRl [ PRl el [ R IRT Ve

T

|7V B + [Pl S X227 (|| BVl + |V P )

—k—1

X2 2k 9 X 2k 9
R B 2 Y R B L

—k—1

< X22—2’“(||PNT£H; + HVPK“H;)

27k—1

X2~ k-1 ) X )
sox [ meRfelrex [ e vl
We use Gronwall for 7 < X251 <1 to obtain:

[79Pele + PVl < X227 1PVl + [V Pee )

~

X2—k-—1

X27k71

X2 k-1
+OX/ 273]6(7")2"5"21 —|—Ox/ 271@(7/)4”V75Hi‘2.

Using the preliminary estimate (9.4) we obtain the conclusion. O

9.2 High Frequency Regime Estimates

In this section, we prove an optimal high frequency regime estimate for the solution in Proposition 9.3. At first, we
have the preliminary high frequency estimate proved in [Cic24b]:

Proposition 9.2 ([Cic24b]). For any 7 € [X2*k*1, 1} we have that & satisfy the estimate:

2k
Hr| P+ Pl + 2 TRl < (21Tl + 2Rl + 2Rl

T=

1 9k 1 _ 1 _ 1 -
+ [ Zlreln+ [ 2Bl + [ 2P IBYEL + [ 2B

1 1 3
T 2 (") 2
+ [ Sl + [ G-l
Proof. The proof follows the same steps as Proposition 7.4, the only difference being the presence of the first bulk

term which has a bad sign in this case. Moreover, we point out that the implicit constant is independent of the
parameter X. We refer the reader to [Cic24b] for the complete proof. O
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Notation. We introduce the following notation: let 15, be the characteristic function of {1 > 7 > X 2*’“*1};
also we denote by dj, any data terms at 7 = 1 which satisfy > d < D; finally we denote:

1
ai(7) := 7| BeVol[ 7, + | Petll 7, + | VP

For the rest of the section we prove the following result:

Proposition 9.3. For any 7 € (0, 1] we have the estimate:

k ! "3 2 2 /
Z 2 ak(T)lkﬂ' 5 D +/ (T) (HgHH%m + HV-,—§HH1/2)CZT . (9'5)

T>X2"k-1

We outline in more detail the plan of the proof that was also explained in Section 1.3.3. To prove the optimal
estimate in Proposition 9.3, we start with the preliminary estimate in Proposition 9.2. The main challenge is caused
by the first bulk error term, which was absent in the analogous estimate of Section 7. We can only bound this term
using the refined Poincaré inequality (6.13). This creates sums of low frequency regime and high frequency regime
error terms. We bound the high frequency regime error terms using Gronwall inequality and the Gronwall-type
Lemma 9.1. We also use the estimates of Proposition 9.1 to bound the low frequency regime error terms. This
creates a sum of discrete error terms, which we bound using the discrete Gronwall inequality. Finally, the remaining
error terms coming from the other terms in Proposition 9.2 can be summed to obtain the RHS of (9.5).

Step 1. Using the preliminary estimate. We rewrite the result of Proposition 9.2, for all 7 € [X27F~1 1]

1 k 1 1
2 2
28ay (1) 1y, < 2%ay(1) + lk,r/ W”Pkg"Ig + 1k,f/ ex(T') + 1k.,7-/ ex(1'), (9.6)

T

where we denoted: _ ) - 9
er() = 2% || B VE| L + 270 | B V| s

_ =~ 2 T 2 T 2 T3 2
er(r) = 27| Bt + Vel + el + S92

Using the bound 2’“7”&,@”?2 < 2"“7’“5”21 and the preliminary estimate (9.4), we get:

1
/ a(T/)dT/ /SX dk.

So far, we obtain that for all 7 € [X27%~1 1]:

1 ok 1
2 2
2%ay(7)1y,» < Oxdy, + 1k,7/ WHPI&HH + 1k,7/ ex(r'). (9.7)
T T
Step 2. Applying the refined Poincaré inequality. The last term in (9.7) is similar to the commutation error
terms that we encountered in Section 7 by the presence of the LP projection operator P,. We leave this term
unchanged until the end of the argument when we sum all our estimates. On the other hand, as explained above,

the second term is at top order and difficult to deal with. In order to bound it, we use the refined Poincaré inequality
(6.13) to get that for any 6 > 0 and 7 € [X27*F~1 1]

L ok 1 19—k 1o kol B 1 [l 9-3k
| el s [ Galvneli«o [ om S mivadi 5 [ Sl
T T T 1=0 T

The last term is bounded by 6~'dj using (9.4). We obtain that there exist constants Cp, Cx,Cx s > 0 such that
for all k >z and 7 € [X27F~1 1]

C 1 272]@
k 0
2%ay (1) < Cx 6di + — BNEIE

1 k—1 1
1 _
-2kak(7’)d7’+006/ 7 2 8k+7leH§Hiz+CX,g/ e(r).
T 1=0 T
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Step 8. Gronwall inequality for high frequency regime terms. We apply Gronwall for 7 € [X27%~1 1], in order
to get rid of the second term in the above estimate. The multiplication factor is:

Co 2-2k Co 1
- < <
exp( 5 /T ok dT) exp( 5 X2> <2,

where we fix X large enough, depending on Cj and 4, such that:
Co 1

5 x2S < log(2). (9.8)
We notice that we fix § > 0 later, which will determine the value of X as well. We have for all 7 € [X27%~1 1]:
k-1 1
28 ay, (1) < Csdy, + 2005/ e 22_8k+7l"VH§"L2dT + 05/ ex(T)dr’. (9.9)

Step 4. Using the low frequency regime estimate. The second term in (9.9) can be split into its low frequency
regime and high frequency regime components. We want to bound its low frequency regime part next. We have:

k—1 z—1

1y I
11@,7/ )3 > o2V RE;, < 1’”/ )1 PRI (2
T 1=0 T =0

k—1 1

1
+1k,7-/ ﬁ Z 2—8k+6l . 2lal(7’>1117/ + ]-k,q-/ ﬁ Z 2_8k+7l||T/VB€Hi2-
T l=x T

TI<X271-1<1
In this inequality, the first and third terms on the RHS are in the low frequency regime. We use (9.4) to bound the
first term by Cxdj. For the third term we use Proposition 9.1 to obtain:

1 X2t
1 8k+71
lk,r/ W Z 27 HT VPZ§||L2 - ]-kT Z ) /VP)IgHL2
T < X2-1-1<1 T<X2-1-1<1
9—8k-+61 - 9—8k
Shi-X ) (X2 + COxD - Ly —

r<X2-1-1<1
Using (9.8), we get from (9.9) that there exist constants C,Cs > 0 such that for all 7 € [X27F~1 1]:

9—8k-+6l 1
3 al(X27171)+C'5/ er(m").

T

2k (1) < cgdk+015/ P 22 SO 9lay (7)1 + CLOX Y

r<X2-1-1<1

Step 5. Using Lemma 9.1 for high frequency regime terms. In the above estimate, we also have error terms that
are discrete or continuous-discrete, unlike Section 7. We bound them using appropriate Gronwall-like inequalities.
We will use Lemma 9.1 for the second term which is in the high frequency regime, and the discrete Gronwall lemma
for the third term. For § > 0 small enough, we have that:

1

We introduce the following notation for the terms on the right hand side of the above inequality:

2—8k+6l 1
(X277, By(r) = 15,,Cs / ex(r')dr', Aw(r) = Cady, + Si(r) + En(7)

Sk(T) = lkﬂ-Cl(SX Z

r<X2-1-1<1

Thus, we proved that for all £ > z and 7 € [X27%~1,1]:

T

1 |
k —8k+61 l / /
2%ay, (1)1 < Ap(7) + 0 11@,7/7_ ()3 ;:m: 2 2y (7)1 dT" (9.11)

To deal with this estimate, we use the following Gronwall type lemma proved in [Cic24b]:
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Lemma 9.1 ([Cic24b]). We consider the functions u, A,b,c: Nx [0,1] — [0, 00), satisfying for all k >z, 7 € (0,1]:

1 k-1

w(k, 7) < A(k, 7) + b(k) / S el 7 )ull, 7)dr.

T =z

Then, we have that for all k >z, 7 € (0,1]:

1 k-1 k—1

u(k,T)gA(k,T)—f—b(k)/T ;c(z,T')A(z,T') 11 (1+/:/ b(j)c(j,T”)dT”>dT’.

j=l+1
The proof of the following result is also contained in [Cic24b|. We reproduce it here for completeness:

Corollary 9.1 ([Cic24b]). For all k >z and T € [X27%71 1], we have the bound:

1k 1 25l
ok ak( )]-kr ,SAk( +2 7k/ /)3 -Al(Tl)llﬂ-/dT/. (912)

=T

Proof. We apply the lemma for (9.11), with u(k,7) = 2%ay (7)1, b(k) = 75 - 275, c(k,7) = 7732501, ;. As a
result, we get for 7 € [X27F~1 1]:

1k—1 k—1 ’

2P ap(T)1pr < Ap(r) +27 8’6/7 > Ar) 1T <1+[ b(j)c(j,7’”)d7’”>d7”

l=x Jj=l+1

We compute:

’

T 1 . T/ 1'7-// .
/ b(j)e(i, ")dr" = 15 - 2*%/ (J;/)sdT” < min (1,27%77%).
T T T

In the next bound it is essential that we had good control of the constants in the previous inequality, which was
ensured using the smallness of 4. As a result, we obtain using the inequality x 4+ 1 < e for the terms with 277 < 7:

k—1 k—1

H (1 + / b(j)e(d, TI/)dT”) < H (min (2,1+ 2_2j7'_2)) <1+427070
j=l+1 o j=l+1
Finally, we notice that 2-3%260 . 9-1r—1 < 9-Tk95l . 9=k /< 9=Tk95l .9/ ¥ < 9-Tkosl, O

Step 6. Rewriting estimate (9.12). We use the definition of A, (7) in order to bound the remaining terms on
the RHS of (9.12). We compute for the data terms:

1k 1 k—1
dy + 27 7k/ dlllT/dT <5 dk+225(l Rd; <5 dy,

l=x

where we notice that 3", 3, 275%!lg; < D, so we can write the term Y, 27°1¥~!ld; schematically as dx. Next, we
compute for the discrete error terms the following bound:

e /
-
X271 5_314+6m

< Sk(r) +6X27 7kz > / 7a (x2-™ Ndr'

-
=z roxo-m—17X2" '
xr<m<l

1 k 1 1k—1 9—3l+6m

25l
(1 dr’ < Sk(T )+5X2_7k/ Z Z W

l=2 7/<X2-m-1<]

am (X271 dr!
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k—1
5 5
SS(M+572™). D 2Han(X2 ) S 52t ) 267, (X277,
=z -,—<)22*:[1 T<X2-m—1<1

We also introduce the notation:

~ 5 k . . 1 k—1 25l
Si(1) := ﬁ2*5 S 2an (X2, Ey(r) = Ei(r) + 277 / )1y d7
T<X2-m=1<1 T =z
As a result, we get from (9.12) that for all 7 € [X27%~1 1]:
2kak(7)1k,7 < Csdy + §k(7') + C(;Ek (T) (9.13)

Step 7. Using the discrete Gronwall inequality. Our next goal is to bound the discrete error terms from the
above estimate using the discrete Gronwall inequality. We get that there exist constants Cy,Cs > 0 such that for
any k > x :

kak(X2_k_1) < Csdy, + C5Ek(X2_k_l) 9ok Z 26m (xX27m~ 1)

To fix X,d > 0 in addition to (9.8) and (9.10), we also ask that:

51
O 14
37 <15 (9.14)

Denoting by, = Csdy + C(;Ek(X2_k_l), the above inequality can be written as:

k-1
—5k Z 95m 2mam(X2_m_1).

1
kak(X2_k_1) <bp+ E2

We apply the discrete Gronwall inequality of [Jon64]:

k—1 k—1 k—1
1 ) )
k —k—1 —5k 5m -5 5 —4k 4m
2Pap(X27H7) < by + 152 Z(z bm-‘H+1(1+1/10-2 J-2J)>§bk+2 > 2t
m=x Jj=m m=x
Therefore, we obtain that for all & > z:
2 ar(X27F1) o diy + Bp(X27F ) + ) 2 g (x2mm ), (9.15)

Remark 9.2. The constants X > 0 and 6 > 0 which satisfy (9.8), (9.10), and (9.14), were introduced in order
to allow us to apply Gronwall in the above inequalities. Once we established (9.15), we do not need to track these
constants anymore. We make the notation convention that from here onwards, whenever we write < the implicit
constant is allowed to depend on X and § as well.

Step 8. Rewriting estimate (9.13). We use the bound (9.15) to get for all 7 € [X27*=1 1]:

gk(T) < Z (275k+5mdm+274k+4mEm(X27m71)) < Z (275k+5mdm+274k+4mEm(X27m71))

r<X2-m-1<1 r<X2-m-1<1

where the second inequality follows by:

Z 2—4k+4m 2—7m Z / (TI)dT/ 5 Z 2—4k+4lEl(X2—l—l)

-1
r<X2-m-1<] X2- r<X2-l-1<1
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In addition, we have the bound for all 7 € [X27k=1 1]:

1k—1

Ei(1) = Ey(r +27k/z Ny dr' < E(r) + 27 %7 *22/

T =z >z ”7
1
S Bi(r) + 277072 / (Y (1Ielf3s/2 + 198 ] 5 ) d”
We get from (9.13) that for all 7 € [X27F~1 1]

2kak (T)lkﬂ- ,S di + Z 275k+5mdm + Z 274k+4mEm (X27m71>
T<X2mm <] r<X2-m-1<1

1
+ By(r) + 272 / = ([l + 191102 )"

Step 9. Summing the high frequency regime estimates. For each 7 € (0,1] we sum for all & > x such that
X2kl < 1.

1
> damsbs Y B@+ Y Eaxz 0w [ @0l + Vo)
T>X2-k—1 T>X2-k-1 r<X2-m-1<1 T

We also have the estimate:

> A0+ Y B NS [ aw)s [ @ (el + 198 )i

r>X2-k-1 T<X2-m-1<1 k>x
In conclusion, we obtain the improved high frequency regime estimate (9.5):

1
Z 2kak(7—) sD +/ (7—/)3("5"23/2 + HV-,—fHZl/g)dT/-

T>X2-k-1

9.3 Proof of the Main Result in Theorem 9.3

In this section we use the previous estimates in order to prove (9.2), which implies the desired bounds for the
solution in Theorem 9.3. We use the preliminary estimates (9.4) to get for all 7 € (0, 1]:

2 2 2 2 2 2
7 (11ellre + V&0 ) S 7 (el + I9-€172) + X2 725 (IV P + (1P V-€]15)
k>x

SP(lel +19-el3.) + X P2 (IVRll + BVl )+ 3 2ta(n)

T<X2-k-1<] T>X2"k-1

S(llelfn + IVeell7:) + 72 X Fa@ D+ Y 2al)

T>X2-k-1 T>X2-k-1

Using the improved high frequency regime estimate (9.5), we get:

1
(el + 197l312) £ D+/T @ (lell + 197l )

Using Gronwall, we proved that for all 7 € (0, 1]:

Pl + IVl + D 2Han() S D. (9.16)

T>X2-k-1
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As a result, we use this and Proposition 9.1 to get the bound for all 7 € (0, 1]:

7 (|lellss2 + V€052 ) S 72 (el + 19-€172) + D2 7225 (IVP€ ] + (12 v-¢]13)
k>x

sov 3 P(IVRE AVL) br Y Famspe Y et

r<X2-k-1<1 r>X2-k-1 r<X2-k-1<1

Note that using our previous bound (9.15) for 2%a;(X27%~1) we get:

Yoo 2bax2 P <D+ Y E(X27FYh<D+ ) E(X27FYH <D
T<X2ik71S1 T<X27k71S1 7—<X27k—1§1

where we also used (9.16) in the last inequality. We proved that:

7 (lell e + 1V -€l52) < 2

We also get for all T € (0, 1]:

1 1 1 1
el SD+ [ 7 Nellive 19w SO+ [ VTNt [ @IVt SO+ [ VTNelr
Applying Gronwall, we complete the proof of (9.2).

9.4 Estimates for the Asymptotic Quantities

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 9.3 by proving estimates for the asymptotic quantities O and b.
We first prove the following result for O :

Proposition 9.4. We have the estimate HVM(’)Hip <D.

~

Proof. From (9.4), we have ||VM(9Hi2 < D. We recall that for any k > 2 and 0 < 7 < X27%~1 < 1, we have by

the low frequency regime estimate in Proposition 9.1:

22kHTPkVT€Hiz < 2kqp(X27F 1) 4 27FD.

~

As a result, we get that for all k > x :

22| P VMO 7, < 2Fan(X27Y) 27D

~

Using the above estimate for HVM (9||2L27 and the estimates in the previous section, we have that:

IVMO5 £ D+ 2ban(x27) £ D.

k>x

The next goal is to derive estimates for h;. We consider the renormalized quantities for all £ > x:
&, = P& — Tlog(28T) Py V€.

We notice that using the above expansions for £ we get:

lim € = lim (Pkg - TlOg(QkT)PkVTf) = PeVMh — 210g(2F) P,VM O = Pubyy + R,VM O
T— T—
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We obtain using also (6.17):

2Bl < 2% tim (€. + 2[RV O] £ 27 Jimn €] + LYV Ol

~ 7—0 7—0
Summing for all k£ > x, we get that:
> 2 Bebar SV Ol + D02 lim &
k>x k>x

To complete the proof of (9.3) we need to bound the second term by D. We outline the proof of the following result,
and refer the reader to [Cic24b] for a complete proof including the estimates of all the error terms:

~

Proposition 9.5. We have the estimate 3, -, (2% lim,_, Hngiz> < D.

Proof. Using the equation satisfied by &, and the preliminary estimate (9.4) we get:

Xxo k-1 xo—k—1 N
22H|E |, < i+ / 2 ()2 log(257") P | APt |2 S di + / 23(2577)2| log(25') 2| Byt |2, (9.17)

where P, = ]513 . The strategy is to decompose the RHS of (9.17) into its low frequency and high frequency regime
parts in order to use our previous estimates. We bound the error term for each 7/ € [r, X27%~1] as follows:

1Pl o (7) S DO NBPBREN o () + D0 PP a0 + D L

I<k 1>k 1>k
<xo7tt

P)lQﬁké.HLz (7—/)

Using this in (9.17), we obtain three error terms. The first one is in the low frequency regime, and it is bounded by
dy. using (9.4) and Proposition 9.1. The second term is also in the low frequency regime. We use Cauchy-Schwarz

~ ~2
and we consider a projection operator such that P, = P,:

2
( > WEi&Hmﬂ) < Y 2ER|BReLL() s Y 2SR TR, ()

1>k 1>k 1>k
<Xt <x2mlt < x2it

—2ko—5(l—k —21 l —1—1 -3l
e > 2k ><2 lag(x27h) 2 D>
1>k
r<x27=t

As a result, the corresponding term in (9.17) is bounded by:

X27171
> / 2k log (27|22~ 7(=R) (2lal(X2—l—1) + 2‘lD> dr' 278D+ ) 2770TR Lol (X2
1>k T 1>k
r<Xx27t7t

For the third term which is in the high frequency regime, we have using our notation in Section 9.2:

(Z 1.

1>k

2
PP, (T’)) < S 12730 R, (7)) S 7S 1275 R gy ()
1>k 1>k

The corresponding term in (9.17) can bounded using the estimates in Section 9.2:

X27k71
/ 28 (2% 73| log(2877) |2 Z 1,2780=F) olg (7)dr' <
T >k
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1
Sde+7%2% . D+ N 27iEemlg (o) 4 Bp(X2R ) 4 ) T 2760 / el(7)dr’
T<X2-m—1<1 1>k T

Combining the previous bounds and taking the limit 7 — 0, we get from (9.17) that:
= 2 _ =
2t [ 5 et T2 R § B0 ) 4 T e [t

We sum for all k¥ > z and use the estimates in Section 9.2 in order to obtain the conclusion. O

10 Estimates from {v = —u} to {v =0}

In this section we consider the smooth straight self-similar vacuum spacetime (M, g) obtained from small initial
data on the sphere S(_; 1) and we prove optimal estimates on the induced asymptotic data set Z(go, h) at {u =
—1, v = 0}. Using the ambient metric formulation, in the original (n + 1)-dimensional formulation these correspond
to proving estimates on the asymptotic data at Z— in terms of initial data at a finite time.

Theorem 10.1. For any M > 0 large enough and € > 0 small enough we consider the smooth straight initial data
on the sphere S(_y 1y, with the initial data norm:

B3 Mgt i gt
= = > VA + Z AT SR LAt T
i+35=0 m=0 i+7=0 i+7=0
Bt MRt —icy
+Z ORI NG A Ct A S SN A COS AN P
k= Oz-i-]—;—k i+j=0 m=0

We assume that the initial data satisfy the smallness assumption Zp S €. We denote by (M, g) the smooth
vacuum spacetime obtained using Theorems 3.1, 3.2, and 4.1, with induced asymptotic data (go, h) at S(—1,0)- The
corresponding asymptotic data set E(go, h) satisfies the estimate:

[=ggs M1y < Enr

where the asymptotic data norm of order HEH?M is given in Definition 8.1.

We follow the strategy outlined in Section 1.3.3 of the introduction. Using self-similarity as in Section 8, it
suffices to work on the null hypersurface {u = —1}. We define the following norms on {u =-1,0<v< 1} :

e Top order energy 7 =T (—1,v):

M
= VAV ol + D o VLT s+ Z V[TV o+
m=0 m=0
M
3 VLT e + Z oV T G
m=0 m=0
e Lower order energy £ = L(—1,v):
n 8 Myt
L= > ellVE e+ [V s
=0 m=0
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Fractional lower order energy M; = M;(—1,v) for any 0 <1 < "T_G

M= [V

Ricci coefficients norm R = R(—1,v):

—4 —4
g M4l

1

n=a_

R=3 VMV 0 e+ 30 D0 VR
k=0 = m=

e Lower order pointwise norm P = P(—1,v) for N' = & 4 2

Po3 S e + lz zouvmv -

=0 m=0

Mildly singular pointwise norm SP = SP(—1,v):

N/
SP=3 [V v+ Z V7957 0
m=0 m=0

e Initial data norm D at (u,v) = (—1,1):

25t a2t nps -
D=3 > VAl + D IVVVEE e + D VR4
= m= =0 =0

n— 4M+n4 1

+Z > HVM“*’“VW [ +Z Z IV s + 19" [z

koln4

We remark that using self-similarity, we can replace V3 derivatives with V4 derivatives. Thus, we obtain that
Z2, ~ D, so it suffices to consider D as the initial data norm. We use the estimates of Section 3 to obtain preliminary
estimates for our solution. Using Theorems 3.1, 4.1, and 3.2, we get that for N/ = 7 + 7 we have the estimates:

P <e, SP<e(1+|log(v)]?).
We prove Theorem 10.1 at the end of the section. This will follow using Theorem 9.2 and the following result:
Proposition 10.1. The spacetime (M, g) satisfies the following estimate on {u =-1,0<v< 1} :
T+L+RSD.

The bound for the top order energy 7 follows from the refined estimates proved in Section 9 and [Cic24b]. We
can then bound the remaining norms using standard estimates. We note that as in Section 8, the nonlinear error
terms Err? do not create significant difficulties.

As a consequence of Theorem 9.1, we obtain the following estimate for the top order energy:

Corollary 10.1. The top order energy T satisfies the estimate for 0 <wv <1:

M 1
TS0+ Y [ Bt
m=0"" P2
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Proof. We recall that:
dg = v4 a, & =V,7 “y6, F) =ErY . ., Fly=ErrY .
Py ()

satisfy the second model system (5.6). Moreover, since D < €2, we have in particular that [|9|| g+ (—1,1) < 1.
Thus, we apply Theorem 9.1 to obtain the following estimate:

> VT ot S Vi ol + T k[ (9T 0t

m=0 m=0

L S W LA G RS o B LAt LA

m=0 m=0
< 3 (1993 0l 97950 )|+ 3 [t e
m=0 v= m=0 v

We bound the initial data term using D to obtain the conclusion. O

We prove the following result for the lower order energy:

Proposition 10.2. The lower order energy L satisfies the estimate for 0 <v < 1:

n
M+

1
ESD—FER—F/( V2T dy! +Z Z /HErrmlH dv'.

Proof. As in Section 8, we contract (5.3) with 2V,V™V}{¥ and sum for all 0 < [ < 2
and every curvature component W. We obtain a good bulk term since n —2/ —5 > 1:

2 O<m<M+——l

238 MA gl 1
>y vuwvmvgwniz+vag\1/||im+/ [N A e

S M4zt n-6 prqpn-d_y
§D+Z Z /vavmv \IJHL2+HVm+1V4\I/HL2dv+Z Z /HErrmlHdev
=0 m=0

We also have the estimate:

1 1 . 1
|vie|s, §D+/ Vi, 5...5D+/ Hvﬁqx]\; §D+/ W) V2T dy

We use the commutation formulas and Gronwall to obtain:

n—=6 n—4 ('
S M=l M+272 -1

ORI LA AT R LA AL Wwwz > [k
=0 m=0

Next, we use the commutation formulas to obtain:

n—=6 n—4 6 n 4
26 M4zt M+nzd

£y Y vy \IJHHm+D+/( ) 2T d +Z Z / ||Errml||L2dv
=0 m=0

Similarly to Section 8, we bound the first term in this relation by using the lower order pointwise bound and the
previous inequality for HVﬁl\IIHi{m 41 in order to get:

n— 6M+n _
2

1
cxiDs [ tTas Yy S / Bt o

7



The bounds for the remaining terms are similar to Section 8. We notice that the norms defined above control
the same terms as the norms of Section 8, the only difference being the bound:

M n—4 2
2 VYT ol S 0TVET
m=0

Due to the structure of the error terms it suffices to control only M + 1/2 angular derivatives of V a in the
above bound, since the terms with more angular derivatives also have better v weights. Thus, this bound replaces
the use of the mildly singular top order energy in Section 8. We briefly explain the proofs for the remaining terms:

Proposition 10.3. The fractional lower order energy M; satisfies the estimate for any 0 <1 < ”T*G and0<v<1:
M S0 VAT 4 LA RA | Erry | o e-
Proof. As in Section 8, we have the estimate for any 0 <[ < ”T*G
IV s S L4 [0Va VYV + [oVa Y (095 0) [0+
HIVIEE s+ [V VR0 [+ (1Bl o
SLAVTPT 4 RA [0V VMV, L+ [0V a VM (V) |12, + (| Err] o
Considering separately the cases [ = % and 0 <[ < "T_S, we also have as before:

ST VAT 4+ L+ R

~

[0V VM VL2,
Finally, we have the bound as in Section 8:
oV (V40 22 5 00 )+ 09 (0 + 000040 [ + £+ R S 02T + L4 R,
O

Next, we follow the same steps as in Section 8 to prove the result for the Ricci coefficients:

Proposition 10.4. The Ricci coefficients norm R satisfies the estimate for any 0 <v < 1:
1
RS D+/ ()T + L+ R+ (V)2 Muzs)dv
2

Proof. Using the commuted equations satisfied by the Ricci coefficients 1*, we obtain the estimate:

4M+—7 4M+—7

> 3 v $D+3 S [T s+ O s

4 M“F n 4 —1
+Z Z / DR AR 2 e o <D+/ ((W)V2T + £+ R)dv'
Using the LP projections and Gronwall as before, we also obtain the following fractional estimate:

[T I;

1 v [
D+/ ((U/)71/2T+£+R)dvl+/ (U/)1/2HV4VM+1V47
0

1 M+1 o
04 [ (@ LR+ S [ IO ) 0 0
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1
§D+/ (W) VPT+ L+ R)dw

Similarly, we also get the estimate in the case when n > 6:
1 v
n=6 .2 _ n=6 N2
[V 429,% 6 e S D+ [ ()T L4 R) + [ )T
v 0

M+2

1 v " ne
o+ [ (AT L R + Y [V o) e + )
v m=0"0

1
§D+/ (v/)*1/27‘+ﬁ+7€+(v’)1/2/\/1%.
O

The remaining step in proving Proposition 10.1 is controlling the error terms from the above estimates. Since
the lower order pointwise norms P and SP satisfy the same bounds as in Section 8, we get that Lemma 8.1 applies
in the current situation. We adapt the proof in Section 8 to prove the following result for the error terms:

Proposition 10.5. For any 0 <1 < "7_4, 0 <m < M, the error terms Errg’ll satisfy the estimate:

2 p—
[Brrmallz e S (14 log(0)]?) (0712 + L+ R).
Proof. As in Section 8, the proof follows from the fractional lower order energy estimates, once we prove the claim:
1ErrE |2 S (1+ [log(®)[2) (v /2T + £+ R) + Mi_1.

However, the proof of this estimate follows the exact same steps as in Section 8 once we replace all the mildly
singular norms S by v~!/2T, so we omit repeating the proof here. We then use the fractional lower order energy
estimate to obtain:

HET‘T%JHZI/Z < (1 + |10g(v)|2) (v_1/2T+ L —l—'R) + M1 < (1 + |10g(v)|2) (v_1/2T+ L —l—'R) + HETT%l_luzl/Q

By induction we obtain that:
HETT‘E’LZHZI/Q < (1 + |10g(v)|2) (v_1/2T+ L+ ’R) + HETT%OHZI/Q < (1 + |10g(v)|2) (v_1/27'—|— L+ ’R)
O

Similarly, we can repeat the proof in Section 8 and replace the mildly singular norms S by v=/27, in order to
establish the following result for the remaining error terms:

Proposition 10.6. For any for any 0 <[ < "774 and 0 <m < M + "774 — 1, the error terms Errg’l’l satisfy the
estimate: )
|Erry il S 1+ [log()[?) (v /2T + L+ R).

We complete the proofs of Proposition 10.1 and Theorem 10.1:
Proof of Proposition 10.1. Using the estimates in this section, we have that for all 0 < v < 1:

1
T+£+R§D+5R+/ (1+ [logo'[?) (V') "Y*T + L+ R)dv'.

Taking € > 0 small enough and using Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude that 7+ £ + R < D. O
Proof of Theorem 10.1. In order to complete the proof of Theorem 10.1, we prove the bound:

(X PP 1] (L] pvaepg 2 (10.1)
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since the other terms in the asymptotic data norm ||Z||fw are already bounded by D using Proposition 10.1. Using
the estimates on the asymptotic data in Theorem 9.2 we obtain:

ol 52+ X [l

We also use the above estimates on the error terms and Proposition 10.1:

H1/2

1
||O||iIM+1 SD +/0 (1 + |10g(v)|2) (071/27‘4— L+ R)dv <D.

Using the metric equation £,¢* = ¢* and the estimate R < D, we obtain that Hg*HiIMH < D. We use
this, together with the estimates in Proposition 3.3 and (3.3) in order to prove by induction on m < M + 1 that

||£ gOHLQ(Sn) €. In particular, this allows us to bound the Christoffel symbols terms in (3.3) and prove:
Z H 0 goHL?(S") ~
m<M+1
We can then use (3.3) for covariant derivatives with respect to ¢ gn and prove by induction on m < M + 1 that:
m
IV g;

I <.

In order to complete the proof of (10.1), we must bound HhHHM+1' By Theorem 9.2 we get:

dv S D+ ||h[3.,

M 1 2
(90 < 2+ [l + C(NRitmal YOl o+ 32 [ B0 [
m=0

where we used the constraint Riém = R + ¢1) and the previously established bounds for @ and the error terms.
For the rest of the proof we prove a suitable lower order estimate for HhH2L2 As in the proof of Theorem 9.2, we

n—4 _
define £ =V, ? a and £ = £ — vlogvV4E. We compute using (5.1):
Vi€ = —logv - V4 (vVag) = logu - (AV4 0+ UV U+ Errt )

Therefore, we get using our previous estimates:

[Al72 = tim el SD+/ (o0gv)? - (|[V37 W[5 + | Erry s |2.) S P.

This completes the proof of Theorem 10.1. o

11 The Scattering Map

In this section, we follow the outline in Section 1.3.3 of the introduction and we put together our previous results
in order to complete the proof of the third statement in Theorem 1.3. For any M > 0 large enough and € > 0 small
enough we consider smooth straight initial data (go, h) such that the corresponding asymptotic data set satisfies
Z(go, h) S Bé” (EMinkowski). By Theorem 3.1 there exists a unique smooth straight self-similar vacuum solution
(M, g) in double null coordinates defined in {u < 0, v > 0} with asymptotic initial data at {v = 0} given by
(go,h). Moreover, this induces smooth asymptotic data (go,ﬁ) at {u = 0} by Theorem 4.1. The estimates in

=5 |5 n],,

Theorem 8.1 imply that:
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We also have by Theorem 10.1 that the reverse inequality holds. We use this inequality for the spacetime obtained
by reversing the time orientation, namely by replacing (u,v) with (—v, —u). We obtain the estimate:

[=te 2], <=

where E(go, ﬁ) is defined according to Remark 8.1. Therefore, there exists a constant Cj; > 0 depending only on
M such that:

o], <ot

We obtain that E(go,ﬁ) S B%{E(ZMinkOWSki), so we can define the scattering map:

M

S: Béw (EMinkowski) — B%VIE(ZMinkowski)v S(E(go, h)) = E(g_o, ﬁ)

Using the uniqueness of scattering states statement from Theorem 3.1, we obtain that S is injective. Moreover, we
can apply the existence and uniqueness results, together with the estimate (1.12) in the reverse time direction to
obtain that BEI‘;[CM (EMinkowski) C S(BEM (EMinkOWSki)). Therefore, S is locally invertible at nfinkowski- Finally, the
above estimate implies that S is locally Lipschitz at Snfinkowski-
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