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RICCI DEFECTS OF MICROLOCALIZED EINSTEIN METRICS

SERGIU KLAINERMAN AND IGOR RODNIANSKI

ABSTRACT. This is the third and last in our series of papers concerning rough
solutions of the Einstein vacuum equations expressed relative to wave coordi-
nates. In this paper we prove an important result, concerning Ricci defects of
microlocalized solutions, stated and used in the proof the crucial Asymptotics

Theorem in [}

1. INTRODUCTION

This is the third and last in our series of papers concerning rough solutions of the
Einstein vacuum equations expressed relative to wave coordinates. More precisely
we are concerned with solutions of the Einstein vacuum equations,

Rop(g) =0 (1)

expressed[] relative to wave coordinates %,

1

g (8" [810)2 = 0. (2)
The solutions we consider here have a limited degree of differentiability, we only
assume that in a time slab [0, T] x R? we control the the first derivatives of g in the
energy norm L (H1TY), v > 0, as well as in the mixed Strichartz norm L?(L2°).
More precisely,

(0 Z.
Ogz™ =

Metric Hypothesis:
I08llLes . mi++ + 1108llLz | 1 < Bo, 3)

[0,T] [0, T] "=

for some fixed v > 0 arbitrarily small.

This condition was introduced in section 2 of [KI-Rol| as the main bootstrap as-
sumption in the proof of our main theorem concerning H?*"7 solutions , v > 0

arbitrarily small, of ()~ ().

Microlocalization is an essential technique in dealing with rough solutions of non-
linear wave equations, see ] and the references therein. By a microlocalized
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n wave coordinates the Einstein equations take the reduced form

g7 00088 = Ny (g, 08)
with N quadratic in the first derivatives dg of the metric.
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rough Einstein metric, at cut-off parameter A > 1, we understand, essentially, the
low frequency part( frequency < \) of a given Einstein metric ([l)-[@). To ex-
plain this in more details we recall below the definition of the Littlewood -Paley

projections,
Poy = Y P,
p<iA

Puf(z) = / () o) de

where x € C§°(R) supported in £ < [¢] < 2 and > e x(1#71€) = 1. The operators
P, are the standard Littlewood -Paley dyadic projections corresponding to the
frequencies u € 27.

Consider a fixed solution g of () satisfying the metric hypothesis (f)) relative to
the fixed system of wave coordinates (E) Consider also a fixed dyadic parameter
X € 22+ and define the microlocalized rescaled metric,

H(t,z) = Hiy (t,2) = (Paag)(A ', A ') (4)
Observe that H(y) is the low frequency part of the rescaled metric, i.e. H(y) =
P.1(G(y)) where,

Goy(tz) = g\, AT ) (5)

In the rescaled variables we restrict ourselves to the slab [0, t,] x R? with ¢, ~ A1 =8
for some small €, in fact 5ep < . In this region we define the optical function u
to be the solution of the eikonal equation,

H*P9,udpu = 0 (6)
verifying the initial condition
u(ly) =t (7)

where T'; is the timelike geodesic passing through the origin of and orthogonal(
with respect to H) to the initial hypersurface ¥y. We denote by X; the spacelike
level hypersurface generated by the time function ¢t = z°. We denote by C, the
level hypersurfaces of v and by S, their intersection with ¥;. In we
show that the the null hypersurfaces C, form a proper foliation of the domain
Q. =Z7,n([0,t.] x R3). Here Z*, denotes the future domain( domain of influence)
of the point I' _; € ¥ _;.

To each point p € €2, we associate the canonical null pair,
L=T+N, L=T-N (8)

where T is the future unit normal to X; and N is the outward unit normal to the
surface S, passing through p. Observe that L is proportional to the null geodesic
generator L' = —H*?05ud, of C,,.

A null frame e, eq,e3 = L,ey = L consists of the null pair L, L together with an
arbitrary choice of vectors (e4)a=1,2 tangent to S, such that H(ea,ep) = dap.
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Relative to such a null frame the metric H has the form,

H3y = -2, H33 = Hys=H3za=Hia=0, Hap=0ap. 9)
The null components of the inverse metric are therefore,
H34 — _1 H33 — H44 — H3A — H4A =0 HAB — 5AB (10)
2 3 ) N
While the rescaled spacetime metric G = Gy verifies the Einstein equations

R, (G) = 0 this is certainly not true for the microlocalized metric H = Hy).

Definition 1.1. We call Ric(H) the Ricci defect of the microlocalized metric
H = Hy.

The Ricci defect of H plays a fundamental role in the proof of the Asymptotics

Theorem, see Theorem 4.5 in [KI-Rol]| or Theorem 2.5 in [KI-Rod]. More precisely
it appears as a source term in the null structure equations, see section 3 of [KI-RoZ].
For example the trace of the null second fundamental form xyap = H(D.,L,ep)

try = 648y ap verifies an equation, roughly, of the form
d
%trX: —Ru(H)+ ... (11)

where Ryy = Ric(L,L) = LO‘LBRalg and s the affine parameter of the vectorfield
L, ie. L(s) = 1. Ignoring all other terms on the right hand side of ([[]) we see
that try can be controlled pointwise by the mixed L} (L°) norm of the Ricci defect.
In [KI-Ro]] we have shown, using the metric hypothesis (f]) and the fact that H
arises( see ([])) from an Einstein metric g, that,

| Ric(H)| pipee S AT (12)

In the Asymptotics Theorem 9.1. in [KI-RoJ] the proof of the estimates (118-121)
was heavily dependent on ([J). However we also need L?(S; ) estimates for some
derivatives of try, in particular the angular derivatives ¥try. Differentiating the
equation ([[I]) we see that ||Wtrx| z2(s,.) depends on,

t
/ VR (H)| 25, .y

To establish such an estimate we need first to compare the Ricci defect Ric(H)
with Ric(G) = 0 and then take advantage of energy estimates for derivatives of H
along the null hypersurfaces C,,. Here we encounter a substantial difficulty as the
2-surfaces Sy ,, as well as the null hypersurfaces C,, have been constructed relative
to the approximate metric H. This leads to significant differencesﬁ between the
Cy- energy estimates for derivatives of H and the corresponding ones for G, see

proposition 7.7 in [KI-RoZ and proposition @ here.

In this paper we use the specific structure of the component R4y relative to the
wave coordinates and overcome this difficulty. We prove the following;:

2 The estimates for the second derivatives of the higher frequencies of G do in fact diverge
badly.
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Theorem 1.2. On any null hypersurface C,,,

t
/ IVRua(H) | 2s, ydr A (13)

This result, stated without proof in theorem 8.1 [], played an essential role
in the proof of the asymptotics theorem. The asymptotics theorem itself is a crucial
step in the proof of our main theorem, see [] The main goal of this paper
is to prove theorem D

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Background estimates. We start by writing down estimates for the rescaled
metric G(t,) = g(A~1t,\"1z). These are immediate consequences of the metric
hypothesis (f]) and the choice of the restricted time interval [0, ¢.].

10G L2 S A2, (14)
10°G| o2 S AT (15)
It is also easy to derive the following estimate for G in L?(S;,) norm.
190G 25,y S AT (16)
This estimate follows by virtue of Holder and the trace inequality (see theorem 7?7

in [KERo3)) on S, from (L)-

We also recall the estimates for H derived in [KI-Rol|] and [KI-RoJ|. They are
summarized in section 7 of [KI-Ro2)|. We list below only the ones which we need in
this paper. Morally, since H = P-1G they follow from the corresponding estimates
for G.

OH || p2p00 S A2 740, (17)
||32HHL§°L§ SATadeo (18)
10H || z2(s,..) S A1 (19)
| Rie(H)|| 1y pe S AT1750, (20)

We also have the following cone estimates(see section 7 of [] ), which play
an essential role in the proof of theorem D:

Proposition 2.2. The following estimates hold in the region Q, = Ifl N[0, t.] xR3
and 1 S A, p.

ID.O(PLG) |12y S p2 40N 240,
[1D«(PuG)llL2(cu) S A2 g —deo (22)
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We shall also need estimates for the derivatives of the null vectorfield L in €,
IVL| <O+t (23)

where r = r(t,u) is defined by Area(S;.)= 4mr? and © verifies the following esti-
mates,

IOl zre £ AR (24)
1002,y S AT (25)
By the comparison arguments proved in section 6.4 of [KI-Ro3| we have
ret—u (26)
. We also have,
1Ol L2(D, ) S AT (27)

where,

Definition 2.3. The annulus Dy ,, is defined by D; ,, = Uy<uw/ <u+1St, is the an-
nulus on X; of thickness 1 and outer boundary S; ..

Observe that,
VL] L2(s,.) S 1 (28)

Clearly we also have,
IVL|z2(p,.) < 1-

For a proof of the estimates (23)-(Rd) we refer to section 9 of [KI-RoJ.

2.4. Set-up and error terms.

Definition 2.5. We denote by P the projection on the frequencies of size < 1 and
by P the projection on the frequencies of size < 2 such that PP = P.

Definition 2.6. We define

H(t,x) = PG(tx)
h(t,z) = Y P.G(tx)
pn>1
Clearly,
G=H+h (29)

Also, for the inverse metric,
Gl'=H+h'=T+H W 'H'=H'-H'hH' + 0(h?)

(30)

Therefore,
Gop = Hup+ hap (31)
GP = HY —p*P L O(h?) (32)

where the indices of h are raised according to the matrix H.
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In view of the fact that R, (G) = 0 we infer that,
Ry, (H) = Ry (H) = PRy (G),

This is the starting point of our lengthy calculations which are presented in the
following sections. In the process we are going to generate a large number of error
terms. To better keep track of them we will systematize them in the following
subsection.

2.7. Error terms.

We start with some basic commutator estimates which we shall need below.

Lemma 2.8. Let Q be one of the Littlewood-Paley projections Q = P, P, P, with
w > 1. We may assume(see remark below) that the support of the integral kernel
Q(x) of the projection @ is localized to the unit ball centered at the origin in the
case Q = P, P, and the ball of radius ="' if Q = P,.

We denote

Q= sup |a|7h,
2 Q(x)#0
Then for all p € [1,00] and arbitrary functions u, w,v such that Vw,Vf € L° and
v e LP,

1
1Q, wlvl|rr(p, ) = @HVwHLw(Dt,u)HU”LP(Dt,u)v (33)
1
11Q, wlvllLep, ) < @HVwHLP(Dt,u)|\U||L°°(Dt,u)a (34)
11Q, Vwlv|ze(p,..) < Vwllze|lv]Le, (35)

1
I1Q.w, flollr () S WHV@UHLw(Dt,u)

VLo (D)

UHLP(Dt,u)- (36)

Remark 2.9. The assumptions made on the supports of the integral kernels of Q) =
P P, P, are essentially trueﬁ. Consistent with the uncertainty principle we can
show that the kernels of @ are rapidly decaying outside the ball of radius one for
P,P and p~! for P,.

Proof The proof of the lemma is standard. For completeness we show below how
to derive estimates (BJ) and (B4). We have

Q,uwv = g Qz —y) (w(y) —w(z))v(y) dy

1
- / [ Q=@ duiry+ (1= Dap)dydr (67

3strictly speaking they are incompatible with the compact support assumption of the
Littlewood-Paley projections in Fourier space.
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Therefore, since the support of Q(z) belongs to the unit ball centered at the origin,

1
11Q, wlv|lLo(p, ) S @HVwHLw(Dt,u)HUHLP(Dt,u)a (38)

where the annuli D, on the right hand side of (Bg) are perhaps twice as large as
the original annulus. This proves (B3).

To obtain (B4) we proceed as follows. Using (B7) we obtain

1 1
Q. < ol / / Q)| [Vl +72)| o - 2)| dzdr|l oo .

1 1
< L / Q) [V +72)0(- — )| oo, .ydz dr
|Q| 0 P

1
< —||Vw V|| e )
|Q| || HLP(D-,—,u)H ||L (D7)

as desired. Here we once again used that the support of Q(z) belongs to the unit
ball centered at the origin. [ |

Definition 2.10. Given functions f,v,w in L>(£,) we introduce the following;:

e We denote by [f] any operator with the property that for any function v in
Q, and any ¢ € [0,¢.], u > —1:

ILf] - vllz2(p, ) S min {|f|Lw(Dt,u)||U|L2(Dt,u) ; |f|L2(Dt,u)|U||L°°(Dt,u)}
(39)

e We denote by 7(f,v;w) any function in €, which satisfies the inequality:
7(f, vi wle2pe) S N flLee (Do) 10l L (D) lWllL2(p, ) (40)

Definition 2.11. Given two operators A and B we say that A < B if for any
function v

HAUHL?(Dt,u) S ”BU”L?(Dt,u) (41)
We also say that 7(f,v;w) < 7(g, v;w) if

I7(f, v; wlz2(p,..) S N9llLee(or0) I0lLee (00 lwl 22D, ) (42)

Remark 2.12. The expression [f] verifies the following trivial property
[af] < llallze<[f].

The same holds true for 7 (f, g; v) with respect to all entries.

For the Littlewood-Paley projection @ let (Qf) be the result of the application of
Q to f. We also denote by @ f the operator whose action on functions is defined by

Qf(v) :== Q(fv)

The typical examples of expressions of type [f] are listed in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.13.
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e For the projections Q = I, P, P, P, with dyadic i > 1, we have Qf < [f] and
@f) < If]-

e For Q = P,P,P,, we have, [Q, f] < ﬁ[Vf] and [VQ, f1 S [VS].

Proof To verify that Qf < [f] we estimate
||Qf(”)||L2(Dt,u) S HQ(fU)HN(Dt,u) N ||fU||L2(Dt,u)

A

i {||f||Loo<Dt,u>||v||Lz<Dt,u> , ||f||Lz<Dt,u>||v||Lm<Dt,u>}

A similar argument shows that (Qf) < [f]. We now verify that [Q, f] < ﬁ[Vf]
Using the commutator estimates (B3) and (B4) we obtain

I
IQ, flvllz2p,.) S Q] min {||Vf||Loo(Dt,u)||U||L2(Dt,u)7 ||Vf||L2(DW)||v||L°°(Dt,u)}
as desired. The proof of the estimate [VQ, f] < [V f] is similar. It uses the com-
mutator estimate (Bg). [ |

We also record some similar properties of the triple expressions 7 (f, g; h).

Lemma 2.14.

o for@Q;, =1, P,ﬁ,PM with some dyadic > 1 and i =1,..,3, we have

(Q1/)(Q2v)(Qsw) < 7(f, v;w). (43)
o With the same choice of Q1,Q2,
1((Qu)(@a)) 7o) (a4)
1((Qu)(@z)) £ 7(s.v50) (45)
o With the same choice of Q
Aol Qw) < 7(f, v;w), (46)
[Fllv](Qu) S (v, w; f). (47)
o If|fllze < llgllze then
w(f,v;w) < 7(g,v;w) (48)

Proof The proof of (i) follows immediately from the definition of 7(f,v;w) and
the properties of the projection @;. Indeed

(@) (Q20)(Qsw)llz2(p,) S Q1) Lo (e, ) (Q20) Lo (D) (Qsw) 22D, )

S Mz or vz, 1wl 2D,

To obtain (44) we estimate using definition () for [ ],

] (<Q1v><cz2w>) Iy S 1l [(@0)(@a) 2o

w||L2(Dt,u)

S fllesoe vz, )
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The alternative estimate in (B]) for [f] similarly leads to (45).

We also derive
11 Qu)llL2p,y S N fllLes (o, ) IV QW) L2(D, )
S Wflle=o. VLo, ) l0)llL2 (D)

as claimed in (46). The estimate (47) once again is obtained by using the alternative
term in (BY) in the estimates for [f] and [v].
Finally, if || [z, ..) S I9llL=(D,..), then,

I7(f,v;0)llL2p,) S N fllzeen) VLD, ) lwllL2 (D, )
<

S gl ollvllie o, lwliLz ...
Thus according to definition R.11], 7 (f, v; w) < 7(g, v;w) as desired in (4g). [ |

3. WAVE COORDINATE CONDITION

In what follows we shall rely crucially on the fact that our standard coordinates
2%, a = 0,.., 3 satisfy the wave coordinate condition (B relative to the metric G.
Recall that the wave coordinate condition has the form:

0 = 9 (G?/|G])
\/|G

= 0,G* + 5Gaﬁ G7°0,Gys
or, in view of 9(G**Gs,) = 0,

G%9,Gpy = %Gaﬁa,,caﬁ. (49)

Next we shall review some basic notation connected to our standard null frame
L=ey, L =e3,eq, A=1,2. When L, L are applied to scalar quantities we also
use the notation L = 94, L = J3. Recall that the null components of the metric H
are given by,

Hsy = -2, Hs3=Hyy=H3a=Hia=0, Hap=0aB.

The null components of the inverse metric are therefore,

34— _%7 H3 — H% — 34 — g*A — 0, HAB — 648,
Given a vectorfield X = X*0, we decompose relative to the null frame as follows:
X = —%<L,X>L—%<L,X>L+<6A,X>6A
- —%X4L - %XgL + Xaea (50)

or, using upper indices,

X =X3L+X'L+ X%, (51)
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where ) 1
X3 = —5Xa, X4 = —5Xs, X4 =X,4.
In view of this we shall use the following notation,

Definition 3.1. For an arbitrary spacetime tensor M?,
1 1 1
M3 = —§MaﬂLa = —iMaﬂHMLV = —§M°‘6Ha4,

1 1 1
MY = =S M®PLy = =5 M Hon LY = =5 M Hog,

M4 .= M*Pe 4, = M*PH,. e
In particular
1
H3a — H34La _ _§La.

Definition 3.2. Given a scalar function f we shall denote by D, f any function
for which we have an estimate of the form

DI SO+ D lealHP)E = (L] + VS

A=1,2

Given a tensorfield U with components Ugé relative to our standard coordinates
z® we denote by D,U a scalar quantity which can be estimated by,

DU S Y ID.UL).
aB

Given two tensors U,V we denote by UD,V a scalar quantity which can be esti-
mated by
[UD.V| S |U[|D.V].

For example, consider the coordinate vectorfield 9, and decompose it relative to
the null frame L, L, e 4 according to @) We shall write the decomposition formula
in the form,

1
Oo = ~5La L+ D.. (52)

Using the above notation we are now ready to state the main result of this section.

Lemma 3.3. The following identitieﬂ are consequencies of the wave coordinate
condition ([ig):

2H03(QG) e = H*P0,(QG)ap + GD.(QG) + Err (53)
LMLY93(QG,,) = G-D.(QG) + Err, (54)
L%€503(QGas) = G- D.(QG)+ Err, (55)

Er = hO(QG) + —[0G10G (56)

Q)

4They are in fact approximate identities. The terms on the right hand side are schematically.
What we mean is that the terms on the left can be estimated by the quantities appearing on the
right.
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In particular,

LYL°33Hoe = G- D H + Err (57)

We also have,
L°LP0,0,(QGs,) = H-D.O(QG)+ Err (58)
Err = ﬁ ([aG] -0*G + [62G]8G> +h-9*(QG) + 0G - 9(QG)

Proof We start by projecting @)
1
Q(GaﬁaaGﬁg) - EQ(GaﬂagGaﬁ)
In view of the fact that Q(u-v) =u-Qu+ ‘Tlg‘[Vu]v we derive

Lol (59)

G*04(QGir) = 5G°0,(QGus) + 17

Expanding (F9) relative to the null frame, we have

1 1
G2204(QGis0) + GV04(QG0) + G704(QGr) = 5G70(QG1s) + 15 [C19G.
whence, for any o,
G 05(QCas) = %Gvéag(QGw) +GD.(QG) + |712|[8G]8G

Writing G = H38 — k38 + O(h?) we derive,
2H303(QGhs) = H*P0,(QGas) + GD.(QG) + Err (60)

Brr — ha(QG)+h28(QG)+ﬁ[8G]8G (61)

Remark 3.4. Since ||h||z~ < 1, the error term h29(QG) can be treated in the same
way as h0(QG) and we shall ignore it. In what follows we shall often drop terms
like this without further mentioning.

We thus derive the desired approximate identity (53).

Contracting (B(]) with L7 we obtain,
2L° H3*03(QGq0) = GD.(QG) + HD.(QG) + Err
As HD.G can be estimated exactly in the same way as the more difficult term
GD.G we shall drop it. We shall later absorb similar terms into related, more
difficult terms, without further mentioning.
We now recall that H3* = —%LO‘. Henceforth,
—L"L* 05(QG ) = GD.(QG) + Err,

which gives (54).
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We can also contract (B() with €% to obtain
eG4 H**93(QGy) = GD.(QG) + Err.
Using again the relation H3® = —%LO‘, (@) immediately follows. We shall now
prove (6). Differentiating ([td), we find,
1
GP0,0,G sy = 5c:aﬂ<'97<3c,c:aﬁ +0G - 0G. (62)

We manipulate the left hand side of (fJ) schematically as follows:
Q(G-0°G) = H-0*(QG)+Q(G-9*G)— H - 0*(QG)

= H-0*(QG)+Q(G-0°G) —G-0*(QG) + h-9*(QG) (as G=H —h)
= H-9*(QG)+[Q,G)0°G + h-0*(QG)
(QG)

+ F;l[aa]a%: +h-0%(QG)

Therefore, proceeding in the same way on the right hand side of (@),

= H-0%(QG

HY9,0,(QGs0) = 3@ (G“ﬂavaoGa@) + Err
= %Ho‘ﬁ(%&, (QGup) + Err (63)
Err = |22—|[8G] 9*G + h-9*(QG) + Q(IG - 9G)
= |%[aG] 0’°G+h-9*(QG) + rclﬂ[a?G]aG + 090G - 9(QG)
We now contract (63) with L.
LUHQB&Yaa (QGBU) - %LUHQB@U&Y (QGQB) + Err

= H-D,0(QG)+ Err
Therefore, expressing H*?9,, relative to the null frame L, L, e,

L°L0,0,(QGs,) = H - D,.O(QG) + Err

4. FIRST REDUCTION

In this section we show how to reduce the statement of Theorem [L.9 to the following:

t
[ IRz, dr S 4 (09)
u+1

where, see definition , D; . = Uy<w <ut+1S57,w is the annulus on 3, of thickness
1 and outer boundary S: ,. Throughout this and the remaining sections we denote
R4y = Rys(H) and Ric = Ric(H).
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Step 1 Take care of f;“ [VRusl| 25, ) dT.

We start with formula
VRy, =VI*L'R,, =2(VL)-L- Ric+ L*L*VR,,. (65)

Recall that, see (23),

VL<r 40
with © verifying the estimates (24)-(Rd). Clearly, ||(© + rY)L2s, ) S 1. Also
observe that, in view of [2(), » < 1 as 7 varies between v and u + 1. We infer that

u+1 u+1
| IR wlacs, ar < [ (|<@+r-1>||msm>| Ric|L;o+r|VRic|L;o)dT

S || Ricllpize + ||V Ricel|prpee.

It remains to observe that the frequencies of Ric(H) are essentially < 2 and there-
fore, ||V Ric|r= < || Ric||z. Henceforth, in view of the background estimate
(20),

u+1
/ IVRuslzags, ydr < || Ric]pzpe <A1 (66)

Step 2 Take care of fiﬂ [VRusllL2(s,. ) dT.

We start as in Step 1 with formula @) To estimate the first term on the right
hand side of (f3) we use VL] 12(s, ) S 1, see (E)}

)~

Therefore, using also (20)

t
[ VL L Riclias ydr S sup_ [ VLluas, o Ricl e S 371
ut1 ’ ut1<r<t ’ e

as desired. In other words,

t
/ [VRuallL2(s, , dr S A1 +/
u+1 u

t
. ||LMLUVRMU||L2(ST,u)dT (67)
+

It remains to estimate the second term in @) Using the simple estimate:

11725,y S IV Al2o, o fllz2(0-0)
where D; , = Uy<w/ <u+19r is the annulus on X, of thickness 1 and outer bound-
ary Sy u-

1 1
|L“LYT R, 12 IVL* LY YRy |, 1L L VRl 2,

IVLEL"V R (22D, ) + IL¥ LYV Ry || 12D, )

T,u)

S
S

<1,

-,—,u) ~

Now, using ||VL||r2p
IVLFLYVR || 22(p < VL.V Ric|r2p, ) + IL* L' VRl 2(p, )

< IVLI2(p,.)IV Ric| e + [ L* L'V Ry |l 22(p, )

<

IV Ric|zge + | L*L"V Ry |22, ) (68)

Tu)
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Now, since Ry, & PRy, (H), and |V Pfllr2p, .y S I1flc2p,..) with perhaps a
slightly larger annulus D, .,

IL# LYV R || 2D, ) IV*PL*L"Ryull12(p, ) + I [LL", VZP] Ricllz2(p, )

<
< ILML"Ryuwlir2p,..) + [L*LY, V2 P] Ric|z2(p, )

To treat the second term we shall use the following commutation lemma, see lemma

I[f. V*Plglir2p,..) S IV le2o, 0 lgllze (69)

with a possible larger annulus D, on the right hane side.

Therefore,

||[L“L”,V2F] Ric||L2(Dm) N HVLHH(DW)

~

RiCHL;O Sl RiCHL;O
Therefore, back to (Bg),
IVLFLYN Ry llz2(p, ) S [RasllL2(p, ) + || RicllLe + [V Ric| e

or, since Ric = Ric(H) =~ P Ric,

IVLHL"VR || 22D, .) S [RaallL2(p,.) + || Ricl|ze (70)
Also, clearly,

LM LN Ryl L2(p,.) S [RaallL2(p, ) + | RicllLe.
Therefore,

L LYV Ryl L2(s, ) S IRaallL2(p,.,) + || Ricllre (71)

whence,

¢ t
[ IRl odr £ [ IRuliap, dr + | Riclpyus + 371
u+1 u+1

t

N / IRaallz2(p, ydr + A71 740
u+1

Combining this with (6) we obtain,

t

t
/ VR s () s,y dr < / IRasll oo, pdr + 471700 (72)
u u+1

as desired.

5. THE ALGEBRAIC STRUCTURE OF R, (H)

We start with the formula,
R,.,(H) = Ry (H) — PR, (G) (73)
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Recall the expression of the Ricci tensor relative to local coordinates:

R, (H) = RU(H)+RE(H) (74)
1 (0%
RSV)(H) = EH ﬁ(Ha,/ﬁ#—l—Hﬁ#’m,—Haﬁ#,,—H#yyaﬁ>
Lo op L oop
= g H Hapu) = SH (Hjapu) = Huv ap)
RO)(H) = H“ﬁﬂva(rzﬂw)riu(ﬂ)—wmr‘;ﬂ(ﬂ))

where

1
Flﬁ(H) = §H7‘7<H03,a + Huo —Ha,gp).

To calculate R, (H) — PR, (G) we use (1)) and (BJ),
Gog = Hag+ hap
G? = HP —h*P 4 [h-h).
Therefore, using the notation in (@) and the fact that H = P G, we find,

1 a @
R;(,LIIJ)(H) - PRSV)(G) = 5 (H 5H[a6uu] -P (G ﬁG[aBuu]))

1 « (o3 (63
=3 (h P Hiapu) + G*’ Hiappu) — P (G BGWM)) + h*0*H

1 « « «

5 (h PHap) + G*PP Glapu) — P (G ﬂG[amw])> +hn*0°H
1 « (0

- 2 (h 5H[0‘BM’J] +[G ﬁ’P] G[aﬂuVJ ok h;82H)

For convenience we shall introduce the following notation,

Definition 5.1. Given two scalar functions v, w we define

{v, w} =[v, P]-w.

Therefore,

1 1 _
R()(H)— PRY)(G) =

v (h“ﬂ Hiapu) + {G*7, G[amw]}') +m(h, h; 0*H)

N | =

(75)
Remark 5.2. Observe that,
[P,v](I — P)w = P(v(I — P)w) — vP(I — P)w)

_ ) P )

A>1,02>2,| In(A A, 1)|<2 (76)
_ > (P,
A1>1,22>2,| In(A Ay H)[<2
Thus, writing w = Pw + (I — P)w,

{v,w}Y = [, P|Pw+ Z [, Plw2 (77)
A1>1,22>2,| In(A Ay H)[<2
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To compute the contribution to @) of the quadratic terms RLQ,,) (H) we start
I 5(H) which we write in the form

1

Fl,@(H): gH’YU(PGUﬁ,a‘FPGaUﬁ_PGaﬁvU)'

Now commuting P with H, and using (B2),
I s(H) = PT]4(G) + [0H]OG + [hOG]

Therefore, using that h and 0H are bounded and the definition of the error term
7, we infer that

RE)(H) = H“BHW;((P [75(G) (PT%,(G) — (PT],(G)) (PF%(G)))

+ 7(0H,0H;0G) + w(h,0G;0QG) (78)

On the other hand, using first the formulae (B1), (BJ) and then commuting P with
H

3

PRR(G) = P(Gaﬁaw(rgﬂ<a>ri,,<a>—rzy<G>r25<G>))

= HYPH,P (r;B(G)F‘;,,(G) - FZV(GW‘QB(G))

+ 7(0H,0G,0G) + w(h,0G,0G) (79)
Thus, combining (Fg) with (79),

v

RO)(H) - PRO)(G) = —H“ﬂHw(P(F,mG)riy(G))—(PPZLB<G>)(PP2U<G>)

- P, (G)T6(G) + (PT7,(G) (P rgﬁ(G))>
+ w(0H,0H,0G) + w(h,0G, dG) (80)
To simplify the expression above we introduce the following,

Definition 5.3. Given two functions v and w we introduce their modiﬁeuﬂ parad-
ifferential product {v,w}.

{v,w}:= P(v-w) — Pv- Pw (81)

Remark 5.4. Observe that,
{v,w} =P Z ’UAIPS%U)—I—P Z AT

a4 A>1In(Aay (<2
+P E P<%vw’\2 +P E M w2 (82)
$<A2<4 A2>1 [ In(aa; h)[<2
— g v)‘lP<%w— E P<%va2
%<)\1§1 %<>\2§1
— E oM e
1<a,2e<1

5Tt differs from the standard paradifferential product. In our definition we have removed the
low-low interactions.
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With this definition we can write
RE(H) - PREG) =~ 5 ({17,(6).15,(G)}

- {rgy(G),rgﬁ(G)}) + Err (83)
with the error term of the form

Err = n(0H,0H, 0G) + w(h,0G, 0G)

Thus, taking into account () and (83), we rewrite (f3) in the form,

R, (H) = I, +II, +III, +Emrr (84)
I, = %hﬂﬁﬂ[aﬂuy] (85)
II, = [G* PG (86)
Ml = = ({0 T = (T T (57)
Err = 7(0H,0H,0G) + 7(h,0G,0G) + w(h, h; 0°H) (88)

Remark 5.5. Recalling the definition of m and using the fact that the frequency
range of h is included in |¢] > 1 we have

t
| w006 00) oo,y S Whlszue - 10G]szrze -0 106G 12, .
u+ T

A

||5h||L$Lg° ) ||3G||L$L;o * Sup ||3G||L2(Dm)

A

||5G||L§Lg° ) ||3G||L$L;° - sup ||3G||L2(Dm)

We can thus replace 7(h, 0G,0G) by m(0G, 0G;0G). By a similar argument, tak-
ing into account the frequency support of H, we can also replace 7(h, h; 9>H) by
m(0G, 0G; 0G). Finally, by a trivial argument, we can also replace 7(0H, 0H, 0G)
by 7(8G, dG; 0G). Therefore the error term in (8§) can be simplified to

Err = 7(0G, 0G; 0G).

6. THE STRUCTURE OF I44 AND Il

6.1. Structure of I,,. Contracting the formula (BH) with L*L" we obtain, see
also the definition of [[ ]] in ([4),

1
Iy = §L#LV (h“ﬁHHaﬁW“ - haﬁHW,aﬂ) (89)
Observe that

LML Hifapyuy = LMLY (Havyﬁu + Hpp o — Hap ”LU/) ~ L(0H)



18 SERGIU KLAINERMAN AND IGOR RODNIANSKI

It remains to consider the term L*LY h*$H,,, .. Observe that,
LV LY 0,08H,, = D,0H + [0GOG] + [0G][0G] + [VL]OG + [VLOG].
This is obvious if a = 1, 2,4 and follows from (@) of Lemma H if & = 3. Therefore,
L'LYh*PH ,,, op = hD.OH + 7(h,0G;0G) 4 n(h,0G, VL)
Appealing to remark @ we can summarize our results above in the following
Proposition 6.2. We can write,
Iy = hD,OH + Err,

where
Err=n(0G,0G;0G) + n(0G,0G; VL)

6.3. Structure of I1;4. Recall that
II#I/ = {Gaﬂa G[a,@ul/]}/ = [Gaﬂv P]G[aﬁuu]
For technical reasons we also introduce the following,

Definition 6.4. Given scalar functions f, v, w we define,

{v, fowY =[v,P]fPuw+ > [, P] f w (90)

A1>1,22>2, In(AAg H)[<2
Lemma 6.5.

Ho, w ={v, fow} +n(Vf,Vviw) (91)

Proof Using representation () for {, }’, the commutation lemma P.§ and the
definition of 7 ( see definition ) we infer that

flo,w}y = [v,P]fPuw+ > [0, P] f w?
A1>1,22>2,| In(A A, 1) [<2
+ [f,[v, P]]Pw+ Z [f, ™, PlJuw?  (92)

A1>1,20>2, In(A g 1) [<2
{v, fow} +7n(Vf,Vv;w)

We also define,
{v,Low} = {v,L'od,w}
fveaouw) = {v,ehoduu)

Definition 6.6. We denote by {v, D, o w}’ a scalar quantity which can be esti-
mated as follows

1
{v, Deow)| S o, LowY |+ (Y [{v,eaow} )
A=1,2
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We now proceed with the estimate for I1y4.
Iy = L"L'{G’,Glapum}

= L'L¥ <{G“5, Glapumn} — (G, G, aﬁ}’)

We start again with the term containing Gogu.])- According to the definition @
of {v, fow} and the relation (P1]), we obtain

LPLY{GP, Gllapy ) = {G*?, L'LY o Gliapuy} + 7(VL,0G;9°G)
Using also definition (f.6)), we infer that

LFLY{G, Gllapmy} = {G, Dv 0 OGY + n(VL,0G;0°G)
It remains to consider L*LY{G*?, G ., op}'. Proceeding as above we obtain
LMLY{GP Gl apY = {G*P, LML 0 Gy ap} +7(VL, G, 0°G).

According to the wave coordinate condition (Bg),

L'LY0,05(QG,,) = H-D,d(QG)

+ ﬁ ([aG] - 9°G + [0°G] - aG) +h-9*(QG) + G - 9(QG)

for any projection Q = I, P, Py, with A\; > 1. Therefore, in view of definition (pP(}),
{GP | LFLY 0 8,05G Y = {G,H-D.0oG}Y (93)

+ {G,hod*GY +{G,0G00GY +E (94)

where the error term E has the form,

E = [G,P] F([aG]aQG + [62G]8G>

+ > )\%[PM G, P] Py, ([aG] &G + [82G]6G>

A1>1,22>2,| In(A Ay H)[<2

Observe that the infinite sum above is controlled by the presence of the factor A5 !
and therefore FE is of the form

E =7n(0G,0G; 0°G).
Observe also that the error terms in @) can also be written in the form,
{G, hod*GY m(0G, h; 9*°Q)
{G,0G00G}Y = =(0G,0G; 0G)
Finally, according to lemma @ the principal term in (P3)
{G,H D.,00oG} =H-{G, D.00oG} +n(VH,0G,pr’G)

We summarize these calculations in the following.

Proposition 6.7. We can write
Iy ={G, D.0o G} + H-{G, D.d oG} + Err, (95)
where the error term

Err=7(VL,0G;0*G) + 7(0G, 0G; 0G) + 7(0G, 0G; 9*G)
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7. THE STRUCTURE OF Il

Recall (83),

1114y

0 1 ({176 T (@)} — (T (6) T (@)} )

= &6 -& (96)
with { , } denoting the modified paradifferential product introduced in definition

Remark 7.1. We note here the following simple property of { , }:
Howh ={fv,w} +7(v,w; Vf) ={v, fw} + 7(v,w; Vf).

Recalling remark 5.4 we shall now introduce the following expression closely related
to fg{v, w}.

Definition 7.2. Given scalars v, w, f, g we introduce

{fov,gow}:P Z kal.gPS%w—i—P Z fv’\l-gw’\2
I<a<d M>g In(Aa g <2
+ P Z fPS%v cgqu? 4+ P Z for - guw
1<xa<4 A2>3 [ In(ArAs 1)|<2 (97)
S S TR S R
F<a<l lan<t
SRR
L<a <l

Lemma 7.3. We have,

Ho, wy ={fov, wy+m(v,w;Vf) =A{v, fow}+m(v,w;Vf)  (98)

Proof [ |

We also define,
{Lov,w} = {L"od,v,w}
{eaov,w} = {ey0duv,w}
In view of the lemma we have
L*{9,v,w} = {Lov,w} + 7(0v,w; VL) (99)

Definition 7.4. We denote by {D.ov,w} a scalar quantity which can be estimated

as follows )
3

{Dwov,wl| S HLov,wl +( Y Heaow,w}f?)

A=1,2
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In the calculation below we shall use the notation I'? 5= G771 5|ap Where,

1
Fg"aﬂ = g(Gaa’,B + Gﬁo,a - Gaﬁ,a’)-

The term & = —HO‘BHV(;L”L”{I‘ZL%(G),I‘iy(G)}:

Using remark EI then expressing G = H* — h*# + O(h?) and applying the
definition of m we derive,

—& = HaﬁHwL#L”{F;B(G),rgy(G)} (100)
— HaﬁHW;L“L”{GW’FpHB , G‘”’Faau}
- HQBHW;GW’G‘;"L“L”{FMW , Fgm,} + Err
- HO‘BH&’L“L”{PMW , Fg|a,,} + Err

= H‘lﬁH‘s"{L“ oTlsup, LY o Fg|a,,} + Err  (using (98))

with the final expressionﬁ for the error term

Err = 7n(0G, 0G; 0G) + n(0G,0G ; VL)

Consider now the bilinear term {L# o 5,5, L” 0 I'5|q, }. As we start manipulat-
ing the left hand side we consider {L* o T's,3,w} for a fixed w. As w remains
unchanged in the calculations below we shall drop the bracket and simply write
{L"oTs),5,w} = L* oTs),5. Thus instead of,

1
{L‘“ o518, w} = E{L“ o (Gms,g + Ggs,u — Gﬁ%(s) , w} =
we write,
1 1
Lol = gL%o (Gu&ﬁ + Gps,p — Gﬁmé) = 5Lt (Gu&ﬁ - Gﬁm) +DsoG

1
= §<L‘“85 o Gus —Ll‘a(;oGW) + D, oG,

where we have used that d commutes with o, i.e. {fodv,w} = {fOov, w} .
Recall that, see (@), Oo = —%LQL + D.. Therefore,

1
Lo Dsjup = —7 (LsLH05 0 Gus — LsL"05 0 G5#> +D.oG (101)

According to (53) of Lemma [] and the formula H3* = —3L®, we have

—L°03(QG)0e = H*0,(QQ)0p + GD.(QG) + hI(QG) + —[0G]0G

1
Q|

6Use also remark E, lemma @, and the boundedness of |G, H, hl|f.
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with @ any of the projections @ = I, P, Py,, with A; > 1, appearing in the definition
of {, } and o. Therefore,

—L%93 0 Gy = H*P8, 0 Gop + GD, 0 G + h o dG + [0G)OG
Therefore, from (@), and expanding s, Jg relative to the null frame,
1
L* o l—‘(;mg = Z(L,@H‘ug(% o Gug — L(;H‘“’aﬂ o G;w) +D,oG
+G-DyoG+ hodG+ [0G|OG
1
=3 (LgLsH" 930 Gy — LsLgH" 930 G 1)

+D,0G+G-D,oG+hodG+ [0G)OG
=D,0G+G-D,oG+hodG+[0G|0G

Similarly we have
1
LYo Fa\lﬂy = §LU o (Gu'y, ot Gav, v Gow, y)

1
= -3 <LUL0¢83 0Gyy — L"Ly050 GOW) +DioG

1
- 3 <LQHW<97 0 Gy — Loy H" 9 0 G,,(,)

+ D.oG+G-D,oG+hodG+[0G|OG
= D,oG+G:D,oG +hodG+[0G]OG

Thus, going back to ([L00),

& _H-H{(D*oG+G-D*oG),(D*oG+G~D*oG)}
+7(0G,0G ; 9G) + m(0G,0G ; VL) (102)

The term & = H“ﬂHw;L“L”{FZW(G), F‘;B(G)} :

Using remarks and E,

E = HaﬂHy(sL“L”{H%l—‘eﬂy : H&Tl—‘gaﬁ} + 7(h,0G ;0G)

= H‘*“{L”L” o Tgjw, H* o Fmﬂ} +7(0G,0G; 0G) + n(0G, 0G; VL)

Observe that according to @), Lemma @,
1

L"LY95(QG) = G - D.(QG) + hd(QG) + el

[9G1oG

for any @ = I, P, Py, with Ay > 1. Therefore,
LFLY05 0 Gy = G - Dy 0o G+ h 0 G + [0G]OG
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Thus

LHLVOI‘(;“W LPrLY o (Gué,u+Gu6,u _Guu,6>

D,oG—-L'L"950Gu, =DyoG+G-D,oG (103)
+ hodG+ [0G]OG

Using (83) we have,
HP9, 0 Gop = 2H>*33 0 Gy + GD. 0 G + h 0 dG + [0G]OG.

Therefore,

H* o Fo|aﬁ = H*o (Gao,,@ +Gpo,a — Gaﬁ,a)

= HQB o (2Go¢0',,8 - Ga,@,o’)
= 2HP850Ghy — 2H**30 Gy + GDx 0 G + h o IG + [0G]0G
= GD,oG+hodG+[0G]oG

Therefore, similar to (102), we derive
& = H{(D*OCH—G-D*oG),(D*oG+G~D*oG)} (104)

+ w(0G,0G; 0G) + 7(0G,0G; VL)
We now observe that according to the remark @
{G-DioG, [} =G{DyoG, f} +7(0G, ; VG)

Therefore returning to (96), using (102), (L04), and the boundedness of H and G
we infer the following

Proposition 7.5. We can write
I1lyy = {D.oG, D,oG}+ Err,

where

Err=m(0G,0G ; 0G) + w(0G,0G ; VL)

8. ESTIMATES FOR [I44, I144, AND [114y

According to the reduction ([4) and the representation (84),
Ryy = Iy + 114y + 11144 + Err
with
Err = n(0H,0H;0G) + n(h,0G; 0G) + m(h, h; 0*H).

Therefore we need to show that

t t
/ Ll oo,y dr -+ / Vil 2o ., dr
u+1 u+1

t t
+ / ||IH44||L2(DT,u)dT+/ |Err|2(p, ydm S AT
u+1 u+1
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We start with error terms accumulated above and in the lemmas @, @, @

8.1. Estimates for the error terms. According to the property (@) of ,
m(0H,0H;0G) < n(0G, 0G; 0G).
We then estimate, with the help of the estimates ([.4)-([Ld) for G,

t
| 1m(06.0630G) 120, dm S 106y, 010G 2o
u-+ T

Tu)

< AT Osup |0G] s, ) S AT
U

Since the frequencies of h are restricted to the region || > 1, h = (I — P)G, we
also have

t

| 170,063 0G) o,y dr S Wil 0G szuse sup [0G oo

u-+ T
S ATEOYOR] G S AT

~

In addition, using the background estimates (17)—(20),

t
[ e s B, dr S Al sup [0 H 1200,
u+1 T

_3_
5 ”ahH%%Lgo sup ||62H||L2(ET) 5 A2 8eo
T

Estimating the error terms generated in proposition @, and using the estimate

(B§) for VL

t
[ 170606 VL) 12, dr & 10GI2 50 up [V Ll oy S X775
u+1 .

To bound the error term 7(VL,dG;0*G) in proposition @ we use the inequality
(3. VLI S (©+7r7") and

1

' 14112 ? ' dr :
i) % el ([ )
([ e+, Olizos + ([

S AR

A

which follows from the comparison r ~ 7 — u, see (Pf). Thus,

+ +

< ATEROSup [|92G pa(s,y S NI
Finally,

t
| 17(06.06:°G) 12w,y S 10611z 500 10°G o,
u-+ T

< AT Osup ||0°G|ras,) S A28
.

The error terms in proposition E are the same as considered above.

t t 1
| IrVL.06:06) o,y ar < ([ VLB, ) 10G] s 50106 o

Tu)
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8.2. Estimates for the principal terms. These estimates depend decisively on
the L?(C,) estimates for the tangential derivatives of G and H derived in proposi-
tion 7.7 of [KI-Ro2], see also proposition E For convenience we recall the result
here.

IDOH| 20y SN2, |IDeH| 12c0) S A2 (105)
Also,
ID.O(PLG) L2,y S piionTzde,
[Dx(PuG)llL2c,y S A~z €0~ 5 —deo (106)

We start with the principal term hD,0H appearing in proposition .

t t
/ IhD.OH | 12(p, ) dT < / 1A | = | D<OH| L2 (D, . dT
u+1 u+1

t 3
S Wilszee ([ ID0H I, )
u+
S 0G|z sup  [|DLOH| 12,
u<u/ <u+1
< ATt (using ([[03))

as desired.

We now estimate the principal terms {G , D,do G} and H-{G, D.0oG}’ appearing
in proposition @ Since H is bounded it clearly suffices to treat the first term.
Recall that

{G, D,00GY =[G, P| D, d(PG) + > [P,G, P| D, 8(P,G)
v>1,u>2, In(vp—1)|<2

We estimate the first term as follows:

t t
/ 1[G, P) D, 0(PG) | 12(p. .y dr < / 10G] 1= | D. 0(PC)| 2., dr
u+1 u+1

t 3
109G 20 ( [ b, a(PG>||%2<D,,u>>

S

+
S 119G pzre s 1D.0(PG)|L2(c,)
< ATt (using (105)) (107)

We estimate the high-high interaction as follows

t t
[ RGP0l i 5 [ RGP 0BG ...

+1 +1
1 t
S 5 [ IRVl ID. ARG o .
u+1
1
S NGl s IDOF e,
v u<u/ <u+1

—460)\—1—860

A

v s (using (]L04))
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Therefore,
t
/ I[P,G, P) D O(P,G)| 12(p, .y dr S v tpz—deoy—1-8 (108)
u+1
Combining ([L07) and ([L0§) we conclude that
¢
[ MG D00 GYluapydr A7 hes e ST
utl1 v>1,u>2,|In(vp—1)<2
< )\717460

It remains to estimate the principal term {D, o G, D, o G} in Proposition E We
recall from definition 7.2 that

{D.oG,D.0G} = P > D.P,G) D.(Pc1G)
%<u§4
+ P > D.(P,G) - D.(P,G)
v>3 | In(vp—1)|<2
+ P Y D.(PiG) - Du(P,G)
2<,u§4
+ P > D.(P,G) - D.(P,G)

p2> 3 In(vp—1)|<2

— > D.(RG) - D.(P.1G)

%<IJS1

— ) D.(P21G) - D.(P,G)
T<p<i

— ) D.(P,G)-D.(P,G)
3 <v,u<l

By symmetry and similarity it suffices to estimate the first 2 terms in the expression
above. We have

t t
[ IDARG) 2Py Ollow,ydr S [ DR s2(o, o |ID-(Pey O)azdr

+1 +1

< 10Gle s IDAPG) e

u<u’/<u+1

S vrteyiTEe (by (L0d).)
Thus
t
[P Y 0.6 Dy Gl i £ X [ 106 DRy Gl
utl o 1o,< lcv<a

A

)\1860

Consider now the high-high interaction term

J=P > D.(P,G)-D.(P,G)

>4 |In(vu—1)|<2
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Clearly,
t t
| ID.RG) DRG0 dr £ [ DR 120, o ID-(Pu G dr
u+1 u+1
S N19Gluzre  swp  (D(PG)llcc,
<u'<u+1
< )\717850V7§7450
Thus,
t
[ e s S [ D06 DB @l dr
utl v>2 | In(vp~1)|<2
< /\—1—860 Z V—§—460 < )\—1—860
v>1, In(up=1)|<2
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