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Abstract. Using an approach similar to [HV24], we give a new proof of the nonlinear stability

of de Sitter space as a solution to the Einstein vacuum equations with positive cosmological
constant in n + 1 dimensions, with n ≥ 3. Using the gauge freedom of the equations, we are

able to prove a precise expansion of the perturbed spacetime at the conformal boundary. In n =

odd spatial dimensions, the conformally rescaled metric is smooth up to the future conformal
boundary and in n = even spatial dimensions it is smooth if and only if the obstruction tensor

of the boundary metric vanishes; if not, then the conformally rescaled metric is log smooth at

the boundary. These results also hold for asymptotically de Sitter spaces. Using the results
of [FG85, FG08, RSR18, Hin24], the structure of our expansion allows us to establish a 1-1

correspondence between solutions to the Einstein vacuum equations close to de Sitter space and

scattering data prescribed on the conformal boundary in general dimension.

1. Introduction

We study the stability of solutions to the Einstein vacuum equation

Ric g − Λg = 0 (1)

in n+1 space-time dimensions with n ≥ 3. Here g is a Lorentzian metric of signature (−,+, . . . ,+)
and Λ is the cosmological constant and assumed positive; we fix Λ = n as can always be achieved
by scaling. The basic example is the de Sitter solution

MdS = (0, π)s × Snω, gdS =
−ds2 + �g

sin(s)2
, (2)

where �g is the standard metric on Sn. The conformal rescaling sin(s)2g = −ds2+�g gives the Einstein
static universe which is smooth up to the boundary of [0, π]×Sn, called the conformal boundary. It
consists of I+ := {s = 0}×Sn and I− := {π}×Sn, which we call the future and past conformal infini-
ties, respectively.1 As a consequence, in this paper, we consider the −∂s vector to be future-directed.

1.1. Stability. We consider the stability problem. Global stability of de Sitter space was proved in
3 + 1 dimensions by Helmut Friedrich in [Fri86b], rewriting the Einstein equations into conformal
field equations. The conformal approach breaks down in general dimensions, but Anderson [And05]
was able to generalize the result to arbitrary dimension n + 1 where n is odd. He used properties
of the ambient obstruction tensor of [FG85] which is identically 0 in the dimensions considered and
was also able to characterize the asymptotic behavior. Both Friedrich and Anderson showed that
the metrics can be written as Ω−2ḡ, where the conformal factor Ω vanishes simply at the conformal
boundary of the perturbed spacetime and ḡ is the unphisical metric which extends smoothly to
the conformal boundary. Stability in the case of fully general dimension was proved in [Rin08].
In fact, Ringström proves a more general setting with a scalar field present, but this result also

Date: May 6, 2026.
1Working near s = 0 is notationally easier and in order to consider the future Cauchy problem we chose this

convention. As de Sitter space is symmetrical around s = π/2, we could have equivalently switched the naming

convention throughout this paper.
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encompasses the cosmological constant case. Ringström’s method on the other hand only gives the
leading order term in the expansion at conformal infinity. Our approach (adapted from [HV24]) to
proving stability is similar in spirit to Ringström’s approach, but we improve on it by explaining
in a more conceptual fashion the reason for stability in the chosen gauge via constraint damping
and indicial roots. An indicial roots perspective on de Sitter type spaces was already emphasized
in Vasy’s work on the wave equation on asymptotically de Sitter-like spaces [Vas10]. Furthermore,
the method we use can then be used to prove the precise asymptotic behavior of the solution in
arbitrary dimension. For more details on the context of this expansion and other related results,
see the discussion after the rough statement of the two main results of this paper. Cicortas [Cic24]
also proves the nonlinear stability in n + 1 dimensions, n even, together with a sharp scattering
isomorphism which we discuss in more detail below.

We will study the future Cauchy problem for equation (1) with initial data posed at a hypersurface
Σ = {s0} × Sn of MdS. The initial data for this system are the first and second fundamental forms
γ and k of Σ, satisfying the constraint equations

Rγ − |k|2γ + (trγ k)
2 − 2Λ = 0, δγk + d trγ k = 0.

Here, Rγ is the scalar curvature, and (δγk)µ = −γκλkµκ;λ.

We consider smooth initial data close to the first and second fundamental form on Σ induced
by gdS, as measured in a suitable Sobolev space. By working in a generalized harmonic gauge (see
section 3) on the domain

Ω = [0, s0]× Sn,
we are able to prove stability on Ω. Gluing together the past solution using a finite in time result,
we are able to prove global stability. The precise version is the content of Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 1.1 (Stability of de Sitter space, rough version.). The development (g,MdS) of this set

of initial data can on Ω be written as gdS +
χ(s)h(0)

s2 + h̃. The first correction term encapsulates the

first-order change h0(s, ω; dω) :=
h(0)(ω;dω)

s2 of g from gdS at I+. Here, h(0) is a smooth section of

S2T ∗Sn independent of s and χ(s) is a smooth cutoff, compactly supported in [0, s0/2). The second

term, h̃, is a smooth section of S2T ∗((0, s0] × Sn) for which s2h̃ extends continuously and decays
at I+. It describes further corrections that decay in comparison to gdS and h0 at future conformal
infinity and ensures the initial conditions are satisfied. Both correction terms are small in their
respective (in the case of h̃ weighted-) Sobolev space. Furthermore, the metric g in a neighborhood
around the past conformal boundary I− is of the same form, if written in the coordinate π − s.
Lastly, the constructed space-time is future and past geodesically complete.

1.2. Asymptotic expansion. The second half of the paper is concerned with proving a precise
asymptotic expansion of the solution metric g at I+, namely bringing it into Fefferman-Graham
form. This is achieved by pulling back the already obtained solution by suitable diffeomorphisms to
improve the behavior at I+. The resulting expansion is different depending on whether the spatial
dimension n ≥ 3 is odd or even. We give here a rough version of the result, the precise statement
is Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 1.2 (Main result, rough version). The solution to the Cauchy problem (1) with initial
data close to de Sitter data posed at Σ is isometric to (g,MdS), where in a neighborhood of I+, g is
block diagonal,

g =
−ds2 +H(s, ω; dω)

s2
.

Furthermore, we have the following power series structure of g. Setting g(0) := (s2g) |I+ , we have:
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(1) If the dimension n is odd, the conformally rescaled metric s2g is smooth down to I+. More
precisely, there exist g(i) ∈ C∞(I+;S2T ∗Sn) for i ∈ N≥2 such that for all N ∈ N we have
that

g(s, ω)−

(
−ds2 + g(0)(ω)

s2
+ s−2

N∑
i=2

sig(i)(ω)

)
(3)

is smooth and decays faster than sN−2 for s → 0. Furthermore, for i < n, g(i) is computable
using only g(0). In fact, for odd i < n g(i) = 0, therefore the first odd order that appears
in the expansion is g(n). It is a transverse traceless tensor, meaning trg(0) g(n) = 0 and
δg(0)g(n) = 0. All further g(i) can then be computed using g(0), g(n).

(2) If the dimension n is even, the conformally rescaled metric s2g is smooth down to I+ if and
only if the obstruction tensor (a notion explained below) of g(0) vanishes. More precisely,

for all i ∈ N≥2 and m ≤ ⌊i/n⌋ there exist gm(i) ∈ C∞(I+;S2T ∗Sn) such that for all N ∈ N

g(s, ω)−

−ds2 + g(0)(ω)

s2
+ s−2

N∑
i=2

⌊i/n⌋∑
m=0

si log(s)mgm(i)(ω)

 (4)

is of class CN−2 and decays faster than sN−2 for s → 0. Furthermore, gm(i) = 0 if i is

odd and thus only even powers of s appear in the expansion. For i < n, the gm(i) = g0(i)
can be computed solely using g(0). Further, g0(n) is a traceless tensor whose divergence is a

certain one-form, and all further gm(i) are then determined by g(0), g
0
(n). The first log-order

that appears is g1(n), which vanishes if and only if the obstruction tensor of g(0) vanishes. If

it does, all further gm(i) for m > 0 vanish.

In a neighborhood of I−, g can be brought into the same structural form in the coordinates s̃ = π−s
through isometry.

This result shows that initial data close to de Sitter space evolve into a spacetime with two as-
ymptotic functional degrees of freedom, both in odd and even dimensions. Those degrees of freedom
are the first order metric g(0) and the order n contribution g(n) (or g0(n) in the even dimensional

case), which is traceless. Depending on the parity of n, g(n) is either transverse or its divergence is
a certain one-form. Data of this type is called scattering data.

It was shown by Fefferman-Graham in [FG85][FG08] that for such scattering data, there exists
a formal solution to the Einstein vacuum equations (1) with uniquely determined expansion coef-
ficients at the conformal boundary. Furthermore, this expansion has the exact same form as the
one in our result. It was then proved that this Taylor expansion (in even spacial dimensions also
allowing log terms) converges when the scattering data are real-analytic [Kic04, Ren04]. More gen-
erally, the formal solution (also in the non analytic case) can be upgraded to a true solution in a
neighborhood of the conformal boundary by adding a tensor that vanishes to infinite order. This
was first shown in [RSR18] in a more general setting, and then, using a simpler argument, in [Hin24]
for asymptotically de Sitter metrics.

This shows that the description of the metric we achieved is optimal. Given the solution g from
our paper, compute the g(0), g(n) found in our proof. This specifies scattering data. If, in turn, we
are given these scattering data, the expansion constructed by Fefferman-Graham recovers the full
expansion of this paper. This can then be upgraded to a unique true solution, recovering our initial
solution g, up to isometry. This proves a 1-1 correspondence between solutions to the Einstein vac-
uum equation close to the de Sitter solution and scattering data close to de Sitter scattering data
prescribed on the boundary. This result can be generalized to asymptotically de Sitter type metrics
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with a compact spatial manifold, as stated in remark 1.1. In 3+1 dimensions, such a correspondence
was shown in [Fri86a], which was then generalized to n+ 1 dimensions for n odd in [And05]. More
recently, the full stability and scattering theory of asymptotically de Sitter spaces in the case of n
even was solved by Cicortas in [Cic24]. Said result is sharper than the one proved in this paper in
the sense that it proves an isomorphism between finite-regularity Sobolev spaces between scattering
data at the future and past conformal boundary, although at significant technical expense. Also,
it crucially uses n even. Our result goes through in all dimensions n ≥ 3. It is not based on any
conformal properties of the field equations, but rather proves stability (much like [Rin08]), using
methods of asymptotic analysis. It also shows the maximally precise asymptotics of theorem 4.1 for
perturbations of asymptotically de Sitter spaces in all dimensions (see remark 1.1), which was left
partially open by previous works.

In even spatial dimensions, the determining factor whether the metric is smooth across I+ is the
so-called obstruction tensor. It arose in [FG85] as a conformal invariant, which obstructs the exis-
tence of a formal power series expansion for the ambient metric with prescribed conformal structure.
Alternatively, it can be viewed as an obstruction to a power series expansion of a Poincaré metric
for a given metric on an even dimensional manifold [GH05]. This is the way the obstruction tensor
will appear in our proof and therefore it is not surprising to find it governs the smoothness of the
solution. For a concrete definition in our setting, see (16).

Remark 1.1. Our proof of stability and expansion at the conformal boundary generalizes to the
following setting. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Consider M := (0, ϵ)s ×Xω and
suppose that there exists a smooth Lorentzian metric g of signature (−,+, . . . ,+) on M such that
s2g is the sum of a smooth 2-tensor and a decaying (as s ↘ 0) conormal (infinite regularity along
s∂s and vector fields on X) tensor up to I+. Assume further that g is asymptotically de Sitter,

meaning the leading-order term of g near I+ is of the form −ds2+H(ω;dω)
s2 . If this is the case, the

entire proof of this paper goes through very similarly. The only major difference is that we no longer
have the two concrete charts of Sn as defined in section 2.1. Instead, we get a finite covering of X
by Vi and then define Ωi := [0, ϵ] × Vi. When proving the energy estimates, this requires different
regions with space-like boundaries where the outward normal points in the correct direction. We
constructed them explicitly (Us1 in section 3.1.2) but such domains can always be constructed. The
other calculations to prove stability work analogously. If X is not compact, our method of proof
could still be applied to conclude the results of our paper in the future domain of dependence of
local patches. But to get a global result, further arguments would be required to glue the solutions
together.

Such asymptotically de Sitter metrics can be constructed in a neighborhood around I+ from
scattering data on a compact manifold X, as shown in [RSR18] or [Hin24]. Our argument shows
that small perturbations of such spacetimes at a spacelike hypersurface then evolve into future
geodesically complete spacetimes and can be brought into the Fefferman-Graham form described
above.

1.3. Method of proof and outline. Our proof follows the method used in [HV24], where it was
used to prove a local stability result and an asymptotic expansion for Kerr-de-Sitter space.

We control the linearized Einstein equations using energy methods (to control regularity) and
indicial operator arguments (to control the decay of the solution near the conformal boundary).
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As we work in general dimension, we find generalizations of the modified harmonic gauge and
the constraint damping of [HV24]. The requirement is that the indicial roots of the gauged Ein-
stein operator all be nonnegative. We find a generalization that works in all n + 1 dimensions
simultaneously.

Unlike [HV24], in this paper we are interested in a global stability result on (0, π) × Sn. We
can therefore not work with global bundle splittings and Cartesian coordinates but rather have to
control solutions and gauges globally throughout. This introduces modest complications compared
to [HV24] during the stability proof.

To complete the non-linear analysis of the Einstein equations, we use tame estimates together
with a Nash-Moser iteration scheme, as in [HV24].

The proof for the asymptotic expansion goes along the same lines as [HV24], but is more involved.
The first reason is the global nature of our result. This requires us to work with flows along
vector fields instead of concrete diffeomorphisms. To show that the behavior close to the conformal
boundary is as desired, the somewhat technical Lemmas 4.1,4.2,4.3 and 4.4 are required. With those
in hand, we proceed similarly to [HV24] to show that the metric can be made log-smooth at I+

using a Mellin transformation-type argument.

The second complication comes from the general dimension in which we work. This leads to
logarithmic terms in the expansion for even spatial dimensions not present in [HV24].

Lastly, we show that the metric can be brought into block diagonal form near the conformal
boundary, a step not done in [HV24]. We accomplish this by constructing boundary normal coor-
dinates, as done in related settings in [GL91] and [CDLS05].

We provide a short overview of the structure of this paper. In Section 2, we specify the domain
on which we solve the equation and define the specific charts we will be working in. Next, we
discuss the analysis near the conformal boundary and introduce the notion of 0- and b-operators
in the terminology of [Mel81, MM83, Mel93] adapted to our setting. Lastly, we introduce the
corresponding weighted Sobolev spaces and state some properties required for the analysis of the
Einstein equation.

In Section 3, we define the gauge-fixed Einstein operator and prove tame estimates for it. We
compute the indicial operator of the linearization and compute its roots. Next we control the
solution to the linearized equation using energy estimates, which is done by using the invertibility
of the indicial operator. This allows us to prove our first main result, Theorem 3.2, the stability of
de Sitter space.

In the last section, 4, we start by constructing pullbacks of the metric and analyzing their be-
havior. We use this together with the specific form of the gauge to show log-smoothness of the
metric at the conformal boundary. The last part is then to extract the exact asymptotics, using
log-smoothness of the metric together with the structure of the (ungauged) Einstein equation (1).
We also show that the metric can be brought into block diagonal form. This is the content of
Theorem 4.1 and our second main result.

Acknowledgments. The material in this paper is based on my Master’s Thesis at ETH Zurich,
written under the supervision of Professor Peter Hintz. I am extremely grateful for his ideas and all
his help throughout the process of writing this paper. His enthusiasm for the subject was contagious,
and his guidance always pointed me in the right direction to figure out the next step.
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2. Analysis

2.1. Domain. We consider de Sitter space (MdS, gdS), with coordinates s, ω:

MdS = (0, π)s × Snω, gdS =
−ds2 + �g

sin2(s)
. (5)

where �g is the standard metric on Sn. We wish to study the behavior of perturbations to de Sitter
space near the conformal boundaries.

Definition 2.1 (Manifold). We define

M := [0, π/2]s × Snω. (6)

Equipped with gdS, M
◦ = (0, π/2)× Sn is a piece of de Sitter space, and M together with s2gdS is a

pseudo-Riemannian manifold with boundary

I+ ∪ Σ0, I+ := s−1(0), Σ0 := s−1(π/2). (7)

We call I+ future timelike infinity and consider the cone containing −∂s to be future directed. Notice
that Σ0 is space-like.

A schematic of the manifold is shown in figure 1.

In order to do explicit calculations, we need explicit coordinate systems on M and therefore Sn.
We cover Sn by two charts. Consider the stereographic projection ↑p : Sn\(0, ..., 0,−1)ω → Rn

x . If we
restrict ↑p to the set where |↑p(w)| < 3, we get a chart that covers the closed upper hemisphere, call
it ↑Sn. Furthermore, the coefficients of the standard metric and its inverse in this coordinate system
are smooth and bounded. This immediately gives us charts on any hypersurface of the form {s}×Sn
for an s ∈ [0, π/2]. We call ↑M := [0, π

2 ] ×
↑ Sn and on it we use the map ↑P (s, ω) := (s,↑ p(ω)).

Performing the analogous construction that excludes the north pole, (0, ..., 0, 1), we get the chart
(↓M,↓ P ) around the south pole, and those two charts together cover M . We fix a partition of unity
↑φ+ ↓φ = 1 subordinate to ↑M ∪ ↓M , where we require ↑φ(s, ω) > 1/3 for ω with |↑p(ω)| < 5/2 and
analogously ↓φ(s, ω) > 1/3 if ω satisfies |↓p(ω)| < 5/2. (This ensures a margin around the hemi-
spheres, where we can divide out the cutoffs). Notice that the change of coordinates is non-singular
on the intersection of the two charts.

Our methods allow us to solve the equation on any domain on which s ≤ s0 for an s0 ∈ (0, π/2).
This would require us to define the chart domain on ↑M as the set, where|↑p(ω)| is bounded by a
function of s0 that diverges for s0 going to π/2. For the sake of concreteness, we define the domain
on which we will solve the equation. The concrete value of s0 is of no consequence, as any finite in
time gaps will be bridged by finite in time results, namely [CB52].

Definition 2.2 (Domain). Let s0 = 0.1. We define

Ω := [0, s0]s × Snω ⊂ M (8)

Its boundary is
Σ ∪ I+, Σ := s−1(s0).

Thus, Σ is space-like for gdS. Lastly, set ↑Ω := Ω ∩ ↑M and ↓Ω := Ω ∩ ↓M .

In this paper, we will be using the frames eµ in each coordinate system

e0 =
ds

s
, ei =

dxi

s
, e0 = s∂s, ei = s∂xi , (9)

where we will always use Greek letters for spacetime indices µ = 0, 1, ..., n and Latin letters for space
indices i = 1, ..., n.
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s = s0

s = 0

s = π
2

↑Ω

Figure 1. Schematic drawing of the manifold M . The circles represent the level
sets of s of the form {s} × Snω. The red line corresponds to the set {[0, π

2 ]s ×
(0, . . . , 0, 1)ω}, the north pole of the sphere for all s. The chart domain containing
the north pole, ↑Ω, is shown. In this schematic, ↓Ω would correspond the same area
as ↑Ω, but mirrored horizontally.

Consider the Laurent series of 1
sin2(s)

around 0 given by 1
s2 (1 + s2C∞([0, π/2]). We use this to

write

gdS = g + g =
−ds2 + �g

s2
+ s2C∞([0, π/2])× −ds2 + �g

s2
(10)

For small s, the correction g is arbitrarily small (relative to ds
s , dω

s ) and for the analysis near I+ we
can therefore perform the calculation with g modulo a small error term.

2.2. Bundles and vector fields. In order to do analysis close to the conformal boundary, we
define the 0-bundle 0T ∗M and its dual 0TM over the manifold M as

0T ∗M := R
ds

s
⊕ s−1T ∗Sn (11)

0TM := R(s∂s)⊕ sTSn. (12)

By this we mean that 0TM = R⊕TSn, where R = M ×R is the trivial bundle over M◦, an element
(a,X), where a ∈ R, X ∈ TSn is identified with as∂s + sX ∈ TM◦. In its dual, we perform the
analogous construction.

With this we can formulate the following Lemma:

Lemma 2.1. The metrics gdS and g are smooth Lorentzian signature sections of S2 0T ∗M over M
with

gdS − g ∈ s2C∞(M ;S2 0T ∗M) (13)

Furthermore, ds
s and −s∂s are uniformly time-like for gdS on M .

The set of smooth sections of 0TM is called V0(M) and its elements are precisely the vector fields
that vanish at s = 0. We call them 0-vector fields. They are spanned over C∞(M) by s∂s and sX
with X ∈ V(Sn). V0(M) is a subspace of the larger set of all vector fields that are tangent to I+,
named Vb(M). Its elements are spanned over C∞(M) by s∂s and X ∈ V(Sn). We investigate the
structural properties of these spaces:
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Lemma 2.2 (Structure of 0- and b-vector fields). Let V ∈ V0(M) and W ∈ Vb(M). Then we have
the following.

(1) The commutator [V,W ] lies in V0(M).

(2) Writing [s∂s, V ] as as∂s + sX with a ∈ C∞(M) and X ∈ C∞([0, pi
2 ]s;V(S

n)), we have
a ∈ sC∞(M).

Proof. We work in ↑M and use the corresponding coordinates. Write V = V 0s∂s + V is∂i and
W = W 0s∂s + W i∂i for V 0, V i,W 0,W i ∈ C∞(M) and ∂i for i = 1, . . . , n the spatial coordinate
derivatives. After a short computation, we can see that each term of the commutator [V,W ] is
of the form sf∂s or sf∂i for f ∈ C∞(M). Performing the same computation on ↓M , this proves
1. Computing [s∂s, V ], we see that the only term proportional to ∂s is given by (∂sV

0)s2∂s =
s · (∂sV 0)s∂s, which is the content of 2. □

This result is the structural reason that the solutions to wave equations of 0-type are regular
under applications of b-vector fields (which are stronger). We use this when proving higher order
energy estimates in section 3.

While performing the calculations later on, we will often work in the following splittings of
S2 0T ∗M :

S2 0T ∗M = R
ds2

s2
⊕
(
2
ds

s
⊗s s

−1T ∗Sn
)
⊕ s−2S2T ∗Sn (14)

S2T ∗Sn = Rg(0) ⊕ ker trg(0) . (15)

Here g(0) is determined dynamically from initial data, and varies in each step of the iteration scheme
used to solve the gauge-fixed Einstein equations.

The definition of the obstruction tensor in our case is the analogous definition as in [GH05,
Theorem 2.1], the variant described in the footnote. For our concrete setting, this gives the following
characterization.

Definition 2.3 (Obstruction tensor). Let n ≥ 4 be even and g(0) be a Riemannian metric on Sn.
Let g+ be a Lorentzian metric defined on (0, ϵ)s × Sn, such that s2g+ is smooth across {0}× Sn and
equals g(0) at the boundary. Assume further that Ric g+ −Λg+ = O(sn−2)2. The obstruction tensor
O is given by

O = cn tf(s
2−n(Ric g+ − Λg+)

∣∣
T ({0}×Sn) ). cn ̸= 0, (16)

where we denote by tf the tracefree part with respect to g(0). The obstruction tensor is independent
of the choice of g+.

2.3. Differential operators. We define the set of (scalar) 0-differential operators of order m,
Diffm

0 (M), as finite sums of up to m-fold compositions of elements of V0. If E → M is a vector
bundle, we write Diffm

0 (M ;E) for operators C∞
c (M◦;E) → C∞

c (M◦;E) that in each local trivial-
ization of E are matrices of operators of class Diffm

0 . We can then also consider weighted spaces, for
example sβ Diffm

0 (M ;E), where in the trivializations, the operators are matrices with coefficients of
the form sβL with L ∈ Diffm

0 . Analogously, we define b-differential operators Diffm
b (M ;E) and its

weighted counterparts using Vb.

Viewing sV(Sn) as a subspace of V0(M), we call Diffm
T,0(M) the space of finite sums of up to m-

fold compositions of elements in sV(Sn), and then define the generalizations to differential operators

2By O(sn−2) we mean that each component of the tensor is of this order in a smooth chart. Also, remember

Λ = n
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acting on bundles. The purpose of this is to be able to write the leading-order behavior at I+ of an
element of L ∈ Diffm

0 (M ;E) in the following way. Each such L can be written as

L =

m∑
l=0

Ll(s)(s∂s)
m−l,

where Ll(s) are one-parameter families of operators of class Diff l
T,0(M ;E). We define the indicial

operator I(L) of L as

I(L) :=

m∑
l=0

L
(0)
l (0)(s∂s)

m−l, (17)

where L
(0)
l (s) is the 0-order part of Ll(s). This captures the leading-order behavior of L as a

b-differential operator,

L− I(L) ∈ sDiffm
b (M ;E).

The indicial family I(L, λ) is then obtained by formally conjugating I(L) by the Mellin transform
in s, so

I(L, λ) :=

m∑
l=0

L
(0)
l (0)λm−l. (18)

In local coordinates and the induced local trivialization, we can directly compute the indicial oper-
ator in the following way. We can write operators L ∈ Diffm

0 (M ;E) as

L =
∑

j+|α|≤m

ℓjα(s, ω)(s∂x)
α (s∂s)

j
, (19)

with ℓjα matrices with coefficients in C∞(M). Here we mean that for a multi-index α ∈ Nn (s∂x)
α
=

(s∂x1)
α1 ... (s∂xn)

αn . The indicial operator is then given by

I(L) =
∑
j≤m

ℓj0(0, ω) (s∂s)
j ∈ Diffm

b (M ;E). (20)

Now, ℓj0− ℓj0|s=0 are matrices with coefficients in sC∞(M). (We often regard functions f on I+ as
functions onM via f(s, ω) := f(ω).) As s∂i are in sVb, we see directly that L−I(L) ∈ sDiffm

b (M ;E).
The indicial family is then locally

I(L, λ) =
∑
j≤m

ℓj0(0, ω)λ
j . (21)

This is a matrix with polynomial entries in λ and the roots of the determinant are called indicial
roots. They do in general depend on ω, but all indicial roots in this paper will be constant along
I+.

2.4. Weighted Sobolev spaces on the domain. We fix on M and I+ the densities
∣∣ds
s d�g

∣∣ and
|d�g|, respectively. For s0 fixed, we work in the coordinate systems described above for ↑Ω and ↓Ω.

Then for β ∈ R and k ∈ N0, we define sβHk
b (Ω) to be the space of elements of L2

loc (Ω
◦) with

finite norm

∥u∥sβHk
b (Ω) :=

∑
j+|γ|≤k

∥∥∥s−β (s∂s)
j
∂γ
x(

↑φu)
∥∥∥
L2(↑Ω)

+
∥∥∥s−β (s∂s)

j
∂γ
x(

↓φu)
∥∥∥
L2(↓Ω)

(22)

As above, ∂γ
x = ∂γ1

x1
. . . ∂γn

xn
for the derivative along the coordinate directions ∂xi

of the respective

coordinate systems. We define analogously the space sβHk
0 (Ω) but using (s∂s)

j
(s∂x)

γ to test. We
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similarly define Hk(I+) with norm

∥u∥Hk(I+) :=
∑
|γ|≤k

∥∥∂γ
x(

↑φu)
∥∥
L2(↑I+)

+
∥∥∂γ

x(
↓φu)

∥∥
L2(↓I+)

. (23)

The space sβCk
b (Ω) is defined using the C0

b (Ω)-norm which is defined as the sup norm on the space
C0
b (Ω) of all bounded continuous functions on Ω\I+.

For v a section of the bundles 0TM , 0T ∗M , s−2S2T ∗Sn and S2 0T ∗M over M,Σ or I+, we
define its norm by writing v = ↑φv + ↓φv. We trivialize the bundles in the frames eµ, e

µ, ej ⊗s e
k

or eµ ⊗s e
ν of the coordinate charts. The norm of v is then the sum of the norms of the coefficients

of v in these frames. This works for all norms in the section above.

For operator classes with non-smooth coefficients, we define, given a function space F like the
ones above, the class F Diffk

0(M) as finite sums of operators aL with a ∈ F and L ∈ Diffk
0(M).

Then for operators acting on the bundle S2 0T ∗M , F Diffk
0(M ;S2 0T ∗M) is defined as operators

that in each local trivialization are matrices with coefficients in F Diffk
0(M). In order to define norms

on these operator spaces, we write L = ↑φL + ↓φL for L ∈ F Diffk
0(M ;S2 0T ∗M). By trivializing

S2 0T ∗M on the respective chart domain using eµ ⊗s e
ν , each part can be written uniquely as

↑φL =
∑

j+|γ|≤m

↑ℓjγ (s∂x)
γ
(s∂s)

j
, (24)

with ↑ℓjγ matrices with coefficients (↑ℓjγ)ab in F . The same is true for L
∣∣
↓Ω

. We then define the
norm of L as

∥L∥F Diffm
0 (Ω) :=

∑
j+|γ|≤m

∑
ab

(∥∥(↑ℓjγ)ab∥∥F
+
∥∥(↓ℓjγ)ab∥∥F

)
. (25)

Next, we discuss the algebra properties of the b-Sobolev spaces defined above. We write the following
Lemmas for functions u on Ω or I+. The obvious generalizations for sections of the bundles 0TM ,
0T ∗M , s−2S2T ∗Sn and S2 0T ∗M can be proved in the same manner. We fix a finite set V of
spanning vector fields of V(Sn), e.g. rotation vector fields.

Lemma 2.3 (Sobolev embedding, restriction and algebra properties). See [HV24, Lemma 2.9].
cWrite dm := ⌈m+1

2 ⌉ for the smallest integer larger than m
2 . We write Dp

b for any p-fold composi-
tion of s∂s and elements of V , or only V acting on functions u on Ω or I+ respectively.

(1) (Sobolev embedding.) For every k ∈ N0 there exist constants CS
Ω,k, CS

I+,k such that

∥u∥Ck
b (Ω) ≤ CS

Ω,k∥u∥Hdn+1+k

b (Ω)
, ∥u∥Ck(I+) ≤ CS

I+,k∥u∥Hdn+k(I+). (26)

(2) (Restrictions). Let s1 ∈ (0, s0] and write Σs1 := Ω ∩ {s = s1}. Then the restriction map
u 7→ u

∣∣
Σs1

defines a bounded linear map

Hk
b (Ω) → Hk−1(Σ), k ∈ N. (27)

(3) (Estimates for products.) For every k ∈ N0 we have constants Ck,Ω, Ck,I+ and Ck,Ω,I+

such that for all functions u1, u2 on Ω and v1, v2 on I+ and a, b ∈ N0 with a + b = k we
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have ∥∥(Da
bu1)

(
Db

bu2

)∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ Ck,Ω

(
∥u1∥Hdn+1

b (Ω)
∥u2∥Hk

b (Ω)

+ ∥u1∥Hk+dn+1
b (Ω)

∥u2∥L2(Ω)

)
∥∥(Da

bv1)
(
Db

bv2
)∥∥

L2(I+)
≤ Ck,I+

(
∥v1∥Hdn (I+) ∥v2∥Hk(I+)

+ ∥v1∥Hk+dn (I+) ∥v2∥L2(I+)

)
∥∥(Da

bv1)
(
Db

bu2

)∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ Ck,Ω,I+

(
∥v1∥Hdn (I+) ∥u2∥Hk

b (Ω)

+ ∥v1∥Hk+dn (I+) ∥u2∥L2(Ω)

)
(28)

(4) (Estimate for nonlinear expressions) Let δ > 0 and F : [−δ, δ] → R be a smooth function
with F (0) = 0. Then for all u ∈ Hk

b (Ω) with ∥u∥
H

dn+1
b (Ω)

≤ δ
CS

dn+1,Ω

we have F (u) ∈ Hk
b (Ω)

with

∥F (u)∥Hk
b (Ω) ≤ CF,Ω,k∥u∥Hk+dn+1

b (Ω)
. (29)

Similarly, if v ∈ Hk
b (I+) with ∥v∥Hdn

b (I+) ≤
δ

CS
dn,I+

, then f(v) ∈ Hk
b (I+) with norm bounded

by a constant times ∥v∥Hk+dn
b (I+)

One could also prove sharper estimates, where in statements (3) and (4) of the above Lemma,
dn+1 and dn could be set to 0 using methods such as in [Tay23]. We keep to these simpler versions
so that the proof of several propositions in the paper proceed more similarly to [HV24]. Also, the
simpler statements have shorter, self-contained proofs that are analogous to the proofs in [HV24].

These estimates can also be easily generalized to weighted spaces. For example the Sobolev
embedding estimate would become

∥u∥sβCk
b (Ω) ≤ CS

Ω,k,β∥u∥sβHk+dn+1
b (Ω)

.

Furthermore, we can let the nonlinearity also depend on p ∈ Ω explicitly (in a C∞ way), as long
as F (p, u = 0) = 0 for all p ∈ Ω. This works because Ω is compact; otherwise one would need
boundedness in this variable of all derivatives. We will use these generalizations frequently below,
but do not state them here explicitly.

Next, we discuss smoothing operators.

Lemma 2.4 (Smoothing Operators). Let β ∈ R. There exist continuous linear maps

Sθ : sβL2(Ω) → sβH∞
b (Ω), θ > 1,

so that
k ≤ k′ =⇒ ∥Sθu− u∥sβHk

b
≤ Ck,k′θk−k′

∥u∥sβHk′
b

k ≥ k′ =⇒ ∥Sθu∥sβHk
b
≤ Ck,k′θk−k′

∥u∥sβHk′
b
.

There exists continuous linear maps L2(I+) → H∞
b (I+) with analogous properties.

The proof is analogous to [HV24]. For the Nash-Moser iteration, we need smoothing operators on
sections of the bundles 0T ∗M , s−2S2T ∗Sn, and S2 0T ∗M . But, since the construction is local, using
a partition of unity, we can reduce these cases to smoothing operators on functions, the coefficients
of sections in the local frames eµ. So the obvious generalization of this Lemma to the required
bundles holds as well.
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3. Gauge-fixed Einstein equation and stability of de Sitter

We study perturbations to the de Sitter space metric gdS on the domain Ω with initial data posed
at Σ. We wish to find a solution g to the Einstein field equations.

We work in a generalized harmonic gauge Υ (g; g0) +Eg0 (g − g0) = 0. Here, g0 is a dynamically
chosen ‘background metric’ and

Υ (g; g0) := g (g0)
−1

δgGgg0 (30)

Eg0h := χe0 (−2 trg0 h− h (e0, e0)) , e0 := s∂s, e0 :=
ds

s
. (31)

Here, (δgh)µ = −gκλhµκ;λ and Ggh = h − 1
2g trg h. In coordinates, the expression for Υ reads

Υ (g; g0)µ = gµνg
κλ (Γ(g)νκλ − Γ (g0)

ν
κλ). We fix two cutoffs

χ = χ(s) ∈ C∞
c ([0, 1

2s0)), χ|[
0,

1
4 s0

] = 1, (32)

χ̃ = χ̃(s) ∈ C∞
c ([0, s0)) , χ̃|[

0,
1
2 s0

] = 1, (33)

Let δ∗g be the symmetric gradient defined as (δ∗gω)µν = 1
2 (ωµ;ν + ων;ν). We define the modification

Ẽ and modify the symmetric gradient via

δ̃∗g = δ∗g + Ẽ, Ẽω := χ
(
2ω (e0) e

0 ⊗ e0 − 4e0 ⊗s ω
)
. (34)

With that, we can now define the gauge-fixed Einstein operator P . It takes as input a section h0 of
s−2S2T ∗Sn, a section h̃ of S2 0T ∗M and a gauge one form θ. The full metric we solve for is then
g = gdS + χh0 + h̃, with background metric g0 = gdS + χh0. The section h0 captures the leading
order change to gdS on I+, whereas h̃ captures further corrections to gdS and makes sure the full
metric g satisfies the initial conditions on Σ. The full gauge-fixed Einstein operator reads

P (h0, h̃, θ) := 2
(
Ric(gdS + χh0 + h̃)− Λ(gdS + χh0 + h̃)

−δ̃∗
gdS+χh0+h̃

(Υ(gb + χh0 + h̃; gdS + χh0) + Egb+χh0 h̃− χ̃θ)
)
.

(35)

The choice of gauge is the n dimensional generalization of the gauge used in [HV24, Section 3]. The

requirement is that all indicial roots of the linearization of P in h̃ are non-negative; we verify this
for the choice (34) of modified symmetric gradient in 3.2. The motivation for each term in (35) is
explained in [HV24, Sections 1.3, 3.1.1].

We can now formulate the main Theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.1. Let d ∈ N and δ0 > 0. Then there exist D ∈ N and ϵ > 0 such that the following
holds. Let

h0, h1 ∈ H∞
b

(
Σ;S2 0T ∗M

)
and suppose that ∥hj∥HD

b
< ϵ, j = 0, 1. Let β ∈ (0, 1). Then there exist

h0 ∈ H∞
b

(
I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn

)
h̃ ∈ sβH∞

b

(
Ω;S2 0T ∗M

)
,

θ ∈ sβH∞
b

(
Ω;0 T ∗M

)
,

(36)

with weighted Hd
b -norms less than δ0, so that P

(
h0, h̃, θ

)
= 0, and so that h̃ (and thus also χh0+ h̃

) satisfies the initial conditions

h̃
∣∣∣
Σ
= h0,

(
L−s∂s

h̃
)∣∣∣

Σ
= h1.
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In order to prove this Theorem using the main result of [SR89], we need to control the solution
of the linearized problem. To wit, we calculate the linearized Einstein operator.

Lh0,h̃
:= D2P |h̃ (h0, ·) = □g − 2Λ + 2ẼδgGg + 2Rg + 2δ̃∗g ◦ (Eg;g0 − Eg0) ,

+
(
Dg δ̃

∗
.

)(
Υ(g; g0) + Eg0 h̃

)
(Rgu)µν = Riem(g)κµνλu

κλ +
1

2

(
Ric(g)µλuν

λ +Ric(g)νλuµ
λ
)
,

(Eg;g0u)µ =
(
Γ(g)λκν − Γ (g0)

λ
κν

)
(gµλu

κν − uµλg
κν) .

(37)

Here again, g = gdS + χh0 + h̃ and g0 = gdS + χh0, we raise and lower indices using g and

(□gu)µν = −gκλuµν;κλ is the tensor wave operator. Moreover,
(
Dg δ̃

∗
·

)
η = (Dgδ

∗
· ) η, for a fixed

1-form η, maps a symmetric 2 -tensor h to d
dt

(
δ∗g+thη

) ∣∣∣
t=0

.

We now investigate the structure of this operator and its indicial operator.

Proposition 3.1. Let k ≥ 2 and

h0 ∈ Hk
b

(
I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn

)
), h̃ ∈ sβHk

b

(
Ω;S2 0T ∗M

)
Suppose that ∥h0∥Hdn+2

b
< δ0 and ∥h̃∥

sβH
dn+1+2

b

< δ0 for some small δ0 > 0 (independently of k).

Set g := gb + χh0 + h̃ and g0 := gb + χh0.

(1) (Structure.) As differential operators on Ω acting on sections of S2 0T ∗M , we can write

Lh0,h̃
= L0,0 + L(0),h0

+ L̃h0,h̃

L0,0 ∈ Diff2
0, L(0),h0

∈ Hk−2
b

(
I+
)
Diff2

0, L̃h0,h̃
∈ sβHk−2

b (Ω)Diff2
0,

where L(0),h0
and L̃h0,h̃

satisfy the tame estimates∥∥L(0),h0

∥∥
Hk−2

b Diff2
0
≤ Ck ∥h0∥Hk+dn

b
,∥∥∥L̃h0,h̃

∥∥∥
sβHk−2

b Diff2
0

≤ Ck

(
∥h0∥Hk+dn

b
+ ∥h̃∥

sβH
k+dn+1
b

) (38)

(2) (Indicial operator.) Write

g(0) := �g + h(0), h(0) := s2h0 (39)

for the (rescaled) s−2S2T ∗Sn part of g|I+ . In the splitting (14), the indicial operator of
Lh0,h̃

, recalling Λ = n, is given by

Ig(0) (s∂s) := (s∂s)
2 − 3s∂s

+

 −4s∂s + 2(n+ 2) 0 2 (s∂s − 2) trg(0)
0 −4s∂s + 3(n+ 1) 0

−2g(0) 0 2g(0) trg(0)

 (40)

With this, we mean

Lh0,h̃
− Ig(0) (s∂s) = R0 + R̃h0,h̃

,

R0 ∈ sDiff2
b , R̃h0,h̃

∈ sβHk−2
b Diff2

b ,
(41)



14 MAURUS LEIMBACHER

where we have the following estimate∥∥∥R̃h0,h̃

∥∥∥
sβHk−2 Diff2

b

≤ Ck

(
∥h0∥Hk+dn

b
+ ∥h̃∥

sβH
k+dn+1
b

)
. (42)

Proof. We split L = ↑φL + ↓φL. Both terms can then be examined separately in the respective
coordinate systems and frames. We show the calculations for ↑Ω, the lower part is completely anal-
ogous. For a function f that is only defined on ↑Ω, when we say that it is in sαH l

b we mean that
↑φf is in sαH l

b(Ω), and similarly for I+.

We therefore have the coordinates (s, x) and work in the frame

e0 =
ds

s
, ei =

dxi

s
, e0 = s∂s, ei = s∂xi . (43)

We use Greek letters for space-time indices µ = 0, 1, ..., n and Latin letters for space indices i =
1, ..., n. The components of the metric are labeled

gµν = g(eµ, eν) = (gdS)µν + χ(h0)µν + h̃µν ,

where (h0)µν and h̃µν are real valued functions of class Hk and sβHk
b respectively, and (h0)µν = 0

unless both indices are nonzero. In the splitting (14) and with dividing gdS up like in (10) we have

gµν =
(
g
µν

+ χ(h0)µν

)
+ gµν + h̃µν ∈ (−1, 0, g(0)) + s2C∞ + sβHk

b . (44)

Now, let gµν be the components of the inverse. They are given by Cramer’s rule, so are rational
functions of the gµν with denominator being the determinant of gµν . Because of Sobolev embedding,

(h0)µν and h̃µν are small in L∞ on ↑Ω and therefore also on the support of ↑φ. Therefore, the inverse
is well defined on the support of ↑φ, because the determinant of (gdS)µν is uniformly bounded away

from 0. We can write g−1 = g−1
0 − g−1

0 h̃g−1, and can use our estimate for nonlinear expression (29)
to see (

g−1
)µν −

(
g−1
0

)µν ∈ sβHk
b (45)

where their norms are bounded by Ck∥h̃∥Hk+dn+1
b

. Similarly, g−1
0 = g−1

dS − g−1
dS h0g

−1
0 and therefore(

g−1
0

)µν −
(
g−1
dS

)µν ∈ Hk
b (46)

with norm bounded by Ck∥h0∥Hk+dn
b

. Finally, we can split the contribution from gdS + h0 into a

leading order contribution from g + h0 and decaying terms of order s2C∞.

With these estimates for the inverse in hand, we can write the operator Gg as

Gg ≡

 1
2 0 1

2 trg(0)
0 I 0

1
2g(0) 0 I − 1

2g(0) trg(0)

 mod s2C∞ + sβHk
b (Ω) (47)

in the splitting of (14). The first term is the indicial operator of Gg, whereas the correction lying in

s2C∞ is independent of h0, h̃ and comes from g. The last correction term is bounded by a constant
times ∥h0∥Hk+dn

b
+ ∥h̃∥

sβH
k+dn+1
b

.

In order to prove the structural properties of the operator Lh0,h̃
, we examine each of its compo-

nents separately. Let us start by computing the connection coefficients

Γ(g)λµν =g
(
∇g

eµeν , eλ

)
=
1

2
(eµgνλ + eνgµλ − eλgµν

−g (eµ, [eν , eλ])− g (eν , [eµ, eλ]) + g (eλ, [eµ, eν ])) .

(48)
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In our frame, [e0, e0] = [ei, ej ] = 0 and [e0, ei] = ei = −[ei, e0] and therefore we get

Γ(g)000 =
1

2
e0g00,

Γ(g)0i0 =
1

2
eig00,

Γ(g)00j =
1

2
ejg00 + g0j ,

Γ(g)0ij =
1

2
(eig0j + ejg0i − e0gij) + gij ,

Γ(g)ℓ00 = (e0 − 1) g0ℓ −
1

2
eℓg00,

Γ(g)ℓi0 =
1

2
(eig0ℓ + e0giℓ − eℓg0i)− giℓ,

Γ(g)ℓ0j =
1

2
(e0gjℓ + ejg0ℓ − eℓg0j) ,

Γ(g)ℓij =
1

2
(eigjℓ + ejgiℓ − eℓgij) ,

(49)

Now, using the formula for nonlinear estimates of Lemma 2.3, we get an estimate for the difference
of the coefficients,

Γ(g)λµν − Γ(g0)λµν ∈ sβHk−1
b

Γ(g)λµν − Γ(gdS)λµν ∈ Hk−1
b + sβHk−1

b .

Raising the indices with g−1, we get the same memberships

Γ(g)λµν − Γ(g0)
λ
µν ∈ sβHk−1

b

Γ(g)λµν − Γ(gdS)
λ
µν ∈ Hk−1

b + sβHk−1
b ,

again by the nonlinear estimates and using the considerations for the inverse above.

Inspecting the operator Lh0,h̃
in this frame, we see that each term is a 0-differential operator of

order up to two, with coefficients being sums and products of Γλ
µν and eαΓ

λ
µν . The only term where

this needs further checking is the one involving Dg δ̃
∗
· , but we can write it as((

Dg δ̃
∗
·

)
η
)
µν

: h 7→ −1

2
(hµ

κ
;ν + hν

κ
;µ − hµν

;κ) ηκ,

for the one form η := Υ (g; g0) + Eg0h ∈ sβHk−1
b (Ω). We then deal with each term in the same

way. For example, writing the components of the Riemann tensor Riem(g) as Riem(g)κµνλ =
g
(
eκ,
(
[∇eν ,∇eλ ]−∇[eν ,eλ]

)
eµ
)
, we see that it is of the desired form. Writing

Riem(g) = Riem(gdS) + (Riem(g)− Riem(g0)) + (Riem(g0)− Riem(gdS))

we see that we can apply the nonlinear estimate on the second two terms when estimating in Hk−2
b .

We get the same memberships for the differences of Riem(g)λκµν and Riem(g0)
λ
κµν or Riem(gdS)

λ
κµν

as for the Connection coefficients, only with k − 1 replaced by k − 2. Again, those differences are

bounded by Ck

(
∥h̃∥

sβH
k+dn+1
b (Ω)

+ ∥h0∥Hk+dn
b (I+)

)
. The same reasoning can be applied to all the

other terms. Then, repeating the proof for the chart on ↓Ω, we get the structural properties of the
Proposition.

Now we calculate the indicial operator. We can discard all terms involving ei. Also, we can dis-
card all contributions arising from g and h̃, as they will be of class s2C∞ and sβHk−2

b respectively.

Therefore, we can work with g + h0 and we can drop the terms arising from E and Dg δ̃
∗
· .
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As e0(h0)µν = 0 and e0gµν = 0, we have for the connection coefficients Γ(g)λµν ≡ 0 mod

s2C∞ + sβHk−1
b (Ω) for all λµν except for

Γ(g)li0 ≡ −gli Γ(g)0ij ≡ gij

and therefore Γ(g)λµν ≡ 0 except for

Γ(g)il0 ≡ −δil Γ(g)0ij ≡ −gij

Notice that the coefficients are not symmetric in their lower indices, as Γ(g)i0l ≡ 0.

Using Rκµνλ = g
(
eκ,
(
[∇eν ,∇eλ ]−∇[eν ,eλ]

)
eµ
)
, we get that the only non-zero contributions

to the indicial operator are R0m0l ≡ −gml and Rkmnl ≡ gkngml − gklgmn and those obtained
from these two using the symmetries of the Riemann tensor. Calculating the trace of the spatial
part, gijgij = n with n the number of spatial dimensions, this then yields for the Ricci tensor
Ric(g)00 ≡ −n, Ric(g)0i ≡ 0 and Ric(g)ij ≡ ngij , therefore Ric(g) ≡ ng. In the splitting (14), this
gives for the operator Rg

Rg ≡

 nI 0 trg(0)
0 (n+ 1)I 0

g(0) 0 (n+ 1)I − g(0) trg(0)

 . (50)

Now we calculate the indicial operator of □g. As g00 ≡ −1 and g0i modulo terms which do
not contribute to the indicial operator, we get (□gu)µν ≡ uµν;00 − gkluµν;kl, where u is a section
of S2 0T ∗M . Now, using uµν;κ = eκuµν − Γρ

κµuρν − Γρ
κνuµρ, and uµν;κλ = eλuµν;κ − Γρ

λκuµν;ρ −
Γρ
λµuρν;κ − Γρ

λνuµρ;κ, we get first

u00;0 ≡ e0u00, u00;k ≡ 2u0k,

u0j;0 ≡ e0u0j , u0j;k ≡ ujk + gjku00

uij;0 ≡ e0uij , uij;k ≡ u0jgik + ui0gjk,

and then
u00;00 ≡ e0e0u00, u00;kℓ ≡ 2u0ℓ;k + gkℓu00;0

u0j;00 ≡ e0e0u0j , u0j;kℓ ≡ uℓj;k + u00;kgjℓ + u0j;0gkℓ

uij;00 ≡ e0e0uij , uij;kℓ ≡ giℓu0j;k + gjℓui0;k + gkℓuij;0

This then gives for the indicial operator

□g ≡ e0e0 − ne0 +

 −2n 0 −2 trg(0)
0 −(n+ 3) 0

−2g(0) 0 −2

 . (51)

Now, using the calculations above, we can also calculate the indicial operators for δg and the gauge

modifications Eg0 and Ẽ.

δg ≡
(

e0 − n 0 − trg(0)
0 e0 − (n+ 1) 0

)
, (52)

Eg0 ≡
(

1 0 −2 trg(0)
0 0 0

)
, Ẽ ≡

 −2 0
0 −2
0 0

 . (53)

For the indicial operator of δ∗g we use for the covariant derivative of a one form ωµ;ν = eνωµ−Γρ
νµωρ.

This gives ω0;0 ≡ e0ω0, ω0,j ≡ ωj , ωi;0 ≡ e0ωi, and ωi;j = gijω0. This then gives

δ∗g ≡

 e0 0
0 1

2 (e0 + 1)
g(0) 0

 , δ̃∗g ≡

 e0 − 2 0
0 1

2 (e0 − 3)
g(0) 0

 . (54)
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Now, with the indicial operator of Lh0,h̃
being equal to that of □g − 2Λ+ 2ẼδgGg +2Rg − 2δ̃∗g ◦E,

and remembering that Λ = n, we get the desired expression. □

Lemma 3.1 (Mapping properties of the gauge-fixed Einstein operator.). Let h0, h̃ and θ be as in

Theorem 3.1. Then P (h0, h̃, θ) lies in sβH∞
b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M) with the tame estimate

∥P (h0, h̃, θ)∥sβHk
b (Ω) ≤ Ck

(
∥h0∥Hk+2(I+) + ∥h̃∥sβHk+2

b (Ω) + ∥θ∥sβHk+1
b (Ω)

)
for all k ∈ N0.

Proof. The calculations in the proof of the above Proposition imply that Ric(g) − Λg vanishes
modulo terms that decay as sβ . The gauge part of P is in coordinates given by terms that do not
change the order of decay acting on the difference Γ(g) − Γ(g0), h̃ and θ, all of which decay as sβ .
The tame estimates then follow easily from Lemma 2.3. □

Now we determine the indicial roots of this operator in the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Ig(0)(λ) := I(Lh0,h̃
, λ) has roots at λ = 0, 2, 3, n, n+1. The space of indicial solutions

corresponding to λ = 0 is given by the bundle s−2 kerg(0) as a subbundle of S2 0T ∗M over I+, and

Ig(0)(λ)
−1 has a simple pole at λ = 0.

Proof. We write the indicial family Ig(0)(λ) from Proposition 3.1 using the refined splitting (119)
and get

Ig(0)(λ) =

λ2 − nλ+


−4λ+ 2(n+ 2) 0 2n(λ− 2) 0

0 −4λ+ 3(n+ 1) 0 0
−2 0 2n 0
0 0 0 0

 .
(55)

We see that the determinant of Ig(0)(λ) factors as λ(λ − 2)2(λ − 3)(λ − n)3(λ − (n + 1)). It has a

simple zero at λ = 0 with corresponding kernel s−2 kerg(0) . □

For later use, we compute the indicial family of (−δgGg + Eg0)δ
∗
g in the splitting (15)

I((−δgGg + Eg0)δ
∗
g , λ) = −1

2

(
(λ− 2)(λ− n) 0

0 (λ+ 1)(λ− (n+ 1))

)
, (56)

using the expressions in the proof of propostion 3.1, and note that it is invertible for λ /∈ {−1, 2, n, n+
1}.

3.1. Energy estimates. The goal of this section is to prove tame estimates for the solution of the
linearized gauge-fixed Einstein Equation

Lh0,h̃
v = f, (v,L−s∂s

v)|Σ = (v0, v1) . (57)

It closely follows the approach of [HV24]. We will show in detail the proof of the first-order esti-
mate and how to gain an estimate of one order higher, then leave the further arguments for tame
estimates of higher orders to the interested reader, as they proceed completely analogously to [HV24].

In order to declutter the notation, we introduce two norms. Firstly, for control on the initial data
and homogeneity:

∥(f, v0, v1)∥k,α := ∥f∥sαHk
b
+ ∥v0∥Hk+1 + ∥v1∥Hk
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We wish to bound the solution v using this norm. The norm on the solution in question will control
one 0-derivative, and k b-derivatives. We write this as

∥v∥sαH1;k
0;b

:= ∥v∥sαHk
b
+ ∥s∂sv∥sαHk

b
+

n∑
j=1

∥s∂xjv∥sαHk
b
.

(Here, we use the xj on the respective coordinate systems when calculating the norm.)

We will in this section always assume

∥h0∥H2dn+4(I+;s−2S2 T∗Sn) ≤ δ0

∥h̃∥
sβH

2dn+1+4

b (Ω;S2 0T∗M)
≤ δ0.

(58)

By Sobolev embedding (26), we therefore have C0 bounds on the coefficients of h0 and h̃ in the
frames eµ ⊗s e

ν in the respective charts.

3.1.1. Tame bounds on growing spaces. First, we prove tame estimates on spaces that allow growth
at the conformal boundary.

Proposition 3.2. There exists an N > 0 such that the following holds. Let

v0, v1 ∈ H∞
b

(
Σ;S2 0T ∗M

)
), f ∈ s−NH∞

b

(
Ω;S2 0T ∗M

)
.

Then the unique solution v ∈ s−NH∞
b (Ω;S 0T ∗M) of

Lh0,h̃
v = f, (v,L−s∂s

)
∣∣
Σ
= (v0, v1) (59)

satisfies the tame estimate

∥v∥s−NHk
b
≤Ck(∥ (f, v0, v1) ∥k,−N

+
(
∥h0∥Hk+2dn+2 + ∥h̃∥

sβH
k+2dn+1+2

b

)
∥(f, v0, v1)∥0,−N

)
.

(60)

Proof. The proof is based on a system of second-order equations with a particular lower triangular
structure. The control over the solutions to this system of wave equations are obtained using a
simple first-order estimate of a scalar wave equation, which we study first.

3.1.2. Domain for the estimates. We prove an energy estimate by applying Stokes’ Theorem on a
domain that lies completely in one chart of Ω. A global estimate can then be obtained by adding the
two estimates. For the estimate, we need a domain with spacelike boundaries for g = gdS+χh0+ h̃,
where the boundary includes the upper hemisphere for all s ∈ [s1, s0] for an arbitrary s1 ∈ [0, s0).
Furthermore, the outward pointing normal must be future directed, except for the part of the
boundary with s = s0. For concreteness sake, we define our domain

Us1 := {(s, ω) ∈ ↑Ω : |↑p(ω)| ≤ 11

10
+

√
s, s ∈ [s1, s0]}.

The boundary ∂U is given by

{(s0, ω) : |↑p(ω)| ≤ 1.1 +
√
s0}

∪ {(s1, ω) : |↑p(ω)| ≤ 1.1 +
√
s1}

∪ {(s, ω) : |↑p(ω)| = 1.1 +
√
s, s ∈ [s1, s0]}

:= Σs0 ∪ Σs1 ∪ Σa.

A schematic of the domain and its boundary is shown in Figure 2.
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We check that the boundary is spacelike for gdS. The metric in our coordinates ↑P (s, ω) on ↑Ω
takes the form

1

sin2(s)
diag{−1,

4

(1 + |↑p(ω)|2)2
idn×n}.

Here, |↑p(ω)| is the standard Euclidian norm on Rn. Immediately, this shows that Σs0 and Σs1

are spacelike. For a curve γ(t) = (s(t), ω(t)) ∈ Σa (with ṡ = 0, else γ is constant), we get that
∂t|↑p(ω(t))| = ṡ

2
√
s
and therefore

sin2(s)

ṡ2
|γ̇|gdS = −1 +

1

s (1 + (1.1 +
√
s)2)

2 ,

which is a positive function for 0 ≤ s ≤ s0 = 0.1. Therefore, ∂U is spacelike for ggdS and, by
extension, also for g, provided δ0 is small enough. Also, the outward pointing normal for Σs1 and
Σa have a component −c∂s with c > 0, so are future oriented in our convention.

s = s0

s = 0

s = s1

Figure 2. Schematic of the Domain. The red shaded area corresponds to Us1 .
The top and bottom part of its border correspond to Σs1 and Σs0 respectively. An
the curved parts correspond Σa

In order to apply this result to de Sitter type metrics (obtained from scattering data) far from
exact de Sitter space, as mentioned in 1.1, one would of course need to adapt this concrete choice
domain. It is clear, however, that such adaptions can be done, so no further details will be given
here.

3.1.3. Estimate for the scalar wave equation. We consider the scalar wave equation □gv = f on Ω
with initial data (v0, v1). Define the energy-momentum tensor T = T [v] as

T (V,W ) := V (v)W (v)− 1

2
g(V,W )g(∇v,∇v)

for two vector fields V,W and for a given vector field V the associated J-current

(V )J = T (V, ·).

Calculating the divergence of this one-form gives

divg

(
(V )J

)
= − (□gv)V v + (V )K, (V )K =

1

2
T · LV g, (61)
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where · denotes tensor contraction (using g).3

Now we get the following equation by applying Stokes’ Theorem on Us1 .∫
Σs1

∪Σa

T (V, ν)dσ +

∫
Us1

(V )K dg

=

∫
Σs0

T (V, ν)dσ +

∫
Us1

(□gv)V v dg

Here, ν is the future pointing unit normal at the respective boundary. (Recall that since −∂s is

future oriented for gdS and h0 and h̃ are small in C0 as sections of S2 0T ∗M we have that the future
unit normal is −s∂s modulo small correction terms).

Now, by choosing a clever vector field V , we can exploit the positive definiteness of the energy
momentum tensor to control a weighted norm of the solution. As long as we choose something
that is future-time-like, the first term on the left-hand side is non-negative and will be dropped.
Furthermore, the integral over Σs0 is bounded by a constant times ∥v0∥H1 + ∥v1∥L2 , as long as the
vector field is bounded on Σ. So, a first choice could be V = −s∂s. After taking the limit of s1
going to 0, we would get∫

U0

(V )Kdg ≤ C(∥v0∥2H1 + ∥v1∥2L2) +

∫
U0

(□gv)V vdg

But in order to be able to control the solution with the left-hand side of the equation, we will need
a modification. So we define

V0 := −s∂s, w = w(s) := sN
′
eFs2β/2β , V := w2V0, (62)

and see that V is still future time like. The constants N ′ and F will be fixed later. In fact, to get
a first-order energy estimate, a weight of sN

′
would suffice, but the exponential term allows us to

absorb terms arising from higher-order estimates. The exponential term is uniformly bounded away
from 0 and infinity, so we can easily estimate it.

Now we calculate

(V )K = (w2V0)K = w2(V0)K + 2wT (∇w, V0) (63)

T (∇w, V0) = sw′(s)T

((
ds

s

)♯

,−s∂s

)
. (64)

Both
(
ds
s

)♯
and −s∂s are uniformly time-like on Ω and therefore T

((
ds
s

)♯
,−s∂s

)
controls a norm

of derivatives along 0-vector fields of v. To explicitly see this, we work in the frame eµ and compute

Tµν = (eµv)(eνv) − 1
2gµνg

κλ(eκv)(eλv). By writing
(
ds
s

)♯
and −s∂s in this frame, we see that

there exists a constant c0 such that T
((

ds
s

)♯
,−s∂s

)
≥ c0

∑n
µ=0 |eµv|

2
. In addition, there exists a

constant C0 such that
∣∣(V0)K

∣∣ ≤ C0

∑n
µ=0 |eµv|

2
on ↑Ω. Together, we get the estimate∫

U0

(2sw′c0 − wC0)w

n∑
µ=0

|eµv|2 dg

≤ C(∥v0∥2H1 + ∥v1∥2L2) +

∫
U0

(□gv)V vdg.

(65)

3Recall the convention (□gv)µν = −gκλvµν;κλ
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Now we calculate

sw′ = (N ′ + Fs2β)w (66)

This shows that for N ′ large enough, the left-hand side of the estimate controls a weighted norm of
the 0-derivatives of v.

To also include the (weighted) L2-norm of v we again use Stokes’ Theorem, this time for the
vector field v2W , where we define W := w2W0 and W0 = s∂s. Again using the domain Us1 from
above, we get ∫

Σs1
∪Σa

〈
v2W, ν

〉
dσ +

∫
Us1

divg
(
v2W

)
dg =

∫
Σs0

〈
v2W, ν

〉
dσ.

We again drop the integral over Σs1 ∪Σa as it is nonnegative (s∂s is past- and ν is future time-like).

Furthermore, ⟨W, ν⟩ is bounded from above and below by a positive multiple of s2N
′
. Therefore,

the right-hand side is bounded by a constant times ∥v0∥L2 . Next, we calculate the divergence

divg(v
2W ) = 2vWv + v2 divg(W )

= 2vWv + v2(2wW0w + w2 divg(W0))

= 2vWv + v2w2(2
(
N ′ + Fs2β

)
+ divg(W0)).

(67)

The divergence divg(W0) equals Γ(g)µµ0. With the same calculation as in the proof of proposition

3.1, we see that this gives −n plus two correction terms, one from g and one from h0 and h̃, the
latter being small in L∞ by Sobolev embedding and the smallness assumption (58). Therefore

we can estimate divg(W0) ≤ C1 (independent of h0, h̃). The first term we estimate as |2vWv| ≤
w2v2 + w2(e0v)

2. This gives for the integrand

divg(v
2W ) ≥ v2w2(2

(
N ′ + Fs2β

)
)− w2v2(1 + C1)− w2(e0v)

2

≥ v2w2(N ′ + Fssβ)− w2(e0v)
2,

(68)

for N ′ large enough. After letting again s1 go to 0 we can add both integral inequalities, and by
increasing C0 by 1, we get the estimate∫

U0

(v2w2(N ′ + Fs2β) + (2c0sw
′ − C0w)w

n∑
µ=0

|eµv|2)dg

≤ C
(
∥v0∥2H1 + ∥v1∥2L2

)
+

∫
U0

w2 |□gv∥s∂sv| dg.
(69)

This is the main estimate with which we will continue to work. We will fix the constants N ′ and F
later. This is because the constants C0 and C will increase to absorb error terms.

We will not need it here, but by adding the corresponding estimate on the lower hemisphere
using ↓Ω, we can extract an energy estimate for the scalar wave equation from this, using the same
arguments as below.

3.1.4. First order estimate for the linearized Einstein equation. Now, let v be the unique solution
to the full tensor equation

Lh0,h̃
v = f, (v,L−s∂s

v)|Σ = (v0, v1) .

On ↑Ω, we can write Lh0,h̃
as

Lh0,h̃
= □g ⊗ IdR(n+1)(n+2)/2 +Q, Q = Q0 +Q(0) + Q̃,

Q0 ∈ Diff1
0, Q(0) ∈ C0

(
I+
)
Diff1

0, Q̃ ∈ sβC0 (Ω)Diff1
0
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acting component wise on the (n+ 1)(n+ 2)/2 component vector v ((n+ 1)(n+ 2)/2 is the rank of

S2 0T ∗M). Q0 is independent of the metric perturbations h0 and h̃, while Q(0) and Q̃ have small
norms in their respective spaces due to the smallness assumptions (58). Now we apply estimate (69)
to each component v(i) separately. The change from □gv

(i) to (Lh0,h̃
v)(i) gives error terms of the

form
∫
Ω
|(Qv)(i)||s∂sv(i)|dg. As Q is a 0-differential operator of order 1 we can estimate the terms

arising from it by CQ

∫
U0

w2
∑

(j)

(
(v(j))2 +

∑n
µ=0(eµv

(j))2
)
. The constant CQ can be taken to be

independent of h0 and h̃ because of the smallness assumption (58). Next, we sum the estimates
obtained thus far, for all components v(i). We put the term arising from Q on the left-hand side and
absorb the derivative part of it again into a larger C0 and the other part by exchanging N ′+Fs2β to

N ′/2+Fs2β if N ′ is sufficiently large. We use |ab| ≤ |a2

2 + |b|2
2 on the terms

∫
U0

|(Lh0,h̃
v)(i)||s∂sv(i)|dg

and absorb the e0 part into yet a larger C0.

Now finally, we can fix N ′ such that 2N ′c0 −C0 ≥ 1 and N ′/2 ≥ 1 to get the following estimate∫
U0

w2
(
1 + Fs2β

) ∣∣∂≤1v
∣∣2 dg

≤ C

∫
U0

w2|Lh0,h̃
v|2dg + CN ′,F

(
∥v0∥2H1 + ∥v1∥2L2

)
,

(70)

where we write |∂≤1v|2 :=
∑

(i)

(
(v(i))2 +

∑n
µ=0(eµv

(i))2
)
.

With the same reasoning, we can get the identical estimate on ↓Ω. Summing the two, the left-hand
side controls the s−N ′−1/2H1

0 (Ω;S
2 0T ∗M) norm of v as the respective U0 cover their respective

hemispheres. We get the first order estimate

∥v∥
s−N′+1−n

4 H1
0 (Ω)

≤ C∥(f, v0, v1)∥(0,−N ′+ 1−n
4 ).

The 1−n
4 term arises because our choice of density for the Sobolev spaces on Ω differs from the

metric density dg by a factor of s
n−1
2 . After defining N := N ′ + 1−n

4 to improve the cosmetics of
the equation this gives

∥v∥s−NH1;0
0;b (Ω) ≤ C∥(f, v0, v1)∥0,−N . (71)

which implies the estimate in Proposition 3.2 for k = 0.

In order to control up to k b-derivatives of the solution v we look at the wave equation for
V v, where V stands for an up to k fold composition of b-vector fields. For it, we have equation
Lh0,h̃

V v = V f + [Lh0,h̃
, V ]v. If we write a vector with a basis for all such V , we get a system

of equations where the error terms arising from the commutator have a particular lower triangular
structure discussed below and because of that can be absorbed into the left-hand side of this estimate
provided F is fixed accordingly. So first, we prove an energy estimate for a system of wave equations
with the sort of error terms that will arise later.

3.1.5. System of wave equations. Let K ∈ N and consider the first order differential operator A,
where its components are operators AIJ , 1 ≤ I, J ≤ K acting on sections of S2 0T ∗M of the form
AIJ = A0,IJ +A(0),IJ + ÃIJ , where

A0,IJ ∈ Diff1
0, A(0),IJ ∈ C0

b

(
I+
)
Diff1

0, ÃIJ ∈ sβC0
b (Ω)Diff1

0

Furthermore, these operators have the following lower triangular structure

I ≤ J =⇒ A0,IJ ∈ sDiff1
0, A(0),IJ = 0. (72)

Consider the wave equation Lv = f , with L = Lh0,h̃
⊗ idRK +A and let v be the unique solution

with initial data v0, v1 at s = s0. Investigating this equation on U0 like above, we can apply our
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estimate (70) to each (n+ 1)(n+ 2)/2 dimensional component vI of v. On the right-hand side, we

get inside the integral Lh0,h̃
vI = f I −

∑K
J=1 AIJv

J . We divide the sum
∑K

J=1 AIJv
J into the parts

J < I and J ≥ I. For the terms with J ≥ I we can estimate
∑

J≥I |AIJv
J | ≤

∑
J≥I CAs

β
∣∣∂≤1vJ

∣∣
because of (72). For the terms J < I we have no additional decay and we estimate them by∑

J<I |AIJv
J | ≤

∑
J<I CA

∣∣∂≤1vJ
∣∣. After some basic estimates to separate the f I from the terms

containing AIJ , we get∫
U0

w2
(
1 + Fs2β

) ∣∣∂≤1vI
∣∣2 dg

≤ CK

(∥∥f I
∥∥2
s−NL2 + ∥vI0∥2H1 + ∥vI1∥2L2 + CA

∑
J<I

∫
U0

w2
∣∣∂≤1vJ

∣∣2 dg

+CA

∑
J≥I

∫
U0

s2βw2
∣∣∂≤1vJ

∣∣2 dg


Call this estimate (∗)I . We then take the weighted sum of these estimates

∑K
I=1 ϵ

I(∗)I for a positive
ϵ to be fixed later. The last term on the right-hand side is unproblematic. Because of the additional
s2β term they can be absorbed into the left-hand side of the estimate by choosing F sufficiently
large. For the second term, we estimate for ϵ < 1

CKCA

K∑
I=2

I−1∑
J=1

ϵI
∣∣∂≤1vJ

∣∣2 ≤ CKCAKϵ

K∑
I=J

ϵJ
∣∣∂≤1vJ

∣∣2 .
Now we fix ϵ such that CKCAKϵ < 1/2 and absorb it into the left-hand side.

Summing with the corresponding estimate for ↓Ω and taking the square root, the left-hand side
now controls the s−NH1

0 (Ω) norm of v and therefore, we have proven the estimate,

∥v∥s−NH1;0
0;b (Ω) ≤ C∥(f, v0, v1)∥0,−N (73)

for this system of equations. (Importantly, we have the same N as in the case studied in section
3.1.4).

3.1.6. Tame estimates, arbitrary order. In order to use a Nash-Moser iteration later we need tame
estimates of arbitrary order on the solution of the linearized Einstein equation. We claim the
estimate

∥v∥s−NH1;k
0;b

≤ Ck

(
∥(f, v0, v1)∥k,−N

+
(
∥h0∥Hk+2+2dn + ∥h̃∥

sβH
k+2+2dn+1
b

)
∥v∥s−NH1

0
+ ∥v∥s−NH1;k−1

0;b

)
.

(74)

Crucially, we prove this for all k for a fixed value of N (independent of k). Applying this iteratively,
and in the end using the first order estimate (71), we get the desired tame estimates of the Propo-
sition 3.2.

We prove only the case k = 1. The structural reason why it works is Lemma 2.2. The general case
then proceeds completely analogously and works for the same reason but introduces considerable
notational complexity.

Fix V = {V1, ..., Vn+1} the rotation vector fields around the coordinate axes in Sn. We now wish
to show that the vector v′ := (s∂sv, V1v, ..., Vn+1v) fulfills a wave equation of the type discussed
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above. Write, for example, for the first component

Lh0,h̃
(s∂sv) = s∂sLh0,h̃

v + [Lh0,h̃
, s∂s]v

and analogously for the other components. Our aim is to show that we can split the commutator
terms into two terms. The first are differential operators of order 1 on v′ with the lower triangular
structure discussed before. They will play the role of the A in the system of wave equations discussed
above. The other, we will be able combine with the first term on the right-hand side into an f ′,
where we will have tame estimates for this f ′ estimated in L2.

We use the partition of unity to write Lh0,h̃
= ↑Lh0,h̃

+ ↓Lh0,h̃
:= ↑φLh0,h̃

+ ↓φLh0,h̃
. We split

[Lh0,h̃
, s∂s]v into [↑Lh0,h̃

, s∂s]v + [↓Lh0,h̃
, s∂s]v and analyze each term in the respective coordinate

system. We show the calculations in ↑Ω for ↑Lh0,h̃
, in the other chart it works the same. In a slight

abuse of notation in order to increase legibility, we drop the ↑ from the notation and just write Lh0,h̃

as we will keep working in this chart.

Now, trivializing Lh0,h̃
in the frame eµ and writing (sV )γ = (sV1)

γ1 . . . (sVn+1)
γn+1 , we can write

it as
Lh0,h̃

=
∑

|γ|+i≤2

ℓγi(s, x)(sV )γ(s∂s)
i,

where ℓγi(s, x) = ℓ0,γi(s, x) + ℓ(0),γi(x) + ℓ̃γi(s, x) are (n+ 1)(n+ 2)/2× (n+ 1)(n+ 2)/2 matrices
of class

ℓ0,γi ∈ C∞ (Ω) , ℓ(0),γi ∈ H∞
b

(
I+
)
, ℓ̃γi ∈ sβH∞

b (Ω) . (75)

In fact, they obey tame estimates in terms of h0 and h̃ because of proposition 3.1. In addition, they
have compact support in ↑Ω. Now, we can expand the commutators

[Lh0,h̃
, s∂s]v = −

∑
|γ|+i≤2

(
(s∂sℓγi)(sV )γ(s∂s)

iv − |γ|ℓγi(sV )γ(s∂s)
i
)
v, (76)

[Lh0,h̃
, Va]v = −

∑
|γ|+i≤2

(
(Vaℓγi)(sV )γ(s∂s)

iv − ℓγi[Va, (sV )γ ](s∂s)
i
)
v. (77)

Consider first the terms with |γ| + i ≤ 1. We estimate them in s−NL2 by a constant times∑
γ,i ∥ℓγi∥C1

b
∥v∥s−NH1,0

0,b (Ω) and then

∥ℓγi∥C1
b
≤ C(1 + ∥h0∥H2dn+3(I+) + ∥h̃∥

sβH
2dn+1+3

b

)

using Sobolev embedding and (38) with k − 2 = dn + 1 and k − 2 = dn+1 + 1 respectively4. These
terms we put into f ′.

Now, we turn to the terms with γ + i = 2. Firstly, consider the first term on the right-hand side
of the first equation (76). As s∂sℓγi ∈ sC∞ + sβH∞, we can write this term as (sDiff1

0 +sβC0 Diff1
0)

acting on one component of v′, e.g. on s∂sv if i ≥ 1 and to an Vav otherwise. Therefore, we can
count it as a contribution to A11 or A1a respectively. Next, we consider the second term on the
right-hand side of both equations, (76)(77). For them to be non-zero, we need |γ| ≥ 1. Therefore,
we have at least one factor of sVb (this uses that [Va, Vb] = gcabVc for smooth functions gcab). As Vb

and s∂s commute, we can write this as

s · q(Vaℓγi)(sVc)
γ′
(s∂s)

i ◦ Vbv, (78)

for a smooth function q and a multiindex γ′ with |γ′| = |γ| − 1, and consider this as s times a first
order 0-differential operator acting on Vbv and therefore a trivial contribution to the appropriate

4The partition of unity may increase the constant, but not destroy the estimate
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AIJ . Lastly, we consider the first term of the second equation (77). In the case that |γ| ≥ 1 we can
again write it like (78) and absorb it into an appropriate AIJ . If |γ| = 0, then we have i = 2 and we
write this as a first order 0-differential operator acting on s∂sv = v′1. Therefore, it is a contribution
to Aa1, so a strictly lower triangular term. It does not decay toward s = 0 and this is precisely why
we allowed for such lower triangular terms in our estimate.

So now, to summarize, we have a system of wave equations of the form Lv′ = f ′ with L with
the lower triangular structure described above, where v′ = (s∂sv, V1v, ..., Vnv) and f ′ given by
(s∂sf, V1f, ..., Vnf) plus the terms from the right-hand side with |γ| + i ≤ 1 both from ↑Lh0,h̃

and
↓Lh0,h̃

. The AIJ come from the terms with |γ| + i = 2, again from both ↑Lh0,h̃
and ↓Lh0,h̃

. We

have control over f ′ in s−NL2 with

∥f ′∥s−NL2

≤ C
(
∥f∥s−NL2 + (1 + ∥h0∥H2dn+3(I+) + ∥h̃∥

H
2dn+1+3

b

)∥v∥s−NH1,0
0,b (Ω)

)
.

What is missing is control of the initial data of v′ in terms of v0 and v1. As the Va are tangent
to Σ, the only part we cannot directly write in terms of v0 and v1 is (s∂s)

2v
∣∣
Σ
. Working in each

coordinate chart, we notice that ℓ02, the coefficient of (s∂s)
2 in Lh0,h̃

, is diagonal with entries

−g−1(
ds

s
,
ds

s
) = −g−1

dS (
ds

s
,
ds

s
) mod H∞

b (I+) + sβH∞
b (Ω) = −g−1

dS (
ds

s
,
ds

s
)

plus small corrections in view of (58). Therefore, they are bounded away from 0 on the support of
the respective φ, and ℓ02 can be inverted on this domain with bounded coefficients. To carefully
deal with that term, we use the product estimate and the nonlinear expression estimate. We write

(s∂s)
2
v = ℓ−1

02

(
Lh0,h̃

v − L0v − L1(s∂sv)
)
, (79)

where L0 and L1 are differential operators built purely from derivatives that are tangent to {s =
const}. Therefore, the restriction of that part to Σ can be computed purely in terms of v0, v1. Also,
the coefficients can be estimated in L∞ and then, using Sobolev embedding, we see that they obey
tame estimates. The restriction of Lh0,h̃

v = f to Σ if bounded in L2(Σ) by the s−NH1
b (Ω) norm of

f by Lemma 2.3 (2). Now, finally, we use the estimate (73) to conclude the weak estimate (74) for
k = 1.

The general case works for the same reasons. The exact estimates are analogous as in [HV24],
remembering that we change d3 and d4 to dn and dn+1 respectively, and we always split Lh0,h̃

=
↑Lh0,h̃

+ ↓Lh0,h̃
.

This finally proves the Proposition 3.2. □

3.1.7. Tame bounds on decaying spaces. Now we aim to use that the roots of the indicial family
Ig(0)(λ) are nonnegative to iteratively control the solution to the linearized equation in spaces with
slower decay. We need the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.3 (Inversion of the indicial operator). Let s1 ∈ (0, s0) and η1 < η2 < 1 with η1, η2 ̸= 0,
and k ∈ N0. Recall the operator Ig(0) from proposition 3.1, where g(0) = �g + h(0) is defined as in

(39). Suppose v ∈ sη1Hk
b (Ω) vanishes for s ≥ s1 > 0, and Ig(0) (s∂s) v ∈ sη2Hk

b (Ω).

(1) (Improving the weight) If η1 < η2 < 0 or 0 < η1 < η2 < 1, then v ∈ sη2Hk
b (Ω) and

∥v∥sη2Hk
b
≤ Ck

(∥∥Ig(0)v∥∥sη2Hk
b

+ ∥h0∥Hk+dn

∥∥Ig(0)v∥∥sη2L2

)
(80)
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(2) (Extracting asymptotics) If η1 < 0 < η2, then there exist tensors ṽ′ ∈ sη2Hk
b (Ω) and

v0 ∈ Hk
(
I+; s−2 ker trg(0)

)
so that

v (s, ω) = χ(s)v0(ω) + ṽ′(s, ω) (81)

and ∥v0∥Hk + ∥ṽ′∥sη2Hk
b
is bounded by the right hand side of (80).

Proof. The proof is identical to [HV24]. It uses a contour-shifting argument on the Mellin trans-
form side. Because the indicial family Ig(0)(λ) has a simple pole at λ = 0, we get the zero-order
contribution v0 in part 2. □

Now we use this Lemma to iteratively upgrade our estimate to decaying spaces.

Proposition 3.3 (Tame bounds on decaying spaces). There exists d ∈ N so that the following

holds. Whenever ∥h0∥Hd
b
, ∥h̃∥sβHd

b
< δ0, the unique solution v of the initial value problem

Lh0,h̃
v = f ∈ sβH∞

b (Ω) (82)

(v,L−s∂sv)|Σ = (v0, v1) ∈ H∞ (Σ;S2T ∗Σ
)
⊕H∞ (Σ;S2T ∗Σ

)
(83)

can be written as

v = χv0 + ṽ

where v0 ∈ H∞ (I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn
)
and ṽ ∈ sβH∞

b

(
Ω;S2 0T ∗M

)
satisfy for all k ∈ N0 a tame

estimate
∥v0∥Hk + ∥ṽ∥sβHk

b
≤ Ck(∥ (f, v0, v1) ∥k+d,β

+
(
∥h0∥Hk+d + ∥h̃∥sβHk+d

b

)
∥(f, v0, v1)∥0,β

)
Proof. Again, the proof is identical to [HV24]. It inductively uses the previous Lemma to upgrade
the estimate from Proposition 3.2 to spaces with less growth. When we cross zero, we get the 0-order
contribution plus a decaying remainder. □

3.2. Solution of the gauge-fixed Einstein equations: proof of Theorem 3.1 and stability
of de Sitter space. We wish to show existence of global solutions (on Ω) to the gauge-fixed Einstein
operator (35)

P
(
h0, h̃, θ

)
= 2

(
Ric(g)− Λg − δ̃∗g (Υ (g; g0) + Eg0 (g − g0)− χ̃θ)

)
g := gb + χh0 + h̃, g0 := gb + χh0.

We write D1

∣∣
h0
P (v0, h̃, θ) = d

dtP (h0 + tv0, h̃, θ)
∣∣∣
t=0

for the linearization in the first argument,

evaluated at h0 acting on v0 and similarly D1,2

∣∣
h0,h̃

P (v0, ṽ, θ) = d
dtP (h0 + tv0, h̃+ tṽ, θ)

∣∣∣
t=0

=

D1

∣∣
h0
P (v0, h̃, θ)+D2

∣∣
h̃
P (h0, ṽ, θ) for the linearization of the first two arguments at h0 and h̃ acting

on v0 and ṽ respectively. For the third argument, we we use analogous notation.

What we have shown in Proposition 3.3 is that the solution v of

D2

∣∣
h̃
P (h0, v, θ) = f (84)

with f ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω, S2 0T ∗M) can be written as v = χv0 + ṽ, where v0 ∈ H∞

b (I+; s−2 ker trg(0))

and ṽ ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω, S2 0T ∗M) and both obey tame estimates in their respective spaces. But because

we require h̃ to decay at I+, this is not a suitable upgrade for h̃, which would be required when
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solving the equation using the Nash-Moser iteration scheme. So we rewrite it in such a way that
the arguments of the linearizations are in the same spaces as h0, h̃ and θ. To wit, we compute

1

2
D1

∣∣
h0
P (v0, h̃, θ) = Dg Ric (χv0)− Λχv0

−
(
Dg δ̃

∗
.

)
(χv0) (Υ (g; g0) + Eg0 (g − g0)− χ̃θ)

− δ̃∗g

(
D1|g Υ(χv0; g0) + D2|g0 Υ(g;χv0) + (Dg0E.) (χv0) (g − g0)

)
1

2
D2

∣∣
h̃
P (h0, ṽ, θ) = Dg Ric(ṽ)− Λṽ

−
(
Dg δ̃

∗
.

)
(ṽ) (Υ (g; g0) + Eg0 (g − g0)− χ̃θ)

− δ̃∗g

(
D1|g Υ(ṽ; g0) + Eg0 ṽ

)
1

2
D3

∣∣
θ
P (h0, h̃, θ̃) = −δ̃∗g(χ̃θ̃).

We see that (84) is equivalent to

D1,2,3

∣∣
h0,h̃,θ

P (v0, ṽ, θ̃) = f, (85)

if we define the gauge one-form update θ̃ to be

θ̃ := − D2|g0 Υ(g;χv0) + Eg0 (χv0)− (Dg0E.) (χv0) h̃. (86)

(Note that θ̃ = χ̃θ̃ due to the support condition on χ). So, what Proposition 3.3 shows is that the

linear equation (85) with initial conditions for h̃ as in (83) has a unique solution (v0, ṽ, θ̃) where we

have tame estimates for h0 and h̃. So what is still missing is to show that the gauge update θ̃ lies
sβH∞

b (Ω, 0T ∗M) and obeys tame estimates. This is the content of the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.4 (Tame estimates for the gauge modification). Suppose that we have tensors h0 ∈
H∞(I+, s−2S2T ∗Sn) and h̃ ∈ sβH∞

b (Ω, S2 0T ∗M) with respective norms ∥h0∥Hdn+2 < δ0 and

∥h̃∥
sβH

dn+1+2

b

< δ0 for some small δ0. Define g(0) and h(0) by (39) and let

v0 ∈ H∞(I+; s−2 ker trg(0)).

Define θ̃ by (86). Then θ̃ ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω; 0T ∗M) with the tame estimate

∥θ̃∥sβHk
b
≤ Ck

(
∥v0∥Hk+1 +

(
∥h0∥Hk+1+dn + ∥h̃∥

sβH
k+1+dn+1
b

)
∥v0∥L2

)
. (87)

Proof. Again, the proof works identically as in [HV24]. □

Now we can finish the proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let d be as in Proposition 3.3. For k ∈ N0 define the spaces

Bk := Hk(I+; s−2T ∗Sn)⊕ sβHk
b (Ω;S

2 0T ∗M)⊕ sβHk
b (Ω;

0T ∗M)

Bk := sβHk
b (Ω;S

2 0T ∗M)⊕Hk(Σ;S2 0T ∗M)⊕Hk(Σ;S2 0T ∗M)

For k ≥ d and (h0, h̃, θ) ∈ B∞ with ∥(h0, h̃, θ)∥B3d ≤ δ0 for δ0 > 0 sufficiently small set

Φ(h0, h̃, θ) = (P (h0, h̃, θ), h̃ |Σ ,L−s∂s h̃ |Σ )− (0, h0, h1).

This is a map from a subset of B∞ to B∞. We apply the main result of [SR89] to solve Φ(h0, h̃, θ) =
0. The tame estimate on the operator Φ follows from Lemma 3.1 and the low regularity estimates
of the first and second derivatives of Φ follow from the algebra properties of Hd

b .
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Considering the right inverse of the linearization D1,2,3

∣∣∣h0,h̃,θ
Φ, we use Proposition 3.3. For

a given f ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M) and v′0, v

′
1 ∈ H∞(Σ;S2 0T ∗M), this gives us the sections v0 ∈

H∞(I+, s−2 ker trg(0)) and ṽ ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M) for g(0) defined as in (39). Defining θ̃ like in

(86), we have that

D1,2,3

∣∣∣h0,h̃,θ
Φ(v0, ṽ, θ̃) =

(
D1,2,3

∣∣∣h0,h̃,θ
P (v0, ṽ, θ̃), ṽ |Σ ,L−s∂s ṽ |Σ

)
= (f, v′0, v

′
1),

with (v0, ṽ, θ̃) satisfying tame estimates.

Using the smoothing operators of Lemma 2.4 we conclude the proof. □

We finish this section with a standard argument to show that we can construct a (future) solution
to the Einstein vacuum equation with prescribed first and second fundamental forms on Σ from the
solution to P (h0, h̃, θ) = 0. By observing that de Sitter space is symmetric under the change of
variables s → π − s, we can immediately upgrade this to a past solution as well. Finally, we can
easily glue them together to a global solution.

We call the first and second fundamental forms of Σ induced by the de Sitter metric γdS and kdS
respectively. Also, call Ω− := [π − s0, π] × Sn the neighborhood of I−, the analogon to Ω around
I+

Theorem 3.2 (Global stability of de Sitter space). Let dn+1 + 2 ≤ d ∈ N. There exists a D ∈ N
such that the following holds. For all β ∈ (0, 1) and δ0 > 0, there exists an ϵ > 0 such that if

γ = γdS + γ̃, k = kdS + k̃, γ, k ∈ H∞(Σ, S2T ∗Σ),

with ∥γ̃∥HD ≤ ϵ and ∥k̃∥HD ≤ ϵ and (γ, k) satisfy the constraint equations, the maximally extended
globally hyperbolic developments of these initial data isometric to

(MdS, g), g |Ω = gdS + χh0 + h̃,

with h0 ∈ H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn) and h̃ ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω, S2 0T ∗M). Furthermore, the metric corrections

are small in the low regularity norms; ∥h0∥Hd
b

≤ δ0 and ∥h̃∥sβHd
b

≤ δ0. The metric near past

conformal infinity I− is of the same form

g |Ω− = gdS + χ−h−
0 + h̃−,

where χ−(s) = χ(π − s) and h−
0 , h̃

− lie in the same function spaces and fulfill the same smallness
estimates if s is replaced by π − s. Lastly, the constructed spacetime ist past and future geodesically
complete.

The fact that that the metric corrections are small in the low regularity norms imply that the
geometry of g at I+ and I− is qualitatively the same as that of gdS if we choose d ≥ dn+1. This
constitutes a new proof of the stability of de Sitter space in n+ 1 spacetime dimensions.

Furthermore, metrics of this form are future and past geodesically complete. This follows from
the form of the Cristoffel symbols for exact de Sitter space.

Proof. First, we construct a future solution. We wish to use Theorem 3.1 and then show that we can
arrange it so that the gauge condition is satisfied on Ω. This is a standard argument; see, e.g. [Rin09].

Step 1. Construction of initial data
We construct initial data h0, h1 as in the notation of Theorem 3.1 from γ, k. Because of the support
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conditions on χ and χ̃, at the initial surface Σ our gauge is just the standard deTurck gauge[DeT81].
Concretely, define the product neighborhood

s̃ = (s− s0), (−ϵ0, ϵ0)s̃ × TΣ

of Σ for an ϵ0 > 0 small enough. In the product coordinates, gdS = − 1
sin2(s̃+s0)

ds̃2 + γdS. Define

h0 = γ̃, where we consider it as an element of H∞(Σ;S2 0T ∗M) by inclusion. Now gΣ := gdS+h0 =
− 1

sin2(s̃+s0)
ds̃2+γdS+γ̃ has indeed first fundamental form γ. Furthermore, theHD-norm of h0 can be

made arbitrarily small by choosing ϵ small enough. The future unit normal to Σ is ν := − sin(s0)∂s
for both gΣ and gdS. We define the total metric g := gΣ+ s̃h1 with h1 to be determined by matching
the second fundamental form of g with k and fixing the gauge condition to be 0 on Σ. So we require
for all sections X,Y ∈ C∞(Σ;TΣ) the equality

k(X,Y )
!
= g(∇g

XY, ν)

= g((∇g
X −∇gdS

X )Y, ν) + gdS(∇gdS
X Y, ν) + h0(∇

gdS
X Y, ν)

= gΣ((∇g
X −∇gdS

X )Y, ν) + kdS(X,Y )

This is equivalent to

gΣ((∇
gΣ+s̃h1

X −∇gΣ
X )Y, ν) |s̃=0

!
= k̃(X,Y )− gΣ((∇gΣ

X −∇gdS
X )Y, ν). (88)

The right hand side is the evaluation of an element of H∞(Σ;S2T ∗Σ) on (X,Y ), which is small in

HD−1 because of the smallness of k̃ and h0. This uniquely determines the tangential part of h1. To
see this explicitly, we write equation (88) using the local frame eµ. Using eµs̃ = 0 unless µ = 0 this
gives at s̃ = 0 for (X,Y ) = (ei, ej)

sin(s0)

2
(h1)ij = k̃ij −

sin(s0)

s0
(h0)ij = k̃ij −

sin(s0)

s0
γ̃ij .

To fix the rest of the components, we turn to the gauge condition

trgΣ(∇gΣ+s̃h1 −∇gdS) = 0 (89)

In the frame this gives for the i- and 0-components of this equation

sin2(s0)

s0
(h1)0i = (trgΣ(∇gΣ −∇gdS))i

sin2(s0)

2s0
(h1)00 = (trgΣ(∇gΣ −∇gdS))0 +

s0
2
(gΣ)

ij(h1)ij ,

where the index on the right hand side was lowered using gΣ. Now, after application of Lemma 2.3,

we see that the H
D−dn+1−1
b (Σ, S2 0T ∗M) norm of h1 is small.

Step 2: Finding the solution
Let D′ ∈ N be the large order required in Theorem 3.1, then we can apply said Theorem if we choose
D = D′+dn+1+1. This gives us h̃, h0, θ that fulfill P (h0, h̃, θ) = 0 and (h̃ |Σ , (L−s∂s

h̃) |Σ ) = (h0, h1).
Writing

g = gdS + χh0 + h̃, g0 = gdS + χh0, (90)

we have

Ric(g)− Λg − δ̃∗gη = 0, η := Υ (g; g0) + Eg0 (g − g0)− χ̃θ. (91)

By construction, and the support conditions on E and χ̃, we have η |Σ = 0. But because γ, k
fulfill the constraint equations, a standard argument such as, for example, in [Rin09] shows that
also L−s∂s

η vanishes at Σ. Because of the second Bianchi identity, η fulfills the linear wave type

equation δgGg δ̃
∗
gη = 0 on Ω. We conclude that η vanishes on the entirety of Ω. Therefore, also

Ric g = Λg
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holds on Ω. Lastly, we see that g (so far only defined on Ω) is exactly of the form of the Theorem.

Step 3. Global solution
As the gauge condition at on [s0, s0/2] × Sn is just Υ(g; gdS) = 0, we can apply a standard finite
in time evolution result [CB52]. Using the constructed initial data at Σ, we get a solution g′ to
Ric g′ − Λg′ = 0 on [s0/2, π − s0/2]× Sn that fulfills Υ(g′; gdS) = 0 and the initial conditions at Σ.

Working in the coordinate s′ := π− s, we see that g′ induces initial data at Σ− := {s′ = s0}×Sn
of the form

(h−
0 , h

−
1 ) :=

(
(g′ − gdS) |Σ− , (−Ls′∂s′ (g

′ − gdS)) |Σ−
)
.

By the finite in time result, they have small HD′

b norm. This is initial data of the type required to
apply Theorem 3.1 on the domain Ω−. Therefore, performing step 2 of the above proof, gives us a
metric g′′ defined on Ω− that is of the form claimed in the Theorem.

What remains to show, is that g and g′ agree on [s0/2, s0] × Sn and g′ and g′′ agree on
[π − s0, π − s0/s] × Sn. But as on those two domains the respective metrics are solutions to the
Einstein equations in the gauge Υ(·; gdS) = 0 for the same initial data, by a standard argument they
are the same: We write the difference of the gauged Einstein equations as a linear wave equation
for the difference of the metrics. Uniqueness of solutions to linear wave equations gives the result.
See [Rin09] for arguments of this type.

The past and future geodesic completeness follows from the properties of the Christoffel symbols
of exact de Sitter space and the smallness of the metric corrections of our solution. □

4. Expansion at the conformal boundary

In this section we will use the diffeomorphism invariance of the Einstein equations to pull back
the solution obtained in Theorem 3.2 to improve control over the solution at I+. Of course the exact
same proof also works near I−. First, we show that we can pull back the solution to be log-smooth
at I+ and then we prove an explicit asymptotic expansion. Only the gauge one-form θ impedes log
smoothness (see the proof of log smoothness 4.5). So, as a first step, we wish to show that we can
construct a pullback such that the gauge form vanishes to infinite order at I+.

4.1. Construction of pullbacks. Consider a 0-vector field V on M that vanishes near Σ. We
define the diffeomorphism ϕt

V as the flow along V for time t and then

ϕV := ϕt=1
V (92)

as the flow along V for t = 1.

Lemma 4.1. Let X ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω; 0TM) for β > 0, and assume that X vanishes near Σ. Let ϵ > 0.

Then there exists δ > 0 such that if ∥X∥C0
b (Ω;0TM) < δ, then for all (s, ω) ∈ Ω we have

ϕt
X(s, ω) = (s(1 + a), ω′),

with |a(t, s, ω)| < ϵ for all t ≤ 2 (independently of (s, x)). Recalling the notation of section 2.1, in

a chart around ω, say without loss of generality ω ∈ ↑Sn, we have that |ωµ−ω′µ|
s ≤ ϵ.

Proof. Fix p = (s, ω) ∈ Ω and assume without loss of generality that it lies in ↑Ω. Call ↑P (p) =
pµ = (p0, pi) its coordinates in the chart ↑P . We have ϕt

X(p) = γ(t) where γ is the integral curve of
X starting at p, namely γ fulfills

γ′(t) = X(γ(t)) (93)

γ(0) = p. (94)
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We can assume that the curve still lies in the domain, where the stereographic projection ↑p is still
valid, as this curve will be contained in a 2δ neighborhood of the original point and does not cross
I+ in finite time. We call Uδ this 2δ neighborhood of ↑Ω.

We work in the coordinate system on ↑Ω and define γ̃µ via γµ(t) = pµ+ sγ̃µ(t). It is the solution
to the system

(γ̃µ)′(t) =
1

s
(X(pν + sγ̃ν(t)))µ (95)

γ̃µ(0) = 0. (96)

Now, integrating this ODE, we get

γ̃µ =

∫ t

0

1

s
(X(pν + sγ̃ν(τ)))µdτ.

We write X(q) = Xµ(q)eµ = q0Xµ(q)∂µ in the frame eµ. This leads to the notation X(q)µ =
q0Xµ(q). (The µ component of X in the coordinates on ↑Ω, X(q)µ, is given by q0 times the Xµ(p),
the µ component of X in the frame eµ). In the integral, we therefore get for the µ component of γ̃

γ̃µ(t) =

∫ t

0

1

s
γ0(τ)Xµ(pν + sγ̃ν(τ))dτ

=

∫ t

0

1

s

(
s+ sγ̃0(τ)

)
Xµ(pν + sγ̃ν(τ))dτ

We estimate this as

|γ̃µ(t)| ≤
∫ t

0

(supUδ
|Xµ|)(1 + |γ̃0(τ)|)dτ

≤
∫ t

0

∥X∥C0
b
(1 + |γ̃0(τ)|)dτ

≤
∫ t

0

δ(1 + |γ̃0(τ)|)dτ.

(97)

First, look at the equation for µ = 0. We apply Grönwall’s Lemma to get

|γ̃0(t)| ≤ δteδt

For t < 2 we can estimate the right-hand side by Cδ. Now, inserting this estimate into equation
(97) for the i components, we get for t < 2, |γ̃µ| ≤ C ′

δ. Importantly, this constant is independent
of p = (s, ω), and can therefore be made smaller than ϵ uniformly, for all p ∈ Ω. This proves the
Lemma. □

The purpose of this Lemma is to show that for functions f on M we have that f ◦ϕX has the same
decay behavior as f toward I+, as the s coordinate of the input of f changes by a small amount
relative to the size of s. With it, we prove a Lemma that shows that the flow along a b-vector field
which decays toward I+, only changes the coordinates in a way where the difference of coordinates
and its b-derivatives also decay in the same manner.

Lemma 4.2. Let X ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω; 0TM) for β > 0 and assume that X vanishes near Σ. Let ϵ > 0.

There exists δ > 0 such that if ∥X∥C0
b (Ω;0TM) < δ, then

↑φ · (↑P ◦ ϕX − ↑P ) ∈ s · sβH∞
b (Ω).

The analogous statement for ↓Ω holds as well.
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Proof. First, notice that the function is well defined because of the cutoff ↑φ, and because for p ∈ ↑Ω,
ϕX(p) still lies in a δ neighborhood of ↑Ω, where ↑P is still defined for δ small enough.

Let p = (s, ω) ∈ ↑Ω and let pµ = (p0, pi) = (s, ωi) be its coordinates. Writing γ(t) for the flow
starting at p along X, working in coordinates, we split it as γµ(t) = pµ + γ̄µ(t). Then the γ̄ fulfills
the system

(γ̄µ)′(t) = X(γ(t))µ = X(pν + γ̄ν(t))µ

γ̄µ(0) = 0.
(98)

What we need to show is that arbitrary b-derivatives with respect to the starting point p of γ̄µ(1)
are (as functions of said starting point) integrable in sβL2. First, we show this for the case of no
derivatives.

Integrating the system, and again writing X = Xµeµ and therefore X(p)µ = p0Xµ(p), we get

|γ̄µ(t)| ≤
∫ t

0

∣∣(p0 + γ̄0(τ))Xµ(γ(τ))
∣∣dτ

≤
∫ t

0

|sXµ(γ(τ))|+
∣∣γ̄0(τ)

∣∣ ∥X∥C0
b
dτ

(99)

After applying Grönwalls Lemma to the µ = 0 component of this equation, we get

|γ̄0(t)| ≤ eδt
∫ t

0

|sXµ(γ(τ))|dτ .

Now, because of Lemma 4.1, the evaluation of Xµ at γ(τ) for 0 ≤ τ ≤ 2 instead of p does not
change the integrability properties of Xµ. Therefore, the right-hand side lies in s · sβL2 for t ≤ 1 by
definition of X.5 Plugging in this result for the i components of equation (99), we get that also the
|γ̄i(t)| lie in s · sβL2 (for t ≤ 1). All the γ̄µ also lie in s · C0

b , which we will need later. This proves
the claim in the case of 0 b-derivatives.

In order to control over k b-derivatives, we derive the system (98) with respect to the initial point
k times. We first consider one b-derivative in detail, after which the structure will become apparent.

Differentiating the equation (98) with respect to s∂s we get

(s∂sγ̄
µ)′(t) = s∂s(X(γ(t))µ)

s∂sγ̄
µ(0) = 0

(100)

We evaluate the right-hand side as

s∂s(X(γ(t))µ) = s∂s
(
(p0 + γ̄0(t))Xµ(γ(t))

)
= (s+ s∂sγ̄

0)Xµ(γ(t)) + (s+ γ̄0(t))(∂νX
µ(γ(t)))s∂sγ̄

ν .

= sXµ(γ(t)) + [s∂sγ̄
0 ·Xµ(γ(t)) + s∂sγ̄

ν · (s+ γ̄0(t))(∂νX
µ(γ(t)))],

where in the last line the equation was just rearranged to show that it has the schematic structure

A+ (s∂sγ̄) ·B,

where A ∈ s · sβL2, A ∈ s · C0
b and B can be estimated by a constant. That A is in said function

spaces, uses Lemma 4.1 to show that the point of evaluation of Xµ does not change the integrability
(here, we use β > 0 for the boundedness). Lemma 4.1 will be used extensively like this from here
on. That B can be estimated by a constant uses that γ̄0 lies in s · C0

b , as the additional factor of s

5In fact, this function is only defined in a neighborhood of ↑Ω, but as stated in the Lemma, we want to analyze
functions after multiplication with the cutoff ↑φ. So when we say that a function lies in a certain function space
during this proof and the proof of Lemma 4.3, we mean that the statement is true, after multiplication with the
cutoff.
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is needed to be put together with the ∂νX
µ term to produce eνX

µ (otherwise in the case ν = 0 we
would lose control of this term). Now, knowing this structure, we integrate the system (100) and
sum over the components µ to get for |γ̄(t)| :=

∑
µ |γ̄µ(t)|

|s∂sγ̄(t)| ≤
∫ t

0

|A|+ |(s∂sγ̄)| · |B|dτ, (101)

for different A and B arising from the sum of all the component equations, but having the same
structure. Grönwalls Lemma gives

|s∂sγ̄(t)| ≤ eCt

∫ t

0

|A|dτ = C ′Ã, (102)

where Ã lies in the same function spaces as A. This proves |s∂sγ̄(t)| ∈ s · sβL2 and ∈ s · C0
b for t ≤ 1

To study derivatives with respect to the spatial components ∂pi = ∂ωi we again take the derivative
of equation (98). We get

(∂ωi γ̄µ)′(t) = ∂ωi(X(γ(t))µ)

∂ωi γ̄µ(0) = 0
(103)

Computing the right-hand side, we get

∂ωi(X(γ(t))µ) = ∂ωi

(
(p0 + γ̄0(t))Xµ(γ(t))

)
= ∂ωi γ̄0(t)Xµ(γ(t)) + (s+ γ̄0(t))(∂νX

µ(γ(t)))(δνi + ∂ωi γ̄
ν(t))

= (s+ γ̄0(t))∂iX
µ(γ(t))

+ [∂ωi γ̄0(t) ·Xµ(γ(t)) + ∂ωi
γ̄ν(t) · (s+ γ̄0(t))(∂νX

µ(γ(t)))].

This is again of the form

A+ (∂ωi γ̄) ·B,

for A and B of the same structure as before (the term γ̄0(t) in A can be split into s · f with f
bounded by a constant because of the 0th order result). Indeed, the B is the identical B as in the
s∂s case. Therefore, we can perform the same proof as before and get |∂ωi γ̄| ∈ s · sβL2 and ∈ s · C0

b

for t ≤ 1. This proves the statement of the Lemma for one b-derivative.

For general order, the procedure goes by induction. Writing Dq
b for a q-fold composition of b-

derivatives (so s∂s and ∂ωi), suppose for q ≤ k−1 we know |Dq
b γ̄(t)| ∈ s · sβL2 and ∈ s · C0

b for t ≤ 1
and that the right-hand side of equation (98) derived k − 1 times is of the form

A+ (Dk−1
b γ̄) ·B (104)

The A is a sum of terms of the form

sa(∂l
i∂

m
0 X)

k∏
i=1

(Dci
b γ̄)di ,

where
∑

i ci < k−1 and for d :=
∑

i di, m ≤ a+d−1. (The latter condition ensures that A ∈ s·sβL2

and ∈ s · C0
b . This is because the problem terms ∂m

o X can be combined with sa
∏k

i=1(D
ci
b γ̄)di , which

in turn can be estimated as |sa
∏k

i=1(D
ci
b γ̄)di | ≤ Csa+d and therefore A ≤ Cs · |∂l

ωs
m∂m

0 X|.) The B

term is given by the exact same expression as in the first order case with Dbγ̄ replaced by Dk−1
b γ̄.

Now, if we differentiate this expression with respect to Db, if the derivative hits the Dk−1
b γ̄

term, we get Dk
b γ̄ · B. If the Db hits B, we get a new contribution to A, as can be seen by direct

computation because of the explicit form of B. If it hits A, we get new terms of the same form as A
with k − 1 replaced by k. The only term where this is not immediately obvious is when evaluating
Db(∂

l
i∂

m
0 X) we get an additional ∂0 derivative acting on X. But by the chain rule, this also adds a
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Dbγ̄
0 factor, which increases d by one and therefore still, a + (d + 1) − 1 ≥ m + 1. Therefore, we

have
(Dk

b γ̄
µ)′(t) = A+B ·Dk

b γ̄
µ(t)

Dk
b γ̄

µ(0) = 0

and by the same argument as in the first order case using Grönwalls Lemma, we get |Dq
b γ̄(t)| ∈ s·sβL2

and ∈ s · C0
b for t ≤ 1 for q ≤ k. This closes the induction and the proof. □

Now that we have under control how the flow along a b-vector field changes the coordinates, we
investigate how the difference of two flows along two b-vector fields with different order of decay
changes the coordinates.

Lemma 4.3. Let V ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω; 0TM), W ∈ sαH∞

b (Ω; 0TM) with α ≥ β > 0. Assume further that
they vanish for s > s0/2. There exists a δ > 0 such that if ∥V ∥C0

b
< δ and ∥W∥C0

b
< δ we have that

|↑φ · (↑P ◦ ϕV+W − ↑P ◦ ϕV )| ∈ s · sαH∞
b (M). (The analogous statement for ↓Ω holds as well).

Proof. This proof works in a very similar way to the proof of the previous Lemma, just some more
care needs to be taken to distinguish which term decays at which order.

Fix p = (s, ω) ∈ Ω, say in ↑Ω. The other case is analogous. We work in the coordinate system on
↑Ω and consider the integral curves γV , γV+W of the 0-vector fields V, V +W starting at (s, ω), and
their difference hµ := γµ

V+W − γµ
V . They are well defined for t < 2, lie in a 4δ neighborhood of ↑Ω

and do not cross I+ and Σ. Because of the definition of the flow, h(t)µ fulfills the following initial
value problem

(hµ)′(t) = V (γV+W (t))µ − V (γV (t))
µ +W (γV+W (t))µ

hµ(0) = 0

We write the difference of the V terms on the left-hand side as

(V (γV+W (t))− V (γV (t) ))
µ
=

∫ 1

0

d

dξ
V (γV (t) + ξh(t))µdξ.

Simplifying the notation by writing γV (t) + ξh(t) = f(t), we compute

(V (γV+W (t))− V (γV (t)))
µ
=

∫ 1

0

d

dξ
V (f(t))µdξ

=

∫ 1

0

d

dξ

(
f(t)0V µ(f(t))

)
dξ

=

∫ 1

0

[f(t)0(∂νV
µ)(f(t)) · hν(t)]

+ [V µ(f(t)) · h0(t)]dξ

=

∫ 1

0

[(eνV
µ)(f(t)) · hν(t)] + [V µ(f(t)) · h0(t)]dξ

Inserting in the initial value problem, this gives

(hµ)′(t) =

∫ 1

0

[(eνV
µ)(f(t)) · hν(t)] + [V µ(f(t)) · h0(t)]dξ

+W (γV+W (t))µ

hµ(0) = 0

(105)

Now, the proof goes similarly to 4.2. Applying Lemma 4.1 to V,W and V + W , we see that the
evaluation of the components V µ,Wµ at γV (t), γV+W (t), f(t) instead of p does not change their
integrability behavior.
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First, we look at an estimate for |h(t)|. To wit, integrate equation (105) to get hµ(t) =∫ t

0
(hµ)′(τ)dτ . We see, that all terms proportional to a hµ(τ) have prefactors of the form V µ, eνV

µ

evaluated at f(τ). We estimate them by ∥V ∥C1
b
< ∞ using Sobolev embedding. The W term, we

write as

W (γV+W (τ))µ = γ0
V+W (τ)Wµ(γV+W (τ)) = s ·

γ0
V+W (τ)

s
·Wµ(γV+W (τ)).

Lemma 4.2 applied to V + W shows that
γ0
V +W (τ)

s lies in C0
b and by Lemma 4.1 the change of

evaluation point of Wµ does not change the fact that it lies in sαL2. Together, this shows that
W (γV+W (τ))µ lies in s · sαL2 and s · C0

b . So we get

|hµ(t)| ≤
∫ t

0

C|h(τ)|+ s ·
γ0
V+W (τ)

s
· |Wµ(γV+W (τ))| dτ.

Summing these equations over all µ and applying Grönwalls Lemma then yields, for t < 2

|h(t)| ≤ C ′
∫ t

0

s ·
γ0
V+W (τ)

s
·
∑
µ

|Wµ(γV+W (τ))|dτ

and therefore |h(t)| lies in s · sαL2 and s · C0
b for t < 2. This proves |↑φ · (↑P ◦ϕV+W − ↑P ◦ϕV )| lies

in these same function spaces.

Proving that estimates of this type also hold for arbitrary b-derivatives of h (with respect to the
starting point p), goes by induction. It is in essence analogous to the inductive proof of Lemma 4.2.
At each order k, we have that Dq

bh(t) for q ≤ k − 1 is in the function spaces s · sαL2 and s · C0
b for

t < 2. Also, the derived equation is schematically of the form,

(Dk−1
b h)′(t) = A+B ·Dk−1

b h(t)

The term B ·Dk−1
b h(t) is now given by∫ 1

0

(eνV
µ)(f(t))dξ ·Dk−1

b hν(t) +

∫ 1

0

V µ(f(t))dξ ·Dk−1
b h0(t),

and is bounded by C|h(t)|. The term A lies in s · sαL2 and s · C0
b and is a sum, where each term is

schematically one of two types. Either, it has the form

(∂l
i∂

m
0 Wµ)

k∏
i=1

(Dci
b γV+W )di

with l +m < k,
∑

i ci < k and d =
∑

i di ≥ m+ 1, or

Da
bh

∫ 1

0

(∂l
i∂

m
0 V µ)

k−1∏
i=1

(Dci
b f)didξ

with a < k − 1,
∑

i ci < k, l +m < k and d =
∑

i di ≥ m.

The first type comes from when the Db derivatives hit the term containing the W in (105), the
second from when they hit the term containing the V . In terms of the first type, the d− 1 Dc

bγV+W

factors are needed to counteract the ∂m
0 W part. The remaining factor then gives the ‘free’ s, and

the W part contributes the sαL2 part in s · sαL.
In terms of the second type, the d Dc

bf factors are potentially all needed to combine with the ∂m
0 V

terms in a way that the product can be estimated by a constant. The function space dependence
s · sαL2 then comes from the Da

bh part, which we assume by induction.
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Now, for the induction step, we apply an additional Db derivative on the system. It is easy to
see that Db acting on A+B ·Dk−1

b h is of the same form, with k − 1 replaced by k. This gives the
system

(Dk
bh)

′(t) = A+B ·Dk
bh(t)

Dk
bh(0) = 0.

After integrating the equation to t = 1 and applying Grönwalls Lemma like before, we get the result
at order k. This closes the induction and the proof. □

Now we can characterize the difference of pulling back the metric along two different such dif-
feomorphism. This is the result we will be using later on. After the previous work, it is essentially
only a computation coupled with multiple first and second order Taylor expansions.

Lemma 4.4 (Pullback of metric). Let V ∈ sβH∞
b (Ω; 0TM), W ∈ sαH∞

b (Ω; 0TM) with α ≥ β > 0

and g = g0 + h̃ ∈ C∞
b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M) + sβH∞

b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M). Furthermore, define ωW := 2g0(W, ·) ∈
sαH∞

b (Ω; 0T ∗M). There exists a δ > 0 such that for ∥V ∥C1
b
< δ and ∥W∥C0

b
< δ we have

ϕ∗
V+W g − ϕ∗

V g ≡ δ∗g0ωW mod sα+βH∞
b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M). (106)

Proof. Let p ∈ Ω, say in ↑Ω, so we work in that coordinate system and write p = (s, ω). We write
V = V µeµ = sV µ∂µ and analogously for W . In this proof, we will write that a function f is of order
sγ if ↑φf ∈ sγH∞

b (Ω) for the partition of unity cutoff ↑φ.

Now, we expand the map ϕV+W using a second order Taylor expansion6

ϕV+W (p)µ =pµ + sV µ(p) + sWµ(p)

+

∫ 1

0

(
d2

dt2
ϕt
V+W (p) |t=τ

)µ
(1− τ)2

2!
dτ

=pµ + sV µ(p) + sWµ(p)

+

∫ 1

0

[( V µ +Wµ)(sV 0 + sW 0)+

(s∂ν(V
µ +Wµ))(sV ν + sW ν )]

∣∣∣ϕτ
V +W (p)

(1− τ)2

2!
dτ.

The first term in the integral comes from when the ∂s derivative hits the first factor of s. We expand
the products inside the integral and split them into the terms containing only factors of V , and ones
with at least a factor of W .

Consider first the terms in the integral with at least one W factor. There, we use Lemma 4.1
applied to the argument ϕτ

V+W (p) to see that each of those terms of order sα+β (recalling that
α ≥ β, and therefore 2α ≥ α+ β).

We turn to the terms in the integral with only V factors. They are evaluated at ϕτ
V+W (p), to

which we apply Lemma 4.3. This shows ϕτ
V+W (p)µ = ϕτ

V (p)
µ + sfW (s, ω) with fW of order sα. Let

u be one of the terms we wish to study. They are schematically of the form u = s ·V (s∂)V or s ·V 2.
We write

u(ϕτ
V+W (p)) = u(ϕτ

V (p)) +

∫ 1

0

∂σu(ϕ
τ
V (p) + ξsfW (s))(sfW (s))dξ. (107)

The integrand consists of terms of the form
(
(s∂)aV (s∂)bV

)
· sfW with a+ b ≤ 2, and therefore the

integral is of order s · s2β+α. This allows us to change the point of evaluation in the V -only terms

6To compute the second derivative, we differentiate the flow equation, the analogue to (93) for V +W .
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from ϕτ
V+W (p) to ϕτ

V (p), committing an error of the form s times order s2β+α. But these V -only
terms, are exactly the second-order Taylor expansion terms of ϕV (p). So adding them together with
pµ + sV µ(p) we get ϕV (p)

µ and therefore we have proven

ϕV+W (p)µ = ϕV (p)
µ + sWµ(p) + s · O(sα+β) (108)

Now, we begin to compute ϕ∗
V+W g:

(ϕ∗
V+W g)p(∂µ, ∂ν) = gϕV +W (p)(dϕV+W∂µ, dϕV+W∂ν)

= gϕV +W (p)(∂µ(ϕV+W (p))σ∂σ, ∂ν(ϕV+W (p))τ∂τ ).
(109)

We expand the terms inside the metric using (108)

∂µ(ϕV+W (p))σ = ∂µϕV (p)
σ + ∂µ(sW

σ(p)) +O(sα+β).

Notice that we lose one order on the error term because of the ∂s = ∂0 derivative. We use the
bilinearity of g to expand the expression (109). For the cross terms containing ϕV (p) we split it as
ϕV (p)

σ = pσ + s · O(sβ). This gives us

(ϕ∗
V+W g)p(∂µ, ∂ν) = gϕV +W (p)(∂µ(ϕV (p))

σ∂σ, ∂ν(ϕV (p))
τ∂τ )

+ gϕV +W (p)(∂µ, ∂ν(sW
τ (p))∂τ ) + gϕV +W (p)(∂µ(sW

σ(p))∂σ, ∂ν)

+
∑
σ,τ

gϕV +W (p)(∂σ, ∂τ )O(sα+β).
(110)

We investigate the second line of the right hand side. First, because those terms contain W com-
ponents, we can change the point of evaluation of g in this line from ϕV+W (p) to p, by committing
another error of the form of the third line. (Use Lemma 4.3 for V ′ = 0,W ′ = V +W and then the
analogous argument to equation (107) for u = gµν). We write

∂µ(sW
σ(p)) = ∇µ(sW

σ)(p)− Γσ
µλ(p)sW

λ(p).

(Here, the connection coefficients are with respect to the coordinates and not to the frame eµ). This
gives after a short computation for the second line in (110)

(gp)µτ∇ν(sW
τ )(p) + (gp)σν∇µ(sW

σ)(p)− (Γµνλ(p) + Γνµλ(p))sW
λ(p)

= (δ∗g2g(W, ·))µν(p)− sWλ∂λgµν(p).
(111)

Now, we turn to the first line of (110). We write ϕV+W (p) again via equation (108) and expand
the functions u := gστ (ϕV+W (p)) in the analogous fashion to (107) to second order. Furthermore,
splitting ϕV (p)

µ = pµ + s · O(sβ) and expanding the products, we get for the first line of (110)

(ϕ∗
V )p(∂µ, ∂ν) + sWλ∂µgµν(p) +

∑
στ

gστ · O(sα+β). (112)

Now, putting all together, we finally get

(ϕ∗
V+W g)p(∂µ, ∂ν) =(ϕ∗

V g)p(∂µ, ∂ν) + (δ∗g2g(W, ·))µν(p)

+
∑
στ

gστ (p) · O(sα+β). (113)

Multiplying the equation by s2 changes the error term to just O(sα+β) (as s2gστ are of order s0)
and we get the coefficients of the metrics in the frame eµ ⊗s e

ν .

Regarding the second term on the right-hand side, by changing g to g0 in the expression, we make
another error of the form O(sα+β) because h̃ ∈ sβH∞

b . The argument uses the same estimates for
the difference of the connection coefficients as in the proof of Proposition 3.1.
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Now finally, write ϕ∗
V+W g = ↑φϕ∗

V+W g+↓φϕ∗
V+W g, and for each part we perform the calculation

above. This closes the proof. □

4.2. Log-smoothness of the metric. Now we proceed to construct vector fields such that the
metric pulled back along the diffeomorphisms we discussed is log-smooth at I+.

Proposition 4.1 (Improving the gauge). Suppose h0, h̃, θ are as in Theorem 3.1 with small re-

spective weighted Hd- and Hd
b -norms. Let g = gdS + χh0 + h̃ and g0 = gdS + χh0, and suppose

Ric g − Λg = 0 and Υ(g; g0) + Eg0(g − g0) − χ̃θ = 0. Let β− ∈ (0, β) and ϵ > 0. Then there exists

V ∈ sβH∞(Ω; 0TM) with sβ
−C1 norm less than ϵ so that for g′ := ϕ∗

V g we have

θ′ := Υ(g′; g0) + Eg0(g
′ − g0) ∈ s∞H∞

b (Ω; 0T ∗M). (114)

Proof. We can assume that β is irrational by reducing it by an arbitrarily small amount. This
ensures that kβ /∈ N for all k ∈ N and thus avoids integer coincidences. Let δ := β − β−. We will
iteratively construct

V̇k ∈ s(k+1)βH∞
b (Ω; 0TM)

for all k ∈ N0 with the following properties:

(1) The V̇k are supported in s ≤ s0/2.

(2) ∥V̇k∥s(k+1)β−δH
dn+1+k

b (Ω;0TM)
< ϵ2−k

(3) Setting Vk :=
∑k−1

i=0 V̇i and g′k := ϕ∗
Vk
g, we have

ΥE(g
′
k; g0) := Υ(g′k; g0) + Eg0(g

′
k − g0) ∈ s(k+1)βH∞

b (Ω; 0T ∗M). (115)

Observe that the Vk lie in sβH∞
b . Suppose now that for i = 0, .., k − 1, the V̇i have already been

constructed. We need to find V̇k such that

ΥE(ϕ
∗
Vk+V̇k

g; g0) ∈ s(k+2)βH∞
b .

We use equation (106) with V = Vk, W = V̇k, with α = (k + 1)β to rewrite this as

ΥE(ϕ
∗
Vk
g + δ∗g0ωV̇k

+ hk; g0) ∈ s(k+2)βH∞
b ,

where δ∗g0ωV̇k
∈ s(k+1)βH∞

b and hk ∈ s(k+2)βH∞
b . By accepting errors of order at least s(k+2)βH∞

b ,
we can expand ΥE in the first argument and rewrite this as

ΥE(g
′
k; g0) +D1

∣∣
g′
k

ΥE(δ
∗
g0ωV̇k

; g0) ∈ s(k+2)βH∞
b .

Finally, we can replace the point of linearization g′k by g0 and accrue another error in s(k+2)βH∞
b . So

in order to find our desired V̇k, we need to find a one form ω ∈ s(k+1)βH∞
b (Ω; 0T ∗M) that satisfies

D1

∣∣
g0
ΥE(δ

∗
g0ω; g0) ≡ −ΥE(g

′
k; g0) mod s(k+2)βH∞

b . (116)

Given this ω, we can construct V̇k with the required small norm using the following trick: The
cut-off one-form χ(s/ϵk)ω fulfills the same equation because χ is constant near s = 0. But when

ϵk < 1 is sufficiently small, it will have an arbitrarily small norm in s(k+1)β−δH
dn+1+1+k
b . Then, we

define V̇k through ω = 2g0(V̇k, ·), whose norm is equivalent to that of ω.

To solve equation (116), we can further replace D1

∣∣
g0
ΥE(δ

∗
g0ω; g0) by its indicial operator

I(D1

∣∣
g0
ΥE(δ

∗
g0ω; g0), s∂s) = I(−δg0Gg0 + Eg0 , s∂s) ◦ I(δ∗g0 , s∂s).

We have computed its indicial family, written here as I(λ), in (56), which is invertible for λ ̸=
−1, 2, n, n+ 1. Notice that ΥE(g

′; g0) is compactly supported in [0, s0) because the Vk vanish near
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outside of the support of χ and therefore g′ = g there. So passing to the Mellin-transform side,
using the convention and notation from [HV24], we set

ω̂(λ, x) := I(λ)−1 (M(−ΥE(g
′
k; g0))) (λ, x), Reλ = (k + 1)β

for x ∈ Sn. Using the isomorphism induced by the Plancherel Theorem, we then have

ω := M−1
(k+1)βω̂ ∈ s(k+1)βH∞

b

which is what we wanted to construct.

Finally, we set V :=
∑∞

i=0 V̇i. By construction, the sum converges in every sβHN
b norm and

defines an element of sβ
−C1

b with small norm. Since ΥE (ϕ∗
V g; g0) ≡ ΥE

(
ϕ∗
Vk
g; g0

)
mod s(k+1)βH∞

b

lies in s(k+1)βH∞
b for all k, we obtain (114). □

Remark 4.1. The metric constructed in Theorem 3.2 fulfills the conditions of this Lemma. So we
get g′. We can write g′ as g′ = gdS+χg0+ h̃′ with h̃′ small in the same weighted Hd

b norm as h̃. We

obviously still have Ric g′−Λg′ = 0 and therefore have P (h0, h̃
′, θ′) = δ̃∗g′((1− χ̃)θ′), which vanishes

near I+. For metrics of this form, we can show log-smoothness. To avoid cumbersome notation, we
will rename g′ = g, h̃′ = h̃, θ′ = θ in what follows.

Lemma 4.5 (Log-smoothness in the improved gauge). Suppose h0, h̃ are as in 3.1 with small
weighted Hd

b -norms. Suppose that for θ ∈ s∞H∞
b (Ω; 0T ∗M)

P (h0, h̃, θ) = 0 mod s∞H∞
b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M). (117)

Then h̃ is log-smooth down to I+. This means that for every i ∈ N there exist mi ∈ N and
h̃i,m ∈ H∞

b (I+;S2 0T ∗M) such that for all N ∈ N

h̃(s, ω)−
N∑
i=1

mi∑
m=0

si(log(s))mh̃i,m ∈ sNH∞
b (Ω, S2 0T ∗M). (118)

Proof. The proof proceeds analogously to [HV24]. It requires that for g0 = gdS + χh0 we have
Ric g0 − Λg0 ∈ sC∞([0, s0];H

∞
b (I+)), which follows from a quick computation. In fact, it is in

s2C∞. □

4.3. Precise expansion at the conformal boundary. Now that we know that h̃ is log-smooth at
s = 0, the gauge condition serves no further purpose. We now analyze the exact asymptotics using
the ungauged Einstein equation. It proceeds similarly to [HV24] with some added complications in
even spatial dimensions.

Let n ≥ 3 be an integer. We work in the splitting of S2 0TM∗ obtained by combining the
splittings (14)(15)

S2 0T ∗M = R
ds2

s2
⊕
(
2
ds

s
⊗s s

−1T ∗Sn
)
⊕ Rs−2g(0) ⊕ s−2 ker trg(0) . (119)

We use the expressions of (47)(50)(51)(52)(54) to derive

2I(DRic−Λ, λ) := I
(
□g0 − 2δ∗g0δg0Gg0 + 2Rg0 − 2Λ, λ

)
=


n(λ− 2) 0 −nλ(λ− 2) 0

0 0 0 0
−λ+ 2n 0 λ(λ− 2n) 0

0 0 0 λ(λ− n)

 ,
(120)
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remembering Λ = n. We study the relationship of its kernel with the range of

I (δ∗, λ) := I
(
δ∗g0 , λ

)
=


λ 0
0 1

2 (λ+ 1)
1 0
0 0

 . (121)

Further, we will investigate the relationship of the range of I(DRic−Λ, λ) with the kernel of

2I(δG, λ) :=2I (δg0Gg0 , λ)

=

(
λ− 2n 0 n(λ− 2) 0

0 2(λ− (n+ 1)) 0 0

)
.

(122)

These operators depend on ω ∈ I+ only through the splitting, i.e. through g(0). The diffeomorphism
invariance of the Einstein equation gives for the indicial operators I(DRic−Λ, λ)◦I(δ∗, λ) = 0. Fur-
thermore, the linearized second Bianchi identity gives I(δG, λ) ◦ I(DRic−Λ, λ). Both facts can be
explicitly checked by direct computation here.

We proceed to analyze these λ dependent matrices as linear maps R4 → R4, R2 → R4 or R4 → R2.

Lemma 4.6 (Kernel of linearized Einstein modulo pure gauge). Let λ > 0 and let h lie in
ker I(DRic−Λ, λ).
(1) If λ ̸= n, then h ∈ ran(I(δ∗, λ)).
(2) If λ = n and ∂λI(DRic−Λ, λ)h ∈ ran I(DRic−Λ, λ), then h ∈ ran(I(δ∗, λ)). And furthermore

ker(I(DRic−Λ, λ))/ ran(I(δ∗, λ)) = span{(0, 0, 0, 1)}. (123)

.

Proof. For λ > 0 and λ ̸= n, we can compute that the kernel of I(DRic−Λ, λ) is given by
span{(λ, 0, 1, 0), (0, 1, 0, 0)}. (Recall that we fixed n ≥ 3). This is exactly the range of I(δ∗, λ)
for λ ̸= −1.

For λ = n, both the fourth row and fourth column of I(DRic−Λ, λ) vanish. So we also find that
(0, 0, 0, 1) lies in the kernel of I(DRic−Λ, λ). Comparing to the range of I(δ∗, λ), we immediately
get ker(I(DRic−Λ, λ))/ ran(I(δ∗, λ)) = span{(0, 0, 0, 1)}. We calculate

2∂λI(DRic−Λ, λ) =


n 0 −2nλ+ 2n 0
0 0 0 0
−1 0 2λ− n 0
0 0 0 2λ− n

 , (124)

and see that ∂λI(DRic−Λ, λ)(0, 0, 0, 1)T has non vanishing 4-component. Therefore, it cannot be
in the range of I(DRic−Λ, λ). □

Let h ∈ R4 and consider the function sλh. Then we have

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)s
λh = sλI(DRic−Λ, λ)h,

and thus

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)(s
λ log(s)mh) = ∂m

λ (sλI(DRic−Λ, λ)h)

=

m∑
m′=0

(
m

m′

)
sλ log(s)m

′
∂m−m′

λ I(DRic−Λ, λ)h.
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Comparing orders of log(s) we get the following implication for k ≥ 2 and f ∈ R4

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

k∑
m=0

sλ log(s)mhm = sλf

⇒ I(DRic−Λ, λ)hk = 0, ∂λI(DRic−Λ, λ)hk ∈ ran I(DRic−Λ, λ).

(125)

If k = 1, then at least I(DRic−Λ, λ)hk = 0 still holds. If f = 0, the full implication holds for k = 1
and only the first part for k = 0.

Now, using this implication, we can solve away the log terms of a certain order by gauge trans-
formations if they lie in the kernel of I(DRic−Λ, s∂s), with a complication for λ = n. This is the
content of the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.7 (Solving order λ using gauge freedom). Let λ > 0 and h0, ..., hk ∈ R4 for k ∈ N0. Define

h(s) :=
∑k

m=0 s
λ log(s)mhm. Suppose I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)h = 0. Then, there exist ω0, ..., ωk ∈ R2 such

that for ω(s) :=
∑k

m=0 s
λ log(s)mωm we have

(1) In the case λ ̸= n: h+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ω = 0
(2) In the case λ = n: h+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ω = sλ(0, 0, 0, α) for α independent of s.

Proof. By (125), we have hk ∈ ker I(DRic−Λ, λ). So, when λ ̸= n, we can apply Lemma 4.6 and
get ωk such that hk + I(δ∗, λ)ωk=0. Therefore we have

h+ I(δ∗, s∂s)(s
λ log(s)kωk) = sλ log(s)k(hk + I(δ∗, λ)ωk)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

+

k−1∑
m=0

sλ log(s)mhm + sλ log(s)k−1∂λI(δ
∗, λ)ωk,

(126)

and the right hand side is of the same form as h but with the highest order of log reduced by one.
An iterative argument finishes the proof in this case.

Turning now to λ = n we use the full implication (125) together with Lemma 4.6 for m ≥ 1.
Using the same argument as above, we get ω1, ..., ωk such that

h+ I(δ∗, s∂s)

k∑
m=1

sλ log(s)mωm =: sλf

and f is independent of s. Now, with only the first part of the implication (125) being true, we use
(123) to get ω0 such that f = −I(δ∗, λ)ω0 + (0, 0, 0, α). □

When dealing with terms of order n in the even-dimensional case, we will need a slightly more
complicated version of this Lemma.

Lemma 4.8 (Solving order n even using gauge freedom). Let h0, ..., hk ∈ R4 for k ∈ N0. Let f ∈ R4

with 4-component = α. Suppose I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)h = snf . Then there exist ω0, ..., ωk ∈ R2 and a γ

independent of s, such that for ω(s) :=
∑k

m=0 s
n log(s)mωm we have

h+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ω = sn
(
log(s)(0, 0, 0,

2α

n
) + (0, 0, 0, γ)

)
. (127)

Proof. For k ≥ 2 we use the same argument as in the previous proof. The implication (125) and
Lemma 4.6 give ω2, ..., ωk such that

h+ I(δ∗, s∂s)

k∑
m=2

sn log(s)mωm = sn(log(s)h′
1 + h′

0)
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with h′
1, h

′
0 ∈ R4. Now we have

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s) (s
n(log(s)h′

1 + h′
0)) = snf.

For the log term of this equation, we still get the first half of the implication (125), namely
I(DRic−Λ, n)h1 = 0. By Lemma 4.6, we get ω1 and η ∈ R such that h1 + I(δ∗, n)ω1 = (0, 0, 0, η).
Updating the gauge one form by this, we get

sn(log(s)h′
1 + h′

0)+I(δ∗, s∂s) (s
n log(s)w1)

=sn log(s)(0, 0, 0, η) + sn (∂λI(δ
∗, λ) |λ=n ω1 + h′

0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=h′′

0

. (128)

Applying I(DRic−Λ, s∂s) to this term gives

I(DRic− Λ, s∂s) (s
n log(s)(0, 0, 0, η) + snh′′

0)
!
= snf

= sn∂λI(DRic−Λ, λ) |λ=n (0, 0, 0, η) + sn(I(DRic−Λ, n)h′′
0 .

(129)

Now, since the last row of I(DRic−Λ, n) vanishes identically, and because the last column of
∂λI(DRic−Λ, λ) |λ=n is equal to (0, 0, 0, n/2), we get η = 2α/n. From (129), we get that h′′

0 − (f −
(0, 0, 0, α)) ∈ ker I(DRic−Λ, n), and therefore equal to −I(δ∗, n)ω0 + (0, 0, 0, γ) for a ω0 ∈ R2 by
Lemma 4.6. Putting everything together, we get (127). □

Now we turn to the range of I(DRic−Λ, λ), which is necessarily contained in ker I(δG, λ). We
consider the cases λ > 0 and n > 2.

Lemma 4.9 (Solvability of linearized Einstein). Let λ > 0 and f ∈ R4. Suppose I(δG, λ)f = 0.
(1) If λ ̸= n, n+ 1 then there exists h = (0, 0, h3, h4) with f = I(DRic−Λ, λ)h.
(2) If λ = n + 1 and f is of the form (f1, 0, f3, f4), then there exists h = (0, 0, h3, h4) with f =
I(DRic−Λ, λ)h.

Proof. The kernel of I(δG, λ) is given by span{(n(λ − 2), 0,−λ + 2n, 0), (0, 0, 0, 1)} for λ ̸= n + 1.
If λ = n + 1, it is given by the direct sum of the same two vectors and span(0, 1, 0, 0). But since
we excluded vectors with a 2-component in the case of λ = n+ 1, the Lemma follows after noticing
that the basis of the kernel is spanned by the last two columns of I(DRic−Λ, λ) for λ ̸= n. □

Note that the Lemmas proved in this section remain true if we put back the parameter depen-
dence on x ∈ Sn; e.g, in Lemma 4.6 if h depends on x in a C∞ fashion, we find ω with the same
parameter dependence that satisfies I(δ∗, λ)ω = h.

We record the following Lemma about the structure of the Einstein operator.

Lemma 4.10 (Log order and parity of the Einstein operator). Let l ∈ N0 and let a tensor g ∈
H∞

b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M) be of the form g =
∑l

m=0 log(s)
mgm, where g0 ∈ −ds2

s2 + H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn)
and the spatial part is positive definite. Furthermore, assume that for m > 0, the gm are finite
sums of elements of snm+r ·H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn) for (potentially different) r ∈ N0. We regard g as
a function from [0, s0] to H∞

b (I+; s−2T ∗Sn) and consider the series expansion around s = 0. We

write Õ(sα) for log-smooth terms with almost sα decay at s = 0. Suppose

Ric g − Λg = 0 + Õ(snl+k). (130)

for a k ∈ {0, .., n− 1}. Then we get

Ric g − Λg = snl+k
l∑

q=0

f (q) log(s)q + Õ(snl+k+1) (131)
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with f (q) ∈ H∞
b (I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn). Furthermore, if all gl contain only even powers of s (i.e. r is

even in all terms) we have the additional implication. If nl + k is odd, then f (q) = (0, f
(q)
2 , 0, 0),

and if nl + k is even, f (q) = (f
(q)
1 , 0, f

(q)
3 , f

(q)
4 ) in the splitting (119), for all q.

Proof. Using a partition of unity, we can work in a coordinate system on Ω, say ↑Ω, where we use
the frame eµ from (9). In this proof, we write that a term is almost-even or almost-odd in s if it is a
sum of even or odd terms multiplied by powers of log(s). By construction, g0i are 0, which we will
consider as almost-odd. If additionally, the gl are all even, we see that g00 and gij are almost-even.
So they fulfill what we will call the parity rule: If the number of indices > 0 in an expression is even,
then the expression is almost-even. If it is instead odd, the expression is almost-odd. Notice, how
e0 preserves parity in s, whereas the ei reverse parity. So by using (48) we see that the Γλµν satisfy
the parity rule if it is fulfilled by g. Furthermore, the lowest order at which log(s)m+1 appears is
sn(m+1). Next, by writing the series expansion of g−1 around g−1

0 , we see that because of the block
diagonal structure, the gµν satisfy the parity rule and therefore the Γλ

µν do as well, if g fulfills it.

Again, the lowest order with log(s)m+1 terms is sn(m+1). Finally, writing

Ric00 = eλΓ
λ
00 − e0Γ

λ
λ0 + Γλ

λρΓ
ρ
00 − Γλ

0ρΓ
ρ
λ0 + Γl

l0

Ric0j = eλΓ
λ
j0 − ejΓ

λ
λ0 + Γλ

λρΓ
ρ
j0 − Γλ

jρΓ
ρ
λ0 − Γ0

j0

Ricij = eλΓ
λ
ji − ejΓ

λ
λi + Γλ

λρΓ
ρ
ji − Γλ

jρΓ
ρ
λi − Γ0

ji,

(132)

we see that the parity rule holds also for Ric g − Λg if it holds for g (The last terms on the right
hand sides arise because e0 and ei do not commute). And again, the lowest order, where log(s)m+1

appears, is sn(m+1). This proves (131). Looking at Ric g − Λg in the splitting (119), we see that
because of the parity rule, (Ric g−Λg)a is almost-even for a = 1, 3, 4 and almost-odd for a = 2. As
the leading order term on the right hand side of (131) has parity determined by whether nm+ k is
even or odd, we get that the required components of the error terms f (q) vanish. □

As a final preparation for the expansion, we record the following

Lemma 4.11. Let h0 ∈ H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn) with small C2
b norm. Define the metric g′0 := g+χh0.

Then in a series expansion around s = 0, we have

Ric g′0 − Λg′0 = O(s2), (133)

where we write O(sα) for terms that decay as sα and have H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn) behaviour in ω.

Proof. This follows from a short computation in the frame eµ. □

Now we turn to the precise expansion at the conformal boundary. Notice how the solution
produced by Proposition 4.1 applied to the metric from Theorem 3.2 fulfills the conditions of Lemma
4.5. Therefore, it fulfills the assumptions stated in the following Theorem.

Theorem 4.1 (Expansion at the conformal boundary). Let n ≥ 3, h0 ∈ H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn) with
small Hd-norm and h̃ ∈ sβH∞

b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M) for an arbitrary β ∈ (0, 1) that is log-smooth at I+.

Suppose that g := gdS + χh0 + h̃ satisfies

Ric g − Λg = 0 (134)

on Ω. Then there exists a diffeomorphism on a collar neighborhood of I+, which restricts to the
identity on I+, such that the pullback metric ϕ∗g has the block diagonal form

ϕ∗g =
−ds2 +H(s, ω; dω)

s2
, (135)

for a one parameter family in s of positive definite metrics H(s, ω; dω) on Sn. Furthermore, the
pulled back metric has the following expansion at I+.
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(1) If the dimension n is odd:
The conformally rescaled metric s2ϕ∗g is smooth down to I+. More precisely there exist
h̃i ∈ H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn) for i ∈ N≥2 such that for all N ∈ N we have

(ϕ∗g)(s, ω)−

(
(g + h0)(s, ω) +

N∑
i=2

sih̃i(ω)

)
∈ sNH∞

b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M). (136)

Furthermore, for i < n, h̃i is computable using only h0. In fact, for odd i < n h̃i = 0. So
the first odd order that appears is h̃n, which is a transverse-traceless tensor in the following
sense: Let g(n) := s2h̃n and g(0) := s2(gdS + h0) |s=0 , then trg(0) g(n) = 0 and δg(0)g(n) = 0.

All further h̃i can then be computed using h0, h̃n.
(2) If the dimension n is even:

The conformally rescaled metric s2ϕ∗g is smooth down to I+ if and only if the obstruction
tensor of g + h0 vanishes. More precisely, for all i ∈ N≥2 and m ≤ ⌊i/n⌋ there exist

h̃m
i ∈ H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn) such that for all N ∈ N

(ϕ∗g)(s, ω)−

(g + h0)(s, ω) +

N∑
i=2

⌊i/n⌋∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃m
i

 (137)

lies in sNH∞
b (Ω;S2 0T ∗M). Furthermore, h̃m

i = 0 if i is odd. For i < n the h̃m
i = h̃0

i can

be computed with only h0. h̃0
n is a traceless tensor and its divergence is a certain one form

computable from h0. All further h̃m
i are then determined by h0, h̃

0
i . The first log-order that

appears is h̃1
n, which vanishes if and only if the obstruction tensor of g + h0 vanishes. If it

does, all further h̃m
i for m > 0 vanish.

Remark 4.2. (Expansion at I−) The metric g produced in Theorem 3.2 is of the form that we can
apply all results of this section in the coordinate s̃ = π − s. Therefore, this expansion can also be
done near I−, with the exact same proof.

Proof. The proof proceeds in two parts. First, we prove the expansion of equations (136)(137).
This uses the structure of the indicial operators involved, and the pullbacks constructed using vec-
tor fields discussed in the Lemmas in the section leading up to this proof, section 4. This already
proves the block diagonal structure of (135) modulo terms of order s∞.

In part two, we show that these terms of order s∞ can be made to vanish as well, using a further
pullback, proving the full metric is block-diagonal. This is done by constructing boundary normal
coordinates. By inspecting the proof of the construction of the boundary normal coordinates care-
fully, we can show that this last pullback does not change the structure of the expansion already
constructed beforehand.

Part one: Expansion
We prove the expansion of equations (136)(137). The proof proceeds identically for n even or odd

until order n. For the series expansion in s around s = 0 we write Õ(sα) for log-smooth terms in s
with almost sα decay compared to −ds

s2 and H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn) behavior in ω ∈ Sn.

1. Elimintating s1 terms. Set g′0 := g + χh0 and h̃′ = h̃ + (gdS − g) ∈ sβH∞
b log-smooth at I+.

We write

0 = Ric(g′0 + h̃′)− Λ(g′0 + h̃′) = Ric g′0 − Λg′0 +

∫ 1

0

Dg′
0+τh̃′ Ric h̃

′ − Λh̃′dτ. (138)
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We investigate this equation at order Õ(s). Because of Lemma 4.11 the Einstein operator applied
to g′0 vanishes at that order. In view of Lemma 4.5, we can replace the operator in the integral by
its indicial operator I(DRic−Λ, s∂s) and get

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

m1∑
m=0

s log(s)mh̃1,m = 0.

Now, applying Lemma 4.7 with H∞ dependence on ω ∈ I+, we get for m = 0, ...,m1 ω1,m ∈
H∞(I+; s−1T ∗Sn) such that for ω1 :=

∑m1

m=0 s log(s)
mω1,m

m1∑
m=0

s log(s)mh̃1,m + I(δ∗, s∂s)ω1 = 0. (139)

We multiply ω1 by cutoffs χ(s/ϵ) for arbitrary ϵ then, near I+, (139) is still fulfilled. By choosing

ϵ sufficiently small, we can make its s1
−
H

dn+1+1
b (Ω; 0T ∗M) arbitrarily small, for 1− := 1 − δ with

δ > 0 arbitrarily small. We call this cut-off version still ω1. We define V1 via ω1 = 2g0(V1, ·) and
get for the pullback ϕ∗

V1
g

ϕ∗
V1
g = g′0︸︷︷︸

:=g′
1

+

m1∑
m=0

s log(s)mh̃1,m + I(δ∗, s∂s)ω︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0+O(s∞)

+Õ(s2),

where we used Lemma 4.4.

2. Terms of order less than n Assume inductively that for i ∈ N0 i ≤ n − 1 that Vi−1 has been
constructed, such that

ϕ∗
Vi−1

g = g′0 +

i−1∑
j=2

sj h̃j︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=g′

i−1

+Õ(si)

and the h̃j = 0 if j is odd. Assume further that

Ric g′i−1 − Λg′i−1 ≡ 0 mod Õ(si).

Write equation (138) with g′0 replaced with g′i−1 and h̃′ replaced by ϕ∗
Vi−1

g−gi−1′ . Notice, how g′i−1

is of the form such that we can apply Lemma 4.10 (for m = 0, k = i) to get

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi = sif + Õ(si+1) (140)

for an f ∈ H∞
b (I+; s−2T ∗Sn). Because of the linearized second Bianchi identity I(δG, s∂s)(s

if) =
siI(δG, i)f = 0. Lemma 4.9 then gives

h̃i ∈ H∞(I+; s−2S2T ∗Sn),

such that I(DRic−Λ, i)h̃i = f .7 By Lemma 4.7 we have

mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi − sih̃i ∈ ker I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

can be expressed as −I(δ∗, s∂s)
∑mi

m=0 s
i log(s)mωi,m := −I(δ∗, s∂s)ωi for one forms ωi,m as above.

Again, we can cut off ωi like before such that it has s1
−
Hdn+i

b norm smaller than 1/2i, which later

7In the n = even dimensional case, these h̃i are called h̃0
i in the statement of the Theorem.
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gives us an error O(s∞). Now, defining V̇i via ωi = 2g0(V̇i, ·) and Vi := Vi−1 + V̇i we have

ϕ∗
Vi
g = ϕ∗

Vi−1
+

mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi
+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ωi︸ ︷︷ ︸

sih̃i+O(s∞)

+Õ(si+1).

Now, if i is odd, then f was of the form (0, f2, 0, 0) by Lemma 4.10. But because the second row
of I(DRic−Λ, λ) vanishes for all λ, equation (140) implies that indeed f2 = 0 and therefore f = 0.

This then allows us to choose h̃i = 0, so no term of odd order to the expansion is added. This closes
the induction and we get the desired expansion up to order n− 1.

3. The case n odd
3.1 Order n We have constructed Vn−1 such that

ϕ∗
V g = g′0 +

n−1∑
j=2

sj h̃j︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=g′

n−1

+Õ(sn),

with h̃j = 0 for j odd. Also, the lowest order terms of the Einstein operator applied to g′n−1 are of
order sn. Using log-smoothness and Lemma 4.10, the same argument as for the inductive step gives

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

mn∑
m=0

sn log(s)mh̃n,mn
= snf + Õ(sn+1). (141)

As n is odd, f is of the form (0, f2, 0, 0). As the second line of I(DRic−Λ, λ) vanishes for all λ,
also f2 = 0 and therefore f = 0. This shows that

mn∑
m=0

sn log(s)mh̃n,mn ∈ ker I(DRic−Λ, s∂s),

and now Lemma 4.7 for λ = n gives ωn,m and

h̃n ∈ H∞
b (I+; s−2 ker trg(0))

such that for ωn :=
∑mn

m=0 s
n log(s)mωn,mn

mn∑
m=0

sn log(s)mh̃n,mn + I(δ∗, s∂s)ωn = snh̃n.

Again, by multiplying with a suitable cutoff, we can get its s1
−
Hdn+1+n norm to be smaller than

1/2n. Defining V̇n via ωn = 2g0(V̇n, ·) and Vn := Vn−1 + V̇n we get the expansion to the next order:

ϕ∗
Vn

g = ϕ∗
Vn−1

g +

mn∑
m=0

sn log(s)mh̃n,mn
+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ωn︸ ︷︷ ︸

snh̃n+O(s∞)

+Õ(sn+1).

3.2 Order n + 1 and extracting information on h̃n Set g′n := g′n−1 + snh̃n. Repeating the same
argument as before gives

(Ric g′n − Λg′n) + I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

mn+1∑
m=0

sn+1 log(s)m = 0 + Õ(sn+2), (142)

and Ric g′n − Λg′n = sn+1f + O(sn+2). Because the entire second row of I(DRic−Λ, λ) vanishes
for all λ, we have that f = (f1, 0, f3, f4). The second Bianchi identity gives I(δG, n + 1)f = 0

and because f2 = 0 we can still apply Lemma 4.9 to deduce that there exists h̃n+1 such that
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I(DRic−Λ, n+1)h̃n+1 = f . From there, we continue exactly like in the inductive step to find Vn+1

such that

ϕ∗
Vn+1

g = g′n + h̃n+1 + Õ(sn+2).

We extract more information on h̃n from the vanishing of f2. Writing g′n = g′n−1 + snh̃n we get

Ric g′n − Λg′n ≡ Ric g′n−1 − Λg′n−1 + (Dg′
0
Ric(snh̃n)− Λ(snh̃n)) mod O(sn+2).

This uses that g′0 differs from g′n−1 only at order s2 when changing the point of linearization. Now,
as we know from the argument for order sn, Ric g′n−1 − Λg′n−1 vanishes at that order. Therefore,
by applying Lemma 4.10 to g′n−1 we get that the 2-component of Ric g′n−1 − Λg′n−1 also vanishes

at order sn+1. Together with the vanishing of f2, yields that the 2-component of (Dg′
0
Ric(snh̃n) ≡

Ric(g′0 + snh̃n) − Ric(g′0) mod O(s2n) is zero at order sn+1. Working in the local frame eµ this is

equivalent Ric(g′0 + snh̃n)0i −Ric(g′0)0i ≡ 0 mod O(sn+2). Let g(n) := s2h̃n ∈ ker trg(0) . Computing

the connection coefficients of the metric g′0 + snh̃n, using (48) we get Γλ
µν ≡ 0, except for

Γ0
ij = −(g(0))ij −

sn

2
(g(n))ij ,

Γl
i0 ≡ −δli +

sn

2
(g(0))

lm(g(n))mi,

Γl
0j ≡

sn

2
(g(0))

lm(g(n))mi,

Γl
ij ≡ sΓ(g(0))

l
ij + sn+1(g(0))

lm
(
Γ(g(n))mij − (g(n))mbΓ(g(0)

b
ij

)
,

where the equivalence is modulo O(sn+2) (In fact even O(s2n)). Now we can use (132) to compute

0
!≡ Ric(g′0 + snh̃n)0i − Ric(g′0)0i ≡

sn+1

2
(g(0))

lm(g(n))mi;l = −sn+1

2

(
δg(0)g(n)

)
i
.

3.3 Arbitrary higher order i This proceeds now exactly like the proof of the general order i ≤ n−1.
The only difference is that the contribution of snh̃n makes it so that the expansion no longer con-
tains only even powers in s. Therefore, we cannot eliminate odd orders for i ≥ n anymore. By

construction, Vi converges in every s1
−
Hk

b and therefore lies in sβH∞
b (Ω; 0TM)8. This closes the

proof of the odd-dimensional case.

4. Even-dimensional case
4.1 Order n We have constructed Vn−1 such that

ϕ∗
V g = g′0 +

n−1∑
j=2

sj h̃j︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=g′

n−1

+Õ(sn),

with h̃j = 0 for j odd. Also the lowest order terms of the Einstein operator applied to g′n−1 are of
order sn. Using log-smoothness and Lemma 4.10, the same argument as for the inductive step gives

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

mn∑
m=0

sn log(s)mh̃n,mn
= snf + Õ(sn+1). (143)

8In fact its Ck
b -norm can be made arbitrarily small
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In contrast to when n is odd, we cannot use Lemma 4.10 to show that f = 0. Instead, we must
use the more complicated Lemma 4.8, to get one-forms ωn,m ∈ H∞(I+; s−1T ∗Sn) such that for
ωn :=

∑mn

m=0 s
n log(s)mωn,m we have

mn∑
m=0

sn log(s)mh̃n,mn
+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ωn = sn(h̃0

n + log(s)h̃1
n), (144)

where

h̃0
n, h̃

1
n ∈ H∞(I+; s−2 ker trg(0)).

Furthermore, 2
n h̃

1
n = f4 is the 4-component of f . Comparing this to definition (16) we see that f4 is

a constant times the obstruction tensor. Therefore h̃1
n vanishes, if and only if the obstruction tensor

of g′0 = g + h0 vanishes. After cutting off ωn to ensure it has small norm in s1
−
H

dn+1+n
b , we define

V̇n via ωn = 2g0(V̇n, ·) and Vn := Vn−1 + V̇n to get

ϕ∗
Vn

g = ϕ∗
Vn−1

g +

mn∑
m=0

sn log(s)mh̃n,mn
+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ωn︸ ︷︷ ︸

sn(h̃0
n+log(s)h̃1

n)+O(s∞)

+Õ(sn+1).

4.2 General order i We proceed inductively. Let l ∈ N and k = 0, ..., n − 1 and i = ln + k (Notice
that the first case, l = 1, k = 0 is i = n, which we have already proven, so suppose i > n). Suppose

we have constructed Vi−1 ∈ s1
−
H∞

b (Ω; 0TM) such that

ϕ∗
Vi−1

g = g′0 +

i−1∑
j=2

⌊j/n⌋∑
m=0

sj log(s)mh̃m
j︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=g′
i−1

+ ˜O(si)

with h̃m
j = 0 if j is odd. Assume further that

Ric g′i−1 − Λg′i−1 ≡ 0 mod Õ(si).

Now, we write equation (138) with g′0 replaced by g′i−1 and h̃′ replaced by ϕ∗
Vi−1

g − g′i−1 to get

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi
+ (Ric g′i−1 − Λg′i−1) ≡ 0 mod Õ(si+1).

Notice, how g′i−1 is of the form that we can apply Lemma 4.10 for the same l and k as in this proof.

So we get f (q) ∈ H∞(I+;S2TSn) for q = 0, ..., l, such that

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi
=

l∑
q=0

si log(s)qf (q).

Because of the second Bianchi identity, I(δG, s∂s)
∑l

q=0 s
i log(s)qf (q) = 0. Expanding this out,

we get at the highest log order I(δG, i)f (l) = 0. This lets us use Lemma 4.99 to find h̃l
i ∈

9The fact that the second line of I(DRic−Λ, λ) vanishes for all λ, lets us deduce that f
(q)
2 , the two component of

all forcing terms, is = 0. This lets us use Lemma 4.9 also in the case i = n+ 1
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H∞
b (I+; s−2T ∗Sn), such that I(DRic−Λ, i)h̃l

i = f (l) and therefore

I(DRic− Λ, s∂s)

(
mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi − si log(s)lh̃l
i

)

=

l−1∑
q=0

si log(s)qf (q) − si log(s)l−1∂λI(DRic−Λ, λ) |λ=i

− si log(s)l−2∂2
λI(DRic−Λ, λ) |λ=i

=

l−1∑
q=0

si log(s)qf ′(q),

for new functions f ′(q), but crucially, with the highest order of log reduced by one. Applying the
linearized second Bianchi identity to this equation and looking at the highest log order, we get that
f ′l−1 lies in the kernel of I(δG, i). Proceeding inductively, we get h̃q

i ∈ H∞
b (I+; s−2T ∗Sn) for all

q = 0, ..., l, such that

I(DRic−Λ, s∂s)

(
mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi
−

l∑
q=0

si log(s)qh̃q
i

)
= 0.

So, as i ̸= n, we can apply Lemma 4.7 to get one-forms ωi,m
10 such that for ωi defined as∑mi

m=0 s
i log(s)mωi,m we have

mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi
+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ωi = 0.

Using the same cutoff argument as before, we can make the s1
−
H

dn+1+i
b norm of ωi smaller than

1/2i. Defining V̇i via ωi = 2g0(V̇i, ·) and Vi := Vi−1 + V̇i we get

ϕ∗
Vi
g = ϕ∗

Vi−1
+

mi∑
m=0

si log(s)mh̃i,mi
+ I(δ∗, s∂s)ωi︸ ︷︷ ︸∑l

q=0 si log(s)qh̃q
i+O(s∞)

+Õ(si+1).

Notice that if i = nl+ k is odd, then Lemma 4.10 gives us that the f (q) have the form (0, f
(q)
2 , 0, 0).

But as we have seen multiple times now, f
(q)
2 must be 0 by the vanishing of the second line of

I(DRic−Λ, λ). This gives f (q) = 0 and therefore lets us choose h̃q
i = 0. This shows that the

expansion contains only even powers of s, which closes the induction.

If the obstruction tensor of g+h0 was equal to zero in the step at order n above, in each subsequent

step of the above proof we can use Lemma 4.10 for l = 0 to conclude that the forcing terms f (q) = 0
for q ≥ 1. This allows us to choose h̃q

i = 0 for q ≥ 1 and shows that the metric is smooth down to I+.

Using similar arguments as in the n = odd case, by investigating the vanishing of the 0i compo-
nent of DRic g′n − Λg′n now at the even order n+ 2, we get an equation for the divergence h̃0

n, but
the expression is no longer simple, so we do not compute it explicitly.

By construction, the sequence Vi converges in every s1
−
Hk

b norm and therefore converges to an
element in sβH∞

b (Ω; 0TM). This finishes the proof of the expansion in the even dimensional case

10If l > mi, then we get m′
i = l for the highest log order of ωi
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and of part one.

Part two: Block diagonal structure
Now, we solve away the order s∞ remainder terms obstructing the block-diagonal structure of the
metric near s = 0. To wit, we construct the boundary normal coordinates analogous to [GL91]
in a collar neighborhood of s = 0. In order to not destroy the already constructed expansion, we
need to ensure that this last pullback changes the metric only at order s∞H∞

b . Renaming the ϕ∗
V g

constructed in part one of the proof to g, we assume that g has the form (136) or (137).

Analogously to [GL91], we wish to construct a defining function s̃ for I+ that fulfills

|ds̃|2s̃2g = −1 (145)

in a neighborhood of I+ in M11. Notice that our initial defining function s already fulfills |ds|2s2g ≡
−1 mod s∞H∞

b by construction. Setting s̃ = eus for a function u on M with u = 0 on I+, the
condition (145) is equivalent to

1 + |ds|2s2g
s

+ s|du|2s2g + 2⟨ds, du⟩s2g = 0. (146)

This is a non-characteristic first-order ODE for u and we immediately get a solution in a neighbor-
hood of I+. But in order to prove that u decays fast enough toward I+, the proof of existence has
to be inspected in detail. This is the content of proposition 4.2, which for legibility is stated after
the proof of this theorem. The proposition tells us that u lies in s∞H∞.

Now we proceed to construct the final pullback of our metric g. Set s̃ := eus and V := − grads̃2g s̃.

Let γω(λ) be the integral curve of V starting at ω ∈ I+. Then by direct computation we get
∂λs̃(γw(λ)) = −|ds̃|2s̃2g = 1 and s̃(0) = 0 and therefore λ = s̃. So we get a diffeomorphism Φ from

[0, ϵ]s̃ ×I+
ω to a neighborhood of I+ in M by letting Φ(s̃, ω) = γω(s̃). By construction (or by direct

computation in a chart), the metric Φ∗g is of the desired block-diagonal form −ds̃2+H(s̃,ω;dω)
s̃2 . A

quick computation shows that − grads̃2g s̃ ≡ ∂s mod s∞H∞
b ≡ ∂s̃ mod s∞H∞

b . Using a coordinate

system on I+ we can write

Φ(s̃, ω) = (0, ω) +

∫ s̃

0

− grads̃2g s̃
∣∣
γω(t′) dt

′

≡ (0, ω) +

∫ s̃

0

(1, 0)dt′ mod s∞H∞
b

≡ (s̃, ω) mod s∞H∞
b

and therefore
Hij = ∂iΦ

µ∂jΦ
νgµν ≡ gij mod s∞H∞

b .

This proves that this last pullback only changes the metric at infinite order of decay and therefore
does not change the constructed asymptotic expansion. This concludes the proof of the theorem. □

This last proposition is concerned with the technical part of the proof of the decay behavior of
the solution u of (146). It is used in the proof of the preceding theorem 4.1.

Proposition 4.2. Let n ≥ 3 and let g be the metric produced in part one of the proof of theorem
4.1, satisfying (136) or (137).12 Let u be the solution to (146), namely

1 + |ds|2s2g
s

+ s|du|2s2g + 2⟨ds, du⟩s2g = 0.

11In the Riemannian setting discussed in [GL91], the analogous condition reads |ds̃|s̃2g = 1
12With g in the place of the ϕ∗g of the Theorem
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Then u lies in s∞H∞
b .

Proof. As the solution is unique, we can work in a local coordinate system (s, x) in a neighborhood
[0, ϵ]× I+. Taking the expansion (136) or (137) for g at order N , we can write, for any N ∈ N,

(s2g)−1 =

(
−1 0
0 GN (s, x)

)
+ hN (s, x), (147)

where GN (s, x) is a n × n matrix that is smooth in x, log-smooth and C3 in s up to I+13, and

hN ∈ sNH∞
b . We write Gij

N and hµν
N for the components of the matrices. Because of Sobolev

embedding, we have |(s∂s)khµν
N | ≤ CN,ks

N and therefore hµν
N ∈ CN−1. We will drop the subscript

N from G and h to increase legibility from here on.

We investigate the proof of the existence and uniqueness of the solution to nonlinear first order
PDEs, as described in [Eva10]. We parameterize a region of I+ by r in a compact subset of Rn and
write an ODE for the characteristic curves in t starting at r. Set z := u, p0 := ∂su and pi := ∂iu
and consider them, as well as s and x, as functions of r, t. Writing v = (s, x, z, p) we can rewrite
our problem into a solution of a first order ODE in the following way. Defining the left-hand side
of (146) as F we get in coordinates

F (s, x, z, pµ) = −h00

s
+ 2(−p0 + hµ0pµ) + s(−p20 +Gijpipj + hµνpµν)

!
= 0.

Our first order system14 is then

ds

dt
= ∂p0

F = 2(−1 + h00 − sp0 + hµ0pµ)

dxi

dt
= ∂piF = 2(h0i + sGijpj + shiµpµ

dz

dt
= pµ∂pµ

F = 2(−p0 − sp20 + sGijpipj + h0µpµ + hµνpµpν)

dp0
dt

= −∂sF =
s∂sh

00 − h00

s2
+ p20 −Gijpipj − hµνpµpν

− 2∂sh
0µpµ − s∂sh

µνpµpν − s∂sG
ijpipj

dpi
dt

= −∂piF =
∂ih

00

s
− s∂iG

abpapb − s∂ih
µνpµpν .

(148)

Define the right-hand side as f(v) and notice that for N large enough, f(v) depends on s in a C3

fashion, and on the other variables in a C∞ fashion. The initial conditions for this system are given
by s(0, r) = z(0, r) = pµ(0, r) = 0 and x(0, r) = r. They fulfill the compatibility conditions as
defined in [Eva10]. Therefore, by Picard-Lindelöf, we get a unique C1 solution v for t ≤ ϵ > 0.
Because of the regularity conditions on f , we immediately get that it is C4 in t and r. Apriori, we
do not get more, as when differentiating the equation with respect to t or r, by the chain rule we
get ∂sf terms, which lose one order of differentiability. We show later by closer examination, that
the solution is smooth in r as expected.

Now, as ds
dt (0, r) = −2 ̸= 0, we see that we can invert s(t, r), x(t, r) to t(s, x), r(s, x) in a collar

neighborhood of I+ in a C4 fashion and set u(s, x) = z(t(s, x), r(s, x)), which solves the equation
(146) by construction. We wish to investigate this solution more closely to show that it decays faster
than any sM towards s = 0.

13Because the lowest even dimension considered is n = 4, we get the lowest log contribution at s4 and therefore
GN is C3

14For motivation of this proof, see [Eva10]
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Looking at the equation for ds
dt , we see that we can estimate

C1t ≤ s ≤ C2t, (149)

for positive constants C1 and C2 independent of r because of the continuous dependence of the
solution on r. Because of this, we can estimate all terms containing h in f like

|∂l
sh(s(t, r), x(t, r))| ≤ CsN−l ≤ CtN−l (150)

We begin by extracting the behavior of w := (z, p) as t goes to 0. By considering s and x to as
functions of t we can write the w part of system (148)

w′ = f1(t, w) + f2(t) (151)

with f1, f2 ∈ C4. They further fulfill f1(t, 0) = 0 and |f2(t)| ≤ CtN−2. All terms of f not containing
hµν can be put into f1 (the explicit t dependence of f1 stems from the fact that we no longer
consider s and x to be variables of our equation). All terms containing hµν can be put into f2 and
by estimates of the type (150), we get the decay15. Now integrating the differential equation for w
for t ≤ ϵ we get

|w(t)| =
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

f1(t
′, w(t′)) + f2(t

′)dt′
∣∣∣∣

≤
∫ t

0

C|w(t′)|+ Ct′N−2dt′

≤ Ctmaxt′∈[0,t] |w(t′)|+ CtN−1

≤ Cϵmaxt′∈[0,ϵ] |w(t′)|+ CtN−1.

(152)

By choosing 0 < ϵ′ ≤ 1/2Cmaxt′∈[0,ϵ] |w(t′)|, we thus get

|w(t)| ≤ CtN−1 (153)

for t ≤ ϵ′. This gives for our solution |u(s, x)| = |z(t(s, x), r(s, x))| ≤ CtN−1 ≤ CsN−1.

Later, we will also need that arbitrary r derivatives of w decay as tN−1 toward t = 0. First we
prove that indeed the solution is C∞ in r.

Differentiating the ODE ∂tv = f in r gives us a system of ODEs for ∂rv. The right-hand side
of this ODE contains the terms ∂rf = ∂sf∂rs + ∂xf∂rx + ∂pf∂rp, which lies in C2, as we apriori
lose one order of regularity in the term ∂sf . The initial conditions for the components I of v are
∂rv

I(0, r) = 0, except for ∂rx
i(0, r) = 1. By Piccard-Lindelöf we get a C3 solution. A standard

argument shows that this solution is indeed the derivative of v with respect to r. Furthermore,
as ∂rs(0, r) = 0, we see that |∂rs| ≤ Ct ≤ C ′s. Now we can inductively derive the ODE k times
with respect to r, always with right-hand sides ∂k

r f being in C2. We do not lose regularity, as the
potentially problematic terms, ∂l

sf , are always accompanied by terms that are bounded by Csl.
They come from the application of the chain rule ∂rf = ∂sf∂rs + . . . and are l factors of terms of
the form ∂m

r s for m < k. As the initial condition for ∂k
r s is ∂k

r s(0, r) = 0, by the result at order
k − 1, they are bounded by Cs. The initial conditions for all components read ∂k

r v(0, r) = 0 for
k ≥ 2. Again, it can be shown that the unique solutions to the ODEs are in fact the real derivatives
of v. In this way, we get smoothness of v in r.

To now show that arbitrary r derivatives of w = (z, p) decay as sN−2, we again look at the ODEs
for ∂k

rw and proceed inductively. Using that for the orders l < k we already have |∂l
rw| ≤ CtN−1,

we can show that we can split the right-hand side of ∂t∂
k
rw = ∂k

r f into the same form as (151). By

15The s∂sh
00−h00

s2
term in f is responsible for the loss of two orders of decay, but as in the end N was arbitrary,

it does not matter
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the same proof as above we therefore get the decay of |∂k
rw| ≤ CtN−1.

Now, we are prepared to investigate the behavior of our solution to the original equation (146),
u(s, x) = z(t(s, x), r(s, x)). We wish to show that an arbitrary number of b-derivatives of u exist
and are bounded by CsN−1. This relies on iterative applications of the chain rule together with the
explicit expression of the derivative of the inverse using the inverse function Theorem and Cramer’s

rule. We call f = (fs, fxi

, fz, fpµ) the components of f . Notice that because of (153), all f I except
for fs are bounded by CsN−2. We have to be careful when examining the derivatives of f . Now,
we are considering f as a function of only s, x, as we consider pµ to be functions of s, x through
its t, r dependence. We write primed derivatives when we mean partial derivatives with respect to
only the explicit dependence of f on the variables s, x. This means for example ∂xf = ∂′

xf+∂pf∂xp.

To illustrate the general procedure, we first consider one b-derivative of u in detail. Let A =
∂ts∂rx − ∂tx∂rs = fs∂rx − fx∂rs be the determinant of the Jacobi matrix of the change of coor-
dinates. It is uniformly bounded away from 0 and ∞ on our domain. By the chain rule, we have
s∂su = s(∂tz∂st+ ∂rz∂sr). Using the inverse function formula(

∂st ∂xt
∂sr ∂xr

)
=

1

A

(
∂rx −∂rs
−∂tx ∂ts

)
(154)

we get s∂su = 1
A (fzs∂rx− fxs∂rz). This can easily be estimated by CsN−2 because of the bounds

on fz, fx and the continuity of the other terms (A ≈ −2 ̸= 0). For a derivative along ∂x of u we
compute ∂xu = ∂tz∂xt + ∂rz∂xr = 1

A (−fz∂rs + ∂rzf
s). The first summand can be estimated by

CsN−2 because of the decay of fz, the second summand because of the decay of ∂rz.

The proof in general dimensions is analogous, the only change is that the formula for the inverse
gets more complicated, the numerator will now be a sum of products. The relevant terms for the
decay will always appear analogously in each term, the other factors can just be estimated by a
constant.

Now to general order (again for n = 1 to increase readability). Assume by induction that for
k ∈ N we have that ∂a

r (s∂s)
bu with a+b ≤ k−1 exists and is of the following form, with c+d, l ≤ k−1

and m ≤ 2:

P

(
Rc(∂

′
s)

c(∂′
x)

df I , ∂l
rv

I ,
1

A
, ∂m

p (Rc(∂
′
s)

c(∂′
x)

df I)

)
. (155)

Here P is a polynomial and the Re are a product of e factors of either s or terms of the form
∂b
rs with b ≤ e. This means that the Re can be estimated by Cse. Furthermore, we assume each

summand of P contains at least one critical factor. A critical factor is either a term of the form
Rd(∂

′
s)

d(∂′
x)

cf I with I ̸= s if there are no derivatives, or a term of the form ∂l
rv

I with I = z, p. By
estimating the critical factor by CsN−2 and all the remaining factors by a constant, we get that
|∂a

r (s∂s)
bu| ≤ CsN−2. We wish to show that s∂sP and ∂xP exists and also is of the same form,

with k changed to k + 1.

We investigate what happens when either a s∂s or a ∂x derivative hits a factor of a summand of
P . First, suppose it hits a critical factor of the form ∂l

rz. We compute for example

∂x(∂
l
rz) = ∂l+1

r z∂xr + ∂l
r∂tz∂xt

= ∂l+1
r z

fs

A
− ∂l

rf
z ∂rs

A
,
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using the inversion formula (154) and ∂tv = f . The first summand contains a critical factor of
∂l+1
r z, multiplied by allowed inputs to P . For the ∂l

rf
z term we compute

∂l
rf

z = ∂l−1
r (∂′

sf
z∂rs+ ∂′

xf
z∂rx+ ∂pf

z∂rp).

Performing all ∂r derivatives in this fashion, we see that the amount of ∂′
s derivatives acting on fs

is identical to the number of factors of terms of the form ∂m
r s. So the terms with at least one ∂′

sf ,
are of the form Ra(∂

′
s)

a(∂′
x)

mfz and therefore contain a critical factor. In the terms with only ∂′
x

derivatives, (∂′
x)

mfz is a critical factor, and in the remaining terms, we have at least one factor of
∂m
r p. Therefore, each summand contains at least one critical factor and we have shown that ∂x(∂

l
rz)

is of the same form as P with k increased by one. The terms s∂s∂
l
rz, ∂x∂

l
rp, s∂s∂

l
rp work analogously.

Suppose next, a b-derivative hits a critical factor of the form Rd(∂
′
s)

d(∂′
x)

cf I . Taking for example
the ∂x derivative, we get two terms,

∂x(Rd) · (∂′
s)

d(∂′
x)

cf I +Rd · ∂x((∂′
s)

d(∂′
x)

cf I). (156)

When in the first term the derivative hits Rd, we have to calculate

∂x∂
l
rs = ∂l+1

r s∂xr + ∂l
rf

s∂xt = ∂l+1
r s

fs

A
− ∂l

rf
s ∂rs

A
.

We see that both summands still contain a factor of ∂m
r s and therefore ∂xRd is given by a sum of

Rd-type terms multiplied by factors that are inputs of P (The ∂l
rf

s can be evaluated into terms
that are inputs to P like ∂l

rf
z above). Therefore, in the first term in (156) each summand has a

critical factor. Turning to the second term in (156), we compute

∂x((∂
′
x)

c(∂′
s)

df I) = (∂′
x)

c+1(∂′
s)

df I + ∂p((∂
′
x)

c(∂′
s)

df I) · ∂xp

= (∂′
x)

c+1(∂′
s)

df I + ∂p((∂
′
x)

c(∂′
s)

df I) · (∂tp∂xt+ ∂rp∂xr)

= (∂′
x)

c+1(∂′
s)

df I + ∂p((∂
′
x)

c(∂′
s)

df I) · (−fp ∂rs

A
+ ∂rp

fs

A
).

After multiplying each summand by Rd, it has the form of factors of inputs of P multiplied by a
critical factor. The first summand is the critical factor itself, in the second it is fp and in the third
it is ∂rp. The computation for s∂s is analogous. This shows that a b-derivative of a critical factor
is a product of the inputs of P multiplied by at least one critical factor.

For the rest of the inputs of P we only have to show that b-derivatives only give rise to terms
that are again inputs of P . We no longer need to keep track of critical factors. They follow after
similar but simpler versions of the arguments above.

This finally closes the induction and shows that |(s∂s)a∂b
xu| ≤ CsN−2 for arbitrary a, b ∈ N. But

as N ∈ N was arbitrary, we get that u ∈ s∞H∞
b as was our claim.

□
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