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1 Introduction

11 The problem and the results

The problem of the global stability for the K err spacetin e is a very di cult

and open problm . The m ore di cul issue is that of proving the existence of
solutions of the vacuum E instein equations w ith initial data \near to K err" in
the whole outer region up to the event horizon, which is also an unknown ofthe
problem .

W hat is known up to now relative to the whole outer region are som e relevant
uniform boundedness resuls for solutions to the wave equation in the Kerr
spacetin e used as a background spacetin e, see D aferm osR odnianski, D a-Rd]
and references therein

If we consider the existence problem in a extermal region su ciently far from
the K err event horizon fora slow rotating K err spacetin e the resul is included,
In the version of M Inkow ski stability result proved by S K lanem an and one
of the present author, F N ., see KN 1il] and also Ch-K 1]. In this case one of
the present authors, F' N ., recently proved, N i2], that the asym ptotic behaviour
of the R iem ann com ponents is In agreem ent w ith the \P eeling theorem " if the
corrections to the K err nitial data decay su ciently fast.

In this paper we face and solve a m ore di cul problem , nam ely we prove in

an extemal region which willbe de ned in detail Jater on, see the ram ark after
the statem ent of Theoram [4.]] in Section [4, but basically is the region wh

r RgandM =R, wih su ciently am all, the non linear stability of the
Kerr spacetine forany J M ? for an appropriate class of initial data near to
Kerr.

M oreover if w e restrict the class of initial data, once subtracted the initial data
ofthe K errpart, to those which decay toward the spacelike In niy faster than
r 3,we show agah that the null asym ptotic decay of the R iam ann tensor is n
agreem ent w ith the \P eeling theorem ". W e can now state ourm ain result in a
som ew hat prelim lnary version, the fill version of the theorem can be found in
Section [4.

Theorem 1.1.Assume that initialdata are given on ¢ such that, outside ofa
all centered in the origin of radius R o, they are di erent from the \K err initial
data of a Kerr spacetine with massM satisfying

M 2
—<<1l; J M
Ro

for som e m etric corrections decaying faster than r 3 toward spacelike in nity
together w ith its derivatives up to an order g 4, nam ely

(K err) 34+ — (K err) A+ —
gi5= 0y togal T ;o ky=ki T+ oqe 4T 1)

l1See also orthe J = 0 case, B]] and references therein.

?r is a radial coordinate w hich w illbe de ned later on.

3T he com ponents of the m etric tensor w ritten in dim ensional coordinates. £ = oq (r 2 )
m eans that £ asym ptotically behaves as o (r 2 ) and its partial derivatives @% £, up to order g
behave aso@ 2 X ).



where > 0. Let us assum e that the m etric correction g, the second funda-
mental form correction ki are su ciently sn all, nam ely a function m ade by
L2 nomson ( ofthese quantities is small,

J ( oiRo; Yg; k) "; a2

then this initial data set has a unique developm ent, M , de ned outside the do—
main of in  uence ofBg, . M oreover M can ke oliated by a canonicaldouble null
foliation £fC @);C (u)g whose outgoing kaves C (u) are com p]eteﬁ and the vari-

ous null com ponents of the R iem ann tensor rehtive to a null fram e associated

to this foliation decay as expected from the P ecling theorem .

T he proof of this result depends on m any previous results, the result on the
stability for the M inkow skisgpacetin e in the extemal region proved by S.K lain—
em an and F N ., In K N il], a resul which, at its tum, isbased on the sam inal
work by D Christodoulou and S K lainerm an, [Ch-K 1] and, conceming the proof
ofthe peeling decay, In portant ideas of the proof com e from the previous work
by SK lhinem an and F N ., K IN 2], and the recent N i2].

Before presenting the m ain new ideas used In this paper we observe that the
two results proved in this work, the global stability in the extemal region and
the asym ptotic R iem ann decay in agreem ent w ith the peeling, are basically in—
dependent; relaxing the decay conditions on the Initial data we can prove the
stability w ith a worst null asym ptotic decay. In this paper we prove the two
results together, but i should be easy to realize how to enlarge the class of
iniial data to prove only the rst one, proceeding as n K IN 2] where it has
been shown in detail, for the perturbed M inkow ski spacetin e, how the space-
like decays of the initial data are connected to the null decay of the R iem ann
com ponents.

Finally, as we said, m any steps to prove T heorem [I.1] have been discussed in
previousworks, here we prove In every detailthe new part ofthis resul, nam ely
T heoram [3J]which is the core result to obtain, via a bootstrap m echanism , the
global existence and the decay satisfying the \P eeling theorem ".

In the rem aining part of the introduction we exam ine the di culties one en-
counters to prove this result and how they have been overcom ed.

1.2 The globalexistence in an external region around the
K err spacetim e

T o understand the problem s arising perturbing around the K err spacetin e solu—
tion ofthe E instein equations it is appropriate rst to rem emberhow the prob—
Jlem of perturbing around the M inkow ski spacetin e solution has been solved.
T he general strategy is usually called \bootstrap m echanisn ": one proves w ith
a localexistence resul that there isa nite region V , whose m etric satis es the
E Instein equations, endowed w ith som e speci c properties, m ainly that som e

4By this we m ean that the null geodesics generating C (u) can be inde nitely extended
tow ard the future.



nom s associated to the m etric com ponents and its derivatives are bounded by
a (an all) constant, then assum es that the largest possbl region, V , where
these bounds, we call \bootstrap bounds", hold is nite and nally proves that,
if the initial data are su ciently sm all, this region can be extended show ing
that the previous bounds can be i proved. T herefore, to avoid a contradiction,
this region should coincide w ith the whole spacetin e.
To be a Iittle less schem aticwe assum ethat V isendowed w ith a foliation m ade
by outgoing and incom ing null cones, £C ( )g and £C ( )g, and that the nom s
we assum e bounded are those relative to the connection coe cients and to the
com ponents of the R iam ann tensor.
T he central part of the proof is, therefore, to show that these nom s can have
better bounds. To do i we use in them anifold V the structure equations and
the B ianchiequations. T he structure equations take the form oftransport equa-
tions for the connection coe cients along the incom ing and outgoing cones and
of elliptic H odge system s on the two dim ensional surfaces intersections of the
ncom ing and an outgoing cones, S = C \ C . These equations can be seen as
inhom ogeneous equations whose inhom ogeneous part depends on the R iem ann
com ponents. T he B ianchiequations, at their tum, can be w ritten as transport
equations for the R iem ann com ponents along the cones whose inhom ogeneous
part ism ade by products of the R iam ann com ponents and the connection coef-
clents.
To use these equations we m ake a sort of linearization, nam ely we consider the
R dam ann com ponents as extemal sources satisfying the \bootstrap bounds" and
show , using the equations for connection coe cients, that these bounds (of the
connection coe cients) can be in proved. T hen we controlthe R iem ann com po—
nents; to do twe use In a crucialway the fact that it ispossible to de ne for the
R iem ann com ponents som e quantities which play the role of the energy nom s,
in association to the B fanchiequations. T hese nom s are basically weighted L2
Integrals, along the outgoing and incom ing cones, of the BelR obinson tensor.
A ssum Ing the connection coe cients satisfying the \bootstrap bounds" we can
prove that these energy nom s are bounded by the corresponding iniial data
nom s and using also the B ianchiequations obtain, nally, better nom s for the
R iem ann com ponents.
This is a very schem atic description of som e of the m ain ideas developed in
K IN il]] to prove the M ikow ski stability result for the extemal region.
Ifwe ask ourselveshow to transport this strategy to perturb non linearly around
the K err spacetin e solution instead than around the M inkow ski solution, we
realize in m ediately that them ain di erence is, In broad tem s, that now we are
perturbing around a solution di erent from zero, w hile theM inkow skispacetin e
can be considered a \zero solution". W ith that wem ean that in the M inkow ski
Soacetin e all the connection coe cients are identically zero w ith the exosption
of the second null fundam ental form s and  which, due to the M inkow ski
soherical sinm etry, reduce to the two scalar functions tr = 2r 1 and tr =
2r 1. M oreover all the R j&m ann com ponents are identically zero. T herefore
to prove that the nom s are bounded and an allwe do not have to subtract the



connection coe cientsorthe R iam ann com ponents associated to theM inkow ski
solution as they are (W ith the exception oftr and tr ) identically zero.

A s the K err spacetin e is not a \zero solution" som e kind of subtraction has to
be done. This \subtraction" m echanisn is delicate as we are not looking for a
linearly perturbed so]utjorﬁ and it is realized through four di erent steps:

1) The st step consists In de ning the \bootstrap assum ptions" orvV not
for the connection coe cients and the Riem ann tensor nom s, but for their
corrections, that is for the connection coe cients and the R iam ann tensor com —
ponents to which we have subtracted their K en:paﬁ's@ Sin bolically,

o=0 o%e® , RrR=Rr R&eD a3)

and in som e detail, see K IN il]], Chapter 3, for all the de nitions,

— K err) . - K err) ., — (K err)
14 14
1= p&err) Lo = | ®err) ...,
. . . [ — — oo
(K err) (K err)

i) The second step consists in w riting the structure equation (in the V
region) instead that for the connection coe cients , ; ; ;!;!:: for their
oorrectjonsﬁ
A swe said before, recalling the proof forthe M inkow skistability, these equations
have inhom ogeneous term s which depend on the R iem ann tensor and, in this
case, on the correction to the R iam ann tensor

R=R R&e9 .

Once we have these m odi ed structure equations we can use them to obtain
better estim ates for the nom s of these connection coe cients corrections, O,
provided we have a control for the nom s of the R iem ann com ponents correc—
tions, R.

iii) The third step consists In obtaining estin ates for the R iem ann com -
ponents corrections. T his requires to subtract the K err part of the R iem ann
tensor. This cannot be done In a direct way as the basic step to control the
R iem ann nom s is to prove the boundedness of the energy type nom s, generi-
cally denoted by Q . These nom s are weighted L? integrals of the B elR obinson
tensor which is a quadratic expression on the R iam ann tensor.

50 bserve that also the linear perturbation around K err has som e problem s due again to
the fact that the R iem ann tensor in K err spacetim e is di erent from zero, see [BJ] and [?].

6M ore precisely the K err part \procted" on the V foliation, see the details in subsection
221

7T he technical details for this \K err decoupling" for the connection coe cients are dis-
cussed later on.



W e would need analogous nom s for the R corrections and we also would like
a well de nite positivity for the integrand, see the explicite expression of the
Q nom s in M inkow skicase n K INill], Chapter 3, to get from them estin ates
for the (correction of the) null R iem ann com ponents nom s. To obtain i we
have to proceed In a di erent way based, intuitively, on the fact that the K err
spacetin e is stationary and @% is a K illing vector eld. T herefore if, instead of
considering the R iem ann com ponents, we consider their tin e derivatives, they
do not depend anym ore on the K err part of the R iem ann tensor, their initial
data can have a better decay and if we could control their 9 nom s we could
then obtain a good controlofthe R nom s in V and also a good asym ptotic
decay along the null directions.
T his argum ent as presented is not rigorous, In the perturbed K err spacetim e @%
isnot anym ore a K illing vector eld, but it tums out that the basic idea can be
Im plem ented in the follow Ing sense:
Let us consider instead of the tin e derivative of the R iem ann tensor its (m odi-
ed) Lie derivative ﬁTO R E where Ty, whose precise de nition w illbe given later

on, equal to @% In the Kerr spacetin e, is not anym ore a K illing vector eld,

but only \nearly K J'JJjng"B then we de ne som e Q" nom s relative to ﬁTOR w ih
appropriate weights and prove that they are bounded in tem s of the corre—
soonding quantities w ritten In tem s of the initial data; from it we can prove,
after quite a few steps, that the R nom s are sn all and satisfy appropriate
decays.

T he steps just sketched require, to be fully understood, som em ore details; aswe
said the region V is the largest possibl region where the so called \bootstrap
assum ptions" hold, In this region there is a foliation m ade by null ncom ing and
outgoing cones fC ( );C ( )g, which are the kevel surfacesu = ,u= of the
functions u ();u (p) solutions of the eikonal equations, see later and K IN 1lf],
Chapter 3, for a detailed discussion. The foliation suggests to use the a ne
param eters of the null geodesics generating the null cones, ; , as coodinates,
hereafter denoted again u;u, and som e angular variables !*;!? to de ne an
arbitrary point on the two dim ensional surface S W;u) = C @) \ C ).

In V , thought as a subset of R? where (u;u;!;!?) is a generic ponnt, we can
de netwom etricsthe rstbeing theK errm etric, the otherbeing the perturbed
K errm etric w ritten again in the sam e coordinates, see subsubsection 2.1 ]l

g(K err)

_ 2
- 4 K err

dudu+ § a4t x3

ab (K err

y@u+ du) d!® x¥

K err

y (du + du)

g (pertK err)

= 4 *dudu+ . d!? K opdu+ X3du) 4”@ .,du+ X Pdu)

8See later for its precise de nition.
°W ith \nearly K illing" we m ean that its deform ation tensor is sm allw ith respect to som e
Sobolev nom s.

14)



w here the K errm etric w ritten in these coordinates is the one used in [IsP r].
Thismeans that £V ;g k «rr)g can be thought as a region of the (outer) Kerr
spacetin e, while fV ;g pertx err)d @ region ofthe perturbed extemalK err space-
tin e whose existence we want to prove. T he choice of the sam e coordinatesw ill
tum out in portant to get, subtracting the K err part, the transport equations
for the connection coe cients corrections O .
M oreoverin V. we can build a null fram e adapted to this foliation fes;es;e1 ;8,9
where e ;e, are vector elds orthonom al and tangent to the two din ensional
surfacesS = C ( )\ C ( ) whik g;e; are proportionalto the null geodesics gen—
erating the cones and in the previous coordinates have the follow ing expressions,
as discussed In detail Jater on,

1 @ 1 a

es= = —+X  ; o3= = —+X e 15
4 e 3 au & err) x.5)

whilk ifwe were considering the K errm etric we should have, w ith

| e | _@
X(Kerr): B@!2= B@ I
where !5 isde ned in eq.[2.35,
1 @ 1 @
(K err) (K err)
e = — —+ X ; = — —+ X (1.6
‘ (K err) @H  ere) ’ 3 (K err) @u  ere)
From thiswe de ne
X +X (K err) @ @
To= — &3+t ) —m= —+ — 1.7)
¢ 2 Gu Gu

The last In portant thing to point out is that the integrands of the Q" nom s
have to be a sum of non negative tem s, see for nstance K IN ill], Chapter 3
equations (3.5.1),..,(35.3), which requires that the BelR cbinson tensor have
to be saturate by appropriate vector elds, linear com binations of es, ¢4 wih
positive weights. T herefore as In K IN il]] we saturate the BelR cbinson tensor
w ith the follow ing vector elds

T l( + e3)
= —(x+e
5 & 3
1
S=§(+e4+ €3)
_ 1, 2
K = §(+e4+ 63) (1.8)
w here P P
s = :|_+g2 ; = 1+ u?;

T hese vector elds, when we perturb M inkow ski spacetim €, are nearly K illing,
whilk here they are not K illing vectors even in the Kerr spacetin e The

10 perturbing M inkow ski spacetin e we can choose T = To as in M inkow ski spacetin e
3

T=ﬁ'



relevance ofthe T ;S ;K vector elds in the present case is connected to the fact
that they are non spacelike elds In the region outside the ergosphere, m ade by
e3 and g4, the null vectors of the fram e adapted to the foliation which have the
property that the eldsN = e, ;N = ej3 are equivariant vector elds.

1.3 The decay of the R iem ann com ponents, the P eeling

Beside the proofofthe Kerr stability In a regionwith r Rg>> M ,we prove
that the null R iem ann com ponents have a null asym ptotic decay consistent
w ith the \Peeling theorem ". This result has already been obtained by one of
the authors, F N ., N 12], if we restrict ourselves to the perturbation of a very
slow rotating K err spacetin e or to a \very extemal region" which was de ned
through the condition

[y

M “R €.9)

where ¥ is a an all num ber depending on the sm allness of the Initialdata. As
discussed in [N 2], the advantage of restricting to this \m uch far" region is that,
in this case, we do not have to prove again a global existence result as, in that
case, the Kerr part of the m etric can be considered itself a perturbation of
the M inkow ski spacetin e satisfying the conditions of K IN il]]. In the present
paper, once w e have proved a globalexistence result, the way to prove again the
\peeling decay" is basically the sam e as the one discussed In [N 2], we sketch
now them ain ideas nvolved and we refer to [N i2]] and to the next sections for
a m ore detailed discussion.

In ChK1 and in K INilj], the null asym ptotic behaviour of som e of the null
com ponents ofthe R iem ann tensor, speci cally the andthe com ponents, see
Jater for their de nitions, is di erent from the one expected from the \Peeling

Theoram ", W_|], as the decay proved there is slower. M ore precisely the com —
ponents and do not ©llow the \Peeling theorem "as they decay as r z

whil we expect r 5 and r ¢ respectively[[d T a subsequent paper, K 1N 2,
S K lainem an and F N . proved that the decay suggested from the \P eeling theo-
rem " could be obtained assum Ing a stronger spacelike decay for the iniialdata.
Unfortunately that resul requires an iniial data decay too strong for proving
the \peeling decay" in spacetin es near to K err. To show how this resul has to
be mproved et us rst recall i in som e m ore detail. In K IN i2] the follow ing
result was proved:

Theorem : Let assume that on (=B the m etric and the second fiindam ental

11c om ponents relative to a null fram e adapted to the null outgoing and incom ing cones
which foliate the \extermnal region".
121n principle som e log powers can be present, see JA V X roon, K r2)].

10



form have the ollow ing asym ptotic behaviour

Jij = Js 5+ Ogi1 (@ G ))

kis= Oq@ ) 1.10)

where g5 denotes the restriction of the Schwarzschild m etric on the initial hy—

persurface:
2M
=0 —) 'af+rf@d*+sh *d?:
r
Let us assum e that a sm allhess condition for the initialdata is satis T hen
along the outgoing nullhypersurfaces C (u) (ofthe externalregion) the follow ing
Iim itshold, with < andu and u the generalization ofthe F inkelstein variablkes
=t r u= t+ r in the Schwarzschid spacetjme

rad+ 9% ) =c,
Im PO+ 9% ) =
Iim £ = Co
Tim r = C (1.11)
u

Iim A+ 9% ) =,

C u)u! 1

0
sup @+ #1) I Co:

This result was obtained, basically, In two steps. The st one consisted In
proving that a fam ily of energy-type nom s, Q°, m ade w ith the BelR ocbinson
tensor associated to the Riem ann tensor R, of the sam e type as those used
to prove the global existence near M inkow ski in [K IN il], but with a di erent
weight in the Integrand, were bounded in tem s of the sam e nom s relative to
the Initialdata. The new weights are obtained m ultiplying the previous weights
by a function j1j wih appropriate > 0 and the centralpoint is that the extra
termm s appearing in the \E rror" we have to estin ate to controlthe boundedness
ofthe 0" nom shave a de nite sign and can be discarded. T his allowed to prove,
from the boundedness ofthe Q" nom s, that the various null com ponents of the
R iem ann tensor, beside the decay in r, have a decay factor in the j1jvarable.
In the second step it wasproved that, ntegrating along the incom ing cones, the
extra decay In the jijvariable can be transform ed in an extra decay in the r
variable proving the nalresul.

BHere f = Og(r ® ) m eans that £ asym ptotically behaves asO (r 2 ) and its partialderiva—
tives @X £, up to order gbehave asO (r @ ¥ ). Here with gij wem ean the com ponents w ritten
in C artesian coordinates.

14T he details of the sm allness condition are in K IN i2]].

15 ; ;::arethe nullcom ponents ofthe R jem ann tensor de ned w ith respect to a null fram e
adaptea to the double null foliation, see K 1N ill] C hapter 3, and later on.

11



A swe said this result cannot be inm ediately translated to the present case as
the required decay for the niial data does not adm it initialdata near to K err.
The way out, which was already used in N 12]], is the one already used to prove
global stability : we have to subtract the K err part, nam ely instead of looking
directly to the decay ofthe R iem ann com ponents we look to the decay of their
tin e derivatives, m ore precisely the (m odi ed) Lie derivative w ith respect to
the nearly K illing vector eld T(. T hisbasically subtracts the K errpart, allow s
to prove the boundedness ofthem odi ed " nom sand nally proves that,w ith
a \tin e" Integration, rst, R satis esboundswhich allow to extend the region
V and prove globale existence and, second, show s that the null com ponents
of the R iem ann tensor satisfy the peeling decay. M ore details are given In the
Introduction to N i2]] and the com plete proof is given in the follow ing sections.

A cknow ledgm ents: The initial part of this work has been done during a visit
ofone ofthe authors, F N ., to the InstitutM ittagle er O jurshol , Sweden),

where he was invited for the G eneral Rehtivity sem ester and where he en pyed

m any scienti c¢ discussions. M oreover the sam e author is desply indebted to S.
K lainerm an for pointing to him the im portance of considering the L ie derivative,

w ith respect to the \tim e" vector eld B, of the R iam ann tensor to obtain m ore

detailed estim ates for the various com ponents of the R iem ann tensor. Beside

F N . is also indebted for m any illim inating discussions he had with himn about
this subect and m any related ones. W e also want to state ckarly that the present
resul is desply based on the previous works [K EN i1f], [K EN i2] and on the original
findam ental work by D Christodoulbu and S K hinerm an, [Ch-K]1]. Therefore

nothing has been \gxaoeﬁﬂly@ acknow kedged", but all the due credits have been

explicitely given at the best of our know kdge.

2 The Bootstrap assum ptions

The man di erence with KINil] and also KIN 2] are that in this case the
iniial data we are considering are a perturbation of Kerr initial data (in the
extemal region of ) and that, therefore, we do not assum e the ADM m ass
an all; m oreover due to the K errm etric the decay ofthe initial data m etric does
not satisfy the assum ptions required in K IN i2].
W e denote with O the connection coe cient nom s de ned as in [[KINl] and
wem ake speci ¢ assum ptions on them . W e denote by R the nom s associated
to the various nullR iem ann com ponents, w here ~ and ~ are in plce of
and

The choice ofnomsas j 1j, J pis or J 1} nom s ©llow s the schem e of
K IN il]] and w ill be discussed later on, here we are Interested to their weight
factors and to their an allness, therefore we denote all the nom swih j Jjand
which kind of nom s they represent ollow s exactly the pattem of K N if].

16A n adverb som etim es very in properly used.
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2.1 The null canonical foliation and the m etric in V

A swe said In the introduction di erently from N i2] one has to prove again the
existence of a global (extemal) spacetin e, non linear perturbation of the K err
one. This isdone w ith a strategy sin ilar to the one used In K IN il]] with som e
In portant di erences. First the Q nom s for the Riem ann tensor de ned in
K 1IN 11]] are substituted by som e Q" nom s associated to the \tin e derivative"
of the R iam ann tensor, ﬁTOR , second, to rebuild from the know ledge ofﬁTOR
the com plete R iem ann tensor one has to controlthe connection coe cients in a
very detailed way, nam ely to have nom estin ates forthe di erence O between
the connection coe cients and their K errpart. The controlofthe O tem s, as
the control of the com plete connection coe cients in [[K IN ilf], is m ade w riting
the transport equations for these temm s which are obtained starting from the
structure equations for the whole connection coe cients and subtracting their
K err parts.
M ore precisely it is clear that the K err connection coe cients satisfy transport
equations sin ilar to those in [K IN ilf]] w ith respect to a double null cone folia—
tion ofthe K err spacetim e. O n the other side the connection coe cients of the
perturbed K err spacetin e satisfy the transport equations w ritten w ith respect
to a double null cone foliation of the perturbed K err spacetin e. This in plies
that to subtract the K errpart (to these trasport equations) we have also to con—
trolthe di erence betw een the double null cone foliation associated to the K err
spacetin e and the one associated to the perturbed K err spacetin e and prove
that this is \an all". T his also has to be part of the bootstrap m echanism and
requiresthat the bootstrap assum ptionson the connection coe cientsterm sin —
ply analogous estin ates at the level ofthe corrections to the m etric com ponents,
we denote hereafter globally 0.
T he subtraction of the K err part to the transport equations for the connection
coe cients is a crucial step of the proof. T he transport equations on the other
side require V. endow ed w ith a doubl null cone canonical foliation which is the
rst of the \B ootstrap assum ptions" we m ake.

The double null cone foliation: Let us assum g, for a m om ent, that a, pos—
sbly nite, region V exists whose boundary ism ade by the union ofV \ o,
@V ; and @V ,, the rstpartbeing a spacelike hypersurface the second and the
third two nullhypersurfaces, the st ncom ing and the second outgoing, ket us
also assum e that In this region we have a m etric whose com ponents, fg g, sat—
isfy the E instein vacuum equations. W e can solve (at least locally) the eikonal
equation

g @wew=0 ©12)

choosing as niial data a ﬁmctjo U, onV \ ¢ ora function ug on @V ;.
Let uscallu (o) and u (o) these solutions respectively. Let assum e that the level
hypersurfacesu ) = u;u ) = u de netwo fam ily of nullhypersurfaceswe call

Ty, de nes an appropriate radial Hliation of =By, see subsection [3.4.
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null cones In analogy w ith the M inkow skicase and denote C ), C @). These
two fam ilies ©orm what we calla \double null cone oliation".
The nullvector elds ofthe geodesics generating the C and C null \cones" are

L=g@ui;£=q@gi 213)
@x @x

and the \lapse function" isde ned through the relation
gL;L)= @ % '

A ssociated to the double null cone foliation we can de ne now two null elds
fes;e49 In the follow hg way:

e4=2L;e3=2L_ (2.14)

such that
gles;es)=0:

G iven the doublk nullfoliation wecan de ne S (u;u) = C u)\C u),each S (u;u)
being a codin ension 2 surface. On each S (U;u) wede netwo vector elds fe,qg,
a 2 f1;2g orthonom alto e;;e;. W e have therefore at each pontp 2 V. a null
orthonom al fram e. O bserve that the foliation m ade by the two din ensional
surfaces £S (u;u)g isnulloutgoing and nullincom Ing integrable. T hism eansthat
the distrbbutions 4 and 4 m ade by fes;e;;e2g9 and by fes;e; ;6,9 respectively
are jntegrab]e
Recall also that the Integrability property of the S-foliation im plies that the
connection coe cients and are identically zeroand that the second null fun-
dam ental form s are symm etric. This Hllows inm ediately from the Frobenius
condition that fes;es], and [gy;e,] cannot have a contribbution from e; which
In plies that

g(ksiealies) = g(kpiealies) = 0 :

The fram e fey;e3;e1 ;6,9 is called the \adapted (to the double null foliation)
fram e". O foourse one can have di erent double null oliations choosing di erent
\Inhitialdata", and in the fiture am ong the nitial data we are going to choose
som e speci ¢ ones we will discuss later on, see subsections [3.5, [3.8 and also
K IN il]], Chapter 3, and the foliation associated w ith these data w illbe called
\the double null canonical oliation".

18T his follow s in m ediately by the de nition of the S (u;u) surfaces, anyway to prove it
explicitely let us assum e that (locally) the hypersurface K = fp 2 V (o) = constg be
such that forany g 2 K we have TKq = 4 . This im plies that the nom al vector to TK g,
N =g @ @%,hasto satisfy g N ;e4) = g ;ea) = 0. Therefore N has to be proportional
to e4 which im plies that it m ust be such that

g @ w@w=20:

T herefore w satis es the eikonal equation and as u (p) satis es the eikonal equation we can
conclude that C (u) for an arbitrary xed u is the \integral" of the distribution 4 . Exactly
the sam e argum ent works for the distribution 4 .

14



In conclusion the st of the \bootstrap assum ptions" we are stating is the
follow ing one:

(I) :V isendowed w ith a double null canonical foliation.

21.1 The \adapted" coordinates

Once we have assum ed that n V a doubl null canonical oliation exists, in
\adapted" coordinates the m etric has the follow ing fom :

Theorem 2.1. ktusassumeV ke endowed with a doubk null cone foliation,
then, in the appropriate coordinates the m etric tensor has the follow ing fom :

g(; )= 4ddudu+ ap d!® K gern du+ X3du) d!® K e du+ X Pdu) ;
where
r
g@L;L) @ @
= 2 7 sza@!a 7 X(Kerr): !B@!Z (2.16)

and the coordinates fu;u;!!;!%g are de ned in the course of the proof.

P roof: The nullvector elds ofthe geodesics generating the C and the C null
\cones" are

L=g@u£;;=g@gi 2.47)
@x @x

and the \lapse function" isde ned through the relation
gL;L)= @ % '

Let us choose u and u as coordinates. Asu () = u and u ) = u satisfy the
eikonalequation it follow s that

gt=g®=0: (2.18)

T herefore chooshg as coordinates fu;u;x';x?g , where the coordinates fx?g
are still generic ones, we have from [2.17,

e ogve -

L = uas_Z 4 ; L= u —_— 219
9 e gmex =7 9w grex @19
Tt is easy to prove, see K IN il] Chapter 3, that the vector elds
@ voe @ G
N = —+ga ;N = —+ga 2 20)
Qu g4¥u@x?® Qu gvu@x?

are equivariant. Thism eans that the di eom orphisn generated by them sends
a surface S ;u) = C () \ C () to another surface S on the sam e outgoing or
Incom Ing cone respectively.

15
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To specify the choice of the \angular" coordinates fx?!;x%g, we proceed In two
steps. W e consider the di eom orphian generated by N ,we denote it _ , which
sends S (U;u) to S(u+ ;u). Letp 2 S (u;u) there exists a point py 2 C \

such thatp= _ (u;po). Let us denote the \angular" coordinateson , , !é;!

and m ake the follow ing choice for the angular coordinates ofp

on o

x )= 1360) ; x° @)= ¢ (o) :

T herefore the Integralcurve ofthe vector eld N ,_ ( ;po), Inh these coordinates
is

U ifuilgg) =

U (fuilig) = u @21)
2 ifuilig) =13
and
_ e
= Qu

To have an expression for N and N as sin ilar as possble to the one in K err
spacetin e for the corresponding quantities in the P retorius-Israel coordinates,
see [IsP 1], we perform a change of coordinates from

fx g fuju;x’;x’g to fuju;!l ;g fy g
where

18 = x%+ £2( ;u;£!°qg) : 2 22)

and from it

N_=N_i: N — —=—+ : (223)

W e choose £2 ( ;u;f!Pg) such that

@f®
e $ls (suith) @ 24)
w here the explicit expression of the finction !y ( ;u; ') w illbe given lateron.
T herefore w ith this change of coordinates we have
@ @ @

:a-'—!BW a"’X(Kerr): (2.25)

|=

Once we have de ned N_w ith this coordinates choice there is no m ore freedom
in the expression of the equivariant vector eld N ; In fact asV isnot at it
follow sthat N ;N ]6 0 and an explicit calculation, see K IN ill] C hapter 3, gives

N;NJ= 4?2 @) ; @ 26)
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where isthe connection coe cient called \torsion" which in the adapted fram e
we are going to de ne, has the follow iIng expression

1
&)= chDeaez;;es) : 227)
T herefore we can w rite
@
N=—+X (228)
@u
w here
@
X = !B@_+ X = X(Kerr)+ X (2.29)

and X satis esthe equation, which willbe needed later on,
X kerr) O Kgermt X)= 47 @)es: 2.30)

A ssociated to the double null cone foliation we can de ne an adapted null or-
thonom al fram e in the ollow ng way':

1 1
e4=2L=—N ;e3=2L_= —N_
@ @
_ Al . — 2
el_elﬁ ,ez—ez@!zr (2.31)

where e ;e;, are S tangent vector elds orthonom aland orthogonalto es;eq.
M oreover w ith this de nition it ollow inm ediately that

glesjes)= 2:

Once we have de ned to adapted null frame n V we can w rite at the generic
point ofV indenti ed by the coordinates fu;u; ; g the inversem etric as

x? 2 X2
g = 2e3t eye)t &= — N N +N N )+ ee : (232)

a=1 a=1

W ih this choice of N and N we have

1 x?
9 = 32 >N N +N N )+ e e,
a=1
_ L +x°2 +X b+ + X b +x2 +
- 2 2 u a u K err) b u K err) b u a
1 h i
— c d ab .
- 2 2 Bu+ug+x (cu+cu)+X(Kerr) d3+d3 + a b *

and the inverse m atrix, that is the m etric tensor, is:

g( ; )= 4&ddudu+ . d'® K e dut X3du) d!® K g err du+ X Pdu)

17
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com pleting the proof of the theorem .

T he previous result has still a certain arbitrariness as e3;e; depend on the
foliation which at its tum depends on the choice of the niial conditions on
V \ ¢ andon @V ;. Thenatural choice is that ofa foliation \near" to the one
we use In the K err spacetin €, nam ely the P retorius-Israel one. To discuss this
point ket us recall som e aspects of this foliation, [IsP x].

In [IsP 1] we have

t+ r . _ t r
2 7 2
where r is the solution of the ekonal equation described in [_Fs—Pr] the
follow ing de nitions hold

u= ; @234)

r
2m an, .
o=~z i = gz S0 @5
w here
=r§+a2 2M r
= rZ+ a’cod
R%2= @+ a%*)? a?sin’ @ 36)

and 1, is the BoyerL.indquist radial coordinate W ith these de nitions the K err
null fram e \adapted" to the P -I double null oliation J's

rr R l @ @

e;Ke Y o (Kerr)L:p_(@t @ + !g@ ):W aﬂ- !B@—
R 1 @ @

eiKerr)=2 (Kerr)Lzle_(@t+ @, + !'z@ )=m E+ IB@_
e(K err) _ R i = EE (237)
! Lsn2 @ Le
e(Kerr)= 1 E .
2 Rsn @ '

whereL, and arede ned in [[sP 1], see also equations[3.I57. Let us denote the
f ; g coordinates?] again £!1;!2g, a point of the K err spacetin e is speci ed
assigning fu;u;!'; ! 2g, m oreover in the K err spacetin e the null hypersurfaces
u = coonst, u = const de ne the double null Pliation. W e can, therefore,
recbtain as done before, starting from the null orthonom al fram e the Kerr
m etric w ritten in the fu;u; ! ;! ?g coordinates and the result is

g(Kerr)( 7 ) (2.38)

= 4 2 _,dudu+ S5 A1 x: o @u+du) d!® x5 .., @Qu+ du)

19T o specify it uniquely we still have to give the initial data, we discuss it Jater on.

20T he explicit de nition of L is given in [IsP 1.

210 bserve that in the P retorius-Israel fram e the variable which stays near to the spherical
coordinate ofM inkow skispacetin e is and not
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w here

r__
| @
X ® err) = -B@—i ® err) — R2
. 2
L% (sh2 ) 2 .2
11=Ti 12=0; 22=R%sih : (2.39)

which is exactly the m etric w ritten In [IsP r]. P roceeding as before we obtain
the equivariant vector elds in the K err spacetin e

@ Q@ @ @
N(Kerr)= — 4y, — ; N(Kerr)= — L — 2 40)
Gu e - eu Ce (
which satis es228
N;NI= 4 ° @)es
w ith
R st
K err) €)e, = Q275:|n@rb ' e 241)

Tt is now possible to com pare the foliation associated to the K err spacetin e
and to the perturbed K err spacetin e. A s said in the introduction we consider
the region V as a subset of R? where a generic elem ent fpoint) is the 4-pk
(@;u;!*;1?). fweendow V with themetric238, V ;g err)) iSa subm aniold
of the K err spacetin e, if the m etric associated to V. is[233 then  ;g) isa
subm anifold of the global perturbed Kerr spacetin e whose existence we are
proving. C om paring the two m etrics[2.38 and [2.33

9K err) ()

(K err) d' a

a
ab X

(K err)

_ 2
- 4 K err
and?

g( ; )= 4ddudu+ . d'® K e dut X3du) d!® K g err du+ X Pdu)

,dudu + @du+ du) dl® X .. @du+ du)

K err

we see that at the m etric level the com ponents which are m odi ed due to the
nitial data perturbation ofthe \K err nitial data" are

(K err)
= K err) 7 X4=x?% X ?K err) 7 ab = ab ab 1 (242)

22T the perturbed K err spacetin e we de ned !y as in the K err spacetim e; this requires
som e care. In fact we de ne it as a function in the fu;u;! l;lzg coordinates while in K err
spacetine !y = !y (,; ; ) and n,; ; are Boyer Lindquist coordinates. T herefore using
the P retorius-Israel coordinates we can rew rite it asa function !y = !y (r ; ; ) and nally
follow ing [I[sP 1] we express r as a function of u and u. This is the expression we use in

Vv ;9).
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W e w ill have to prove that these corrections are, in som e appropriate nom s,
an all once the connection coe cients satisfy the \Bootstrap assum ptions".

T herefore we de ne the Hllow ing nom s, we denote globally 0@, which will
be estim ated later on,

Y3t 4 swprpft ] ©.43)
v
X
¥aft x3 s PR x5 It 5 s It a7
v
a

v ab

2.2 The connection coe cients and R iem ann tensor boot—
strap assum ptions:

Once that V is endowed with a double null canonical foliation we have to
soecify the rem aining conditions we assum e satis ed n V . They are relative
to the connection coe cients and to the R iem ann com ponents, m ore precisely
to their di erence from the analogous quantities in the K err spacetinm e and are
stated In the follow ing.

2.2.1 The O connection coe cient nomm s:

To prove our result, we w rite any connection coe cient as the sum ofthe Kerr

connection coe cient part plis a correction and m ake assum ptions for the es—

tim ates of the correction parts. There is nevertheless an in portant technical
asoect to ramember. The O connection coe cients are tensor elds tangent

to the S two dim ensional surfaces associated to the double null cone oliation
of the perturbed K err spacetin e, while the 0 & %) connection coe cients are

tensor elds tangent to the S g orr) o din ensional surfaces. T herefore their
di erence would not be an S-tangent tensor. To avoid this problem we recall
that each 0 ® ***) can be w ritten as, assum ing i, for instance, a (0;2) covariant
tensor,

0 (K err) — (K err) (K err) H (K err) ; (2 .44)

where H ® ®*®) isnot an S—tangent tensorand & **®) profctson the TS g err)
tangent space. T herefore we substitute O ® 9 with &

g = g ®ern . (2 45)

where profctson the TS tangent space. It will then be needed to control
that the di erences (@ 0 ®°™)) are am all, this will be proved later on, see
subsection [3.4.

T herefore in our bootstrap assum ptions we w rite each connection coe cient as

o=30+ o0

and we m ake bootstrap assum ptions on the nom s ofthe O parts, we denote
glbally as O, while for the K err part of the connection coe cients we control
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their sup nom s. These (@assum ed) nom estin ates control the an allness and
the decay along the outgoing or incom ing cones of these corrections. T he decay
is expressed In tem s of a \radialvariable" denoted by r which isde ned, at a
genericpoint p2 V , as

1 )
= r(u;u) = ?T:B (;u)F : (2.46)

where S (u;u) is the surface to which the point p belongs. It is im portant to
observe that this variable, although not far from , is di erent from the radial
variabler = u u used by Israeland P retorius, [IsP 1], in the K err spacetin e
and also w ith respect to the quantity u  u of the perturbed K err spacetin e.
A 1l the decay w illbe expressed in this variable and In the j1jvarable and we
show , in subsection [3.43, that all the various radial coordinates appearing in
the K err spacetin e and in the perturbed K err spacetim e stay near to r(u;u),
(of course In this extemal region). T herefore hereafter w th r we alwaysm ean
the quantity de ned in [2.44, a wellde ned finction ofu and u.

Finally we have to specify which are the nom swe are using for the connection

coe clents. They are, asin [[K N 1l], orsup nom s, j 1j,0or ©;S)-noms, J pjs
wih p2 [R;4], where

Z 1
Edis = f¥d s : @ 47)
S

If £ denotes a generic connection coe cient the pointw ise nom ofthe integrand
ism ade w ith the restriction ofthemetricon S, ,,.Even ifwe are considering
thenom oftheK errpartweusethe m etricassociated to the perturboed m etric
g, equation [2.33, which does not change, apart from a constant, the estin ates
for the Kerr part. In fact from the bootstrap assum ptions it follows, as we
will show In detail, that the m etric ,, stays near to ;1; err), see step IV of
subsaction [32.

2.2.2 Decay ofK err connection coe cients

W e start recalling the general de nitions of the connection coe cients, see
K IN il]] C hapter 3, form ore details,

1 1
a= 290 c&ie) i = S9Peesie)
1 1
a= Z90ceje) i = 90 eies) 2.48)
1
t= 490essien) j L= 79D &)
1
a= 790 &) : 2.49)

T he decay ofthe K errpart ofthe connection coe cients, those forthe tangential
derivatives follow s in the standard way their weight getting an extra r for each
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tangential derivative, is the follow ing one:

o@Q OoOM) OM?)

tr K err) _ + + + s
r r? r3
2
tr(Kerr)=O(1)+O(M)+O(M )+:Z:Z
_ r 2 3
. K err)j ; jﬁtr_ K err)j 2.50)
jL”Z! ® err)j M ; fj! ® err)j M 2.51)
P AEe s aw M? o PaRem g gy 2
jr4Etr ® err)j aM M2 ; jf45tr_(K err)j aM M? (252)
jlf3 K err)j aM M 2
jr41=! (K err)j aM M 2 ; jr4}.=L(K err)j aM M 2

where > 1 isa de nite adin ensional constant.

O bserve that the nom estin ates in [2.50 refer to those connection coe cients
which are di erent from zero in M inkow ski, the nom s estin ates in [2.51] refer
to those connection coe cients which are di erent from zero in Schw arzschild,
but zero in M inkow skiand the nom estim ates in[2.52 refer to those connection
coe cients or derivatives of connection coe cientsw hich are di erent from zero
in K err, but zero In Schwarzschild and in M inkow ski.
T hese \K err decays" can be easily obtained by din ensionalargum ents recalling
that the K err m etric, w ritten in the BoyerLindquist coordiates, In the lim i
M ! 0,akept xed and di erent from zero, reduces to the M inkow skim etric
w ritten In the \oblate coordinates" and aswe know that in M inkow skispacetin e
all connection coe cients, w ith the exception oftr and tr , are zero, it ollow s
that perform ing an % expansion of the connection coe cients which are zero in
M inkow ski, all the coe cients of the term s In rik which depend only on a and
noton M must be dentically zero.
T he din ensional argum ent goes as follow ing: we assum e the m etric w ritten in
\cartesian" coordinates, nam ely coordinates w ith the din ension of a length:
L!. Then asthem etric tensor has din ension L? its com ponentsg hasdin en—
sion L°. P roceeding in the sam e way it follow s that the connection coe cient
com ponents have din ension I ! and the sam e happens for their nom s.
Therefore as, or nstance, [ ]= L ! i ollow s that in K err it m ust be

M oreoverasin K err spacetin ea = J=M and we consider those spacetin esw here
J M2, itPllowsthata M and the K err coe cient satisfy the condition

jf3,\(Kerr)j MZ .
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Theboundsfor ! ® <) and | ® ) and fortr ® ) andtr ® **) aredi erent

as they re ect the fact that ! &%) 1| ®ern) aye di erent from zero also in
Schwarzschild and tr ® ®);tr ® ™) even in M inkow ski.

2.3 The O connection coe cient nomm s

T he assum ptions
0 0 (2.53)

sum m arizes the conditions on the connection coe cients and their tangential
derivatives, El, with 0O 1 4

Pluf ety o P et e

g s TS A= BRI SUES TG A I

S P A B 2 .54)
g SR P AP ISR S ' AN I B

R em ark: The choice ofthe e cient is connected to the decay of the Rie-
mann tensor. > 0 is required to prove the decay in agreem ent with the
peeling. 0 could also be chosen, as discussed in the introduction, but in
this case a weaker decay for (som e com ponents of) the Riem ann tensor fol
Iows. The factor J1j could also describe, sym bolically, a g factor, for instance
uft i o coudmean
1
Co H
(log 313M ) 1 ¥
This last de nition is in agreem ent with the statem ent we do later that all the

constants denoted generically with, c;c”;c®;c™;¢; it are adin ensional. In the
general case 11 has to be replaced by (L FRo) .

jtr 3

In conclusion the second of the \bootstrap assum ptions" we are stating is the
follow ing one:

(IT) : In V the connection coe cient nom s satisfy the follow ing
bounds: O 0 -

2.4 the R nullR iem ann com ponent nom s:

W e start recalling the generalde nitions, K INill] Chapter 3, of the null com -
ponents of the R iem ann tensor w ith respect to the adapted null fram e, where

23T he bounds fe and fllow from these ones in the adapted fram e, see for details
K 1IN ilf] C hapter 3.
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W isa genericW eyltensorand X ;Y are S-tangent vector elds,

1
W)IX;¥Y)=W Kj;eq;Y;e4) ; W )X)= EW X jeq;e37€4)
1 »
W)= ZW esiess;e3;€4) W)= Z'W (e37es;e37€4) (2.55)
1
_W)X)= EW K jesiesjeq) ;3 _W )XY )=W Xje3i¥jes) :

A s done for the connection coe cients, to prove our result we m ust \subtract"
the K err part of the R iem ann tensor. This in plies that w riting all the various
com ponents of the R i&m ann tensor as

R=R&eD 4 R

we have to m ake the bootstrap assum ptions on the nom s relative to the \cor-
rection part", we denote the set of these nomns R . The nom s we choose
bounded in the \bootstrap assum ptions" are the sup nom s of the various null
com ponentsof R and their tangentjalderjyatjye T he B ootstrap assum ption
can then be written in a com pact way as

R 0 (2.56)
which writen In detailare,with 1 g 1:

sipr BFFE (R o 5 s 'RiTrE (R

\4 \4

supr uF z e (R) T (R)DI o ;5 swpr ' uf 7' (R)  (R))J

v

spr? 1§ T et (R)Y o st aftrEl (R)S o @57)
v v

F inally we have to add a bootstrap assum ption for for ( R),
sip ¥ T (R)F o 2 58)
v

where ™ denotes the average over the S surface.

R em arks:
1) The exponent 5 appearing here in the decay factors has to be assum ed equal
to  to com plete the proofofthe m ain theorem , T heorem [31] .

i) The estim ate or ( R), the sam e argum ent holds for the other com ponents,
is not yet the estinate or R ) aswe have to add R ® °)), the sam e, of
course, for all the rem aining com ponents. In fact all the R iem ann com ponents
contain also a K err part, even the com ponents di erent from and . Thisis
due to the fact that we are not using the principalnulldirection fram e, see [Chl]

240 nce we control the tangential derivatives, via the B ianchi equations we control also the
derivatives along e3 and eq, see K IN il]] for the m ore delicate controlofD ¢, and D e, .
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and later on for its precise de nition. T heir precise estin ates are given later on
in subsection [3.3.4.

In conclusion the third of the \bootstrap assum ptions" we are stating is the
follow ing one:

(III) : In V the nom s of the com ponents of the correction to the
K err R iem ann tensor, R, satisfy the follow ing bounds: R 0 -

3 The resuls

3.1 The m ain theorem

Theorem 3.1. If the bootstrap assum ptions, 2253, 2.56 hod with = 3, the
previous am allhess constants satisfy
2 M
L <m< 5 j—<<1; (3.59)
R} R,

and the sm allness of the initial data is controlled by a fiinction J explicitely
de ned in subsection3.6], equation [3.408|,

J(oiRo; Pgi k) " (3.60)
then in the V region the follow ing bounds are satis ed:

o 2, r 2 (3.61)
2 2

sipEuftz ((R)I EO : (3.62)
v

If we prove this result then we have basically proved the global existence and
the peeling properties in the external region de ned by the condition
313 Ro;

see also subsection [3/7].

3.2 The structure of the proof of T heorem [3.]]

The proofofthe M ain Theorem [3.1] is Iong and is divided in m any steps we list
in the Plow ing,

0 step: D im ensional discussion
Istep: The de nition oftheQ nomm s

W e denote Q" the Q nom s associated to R = ﬁTOR , their explicit expression
w illbe given In the sequel.
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IT step: the estim ate of R)

The rsttheoram to prove saysthat under the bootstrap assum ptions[2.53,[2.54
and initialdata such thaton ¢:

o, ", sp ¥ ORI
0=Br,
then
n2 M 2 s 3. B+ = . 0
o <+ —3F i syt R <o 3.63)
11T step:

In this step, proceeding basically as in [N i2], one proves that from the results in
the rsttwo stepsallthenom s R arebounded by - . This proof is very long
and ism ade by m any consecutive lem m as; it requires also the control, based on

the O bootstrap assum ptions, of the (com ponents of the) deform ation tensor
(To)

IV step:
T his step com pletes the proof of T heorem [3.1] show ing that under the results of
the previous steps we have

0 (3.64)

0

2

T his last step is done In three parts to do in a precise order, nam ely:
a) F irst using the bootstrap assum ptions forthe O noms, O 0, We prove
that, under the initial data assum ptions, the m etric com ponent corrections
nom s satisfy,

09 coq: (3.65)

b) U sing this result plusthe initial data assum ptions and the bootstrap assum p-
tions, we obtain that the connection coe cient nom s satisfy
0

o —=: 3 .66
> (3.66)

c) Finally we prove that under this result also them etric com ponents corrections
have better estin ates, nam ely
0@ 2 367
> (3.67)

This last result w ill be needed w ith all the other ones to perform step V I.
V step: In this step we oollect all the initial data conditions required in the

previous steps and show how they can be satis ed In posing a global decay
condition for the initial data and the sm allness condition .

V I step: In this step we show how, by a basically local existence theoram , In
view ofthe previous results we can extend the region V. show ing that it hasto
coincide w ith the whole spacetin e.
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3.3 Proofofthe various steps

331

0 step: D im ensionaldiscussion:

"and , have din ension L3, all the constants c’s are adin ensional, ; are also
adin ensional. T he correction to the various pow er decay are considered as adi-
m ensional ( see the rem ark in subsection[23). W e calla constant \independent"
if i does not depend on a;M ; o;".

3.3.2

Istep: The de nition ofthed nomm s.

T hese nom s, we denote Q°, are the analogousofthe Q temm sde ned n K IN il]],
Chapter 3,

& w@;u) = &1 @;u) + & w@;u) + & @ @iu)

G wu) =& wu)+ &, L)+ & ., @) ; (3.68)

where, with S (u;u) V , we denote

Vau =36 wu)\v ;

&1 w@;u) 1t 0 €1 R) K ;K K ;&)
CZ(u)\V ()

+ 17" 0 €oR) ® ;K ;T ;eq)
7 C \V (umu)

@, u;u) 17" 0 €6 L1R) K K K jes)
Céu)\v (uu)

A2
+ 17" 0 € R)K ;K ;T;e) 3.69)
ZC @\V (uu)

+ #15* 0 €51 R) K K ;K ;&)
C ()\V (umu)

g1z

@ @) 19" 0 €1 fg R) K K K jeq)

2 C W\V @)

. Bs i1
+ 1" o €, R)K ;K ;T;eq) (3.70)
7 . )

. A~ oall
+ 17" 0 @sfrf, R)K KK jeq)
C (\V (umu)
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&, W) 17" 0 €1R) K ;K iK je3)

+ 15" 0 CoR)K ;K ;T;e3) ;

&, (u) 17" 0 €6 £1R) K iK iK je3)
gig)\v (usu)

. + /\2
+ 177 0 €, R) K ;K ;Tjes) (3.71)

C @\V (uu)
7& u

+ #15* 0 €51 R) K jK ;K ;e3)

A /\i
o @) 1T 0 €r Lo R) K K K je3)
=y SNV

. B+ Alt 1
+ 15" o €, R)K ;K ;To;es) 3.72)
C )\V (umu)
7 )
R + A A Al 1
+ 13" o @sfr, Ly R)K K K je3)
C )\V (umu)

and

&1 ( o) 1" 0 €rR) K ;K ;K ;T)
Z\V
+ 217" 0 €oR) K ;K ;T;T) 3.73)
o\ VvV
&5 ( o) 19" 0 €0 L1 R) K ;K ;K ;T)
Z\V
+ 25" 0 €0 R) K K ;T;T)
7 o\ V

+ 17" 0 €sLrR)® K ;K ;T) = 3.74)
o\ V
%1 g1 2 .
G (o) #17" 0 €L, R) K ;K ;K ;T)

=2 i= o\V

0 5+ /\i+l
+ 33" 0y R)K ;K ;T;T) 3.75)
o\V
7

R + A A Al 1
+ 39 o @sfrfy R)K ;K ;K ;T)
o\ V

W e also introduce the follow ing quantity:

&v sup f& (;u) + & @;u)g : (3.76)
fuuf (wu) Vg
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T he initial conditions have to be be chosen in such a way that the &;& nom s
are bounded on o,

X 1
G+ S ()+ CEglo) " 3.77)

i=2

Let us discuss the m ain di erences between these nom s and the sin ilar nom s
de ned in K INil], Chapter 3:

1) First of all In these 0" nom s a term associated to R') is not present,
di erently from the de nitions in [K 1N il].

ii) T he second fundam entaldi erence is that we are considering these nomm s
not associated to the R iem ann tensor R, but to the W eyl tensor R = ﬁTOR
w hich can be interpreted asthe \tin e derivative" ofR ; this isone ofthe steps, as
discussed In the introduction, required to separate the K errpart ofthe R iem ann
tensor from the whole R iem ann tensor.

iii) The third di erence is that the weights of these 0" nom s have an extra
decay factor, 17" ,wih > 0. This factor has the e ect, in a com plicated
way shown in the llow ing lem m as, of giving a better decay for the various null
com ponents ofﬁTOR . This better decay is required for two reasons, the rst
one is to guarantee that the decay ofR iem ann tensor be in agreem ent w ith the
\peeling decay", this requires the exponent 5+ , and the second one that i has
to allow to recover the decay of the R iem ann tensor by \tin e integration"

T he centralpoint in the de niion ofthese Q" nom s is that the exponent 5+

is chosen In such a way that, once we prove that these nom sarebounded NV ,
w hich dependsonly on the assum ption thatM =R be su ciently sm all, then the
null com ponents ofﬁTOR , ; iuidecay with an exponent 5+ 3 ;4+ 3 ;3+ Zin
depending on the null com ponents we are considering w here

= : (3.78)

Let us also observe that assigned a value for in the Q" nom s if the 03,
nom s are bounded then the R iem ann com ponentson o have to decay w ith an
~ >  which in plies that the correction ofthe m etric com ponents have to decay
on o toward spacelike in nity asO @ ©* 7).

O n the other side starting from the @ nom with a weight 117 it follow s that
the sup nom estin ates for the R iem ann com ponents have the sam e factor

In plying that there is a loss of decay going from the iniial data decay to the
decay ofthe R iem ann com ponents in thewholeV and , therefore, on the whole
spacetin e. Finally the connection coe cients satisfy the structure equations
which depend on the R iam ann tensor so that the exponent factor must be
equalto =2,see lateron,and mustocoincidew ith the exponent =2 introduced
in lemm as[32,[33,[37. Th conclusion in the bootstrap assum ptions for the ©
nomswechoose =2 = 2 0;7).

25To perform the \tim e integration" the exponent could be lessthe 5+  ifwe do not require
the peeling decay.
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iv) The Jast In portant observation is that in the de nition ofR = ﬁTOR the
vector eld T is
X(Kerr)+x
To= —(3+ e —_— 3.79
0 2(3 4) > ( )
Ty is a \nearly" K illing vector eld if the corrections to the K err m etric are

an alland equalto @% In K err spacetim e. V iceversa in the Q" nom s de nition

T = E 3+ e) (3.80)

is one ofthe vector elds saturating the BelR obinson tensor and also appearing
in the various Lie derivatives of R'. The reason for the use of both T and Ty
is that to go back from R to the \tin e derivatives" of the com ponents of R
controlling both the nom an allness and the "peeling decay" we need Ty which
is nearly a K illing vector eld. Viceversa to obtain from the control of the
Q" nom s the control of the null com ponents nom s of R it is crucial, to have
their integrands m ade by positive tem s which requires to use the vector eld
T = > e+ eg).

3.3.3 1II step: the estim ate of R) and ofQ in V .
W e prove the follow ing theorem

Theorem 3.2.Assume in V the bootstrap assum ptions[2.53,[2.56, assum e that
on ¢ the initial data are such that

sp ¥R Mo, ™ 3.81)

0=Br,

then In V the follow ing estim ates hold,

1
2 M
sup ¥ 177 R)S "y o ;O o "+ R_g (3.82)
v

Q.
Z|=

where ¢ is an adim ensional constant independent from M .

P roof: The proof follow s the lines of the analogous proof n N 2], therefore it
uses a bootstrap inside the region V . The rationale for it is the follow ing: to

prove the estin ate for R') we need to controlthe other null com ponents ofR'.
T hese are controlled in term s ofthe Q" nom swhich at their tum require, to be

controlled, an estin ate for R)

26T he bootstrap we use here is di erent from the bootstrap we need to extend the region
V , in fact the m ain bootstrap assum ptions refer to the nullcom ponents of R = R R & err)
and not to those ofR = ﬁTOR .
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LetV = J' 7S @Ro);u)), tusdenev VvV = J )G mRy);w)) and
s u the largest value of the a ne variable u such that n V the follow ing
estin ates hold

N

. n2 M 2
o Q9 o ™M+t —3 (3.83)
Ro

2=

—— 1
sip i R o "+
o

with @ > 1. W riting the transport equation or r’~ R) we obtajn @1l the
R iem ann null com ponents refer to R’ = ﬁTOR),

Z
4 @) 2 L tr )( )
= (r = =
d B )]Zs( ;2 - -
r , 1
+— v 2 -~ o+
j;( 7 )"] S(; ) - - 2 -
Z
1 (tr tr) _ 3 ) 1
= o ——1 ( )+ v 2 -~
:B( I )j s( ;) 2 - - 2
T herefore
Z
1
— @)= . G
d BC; )se;)
w here
A\l #
(tr tr) _ 3 ) 1
G — 1 ( Y+ r v 2 A (3.84)
2 — - 2 —
Integrating along the incom ing cones we obtain
ZU
Ui P+ 106 ju’u) (3.85)

Uo

U sing the sup nom s estin ates for the connection coe cients, easily derived
from [2.50, [2.57], 2252 and the bootstrap assum ptions[2.53, we have, recalling
that In the extemalregion J1j =,

5 MZ 5 MZIZ MZ f
¥Gj c — ¥ ( )it —F ] it —FhF_3; (3.86)
r? 13 r’ 413 =7 i b
M2 3. 34+ = — . M2 . . + = . M2 « + — .
J— 2 +7 2 +7 2
c Izjljlerﬁ ( ) Izjlj“?fm“ 3 r_ejljhzﬂlf _3

where the nom s ofthe R nullR im ann com ponents in can allbe bounded
1

1 . 29 . . . % M 2
by the Q2 quantjty which, at its tum, is bounded by ¢ "+ - 0

0

274 Ro) isthe value ofuj ; = r associated to r= Ro.
28T he derivation of this equation is in [K N ill], C hapter 5.
29R ecall that as we said in the previous step the exponent j jand the initial data have
1
been chosen exactly in the way to have these R nullR iem ann com ponents bounded by 02
quantities.
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T herefore we have

1
M 2 M2 1 M 2
FaF i) 1T dw) + ey Ot "to—Zo "t — o
Rj Rj} Ro
M2 1 LM ¢ 1 Moz
c 1+ 2 L 2 - < 2 LIS N 387)
—Récl < Re 0< ¢ R, ° (

provided " and M =R, have been chosen su ciently snalland ¢, > &, so that

M 2
1+ c—
R

Q.
A
Q..
3
|
A
.

(3.88)

on
Py)
o

The control of the Q" norm s in V . W e are kft to prove that in V the
second condition of[3.83

g o

can be in proved. This requires the estin ate of the erorEE= 0" ¢ ,. The
estin ate ofthe errorproceedsbasically as In K N ilf], them ain di erencesbeing
that we are considering R" instead ofR and that In the de nition ofthe Q" nom s
there are extra weight factors. Let us exam ine som e tem s.

Let the Q tem s be the analogous ofthe Q tem s de ned in K IN ill], Chapter
3, w ith the extra decay factor, 17+ .

R Vay
LetV  V and consider one of the term s in Ve, P ivQ Lo R) K K T )j
nam ely the rsttem of -
Z lZ
IRFT D ORI = 5 a9 dor)  OR)
Vi) z Vi)
9§t CorR)  OR) (389)
Vi)
W e have
Z
faft dor) OR)
V(U;U_)
z Yiz, Z Y1
sup u”31f" 3 GRS du’ u* 1" 5 0 R)f
Vo C @%b, md Uo C @, ml
Z, g T i
g du’ w13t 3 QoS (3.90)
uo =0 C W%, ml)

Thepartwih i= 0 descrbesa term which isnot present in the errorestin ate in

K IN ilf], the reason being that in that case the R iem ann tensorR satis ed
the Bianchiequation D R = 0, while here
D Lp,R 60 :
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W e treat thistem separately lateron. Let us considernow thepartwih i= 1,
1

zZ Z -1
1
Ei oy a’ u a3t 5 P o)
uo C W%, ml
8 - 9
) < 2 u 7 7 =
@z o’ gt 2 3 ®&F o+
* o uo C @%yml ’
7, z b1
o, A’ w7 fE &) F o+
uo C W%, ml)
Z . 7 ! 1
1 A
. @’ w313t 9 33 dor)F
uo C (%, ml
Z . zZ .
oy dlsup=§ 3 &y dulsip——Fni? J
w v r . v r*ij
1 Ao 1
By —— du’—=— sup i’ ;
Ro Ug > j v

O bserve that (oy din ensional reasons) in Kerrwe have
jL/Z(O) (Kerr)j O(aM) O(MZ);
and the bootstrap assum ptions in ply analogous estim ates in V',
3§ o@) owM?): (3.91)

Substituting in the previous expression we have
1 M 2
£ Sy —5M° o—E 3.92)
R3S Rj

A ssum Ing for a m om ent that this is the only error contribution i would follow
that, if

M 2
— <<1 (3.93)
RO
then
c "2
Sy ¢, &, " 3.94)
1 C——
RO
30T here are no tem s proportional to L:” as the Schwarzschild spacetim e is spherical

sym m etric.
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W e ook now at the term wih i= 0, absent in K 1IN ilf], that is to the error
contribution proportional to

Z
¢ w13t 3 Qor)f (3.95)

uo C (%[, ml

N

Thistem arises from the st tem of

D (oR) =D (of,R) =10 @€1R) + JTO;R)  :(3.96)

i=1
A's, see K IN ilf], Chapter 6, egs.(6.1.6)
oD €r,R)=£6 T @iR) = Lo @' TosR)+ J* To;R) + I° ToiR))  (3.97)

the term we have to estim ate is

Z
&2 u? 1Pt £ I To;R)F : (3.98)

ug C (%,

NI

This term has to be estin ated in a di erent way from the previous ones as it
cannot be bounded In term s of the ', in fact it depends on R instead than on
R'. Tt iseasy to recognize that allthe term s in which we can decom pose J (Tp;R )
can be estin ated in the sam e way, apart from JY, therere we consider only
Jt (Tp;R) and again all the various tem s which com pose it can be estin ated in
the sam e way, see K IN i1]] pages 245-247. T hey allhave the structure

) pg oy @ X (3.99)
r

and recalling that Ty is nearly K illing it follow s that the nom of the generic
term ofﬁo Jt (To;R) can be estim ated in the ollow ing way, neglecting for the
m om ent which nom we are considering and, for sin plicity considering all these
nom s being sup nom s. Therefore, with > O,

M 0

o d" To;R)S ™) DR 0 c ;
Lo0J (To;R)F 3 JPRJ R 53 ' RL

(3.100)

rem em bering that f o does not in prove the decay. Substituting this estin ate in
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z, z by
®; u” 31" £ I @eirR)f
uo C (%M, ml
(1
Z Z b1
1 M v 1
oaFo o du’® u®u1g* ;
\Y Ré u ¢ @i, ) Lo+ 2 :uj”2 +2
|
L oom 2w 23 1 '%
aF o du’ drr® 137 :
v Ré . 329 rl0+2 §,04+2 +2
|
1 M Z 1 Za 1 i
o®; 03 du’nlrt = drIA+2 (3.101)
Ry uo Juf
Letus choosenow and such tha@
2 (3.102)
then the last integralcan be estin ated in the follow ing way:
z, z b1
(53 du® Emjljl3+ i'\o J(TO;R)J2
uo C %,
1 M v a1 1 M
s i e o e v 0=
RO Uo 3_10]2 RO
M M
0 0
If this were the only error term we would w rite
M M
£ c Gy—+ f— (3.104)
R R
0 0
and
M M
& &+ CR—@V + CR_ 5 (3.105)
0 0
inplying
1 c M a », M,
Sy @+ — i< = "+ — 3% (3106
1 Cﬂ 1 Cll;’l_o Ro 2 Ro

choosing ¢; appropriately. To com plete the proof we consider som e other rele—

vant tem s of the error. M ore speci cally we estin ate the part of the error:
Z

Pivg €:R) K K K )J:

V(u;U_)

31T o com plete the bootstrap procedure w e have to require the equal sign, see subsubsection

B4 .
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R Vay
Let us consider one ofthe term associated to Vi) P ivQ LrR) K K K )j
nam ely the st tem of N
Z Z
P3P D @TiR)aaa = Syt @ Rr) TR)

V(u;U_)

49t E:rR)  @R) 3107

V(u;U_)

N -

v(u;U_)

Looking at the rst term in the rh.s. we have

Z
faft dE:R) @R)
V(U;U_)
z Yiz, Z Y1
sup u®31F" 3 € r)F du® u®nt @RS
Vo C @%,mul) uo C W%, ml)
|
1Z u %3 Z .
o®l  du’ w33t 3 Yarf (3.108)
uo =1 C W%, ml)

Let us consider the term with i= 1,
|

N

7 . z :
1
Ej oy o’ unft 5 )
uo C W%, ;ul
8 - 9
< Z Z i =
oy, A’ w3t M iE ©F o+
touo C %yl 7
|
L2 Z 3
afz  du’ uPnyt e ®)F 4+
uo C (%, ml
|
L2 7 ) -1
s @’ w313t 7§ dor) S
uo C (u%fu,ml
Z u u
1
oy a’sp® 3 fy dspF TS
uZO v U v
° 1 L2 T) supy ¥ i) 3
By du’—= sp¥af’ § S ————
uo 3 ]3 v Rj§

Recalling that @) is not zero ;n K err spacetin e, but, see Lemm al6.3, satis es
the nequality
L3(T) - 2y .
sup ¥ j oM“°);

v

we have the ©llow Ing \din ensionalestin ate" n V

sip ¥ 3 oM ;
v
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w hich substituted in the previous expression gives
. M
£y =& (3.109)
Rj

which again w ill require, to prove T heorem [32, that
2
C—2 <1:
0

Let us Iook now to som e other tem s of the error involving the estin ate of R)
w hich have to be treated di erently. W e ook again at the error tem
Z

S drr)  @R)
Viuin)
and from (T; R) wepick thetem tr T)5 ), therefore the term we are going
to estim ate is
Z Z Z

1
u 2

N , E , (T ).
STt CrRer M R ool faft o U R
Viuiu) Uo C
0 1 21%
2
Zu REs L oMt w2 "t oRoog
ot duog drr® 177 = — = ——— s
uo Ro r ¥ Ro 219 i
3 1 /N Z 4 8. B+
CQ«%M_ L M_ : duo drr Jlf 2
VR Ro ° 12 09
0 0 up Ro 3
3 1 Z Z 4 1 3 1
il e L7, = e it o L7
3
V' Ry Ro - 1% o, I VR Ry
6
Qv + " (3.110)
Ry
In agreem ent w ith the result we want to obtain if
M 6
CF< 1: 34111)

0

Rem ark: An Important rem ark is needed here: the estim ates discussed here
for som e of the error term s we have to control to prove the boundedness of the
Q" nom s, are far from giving a com pkte proof of the resul; in fact the error
term ism ade by a very large num ber of integrals, of the order of one hundred,
and their com plkte estin ates would take a Jarge num ber of pages. O n the other
side these estim ates have been done in a very com pkte way for the Q nom s
in KIENill]], Chapter 6, and what we want to show here is that, apart some
di erences explicitely exam inated, the way of controlling the present error term s
follow s exactly the sam e pattern and therefore its proof is jist a consequence of
the proof given there.
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3.3.4 IIT step: the controlofthe R nomm s

In the previous step we have proved that in V. the follow ing estin ates hold

1
2

— . 1 M
sp ¥ 1fT7 R o "+ o 0 @ s _—§ o (112)
v 0

2=

In this third step using the estin ates proved in T heorem [32J we prove estin ates
[2.54 for all the null com ponents of the correction to the Riem ann tensor R =
R R (K err) .

Theorem 3.3. Assume that in V the estim ates[2.53 and [2.56 hold, then, in
V , we have:

R (3.113)

o,
5 -
P roof: The proof goes basically as in IN22]. W e repeat here the m ain steps
to show in detail how that the various nom s are bounded. Let us present the
various lem m as which prove the theorem .

Rem ark: In the ®lbowing kmm as[3.],...[3.8] we prove the estim ates for the
sup nom s of the null com ponents of R . To complkte the bootstrap we need
analogous estim ates for their derivatives up to 1= g 1. Again, apart from

notational com plications, the m ore delicate part is the controlof the non derived
com ponents. T he rem aining estim ates are just a repetition and follow the pattern
explicitely written in K XN 4lf] .

Lemm a 3.1l. Assum ing the estin ates[2.53 and the condition

M
— << 1 (3114)
Ro

it ollows that the various null com ponents of R = ﬁTOR satisfy the following

inequalities with an \independent" constantc, > ¢ and = ,
., 54 . A . 0
suprz nF 2j Lr,R)J] o "+ —
K No
., 24 _. A . 0
suprz pF *j CLr,R)J] o "+ —
K No
spr’#¥* 79 €,R)  €r,R)) <o "+ N—° (3115)
K 0
TN VN 0
spr’$13* 79 €,R)  €r,R)F o "+ —
K No
. — . A . 0
siprHft 7 €r,R)J @ "+ —
K - No
. N . 0
suprinf*zi €1, R)J o "+ —
K No
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P roof: Under the estim ates[2.53 and the condition

M 1
— < —2<<1
Ry N¢

w ith N ¢ integer, we proved in T heorem [3.2 the inequalities

o w2, M 2 v, 0 wy O
C — C — C —
' R, ° ' N2 1 N,
34,8+ 3 M7 L 0
spFr Rz R o "+ — o & "+ — (3.116)
v Ro N

From it proceeding as In Chapter 5 of K IN il]] the thesis follow s.

Rem ark: Observe that to get from the Q" nom s the estim ates for the null
com ponents of the iy, R tensor we have to use the Bianchi equations, this re—
quires the controlof the connection aoe cients op to fourth order derivatives as
requires in the bootstrap assum ptions.

Next lemma shows that integrating along the ncom Ing cones In V. we can
transform the decay In j1jproved In the previous lemm a In a better decay in r.

Lemm a 3.2. From the results of Lemm a [3.]], using the assum ptions[2.53 and
also the condition

- 1; 3.117)

the ©low ing estim ates hold:

ol = A . 0
supr’H13 79 €1,R)J & "+ —
Vv

Ny
. N . 0
suipr*u¥tzy €, R) & "+ —
v No
BTN X .. 0
supr’ 17 75 €r,R)  €r,R)F o "+ —
\% No
R VRPN A . 0
S'lpr3j’1j3+zj (LTOR) (LTOR)j G "+ —
\% No
spr itz € R) o "+ ——
v - No
sipripnftii €r,R)j o "+ — (3118)
v Ny
with an \independent" constant cz > & > ¢ > ¢, and &;¢; satisfying
e cl+ P+ Pt B (3.119)
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where, as usualwith c we indicate a generic constant > 1, independent from the
rem aining param eters which can be di erent in di erent inequalities, € c¢™; ™
satisfy

M 2 M M ?
e — ot ao— ; o o2 —5 (3120)
0 Ro R3S
& cl+ o) (3121)
and
M ? 1M 2
G & 1+ — + d—5: (3122)
Rj R}

P roof: ThisLemm a isbasically Theorem 2.3 of N 2]. A s it isone ofthe central
step of the whole result we repeat its proofhere.
P roof of the second line of[3.118:
From the Bianchiequations, see 32.8) of KN ill], it ollow sthat = ﬁTOR)
satis es, along the Incom ing null hypersurface C ( ), the evolution equation

By +tr =r + 21 +° +2%  +3( F ) (3123)

w hich can be rew ritten as

@ 2 2
Tt a=21 .+ B ovE +2(0 _J+3( +7 L (124)

a

wherel?] all the nullR im ann com ponents refer to R' = ﬁTOR . From thisequa—
tion, see Chapter 4 of K IN il|], we obtain the follow ing inequality,
d.e 2)

d—Jf

N . (2
D1 x

IS

bis PO It " 3 (3125)

IV‘

+okks ¥% e 35+ 3%% D ge+ ¥% Fs
whereF ()= 2~ #=( +¥ ) mtegratingalongC ( ),with 1=ui () ..
we obtain

2 . . 2 .
jf(z ») Bis (7 ) J—”(Z Pl o3 (1)
TS .. L2 %) . 0.
+ ZL @ Isp)(tr )01 ¥ 20 ds ()
1
z z K !
+ k ky ¥% P 3s+3 ¢ D Bt 3 % PF s

1 1 1

32U sing a Fem itransported fram e, see later for its de nition and a discussion on it. O bserve
that 5 = (LATO ) (€a) and the sam e for the rem aining R iem ann com ponents.

337 Ilthe notations used in this paper w ithout an explicit de nition are those already intro-
duced in K INill]. Them oving fram e com patible w ith equation [3.124] is the Ferm itransported
one, see the detailed discussion in K 1N ill], C hapter 3.

*Thetem ’= + 3° behavesasthetem =, + 3, and, therefore, we w illnot consider
it explicitely.



In V the previous assum ptions In ply the follow ing estin ates:

krj j 'k, M and krj j (r tr )k, M

T herefore we can apply the G ronwall’'s Lemm a cbtaining:
n

7
2 \ . 2 . .
P ods (i) c¥ 7 s (1)+kk; I
. . "
. 1 .2 2 .
gis * 5 ¥ PF s (3.126)

1

N

+
w
e
o

n

The constant ¢ can be chosen as an \Independent" constant for the follow ing
reason: in this application ofthe G ronwallLem m a the constant ¢ has to bound
the follow ing exponen

M kM

exp 1 - eXPR—O
therefore under the assum ption ofthe lemm a we can choose c  e.
R ecalling that from inequality[3.69and the explicit expression of & &%) k k
c. M ultiplying both sides by 1?7 §+¥, with > ®> 0, rem enberhng that
r(; )<r(i1; )and j j< j1jwe obtain

4 2 © . 4 2, +ﬂ .

P g () X FIFT 4 (1) 3127)
z z z !
L4 2. 0p+ 2 . L4 2, op+ 2 . 1 L4 2. 0p+ 2 .

+ X 3% e §e+3 X P30T gsts ¥ s T A 98

W e exam ine the integrals in [3127 .

R .42_0.+oo )
a) ¥ PI%TTE R)bs:

This rst integralhas the f©llow ing estin ate we prove in the appendix:

4 2. 3+ - 0 0
sup r ° Zp c "+ — : 3128
ap j g R) s P (3128)
T herefore
Z . b4 .
2 _ . 0
PP T B @ s
1 Ny 1 j0}+ 2

(09) 0 1
c "+ — = (3.129)

No j Jz

35T his estim ate could be signi cantly in proved.
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b) ' $9°%" = 4 :Recalling assumption[Z53, satis es

¥ P i gs (5 ) M? p2 Ril: 8130)

U sing the previousestin ate or R) In V and the resultsofthe previouslemm a
we can conclude that
0

M
3. 3+ -

sup r ? R) o+ o— "+ — ;

up i3t ® 2 ¥ o No

i olow s in m ediately

z . z )
2
3 s R A * M2 g+ o— "+ —
N 0 No s A
M ? U M ? LML, o 1
C——=% Q@+t Q— — =5 ota— — w
R23 57 Ro N Rj Ro No 5 4=
1
C(ID "+_O 00
Ny j]z
w ith
m M- oo (3131)
c c— ¢ —
Ré 2 CORO
R A4 2-() +ﬂ .
o ¥ 3 TFG,
From the expression F'( ) == + 3 + 2"  and the previous rem ark con-
ceming =+ 3 , we are Jeft to prove thatO boosestw ithdec
Z
L4 2. o0p+ 2 .
¥ Pt T s (3.132)

1

This is easy, as, from the estin ates[31139 and[2.53, we have

sp¥FIif7 § o "+ — ;o sipf ¥ PP MZ p2 R;11: (3133)
v A\

No
T herefore
z i z .
jlf4 %j Of+ 2 Fj:,s e} "+ _O M 2 00
1 No 1 j0j3+ 2
M 1 1
O s ™ omy D - (3.134)
N RS 4952 No 54z
w ith
M 2 M 2
C(IIIJ e - ee)) e (3.135)
Rj Rj
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C ollecting all these estim ates for the integrals in [3.127 we infer that

2, 2
¥ e T ds (i) P30
00 l
c ¥ gjfr? Bs (1) + @+ P+ ) "
No 5 4=
1 1
c@+ P+ P+ My g — © & "4 = ©
No 547 No 5 4=
and nally
.}‘4 %] f+5 j>;s( ; ) I "y _0 (3.137)
Ny
where we used the initial data assumptions Q , " which in plies, assum ing

14
2, _ . .
¥ 357 4s(1u=7319 c":

To prove the sup estin ate in [3.118 we have to repeat for & the previous
estim ate for . T his requires the transport equation for= along the C \cones"
which at its tum requires the controlof an extra derivative for and . Thisis
the reason why we need a greater reqularity in the initial data which transhtes
in the introduction ofQ nomm s w ith m ore Lie derivatives than in K IN illl. W e
do not w rite the proof here as it goes, w ith the obvious changes, exactly as for
the estin ate. T herefore we have proved the follow ing nequality,

sprtnFt i €rR)F o "+ (3.138)
K No

w ith
& cl+ P+ Py T (3.139)

where, as usual with ¢ we indicate a generic constant independent from the
rem aining param eters which can be di erent in di erent hequalities, c¢™;c™®
satisfy

woME o

M 2
c CR o+ gg— i P —

3.140
R, = ( )

onN
onN

P roof of the estim ate in [3.118l: W e Jook at the transport equation for

jf(l :) (LATOR)},.S . From the evolution equation sati ed by , see KINIl],

Chapter 3, equation (32.38),

?

tr =41 + b + 3" +77 )+ (+4 P ;

@
—
@

NI
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i ollow s that we obtain the follow ing inequality, see C hapter 4 of K IN ilf],

d.a 2y . G 1 1 - 1 2) .
—F P I kki 4pi3i + - —Jr ti I ¢ I
d 2 p
1 5. 2+ 5
+ kky ———kr’jfze k +pkriFk (3.141)
i §t 2
where, recalling assum ptions253, rF = r 3(* +°* )+ ( +4 b  sat-

is es the ©llow iIng bound,

krF k; ck j1 k"kis k k +k k)+tak k +k k)k Kk

1
or ———kr*§ Pk ke $TI( ;)
S5 g Tk i3 ki
1
+——— kr*jjk +kr*jijk kr'jFT K (3.142)
%y §*z2
1 1 0 1
c M2 "+ 2 ———+ M’ "+ — —————
E No r*ji*> ’ No r°j 3"z
T herefore
e M2 + MZe ny 2
iy 3tz i3 rj ¥ N

and the previous nequality becom es

dya b Kk k; 4pii + ! T ¥t P
3 7F bis 1 4pdti = E_Dj:r_ S B 2 bis
+k k; 1 ke’ ¥ 7 K
'3 3
bo—b Mch SNV S
'y ¥tz 33 ri j N
M SN 5
ri a
1 0 , 1 1 , 1 0
+ — "+ — + Mg —+ &S— "+ —
i ¥tz N T 53 rij No
C]y.[ 1 2 4 l n %M2+ 2 "+ 0
A z . T e 0
737 0 AT R RTON
?M 1 %) 1)’54_ S L 0
jﬁ r4j f+2 NO
w ith
M 2 1M 2
g & 1+t — + G—: (3.143)



. (5

Integrating along C ( ) we obtain

D s (1 Vb —— oy N—O (3.144)

SR 0

00
where j 13= #1 \c (3> Ro,andmultiplying the nequality by r*3 3" 7 with
< ,we obtain

00

D937 CrR)bs (i) ¥ 33T CrR)ds (15 )t a "+ =

N

wih ¢ eand as

T Pis (17 ) W ; (3.146)
we obtain
j:(S %’j ]HE (ﬁTOR)j);s( ;) cl+q) "+ 0 e "+ _0 (3.147)
No No
Next Lenm a allow susto go from the estin atesof (ﬁTOR);:::::totheestjmates

for (@Lg,R);:uny it is (@ sin pli ed version of@) Theorem 2.4 of Ni2lwhich we
repeat here to control the size of the nom s nvolved. To prove the next lemm a
we have to use som e nom estin ates on the various com ponents of the T¢)
deform ation tensor based on the O bootstrap assum ptions. M oreover In is
proofwe have to estin ate the nom s of the R i&m ann tensorR = R & 7% + R,
To control these nom s we use the bootstrap assum ptions for R and we need
also the control of the various com ponents of the K err part of the R iem ann
tensor, which we discuss In the sequel.

3.3.5 The T deform ation tensor estim ates

Aswe said we need to control the nom s of the null com ponents of the T¢)
deform ation tensor, com ponents which are identically zero In K err spacetin e.
T he control of these nom s follow s from the previous bootstrap assum ptions in
V ,[2.53. Under these assum ptions we prove that these nom s are bounded by
Co,with o> ".M ore preciely we prove the follow Ing estin ates

it ®) @ieni co
if' ® @ie)i co
uft ® @ie)i co (3.148)
Faft ™ @ie)d co
38T he reason isthat n V the bootstrap assum ptions are stronger than those which can be

done \ab initio" on the whole spacetin e in [N 2], see the initial discussion in the introduction
there.
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w here the explicit expressions for the various null com ponents are the follow ing
ones

o) jes) = T (gyie4)= 0
(To)

Es7e)=40 +1) @0DO3X;e4)+ g 4X ;e3))
To) (eje)=2 (€a) gD3Xje) g0 aXjes) (3.149)
) e;e)= 2 (@) gDiXies) g0 X jeq)
) @ie) = (+ Jeaie) gbD.Xie)+ gh X iel)
Observe that in the K err spacetine X ® e = 1, & and

d

(ch 3X ;e4) t+ g(D 42X ;e3))(K err) _ 0

K err)

gl Xj;e)+ gD X;e)( =0

K err)

gl Xj;e)+gb X;e)( =0 (3.150)

T herefore we expect that it is possible to prove inequalities[3.148 assum ing the
bootstrap assum ptions[2.53. This willbe shown in detail later one. O bserve,
m oreover, that this In plies that the follow ing com bination of the connection
coe cients are iddentically zero in K err and, therefore, In the perturbed Kerrwe
can assum e they satisfy the follow ing nequalities:

Fuf ¢+ D3 co i FuF @ +tw)j co G151
Faf (+ ) 3 co i ¥R+ ) 3 co:

Rem ark: The estin ates of the ®°) components are required to go from the
estim ates of the ﬁ:ro com ponents to those of the L, com ponents and later on
to the the estim ates of the @r, components and nally ofthe R ones. To prove
that they have the right sm allhess and the appropriate decay it is required that
we control the corrections of the connection coe cients O . It is here that to
close the bootstrap m echanism we need the trasport equations for the O parts
and this requires the cum bersom e subtraction ofthe K err part from the transport
equations and the H odge elliptic system s, we discuss in subsection .

3.3.6 The R iem ann null com ponents in the K err spacetim e.

The \principalnulldirections" fram e f1;n;e ;e gde ned, for nstance, in C han-—
drasekar book, [Chl], ism ade by the follow ing vector elds, where in the whole
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subsection r denotes the B oyer1 indquist radial coordinate 1,

+ a° e a @ Q@
1= — + +
Qt c] Qr

+a?2@ a@ @
n= — —_t ——  —
2 Qt @ Qr
1 @
1 . @+ 1 @
e = p— asn —+ ——
F= ot sn @
where I;n are the principal null directions and
=r?+a? oMr
= r?+ a® od
R?= ¢+ a%)? a?sn® : (3.153)

A s the K err spacetin e is of type D, ollow ing the Petrov classi cation, in this
null fram e w here the null vector elds are the principalnulldirections, the only
nullR iem ann com ponent are and or, in the Newm an-P enrose notations, -
and their explicit expression is

- R+l R)e— L 3Es o 1 gasy
2 * € dicos § 2T A G '
so that
jr-leo L
3 s
3a cos 1
R)= — = (3.155)
r r

Beside the fact that our nitial data are not exactly those ofthe K err spacetin e
due to corrections ©)g and k, one has to cbserve that the null orthonom al
fram ew e use isnot the one associated to the principalnulldirections. T herefore,
in the fram e proposed by Israel and P retorius, see [[sPr], all the R iem ann
com ponents ofthe K err spacetin e are di erent from zero. Recallthat the fram e
adapted to the double null oliation of V. is, see[2.37,

r

RZ @ @
eéKerr)=2L= —_— E+!B@_

r_ u

R2 Q@ @
(K err)
3 =2L_: — @_u+!B@_
wem _RE@ 1 @

e '’ Rshn @
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Tts relation w ith the previous one is

P_—
R r Rr 2 p—
e = —— ?+al+ — = 1+ P+ a2 —n 2 asih e
2 R Q
b= R R 2 p
r r —
es= —— r+a® —— 1+ P+ a%+ Zn 2 ash e
2R Q
Q P 1 2
e = p—e e —n
R 2 R
?+ a2 ) 2
e = p——e a sin 1+ —n (3156)
R 2R
w here
0%= ®+a%? a* 4 ; P?’=a*( sh? ;L= PQ ; = s’ ; 3157)

isan Integrating factorde ned in [IsP r]equation 5)and isintheM ! 0
Iim it the spherical coordinate of the M inkow skispacetim e.
Assum ngM =r M =R, an all the previous relations becom e approxin ately

1+ O M2 + O 1
ey = — n — e
* r? r
+ O M 1+ O 1
e = n — — e
3 r2 r
M
e = e O — @ 2n) (3.158)
r
M
e = e O — @+ 2n)
r

Let us denote w ith the upperscript ®¥ ) the R dem ann com ponents in the \P rin—
cipalnull directions fram e", we have easily:

M 2 M 2
“ i) = R Eajesienie) =0 — TV ro0 — o O
(K err) 1 M PN) M PN)
€)= 2 "R (eaiesiezieg) = O "y +0 < @ (3.159)
which in plies the follow ng estim ates
kr' RE™ Nk, M ; ke RES Nk, v ? (3.160)

T hese estim ates plus the \B ootstrap assum ptions" forthe R iem ann com ponents
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nv implyF]
kr' R)k; M+ ey ; k' Rk d/12+eR—0 (3161)
0
Lem m a 3.3. Under the sam e assum ptions as in Lemm a[32, using the resuls

proved there we have in the region V the ©llow ing inequalities:

2
st = , 0 M
sipr’ #1779 @r,R)F & "+ — + =5 o
K No R}
4 . + = . " 0 M
sup r :uf zj Lr,R)] & + — +c— ¢
K N Ro

sipr’$1§° 73 @©r,R)  @r,R)I o "+ —
K

LBt = e ———— 0
supr’ 317779 @©r,R) Lr,R)] o "+ —
K

supr? 13779 @©r,R)I o "+ —
K

Ny
. - . 0
suprpnd* 71 ©r,R)J o "+ —
K N
where, we assum ed 31
s ste; & (wtoo) B162)

P roof: W e start recalling the ollow ing expressions:

Le,R = R+ SEIR] 2 @™ )R ; (3.163)
To To 2 8 ’
where
(TO)B] — (To) R + (To) R + (To) R + To) R . (3164)

From these equations it follow s:

~ L) 3 . o
L1oR)ap = (LTOR)ab+E "R Lawa g(tr ) R)ap

a 1 (To) 3 (To)
Lr,R)a=  Gr,R)a+ > R L434 8 (tr ) R (3.165)
and, cbserving that T¢) 4, = 0 we easily obtain
(To) l(To)/\ (To) A (To) A 3 (To)
R Lps = > aaR3apg + acRecaps + bcRadcs + 2 (tr )R ag14
l(To)/\ (To) A l(To)/\
- 43R agpa + 4c Racs + Raare) = paRas34 ¢

2

37Tt has to be pointed out that the estim ates[3.160] refer to the various com ponents of the
(K err) R iem ann tensor in the orthonom al fram e associated to the K err spacetin e, what in
fact we have to consider here are the nullR iem ann com ponents relative to the nullorthonom al
fram e associated to the perturbed K err spacetim e, see egs. [2.31]. It is easy to see, using the
bootstrap assum ptions for the m etric com ponents, that estim ates still holds possibly
w ith a di erent e constant.
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T herefore estin ating T¢) R L4ps we obtain

kTR Lapaki ¢ &I™iks + k"% )k R)ki + kTmk; k Rk

1 . . .
W(krzj f+ (T)Jkl +kr2] f+ (T)]kl )kr5 R )k
1 .
+r2+4j 3 kr'3 §* Tk ket Rk
! kr® R)kg + ! kr! R)k
C ———K¥ ———KI
R ot ;
Co — @ H et — @ 24 o)
R T3 T R
c a3+ @2+ o)
co @ teo, Ro (3.166)
itz i3t 2 rj 3t =
where in the last two lines we used estin ates[3.161] so that, nally,
|
- @ 3+ o) @7+ )
kg $*z T R k c o (3.167)
i3 Lapaks 0 253 - 53
M oreover
C
k™ ) Rk S P " 4k Rk
'3 3t
Co (d/.[3+ (?0)
rj 3tz 233" 2
and nally
- @ *+ o)
kr'g 37 @™ k co———— 3.168)
337 ) Bl cor— (

using estin ates[3.167 and [3.168 it ollow s inm ediately, using condition [3.59,
that

11
(d/.[3+€0) (d/‘[2+ej_0j)

L5 A+ = . 0
su z (LrR) e "+ — +cC +
up ¥ 5th) TR)J P e e T T
0 M 2 0 M 2
"y — 4+ o——— "y — +c— o : (3169)
S5 NO R§+ - 0 S5 No R(Z) 0
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Let us repeat the previous estim ate forthe tem .

(To) _ (To) T (To) (To)
D RLaza= T R a3+ T Raz+ T JRa o+ T Raas

l(To)

1
T T T
= 5( ) aaR3azs+ T JcRaasa 2 13Raa3s + T 4cRacas
1 1
T T T T
5( ) 34Raa3s + T 3cRasca 5( ©) 43Raazs+ T 4cRaase (3.170)
1 1 1
T T T T T
= 5( V7 aR3azs+ TN Roasa + 2 tr™’ )Raa3 > o) ~43R 4434 2 €™ )Raa34

1 1
T T T T
+ T2 Racsa =T %4Raa3s + T3 Rases + 2 €™ )Raa34

2

1 1
(To) (To)
— "% "3Rag3s  — €& )Ragzs
2 2
_ l(To)/\ (To) A (To) A (To)
= 3 a4R3434 + acReca3s + 3cRagcs + 2 (tr JRa434
l(To)/\ (To) A (To) A (To) A
> 43R a434 + 4cRac3s 3aR 4434 + 4cR aa3c

(T (T (T

1
_ (To) ) ) )
= > " "34R3434 + "% "3cRagea + U0 M4cRac3a + 7 MacRad3e

3 1
T T T T
+ T Reasa + 2 tr™) R34 5( ) %3Raa3s T "34R 43

T herefore estin ating T¢) R L434 we obtain

kKT Rbaskn ¢ &™mk +kTmk )k Rk o+ kT + k% + @™ )k k

c —2 k29 F Tk + ki3 Tnk kP Rk
rj ¥
1
tEs g k3§ @ik + k3 5 %+ P35 &™) gkt Rk
ol
0 3 0 4
c ————kr kK + —— kv k
R Rl + o5 ® )k
c —2 k¥ Rk + —2kr' R)k Mo S0 wmZsel) @17
3 3 L ST L Ro
where In the last two lines we used estin ates[3.161l and nally
M 2 M
kr'y ##1 VIR Lauks c S+ 2 Co—+ C"; (3172)
r RO Ro
which we can rew rite
1
kr'y 7 VTR Lk c"+ 30 (3.173)
provided we require
M 1
c— = 3.174)
Ro 8



M oreover

1
k™ ) Rk —— 3§ =™ 4k Rk
r6] :?‘F
0 2 0
— % Mt 3175
*j F* Ro ( )
and nally
kef3 § @™ ) Rk =3 M2+ e
RO Ry
M 2 2 1
c el Z,+¢e": (3.176)

0572 3
RZ  R3 8

using estin ates[3.173 and[3178 we obtain choosing such that

—; 3177
> ( )
sp ¥ F 7 @R G+ "+ — + 1, e ne 0 41 3178
\ No 4 NO 4
w ith

s &te 3.179)

For the other temm s there is no need to repeat this com putation. In fact the
R null com ponents already satisfy the peeling and going from ﬁTO to Ly, the
decay factor does not becom e worst.

N ext step is to obtain from the estim ates or (L:,R); Lr,R) the estim ates
for @r, R);Qr, R). This requires rst the controlof [[p;es], [Toses] and
Tosesl.

Lemm a 3.4. The ollowing expressions hold

A A

@ N R @
[I‘O;ea] = "E (De3 + DeA )ea@! + E (é3 + é4 )ea( #)—@I + E ]ge3

7( +_)acec+ E( + _Acec"' E(F)"’ F_))ac 52

~h i

o5 ®) Cey o+ (B) ) & [ Xjal K; al
Tojes] =  (L+ 1)ea+2 @)+ 2” [ @)es]
Qe c . @ .. @
X° ey + QX e e4(X)@!C
Xd

¢ c e o, @
+ !B@— — (y*t X9 o d @T+ a X )W (3.181)
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Mojes] =  (L+ l)es 2 @) 27 [ @)ea]

c @c X°© d c
+ X e; (@CX(KGH))W+63(X )@!c
's @ @
Kern @ €+ %(X(Kerr))@_: (3.182)
P roof: See the appendix.
Lemm a 3.5. The ollow ing expressions hod
o e R A e
g([I‘Orea]red) = E (D es + D ey )eag(@T,ed)+ E (é3 + é4 )ea( )g(Fr%)
t 5 g, aie)+g@, aje)
S+ Daa O+ _da S Ferhy ®em) g ( @ieq)
gl X;aliea) g(K; elies) (3.183)
g([fo;eslies) = g(lfojealies) =0 (3.184)
g(oiesliea) = 2 @)+ 2°9( [ @)eslied)
X© ! A~ @
+ @X %) e (X% € X+ a®l) g(rgie))  (185)
g(oieslies) =  g(l Xialies) g(K; alie)=0
c @C !B !B
g(lojeslies) = 2 0+ D+ 2 X7 — 42— ——— @ 2—— ¢ : (3.186)
n .. @
g(fojesliea) = 2 @) 29([ @)ealie)t es( X )9 (greiea)
© @ A @
(@C!B)g(@—;ed)+ e,(x)q(@—;ed) (3.187)
|
g(lfojeslies) = 2 (L+1!)y 2x° e 2 (If )g — (3.188)
err @
g([lg;esl;es) = 0 (3.189)

P roof: See the appendix.
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Lemm a 3.6. Under the bootstrap assum ptions in the region V the lowing
estim ates hold

M 0
i ;e ; ] C l+ 5
:H(EO a]ed)] 2 2 ?
HS/RHS c 1 s N
T 7€4 17 €4 cl 1 N
T 71€3 17€4 cl1 B
il 0 3 J R2 2 ?
T 1€3 17 €, c 1 .
¥ 0 3 4) ] R2 2 ?

P roof : See the appendix.

Th the next Lemm a[3.7] we cbtain the estin ates we are looking for relative to
@r, ( R)(€aie)) and @r, ( R) E))-

Lem m a 3.7. Under the sam e assum ptions as in Lemm a[3.2], using the resuls

proved there and in Lemm as (3.3, [34, B3, [3.8, we have in the region V the
olow ing Inequalities:

sipr®Hndt TP, ( R) o)) & "+ — +o—g o
K No RO
4. P+ = . " 0 M
spr?pf TR, ( R)E@)T & "t — +c— g (3.190)
K No RO
with
& (&+c ; & (=10 (3.191)
P roof: From the relation
Lr,R)Eaiep) = Lr,R)(Eases7807€4) (3.192)

= @7, ( R)@ie))+ R ([Tojealies;epies) + R a7 Toseslienies)
Lr,R) )= @Lr,R)(Eaiesiesies)

=@r,( R)@&))+ R ([lp;ealies;eszses) + R @i losesl;esses) + R (@ases; Moseslies)
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i ollows
Lt,R)Eaien) = Q7. ( R)Eaie))
X

1
+ g([fojealiea)R (€gjeq;8p7€4) Eg (Cosealies)R (e37€178p7€4)
d
X 1
g([fo;eplied)R (€aiesieqies) Eq (Toieplies)R (aieqiesies)

+

d
X

+

g([fojes)ieq)R (Eaicaiepies) + g(lloieslies)R E@aiesienies)

d
X

+

g([fojesl;eq)R Eaiesiepieq) + g(lfoiesl;e3)R (Eaiesienies)
d

=61, ( R)(eaie))
X

+ g([fojealiea) R)(Eaisn) g(lloiealies) &)
Xd
+ g([foieplied) R)(Ea;eq) g(lloieplies) &)
¢ x
2 ap g([fojeslieq) @)+ 2g([Tojeslies) (eaie) :
d

T herefore, recalling inequalities[3.161 and Lemm a[3.4
Fr, ( R)Eaie))] J @©r,R)Eaien)] (3.193)

+4 sup P (loiealied)It T (Toserlies)d J Eaisn)]
d

+ sup g (Tos;eslieq) i+ sup J(Tosealies)d G @)I+ 7 &)I
d d

: , o @+ ey o @+ o)
J @r,R)Eaien) It “ERng 5 +c12j1f+ =
J ©1,R) €aie) It cr5j1(;1+ m;;f“ P & Zr;jeR_)
!
5 CoR) Enen) i+ crf’jl(;“ M 3R+Seo) . (@ 2R+(2) exy)
j @L1,R)(eaien) I+ cr_sj;’j“ R—%+ %2* b;_;
J @©r1,R)Eaien) it 1:5j,11j}+ "+ Cob;—g (3194)

where we used[3.59. T herefore using the resul of Lem m a[3.3 we have, assum ing
again
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sipr31fT 7 P, (R)Eaje))i & "t — + o ot "+ co—g
v 0 RO 2 RO 2 RO
|
C 0 M2 0 M2
Sy = "+ — +c P o & "t — +c—5 o (3.195
R, 2 0 R, 0 0

From the relation

Lr,R) ()= @r,R)(easeuie3;eq)
=0@r,( R)@&))+ R ([lp;ealies;eszses) + R @i losesl;esses) + R (@ases; Moieslies)

it ollow s

Lr,R)Ea) = €1, ( R)(&))
X

1
+ g ([fojealieq)R (egseq5€35€4) Eg([ro;ea lies)R (esiesiesies)

d
X
+ g([fojes;eq)R (aieaiesies) + g(lloieglies)R (@aiesiesiey)
d
X 1
+ g([fojesl;eq)R (Eaiesieqies) Eg([ro;e3];e4)R easeqie37€4)
Xd
+ g([fojesl;eq)R (a5eq5e3;89) + g([To7es]ies)R (@asesie37€4)

d
=0, ( R)@ie))
X

+2  g(fojealied) R) ) 2g9(lojealies) R)

d
X

+2  g(llg;eslies) av R)+ 2g([fg;esl;e3) R) (&) (3.196)

d
X

+ g([Toseslied) R)Eaieq) gllloreslies) R) &)

d
X

+ g(Toseslieq) (aa R+ aa R))+ 2g(Tojeslies) R) (@)
d

T herefore, recalling inequalities[3.161l and Lemm a[3.d

(LgoR)(ea) =0 ( R)E&))

+2 g([forealied) R) &) 29(fojealies) R)

d
X

+2 g([fo;eslieq) av R)+ 2g9([lojeslies) R) &) (3.197)

d
X

+ g([fojeslied) R)(aiea) g(lloieslies) R) (&)

d
X

+ g(Tojeslieq) (aa R)+ aa R)) + 2g(Mojeslies) R) @)
d
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R, ( R)E&))I J @r,R)E)I+ 2sup P ([Toseslied) T R) €aieq)]
d

+4 sup P ([lojealica) I+ I (Tosealies) I+ I (lojeslien)d J R) &)
d
+4 sup P ([fojeslieq)J+ sup P ([Tojealied)] G RII+ J R))I
d d
, . o @13+ ey) o @+ ) o @ +egt)
J @r,R) )+ 25 = +szj;3?+ o crzj,l;?" =
. . 0 @ 2+ ey) (<:1V12+eﬁ) @ +Gﬁ)'
R) (e
J @1 R)(ea)Jt+ Cr“jlf* 5 = + -
!
. . 0 M3+ e @°2+et) @1+ cgh)
R) (a
BRI g R} R? Y
j Ly R)E)j+ c—2 — _0+M_ M_2 M_3
J BRI Gy RIT R, RZ RS
j Lr,R) )+ _ i (3.198)
J a )] N ORO

3.3.7 The estim ate of R

The nalstep is to integrate along the integral curves of Ty. It is clear that
the j1jweight factors will allow to bound uniform ily these integrals. W e have,

denotingby (s) the ntegralcurve of Ty starting from ( at a distance r; from
the orign and &) = () €a1;e),
Z s
GT)= 0T+ 0T+ @, )( () 3.199)
0
w here
T =r@u=u u= " @ ; t=tuw=u+ru= °@
— r. - r,
u=ur)=ul;r,) = - iuas ulGTr)=ul0;r,)= -
_ t+ T
t= tu)= -2 "1 =T T (3200)
2 2
As
@ @
To= — + — (3201)
Qu Qu
it follow s that
d =T, = + 3202)
ds 0 v =
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therefre, w th these de nitions, in the coordinates fx g= fu;u;!?';!%qg,

el =_ - = =1

=T ek T s

d d Qu Qu d*v ds

—r( @))=— — — = =0 (3203)
ds ds @x @x ds ds

and, as ! '; 12 do not change along  (s)

d ( () dr d ( () 0 (3204)
—r = ——r =
ds dr ds
and
u( s5r))=u( O;r)+s ; u( (r))=u( O;r))+ s
t=u+u= @( O;r))+u( O;r)))+ 2s= 2s: (3205)
It ollow s
Z§
(ju)= @;u) ®em) yu) = Ojr)+ @, )( )
0
and
Zs "
Jj @i 3 Q)i+ j@r, ) )I ér—5 (3206)
0
2 Z§ 1
+ "+ c— ds
RZ ° 4 r( ©PR( ) 2
T herefore
5 ) 1:5(u;g)"+ o G 2 s 1 ds
U, u 6—— —
F T Sum . R} o B( (N33
I‘S(U;E) "y ey CM_2 s ds
5 (u;u) R2 o J( ©OT))+ stz
2
A\l " — " _0 .
6"+ c & +cRé 0 S + N, ; 3207)

w here we have chosen ¢ such that

érf’ @iu)

— & ; 3208
o (u;u) ' ( :

which is possble as we have proved that r and r(u;u) stay near, and chosen
& such that

s" Gt o))" (3209)
T he proof for goes exactly In the sam e way and we do not repeat it.

T herefore we have proved the follow ing lemm a
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Lem m a 3.8. Under the sam e assum ptions as in Lemm a[3.2], using the resuls
proved there and in Lemm as|3__;i|,,|3__£z|,@, we have in the region V the
olow ing Inequalities:

¥ R e "+ — 3210)
No

where

& &te ; ¢ &+ o (3211)

34 1V step: The controlofthe O nom s.

T o prove better estim ate for these nom s in V. allow ing to show , by a boostrap
argum ent, that the region V is unbounded, we have to use the transport equa—
tions along the Incom Ing and outgoing cones. T he use of the outgoing cones is
m ade, as in [K N ill], cbtaininging the estin ates starting from \scri", here the
upper boundary of the region V' which is a portion of an incom ing cone.
Therefore we have rst to control the not underlined connection coe cjents
on this last slice and to avoid a fatal loss of derivatives we have to prove the
existence on it of an appropriate foliation we called the \last slice canonical
foliation", see N 1], K N ill] and [Ch-K ] where the originalidea was rst stated.
T herefore the weight factors we can assume in V. for the various (hot under-
lined) O nom s have to be consistent w ith the weight factors of the nom s
we can controlon the \last slice". T he estin ate for the underlined oonnectjon
coe cients ism ade, viceversa, starting from the niialdata hypersurface o,
this case also an appropriate (canonical) foliation has to be ntroduced on 0 .
A s anticipated in subsection[32 to provethat in V. the O nomm s satisfy better
estin atesthan those assum ed in the \B ootstrap assum ptions" w e need estin ates
for the corrections to the K errm etric. T hese estim ates ollow once we have the
bootstrap assum ptions for the connection coe cients and are the content ofthe
ollow ing lemm a:

Lemma3.9. Assumethatin V thenoms O satisfy the bootstrap assum ptions
@) 07

then, assum ing or the 0 nom s appropriate initial data conditions, see sub—
section [3.6, we prove in V the Hllow ing estim ates:

hi" 4 co s FRFT Xi co s WMt § co: B212)

38pasically w e denote asnot underlined connection coe cientsthose coe cients w hose trans—
port equations we use are those along the outgoing cones, the opposite for the underlined ones.
R em em ber, as discusssed in detail in [K 1N il]] that the choice of the transport equations to
use is not arbitrary and is uniquely xed by the request of avoiding any loss of derivatives
which willm ake the bootstrap m echanismn to fail.

39T his could be in principle avoided requiring m ore reqularity for the initialdata.
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The proofofthis lemm a is given ater on[*] see subsection 34 4. Tt is in portant
to ram ark the order of the various proofs:

a) Thebootstrap assum ptions O o Inply, Lemm a[3.9, the m etric correction
estinates 0© ¢, .

b) The m etric correction estinates 0© ¢, the initial data assum ptions
and the Riem ann bootstrap assum ptions in ply better estin ates for the O
connection coe cients O cﬁ - with N su cently large.

c) T he In proved estin ates for the connection coe cientsin ply better estim ates
for the m etric correction, see Lenm a[3.16, 0® 2

34.1 The controlofthe O nomm s

The O nom s involve also the tangential derivatives up to fth order of (cor-
rections to) the connection coe cients to prove the bootstrap and the peeling,
see KN ill] and K IN 2]. N evertheless the proofwe sketch here is restricted to
the zero and rst derivatives of the connection coe cients as the control of the
higher derivatives is sin pler and is just a repetition of what has been done in
K 1N 11]].

To controlthe O nomm swe have to subtract to the connection coe cients their
Kerr part so to obtain som e transport equations and som e H odge equations
relative to the O correction parts. This operation which we call \K err decou—
pling" is a central step of the whole procedure and we rst discuss it in some
generality. Then we w ill exam Ine a typical case.

T he connection coe cients in [I[K 1N il]] have been divided In two sets, the un—
derlined ones which use transport equation along incom ing cones and the not
underlined estin ated usihg transport equations along outgoing cones. Let us
look to the transport equation for one of the not underlined connection coe —
clent. T he connection coe cients are covariant tensors elds \belonging" to the
tangent spaces TS . T herefore et us consider one of them , nam ely the second
null fuindam ental form ,asa TS tensorwe can write it as

gD e, €ie) = €@ie)= e e : (3213)
Denoting £ ®( )g the one om s dualto the TS orthonom al fram e feg,
X X
= €ie) * = gD esje) @ P
ab ab
X b
= g e D e)eg, 7= O e)g = 0O e)g
ab
= O e4) = O e4) 3214)
and
= dx dx = 0O &) dx dx (3215)

where fx g= fu;u; ; M ore in generalwe w rite for a tw o covariant tensor

401n fact we prove the equivalent Lem m a[3.14.
4lThis is approxin ately, the of P -I.
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connection coe cient
0O=0 dx dx : (3216)

and as O is tangent to S, it ollow s that O =0 . Nevertheless it is
in portant to rem ark that it is not true that O = O pd!?  d!®. This can be
easily recognized looking at[3214. In fact

b b
* =gl )=gce§= ®act u(ch(Kerr))+ ( peX )egi

T he generic structure equations for the connection coe cients O are of two
types: equations which are \transport equations" along the outgoing or incom -
ng cones and \elliptic H odge type" equations on the S surfaces. How m any
and how these equations, togetherw ith rst order equations for the m etric com -
ponents, are equivalent to the E instein equations is discussed elsewhere. As a
typicalexam ple we exam ine in the follow ing the transport equation forstr and
the H odge equation for . T he transport equation has the the ©llow Ing general
structure, Indicating wih O a connection coe cient or a tangential derivative
of i,

B,0 + ktr O = F 3217)

w here the integer k depends on the connection coe cient O we are considering,
B, is the profction on TS ofthe di erentialoperatorD 4 = D , ; therefore

5,0 = @,0) dx dx
@,0) = 0 40) : (3.218)

Finally F isa covariant \S-tangent" tensor w hose com ponents are quadratic or
cubic functions of the (com ponents of the) connection coe cients and possbly,
ifO isa tangentialderivative ofa connection coe cient, ofthe R iem ann tensor,

F=F dx dx ; F =F (£0g;fRQq) :

T he H odge equations for the connection coe cients or their tangential deriva—
tives applied for instance to a two S-tangent covariant tensor eld have the
form

d&vO = G+ R (3219)

W here ddv is the the divergence associated to =, the covariant derivative asso—
ciated to the induced metric, ©’,on S,

&0 = @v0) dx ; @Gwo) = © @@= o) ; (3220)

G isa covarant tensor (oforderl ifO isoforder2) and w ith R we denote a null
com ponent of the R iam ann tensor tangent to S of the sam e degree. To have a
soeci ¢ exam ple of structure equations w ith this structure we w ill consider in
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the follow ing the transport equation for #tr and the H odge equation for *, see
also equations (4.3.6) and (43.13) of KN 1l].

Observe now that the coordinates fx g are the \sam e" in the K err spacetin e
and In the perturbed K err spacetin e, the only di erence being the m etric we
are considering, the K err m etric[2.47 or the \perturbed" one,[233. Therefore
depending the m etric we are considering the region V can be thought as a
region in the K err spacetin e or a region of the perturbed K err spacetin e whose
existence we are proving. This sin ple, but In portant cbservation allow s us to
subtract the K err part in the structure equations.

Let us go back to the transport equation 3217 and introduce in V the tensor
eld 0 ¥ e which is the connection coe cient analogous to O , but associated
to the K err spacetin e which can therefore expressed in term sof rst derivatives

ofthe K errm etric[247)) . O bviously we have

1) (K err) =0 (K err)dX dx
and we would like to subtract the K err part and de ne
o o o, (3221)

To obtain a transport equation for O we apply to it B, and we w rite

(K err)

0 = B=4O (]9:4 B=4 )0 (K err) ]}QK err>o (K err)

=  ktr 0 + ktr &P ®em 4 p g &Ko (3222)
as
BQiK err)o K err) ktr K err)o (K err) +F (K err) _ 0 :

T he transport equation for O has, therefore, the follow ing structure

B, O+ktr 0=H (d”;0%)+ F(0;0%"; R) (3223)

w here
H ( O(O);O K err)) _ k tr tr (K err) 0 (K err) (]3:4 B:QK err))o (K err)
F(o;0%e™; Ry=¢ p&ex (3224)

From the transport equation [3223 we can get an estin ate for the O nom
Integrating along the outgoing cones. T here is, nevertheless, a technicalm odi-

cation to do, in fact when we ntroduce 0, seel3221], and we want to use the
m odi ed transport equations for O Instead that for O we have to rem ember
that O is a vector eld tangent to the S (u;u) two din ensional surfaces inter—
sections of the outgoing and incom ing cones of the double null cone foliation
assum ed In V , thought as a region of the perturbed K err spacetin e; in other
wordsO  can be w ritten

o = H (3225)
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where H isa (0;2) tensor In (V ;g) a priori not S-tangent and progcts
from TV to TS.On the other side the 0 ® %) tensor el is tangent to the S
two din ensional surfaces w ith respect to the g® ©**) m etric instead that w ith
respect to the g m etric. Thism eans that, as in[3225, we have

0 (K err) — (K err) (K err) H (K err) (3 .226)

which isnot S-tangent in (V ;g). On the other side In the transport equations
the O ocorrection tem shave to be, asthe O connection coe cients, S-tangent
w ith respect to the g m etric. T herefore the de nition in[3221hastobem odi ed
in the Pllow ing way:

o o J: 3227)
w here
g = g ®ero) . (3228)

Tobem oreprecise ket us look at the explicit expression of som e ofthe connection
coe cients, see [[K IN il], Chapter 3, the torsion coe cient,

1
&)= Eg(D e, ©47€3) (3229)

which in the K err spacetin e can be rew ritten as

K err) . (K err), _ 1 (K err) (K err) (K err) (K err)
(ea )_ A CD (K err) “4 =3 )
2 ea
_ } K err)e(K err) D K err)e(K err) e(K err)
2 a 4 3
K
_ e(K err)a (K err) g(K err)D K err)ei err) e(K err)3 (3230)
T herefore
K
K err) _ (K err) g(K err)py K err)e; err) e® err)3 K err) p Kerr) (3231)

and we de ne

A
= g &em (3232)
Analogously we have
K

(K err) (e(K err)a;e(K err)b) — g(K err) CD o exe) e; err) ;e(K err)b)
— g,(K err) e(K err)aD (K err)e(K err)4e(K err)b
_ (K err) (K err) (K err) (K err) (K err) (K err) (K err)
= e 2€ b g D e 4

K
— e(K err)ae(K err)b (K err) (K err) g( err)D K err)e(K err)
h i

_ (K err) K err) K err) K err) K err) (K err) (K err)
=e a® b g D e 4
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T herefore

(K err) _ (K err) (K err) g(K err)D (K err) . (K err)4 _ (K err) Kerr) p Kerr) (3233)

[S]

and

(: ) _ g,(K err)D K err)e(K err)4 _ H (K err) . (3 234)

! and ! are scalar finctions and therefore ! ® &r) = ¢ ;| ®ern) = ¢

Tt will be needed In the ollow ing to use the fact that, under the bootstrap
assum ption, the nom estin ates of the \hat" quantities are as those for the
K err connection coe cients, possbly with a di erent constant. This is proved

in the Pllow ing lemm a

Lemma 3.10. In V under the bootstrap assum ptions it ©llows that all the
nom for the \hat" quantities satisfy the follow ing estim ates, denoting with j
either the pointwise nom or the j js nom,

A rr) 0
3 pEEIS 1+ S (3.235)
and
jﬁ\ (ea) 0 (K err) (ea(lK err))j c 1331(;]_+ :D K err)j . (3 .236)

P roof: Let assum e for sin plicity that O be a covariant tensor then

o K err) _ (K err) H (K err) ; O/\ _ H (K err)

1) (K err) (ee(aK err)) — ea(K err) H (K err) O" (ea) = eH (K err) (3 237)

A se, is S-tangent we have

rr l @
ea(iK err) _ g —
(K err) @
aa
@ 4 ® err) ( err)
err rr
amdopd ST 6238)
Tt is easy to prove, see the appendix, that
4 0 4 0
(K err) (K err)
=140 —r— ; =0 —— (3239
d 11 I‘Z}lj‘+ é 22 I‘zj.lj‘+ ( )
4 0 4 0
(K err) (K err)
=1+0 ——mm ; =0 ——
Cé 22 I‘Z}lj‘+ Cé 11 I‘zj.lj‘+
T herefore
q__
OA €)= eaH K err) _ Ck; b(g err)O K err) (ekEK err)) (3.240)
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and
q ——
) - - ( ) . ,
PEe) O (K err) (e(K err) )5 }3: aI; err 14D (K err) (e;K err) )3

a
(@ [
. (K err) . K K err), .
+ J:Jz ID (K err) (eb )]

bb
0
T ; 3241
© Eny (3241)
& . 0 K err) , K err), .
1+ 0 —/——— 3242
sgpzD €3 Z5g s%pzD CN )J ( )

M oreoverthis result can be in m ediately extended to any nom w ith the appro—
priate weights. A s before to obtain a transport equation or O we apply to it
B, and write

(K err)

B, 0=8B0 @&, B, )3 B4

— ktrO+F 09:4 B K err) (OA o & err)) ]};K err)O K err)

— ktr O + F @4 ]}4 e} K err) (OA 0 K err)) + ktr K err)o (K err) F ®err)

= _ktr O+ F
h i

+ 03:4 B:;K err) )S BQ;K err) o) 0 K err)) k tr O" ktr (K err) e 0 (K err))

which we rew rite as
B, O+ktr 0=H (d;5;0%)+ F(og;0%; R) (3243)
w here
H ( O(O);OA;O K err)) .
h i
_ (]3:4 B:iK err) )OA B:;K err) (OA 0 K err)) k tr O’\ ktr (K err) (OA 0 K err))
F(o;0%e0; ry=¢ p&eo (3244)

Rem ark: Observe that in H ( 0@ ;3 ;0 ® 1)) the parts not explicitely known
are in &, ]};Kerr)), tr and in the present in ¢ 0 ®°)); therefore

there is no loss of derivatives as expected.

Here we proceed exactly as in K INil], Chapter 4, and we just sketch the
argum ent. Let j O jbea j p3 nom , applying G ronw all nequality and Lemm a
415 of KINil]we obtain the follow ng estim ate, with > O,

2 . .. 2 .
kg % ) v 0gs ww) o ft r® ) ¢ 0§ wiu)

Z u h 1
+ @Ft r? ) FH s+ WP % ) P Fgs wu®) : (3245)

u

IS
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To control the right hand side of[3.249 we have to estim ate the nom

Wi £ 7 03 wu)

on the last slice and the nomm s ofH and F . The nom on the last slice will
be discussed later on when we prove the existence of the \last slice canonical
®liation". The bounds or the nom s " r° #H 35 and JFt :F 3is
are proved In the Pllow ing lemm a:

Lemm a 3.11. Under the bootstrap assum ptions, the llow ing estim ates hold
nv

it 2

IS

Hijs Co — (3246)

N

Hf O os Fdis Co —

O nceLemm a[3.11lisproved, assum ing that on the Jast slice we have an analogous
estim ate

M
jj1j2+ v ; Ofis uju) co R_ 3247)
0

we integrate obtaining

2 . . 2 .
kg % ) v 0gs wu) o Wm¥ ® P 0 wu)
|
M Zuoq
+ ocy — —— 3248
0 . = ( )

and the J:esull:

3F P o0gs i) co o (3.249)
0
Choosing R such that
M 1 1
c — — < =
Ro No 2

we have proved that thenom s O satisfy In V a better estim ate than those in
the \B ootstrap assum ptions".

In the previous discussion we have shown how to obtain appropriate bounds for
som e j pjs nom s of the correction to som e connection coe cients. A fthough
com plicated by the need of subtracting the K err part, the strategy follow s the
one described in K EN ill]. T here to com plete the bootstrap m echanism beside
the transport equations also those structure equations which are elliptic H odge

421 e recall that w ith c we denote di erent adim ensional constants.
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system son S areused. T herefore also for these equations the \K err decoupling”
has to be perform ed, nam ely the K err part has to be subtracted. In perform ing
this subtraction there are no new ideas di erent from those already described,
therefore instead of discussing how to treat these elliptic H odge system s in the
whole generality we show it in detailw hen we estin ate (the correction) (=tr ).

R em ark : Recallthat the existence proof requires better estim ate not only for the

(correction to the connection coe  cients, but also for their tangentialderivatives

up to  fth order. W e do not prove here the estim ates for the higher derivatives
as the proofs proceed exactly in the same way. Details are given in K ENill],

Chapter 4 in the case of the whok connection coe cients.

P roof of Lem m a [3.11]: Let us exam ine 1rst the term s .n H ; For the rst

term in H the explicit expression of the tem @, B °*)J isgiven in the

ollow ing lemm a:

Lemm a 3.12. W ith the previous de nitions the follow ing expression holds:

(K err)

&, B, S = (3250)

X°
K
( D 4 & K err) D i err) D, OA K err) e(K err)4 ( )OA

where

(K err)
= ®err) . (3251)

P roof: See the appendix.

(K err),

To bound the nom of &, B, )O we have to use the bootstrap assum p-

tions In V for the connection coe cients, their tangential derivatives and the

estin ates which follow for the metric com ponents. In particular to control
= & err) ) we need its explicit expression.

Lemm a 3.13. W ith the previous de nitions the follow ing expression holds:

( ®erhy— A+ @ xX°B, (3252)
where
1 h 3 err) (K err) 3 4 K err) ([ err) 4 *
A = & oro) 5 + e + N + e,
1 4
B, = — 4 (3.253)

(K err)

P roof: See the appendix.
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T herefore from the expression [3.250 we have

2, &L .. L 2 oL
¥ raft e, B0 s o rnft 4 ¥ FpuCis (3254
] + L .2 2 K err) L & L3 . A+ o1 2 oA M2
+ 3" € X)3 ¥ D E s+ PRI 4 ¥ s Coqz
0

In fact from the bootstrap assum ptions and recallng that @, = @4 we have
Inm ediately

Thi" 4 co i FRFT @ X)i co
it 1 cos (3255)

the last line follow ing as

_ 1 _ 1 _ 2 1 coa (IF )y 0 .
= . = @xe =0 (@« )0 )0 (o}] )=20 W : (3256)
R em ark: Letusm ake a m ore detailed estim ate of the term § & x¥) g® er) )0 3
Observe rstthat [ ¥ ™0 ]= L due to the fact that the tensor has dim en—
sion zero, [ 1= L °, and
@
- — &
@x

Anabgously as ;1= L ! and

@ 1
&= — + X —
@u r@!ec

it olows that k, ]= LY. Finally each covariant derivative has dimension L 1,
always in \din ensional coordinates" . T herefore

. N
[] (K err) e(K err)4( )O ]= L 2

O n the other side as this term is a correction and therefore proportionalto o it
m ust behave as

j (K err) e(K err)4( )O/\ j= 0
Letusnow ok at it in a m ore explicit way, the tem e® &%), ( ) has a term
of the following kind (the other term s can be treated in a sim ilar way)

e®erm) ) = @ .u0 + (3257)

where the indices u;u arise from the saturation with and e, (not the only
possible com ponent anyway). ;s has dim ension L% and is propoertionalto g
therefore j yuJj= O (or 2317 @ )). If the derivative @ is @, there is not

A

extra decay factor, but in this case the term we are consideringis  “@;c ;0
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Letus consider the index we can Imagine an index associated to a cartesian
coordinate, therefore here u or u, in this case Y€ has dimension [ “¢]= L *
which m eans that § “S§= 0 (¢ !); analgously Pu]= L ! which inplies ¥, j=
0 (¢ ') and colkcting together

3% wuGud IR wpIPud= 0@ 1O ((or 213 M O )= 0
rft
If viceversa the index ~ were associated to !4 then it ©lbws that ¥4j= 0 ),
but in this case 9 has dimension [ %°] = L ? and therePre j %j= 0  ?)
which com pensates the loss in the decay of jDAdj.
W e are left to exam netheterm F ; to describe its general structure we proceed
in the Bllow ing way, any connection coe cient has dinension L. ! any met-
ric com ponent (respect to the \cartesian" coordinates) has din ension L° any
derivative decreases the din ension by 1. T herefore the din ension of the right
hand side of the equation [3.243 has to be the sam e of the left hand side, but we
know that in the right hand side the term s cannot be m ore than quadratic ifwe
are considering a connection coe cient W ith dim ension L 1), cubic fwe are
considering a tangential derivative of a connection coe cient W ith dim ension
L !) and so on and so for. M oreover, as already said, the transport equations
chosen to prove the existence theorem do not have any loss of derivatives, there—
fore if we consider the transport equation for the tangential derivative of (the
correction of) a connection coe cient in the right hand side there cannotbe 0O
tem s involving second tangential derivatives, therefore termm s w ith din ension
L 3.
T he previous considerations in ply the follow Ing general structure for the trans—
@)

port equations r O : Let usdenote 0 = 0%, a connection coe cient, O a
tangential derivative, O ¥ the kth tangential derivatives, then
Fh: FO®,0M) £ ®ern ‘0);0 X err) ‘1))
1
= a1 0P+ o 09CE@) (3258)

Ifviceversa O = 0 @) isthe tangential derivative of a connection coe cient the
general structure is m ore com plicated, but the way to control it is the sam e
which we willdiscuss in a relevant speci ¢ exam ple. From the expression [3.258
using the bootstrap assum ptions and the K err part estin ates, we ocbtain

2 2 1)
¥ uft Fs c ¥ raf oPiego®en Ty (3 259)
2 @) M 2
+ jfl P j1j2+ O(O)j>;s jfzo K erm) 7 c 0RZ :
0

IS

43T he bootstrap assum ptions allow to controlthe nom jrl
with 0©® wedenote ,r X andr? .

1ft 0© 4,5 provided that
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34.2 D etailed estim ate of the nomm jr3 ngfJ’ (E=tr )j.
Let us ook speci cally at one ofthe O nomn s, the one associated to
= lEtr +tr ) ;

and show in detail for is transport equation the structure we have sketched in
general. T he transport equation B satis es is the follow Ing one:

3
B,S+  wB-F: (3.260)

P roceeding as discussed in general, see subsection [3.4.], we write 8 in the Bl
low ing way

BE=8B+ ©& (3261)
w here
& - ®err) 'p L ®err) , . Kerr)y Kerr (3262)
where
2t (K err) _ g(K err) D) K err)e;K err)) e(K err)3 . (3263)
T herefore
6= —(K_lerr_) etr ) gy e (3264)
and
& = Ko FEE HE ) 269
. 1 E tr + tr 4+ tr&erD
® err)
w here
-~ (3 266)
Analogously we w rite
E=E+ B 3267)

T herefore equation [3260 can be w ritten as

3 A
B, B+otr B= B+ E B
h . i
B . (& 23 K err)) + ( B=4)Q= (K err) iK err)g (K err)

B
3 A
+ 2 tr B (K err) + 5 tr K e}:r)g (K err) + (E E K err))

g(K err) E K err)tr K err)g(K err) + E(K err)

(3268)
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w here the crucial fact is that the last line is ddentically zero being the structure
equation satis ed In K err spacetin e; therefore we can rew rite the equation as

3 N
B, B+_tr B= B+ [ 8)B 8« ) (3269)
where
h i
(8)&;e (K err)]= ( 13:4)% + B ;K err) I g(K err))+ + B:;K err)g(K err)

3 A 3 3

— tr (% g(K err))+ e tr g(K err)+ > tr K err)g(K err)

2 2 2
W e have

Lem m a 3.14. Under allthe previous assum ptions the ©llow ing inequality holds
nv

2 . 2, N
foepdt (eBEETT o e ¥ oraft (BB
+ jf4 %j-lf+ B:f( err) (é g(K err))ja;s + Jf]—lf+ 1 jlf4 %B:;K err)g(K err)j:’;s
3 2 A 2
reh F aft @ 8 e+ ¥RfT wgp Fet Ty
+xpft 3w €05 2 Fe R+ 1 Pl (B BO))is
Co M7 3270)
“u1ft R3 :

P roof: T he easy part ofthe estin ates, we do not report here, sin ply follow sby
the bootstrap assum ptions and the explicit expression of 8 © ), The bound
of the nom jr4 : Bt ( B, )é ;s is done exactly as the previous estin ate of
¥ oF E, B;K Sy Kern) 4 o equation[3250, w ith the only di erence
that B hasdin ension I 2 and therefore an extra r decay, therefore we obtain

rr M 2
B PR (B s co B271)

K err) (é B K err

@

L4 2. o4 ( )\ . .3 2. o4
Thetem ¥ *» 1" B, )};s requiresthe controlof¥” » 117
8" )45, thee ectof " * isonly that ofadding a powerofr in the decay.

O n the other side using Lemm a[3.I0, we have in m ediately

E 2 rr), . M 2
jf3 p]Jer (3 g e ))]:;s COF 3272)
0
so that nally we have
4 2. + 2~ (K err) M 2
Pt (e)EE los  CoqT - (3273)
0
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(K err)) (K err)

Let usnow exam ine EBE + é E =F B w hose explicit expression
is,
BE = A B /\é( err) A~ (K err)g (K err)

ZAE A 2/\( E)/(Kerr) 2 AP(K err),\(K err)

A A A (K exr) jAK err)j2
+ tr A + tr A (K err) + tr AK err) (K err)
K err) .,
tr tr : (3274)

The rsttem of B hasthe ollow Ing estin ate

2, . M2 4z, .
S ' AR - 5 8 c?r" it 85 (3275)

T he nom s ofallthe other term s can be estin ated as follow s, the proofis In the
appendix:

M2 M*

— = (3276)
Ri Rp

R .
¥ ornft (B0 BE <o
A gaih proceeding aswe did In generalfor O, applying G ronw all inequality and
Lenma 415 of KINil]we obtain the ©llow ng estim ate, with > 0,

kpf @ )P s o mf r® ) Bgs ) (3277)
Zyh i
n jj132+ P ﬁ[( U)uk err)]jb;s + jj132+ P B w;u’)
u
Integrating, provided M =R ; < < 1 and provided the last slice canonicalproblem
is under controlwe obtain that
C" M c" 0

. b : (3278)
B pFt Ro Pt 2r3 pF*

J B3

me oy 0 3279)

c — —

R, ' 2

R em ark: Observe that when starting from the transport equation for &, equa—
tion [3.269), we write a transport equation for the j js nom s we use a Fermm i
trasported fram e. This Ferm i transported fram e is used only at this stage, whik

the \K err decoupling" is perform ed at the kevel of the tensorial equations.

N ext step is to obtain from the know ledge of the bounds for the nom s of& the
bounds for the nom s of etr and for " " satis es the follow ing equation,

see KINil]leq. (4313),

v "~ + ~ E€=+ =0: (3.280)

440 bserve that the way we prove this result here is slightly di erent from what has been
done in [K IN il]], see in particular rem ark 1 at page 132.
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T herefore:
dv = (P ~ M+ — B+—8 3281)
w here
= (3282)
and " isde ned as the corresponding connection coe cients. A swe have

( &)Yy = e By + ®emo 2 py (3283)

it follow s that to use|3.281 to estim ate &~ we need to be able to estim ate the
right hand side and for that we need to have only a nomm estim ate for the rst
derivatives of  which arepresent n = . From [3281 we cbtain inm ediately
the follow Ing estim ate

2 . . 2 . . . 2 .
Pt 2 ore Ngs o 2o (d)P)ge + T O ok 53

2

kel
B
»b_l
™
+
o
v
H
IS
Y
.
iy
+
o
v
B
IS
a@>
.b_]
Hh

+ it 2
+jj1j2+ r3 % S.;S

c mFt P (@) i+ mF P tisx 3o+ T 2T g B

T AT T A I
M2+ "h o om > (3.284)
C — Ccng— _—
OR% S8 ORO >
provided
MO MT g O 3285)
c — Tt — -
° R, ®rRZ % 72
R em arks:

a): The estim ates of the quantities w ith the hat is the sam e as the one for the

Kerr term s. In fact their di erence is a sm all correction as it has been proved
in Lemm a[3.I0.

b): It is here when we want to clse the bootstrap that we have to require = 3,

in fact boking at the inequality [3.284] it ©lbw s that the temm depending on is
bounded only if 5 - Ason the other side we required before, when we control
the boundedness of the O°" nom s, that 5 » see[3.102), therefore the conclusion

is that in the bootstrap assum ptions we m ust choose

S (3 .286)
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3.4.3 The various radial coordinates

Before exam ining the transport equations which the 0 coe cients and the
estin ates for theirnom swe look at the various quantities that we use as \radial
coordinates" and com pared them . The Kerr m etric written in the P retorius
Israel coordinates is

9K err)
= 4 hpdudut ST Al Xgo, ot Al XB @+ du)
there we de ne
K err) _ u u 3287)
M oreoverthe fr® err); g P retorius Israel coordinates (for K err spacetim €) can
be expressed In tem s of th Boyer L indquist coordinates
e e i5) ; = (g (3.288)

where x is the Boyer Lindquist radial coordinate, see [IsP r]. In the perturbed
K errm etric, see[T 4,
g(pert:K err)

= 4 *dudu+ . d!? K opdu+ X3du) 4”@ du+ X Pdu)

and again
r=u u: (3289)

Then we de ne a radial function r(u;u) as proportional to the square root of
the corresponding surface S (u;u), both for the K err and for the perturbed K err
case, m ore precisely

P_—
Ik err) = Lgerr) @u)= ( 4 )

[NIC

1
j; (K err) (U;E)jz
P—

r=r@uw=( 4) IB T : (3290)
W e use allthese radial functions In a Interchangeable way, this ispossbl aswe
can controltheir nom di erences.
First of allwe want to com pare r wih 5. It Pllows from the explicit
“ o) i [IsP 7] that we have

(K err)

expression for '

rr M
 ex) 1+ — ; (3291)
Ro
N (K err)
W ewant now to compare ri ory) (U;u) with r . W e have
r
Z Z, Z T3
4 Ty oy 71) B g err) @)= d = d ozR7sh *d d
S (usu) 0
2 @
=2 L sin @— d (3292)
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As from [I[sPr] i follow s easily

@ Q
- == (3293)
e . L
we have
z z S .
2 . 1) - 2, 2 a® 4
4 Ty err) @) P err) Giu)j= 2 Qsin d 2 +a") 1 W sin d
0 0 a
Z S ——— Z
2 r§(1+a2)1 ¥4 a2 Pa+rctice—" s g
0 xg xg + a? 0 Ro it
rr 2 M
4 5T 1y e— (3294)
Ro
F inally we can easily show that, under the bootstrap assum ptions for the m etric
com ponents, r(u;u) is \near" to rg o) @;u)
FOU) T ern) @iL)T o (3295)
rihi
T herefore, asexpected, jff;f—0 << l,wecan dentify r(U;u);rx err) @;u);xr ;r(K err);]%
3.4.4 The estim atesofthe 0© nom s
To obtain this resul is slightly m ore delicate than the controlofthe connection
coe cients (thenom sof O ®)). The reason being that wehave rstto nd the
analogous ofthe transport equations for the corrections to the K err com ponents
ofthemetric , X2 and .,.W e prove the ollow Ing lemm a:
Lemm a 3.15. The corrections to the K err com ponents of themetric , X*@
and ,p, satisfy the follow ing equations:
( + (K err))
@ ()= 2( ®F+ ) e ———— gy Y (3.296)
- (K err) -

2 o e _,

a a c _ 2 a
@& X @cX ® err)) X" = &Koo R 2 —@rbX & err) + 4 3297)
@x ¢ @x ¢

K ) ® )

& () T a)= o (et o (ac) (3298)
! ! 5

(K err) (K err) K err) K err) A A K err)
+ ab _ + ab tlf_ +2 —ab+ 2 —ab

P roof: The equation for X%: The st thing to rem ark is that here we
are w riting equations satis ed by the com ponents of the m etric w ritten in the
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fu;u; ! ;! ?g coordinates. Observe that with the de nition of the g m etric,
233, the com m utation relation [2.26 has the follow ing aspect

@e,X 3 €, X? = 47 @) (3299)

which we can write as

@ €3 Xa = @94X ?K err) @eax ?K err) + 4 g (%)ei
h ai
= ( €y g e X ?K err) + 4 zoe + @é4X ?K err) @é3x ?K err) +4 2 Wem
= (e @@ X%, +4?% * (3:300)

This is the equation to use to estinate X :

G, X°= (e, )8 Xgon+4? % (3:301)
where
—_— X . — .
9T TEen®t TP %% TEan® 6-302)

therefore we can rew rite it as

@ea X% = (@CX ?K err)) X+ K err) @eax ?K err) @e4X ?K err) +4 ° e 2 (3.303)
O bserve that
@
@e3X ?K err) @64X ?K err) = @UX ?K err) @EX ?K err) = 2@r X ?K err)
e @ _ o e,
= 2ot kem T 2 X kem (3.304)

and the nalexpression is

2 o @e_,

_ 2 a ,
® err) R 2@ (K err) + 4 : (3305)

Ce; X% QX gor) X°=

R em ark: Observe that these equations refer to the m etric com ponents in the
fu;u;!t; ! %g coordinates. W e do not have here the previous problkm of con—
sidering tensor elds tangent to S, therefore we do not have to introduce the
\auxiliary" @ quantities.

T he equation for : W e start from the equation

lD Iog =!
2 3 g =
From i
1 1
— (K err)
SDabg = ——Cu ( + )
— 1 N (K err) 1 1 @N (K err) 1 @N
2 K e}:r)2 - 2 2 2 K err)2 - 2 2=
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T herefore

1 1 1 1
(K err) (K err)
= - —— = — + 0+
2 2 2 & err)? @N* 2 2 @N* 2 K err)? @N* -
and the nalequation we have for is
@y = 2( ®emy )2 gy (+ %) g e, (3.306)
L - K err)2 L :

The equation for p:

A fter the transport equations for X # and we ook forthe equation for .y

W e recall rstthe de nition ofthe induced m etric on the generic S ;u), whose

com ponents we denote £ ©) g,

g = © (3307)

where
= (Pey+ eyt (3.308)
Rem ark: The \metric" whose tensor is ©’ is the induced m etric on S; it

is easy to see that, neverthelkss, ©) isnota 2 2 matrix with ., the onk
com ponents di erent from zero); this is not due to a wrong choice of coordinates,
but to the fact that the the spacetin e is not static; in fact this is not possblk
even in the K err spacetim e. N everthelkss the follow ing holds

(s)

(
b= ab and ) (ejes) =

ed = LEd (3.309)

To prove it et us com pute the com ponents of ° and *

3 1 3 1
()= Eg(e4; ) therefore ~ = 59 &
1 1 1
3 = Eguge% Egucez = 2_ (2 z + X X(K err)) 2_ ( caX ?K err)X
s 1, 1 1 1 agX ©
u- Eg@ A Eggce4 = 2_X XK err) 5 ( X" —)=0
1 a 1 1
: = Egag 4 Egacezcl = 2_ ( acX ‘) 2_ acX °=0
A nalogously
W= i .= f=0: 3311)
45 e use here =m all Jatin letters a;b; ::: to indicate the ; coordinates, the fram e vector

elds tangential to S w illbe indicated w ith e ;ep :::.

77

C)_

(3.310)



T herefore we have

a_ a (3e§+ 462): a (uX?Kerr)+ gxa)
u_ u (3e\§+ 4ez)= u 361;_ u u=o
Lot (g )= b Yg-  vo0 @31
and
= ¢ c c(ux((:Kerr)+ =X C): 3313)
T herefore
€)= g = c ¢ c(uX(cKerr)+ EXC) d ? d(uX((jKerr)-l— EXd) 9
— Cdcd wd (ux((:Kerr)+ Bxc)d_'_ C(uxc(iKerr)+ Bxd)
o ("X Gyt X)X ey XY
= chd cd (HX(CKerr)"' uXc)d"' C(HX?Kerr)"' EXd) + uuj((Kerr)jZ"'
+ (" R+ E X gerr) X
The equation for .y : Let us start observing that
@ e
9 Gragrs
Then we have
- e e @ @ @ @
o= Pu 9 groigs T9 Prgnigs 9 gaPrgs
@ @ @ @ @
g &’@la]'@lb +g @!a;&;@lb] +g D@y@aN—’@|b +g @|a'D @?bN_
@ @ @ @
=2 wtg Niggligs +9 gailigs] (3.315)
W e have
d ex g d
N ; = —t= (3316)
@re @re @!e
therefore
@x ¢ @x ¢
_ (K err) (K err) .
Gy ab=2 __ Te1a ® Tamm e (3317)
A nalogously
C C
Q K err)= 2 K err) (K err) @x (K err) (K err) ex (K err) (K err) ’(3.318)
N ap _ab @ra cb R ca .
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and, subtracting,

@x ¢ @x ¢
(K err) (K err)
@ ( ap)  tr ( ap)= T( ) * AE
h

(K err) (K err) K err) A A (K err)
+ + +
tr— ab tr— 2 —ab 2 —ab

(ac) (3319)

i

3.4.5 A discussion about the loss of derivatives

T he previous equations seem to Inply a loss of derivatives potentially danger—
ous. In fact on the right hand side of all the three equations there are term s
of the order of rst derivatives of the m etric com ponents, nam ely connection
coe cients ke ! ; ;tr . Nevertheless this loss of derivatives is not ham fiil as
it does not propagate when we estin ate the connection coe cients and their
tangential derivatives up to the order we need. To show it let us ook rst to
the transport equation for , equation[3.298. T his equation tells us that to
control the nom of we have to control the nom of * so that to control
the nom of& we have to controls . W hat is therefore needed is that to
control the nom of = we do not have to use the second derivative &~ as
this will start a never ending recursive m echanisn . To control = * we have

rst to control & which hasbeen already done and looking at these estim ates
it is inm ediately to recognize that the control of second tangential derivatives
of is never required. T hen one has to look to how we control® * oncewe
control . Thishasalso been done previously see equation[3.281] and after and
it follow s that for these estin ates no second derivatives of are required.

Let us exam ine now the transport equation for . From equation [3.294 it
follow s that to control the nom of we have to controlthe nom of !.On
the other side to controlthe nom of

K err)) ®err) K err) (K err) _ . K err) (K err)

= = r (= =

we have just to recall that

= =2 + ) (3.320)
which inplies we do not derive this equation, but we use the estim ates for
and Im plying that to controlthe rst derivative of  we need to control
and . therebrewe are only left to show that to controlthese (corrections) of
the connection coe cientswe do not need second derivatives of the (corrections
of) the m etric com ponents. T his follow s easily as looking at the H odge system s
for and , see equations (43.34), 4335) n R INi1] it ollow s that as only

rst derivatives are there only rst derivatives of the m etric corrections can be
present, m oreover on the right hand side of these equations we have to control
two scalar functionscalled and respectively. T hen looking at their transport
equations it is easy to recognize that again there only st derivatives ¥ and
¥ appear and when we ook for the equations for the corrections and
ag_ajn only rst derivatives of the m etric corrections can be present. T herefore
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we are only keft to investigate the transport equation or X .[3297. Again to
estin ate the rst derivative of X we need to controlthe rst derivative of
or equivalently the rst derivative of and . This quantities are controlled
again by the Hodge system s for and , equat?ons (4334), 4335) nK N,
and we have already seen that the J:jg}?t hand side needs only the controlofthe
rst derivatives of the (corrections of the) m etric com ponents and in the lft
hand side the only term depending on the metric is ¥ which depends again
only on rst derivatives. T herefore the argum ent is com plete and there is not
any loss of derivatives, as expected.

Next lemm a proves the rst part of the \m ain Theorem ", Theorem [3] . His
statem ent is consistent w ith the discussion m ade in subsection

Lemma 3.16. Assume that In V we have already proved that the noms O
satisfy better estim ates than those of the bootstrap assum ptions, nam ely

with N a Jarge integer num ber, then, assum ing for the 0 © nom s appropriate
initial data conditions, we prove that in V letter estim ates hold:

ruft 30 i Paft ox g 50 ;owtt 5‘): (3.321)
P roof:

f g satis es the equation

Gy ()= 2007 1+ () ————— & "= (3322)
- (K err) -
It ollow s
Gd 3 F3 F+2 %313 (3323)
w here
M
F= (+ (Kerr)) K err) Z@N_ ®err) _ g F . (.324)
and integrating on C (u; lup;ul) we obtain
Z u
Jodiw) e ke ot du’R ? tiwpd) (3.325)

Uo

As we have already proved that the estinates or 0@ are better than the
bootstrap assum ptions, then for _! the follow ing estin ate holds

Yt 15 N—°

0
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and we can obtain from the previous inequality the follow ing one

Z u
¥3i Jww) ¥ e o+ A’ 2 uid)ra®u)’h®y (3.326)
Z . vo
. 3 . 0 0 . 3 . 0
cC ¥ Ta\ ot T du'—F— C X FTa ot —
£ ) 0 No “ }10:}" £ ) 0 N o317
From it
Pt duiw) ¢ BT b ot = (3.327)

No N

with 2 ' > N, ' > N, ', choosing the initial data su ciently smalland N
su clently large.

f X g: X satisi esthe follow ing equation

2 o e,

a a c _ -
@e; X @.X )) X"~ = ®ern) R ZG@p K err)

K err

+4 2 2 (3329)

where we have Inm ediately, with > O,

X ?K erryJ= J@c!s) 3= (@ R 2 Rg A (3.329)
and
2 0 e _, MZ1
" ®ern) RZ@g . e R (3:330)

F inally using the in proved estin ates forthe 0" nom s, see also Lemm al[62,
we have

3y LI S (3331)
Norhfr
U sing these estin ates from the de nition
SX—
JjXJ= jxeF
a
we w rite, de ning,
2 9 e _.,
€=  TReo miggr kem (3332)
X X h i
QiXI=29X R IxIj=2 X%Q., X%=2 X® @X % o) X°+G  +4 % °
X B x
4 ( JCXy eI X3+ HBP IXFHF 4L F TIFX (3333)
a a
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and In m ediately

i

’

X X
@ IXI 4 JeXger)IIXIHED F+4C I I
a a
M* 1 < M 2 0 o=N
— = -
R: o 2 RIfq3 | By
M D — L, (3.334)
c —_— —_— — + c—5
Ry 74 Baft Ny R?Z
Applying the GronwallLemm a we obtain
- M4Z“1 1+M2Zu 1 4
J J e&p ¢ Co — T —> Sao0: U
o o I No Rf o, °3%F
M LM ! o1 (3.335)
c— C — + — —
P OCRT 0 N, T RZ Pay 20w
which proves the resut.
f g:The equation329§ satis ed by  ap,
@x ¢ @x ¢
(K err) (K err)
@ ( ap) tr ( ap)= Tae @)+ @7!:; ac)
(K err) K err) K ) K ) A A (K err)
+ - + - Uf_ err) L o err _ab_'_ 2 _abe
can be rew ritten as
Gy ( ap) T ( ap)= (tr_ D0 )t GS( @)+ GE( )+ F %,
w here
h ® err) & err)
& err) err err ® err) ® err) A
F (O err ; ; tJf_, _ )_ b t]f_ + b U_ err + 2 err _ab+ 2
As
@ r(;u)
@N_r(u;g)= ar(u;g)= T tr_ (3.338)
i ollow s
( ab) 1 r 1 -
@y ]ﬁz = E@N*( ab) S5 T ab) = = Gy ( ap) tr ( ap)
1 -
=5 (= D0 )+ GS( )+ GE( )+ FO® ), ; tx;
T herefore

2

F
e 2 o)t Gi? @)t Gl Y ) t 3
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—ab

(3339)

. tr_;_

i

)

(3.336)

(3.337)



De ning x

#

i 323 j 31 . arte
R e E. iR ERE R SR

X 1 -
= ( ap) Y tr ( ap)+ @y ( ap)

ab "

X (K err) .
_ ( ap) — ab) C( cb) c( ca) F O ’
—ab 2 (tr_ tr_ 2 + G =2 + Gy 2 + =

Jj 3. —.3J 3 J o3, F3
T EL mO AT
which in plies
@y J j( tr )+ 283 33 +f—j: (3.340)
- r? — — r? r2

As before we have or §5 jand j( tr tr )jthe ollow ing estin ates, w ith
>0

%= $e) cg——— i Jtr )3 5; (3.341)

ac

therefore, applying G ronwallLemm a,

Z Z
! j 3 Mt "1 YFI 0
—" @;u — (Uo;u) + ex ) — @ ;u)du
2 @;u) 2 (o ;u) P Ré = " (@ ;u)
Z .
YFS 0. 0
— (u)du (3.342)
w T
O bserve now that the follow ing inequality holds
F3 1 (K err) K err) (K err) K err) A A (K err)
? ;h ab tj:_+ b U:_ + 2 _ab+ 2 Zab
= 3FIE It FIm E5r 23 ©Ug 03k 23 T
cﬁ : (3343)
T herefore Integrating the nalresult is
1 1
W3 e 50; (3.344)
0 1

proving the resul.
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3.5 The last slice canonical foliation

To controle tr we use trasport equation[3269 and this requires an estin ate
ofr tr on the last slice 0ofV we denote C , this as discussed in [K 1N ilf] and
iIn IN 1] requires a delicate choice of its foliation. Let us recallthe m ain problem
we have to cure; the equation for tr along an incom ing cone is

1
Dstr + —tr tr + Osbg )tr + ~ ~ 235 4 ebg 2Fbg j
=2&%bg +cd&w + ) : (3.345)
Looking at this expression it is clear that there is a loss of derivatives due to the

term in the right hand side. To cure this problem in K INill]] we require that
log satis es the equation

&g = v +7 (3.346)
To satisfy it we introduce a background fliation whose leaves are the level
surfaces of the a ne param eter v, associated to the null geodesics generators

ofC . Then we ook fora new foliation u = u (v), expressed relatively to the
background one, such that, relatively to it, satis esthe equations

£g = & +~ ; g2 =0
du 2y 1 .
E= 2 ) i uid o= 1 (3.347)

where S (0) = C \ (. Once these conditions are satis ed, the evolution
equation fortr becom es

1
D str +5tr_tr+(D3]og yer + 2~ 2334 4 g 2F bg 3= 2~

and the loss of derivatives is disappeared when we derive tangentially. The
proof of the existence of this foliation is in IN.i]. It is then clear that the last
slice transport equation for #tr has the follow Ing expression :

1 1
sEL 4 ot o 4 Pabg )Etr + D sl o (et ) + OsEbg )t
[1_=;D3]]ogtr+EA_ O AN AR = 4= = log 4 ( cav — +

In the present case the problem has to be worked in a slight di erent way; Let
us consider again the transport equation [3.345,
1
Dstr + —tr tr + Osbg )er + ~ ~ 295 4 r=bg 2F g j
=2&lg +d&w + )

and subtract to it the \K err part" obtaining

D3 tr +}tr tr o1 tr tr € 21 tr 2 tep®er oA Ay A EeTD)
2 — 2 - - - -

2 2 (K err) 4 = log 4 (= Jog(K ?rr) 4e ]og e log
4 = ]og ( = log SK err)
=2 (4: ]og + (4: & (K err)) (]og ) (K err) + v + (day day(K err)) (K err) + )
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To avoid the loss ofderivatives log has to satisfy the follow ing equation

& log + daw + =0; (3.348)
and the In portant point is that the tem
(4: & (K err)) (]og ) (K err) + (d=_|y e K err)) (K err)

does not produce loss of derivatives as i contains second derivatives only of
(og ) ® e which is a given fiinction.

U sing the transport equations for the not underlined connection coe cients on
the last slice, C , allow s to control their nomm s on the last slice In temm s of the
corresponding nom s in the intersection C \ ( and prove they are bounded

again by
2

c "+ O—M
2
RO

3.6 V step: The initialdata

T he globalexistence and the peeling is proved here assum ing a strong regulariy
for the initial data. The reason for it is that our Iniial data have to guarantee
that the nom s of the connection coe cients and tangential derivatives up to

third order are an alland bounded on ( and m oreover, the Q" nom sw ritten In
tem s of nitialdata have to be nite and an all. W e collect in the next subsec—
tions all the initial data conditions we have used in the various proofs. F inally
all these conditions can be expressed In term s of quantities relative only to the
initial data hypersurface, nam ely the three din ensionalm etric ®'g and the the
second fundam ental o ©'k, together w ith their covariant derivativesl] T his
will allow s to express the initial data sm allness conditions requiring that a L2
integralon (=Bg,, whose integrand depends only on Gk = Gk Gl Kerr)

and on ®Ricci= CRicci  ©OR icci® ) |

3.6.1 The asym ptotic conditions on the initial data m etric

From equation i ollow s

1 1
93, (7 ) = A+ Al S gen® XT)Ar APH DK gemn” X O)dr
1 1
= ( %+ v X 2)dr? > ab X3dr d!®+ _d!3dr® (3.349)
h i

= 2 _,af+ SePaqraqr®

1 1
+ C ®ersy 2+ZX2)d_1:2 > ab X3dr d!®+ draar®

46T he details of the \last slice problem ", rst discussed and solved for a di erent fliation
in [Ch-K 1], are discussed in detail in K 1N il]], C hapter 7 and also in IN i].
47¢C ovariant w ith respect to the three dim ensionalm etric ©®)g.
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T herefore

. . 1 2 2 1 a b
(gjo g(Kerr)jg)( ;)= (2(Kerr) + +Z X“)dr E ab X“dr d!™+

and the asym ptotic conditions on the m etric com ponents are

1 1 1

= Os —13+ 7 —IAJr 7 ab = Os —r“ 7

(3.350)
where r is de ned as in equation [2.44 and the S’s are the two din ensional
surfaces associated to the canonical foliation of ( we are going to de ne. W e
callthese conditions: \K err asym ptotic atness".

3.6.2 The sm allness conditions on the initial data m etric

T he an allness conditions for the m etric com ponents are

sp ¥° 03 " =p ¥TOox3j o "; sp ¥t 3 ": (3351

0=Br 0=Br, 0=Br,

3.6.3 The sm allness conditions on the initial data connection coe -
cients

A sthe estin ates of the connection coe cientsin V  are obtained in temm s ofthe
initial data ones the initial data have to be such that the follow ing estin ates
hold,wih 1 4:

jf4+ 1+ El tr ] "o, j:4+ 1+ El tr ] "

j:,4+1+ El S jt4+l+ El _Aj_"

et g (3.352)
jf4+ I+ El 1y j14+ I+ El IR

3.6.4 The sm allness conditions on the initial data R iem ann com po-—
nents

O ur iniial data have to guarantee that the nom s of the connection coe cients
and their tangential derivatives are sm all and bounded on ¢, but, m ore than
that, the 0" nom sde ned in term s of initialdata have to be nite; this in plies
that they have to be such that

O e, ™ (3.353)

and also, on =By, the Pllow ing condition m ust hold,

sup ¥ oR)yF " (3.354)

0=Br,

48R em ark, see the discussion about the last canonical slice, that the way in which the
connection coe cients nom sdepend on the corresponding ones on the initialdata, isdi erent
from the underlined and the not underlined ones.
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3.6.5 The canonical foliation on |

A foliation of (=Bgr, In tem s of two dim ensional surfaces £Syg is speci ed
through a function uy, (), the generic Sy is de ned as

Soup= )=1fpP2 o=Br,yP)= g: (3.355)

T he solution of the eikonal equation u (p) w ith initialdata u, ) on (=Bgr, is
such that the level hypersurfaces u ) = de nes the incom ing cones of the
double null oliation. A s the nom s of the \underlined" connection coe cients,
see [K IN il]] Chapter 3 for all the detailed de nitions, are estin ated, using the
transport equations along the Incom ing cones In tem s of the sam e nom s on
the Initial hypersurface, while the opposite happens for the not underlined co-
e clents estim ated in tem s of the nom s on \Scri", an analogous altough m ild
problm appears in this case. To avoid a loss of derivatives we have to choose
an appropriate (canonical) foliation of (=Bg,.W e do not go here through the
details as the way to obtain it is analogous to what was done in [K IN ilf], Chap—
ter 7. M oreover di erently from the last slice case, here In principle we could
even avold the choice of the canonical liation adm itting a loss of requlariy
going from the initialdata to the solution, while this could not be allow ed when
we prove that V. can be extended.
T he previous discussion is not com pletely precise. In fact the intersections of
the outgoing cones w hich are de ned starting from \Scri" w ith the hypersurface
o are not the Sy surfaces. Thism inor problem requires to de ne a spacelike
hypersurface 8 nearto ( and controlthe various nom s in the strip between
these two hypersurfaces. This has been done carefully in [K 1N ill], subsection
41 3, and we do not repeat i here.

3.6.6 The initialdata condition in tem s of ®'g and ©k

Aswe said all the initial data conditions can be reexpressed requiring that the

m etric stays near to the K errm etric In a de nie way, a condition sin ilarto the

\Strong asym ptotic at condition" de ned in [Ch-K 1] and that, m oreover, an

L? integralover (=Bgy,,J ,whose integrand ismade by (the square of) ©k,
®R icci and their derivatives is bounded by ". Its explicit expression is

J ( (3)g; (3)k)= sup jf3+ j+ jf4+ X j+ jﬁl+ j (3.356)
0=Bgr,
"
Z X5 Z X3 #%
+ a+ dz)(1+1)+ 2+ :.El k§+ a+ dz)(3+1)+ 2+ jrl Bﬁ
0=Bry 1= 0=Bry 1= 0

T o express the tensor quantities of the four din ensional spacetin e restricted to

o In term s ofthe three din ensional quantities and their nom bounds in term
ofthe corresponding three din ensionalones, requires som ework. W e jist sketch
here the m ain steps as this is a repetition, w ith som e obviousm odi cations, of
what hasbeen done in KIN ill], m ainly in Chapter 7) and in the orighalw ork
ChXK1, mainl in Chapter 5).
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Step 1) The choice of a foliation and initial data on the K err space—
tim e:

Letusdenotesinply f ; ®'ggthem aniold w ith boundary ¢=Bg,.A fliation
isde ned assigningon ( a function w (o), w ith som e appropriate properties, so
that the laves of the foliation are de ned by the level surfaces of this function

So()=1p2 o P)= g: (3357)

The uni length nom alto a generic point 0£Sp ( ) is
Nt = igij@-w : (3.358)
Rwji®
W e can use w (p) as the \nom al coordinate, in this case the m etric can be
w ritten as
Og( ; ) =2aw?+ ~ypd!2d!? ; (3.359)

and we have still the freedom of choosing the angular variables. Speci cally if
we oconsider the K err spacetin e whose m etric restricted to ¢ is

O ere) (7 ) =% enyd® + o Tar2a® (3 360)
we are suggested to choose r (o) as the function w () de ning the foliation, so
that

1 @

So()=1fp2 ¥ P= g ;N=———1: (3361)
(Kerr)@r

O n the other side in the K err spacetin e the nullvector ofthe null fram e adapted
to the double null foliation is

ey = ; £+I E s ey = ; £+l g
: (K err) @u P @ ’ ! (K err) @E E @
where
e_e,e e _c@& e 636
Gu @t Qr Qu @t @r
T herefore
1 1 1
e4=7£+7 £+!B£ =N+ -3+ e)=N+T
(K err) @r (K err) @t @ 2
1 1 1
e3 = iﬂ- E+!B£ = N+ —-@Ees+e)= N+ T
K err) @r (K err) @t @ 2
where
S T S S
2 3 4 « orr) @t -B@ 7



is a vector eld orthogonalto the hypersurface ( ofuniti ]ength,@ n fact
gT;T)= 1: (3.363)

T herefore we de ne the second fundam ental form of the hypersurface o and
the second findam ental form ofthe leaves Sp( ) as

kesiep)= gDe Tie) (3.364)

@ie) = P Nie) :

Som e details have to be given here; rst ofallon the hypersurface ( them etric
Induced by the K errm etric g has the ollow ing com ponents

By = g =( +TT)( +T T)g

=g +g9g TT+TTg TT : (3.365)
On the other side, given p 2  the m etric tensor ©)g(p) can be applied only

on the vectors of the subgpace T ¢} ofTM ,, orthogonalto T p. T hese vector
elds con be expressed In tem s of the orthonom albasis

R @ 1 @ 1 @
fejjgjeg=fe = ———j; e = —— i N= ——
L @ R sin @ (K err) @r
and we recall that
@ @
o X (3.366)
et °e
Pogy= ;59 = (; TTI(; T Tyg = ;59 =gy:

w here the last line ollow s from
Ti=g T = gOTO+g T = ,(!sg +g !g)=0: (3367)

T herefore the m etric iInduced on  ( is exactly ©)g. M oreover

r N = D N (3.368)
g r N = & DO.N)
so that
Clg e, Nje) = gD e, Nje) : (3.369)

It follow s in m ediately that

Eaien) = gDe,eie) =gl e, Nje)+ gD e, Tiey)
= g Nje) ks = @ie) ke : (3:370)

0o & _ 0@ o€ _ 1 ( & i)_ L (E+| i)
9 x T T e T Tam ¥ e Y% 2 et @

(K err)
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T herefore

i) = @i klaie)
_Eaien) = &ie) kleaisn)
&)= ka;N) (3.371)
1 1
I = Zi@r g K err) 7 1= 27@1: log K err) *
(K err) (K err)

Tt tums out, therefore, that to specify the initial data for the connection co-
e clentswe have to assign <) and the second fundam ental form k which

in the K err spacetin e are known, but in generalas we w ill see can be assigned
In a free way; m oreover we have to assign (g;e,) which cannot be assigned
freely on o as it satis eson it a transport equation,[3.401l. Thereore (& ;e)

depends on the choice ofthe foliation and satis esa trangoort equation; to know

* on ( we have to satisfy it giving \initialdata" on Sy (0) = @Bgr,. On the
other side looking at the trasport equation satis ed by tr and " one sees that
on the right hand side the com ponents of the R iccitensor of o, ©R ij and the
scalar curvature are present. Ason ( the constraint equations hold the scalar
curvature can be expressed in temm s of k, for the com ponents of ®R j; we use
the Bianchiequations and together w ith the trasport equations for we havea
system ofequationswhich can be solved once we controlB = curl‘3)RAioci, (this
w ill be discussed better later on when we discuss the real situation of initial
data not exactly K err). Therefore In principle we need \initial conditions" on
B and k, together w ith their derivatives as we require conditions also on the
derivatives of the connection coe cients. W e need also nitial conditions on the

R iem ann com ponents, w riting the G auss and C odazziM ainardi equations ex—
pressing the four din ensionalR iem ann tensor in term s of the three din ensional
R iccitensor and k we are able to w rite the R iem ann com ponents in term s again
of the R icci three dim ensional tensor, the second fundam ental form k and the
various connection coe cients which, at the end, In plies again in tem s ofk,

B and their derivatives up to a xed order. Aswe will see In a m om ent an
analogous procedure can be done when our nitialdata are only \near" to K err.

Step 2) The choice of a foliation and initial data on the perturbed
K err spacetim e:
The m etric in the perturbed spacetim e is

gl ;)
= @Al df)+ o AP Ky ndut X3du) dl® B ,du+ X Pdu)

K err) K err

A gain the nom alto the hypersurfacet= 0 is T where

1 b i

— c d
g9 - 2 2 Bu+ug+x (cu+cu)+X(Kerr) dg+d3 +



h i

1
g0: F E+ u +XCC+X(Kerr)dd ’
and nom alized to m inus one,

1 @ @ @ @
T=— —+ — + !y °+ X9 = — 2—+ @2!s °+ X9

2 Qu Qu @le 2 t @le

1 @ X @ 1 @ @ X° @

== —+ (15 °+ ) == —+ly—+ (3373)

Qt 2 @!c Qt @ 2 @re
_ (Kerr>T(Kerr)+ ce = 1 ®err) T ®err) 4 Xe e _ }(e3+e4)

2 Q@re 2 @re 2

P roceeding as before on  (=Bg,, hereaffer denoted sinply o, the assigned
m etric is

1 1
By ( ; )=%+ijﬁ)dr2 > o ( X3dr d'P+ xPdl3dr )+ ,d!3d!® 3374)

near to the Kerr o m etric

O orr (5 ) =% epnyd + 55 dr2ar® (3.375)
M oreover
G3).11 1 2 (3).22 1 2, . 2
glt= — (1122 1) i Y= —((*+3XY 2 X (3.376)
P P3
Ogt? = i( X1 g2t Xy 12) ; YgPP= i(( +9%X9 0 XZ)
D3 D3 !
3).13 1 ()23 1 2, -
g = —( X112+ Xz 1) i P9P= —((F+ 39X 1 X Xp)
P P
P = (*+3%XIdet X 2 XZ 11+ 2 X1 X2 12
= det 2+4X 222 X2 42 x, X,—22
J ﬁ ! det 2 Qet ' 2det
= det ? (3377)
From the initial data assum ptions we can w rite
1 ] 2 n 2
(@) 11 _ (3),22 _ 22 (3),33 _ 11
= — 3 = — + ; = —+0
g 2 g det it g det 4t
@) LE g " N "
g =0 A+ ’ g’ =0 5+ (3:378)
T herefore
P9 ) g e () (3:379)

1 1
= (+ (Kerr))+zjxﬁdr2 Eab(xadrd!b+ xPdredr )+  ,d!3dr®
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From the previous de nition [3.373

S - E TP @
T2 e & (Kem)@
1ol 1. . e 1
= — Et‘l' 50{ +X(Kerr))ﬁ —5(34’ ey) (3380)
it follow s that
1 e e . @ 1 @ 1 __@
eg=— —+ —+X =T+ — —+ — X
@t @r @re Qr 2 @re
L.l e e .. e 1 e 1 .¢@
E et @r ®ern) e er 2  @!°
T herefore
e=T+N ; es=T N (3.381)
w here
1 1
et &, 1,8 (3382)
Qr 2 @re
It is easy to prove that w ith the m etric[3374
1 1
Cg( ; )=%+ij§)dr2 > a( X3dr AP+ xPdl3dr )+ Ld!3dr®
we have
Pgary=1; “gaiT)= 15 Pgaa)=0
An easy calculation gives
n=rmdx'= dr ; n;= “gyNI: (3.383)
A gain
@y - _
= g =( +TT)( +T T)g
=g +g TT+TTg TT : (3.384)
and also
To = ;i Ti=g T =0 (3.385)
so that
(3)gij=gij:
T herefore the m etric induced on  ( is exactly ©'g. M oreover
r Nv = D N (3.386)

eiral\]" = e;cDaNN)
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so that

Ogr o Nje) =g N;e) :

It follow s in m ediately that
€aie) = gD e, €1i8) = gD e, N'je) + gD ¢, Tiep)
= UG, Nie) klaie)= @ie) klaien) :
T herefore
Eaien) = @ie) kaien)

_Eaie) = &ie) kEaien)
@)= k@ iN)

| = i@ b i@ ]O
. 2 T g 2 N g

1= i@T g + i@hr log
2 2
N ext step is to prove the ollow ing lemm a
Lemm a 3.17. It is possibk to perform a change of the coordinates
fr;!l;!zg! fr;*:l;!vzg

such that the vector eldN is in these coordinates

and the m etric has the form
Og( ;) =2de” + ~pdd3dr® -

M oreover

nw "
. L2 =2
o ;A '“+ 0 cn

ab= apT O

P roof: Let us consider the follow ing coordinate transform ation :

where f® satis es
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(3.389)

(3.390)

(3.391)

(3392)

(3.393)

(3.394)



Due to the \gn allness" of X it ollow s inm ediately that the previousm ap is
nvertbbleon (=Bgr, and therefore is a coordinate transform ation. M oreover it
follow s that in the fr ;&bg coordinates the vector eld N has the expression

From the relation Ny
3) @x @x* @)

%" by ey

Jis 7

denoting .
fy'g= fr ;’-“1;*-“29 ; leg= fr ;!1;!2g;

i olow s in m ediately

Fgii= 2 ; Pgp=0 (3.395)
@) B ef? B ef® ef®
gcd ~cd T cd + @—yc ad @—yd cb @—yc @—yd ab

T herefore in these coordinates the m etric has the expression

Clg( ;) =2de + ~pdb3diP : (3396)
and
1@
N=—¢g 707 & 3397)
r

so that In these coordinates the leaves of the foliation are de ned by the level
surfaces of the sam e function » ()= r (),

So()=1fp2 ok P = g: (3.398)
M oreover it is im portant to cbserve that although the coordinates 2 are dif-

ferent from ! nevertheless we stillhave, as expected,

@ @
‘3’gN;@)= (B)g(N“;F) ;a2 fl;2g ¢

W e proceed as In the K err case, the second fundam ental form k, apart from sat-
isfying the constraint equations, can be assigned freely and it can be decom posed
in the cbviousway as

keiiey) = Kk err) @1785) +  kigsey) (3.399)

and the an alnessofthe k (g;e;) part togetherw ith its ( ¢-) tangentialderiva—
tives w i1l be assigned in a direct way. The situation is m ore delicate for the
connection coe cientswhich depend on  (e;;e,), the second fiindam ental form
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of the leaves Sy ( ) as they satisfy som e transport equations. As (g;e,) de—
pends on the choice of the foliation and satis es a transport equation, to know

* on ( we have to satisfy it giving \initialdata" on Sy (0) = @Bgr,. On the
other side looking at the trasport equations satis ed by tr and " one sees that
on the right hand side the com ponents of the R iccitensor of o, ®R;j and the
scalar curvature are present. Ason ( the constraint equationshold, the scalar
curvature can be expressed in temm s of k, for the com ponents of ®R j; we use
the B ianchi equations and together w ith the trasport equations for we have

a systam of equations which can be solved once we controlB = curl‘3\*R ioci.
T herefore in principle we need \initial conditions" on B and k, together w ith
their derivatives as we require conditions also on the derivatives of the con-
nection coe cients. M oreover we need also Iniial conditions on the R iem ann
com ponents; to do it we w rite the G auss and C odazziM ainardiequations ex—
pressing the four dim ensionalR iem ann tensor In tem s of the three din ensional
R iccitensor and k and we are able to w rite the R dem ann com ponents in tem s
of the R icci three dim ensional tensor, the second fundam ental form k and the
various connection coe cients which, at the end, are estin ated again n tem s
ofk, B and their derivatives up to a xed order. T his general picture, never-
theless, does not take Into account that here all this procedure has to be done
subtracting the various \K err parts". Let us sketch it in som em ore detail. T he
rst point is the transport equation forthe second fundam entalform . Tt com es
from the contraction of the C odazziM ainardi equation, see K IN ill], Chapter
7, (1.19).
N everthelessasdone In V to subtract the K errpart we use the sam e coordnates
therefore we have to interpret Lemm a [3I7. Tt is clear that nothing prevents
to renam e the coordinates » ;4 asr ;!® and, therefore we have for the niial
data the ollow ing situation on  (=Bg, :

Ol erry (5 ) =2dr? + pd!ad!P
Clg( ; )=2dr® + ~pd!2adl® (3.400)
L efd . efeefe
ab ab @ya cb @yb ad @ya @yb cd
1@
N = N err) = Tar ; ea=elf 4 o

(K err)

where in the last equation the relation between e, and e, is exactly as
discussed in Lemm a[3.10. T he equations for ,, have the ollow ing form :

h i
Eyv Aac + tr Aac = l}afc (3)Rac +2 1 ac ((3)RN”N” (3)R)
1 N
rtr +§tr2= '« 4973 PR (3.401)

where?}afc= E_E, % ack .
A sin the generalcasewe can subtract to ., tsK errpart and observing that

500 bserve that here we do not have to m ake a distinction between " and & €*¥) as here
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equations[3.40]] are satis ed in K err we obtain

h i
By Aac+ tr Aacz Fac ( 7 ) (3)Rac+ 2 ! ac ( (3)RN“N" (3)R)
retr o +tr tro= G( ;D 375 PRy (3.402)
where F,.( ; )and G ( ; i) depend also on the derivatives of their

argum ents and on the corresponding K err parts. T hese term s can be estin ated
exactly as done for the transport equations of the connection coe cientsin Vv ,
see oor nstance subsection [3.4 2, and we do not report the analogous estin ates.
T he next steps are analogous to those discussed In Chapter 7 of K IN il]] w ith
the obvious m odi cations, equations have to be supplem ented w ith the
analogous ofequations for the com ponents ofthe three dim ensionalR iccitensor
to which the K err parts have been subtracted. They ollow from the second
Bianchi identities; de ning

Sas Raz ;Pa d>RAN~ i Q d’Rmr ; (3.403)
Bij= (curl ®R)y (3.404)
and assum ing the adapted frame wih = 1 and Femn i transported they

have the form , see K XN ill]] egs. (7.1.16),
. 1
d=_|yP=—6rN~R rQ —tr Q +5S
cerlP = Byt 7S

1
PNP+trP=EEaR+ B + 20 2 P

a&vé= —=R B —rQ + P) —tr P
12 N 12 Q+ ) 2
S+ Ztr § EF+1 AP+3AQ (3.405)
= - = —F = 4
N 2 2 2

where = X is the projction ofr . X on TSg, B is the S-tangent sym m etric
two tensorB, , = Bag and B, = ° 9B _, .

Again from these equations to which we subtract the K err part and equations
[34027 we prove in the sam e way as in [K IN ill] that the part of the connec—
tion coe cientson  ( satis es the required initial data conditions provided we
require som e decay and sm allness conditions for k (and its derivatives) and B
(and its derivatives).

W eare eft todiscussa nalpoint to com plete the initialdata choice, nam ely the
fact that the initial conditions on the R j&m ann com ponents, equation [3.353 and

the leaves of the foliation are the sam e.
1
51 (curl GIR )ij jlsrl(‘3)Ris 39is (3)R).

52 -
Eren = 0.
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[3.354 require the controlon  ofthe nullcom ponentsoffiy, “)R ,m ore precisely

the null com ponents of “R and their @, derivatives. T he null com ponents of

@R are controlled in tem s of their K err part and of the nom s or k and B

which allow to control ~ (YR);  (*R); :::;, the controlofthe @r, derivatives,

r, (“R);@r, (“R);:u llows dbserving that To = & and that

€ (“R)= @ “R (jesjenies) = @ “R (iToieiTo) + € “R (€a;TojeniN)
+ @ “R@iN e To) + @ YR (ea N oY)

and we can decompose each “R component in a ©®R and the product of
two k tensorork k. W e are keft, therefore w ith the need to control@ k and
@ ®R.Todo itwesinply cbservethat in a . fliation the E instein equations
can be w ritten as equations for ®Rgiy and ki3, see KIN1ll] equation (13.17),
which in the present case have the form

@gi3= 2 kiy+ Lx gy (3.406)
@ckiy= riry + (PRy+ trkky 2k K%) + Ly ki

w here
X
X :X(Kerr)+7 :

A gain subtracting the K err part from both sides of the equations we obtain

h
(K err)
@ 935= 2 ki3 2 gerr) Kyt Lxgy Lx...,, 95

@ ky= (r9ey @ FFey o+ (PRy+ trkky 2k K7) + Ly ki
+ (K err) ( (3)Rij + ( t'd()kij.+ ttk(K err) kij 2 ks.rn kmj 2k3§ err) Hnj)
1

h

+ Ly ki ke (3.407)

Lx (K err) +ij

This allow s to control @ g3 and @ kj in term s of the K err expressions for k

and ©R jj their corrections together w ith their  tangential derivatives. The
nalresulk is, therefore, that the an allness ofthe initialdata can be expressed

requiring that an 1.2 Integralover =Bg,,J , whose Integrand ism ade by (the

square of) ©%k, ©Ricciand their derivatives is bounded by ". M ore precisely

J(Pg; Px)= s o FT X F S (3.408)
0=Br,
"
Z x5 7 %3 #%
+ T+ d2)(1+l)+§+ j?l k_2]+ a+ d2)(3+l)+§+ -}_l Bﬁ
07Bro =0 0=Br, 1o

Step 3: The construction of a canonical foliation
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T he strategy is exactly the sam e as the one discussed in K EN il]], we Just sketch
them ain di erence, ooking at the equation fortr  one realizesthat on the right
hand side there isa temm proportionalto , this In plies a loss of derivatives on
the initialdata unless the foliation is such that in this equation is substituted
by . Thisin plies that has to satisfy an elliptic equation, the analogous of
equation (7.126) of KINill]]. Therefore once we have the original foliation on

0 We can construct starting from it a new fliation we call \canonical" such
that the ncom ing cones In V' are de ned as the level surfacesw = const ofa
finction w solution ofthe ekonalequation w ith iniialdata given by a function
wo (©) de ned on g, such that the surfaces wy (P) = are the leaves of the
canonical oliation.

3.7 VIstep: The extension of the region V

A s previously said once we have proved that in the region V the estin ates for
the nom s of the connection coe cients and for the R iem ann tensor are better
than those assum ed in the \B ootstrap assum ptions" we have done the basic step
to conclude that a region larger than V does exist w here the previous quantiy
satisfy again the \B ootstrap assum ptions". To obtain this resul, nevertheless,
som ething m ore is needed. In fact the bootstrap argum ent requires that two
conditions be satis ed. First that a region w ith the assum ed properties of the
V region does exists, possbly a very sm allone, second it requires to prove that
this region can be extended.

The st condiion can be Inplem ented by a local existence result in a anall
strip above (=Bg, and, n fact, of this solution we are Interested only to the
dependence region V associated to the annulusin ( with r2 Ro;Ro+ R,
wih R arbitrary small and it is clear that starting from appropriate initial
data we can satisfy In V all the \bootstrap assum ptions".

T he second condition to be satis ed requires to solve again an existence prob-—
lem starting from the upper boundary of V . The strategy is not com pletely
standard, but it hasbeen already discussed in [K N il]], C hapter 3, section 3.7.8,
see also N1]. Therefore we sketch here only the m ore relevant points and the
di erences fron the situation discussed there.

The region whose existence we have to prove is a \strip" above the last slice
of the region V of arbitrary am all width. Nevertheless as there is no bound
for the size of the region V this existence problem is not a local problem in
both directions, it is local in the \outgoing cones" direction, but not local in
the \Incom ing cones" directions. M oreover this is a characteristic problem as
its initialdata are on the intersection ofthe portions oftw o cones, one outgoing
starting at the intersection of the last slice 0ofV wih o, the other one being
exactly the last slice. A s the last slice can be very extended, to prove this result
w il require again a bootstrap argum ent, the di erence being now that oncewe
assum e (again by a bootstrap assum ption) that a portion ofthis strip does exist
then to prove that it can be extended, therefore proving that the whole strip
does exists requires in this case a real characteristic localproblem which is easy
to obtain. W e do not give m ore details on i as this problem has already been
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treated an solved In two previous papers by the sam e authors, see [CaNill],
Ca-N 2. Observe nally that the initialdata in this case autom atically satisfy
the constraints for the characteristic probeln as they are the restriction on
these hypersurfaces of the E Instein solutions; the di erence w ith respect to the
discussion on [CaN12] is that In this case the \initial data" are near to Kerr
Instead than to M inkow ski, but this is not a problem .

Finally to com plete the result we have to prove that, again, In the extended
region,V + V,theestinates R 0; O o hold. This requires som e care,
In fact from the \last slice nitial data"™ one would be tem pted to infer that the
Q" nom s, to be nite avoiding possible logarithm ic divergences, would require a
weight 117 wih ~ < , the analogous of the loss of decay from the initialdata
to the solutions. T he problem is cured observing that once we have a solution in
V + V and a new doubl null canonical foliation we can, exactly as before, to
estim ate the Q° on the outgoing and incom ing cones in term s of the sam e nom s
on ( and repeat allthe previous lem m as to reobtain the correct decay for the

R nom s. O nce this is done we repeat exactly the sam e procedure done in V

for the connection coe cients so that, nally, we have proved that n' V. + V
all the bootstrap assum ptions are still valid and, by contradiction, that V. has
to coincide w ith the global (extemal) spacetin e.

4 The nalresul

W e can state now w ith all the details our nalresul:

Theorem 4.1.Assume that initialdata are given on ¢ such that, outside ofa
all centered in the origin of radius R o, they are di erent from the \K err initial
data ofa Kerr spacetine with massM satisfying

M 2

—<<1l; J M

Ro
r som e m etric corrections decaying faster than r 3 toward spacelike in nity
together w ith its derivatives up to an order g 4, nam e]y

(K err)

Gi5= gy 0+ ogi OTF) ok = kST 4 og 47 @409

1]

where > 0. Let us assum e that the m etric correction gj, the second fun-—
dam ental form correction k5 are su clently anall, namely the function J
equation [3.408 m ade by L? nom s on ( of these quantities is am a]J,

J ( o;Ro; %g; Ck) v 4 .410)

then this initial data set has a unigque developm ent, M , de ned outside the
dom ain of In uence of By, with the olow ing properties:

53T he com ponents of the m etric tensor w ritten in dim ensional coordinates.
S4Thiswillalso in ply a slightly stronger condition on the decay of the m etric and second
fiilndam entalform com ponents, basically that leo drr®* Jgyf < 1 ,leO drr’ JkyF< 1.
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i) M =M * [M whereM * consists of the part of ¥ which is in the fiture
of =BR0,1\f the one to the past.

i) o+ ;9) can be Pliated by a canonical doubk null oliation fC @);C u)g
whose outgoing laves C (u) are com pbte foralld § J19j= Rg. The bound-
ary of Bg, can be chosen to ke the intersection ofC (up) with o.

i)  The various null com ponents of the R iem ann tensor reltive to the null
fram e associated to the doubk null canonical foliation, decay along the outgoing
\cones" in agreem ent w ith the \P eeling Theorem ".

Rem ark: It is clear that, from the way this result has been obtained, the
condition g—o << 1 has to be such that the developm ent we prove is far from

the event horizon we assum e to exist in a spacetim e, nearto the K err spacetin e,
w hich describes the com plete outer region. In fact trying to go near to the event
horizon or even to the \photosphere region", see B 1] and references therein, we
would inm ediately nd seriousproblem strying to controlthe 0" norm s in term s
ofthe initial data ones.

5 Conclusions

A s said In the introduction the global existence proof is separated from the
\peeling result". T he global existence near K err spacetin e required, in a broad
sense, to subtract the K err part. T his is done conceming the R iem ann com po-—
nents looking for the estim ates for the \tin e derivative" of the R iem ann tensor,
which elin inates the contribution of the K err spacetim €, or m ore in general
of any stationary spacetin e. T he subtraction for the connection coe cients is
viceversa m ade In a m ore general way as the subtracted part has not to be
tim e J'ndependent This is in som e sense the m ore origihalpart as, In a m ore
extemal region, the peeling decay has been already proved In N i2].

6 Appendix

6.1 P roofofvarious inequalities and lem m as

P roof of inequality [3.128l:

This resul is just one of the standard estin ates used in Chapter 5 of K IN ill]
to show how from the controlofthe Q nom s one can obtain the controlofthe
sup nom s of the null R iem ann com ponents. The only di erence is that here
we are considering the R W eyl eld Instead of the R im ann tensor R and that

55By this we m ean that the null geodesics generating C (u) can be inde nitely extended
tow ard the future.

56In principle one could use the sam e strategy used for the R iem ann com ponents, nam ely
to de ned \tim e derivatives" of the connection coe cients, w rite for them the structure equa-
tions, estin ate their nom s and recover by a tim e integration the connection coe cients, this
m ethod, although less general, should give the sam e resul we have obtained.
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the Q nom s are substituted by the Q" nom s. W e w rite the proof explicitely to
m ake the paper m ore consistent.

Observe that from Lemma 5.1.1 In K IN il]we have
Z Z

i3t rfE RS SE A T % 6.411)
S AR
33 19 Cor)F + 33" 13r©) #9 rR)F + fgood correctionsg :
S(i) S(i)
From the estinate or R) in Theorem [32 and Lemm a3
sup¥’3 ' R e
K

w ith
e = +
—+ C
CORO 2
and from the estim ate

apF O 3
K

the second integral in [6.411] can be estin ated by
Z Z

. . . 1
S A s = S B SO b S U 33—
S(;) S( ;) 3
aq in2y 1y al e 1 (6.412)
iy $* 'y 3
w here for notational sin plicity we w rite
0
"w "+ -
0 NO
This In plies
Z Z 4
~ M
i3 E ®F 33 3 GorF+ 4 e —¢
c () c() Ry
4 4
n2 M M n2
Q 0 + 4 CNOR—é c+ 4 CR—g N o (6413)
Using Corollary 4.1.1 of KIN il] we have
z IR 'Yz i
“iiyd “3iyrs o+ FF+ (6.414)
) .

S

101



Choosing F = j 7 = K) we cbtain

Z " §
. 2, 3+ = . W 34 — 2
T 957 R)jeas = #37f e ®R)F (6.415)
S(;)
7 !L 7 ,!L
2 h S5+ 1 2
P3et e BT+ PJiz e R)F+
S (17 )=C()\ o Cc()
S
2 2 ! M 4 z
jj j%’+ §r4 e R’)jl + c+ 4 OF "No
S(17)=C()\ o 0
1
M4 2
é0"+ c+ 4 é? "NO: éO"+ cl"N(): CZ"NQ;
0

where In the the last hequality we assum e that initial data are such that

|
7 ‘

AR SR R 0% &" (6.416)

S(17)=C()\ o

0 bserve now that fnequality [6.413
7 Z
. £ 4 . L2t 3 2
i3t e R)F = 37 e R)foos "N

c () 1

In ply that,

2 .
Pt P R)jeos &M, 6417)

Thterpolating between [6.415 and[6.417 we obtain orp 2 2;4],

2
P

¥ riFre R)ps M, (6.418)

proving the lemm a.

In the proofs of various Lem m as, for the m etric com ponents we can use directly
the di erence between a quantity and its K err counterpart, recall that going
from O to d and from & to O € ™) in two steps is required for the connection
coe cients and for the null com ponents of the R iem ann tensor. M oreover it has
been already proved that the di erence & 0 ® ™) is bounded and \sm all",
see Lemm a [3.10. Therefore for the m etric com ponents w ith * we denote the

K err

Kerrpart, OA(O) =0 :0) ),whﬂe their m eaning is di erent for the connection
coe cients and for the null com ponents of the R iem ann tensor. W e also w rite

€); €) to indicate the \hat" part of and not to be confiised w ith their
traceless part *, _" .
P roof of inequalities[3.148]

Looking at the explicit expressions[3.149 and[3.151 it is in m ediate to realize that

inequalities[3151] are in m ediately derived by the bootstrap assum ptions[2.53

102



w hile forthe right hand side term s in[3.149we only need to controlD 5 X ;D4 X
and ¥ X .Thecoontrolofthe rsttwo temm sarisesfrom the explicit expression of
D3 X ,sec[645]0], Lemm a[3.1d. The controlof= X requires to derive equation
[6457] and obtain from this equation an estin ate for ¥ X proceeding as i
Lemm a[3.16. Observe that the loss of derivatives due to the presence on the
right end side of # isonly apparent asto estin ate & there is not any loss of
derivatives, see the discussion in subsection [3.4.5.

P roof of Lem m a[3.4]: W e have
Tojeal= 2 Bses + Byeq) 5( t Jacee  Kijeld : (6.419)
T his ollow s cbserving that
To= —(Ee+e) X

and, see K IN ill]] egs. (3.1 45),

[esiea]l= B & IS
[esica]l= B & ac€ * (6.420)

As [To;e,1% %) = 0 we can w rite the com m utator in tem softhe O correction
term s, m ore precisely:

A

Mojea] = — B + B et - B B e+ B, B, )e
+ - ]ge +]§e <Y
'2 3 4 #
S O+ Daceet — (0 + _deeet S (E)+ E)ac @ (6421
~h i
o5 (F) el e+ (B) o) & [Xjel Kj al:

T he ollow ing relation holds:

(B:eg gez)ea: (B:egea) + - (De3 ]§193)ea+ - ]§163 % :
As
h i
Do, Bedea = (& &)D +&0 D e (6.422)
1 1 N @
= — ~ (u + !B )+ é3ea( )@T
A @
= TD e3ea+ é3ea( )@T H
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therefore

A

[I‘O;ea] 7(9:(33 + B:e4 )ea+ E cDe3 + De4 )ea
37 Dt Dele + @+ &e Tt BB
" . . #
7( +_)acec+ E( + _Acec+ E(F)+ F_))ac %
~h i
+ = (B) e+ (B) B [Xjel K oal
12 _#
= 7 + E 7 cDe3+ De4)ea
+ @+ &)e, ( "o B +B, e
2 3 4 #
7( +_)acec+ E( + _Acec+ E(F)+ F_))ac e
~h i
oo (B e (B) e [Xjal K el
= 5 DatDelet 3" @ e " )+E#1§ez+]§eq
_( +_)acec+ E( + _Acec+ E(F)+ F_))ac %
~h i
oo (B e (B) e [Xjal K el

and equation [3.180 ©llow s. The second com m utator appearing in [3.18Tkan be
w ritten, recalling that in the K err spacetin e the coom utator is identically zero,

1
[Tojes]l= 5[ 3+ e4)ieq]

= — D4log )es

+

2

2 @)ell
L+ Yeg+

L+ Neg+ 2

W e have

[ X

jal=  X€

[ X;q]

1
X jeq]= EEG3;e4] 564( ) 3+ &) Kieql

D 3lg )ey E<D4bg )es 5034109 ey

X; al

P @] [X;al K; al

Qe

— et

and recalling the expression

@le.+2" [ @] [X;a]l K; al:

¢ @ @
@CX d W (ST} ( XC) @ o (6.423)
Xd
= _/\('L] + CXC)+ d  a.
u (K err) @x
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we have also

£r al= 1y — + X9+ X ¢ £ ; (6.424
K ; Q]—-B@— = (ut Xt o a ax Q(X)@—,(- )
therefore
Mojes] = (Lt es+2  @leat 2" [ @)eal
. @ X¢ @ .. @
X e+ @CXdﬁ e4(X)@'c
@ c x4 @ g, @
f ol Rt XD ey g+ adhos (6429
and equation [3.187] is satis ed.
1 1
Tores]l= E[ s+ es)jes] Kijesl= 5[93;64] 563( ) s+ &) Kjesl
= 5®4bq )es Os3log ey E(Dzloq )es Echbg ey
P @e] [Xjel K; el
= (L+ les 2 @le] [Xje] K; el

L+ 1es 2 (@ 27 [ @e]l [X;e] K; el:

W e have

@
@te

c @C X° @ c
[ Xjel= Xx° — e3+—(@CX?Kem>ﬁ es (( X°)

(6.426)

and recalling the expression

@

— = c _
S = (Kerr)e3 /\(g+ CX(Kerr))@X

we have also

X el = !B@i ot X ) @% Q(X(Kem)@ﬁ
= !(KBerr)@i — & g X x err))@i; (6.427)
so that nally
Moies] = L+ e 2 @, 2" [ @)e]
voxe & o XC(@CX ?Kerr))%-'- o Xc)@(fc
%@i — &t %M(Kerr))@iz (6.428)
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proving equation [3.187.

P roofofLem m a[3 5

g(lojeslied) = 2 @)+ 2'9( [ @)ealied) (6.429)
X° e e s e Ae @
+ @X") e(X7) —J@ X"+ q&") g(@,e;ed))
proving equation [3.189 .
c @C !B !B
g(lo;esf;e3) = 2 '+ DH+2X — t ZW@ 2@

proving equation [3.186 . E quations[3.187,[3.188,[3.189 are in m ediate.

P roof of Lem m a [3.4:

W e present here som e basic din ensional estim ates for all these quantities, it
should be easy for the carefiil reader to m ake all these estin ates m ore precise.
In these estin ates we do not distinguish between the r and the j17.
fy(Tojealiea) I ¢

Let us estin ate all the tem s appearing in [3.183.

) 5 De +DeleglE—ie):

5 =0 or B Do +DgleglEiie)=0C ")

i) @+ &)e, ( " g e

A

@ +¢)e,=0(k?), )= @ + @ =0(@?) or %),
g (z&jeq) = O (r) o that, nally,

@€+ &5)e, ( )Jg(——ijeq) =0

i) 5 g@e, aje)+ g@, ajes)

At each point of any S fé&,g fom s a, not orthogonal, basis. W e can write in
this basis the fe,g basis and then their di erence,

& = & & = G (6.430)

Cap Isknow n explicitely and dependson ,m oreexplicitely we have, seeLemm a
310,

e = éa 1+ C /. éa +c —, éo b6 a; (6.431)
J 73] J3J
which in plies

e=cg—&+tco — & bé a (6.432)
J3J J3J
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and

G0 aie) 06T o Heie) oo (6.433)

W) —(+ Jaa z( +  da:

These tem s are easy to control using the bootstrap assum ptions for and

+ . Inparticularthe rsttem is controlled in the ollow ng way
(+ ) 0o L o M M2 o (6.434)
— = — C——— .
2 —'=d o = RZ A+
which in plies
A M 2 0
N ( + _)ad — ( + _ Ad CR—% r4+ (6.435)

v) 2 (E)+ E)acg( ejed) :

To control this term we have to control g ( ejey). From [6.43],...[6.433 and
Lemm al3.I0 i ollow s

A

. L 0 . _ M_2
B eie)i=0 — P 5Bt B =0 = (6436)

v) gl X;aelie) 9(X; &lieq)
O bserve that

(6.437)

g(X; elieg)= X°

and looking at the bootstrap assum ptions or X and to Lemm a310 or &
we obtain easily

e@eg e@ X° _ 0
e ST °
e@ é @x © _ 0
ST i@!e =
PR!%e)i= 0 () (6.438)
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and the estim ate ollow s.

fH(Tojeqlies) P ¢

Let us estin ate all the tem s appearing in [3.184.
o2 ¢+

To estin ate this term it is enough to use the bootstrap assum ptions of 0

recalling that in Kerr ! + ! = 0 . Therefore

0

| 1)5 R
2+ )3 cerr 07

i) 2 x°© &

Recall that Q. does not give an extra r, therefore

Q. 0
2 X°¢ —= cjXj e———
SRS
if) 2—FE—e
Tnm ediately
| 2 2
2—————@ Hed J ool O
K err) 2 r3 r3 R(Z) r2+ }'l:?

!

iv) 2—=L2 @

(K .errb
T his estin ate goes exactly as the previous one, therefore

L. . M7 M 2 0
FeD 3 “TE rRIE a3

's

(K err)

fy(Toiesliea) B ¢
Let us estin ate all the tem s appearing in [3.189.

i 2 &)
Inm ediately
. L . o M? M 2 0
¥ @3 < I &3 Co 3 SRz 33

i) 2°g( [ @)eslieq)
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W e have

2°9( [ @lelie)=2" @+ 2" " @)g( ajes) (6.444)

and from the bootstrap assum ptions we have

2'9( [ @)ealien) c i @i+ 73" @i ( aje)] (6.445)
o M2 M ? 0
- 4 It =0 Z oz
Cr2+ 17 Cr3 3+ ¢ R(Z) et ¥
h i
i) - @x°) Ee x°+ ai°) gitzie)
W e have

[e}

e !B e Ne . @ .
@X") —/—Q@ (X")+ &%) I i€4)J

@re’
e ME o, oM. oM o MZ® o (6.446)
P S RZ
W) e ( X%)g (Fheiea) :
W e have
e @ . e\ 0
e (XNg(git)  F(XD¥Y o (6.447)
as the llow ing estin ate holds, which we prove later on:
. ey 0
B4 ( X7)] CW : (6.448)
V) —meres (e )g (Fied)
W e have
\ Q o M? MZ o
mezl (-B )g(@_red) Cm?r CR_S]CA—"' H (6.449)

W e are left to prove the estin ate [6.448, this is the content of the llow ing
lemma.

Lem m a 6.1. Under the bootstrap assum ptions the follow ing inequality holds in
v,

0

CW : (6.450)

P ( X))
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P roof: Recallthat we have an evolution equation along the incom ing cones for
X , see the second equation eq. in[3.296, but we do not have an equation along

the outgoing cones. T herefore w e have to derive the previous equation along e,

to get a transport equation fore, ( X€). W e start from the equation for X,

Ce, X*  @cXyem) X°= F2 +4 7 . (6.451)

w here
2 Q @

a __ a a
Fo= (K err) R 2 ax K err) £
and f2 isa com pletely known fiinction which behavesasO M ?r ) . D enoting
C e4( XC)

its evolution equation is

G, = @aX xerr) O+ G (QaX G o)) X%+ @, £ +4 7 °©
h i
@, g ) @aX o) X9+ £° +4 7 ° 4+ @,X%)Q X°: (6.452)
P roof:

Qe,e1( X)) = QeQ, X°= Q¢Q, X+ @qe)@ X€

1 1
=0, (Be, X9 (@,log V(@ X+ Qe;— (L +X° )+ —@,X°) ., @ X°

= @64 ( @e3 XC) (@e4 g )(@ e3 Xc) (@e3 Iog )(@e4 XC)"’ (@e3xe)@e X©
therefore

@, (€4( X)) =@, (Qe, X°) (@, g )( Q@4 X+ (Qe,X )@ X©
h i h

=@, @aXGeop) X9+ £° +4 7 ° @, bg ) @aX o) X+ £°

+ @, X %)@ X°©

= @uX k) (s ( XN+ e (@aX G opyy) X+ @, £° +4 7 °
1

@e, 9 ) @aX o) XT+ £° +4 7 ° 4 (@,X%) X°:

E quation [6.452 can be rew ritten in a m ore com pact way as
n

e, © = CaXGern) “F  Co (CaX xopy) X+ G, (£° )+ @e,X %) X©
i .

10
@, g )  @aX §epyy) X4+ £° + @,bg )4 * “+@,@°

K err

or

e, °= @aX o) “HHH @, g )4 * °+C6,@ % °) (6455

(K err)
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where i is easy to see that

2

HS ¢ 1+ 2 o (6 456)
R§ rHj*
T herefore if we prove that

0

3% ;o R, @293 (6.457)

0
— 2
bt h
it follow s in m ediately that integrating along the ncom ing cones w ith the as—

sum ed initialdata © satis es the ©ollow Ing bound

0

— A
Ehy (6.458)

Jes( X9)J
proving the lemm a.
W e are still left to prove inequalities[6.457, this is the content ofthe next lemm a.

Lemm a 6.2. Under the bootstrap assum ptions in the region V the lowing
inequalities hold

0

C———%— °
SRy

SIS P R, @93 (6.459)

0
G
P roof: The rst hequality follow s In m ediately recalling that by the resul on
the correction of the connection coe cients we have

. . 0

j k)= SR
and that ¥j= 0 ¢ ). The second estim ate is slightly m ore delicate as i
nvolves @, » we have therefore to use the expression of B; which, apart
not ham fi1l temm s, depends on . The estim ate for on the other side has
been already obtained and allow sto get the expected bound. T he only apparent
problem seem s a loss ofdervativeshere ase, ( X#) is at the order of connection
coe cientswhile ofa derivative ofthem . But, asalready discusses, this isnot
ham fiilas in the next step when we are Interested to the tangential derivatives
for the connection coe cients, In this case to = , the equation we use is a
elliptic Hodge equation which allows us to get an estin ate for w ithout
loosing derivatives, see [K IN ill], Chapter 4, P roposition 4.3.3. Therefore and
this isa generalphenom enon appearing in thisapproach, a loss ofderivatives can
appear in the estim ate ofthe connection coe cientsorofthem etric com ponents,
but does not reproduce itself when we estin ate their tangential derivatives.

P roofof Lem m a[3.10]:

W e diagonalize them atrix = f ,,g via an orthogonalmatrix U, = U U?
( ) !
K
g 1 e 12 c
=@ A (6.460)
& err)
21 2 R
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(K err)
11 12
, A .
sin cos K err) sin cos
21 2 + 22

T he requirem ent that them atrix  be diagonal m plies the conditions

cof (5574 1)+ 20ms s ptsin® (574 )= 1= 557+ B+ o(f)
sin? (5357 + 1) 2c0s s ot oo (5S4 )= 1= 55+ o+ 0(2)
sin cos ( (5574 )+ (554 N+ o sh® ) 1,=0 (6.461)
where 11; 2, areoforder o . Thisimpliesthat = O (). A standard

calculation im plies that the orthonom alfram e in the region V' ofthe perturbed
K err spacetin e can be w ritten in the follow ng way

q — qQ—
. 1 (K err) (K err) . . (K err) (K err)
e =P = - cos 11 & i sn 22
11 cos?  + 22 SIN 2 1p,8n  cos
q — q —
o~ 1 . (K err) (K err) . (K err) (K err)
=P — - sm 11 1 7COS 22
22008 + 11sn® + 2 ;s cos
and keeping only the order o we obtain the thesis.
Proofof Lem m a[3.12]: Observe rstthat
K
D 4 D Ferh@ = D e®e,p Eemhg (6.462)
i
K K K I
— (64 e( err)4 )D + e( err)4 (D D ( err)) 1)
Kerr) o, T X°© S K err) K err) &
= —D, O + DO+ e ;O D )O

A ssum Ing for sin plicity that O be a covariant vector tangent to S,

&, Bf")6 =( p, & ple)§
— ( (K err) )D 40" + (K err) (D . D QK err))of\
r X°)
— ( )D 40’\ + D C(K err)o/\ + (K err) ( )e(K err)4o/\

P roofof Lem m a[3.13: From equation[3308 we have
= (es+ ‘e : (6.463)

The com ponents of 3 and ¢ satisfy, see[3.310:

=0: (6.464)

e e w
as 0w

s 2w
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P roof of the estim ates[3.276]: The fllow ing estin ates are easily cbtained
from the bootstrap assum ptions[2.53, using the previous estin ates for the R ie—
m ann tensorR and for its corrections R, see Lemm al3.8 and inequality [3.160.
O bserve also that the estim ate of

jf4

o o

jlj2+ ( = ) AK err) };s
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K err) 3 K err) (K err) 4 K err) (K err) 3 4
( )= ( €5 + e, ) ("es+ Tey)
3 K err) 3 (K err) 3 (K err) 4 K err) 4 K err) 4 K err)
= ( =N + (e; e;) + ( )&y + (CH e, )
O bserve that
(3(Kerr) 3)= u( (Kerr)) u
(K err)
(* fy= 2 femy = 8 (6.465)
(K err) _
(63 e3 ) - (K err) 3
e & e, = 0 T X°) :
4 4 (K err) 4 c .
recallingagih that [ 1= L° ; [ X°]= 1L !. Thercfre
1
Kerr), _ u (K err) 3 u (K err) 4 4 = c
)= e, + oo S + ey + o) & ¢t X7)
c
u (K err) (K err) 3 u (K err) (K err) 4 4 r X
e — ) + 3+ 4 + — r—
(K err) (K err) (K err) (K err) (K err)
i c
3 (K err) (K err) 3 4 K err) (K err) 4 r X 4
- (K err) e3 + 63 + e4 + e4 (K err) c
T herefore
K err), _ ]
( )= A +r X°B, (6.466)
where
i
A _ l 3 K err)e K err) n 3 e i 4 K err)e K err)+ 4 e
K err) 3 3 4 4
L . 6.467
BC - K err) c (- )

[e]



has been proved ©llow ing the previous argum ent, see the ram ark after[3254.

2
L4 2, nen (K err) . L2 2, e a2 Koerr). M
PRIt ety o Paft e XeT Tisd coz
0
4 2. o+ A K err)., K err) . L1 2. o+ . « AK err) . (K err) . M4
e nf g s cxX PRI ds¥ i re i cogr
0
4 2 N ~ 3 2 + A Az M ?
PRI ce tgs oF PRI R YTt cogm
0
2, + A AK err) oA 23 2., + AK err) - M2
P gt A E) s cxr*i ¥ Faft (=) s Co—x
R3S
N + A A . oA 22 2 + A M4
e i 53 or 3 ¥"3 ¥ ¢ af Bs  Coow
0
4
2.j2+ A  (Kerr) L s s Aerr)s 2 2-f+ A M
L) s cxr 1 Fx 1 ¥xr =3 ;s COF
0
L4 2. oy AK err) . - A err) L2 2. P4 . M4
e i 3 Fis corx I "3 & cogy
0
2z, + A . . . C oA 2 2, + . M4
s ft ot 3 oxtr 3 ¥ ¥ e af s oo
0
4
;'j7-+ A (K err) . . . . ([Kerr)s 2 £,j7_+ N M
L) tr _ bis crtr 3 1 x r°3 gis COF
0
2 2 M 4
pjlj2+ tr AK err) _(Kerr)ja;s lefZ pj-lf+ tra-;sj/\(Kerr)j j_(I<err):~1 COF
0
2, + . . . + 3 2, + . M2
"R e g i ¥ PR g cogy
0
2. + (K err) 2 2. + . . (K err) M2
PRI ot s ox P wogs¥ i Cogw
0

where we used the previous estin ates for the Riem ann tensor R and for is
corrections R, see Lemm al3.8 and inequality [3.160.

6.2 Various K err com putations
Let usde ne u;u as two functions solutions of the eikonal equation

g @w@w=20;

t r (1) t+r ( ;1)
u= — ; u= —— (6.468)
2 2
The K errm etric in the Boyer1 indquist coordinates fx g= ft;r; ; gis
a ? sin? L, @+a? )
Jger( 7 ) = —————df ash® ———— = (@dt d +d db

@+ a?)?  a?sh’

+ —drf+ d %+ sin? d°2 (6.469)

114



a= J=M and

=r?+a%c0d =7+ a° a’sn®
2 2 2M 2
=r?+a? 2Mmr=r 1 Z— +a (6.470)
r
? + a%)? a 2 sin® 2M ra? sin?
R2=( ) = @+al)y ———

and In the fu;u; ; g coordinates

9K err) ;)

(K err)

= 4 % pdudu+ o dl? X% o dutdu) d'® X% du+ du)
w here
r___
xa g a , , _ Ma (6.472)
(K err) -B r -B R 2 12 R2 : K
The null (radial) geodesic vector eld L ;L
@ @
L=L — ; L=L —
@x @x
have the componentsL. = g @ (t+2r) ; L= gedt - )| therefore
00 0
g @,r ) @r) g
L= = L= I = L = =
- 2 = g 2 - g 2 - 2
00 0
g @.r) @r) g
1= 2 LT= g L = L = =— (6473
> g > g — ( )
From these de niionsw ih an easy calculation we obtain
-+ &., @
= 22 @u “e
1 @ @
L= — —+ 15— 6.474)
27 @u B g (
Let usde ne
- €¢,, & . _r e , @&
3 @1.1 B@ ’ 4 @E B@
@ Q @ @
N= —+!lg— ;N= —+ 15— (6.475)
=~  eu Pe Gu @
57
00 g 0 _ 90 _ Joo0
7 e 'Y Ty 70 4 sin?
gT=9: i9 =g’
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T herefore

RS S N R SR IR
2 > 2 eu eu e et ‘e
@ @
To= — + lg — = — 6476
0 2(63 eq) 53 ot ( )
Recall that in generalthe follow ng relation holds:
NN]= 47 @)e (6.477)
and com puting explicitely the 1h.s. In the K err spacetin e we obtain:
@ @ @ @
4 ? = — 4+ lg— ; — 4 1y —
@)e e B@ au B@
@ | @ @lg @ @Gr @!p @ Q @lg @
= — — lg—=2 — =2— — =2 —
Qu Qu @ @r @ @r @r @ R?2 @r @
! R si !
22 ren Yo o 42 QRSh Bl (6.478)
R 2 Qr 2 Qr

T herefore w e have proved that in the K err spacetin e, w ith the null fram e choice

given before we have:

QR sin Q!p
2 Qr

e)=0; €)= (6.479)

W e com pute now the null com ponents of the ®’ and the ®°) deform ation
tensors In K err, of course the second one is identically zero, but we are Interested
to see how the various parts com pensate.

T he deform ation tensors of T and Ty.
@) : Recallthat " "
T=—@+te)=—+!5—:
2(3 4) ot 53

Lemm a 6.3. In the Kerr spacetine ) isdi erent from zero, but som e com —
ponents are zero. In fact we have

(T) _ (@)

Eie3) @ie)= T (emie) =0
) eje)= 0O !'s)Rsh (¢ 4 + a c)ElE
T e =2 €); P @ie= 2 () (6 .480)
P roof:
(T) 1
(e5e3) = 59{033 3+ e)je3) = D 3log + EgCD 3&gje3) =21 2! =0

@ @ @
=g0b 3&;63)+ gD3!s @—;63)= D3!Bg(@_;e3): O 3!'s)Rsin gl ;e3)= 0 :(6.481)
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recalling that as —(ft and —@@ are K illing and in plying
@ @
—je3) = —ie3)=0:
g(133@t 3)= g0 Eh 3)

Analogous result or T (g;e4). M oreover

1 1
R 59(133 3+ eq)ieq) + 59{034 3+ e);e3)

= (O3 )+ O4 N+t 59033 63;64)4'59034 ey;e3)

2 (t+H+2 (L+)=4(+1)

@ @ @
—ie)+ g0 45:;63)‘F gD 4ls —je3)

@
= e + !
qCD3@te4) gD 3 i a

@ @
(D3!B)qCD3!B@—;e4)+ ®4!B)g(@—;e3)=0: (6.482)

1 1
T (e3;€4) = 5903 st eie)t SgPa s+ eies)

= Eg®3(e3+ e)ie) ' _ g + EgCD a€4i€3)

= EgGD 3&458) ¥ _ g + EgGDaeues)

() ' ,bg + (€))=2 () (6.483)

(T)

1 1
&ie) = Echa s+ eq)iep) + Eg(Db s+ es)iel)

chDa(e3+ €)ie) t Eg(Db(e3+ €)ie) = t  Eie)

@ @ @ @
a7 + als — + —j€) t ! —je,
g0 @teo) g0 5 q &) g(Db@te) g(Db_@ e;)

@ @
= (Da!B)g(@_;eo)+ CDb!B)g(@—;ea)= © !s)Rsn (b a + a b))

Lemm a 6.4. In the Kerr spacetin e the deform ation tensor com ponents of Ty
are all identically zero.

P roof: This llow s inm ediately from the stationarity of the K err spacetim g,
we prove it directly by com putation as these are usefulwhen we do perturb the
Spacetin e.

(To)

1 @
i) = SgPs s+t edies) g0 3X°@'c;e3) (6.484)

@
= D 3lbg + Eg®3e4;e3)+ g(XC@IC;D3e3)=2!_ 2! =0

©ieq)=0 (6.485)

(To)
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(To) . :} . } .
(E37e4) 2q(133 3+ eq)ieq) + 2q®4 3+ eq)ies)
@ @
g D 3X @—;64) gD 4X @—;63) (6.486)
@ @
=4 ('+ 1) g D 3X @—;64)+ g D 4X @—;63)
@ 1 @
X gD 3@—ie4)+ Ech 4@—;63) = X ) (g;e)=0:
(To) _ (T) @ @
(7€) = (e37e2) gbsX @—;ea) gD aX @—;63)
_ @) . @ @
= (37ea) ©O3X )Rsin gl je) X g(Dz@—;ea) X g(Da@—;es)
=T (gje) 03X )Rsh ., X @ (gje) (6.487)
=" (gje) 03X )Rsh .= 2 () 03X )Rsh
B 1@ | ) _ 10 ' .
= 2 (e)+—@—r(@r-B)RSJl’1 a = 2 (e)+—R2(@r-B)RSJn a
QR sin
=2 (e) T@I!B a = 0 : (6.488)
(To)

1 1
Eiep) = Echa s+ e)ie) + Eg(Db s+ es)iean)

@ @
gD sX @_;eo)+ gD pX @—;ea)

(T)

@ @
&iep) gD aX @—;eo)+ gD pX @—;ea)
(T)

=™ (@je) @ !'s)Rsh (4 b+ 4 b)) € i)
(+ Jlase) e (lg)Rsi (4 b + & »)=0: (6489

()

Corollary 6.1. From the previous Lemm a and|6.479| it ollow s that in the Kerr
Spacetim e

+_ ;)= e (lg)R sih (b a ¥ a b))
QR sin
&)= — !y 4
2
'+1=0; r +txr =0 (6.490)
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