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A bstract

W eprove,outsidethein uenceregion ofaballofradiusR0 centered in the

origin oftheinitialdatahypersurface,� 0,theexistenceofglobalsolutions

near to K err spacetim e, provided that the initial data are su� ciently

nearto those ofK err;Thisexternalregion isthe \far" partofthe outer

region ofthe perturbed K errspacetim e. M oreoverifwe assum e thatthe

correctionstotheK errm etricdecay su� ciently fast,o(r�3 ),weprovethat

the various nullcom ponents ofthe Riem ann tensor decay in agreem ent

with the \Peeling theorem ".
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1 Introduction

1.1 T he problem and the results

The problem ofthe globalstability for the K err spacetim e is a very di�cult

and open problem . The m ore di�cultissue isthatofproving the existence of

solutionsofthe vacuum Einstein equationswith initialdata \nearto K err" in

thewholeouterregion up to theeventhorizon,which isalso an unknown ofthe

problem .

W hatisknown up to now relative to the whole outerregion are som e relevant

uniform boundedness results for solutions to the wave equation in the K err

spacetim e used asa background spacetim e,see Daferm os-Rodnianski,[Da-Ro]

and referencestherein.1

Ifwe consider the existence problem in a externalregion su�ciently far from

theK erreventhorizon fora slow rotating K errspacetim etheresultisincluded,

in the version ofM inkowskistability result proved by S.K lainerm an and one

ofthe presentauthor,F.N.,see [K l-Ni1]and also [Ch-K l]. In this case one of

thepresentauthors,F.N.,recently proved,[Ni2],thattheasym ptoticbehaviour

ofthe Riem ann com ponentsisin agreem entwith the \Peeling theorem " ifthe

correctionsto the K errinitialdata decay su�ciently fast.

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

an externalregion which willbe de�ned in detaillateron,seethe rem ark after

the statem entofTheorem 4.1 in Section 4,but basically is the region where2

r� R 0 and M =R 0 � � with � su�ciently sm all,the non linearstability ofthe

K errspacetim e forany J � M 2 foran appropriateclassofinitialdata nearto

K err.

M oreoverifwerestricttheclassofinitialdata,oncesubtracted theinitialdata

ofthe K errpart,to thosewhich decay toward the spacelikein�nity fasterthan

r� 3,we show again thatthe nullasym ptoticdecay ofthe Riem ann tensorisin

agreem entwith the \Peeling theorem ".W e can now state ourm ain resultin a

som ewhatprelim inary version,the fullversion ofthe theorem can be found in

Section 4.

T heorem 1.1.Assum ethatinitialdata aregiven on �0 such that,outside ofa

ballcentered in the origin ofradiusR 0,they are di� erentfrom the \Kerrinitial

data ofa Kerr spacetim e with m assM satisfying

M

R 0

< < 1 ; J � M
2

for som e m etric corrections decaying faster than r� 3 toward spacelike in� nity

together with itsderivatives up to an order q� 4,nam ely 3

gij = g
(K err)

ij + oq+ 1(r
� (3+



2
)) ; kij = k

(K err)

ij + oq(r
� (4+



2
)) (1.1)

1See also forthe J = 0 case,[Bl]and references therein.
2r isa radialcoordinate which willbe de�ned later on.
3The com ponents ofthe m etric tensor written in dim ensionalcoordinates. f = oq(r

�a )

m eansthatf asym ptotically behaves aso(r�a )and itspartialderivatives @kf,up to orderq

behave as o(r�a�k ).
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where  > 0. Letus assum e thatthe m etric correction �gij,the second funda-

m entalform correction �kij are su� ciently sm all,nam ely a function m ade by

L2 norm son �0 ofthese quantitiesissm all,

J (�0;R 0;�
(3)g;�k)� " ; (1.2)

then thisinitialdata sethas a unique developm ent, fM ,de� ned outside the do-

m ain ofin uenceofBR 0
.M oreover fM can befoliated bya canonicaldoublenull

foliation fC (u);C (u)g whose outgoing leaves C (u)are com plete4 and the vari-

ous nullcom ponents ofthe Riem ann tensor relative to a nullfram e associated

to this foliation decay asexpected from the Peeling theorem .

The proofofthis result depends on m any previous results,the result on the

stability fortheM inkowskispacetim ein theexternalregion proved by S.K lain-

erm an and F.N.,in [K l-Ni1],a resultwhich,atitsturn,isbased on thesem inal

work by D.Christodoulou and S.K lainerm an,[Ch-K l]and,concerning theproof

ofthepeeling decay,im portantideasoftheproofcom efrom thepreviouswork

by S.K lainerm an and F.N.,[K l-Ni2],and the recent[Ni2].

Before presenting the m ain new ideas used in this paper we observe that the

two resultsproved in thiswork,the globalstability in the externalregion and

the asym ptoticRiem ann decay in agreem entwith the peeling,arebasically in-

dependent;relaxing the decay conditionson the initialdata we can prove the

stability with a worst nullasym ptotic decay. In this paper we prove the two

results together,but it should be easy to realize how to enlarge the class of

initialdata to prove only the �rstone,proceeding asin [K l-Ni2]where it has

been shown in detail,forthe perturbed M inkowskispacetim e,how the space-

like decaysofthe initialdata are connected to the nulldecay ofthe Riem ann

com ponents.

Finally,as we said,m any steps to prove Theorem 1.1 have been discussed in

previousworks,hereweprovein every detailthenew partofthisresult,nam ely

Theorem 3.1 which isthecoreresultto obtain,via a bootstrap m echanism ,the

globalexistenceand the decay satisfying the \Peeling theorem ".

In the rem aining part ofthe introduction we exam ine the di�culties one en-

countersto provethisresultand how they havebeen overcom ed.

1.2 T he globalexistence in an externalregion around the

K err spacetim e

Tounderstand theproblem sarisingperturbing around theK errspacetim esolu-

tion oftheEinstein equationsitisappropriate�rstto rem em berhow theprob-

lem ofperturbing around the M inkowskispacetim e solution has been solved.

Thegeneralstrategy isusually called \bootstrap m echanism ":oneproveswith

a localexistenceresultthatthereisa �niteregion V ,whosem etricsatis�esthe

Einstein equations,endowed with som e speci�c properties,m ainly that som e

4By this we m ean that the nullgeodesics generating C (u) can be inde�nitely extended

toward the future.
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norm sassociated to the m etric com ponentsand itsderivativesarebounded by

a (sm all) constant,then assum es that the largest possible region,V�,where

thesebounds,wecall\bootstrap bounds",hold is�niteand �nally provesthat,

ifthe initialdata are su�ciently sm all,this region can be extended showing

thatthepreviousboundscan beim proved.Therefore,to avoid a contradiction,

thisregion should coincide with the wholespacetim e.

Tobea littlelessschem aticweassum ethatV� isendowed with afoliation m ade

by outgoing and incom ing nullcones,fC (�)g and fC (�)g,and thatthe norm s

we assum ebounded arethose relativeto the connection coe�cientsand to the

com ponentsofthe Riem ann tensor.

The centralpartofthe proofis,therefore,to show thatthese norm scan have

betterbounds.To do itweuse in the m anifold V� the structure equationsand

theBianchiequations.Thestructureequationstaketheform oftransportequa-

tionsfortheconnection coe�cientsalong theincom ing and outgoing conesand

ofelliptic Hodge system s on the two dim ensionalsurfaces intersections ofthe

incom ing and an outgoing cones,S = C \ C . These equationscan be seen as

inhom ogeneousequationswhose inhom ogeneouspartdependson the Riem ann

com ponents.The Bianchiequations,attheirturn,can be written astransport

equationsforthe Riem ann com ponentsalong the coneswhose inhom ogeneous

partism adeby productsoftheRiem ann com ponentsand theconnection coef-

�cients.

To usetheseequationswem akea sortoflinearization,nam ely weconsiderthe

Riem ann com ponentsasexternalsourcessatisfyingthe\bootstrap bounds"and

show,using theequationsforconnection coe�cients,thatthesebounds(ofthe

connection coe�cients)can beim proved.Then wecontroltheRiem ann com po-

nents;todo itweusein acrucialway thefactthatitispossibletode�neforthe

Riem ann com ponentssom equantitieswhich play theroleoftheenergy norm s,

in association to theBianchiequations.Thesenorm sarebasically weighted L2

integrals,along the outgoing and incom ing cones,ofthe Bel-Robinson tensor.

Assum ing theconnection coe�cientssatisfying the\bootstrap bounds" wecan

prove that these energy norm s are bounded by the corresponding initialdata

norm sand using also theBianchiequationsobtain,�nally,betternorm sforthe

Riem ann com ponents.

This is a very schem atic description ofsom e ofthe m ain ideas developed in

[K l-Ni1]to provethe M ikowskistability resultforthe externalregion.

Ifweaskourselveshow totransportthisstrategytoperturb non linearlyaround

the K err spacetim e solution instead than around the M inkowskisolution,we

realizeim m ediately thatthem ain di�erenceis,in broad term s,thatnow weare

perturbingaround asolution di�erentfrom zero,whiletheM inkowskispacetim e

can beconsidered a \zero solution".W ith thatwem ean thatin theM inkowski

spacetim ealltheconnection coe�cientsareidentically zero with theexception

ofthe second nullfundam entalform s � and � which,due to the M inkowski

sphericalsim m etry,reduce to the two scalarfunctions tr� = 2r� 1 and tr� =

� 2r� 1. M oreoverallthe Riem ann com ponentsare identically zero. Therefore

to provethatthenorm sarebounded and sm allwedo nothaveto subtractthe
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connection coe�cientsortheRiem ann com ponentsassociated totheM inkowski

solution asthey are(with the exception oftr� and tr�)identically zero.

Asthe K errspacetim eisnota \zero solution" som ekind ofsubtraction hasto

be done. This\subtraction" m echanism isdelicate aswe are notlooking fora

linearly perturbed solution5 and itisrealized through fourdi�erentsteps:

i)The�rststep consistsin de�ning the\bootstrap assum ptions" forV� not

for the connection coe�cients and the Riem ann tensor norm s, but for their

corrections,thatisfortheconnection coe�cientsand theRiem ann tensorcom -

ponentsto which wehavesubtracted theirK errparts.6 Sim bolically,

�O = O � O
(K err)

; �R = R � R
(K err) (1.3)

and in som edetail,see[K l-Ni1],Chapter3,forallthe de�nitions,

�� = � � �
(K err)

; �� = � � �
(K err)

; �� = � � �
(K err)

�! = ! � !
(K err)

; �! = ! � !
(K err)

::::

�� = � � �
(K err)

; �� = � � �
(K err)

; :::::

ii) The second step consists in writing the structure equation (in the V�

region) instead that for the connection coe�cients , �;�;�;!;!::::for their

corrections.7

Aswesaid before,recallingtheprooffortheM inkowskistability,theseequations

have inhom ogeneousterm s which depend on the Riem ann tensor and,in this

case,on the correction to the Riem ann tensor

�R = R � R
(K err)

:

O nce we have these m odi�ed structure equations we can use them to obtain

betterestim atesforthe norm softhese connection coe�cientscorrections,�O ,

provided we have a controlforthe norm softhe Riem ann com ponentscorrec-

tions,�R.

iii) The third step consists in obtaining estim ates for the Riem ann com -

ponents corrections. This requires to subtract the K err part ofthe Riem ann

tensor. This cannot be done in a direct way as the basic step to controlthe

Riem ann norm sisto prove the boundednessofthe energy type norm s,generi-

cally denoted by Q .Thesenorm sareweighted L2 integralsoftheBel-Robinson

tensorwhich isa quadraticexpression on the Riem ann tensor.

5O bserve that also the linear perturbation around K err has som e problem s due again to

the factthat the R iem ann tensor in K errspacetim e isdi�erentfrom zero,see [Bl]and [?].
6M ore precisely the K errpart\projected" on the V� foliation,see the detailsin subsection

2.2.1
7The technicaldetails for this \K err decoupling" for the connection coe�cients are dis-

cussed later on.
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W e would need analogousnorm sforthe �R correctionsand we also would like

a wellde�nite positivity for the integrand,see the explicite expression ofthe

Q norm sin M inkowskicasein [K l-Ni1],Chapter3,to getfrom them estim ates

for the (correction ofthe) nullRiem ann com ponents norm s. To obtain it we

have to proceed in a di�erentway based,intuitively,on the factthatthe K err

spacetim e isstationary and @

@t
isa K illing vector�eld.Thereforeif,instead of

considering the Riem ann com ponents,we considertheirtim e derivatives,they

do not depend anym ore on the K err partofthe Riem ann tensor,their initial

data can have a better decay and ifwe could controltheir Q norm swe could

then obtain a good controlofthe �R norm sin V� and also a good asym ptotic

decay along the nulldirections.

Thisargum entaspresented isnotrigorous,in theperturbed K errspacetim e @

@t

isnotanym orea K illing vector�eld,butitturnsoutthatthebasicidea can be

im plem ented in the following sense:

Letusconsiderinstead ofthetim e derivativeofthe Riem ann tensorits(m odi-

�ed)Liederivative L̂T0R,
8 whereT0,whoseprecisede�nition willbegiven later

on,equalto @

@t
in the K err spacetim e,is not anym ore a K illing vector �eld,

butonly \nearly K illing",9 then wede�nesom e ~Q norm srelativeto L̂T0R with

appropriate weights and prove that they are bounded in term s ofthe corre-

sponding quantitieswritten in term softhe initialdata;from itwe can prove,

after quite a few steps,that the �R norm s are sm alland satisfy appropriate

decays.

Thestepsjustsketched require,tobefully understood,som em oredetails;aswe

said the region V� isthe largestpossible region where the so called \bootstrap

assum ptions" hold,in thisregion thereisa foliation m adeby nullincom ing and

outgoing conesfC (�);C (�)g,which are the levelsurfacesu = �,u = � ofthe

functions u(p);u(p) solutions ofthe eikonalequations,see later and [K l-Ni1],

Chapter 3,for a detailed discussion. The foliation suggests to use the a�ne

param etersofthe nullgeodesicsgenerating the nullcones,�;�,ascoodinates,

hereafter denoted again u;u,and som e angular variables !1;!2 to de�ne an

arbitrary pointon the two dim ensionalsurfaceS(u;u)= C (u)\ C (u).

In V�,thoughtasa subsetofR
4 where (u;u;!1;!2)isa genericpoint,we can

de�netwom etricsthe�rstbeingtheK errm etric,theotherbeingtheperturbed

K errm etricwritten again in the sam ecoordinates,seesubsubsection 2.1.1:

g(K err)

= � 4
2

(K err)dudu + 
(K err)

ab

�

d!
a � X

a
(K err)(du + du)

��

d!
b � X

b
(K err)(du + du)

�

g(pert:K err)

= � 4
2
dudu + ab

�

d!
a � (X a

(K err)du + X
a
du)

��

d!
b � (X b

(K err)du + X
b
du)

�

: (1.4)

8See later foritsprecise de�nition.
9W ith \nearly K illing" we m ean thatitsdeform ation tensorissm allwith respectto som e

Sobolev norm s.
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wherethe K errm etricwritten in these coordinatesisthe one used in [Is-Pr].

This m eans that fV�;g(K err)g can be thought asa region ofthe (outer)K err

spacetim e,whilefV�;g(pert:K err)garegionoftheperturbed externalK errspace-

tim ewhoseexistencewewantto prove.Thechoiceofthesam ecoordinateswill

turn outim portantto get,subtracting the K errpart,the transportequations

forthe connection coe�cientscorrections�O .

M oreoverin V� wecan build anullfram eadapted tothisfoliation fe3;e4;e1;e2g

where e1;e2 are vector�eldsorthonorm aland tangentto the two dim ensional

surfacesS = C (�)\ C (�)whilee3;e4 areproportionalto thenullgeodesicsgen-

eratingtheconesand in thepreviouscoordinateshavethefollowingexpressions,

asdiscussed in detaillateron,

e4 =
1




�
@

@u
+ X

�

; �3 =
1




�
@

@u
+ X (K err)

�

; (1.5)

while ifwewereconsidering the K errm etricwe should have,with

X (K err) = !B
@

@!2
= !B

@

@�
;

where!B isde�ned in eq.2.35,

e
(K err)

4 =
1


(K err)

�
@

@u
+ X (K err)

�

; �
(K err)

3 =
1


(K err)

�
@

@u
+ X (K err)

�

:(1.6)

From thiswede�ne

T0 =



2
(e3 + e4)�

X + X (K err)

2
=

@

@u
+

@

@u
: (1.7)

The last im portant thing to point out is that the integrands ofthe ~Q norm s

have to be a sum ofnon negative term s,see for instance [K l-Ni1],Chapter 3

equations (3.5.1),...,(3.5.3),which requires that the Bel-Robinson tensor have

to be saturate by appropriate vector�elds,linearcom binationsofe3,e4 with

positive weights.Thereforeasin [K l-Ni1]we saturate the Bel-Robinson tensor

with the following vector�elds

T =
1

2
(e4 + e3)

S =
1

2
(�+ e4 + �� e3)

K =
1

2
(�2+ e4 + �

2
� e3) (1.8)

where

�+ =
p
1+ u2 ; �� =

p
1+ u2 ;

These vector�elds,when we perturb M inkowskispacetim e,are nearly K illing,

while here they are not K illing vectors even in the K err spacetim e.10 The

10 Perturbing M inkowski spacetim e we can choose T = T0 as in M inkowski spacetim e

T = @

@t
.

9



relevanceoftheT;S;K vector�eldsin thepresentcaseisconnected to thefact

thatthey arenon spacelike�eldsin theregion outsidetheergosphere,m adeby

e3 and e4,thenullvectorsofthefram eadapted to thefoliation which havethe

property thatthe �eldsN = 
e 4;N = 
e3 areequivariantvector�elds.

1.3 T he decay ofthe R iem ann com ponents,the Peeling

Besidethe proofofthe K errstability in a region with r� R 0 > > M ,weprove

that the nullRiem ann com ponents have a nullasym ptotic decay consistent

with the \Peeling theorem ". This resulthas already been obtained by one of

the authors,F.N.,[Ni2],ifwe restrictourselvesto the perturbation ofa very

slow rotating K errspacetim e orto a \very externalregion" which wasde�ned

through the condition

M � ~�R
1

2

0 (1.9)

where ~� isa sm allnum berdepending on the sm allnessofthe initialdata. As

discussed in [Ni2],theadvantageofrestricting to this\m uch far"region isthat,

in thiscase,we do nothaveto proveagain a globalexistence resultas,in that

case,the K err part ofthe m etric can be considered itself a perturbation of

the M inkowskispacetim e satisfying the conditions of[K l-Ni1]. In the present

paper,oncewehaveproved a globalexistenceresult,theway to proveagain the

\peeling decay" is basically the sam e as the one discussed in [Ni2],we sketch

now the m ain ideasinvolved and we referto [Ni2]and to the nextsectionsfor

a m oredetailed discussion.

In [Ch-K l]and in [K l-Ni1],the nullasym ptotic behaviour ofsom e ofthe null

com ponentsoftheRiem ann tensor,speci�cally the� and the� com ponents,see

laterfortheirde�nitions,isdi�erentfrom the one expected from the \Peeling

Theorem ",[W ],as the decay proved there is slower. M ore precisely the com -

ponents� and � 11 do notfollow the \Peeling theorem "asthey decay asr�
7

2

while we expect r� 5 and r� 4 respectively.12 In a subsequent paper,[K l-Ni2],

S.K lainerm an and F.N.proved thatthedecay suggested from the\Peelingtheo-

rem " could beobtained assum ing a strongerspacelikedecay fortheinitialdata.

Unfortunately thatresultrequiresan initialdata decay too strong forproving

the\peeling decay" in spacetim esnearto K err.To show how thisresulthasto

be im proved letus�rstrecallitin som e m ore detail. In [K l-Ni2]the following

resultwasproved:

T heorem : Letassum e thaton �0=B the m etric and the second fundam ental

11Com ponents relative to a nullfram e adapted to the nulloutgoing and incom ing cones

which foliate the \externalregion".
12In principle som e log powerscan be present,see J.A .V .K roon,[K r2].

10



form have the following asym ptotic behaviour 13

gij = gS ij + O q+ 1(r
� (3+ �))

kij = O q(r
� (4+ �)) (1.10)

where gS denotes the restriction ofthe Schwarzschild m etric on the initialhy-

persurface:

gS = (1�
2M

r
)� 1dr2 + r

2(d�2 + sin�2d�2):

Letusassum ethata sm allnesscondition fortheinitialdata issatis� ed.14 Then

alongtheoutgoing nullhypersurfacesC (u)(oftheexternalregion)thefollowing

lim itshold,with �0< � andu andu thegeneralization oftheFinkelstein variables

u = t� r� u = t+ r� in the Schwarzschild spacetim e:15

lim
C (u);u! 1

r(1+ juj)(4+ �)� = C0

lim
C (u);u! 1

r
2(1+ juj)(3+ �)� = C0

lim
C (u);u! 1

r
3
� = C0

lim
C (u);u! 1

r
3
� = C0 (1.11)

lim
C (u);u! 1

r
4(1+ juj)(1+ �)� = C0

sup
(u;u)2K

r
5(1+ juj)�

0

j�j� C0 :

This result was obtained,basically,in two steps. The �rst one consisted in

proving that a fam ily ofenergy-type norm s, ~Q ,m ade with the Bel-Robinson

tensor associated to the Riem ann tensor R,ofthe sam e type as those used

to prove the globalexistence nearM inkowskiin [K l-Ni1],but with a di�erent

weightin the integrand,were bounded in term softhe sam e norm srelative to

theinitialdata.Thenew weightsareobtained m ultiplying thepreviousweights

by afunction juj with appropriate > 0and thecentralpointisthattheextra

term sappearing in the\Error"wehaveto estim ateto controltheboundedness

ofthe ~Q norm shaveade�nitesign and can bediscarded.Thisallowed toprove,

from theboundednessofthe ~Q norm s,thatthe variousnullcom ponentsofthe

Riem ann tensor,beside the decay in r,have a decay factorin the jujvariable.

In thesecond step itwasproved that,integratingalong theincom ing cones,the

extra decay in the jujvariable can be transform ed in an extra decay in the r

variableproving the �nalresult.

13H eref = O q(r
�a )m eansthatf asym ptotically behavesasO (r�a )and itspartialderiva-

tives@kf,up to orderq behave asO (r�a�k ).H ere with gij we m ean the com ponentswritten

in Cartesian coordinates.
14The details ofthe sm allnesscondition are in [K l-N i2].
15�;�;:::arethenullcom ponentsoftheR iem ann tensorde�ned with respectto a nullfram e

adapted to the double nullfoliation,see [K l-N i1]Chapter 3,and later on.
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Aswe said thisresultcannotbe im m ediately translated to the presentcase as

therequired decay fortheinitialdata doesnotadm itinitialdata nearto K err.

Theway out,which wasalready used in [Ni2],isthe onealready used to prove

globalstability: we have to subtractthe K errpart,nam ely instead oflooking

directly to the decay ofthe Riem ann com ponentswelook to the decay oftheir

tim e derivatives,m ore precisely the (m odi�ed) Lie derivative with respect to

thenearly K illing vector�eld T0.Thisbasically subtractstheK errpart,allows

to provetheboundednessofthem odi�ed ~Q norm sand �nally provesthat,with

a \tim e" integration,�rst,�R satis�esboundswhich allow to extend theregion

V� and prove globale existence and,second,shows that the nullcom ponents

ofthe Riem ann tensorsatisfy the peeling decay. M ore detailsare given in the

introduction to [Ni2]and thecom pleteproofisgiven in thefollowing sections.

A cknow ledgm ents:The initialpartofthiswork hasbeen done during a visit

ofoneoftheauthors,F.N.,to theInstitutM ittag-Le� er(Djursholm ,Sweden),

where he was invited for the GeneralRelativity sem ester and where he enjoyed

m any scienti� c discussions. M oreover the sam e author is deeply indebted to S.

Klainerm an forpointingto him theim portanceofconsideringtheLiederivative,

with respectto the \tim e" vector� eld T0,ofthe Riem ann tensorto obtain m ore

detailed estim ates for the various com ponents ofthe Riem ann tensor. Beside

F.N.is also indebted for m any illum inating discussions he had with him about

thissubjectand m anyrelated ones.W ealso wanttostateclearlythatthepresent

resultisdeeplybasedon thepreviousworks[Kl-Ni1],[Kl-Ni2]andon theoriginal

fundam entalwork by D.Christodoulou and S.Klainerm an, [Ch-Kl]. Therefore

nothing has been \gracefully16 acknowledged",butallthe due credits have been

explicitely given atthe bestofour knowledge.

2 T he B ootstrap assum ptions

The m ain di�erence with [K l-Ni1]and also [K l-Ni2]are that in this case the

initialdata we are considering are a perturbation ofK err initialdata (in the

externalregion of�0) and that,therefore,we do not assum e the ADM m ass

sm all;m oreoverdueto theK errm etricthedecay oftheinitialdata m etricdoes

notsatisfy the assum ptionsrequired in [K l-Ni2].

W e denote with O the connection coe�cientnorm sde�ned asin [K l-Ni1]and

we m ake speci�c assum ptionson them . W e denote by R the norm sassociated

to thevariousnullRiem ann com ponents,where� � � and � � � arein placeof

� and �.

The choice ofnorm sas j� j1 ,j� jp;S or j� jL 2 norm s followsthe schem e of

[K l-Ni1]and willbe discussed later on,here we are interested to their weight

factorsand to theirsm allness,therefore we denote allthe norm swith j� jand

which kind ofnorm sthey representfollowsexactly the pattern of[K l-Ni1].

16A n adverb som etim es very im properly used.
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2.1 T he nullcanonicalfoliation and the m etric in V�

Aswesaid in theintroduction di�erently from [Ni2]onehasto proveagain the

existence ofa global(external)spacetim e,non linearperturbation ofthe K err

one.Thisisdonewith a strategy sim ilarto theoneused in [K l-Ni1]with som e

im portant di�erences. First the Q norm s for the Riem ann tensor de�ned in

[K l-Ni1]are substituted by som e ~Q norm sassociated to the \tim e derivative"

ofthe Riem ann tensor,L̂T0R,second,to rebuild from the knowledge ofL̂T0R

thecom pleteRiem ann tensoronehasto controltheconnection coe�cientsin a

very detailed way,nam ely to havenorm estim atesforthedi�erence�O between

theconnection coe�cientsand theirK errpart.Thecontrolofthe�O term s,as

the controlofthe com plete connection coe�cientsin [K l-Ni1],ism ade writing

the transport equations for these term s which are obtained starting from the

structure equationsforthe whole connection coe�cientsand subtracting their

K errparts.

M oreprecisely itisclearthatthe K errconnection coe�cientssatisfy transport

equationssim ilarto those in [K l-Ni1]with respectto a double nullcone folia-

tion oftheK errspacetim e.O n the othersidetheconnection coe�cientsofthe

perturbed K errspacetim e satisfy the transportequationswritten with respect

to a double nullcone foliation ofthe perturbed K errspacetim e. This im plies

thattosubtracttheK errpart(to thesetrasportequations)wehavealsoto con-

trolthedi�erencebetween thedoublenullconefoliation associated to theK err

spacetim e and the one associated to the perturbed K err spacetim e and prove

thatthisis\sm all".Thisalso hasto be partofthe bootstrap m echanism and

requiresthatthebootstrap assum ptionson theconnection coe�cientsterm sim -

ply analogousestim atesatthelevelofthecorrectionstothem etriccom ponents,

wedenotehereafterglobally �O(0).

The subtraction ofthe K errpartto the transportequationsforthe connection

coe�cientsisa crucialstep ofthe proof.The transportequationson the other

siderequireV� endowed with a doublenullconecanonicalfoliation which isthe

�rstofthe \Bootstrap assum ptions" wem ake.

T he double nullcone foliation: Letusassum e,fora m om ent,thata,pos-

sibly �nite,region V� existswhose boundary ism ade by the union ofV� \ �0,

@V�1 and @V�2,the�rstpartbeing a spacelikehypersurfacethesecond and the

third two nullhypersurfaces,the�rstincom ing and thesecond outgoing,letus

also assum ethatin thisregion wehavea m etricwhosecom ponents,fg��g,sat-

isfy the Einstein vacuum equations.W e can solve (atleastlocally)the eikonal

equation

g
��
@�w@�w = 0 (2.12)

choosing as initialdata a function17 u0 on V� \ �0 or a function u0 on @V�1.

Letuscallu(p)and u(p)thesesolutionsrespectively.Letassum ethatthelevel

hypersurfacesu(p)= u;u(p)= u de�netwo fam ily ofnullhypersurfaceswecall

17u
0
de�nes an appropriate radialfoliation of� 0=B R 0

,see subsection 3.6.
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nullconesin analogy with the M inkowskicase and denote C (u),C (u). These

two fam iliesform whatwecalla \doublenullconefoliation".

Thenullvector�eldsofthe geodesicsgenerating the C and C null\cones" are

L
� = � g��@�u

@

@x�
; L

�
= � g��@�u

@

@x�
(2.13)

and the \lapsefunction" 
 isde�ned through the relation

g(L;L)= � (2
2)� 1 :

Associated to the double nullcone foliation we can de�ne now two null�elds

fe3;e4g in the following way:

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

such that

g(e3;e4)= 0 :

G iven thedoublenullfoliation wecan de�neS(u;u)= C (u)\C (u),each S(u;u)

being a codim ension 2 surface.O n each S(u;u)wede�netwo vector�eldsfeag,

a 2 f1;2g orthonorm alto e3;e4.W e havethereforeateach pointp 2 V� a null

orthonorm alfram e. O bserve that the foliation m ade by the two dim ensional

surfacesfS(u;u)gisnulloutgoingand nullincom ingintegrable.Thism eansthat

the distributions4 and 4 m ade by fe4;e1;e2g and by fe3;e1;e2g respectively

areintegrable.18

Recallalso that the integrability property ofthe S-foliation im plies that the

connection coe�cients� and � areidentically zeroand thatthesecond nullfun-

dam entalform s are sym m etric. This follows im m ediately from the Frobenius

condition that [e4;ea],and [eb;ea]cannot have a contribution from e3 which

im pliesthat

g([e4;ea];e4)= g([eb;ea];e4)= 0 :

The fram e fe4;e3;e1;e2g is called the \adapted (to the double nullfoliation)

fram e".O fcourseonecan havedi�erentdoublenullfoliationschoosingdi�erent

\initialdata",and in the future am ong the initialdata we are going to choose

som e speci�c ones we willdiscuss later on,see subsections 3.5,3.6 and also

[K l-Ni1],Chapter3,and the foliation associated with these data willbe called

\thedouble nullcanonicalfoliation".

18This follows im 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�jw (p) = constg be

such that for any q 2 K we have TK q = 4 . This im plies that the norm alvector to TK q,

N = g��@�
@

@x�
,has to satisfy g(N ;e4)= g(N ;ea)= 0. Therefore N has to be proportional

to e4 which im pliesthat itm ustbe such that

g
��
@� w @�w = 0 :

Therefore w satis�es the eikonalequation and as u(p) satis�es the eikonalequation we can

conclude that C (u) for an arbitrary �xed u is the \integral" ofthe distribution 4 . Exactly

the sam e argum ent worksforthe distribution 4 .
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In conclusion the �rst ofthe \bootstrap assum ptions" we are stating is the

following one:

(I) :V� is endow ed w ith a double nullcanonicalfoliation.

2.1.1 T he \adapted" coordinates

O nce we have assum ed that in V� a double nullcanonicalfoliation exists,in

\adapted" coordinatesthe m etric hasthe following form :

T heorem 2.1. letusassum e V� be endowed with a double nullcone foliation,

then,in the appropriate coordinates the m etric tensorhas the following form :

g(� ;� )= � 4
2dudu + ab
�
d!

a � (X (K err)
a
du + X

a
du)

��
d!

b � (X (K err)
b
du + X

b
du)

�
; (2.15)

where


 =

r

�
g(L;L)

2
; X = X

a @

@!a
; X (K err) = !B

@

@!2
(2.16)

and the coordinates fu;u;!1;!2g are de� ned in the course ofthe proof.

P roof:The nullvector�eldsofthe geodesicsgenerating the C and the C null

\cones" are

L
� = � g��@�u

@

@x�
; L

�
= � g��@�u

@

@x�
(2.17)

and the \lapsefunction" 
 isde�ned through the relation

g(L;L)= � (2
2)� 1 :

Let us choose u and u as coordinates. As u(p) = u and u(p)= u satisfy the

eikonalequation itfollowsthat

g
uu = g

uu = 0 : (2.18)

Therefore choosing as coordinates fu;u;x1;x2g ,where the coordinates fxag

arestillgenericones,wehavefrom 2.17,

L = � guu
�
@

@u
+
gau

guu

@

@xa

�

; L = � guu
�
@

@u
+
gau

guu

@

@xa

�

: (2.19)

Itiseasy to prove,see[K l-Ni1]Chapter3,thatthe vector�elds

N =

�
@

@u
+
gau

guu

@

@xa

�

; N =

�
@

@u
+
gau

guu

@

@xa

�

(2.20)

areequivariant.Thism eansthatthe di�eom orphism generated by them sends

a surface S(u;u)= C (u)\ C (u)to anothersurface S on the sam e outgoing or

incom ing conerespectively.
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To specify the choice ofthe \angular" coordinatesfx1;x2g,we proceed in two

steps.W econsiderthedi�eom orphism generated by N ,wedenoteit�� ,which

sendsS(u;u)to S(u + �;u). Letp 2 S(u;u)there existsa pointp0 2 C \ �0

such thatp = �(u;p0).Letusdenotethe\angular" coordinateson �0 ,!
1
0;!

2
0

and m akethe following choiceforthe angularcoordinatesofp

x
1(p)= !

1
0(p0) ; x

2(p)= !
2
0(p0):

Thereforetheintegralcurveofthevector�eld N ,�(�;p0),in thesecoordinates

is

�
u
(�;fu;!b0g)= �

�
u
(�;fu;!b0g)= u (2.21)

�
a
(�;fu;!b0g)= !

a
0

and

N =
@

@u
:

To have an expression for N and N as sim ilar as possible to the one in K err

spacetim e forthe corresponding quantities in the Pretorius-Israelcoordinates,

see[Is-Pr],weperform a changeofcoordinatesfrom

fx�g � fu;u;x1;x2g to fu;u;!1;!2g� fy�g

where

!
a = x

a + f
a(�;u;f!bg): (2.22)

and from it

N = N
� @

@x�
=

�

N
� @y

�

@x�

�
@

@y�
=

@

@u
+
@fa

@�

@

@!a
: (2.23)

W e choosefa(�;u;f!bg)such that

@fa

@�
= �

a
2 !B (�;u;!

1) (2.24)

wheretheexplicitexpression ofthefunction !B (�;u;!
1)willbegiven lateron.

Thereforewith thischangeofcoordinateswehave

N =
@

@u
+ !B

@

@!2
�

@

@u
+ X (K err): (2.25)

O ncewe havede�ned N with thiscoordinateschoicethereisno m orefreedom

in the expression ofthe equivariantvector �eld N ;in fact as V� is not at it

followsthat[N ;N ]6= 0and an explicitcalculation,see[K l-Ni1]Chapter3,gives

[N ;N ]= � 4
2
�(ea)ea ; (2.26)
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where� istheconnection coe�cientcalled \torsion"which in theadapted fram e

wearegoing to de�ne,hasthe following expression

�(ea)=
1

2
g(D ea e4;e3): (2.27)

Thereforewecan write

N =
@

@u
+ X (2.28)

where

X = !B
@

@�
+ �X = X(K err)+ �X (2.29)

and �X satis�esthe equation,which willbe needed lateron,

@N X (K err)� @N (X (K err)+ �X )= � 4
2�(ea)ea : (2.30)

Associated to the double nullcone foliation we can de�ne an adapted nullor-

thonorm alfram ein the following way:

e4 = 2
L =
1



N ; e3 = 2
L =

1



N

e1 = e
1
1

@

@!1
; e2 = e

2
2

@

@!2
; (2.31)

where e1;e2 are S tangentvector�elds orthonorm aland orthogonalto e3;e4.

M oreoverwith thisde�nition itfollow im m ediately that

g(e3;e4)= � 2 :

O nce we have de�ned to adapted nullfram e in V� we can write atthe generic

pointofV� indenti�ed by the coordinatesfu;u;�;�g the inversem etric as

g
�� = � 2(e

�

4e
�
3 + e

�

3e
�
4)+

2X

a= 1

e
�
ae

�
a = �

2


2
(N �

N
�
+ N

�
N

�)+

2X

a= 1

e
�
ae

�
a : (2.32)

W ith thischoiceofN and N wehave

g
�� = �

1

2
2
(N �

N
�
+ N

�
N

�)+

2X

a= 1

e
�
ae

�
a

= �
1

2
2

��
�
�
u + X

a
�
�
a

��
�
�
u + X (K err)

b
�
�
b

�
+
�
�
�
u + X (K err)

b
�
�

b

��
�
�
u + X

a
�
�
a

��

+ 
��

= �
1

2
2

h�

�
�
u�

�
u + �

�
u�

�
u

�

+ X
c(��c�

�
u + �

�
c�

�
u)+ X (K err)

d
�

�
�

d
�
�
u + �

�
d�

�
u

�i

+ 
ab
�
�
a�

�
b :

and the inversem atrix,thatisthe m etrictensor,is:

g(� ;� )= � 4
2dudu + ab
�
d!

a � (X (K err)
a
du + X

a
du)

��
d!

b � (X (K err)
b
du + X

b
du)

�
(2.33)
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com pleting the proofofthe theorem .

The previous result has stilla certain arbitrariness as e3;e4 depend on the

foliation which at its turn depends on the choice ofthe initialconditions on

V� \ �0 and on @V�1.Thenaturalchoiceisthatofa foliation \near" to theone

we use in the K errspacetim e,nam ely the Pretorius-Israelone.To discussthis

pointletusrecallsom easpectsofthisfoliation,[Is-Pr].

In [Is-Pr]wehave

u =
t+ r�

2
; u =

t� r�

2
; (2.34)

where r� is the solution of the eikonalequation described in [Is-Pr].19 the

following de�nitionshold

!B =
2m arb

�R 2
; 
 =

r
�

R 2
;� = sin2 ��: (2.35)

where

� = r
2
b + a

2 � 2M r

� = r
2
b + a

2 cos2 �

�R 2 = (r2b + a
2)2 � �a 2 sin2 � (2.36)

and rb istheBoyer-Lindquistradialcoordinate.W ith thesede�nitionstheK err

nullfram e \adapted" to the P-Idouble nullfoliation is20

e
(K err)

3 = 2
(K err)
L =

R
p
�
(@t� @r� + !B @�)=

1


(K err)

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

e
(K err)

4 = 2
(K err)
L =

R
p
�
(@t+ @r� + !B @�)=

1


(K err)

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

e
(K err)

1 =
R

Lsin2��

@

@��
=
R

L

@

@�
(2.37)

e
(K err)

2 =
1

R sin�

@

@�
;

whereL and � arede�ned in [Is-Pr],seealsoequations3.157.Letusdenotethe

f��;�g coordinates
21 again f!1;!2g,a pointoftheK errspacetim eisspeci�ed

assigning fu;u;!1;!2g,m oreoverin the K errspacetim e the nullhypersurfaces

u = const, u = const de�ne the double nullfoliation. W e can, therefore,

reobtain as done before, starting from the nullorthonorm alfram e the K err

m etricwritten in the fu;u;!1;!2g coordinatesand the resultis

g(K err)(� ;� ) (2.38)

= � 4
2

(K err)dudu + 
(K err)

ab

�

d!
a � X

a
(K err)(du + du)

��

d!
b � X

b
(K err)(du + du)

�

:

19To specify ituniquely we stillhave to give the initialdata,we discuss itlater on.
20The explicitde�nition ofL isgiven in [Is-Pr].
21O bserve that in the Pretorius-Israelfram e the variable which stays near to the spherical

coordinate � ofM inkowskispacetim e is�� and not �.
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where

X (K err) = !B
@

@�
; 
(K err) =

r
�

R 2

11 =
L2(sin2��)

2

R 2
; 12 = 0 ;22 = R

2 sin2 � : (2.39)

which isexactly the m etric written in [Is-Pr]. Proceeding asbefore we obtain

the equivariantvector�eldsin the K errspacetim e

N
(K err) =

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

; N
(K err)

=

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

(2.40)

which satis�es2.26

[N ;N ]= � 4
2
�(ea)ea

with

�
(K err)(ea)ea =

�

�
Q R sin�

2�
@rb!B

�

e� : (2.41)

It is now possible to com pare the foliation associated to the K err spacetim e

and to the perturbed K errspacetim e. Assaid in the introduction we consider

the region V� as a subset ofR 4 where a generic elem ent (point) is the 4-ple

(u;u;!1;!2).Ifweendow V� with them etric2.38,(V�;g(K err))isasubm anifold

ofthe K err spacetim e,ifthe m etric associated to V� is 2.33 then (V�;g) is a

subm anifold ofthe globalperturbed K err spacetim e whose existence we are

proving.Com paring the two m etrics2.38 and 2.33

g(K err)(� ;� )

= � 4
2

(K err)dudu + 
(K err)

ab

�

d!
a � X

a
(K err)(du + du)

� �

d!
b � X

b
(K err)(du + du)

�

:

and22

g(� ;� )= � 4
2dudu + ab
�
d!

a � (X (K err)
a
du + X

a
du)

��
d!

b � (X (K err)
b
du + X

b
du)

�

we see thatatthe m etric levelthe com ponentswhich are m odi�ed due to the

initialdata perturbation ofthe \K errinitialdata" are

�
 = 
� 
 (K err) ; �X
a = X

a � X
a
(K err) ; �ab = ab � 

(K err)

ab
: (2.42)

22In the perturbed K err spacetim e we de�ned !B 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;! 1;!2g coordinates while in K err

spacetim e !B = !B (rb;�;�) and rb;�;� are Boyer Lindquist coordinates. Therefore using

the Pretorius-Israelcoordinateswe can rewrite itasa function !B = !B (r�;��;�)and �nally

following [Is-Pr]we express r� as a function of u and u. This is the expression we use in

(V�;g).
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W e willhave to prove that these correctionsare,in som e appropriate norm s,

sm all once the connection coe�cients satisfy the \Bootstrap assum ptions".

Therefore we de�ne the following norm s,we denote globally �O(0),which will

be estim ated lateron,

jr2juj1+ ��
j1 � sup
V�

jrjuj2+ ��
j (2.43)

jr2juj2+ ��X j1 � sup
V�

X

a

jr2juj2+ ��X aj ; jjuj1+ ��j1 � sup
V�

X

ab

jjuj1+ ��abj :

2.2 T he connection coe� cientsand R iem ann tensorboot-

strap assum ptions:

O nce that V� is endowed with a double nullcanonicalfoliation we have to

specify the rem aining conditions we assum e satis�ed in V�. They are relative

to the connection coe�cientsand to the Riem ann com ponents,m ore precisely

to theirdi�erence from theanalogousquantitiesin the K errspacetim eand are

stated in the following.

2.2.1 T he O connection coe� cient norm s:

To proveourresult,wewrite any connection coe�cientasthe sum oftheK err

connection coe�cientpartplusa correction and m ake assum ptionsforthe es-

tim ates ofthe correction parts. There is nevertheless an im portant technical

aspect to rem em ber. The O connection coe�cients are tensor �elds tangent

to the S two dim ensionalsurfacesassociated to the double nullcone foliation

ofthe perturbed K errspacetim e,while the O (K err) connection coe�cientsare

tensor�elds tangentto the S(K err) two dim ensionalsurfaces. Therefore their

di�erence would notbe an S-tangenttensor. To avoid this problem we recall

thateach O (K err) can bewritten as,assum ing it,forinstance,a (0;2)covariant

tensor,

O
(K err)
�� = � (K err)�

��
(K err)�

�H
(K err)
�� ; (2.44)

whereH (K err) isnotan S-tangenttensorand � (K err) projectson theTS(K err)

tangentspace.Thereforewe substitute O (K err) with Ô

Ô �� = � �
��

�
�H

(K err)
�� : (2.45)

where � projects on the TS tangent space. It willthen be needed to control

that the di�erences (Ô � O (K err)) are sm all,this willbe proved later on,see

subsection 3.4.

Thereforein ourbootstrap assum ptionswewriteeach connection coe�cientas

O = Ô + �O

and we m ake bootstrap assum ptionson the norm softhe �O parts,we denote

globally as�O ,whilefortheK errpartoftheconnection coe�cientswecontrol
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their sup norm s. These (assum ed) norm estim ates controlthe sm allness and

thedecay along theoutgoing orincom ing conesofthesecorrections.Thedecay

isexpressed in term sofa \radialvariable" denoted by r which isde�ned,ata

genericpointp 2 V�,as

r= r(u;u)=
1

p
4�

jS(u;u)j
1

2 : (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 Pretorius,[Is-Pr],in the K errspacetim e

and also with respectto the quantity u � u ofthe perturbed K errspacetim e.

Allthe decay willbe expressed in thisvariable and in the jujvariable and we

show,in subsection 3.4.3,that allthe various radialcoordinatesappearing in

the K errspacetim e and in the perturbed K errspacetim e stay near to r(u;u),

(ofcourse in thisexternalregion).Therefore hereafterwith r we alwaysm ean

the quantity de�ned in 2.46,a wellde�ned function ofu and u.

Finally wehaveto specify which arethenorm sweareusing forthe connection

coe�cients.They are,asin [K l-Ni1],orsup norm s,j� j1 ,or(p;S)-norm s,j� jp;S,

with p 2 [2;4],where

jfjp;S =

�Z

S

jfjpd�S

� 1

p

: (2.47)

Iff denotesagenericconnection coe�cientthepointwisenorm oftheintegrand

ism adewith therestriction ofthe m etricon S,ab.Even ifweareconsidering

thenorm oftheK errpartweusethe m etricassociated totheperturbed m etric

g,equation 2.33,which doesnotchange,apartfrom a constant,the estim ates

for the K err part. In fact from the bootstrap assum ptions it follows,as we

willshow in detail,that the m etric ab stays near to 
(K err)

ab
,see step IV of

subsection 3.2.

2.2.2 D ecay ofK err connection coe� cients

W e start recalling the general de�nitions of the connection coe�cients, see

[K l-Ni1]Chapter3,form oredetails,

�a =
1

2
g(D e4e4;ea) ; �

a
=
1

2
g(D e3e3;ea)

�a = �
1

2
g(D e3ea;e4); �a

= �
1

2
g(D e4ea;e3) (2.48)

! = �
1

4
g(D e4e3;e4) ; ! = �

1

4
g(D e3e4;e3)

�a =
1

2
g(D ea e4;e3): (2.49)

ThedecayoftheK errpartoftheconnection coe�cients,thoseforthetangential

derivativesfollowsin the standard way theirweightgetting an extra r foreach
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tangentialderivative,isthe following one:

tr�(K err) =
O (1)

r
+
O (M )

r2
+
O (M 2)

r3
+ ::::

tr�(K err) =
O (1)

r
+
O (M )

r2
+
O (M 2)

r3
+ ::::

jrtr�(K err)j� � ; jrtr�(K err)j� � (2.50)

jr2!(K err)j� �M ; jr2j!(K err)j� �M (2.51)

jr3�̂(K err)j� �aM � �M
2 ; jr3�̂

(K err)
j� �aM � �M

2

jr4r=tr�(K err)j� �aM � �M
2 ; jr4r=tr�(K err)j� �aM � �M

2 (2.52)

jr3�(K err)j� �aM � �M
2

jr4r=!(K err)j� �aM � �M
2
; jr4r=!(K err)j� �aM � �M

2

where� > 1 isa de�nite adim ensionalconstant.

O bserve that the norm estim atesin 2.50 referto those connection coe�cients

which are di�erent from zero in M inkowski,the norm sestim ates in 2.51 refer

to those connection coe�cientswhich are di�erentfrom zero in Schwarzschild,

butzero in M inkowskiand thenorm estim atesin 2.52 referto thoseconnection

coe�cientsorderivativesofconnection coe�cientswhich aredi�erentfrom zero

in K err,butzero in Schwarzschild and in M inkowski.

These\K errdecays" can beeasily obtained by dim ensionalargum entsrecalling

thatthe K errm etric,written in the Boyer-Lindquistcoordinates,in the lim it

M ! 0,a kept�xed and di�erentfrom zero,reducesto the M inkowskim etric

written in the\oblatecoordinates"and asweknow thatin M inkowskispacetim e

allconnection coe�cients,with theexception oftr� and tr�,arezero,itfollows

thatperform ing an 1

r
expansion oftheconnection coe�cientswhich arezero in

M inkowski,allthe coe�cientsofthe term sin 1

rk
which depend only on a and

noton M m ustbe identically zero.

The dim ensionalargum entgoesasfollowing:we assum e the m etric written in

\cartesian" coordinates,nam ely coordinates with the dim ension ofa length:

L1.Then asthem etrictensorhasdim ension L2 itscom ponentsg�� hasdim en-

sion L0. Proceeding in the sam e way itfollowsthatthe connection coe�cient

com ponentshavedim ension L� 1 and the sam ehappensfortheirnorm s.

Thereforeas,forinstance,[�]= L� 1 itfollowsthatin K erritm ustbe

�̂
(K err) =

O (aM )

r3
:

M oreoverasin K errspacetim ea = J=M and weconsiderthosespacetim eswhere

J � M 2,itfollowsthata � M and the K errcoe�cientsatisfy the condition

jr3�̂(K err)j� �M
2
:
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Theboundsfor!(K err) and !(K err) and fortr�(K err) and tr�(K err) aredi�erent

as they reect the fact that !(K err), !(K err) are di�erent from zero also in

Schwarzschild and tr�(K err);tr�(K err) even in M inkowski.

2.3 T he �O connection coe� cient norm s

Theassum ptions

�O � �0 (2.53)

sum m arizes the conditions on the connection coe�cients and their tangential

derivatives,r=
l
,with 0 � l� 4,23

jr2+ ljuj2+ �r=
l
�tr�j� �0 ; jr1+ ljuj3+ �r=

l
�tr�j� �0

jr2+ ljuj2+ �r=
l
��̂j� �0 ; jr1+ ljuj3+ �r=

l
��̂j� �0

jr2+ ljuj2+ �r=
l
��j� �0 (2.54)

jr2+ ljuj2+ �r=
l
�!j� �0 ; jr1+ ljuj3+ �r=

l
�!j� �0 :

R em ark: The choice ofthe � coe� cientis connected to the decay ofthe Rie-

m ann 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-

lows.The factorjuj� could also describe,sym bolically,a log factor,forinstance

jr2juj2+ ��tr�j� �0 could m ean

j�tr�j� c�0
1

(logjuj=M )�r2juj2
:

This lastde� nition is in agreem entwith the statem entwe do later thatallthe

constants denoted generically with,c;c0;c00;c000;~c;::::are adim ensional. In the

generalcase juj� has to be replaced by (juj=R 0)
�.

In conclusion the second ofthe \bootstrap assum ptions" we are stating isthe

following one:

(II) : In V� the connection coe� cient norm s satisfy the follow ing

bounds: �O � �0 .

2.4 the �R nullR iem ann com ponent norm s:

W e startrecalling the generalde�nitions,[K l-Ni1]Chapter3,ofthe nullcom -

ponentsofthe Riem ann tensorwith respectto the adapted nullfram e,where

23The bounds foe � and � follow from these ones in the adapted fram e, see for details

[K l-N i1]Chapter 3.
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W isa genericW eyltensorand X ;Y areS-tangentvector�elds,

�(W )(X ;Y )= W (X ;e4;Y;e4) ; �(W )(X )=
1

2
W (X ;e4;e3;e4)

�(W )=
1

4
W (e3;e4;e3;e4) ; �(W )=

1

4

?
W (e3;e4;e3;e4) (2.55)

�(W )(X )=
1

2
W (X ;e3;e3;e4) ; �(W )(X ;Y )= W (X ;e3;Y;e3):

Asdone fortheconnection coe�cients,to proveourresultwem ust\subtract"

the K errpartofthe Riem ann tensor.Thisim pliesthatwriting allthe various

com ponentsofthe Riem ann tensoras

R = R
(K err)+ �R

we haveto m ake the bootstrap assum ptionson the norm srelativeto the \cor-

rection part",we denote the set ofthese norm s �R . The norm s we choose

bounded in the \bootstrap assum ptions" are the sup norm softhe variousnull

com ponentsof�R and theirtangentialderivatives.24 TheBootstrap assum ption

can then be written in a com pactway as

�R � �0 : (2.56)

which written in detailare,with l� q� 1:

sup
V�

r
5+ ljuj

�

2 jr=
l
�(�R)j� �0 ; sup

V�

r
4+ ljuj1+

�

2 jr=
l
�(�R)j� �0

sup
V�

r
3+ ljuj2+

�

2 jr=
l
(�(�R)� �(�R))j� �0 ; supr3+ ljuj2+

�

2 jr=
l
(�(�R)� �(�R))j� �0

sup
V�

r
2+ ljuj3+

�

2 jr=
l
�(�R)j� �0 ; sup

V�

r
1+ ljuj4+

�

2 jr=
l
�(�R)j� �0 : (2.57)

Finally wehaveto add a bootstrap assum ption forfor�(�R),

sup
V�

jr3juj2+
�

2 �(�R)j� �0 ; (2.58)

where� denotesthe averageoverthe S surface.

R em arks:

i)Theexponent �

2
appearing herein thedecay factorshasto beassum ed equal

to � to com plete the proofofthe m ain theorem ,Theorem 3.1 .

ii)Theestim atefor�(�R),thesam eargum entholdsfortheothercom ponents,

is not yet the estim ate for �(R) as we have to add �(R (K err)),the sam e,of

course,forallthe rem aining com ponents.In factallthe Riem ann com ponents

contain also a K errpart,even the com ponentsdi�erentfrom � and �. Thisis

dueto thefactthatwearenotusing theprincipalnulldirection fram e,see[Ch]

24O nce we controlthe tangentialderivatives,via the Bianchiequations we controlalso the

derivatives along e3 and e4,see [K l-N i1]forthe m ore delicate controlofD e4 � and D e3 �.
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and lateron foritsprecisede�nition.Theirpreciseestim atesaregiven lateron

in subsection 3.3.6.

In conclusion the third ofthe \bootstrap assum ptions" we are stating is the

following one:

(III) : In V� the norm 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 T he results

3.1 T he m ain theorem

T heorem 3.1. Ifthe bootstrap assum ptions,2.53,2.56 hold with � = �

2
,the

previoussm allness constantssatisfy

�20

R 3
0

< "< �0 ;
M

R 0

< < 1 ; (3.59)

and the sm allness ofthe initialdata is controlled by a function J explicitely

de� ned in subsection3.6,equation 3.408,

J (�0;R 0;�
(3)g;�k)� " ; (3.60)

then in the V� region the following boundsare satis� ed:

�O �
�0

2
; �R �

�0

2
(3.61)

sup
V�

jr3juj2+
�

2 �(�R)j�
�0

2
: (3.62)

Ifwe prove this resultthen we have basically proved the globalexistence and

the peeling propertiesin the externalregion de�ned by the condition

juj� R 0 ;

seealso subsection 3.7.

3.2 T he structure ofthe proofofT heorem 3.1

TheproofoftheM ain Theorem 3.1 islong and isdivided in m any stepswelist

in the folowing,

0 step:D im ensionaldiscussion

I step:T he de� nition ofthe ~Q norm s

W e denote ~Q the Q norm s associated to ~R = L̂T0R,their explicit expression

willbe given in the sequel.
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II step:the estim ate of�(~R)

The�rsttheorem to provesaysthatunderthebootstrap assum ptions2.53,2.56

and initialdata such thaton �0:

~Q � 0
� "

2 ; sup
� 0=B R 0

jr6+ �(~R)j� c"

then

~Q � c"
2 +

M

R 0

�
2
0 ; sup

V�

jr3juj3+
�

2 �(~R)j�
�0

2
: (3.63)

III step:

In thisstep,proceeding basically asin [Ni2],oneprovesthatfrom theresultsin

the�rsttwo stepsallthenorm s�R arebounded by �0
2
.Thisproofisvery long

and ism adeby m any consecutivelem m as;itrequiresalso thecontrol,based on

the �O bootstrap assum ptions,ofthe (com ponentsofthe)deform ation tensor
(T0)�.

IV step:

Thisstep com pletestheproofofTheorem 3.1 showing thatundertheresultsof

the previousstepswehave

�O �
�0

2
: (3.64)

Thislaststep isdonein threepartsto do in a preciseorder,nam ely:

a)Firstusing the bootstrap assum ptionsforthe �O norm s,�O � �0,we prove

that, under the initial data assum ptions, the m etric com ponent corrections

norm ssatisfy,

�O(0) � c�0: (3.65)

b)Usingthisresultplustheinitialdataassum ptionsand thebootstrap assum p-

tions,weobtain thatthe connection coe�cientnorm ssatisfy

�O �
�0

2
: (3.66)

c)Finallyweprovethatunderthisresultalsothem etriccom ponentscorrections

havebetterestim ates,nam ely

�O(0) �
�0

2
: (3.67)

Thislastresultwillbe needed with allthe otheronesto perform step VI.

V step: In this step we collectallthe initialdata conditions required in the

previous steps and show how they can be satis�ed im posing a globaldecay

condition forthe initialdata and the sm allnesscondition 3.60 .

V I step: In thisstep we show how,by a basically localexistence theorem ,in

view ofthepreviousresultswecan extend theregion V� showing thatithasto

coincidewith the wholespacetim e.
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3.3 Proofofthe various steps

3.3.1 0 step: D im ensionaldiscussion:

"and �0 havedim ension L
3,alltheconstantsc’sareadim ensional,�;� arealso

adim ensional.Thecorrection to thevariouspowerdecay areconsidered asadi-

m ensional(seetherem arkin subsection 2.3).W ecallaconstant\independent"

ifitdoesnotdepend on a;M ;�0;".

3.3.2 I step: T he de� nition ofthe ~Q norm s.

Thesenorm s,wedenote ~Q ,aretheanalogousoftheQ term sde�ned in [K l-Ni1],

Chapter3,

eQ (u;u)= eQ 1(u;u)+ eQ 2(u;u)+

q� 1X

i= 2

eQ (q)(u;u)

eQ (u;u)= eQ
1
(u;u)+ eQ

2
(u;u)+

q� 1X

i= 2

eQ
(q)
(u;u); (3.68)

where,with S(u;u)� V�,wedenote

V (u;u)= J
(� )(S(u;u))\ V� ;

eQ 1(u;u) �

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LT
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e4)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LO
~R)(�K ;�K ;T;e4)

eQ 2(u;u) �

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LO L̂T
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e4)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂L
2

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;T;e4) (3.69)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LS L̂T
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e4)

eQ (q)(u;u) �

q� 1X

i= 2

( Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LT L̂
i

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e4)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂L
i+ 1

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;T;e4) (3.70)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LS L̂T L̂
i� 1

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e4)

)
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eQ
1
(u;u) �

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LT
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e3)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LO
~R)(�K ;�K ;T;e3) ;

eQ
2
(u;u) �

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LO L̂T
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e3)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂L
2

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;T;e3) (3.71)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LS L̂T
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e3)

eQ
(q)
(u;u) �

q� 1X

i= 2

( Z

C (�)\V (�;�)

juj5+ Q (̂LT L̂
i

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e3)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂L
i+ 1

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;T0;e3) (3.72)

+

Z

C (u)\V (u;u)

juj5+ Q (̂LS L̂T0 L̂
i� 1

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;e3)

)

:

and

eQ 1(�0) �

Z

� 0\V�

juj5+ Q (̂LT
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;T)

+

Z

� 0\V�

juj5+ Q (̂LO
~R)(�K ;�K ;T;T) (3.73)

eQ 2(�0) �

Z

� 0\V�

juj5+ Q (̂LO L̂T
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;T)

+

Z

� 0\V�

juj5+ Q (̂L
2

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;T;T)

+

Z

� 0\V�

juj5+ Q (̂LS L̂T
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;T) : (3.74)

q� 1X

i= 2

eQ (q)(�0) �

q� 1X

i= 2

�Z

� 0\V�

juj5+ Q (̂LT L̂
i

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;T)

+

Z

� 0\V�

j�j5+ Q (̂L
i+ 1

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;T;T) (3.75)

+

Z

� 0\V�

j�j5+ Q (̂LS L̂T L̂
i� 1

O
~R)(�K ;�K ;�K ;T)

�

W e also introducethe following quantity:

eQ V� � sup
fu;ujS(u;u)� V�g

feQ (u;u)+ eQ (u;u)g : (3.76)
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The initialconditionshaveto be be chosen in such a way thatthe eQ ;eQ norm s

arebounded on �0,

eQ 1(�0)+ eQ 2(�0)+

q� 1X

i= 2

eQ (q)(�0)� "
2
: (3.77)

Letusdiscussthem ain di�erencesbetween thesenorm sand the sim ilarnorm s

de�ned in [K l-Ni1],Chapter3:

i) First ofallin these ~Q norm s a term associated to �(~R) is not present,

di�erently from the de�nitionsin [K l-Ni1].

ii)Thesecond fundam entaldi�erenceisthatweareconsideringthesenorm s

not associated to the Riem ann tensor R,but to the W eyltensor ~R = L̂T0R

which can beinterpreted asthe\tim ederivative"ofR;thisisoneofthesteps,as

discussed in theintroduction,required toseparatetheK errpartoftheRiem ann

tensorfrom the wholeRiem ann tensor.

iii)The third di�erence isthatthe weightsofthese ~Q norm shave an extra

decay factor,juj5+ ,with  > 0. This factor has the e�ect,in a com plicated

way shown in thefollowing lem m as,ofgiving a betterdecay forthevariousnull

com ponentsofL̂T0R . This better decay is required for two reasons,the �rst

oneisto guaranteethatthedecay ofRiem ann tensorbein agreem entwith the

\peelingdecay",thisrequirestheexponent5+ ,and thesecond onethatithas

to allow to recoverthe decay ofthe Riem ann tensorby \tim e integration".25

Thecentralpointin thede�nition ofthese ~Q norm sisthatthe exponent5+ 

ischosen in such a way that,onceweprovethatthesenorm sarebounded in V�,

which dependsonly on theassum ption thatM =R 0 besu�ciently sm all,then the

nullcom ponentsofL̂T0R,�;�;:::decay with an exponent5+
�

2
;4+ �

2
;3+ �

2
;::::

depending on the nullcom ponentsweareconsidering where

� =  : (3.78)

Let us also observe that assigned a value for  in the ~Q norm s ifthe ~Q j� 0

norm sarebounded then theRiem ann com ponentson �0 haveto decay with an

�̂ >  which im pliesthatthecorrection ofthem etriccom ponentshaveto decay

on �0 toward spacelikein�nity asO (r
� (3+ �̂

2
)).

O n theothersidestarting from the ~Q norm with a weightjuj5+  itfollowsthat

the sup norm estim ates for the Riem ann com ponents have the sam e factor 

im plying thatthere isa lossofdecay going from the initialdata decay to the

decay oftheRiem ann com ponentsin thewholeV� and ,therefore,on thewhole

spacetim e. Finally the connection coe�cients satisfy the structure equations

which depend on the Riem ann tensor so that the exponent factor � m ust be

equalto=2,seelateron,and � m ustcoincidewith theexponent�=2introduced

in lem m as3.2,3.3,3.7.In conclusion in the bootstrap assum ptionsforthe �O

norm swe choose = 2� = � 2 (0;̂�).

25To perform the\tim eintegration" theexponentcould belessthe5+  ifwedo notrequire

the peeling decay.
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iv)Thelastim portantobservation isthatin thede�nition of ~R = L̂T0R the

vector�eld T0 is

T0 =



2
(e3 + e4)�

X (K err)+ X

2
: (3.79)

T0 is a \nearly" K illing vector �eld ifthe corrections to the K err m etric are

sm alland equalto @

@t
in K errspacetim e.Viceversa in the ~Q norm sde�nition

T =



2
(e3 + e4) (3.80)

isoneofthevector�eldssaturatingtheBel-Robinson tensorand alsoappearing

in the various Lie derivatives of ~R. The reason for the use ofboth T and T0

is that to go back from ~R to the \tim e derivatives" ofthe com ponents ofR

controlling both thenorm sm allnessand the"peeling decay" weneed T0 which

is nearly a K illing vector �eld. Viceversa to obtain from the controlofthe
~Q norm s the controlofthe nullcom ponents norm s of ~R it is crucial,to have

theirintegrandsm ade by positive term swhich requiresto use the vector�eld

T = 


2
(e3 + e4).

3.3.3 II step: the estim ate of�(~R)and of ~Q in V�.

W e provethe following theorem

T heorem 3.2.Assum ein V� thebootstrap assum ptions2.53,2.56,assum ethat

on �0 the initialdata are such that

sup
� 0=B R 0

jr6+
�

2 �(~R)j� "; ~Q � 0
� "

2 (3.81)

then in V� the following estim ateshold,

sup
V�

jr3juj3+
�

2 �(~R)j� c
1

2

1

�

"+

�
M

R 0

�1

2

�0

�

; ~Q � c1

�

"
2 +

M

R 0

�
2
0

�

(3.82)

where c isan adim ensionalconstantindependentfrom M .

P roof: The prooffollowsthe linesofthe analogousproofin [Ni2],therefore it

usesa bootstrap inside the region V�. The rationale foritisthe following: to

provetheestim atefor�(~R)weneed to controltheothernullcom ponentsof ~R.

Thesearecontrolled in term softhe ~Q norm swhich attheirturn require,to be

controlled,an estim ate for�(~R).26

26The bootstrap we use here is di�erent from the bootstrap we need to extend the region

V�,in factthe m ain bootstrap assum ptionsreferto the nullcom ponentsof�R = R � R(K err)

and notto those of ~R = L̂ T0
R .
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Let V� = J(� )(S(u(R 0);u�)),let us de�ne
~V � V� = J(� )(S(u(R 0);~u)) and

~u � u� the largestvalue ofthe a�ne variable u such that in ~V the following

estim ateshold:27

sup
~V

jr3juj3+
�

2 �(~R)j� c
1

2

1

�

"+

�
M

R 0

�1

2

�0

�

; ~Q � c1

�

"
2 +

M

R 0

�
2
0

�

(3.83)

with c1 > 1. W riting the transportequation for r3�(~R) we obtain,28 (allthe

Riem ann nullcom ponentsreferto ~R = L̂T0R),

d

d�
(r3�)=

r3

jS(�;�)j

Z

S(�;�)

1

2
(
tr� � 
tr�)(� � �)

+
r3

jS(�;�)j

Z

S(�;�)




�

� div= � � 2� � � �
1

2
�̂ � � + � � �

�

=
1

jS(�;�)j

Z

S(�;�)

"
(
tr� � 
tr�)

2
r
3(� � �)+ 
r3

�

div= 
� � � 2� � � �
1

2
�̂ � � + � � �

�#

Therefore

d

d�
(r3�)=

1

jS(�;�)j

Z

S(�;�)

G

where

G �

"
(
tr� � 
tr�)

2
r
3(� � �)+ 
r3

�

div= 
� � � 2� � � �
1

2
�̂ � � + � � �

�#

(3.84)

Integrating along the incom ing coneswe obtain

jr3�j(u;u)� jr3�j(u0;u)+

Z u

u0

jr3G j(u0;u) (3.85)

Using the sup norm s estim ates for the connection coe�cients,easily derived

from 2.50,2.51,2.52 and the bootstrap assum ptions 2.53,we have,recalling

thatin the externalregion juj� r,

jr3G j� c

�
M 2

r2juj
jr3(� � �)j+

M 2

r2juj
jr2juj�j+

M 2

r2juj
jrjuj2�jp;S

�

(3.86)

� c

�
M 2

r2juj4+
�

2

jr3juj3+
�

2 (� � �)j+
M 2

r2juj4+
�

2

jr2juj4+
�

2 �j+
M 2

r2juj4+
�

2

jrjuj5+
�

2 �j

�

wherethenorm softhe ~R nullRiem ann com ponentsin 3.86 can allbebounded

by the ~Q
1

2 quantity,29 which, at its turn, is bounded by c
1

2

1

�

"+

�
M

R 0

�1

2

�0

�

.

27u(R 0)isthe value ofuj� 0
= r� associated to r = R 0.

28The derivation ofthisequation isin [K l-N i1],Chapter 5.
29R ecallthat as we said in the previous step the exponent jjand the initialdata have

been chosen exactly in the way to have these ~R nullR iem ann com ponents bounded by ~Q
1

2

quantities.
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Thereforewehave

jr3juj3+
�

2 �j(u;u)�

�

jr6+
�

2 �j(u0;u)+ c
M 2

R 2
0

~Q
1

2

�

�

 

"+ c
M 2

R 2
0

c
1

2

1

 

"+

�
M

R 0

� 1

2

�0

! !

� c

�

1+
M 2

R 2
0

c
1

2

1

�

"+ cc
1

2

1

�
M

R 0

� 5

2

�0 < c
1

2

1

�

"+

�
M

R 0

�1

2

�0

�

(3.87)

provided " and M =R 0 havebeen chosen su�ciently sm alland c 1 > c2,so that

�

1+ c
M 2

R 2
0

c
1

2

1

�

< c
1

2

1 ;c

�
M

R 0

�2

< 1 : (3.88)

T he control of the ~Q norm s in V� . W e are left to prove that in ~V the

second condition of3.83

~Q � c1

�

"
2 +

M

R 0

�
2
0

�

;

can be im proved. This requiresthe estim ate ofthe error ~E = ~Q � ~Q � 0
. The

estim ateoftheerrorproceedsbasicallyasin [K l-Ni1],them ain di�erencesbeing

thatweareconsidering ~R instead ofR and thatin thede�nition ofthe ~Q norm s

thereareextra weightfactors.Letusexam ine som eterm s.

Letthe ~Q term sbe the analogousofthe Q term sde�ned in [K l-Ni1],Chapter

3,with the extra decay factor,juj5+ .

LetV � ~V and consideroneoftheterm sin
R

V(u ;u )
jD iv~Q (̂LO

~R)��(K
�K T �)j

nam ely the �rstterm of
Z

V(u ;u )

�
4
+ juj

5+ 
D (O ;~R)444 =

1

2

Z

V(u ;u )

�
4
+ juj

5+ 
�(̂LO

~R)� �(O ;~R)

�

Z

V(u ;u )

�
4
+ juj

5+ 
�(̂LO

~R)� �(O ;~R ) (3.89)

W e have
�
�
�
�

Z

V(u ;u )

�
4
+ juj

5+ 
�(̂LO

~R)� �(O ;~R)

�
�
�
�

�

 

sup
V

Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ j�(̂LO

~R)j2

! 1

2 Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ j�(O ; ~R)j2

! 1

2

� ceQ
1

2

V

Z u

u0

du
0

3X

i= 0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ j� (i)(O ;~R )j2

! 1

2

(3.90)

Thepartwith i= 0describesaterm which isnotpresentin theerrorestim atein

[K l-Ni1],thereason being thatin thatcasetheRiem ann tensorR ���� satis�ed

the Bianchiequation D �R ���� = 0,while here

D
�LT0R ���� 6= 0 :
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W etreatthisterm separately lateron.Letusconsidernow thepartwith i= 1,

j~Ej� ceQ
1

2

V

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ j� (1)(O ;~R)j2

! 1

2

� ceQ
1

2

V

8
<

:

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ j(O )�j2jr=�(~R )j2

! 1

2

+ � � � �

9
=

;

� ceQ
1

2

V

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ j(O )�j2jr=�(~R )j2

! 1

2

+ � � �

� ceQ
1

2

V

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
02juj5+ j(O )�j2j�(̂LO

~R)j2

! 1

2

� ceQ V

Z u

u0

du
0sup

V

1

r
j(O )�j� ceQ V

Z u

u0

du
0sup

V

1

r2juj
jrjuj(O )�j

� ceQ V

1

R
2�
0

�Z u

u0

du
0 1

ju0j1+

�

sup
V

jrjuj(O )�j

O bservethat(by dim ensionalreasons)in K errwe have 30

jr2(O )�(K err)j� O (aM )� O (M 2);

and the bootstrap assum ptionsim ply analogousestim atesin ~V ,

jrjuj(O )�j� O (aM )� O (M 2): (3.91)

Substituting in the previousexpression wehave

j~Ej� ceQ V

1

R 2
0

M
2 � c

M 2

R 2
0

eQ V : (3.92)

Assum ing fora m om entthatthisisthe only errorcontribution itwould follow

that,if

M 2

R 2
0

< < 1 (3.93)

then

eQ V �
c

1� cM
2

R 2
0

eQ � 0
� ceQ � 0

� c"
2
: (3.94)

30There are no term s proportional to
O (M )

r
as the Schwarzschild spacetim e is spherical

sym m etric.
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W e look now at the term with i= 0,absent in [K l-Ni1],that is to the error

contribution proportionalto

eQ
1

2

V

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ j� (0)(O ;~R )j2

! 1

2

: (3.95)

Thisterm arisesfrom the �rstterm of

D
� (̂LO

~R)�� = D
� (̂LO L̂T0R)�� = L̂O D

� (̂LT0R)��+

3X

i= 1

J
i(O ;~R)�� :(3.96)

As,see [K l-Ni1],Chapter6,eqs.(6.1.6)

L̂O D
� (̂LT0R)= L̂O J(T0;R)= L̂O (J

1(T0;R)+ J
2(T0;R)+ J

3(T0;R)) (3.97)

the term we haveto estim ate is

eQ
1

2

V

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+  ĵLO J(T0;R)j

2

! 1

2

: (3.98)

Thisterm hasto be estim ated in a di�erentway from the previousonesasit

cannotbe bounded in term softhe ~Q ,in factitdependson R instead than on
~R.Itiseasy torecognizethatalltheterm sin which wecan decom poseJ(T0;R)

can be estim ated in the sam e way,apart from J0,therefore we consider only

J1(T0;R)and again allthevariousterm swhich com poseitcan beestim ated in

the sam eway,see[K l-Ni1]pages245-247.They allhavethe structure

(T0)�D R + (T0)�
R

r
(3.99)

and recalling that T0 is nearly K illing it follows that the norm ofthe generic

term ofL̂O J
1(T0;R)can be estim ated in the following way,neglecting forthe

m om entwhich norm weareconsidering and,forsim plicity considering allthese

norm sbeing sup norm s.Therefore,with � > 0,

ĵLO J
1(T0;R)j� j(T0)�jjD Rj�

�0

r2juj2+ �

M

r4
� c

�0

r5juj2+ �+ �

M

R
1� �
0

; (3.100)

rem em bering thatL̂0 doesnotim provethedecay.Substituting thisestim atein
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3.98 weobtain

eQ
1

2

V

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ ĵLO J(T0;R)j

2

! 1

2

� ceQ
1

2

V
�0

M

R
1� �
0

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ 

1

r10+ 2�juj4+ 2�+ 2�

! 1

2

� ceQ
1

2

V
�0

M

R
1� �
0

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z 1

juj0
drr

6ju0j5+ 
1

r10+ 2�ju0j4+ 2�+ 2�

! 1

2

� ceQ
1

2

V
�0

M

R
1� �
0

Z u

u0

du
0ju0j

1

2
+



2
� �

 Z 1

juj0
dr

1

r4+ 2�

! 1

2

(3.101)

Letuschoosenow  and � such that31

� �


2
(3.102)

then the lastintegralcan be estim ated in the following way:

eQ
1

2

V

Z u

u0

du
0

 Z

C (u0;[u
0
;u])

u
04juj5+ ĵLO J(T0;R)j

2

! 1

2

� ceQ
1

2

V
�0

M

R
1� �
0

Z u

u0

du
0ju0j

1

2

1

ju0j
3

2
+ �

� ceQ
1

2

V
�0
M

R 0

� c

�

eQ V

M

R 0

+ �
2
0

M

R 0

�

: (3.103)

Ifthiswerethe only errorterm wewould write

j~Ej� c

�

eQ V

M

R 0

+ �
2
0

M

R 0

�

(3.104)

and

eQ V � eQ � 0
+ c

M

R 0

eQ V + c
M

R 0

�
2
0 (3.105)

im plying

eQ V �
1

1� cM
R 0

eQ � 0
+

c
�

1� cM
R 0

�
M

R 0

�
2
0 <

c1

2

�

"
2 +

M

R 0

�
2
0

�

(3.106)

choosing c1 appropriately.To com plete the proofwe considersom e otherrele-

vantterm softhe error.M orespeci�cally weestim ate the partofthe error:
Z

V(u ;u )

jD iv~Q (̂LT
~R)��(K

�
K


K

�)j:

31To com plete the bootstrap procedure we have to require the equalsign,see subsubsection

3.4.2 .
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Letusconsideroneoftheterm associated to
R

V(u ;u )
jD iv~Q (̂LT

~R)��(K
�K K �)j

nam ely the �rstterm of

Z

V(u ;u )

�
6
+ juj

5+ 
D (T;~R)444 =

1
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~R)� �(T;~R)

�

Z

V(u ;u )

�
6
+ juj
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�(̂LT

~R)� �(T;~R) (3.107)

Looking atthe �rstterm in the r.h.s.wehave

�
�
�
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+ juj
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�(̂LT

~R)� �(T;~R)
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�
�
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� ceQ
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3X

i= 1

 Z
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;u])

u
06juj5+ j� (i)(T;~R)j2

! 1

2

: (3.108)

Letusconsiderthe term with i= 1,

j~Ej� ceQ
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� ceQ
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� ceQ V

Z u
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(T )
�j� ceQ V

Z u
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0 1

ju0j3
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sup
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jr2juj(T )�j� ceQ V

supV jr2juj(T )�j

R 2
0

Recalling that (T )� isnotzero in K errspacetim e,but,see Lem m a 6.3,satis�es

the inequality

sup
V

jr3(T )�j� O (M 2);

wehavethe following \dim ensionalestim ate" in V�

sup
V

jr2juj(T )�j� O (M 2);
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which substituted in the previousexpression gives

j~Ej� c
M 2

R 2
0

eQ V (3.109)

which again willrequire,to proveTheorem 3.2,that

c
M 2

R 2
0

< 1 :

Letuslook now to som eotherterm softheerrorinvolving theestim ateof�(~R)

which haveto be treated di�erently.W e look again atthe errorterm
Z

V(u ;u )

�
6
+ juj

5+
�(̂LT

~R)� �(T;~R)

and from �(T; ~R)wepick theterm tr� (T )j�(~R),thereforetheterm wearegoing

to estim ate is
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ju0j
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0

~Q V + c"
2 (3.110)

in agreem entwith the resultwewantto obtain if

c
M 6

R 6
0

< 1 : (3.111)

R em ark: An im portant rem ark is needed here: the estim ates discussed here

for som e ofthe error term s we have to controlto prove the boundedness ofthe
~Q norm s,are far from giving a com plete proofofthe result;in factthe error

term is m ade by a very large num ber ofintegrals,ofthe order ofone hundred,

and their com plete estim ateswould take a large num berofpages. On the other

side these estim ates have been done in a very com plete way for the Q norm s

in [Kl-Ni1], Chapter 6, and what we want to show here is that, apart som e

di� erencesexplicitely exam inated,theway ofcontrollingthepresenterrorterm s

follows exactly the sam e pattern and therefore itsproofisjusta consequence of

the proofgiven there.
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3.3.4 III step: the controlofthe �R norm s

In thepreviousstep wehaveproved thatin V� the following estim ateshold

sup
V�

jr3juj3+
�

2 �(~R)j� c
1

2

1

�

"+

�
M

R 0

�1

2

�0

�

; ~Q � c1

�

"
2 +

M

R 0

�
2
0

�

: (3.112)

In thisthird step using theestim atesproved in Theorem 3.2 weproveestim ates

2.56 forallthe nullcom ponentsofthe correction to the Riem ann tensor�R =

R � R (K err).

T heorem 3.3. Assum e thatin V� the estim ates 2.53 and 2.56 hold,then,in

V�,we have:

�R �
�0

2
: (3.113)

P roof: The proofgoes basically as in [Ni2]. W e repeat here the m ain steps

to show in detailhow thatthe variousnorm sare bounded. Letuspresentthe

variouslem m aswhich provethe theorem .

R em ark: In the following lem m as 3.1,...,3.8 we prove the estim ates for the

sup norm s ofthe nullcom ponents of�R. To com plete the bootstrap we need

analogous estim ates for their derivatives up to l= q� 1. Again, apart from

notationalcom plications,them oredelicate partisthecontrolofthenon derived

com ponents.Therem ainingestim atesarejustarepetition andfollow thepattern

explicitely written in [Kl-Ni1].

Lem m a 3.1. Assum ing the estim ates2.53 and the condition

M

R 0

< < 1 (3.114)

itfollows thatthe various nullcom ponents of ~R = L̂T0R satisfy the following

inequalities with an \independent" constantc2 > c1 and � = ,

sup
K

r
7

2 juj
5

2
+ �

2 j�(̂LT0R)j� c2
�
"+

�0

N 0

�

sup
K

r
7

2 juj
5

2
+ �

2 j�(̂LT0R)j� c2
�
"+

�0

N 0

�

sup
K

r
3juj3+

�

2 j�(̂LT0R)� �(̂LT0R)j� c2
�
"+

�0

N 0

�
(3.115)

sup
K

r
3juj3+

�

2 j�(̂LT0R)� �(̂LT0R)j� c2
�
"+

�0

N 0

�

sup
K

r
2juj4+

�

2 j�(̂LT0R)j� c2
�
"+

�0

N 0

�

sup
K

rjuj5+
�

2 j�(̂LT0R)j� c2
�
"+

�0

N 0

�
:
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P roof:Underthe estim ates2.53 and the condition

M

R 0

<
1

N 2
0

< < 1

with N 0 integer,weproved in Theorem 3.2 the inequalities

~Q � c1

�

"
2 +

M

R 0

�
2
0

�

� c1

�

"
2 +

�20

N 2
0

�

� c1

�

"+
�0

N 0

�2

sup
V�

jr3juj3+
�

2 �(~R)j� c
1

2

1

�

"+

�
M

R 0

�1

2

�0

�

� c
1

2

1

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

(3.116)

From itproceeding asin Chapter5 of[K l-Ni1]the thesisfollows.

R em ark: Observe that to get from the ~Q norm s the estim ates for the null

com ponents ofthe L̂T0R tensor we have to use the Bianchiequations,this re-

quiresthe controlofthe connection coe� cientsop to fourth orderderivativesas

requiresin the bootstrap assum ptions.

Next lem m a shows that integrating along the incom ing cones in V� we can

transform thedecay in jujproved in thepreviouslem m a in a betterdecay in r.

Lem m a 3.2. From the resultsofLem m a 3.1,using the assum ptions 2.53 and

also the condition

�
M

R 0

� 1 ; (3.117)

the following estim ateshold:

sup
V�

r
5juj1+

�

2 j�(̂LT0R)j� ~c4

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

sup
V�

r
4juj2+

�

2 j�(̂LT0R)j� ~c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

sup
V�

r
3juj3+

�

2 j�(̂LT0R)� �(̂LT0R)j� c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

sup
V�

r
3juj3+

�

2 j�(̂LT0R)� �(̂LT0R)j� c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

sup
V�

r
2juj4+

�

2 �(̂LT0R)� c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

sup
V�

rjuj5+
�

2 j�(̂LT0R)j� c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

: (3.118)

with an \independent" constantc3 > c2 > c1 > c0,and ~c3;~c4 satisfying

~c3 � c(1+ c
00+ c

000+ c
0000) (3.119)
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where,asusualwith cweindicate a generic constant> 1,independentfrom the

rem aining param eterswhich can be di� erentin di� erentinequalities,c00;c000;c0000

satisfy

c
000� c�

M 2

R 2
0

�

c2 + c0
M

R 0

�

; c
0000� cc2�

M 2

R 2
0

(3.120)

~c4 � c(1+ c4) (3.121)

and

c4 � ~c3

�

1+ �
M 2

R 2
0

�

+ �c
1

2

1

M 2

R 2
0

: (3.122)

P roof:ThisLem m aisbasically Theorem 2.3of[Ni2].Asitisoneofthecentral

step ofthe wholeresultwerepeatitsproofhere.

P roofofthe second line of3.118:

From theBianchiequations,see(3.2.8)of[K l-Ni1],itfollowsthat� = �(̂LT0R)

satis�es,along the incom ing nullhypersurfaceC (�),the evolution equation

D=3� + tr�� = r=� +
�
2!� + ?r=� + 2�̂ � � + 3(�� +?��)

�
(3.123)

which can be rewritten as32

@�a

@�
+ 
tr�� a = 2
!� a + 


�
r=
a
� + ?r=

a
� + 2(̂� � �)a + 3(�� + ?

��)a
�
(3.124)

where33 allthe nullRiem ann com ponentsreferto ~R = L̂T0R.From thisequa-

tion,see Chapter4 of[K l-Ni1],weobtain the following inequality,

d

d�
jr
(2� 2

p
)
�jp;S � jj2
! � (1� 1=p)(
tr� � 
tr�)jj 1 jr

(2� 2

p
)
�jp;S (3.125)

+ k
k1

�

jr
(2� 2

p
)
r=�jp;S + 3jr

(2� 2

p
)
��jp;S + jr

(2� 2

p
)~F jp;S

�

;

where ~F (� )= 2�̂� �+ (?r=�+ 3?��).34 IntegratingalongC (�),with �1= ujC (�)\�0
,

weobtain

jr
(2� 2

p
)
�jp;S(�;�)� jr

(2� 2

p
)
�jp;S(�1)

+

Z �

�1

jj2
! � (1� 1=p)(
tr� � 
tr�)jj 1 jr
(2� 2

p
)
�jp;S(�

0
;�)

+ k
k1

 Z �

�1

jr
(2� 2

p
)
r=�jp;S + 3

Z �

�1

jr
(2� 2

p
)
��jp;S +

1

2

Z �

�1

jr
(2� 2

p
)~F jp;S

!

:

32U sing a Ferm itransported fram e,seelaterforitsde�nition and a discussion on it.O bserve

that �a = �(̂L T0
)(ea)and the sam e forthe rem aining R iem ann com ponents.

33A llthe notationsused in thispaperwithoutan explicitde�nition are those already intro-

duced in [K l-N i1].Them oving fram ecom patible with equation 3.124 istheFerm itransported

one,see the detailed discussion in [K l-N i1],Chapter 3.
34The term ?r=� + 3?�� behavesasthe term r=

a
� + 3�a� and,therefore,we willnotconsider

itexplicitely.
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In V� the previousassum ptionsim ply the following estim ates:

krj�j
!k1 � �M and krj�j
(tr� � 
tr�)k 1 � �M :

Thereforewecan apply the G ronwall’sLem m a obtaining:

jr
2� 2

p �jp;S(�;�) � c

"

jr
2� 2

p �jp;S(�1)+ k
k1

 Z �

�1

jr
2� 2

p r=�jp;S

+ 3

Z �

�1

jr
2� 2

p ��jp;S +
1

2

Z �

�1

jr
2� 2

p ~Fjp;S

! #

(3.126)

The constantc can be chosen as an \independent" constantfor the following

reason:in thisapplication oftheG ronwallLem m a theconstantchasto bound

the following exponent35

exp

�Z 1

�1

�M

�2

�

� exp
kM

R 0

thereforeunderthe assum ption ofthe lem m a wecan choosec� e.

Recallingthatfrom inequality3.65andtheexplicitexpressionof
(K err),k
k1 �

c. M ultiplying both sides by r2j�j2+
�
00

2 ,with � > �00 > 0,rem em bering that

r(�;�)< r(�1;�)and j�j< j�1j,we obtain

jr
4� 2

p j�j2+
�
00

2 �jp;S(�;�)� c

�

jr
4� 2

p j�j2+
�
00

2 �jp;S(�1) (3.127)

+

Z �

�1

jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�
00

2 r=�jp;S + 3

Z �

�1

jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�
00

2 ��jp;S +
1

2

Z �

�1

jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�
00

2 ~F jp;S

!

:

W e exam inethe integralsin 3.127 .

a)
R�
�1
jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�00

2 r=�(~R)jp;S:

This�rstintegralhasthe following estim ateweprovein the appendix:

sup
K

�
�r
4� 2

p j�j3+
�

2 r=�(~R)
�
�
p;S

� c
0

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

: (3.128)

Therefore

Z �

�1

jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�
00

2 r=�(~R)jp;S � c
0

�

"+
�0

N 0

� Z �

�1

1

j�0j1+
� ��00

2

� c
00

�

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

j�j
� ��00

2

: (3.129)

35Thisestim ate could be signi�cantly im proved.
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b)
R�
�1
jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�
00

2 ��jp;S :Recalling assum ption 2.53,� satis�es

jr2� 2=pj�j�jp;S(�;�)� �M
2
;p 2 [2;1 ]: (3.130)

Usingthepreviousestim atefor�(~R)in V� and theresultsofthepreviouslem m a

wecan concludethat

sup
V�

�
�
�r
3j�j3+

�

2 �(~R)

�
�
��

�

c2 + c0
M

R 0

��

"+
�0

N 0

�

;

itfollowsim m ediately

Z �

�1

jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�
00

2 ��jp;S � �M
2

�

c2 + c0
M

R 0

��

"+
�0

N 0

�

�

Z �

�1

1

rj�0j2+
� ��00

2

� c�
M 2

R 2
0j�j

� ��00

2

�

c2 + c0
M

R 0

��

"+
�0

N 0

�

� c�
M 2

R 2
0

�

c2 + c0
M

R 0

��

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

j�j
� ��00

2

� c
000

�

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

j�j
� ��00

2

with

c
000� c�

M 2

R 2
0

�

c2 + c0
M

R 0

�

: (3.131)

c)
R�
�1
jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�
00

2 ~F jS;p :

From the expression ~F(� )=?r=� + 3?�� + 2�̂ � � and the previousrem ark con-

cerning ?r=� + 3?��,weareleftto provethatO boosestwithdec

Z �

�1

jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�00

2 �̂�jp;S � c (3.132)

Thisiseasy,as,from the estim ates3.115 and 2.53,wehave

sup
V�

jr2j�j4+
�

2 �j� c2

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

; sup
V�

jj�jr2� 2=p�̂jp;S � �M
2

p 2 [2;1 ]: (3.133)

Therefore

Z �

�1

jr
4� 2

p j�0j2+
�
00

2 ~F jp;S � c2

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

�M
2

Z �

�1

1

j�0j3+
� ��00

2

� cc2

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

�
M 2

R 2
0

1

j�j
� ��00

2

� c
0000

�

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

j�j
� ��00

2

(3.134)

with

c
0000� cc2�

M 2

R 2
0

� cc2�
M 2

R 2
0

: (3.135)
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Collecting allthese estim atesforthe integralsin 3.127 weinferthat

jr
4� 2

p j�j2+
�00

2 �jp;S(�;�) (3.136)

� c

 

jr
4� 2

p j�j2+
�
00

2 �jp;S(�1)+ (c00+ c
000+ c

0000)

�

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

j�j
� ��00

2

!

� c(1+ c
00+ c

000+ c
0000)

�

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

j�j
� ��00

2

� ~c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

j�j
� ��00

2

and �nally

jr
4� 2

p j�j2+
�

2 �jp;S(�;�)� ~c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

(3.137)

where we used the initialdata assum ptions Q � 0
� " which im plies,assum ing

� � ,

jr
4� 2

p j�j2+
�

2 �jp;S(�1;u = j�1j)� c" :

To prove the sup estim ate in 3.118 we have to repeat for r=� the previous

estim atefor�.Thisrequiresthetransportequation forr=� alongtheC \cones"

which atitsturn requiresthecontrolofan extra derivativefor� and �.Thisis

thereason why weneed a greaterregularity in theinitialdata which translates

in the introduction ofQ norm swith m oreLie derivativesthan in [K l-Ni1].W e

do notwrite the proofhereasitgoes,with the obviouschanges,exactly asfor

the � estim ate.Thereforewehaveproved the following inequality,

sup
K

r
4juj2+

�

2 j�(̂LT R)j� ~c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

(3.138)

with

~c3 � c(1+ c
00+ c

000+ c
0000) (3.139)

where,as usualwith c we indicate a generic constant independent from the

rem aining param eters which can be di�erent in di�erent inequalities,c000;c0000

satisfy

c
000� c�

M 2

R 2
0

�

c2 + c0
M

R 0

�

; c
0000� cc2�

M 2

R 2
0

: (3.140)

P roof of the � estim ate in 3.118: W e look at the transportequation for

jr
(1� 2

p
)
�(̂LT0R)jp;S . From the evolution equation sati�ed by �,see [K l-Ni1],

Chapter3,equation (3.2.8),

@�

@�
+
1

2

tr�� = 4
!� + 


�
r= b
� +

�
� 3(̂�� + ?

�̂�)+ (� + 4�)b
 �
��

;

43



itfollowsthatweobtain the following inequality,seeChapter4 of[K l-Ni1],

d

d�
jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S � k
k1

�

4pj!j1 +
�1

2
�
1

p

�
jtr� � tr�j1

�

jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S

+ k
k1

1

r4j�j2+
�

2

kr5j�j2+
�

2 r=�k1 + pkrF k1 : (3.141)

where,recalling assum ptions 2.53,rF = 
r
�
� 3(̂�� + ?�̂�)+ (� + 4�)b
�

�
sat-

is�esthe following bound,

krF k1 � crk
j1 k�̂k1 (k�k1 + k�k1 )+ cr(k�k1 + k�k1 )k�k1

� cr

�
1

r5j�j4+
�

2

kr2j�ĵ�k1 kr
3j�j3+

�

2 (�;�)k1

+
1

r6j�j3+
�

2

�

kr2j�j�k1 + kr2j�j�k1

�

kr4j�j2+
�

2�k1

�

(3.142)

� c

��

�M
2
c
1

2

1

�

"+
�0

N 0

��
1

r4j�j4+
�

2

+ �M
2~c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

r5j�j3+
�

2

�

:

Therefore

krF k1 � c
1

r4j�j1+
�

2

��

�M
2
c
1

2

1

�
1

j�j3
+ �M

2~c3
1

rj�j2

��

"+
�0

N 0

�

and the previousinequality becom es

d

d�
jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S � k
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�

4pj!j1 +
�1

2
�
1

p

�
jtr� � tr�j1

�

jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S

+ k
k1

1

r4j�j2+
�

2

kr5j�j2+
�

2 r=�k1

+ c
1

r4j�j2+
�

2

��

�M
2
c
1

2

1

�
1

j�j2
+ �M

2~c3
1

rj�j

��

"+
�0

N 0

�

�
cM

rj�j
jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S

+
1

r4j�j2+
�

2

�

~c3

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+

��

�M
2
c
1

2

1

�
1

j�j2
+ �M

2~c3
1

rj�j

���

"+
�0

N 0

�

�
cM

j�j2
jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S +

1

r4j�j2+
�

2

�

~c3 + �c
1

2

1

M 2

R 2
0

+ ~c3�
M 2

R 2
0

��

"+
�0

N 0

�

�
cM

j�j2
jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S +

c4

r4j�j2+
�

2

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

with

c4 � ~c3

�

1+ �
M 2

R 2
0

�

+ �c
1

2

1

M 2

R 2
0

: (3.143)
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Integrating along C (�)weobtain

jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S(�;�)� c

 

jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S(�1;�)+

c4

r4j�j1+
�00

2

�

"+
�0

N 0

�!

(3.144)

wherej�1j= ju� 0\C (�)j> R 0 ,and m ultiplyingtheinequality by r
4j�j1+

�00

2 with

�00< �,weobtain

jr
(5� 2

p
)
j�j1+

�
00

2 �(̂LT R)jp;S(�;�)� c

 

jr
(5� 2

p
)
j�j1+

�
00

2 �(̂LT R)jp;S(�1;�)+ c4

�

"+
�0

N 0

�
1

j�j
� ��00

2

!

(3.145)

with c� e and as

jr
(1� 2

p
)
�jp;S(�1;�)�

c"

r4j�j1+
�

2

; (3.146)

weobtain

jr
(5� 2

p
)
j�j1+

�

2 �(̂LT0R)jp;S(�;�)� c(1+ c4)

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

� ~c4

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

:(3.147)

NextLem m aallowsustogofrom theestim atesof�(̂LT0
~R);:::::totheestim ates

for�(LT0
~R);:::::;itis(a sim pli�ed version of36)Theorem 2.4 of[Ni2]which we

repeathereto controlthesizeofthenorm sinvolved.To provethenextlem m a

we have to use som e norm estim ates on the various com ponents ofthe (T0)�

deform ation tensor based on the �O bootstrap assum ptions. M oreover in its

proofwehaveto estim atethenorm softheRiem ann tensorR = R (K err)+ �R.

To controlthese norm swe use the bootstrap assum ptionsfor�R and we need

also the controlofthe various com ponents ofthe K err part ofthe Riem ann

tensor,which wediscussin the sequel.

3.3.5 T he (T0)� deform ation tensor estim ates

As we said we need to controlthe norm s ofthe nullcom ponents ofthe (T0)�

deform ation tensor,com ponents which are identically zero in K errspacetim e.

Thecontrolofthesenorm sfollowsfrom the previousbootstrap assum ptionsin

V�,2.53. Underthese assum ptionswe prove thatthese norm sare bounded by

c�0,with �0 > ".M oreprecisely weprovethe following estim ates

jr2juj2+ � (T0)�(e3;e4)j� c�0

jr2juj2+ � (T0)�(e3;ea)j� c�0

jr2juj2+ � (T0)�(e4;ea)j� c�0 (3.148)

jr2juj2+ � (T0)�(ea;eb)j� c�0

36The reason isthatin V� the bootstrap assum ptionsare strongerthan those which can be

done \ab initio" on the whole spacetim e in [N i2],see the initialdiscussion in the introduction

there.
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wheretheexplicitexpressionsforthevariousnullcom ponentsarethefollowing

ones

(T0)�(e3;e3)=
(T0)�(e4;e4)= 0

(T0)�(e3;e4)= 4(! + !)� (g(D 3X ;e4)+ g(D 4X ;e3))

(T0)�(e3;ea)= 2
�(ea)� g(D 3X ;ea)� g(D aX ;e3) (3.149)

(T0)�(e4;ea)= � 2
�(ea)� g(D 4X ;ea)� g(D aX ;e4)

(T0)�(ea;eb)= 
(� + �)(ea;eb)�
�
g(D aX ;eb)+ g(D bX ;ea)

�

O bservethatin the K errspacetim eX (K err) = !B
@

@�
and

(g(D 3X ;e4)+ g(D 4X ;e3))
(K err)

= 0
�
g(D �X ;e�)+ g(D �X ;e�)

�(K err)
= 0

�
g(D �X ;e�)+ g(D �X ;e�)

�(K err)
= 0 (3.150)

Thereforeweexpectthatitispossibleto proveinequalities3.148 assum ing the

bootstrap assum ptions2.53. This willbe shown in detaillater one. O bserve,

m oreover,that this im plies that the following com bination ofthe connection

coe�cientsareidentically zero in K errand,therefore,in theperturbed K errwe

can assum ethey satisfy the following inequalities:

jr2juj2+ �(! + !)j� c�0 ; jr2juj2+ �(tr� + tr�)j� c�0 (3.151)

jr2juj2+ �(� + �)��j� c�0 ; jr2juj2+ �(� + �)��j� c�0 :

R em ark: The estim ates ofthe (T0)� com ponents are required to go from the

estim ates ofthe L̂T0 com ponents to those ofthe LT0 com ponents and later on

to the the estim atesofthe @T0 com ponentsand � nally ofthe �R ones.To prove

thatthey have the rightsm allness and the appropriate decay itis required that

we controlthe corrections ofthe connection coe� cients �O . Itis here thatto

close the bootstrap m echanism we need the trasportequations for the �O parts

and thisrequiresthecum bersom esubtraction oftheKerrpartfrom thetransport

equationsand the Hodge elliptic system s,we discussin subsection 3.4.

3.3.6 T he R iem ann nullcom ponents in the K err spacetim e.

The\principalnulldirections"fram efl;n;~e�;~e�gde�ned,forinstance,in Chan-

drasekarbook,[Ch],ism ade by the following vector�elds,where in the whole
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subsection r denotesthe Boyer-Lindquistradialcoordinaterb,

l=
r2 + a2

�

@

@t
+

a

�

@

@�
+

@

@r

n =
�

2�

�
r2 + a2

�

@

@t
+

a

�

@

@�
�

@

@r

�

~e� =
1
p
�

@

@�
(3.152)

~e� =
1
p
�

�

asin�
@

@t
+

1

sin�

@

@�

�

wherel;n arethe principalnulldirectionsand

� = r
2 + a

2 � 2M r

� = r
2 + a

2 cos2 �

�R 2 = (r2 + a
2)2 � �a 2 sin2 � : (3.153)

Asthe K errspacetim e isoftype D,following the Petrov classi�cation,in this

nullfram ewherethenullvector�eldsaretheprincipalnulldirections,theonly

nullRiem ann com ponentare� and � or,in theNewm an-Penrosenotations,	2
and theirexplicitexpression is

	 2 = �(R)+ i�(R)=
1

(r� icos�)3
=

1

r3
+ i

3acos�

r4
+ O

�
1

r5

�

(3.154)

so that

�(R)=
1

r3
+ O

�
1

r5

�

�(R)=
3acos�

r4
+ O

�
1

r6

�

: (3.155)

Besidethefactthatourinitialdata arenotexactly thoseoftheK errspacetim e

due to corrections�(3)g and �k,one hasto observe that the nullorthonorm al

fram eweuseisnottheoneassociated totheprincipalnulldirections.Therefore,

in the fram e proposed by Israeland Pretorius, see [Is-Pr], allthe Riem ann

com ponentsoftheK errspacetim earedi�erentfrom zero.Recallthatthefram e

adapted to the double nullfoliation ofV� is,see2.37,

e
(K err)

4
= 2
L =

r
R 2

�

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

e
(K err)

3 = 2
L =

r
R 2

�

�

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

e
(K err)

�
=
R

L

@

@�
; e� =

1

R sin�

@

@�
:
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Itsrelation with the previousoneis

e4 =

p
�

2�R

��

r
2 + a

2 +
R�r

Q

�

l+

�

r
2 + a

2 �
R�r

Q

�
2�

�
n � 2

p
�asin�~e�

�

e3 =

p
�

2�R

��

r
2 + a

2 �
R�r

Q

�

l+

�

r
2 + a

2 +
R�r

Q

�
2�

�
n � 2

p
�asin�~e�

�

e� =
Q

p
�R

~e� �
�P

2�R

�

l�
2�

�
n

�

e� =
r2 + a2

p
�R

~e� �
�

2R�
asin�

�

l+
2�

�
n

�

: (3.156)

where

Q
2 = (r2 + a

2)2 � a
2
�4 ; P

2 = a
2(� � sin�2) ; L = �P Q ; � = sin2 �� ;(3.157)

� isan integratingfactorde�ned in [Is-Pr]equation (25)and �� isin theM ! 0

lim itthe spherical� coordinateofthe M inkowskispacetim e.

Assum ing M =r� M =R 0 sm allthe previousrelationsbecom eapproxim ately

e4 =

�

l+ O

�
M 2

r2

�

n + O

�
M

r

�

~e�

�

e3 =

�

n + O

�
M 2

r2

�

l+ O

�
M

r

�

~e�

�

e� = ~e� � O

�
M

r

�

(l� 2n) (3.158)

e� = ~e� � O

�
M

r

�

(l+ 2n) :

Letusdenotewith theupperscript(P N ) theRiem ann com ponentsin the\Prin-

cipalnulldirectionsfram e",we haveeasily:

�
(K err)(ea;eb)= R(ea;e4;eb;e4)= O

�
M 2

r2

�

�
(P N )+ O

�
M 2

r2

�

�ab�
(P N )

�
(K err)(ea)= 2� 1R(ea;e4;e3;e4)= O

�
M

r

�

�
(P N )+ O

�
M

r

�

�ab�
(P N )(3.159)

which im pliesthe following estim ates

kr5�(R (K err))k1 � cM
3
; kr4�(R(K err))k1 � cM

2
: (3.160)

Theseestim atesplusthe\Bootstrap assum ptions"fortheRiem ann com ponents

48



in V� im ply
37

kr5�(R)k1 � cM
3 + ~c�0 ; kr4�(R)k1 � cM

2 + ~c
�0

R 0

(3.161)

Lem m a 3.3. Under the sam e assum ptionsas in Lem m a 3.2,using the results

proved there we have in the region V� the following inequalities:

sup
K

r
5juj1+

�

2 j�(LT0R)j� ~c6

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c
M 2

R 2
0

�0

sup
K

r
4juj2+

�

2 j�(LT0R)j� ~c5

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c
M

R 0

�0

sup
K

r
3juj3+

�

2 j�(LT0R)� �(LT0R)j� c5

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

sup
K

r
3juj3+

�

2 j�(LT0R)� �(LT0R)j� c5

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

sup
K

r
2juj4+

�

2 j�(LT0R)j� c5

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

sup
K

rjuj5+
�

2 j�(LT0R)j� c5

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

:

where,we assum ed � � �

2
,

~c5 � ~c3 + ~c ; ~c6 � (~c4 + c~c) : (3.162)

P roof:W e startrecalling the following expressions:

LT0R = L̂T0R +
1

2

(T0)[R]�
3

8
(tr(T0)�)R ; (3.163)

where

(T0)[R]��� =
(T0)�

�
�R ���+

(T0)�
�

�
R ��� +

(T0)�
�
R ���� +

(T0)�
�

�
R ��� : (3.164)

From these equationsitfollows:

�(LT0R)ab = �(̂LT0R)ab +
1

2

(T0)[R]a4b4 �
3

8
(tr(T0)�)�(R)ab

�(LT0R)a = �(̂LT0R)a +
1

2

(T0)[R]a434 �
3

8
(tr(T0)�)�(R)a (3.165)

and,observing that(T0)�44 = 0 we easily obtain

(T0)[R]a4b4 = �
1

2

(T0)�̂a4R 34b4 +
�
(T0)�̂acR c4b4 +

(T0)�̂bcR a4c4 +
3

4
(tr(T0)�)Ra4b4

�

�
1

2

(T0)�̂43R a4b4 +
(T0)�̂4c(R acb4 + R a4bc)�

1

2

(T0)�̂b4R a434 :

37It has to be pointed out that the estim ates 3.160 refer to the various com ponents ofthe

(K err) R iem ann tensor in the orthonorm alfram e associated to the K err spacetim e,what in

factwehaveto considerherearethenullR iem ann com ponentsrelativeto thenullorthonorm al

fram e associated to the perturbed K err spacetim e,see eqs. 2.31. It is easy to see,using the

bootstrap assum ptions for the m etric com ponents, that estim ates 3.160 stillholds possibly

with a di�erent ~c constant.
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Thereforeestim ating (T0)[R]a4b4 weobtain

k(T0)[R]a4b4k1 � c

�

(kj(T0)ijk1 + k(T0)jk1 )k�(R)k1 + k(T0)m k1 k�(R)k1

�

� c

�
1

r2+ 5j�j2+ �
(kr2j�j2+ � (T )ik1 + kr2j�j2+ � (T )jk1 )kr

5
�(R)k1

+
1

r2+ 4j�j2+ �
kr2j�j2+ � (T )m k1 kr

4
�(R)k1

�

� c�0

�
1

r7j�j2+ �
kr5�(R)k1 +

1

r6j�j2+ �
kr4�(R)k1

�

� c�0

�
1

r7j�j2+ �
(cM 3 + ~c�0)+

1

r6j�j2+ �
(cM 2 + ~c

�0

R 0

)

�

�
c�0

r5j�j1+
�

2

 

(cM 3 + ~c�0)

r2j�j1+ ��
�

2

+
(cM 2 + ~c�0

R 0
)

rj�j1+ ��
�

2

!

(3.166)

wherein the lasttwo lineswe used estim ates3.161 so that,�nally,

kr5j�j1+
�

2
(T0)[R]a4b4k1 � c�0

 

(cM 3 + ~c�0)

r2j�j1+ ��
�

2

+
(cM 2 + ~c�0

R 0
)

rj�j1+ ��
�

2

!

: (3.167)

M oreover

k(tr(T0)�)�(R)k1 �
c

r7j�j2+ �
jr2j�j2+ �tr(T0)�j1 kr

5
�(R)k1

�
c�0

r5j�j1+
�

2

(cM 3 + ~c�0)

r2j�j1+ ��
�

2

and �nally

kr5j�j1+
�

2 (tr(T0)�)�(R)k1 � c�0
(cM 3 + ~c�0)

r2j�j1+ ��
�

2

(3.168)

using estim ates 3.167 and 3.168 it follows im m ediately,using condition 3.59,

that

sup
K

jr5juj1+
�

2 �(LT R)j�

 

~c4

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c�0

 

(cM 3 + ~c�0)

r2j�j1+ ��
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2

+
(cM 2 + ~c�0

j�j
)

rj�j1+ ��
�

2

! !

� ~c6
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"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c
M 2

R
2+ �� �

2

0

�0 � ~c6

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c
M 2

R 2
0

�0 : (3.169)
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Letusrepeatthe previousestim ateforthe � term .

(T0)[R]a434 =
(T0)�

�
aR �434 +

(T0)�
�

4R a�34 +
(T0)�

�

3R a4�4 +
(T0)�

�

4R a43�

= �
1

2
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1

2
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�
1

2
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1

2

(T0)�43R a434 +
(T0)�4cR a43c (3.170)

= �
1

2

(T0)�̂a4R 3434 +
�
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1

4
(tr(T0)�)Ra434

�
�
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2

�
(T0)�̂43R a434 �

1
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(tr(T0)�)Ra434
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1
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(tr(T0)�)Ra434
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1

2

(T0)�̂a4R 3434 +
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(T0)�̂acR c434 +

(T0)�̂3cR a4c4 +
3

4
(tr(T0)�)Ra434
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3

4
(tr(T0)�)Ra434 �

1

2

(T0)�̂43R a434 �
(T0)�̂34R a434

�

Thereforeestim ating (T0)[R]a434 weobtain

k(T0)[R]a434k1 � c
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�

kr3�(R)k1

+
1
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�
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r5j�j2+ �
kr3�(R)k1 +
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r6j�j2+ �
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cM �0

r5j�j2+ �
+

c�0

r6j�j2+ �
(cM 2 + ~c

�0

R 0

) (3.171)

wherein the lasttwo lineswe used estim ates3.161 and �nally

kr4j�j(2+ �)(T0)[R]a434k1 � c

�
M �0

r
+

�20

R 3
0

�

� c�0
M

R 0

+ c" ; (3.172)

which wecan rewrite

kr4j�j(2+ �)(T0)[R]a434k1 � c"+
1

8
�0 (3.173)

provided we require

c
M

R 0

�
1

8
: (3.174)

51



M oreover

k(tr(T0)�)�(R)k1 �
1

r6j�j2+ �
jr2j�j2+ �tr(T0)�j1 kr

4
�(R)k1

�
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r6j�j2+ �

�

cM
2 + ~c

�0

R 0

�

(3.175)

and �nally

kr4j�j2+ �(tr(T0)�)�(R)k1 �
�0

R 2
0

�

cM
2 + ~c

�0

R 0

�

� c�0
M 2

R 2
0

+ ~c
�20

R 3
0

�
1

8
�0 + ~c" : (3.176)

using estim ates3.173 and 3.176 weobtain choosing � such that

� �
�

2
; (3.177)

sup
V�

jr4juj2+
�

2 �(LT R)j� (~c3 + ~c)

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+
1

4
�0 � ~c5

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+
1

4
�0 (3.178)

with

~c5 � ~c3 + ~c : (3.179)

For the other term s there is no need to repeat this com putation. In fact the

R nullcom ponents already satisfy the peeling and going from L̂T0 to LT0 the

decay factordoesnotbecom eworst.

Nextstep isto obtain from the estim atesfor�(LT0R);�(LT0R)the estim ates

for @T0�(R);@T0�(R). This requires �rst the controlof[T0;ea],[T0;e4]and

[T0;e3].

Lem m a 3.4. The following expressionshold

[T0;ea] =
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êc � [�X ;ea]� [X ;�ea] (3.180)

[T0;e4] = 
(! + !)e4 + 2�
�(ea)ea + 2
̂�[�(ea)ea]
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[T0;e3] = 
(! + !)e3 � 2�
�(ea)ea � 2
̂�[�(ea)ea]
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@
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: (3.182)

P roof:See the appendix.

Lem m a 3.5. The following expressionshold

g([T0;ea];ed) =
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� g([�X ;ea];ed)� g([X ;�ea];ed) (3.183)

g([T0;ea];e4) = g([T0;ea];e3)= 0 (3.184)

g([T0;e4];ed) = 2�
�(ed)+ 2
̂g(�[�(ea)ea];ed)
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;ed)) (3.185)

g([T0;e4];e4) = � g([�X ;e4];e4)� g([X̂ ;�e4];e4)= 0
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(! + !)+ 2�X c
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g([T0;e3];ed) = � 2�
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̂g(�[�(ea)ea];ed)+ e3(�X
c)g(
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(3.188)

g([T0;e3];e3) = 0 : (3.189)

P roof:See the appendix.
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Lem m a 3.6. Under the bootstrap assum ptions in the region V� the following

estim ateshold

jg([T0;ea];ed)j� c

�

1+
M 2

R 2
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r2juj2+ �
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�

1+
M 2

R 2
0

�
�0

r2juj2+ �

P roof:Seethe appendix.

In the nextLem m a 3.7 we obtain the estim ateswe are looking forrelative to

@T0(�(R)(ea;eb))and @T0(�(R)(ea)).

Lem m a 3.7. Under the sam e assum ptionsas in Lem m a 3.2,using the results

proved there and in Lem m as 3.3, 3.4,3.5,3.6, we have in the region V� the

following inequalities:
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K

r
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2 j@T0(�(R)(ea;eb))j� ~c7

�

"+
�0

N 0
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r
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2 j@T0(�(R)(ea))j� ~c8

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c
M

R 0

�0 : (3.190)

with

~c7 � (~c6 + c) ; ~c8 � (~c5 + c) (3.191)

P roof:From the relation

�(LT0R)(ea;eb)= (LT0R)(ea;e4;eb;e4) (3.192)

= @T0(�(R)(ea;eb))+ R([T0;ea];e4;eb;e4)+ R(ea;[T0;e4];eb;e4)

�(LT0R)(ea)= (LT0R)(ea;e4;e3;e4)

= @T0(�(R)(ea))+ R([T0;ea];e4;e3;e4)+ R(ea;[T0;e4];e3;e4)+ R(ea;e4;[T0;e3];e4)
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itfollows

�(LT0R)(ea;eb)= @T0(�(R)(ea;eb))

+
X

d

g([T0;ea];ed)R(ed;e4;eb;e4)�
1

2
g([T0;ea];e4)R(e3;e4;eb;e4)

+
X

d

g([T0;eb];ed)R(ea;e4;ed;e4)�
1

2
g([T0;eb];e4)R(ea;e4;e3;e4)

+
X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)R(ea;ed;eb;e4)+ g([T0;e4];e3)R(ea;e4;eb;e4)

+
X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)R(ea;e4;eb;ed)+ g([T0;e4];e3)R(ea;e4;eb;e4)

= @T0(�(R)(ea;eb))

+
X

d

g([T0;ea];ed)�(R)(ed;eb)� g([T0;ea];e4)�(eb)

+
X

d

g([T0;eb];ed)�(R)(ea;ed)� g([T0;eb];e4)�(ea)

� 2�ab

X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)�(ed)+ 2g([T0;e4];e3)�(ea;eb):

Therefore,recalling inequalities3.161 and Lem m a 3.6

j@T0(�(R)(ea;eb))j� j�(LT0R)(ea;eb)j (3.193)

+ 4

�

sup
d

jg([T0;ea];ed)j+ jg([T0;e4];e3)j

�

j�(ea;eb)j

+

�

sup
d

jg([T0;e4];ed)j+ sup
d

jg([T0;ed];e3)j

�

(j�(ea)j+ j�(eb)j)

� j�(LT0R)(ea;eb)j+ c
�0

r2juj2+ �

(cM 3 + ~c�0)

r5
+ c

�0

r2juj2+ �

(cM 2 + ~c�0
R 0
)

r4

� j�(LT0R)(ea;eb)j+ c
�0

r5juj1+ �

 

(cM 3 + ~c�0)

r2juj
+
(cM 2 + ~c�0

R 0
)

rjuj

!

� j�(LT0R)(ea;eb)j+ c
�0

r5juj1+ �

 

(M 3 + ~c�0)

R 3
0

+
(cM 2 + ~c�0

R 0
)

R 2
0

!

� j�(LT0R)(ea;eb)j+ c
�0

r5juj1+ �

�
�0

R 3
0

+
M 2

R 2
0

+
M 3

R 3
0

�

� j�(LT0R)(ea;eb)j+
1

r5juj1+ �

�

c"+ c�0
M 2

R 2
0

�

: (3.194)

whereweused 3.59.Thereforeusing theresultofLem m a 3.3wehave,assum ing

again

� �
�

2
;
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sup
V�

r
5juj1+

�

2 j@T0(�(R)(ea;eb))j� ~c6

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c
M 2

R
2+ �� �

2

0

�0 +
1

R
�� �

2

0

�

c"+ c�0
M 2

R 2
0

�

�

 

~c6 +
c

R
�� �

2

0

! �

"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c
M 2

R
2+ �� �

2

0

�0 � ~c7

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

+ c
M 2

R 2
0

�0 : (3.195)

From the relation

�(LT0R)(ea)= (LT0R)(ea;e4;e3;e4)

= @T0(�(R)(ea))+ R([T0;ea];e4;e3;e4)+ R(ea;[T0;e4];e3;e4)+ R(ea;e4;[T0;e3];e4)

itfollows

�(LT0R)(ea)= @T0(�(R)(ea))

+
X

d

g([T0;ea];ed)R(ed;e4;e3;e4)�
1

2
g([T0;ea];e4)R(e3;e4;e3;e4)

+
X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)R(ea;ed;e3;e4)+ g([T0;e4];e3)R(ea;e4;e3;e4)

+
X

d

g([T0;e3];ed)R(ea;e4;ed;e4)�
1

2
g([T0;e3];e4)R(ea;e4;e3;e4)

+
X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)R(ea;e4;e3;ed)+ g([T0;e4];e3)R(ea;e4;e3;e4)

= @T0(�(R)(ea;eb))

+ 2
X

d

g([T0;ea];ed)�(R)(ed)� 2g([T0;ea];e4)�(R)

+ 2
X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)�ab�(R)+ 2g([T0;e4];e3)�(R)(ea) (3.196)

+
X

d

g([T0;e3];ed)�(R)(ea;ed)� g([T0;e3];e4)�(R)(ea)

+
X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)(�ad�(R)+ �ad�(R))+ 2g([T0;e4];e3)�(R)(ea)

Therefore,recalling inequalities3.161 and Lem m a 3.6

�(LT0R)(ea)= @T0(�(R)(ea))

+ 2
X

d

g([T0;ea];ed)�(R)(ed)� 2g([T0;ea];e4)�(R)

+ 2
X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)�ab�(R)+ 2g([T0;e4];e3)�(R)(ea) (3.197)

+
X

d

g([T0;e3];ed)�(R)(ea;ed)� g([T0;e3];e4)�(R)(ea)

+
X

d

g([T0;e4];ed)(�ad�(R)+ �ad�(R))+ 2g([T0;e4];e3)�(R)(ea)
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j@T0(�(R)(ea))j� j�(LT0R)(ea)j+ 2sup
d

jg([T0;e3];ed)jj�(R)(ea;ed)j

+ 4

�

sup
d

jg([T0;ea];ed)j+ jg([T0;e4];e3)j+ jg([T0;e3];e4)j

�

j�(R)(ea)j

+ 4

�

sup
d

jg([T0;e4];ed)j+ sup
d

jg([T0;ed];e4)j

�
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� j�(LT0R)(ea)j+ c
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+ c

�0

r2juj2+ �
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+ c

�0
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)
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� j�(LT0R)(ea)j+ c
�0

r4juj2+ �

 

(cM 3 + ~c�0)

r3
+
(cM 2 + ~c�0

R 0
)

r2
+
(cM + ~c�0

R 2
0

)

r

!

� j�(LT0R)(ea)j+ c
�0

r4juj2+ �

 

(M 3 + ~c�0)

R 3
0

+
(cM 2 + ~c�0

R 0
)

R 2
0

+
(cM + ~c�0

R 2
0

)

R 0

!

� j�(LT0R)(ea)j+ c
�0

r4juj2+ �

�
�0

R 3
0

+
M

R 0

+
M 2

R 2
0

+
M 3

R 3
0

�

� j�(LT0R)(ea)j+
1

r4juj2+ �

�

c"+ c�0
M

R 0

�

: (3.198)

3.3.7 T he estim ate of�R

The �nalstep is to integrate along the integralcurves ofT0. It is clear that

the jujweightfactorswillallow to bound uniform ily these integrals.W e have,

denoting by (s)theintegralcurveofT0 starting from �0 ata distancer
�
0 from

the origin and �(t)= �(t)(ea;eb),

�(t;r�)= �
(K err)(0;r�0)+ ��(0;r�0)+

Z s

0

(@T0�)((s)) (3.199)

where

r� = r�(u;u)= u � u = 
r�(s) ; t= t(u;u)= u + u = 

0(s)

u = u(t;r�)= u(0;r�1)= �
r�1

2
; u = u(t;r�)= u(0;r�2)=

r�2

2

t= t(u;u)=
r�2 � r�1

2
=
t+ r� � r�1

2
: (3.200)

As

T0 =
@

@u
+

@

@u
(3.201)

itfollowsthat

d�

ds
= T

�

0 = �
�
u + �

�
u (3.202)
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therefore,with thesede�nitions,in the coordinatesfx�g= fu;u;!1;!2g,

d

ds
u((s))=

d�

ds

@u

@x�
=
du

ds
= 1

d

ds
r�((s))=

d�

ds

�
@u

@x�
�

@u

@x�

�

=
du

ds
�
du

ds
= 0 (3.203)

and,as!1;!2 do notchangealong (s)

d

ds
r((s))=

dr

dr�

d

ds
r�((s))= 0 (3.204)

and

u((s;r�))= u((0;r�))+ s ; u((s;r�))= u((0;r�))+ s

t= u + u = (u((0;r�))+ u((0;r�)))+ 2s= 2s : (3.205)

Itfollows

��(u;u)= �(u;u)� �
(K err)(u;u)= ��(0;r�)+

Z s

0

(@T0�)((s))

and

j��(u;u)j� j��(0;r�)j+

Z s

0

j(@T0�)((s))j� ĉ
"

r�
5

(3.206)

+

�

~c7"+ c
M 2

R 2
0

�0

�Z s

0

1

r((s))5ju((s))j1+
�

2

ds :

Therefore

jr5��(u;u)j� ĉ
r5(u;u)

r5�(u;u)
"+

�

~c7"+ c
M 2

R 2
0

�0

�Z s

0

1

ju((s))j1+
�

2

ds

� ĉ
r5(u;u)

r5�(u;u)
"+

�

~c7"+ c
M 2

R 2
0

�0

�Z s

0

1

ju((0;r�))+ sj1+
�

2

ds

� ĉ1"+ c

�

~c7"+ c
M 2

R 2
0

�0

�

� ~c9

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

; (3.207)

wherewehavechosen ĉ1 such that

ĉ
r5(u;u)

r5�(u;u)
� ĉ1 ; (3.208)

which ispossible aswe have proved thatr� and r(u;u)stay near,and chosen

~c9 such that

~c9"� (̂c1 + ~c7)" : (3.209)

Theprooffor�� goesexactly in the sam eway and wedo notrepeatit.

Thereforewehaveproved the following lem m a
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Lem m a 3.8. Under the sam e assum ptionsas in Lem m a 3.2,using the results

proved there and in Lem m as3.3,3.4,3.5,3.6,3.7 we have in the region V� the

following inequalities:

jr5��(R)j� ~c9

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

jr4��(R)j� ~c10

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

(3.210)

where

~c9 � ĉ1 + ~c7 ; ~c10 � ĉ2 + ~c8 : (3.211)

3.4 IV step: T he controlofthe �O norm s.

To provebetterestim ateforthesenorm sin V� allowing to show,by a boostrap

argum ent,thattheregion V� isunbounded,wehaveto usethetransportequa-

tionsalong the incom ing and outgoing cones.The use ofthe outgoing conesis

m ade,asin [K l-Ni1],obtaininging the estim atesstarting from \scri",here the

upperboundary ofthe region V� which isa portion ofan incom ing cone.

Therefore we have �rstto controlthe notunderlined connection coe�cients 38

on this lastslice and to avoid a fatalloss ofderivatives we have to prove the

existence on it ofan appropriate foliation we called the \last slice canonical

foliation",see[Ni],[K l-Ni1]and [Ch-K l]wheretheoriginalidea was�rststated.

Therefore the weightfactors we can assum e in V� for the various(not under-

lined) �O norm s have to be consistent with the weight factors ofthe norm s

we can controlon the \lastslice". The estim ate forthe underlined connection

coe�cientsism ade,viceversa,starting from theinitialdata hypersurface� 0,in

thiscasealso an appropriate(canonical)foliation hasto beintroduced on �0.
39

Asanticipated in subsection 3.2 to provethatin V� the�O norm ssatisfy better

estim atesthan thoseassum ed in the\Bootstrapassum ptions"weneed estim ates

forthecorrectionsto theK errm etric.Theseestim atesfollow oncewehavethe

bootstrap assum ptionsfortheconnection coe�cientsand arethecontentofthe

following lem m a:

Lem m a 3.9.Assum ethatin V� thenorm s�O satisfythebootstrap assum ptions

�O � �0 ;

then,assum ingforthe�O(0) norm sappropriate initialdata conditions,see sub-

section 3.6,we prove in V� the following estim ates:

jrjuj2+ ��
j1 � c�0 ; jr2juj2+ ��X j1 � c�0 ; jjuj1+ ��j1 � c�0 : (3.212)

38basically wedenoteasnotunderlined connection coe�cientsthosecoe�cientswhosetrans-

portequationsweusearethosealong theoutgoing cones,theoppositefortheunderlined ones.

R em em ber,as discusssed in detailin [K l-N i1]that the choice ofthe transport equations to

use is not arbitrary and is uniquely �xed by the request ofavoiding any loss ofderivatives

which willm ake the bootstrap m echanism to fail.
39Thiscould be in principle avoided requiring m ore regularity forthe initialdata.
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Theproofofthislem m a isgiven lateron,40 seesubsection 3.4.4.Itisim portant

to rem ark the orderofthe variousproofs:

a)Thebootstrap assum ptions�O � �0 im ply,Lem m a3.9,them etriccorrection

estim ates�O(0) � c�0 .

b) The m etric correction estim ates �O(0) � c�0,the initialdata assum ptions

and the Riem ann bootstrap assum ptions im ply better estim ates for the �O

connection coe�cients�O � c
�0
N 0

� �0
2
with N 0 su�cently large.

c)Theim proved estim atesfortheconnection coe�cientsim ply betterestim ates

forthe m etriccorrection,seeLem m a 3.16,�O(0) � �0
2
.

3.4.1 T he controlofthe �O norm s

The �O norm sinvolve also the tangentialderivativesup to �fth orderof(cor-

rectionsto)the connection coe�cientsto provethe bootstrap and the peeling,

see[K l-Ni1]and [K l-Ni2].Neverthelesstheproofwesketch hereisrestricted to

thezero and �rstderivativesoftheconnection coe�cientsasthecontrolofthe

higherderivativesissim plerand isjusta repetition ofwhathasbeen done in

[K l-Ni1].

Tocontrolthe�O norm swehaveto subtractto theconnection coe�cientstheir

K err part so to obtain som e transport equations and som e Hodge equations

relativeto the �O correction parts.Thisoperation which we call\K errdecou-

pling" isa centralstep ofthe whole procedure and we �rstdiscussitin som e

generality.Then wewillexam inea typicalcase.

The connection coe�cients in [K l-Ni1]have been divided in two sets,the un-

derlined oneswhich use transportequation along incom ing conesand the not

underlined estim ated using transport equations along outgoing cones. Let us

look to the transportequation forone ofthe notunderlined connection coe�-

cient.Theconnection coe�cientsarecovarianttensors�elds\belonging"to the

tangentspacesTS. Therefore letusconsiderone ofthem ,nam ely the second

nullfundam entalform �,asa TS tensorwe can writeitas

g(D ea e4;eb)= �(ea;eb)= ���e
�
ae

�
b : (3.213)

Denoting f�b(� )g the oneform sdualto the TS orthonorm alfram e feag,

��� =
X

a;b

�(ea;eb)�
a
��

b
� =

X

a;b

g(D ea e4;eb)�
a
��

b
�

=
X

a;b

g��e
�
a(D �e4)

�
e
�
b�

a
��

b
� = � �

��
�
�(D �e4)

�
g�� = � �

�(D �e4)
�
g���

�
�

= � �
�(D �e4)

�� �� = � �
�(D �e4)��

�
� (3.214)

and

� = ���dx
� 
 dx� =

�
(D �e4)��

�
��

�
�

�
dx

� 
 dx� (3.215)

wherefx�g= fu;u;�;�g.41 M orein generalwewritefora two covarianttensor

40In factwe prove the equivalent Lem m a 3.16.
41This� isapproxim ately,the �� ofP-I.

60



connection coe�cient

O = O ��dx
�
 dx� : (3.216)

and as O is tangentto S,it followsthat O �� = O ���
�
��

�
�. Neverthelessit is

im portantto rem ark thatitis nottrue thatO = O abd!
a 
 d!b. This can be

easily recognized looking at3.214.In fact

�
a
� = g(ea;� )= g�ce

c
a =

�

�
a
�ac + �

u
�(bcX

b
(K err))+ �

u
�(bcX

b)

�

e
c
a :

The generic structure equations for the connection coe�cients O are oftwo

types:equationswhich are\transportequations" along theoutgoing orincom -

ing cones and \elliptic Hodge type" equations on the S surfaces. How m any

and how theseequations,togetherwith �rstorderequationsforthem etriccom -

ponents,are equivalentto the Einstein equationsisdiscussed elsewhere. Asa

typicalexam pleweexam inein thefollowingthetransportequation forr=tr� and

theHodgeequation for�̂.Thetransportequation hasthethefollowing general

structure,indicating with O a connection coe�cientora tangentialderivative

ofit,

D=
4
O + ktr�O = F (3.217)

wheretheintegerk dependson theconnection coe�cientO weareconsidering,

D=
4
isthe projection on TS ofthe di�erentialoperatorD 4 = D e4;therefore

D=
4
O = (D=

4
O )��dx

� 
 dx�

(D=
4
O )�� = � �

��
�
�(D 4O )�� : (3.218)

Finally F isa covariant\S-tangent" tensorwhosecom ponentsarequadraticor

cubicfunctionsofthe(com ponentsofthe)connection coe�cientsand possibly,

ifO isa tangentialderivativeofa connection coe�cient,oftheRiem ann tensor,

F = F��dx
� 
 dx� ; F�� = F��(fO g;fRg):

The Hodge equationsforthe connection coe�cientsortheirtangentialderiva-

tives applied for instance to a two S-tangent covariant tensor �eld have the

form

div= O = G + R (3.219)

W herediv= isthe the divergenceassociated to r=,the covariantderivativeasso-

ciated to the induced m etric,(S),on S,

div= O = (div= O )�dx
�

; (div= O )� = 
(S)��(r=

�
O )�� ; (3.220)

G isacovarianttensor(oforder1ifO isoforder2)and with R wedenoteanull

com ponentofthe Riem ann tensortangentto S ofthe sam e degree.To havea

speci�c exam ple ofstructure equationswith this structure we willconsiderin
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thefollowingthetransportequation forr=tr� and theHodgeequation for�̂,see

also equations(4.3.6)and (4.3.13)of[K l-Ni1].

O bserve now thatthe coordinatesfx�g are the \sam e" in the K errspacetim e

and in the perturbed K errspacetim e,the only di�erence being the m etric we

are considering,the K errm etric 2.42 orthe \perturbed" one,2.33. Therefore

depending the m etric we are considering the region V� can be thought as a

region in theK errspacetim eora region oftheperturbed K errspacetim ewhose

existence we are proving. Thissim ple,butim portantobservation allowsusto

subtractthe K errpartin the structureequations.

Letusgo back to the transportequation 3.217 and introduce in V� the tensor

�eld O (K err) which istheconnection coe�cientanalogousto O ,butassociated

totheK errspacetim e(which can thereforeexpressed in term sof�rstderivatives

ofthe K errm etric 2.42).O bviously wehave

O
(K err) = O

(K err)
�� dx

� 
 dx�

and wewould liketo subtractthe K errpartand de�ne

�O � O � O
(K err)

: (3.221)

To obtain a transportequation for�O we apply to itD=
4
and we write

D=
4
�O = D=

4
O � (D=

4
� D=

(K err)

4
)O (K err)� D=

(K err)

4
O
(K err)

= � ktr�O + ktr�(K err)
O
(K err)+ F � F

(K err) (3.222)

as

� D=
(K err)

4
O
(K err)� ktr�(K err)

O
(K err)+ F

(K err) = 0 :

Thetransportequation for�O has,therefore,the following structure

D=
4
�O + ktr��O = H (�O(0);O (K err))+ �F (�O ;O(K err)

;�R) (3.223)

where

H (�O(0);O (K err))= � k
�
tr� � tr�(K err)

�
O
(K err)� (D=

4
� D=

(K err)

4
)O (K err)

�F (�O ;O(K err)
;�R)= F � F

(K err)
: (3.224)

From the transport equation 3.223 we can get an estim ate for the �O norm

integrating along the outgoing cones. There is,nevertheless,a technicalm odi-

�cation to do,in factwhen weintroduce�O ,see3.221,and wewantto usethe

m odi�ed transportequations for �O instead that for O we have to rem em ber

thatO is a vector�eld tangentto the S(u;u)two dim ensionalsurfacesinter-

sections ofthe outgoing and incom ing cones ofthe double nullcone foliation

assum ed in V�,thoughtasa region ofthe perturbed K errspacetim e;in other

wordsO �� can be written

O �� = � �
��

�
�H �� (3.225)
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where H is a (0;2) tensor in (V�;g) a priorinot S-tangent and � �
� projects

from TV� to TS.O n theothersidetheO
(K err) tensor�eld istangentto theS

two dim ensionalsurfaceswith respectto the g(K err) m etric instead thatwith

respectto the g m etric.Thism eansthat,asin 3.225,we have

O
(K err)
�� = � (K err)�

��
(K err)�

�H
(K err)
�� (3.226)

which isnotS-tangentin (V�;g).O n the otherside in the transportequations

the�O correction term shaveto be,astheO connection coe�cients,S-tangent

with respecttotheg m etric.Thereforethede�nition in 3.221hastobem odi�ed

in the following way:

�O � O � Ô : (3.227)

where

Ô �� = � �
��

�
�H

(K err)
�� : (3.228)

Tobem orepreciseletuslookattheexplicitexpressionofsom eoftheconnection

coe�cients,see[K l-Ni1],Chapter3,the torsion coe�cient,

�(ea)=
1

2
g(D ea e4;e3) (3.229)

which in the K errspacetim e can be rewritten as

�
(K err)(e(K err)

a )=
1

2
g(K err)(D

(K err)

e
(K err)
a

e
(K err)

4 ;e
(K err)

3 )

=
1

2
g
(K err)
�� e

(K err)�

aD
(K err)
� e

(K err)

4

�

e
(K err)�

3

= e
(K err)�

a

�

� (K err)�

�g
(K err)
�� D

(K err)
� e

(K err)

4

�

e
(K err)�

3

�

(3.230)

Therefore

�
(K err)
� = � (K err)�

�

�

g
(K err)
�� D

(K err)
� e

(K err)

4

�

e
(K err)�

3

�

� � (K err)�

�H
(K err)
� (3.231)

and wede�ne

�̂� = � �
�H

(K err)
� : (3.232)

Analogously wehave

�
(K err)(e(K err)

a;e
(K err)

b)= g(K err)(D e(K err)
a
e
(K err)

4
;e

(K err)
b)

= g
(K err)

��e
(K err)�

aD
(K err)
� e

(K err)�

4e
(K err)�

b

= e
(K err)�

ae
(K err)�

b

�

� (K err)�

��
(K err)�

�g
(K err)
�� D

(K err)
� e

(K err)�

4

�

= e
(K err)�

ae
(K err)�

b

�

� (K err)�

��
(K err)�

�g
(K err)

��
D

(K err)
� e

(K err)�

4

�

= e
(K err)�

ae
(K err)�

b

h

� (K err)�

��
(K err)�

�

�

g
(K err)

��
D

(K err)
� e

(K err)�

4

�i

:
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Therefore

�
(K err)

�� = � (K err)�

��
(K err)�

�

�

g
(K err)

��
D

(K err)
� e

(K err)�

4

�

= � (K err)�

��
(K err)�

�H
(K err)
�� (3.233)

and

c(�)
��

= � �
��

�
�

�

g
(K err)

��
D

(K err)
� e

(K err)�

4

�

= � �
��

�
�H

(K err)
�� : (3.234)

! and ! arescalarfunctionsand therefore!(K err) = !̂ ; !(K err) = !̂.

It willbe needed in the following to use the fact that, under the bootstrap

assum ption,the norm estim ates ofthe \hat" quantities are as those for the

K errconnection coe�cients,possibly with a di�erentconstant. Thisisproved

in the following lem m a

Lem m a 3.10. In V� under the bootstrap assum ptions it follows that allthe

norm for the \hat" quantitiessatisfy the following estim ates,denoting with j� j

either the pointwise norm or the j� jp;S norm ,

ĵO j� jO (K err)j

�

1+ c
�0

r2juj(1+ �)

�

(3.235)

and

ĵO (ea)� O
(K err)(e(K err)

a )j� c

�
�0

r3juj1+ �

�

jO (K err)j: (3.236)

P roof:Letassum eforsim plicity thatO be a covarianttensorthen

O
(K err) = � (K err)�

�H
(K err)
� ; Ô � = � �

�H
(K err)
�

O
(K err)(e(K err)

a )= e
(K err)
a

�
H

(K err)
� Ô (ea)= e

�
aH

(K err)
� (3.237)

Asea isS-tangentwehave

e
(K err)
a =

1
q


(K err)
aa

@

@!a

ea = c
b
a

@

@!b
= c

b
a

q


(K err)

bb
e
(K err)

b
(3.238)

Itiseasy to prove,seethe appendix,that

c
1
1

q


(K err)

11 = 1+ O

�
�0

r2juj1+ �

�

; c
2
1

q


(K err)

22 = O

�
�0

r2juj1+ �

�

(3.239)

c
2
2

q


(K err)

22 = 1+ O

�
�0

r2juj1+ �

�

; c
1
2

q


(K err)

11 = O

�
�0

r2juj1+ �

�

:

Therefore

Ô (ea)= e
�
aH

(K err)
� = c

b
a

q


(K err)

bb
O
(K err)(e

(K err)

b
) (3.240)
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and

ĵO (ea)� O
(K err)(e(K err)

a )j � jcaa

q


(K err)
aa � 1jjO (K err)(e(K err)

a )j

+ jcba

q


(K err)

bb
jjO (K err)(e

(K err)

b
)j

� c

�
�0

r3juj1+ �

�

; (3.241)

sup
a

ĵO (ea)j�

�

1+ O

�
�0

r2juj1+ �

��

sup
b

jO (K err)(e
(K err)

b
)j (3.242)

M oreoverthisresultcan beim m ediately extended to any norm with theappro-

priate weights.Asbefore to obtain a transportequation for�O we apply to it

D=
4
and write

D=
4
�O = D=

4
O � (D=

4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô � D=

(K err)

4
Ô

= � ktr�O + F � (D=
4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô � D=

(K err)

4
(Ô � O

(K err))� D=
(K err)

4
O
(K err)

= � ktr�O + F � (D=
4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô � D=

(K err)

4
(Ô � O

(K err))+ ktr�(K err)
O
(K err)� F

(K err)

= � ktr��O + �F

+

h

� (D=
4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô � D=

(K err)

4
(Ô � O

(K err))� k�tr�Ô � ktr�(K err)(Ô � O
(K err))

i

which werewriteas

D=
4
�O + ktr��O = H (�O(0);Ô ;O (K err))+ �F (�O ;̂O ;O (K err)

;�R) (3.243)

where

H (�O(0);Ô ;O (K err))

=

h

� (D=
4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô � D=

(K err)

4
(Ô � O

(K err))� k�tr�Ô � ktr�(K err)(Ô � O
(K err))

i

�F (�O ;O(K err)
;�R)= F � F

(K err)
: (3.244)

R em ark:Observe thatin H (�O(0);Ô ;O (K err))the partsnotexplicitely known

are in (D=
4
� D=

(K err)

4
),�tr� and in the �� presentin (̂O � O (K err));therefore

there isno lossofderivatives asexpected.

Here we proceed exactly as in [K l-Ni1], Chapter 4, and we just sketch the

argum ent.Letj�O jbea j� jp;S norm ,applying G ronwallinequality and Lem m a

4.1.5 of[K l-Ni1]weobtain the following estim ate,with � > 0,

kjuj2+ �r
(2� �)� 2

p �O jp;S(u;u)� c0

�

jjuj2+ �r
(2� �)� 2

p �O jp;S(u;u�)

+

Z u
�

u

h

jjuj2+ �r
(2� �)� 2

p H jp;S + jjuj2+ �r
(2� �)� 2

p �F jp;S

i

(u;u0)

�

: (3.245)
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To controlthe righthand sideof3.245 we haveto estim atethe norm

jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p �O jp;S(u;u�)

on the lastslice and the norm sofH and �F . The norm on the lastslice will

be discussed later on when we prove the existence ofthe \lastslice canonical

foliation". The boundsforthe norm sjjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p H jp;S and jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p �F jp;S
areproved in the following lem m a:

Lem m a 3.11. Under the bootstrap assum ptions,the following estim ates hold

in V�

jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p H jp;S � c�0

�
M

R 0

�2

(3.246)

jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p �F jp;S � c�0

�
M

R 0

�2

:

O nceLem m a3.11isproved,assum ingthaton thelastslicewehaveananalogous

estim ate

jjuj2+ �r
2� 2

p �O jp;S(u;u�)� c�0

�
M

R 0

�2

(3.247)

weintegrateobtaining

kjuj2+ �r
(2� �)� 2

p �O jp;S(u;u) � c0

�

jjuj2+ �r
(2� �)� 2

p �O jp;S(u;u�)

+ c�0

�
M

R 0

�2Z u
�

u

1

r1+ �

!

(3.248)

and the result42

jjuj2+ �r
2� 2

p �O jp;S(u;u)� c�0

�
M

R 0

�2

: (3.249)

Choosing R 0 such that

c

�
M

R 0

�2

�
1

N 0

<
1

2
;

wehaveproved thatthenorm s�O satisfy in V� a betterestim atethan thosein

the \Bootstrap assum ptions".

In thepreviousdiscussion wehaveshown how to obtain appropriateboundsfor

som e j� jp;S norm softhe correction to som e connection coe�cients. Although

com plicated by the need ofsubtracting the K errpart,the strategy followsthe

one described in [K l-Ni1]. There to com plete the bootstrap m echanism beside

thetransportequationsalso thosestructureequationswhich areellipticHodge

42W e recallthat with c we denote di�erent adim ensionalconstants.
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system son S areused.Thereforealsofortheseequationsthe\K errdecoupling"

hasto beperform ed,nam ely theK errparthasto besubtracted.In perform ing

thissubtraction there are no new ideasdi�erentfrom those already described,

thereforeinstead ofdiscussing how to treatthese elliptic Hodge system sin the

wholegenerality weshow itin detailwhen weestim ate(thecorrection)�(r=tr�).

R em ark:Recallthattheexistenceproofrequiresbetterestim atenotonlyforthe

(correction to theconnection coe� cients,butalso fortheirtangentialderivatives

up to � fth order. W e do notprove here the estim atesfor the higher derivatives

as the proofs proceed exactly in the sam e way. Details are given in [Kl-Ni1],

Chapter 4 in the case ofthe whole connection coe� cients.

P roof of Lem m a 3.11: Let us exam ine �rst the term s in H ;For the �rst

term in H the explicitexpression ofthe term (D=
4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô isgiven in the

following lem m a:

Lem m a 3.12. W ith the previous de� nitionsthe following expression holds:

�
(D=

4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô
�

�
= (3.250)

(����)D 4Ô � + � (K err)�

�

�

�
�




D

(K err)

4 +
�X c



D c

�

Ô � + � (K err)�

�e
(K err)�

4(��
�
��)Ô �

where

���� = � �
� � � (K err)�

�

����� = ���� � �(K err)
�

�� : (3.251)

P roof:See the appendix.

To bound the norm of(D=
4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô wehave to use the bootstrap assum p-

tionsin V� forthe connection coe�cients,their tangentialderivativesand the

estim ates which follow for the m etric com ponents. In particular to control

���� = (� �
� � � (K err)�

�)weneed itsexplicitexpression.

Lem m a 3.13. W ith the previous de� nitionsthe following expression holds:

(� �
� � � �

�

(K err)
)= �
A �

� + (r�X c)B �
c� (3.252)

where

A
�
� =

1


(K err)

h�

�
3(K err)

� e
�
3

(K err)
+ �

3
�e

�
3

�

+

�

�
4(K err)

� e
�
4

(K err)
+ �

4
�e

�
4

�i

B
�
c� =

1


(K err)
�
4
��

�
c (3.253)

P roof:See the appendix.
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Thereforefrom the expression 3.250 wehave

jr
3� 2

p juj2+ �
�
(D=

4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô
�
jp;S � c

�

jrjuj2+ ���j1 jr
2� 2

p D 4Ô jp;S (3.254)

+ jrjuj2+ �(r�X )j1 jr
2� 2

p D
(K err)
c Ô jp;S + jr3juj1+ ���j1 jr

1� 2

p Ô jp;S

�

� c�0
M 2

R 2
0

In fact from the bootstrap assum ptions and recalling that @c = @xc we have

im m ediately

jrjuj2+ ���j1 � c�0 ; jrjuj2+ �(r�X )j1 � c�0

jr3juj1+ ���j1 � c�0 ; (3.255)

the lastline following as

�� = 
� 1
@c� = 

� 1
@xc� = O (r� 2)O (r� 1)O (�0juj

� (1+ �))= O

�
�0

r3juj1+ �

�

:(3.256)

R em ark:Letusm akeam oredetailed estim ateoftheterm j� (K err)�

�e
(K err)�

4(��
�
��)Ô �j.

Observe � rstthat[�(K err)�

�]= L0 due to the factthatthe tensor� has dim en-

sion zero,[�]= L 0,and

� = � �
�

@

@x�

 dx

�
:

Analogously as[e4]= L� 1 and

e4 =
@

@u
+ rX

c1

r

@

@!c

itfollows that[e
�

4
]= L0.Finally each covariantderivative has dim ension L� 1,

always in \dim ensionalcoordinates".Therefore

[j� (K err)�

�e
(K err)�

4(��
�
��)Ô �]= L

� 2

On the otherside asthisterm isa correction and therefore proportionalto �0 it

m ustbehave as

j� (K err)�

�e
(K err)�

4(��
�
��)Ô �j=

�0

r3juj2+ �
:

Letusnow look atitin a m oreexplicitway,theterm e(K err)�

4(��
�
��)hasa term

ofthe following kind (the other term scan be treated in a sim ilar way)

e
(K err)�

4(��
�
��)= 

� �
@��u;u Ô � + � � � � (3.257)

where the indices u;u arise from the saturation with � and e4 (not the only

possible com ponentanyway).�u;u hasdim ension L0 and ispropoertionalto �0

therefore j�u;uj= O (�0r
� 2juj� (1+ �)). Ifthe derivative @� is @! c there is not

extradecayfactor,butin thiscasetheterm weareconsideringis� c@! c�u;u Ô �.
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Letusconsiderthe index � we can im agine � an index associated to a cartesian

coordinate,therefore here u or u,in this case uc has dim ension [uc]= L� 1

which m eansthatjucj= O (r� 1);analogously [̂O u]= L� 1 which im plies ĵO uj=

O (r� 1)and collecting together

juc@! c�u;u Ô uj� jucjj@! c�u;ujĵO uj= O (r� 1)O ((�0r
� 2juj� (1+ �))O (r� 1)= O

�0

r4juj1+ �
:

Ifviceversa the index � were associated to !d then itfollows thatjÔ dj= O (r0),

butin this case dc has dim ension [dc]= L� 2 and therefore jdcj= O (r� 2)

which com pensatesthe lossin the decay ofĵO dj.

W earelefttoexam inetheterm �F ;todescribeitsgeneralstructureweproceed

in the following way,any connection coe�cient has dim ension L � 1 any m et-

ric com ponent (respect to the \cartesian" coordinates) has dim ension L0 any

derivative decreasesthe dim ension by 1. Therefore the dim ension ofthe right

hand sideoftheequation 3.243 hasto bethesam eofthelefthand side,butwe

know thatin therighthand sidetheterm scannotbem orethan quadraticifwe

are considering a connection coe�cient(with dim ension L � 1),cubic ifwe are

considering a tangentialderivative ofa connection coe�cient(with dim ension

L� 1)and so on and so for. M oreover,asalready said,the transportequations

chosen to provetheexistencetheorem donothaveany lossofderivatives,there-

fore ifwe considerthe transportequation forthe tangentialderivative of(the

correction of)aconnection coe�cientin therighthand sidetherecannotbe�O

term s involving second tangentialderivatives,therefore term s with dim ension

L� 3.

Thepreviousconsiderationsim ply thefollowing generalstructureforthetrans-

portequationsfor�O :LetusdenoteO = O(1),a connection coe�cient,O (2) a

tangentialderivative,O (k) the kth tangentialderivatives,then

�F = f(O(0);O (1))� f(O (K err)(0)
;O

(K err)(1))

=

h

c11�O
(1)(Ô (1))+ c02�O

(0)(Ô (2))

i

(3.258)

Ifviceversa O = O (2) isthetangentialderivativeofa connection coe�cientthe

generalstructure is m ore com plicated,but the way to controlit is the sam e

which wewilldiscussin a relevantspeci�cexam ple.From theexpression 3.258

using the bootstrap assum ptionsand the K errpartestim ates,weobtain 43

jr
3� 2

p juj2+ ��F jp;S � c

�

jr
2� 2

p juj2+ ��O(1)jp;SjrO
(K err)(1)j1 (3.259)

+ jr
1� 2

p juj2+ ��O(0)jp;Sjr
2
O
(K err)(2)j1

�

� c�0
M 2

R 2
0

:

43Thebootstrap assum ptionsallow to controlthenorm jr
1�

2

p juj2+ ��O(0)jp;S provided that

with �O(0) we denote �
,r�X and r�2 �ab.
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3.4.2 D etailed estim ate ofthe norm jr
3� 2

p juj2+ ��(r=tr�)j.

Letuslook speci�cally atoneofthe �O norm s,the oneassociated to

U= = 
� 1 (r=tr� + tr��) ;

and show in detailforitstransportequation the structure wehavesketched in

general.The transportequation U= satis�esisthe following one:


D=
4
U= +

3

2

tr�U= = F= : (3.260)

Proceeding asdiscussed in general,see subsection 3.4.1,we write U= in the fol-

lowing way

U= = Û= + �U= (3.261)

where

Û=
�
= � �

�

�


(K err)� 1
D �tr�

(K err)+ tr�(K err)
H

(K err)
�

�

(3.262)

where

H
(K err)
� =

�

g
(K err)
�� (D (K err)

� e
(K err)

4 )�e(K err)�

3

�

: (3.263)

Therefore

Û= =
1


(K err)

�

r=tr�(K err)+ tr�(K err)
�̂

�

(3.264)

and

�U= = �
�




 (K err)
(r=tr� + tr��) (3.265)

+
1


(K err)

�

r=�tr� + �tr�� + tr�(K err)
��

�

where

�� = � ��̂ : (3.266)

Analogously wewrite

F= = F̂= + �F= : (3.267)

Thereforeequation 3.260 can be written as


D=
4
�U= +

3

2

tr��U= = �F= + (̂F= � F=

(K err)
)+

�

h


D=
4
(̂U= � U=

(K err)
)+ 
(�D=

4
)U=

(K err)
+ �
D=

(K err)

4
U=
(K err)

i

�

�
3

2

tr�(Û= � U=

(K err)
)+

3

2

�tr�U=

(K err)
+
3

2
�
tr�(K err)

U=
(K err)

+ (̂F= � F=
(K err)

)

�

+

�

� 
(K err)D=
(K err)

4
U=
(K err)

�
3

2

(K err)tr�(K err)

U=
(K err)

+ F=
(K err)

�

(3.268)
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wherethecrucialfactisthatthelastlineisidentically zero being thestructure

equation satis�ed in K errspacetim e;thereforewecan rewritethe equation as


D=
4
�U= +

3

2

tr��U= = �F= + [(�U=);̂U=;U=

(K err)
] (3.269)

where

[(�U=);̂U=;U=
(K err)

]= �

h


(�D=
4
)̂U= + 
D=

(K err)

4
(̂U= � U=

(K err)
)+ + �
D=

(K err)

4
U=
(K err)

i

�

�
3

2

tr�(Û= � U=

(K err)
)+

3

2

�tr�U=

(K err)
+
3

2
�
tr�(K err)

U=
(K err)

�

W e have

Lem m a 3.14.Underallthepreviousassum ptionsthefollowinginequalityholds

in V�

�
�r
4� 2

p juj2+ �[(�U=);̂U=;U=
(K err)

]
�
�
p;S

� c

�

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �(�D=
4
)̂U=jp;S

� + jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �
D=
(K err)

4
(̂U= � U=

(K err)
)jp;S + jrjuj2+ ��
j1 jr

4� 2

p D=
(K err)

4
U=
(K err)

jp;S

+
3

2
jr
tr�j1 jr

3� 2

p juj2+ �(̂U= � U=
(K err)

)jp;S + jr2juj2+ ��tr�j1 jr
3� 2

p U=
(K err)

jp;S

+ jrjuj2+ ��
j1 jrtr�(K err)j1 jr
3� 2

p U=
(K err)

jp;S + jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �((̂F= � F=
(K err)

))jp;S

�

�
c�0

r4juj2+ �

M 2

R 2
0

: (3.270)

P roof:Theeasy partoftheestim ates,wedo notreporthere,sim ply followsby

the bootstrap assum ptions and the explicit expression ofU=
(K err)

,The bound

ofthe norm jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �(�D=
4
)̂U=jp;S isdone exactly asthe previousestim ate of

jr
3� 2

p juj2+ �
�
(D=

4
� D=

(K err)

4
)O (K err)

�
jp;S,equation 3.250,with theonlydi�erence

that Û= hasdim ension L� 2 and thereforean extra r decay,thereforewe obtain

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �(�D=
4
)U=

(K err)
jp;S � c�0

M 2

r2
: (3.271)

Theterm jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �
D=
(K err)

4
(̂U=� U=

(K err)
)jp;S requiresthecontrolofjr

3� 2

p juj2+ �(̂U=�

U=
(K err)

)jp;S,thee�ectofD=
(K err)

4
isonlythatofaddingapowerofrin thedecay.

O n the otherside using Lem m a 3.10,wehaveim m ediately

jr
3� 2

p juj2+ �(̂U= � U=
(K err)

)jp;S � c�0
M 2

R 2
0

(3.272)

so that�nally wehave

�
�r
4� 2

p juj2+ �[(�U=);̂U=;U=
(K err)

]
�
�
p;S

� c�0
M 2

R 2
0

: (3.273)
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Letusnow exam ine�F= + (̂F= � F=
(K err)

)= F= � F=
(K err)

whoseexplicitexpression

is,

�F= = � 
�̂ � �U= � 
��̂U=
(K err)

� �
�̂(K err)
U=
(K err)

� 2�̂r=��̂ � 2�̂(�r=)̂�(K err)� 2��̂ r=
(K err)

�̂
(K err)

� ��̂ � ��̂ � ���̂ � �̂
(K err)� ��ĵ�(K err)j2

+ tr� �̂ � �� + tr� ��̂ � �
(K err)+ �tr� �̂

(K err)� �
(K err)

� tr��� � �tr��(K err)
: (3.274)

The�rstterm of�F= hasthe following estim ate

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �
�̂ � �U=jp;S � c
M 2

r3
jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ��U=j (3.275)

Thenorm sofalltheotherterm scan beestim ated asfollows,theproofisin the

appendix:

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �(�F= � 
�̂ � �U=)jp;S � c�0

�
M 2

R 2
0

+
M 4

R 4
0

�

: (3.276)

Again proceeding aswedid in generalfor�O ,applying G ronwallinequality and

Lem m a 4.1.5 of[K l-Ni1]weobtain the following estim ate,with � > 0,

kjuj2+ �r
(3� �)� 2

p �U=jp;S(u;u)� c0

�

jjuj2+ �r
(3� �)� 2

p �U=jp;S(u;u�) (3.277)

+

Z u
�

u

h

jjuj2+ �r
(3� �)� 2

p [(�U )U(K err)]jp;S + jjuj2+ �r
(3� �)� 2

p �F=jp;S

i

(u;u0)

�

:

Integrating,provided M =R 0 < < 1and provided thelastslicecanonicalproblem

isundercontrolweobtain that

j�U=j�
c"

r3juj2+ �
+ c

M

R 0

c"

r3juj2+ �
�

�0

2r3juj2+ �
: (3.278)

if

c("+
M

R 0

�0)�
�0

2
: (3.279)

R em ark:Observe thatwhen starting from the transportequation for�U=,equa-

tion 3.269,we write a transportequation for the j� jp;S norm s we use a Ferm i

trasported fram e.ThisFerm itransported fram e isused only atthisstage,while

the \Kerrdecoupling" isperform ed atthe levelofthe tensorialequations.

Nextstep isto obtain from theknowledgeoftheboundsforthenorm sofU= the

bounds for the norm sofr=tr� and for �̂.44 �̂ satis�esthe following equation,

see[K l-Ni1]eq.(4.3.13),

div= �̂ + � � �̂ �



2
U= + � = 0 : (3.280)

44O bserve that the way we prove this result here is slightly di�erent from what has been

done in [K l-N i1],see in particular rem ark 1 atpage 132.
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Therefore:

div= ��̂ = � (�div= )c(̂�)� � � ��̂ � �� �c(̂�)+



2
�U= +

�


2
Û=� �� (3.281)

where

�� = � � �̂ (3.282)

and �̂ isde�ned asthe corresponding connection coe�cients.Aswe have

(�div= )c(̂�) = �
��r=

�
c(̂�)

��
+ 

(K err)��
�r=

�
c(̂�)

��
(3.283)

itfollowsthatto use3.281 to estim ater=��̂ weneed to be ableto estim atethe

righthand sideand forthatweneed to haveonly a norm estim ate forthe �rst

derivativesof� which arepresentin �r=
�
.From 3.281 we obtain im m ediately

the following estim ate

jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p r=��̂jp;S � c

�

jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p (�div= )c(̂�)jp;S + jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p � � ��̂jp;S

+ jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p �� �c(̂�)jp;S + jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p



2
�U=jp;S + jjuj2+ �r

3� 2

p
�


2
Û=jp;S

+ jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p ��jp;S

�

� c

�

jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p (�div= )c(̂�)jp;S + jjuj2+ �r
2� 2

p ��̂jp;Sjr�j1 + jjuj2+ �r
2� 2

p ��jp;Sjr
c(̂�)j1

+ jjuj2+ �r
3� 2

p �U=jp;Sj
j1 + jjuj2+ �r
1� 2

p �
jp;Sjr
2
Û=j1

�

� c

�

�0
M 2

R 2
0

+ ~c8"+ c�0
M

R 0

�

�
�0

2
(3.284)

provided

c�0

�
M

R 0

+
M 2

R 2
0

�

+ ~c8"�
�0

2
: (3.285)

R em arks:

a): The estim ates ofthe quantities with the hatis the sam e as the one for the

Kerr term s. In facttheir di� erence is a sm allcorrection as ithas been proved

in Lem m a 3.10.

b):Itishere when we wantto close the bootstrap thatwe have to require � = �

2
,

in factlookingattheinequality 3.284 itfollowsthattheterm depending on �� is

bounded only if� � �

2
.Ason the otherside we required before,when we control

the boundednessofthe ~Q norm s,that� � �

2
,see 3.102,therefore the conclusion

isthatin the bootstrap assum ptionswe m ustchoose

� =
�

2
: (3.286)
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3.4.3 T he various radialcoordinates

Before exam ining the transportequationswhich the �O(0) coe�cientsand the

estim atesfortheirnorm swelook atthevariousquantitiesthatweuseas\radial

coordinates" and com pared them . The K err m etric written in the Pretorius

Israelcoordinatesis

g(K err)

= � 4
2

(K err)dudu + 
(K err)

ab

�

d!
a � X

a
(K err)(du + du)

��

d!
b � X

b
(K err)(du + du)

�

therewede�ne

r
(K err)
� = u � u (3.287)

M oreoverthefr
(K err)
� ;��g PretoriusIsraelcoordinates(forK errspacetim e)can

be expressed in term softh BoyerLindquistcoordinates

r
(K err)
� = r

(K err)
� (�;rb) ; �� = �

�(�;rb) (3.288)

whererb isthe BoyerLindquistradialcoordinate,see [Is-Pr].In the perturbed

K errm etric,see 1.4,

g(pert:K err)

= � 4
2
dudu + ab

�

d!
a � (X a

(K err)du + X
a
du)

��

d!
b � (X b

(K err)du + X
b
du)

�

:

and again

r� = u � u : (3.289)

Then we de�ne a radialfunction r(u;u)as proportionalto the square rootof

thecorrespondingsurfaceS(u;u),both fortheK errand fortheperturbed K err

case,m oreprecisely

r(K err) = r(K err)(u;u)= (
p
4�)�

1

2 jS(K err)(u;u)j
1

2

r= r(u;u)= (
p
4�)�

1

2 jS(u;u)j
1

2 : (3.290)

W eusealltheseradialfunctionsin a interchangeableway,thisispossibleaswe

can controltheirnorm di�erences.

First ofallwe want to com pare r
(K err)
� with rb. It follows from the explicit

expression forr
(K err)
� in [Is-Pr]thatwehave

r
(K err)
� � rb

�

1+ c
M

R 0

�

; (3.291)

W e wantnow to com parer(K err)(u;u)with r
(K err)
� .W e have

4�r2(K err)(u;u)� jS(K err)(u;u)j=

Z

S(u;u)

d� =

Z 2�

0

d�

Z r
L2

R 2
R 2 sin�2d�d�

= 2�

Z �

0

L sin�
@�

@�

�
�
�
�
r�

d� (3.292)
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Asfrom [Is-Pr]itfollowseasily

@�

@�

�
�
�
�
r�

=
Q

L
(3.293)

wehave

4�r2(K err)(u;u)� jS(K err)(u;u)j= 2�

Z �

0

Q sin�d� � 2�

Z �

0

(r2b + a
2)

s

1�
a2�4

r2
b
+ a2

sin�d�

� 2�

Z �

0

r
2
b (1+

a2

r2
b

)

s

1�
a2�4

r2
b
+ a2

sin�d� � 2�

Z �

0

r
2
�(1+ c

M

R 0

+ c
�0

r2juj1+ �
)sin�d�

� 4�r
(K err)
�

2
�

1+ c
M

R 0

�

: (3.294)

Finally wecan easily show that,underthebootstrap assum ptionsforthem etric

com ponents,r(u;u)is\near" to r(K err)(u;u)

jr(u;u)� r(K err)(u;u)j� c
�0

rjuj1+ �
: (3.295)

Therefore,asexpected,ifM

R 0
< < 1,wecanidentifyr(u;u);r(K err)(u;u);r�;r

(K err)
� ;rb.

3.4.4 T he estim ates ofthe �O(0) norm s

To obtain thisresultisslightly m oredelicatethan thecontroloftheconnection

coe�cients(thenorm sof�O (1)).Thereason being thatwehave�rstto �nd the

analogousofthetransportequationsforthecorrectionstotheK errcom ponents

ofthe m etric �
,�X a and �ab.W e provethe following lem m a:

Lem m a 3.15. The corrections to the Kerr com ponentsofthe m etric �
,�X a

and �ab,satisfy the following equations:

@N (�
)= � 2(
 (K err)+ �
)2�! +

�
�
(
+ 
 (K err))


(K err)2

�

@N 

(K err) (3.296)

@N �X
a � 
(@ cX

a
(K err))�X

c = � 


�
2


(K err)

Q �

�R 2

@

@rb
X

a
(K err)

�

�
+ 4
 2
��

a
(3.297)

@N (�ab)� 
tr�(�ab)= �

�
@X c

(K err)

@!a
(�cb)+

@X c
(K err)

@!b
(�ac)

�

(3.298)

+

h



(K err)

ab
�tr� + �


(K err)

ab
tr�(K err)+ 2
(K err)

��̂
ab
+ 2�
�̂

(K err)

ab

i

:

P roof: T he equation for �X a: The �rst thing to rem ark is that here we

are writing equationssatis�ed by the com ponentsofthe m etric written in the
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fu;u;!1;!2g coordinates. O bserve that with the de�nition ofthe g m etric,

2.33,the com m utation relation 2.26 hasthe following aspect




�

@e4X
a
(K err)� @e3X

a
�

= � 4
2
�(ec)e

a
c (3.299)

which wecan writeas


@ e3�X
a = 


�

@e4X
a
(K err)� @e3X

a
(K err)

�

+ 4
2
�(ec)e

a
c

= 
(�e
�

4
� �e

�

3
)@�X

a
(K err)+ 4
2

��
a
+

h




�

@ê4X
a
(K err)� @ê3X

a
(K err)

�

+ 4
2
�
(K err)a

i

= 
(�e
�

4 � �e
�

3)@�X
a
(K err)+ 4
2

��
a

(3.300)

Thisisthe equation to use to estim ate �X :

@e3�X
a = 
(�e

�

4 � �e
�

3)@�X
a
(K err)+ 4
2

��
a
; (3.301)

where

�e4 = �
�



(K err)
e4 +

�X



; �e3 = �

�



(K err)
e3 : (3.302)

thereforewe can rewriteitas

@e3�X
a = (@cX

a
(K err))�X

c +




(K err)

�

@e3X
a
(K err)� @e4X

a
(K err)

�

�
+ 4
 2
��

a
: (3.303)

O bservethat




�

@e3X
a
(K err)� @e4X

a
(K err)

�

=

�

@uX
a
(K err)� @uX

a
(K err)

�

= � 2
@

@r�
X

a
(K err)

= � 2
@rb

@r�

@

@rb
X

a
(K err) = � 2

Q �

�R 2

@

@rb
X

a
(K err) (3.304)

and the �nalexpression is

@e3�X
a � (@cX

a
(K err))�X

c = �

�
2


(K err)

Q �

�R 2

@

@rb
X

a
(K err)

�

�
+ 4
 2
��

a
: (3.305)

R em ark: Observe thatthese equations refer to the m etric com ponents in the

fu;u;!1;!2g coordinates. W e do not have here the previous problem ofcon-

sidering tensor � elds tangentto S,therefore we do nothave to introduce the

\auxiliary" Ô quantities.

T he equation for �
:W e startfrom the equation

�
1

2
D 3 log
 = !

From it

�
1

2
D 3 log
 = �

1

2
2
@N (


(K err)+ �
)

= �
1

2
(K err)2
@N 


(K err)�

�
1

2
2
�

1

2
(K err)2

�

@N 

(K err)�

1

2
2
@N �
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Therefore

= �

�
1

2
2
�

1

2
(K err)2

�

@N 

(K err)�

1

2
2
@N �
 =

�
1

2
(K err)2
@N 


(K err)+ !̂

�

+ �!

and the �nalequation wehavefor�
 is

@N �
 = � 2(
 (K err)+ �
)2�! +

�
�
(
+ 
 (K err))


(K err)2

�

@N 

(K err)

: (3.306)

T he equation for �ab:

Afterthetransportequationsfor�X a and �
welook fortheequation forab.
45

W erecall�rstthede�nition oftheinduced m etricon thegenericS(u;u),whose

com ponentswedenote f
(S)
��g,

� �
��

�
�g�� = 

(S)
�� (3.307)

where

� �
� = �

�
� � (�3�e

�

3 + �
4
�e

�

4): (3.308)

R em ark: The \m etric" whose tensor is 
(S)
�� is the induced m etric on S; it

is easy to see that,nevertheless,(S) is nota 2� 2 m atrix (with ab the only

com ponentsdi� erentfrom zero);thisisnotdueto a wrongchoiceofcoordinates,

butto the factthatthe the spacetim e is notstatic;in factthis is notpossible

even in the Kerr spacetim e. Neverthelessthe following holds


(S)

ab
= ab and 

(S)(eA ;eB )= 
(S)

ab
e
a
A e

b
B = abe

a
A e

b
B : (3.309)

To proveitletuscom pute the com ponentsof�3 and �4

�
3(� )= �

1

2
g(e4;� ) therefore �

3
� = �

1

2
g��e

�
4

�
3
u = �

1

2
guue

u

4 �
1

2
guce

c
4 = �

1

2

(� 2
2 + X � X(K err))�

1

2

(� cdX

d
(K err)X

c)= 


�
3
u = �

1

2
guue

u

4 �
1

2
guce

c
4 = �

1

2

X � X(K err)�

1

2
(� cdX̂

dX
c



)= 0

�
3
a = �

1

2
gaue

u

4 �
1

2
gace

c
4 = �

1

2

(� acX

c)�
1

2

acX

c = 0 (3.310)

Analogously

�
4
u = 
 ; �

4
u = �

4
c = 0 : (3.311)

45W e use here sm alllatin letters a;b;:::to indicate the �;� coordinates,the fram e vector

�eldstangentialto S willbe indicated with eA ;eB :::.
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Thereforewehave

� a
� = �

a
� � (�3�e

a
3 + �

4
�e

a
4)= �

a
� � (�u�X

a
(K err)+ �

u
�X

a)

� u
� = �

u
� � (�3�e

u
3 + �

4
�e

u
4)= �

u
� � �

3
�e

u
3 = �

u
� � �

u
� = 0

� u
� = �

u
� � (�3�e

u

3 + �
4
�e

u

4)= �
u
� � �

4
�e

u

4 = �
u
� � �

u
� = 0 (3.312)

and

� �
� = �

�
c�

c
� � �

�
c(�

u
�X

c
(K err)+ �

u
�X

c): (3.313)

Therefore


(S)
�� = � �

��
�
�g�� =

�

�
�
c�

c
� � �

�
c(�

u
�X

c
(K err)+ �

u
�X

c)

� �

�
�
d�

d
� � �

�
d(�

u
�X

d
(K err)+ �

u
�X

d)

�

g��(3.314)

= cd�
c
��

d
� � cd

�

(�u�X
c
(K err)+ �

u
�X

c)�d� + �
c
�(�

u
�X

d
(K err)+ �

u
�X

d)

�

+ cd(�
u
�X

c
(K err)+ �

u
�X

c)(�u�X
d
(K err)+ �

u
�X

d)

= cd�
c
��

d
� � cd

�

(�u�X
c
(K err)+ �

u
�X

c)�d� + �
c
�(�

u
�X

d
(K err)+ �

u
�X

d)

�

+ �
u
��

u
�jX (K err)j

2 + �
u
��

u
�jX j2

+ (�u��
u
� + �

u
��

u
�)X (K err)� X :

T he equation for �ab:Letusstartobserving that

ab � g

�
@

@!a
;
@

@!b

�

:

Then wehave

@N ab = D N

�

g

�
@

@!a
;
@

@!b

��

= g

�

D N

@

@!a
;
@

@!b

�

+ g

�
@

@!a
;D N

@

@!b

�

g

�

[N ;
@

@!a
];

@

@!b

�

+ g

�
@

@!a
;[N ;

@

@!b
]

�

+ g

�

D @

@ ! a
N ;

@

@!b

�

+ g

�
@

@!a
;D @

@ ! b
N

�

= 2
� ab + g

�

[N ;
@

@!a
];

@

@!b

�

+ g

�
@

@!a
;[N ;

@

@!b
]

�

: (3.315)

W e have

�

N ;
@

@!a

�

= �
@X c

(K err)

@!a

@

@!c
; (3.316)

therefore

@N ab = 2
�
ab

�
@X c

(K err)

@!a
cb �

@X c
(K err)

@!b
ca : (3.317)

Analogously

@N 
(K err)

ab
= 2
(K err)

�
(K err)

ab
�
@X c

(K err)

@!a

(K err)

cb
�
@X c

(K err)

@!b

(K err)
ca :(3.318)
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and,subtracting,

@N (�ab)� 
tr�(�ab)= �

�
@X c

(K err)

@!a
(�cb)+

@X c
(K err)

@!b
(�ac)

�

(3.319)

+

h



(K err)

ab
�tr� + �


(K err)

ab
tr�(K err)+ 2
(K err)

��̂
ab
+ 2�
�̂

(K err)

ab

i

:

3.4.5 A discussion about the loss ofderivatives

The previousequationsseem to im ply a lossofderivativespotentially danger-

ous. In fact on the righthand side ofallthe three equations there are term s

ofthe order of�rst derivatives ofthe m etric com ponents,nam ely connection

coe�cientslike !;�;tr�. Neverthelessthislossofderivativesisnotharm fulas

it does not propagate when we estim ate the connection coe�cients and their

tangentialderivativesup to the orderwe need. To show itletus look �rstto

the transport equation for �,equation3.298. This equation tells us that to

controlthe norm of� we have to controlthe norm of��̂ so that to control

the norm of@=� we have to controlr=��̂. W hatistherefore needed isthatto

controlthe norm ofr=� we do not have to use the second derivative @=
2
� as

this willstart a never ending recursive m echanism . To controlr=��̂ we have

�rstto control�U= which hasbeen already done and looking atthese estim ates

itisim m ediately to recognize thatthe controlofsecond tangentialderivatives

of� isneverrequired. Then one hasto look to how we controlr=��̂ once we

control�U=.Thishasalsobeen donepreviously seeequation3.281and afterand

itfollowsthatforthese estim atesno second derivativesof� arerequired.

Let us exam ine now the transport equation for �
. From equation 3.296 it

followsthatto controlthe norm of�
 we have to controlthe norm of�!. O n

the othersideto controlthe norm of

r=�
 = r=
� (r= � r=
(K err)

)
(K err)� r=
(K err)


(K err) = r=
� r=
(K err)


(K err)

wehavejustto recallthat

r=�
 = 2� 1(�� + ��) (3.320)

which im plies we do notderive this equation,butwe use the estim atesfor��

and �� im plying thatto controlthe�rstderivativeof�
 weneed to control��

and ��.thereforeweareonly leftto show thatto controlthese(corrections)of

theconnection coe�cientswedo notneed second derivativesofthe(corrections

of)them etriccom ponents.Thisfollowseasily aslooking attheHodgesystem s

for� and �,see equations (4.3.34),(4.3.35)in [K l-Ni1]itfollows thatasonly

�rstderivativesarethere only �rstderivativesofthe m etric correctionscan be

present,m oreoveron the righthand side ofthese equationswe have to control

twoscalarfunctionscalled � and � respectively.Then lookingattheirtransport

equationsitiseasy to recognize thatagain there only �rstderivativesr=� and

r=� appear and when we look for the equations for the corrections�� and ��

again only �rstderivativesofthe m etric correctionscan be present.Therefore
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we are only leftto investigate the transportequation for�X .,3.297. Again to

estim ate the �rstderivative of�X we need to controlthe �rstderivative of��

orequivalently the �rstderivative of�� and ��. Thisquantitiesare controlled

again by theHodgesystem sfor� and �,equations(4.3.34),(4.3.35)in [K l-Ni1],

and wehavealready seen thattherighthand sideneedsonly thecontrolofthe

�rst derivatives ofthe (corrections ofthe) m etric com ponents and in the left

hand side the only term depending on the m etric is �r= which depends again

only on �rstderivatives. Therefore the argum entiscom plete and there isnot

any lossofderivatives,asexpected.

Next lem m a provesthe �rst partofthe \m ain Theorem ",Theorem 3.1 . His

statem entisconsistentwith the discussion m adein subsection 3.2

Lem m a 3.16. Assum e thatin V� we have already proved thatthe norm s �O

satisfy betterestim atesthan those ofthe bootstrap assum ptions,nam ely

�O �
�0

N 0

;

with N 0 a large integernum ber,then,assum ing forthe O
(0) norm sappropriate

initialdata conditions,we prove thatin V� betterestim ateshold:

jrjuj2+ ��
j�
�0

2
; jr2juj2+ ��X j�

�0

2
; jjuj1+ ��j�

�0

2
: (3.321)

P roof:

f�
g:�
 satis�esthe equation

@N (�
)= � 2(
)2�! + (�
)

�
(
+ 
 (K err))


(K err)
2

�

@N 

(K err)

: (3.322)

Itfollows

@N j�
j� F j�
j+ 2
 2j�!j (3.323)

where

F =
�
�(
+ 
 (K err))
(K err)� 2

@N 

(K err)

�
�= O

�
M

r2

�

: (3.324)

and integrating on C (u;[u0;u])weobtain

j�
j(u;u)� c

�

j�
jC (u)\� 0
+

Z u

u0

du
0j2
2

�!j(u;u0)

�

: (3.325)

As we have already proved that the estim ates for �O(1) are better than the

bootstrap assum ptions,then for�! the following estim ateholds

jr2juj2+ ��!j�
�0

N 0
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and wecan obtain from the previousinequality the following one

jr2juj�
j(u;u)� jr3+ ��
jC (u)\� 0
+

Z u

u0

du
0j2
2

�!j(u;u0)r(u0;u)2ju0j (3.326)

� c

�

jr3�
jC (u)\� 0
+

�0

N 0

Z u

u0

du
0 1

ju0j1+ �

�

� c

�

jr3�
jC (u)\� 0
+

�0

N 0juj
�

�

:

From it

jr2juj1+ ��
j(u;u)� c

�

jr3+ ��
jC (u)\� 0
+

�0

N 0

�

�
�0

N 1

: (3.327)

with 2� 1 > N
� 1
1 > N

� 1
0 ,choosing the initialdata su�ciently sm alland N 0

su�ciently large.

f�X g:�X satisi�esthe following equation

@e3�X
a � (@cX

a
(K err))�X

c = �

�
2


(K err)

Q �

�R 2

@

@rb
X

a
(K err)

�

�
+ 4
 2
��

a
(3.328)

wherewehaveim m ediately,with � > 0,

j@cX
a
(K err)j= j(@c!B )�

a
�j=

�
�
�
�(@c

2M arb

�R 2
)

�
�
�
��

M 4

R
4� �
0

1

r1+ �
(3.329)

and
�
�
�
�

�
2


(K err)

Q �

�R 2

@

@rb
X

a
(K err)

��
�
�
��

M 2

R 2
0

1

r2
: (3.330)

Finally using the im proved estim atesforthe �O(1) norm s,seealso Lem m a 6.2,

wehave

j��aj� c
�0

N 0

1

r3juj2+ �
: (3.331)

Using these estim atesfrom the de�nition

j�X j=

s
X

a

j�X aj2

wewrite,de�ning,

G = �

�
2


(K err)

Q �

�R 2

@

@rb
X

a
(K err)

�

; (3.332)

@N j�X j2 = 2j�X j@N j�X j= 2

X

a

�X
a
@e3�X

a = 2

X

a

�X
a
h

(@cX
a
(K err))�X

c + G �
+ 4
 2
��

a
i

� 4
(
X

a

j(@cX
a
(K err))j)j�X j2 + jG jj�
jj�X j+ 4
2(

X

a

j��
a
j)j�X j (3.333)
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and im m ediately

@N j�X j � 4
(
X

a

j(@cX
a
(K err))j)j�X j+ jG jj�
j+ 4
2(

X

a

j��
a
j)

� c
M 4

R
4� �
0

1

r1+ �
j�X j+

�
M 2

R 2
0

�0

r4juj1+ �
+

�0=N 0

r3juj2+ �

�

� c
M 4

R
4� �
0

1

r1+ �
j�X j+

�0

r3juj2+ �

�
1

N 0

+ c
M 2

R 2
0

�

: (3.334)

Applying the G ronwallLem m a weobtain

j�X j � exp

�

c
M 4

R
4� �
0

Z u

u0

1

r1+ �

� �

c�0

�
1

N 0

+
M 2

R 2
0

� Z u

u0

1

r3ju0j2+ �
du

0

�

� exp

�

c
M 4

R 4
0

�

c�0

�
1

N 0

+
M 2

R 2
0

�
1

r3juj1+ �
�
�0

2

1

r3juj1+ �
(3.335)

which provesthe result.

f�g:Theequation3.298 satis�ed by �ab,

@N (�ab)� 
tr�(�ab)= �

�
@X c

(K err)

@!a
(�cb)+

@X c
(K err)

@!b
(�ac)

�

+

h



(K err)

ab
�tr� + �


(K err)

ab
tr�(K err)+ 2
(K err)

��̂
ab
+ 2�
�̂

(K err)

ab

i

can be rewritten as

@N (�ab)� 
tr�(�ab)= (
tr� � 
tr�)(� ab)+ (G c
a(�cb)+ G

c
b(�ca))+ F (O (K err)

;�
;�tr�;��) (3.336)

where

F (O (K err)
;�
;�tr�;��)=

h



(K err)

ab
�tr� + �


(K err)

ab
tr�(K err)+ 2
(K err)

��̂
ab
+ 2�
�̂

(K err)

ab

i

: (3.337)

As

@N r(u;u)=
@

@u
r(u;u)=

r(u;u)

2

tr� (3.338)

itfollows

@N
(�ab)

r2
=

1

r2
@N (�ab)�

2

r3

r

2

tr�(�ab)=

1

r2

�
@N (�ab)� 
tr�(�ab)

�

=
1

r2

h

(
tr� � 
tr�)(� ab)+ (G c
a(�cb)+ G

c
b(�ca))+ F (O (K err)

;�
;�tr�;��)

i

Therefore

@N (r
� 2
�ab)= (
tr� � 
tr�)(r � 2

�ab)+
�
G
c
a(r

� 2
�cb)+ G

c
b(r

� 2
�ca)

�
+
F

r2
(3.339)
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De�ning

j�j�
X

ab

j�abj

wehavethe following inequality:

@N
j�j2

r4
=
2j�j

r2
@N

j�j

r2
=

1

r4

"

2j�j@N j�j�
4

r

r
tr�

2
j�j

#

=
X

ab

(�ab)

�
1

r4

�
� 
tr�(�ab)+ @N (�ab)

�
�

=
X

ab

(�ab)

r2

"

(
tr� � 
tr�)
(�ab)

r2
+

�

G
c
a

(�cb)

r2
+ G

c
b

(�ca)

r2

�

+
F (O (K err);�
;�tr�;��)

r2

#

�
j�j

r2

�

j(
tr� � 
tr�)j
j�j

r2
+ 2jG j

j�j

r2
+
jF j

r2

�

which im plies

@N

�
j�j

r2

�

�
�
j(
tr� � 
tr�)+ 2jG j

�
�
j�j

r2

�

+
jF j

r2
: (3.340)

As before we have for jG jand j(
tr� � 
tr�)jthe following estim ates,with

� > 0

jG j=
X

ac

jG a
cj� c

M 4

R
4� �
0

1

r1+ �
; j(
tr� � 
tr�)j�

c

r2
; (3.341)

therefore,applying G ronwallLem m a,

�
j�j

r2

�

(u;u) �

�
j�j

r2

�

(u0;u)+ exp

�

c
M 4

R
4� �
0

Z u

u0

1

r1+ �

� Z u

u0

jF j

r2
(u0;u)du0

� c

Z u

u0

jF j

r2
(u0;u)du0 (3.342)

O bservenow thatthe following inequality holds

jF j

r2
�

1

r2

�
�
�


(K err)

ab
�tr� + �


(K err)

ab
tr�(K err)+ 2
(K err)

��̂
ab
+ 2�
�̂

(K err)

ab

�
�
�

�
1

r2

h

j
jr2j�tr�j+ j�
jr2jtr�(K err)j+ 2j
(K err)jj��̂j+ 2j�
jĵ�
(K err)

j

i

� c
�0

r2juj2+ �
: (3.343)

Thereforeintegrating the �nalresultis

jjuj1+ ��j� c�0

�
1

N 0

+
1

N 1

�

�
�0

2
; (3.344)

proving the result.
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3.5 T he last slice canonicalfoliation

To controlr=�tr� we use trasportequation3.269 and thisrequiresan estim ate

ofr=�tr� on the lastsliceofV� we denoteC �,thisasdiscussed in [K l-Ni1]and

in [Ni]requiresa delicatechoiceofitsfoliation.Letusrecallthem ain problem

wehaveto cure;the equation fortr� along an incom ing coneis

D 3tr� +
1

2
tr�tr� + (D 3 log
)tr� + �̂ � �̂ � 2j�j2 � 4� � r= log
� 2jr= log
j2

= 2(4= log
+ div= � + �) : (3.345)

Lookingatthisexpression itisclearthatthereisa lossofderivativesdueto the

term in the righthand side. To cure this problem in [K l-Ni1]we require that

log
 satis�esthe equation

4= log
 = � div= � � � + � : (3.346)

To satisfy it we introduce a background foliation whose leaves are the level

surfaces ofthe a�ne param eter v,associated to the nullgeodesics generators

ofC �.Then we look fora new foliation u� = u�(v),expressed relatively to the

background one,such that,relatively to it,
 satis�esthe equations

4= log
 = � div= � � � + � ; log2
= 0

du�

dv
= (2
2)� 1; u�jS�(0)

= �1 (3.347)

where S�(0) = C � \ �0. O nce these conditions are satis�ed, the evolution

equation fortr� becom es

D 3tr� +
1

2
tr�tr� + (D 3 log
)tr� + �̂ � �̂ � 2j�j2 � 4� � �r= log
� 2jr= log
j2 = 2�

and the loss ofderivatives is disappeared when we derive tangentially. The

proofofthe existence ofthis foliation is in [Ni]. It is then clear thatthe last

slicetransportequation forr=tr� hasthe following expression:

D 3r=tr� +
1

2
tr�r=tr� + (D 3 log
)r=tr� + [r=;D 3]tr� +

1

2
(r=tr�)tr� + (D 3r= log
)tr�

+ [r=;D 3]log
tr� + r=�̂ � �̂ + �̂ � r=�̂ � 4� � r=� � 4r=� � r= log
� 4� � (� div= � � � + �)= 0 :

In the presentcase the problem hasto be worked in a slightdi�erentway;Let

usconsideragain the transportequation 3.345,

D 3tr� +
1

2
tr�tr� + (D 3 log
)tr� + �̂ � �̂ � 2j�j2 � 4� � r= log
� 2jr= log
j2

= 2(4= log
+ div= � + �) :

and subtractto itthe \K errpart" obtaining

D 3�tr� +
1

2
tr��tr� +

1

2
�tr�tr�(K err)� 2!�tr� � 2�!tr�(K err)+ �̂ � ��̂ + ��̂ � �̂

(K err)

� 2� � �� � 2�� � �
(K err)� 4� � �r= log
� 4�� � (r= log
)(K err)� 4r= log
� �r= log


� 4�r= log
� (�r= log
)(K err)

= 2(4=� log
+ (4= � 4=
(K err)

)(log
)(K err)+ div= �� + (div= � div= (K err))�(K err)+ ��) :
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To avoid the lossofderivatives� log
 hasto satisfy the following equation

4=� log
+ div= �� + �� � �� = 0 ; (3.348)

and the im portantpointisthatthe term

(4= � 4=
(K err)

)(log
)(K err)+ (div= � div= (K err))�(K err)

does not produce loss ofderivatives as it contains second derivatives only of

(log
)(K err) which isa given function.

Using the transportequationsforthe notunderlined connection coe�cientson

thelastslice,C �,allowsto controltheirnorm son the lastslicein term softhe

corresponding norm sin the intersection C � \ �0 and prove they are bounded

again by 46

c

�

"+ �0
M 2

R 2
0

�

:

3.6 V step: T he initialdata

Theglobalexistenceand thepeeling isproved hereassum ingastrongregularity

forthe initialdata.The reason foritisthatourinitialdata haveto guarantee

that the norm s ofthe connection coe�cients and tangentialderivatives up to

third orderaresm alland bounded on �0 and m oreover,the ~Q norm swritten in

term sofinitialdata haveto be�nite and sm all.W e collectin thenextsubsec-

tionsallthe initialdata conditionswe have used in the variousproofs.Finally

allthese conditionscan be expressed in term sofquantitiesrelativeonly to the

initialdata hypersurface,nam ely thethreedim ensionalm etric (3)g and thethe

second fundam entalform (3)k,togetherwith theircovariantderivatives.47 This

willallowsto expressthe initialdata sm allnessconditionsrequiring thata L2

integralon �0=B R 0
,whose integrand dependsonly on �(3)k = (3)k � (3)k(K err)

and on �(3)Ricci= (3)Ricci� (3)Ricci
(K err)

.

3.6.1 T he asym ptotic conditions on the initialdata m etric

From equation 2.33 itfollows

gj� 0
(� ;� ) = 
2dr2� + ab

�
d!

a +
1

2
(X (K err)

a
� X

a)dr�
��
d!

b +
1

2
(X (K err)

b
� X

b)dr�
�

= (
2 +
1

4
�X

2)dr2� �
1

2
ab�X

a
dr�d!

b + abd!
a
d!

b (3.349)

=

h


2

(K err)dr
2
� + 

(K err)

ab
d!

a
d!

b
i

+

�

(2
(K err)�
+ �
2 +
1

4
�X

2)dr2� �
1

2
ab�X

a
dr�d!

b + �abd!
a
d!

b

�

46The details ofthe \last slice problem ",�rstdiscussed and solved for a di�erent foliation

in [Ch-K l],are discussed in detailin [K l-N i1],Chapter 7 and also in [N i].
47Covariantwith respect to the three dim ensionalm etric (3)g.

85



Therefore

(gj� 0
� g(K err)j� 0

)(� ;� )= (2
(K err)�
+ �
2 +
1

4
�X

2)dr2� �
1

2
ab�X

a
dr�d!

b + �abd!
a
d!

b

and the asym ptoticconditionson the m etriccom ponentsare

�
 = o5

�
1

r3+ 

�

; �X
a = o5

�
1

r4+ 

�

; �ab = o5

�
1

r1+ 

�

; (3.350)

where r is de�ned as in equation 2.46 and the S’s are the two dim ensional

surfacesassociated to the canonicalfoliation of�0 we are going to de�ne. W e

callthese conditions:\K err asym ptotic  atness".

3.6.2 T he sm allness conditions on the initialdata m etric

Thesm allnessconditionsforthe m etric com ponentsare

sup
� 0=B R 0

jr3+ ��
j� " ; sup
� 0=B R 0

jr4+ ��X j� " ; sup
� 0=B R 0

jr1+ ��j� " : (3.351)

3.6.3 T he sm allness conditions on the initialdata connection coe� -

cients

Astheestim atesoftheconnection coe�cientsin V � areobtained in term softhe

initialdata ones,48 theinitialdata haveto besuch thatthefollowing estim ates

hold,with l� 4:

jr4+ l+ �r=
l
�tr�j� " ; jr4+ l+ �r=

l
�tr�j� "

jr4+ l+ �r=
l
��̂j� " ; jr4+ l+ �r=

l
��̂j� "

jr4+ l+ �r=
l
��j� " (3.352)

jr4+ l+ �r=
l
�!j� " ; jr4+ l+ �r=

l
�!j� " :

3.6.4 T he sm allness conditions on the initialdata R iem ann com po-

nents

O urinitialdata haveto guaranteethatthe norm softhe connection coe�cients

and theirtangentialderivativesare sm alland bounded on �0,but,m ore than

that,the ~Q norm sde�ned in term sofinitialdata haveto be�nite;thisim plies

thatthey haveto be such that

~Q � 0=B R 0
� "

2 (3.353)

and also,on �0=B R 0
the following condition m usthold,

sup
� 0=B R 0

jr6+


2 �(~R)j2 � "
2
: (3.354)

48R em ark, see the discussion about the last canonical slice, that the way in which the

connection coe�cientsnorm sdepend on thecorresponding oneson theinitialdata,isdi�erent

from the underlined and the notunderlined ones.
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3.6.5 T he canonicalfoliation on �0

A foliation of�0=B R 0
in term s oftwo dim ensionalsurfaces fS0g is speci�ed

through a function u0(p),the genericS0 isde�ned as

S0(u0 = �)= fp 2 �0=B R 0
ju0(p)= �g : (3.355)

The solution ofthe eikonalequation u(p)with initialdata u0(p)on �0=B R 0
is

such that the levelhypersurfaces u(p) = � de�nes the incom ing cones ofthe

doublenullfoliation.Asthe norm softhe \underlined" connection coe�cients,

see [K l-Ni1]Chapter3 forallthe detailed de�nitions,are estim ated,using the

transportequations along the incom ing cones in term s ofthe sam e norm s on

the initialhypersurface,while the opposite happensforthe notunderlined co-

e�cientsestim ated in term softhenorm son \Scri",an analogousaltough m ild

problem appearsin thiscase. To avoid a lossofderivativeswe have to choose

an appropriate(canonical)foliation of�0=B R 0
.W edo notgo herethrough the

detailsastheway to obtain itisanalogousto whatwasdonein [K l-Ni1],Chap-

ter7. M oreoverdi�erently from the lastslice case,here in principle we could

even avoid the choice ofthe canonicalfoliation adm itting a loss ofregularity

goingfrom theinitialdata to thesolution,whilethiscould notbeallowed when

weprovethatV� can be extended.

The previous discussion is not com pletely precise. In fact the intersectionsof

theoutgoingconeswhich arede�ned starting from \Scri"with thehypersurface

�0 are notthe S0 surfaces. Thism inorproblem requiresto de�ne a spacelike

hypersurface�0
0 nearto �0 and controlthevariousnorm sin the strip between

these two hypersurfaces. This has been done carefully in [K l-Ni1],subsection

4.1.3,and wedo notrepeatithere.

3.6.6 T he initialdata condition in term s of�(3)g and �(3)k

Aswe said allthe initialdata conditionscan be reexpressed requiring thatthe

m etricstaysnearto theK errm etricin a de�niteway,a condition sim ilarto the

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

L2 integralover�0=B R 0
,J ,whoseintegrand ism ade by (the squareof)�(3)k,

�(3)Ricciand theirderivativesisbounded by ".Itsexplicitexpression is

J (�(3)g;�(3)k)= sup
� 0=B R 0

�
jr3+ ��
j+ jr4+ ��X j+ jr1+ ��j

�
(3.356)

+

"Z

� 0=B R 0

5X

l= 0

(1+ d
2)(1+ l)+

5

2
+ �jr=

l
�kj2 +

Z

� 0=B R 0

3X

l= 0

(1+ d
2)(3+ l)+

5

2
+ �jr

l
�B j2

# 1

2

:

To expressthetensorquantitiesofthefourdim ensionalspacetim erestricted to

�0 in term softhethreedim ensionalquantitiesand theirnorm boundsin term

ofthecorrespondingthreedim ensionalones,requiressom ework.W ejustsketch

herethe m ain stepsasthisisa repetition,with som eobviousm odi�cations,of

whathasbeen donein [K l-Ni1],(m ainly in Chapter7)and in theoriginalwork

[Ch-K l],(m ainly in Chapter5).
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Step 1) T he choice ofa foliation and initialdata on the K err space-

tim e:

Letusdenotesim plyf�0;
(3)ggthem anifold with boundary�0=B R 0

.A foliation

isde�ned assigningon � 0 a function w(p),with som eappropriateproperties,so

thatthe leavesofthe foliation arede�ned by the levelsurfacesofthisfunction

S0(�)= fp2 �0jw(p)= �g : (3.357)

Theunitlength norm alto a genericpointofS0(�)is

~N i =
1

j@wj
g
ij
@jw : (3.358)

W e can use w(p) as the \norm alcoordinate,in this case the m etric can be

written as

(3)g(� ;� )= a
2
dw

2 + ~abd!
a
d!

b
; (3.359)

and we have stillthe freedom ofchoosing the angularvariables. Speci�cally if

weconsiderthe K errspacetim ewhosem etricrestricted to �0 is

(3)g(K err)(� ;� )= 
2
(K err)dr

2
� + 

(K err)

ab
d!

a
d!

b
: (3.360)

we aresuggested to choose r�(p)asthe function w(p)de�ning the foliation,so

that

S0(�)= fp 2 �0jr�(p)= �g ; ~N =
1


(K err)

@

@r�
: (3.361)

O n theothersidein theK errspacetim ethenullvectorofthenullfram eadapted

to the double nullfoliation is

e3 =
1


(K err)

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

; e4 =
1


(K err)

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

where

@

@u
=

@

@t
+

@

@r�
;

@

@u
=

@

@t
�

@

@r�
: (3.362)

Therefore

e4 =
1


(K err)

@

@r�
+

1


(K err)

�
@

@t
+ !B

@

@�

�

= ~N +
1

2
(e3 + e4)= ~N + T

e3 = �
1


(K err)

@

@r�
+

1


(K err)

�
@

@t
+ !B

@

@�

�

= � ~N +
1

2
(e3 + e4)= � ~N + T

where

T =
1

2
(e3 + e4)=

1


(K err)

�
@

@t
+ !B

@

@�

�

;
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isa vector�eld orthogonalto the hypersurface� 0 ofunitilength,
49 in fact

g(T;T)= � 1 : (3.363)

Therefore we de�ne the second fundam entalform ofthe hypersurface � 0 and

the second fundam entalform ofthe leavesS0(�)as

k(ea;eb)= � g(D ea T;eb) (3.364)

�(ea;eb)=
(3)g(r ea

~N ;eb):

Som edetailshavetobegiven here;�rstofallon thehypersurface� 0 them etric

induced by the K errm etric g hasthe following com ponents

(3)
g�� = � �

��
�
�g�� = (��� + T

�
T�)(�

�
� + T

�
T�)g��

= g�� + g��T
�
T� + T

�
T�g�� � T�T� : (3.365)

O n the other side,given p 2 �0 the m etric tensor
(3)g(p) can be applied only

on thevectorsofthesubspaceT�0jp ofTM p,orthogonalto Tjp.Thesevector

�eldscon be expressed in term softhe orthonorm albasis

fe1;e2;e3g = fe�� =
R

L

@

@��
; e� =

1

R sin�

@

@�
; ~N =

1


(K err)

@

@r�
g

and werecallthat

�
@

@t
= � !B

@

@�
(3.366)

(3)
gij = �

�

i�
�
jg�� = (�

�

i � T
�
Ti)(�

�
j � T

�
Tj)g�� = �

�

i�
�
jg�� = gij :

wherethe lastline followsfrom

Ti = gi�T
� = �

�

i

�
g�0T

0 + g��T
�
�
= �

�

i (� !B g�� + g��!B )= 0 : (3.367)

Thereforethe m etric induced on �0 isexactly
(3)g.M oreover

r �
~N � = � �

��
�
�D �

~N � (3.368)

e
a
A r a

~N � = � �
�e

a
A (D a

~N )�

so that

(3)g(r ea
~N ;eb)= g(D ea

~N ;eb): (3.369)

Itfollowsim m ediately that

�(ea;eb)= g(D ea e4;eb)= g(D ea
~N ;eb)+ g(D ea T;eb)

= (3)g(r ea
~N ;eb)� k(ea;eb)= �(ea;eb)� k(ea;eb): (3.370)

49In fact

� g
�0 @

@x�
= � g

00 @

@t
� g

�0 @

@�
=

1

4 sin2 �

„

g��
@

@t
� g�0

@

@�

«

=
1


 2

(K err)

„

@

@t
+ !B

@

@�

«
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Therefore

�(ea;eb)= �(ea;eb)� k(ea;eb)

�(ea;eb)= � �(ea;eb)� k(ea;eb)

�(ea)= k(ea;~N ) (3.371)

! = �
1

2
(K err)

@r� log
(K err) ; ! =
1

2
(K err)

@r� log
(K err) :

It turns out,therefore,that to specify the initialdata for the connection co-

e�cientswe have to assign 
 (K err) and the second fundam entalform k which

in the K errspacetim e areknown,butin generalaswewillseecan be assigned

in a free way;m oreoverwe have to assign �(ea;eb) which cannot be assigned

freely on �0 asitsatis�eson ita transportequation,3.401.Therefore�(ea;eb)

dependson thechoiceofthefoliation and satis�esatransportequation;toknow

it on �0 we have to satisfy it giving \initialdata" on S0(0)= @B R 0
. O n the

otherside looking atthe trasportequation satis�ed by tr� and �̂ one seesthat

on therighthand sidethecom ponentsoftheRiccitensorof�0,
(3)Rij and the

scalarcurvaturearepresent.Ason �0 the constraintequationshold the scalar

curvature can be expressed in term sofk,forthe com ponentsof(3)R ij we use

theBianchiequationsand togetherwith thetrasportequationsfor� wehavea

system ofequationswhich can besolved oncewecontrolB = curl ^(3)Ricci,(this

willbe discussed better later on when we discuss the realsituation ofinitial

data notexactly K err). Therefore in principle we need \initialconditions" on

B and k,together with their derivatives as we require conditions also on the

derivativesoftheconnection coe�cients.W eneed also initialconditionson the

Riem ann com ponents,writing the G auss and Codazzi-M ainardiequations ex-

pressing thefourdim ensionalRiem ann tensorin term softhethreedim ensional

Riccitensorand k weareableto writetheRiem ann com ponentsin term sagain

ofthe Riccithree dim ensionaltensor,the second fundam entalform k and the

variousconnection coe�cients which,at the end,im plies again in term s ofk,

B and their derivatives up to a �xed order. As we willsee in a m om ent an

analogousprocedurecan bedonewhen ourinitialdata areonly \near"to K err.

Step 2) T he choice of a foliation and initial data on the perturbed

K err spacetim e:

Them etric in the perturbed spacetim eis

g(� ;� )

= � 
2(dt2 � dr
2
�)+ ab

�

d!
a � (X a

(K err)du + X
a
du)

��

d!
b � (X b

(K err)du + X
b
du)

�

:

Again the norm alto the hypersurfacet= 0 isT where

T
� = g

��
�
0
� = g

�0 (3.372)

g
�� = �

1

2
2

h�

�
�
u�

�
u + �

�
u�

�
u

�

+ X
c(��c�

�
u + �

�
c�

�
u)+ X (K err)

d
�

�
�

d
�
�
u + �

�
d�

�
u

�i

+ 
ab
�
�
a�

�
b :
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g
�0 = �

1

4
2

h�

�
�
u + �

�
u

�

+ X
c
�
�
c + X (K err)

d
�
�

d

i

;

and norm alized to m inusone,

T =
1

2


��
@

@u
+

@

@u

�

+ (2!B �
c
� + �X

c)
@

@!c

�

=
1

2


�

2
@

@t
+ (2!B �

c
� + �X

c)
@

@!c

�

=
1




�
@

@t
+ (!B �

c
� +

�X c

2
)
@

@!c

�

=
1




�
@

@t
+ !B

@

@�
+
�X c

2

@

@!c

�

(3.373)

=

(K err)



T
(K err)+

�X c

2


@

@!c
= T

(K err)�
�




T
(K err)+

�X c

2


@

@!c
=
1

2
(e3 + e4):

Proceeding as before on �0=B R 0
,hereafter denoted sim ply �0,the assigned

m etricis

(3)g(� ;� )= (
2 +
1

4
j�X j2)dr2� �

1

2
ab(�X

a
dr�d!

b + �X
b
d!

a
dr�)+ abd!

a
d!

b (3.374)

nearto the K err�0 m etric

(3)g(K err)(� ;� )= 
2(K err)dr
2
� + 

(K err)

ab
d!

a
d!

b
: (3.375)

M oreover

(3)
g
11 =

1

jD j
(1122 � 

2
12) ;

(3)
g
22 =

1

jD j
((
2 + j�X j2)22 � �X

2
2) (3.376)

(3)
g
12 =

1

jD j
(� �X122 + �X212) ;

(3)
g
33 =

1

jD j
((
2 + j�X j2)11 � �X

2
1)

(3)
g
13 =

1

jD j
(� �X112 + �X211) ;

(3)
g
23 = �

1

jD j
((
2 + j�X j2)12 � �X1�X2)

jD j = (
2 + j�X j2)det � �X
2
122 � �X

2
211 + 2�X1�X212

= det

�


2 + j�X j2 � �X
2
1

22

det
� �X

2
2

11

det
+ 2�X1�X2

12

det

�

= det
2 (3.377)

From the initialdata assum ptionswecan write

(3)
g
11 =

1


2
;

(3)
g
22 =

22

det
+ O

�
"

r4+ �

�2
;

(3)
g
33 =

11

det
+ O

�
"

r4+ �

�2

(3)
g
1;f�;�g = O

�
"

r4+ �

�

;
(3)
g
�;� = O

�
"

r5+ �

�

: (3.378)

Therefore

(3)g(� ;� )�(3)g(K err)(� ;� ) (3.379)

=

�

�
(
+ 
 (K err))+
1

4
j�X j2

�

dr
2
� �

1

2
ab(�X

a
dr�d!

b + �X
b
d!

a
dr�)+ �abd!

a
d!

b
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From the previousde�nition 3.373

T =
1

2


��
@

@u
+

@

@u

�

+ (X c + X
c
(K err))

@

@!c

�

=
1




�
@

@t
+
1

2
(X c + X

c
(K err))

@

@!c

�

=
1

2
(e3 + e4) (3.380)

itfollowsthat

e4 =
1




�
@

@t
+

@

@r�
+ X

c @

@!c

�

= T +
1




�
@

@r�
+
1

2
�X

c @

@!c

�

e3 =
1




�
@

@t
�

@

@r�
+ X

c
(K err)

@

@!c

�

= T �
1




�
@

@r�
+
1

2
�X

c @

@!c

�

Therefore

e4 = T + ~N ; e3 = T � ~N (3.381)

where

~N =
1




�
@

@r�
+
1

2
�X

c @

@!c

�

: (3.382)

Itiseasy to provethatwith the m etric 3.374

(3)g(� ;� )= (
2 +
1

4
j�X j2)dr2� �

1

2
ab(�X

a
dr�d!

b + �X
b
d!

a
dr�)+ abd!

a
d!

b

wehave

(3)g(~N ;~N )= 1 ;
(3)g(T;T)= � 1 ;

(3)g(T;~N )= 0 :

An easy calculation gives

~n = ~nidx
i = 
dr� ; ~ni =

(3)
gij ~N

j
: (3.383)

Again

(3)
g�� = � �

��
�
�g�� = (��� + T

�
T�)(�

�
� + T

�
T�)g��

= g�� + g��T
�
T� + T

�
T�g�� � T�T� : (3.384)

and also

T0 = � 
 ; T i = gi�T
� = 0 (3.385)

so that
(3)
gij = gij :

Thereforethe m etric induced on �0 isexactly
(3)g.M oreover

r �
~N � = � �

��
�
�D �

~N � (3.386)

e
a
A r a

~N � = � �
�e

a
A (D a

~N )�
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so that

(3)g(r ea
~N ;eb)= g(D ea

~N ;eb): (3.387)

Itfollowsim m ediately that

�(ea;eb)= g(D ea e4;eb)= g(D ea
~N ;eb)+ g(D ea T;eb)

= (3)g(r ea
~N ;eb)� k(ea;eb)= �(ea;eb)� k(ea;eb): (3.388)

Therefore

�(ea;eb)= �(ea;eb)� k(ea;eb)

�(ea;eb)= � �(ea;eb)� k(ea;eb)

�(ea)= k(ea;~N ) (3.389)

! = �
1

2

@T log
�

1

2

@ ~N

log


! = �
1

2

@T log
+

1

2

@ ~N

log
 :

Nextstep isto provethe following lem m a

Lem m a 3.17. Itispossible to perform a change ofthe coordinates

fr�;!
1
;!

2g! f~r�;~!
1
;~!2g

such thatthe vector � eld ~N isin these coordinates

~N =
1




@

@~r�
(3.390)

and the m etric hasthe form

(3)g(� ;� )= 
2d~r2� + ~abd~!
a
d~!b : (3.391)

M oreover

~ab = ab + O

�
"

r2+ �

�

; ~!a = !
a + O

�
"

r3+ �

�

: (3.392)

P roof:Letusconsiderthe following coordinatetransform ation:

r� = ~r�

!
b = ~!b + f

b(r�;~!) (3.393)

wherefb satis�es

@fb

@r�
(r�;~!(r�;!))=

�X b

2
(r�;!): (3.394)
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Due to the \sm allness" of�X itfollowsim m ediately thatthe previousm ap is

invertibleon �0=B R 0
and thereforeisa coordinatetransform ation.M oreoverit

followsthatin the f~r�;~!
bg coordinatesthe vector�eld ~N hasthe expression

~N =
1




@

@~r�
:

From the relation

(3)~gij =
@xl

@yi

@xs

@yj
(3)
gls ;

denoting

fyig = f~r�;~!
1
;~!2g ; fxlg = fr�;!

1
;!

2g ;

itfollowsim m ediately

(3)~g11 = 
2
;

(3)~g1b = 0 (3.395)

(3)~gcd � ~cd = cd +
@fa

@yc
ad +

@fb

@yd
cb +

@fa

@yc

@fb

@yd
ab :

Thereforein these coordinatesthe m etrichasthe expression

(3)g(� ;� )= 
2d~r2� + ~abd~!
a
d~!b : (3.396)

and

~N =
1




@

@~r�
; ~n = 
d~r� (3.397)

so thatin these coordinatesthe leavesofthe foliation are de�ned by the level

surfacesofthe sam efunction ~r�(p)= r�(p),

S0(�)= fp2 �0j~r�(p)= �g : (3.398)

M oreoveritis im portantto observe thatalthough the coordinates ~!a are dif-

ferentfrom !a neverthelesswe stillhave,asexpected,

(3)g(~N ;
@

@~!a
)= (3)g(~N ;

@

@!a
) ; a 2 f1;2g :

W eproceed asin theK errcase,thesecond fundam entalform k,apartfrom sat-

isfyingtheconstraintequations,can beassignedfreelyand itcan bedecom posed

in the obviousway as

k(ei;ej)= k(K err)(ei;ej)+ �k(ei;ej) (3.399)

and thesm allnessofthe�k(ei;ej)parttogetherwith its(�0-)tangentialderiva-

tives willbe assigned in a direct way. The situation is m ore delicate for the

connection coe�cientswhich depend on �(ea;eb),thesecond fundam entalform
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ofthe leavesS0(�) as they satisfy som e transportequations. As �(ea;eb) de-

pendson the choiceofthe foliation and satis�esa transportequation,to know

it on �0 we have to satisfy it giving \initialdata" on S0(0)= @B R 0
. O n the

othersidelooking atthetrasportequationssatis�ed by tr� and �̂ oneseesthat

on the righthand sidethecom ponentsoftheRiccitensorof�0,
(3)R ij and the

scalarcurvaturearepresent.Ason �0 theconstraintequationshold,thescalar

curvature can be expressed in term sofk,forthe com ponentsof(3)R ij we use

the Bianchiequationsand togetherwith the trasportequationsfor� we have

a system ofequations which can be solved once we controlB = curl\(3)Ricci.

Therefore in principle we need \initialconditions" on B and k,together with

their derivatives as we require conditions also on the derivatives ofthe con-

nection coe�cients. M oreoverwe need also initialconditions on the Riem ann

com ponents;to do itwe write the G aussand Codazzi-M ainardiequationsex-

pressing thefourdim ensionalRiem ann tensorin term softhethreedim ensional

Riccitensorand k and we areable to write the Riem ann com ponentsin term s

ofthe Riccithree dim ensionaltensor,the second fundam entalform k and the

variousconnection coe�cientswhich,atthe end,are estim ated again in term s

ofk,B and theirderivativesup to a �xed order. Thisgeneralpicture,never-

theless,doesnottake into accountthathere allthisprocedure hasto be done

subtracting thevarious\K errparts".Letussketch itin som em oredetail.The

�rstpointisthetransportequation forthesecond fundam entalform �.Itcom es

from the contraction ofthe Codazzi-M ainardiequation,see [K l-Ni1],Chapter

7,(7.1.9).

Neverthelessasdonein V� tosubtracttheK errpartweusethesam ecoordinates

therefore we have to interpret Lem m a 3.17. It is clear that nothing prevents

to renam ethe coordinates~r�;~!
b asr�;!

b and,thereforewehaveforthe initial

data the following situation on �0=B R 0
:

(3)g(K err)(� ;� )= 
2dr2� + abd!
a
d!

b

(3)g(� ;� )= 
2dr2� + ~abd!
a
d!

b (3.400)

~ab = ab +
@fc

@ya
cb +

@fd

@yb
ad +

@fc

@ya

@fd

@yb
cd

~N = ~N (K err) =
1




@

@r�
; ea = e

(K err)
a + �ea

where in the last equation the relation between ea and e
(K err)
a is exactly as

discussed in Lem m a 3.10.Theequationsfor�ab havethe following form :

r= ~N
�̂ac + tr� �̂ac = � 
� 1\r=

a
r=
c

�

h
(3)
R ac + 2� 1ac(

(3)
R ~N ~N

� (3)
R)

i

r ~N
tr� +

1

2
tr�2 = � 
� 14=
� j�̂j2 � (3)

R ~N ~N
(3.401)

where \r=
a
r=
c
= r=

a
r=
c
� 1

2
ac4= .

Asin thegeneralcasewecan subtractto �ab itsK errpart
50 and observingthat

50O bserve that here we do not have to m ake a distinction between �̂ and �(K err) as here
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equations3.401 aresatis�ed in K errweobtain

r= ~N
��̂ac + tr� �̂�ac = �Fac(�
;�)�

h

�
(3)
R ac + 2� 1ac(�

(3)
R ~N ~N

� �
(3)
R)

i

r ~N
tr�� + tr� tr�� = �G (�
;�;��̂)� j�̂�j2 � �

(3)
R ~N ~N

(3.402)

where �Fac(�
;�) and �G (�
;�;�̂�) depend also on the derivatives oftheir

argum entsand on thecorresponding K errparts.Theseterm scan beestim ated

exactly asdoneforthe transportequationsoftheconnection coe�cientsin V �,

seeforinstancesubsection 3.4.2,and wedo notreporttheanalogousestim ates.

The nextstepsare analogousto those discussed in Chapter7 of[K l-Ni1]with

the obvious m odi�cations,equations 3.402 have to be supplem ented with the

analogousofequationsforthecom ponentsofthethreedim ensionalRiccitensor

to which the K err parts have been subtracted. They follow from the second

Bianchiidentities;de�ning

SA B � d(3)R A B ;PA � d(3)R
A ~N

; Q � d(3)R ~N ~N
; (3.403)

51

B ij = (curld(3)R)ij (3.404)

and assum ing the adapted fram e with 
 = 1 and Ferm itransported 52 they

havethe form ,see [K l-Ni1]eqs.(7.1.16),

div= P =
1

6
r ~N

R � r ~N
Q �

3

2
tr�Q + Ŝ ��̂

curl= P = B ~N ~N
+ �̂ ^ Ŝ

r=
N
P + tr�P =

1

12
r=
a
R + �

B= ~N
+ r=Q � 2�̂ � P

div= Ŝ =

�
1

12
r=R � �

B= ~N

�

�
1

12
r=Q + (̂� � P )�

1

2
tr�P

r= ~N
Ŝ +

1

2
tr�Ŝ = �

B= +
1

2
r=
̂P +

3

2
�̂Q (3.405)

where r= ~N
X isthe projection ofr ~N

X on TS0,B= isthe S-tangentsym m etric

two tensorB=
A B

= B A B and �B=
ab
= � c

a �
d
b
B=

cd
.

Again from these equationsto which we subtractthe K errpartand equations

3.402 we prove in the sam e way asin [K l-Ni1]thatthe �� partofthe connec-

tion coe�cientson � 0 satis�esthe required initialdata conditionsprovided we

requiresom edecay and sm allnessconditionsfor�k (and itsderivatives)and �B

(and itsderivatives).

W earelefttodiscussa�nalpointtocom pletetheinitialdatachoice,nam elythe

factthattheinitialconditionson theRiem ann com ponents,equation 3.353and

the leaves ofthe foliation are the sam e.

51(curl d(3)R )ij � � ls
j
r l

`

(3)R is �
1

3
gis

(3)R
´

.
52r= ~N

eA = 0.
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3.354requirethecontrolon �0 ofthenullcom ponentsofL̂T0
(4)R,m oreprecisely

of�(̂LT0
(4)R);�(̂LT0

(4)R);:::::.Again theseconditionscan beexpressed in term s

ofconditionson �k,�B and their�0-tangentialderivatives.In factfrom lem m as

3.3,3.7 it folllows that we control�(̂LT0
(4)R);�(̂LT0

(4)R);:::::once we control

the nullcom ponentsof(4)R and their@T0 derivatives. The nullcom ponentsof
(4)R are controlled in term softheirK errpartand ofthe norm sfor�k and �B

which allow to control��((4)R);��((4)R);:::::,thecontrolofthe@T0 derivatives,

@T0�(
(4)R);@T0�(

(4)R);:::::followsobserving thatT0 =
@

@t
and that

@t�(
(4)
R)= @t

(4)
R(ea;e4;eb;e4) = @t�

(4)
R(ea;T0;eb;T0)+ @t�

(4)
R(ea;T0;eb;~N )

+ @t�
(4)
R(ea;~N ;eb;T0)+ @t�

(4)
R(ea;~N ;eb;~N )

and we can decom pose each �(4)R com ponent in a �(3)R and the product of

two �k tensorork�k.W e are left,therefore with the need to control@t�k and

@t�
(3)R.To do itwesim ply observethatin a �t foliation theEinstein equations

can be written asequationsfor (3)Rgij and kij,see [K l-Ni1]equation (1.3.17),

which in the presentcasehavethe form

@tgij = � 2
k ij + LX gij (3.406)

@tkij = � r ir j
+ 
( (3)
R ij + trkkij � 2kim k

m
j)+ LX kij

where

X = X (K err)+
�X

2
:

Again subtracting the K errpartfrom both sidesofthe equationsweobtain

@t�gij = � 2�
kij � 2
(K err)�kij +

h

LX gij � LX (K err)
g
(K err)

ij

i

@t�kij = � (�ri)@j
� (r
(K err)

i
)@j�
+ �
((3)R ij + trkkij � 2kim k

m
j)+ LX kij

+ 
(K err)(�(3)R ij + (�trk)kij + trk(K err)
�kij � 2�kim k

m
j � 2k

(K err)

im �k
m
j)

+

h

LX kij � LX (K err)
k
(K err)

ij

i

: (3.407)

Thisallowsto control@t�gij and @t�kij in term softhe K errexpressionsfork

and (3)R ij theircorrectionstogetherwith their�0 tangentialderivatives. The

�nalresultis,therefore,thatthesm allnessoftheinitialdata can beexpressed

requiring thatan L2 integralover�0=B R 0
,J ,whoseintegrand ism adeby (the

squareof)�(3)k,�(3)Ricciand theirderivativesisbounded by ".M oreprecisely

J (�(3)g;�(3)k)= sup
� 0=B R 0

�
jr3+ ��
j+ jr4+ ��X j+ jr1+ ��j

�
(3.408)

+

"Z

� 0=B R 0

5X

l= 0

(1+ d
2)(1+ l)+

5

2
+ �jr=

l
�kj2 +

Z

� 0=B R 0

3X

l= 0

(1+ d
2)(3+ l)+

5

2
+ �jr

l
�B j2

# 1

2

:

Step 3: T he construction ofa canonicalfoliation
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Thestrategy isexactly thesam eastheonediscussed in [K l-Ni1],wejustsketch

them ain di�erence,lookingattheequation fortr�� onerealizesthaton theright

hand sidethereisa term proportionalto ��,thisim pliesa lossofderivativeson

theinitialdata unlessthefoliation issuch thatin thisequation �� issubstituted

by ��.Thisim pliesthat�
 hasto satisfy an ellipticequation,theanalogousof

equation (7.1.26)of[K l-Ni1]. Therefore once we have the originalfoliation on

�0 we can constructstarting from it a new foliation we call\canonical" such

thatthe incom ing conesin V� are de�ned asthe levelsurfacesw = constofa

function w solution oftheeikonalequation with initialdata given by a function

w0(p) de�ned on � 0,such that the surfaces w0(p) = � are the leaves ofthe

canonicalfoliation.

3.7 V I step: T he extension ofthe region V�

Aspreviously said once we haveproved thatin the region V� the estim atesfor

the norm softhe connection coe�cientsand forthe Riem ann tensorare better

than thoseassum ed in the\Bootstrap assum ptions"wehavedonethebasicstep

to concludethata region largerthan V� doesexistwherethepreviousquantity

satisfy again the \Bootstrap assum ptions".To obtain thisresult,nevertheless,

som ething m ore is needed. In fact the bootstrap argum ent requires that two

conditionsbe satis�ed. Firstthata region with the assum ed propertiesofthe

V� region doesexists,possibly a very sm allone,second itrequiresto provethat

thisregion can be extended.

The �rst condition can be im plem ented by a localexistence result in a sm all

strip above �0=B R 0
and,in fact,ofthissolution we are interested only to the

dependence region V associated to the annulusin �0 with r 2 [R 0;R 0 + �R],

with �R arbitrary sm alland it is clear that starting from appropriate initial

data wecan satisfy in V allthe \bootstrap assum ptions".

The second condition to be satis�ed requiresto solve again an existence prob-

lem starting from the upper boundary ofV�. The strategy is not com pletely

standard,butithasbeen already discussed in [K l-Ni1],Chapter3,section 3.7.8,

see also [Ni]. Therefore we sketch here only the m ore relevantpoints and the

di�erencesfron the situation discussed there.

The region whose existence we have to prove is a \strip" above the last slice

ofthe region V� ofarbitrary sm allwidth. Nevertheless as there is no bound

for the size ofthe region V� this existence problem is not a localproblem in

both directions,it is localin the \outgoing cones" direction,but not localin

the \incom ing cones" directions. M oreoverthis is a characteristic problem as

itsinitialdata areon theintersection oftheportionsoftwo cones,oneoutgoing

starting atthe intersection ofthe lastslice ofV� with �0,the otherone being

exactly thelastslice.Asthelastslicecan bevery extended,to provethisresult

willrequireagain a bootstrap argum ent,thedi�erencebeing now thatoncewe

assum e(again by abootstrap assum ption)thataportion ofthisstrip doesexist

then to prove that it can be extended,therefore proving that the whole strip

doesexistsrequiresin thiscasea realcharacteristiclocalproblem which iseasy

to obtain. W e do notgive m ore detailson itasthisproblem hasalready been
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treated an solved in two previous papers by the sam e authors,see [Ca-Ni1],

[Ca-Ni2].O bserve�nally thattheinitialdata in thiscaseautom atically satisfy

the constraints for the characteristic probelm as they are the restriction on

thesehypersurfacesofthe Einstein solutions;thedi�erence with respectto the

discussion on [Ca-Ni2]is that in this case the \initialdata" are near to K err

instead than to M inkowski,butthisisnota problem .

Finally to com plete the result we have to prove that,again,in the extended

region,V� + �V ,theestim ates�R � �0;�O � �0 hold.Thisrequiressom ecare,

in factfrom the\lastsliceinitialdata" onewould betem pted to inferthatthe
~Q norm s,to be�niteavoiding possiblelogarithm icdivergences,would requirea

weightjuj~ with ~ < ,the analogousofthe lossofdecay from the initialdata

tothesolutions.Theproblem iscured observingthatoncewehaveasolution in

V� + �V and a new doublenullcanonicalfoliation wecan,exactly asbefore,to

estim atethe ~Q on theoutgoing and incom ing conesin term softhesam enorm s

on �0 and repeatallthe previouslem m asto reobtain the correctdecay forthe

�R norm s.O nce thisisdonewe repeatexactly the sam e proceduredonein V�
forthe connection coe�cientsso that,�nally,we have proved thatin V � + �V

allthe bootstrap assum ptionsare stillvalid and,by contradiction,thatV� has

to coincidewith the global(external)spacetim e.

4 T he �nalresult

W e can statenow with allthe detailsour�nalresult:

T heorem 4.1.Assum ethatinitialdata aregiven on �0 such that,outside ofa

ballcentered in the origin ofradiusR 0,they are di� erentfrom the \Kerrinitial

data ofa Kerr spacetim e with m assM satisfying

M

R 0

< < 1 ; J � M
2

for som e m etric corrections decaying faster than r� 3 toward spacelike in� nity

together with itsderivatives up to an order q� 4,nam ely 53

gij = g
(K err)

ij
+ oq+ 1(r

� (3+


2
)) ; kij = k

(K err)

ij
+ oq(r

� (4+


2
)) (4.409)

where  > 0. Let us assum e that the m etric correction �gij,the second fun-

dam entalform correction �kij are su� ciently sm all, nam ely the function J

equation 3.408 m ade by L2 norm son �0 ofthese quantitiesissm all,
54

J (�0;R 0;�
(3)g;�(3)k)� " ; (4.410)

then this initialdata set has a unique developm ent, fM , de� ned outside the

dom ain ofin uence ofBR 0
with the following properties:

53The com ponents ofthe m etric tensor written in dim ensionalcoordinates.
54This willalso im ply a slightly stronger condition on the decay ofthe m etric and second

fundam entalform com ponents,basically that
R

1

R 0
drr5+ j�gijj

2 < 1 ,
R

1

R 0
drr7+ j�kijj

2 < 1 .
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i) fM = fM + [ fM � where fM + consistsofthe partof fM which isin the future

of�=B R 0
, fM � the one to the past.

ii) (fM + ;g) can be foliated by a canonicaldouble nullfoliation fC (u);C (u)g

whose outgoing leavesC (u)are com plete 55 for allj�j� ju0j= R 0.The bound-

ary ofB R 0
can be chosen to be the intersection ofC (u0)with �0.

iii) The various nullcom ponents ofthe Riem ann tensor relative to the null

fram e associated to the double nullcanonicalfoliation,decay along the outgoing

\cones" in agreem entwith the \Peeling Theorem ".

R em ark: It is clear that, from the way this result has been obtained, the

condition M

R 0
< < 1 hasto be such that the developm entwe prove is farfrom

theeventhorizon weassum etoexistin aspacetim e,neartotheK errspacetim e,

which describesthecom pleteouterregion.In facttryingto gonearto theevent

horizon oreven to the\photosphereregion",see[Bl]and referencestherein,we

would im m ediately �nd seriousproblem stryingtocontrolthe ~Q norm sin term s

ofthe initialdata ones.

5 C onclusions

As said in the introduction the globalexistence proofis separated from the

\peeling result".TheglobalexistencenearK errspacetim erequired,in a broad

sense,to subtractthe K errpart.Thisisdoneconcerning the Riem ann com po-

nentslooking fortheestim atesforthe\tim ederivative" oftheRiem ann tensor,

which elim inates the contribution ofthe K err spacetim e,or m ore in general

ofany stationary spacetim e. The subtraction forthe connection coe�cientsis

viceversa m ade in a m ore generalway as the subtracted part has not to be

tim e independent.56 Thisisin som esense the m ore originalpartas,in a m ore

externalregion,the peeling decay hasbeen already proved in [Ni2].

6 A ppendix

6.1 Proofofvarious inequalities and lem m as

P roofofinequality 3.128:

Thisresultisjustone ofthe standard estim atesused in Chapter5 of[K l-Ni1]

to show how from thecontroloftheQ norm sonecan obtain thecontrolofthe

sup norm s ofthe nullRiem ann com ponents. The only di�erence is that here

we are considering the ~R W eyl�eld instead ofthe Riem ann tensorR and that

55By this we m ean that the nullgeodesics generating C (u) can be inde�nitely extended

toward 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" ofthe connection coe�cients,writeforthem the structure equa-

tions,estim ate theirnorm sand recover by a tim e integration the connection coe�cients,this

m ethod,although lessgeneral,should give the sam e resultwe have obtained.
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theQ norm saresubstituted by the ~Q norm s.W ewritetheproofexplicitely to

m akethepaperm oreconsistent.

O bservethatfrom Lem m a 5.1.1 in [K l-Ni1]we have

Z

S(�;�)

j�j5+ �r4r2jr=�(~R)j2 �

Z

S(�;�)

j�j5+ �r4jLO �(~R)j
2 (6.411)

�

Z

S(�;�)

j�j5+ �r4j�(̂LO
~R)j2 +

Z

S(�;�)

j�j5+ �r4jtr(O )�j2j�(~R)j2 + fgood correctionsg :

From the estim atefor�(~R)in Theorem 3.2 and Lem m a 3.1

sup
K

jr3j�j3+
�

2 �(~R)j� ĉ"

with

ĉ�

�

c0
M

R 0

+ c2

�

and from the estim ate

sup
K

jr2(O )�j� cM
2
;

the second integralin 6.411 can be estim ated by

Z

S(�;�)

j�j5+ �r4jtr(O )�j2j�(~R)j2 � ĉM
4
"
2

Z

S(�;�)

j�j5+ �
1

r6j�j6+ �

� ĉM
4
"
2j�j5+ �

1

r4j�j6+ �
� 4�ĉM 4

"
2 1

r4j�j
(6.412)

wherefornotationalsim plicity wewrite

"N 0
�

�

"+
�0

N 0

�

:

Thisim plies

Z

C (�)

j�j5+ �r4r2jr=�(~R)j2 �

Z

C (�)

j�j5+ �r4j�(̂LO
~R)j2 + 4�ĉ"2N 0

M 4

R 4
0

� c~Q � 0
+ 4�ĉ"2N 0

M 4

R 4
0

�

�

c+ 4�ĉ
M 4

R 4
0

�

"
2
N 0

(6.413)

Using Corollary 4.1.1 of[K l-Ni1]wehave

 Z

S(�;�)

r
2j�j2jF j4

! 1

4

�

 Z

S(�1;�)= C (�)\�0

r
2j�j2jF j4

! 1

4

+

 Z

C (�)

�
jF j2 + � � � �

�
! 1

2

(6.414)
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Choosing F = j�j
5+ �

2 r3r=�(~R)weobtain

jr4�
2

4 j�j3+
�

2 r=�(~R)jp= 4;S =

 Z

S(�;�)

jj�j3+
�

2 r
4� 2

4 r=�(~R)j4

! 1

4

(6.415)

�

 Z

S(�1;�)= C (�)\�0

jj�j3+
�

2 r
4� 2

4 r=�(~R)j4

! 1

4

+

 Z

C (�)

h

jj�j
5+ �

2 r
3r=�(~R)j2 + � � � �

i
! 1

2

�

 Z

S(�1;�)= C (�)\�0

jj�j3+
�

2 r
4� 2

4 r=�(~R)j4

! 1

4

+

�

c+ 4�ĉ
M 4

R 4
0

�1

2

"N 0

� ĉ0"+

�

c+ 4�ĉ
M 4

R 4
0

�1

2

"N 0
= ĉ0"+ ĉ1"N 0

= ĉ2"N 0
;

wherein the the lastinequality weassum ethatinitialdata aresuch that

 Z

S(�1;�)= C (�)\�0

jj�j3+
�

2 r
4� 2

4 r=�(~R)j4

! 1

4

� ĉ0" : (6.416)

O bservenow thatinequality 6.413

Z

C (�)

j�j5+ �r4r2jr=�(~R)j2 =

Z �

�1

jj�j
5+ �

2 r
3r=�(~R)j2p= 2;S � ĉ

2
1"

2
N 0

im ply that,

jj�j3+
�

2 r
4� 2

p r=�(~R)jp= 2;S � ĉ1"N 0
: (6.417)

Interpolating between 6.415 and 6.417 weobtain forp2 [2;4],

jr
4� 2

p j�j3+
�

2 r=�(~R)jp;S � c
0
"N 0

(6.418)

proving the lem m a.

In theproofsofvariousLem m as,forthem etriccom ponentswecan usedirectly

the di�erence between a quantity and its K err counterpart,recallthat going

from O to Ô and from Ô to O (K err) in two stepsisrequired forthe connection

coe�cientsand forthenullcom ponentsoftheRiem ann tensor.M oreoverithas

been already proved that the di�erence Ô � O (K err) is bounded and \sm all",

see Lem m a 3.10. Therefore for the m etric com ponents with^we denote the

K errpart,Ô (0) = O
(K err)

(0)
,while theirm eaning isdi�erentforthe connection

coe�cientsand forthe nullcom ponentsofthe Riem ann tensor. W e also write
c(�); c(�)to indicate the \hat" partof� and � notto be confused with their

tracelesspart �̂,�̂.

P roofofinequalities 3.148

Lookingattheexplicitexpressions3.149and 3.151itisim m ediatetorealizethat

inequalities 3.151 are im m ediately derived by the bootstrap assum ptions 2.53
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whilefortherighthand sideterm sin 3.149weonlyneed tocontrolD 3�X ;D4�X

and r=�X .Thecontrolofthe�rsttwoterm sarisesfrom theexplicitexpressionof

D 3�X ,see6.451,Lem m a 3.16.Thecontrolofr=�X requiresto deriveequation

6.451 and obtain from this equation an estim ate for r=�X proceeding as in

Lem m a 3.16. O bserve that the loss ofderivatives due to the presence on the

rightend sideofr=� isonly apparentasto estim ate r=� thereisnotany lossof

derivatives,see thediscussion in subsection 3.4.5.

P roofofLem m a 3.4:W e have

[T0;ea]=



2
(D=3ea + D=4ea)�




2
(� + �)acec � [X ;ea] : (6.419)

Thisfollowsobserving that

T0 =



2
(e3 + e4)� X

and,see[K l-Ni1]eqs.(3.1.45),

[
e3;ea]= 
D=
e3
ea � 
�

ac
ec

[
e4;ea]= 
D=
e4
ea � 
� acec : (6.420)

As[T0;ea]
(K err) = 0wecan writethecom m utatorin term softhe�O correction

term s,m oreprecisely:

[T0;ea] =
�


2
(D=

e3
+ D=

e4
)ea +


̂

2

�

(D=
e3
� dD=

e3
)ea + (D=

e4
� dD=

e4
)ea

�

+

̂

2

�
dD=
e3
+ dD=

e4

�

�ea

�

"

�


2
(� + �)acec +


̂

2
(�� + ��)acec +


̂

2
(c(�)+ c(�))ac�ec

#

(6.421)

+

̂

2

h

(c(�)� �
(K err))ac + (c(�)� �

(K err))ac

i

êc � [�X ;ea]� [X ;�ea]:

Thefollowing relation holds:

(D=
e3
� dD=

e3
)e�a = ����(D=e3ea)

� + �̂ �
�(D e3 �

dD e3)e
�
a + �̂ �

�
dD e3�e

�
a :

As

(D e3 �
dD e3)ea =

h

(e3 � ê3)
�D � + ê

�

3(D � � D̂ �)ea

i

(6.422)

=

��
1



�

1


̂

�

(��u + !B �
�

�
)+ ê

�

3e
�
a(�

�
�� � �̂���)

@

@!�

�
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�



̂
D e3ea + ê

�

3e
�
a(�

�
�� � �̂���)

@

@!�
;
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therefore

[T0;ea]
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�
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e3
+ D=

e4
)e�a +


̂

2
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�
c � [�X ;ea]

� � [X ;�ea]
�

=



2
����(D e3 + D e4)e

�
a +


̂

2
�̂ �
� (̂e

�

3 + ê
�

4)e
�
a(�

�
�� � �̂���)+


̂

2

�
dD=
e3
+ dD=

e4

�

�e
�
a

�

"
�


2
(� + �)ace

�
c +


̂

2
(�� + ��)ace

�
c +


̂

2
(c(�)+ c(�))ac�e

�
c

#

+

̂

2

h

(c(�)� �
(K err))ac + (c(�)� �

(K err))ac

i

ê
�
c � [�X ;ea]

� � [X ;�ea]
�

and equation 3.180 follows. The second com m utatorappearing in 3.181can be

written,recalling thatin theK errspacetim ethecoom utatorisidentically zero,

[T0;e4]=
1

2
[
(e3 + e4);e4]� [X ;e4]=




2
[e3;e4]�

1

2
e4(
)(e3 + e4)� [X ;e4]

=



2

�
(D 4 log
)e3 � (D 3 log
)e4

�
�



2
(D 4 log
)e3 �




2
(D 4 log
)e4

+ � [2
�(ea)ea]� [�X ;e4]� [X̂ ;�e4]

= 
(! + !)e4 + � [2
�(ea)ea]� [�X ;e4]� [X̂ ;�e4]

= 
(! + !)e4 + 2�
�(ea)ea + 2
̂�[�(ea)ea]� [�X ;e4]� [X̂ ;�e4]:

W e have

[�X ;e4]= � �X c

�
@c





�

e4 +
�X c




�
@cX

d
� @

@!d
� e4(�X

c)
@

@!c
(6.423)

and recalling the expression

�e4 = �
�



(K err)
e4 +

1


(K err)
�X =

�

�
�




̂
(��u + �

�
cX

c)+
�X d


(K err)
�
�

d

�
@

@x�
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wehavealso

[X̂ ;�e4]= !B
@

@�

�

�
�




̂
(��u + �

�
cX

c)+
�X d


(K err)
�
�

d

�
@

@x�
� �e4(X̂ )

@

@�
;(6.424)

therefore

[T0;e4] = 
(! + !)e4 + 2�
�(ea)ea + 2
̂�[�(ea)ea]

� �X
c

�
@c





�

e4 +
�X c




�
@cX

d
� @

@!d
� e4(�X

c)
@

@!c

+ !B
@

@�

�
�




̂
(��u + �

�
cX

c)�
�X d


̂
�
�

d

�
@

@x�
+ �e4(X̂

d)
@

@!d
(6.425)

and equation 3.181 issatis�ed.

[T0;e3]=
1

2
[
(e3 + e4);e3]� [X ;e3]= �




2
[e3;e4]�

1

2
e3(
)(e3 + e4)� [X ;e3]

= �



2

�
(D 4 log
)e3 � (D 3 log
)e4

�
�



2
(D 3 log
)e3 �




2
(D 3 log
)e4

� � [2
�(ea)ea]� [�X ;e3]� [X̂ ;�e3]

= 
(! + !)e3 � � [2
�(ea)ea]� [�X ;e3]� [X̂ ;�e3]

= 
(! + !)e3 � 2�
�(ea)ea � 2
̂�[�(ea)ea]� [�X ;e3]� [X̂ ;�e3]:

W e have

[�X ;e3]= � �X c

�
@c





�

e3 +
�X c



(@cX

d
(K err))

@

@!d
� e3(�X

c)
@

@!c
(6.426)

and recalling the expression

�e3 = �
�



(K err)
e3 = �

�




̂
(��u + �

�
cX

c
(K err))

@

@x�

wehavealso

[X̂ ;�e3] = !B
@

@�

�

�
�




̂
(��u + �

�
cX

c
(K err))

�
@

@x�
� �e3(X (K err))

@

@�

= �
!B 



(K err)

@

@�

�
�





�

e3 � �e3(X (K err))
@

@�
; (6.427)

so that�nally

[T0;e3] = 
(! + !)e3 � 2�
�(ea)ea � 2
̂�[�(ea)ea]

+ �X
c

�
@c





�

e3 �
�X c



(@cX

d
(K err))

@

@!d
+ e3(�X

c)
@

@!c

+
!B 



(K err)

@

@�

�
�





�

e3 + �e3(X (K err))
@

@�
: (6.428)
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proving equation 3.182.

P roofofLem m a 3.5

g([T0;e4];ed)= 2�
�(ed)+ 2
̂g(�[�(ea)ea];ed) (6.429)

+

�
�X c



(@cX

e)� e4(�X
e)�

!B


̂
@��X

e + �e4(X̂
e)

�

g(
@

@!e
;ed))

proving equation 3.185 .

g([T0;e4];e3) = � 2
(! + !)+ 2�X c

�
@c





�

+ 2
!B �



(K err)
2
@�
� 2

!B


(K err)

@��
 ;

proving equation 3.186 .Equations3.187,3.188,3.189 areim m ediate.

P roofofLem m a 3.6:

W e present here som e basic dim ensionalestim ates for allthese quantities,it

should be easy forthe carefulreaderto m ake allthese estim atesm ore precise.

In theseestim ateswe do notdistinguish between the r and the juj.

fjg([T0;ea];ed)jg :

Letusestim ate allthe term sappearing in 3.183.

i) 


2
����(D e3 + D e4)e

�
ag(

@

@! � ;ed):



2
���

�
= O

�
�0r

� (3+ �)
�
,(D e3 + D e4)e

�
ag(

@

@! � ;ed)= O (r� 1)

ii) (̂e
�

3 + ê
�

4)e
�
a(�

�
�� � �̂���)g(

@

@! � ;ed) :

(̂e
�

3 + ê
�

4)e
�
a = O (r� 2),(���� � �̂���)= � 1@� + �� 1@ = O (r� 2)�0r

� (1+ �) ,

g( @

@! � ;ed)= O (r)so that,�nally,

�
�
�
�(̂e

�

3 + ê
�

4)e
�
a(�

�
�� � �̂���)g(

@

@!�
;ed)

�
�
�
�= O

�
�0

r4+ �

�

:

iii) 
̂

2

�

g(dD e3�ea;ed)+ g(dD=
e4
�ea;ed)

�

:

At each point ofany S fêag form s a,not orthogonal,basis. W e can write in

thisbasisthe feag basisand then theirdi�erence,

�ea = ea � êa = cabêb : (6.430)

cab isknown explicitely and dependson �,m oreexplicitely wehave,seeLem m a

3.10,

ea = êa

�

1+ c1
�

jj

�

êa + c2

�
�

jj

�

êb b6= a ; (6.431)

which im plies

�ea = c1
�

jj
êa + c2

�
�

jj

�

êb b6= a (6.432)
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and

�
�
�(g(dD e3�ea;ed)

�
�
�� O (r� 1)

�
�
�
�
�

jj

�
�
�
�jg(̂ea;ed)j� c

�0

r4+ �
: (6.433)

iv) �


2
(� + �)ad �


̂

2
(�� + ��)ad :

These term s are easy to controlusing the bootstrap assum ptions for �
 and

�� + ��.In particularthe �rstterm iscontrolled in the following way

�
�
�
�
�


2
(� + �)ad

�
�
�
�= O

�
�0

r3+ �

�

O

�
M 2

r3

�

� c
M 2

R 2
0

�0

r4+ �
: (6.434)

which im plies

�
�
�
�
�

�


2
(� + �)ad �


̂

2
(�� + ��)ad

�
�
�
�
�
� c

M 2

R 2
0

�0

r4+ �
: (6.435)

v) 
̂

2
(c(�)+ c(�))acg(�ec;ed):

To controlthis term we have to controlg(�ec;ed). From 6.431,...,6.433 and

Lem m a 3.10 itfollows

jg(�ec;ed)j= O

�
�0

r3+ �

�

;

�
�
�
�
�


̂

2
(c(�)+ c(�))ac

�
�
�
�
�
= O

�
M 2

r3

�

(6.436)

v) g([�X ;ea];ed)� g([X ;�ea];ed) :

O bservethat

[�X ;ea]=

�

�X
e @e

c
a

@!e
� e

e
a

@�X c

@!e

�
@

@!c

g([�X ;ea];ed)=

�

�X
e @e

c
a

@!e
� e

e
a

@�X c

@!e

�

g(@!c;ed)

[X ;�ea]=

�

X
e@�e

c
a

@!e
� �e

e
a

@X c

@!e

�
@

@!c
(6.437)

g([X ;�ea];ed)=

�

X
e@�e

c
a

@!e
� �e

e
a

@X c

@!e

�

g(@!c;ed)

and looking at the bootstrap assum ptions for �X and to Lem m a3.10 for �eca
weobtain easily

�
�
�
�

�

�X
e @e

c
a

@!e
� e

e
a

@�X c

@!e

��
�
�
�= O

�
�0

r5+ �

�

�
�
�
�

�

X
e@�e

c
a

@!e
� �e

e
a

@X c

@!e

��
�
�
�= O

�
�0

r5+ �

�

jg(@!c;ed)j= O (r) (6.438)
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and the estim ate follows.

fjg([T0;e4];e3)jg :

Letusestim ate allthe term sappearing in 3.186.

i) � 2
(! + !) :

To estim ate this term it is enough to use the bootstrap assum ptions of�O1
recalling thatin K err! + ! = 0 .Therefore

j2
(! + !)j� c
�0

r2+ �juj2
(6.439)

ii) 2�X c
�
@c





�
:

Recallthat@c doesnotgivean extra r,therefore

�
�
�
�2�X

c

�
@c





��
�
�
�� cj�X j� c

�0

r2+ �juj2
(6.440)

iii) 2 !B �



 (K err)
 2 @�
 :

Im m ediately

�
�
�
�2

!B �



(K err)
2
@�


�
�
�
�� cj!B jj�
j� c

M 2

r3

�0

r3
� c

M 2

R 2
0

�0

r2+ �juj2
(6.441)

iv) � 2 !B


 (K err)

@��
 :

Thisestim ate goesexactly asthe previousone,therefore

�
�
�2

!B


(K err)

@��


�
�
�� cj!B jj�
j� c

M 2

r3

�0

r3
� c

M 2

R 2
0

�0

r2+ �juj2
: (6.442)

fjg([T0;e4];ed)jg :

Letusestim ate allthe term sappearing in 3.185.

i) 2�
�(ed) :

Im m ediately

j2�
�(ed)j� cj�
jj�(ed)j� c
�0

r3+ �

M 2

r3
� c

M 2

R 2
0

�0

r2+ �juj2
(6.443)

ii) 2
̂g(�[�(ea)ea];ed) :
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W e have

2
̂g(�[�(ea)ea];ed)= 2
̂��(ed)+ 2
̂ �̂(ea)g(�ea;ed) (6.444)

and from the bootstrap assum ptionswehave

�
�
�2
̂g(�[�(ea)ea];ed)

�
�
� � c

�

ĵ
jj��(ed)j+ ĵ
jj�̂(ea)jjg(�ea;ed)j

�

(6.445)

� c
�0

r2+ �juj2
+ c

M 2

r3

�0

r3+ �
� c

�

1+
M 2

R 2
0

�
�0

r2+ �juj2

iii)

h
�X

c



(@cX

e)� !B


̂
@��X

e + �e4(X̂
e)

i

g( @

@! e ;ed)

W e have

�
�
�
�
�X c



(@cX

e)�
!B


̂
@�(�X

e)+ �e4(X̂
e)

�
�
�
�jg(

@

@!e
;ed)j

� c

��
M 2

r3

�
�0

r4+ �
+

�0

r4+ �

M 2

r3
+

�0

r4+ �

M 2

r3

�

r� c
M 2

R 2
0

�0

r4+ �
(6.446)

iv) e4(�X
e)g( @

@! e ;ed):

W e have

�
�
�
�e4(�X

e)g(
@

@!e
;ed)

�
�
�
�� je4(�X

e)jr� c
�0

r4+ �
(6.447)

asthe following estim ate holds,which weprovelateron:

je4(�X
e)j� c

�0

r3+ �juj2
: (6.448)

v) �



 (K err)e4(!B )g(
@

@�
;ed):

W e have

�
�
�
�

�



(K err)
e4(!B )g(

@

@�
;ed)

�
�
�
�� c

�0

r1+ �juj2

M 2

r4
r� c

M 2

R 2
0

�0

r4+ �
: (6.449)

W e are left to prove the estim ate 6.448,this is the content ofthe following

lem m a.

Lem m a 6.1. Underthe bootstrap assum ptionsthe following inequality holdsin

V�,

je4(�X
e)j� c

�0

r3juj2+ �
: (6.450)
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P roof:Recallthatwehavean evolution equation along theincom ing conesfor

�X ,seethesecond equation eq.in3.296,butwedo nothavean equation along

theoutgoing cones.Thereforewehaveto derivethepreviousequation along e4
to geta transportequation fore4(�X

e).W e startfrom the equation for�X ,


@ e3�X
a � 
(@ cX

a
(K err))�X

c = � F a
�
+ 4
 2

��
a
: (6.451)

where

F
a = 


�
2


(K err)

Q �

�R 2

@

@r
X

a
(K err)

�

� � 
f a

and fa isa com pletely known function which behavesasO (M 2r� 4).Denoting

	 c � 
e4(�X
c)

itsevolution equation is

@e3	
c = (@dX

c
(K err))	

d +

�

@e4(
@ dX
c
(K err))

�

�X
d + @e4

�

f c

�
+ 4
 2
��

c
�

� (@e4 log
)

h


(@ dX
c
(K err))�X

d + 
f c
�
+ 4
 2

��
c
i

+ (@e3X
e)@e�X

c
: (6.452)

P roof:


@ e3e4(�X
c)= 
@ e3@e4�X

c = 
@ e4@e3�X
c + 
(@ e3e

�

4)@��X
c

= @e4(
@ e3�X
c)� (@e4 log
)(
@ e3�X

c)+ 


��

@e3
1




�

(��u + X
e
�
�
e)+

1



(@e3X

e)��e

�

@��X
c

= @e4(
@ e3�X
c)� (@e4 log
)(
@ e3�X

c)� 
(@ e3 log
)(@ e4�X
c)+ (@e3X

e)@e�X
c
: (6.453)

therefore

@e3 (
e4(�X
c))= @e4(
@ e3�X

c)� (@e4 log
)(
@ e3�X
c)+ (@e3X

e)@e�X
c

= @e4

h


(@ dX
c
(K err))�X

d + 
f c
�
+ 4
 2

��
c
i

� (@e4 log
)

h


(@ dX
c
(K err))�X

d + 
f c
�
+ 4
 2

��
c
i

+ (@e3X
e)@e�X

c

= (@dX
c
(K err))(
e4(�X

d))+

�

@e4(
@ dX
c
(K err))

�

�X
d + @e4

�

f c

�
+ 4
 2
��

c
�

� (@e4 log
)

h


(@ dX
c
(K err))�X

d + 
f c
�
+ 4
 2

��
c
i

+ (@e3X
e)@e�X

c
: (6.454)

Equation 6.452 can be rewritten in a m orecom pactway as

@e3	
c = (@dX

c
(K err))	

d +

n�

@e4(
@ dX
c
(K err))

�

�X
d + @e4(
f

c
�
)+ (@e3X

e)@e�X
c

� (@e4 log
)

h


(@ dX
c
(K err))�X

d + 
f c
�


io

+ (@e4 log
)4

2
��

c
+ @e4(4


2
��

c
);

or

@e3	
c = (@dX

c
(K err))	

d + H
c + (@e4 log
)4


2
��

c
+ @e4(4


2
��

c
) (6.455)
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whereitiseasy to see that

jH cj� c

�

1+
M 2

R 2
0

�
�0

r3juj3+ �
(6.456)

Thereforeifweprovethat

j��
c
j� c

�0

r3juj2+ �
; j@e4(4


2
��

c
)j� c

�0

r3juj3+ �
(6.457)

it follows im m ediately that integrating along the incom ing cones with the as-

sum ed initialdata 	 c satis�esthe following bound

j
e4(�X
c)j� c

�0

r3juj2+ �
(6.458)

proving the lem m a.

W earestilllefttoproveinequalities6.457,thisisthecontentofthenextlem m a.

Lem m a 6.2. Under the bootstrap assum ptions in the region V� the following

inequalities hold

j��
c
j� c

�0

r3juj2+ �
; j@e4(4


2
��

c
)j� c

�0

r3juj3+ �
: (6.459)

P roof:The �rstinequality followsim m ediately recalling thatby the resulton

the correction ofthe connection coe�cientswe have

j��(ea)j=
�0

r3juj1+ �

and that jebaj= O (r� 1). The second estim ate is slightly m ore delicate as it

involves @e4��,we have therefore to use the expression ofD=
4
�� which,apart

notharm fulterm s,dependson ��. The estim ate for�� on the otherside has

been alreadyobtained and allowstogettheexpected bound.Theonly apparent

problem seem sa lossofderivativesherease4(�X
a)isattheorderofconnection

coe�cientswhile� ofa derivativeofthem .But,asalready discusses,thisisnot

harm fulasin thenextstep when weareinterested to thetangentialderivatives

for the connection coe�cients,in this case to r=��,the equation we use is a

elliptic Hodge equation which allows us to get an estim ate for r=�� without

loosing derivatives,see [K l-Ni1],Chapter 4,Proposition 4.3.3. Therefore and

thisisageneralphenom enon appearingin thisapproach,alossofderivativescan

appearin theestim ateoftheconnection coe�cientsorofthem etriccom ponents,

butdoesnotreproduceitselfwhen weestim ate theirtangentialderivatives.

P roofofLem m a 3.10:

W e diagonalizethe m atrix  = fabg via an orthogonalm atrix U ,� = U UT .

 =

0

B
@


(K err)

11 + �11 �12

�21 
(K err)

22 + �22

1

C
A (6.460)
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� =

�
cos� sin�

� sin� cos�

�

�

0

B
@


(K err)

11 + �11 �12

�21 
(K err)

22 + �22

1

C
A�

�
cos� � sin�

sin� cos�

�

Therequirem entthatthe m atrix � be diagonalim pliesthe conditions

cos2 �(
(K err)

11 + �11)+ 2cos� sin��12 + sin2 �(
(K err)

22 + �22)= �11 = 
(K err)

11 + �b11 + O (�20)

sin2 �(
(K err)

11 + �11)� 2cos� sin��12 + cos2 �(
(K err)

22 + �22)= �11 = 
(K err)

22 + �b22 + O (�20)

sin� cos�(� (
(K err)

11 + �11)+ (
(K err)

22 + �22))+ (cos2 � � sin2 �)�12 = 0 (6.461)

where ��11;��22 are oforder �0 . This im plies that � = O (�0). A standard

calculation im pliesthattheorthonorm alfram ein theregion V� oftheperturbed

K errspacetim ecan be written in the following way

e1 =
1

p
11 cos

2 � + 22 sin
2
� � 212 sin� cos�

�

cos�

q


(K err)

11 e
(K err)

1 ;� sin�

q


(K err)

22 e
(K err)

2

�

e2 =
1

p
22 cos

2 � + 11 sin
2
� + 212 sin� cos�

�

sin�

q


(K err)

11 e
(K err)

1 ;cos�

q


(K err)

22 e
(K err)

2

�

and keeping only the order�0 weobtain the thesis.

P roofofLem m a 3.12:O bserve�rstthat

(D 4 � D
(K err)

4 )Ô = (e
�

4D � � e
(K err)

�

4D
(K err)
� )Ô (6.462)

=

h

(e
�

4 � e
(K err)�

4)D � + e
(K err)�

4(D � � D
(K err)
� )

i

Ô

= �
�




D

(K err)

4 Ô +
r�X c



D cÔ + e

(K err)�

4(D � � D
(K err)
� )Ô :

Assum ing forsim plicity thatO be a covariantvectortangentto S,

�
(D=

4
� D=

(K err)

4
)Ô
�

�
= (� �

�D 4 � � (K err)�

�D
(K err)

4
)Ô �

= (� �
� � � (K err)�

�)D 4Ô � + � (K err)�

�(D 4 � D
(K err)

4 )Ô �

= (����)D 4Ô � +
(r�X c)



D

(K err)
c Ô � + � (K err)�

�(��
�
��)e

(K err)�

4 Ô � :

P roofofLem m a 3.13:From equation 3.308 wehave

� �
� = �

�
� � (�3�e

�
3 + �

4
�e

�
4): (6.463)

Thecom ponentsof�3 and �4 satisfy,see3.310:

�
3
u = 
 ; �

3
u = �

3
c = 0

�
4
u = 
 ; �

4
u = �

4
c = 0 : (6.464)
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Therefore

(� �
� � � �

�

(K err)
)= (�3

(K err)

� e
�
3

(K err)
+ �

4(K err)

� e
�
4

(K err)
)� (�3�e

�
3 + �

4
�e

�
4)

= (�3
(K err)

� � �
3
�)e

�
3

(K err)
+ �

3
�(e

�
3

(K err)
� e

�
3)+ (�4

(K err)

� � �
4
�)e

�
4

(K err)
+ �

4
�(e

�
4

(K err)
� e

�
4)

O bservethat

(�3
(K err)

� � �
3
�)= �

u
�(
� 
 (K err))= �

u
��


(�4
(K err)

� � �
4
�)= �

u
�(
� 
 (K err))= �

u
��
 (6.465)

(e�3
(K err)

� e
�
3)=

�



(K err)
e
�
3

(e�4
(K err)

� e
�
4)=

�



(K err)
e
�
4 �

1



�
�
c(r�X

c):

recalling agin that[�
]= L0 ; [�X c]= L� 1.Therefore

(� �
� � � �

�

(K err)
)= �

u
��
e

�
3

(K err)
+ �

3
�

�



(K err)
e
�
3 + �

u
��
e

�
4

(K err)
+ �

4
�

�



(K err)
e
�
4 � �

4
�

1



�
�
c(r�X

c)

= �
u
�


(K err) �



(K err)
e
�
3

(K err)
+ �

3
�

�



(K err)
e
�
3 + �

u
�


(K err) �



(K err)
e
�
4

(K err)
+ �

4
�

�



(K err)
e
�
4 � �

4
�

r�X c


(K err)
�
�
c

=
�



(K err)

h�

�
3(K err)

� e
�
3

(K err)
+ �

3
�e

�
3

�

+

�

�
4(K err)

� e
�
4

(K err)
+ �

4
�e

�
4

�i

�
r�X c


(K err)
�
4
��

�
c

Therefore

(� �
� � � �

�

(K err)
)= �
A �

� + r�X
c
B
�
c� (6.466)

where

A
�
� =

1


(K err)

h�

�
3(K err)

� e
�
3

(K err)
+ �

3
�e

�
3

�

+

�

�
4(K err)

� e
�
4

(K err)
+ �

4
�e

�
4

�i

B
�
c� =

1


(K err)
�
4
��

�
c (6.467)

P roof of the estim ates 3.276: The following estim ates are easily obtained

from the bootstrap assum ptions2.53,using the previousestim atesforthe Rie-

m ann tensorR and foritscorrections�R,seeLem m a3.8 and inequality 3.160.

O bservealso thatthe estim ate of

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �(�r=)̂�(K err)jp;S
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hasbeen proved following the previousargum ent,see the rem ark after3.256.

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �
��̂U=
(K err)

jp;S � cjr
2� 2

p juj2+ ���̂jp;Sjr
2
U=
(K err)

jp;Sj1 � c�0
M 2

R 2
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ��
�̂(K err)
U=
(K err)

jp;S � cjr
1� 2

p juj2+ ��
jp;Sjr�̂
(K err)j1 jr

2
U=
(K err)

j1 � c�0
M 4

R 4
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ��̂r=��̂jp;S � cjr
3� 2

p juj2+ �r=��̂jp;Sjr�̂j1 � c�0
M 2

R 2
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ��̂(�r=)̂�(K err)jp;S � cjr�̂j1 jr
3� 2

p juj2+ �(�r=)̂�(K err)jp;S � c�0
M 2

R 2
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ���̂ � ��̂jp;S � cjr�j1 jr�̂j1 jr
2� 2

p juj2+ ���̂jp;S � c�0
M 4

R 4
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ����̂ � �̂
(K err)jp;S � cjr�j1 jr�̂(K err)j1 jr

2� 2

p juj2+ ���̂jp;S � c�0
M 4

R 4
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ���ĵ�(K err)j2jp;S � cjr�̂(K err)j21 jr
2� 2

p juj2+ ���jp;S � c�0
M 4

R 4
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �tr� �̂ � ��jp;S � cjrtr�j1 jr�̂j1 jr
2� 2

p juj2+ ���jp;S � c�0
M 4

R 4
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �tr� ��̂ � �
(K err)jp;S � cjrtr�j1 jr�

(K err)j1 jr
2� 2

p juj2+ ���̂jp;S � c�0
M 4

R 4
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ��tr� �̂
(K err)� �

(K err)jp;S � cjr
2� 2

p juj2+ ��tr�jp;S ĵ�
(K err)j1 j�(K err)j1 � c�0

M 4

R 4
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ �tr���jp;S � cjrtr�j1 jr
3� 2

p juj2+ �tr���jp;S � c�0
M 2

R 2
0

jr
4� 2

p juj2+ ��tr��(K err)jp;S � cjr
2� 2

p juj2+ ��tr�jp;Sjr
2
�
(K err)j1 � c�0

M 2

R 2
0

where we used the previous estim ates for the Riem ann tensor R and for its

corrections�R,seeLem m a3.8 and inequality 3.160.

6.2 Various K err com putations

Letusde�ne u;u astwo functionssolutionsofthe eikonalequation

g
��
@�w@�w = 0 ;

u =
t� r�(�;r)

2
; u =

t+ r�(�;r)

2
: (6.468)

TheK errm etricin the Boyer-Lindquistcoordinatesfx�g = ft;r;�;�g is

g(K err)(� ;� ) = �

�
�� a 2 sin2 �

�

�
dt

2 � asin2 �
(r2 + a2 � �)

�
(dt
 d� + d�
 dt)

+
�

�
dr

2 + �d�2 +
(r2 + a2)2 � �a 2 sin2 �

�
sin2 �d�2 (6.469)
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a = J=M and

� = r
2 + a

2 cos2 � = r
2 + a

2 � a
2 sin2 �

� = r
2 + a

2 � 2M r= r
2

�

1�
2M

r

�

+ a
2 (6.470)

R
2 =

(r2 + a2)2 � �a 2 sin2 �

�
= (r2 + a

2)+
2M ra2 sin2 �

�

and 57 in the fu;u;��;�g coordinates

g(K err)(� ;� ) (6.471)

= � 4
2

(K err)dudu + 
(K err)

ab

�

d!
a � X

a
(K err)(du + du)

� �

d!
b � X

b
(K err)(du + du)

�

;

where

X
a
(K err) = !B �

a
� ; !B =

2M ar

�R 2
; 
 =

r
�

R 2
: (6.472)

Thenull(radial)geodesicvector�eld L;L

L = L
� @

@x�
; L = L

� @

@x�

havethe com ponentsL
�
= � g��@�

(t+ r�)

2
; L� = � g��@�

(t� r�)

2
,therefore

L
0
= �

g00

2
L
r
= � grr

(@rr�)

2
L
�
= � g��

(@�r�)

2
L
�
= �

g�0

2

L
0 = �

g00

2
L
r = g

rr(@rr�)

2
L
� = g

��(@�r�)

2
L
� = �

g�0

2
(6.473)

From these de�nitionswith an easy calculation weobtain

L =
1

2
2

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

L =
1

2
2

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

(6.474)

Letusde�ne

e3 =
1




�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

; e4 =
1




�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

N =

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

; N =

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

: (6.475)

57

g
00 = �

g��

4 sin2 �
; g

0� =
g0�

4 sin2 �
; g

�� = �
g00

4 sin2 �

g
rr = g

�1
rr ; g

� � = g
�1

� �
:
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Therefore

T =



2
(e3 + e4)=

1

2

�
@

@u
+

@

@u

�

+ !B
@

@�
=

@

@t
+ !B

@

@�

T0 =



2
(e3 + e4)� !B

@

@�
=

@

@t
(6.476)

Recallthatin generalthe following relation holds:

[N ;N ]= � 4
2
�(ea)ea (6.477)

and com puting explicitely the l.h.s.in the K errspacetim e weobtain:

� 4
2
�(ea)ea =

��
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

�

;

�
@

@u
+ !B

@

@�

��

=

�
@

@u
�

@

@u

�

!B
@

@�
= 2

@!B

@r�

@

@�
= 2

@r

@r�

@!B

@r

@

@�
= 2

Q �

�R 2

@!B

@r

@

@�

= 2
Q �

�R 2
R sin�

@!B

@r
e� = � 4
2

�

�
Q R sin�

2�

@!B

@r

�

e� (6.478)

Thereforewehaveproved thatin theK errspacetim e,with thenullfram echoice

given beforewehave:

�(e��)= 0 ; �(e�)= �
Q R sin�

2�

@!B

@r
: (6.479)

W e com pute now the nullcom ponents ofthe (T )� and the (T0)� deform ation

tensorsin K err,ofcoursethesecond oneisidenticallyzero,butweareinterested

to seehow the variouspartscom pensate.

T he deform ation tensors ofT and T0.

(T )�:Recallthat

T =



2
(e3 + e4)=

@

@t
+ !B

@

@�
:

Lem m a 6.3. In the Kerrspacetim e (T )� isdi� erentfrom zero,butsom e com -

ponentsare zero.In factwe have

(T )
�(e3;e3)=

(T )
�(e4;e4)=

(T )
�(e3;e4)= 0

(T )
�(ea;eb)= (D �!B )R sin�(�c��d� + �d��c�)e

c
ae

d
b

(T )
�(ea;e3)= 2
�(ea);

(T )
�(ea;e4)= � 2
�(ea) (6.480)

P roof:

(T )
�(e3;e3)=

1

2
g(D 3
(e3 + e4);e3)= � 
D 3 log
+




2
g(D 3e4;e3)= 2! � 2! = 0

= g(D 3

@

@t
;e3)+ g(D 3!B

@

@�
;e3)= D 3!B g(

@

@�
;e3)= (D 3!B )R sin�g(e�;e3)= 0 :(6.481)
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recalling thatas @

@t
and @

@�
areK illing and im plying

g(D 3

@

@t
;e3)= g(D 3

@

@�
;e3)= 0 :

Analogousresultfor(T )�(e4;e4).M oreover

(T )
�(e3;e4)=

1

2
g(D 3
(e3 + e4);e4)+

1

2
g(D 4
(e3 + e4);e3)

= � ((D 3
)+ (D 4
))+



2
g(D 3
e3;e4)+




2
g(D 4
e4;e3)

= 2
(! + !)+ 2
(! + !)= 4
(! + !)

= g(D 3

@

@t
;e4)+ g(D 3!B

@

@�
;e4)+ g(D 4

@

@t
;e3)+ g(D 4!B

@

@�
;e3)

= (D 3!B )g(D 3!B
@

@�
;e4)+ (D 4!B )g(

@

@�
;e3)= 0 : (6.482)

(T )
�(e3;ea)=

1

2
g(D 3
(e3 + e4);ea)+

1

2
g(D a
(e3 + e4);e3)

=



2
g(D 3(e3 + e4);ea)� 
r=

a
log
+




2
g(D ae4;e3)

=



2
g(D 3e4;ea)� 
r=

a
log
+




2
g(D ae4;e3)

= 
(�(ea)� r=
a
log
+ �(ea))= 2
�(ea) (6.483)

(T )
�(ea;eb)=

1

2
g(D a
(e3 + e4);eb)+

1

2
g(D b
(e3 + e4);ea)

=



2
g(D a(e3 + e4);eb)+




2
g(D b(e3 + e4);ea)= 


�
� + �

�
(ea;eb)

= g(D a

@

@t
;eb)+ g(D a!B

@

@�
;eb)+ g(D b

@

@t
;ea)+ g(D b!

@

@�
;ea)

= (D a!B )g(
@

@�
;eb)+ (D b!B )g(

@

@�
;ea)= (D �!B )R sin�(�b��a� + �a��b�)

Lem m a 6.4. In the Kerr spacetim e the deform ation tensor com ponents ofT0
are allidentically zero.

P roof: Thisfollowsim m ediately from the stationarity ofthe K errspacetim e,

weproveitdirectly by com putation astheseareusefulwhen wedo perturb the

spacetim e.

(T0)�(e3;e3)=
1

2
g(D 3
(e3 + e4);e3)� g(D 3X

c @

@!c
;e3) (6.484)

= � 
D 3 log
+



2
g(D 3e4;e3)+ g(X c @

@!c
;D 3e3)= 2! � 2! = 0

(T0)�(e4;e4)= 0 (6.485)
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(T0)�(e3;e4)=
1

2
g(D 3
(e3 + e4);e4)+

1

2
g(D 4
(e3 + e4);e3)

� g(D 3X
� @

@�
;e4)� g(D 4X

� @

@�
;e3) (6.486)

= 4
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g(D 3X
� @
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� X �

�

g(D 3

@

@�
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2
g(D 4

@

@�
;e3)

�

= � X �(Z )
�(e3;e4)= 0 :
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� @
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= (T )
�(e3;ea)� (D 3X
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�
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�
Q R sin�
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(T0)�(ea;eb)=
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g(D a
(e3 + e4);eb)+
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2
g(D b
(e3 + e4);ea)

�
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g(D aX
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�(ea;eb)�

�

g(D aX
� @

@�
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�(ea;eb)� (@�!B )R sin�(�a��b� + �a��b�)�
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= 
(� + �)(ea;eb)� e�(!B )R sin�(�a��b� + �a��b�)= 0 : (6.489)

C orollary 6.1.From thepreviousLem m a and 6.479 itfollowsthatin theKerr

spacetim e



�
� + �

�
(ea;eb)=

�
e�(!B )R sin�

�
(�b��a� + �a��b�)

�(ea)=

�

�
Q R sin�

2�
@r!B

�

�a�

! + ! = 0 ; tr� + tr� = 0 (6.490)
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